arXiv:1108.5629v1 [math.FA] 29 Aug 2011

Can any unconditionally convergent multiplier be transformed to have the symbol (1) and Bessel sequences by shifting weights?

D. T. Stoeva^{a),b)∗} and P. Balazs^{b)†} a) Department of Mathematics, University of Architecture, Civil Engineering and Geodesy, Blvd Hristo Smirnenski 1, 1046 Sofia, Bulgaria

b) Acoustics Research Institute, Wohllebengasse 12-14, Vienna A-1040, Austria

October 6, 2019

The paper is dedicated to Hans Feichtinger on the occasion of his 60th birthday.

Abstract

Multipliers are operators that combine (frame-like) analysis, a multiplication with a fixed sequence, called the symbol, and synthesis. The are very interesting mathematical objects that also have a lot of applications for example in acoustical signal processing. It is known that bounded symbols and Bessel sequences guarantee unconditional convergence. In this paper we investigate necessary and equivalent conditions for the unconditional convergence of multipliers. In particular we show that, under mild conditions, unconditionally convergent multipliers can be transformed by shifting weights between symbol and sequence, into multipliers with symbol (1) and Bessel sequences.

∗std73std@yahoo.com †peter.balazs@oeaw.ac.at 1This work was supported by the WWTF project MULAC (’Frame Multipliers: Theory and Application in Acoustics; MA07-025) 1

Keywords: multiplier, unconditional convergence, frame, Riesz basis, Bessel sequence

MSC 2000: 42C15, 40A05, 47L15

1 Introduction

Multipliers are operators that have the form M_{(mn ),(ϕn),(ψn)}f = ∞∑ n=1 m_n ⟨f, ψ_n⟩ ϕ_n, (1) where (ϕ_n) and (ψ_n) are sequences in a Hilbert space H and (m_n) is a scalar sequence, called the symbol. In [2] the known concept of Gabor multipliers [14] was extended to the general frame and Bessel sequences case.

Multipliers are interesting from a mathematical point of view. They have been investigated for Gabor frames [15, 7, 13], for fusion frames [1], for generalized frames [25] and p-frames in Banach spaces [24]. The concept of multipliers is naturally related to weighted frames [5, 26] as well as matrix representation of operators [4]. The later is, in particular, important for the numerical solution of operator equations, see e.g. [10, 11]. Other applications of multipliers are also possible, in particular in acoustics. Multipliers are applied in psychoacoustical modelling [6, 19], computational auditory scene analysis [29], denoising [20], sound synthesis [12] or sound morphing [21]. For some applications, an approximation of matrices or operators by multipliers is interesting [3, 16].

For Bessel sequences and bounded symbols multipliers are always well-defined on all of H with unconditional convergence and bounded [2]. Multipliers can be unconditionally convergent on all of H for non-Bessel sequences and non-bounded symbols, plenty of examples can be found in [28]. Multipliers which are well defined on all of H are always bounded (see Lemma 2.3), but the unconditional convergence is not always guaranteed, see the multiplier M_{(1),Φ,Ψ} in Example 2.2. In this paper we focus on the unconditional convergence of multipliers.

Clearly, the roles of the sequences and the symbols in Equation (1) are not independent, some weights can be shifted between those objects. We want to solve the following questions: Can we find a ‘canonical form’ of an unconditional convergent multiplier by shifting weights? In particular, as it is known, that a multiplier involving a bounded symbol and Bessel sequences is unconditionally convergent, can we reach such a construction by shifting weights for any unconditionally convergent multiplier? Can we connect the invertibility of multipliers to the frame property? Here we give partial answers and formulate a conjecture for the open question.

In Section 1.1 we formulate the questions as motivation for this paper in full details. In Section 2, we specify the notation and state the needed results for the main part of the paper. In Section 3, the unconditional convergence of multipliers is considered; sufficient and equivalent conditions are determined. In Section 4 we give partial answers of the questions posed in Section 1.1. We determine several classes of multipliers, where the Conjecture is true. Furthermore, we investigate if, by such a shifting, we can also reduce unconditionally and invertible multipliers to a certain, ’canonical’ form. We determine several classes of multipliers which can be reduced to frame multipliers with symbol (1).

1.1 Motivation

In connection to the questions about the re-weighting of symbol and sequence we introduce the following notation: for sequences ν = (ν_n), Θ = (θ_n), Ξ = (ξ_n), we will write M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{ν,Ξ,Θ} if there exist scalar sequences (c_n), (d_n) so that ξ_n = c_nϕ_n, θ_n = d_nψ_n, and m_n = ν_nc_nd_n for every n.

