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Abstract

Finding the optimal dual frame and optimal dual pair for signal reconstruction, which can min-
imize the reconstruction error when erasure occurs during data transmission, is a deep rooted
problem from the perspective of frame theory. In this paper, we consider a new measurement for
the error operator by taking the average of spectral radius and operator norm with probabilistic
erasure. In this measurement, optimal dual frames are called Probabilistic Averaged Spectrally
Optimal Dual frames, PASOD-frames in short and optimal dual pair is called PASOD-pair. The
properties of the set of PASOD-frames for a pre-selected frame, has been studied. We prove
that the set of all PASOD-frames is convex, closed and compact. We also show that the image
of a PASOD-frame and PASOD-pair under any unitary operator is also a PASOD-frame and
PASOD-pair. We provide several equivalent conditions for the canonical dual to be the unique
PASOD-frame for a given frame F. Moreover, we prove non-uniqueness of PASOD-frame under
certain condition of the given frame. We also go on to characterize the set of all PASOD-pairs
and give several equivalent conditions for a dual pair to become POD, PSOD and PASOD-pair.
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1. Introduction

Frames are the generalization of basis of a Hilbert space. In 1952, frames were first intro-
duced by Duffin and Schaeffer[IE]. Initially frames were introduced to deal with some non-
harmonic Fourier series problems. Frames have their own useful properties, like frames behave
as basis, they spans the whole Hilbert space but their representations may not be unique. In
particular, a basis is a frame but a frame may not be a basis. Because of its more flexibility
features, frames find applications in various fields such as quantization, noise reduction,image
and signal processing, network processing, capacity of transmission channel, coding theory
etc.mg,lm, h, ,ﬁﬁ 171
In the data transmission process, frames are used due to their redundancy features. Error in re-
construction of a signal occurs when some part of the data is missing due to transmission. So,
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redundancy can help recover the signal. The optimal dual problem deals with minimizing the
maximal errors under erasures. In a signal communication system, the received data (i.e. the
coeflicient of received signal vector) may be lost during the transmission process. As a result,
the researcher only receives a part of the encoded data. This is known as the erasure problem.
Researchers deal with this problem in engineering applications and quite often the erasure event
can be characterized by the structure of the communication system. Enhancing robustness to
coefficient erasure has been receiving increased attention [E, 1. A lot of effort has been put
into reducing the reconstruction error caused by the erasure or attempting perfect reconstruction
by using the redundancy property of frames[ﬁ, , |ﬁ|, i, , 12, ].

In the transmission process, data erasure arises from buffer overflows at the routers. Bad global
conditions such as conjunction can cause capacity of transmission channel error. In these cases,
erasures of different elements usually generate some probabilistic irregularities [EI, ]. Probability
of a bad channel failure is usually larger than the probability of a good channel failure,

The erasure problem was first introduced by Paulson and Holmes in the paper "Optimal Frames
for Erasure”[lﬂ]. Minimizing the reconstruction error has two approaches: One is finding the
optimal Parseval frame [@] and the other way is to find the optimal dual frame for a given frame
that can minimize the error[lj]. There are various kinds of measurements of the error operator to
characterize the optimal dual frame. In[ﬂ], Leng and Han characterize optimal dual frames for
erasure using the operator norm. They gave several equivalent conditions for the optimality of
the canonical dual. Pahlivan et.al[@] have used spectral radius of the error operator to study op-
timal dual frames. Practically, it is important to use different measurements of the error operator
to obtain optimal dual frames, as it simplifies the computations depending upon the application.
In ], Deepshikha and Aniruddha consider the average of operator norm and numerical radius
as a measurement of error operator.

In this paper, we consider average of spectral radius and operator norm with probabilistic mea-
sure as a measurement of error operator. In this measurement, an optimal dual frame is called
Probabilistic Averaged Spectrally Optimal Dual frame, in short PASOD-frame. Then we con-
sider the more general case by considering all such dual pairs and characterized PASOD-pairs
in the Hilbert space H. In section 3, we characterize the PASOD-frame for a given frame F. In
general, the canonical dual may not be the optimal dual for a given frame F. We also produce
several equivalent conditions for the optimality of the canonical dual of a given frame F for 1-
erasure. We also proved that if a dual frame is the PASOD-frame of F, then under any unitary
operator U, the dual is again the PASOD-frame of UF, for 1-erasure. For a Parseval frame, we
establish a relationsip between Probabilistic Spectrally Optimal Dual(PSOD), Probabilistic Op-
timal Dual(POD) and Probabilistic Averaged Spectrally Optimal Dual(PASOD) for 1-erasure.
We have also derived some conditions under which the canonical dual is the unique 1-erasure
PASOD of a tight frame F. In section 4, we consider the collection of dual pairs and characterize
PASOD-pair. We give several equivalent conditions for which a tight frame and it’s canonical
dual pair achieve optimality and also establish the relationship among POD-pair,PSOD-pair and
PASOD-pair.

2. Preliminaries on Erasures for Probability Model

Let H denote an finite dimensional(real or complex) Hilbert space. Throughout this manuscript,
we consider H to be an n-dimensional Hilbert space and N be the number of frame elements of
F. A finite sequence of elements F = {fi}f\;] in H is called a frame for HH if there exist constants
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A, B > 0 such that

N
ANAP < 3 [F. 1o < BIAPRVF € H.
i=1

The constants A and B are called frame bounds. They are not unique. The optimal lower
Jframe bound is the supremum over all lower frame bounds and the optimal upper frame bound

N
is the infimum over all upper frame bounds. If A = B, i.e. Z |(f,ﬁ)|2 = A||f|]* forall f € H,

i=1
then {f;}¥, is called a tight frame. If A = B = 1, then {f;}}\ | is called a Parseval frame. Every

finite sequence { f;}fi , in H is a frame for the Hilbert space W:= span { f;}fi ,- Let H be a Hilbert
space equipped with a frame F = { fi}ﬁ .- Then the linear map O : H — CV defined by

Or(f) = ({fs 1Y,

is called analysis operator.
The adjoint operator @7, : CN — H defined by

N
O (1ed,) = > eif

i=1

is called synthesis operator or preframe operator. The frame operator S p : H — H defined as

N
Srf = ©p0rf = Y (f. fdfi
i=1

which is a positive, self adjoint, invertible operator on H. For any F € H, we have the recon-
struction formula :

N
F= DS P
i=1

A frame G = {g;}¥, in H is called a dual frame of F = {f;}¥ if every element f € H can be
written as

N N

F=D 0 hgi= D (f.edf:

i=1 i=1
It is known that {S ;1 fi}ﬁ\i , is a frame and is called the canonical or standard dual frame. There
exist infinitely many dual frames ([El]) G of F in ‘H and every dual frame G = { g;}ﬁ , of Fis of
the form G = {S ;1ﬁ + ui}fil, where the sequence {“i}ﬁl satisfies

N N
D fui = Y (foufi =0, Vf € H.
i=1 i=1

N
For any dual frame G of F, we have Z(gi,ﬁ) = tr(TrTg) = tr(TETr) = tr(I) = n. In particular

i=1

N
if F is a Parseval frame, then ||f,<||2 =n.

i=1



Let F = {fi}f\;] be a frame for H and G = {gi}fi] be a dual of F. Then (F,G) is called a (N, n)
dual pair for H.

