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Abstract

The concepts of controlled frames and it’s dual in n-Hilbert spaces

and their tensor products have been introduced and then some of their

characterizations are given.We further study the relationship be-

tween controlled frame and bounded linear operator in tensor product

of n-Hilbert spaces. At the end, the direct sum of controlled frames

in n-Hilbert space is being considered.
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1 Introduction

In the study of vector spaces, the main characterestic of a basis is that ev-
ery elements can be represented as a superpostion of the elements in the basis. A
frame is also sequence of elements in a Hilbert space, which allows every elements
to be written as a linear combinations of the elements in the frame. However, the
corresponding coefficients are not necessarily unique. So, frame can be considered
as a generalizations of a basis. In fact, frames play important role in theoretical
research of wavelet analysis, signal denoising, feature extraction, robust signal pro-
cessing etc. In 1946, D.Gabor [8] first initiated a technique for rebuilding signals
using a family of elementary signals. In 1952, Duffin and Schaeffer abstracted Ga-
bor’s method to define frame for Hilbert space in their fundamental paper [6]. Later
on, in 1986, as the wavelet era began, Daubechies et. al [4] observed that frames
can be used to find series expansions of functions in L 2 (R ) which are very similar
to the expansions using orthonormal bases.

Controlled frame is one of the newest generalization of frame. I. Bogdanova et
al. [2] introduced controlled frame for spherical wavelets to get numerically more
efficient approximation algorithm. Thereafter, P. Balaz [1] developed weighted and
controlled frame in Hilbert space. S.Rabinson [17] presented the basic concepts of
tensor product of Hilbert spaces. The tensor product of Hilbert spaces X and Y is
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a certain linear space of operators which was represented by Folland in [7], Kadison
and Ringrose in [14].

The concept of 2-inner product space was first introduced by Diminnie et. al [5]
in 1970’s. In 1989, A.Misiak [16] developed the generalization of a 2-inner product
space for n ≥ 2.

In this paper, our focus is to study controlled frames associated to ( a 2, · · · , an )
in n-Hilbert spaces and their tensor products.We will see that any controlled frame
associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) is a frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) in n-Hilbert
space and the converse part is also true under some conditions. In tensor product
of n-Hilbert spaces, we shall established that an image of a controlled frame under
a bounded linear operator will be a controlled frame if and only if the operator is
invertible. Dual controlled frame in tensor product of n-Hilbert spaces is discussed
and finally, we shall established that the direct sum of controlled frames associated
to ( a 2, · · · , an ) is again a controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) under
some sufficient conditions.

2 Preliminaries

Theorem 2.1. [3] Let H 1, H 2 be two Hilbert spaces and U : H 1 → H 2 be a
bounded linear operator with closed range RU . Then there exists a bounded linear
operator U † : H 2 → H 1 such that U U † x = x ∀ x ∈ RU .

The operator U † defined in Theorem (2.1), is called the pseudo-inverse of U .

Theorem 2.2. [15] The set S (H1 ) of all self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert
space H1 is a partially ordered set with respect to the partial order ≤ which is
defined as for T, S ∈ S (H1 )

T ≤ S ⇔ 〈T f, f 〉 ≤ 〈S f, f 〉 ∀ f ∈ H1.

Definition 2.3. [15] A self-adjoint operator U : H1 → H1 is called positive if
〈U x , x 〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ H1. In notation, we can write U ≥ 0. A self-adjoint
operator V : H1 → H1 is called a square root of U if V 2 = U . If, in addition
V ≥ 0, then V is called positive square root of U and is denoted by V = U1 / 2.

Theorem 2.4. [15] The positive square root V : H1 → H1 of an arbitrary
positive self-adjoint operator U : H1 → H1 exists and is unique. Further, the
operator V commutes with every bounded linear operator on H1 which commutes
with U .

In a complex Hilbert space, every bounded positiove operator is self-adjoint and
any two bounded positive operators can be commute with each other.

Definition 2.5. [3] A sequence { f i }∞i=1
in a separable Hilbert space H1 is said

to be a frame for H1 if there exist positive constants A, B such that

A ‖ f ‖ 2 ≤
∞
∑

i=1

| 〈 f, f i 〉 | 2 ≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2 ∀ f ∈ H1. (1)
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The constants A and B are called frame bounds. If the collection { f i }∞i=1
satisfies

only the right inequality of (1) then it is called a Bessel sequence with bound B.

Definition 2.6. [1] Let C be a bounded linear operator on H1 which has bounded
inverse. A frame controlled by the operator C or C-controlled frame is a family
of vectors { f i }∞i=1

in H1, such that there exist constants 0 < A ≤ B < ∞,
satisfying

A ‖ f ‖ 2 ≤
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i 〉 〈C f i, f 〉 ≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2 ∀ f ∈ H1.

The controlled frame operator S : H1 → H1 is defined by

S f =
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i 〉 C f i ∀ f ∈ H1.

Definition 2.7. [18] The tensor product of Hilbert spaces (H1, 〈 , ·, 〉1 ) and
(H2, 〈 , ·, 〉2 ) is denoted by H1 ⊗ H2 and it is defined to be an inner product space
associated with the inner product

〈

f ⊗ g, f ′ ⊗ g ′
〉

=
〈

f, f ′
〉

1

〈

g, g ′
〉

2
∀ f, f ′ ∈ H1 & g, g ′ ∈ H2.

The norm on H1 ⊗ H2 is given by

‖ f ⊗ g ‖ = ‖ f ‖ 1 ‖ g ‖ 2 ∀ f ∈ H1 & g ∈ H2.

The space H1 ⊗ H2 is a Hilbert space with respect to the above inner product.

For Q ∈ B (H1 ) and T ∈ B (H2 ), the tensor product of operators Q and T
is denoted by Q ⊗ T and defined as

(Q ⊗ T ) A = QAT ∗ ∀ A ∈ H1 ⊗ H2.

Theorem 2.8. [7] Suppose Q, Q′ ∈ B (H1 ) and T, T ′ ∈ B (H2 ). Then

(i) Q ⊗ T ∈ B (H1 ⊗ H2 ) and ‖Q ⊗ T ‖ = ‖Q ‖ ‖T ‖.

(ii) (Q ⊗ T ) ( f ⊗ g ) = Qf ⊗ T g for all f ∈ H1, g ∈ H2.

(iii) (Q ⊗ T ) (Q ′ ⊗ T ′ ) = (QQ ′ ) ⊗ (T T ′ ).

(iv) Q ⊗ T is invertible if and only if Q and T are invertible, in which case
(Q ⊗ T )− 1 =

(

Q− 1 ⊗ T − 1
)

.