When Φ and Ψ are Bessel sequences for H, and m∈ ℓ^∞, then M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent on H [2].

This is only a sufficient condition. For example, the multiplier M_{(n),(} 1_{n en),(} 1_{n en)} is unconditionally convergent on H and m = (n) /∈ ℓ^∞. But note that M_{(n),(} 1_{n en),(} 1_{n en)} can be written as M_{(1),(en ),(} 1_{n en)}. Many examples of unconditionally convergent multipliers M_{m,Φ,Ψ} with m /∈ ℓ^∞ or non-Bessel Φ can be found in [28]. All these multipliers can be transformed into the form M_{(1),Bessel,Bessel} by shifting weights. On the other hand, the multiplier M_{(1),Φ,Ψ} in Example 2.2 is well-defined on H, but not unconditionally convergent on H. The sequence m = (1) can not be written in the way (c_nd_n) so that both (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) are Bessel for H. The above observations lead to the following question:

[Q_{UC}] If M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent on H, do scalar sequences (c_n) and (d_n) exist so that M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{(1),(cn ϕn),(dnψn)}, where (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) are Bessel for H?

The above question is clearly equivalent to the following one: Does unconditional convergence of M_{m,Φ,Ψ} on H imply that M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{( ~mn )∈ℓ}∞_{,(cnϕn),(dn ψn)} with (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) being Bessel for H? We can we give a partial answer to Q_{UC}:

Proposition 1.1 For M_{m,Φ,Ψ} define the following conditions:

P_1: (|m_n| · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ‖ψ_n‖) is norm-bounded below and M = M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent.

P_2: ∃ (c_n) and (d_n) so that M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{(1),(cn ϕn),(dn ψn)}, where (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) are ‖·‖-semi-normalized and Bessel for H.

P_3: ∃ (c_n) and (d_n) so that M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{(1),(cn ϕn),(dn ψn)}, where (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) are Bessel for H.

For these conditions we have P_1 ⇔ P_2 ⇒ P_3 and P_3 ⇏ P_1.

So, under the condition that (|m_n| · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ‖ψ_n‖) is norm-bounded below, the question [Q_{UC}] can be answered affirmatively. Also if Φ = Ψ we can positively answer the question, see Proposition 4.1.

Testing an enormous number of examples of unconditionally convergent multiplier lead us to believe in the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1 M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent if and only if P_3 is fulfilled.

In short, this means that the answer to question [Q_{UC}] would always be ’Yes’.

By [27] we know that the invertibility of multipliers is connected to the frame condition of the involved sequences. So in this case we can ask:

[Q_{Inv1}] If M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent and invertible, do sequences (c_n) and (d_n) exist so that M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{(1),(cn ϕn),(dnψn)}, where (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) are frames for H?

We determined classes of multipliers for which [Q_{Inv1}] has affirmative answer, see Section 4.

Note that if the answer of Question [Q_{UC} ] is ’Yes’, then the answer of [Q_{Inv1}] is also ’Yes’, see Section 4. In particular this means that if Conjecture 1 is true, every invertible and unconditionally convergent multiplier can be written as M_{(1),frame,frame}. 2 Notation and preliminaries

Throughout the paper H denotes a Hilbert space and (e_n) denotes an orthonormal basis of H. The notion operator is used for linear mappings. The range of an operator G is denoted by R(G). The identity operator on H is denoted by I_H. The operator G : H → H is called invertible if there exists a bounded operator G^{−1} : H → H such that GG^{−1} = G^{−1}G = I_H. Throughout the paper, we work with a fixed infinite, but countable index set J, and, without loss of generality, N is used as an index set, also implicitly.

The notation Φ (resp. Ψ) is used to denote the sequence (ϕ_n) (resp. (ψ_n)) with elements from H; m denotes a complex scalar sequence (m_n), m = (m_n) and mΦ = (m_nϕ_n). Recall that m is called semi-normalized if there exist constants a, b such that 0 < a ≤ |m_n| ≤ b < ∞, ∀n. If (‖ϕ_n‖) is semi-normalized, then Φ is called ‖·‖-semi-normalized. If inf_n ‖m_n‖ > 0 (resp. inf_n ‖ϕ_n‖ > 0), the sequence m (resp. Φ) will be called norm-bounded below, in short NBB.