Let P = { p;}f\i , be the probability sequence, where p; be the probability of the i’th erasure for
i=1,2,..,N. Then {p;}}  must satisfy

N
Zp,:], 0<pi<l, i=1,2,..,N. (2.1
pr)

The weight number ¢; is defined as follows :

SLipi N-1
Z?]:]pj_pi n

qi = ; for i=1,2,..,N. (2.2)

Proposition 2.1. Let H be an Hilbert space of dimension n and N > n. Let {qi}f\; | be a weight
number sequence is as in (Z.2) for a frame F. Then {qi}f\il satisfy the following properties :

(i) gi=1, YI<i<N,

N
@i ) —=n,
‘= di
(iii) If the number p; increase then the number q; also increase.
(|
During data transmission if error occurs in ‘m’ positions then the error operator is defined by
Enro)f =0O;DpOrf = Z qilf, fgi, (2.3)

ieA
where A is the set of indices corresponding to the erased coeflicients, D, is an N X N diagonal
matrix with diagonal elements d;; = g; for i € A and 0 otherwise.
Let F = {f}}}, be a frame and G = {g;}}!, be a dual frame of F. Let {p;}¥, be a probability
sequence given by (ZI) and {g;}¥, be the weight number sequence is given by (Z.2). For 1 <
m < N, let us define Og”)(F, G) = max{IIE,\,(FYG)II A = m}, where ||[Ea (r)ll is the operator

norm of Ex (rc). So, O;m)(F, G) is the maximum error for m-erasure. A dual frame G of F is
called an 1-erasure probabilistic optimal dual (in short POD) if

0,(F,G) = min {03 (F,G') : G' is a dual of F}.

For 1 <m < N, a dual frame G of F is called m-erasure POD if G is an (m — 1)-erasure POD of
F and
OY"(F,G) = min{O}"(F.G') : G' is a dual of F} .

The set of all POD-frames of F for m-erasure is defined as PODET)(F ).



For a frame F = {f;}¥, and a dual G = {g;}¥, of F, with weight number sequence {¢;} | is given
by (Z.2), let us define r;m)(F, G) = max{ p(Earc) : |Al = m}, where p(Ex (rg)) is the spectral
radius of E (r). A dual frame G of F is called 1-erasure probabilistic spectrally optimal dual(in
short PSOD) of F if

rV(F.G) = min [AP(F,G) : G’ is a dual of F}.

For 1 < m < N, adual frame G of F is called m-erasure PSOD-frame if G is an (m—1)-erasure
PSOD of F and
P (F.G) = min{r))(F.G') : G’ is a dual of F}.

The set of all PSOD-frame of F for m-erasure is defined as PS ODSI',")(F ).

3. Probability modelled Averaged Spectrally Optimal dual frames

Now we will define the concept of Averaged Spectrally Optimal Dual frames for m-erasures,
1 <m < N Let F = {f}Y beaframe for H and G = {g;}¥, be a dual of F. Let {g;}¥,
be a weight number sequence as in (Z.2). The error operator Ea () is defined as in equation
2.3). The maximum averaged spectral error for a given frame F and its dual G for m-erasures is
defined as

|Exoll +p(Enire)
5 :

AV(F,G) = max{ D, € 1)51} , (3.4)

where D7 is the set of all diagonal matrices with ‘m’ nonzero entries(g; in i’th position) and
zeroes in N — m entries on the main diagonal.
Now we define

A F) = inf (AL (F.G) : G is a dual of F.

A dual G of F is called Probabilistic Averaged Spectrally Optimal Dual frame (in short PASOD-
frame) of F for 1-erasure if ﬂg)(F, G) = ﬂg")(F ).
In general, a dual G of F is called PASOD-frame of F for m-erasure if it is (m — 1)-erasure
PASOD-frame and AL (F, G) = A"
Let us define

AP =G e APV L AL(F) = AY(F.G))

as a set of all m-erasure PASOD-frame of F.

Proposition 3.1. Ler F = {fi}ﬁ\;] be a frame for H and {qi}fil be a weight number sequence
given by 2. Let G = {gi}Y, be a dual frame of F. Then

qi{|<ﬁ,g,~>| +I£ ||g,~||}

2

Proor. For 1-erasure, if the error occurs in the #’th position, then the error operatoris Ea (r.6)(f) =
qif f1)8i. Therefore p(Ex (r.6)) = |qi{fi, gl and |[EA (6|l = qill fill llgll-

ﬂg)(F, G) = max;il

o o) a i g1 + 1l i)
Hence, ﬂg)(F, G) = maxy [Ereo [PRAEO) = maxk | 5 .
5



Now we will verify some topological properties like convexity, closedness, compactness of A(])
In [@] authors have proved that the set of all optimal dual frames is a convex, closed and bounded
set for any m-erasure. We extend this result for probabilistic averaged spectrally optimal dual
frame for erasures.

Theorem 3.1. Let F = { f | be a frame for H and {q,} be a weight number sequence given
by @.2) . Then the set A;) is a convex set.

Proor. Let G = {gi}¥,G" = {g/}¥, e A}

Therefore AL (F, G) = ﬂ;’"’(F, G) = ﬂ;’“)(F). Take § € [0, 1] be arbitrary.

Set G"=6G+(1-0)G = {6g,~ +(1- 6)g;}il , be a convex combination of G and G’.

It is easy to check that G” is a dual frame of F.

Also, Ep (7,6 (f) = 0EAFG)(f) + (1 = 0)EA r6H(f).
Therefore ,

aif I g1+ (1 = gl + £l I6g: + (1 - gl
ﬂg)(F, G) = maxﬁ\il

2
ai O fi 8l + i1 = O fi g1+ ai Sl il + aiC1 = DIF N
< max[’\i1 2
a1 g1+ 1l g} af I 801+ 151 11}
= maxfi] 0 5 +(1-9) )
a1 g1+ 1l g} af i 81+ 151 11}
<maxl, {6 +maxl, 3(1-06)

2 2

= SAV(F,G) + (1 - )ALV (F,G)

= SAV(F) + (1 - 5)AV(F)
= Ay (F)

This implies G € Ag) and hence A;l) is a convex set.