(v) (Q ⊗ T ) ∗ = (Q ∗ ⊗ T ∗ ).

Definition 2.9. [13] A n-norm on a linear space X ( over the field K of real
or complex numbers ) is a function

(x 1, x 2, · · · , xn ) 7−→ ‖x 1, x 2, · · · , xn ‖ , x 1, x 2, · · · , xn ∈ X

from X n to the set R of all real numbers such that for every x 1, x 2, · · · , xn ∈ X
and α ∈ K,
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(i) ‖x 1, x 2, · · · , xn ‖ = 0 if and only if x 1, · · · , xn are linearly dependent,

(ii) ‖x 1, x 2, · · · , xn ‖ is invariant under permutations of x 1, x 2, · · · , xn,

(iii) ‖αx 1, x 2, · · · , xn ‖ = |α | ‖x 1, x 2, · · · , xn ‖,

(iv) ‖x + y, x 2, · · · , xn ‖ ≤ ‖x, x 2, · · · , xn ‖ + ‖ y, x 2, · · · , xn ‖.
A linear space X, together with a n-norm ‖ ·, · · · , · ‖, is called a linear n-normed
space.

Definition 2.10. [16] Let n ∈ N and X be a linear space of dimension greater
than or equal to n over the field K, where K is the real or complex numbers field. A
n-inner product on X is a map

( x, y, x 2, · · · , xn ) 7−→ 〈x, y |x 2, · · · , xn 〉 , x, y, x 2, · · · , xn ∈ X

from Xn+1 to the set K such that for every x, y, x 1, x 2, · · · , xn ∈ X and α ∈
K,

(i) 〈x 1, x 1 |x 2, · · · , xn 〉 ≥ 0 and 〈x 1, x 1 | x 2, · · · , xn 〉 = 0 if and only
if x 1, x 2, · · · , xn are linearly dependent,

(ii) 〈x, y | x 2, · · · , xn 〉 = 〈x, y | x i 2 , · · · , x in 〉 for every permutations
( i 2, · · · , in ) of ( 2, · · · , n ),

(iii) 〈x, y | x 2, · · · , xn 〉 = 〈 y, x | x 2, · · · , xn 〉,

(iv) 〈αx, y | x 2, · · · , xn 〉 = α 〈 x, y | x 2, · · · , xn 〉,

(v) 〈x + y, z | x 2, · · · , xn 〉 = 〈 x, z | x 2, · · · , xn 〉 + 〈 y, z | x 2, · · · , xn 〉.
A linear space X together with n-inner product 〈 ·, · | ·, · · · , · 〉 is called n-inner
product space.

Theorem 2.11. [12] For n-inner product space (X, 〈 ·, · | ·, · · · , · 〉 ),
| 〈 x, y |x 2, · · · , xn 〉 | ≤ ‖x, x 2, · · · , xn ‖ ‖ y, x 2, · · · , xn ‖

hold for all x, y, x 2, · · · , xn ∈ X, where

‖x 1, x 2, · · · , xn ‖ =
√

〈x 1, x 1 | x 2, · · · , xn 〉,
is called Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Definition 2.12. [13] Let (X, ‖ ·, · · · , · ‖ ) be a linear n-normed space. A se-
quence {x k } in X is said to converge to some x ∈ X if

lim
k→∞

‖x k − x, e 2, · · · , en ‖ = 0

for every e 2, · · · , en ∈ X and it is called a Cauchy sequence if

lim
l, k→∞

‖xl − x k, e 2, · · · , en ‖ = 0

for every e 2, · · · , en ∈ X. The space X is said to be complete if every Cauchy
sequence in this space is convergent in X. A n-inner product space is called n-Hilbert
space if it is complete with respect to its induce norm.
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Definition 2.13. [9] A sequence { f i }∞
i=1

in a n-Hilbert space H is said to be a
frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H if there exist constant 0 < A ≤ B < ∞
such that

A ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 ≤
∞
∑

i=1

| 〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 | 2 ≤ B ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 (2)

for all f ∈ H. The infimum of all such B is called the optimal upper frame bound
and supremum of all such A is called the optimal lower frame bound. A sequence
{ f i }∞

i=1
satisfies only the right inequality of (2) is called a Bessel sequence associ-

ated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) in H with bound B.

Let LF denote the linear subspace of a n-Hilbert space H spanned by the non-
empty finite set F = { a 2, a 3, · · · , an }, where a 2, a 3, · · · , an are fixed elements
in H. Then the quotient space H /LF is a normed linear space with respect to the
norm,

‖x + LF ‖F = ‖x , a 2 , · · · , an ‖ for every x ∈ H.

Let MF be the algebraic complement of LF , then H = LF ⊕ MF . Define

〈 x , y 〉F = 〈x , y | a 2 , · · · , an 〉 on H.

Then 〈 · , · 〉F is a semi-inner product on H and this semi-inner product induces an
inner product on the quotient space H /LF which is given by

〈 x + LF , y + LF 〉F = 〈x , y 〉F = 〈x , y | a 2 , · · · , an 〉 ∀ x, y ∈ H.

By identifying H /LF with MF in an obvious way, we obtain an inner product on
MF . Now, for every x ∈ MF , we define ‖x ‖F =

√

〈x , x 〉F and it can be easily
verify that (MF , ‖ · ‖F ) is a norm space. Let HF be the completion of the inner
product space MF .

Definition 2.14. [9] Let { f i }∞i=1
be a frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for

H. Then the bounded linear operator TF : l 2 (N ) → HF , defined by TF { ci } =
∞
∑

i=1

c i f i, is called pre-frame operator and its adjoint operator described by

T ∗
F : HF → l 2 (N ), T ∗

F f = { 〈 f, fi | a 2, · · · , an 〉 }∞i=1

is called the analysis operator. The operator SF : HF → HF given by

SF f = TF T ∗
F f =

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 f i, for all f ∈ HF ,

is called the frame operator.
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It is easy to verify that AIF ≤ SF ≤ B IF . Since S−1

F commutes with both
SF and IF , multiplying in the inequality, AIF ≤ SF ≤ B IF by S −1

F , we get
B−1 IF ≤ S −1

F ≤ A−1 IF . For more details on frames in n-Hilbert spaces and their
tesnor product one can go through the papers [9, 10, 11].