Bessel sequences, frames, Riesz bases

Recall that Φ is called a Bessel sequence (in short, Bessel) for H with bound B_Φ if B_Φ < ∞ and ∑ |⟨h, ϕ_n⟩|^2 ≤ B_Φ‖h‖^2 for every h ∈ H. A Bessel sequence Φ with bound B_Φ is called a frame for H with bounds A_Φ, B_Φ, if A_Φ > 0 and A_Φ‖h‖^2 ≤ ∑ |⟨h, ϕ_n⟩|^2 for every h ∈ H. The sequence Φ is called a Riesz basis for H with bounds A_Φ, B_Φ, if Φ is complete in H, A_Φ > 0 and A_Φ ∑ |c_n|^2 ≤ ‖ ∑ c_nϕ_n‖^2 ≤ B_Φ ∑ |c_n|^2, ∀(c_n) ∈ ℓ^2. Every Riesz basis for H with bounds A, B is a frame for H with bounds A, B. For standard references for frame theory and related topics see [8, 9, 18].

Unconditional convergence

A series ∑ ϕ_n is called unconditionally convergent if ∑ ϕ_{σ(n)} converges for every permutation σ(n) of N. We will use the following known results about unconditional convergence:

Proposition 2.1 For a sequence Φ, the following statements hold.

(i) [18, Th. 3.16] If ∑ ϕ_n converges unconditionally, then ∑ ‖ϕ_n‖^2 < ∞. (ii) [18, 22, 23] The following conditions are equivalent. • ∑ n ϕ_n converges unconditionally.

• Every subseries ∑ k ϕ_{nk} converges.

• Every subseries ∑ k ϕ_{nk} converges weakly. • ∑ n λ_nϕ_n converges for every bounded sequence of scalars (λ_n).

(iii) [18, Th. 8.3.6] If Φ is a Riesz basis for H, then ∑ c_nϕ_n converges unconditionally if and only if ∑ c_nϕ_n converges.

(iv) If Φ is a NBB Bessel sequence for H, then ∑ c_nϕ_n converges unconditionally if and only if (c_n) ∈ ℓ^2.

If Φ is a NBB frame for H, the conclusion of Proposition 2.1(iv) is proved in [18, Th. 8.36]. The proof in [18] uses only validity of the upper frame condition, so the property is shown for Bessel sequences.

Concerning Proposition 2.1(iv), note that if the condition “norm-bounded below” is omitted, then the conclusion does not hold in general, because ∑ c_nϕ_n might converge unconditionally for some (c_n) /∈ ℓ^∞, see [18, Ex. 8.35].

Multipliers

For any Φ, Ψ and any m (called weight or symbol), the operator M_{m,Φ,Ψ}, given by M_{m,Φ,Ψ}f = ∑ m_n⟨f, ψ_n⟩ϕ_n, f ∈ H, is called a multiplier [2]. The multiplier M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is called unconditionally convergent if ∑ m_n⟨f, ψ_n⟩ϕ_n converges unconditionally for every f ∈ H.

Depending on m, Φ, and Ψ, the multiplier M_{m,Φ,Ψ} might not be well defined (i.e. might not converge for some f ∈ H) or it might be well defined but not unconditionally convergent. First observe that M_{m,Φ,Ψ} being well defined on all of H is not equivalent to M_{m,Ψ,Φ} being well defined on all of H: Example 2.2 Let Φ = (e_1, e_1, −e_1, e_2, e_1, −e_1, e_3, e_1, −e_1, . . .) and Ψ = (e_1, e_1, e_1, e_2, e_2, e_2, e_3, e_3, e_3, . . .). Then M_{(1),Φ,Ψ} = I_H and M_{(1),Ψ,Φ} is not welldefined.

The following statements about well definedness can be easily proved: Lemma 2.3 For any Φ, Ψ and m, the following holds.

(i) Let M_{m,Φ,Ψ} be well defined on all of H. Then M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is bounded and M_{m,Ψ,Φ} equals M^∗_{m,Φ,Ψ} in a weak sense.

(ii) If M_{m,Φ,Ψ} and M_{m,Ψ,Φ} are well defined on H, then M_{m,Ψ,Φ} = M^∗_{m,Φ,Ψ}.

3 Necessary and Equivalent Conditions for the Unconditional Convergence of Multipliers

As one can see in Example 2.2, well-definedness of M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is not equivalent to well-definedness of M_{m,Ψ,Φ}. If the notion of well-definedness is replaced by the stronger notion of unconditional convergence, then equivalences hold as follows: Lemma 3.1 For any m, Φ, and Ψ, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent. (ii) M_{m,Ψ,Φ} is unconditionally convergent. (iii) M_{m,Ψ,Φ} is unconditionally convergent. (iv) M_{(|mn|),Ψ,Φ} is unconditionally convergent.

Proof: (i) ⇔ (ii): Let M_{m,Φ,Ψ} be unconditionally convergent. By Proposition 2.1(ii), every subseries ∑ k m_{nk} ⟨f, ψ_{nk} ⟩ϕ_{nk} converges for every f ∈ H, which implies that every subseries ∑ k m_{nk} ⟨g, ϕ_{nk} ⟩ψ_{nk} converges weakly for every g ∈ H.