O

Remark 3.1. In fact, for a frame F = {f} L, with weight number sequence (g} ., the set Ag") is

a convex set for 1 <m < N.

=1’
Proposition 3.2. Let F = {f} be a frame for H and {q,} be a weight number sequence
given by (22) . Then the set Ag") is a closed set for 1 <m < N.

Theorem 3.2. Let F = {fi}ﬁ\;] be a frame for H and {qi}f\;] be a weight number sequence given
by 22) . Then the set A;l) is a compact subset in the set of all dual frames of F in H.



Proor. Let ¢ := {collection of all dual frames of F in H}.
This can be easily seen that £ is a complete subspace of H.
Let us define a map

#:¢ >R U(0) by
S 7+ L) = A EAS . fi+ bl ) = max), { SAESEA L ISE Aol

Therefore, # is a continuous function.

i SE N+ @l fll IS E S
Lety = B(i57 1Y, ) = ma, {qu £ a5 fll} o
Now, consider the interval [0,y]. #7' ([0,y]) is a compact subset of ™). Therefore it attains
maximum and minimum value i.e there exists a G € #7! ([0, v]) which attain the minimum value
say 5. Now, A}l) =#71(B) c 7' ([0,7]), be a non-empty set. Hence, A;l) is a compact set. O

The image of a dual pair under any unitary operator again forms a dual pair. The following
theorem proves that the image of an 1-erasure PASOD-frame of F is also an 1-erasure PASOD-
frame of the unitary image of F.

Theorem 3.3. Let F = {f;}., be a frame for H and {qi}ﬁil be a weight number sequence given
by 2.2) . U be a unitary operator in H. Then for any dual G € A}l) if and only if UG € AS}

Proor. Since U is a unitary operator in H, then UF = {U f; }f\i , is a frame for H with dual frame
UG = (Ug)Y,.
Let G € A and G’ = {g/}¥, be a dual of UF in . Then U*G" is a dual of F in H.

Therefore,

KU fi, Ug)l + qillU fill 1 U gi
ﬂg)(UF,UG)zmaxf’l{qK Ji» Ugi 2¢]|| Sill ll gll}

N { 1 gl + 11ill IIgiII}

= max;_y \qi 3

< AV(F, U*G)
N (i Ul + Il 1TU” gl
i=114i )

{ KU fi, gl + U fill I|g,'»||}
1 qi 2

= max

N
i=

= max
= A, (UF.G)
= AVWF,

Hence UG € A(Ll,}

Conversely, if UG € Al Let G” = {g/'} be a dual of F in H.
Then UG” = {Ug/'}¥, be a dual of UF in H.

Therefore,

ax

A (UF) = A, (UF, UG) = max’, {q‘ 2

KU, Ugal + Uil IIUgiII} “m {q KU, UgHI + ULl U g
i = i=1 i
2

}



mas, {quﬁ’g»l bl ||gl~||} — {quﬁ,gi A U e ||}

Therefore, A (F, G) < AL (F,G"), for any dual G” of F in H. Hence G € A}V

O
The following theorem establish a relation between POD and PASOD for 1-erasure for a
given tight frame F. Note that this may not true for any general frame.

Theorem 3.4. Let F = {fi}f\il be a tight frame for H and {c],'}N1 be a weight number sequence

i=

given by (22). Then S ;'F is an 1-erasure POD of F if and only if S ;' F € A;l).

Proor. Let F be a tight frame with tight bound A.
First consider the canonical dual S ;'F = {1 f}¥ | € Ag).
Let G = {g;}, be any dual of F. Then,

Wf Lr NENL £
O, 57 F) = max a5 = maxgglq"<ﬁ’ L+ aillfill]| 34

2
= AV (F,LF)
< AV(F,G)
= max, 2180 . aillfill llgil
< max, LUl gl ; qll fll lgil
= OV(F,G)

Hence S ;IF is an 1-erasure probabilistic optimal dual of F.
N
For the converse part, let G = {% fi+ hi}i:l be any non-canonical dual of F such that G € A}l)
and S7'F ¢ ALY,
Thus,

A S fi+ hal + @l fll || L £ + b
ﬂg)(F,G)=maxﬁlq f Af q f ”Af ||

2
Gi | KA + Cfi | + i A + WAIRIAAR + 21fIRRe( i)
= ma)cf\i1
2
<AV, SF'F)
= maxit, SIfIP. (3.5)

Now, let us consider A; = {i : ££il* = max £||£|P} and Ag = {1,2, ..., N}\ Ay
From equation (3.3), for all i € Ay,Re({f;,h;)) < 0. Therefore, for all i € A, we can choose
€ > 0, small enough such that

A 1 4 2 . 1 ;
gl Al 15 f; + € hill = gi \/Fllﬁll4 + (eD?IfillPlIAdI> + Ze’lllﬁllzRe«ﬁ,hi)) < CII‘ZIIfiII2 = maXf\iquIIﬁllz-
8



Now, for all j € Ay, %”fj”2 < max;\il%”ﬁ”g

Therefore, for all j € A,, there exists e{ > 0, small enough such that

. 1 : 2 1 i
gilfilllI5f; + ehill = g \/E”fj”A‘ + (& IIfIPIR,IP + Zféllﬁ||2Re(<J3,h_f>) < qu”fi”z < maxil, qXHfiHZ-
Take € = minjcp, jen, {ef, eé}

Thence, max il fll ||3; + ehil| < maxgvzl%u]fv,»nz.
As a consequence, for the dual G, = {%fi + 6hi}f=1 , Og)(F, Go) < Og)(F, S;l F) holds.
This gives a contradiction that S ;1F is an 1-erasure POD-frame of F. Therefore our assumption

that S;'F ¢ A}l) is not true. Hence, S;lF € Ag).

O
Now we will give an equivalent condition between 1-erasure PSOD and PASOD for frame F,
when F is tight. This may not be true for any general frame.

Theorem 3.5. Let F = {fi}l]il be a tight frame for H and {qi}fil be a weight number sequence

given by (22). Then the canonical dual S ;'F be an 1-erasure PSOD-frame of F if and only if
- (1)

SHFeAy).