For the remaining part of this paper, (H, 〈 ·, · | ·, · · · , · 〉 ) is consider to be a n-
Hilbert space. IF will denote the identity operator on HF and B (HF ) denote the
space of all bounded linear operator on HF .G B (HF ) denotes the set of all bounded
linear operators which have bounded inverse. If S, R ∈ G B (HF ), then R ∗, R− 1

and S R are also belongs to G B (HF ).G B+ (HF ) is the set of all positive operators
in G B (HF ) and C, C1, C2 are invertible operators in G B (HF ). l 2(N ) denote
the space of square summable scalar-valued sequences with index set of natural
numbers N.

3 Controlled frame in n-Hilbert space

In this section, we introduce the notion of controlled frame in n-Hilbert space
and discuss it’s several properties. At the end, dual controlled frame in n-Hilbert
space is presented.

Definition 3.1. Let C ∈ G B (HF ). A frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) con-
trolled by the operator C or C-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) is a
family of vectors { f i }∞

i=1
in H such that there exist constants 0 < A ≤ B < ∞

satisfying

A ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 ≤
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

≤ B ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 ∀ f ∈ HF . (3)

The constants A and B are called lower and upper bounds of C-controlled
frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ), respectively.

(i) The family of vectors { f i }∞
i=1

is called a C-controlled tight frame associated
to ( a 2, · · · , an ) if A = B and it is called C-controlled Parseval frame
associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) if A = B = 1.

(ii) If only the right inequality of (3) is satisfied then it is called a C-controlled
Bessel sequence associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) in H with bound B.

Remark 3.2. Suppose that { f i }∞
i=1

is a C-controlled tight frame associated to
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( a 2, · · · , an ) for H with bounds A. Then for each f ∈ HF , we have

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 = A ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

⇒
∞
∑

i=1

〈

f, A− 1 / 2 f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉 〈

C A− 1 / 2 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

= ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 .

This verify that
{

A− 1 / 2 f i

}∞

i=1
is a C-controlled Parseval frame associated to

( a 2, · · · , an ) for H.

Definition 3.3. Let { f i }∞
i=1

be a C-controlled Bessel sequence associated to
( a 2, · · · , an ) in H. The operator TC : l 2 (N ) → HF given by TC ( { ci }∞

i=1
) =

∞
∑

i=1

c i C f i is called pre-frame operator or the synthesis operator. The adjoint oper-

ator described by

T ∗
C : HF → l 2 (N ), T ∗

C f = { 〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 }i∈ I , f ∈ HF

is called the analysis operator. The C-controlled frame operator SC : HF → HF is
defined as

SC f = TC T ∗
C f =

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 C f i ∀ f ∈ HF .

For each f ∈ HF , we have

〈SC f, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 =

〈

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 .

Thus, if { f i }∞
i=1

is a C-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H then
from (3), we have

A 〈 f, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 ≤ 〈SC f, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 ≤ B 〈 f, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉
⇒ AIH ≤ SC ≤ B IH .

From this we can conclude that SC is bounded, self-adjoint, positive and invertible.

Theorem 3.4. Let { f i }∞
i=1

be a C-controlled Bessel sequence associated to
( a 2, · · · , an ) in H with bound B. Then the operator given by

U : l 2 (N ) → HF , U ( { ai }∞
i=1

) =

∞
∑

i=1

a iC f i

is well-defined and bounded operator from l 2 (N ) into HF with ‖U ‖ ≤
√
B
∥

∥C 1 / 2
∥

∥.
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Proof. Suppose { f i }∞
i=1

is a C-controlled Bessel sequence associated to ( a 2, · · · , an )
in H with bound B. Then for each f ∈ HF , we have

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 ≤ B ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 .

Let { ai }∞
i=1

∈ l 2 (N ). For arbitrary l > k, we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

l
∑

i=1

a iC f i −
k
∑

i=1

aiC f i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

F

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

l
∑

i= k+1

a iC f i , a 2 , · · · , an

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

= sup
f ∈HF , ‖ f, a 2, ··· , an ‖=1







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

l
∑

i= k+1

a iC f i, f | a 2, · · · , an

〉 ∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2






= sup
f ∈HF , ‖ f, a 2, ··· , an ‖=1







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

l
∑

i= k+1

a i 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2






≤ sup
f ∈HF , ‖ f, a 2, ··· , an ‖=1

{

l
∑

i= k+1

〈 f, C f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉
}

×

l
∑

i= k+1

| ai | 2

≤ sup
‖ f, a 2, ··· , an ‖=1

〈

l
∑

i= k+1

〈 f, C f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

∥

∥ { ai }i∈ I

∥

∥

2

= sup
‖ f, a 2, ··· , an ‖=1

〈C SC f, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉
∥

∥ { ai }i∈ I

∥

∥

2

= sup
‖ f, a 2, ··· , an ‖=1

〈

(C SC )1 / 2 f, (C SC )1 / 2 f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

∥

∥ { ai }i∈ I

∥

∥

2

= sup
‖ f, a 2, ··· , an ‖=1

∥

∥

∥
(C SC )1 / 2 f, a 2, · · · , an

∥

∥

∥

2 ∥
∥ { ai }i∈ I

∥

∥

2

≤ sup
‖ f, a 2, ··· , an ‖=1

∥

∥

∥
C1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2
∥

∥

∥
S
1 / 2
C f, a 2, · · · , an

∥

∥

∥

2 ∥
∥ { ai }i∈ I

∥

∥

2

= sup
‖ f, a 2, ··· , an ‖=1

∥

∥

∥C1 / 2
∥

∥

∥

2

〈SC f, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉
∥

∥ { ai }i∈ I

∥

∥

2

≤ B
∥

∥

∥
C1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2 ∥
∥ { ai }i∈ I

∥

∥

2
.

This shows that
∞
∑

i=1

a iC f i is a Cauchy sequence which is convergent in HF . Thus

U is well-defined and bounded with ‖U ‖ ≤
√
B
∥

∥C 1 / 2
∥

∥.
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For arbitrary f ∈ HF and { ai }∞
i=1

∈ l 2 (N ), we have

〈 f, U { ai } | a 2, · · · , an 〉 =

〈

f,

∞
∑

i=1

aiC f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
∞
∑

i=1

ai 〈C f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 .

Therefore,

〈 f, U { ai }〉F = 〈 { 〈C f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 } , { ai } 〉

and hence

U ∗ f = { 〈C f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 }∞
i=1

∀ f ∈ HF .

The following theorem shows that any controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an )
is a frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ).

Theorem 3.5. Let { f i }∞
i=1

be a C-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an )
for H and C ∈ G B+ (HF ). Then { f i }∞

i=1
is a frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an )

for H.