Now Proposition 2.1(ii) implies that ∑ n m_n⟨g, ϕ_n⟩ψ_n converges unconditionally for every g ∈ H.

(iii) ⇔ (iv): Fix f ∈ H and assume that M_{m,Ψ,Φ}f is unconditionally convergent. Then every subseries ∑ k m_{nk} ⟨f, ϕ_{nk} ⟩ψ_{nk} converges unconditionally. Consider the sequence (λ_n) given by λ_n =^{|mn|}_{mn} if m_n ≠ 0 and λ_n = 0 if m_n = 0. Applying Proposition 2.1(ii) with the bounded sequences (λ_{nk} )_k, it follows that every subseries ∑ k |m_{nk} |⟨f, ϕ_{nk} ⟩ψ_{nk} converges. Now apply again Proposition 2.1(ii).

The converse follows analogously. (ii) ⇔ (iv) follows from (iii) ⇔ (iv). □ There exist multipliers which are well defined on all of H but not unconditionally convergent, see M_{(1),Φ,Ψ} in Example 2.2. For Bessel sequences and bounded symbols the multiplier is always unconditionally convergent [2]. Note that this is only a sufficient condition. Multipliers can be unconditionally convergent even in cases when m /∈ ℓ^∞ or at least one of the sequences is not Bessel. For example, consider M_{(n}2_{),(} 1_{n en),(} 1_{n en)} = I_H and M_{(1),(} 1_{n en),(nen)} = I_H. The following statement gives necessary conditions for unconditional convergence:

Proposition 3.2 Let M_{m,Φ,Ψ} be unconditionally convergent.

(i) Then (m_n · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ψ_n) and (m_n · ‖ψ_n‖ · ϕ_n) are Bessel for H.

(ii) If Φ (Ψ, mΦ, mΨ, respectively) is NBB, then mΨ (mΦ, Ψ, Φ, respectively) is a Bessel sequence for H.

(iii) If both Φ and Ψ are NBB, then m ∈ ℓ^∞.

(iv) If Φ, Ψ and m are NBB, then m is semi-normalized and both Φ and Ψ are Bessel sequences for H.

Proof: (i) It follows from Proposition 2.1(i) that (⟨f, m_n · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ψ_n⟩) ∈ ℓ^2 for every f ∈ H. This implies that (m_n · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ψ_n) is Bessel for H. Now use Proposition 3.1 and apply what is already proved to M_{m,Ψ,Φ}. (ii)-(iii) follow easily from (i); (iv) follows from (ii)-(iii). □

Remark 3.3 1. Concerning Lemma 3.2(ii): if Φ is not NBB, then mΨ does not need to be a Bessel sequence for H, see [28, Ex. 4.1.7(i), 4.1.12(i)].

2. Concerning Lemma 3.2(iii): if at least one of Φ and Ψ is not NBB, then m does not need to be in ℓ^∞, see [28, Ex. 4.1.11(i)].

For the special cases of Gabor and wavelet systems, which are always NBB, Proposition 3.2 gives the following result:

Corollary 3.4 Let Φ and Ψ be Gabor (or wavelet) systems, and m be NBB. Then M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent if and only if Φ and Ψ are Bessel for H and m is semi-normalized.

Above we have seen sufficient or necessary conditions for the unconditional convergence of multipliers. Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 3.7 give conditions which are necessary and sufficient under certain assumptions.

Proposition 3.5 For a multiplier M_{m,Φ,Ψ}, the following statements hold.

(i) Let Φ be a NBB Bessel sequence for H. Then

M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent ⇔ mΨ is Bessel for H. (ii) Let Φ be a Riesz basis for H. Then

M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is well defined on H ⇔ M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent ⇔ mΨ is Bessel for H ⇔ M_{m,Ψ,Φ} is well defined on H ⇔ M_{m,Ψ,Φ} is unconditionally convergent.

(iii) Let Φ be a Riesz basis for H and Ψ be NBB. Then

M_{m,Φ,Ψ} (or M_{m,Ψ,Φ}) is well defined on H ⇒ m ∈ ℓ^∞. The converse does not hold in general.

(iv) If Φ and Ψ are Riesz bases for H, then M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is well defined on H if and only if m ∈ ℓ^∞.

If it is moreover assumed that m is NBB (resp. semi-normalized), then each of the equivalent assertions in (i) and (ii) implies (resp. is equivalent to) Ψ being Bessel for H.