Proor. Let F be a tight frame with tight bound A.
First suppose that, S ;' F € AL,

N
LetG = {%fi + hi}i:] be a non-canonical dual of F such that rg)(F, G) < rg)(F,Sgl F).
Let us consider Ay = {i : £[I£i|> = maxY, 4||f*} and Ay = {1,2, .. N}\ A,

Thus, max | qil(fi, 1 fi + h)l < max | qil(fi, + £l This implies gi[(fi, 2 £ + h)l < qil<fi 2 £,
foralli € A;. Therefore, foralli € Ay, |%|fil* + qi(ﬁ,hi)l < L||fiI1*. Consequently, Re({f;, h;)) <
0, forall i € Ay. Thus for all i € Ay, there exists ¢, > 0 small enough such that

aillfin L fi + e@h)l + gillfil || 1 + e
2

< qillfill | L5 + e

2
4q; €1
= \/Eﬂfiﬂ4 + qre Il 11l + 2251,2”](1‘”2Re<fi»hi>
qi 2
< —=IJill".
A||f||

For all i € A,, %|If,'||2 < maxﬁl%nf;“z. Therefore, for all i € A», there exists ¢, > 0 small
enough such that

Gilfin 11+ @)+ qillfill ||%f: + ehi]
2

< qllfill |Lf + ehi

2
q; €
= \/ﬁ”ﬁ“4 +qrellfill 1l + sz]?ﬂﬁﬂzr@(ﬁ,hi)

0
<maxi’y Il

9



Take € = min{e|, &}.

qi [ 1 £+ @hd| + qill £l || 3£ + enhi| 3
2

Consequently, for the dual G, = {%fi + ehi} . ﬂg)(F, Go) < ﬂg)(F,S;'F). This gives a con-

tradiction that S ;1F € Ag). Therefore, S ;IF is an 1-erasure PSOD of F.

Therefore, maxl max¥ | L\fil*, foralll <i<AN.

N
i=

N
For the converse part, for any dual G = {% fi+ hi}i:] of FinH,

ai [(Fis L+ 1| + il fill || 355+ |
1

ﬂg)(F, G) = maxgv 5

> maxl | qil(fi. 3 fi + hi)l
=rY(F,G)
> r(F,S5'F)

0
= maxi’, I

= AV (F,S:'F)
-1 )
Hence, S F € A"
O

Theorem 3.6. Let F = {fi}f\il be a tight frame for H and {qi}ﬁil be a weight number sequence
given by (2.2). Then S;' F is the unique probabilistic I-erasure optimal dual of F if and only if
S;' F is the unique 1-erasure PASOD-frame of F.

Proor. The proof is similar to theorem 3.4
O

Corollary 3.1. Let F = {f;};il be a parseval frame for H and {q;}ﬁl be a weight number se-
quence given by (2.2). Then following assertions are equivalent;

(1) The canonical dual is an 1-erasure POD of F.
(i) The canonical dual is an 1-erasure PSOD of F.
(iii) The canonical dual is an 1-erasure PASOD of F.

O
Let F = { f;}fi , be a frame for H and {gi , be a weight number sequence given by 2.2)). Let, ¢ =

i=

max fqi||SF Al 1A 1 <i <N} Setny = {i: |S7A] 1fill = ¢ and ny = {1,2,.... N} \ .
Set Fj = span{ﬁ Y S Aj},forj =1,2.

Theorem 3.7. [@] Let I = {f,'}?i1 be a frame for H and {q;}ﬁl be a weight number sequence
given by (2.2). Then following are equivalent;

N
(i) The canonical dual {S ;lfi};:l is the unique probabilistic optimal dual for 1-erasure.
(i1) F1 N Fy = {0} and {f}icy, is linearly independent.
10



O

Corollary 3.2. 9] Let F = {fiYL, be a tight frame for H and {q;}f\il be a weight number se-
quence given by (22). Then the canonical dual is the unique 1-erasure POD of F if and only if
qillfill* is constant, 1 <i < N.

O

Theorem 3.8. Let F = {fi}ﬁ\il be a tight frame for H and {qi}ﬁil be a weight number sequence
given by (2.2). Then the canonical dual is the unique 1-erasure PASOD-frame of F if and only if
qillfil> = ¢, forall 1 <i < N and for some constant c.

Proor. Let F = { fi}ﬁ |» be a tight frame with tight bound A.

If ¢llfil> = ¢, forall 1 < i < N then by corollary B.2] the canonical dual of F is the unique
POD-frame of F for 1-erasure.
For any dual G of F,

qil<fi- gl + qill fill llgill
] =

ﬂg)(F,G) = max! 7

i=

maxcl gl lgil > maxt', LIFIP = AP 7 ).
N

Hence, canonical dual is a PASOD-frame of F for 1-erasure. Let G = {A% fi+ hi}i:l be a non-

canonical dual of F such that G € Ag).

Therefore,

S 5 i+ hi Al || 55+ i
AV Gy = ma, S RO+ il [3f+

i=

2
) 2 2
o |ZIAIP + gitfr k)| + VLA + RUARIIR + 2L HIPRe(f, 1)
= max;_, 2
c 2 cq;
L s a5+ callhP + 25 Re(( i)
= max;_, 5
= max", L)\ £
:1A
_ C
=<

which implies that Re({f;, h;)) < 0,1 <i < N.
Accordingly, for all 1 < i < N, there exists > 0 small enough such that

2 ZE,‘ i
Gl |1 + et = VLIRS + @ENAPIP + 2L AIPRe((fi b)) < LIk =c  (3:6)

Take € = min{e; : 1 <i < N}.
Therefore, forall 1 <i < N,

2 2e i
Gl (|5 + e = NI + AR + 25 PR b)) < LR =c.

Thus, max gl fill 1% f; + ehill < max L £il>.
~ gl N (1) (1)
So, for the dual G = {3 f; + eh;}..,, OF’G_ < OF’S;,F.

11



This gives a contradiction that the canonical dual is the unique POD-frame for 1-erasure. Hence,
the canonical dual is the unique 1-erasure PASOD-frame of F.

For the converse part, if the canonical dual is the unique 1-erasure PASOD of F, then by The-
orem the canonical dual is the unique probabilistic 1-erasure optimal dual of F. Then by
corollanyB2gillflI> =¢, 1 <i<N.

O
Now we are going to give a construction of the collection of 1-erasure PASOD-frame of F. Also
we will show that for N > n, Ag) is not unique.

Let F = {f[}f\il be a frame for H and {qi}f\il be a weight number sequence given by (Z2)). Set / =
max, {qi IS5 2£IF + gl ||s7 ] 1 <i < N} SetA = {i Lail|SEAE + sl s = z}
and Ay = {1,2,.N}\ Ay. Set H; = span {f; : i € A}, for j = 1,2.

Theorem 3.9. Let F = {fi}L be a frame for H. If Hi N Hy = {0} and {fi}iea, is linearly indepen-
dent then S;lF € Ag). Moreover, if N > n then S;lF is not the unique 1-erasure PASOD-frame
of F.

N
Prook. Let G = {S i+ ”i}i=1 be a dual of F.