Proof. Suppose that { f i }∞
i=1

is a C-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an )
for H with bounds A and B. Then for each f ∈ HF , we have

A ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 = A
∥

∥

∥C 1 / 2 C − 1 / 2 f, a 2, · · · , an

∥

∥

∥

2

≤ A
∥

∥

∥
C 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2
∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2 f, a 2, · · · , an

∥

∥

∥

2

≤
∥

∥

∥C 1 / 2
∥

∥

∥

2
∞
∑

i=1

〈

C − 1 / 2 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉 〈

C f i, C
− 1 / 2 f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
∥

∥

∥C 1 / 2
∥

∥

∥

2
∞
∑

i=1

〈

C − 1 / 2 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉 〈

f i, C
1 / 2 f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
∥

∥

∥
C 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2

〈

∞
∑

i=1

〈

C − 1 / 2 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

f i, C
1 / 2 f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
∥

∥

∥
C 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2 〈

SF C − 1 / 2 f, C 1 / 2 f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
∥

∥

∥
C 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2

〈SF f, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 =
∥

∥

∥
C 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2
∞
∑

i=1

| 〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 | 2

⇒ A
∥

∥

∥C 1 / 2
∥

∥

∥

− 2

‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 ≤
∞
∑

i=1

| 〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 | 2 .
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On the other hand, for each f ∈ HF , we have

∞
∑

i=1

| 〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 | 2 = 〈 f, SF f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

=
〈

f, C − 1 C SF f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
〈

(

C − 1 C SF

) 1 / 2
f,
(

C − 1 C SF

) 1 / 2
f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
∥

∥

∥

(

C − 1C SF

) 1 / 2
f, a 2, · · · , an

∥

∥

∥

2

≤
∥

∥

∥C − 1 / 2
∥

∥

∥

2
∥

∥

∥ (C SF ) 1 / 2 f, a 2, · · · , an

∥

∥

∥

2

=
∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2

〈 f, C SF f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

=
∥

∥

∥C − 1 / 2
∥

∥

∥

2

〈 f, SC f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

=
∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

≤ B
∥

∥

∥C − 1 / 2
∥

∥

∥

2

‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 .

Thus, { f i }∞
i=1

is a frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H with bounds

A
∥

∥C 1 / 2
∥

∥

− 2
and B

∥

∥C − 1 / 2
∥

∥

2
. This completes the proof.

Next theorem shows that any frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) is a controlled
frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) under some conditions.

Theorem 3.6. Let C ∈ G B+ (HF ) be a self-adjoint operator. If { f i }∞
i=1

is
a frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H then { f i }∞

i=1
is a C-controlled frame

associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H.

Proof. Suppose that { f i }∞
i=1

is a frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H with
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bounds A and B. Then for each f ∈ HF , we have

A ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 = A
∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2 C 1 / 2 f, a 2, · · · , an

∥

∥

∥

2

≤ A
∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2
∥

∥

∥
C 1 / 2 f, a 2, · · · , an

∥

∥

∥

2

≤
∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2
∞
∑

i=1

〈

C 1 / 2 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉 〈

C 1 / 2 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2

〈

C 1 / 2 f,
∞
∑

i=1

〈

f i, C
1 / 2 f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
∥

∥

∥C − 1 / 2
∥

∥

∥

2 〈

C 1 / 2 f, C 1 / 2 SF f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=
∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2

〈 f, C SF f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

⇒ A
∥

∥

∥C − 1 / 2
∥

∥

∥

− 2

‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

≤
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 .

On the other hand, for each f ∈ HF , we have

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

= 〈 f, C SF f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 = 〈C f, SF f | a 2, · · · , an 〉
≤ ‖C f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ ‖SF f, a 2, · · · , an ‖
≤ ‖C ‖ ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ B ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖
= B ‖C ‖ ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 .

Thus, { f i }∞
i=1

is a C-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H.
This completes the proof.

For every controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) we can get a canonical
controlled tight frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) with frame bound 1.

Theorem 3.7. Let { f i }∞
i=1

be a C-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an )

for H with frame operator SC . Suppose S − 1

C commutes with C. Then
{

S
− 1 / 2
C f i

}∞

i=1

is a C-controlled Parseval frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H.

Proof. The existence of unique positive square root of S − 1

C follows from Theorem

2.2, since S
− 1 / 2
C is a limit of a sequence of polynomials in S − 1

C , it commutes with
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S − 1

C and therefore with SC . Then for each f ∈ HF , we have

f = S
− 1 / 2
C SC S

− 1 / 2
C f

=
∞
∑

i=1

〈

f, S
− 1 / 2
C f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

S
− 1 / 2
C C f i

=

∞
∑

i=1

〈

f, S
− 1 / 2
C f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

C S
− 1 / 2
C f i.

Now, for each f ∈ HF , we have

‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 = 〈 f, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

=

〈

∞
∑

i=1

〈

f, S
− 1 / 2
C f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

C S
− 1 / 2
C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=

∞
∑

i=1

〈

f, S
− 1 / 2
C f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉 〈

C S
− 1 / 2
C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

.

Thus,
{

S
− 1 / 2
C f i

}∞

i=1
is a C-controlled Parseval frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an )

for H.

We now give the concept of dual controlled frame in n-Hilbert space.

Definition 3.8. Let { f i }∞
i=1

be a C-controlled frame associated to ( a 2 , · · · , an )
for H. Then a C-controlled frame { g i }∞

i=1
associated to ( a 2 , · · · , an ) satisfying

f =

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, g i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 C f i ∀ f ∈ HF

is called a dual controlled frame or alternative dual controlled frame associated to
(a 2, · · · , an) of { f i }∞

i=1
.

Theorem 3.9. Let { f i }∞
i=1

and { g i }∞
i=1

be two C-controlled Bessel sequences
associated to ( a 2 , · · · , an ) in H. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) f =
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, g i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 C f i ∀ f ∈ HF .

(ii) f =
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, g i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 C g i ∀ f ∈ HF .

Proof. ( i ) ⇒ ( ii ) Let TC and TC ′ be the pre-frame operators of { f i }∞
i=1

and
{ g i }∞

i=1
, respectively. Composing TC with the adjoint of TC ′ , for all f ∈ HF , we

get

TC T ∗
C ′ : HF → HF , TC T ∗

C ′ f =
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, g i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 C f i.
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Now, in terms of pre-frame operators ( i ) can be written as TC T ∗
C ′ = IF and this

equivalent to TC ′ T ∗
C = IF . Therefore, for each f ∈ HF ,

f =

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 C g i.

Similarly, ( ii ) ⇒ ( i ) follows.