Proof: (i) By Proposition 2.1(iv), M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent if and only if (⟨f, m_nψ_n⟩) ∈ ℓ^2, ∀f ∈ H if and only if mΨ is Bessel for H.

(ii) The first equivalence follows from Proposition 2.1(iii). The second equivalence follows from (i), because Riesz bases are NBB Bessel sequences. For the third equivalence, consider M_{m,Ψ,Φ}f = ∑ ⟨f, ϕ_n⟩m_nψ_n, f ∈ H. The se- quence mΨ is Bessel for H if and only if ∑ c_nm_nψ_n converges for every (c_n) ∈ ℓ^2 if and only if ∑ ⟨f, ϕ_n⟩m_nψ_n converges for every f ∈ H, because Φ is a Riesz basis for H.

To complete the last equivalence, use Proposition 3.1.

(iii) Assume that M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is well defined, or equivalently, by (ii), that M_{m,Ψ,Φ} is well defined. Let a_Ψ > 0 denote a lower bound for (‖ψ_n‖). By (ii), mΨ is Bessel for H. Then a_Ψ|m_n| ≤ ‖m_nψ_n‖ ≤ √ B_{mΨ}, which implies that m belongs to ℓ^∞.

For the converse, consider the multiplier M_( 1_{n ),(en),(n}2_{en)}, which is not well defined.

(iv) One of the directions is clear, the other one follows from (iii). □

Remark 3.6 1. Concerning Prop. 3.5(i): If Φ is Bessel for H, which is non-NBB, then the conclusion of Proposition 3.5(i) might fail. Consider Φ = (^1_2 e_1, e_2,^1_{22} e_1, e_3,^1_{23} e_1, e_4, . . .), which is Bessel for H, and Ψ = (e_1, e_2, e_1, e_3, e_1, e_4, . . .), which is non-Bessel for H. Then M_{(1),Φ,Ψ} = M_{(1),Ψ,Φ} = I_H with unconditional convergence on H. However, mΨ = Ψ is not Bessel for H. 2. Concerning Prop. 3.5(iii): If Φ is a Riesz basis for H and Ψ is non-NBB, then well-definedness of M_{m,Φ,Ψ} does not require m ∈ ℓ^∞. Consider for example the multiplier M_{(n),(en ),(} 1_{n en)}.

By Proposition 3.2(i), a necessary condition for the unconditional convergence of M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is the sequences (|m_n| · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ψ_n) and (|m_n| · ‖ψ_n‖ · ϕ_n) being Bessel for H. It is not difficult to see that this condition is furthermore sufficient under an additional assumption:

Corollary 3.7 Let (m_n · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ‖ψ_n‖) be NBB. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent.

(ii) (m_n · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ψ_n) and (m_n · ‖ψ_n‖ · ϕ_n) are Bessel for H.

(iii) (|m_n| · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ψ_n) and (^{ϕn}_{‖ϕn‖} ) are Bessel for H.

Remark 3.8 The NBB-property of (|m_n| · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ‖ψ_n‖) is not a necessary condition for the unconditional convergence of M_{m,Φ,Ψ}. If (|m_n| · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ‖ψ_n‖) is non-NBB, then unconditional convergence of a multiplier is possible (for example, consider M_( 1_{n ),(en),(en)}) and non-unconditional convergence of a multiplier is also possible (for example, consider Φ and Ψ from Example 2.2 and m = (1, 1, 1, 1,^1_2 ,^1_2 , 1, 1, 1, 1,^1_4 ,^1_4 , . . .), then M_{m,Φ,Ψ} = I_H and M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is not unconditionally convergent).

Invertibility and unconditional convergence of multipliers

As one can see in Example 2.2, if M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is invertible, then M_{m,Ψ,Φ} (resp. M_{m,Ψ,Φ}) does not need to be neither invertible nor well-defined. But with additional assumptions we can show the following:

Proposition 3.9 For any Φ, Ψ and m, the following holds.

(i) Let M_{m,Φ,Ψ} be invertible and let M_{m,Ψ,Φ} be well defined. Then M_{m,Ψ,Φ} is invertible and M^{−1}_{m,Ψ,Φ} = (M^{−1}_{m,Φ,Ψ})^∗.

(ii) M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent and invertible ⇔ M_{m,Ψ,Φ} is unconditionally convergent and invertible.

Proof: (i) follows from Lemma 2.3(ii).

(ii) follows from Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 2.3(ii). □ As a consequence the following result about dual sequences holds:

Corollary 3.10 For any Φ and Ψ, the following statements hold.