Then, Zf\;l(f, u;) f; = 0, which implies, 3 ;cp (fs ui)fi = 0 = Xiea, {f> uid fi-

Using the condition {f;}ica, 18 linearly independent, we have (f, ;) = 0, forall i € A; and for all
i € H. Further implies, u; = 0, forall i € A;.

Also, from the fact that ea,(f,u)fi = 0, we have T, T2 = 0, where F? = {fi}ien, and
U? = {uilien, This implies tr (T3, Ty2) = tr (TyeT},) = Sien, (i} = 0.

Therefore,

qi [(fir S i + ui)| + gl AN ||S 7 i + i
! 2
1A SE i+ up| + IANIS £ i + il

> maxiep, qi 2

[isz 2l + nenls £

= maXieh, qi )

AV(F,G) = max

=1
o ISE AL + sl sl

= max;_,q; 5

= AVF,S;'F)

Hence, the canonical dual is an 1-erasure PASOD-frame of F.

Let us consider N > n. Then there exist a dual G = {g;}f\il = {S;lfi + “i}il of F such that u; = 0

forall i € A; and u; # O for some i € A,. As q,»{|<f,»,5;1ﬁ>| + £l ||S;1ﬁ||} < I forallie A,

then there exists € > 0 small enough such that g; {|(f;, S 7' f; + eupl + Il ||S 7 + ews|} < L, for
12



alli e As.
Therefore, for the dual G = {S ;1 fi+ eu;}f\i |» we have

qi [ SE i + e + qill Il ||S 7 f + e
1

ﬂg)(F, G) = maxfV 5

ai | SER] + aill £ll||S 7 A
1 2

= maxj.v

i=

= AV(F,S3'F)

Hence, G = {S;,lﬁ + Eui}ﬁ\il € A(F]')

4. Averaged Spectrally Optimal Dual Pair for Erasure

Now we will define the concept of Probabilistic Averaged Spectrally Optimal Dual pair for
any m-erasures, | <m < N.Let F = {fi}f\il be a frame for H and G = {gi}f\il be a dual frame of
F. {qi}fi , be a weight number sequence given by ([2.2). The error operator E (£ is defined as
in equation (2.3). The maximum probabilistic averaged spectral error for a dual pair (F, G) for
m-erasure is same as ﬂg”)(F, G). Now we define

A = inf { AL (F.G) : (F,G)is a (N.n) dual pair in H} .
A dual pair (F, G) is called 1-erasure Probabilistic Averaged Spectrally Optimal Dual pair (in
short PASOD-pair) if A} (F, G) = AL .
In general, a dual pair(F, G) is called m-erasure PASOD-pair if it is (m — 1)-erasure PASOD-pair
and AY(F,G) = AL,
Let us define
o = {(F.G): (F.G) € (""" and AY(F.G) = AL’

as the set of m-erasure PASOD-pair in H.
Similarly, we will define Probabilistic Spectrally optimal dual pair( in short PSOD-pair) and
Probabilistic Optimal dual pair (POD-pair) for a Hilbert space H. Let us define

P = in f{rg’”(F, G) : (F,G)is a (N,n) dual pair }

o = in f{()g’”(F, G) : (F,G)is a (N,n) dual pair }

A dual pair (F, G) is called m-erasure PSOD-pair if it is (m—1) erasure PSOD-pair and rg")(F, G) =
rg"). A dual pair (F,G) is called m-erasure POD-pair if it is (m — 1) erasure POD-pair and
O (F,G)=0}".

13



Definition 4.1. Let { pi}fi , be a probability sequence given by 2.I). {qi}f\; , be the corresponding
weight number sequence defined as (Z.2)). We call a parseval frame { fi}f\; , is a probability uniform
parseval frame if it satisfies

1

Vai

lfill =

forall1 <i<N.

Now we will prove the existance of (N, n) probability uniform parseval frame by using the fol-
lowing result.

Theorem 4.1. ] Let S be a positive self-adjoint operator on an n-dimensional Hilbert space
H Let 1y > A, > ... = A, > 0 be the eigenvalues of S. Fix N > n and the real numbers
ay > ax > ... 2 ay > 0. Then the following are equivalent;

(1) There is a frame {fi}f\;] for H with frame operator S and ||fil| = a;, forall 1 <i < N.

(i1) Forevery 1 <k <n,

O

Corollary 4.1. Let H be an n-dimensional Hilbert space. Let { pi}fi | be a probability sequence
given by (1) and {q;}.| be the corresponding weight number sequence defined as (22). Then
there always exists a probability uniform parseval frame F = {f[}f\il.

Proor. As in Theorem[d.2] we let S = I, be the n X n identity matrix. The eigenvalues of S are
A; =1, 1<i<n. Now we permute the sequence {qi}fil suchthatq| < ¢, <--- < q.

Let !
a = =, 1<i<N.

q;

k n

k N N
1
Thenfor1 <k <n, Za}zskzz/liandZa;z:Z—, =n-=
: A = 4
i=1 i=1 i=1 i

i=1

Therefore, by Theorem [£.2] there exists a frame { fi}f\i , for H with [, as frame operator and

IIfill = ? Thus { f[}ﬁ | 1s a parseval frame. Permuting { f;}f\; , in a proper way, we get a parseval

frame F = {f/}¥ with ||f/|| = # 1<i<N.

A;.
1

Proposition 4.1. The value of ﬂg) is 1.
Proor. For any (N, n) dual pair (F, G), it is easy to see that

K gl + I ||g,<||}

2
14
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Claim: Optimality occurs when |{f;, g = |Ifill llgill = %, 1<i<N.

When (i, gl = Ifill lgill = £, forall 1 <i < N, then A, (F,G) = 1.

Let (F, G) be any dual pair in H, where F = {£;}¥. and G = {f}V

i=1 i=1"

If AV (E,G) < 1, then max qil(fi, &) < maxl| g EB VL <y This implies g,1(f;, 2] <

i=

1, 1 <i< N Therefore,n = 3N (f,8) < XN, fi, gl < 2N, % = n. This is not possible.

Therefore AL (F, G) > 1, for any dual pair (F, G) with weight number sequence {gi}Y,. Hence
ﬂ(l) > 1

» =L
If F be a probability uniform parsevel frame and G be its canonical dual, then ﬂg)(F, G) = 1.
Therefore the value of ﬂg) is 1.

Remark 4.1. For a Hilbert space H of dimension n and for N > n,

1
& = {(F,G) gl = Il gl = - 1< < N}-

1

The next proposition proves that any 1-erasure PASOD pair will remain an 1-erasure PASOD
pair under any unitary map.

Proposition 4.2. Let (F,G) be a (N, n) dual pair in H. Let U be a unitary opeartor in H. {qi}fi]
be a weight number sequence given by (2.2). Then (F,G) € ﬂ(l), if and only if (UF,UG) € ﬂg).