Remark 3.10. Suppose that the equivalent conditions of Theorem 3.9 are satis-
fied. Then using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, for every f ∈ HF , we have

‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2 = 〈 f, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

=

〈

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 C g i, f | a 2, · · · , an

〉

=

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C g i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉

≤
(

∞
∑

i=1

| 〈 f, f i | a2, · · · , an 〉 | 2
)1 / 2( ∞

∑

i=1

| 〈C f, g i | a2, · · · , an 〉 | 2
)1 / 2

≤
(

∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉
)1 / 2

×

(

∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2
∞
∑

i=1

〈C f, g i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C g i, C f | a 2, · · · , an 〉
)1 / 2

≤
(

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉
)1 / 2

×

B1 / 2
∥

∥

∥
C − 1 / 2

∥

∥

∥

2

‖C f, a 2, · · · , an ‖1

⇒ 1

B
∥

∥C − 1 / 2
∥

∥

4 ‖C ‖ 2
‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1

≤
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉 〈C f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉 .

This shows that { f i }∞
i=1

is a C-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for
H. Similarly, it can be shown that { g i }∞

i=1
is also a C-controlled frame associated

to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H.

4 Controlled frame in tensor product of n-Hilbert spaces

In this section, we present the concept of controlled frame in tensor product of
n-Hilbert spaces and give a characterization. Dual controlled frame in tensor product
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of n-Hilbert spaces is also described.Finally, we consider the direct sum of controlled
frames in n-Hilbert spaces.

Let H and K be two n-Hilbert spaces associated with the n-inner products
〈 ·, · | ·, · · · , · 〉

1
and 〈 ·, · | ·, · · · , · 〉

2
, respectively. The tensor product of H and K

is denoted by H ⊗ K and it is defined to be an n-inner product space associated
with the n-inner product given by

〈 f 1 ⊗ g 1, f 2 ⊗ g 2 | f 3 ⊗ g 3, · · · , fn ⊗ gn 〉

= 〈 f 1, f 2 | f 3, · · · , fn 〉1 〈 g 1, g 2 | g 3, · · · , gn 〉2 , (4)

for all f 1, f 2, f 3, · · · , fn ∈ H and g 1, g 2, g 3, · · · , gn ∈ K.
The n-norm on H ⊗ K is defined by

‖ f 1 ⊗ g 1, f 2 ⊗ g 2, · · · , fn ⊗ gn ‖

= ‖ f 1, f 2, · · · , fn ‖1 ‖ g 1, g 2, · · · , gn ‖2 , (5)

for all f 1, f 2, · · · , fn ∈ H and g 1, g 2, · · · , gn ∈ K, where the n-norms ‖ ·, · · · , · ‖
1

and ‖ ·, · · · , · ‖
2

are generated by 〈 ·, · | ·, · · · , · 〉
1

and 〈 ·, · | ·, · · · , · 〉
2
, respec-

tively. The space H ⊗ K is complete with respect to the above n-inner prod-
uct. Therefore the space H ⊗ K is an n-Hilbert space.

Consider G = { b 2, b 3, · · · , bn }, where b 2, b 3, · · · , bn are fixed elements in
K and LG denote the linear subspace of K spanned by G. Now, we can define the
Hilbert space KG with respect to the inner product is given by

〈 p + LG , q + LG 〉G = 〈 p , q 〉G = 〈 p , q | b 2 , · · · , bn 〉2 ; ∀ p, q ∈ K.

Remark 4.1. According to the definition 2.7, HF ⊗ KG is the Hilbert space with
respect to the inner product:

〈

p ⊗ q , p ′ ⊗ q ′
〉

=
〈

p , p ′
〉

F

〈

q , q ′
〉

G
,

for all p, p ′ ∈ HF and q, q ′ ∈ KG.

Definition 4.2. Let C1 ⊗C2 ∈ G B (HF ⊗ KG ). Then the sequence { f i ⊗ g j }∞
i, j=1

in H ⊗K is said to be a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an⊗
bn ) for H ⊗ K if there exist constants 0 < A ≤ B < ∞ such that

A ‖ f ⊗ g, a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ‖ 2 (6)

≤
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, f i ⊗ g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) , f ⊗ g | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉
≤ B ‖ f ⊗ g, a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ‖ 2 ; ∀ f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG,
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where { f i }∞i=1 and { g j }∞j =1 be the sequences of vectors in H and K, respectively
and a 2 ⊗ b 2, a 3 ⊗ b 3, · · · , an ⊗ bn be fixed elements in H ⊗ K. The constants
A, B are called the frame bounds. If the sequence { f i ⊗ g j }∞

i, j=1
satisfies only

the right inequality of (6) then it is called a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled Bessel sequence
associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) in H ⊗ K.

Theorem 4.3. Let { f i }∞i=1 and { g j }∞j =1 be the sequences of vectors in n-
Hilbert spaces H and K. The sequence { f i ⊗ g j }∞

i, j=1
⊆ H ⊗K is a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-

controlled frame associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K if and only if
{ f i }∞i=1 is a C1-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H and { g j }∞j=1

is a C2-controlled frame associated to ( b 2, · · · , bn ) for K.

Proof. Suppose that the sequence { f i ⊗ g j }∞
i, j=1

is a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame
associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K. Then, for each f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗
KG − { θ ⊗ θ }, there exist constants A, B > 0 such that

A ‖ f ⊗ g, a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ‖ 2

≤
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, f i ⊗ g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) , f ⊗ g | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉
≤ B ‖ f ⊗ g, a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ‖ 2

Using (4) and (5), we get

A ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2

≤
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 ×

〈C1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C2 g j , g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2
≤ B ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2

⇒ A ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 ×

∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g j , g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2

≤ B ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2

Since f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG is non-zero element i. e., f ∈ HF and g ∈ KG are
non-zero elements. Here, we may assume that every f i, C1 f i and a 2, · · · , an are
linearly independent and every g j, C2 g j and b 2, · · · , bn are linearly indepen-
dent. Hence

∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g j , g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 ,
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∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1

are non-zero. Therefore, by the above inequality, we get

A ‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2
‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g j , g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2

≤
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1

≤ B ‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2
‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g j, g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2

This implies that

A1 ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
≤

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1

≤ B1 ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
∀ f ∈ HF ,

where A1 = inf
g ∈KG



















A ‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2
∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g j , g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2



















and

B1 = sup
g ∈KG



















B ‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2
∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g j, g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2



















.

This shows that { f i }∞i=1
is a C1-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for

H. Similarly, it can be shown that { g j }∞j=1
is a C2-controlled frame associated to

( b 2, · · · , bn ) for K.