(i) If ∑ ⟨f, ψ_n⟩ϕ_n = f, ∀f ∈ H, and ∑ ⟨f, ϕ_n⟩ψ_n converges for every f ∈ H, then ∑ ⟨f, ϕ_n⟩ψ_n = f, ∀f ∈ H. (ii) ∑ ⟨f, ψ_n⟩ϕ_n = f with unconditional convergence, ∀f ∈ H, if and only if ∑ ⟨f, ϕ_n⟩ψ_n = f with unconditional convergence, ∀f ∈ H.

Note that Corollary 3.10(ii) generalizes [9, Lemma 5.6.2], which states that if Φ and Ψ are Bessel sequences, then ∑ ⟨f, ψ_n⟩ϕ_n = f, ∀f ∈ H, if and only if ∑ ⟨f, ϕ_n⟩ψ_n = f, ∀f ∈ H. In Corollary 3.10(ii) the sequences Φ and Ψ do not need to be Bessel sequences for H - for examples with one Bessel and one non- Bessel sequence see [28, Ex. 4.2.6(i), 4.2.10], for examples with two non-Bessel sequences see [28, Ex. 4.1.9(i), 4.1.14(i)].

Remark 3.11 While Lemma 3.1 gives equivalence of unconditional convergence on H of M_{m,Φ,Ψ} and M_{(|mn |),Φ,Ψ}, note that M_{m,Φ,Ψ} being unconditionally convergent and invertible is not equivalent to M_{(|mn|),Φ,Ψ} being unconditionally convergent and invertible. Consider for example the sequences Φ = Ψ = (e_1, e_1, e_2, e_2, e_3, e_3, . . .) and m = (1, −1, 1, −1, 1, −1, . . .).

4 The Interplay of Sequences and Symbols

We have now all necessary tools for proving the results in this section.

Proof of Proposition 1.1:

P_1 ⇒ P_2: By P_1 we have that ϕ_n ≠ 0 and ψ_n ≠ 0, ∀n ∈ N. By Proposition 3.2(i), the sequence (m_n‖ϕ_n‖ψ_n) is Bessel for H. Furthermore, (m_n‖ϕ_n‖ψ_n) is ‖·‖-semi-normalized. By Corollary 3.7, (^{ϕn}_{‖ϕn‖} ) is Bessel for H. Write M_{m,Φ,Ψ} = M_{(1),(} ϕn_{‖ϕn‖ ),(mn ‖ϕn‖ψn)}. The implications P_2 ⇒ P_1 and P_2 ⇒ P_3 are clear.

For the implication P_3 ⇏ P_1, note that P_3 implies the unconditional convergence, but the NBB-property does not necessarily hold, consider for example the multiplier M_{(1),(} 1_{n en),(en)}. □

This means question Q_{UC} is answered positively when (|m_n| · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ‖ψ_n‖) is norm-bounded below.

We determine one more class of multipliers, where the answer of Q_{UC} is affirmative:

Proposition 4.1 The multiplier M_{m,Φ,Φ} is unconditionally convergent if and only if ( √ m_nϕ_n) is a Bessel sequences for H, where √ m_n denotes one (any one) of the two complex square roots of m_n, n ∈ N.

Proof: Let M_{m,Φ,Φ} be unconditionally convergent. For every f ∈ H, Lemma 3.1 implies that M_{(|mn|),Φ,Φ}f is unconditionally convergent, which implies that ∑_∞ n=1 |m_n| |⟨f, ϕ_n⟩|^2 < ∞. Assume that ( √ m_nϕ_n) is not Bessel for H. Then there exists f ∈ H so that (⟨f, √ m_nϕ_n⟩) /∈ ℓ^∞ which contradicts to ∑_∞ n=1 |m_n| |⟨f, ϕ_n⟩|^2 < ∞. This completes one of the implications.

The converse implication is clear. □ Hence, for an unconditionally convergent multiplier M_{m,Φ,Φ}, condition P_3 holds.

The Interplay Concerning Invertibility

By [27] we know that the invertibility of multipliers is connected to a frame condition (under some assumptions). Furthermore, we consider the following example:

Example 4.2 The multiplier M_{(n),(nen),(} 1_{n2 en)} is unconditionally convergent and equal to the Identity operator. The symbol m = (n) /∈ ℓ^∞ and the sequences Φ and Ψ are not frames, but M_{(n),(nen),(} 1_{n2 en)}^∇= M_{(1),(en ),(en)} = M_{(1),frame,frame}.