Proor. It can be easily seen that

qi{|<Uf,», Ughl + IUf ||Ugi||}
2

qi{|<f,~,g,~>| F I ||g,~||}
2

AVWUF, UG) = max,

= max;_,
= Ap(F,G).
Hence the result follows.

O
Now, we are going to give a necessary and sufficient condition for 1-erasure PSOD-pair and
1-erasure POD-pair.

Proposition 4.3. An (N,n) dual pair (F,G) in H with weight number sequence {q;}ﬁi] , given by
22, is an 1-erasure PSOD-pair if and only if |(f:, g = (fig:) = qi, forall1 <i<N.

Proor. For any (N, n) dual pair (F,G) in H, rl(pl)(F, G) = maxl]il qil{fi, gl
Claim: Optimality occurs when [(f;, g))| = (fi, g&) = i, forall 1 <i<N.

For a dual pair (F, G), when [(f;, g)| = (f;, &) = %, 1 <i < N holds,then rg)(F, G)=1.
Let (F, G) be any dual pair in H, where F' = {f}¥, and G = {f;},.

15



1t AV (F, G) < 1, then max | qil(f;, gl < 1. Therefore, n = Z(f,,g,) < Z (fo 8 < Z ~ =
i=1 i=1

This gives a contradiction. As a consequence, we can say, r ;,)(F ,G) > 1, for any dual pair (F ,G)

with weight number sequence {qi}f\; ,- Hence rg) > 1.

If F be a probability uniform parsevel frame and G be its canonical dual, then rg)(F, G) = 1.

Therefore, the value of rl(pl) is 1.

Accordingly, if (F,G) be an 1-erasure probabilistic spectrally optimal dual pair if and only if
maxﬁi]qil(fi,gi)l = 1. From the facts Zﬁl(ﬁ,gi) = n and ZZ, qi = n, (F,G) is an 1-erasure
PSOD-pair if and only if {f;, g;) = I/, &)l = %, 1<i<N.

O

Proposition 4.4. An (N,n) dual pair (F,G) in H with weight number sequence {CIz}, 1
2.2), is an 1-erasure POD-pair if and only if {f;, g:) = ||fill llgill = q_,for all1 <i<N.

given by

Proor. For any (N, n) dual pair (F, G) with weight number sequence {q,} L, in H, 0(1) =
maxll q; |Ifill ligil.

Claim: Optimality occurs when || f]| ||g:l| = %, forall 1 <i<N.

When [Ifill llgil = . 1 <i < N holds, then OV(F,G) = 1.

For any dual pair (F,G), if O(l)(F, G) < 1, then maxY, gllfil 11&ll < 1. Therefore, n =
SN gy < SN AN N < S, qi = n. This gives a contradiction. Therefore, 0 (F,G) > 1,
for any dual pair (F, G) with weight number sequence {qi}fi |- Hence OS) > 1.

If F be a probability uniform parsevel frame and G be its canonical dual, then Og)(F, G) =1

Therefore the value of OS) is 1.
Consequently, if (F, G) be an 1-erasure POD-pair if and only if max gillfi|l llgill = 1. From the
facts Zl {fi.&» = nand Zl | q' = n, we have (F, G) be an 1-erasure POD-pair if and only if

(fiogd = lfillgill = . 1<i<N.

O
The following theorem gives a relation between PSOD-pair and PASOD-pair for 1-erasure.

Theorem 4.2. Let F = {f} be a tight frame for H with weight number sequence {q,} L, given
by (Z2). Then, (F,S;'F) be an 1-erasure PSOD-pair if and only if (F,S;'F) € §m.

Proor. Let F = { ﬁ}fi | be a tight frame with tight bound A.
If (F, S ;' F) be an 1-erasure PSOD-pair in H, then by proposition @3), (fi, S;' ;) = %Hﬁ”z = ql.

| q;{l(ﬁ,%f;ﬂﬂlﬁll H%ﬁ\l} .
Therefore, A (F, S ;' F) = max) | - = max¥ LR =1=A.

Conversely, i (F, S ;' F) € £\, then AN (F, S ;' F) = max\ | L||f|? = 1. If forany j, 1< j<N,
LIFIP <1, thenn = 3N (fi, 2 £y = S, AP < 2Y, i = n. This is not possible. Therefore,
fllflP = 2. 1 <i< Nandhence rV(F,S7F) = male AP = 1. So, (F,S7'F) is an
1-erasure PSOD -pair in H.

16



O

Theorem 4.3. Let F = {f;};il be a tight frame for H with weight number sequence {q;}fil, given
by @22). Then, (F,S ;'F) be an 1-erasure POD-pair if and only if (F,S ;'F) € §1(,1).

Proor. The proof is similar to the Theorem (4.2).

O

The following theorem gives the equivalent relation of uniqueness between 1-erasure POD-

pair and PASOD-pair. Note that, here we use uniqueness in the sense of unique dual of the tight
frame F.

Theorem 4.4. Let F = { fi}ﬁi | be a tight frame for H with weight number sequence {qi}fi | given
by 22). Then, (F, S ;'F) be the unique POD-pair if and only if (F, S ;' F) is the unique PASOD-
pair in H for 1-erasure.

Proor. Let F = { ﬁ}fi | be a tight frame with tight bound A.
If (F,S;'F) is the unique 1-erasure PASOD-pair in #, then A (F, S 7' F) = 1 = max, Z[|£|1%.
Using the fact Zg\il(fi, S;lf[) = 2,]‘11 %||f,'||2 = n and the similar argument as in Proposition(@.2),
we can show that z|Ifill> = 7, forall I <i < N.
Now, OV (F,S7'F) = max¥ qllfill IS5 £ill = max¥, Z||f|?> = 1. Therefore, (F,S;'F) is an
1-erasure POD-pair in H.

N
LetG = {%fi + hi}i:l be a dual of F such that (F, G) is an 1-erasure POD-pair in H. Therefore,
1= 0p(F.G) = max il fill I f; + Il
Ifforanyj, 1 < j <N, qillfill ||%fi + hi|| < 1, then

=

N a2 Y

i

N
=n.
=1

1
n:Z;>

N
i =1

N
=1

1 N
i fit )| 2 |3 fin ki hi)
i=1

L

This is not possible. Therefore gil|fill || f + hil| = 1, forall 1 <i < N.

Consequently, gillfill [|4f + hi|| = £11£iI?. forall 1 <i < N. This implies, [I£I = || 5/ + h[||2 =
LIAIP + 1hill* + 3Re((fi, b)), forall 1 <i<N.ie [Ihl*+ 3Re({fi,h;)) =0, forall 1 <i<N.
Taking sum over 1 < i < N, we have XY, lll® + 2Re (X (fi, i) = 0. Using the condi-
tion XN (fi,h;) = O(Re SN (fishiy = 0), we have YV, [I4]> = 0. This implies ; = 0, for all
1 <i < N. Hence, (F, S;IF) is the unique 1-erasure POD-pair in H.