Conversely, suppose that { f i }∞i=1 is a C1-controlled frame associated to ( a2, · · · , an )
for H with bounds A, B and { g j }∞j=1 is a C2-controlled frame associated to
( b2, · · · , bn ) for K with bounds C, D. Then

A ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
≤

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1

≤ B ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
∀ f ∈ HF ,

C ‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2
≤

∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g j , g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2

≤ D ‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2
∀ g ∈ KG.
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Multiplying the above two inequalities and using (4) and (5), we get

AC ‖ f ⊗ g, a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ‖ 2

≤
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, f i ⊗ g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) , f ⊗ g | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉
≤ BD ‖ f ⊗ g, a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ‖ 2 ; ∀ f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG.

Hence, { f i ⊗ g j }∞
i, j=1

is a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associated to ( a 2 ⊗
b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K. This completes the proof.

Remark 4.4. Let { f i ⊗ g j }∞
i, j=1

be a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associated
to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K. According to the definition 3.3, the frame
operator SC1 ⊗C2

: HF ⊗ KG → HF ⊗ KG is described by

SC1 ⊗C2
( f ⊗ g )

=

∞
∑

i, j =1

〈 f ⊗ g, f i ⊗ g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j )

for all f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG.

Proposition 4.5. If SC1
, SC2

and SC1 ⊗C2
are the corresponding frame oper-

ator for { f i }∞i=1, { g j }∞j =1 and { f i ⊗ g j }∞
i, j=1

, respectively, then SC1 ⊗C2
=

SC1
⊗ SC2

and S − 1

C1 ⊗C2
= S − 1

C1
⊗ S − 1

C2
.

Proof. Since SC1 ⊗C2
is the frame operator for { f i ⊗ g j }∞

i, j =1
, we have

SC1 ⊗C2
( f ⊗ g )

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, f i ⊗ g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j )

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 (C1 f i ⊗ C2 g j )

=

(

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 C1 f i

)

⊗





∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 C2 g j





= SC1
f ⊗ SC2

g = (SC1
⊗ SC2

) ( f ⊗ g ) ∀ f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG.

Thus, SC1 ⊗C2
= SC1

⊗ SC2
. Since SC1

and SC2
are invertible, by Theorem 2.8

(iv), S − 1

C1 ⊗C2
= (SC1

⊗ SC2
)− 1 = S − 1

C1
⊗ S − 1

C2
. This completes the proof.

Proposition 4.6. Let { f i }∞i=1
be a C1-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · ,

an ) for H with bounds A, B and { g j }∞j=1
be a C2-controlled frame associated to

( b 2, · · · , bn ) for K with bounds C, D having their corresponding frame operator
SC1

and SC2
, respectively. Then AC IF ⊗G ≤ SC1 ⊗C2

≤ BD IF ⊗G, where IF ⊗G

is the identity operator on HF ⊗ KG.



18 Prasenjit Ghosh & T. K. Samanta

Proof. Since SC1
and SC2

are frame operators, we have

AIF ≤ SC1
≤ B IF , C IG ≤ SC2

≤ D IG,

where IF and IG are the identity operators on HF and KG, respectively. Taking
tensor product on the above two inequalities, we get

AC ( IF ⊗ IG ) ≤ (SC1
⊗ SC2

) ≤ BD ( IF ⊗ IG )

⇒ AC IF ⊗G ≤ SC1 ⊗C2
≤ BD IF ⊗G.

This completes the proof.

Next, we establish the frame decomposition formula in H ⊗ K.

Proposition 4.7. Let { f i }∞i=1
and { g j }∞j=1

be C1-controlled and C2-controlled
frames associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) and ( b 2, · · · , bn ) for H and K with the cor-
responding frame operators SC1

and SC2
, respectively. Then for each f ⊗ g ∈

HF ⊗ KG, we have

f ⊗ g

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈

f ⊗ g, S −1

C1 ⊗C2
( f i ⊗ g j ) | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn

〉

(C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) ,

f ⊗ g

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, f i ⊗ g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 S −1

C1 ⊗C2
(C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) .

provided both the series converges unconditionally for all f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG.

Proof. Since SC1
is the corresponding frame operator for { f i }∞i=1

. Then

f = SC1
S −1

C1
f =

∞
∑

i=1

〈

S −1

C1
f, f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

C1 f i

=

∞
∑

i=1

〈

f, S −1

C1
f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

C1 f i ∀ f ∈ HF .

Similarly, it can be shown that

g =
∞
∑

j=1

〈

g, S −1

C2
g j | b 2, · · · , bn

〉

C2 g j ∀ g ∈ KG.
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Thus, for each f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG, we have

f ⊗ g

=

(

∞
∑

i=1

〈

f, S −1

C1
f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

C1 f i

)

⊗





∞
∑

j =1

〈

g, S−1

C2
g j | b 2, · · · , bn

〉

C2 g j





=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈

f, S −1

C1
f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

1

〈

g, S −1

C2
g j | b 2, · · · , bn

〉

2
(C1 f i ⊗ C2 g j )

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈

f ⊗ g, S −1

C1
f i ⊗ S −1

C2
g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn

〉

(C1 f i ⊗ C2 g j )

=
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈

f ⊗ g,
(

S −1

C1
⊗ S−1

C2

)

( f i ⊗ g j ) | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn

〉

(C1 f i ⊗ C2 g j )

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈

f ⊗ g, S −1

C1 ⊗C2
( f i ⊗ g j ) | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn

〉

(C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) .

Since
{〈

f, S −1

C1
f i | a 2, · · · , an

〉

1

}∞

i=1

,
{〈

g, S −1

C2
g j | b 2, · · · , bn

〉

2

}∞

j=1

∈ l 2(N ),

{ f i }∞i=1
and { g j }∞j=1

are C1-controlled and C2-controlled Bessel sequence asso-
ciated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) and ( b 2, · · · , bn ) in H and K, respectively, the above
series converges unconditionally. On the other hand, for each f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG,

f ⊗ g = S −1

C1
SC1

f ⊗ S −1

C2
SC2

g

= S−1

C1

(

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉
1
C1 f i

)

⊗ S −1

C2





∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉
2
C2 g j





=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, f i ⊗ g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 S −1

C1 ⊗C2
(C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) .

This completes the proof.

Corollary 4.8. Let { f i }∞i=1
and { g j }∞j=1

be C1-controlled and C2-controlled
tight frames associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) and ( b 2, · · · , bn ) for H and K with
bounds A1 and A2, respectively. Then for each f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG, we have

f ⊗ g =
1

A1 A2

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, f i ⊗ g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) .