On the other hand, observe the following:

Example 4.3 The multiplier M_{(n),(} 1_{n en),(} 1_{n en)} is unconditionally convergent but not invertible. The sequence (m_n) = (n) can not be written in the way (c_nd_n) so that (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) are frames (even, lower frame sequences). Indeed, assume that there exists a sequence (c_n) so that (c_nϕ_n) and (^n_{cn} ψ_n) are lower frame sequences with bounds A_1 and A_2, respectively. Then

A_1‖f‖^2 ≤ ∑ | ⟨f, c_n e_n n ⟩ |^2 and A_2‖f‖^2 ≤ ∑ | ⟨f, e_n c_n ⟩ |^2, ∀f ∈ H. (2) By (2) applied with f = e_j , j ∈ N, it follows that A_1j^2 ≤| c_j |^2≤^1_{A2} , ∀j ∈ N, which is a contradiction.

Examples 4.3 and 4.2 lead naturally to the question [Q_{Inv1}], which is equivalent to [Q_{Inv∞}] If M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent and invertible, do sequences ( ~m_n) ∈ ℓ^∞, (c_n) and (d_n) exist so that M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{( ~mn),(cnϕn),(dn ψn)} where (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) are frames for H?

If M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is invertible, but not unconditionally convergent (see M_{(1),Φ,Ψ} in Example 2.2), then M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{( ~mn )∈ℓ}∞_{,Bessel,Bessel} is clearly not possible.

Note that if Conjecture 1 is true, then the answer of [Q_{Inv1}] is always affirmative, as it is connected to [Q_{UC}]. This is because, by [27], if the multiplier M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is invertible, m ∈ ℓ^∞, and Φ and Ψ are Bessel for H, then Φ and Ψ must be frames for H. Using this connection we can determine certain classes, as in the unconditional case, where we give an affirmative answer of [Q_{Inv1}]:

Corollary 4.4 Let M_{m,Φ,Ψ} be invertible. Define P_1 as in Proposition 1.1 and

~P_2: ∃ (c_n) and (d_n) so that M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{(1),(cn ϕn),(dn ψn)}, where (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) are ‖·‖-SNand frames for H.

~P_3: ∃ (c_n) and (d_n) so that M_{m,Φ,Ψ}^∇= M_{(1),(cn ϕn),(dn ψn)}, where (c_nϕ_n) and (d_nψ_n) are frames for H.

Then the following relations hold: P_1 ⇔ ~P_2 ⇒ ~P_3 and ~P_3 ⇏ P_1.

Proof: For the last implication P_3 ⇏ P_1, consider the multiplier M_{(1),Φ,Φ}, where Φ = (^{1√}_2 e_1, e_2,^{1√}_{22} e_1, e_3,^{1√}_{23} e_1, e_4, . . .). The rest follows from Proposition 1.1. □

Corollary 4.5 If Φ and Ψ are Gabor (or wavelet) systems, m is NBB and M_{m,Φ,Ψ} is unconditionally convergent and invertible, then ~P_3 holds.

Corollary 4.6 Let M_{m,Φ,Ψ} be unconditionally convergent and invertible. If Ψ = Φ, then ( √ m_nϕ_n) is a frame for H (where √ m_n denotes one (any one) of the two complex square roots of m_n, n ∈ N) and thus, ~P_3 holds.

Additionally we can show:

Proposition 4.7 Let M_{m,Φ,Ψ} be unconditionally convergent and invertible. If Φ is minimal, then ~P_2 and ~P_3 hold.

Proof: Let Φ be minimal. By the invertibility of M_{m,Φ,Ψ}, Φ is complete in H. Denote by (ϕ^b_n) the unique biorthogonal sequence to Φ. Then ϕ^b_n = (M^{−1}_{m,Φ,Ψ})^∗(m_nψ_n), ∀n ∈ N. Therefore, 1 = |⟨ϕ_n, ϕ^b_n⟩| ≤ ‖ϕ_n‖ · |m_n| · ‖ψ_n‖ · ‖M^{−1}_{m,Φ,Ψ}‖, ∀n ∈ N. Hence, (m_n · ‖ϕ_n‖ · ‖ψ_n‖) is NBB. Now the unconditional convergence of M_{m,Φ,Ψ} and Corollary 4.4 complete the proof. □ Acknowledgments The authors are thankful to H. Feichtinger and D. Bayer for their valuable comments. The first author is grateful for the hospitality of the Acoustics Research Institute and the support from the MULAC-project. She is also grateful to the University of Architecture, Civil Engineering and Geodesy, and the Department of Mathematics of UACEG for supporting the present research.

References

[1] M. L. Arias and M. Pacheco. Bessel fusion multipliers. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 348(2):581 – 588, 2008.

[2] P. Balazs. Basic definition and properties of Bessel multipliers. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 325(1):571–585, January 2007.

[3] P. Balazs. Hilbert-Schmidt operators and frames - classification, best approximation by multipliers and algorithms. International Journal of Wavelets, Multiresolution and Information Processing, 6(2):315 – 330, March 2008.