Conversely, let (F, S ;' F) be the unique probabilistic 1-erasure optimal dual pair in H.
Therefore, by proposition@.4), g;|lf:ll ||S;'f,~|| = %Ilﬁu2 = 1, forall 1 < i < N. Therefore
Ay (F.SF'F) = max FIAIP = 1.

Let G = {%fi + hi}i:l be a dual of F such that (F, G) be an 1-erasure PASOD-pair in H. There-
fore’ 1 = %”ﬁ“2 — maxg\;] qi ‘<ﬁ,Xﬁ+hl>|+>2‘|ﬁ‘| Il fit+hill > maxf\i] qi |<ﬁ, Alﬁ + hl>| _ This lmplleS
1 > qi|(ﬁ,%ﬁ+hi)|,for all 1 <i < N. Taking sumover 1 < i < N, we have n = Zf\;, qi >

SN L+ | > |ZX LS+ )| = n. Therefore, n = Y, [(fi, L f: + hy)|. If for any j,
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L<j<N, qi[(fi 2 fi+hp| < 1 thenn < Y, (i, /i + )| < X, + = n, which is not pos-
sible. Therefore, ¢; |<fi» 1fi+ /’li>| =1,forall 1 <i< N. This implies ¢; l(fi, 1 hi>| = |41
Accordingly, Hllﬁllz +<fi7hi>| = %“fi”z, for all 1 < i < N. Therefore, Re({f;,h;)) < 0, for
all 1 < i< N. Also from the fact 3, (i, i) = 0, Re((f,, hi)) = 0), we can conclude that
Re({f:,h;)) =0, forall 1 <i < N.

As (F,G) is an 1-erasure PASOD-pair in #, then

L2 1
1A+ A5 fi +
— in||f|| ||f2|| 2 /i + hill

1
maxil 5 {1+ Gl G + il

—_
|

1 q 2
= max | 3 1+ \/Ellﬁll4 +gZ AP il + CI;z”fi”ZZRe((ﬁ‘»hi»

1
= max {1+ 1+ AP Wk,

As a consequence, h; =0, 1 <i < N. Hence, (F,S;lF) is the unique 1-erasure PASOD-pair
in H.

O

Corollary 4.2. Let F = { fi}f\; | be a tight frame for H and {qi}ﬁ | be a weight number sequence
given by (Z2). Then following are equivalent;
(i) (F, S;' F) is an 1-erasure POD-pair.
(i) (F, S;IF) is an I-erasure PSOD-pair.
(iii) (F,S'F) is an 1-erasure PASOD-pair.

O

Theorem 4.5. [ﬁ] Let F = {fi}._, be a (N, n)-frame for H. If F is a uniform tight frame for H,
then the canonical dual is the unique optimal dual frame of F for m-erasures.

O

Proposition 4.5. Let F = {fi}.., be a tight frame for H with weight number sequence {q;}ﬁ\il
given by (2.2). Then (F,S;IF) dual pair is the unique I-erasure PASOD-pair if and only if
q,'||f,'||2 = ¢, for some constant ¢ and for all 1 <i < N.

Proor. Let F = { f[}f\i , be a tight frame with tight bound A.
If gllfil* = ¢, 1 < i< N, thenwehaven = 3L (fi, z /) = ZL, xIlfilP = 2%, &5 = €
This implies ¢ = A. Therefore, || £ill 11 fill = (fi. 1/ = 2IAIP = ql 1 < i < N. Therefore by
Proposition 4] (F, S ;1F ) is an 1-erasure optimal dual pair in H.
LetG = {%fi + h[}il be a dual of F such that (F, G) is an 1-erasure POD-pair in H. Therefore,
OS5 F) = maxll, LUAIP = 1 = O (F.G) = maxi gl I3+ hl.
18



Using similar argument as in Theorem £4] we can show that 5 = 0, 1 < i < N. Therefore
(F,S'F) be the unique 1-erasure POD-pair in . Then by TheoremE4l (F, S ;' F) is the unique
1-erasure PASOD-pair in H.

Conversely, if (F, S ;IF ) is the unique 1-erasure PASOD-pair in H, then ﬂg)(F,S ;IF ) =
max! | q AT g N @ = 1 X forany §, 1 < j < N, LR < 1, then
n=3YN (futfy <3, 4 = n. Which is not possible. Therefore, {||fI” =1, 1 <i<N.

O

5. Examples

Example 5.1. Let H = C? and consider a frame F = {fi, >, f3}, where fi = [ (1) }, h= [ (1)/2 }

and f3 = [ (1)/2 }, with probability sequence {pi}?:l = {0, %, %} Therefore the weight number

sequence is {q;};_ | = {1,2,2}.
Then the canonical dual of F is

str=flo LT[}

It is easy to calculate that, rg)(F,S;'F) = max?zlqil(ﬁ,S;]ﬁN = 1. Therefore, the canonical
dual is not only the 1-erasure PSOD-frame of F, also the dual pair (F, S;] F) is an l-erasure
PSOD-pair.

Similarly, we can calculate that Og)(F, S ;1F) = max?zlq,'llf[H IS ;lfi” = 1.Therefore, the canon-
ical dual is not only the 1-erasure POD-frame of F, also the dual pair (F, S;IF) is an I-erasure
POD-pair.

Accordingly, .?{S)(F, S;F) = max?zlqillﬁll IS 7! fill = 1.Therefore, the canonical dual is not only
the 1-erasure PASOD-frame of F, also the dual pair (F, S;' F) is an I-erasure PASOD-pair.

The set of duals of F is of the form

o={[ 5[ s )

Let,Gz{gi}f:1 ={[ (1) ],[ 1_; },[ I(iﬁ ]};wherea,ﬁe(C,beadualofF.