In the next theorem, we establish that an image of controlled frame associated
to ( a 2, · · · , an ) under a bounded linear operator becomes a controlled frame as-
sociated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) if and only if the bounded linear operator have to be
invertible.
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Theorem 4.9. Let { f i }∞i=1 be a C1-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an )
for H with bounds A, B and { g j }∞j=1 be a C2-controlled frame associated to
( b 2, · · · , bn ) for K with bounds C, D having their corresponding frame operators
SC1

and SC2
, respectively. Suppose C1 and C2 commutes with U1 and U2, re-

spectively. Then {∆i j = (U1 ⊗ U2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) }∞i, j=1
is a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled

frame associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K if and only if U1 ⊗ U2

is an invertible operator on HF ⊗ KG.

Proof. First we suppose that U1 ⊗ U2 is an invertible on HF ⊗ KG. Then by
Theorem 2.8, U1 and U2 are invertible on HF and KG, respectively. For each
f ∈ HF and g ∈ KG, we have

‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖1 ≤
∥

∥U − 1
1

∥

∥ ‖U ∗
1 ( f ), a 2, · · · , an ‖1 , and (7)

‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖2 ≤
∥

∥U − 1

2

∥

∥ ‖U ∗
2 ( g ), b 2, · · · , bn ‖2 . (8)

Now, for each f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG, we have

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, (U1 ⊗ U2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) (U1 ⊗ U2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) , f ⊗ g | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉

=
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, (U1 f i ⊗ U2 g j ) | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 U1 f i ⊗ C2 U2 g j ) , f ⊗ g | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f, U1 f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈 g, U2 g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 ×

〈C1 U1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C2 U2 g j , g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈U ∗
1 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈U ∗

2 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 ×

〈C1 f i, U
∗
1 f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C2 g j , U

∗
2 g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2

=
∞
∑

i=1

〈U ∗
1 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C1 f i, U

∗
1 f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 ×

∞
∑

j=1

〈U ∗
2 g, g j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g j , U

∗
2 g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2

≤ BD ‖U ∗
1 f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
‖U ∗

2 g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2

≤ BD ‖U ∗
1 ‖ 2 ‖U ∗

2 ‖ 2 ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
‖ g , b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2

= BD ‖U1 ⊗ U2 ‖ 2 ‖ f ⊗ g, a 2 ⊗ b 2 · · · , an ⊗ bn ‖ 2 .
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On the other hand,

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, (U1 ⊗ U2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) (U1 ⊗ U2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) , f ⊗ g | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉
≥ AC ‖U ∗

1 f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
‖U ∗

2 f, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2

≥ AC ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2
∥

∥U − 1
1

∥

∥

2 ∥
∥U − 1

2

∥

∥

2
[ by (7) and (8) ]

=
AC

∥

∥

∥ (U1 ⊗ U2 )
− 1
∥

∥

∥

2
‖ f ⊗ g, a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ‖ 2 .

Therefore, the sequence {∆i j }∞
i, j=1

is a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associated
to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K.

Conversely, suppose that {∆i j }∞
i, j=1

is a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associ-
ated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K. Now, for each f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG,

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, ∆i j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) ∆i j

=
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, U1 f i ⊗ U2 g j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (C1 U1 f i ⊗ C2 U2 g j )

=

(

∞
∑

i=1

〈U ∗
1 f, fi | a2, · · · , an 〉1 U1 C1 fi

)

⊗





∞
∑

j=1

〈U ∗
2 g, gj | b2, · · · , bn 〉2 U2C2 gj





= U1 SC1
U ∗
1 f ⊗ U2 SC2

U ∗
2 g = (U1 ⊗ U2 ) (SC1

⊗ SC2
) (U ∗

1 ⊗ U ∗
2 ) ( f ⊗ g )

= (U1 ⊗ U2 ) SC1 ⊗C2
(U1 ⊗ U2 )

∗ ( f ⊗ g )

Hence, the frame operator for {∆i j }∞
i, j=1

is (U1 ⊗ U2 ) SC1 ⊗C2
(U1 ⊗ U2 )

∗ and
therefore it is invertible. Also, we know that SC1 ⊗C2

is invertible and hence U1 ⊗ U2

is invertible on HF ⊗ KG. This completes the proof.

We now present the concept of a dual controlled frame in H ⊗ K.

Definition 4.10. Let { f i ⊗ g j }∞
i, j =1

be a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associ-
ated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗K. Then a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame
{ e i ⊗ h j }∞

i, j=1
associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K satisfying

f ⊗ g

=
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, e i ⊗ h j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) , (9)

for all f ⊗ g ∈ H ⊗ K, is called a dual (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associated to
( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗K of { f i ⊗ g j }∞i, j=1

.
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Theorem 4.11. Let { f i }∞i=1 , { e i }∞
i=1

be a pair of dual C1-controlled frames
associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H and { g j }∞j =1 , {h j }∞

j=1
be a pair of dual C2-

controlled frames associated to ( b 2, · · · , bn ) for K. Then { e i ⊗ h j }∞
i, j=1

is a
dual (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H⊗
K of { f i ⊗ g j }∞

i, j =1
.

Proof. By Theorem 4.3, { f i ⊗ g j }∞
i, j=1

, { e i ⊗ h j }∞
i, j=1

are (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled

frames associated to ( a2 ⊗ b2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K. Since { e i }∞
i=1

and
{h j }∞

j=1
are dual C1-controlled and C2-controlled frames associated to (a2, · · · , an)

and (b2, · · · , bn) of { f i }∞i=1 and { g j }∞j =1, respectively, for all f ∈ HF , g ∈ KG,

f =
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, e i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 C1 f i, and g =
∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, hj | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 C2 gj .

Then, for all f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG, we have

f ⊗ g

=

(

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, e i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 C1 f i

)

⊗





∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, hj | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 C2 gj





=
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f, e i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈 g, h j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 (C1 f i ⊗ C2 g j )

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, e i ⊗ h j | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) .

This completes the proof.

Theorem 4.12. Let { f i }∞i=1, { e i }∞
i=1

be a pair of dual C1-controlled frames
associated to (a 2, · · · , an) for H and { g j }∞j=1

, {h j }∞
j=1

be a pair of dual C2-
controlled frames associated to (b 2, · · · , bn) for K. Suppose U ∈ B (HF ), V ∈
B (KG ) are unitary operators, C1 and C2 commutes with U and V , respec-
tively. Then Λ = { (U ⊗ V ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) }∞

i, j=1
and Γ = { (U ⊗ V ) ( e i ⊗ h j ) }∞

i, j=1

also form a pair of dual (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frames associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an⊗
bn ) for H ⊗ K.