[4] P. Balazs. Matrix-representation of operators using frames. Sampling Theory in Signal and Image Processing (STSIP), 7(1):39–54, Jan. 2008.

[5] P. Balazs, J.-P. Antoine, and A. Grybos. Weighted and controlled frames: Mutual relationship and first numerical properties. International Journal of Wavelets, Multiresolution and Information Processing, 8(1):109–132, January 2010.

[6] P. Balazs, B. Laback, G. Eckel, and W. A. Deutsch. Time-frequency sparsity by removing perceptually irrelevant components using a simple model of simultaneous masking. IEEE Transactions on Audio, Speech and Language Processing, 18(1):34– 49, 2010.

[7] J. Benedetto and G. Pfander. Frame expansions for Gabor multipliers. Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis (ACHA)., 20(1):26–40, Jan. 2006.

[8] P. Casazza. The art of frame theory. Taiwanese J. Math., 4(2):129–202, 2000.

[9] O. Christensen. An Introduction To Frames And Riesz Bases. Birkhäuser, 2003.

[10] S. Dahlke, M. Fornasier, and T. Raasch. Adaptive Frame Methods for Elliptic Operator Equations. Adv. Comput. Math., 2005.

[11] W. Dahmen, H. Harbrecht, and R. Schneider. Adaptive methods for boundary integral equations - complexity and convergence estimates. Mathematics of Computation, 76(259):1243–1274, 2007.

[12] Ph. Depalle, R. Kronland-Martinet, and B. Torrésani. Time-frequency multipliers for sound synthesis. In Proceedings of the Wavelet XII conference, SPIE annual Symposium, San Diego, August 2007.

[13] M. Dörfler and B. Torrésani. Representation of operators in the time-frequency domain and generalized Gabor multipliers. J. Fourier Anal. Appl., 16(2):261–293, April 2010.

[14] H. G. Feichtinger and K. Nowak. A first survey of Gabor multipliers, chapter 5, pages 99–128. Birkhäuser Boston, 2003.

[15] H. G. Feichtinger. Gabor multipliers with varying lattices, chapter in Wavelets:

Applications In Signal And Image Processing, Edited by Unser,Michael A.; Aldroubi, Akram; Laine, Andrew F., Proceedings of the SPIE,Volume 5207, pages 381–392. 2003.

[16] H. G. Feichtinger, M. Hampejs, and G. Kracher. Approximation of matrices by Gabor multipliers. IEEE Signal Procesing Letters, 11(11):883–886, 2004.

[17] K. Gröchenig. Foundations of Time-Frequency Analysis. Birkhäuser Boston, 2001.

[18] C. Heil. A basis theory primer. Applied and Numerical Harmonic Analysis.

Birkhäuser, Boston, 2011.

[19] B. Laback, P. Balazs, T. Necciari, S. Savel, S. Ystad, S. Meunier, and R. Kronland- Martinet. Additivity of auditory masking for short gaussian-shaped sinusoids. The Journal of the Acoustical Society of America, 129:888–897, 2011.

[20] P. Majdak, P. Balazs, W. Kreuzer, and M. Dörfler. A time-frequency method for increasing the signal-to-noise ratio in system identification with exponential sweeps. In Proceedings of the 36th International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing, ICASSP 2011, Prag, 2011.

[21] A. Olivero, B. Torrésani, and R. Kronland-Martinet. A new method for Gabor multipliers estimation: Application to sound morphing. In EUSIPCO-2010, 2010.

[22] W. Orlicz. Über unbedingte Konvergenz in Funktionenräumen. I. Stud. Math., 4:33–37, 1933.

[23] B. J. Pettis. On integration in vector spaces. Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 44:277–304, 1938.

[24] A. Rahimi and P. Balazs. Multipliers for p-Bessel sequences in Banach spaces.

Integral Equations and Operator Theory, 68(2):193–205, 2010.

[25] A. Rahimi. Multipliers of generalized frames. Bulletin of Iranian mathematical society, 35:97–109, 2009.

[26] D. T. Stoeva and P. Balazs. Weighted frames and frame multipliers. In Proceedings of the International Conference UACEG2009: Science & Practice, accepted.

[27] D. T. Stoeva and P. Balazs. Invertibility of multipliers. submitted. [28] D. T. Stoeva and P. Balazs. Detailed characterization of unconditional convergence and invertibility of multipliers. arXiv:1007.0673, 2010.

[29] D. Wang and G. J. Brown. Computational Auditory Scene Analysis: Principles, Algorithms, and Applications. Wiley-IEEE Press, 2006.