Then, rg)(F, G) = max?:]qil(fi,gi)l = max?:l{l,ll + B, 1 —,BI}. Therefore, G be an I-erasure
PSOD-frame of F or (F,G) dual pair is an 1-erasure PSOD-pair in ‘H if and only if B = 0. In
other words, for any value of « € C and 8 = 0, G become 1-erasure PSOD-frame of F and (F, G)

be an I-erasure PASOD-pair in H. So, neither PSOD-frame of F is unique nor PSOD-pair for
F is unique for l-erasure.

where a, 8 € C.
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Similarly, OV (F, G) = max>_ qillfill llgill = max?zl{l,'\/a'z T +/3)2i,]\/a2 +a —/3)2]}. B
is any non-zero complex number then either ’ Va2 + (1 +ﬂ)2’ > 1or ' Va2 + (1 —ﬂ)2’ > 1, ac-
cording to Re(B) > 0 or Re(B) < 0. Therefore, G is an 1-erasure PSOD-frame of F or (F,G) is
an I-erasure PSOD-pair in H implies f = 0. For B = 0, if @ # 0 then ’\/az + (1 +ﬂ)2’ > 1.
Therefore, G is an 1-erasure PSOD-frame of F or (F, G) is an I-erasure PSOD-pair in H implies
a = 0. Consequently, G is an 1-erasure PSOD-frame of F or (F,G) is an I-erasure PSOD-pair

in H if and only if @« = B = 0. So, the canonical dual is the unique I-erasure POD-frame of F
and (F, S;l) be the unique 1-erasure POD-pair corresponding to F in H.

Also, it is easy to calculate that,

qi{|<f,~,g,~>| + ||ﬁ||||gi||}

AV(F,G) = max.,

2
1+ B+ | a2+ (T + 57| |1—ﬂ|+|m|}
2 ’ 2 ’

= maxizl{l,

Using the similar argument as above we can conclude that G is an 1-erasure PASOD-frame
of F or (F,G) is an 1-erasure PASOD-pair in H if and only if @ = B = 0. So, the canonical dual
is the unique 1-erasure PASOD-frame of F and (F,S;l) be the unique 1-erasure PASOD-pair
corresponding to F in H.

Example 5.2. Let H = C? and consider a frame F = {fi, f, f3}, where f; = [ (1) ] = [ 0 ]’
p

V2
the weight number sequence is {q1, q2, g3}, where q; = %, g = %, q3 = 2.

3/2 1/2
12 3/2

PR 3/4 | [ -1/4 1/2+2
FETAl =174 17 3/4 ') 12v2 |
Thus, i(f. S = 1, i = 1,2,3 and qillfill |57 4] = 22, qallfall S5 4] = 22, aullfsll |57 5] =

L. Therefore, Y (F,S;'F) = 1, OV(F.S;'F) = Y10 = 1.0540925 and AY(F,S;'F) =
@ = 1.0270462767.

1
f= [ v },with probability sequence {p\, p2, p3}, where py = §, p2 = 3,

Therefore, it is easy to compute that S p = [ ] and the canonical dual is :

The set of duals of F is of the form

[ 3/4+a ~1/4+a 1/2V2 = V2a
D_{[ ~1/4+p [ 3/4+ [ 1/2V2 - V2 }}’Wherw’ﬁec

If we take a = B = —.01, then the dual is

Gn 0.74 -0.26 1.04/22
=lidic =] —026 |"| 074 | 1.04/2V2 |[°
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Thus, 1Y) (F,G) = max_ qil(fi, g = 1.04, OV(F,G) = max’_ qilfll llgill = 1.045796 and

| qi{Kﬁ,g»IHIﬁHllgill}
AV(F,G) = max} | ———— = 1.0162313.

Therefore, the canonical dual is 1-erasure PSOD of F and (F,S;lF) is an 1-erasure PSOD-
pair in H. But, the canonical dual is neither POD nor PASOD for 1-erasure. Also, (F, S;IF) is
neither POD-pair nor PSOD-pair for 1-erasure.

As in Theorem(32), Fi = span{fi, o} and F> = span{fs}. Therefore F\ N Fy # {0}. Therefore
canonical dual is not a POD for 1-erasure.

As in Theorem(39), H, = span{fi, fo} and Hy = span{fs}, and so Hy N Hy # {0} and the
canonical dual is not an 1-erasure PASOD.

Example 5.3. Let H = C? and consider a frame F = {fi, f», f3}, where f| = [ (1) ], f= [ (1) ]

and f; = [ i ] with probability sequence {pi}?zl = {%, %, %} Therefore the weight number

sequence is {q;}; | = {2, 2, %}

Then the canonical dual of F is

1 21 1[=1]1]1
-1 _ - - -
ste=fs| )5 sl
Thus, ry(F.S 7' F) = max} i [(f. S5 f0] = £, OW(F.S'F) = max) qiIfll ||S7 f] = 22
af [ S ol + 11 (15745}
and ﬂ;l)s,,F = max;_, = #

2
Now, qr{lIS7 A + 11 (IS5 All} = 225, a2 {7241 + 10 157 £ll} = 255, and
{Isz 24l + 1Al lisz Allf = 4

As theorem (3.9) H, :span{[ (]) }},gndezspan{[ (1) }’[ } }}

Therefore, H; N Hy # {0}.
The set of duals of F is of the form

e 2/3+y
G = leiia ‘{[ ~1/3+6

~1/3+y
| 2/3+6

1/3 -y }
1 1/3=-6 | )
wherey,6 € C. If we takey = § = —é, then the dual is G’ = {gi}?:] = {[ 172 ],[ -172 },[ 172 }}

~1/2 1/2 12

It can be easily calculate that rg)(F, G) = g, Og)(F, G') = V2 and ﬂg)(F, G) = %5

So the canonical dual is neither PSOD-frame nor POD-frame nor PASOD-frame of F for 1-
erasure.

Example 5.4. Let H = R? and consider a frame F = {fi, f>, 3}, where fi = [ (1) }, fHh o=
21



[ :/—13//22 ] and f5 = [ :1/\/52/2 ] with probability sequence {p;}3_, = {%’ L %} Therefore the

3

weight number sequence is {qi}?:1 = {*— %, %} .
So the canonical dual is self dual.
Therefore, 1) (F, F) = OV (F,G) = AY(F,G) = max_ il fIP> = 3.
In [ﬁ], example 2.3, it is proved that the canonical dual is the unique optimal dual for 1-erasure.
Therefore, the canonical dual is unique POD for I-erasure. But (F, S ;1F) is not a POD-pair for
1-erasure.

The set of duals of F is of the form

29

_ 1+a 12+« 12+«
D_{ B ,[ ‘/§/2+ﬂ ’[—\/§/Z+ﬂ },wherea/,BER.
_ l+a 12+« 12+«
LetG—{ B ,[ ‘/§/2+ﬂ ,[ —\/§/2+ﬂ },beadualofF.
Then,

3
r(F,G) = max{z I1+al,>

301
2

b2 3o 5 )

Ifa>0,then 3|1 +al > 3.

Ifa/<0andﬂ>0,then% é(%—a)+g(§+,8) >%
Ifa/<0andﬂ<0,then% %(%—a)+g(§—,8) >%

Therefore, rg)(F, G) > rg)(F, S ;1 F), for any dual G of F. Hence the canonical dual is the unique
PSOD-frame of F for I-erasure. But, (F,S ;1 F) is not a PSOD-pair for I-erasure.
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