Proof. By Theorem 4.11, the sequences { f i ⊗ g j }∞
i, j=1

and { e i ⊗ h j }∞
i, j=1

form
a pair of dual (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frames associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn )
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for H ⊗ K. Now, for each f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG, we have

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, (U ⊗ V ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) (U ⊗ V ) ( f i ⊗ g j ) , f ⊗ g | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, (U f i ⊗ V g j ) | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 U f i ⊗ C2 V g j ) , f ⊗ g | a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉

=
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, U fi | a2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C1 U f i, f | a2, · · · , an 〉1 ×

∞
∑

j=1

〈 g, V g j | b2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 V g j , g | b2, · · · , bn 〉2

=

∞
∑

i=1

〈U ∗ f, fi | a2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C1 f i, U
∗ f | a2, · · · , an 〉1 ×

∞
∑

j=1

〈V ∗ g, g j | b2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g j , V
∗ g | b2, · · · , bn 〉2 .

Since { f i }∞i=1
is a C1-controlled frame associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) for H and

{ g j }∞j=1
is a C2-controlled frame associated to ( b 2, · · · , bn ) for K, the above

calculation shows that the sequence Λ is a (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associated
to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K. Similarly, it can be shown that Γ is a
(C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frame associated to ( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K.
Furthermore, for each f ⊗ g ∈ HF ⊗ KG, we have

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ f, (U ⊗ V ) (ei ⊗ hj) | a2 ⊗ b2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (C1 ⊗ C2 ) (U ⊗ V ) (fi ⊗ gj)

=

∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, (U ei ⊗ V hj ) | a2 ⊗ b2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (C1 U fi ⊗ C2 V gj )

=
∞
∑

i, j=1

〈 f ⊗ g, (U ei ⊗ V hj ) | a2 ⊗ b2, · · · , an ⊗ bn 〉 (U C1 fi ⊗ V C2 gj )

= U

∞
∑

i=1

〈U ∗ f, e i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 C1 f i ⊗ V

∞
∑

j=1

〈V ∗ g, h j | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 C2 g j

= U U ∗ ( f ) ⊗ V V ∗ ( g ) = f ⊗ g.

Hence, Λ and Γ form a pair of dual (C1 ⊗ C2 )-controlled frames associated to
( a 2 ⊗ b 2, · · · , an ⊗ bn ) for H ⊗ K.
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Now, we end this section by considering controlled frame in the direct sum of n-
Hilbert spaces H and K. The direct sum of n-Hilbert spaces H and K is denoted
by H ⊕ K and defined to be a n-Hilbert space associated with the n-inner product

〈 f 1 ⊕ g 1, f 2 ⊕ g 2 | f 3 ⊕ g 3, · · · , fn ⊕ gn 〉

= 〈 f 1, f 2 | f 3, · · · , fn 〉1 + 〈 g 1, g 2 | g 3, · · · , gn 〉2 , (10)

for all f 1, f 2, f 3, · · · , fn ∈ H and g 1, g 2, g 3, · · · , gn ∈ K.
The n-norm on H ⊗ K is defined by

‖ f 1 ⊕ g 1, f 2 ⊕ g 2, · · · , fn ⊕ gn ‖

= ‖ f 1, f 2, · · · , fn ‖1 + ‖ g 1, g 2, · · · , gn ‖2 , (11)

for all f 1, f 2, · · · , fn ∈ H and g 1, g 2, · · · , gn ∈ K, where the n-norms ‖ ·, · · · , · ‖
1

and ‖ ·, · · · , · ‖
2
are generated by 〈 ·, · | ·, · · · , · 〉

1
and 〈 ·, · | ·, · · · , · 〉

2
, respectively.

The space HF ⊕ KG is the Hilbert space with respect to the inner product:

〈

p ⊕ q, p ′ ⊕ q ′
〉

=
〈

p, p ′
〉

F
+
〈

q, q ′
〉

G
,

for all p, p ′ ∈ HF and q, q ′ ∈ KG.

Definition 4.13. Let T ∈ B (HF ) and U ∈ B (KG ). Then the direct sum of
the operators T and U is the operator T ⊕ U : HF ⊕ KG → HF ⊕ KG defined
as (T ⊕ U ) ( f ⊕ g ) = T f ⊕ U g.

It is easy to verify that T ⊕ U is a well-defined bounded linear operator whose
norm is given by ‖T ⊕ U ‖ = sup { ‖T ‖, ‖U ‖ }.

In the following theorem we will show that direct sum of controlled frames is a
controlled frame in n-Hilbert space under some sufficient conditions.

Theorem 4.14. Let { f i }∞i=1 and { g i }∞i=1 be a C1-controlled and C2-controlled
frames associated to ( a 2, · · · , an ) and ( b 2, · · · , bn ) for H and K with bounds
A, B and C, D, respectively. Then { f i ⊕ g i }∞

i=1
is a (C1 ⊕ C2 )-controlled frame

associated to ( a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn ) for H ⊕ K, provided for each f ∈ HF

and g ∈ KG, we have

(i)
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C2 g i, g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 = 0, and

(ii)
∞
∑

i=1

〈 g, g i | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 = 0.
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Proof. For each f ⊕ g ∈ H ⊕ K, we have

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f ⊕ g, f i ⊕ g i | a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 ⊕ C2 ) ( f i ⊕ g i ) , f ⊕ g | a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn 〉

=
∞
∑

i=1

〈 f ⊕ g, f i ⊕ g i | a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn 〉 ×

〈C1 f i ⊕ C2 g i, f ⊕ g | a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn 〉

=
∞
∑

i=1

{ 〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 + 〈 g, g i | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 } ×

{ 〈C1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 + 〈C2 g i, g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 }

=

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f, f i | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 〈C1 f i, f | a 2, · · · , an 〉1 +

∞
∑

i=1

〈 g, g i | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2 〈C2 g i, g | b 2, · · · , bn 〉2

≤ B ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
+ D ‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2

≤ max {B, D } ‖ f ⊕ g, a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn ‖ 2 .

On the other hand, for f ⊕ g ∈ H ⊕ K, we have

∞
∑

i=1

〈 f ⊕ g, f i ⊕ g i | a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn 〉 ×

〈 (C1 ⊕ C2 ) ( f i ⊕ g i ) , f ⊕ g | a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn 〉
≥ A ‖ f, a 2, · · · , an ‖ 2

1
+ C ‖ g, b 2, · · · , bn ‖ 2

2

≥ min {A, C } ‖ f ⊕ g, a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn ‖ 2 .

Thus, the sequence { f i ⊕ g i }∞
i=1

is a (C1 ⊕ C2 )-controlled frame associated to
( a 2 ⊕ b 2, · · · , an ⊕ bn ) for H ⊕K with bounds max {B, D } and min {A, C }.
This completes the proof.
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