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MODULAR BIFRAMES FOR OPERATORS
SALAH EDDINE OUSTANI* AND MOHAMED ROSSAFI?*

ABSTRACT. One of the most important problems in the studying of frames and its exten-
sions is the invariance of these systems under perturbation. The current paper is concerned
with the invariance of Modular biframes for operators under some class of closed range

operators.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Frames are basis-like systems that span a vector space but allow for linear dependency,
that can be used to obtain other desirable features unavailable with orthonormal bases.
Theory of frames is a useful tool to expand functions with respect to a system of functions
which is, in general, non-orthogonal and overcomplete. The aim of this theory, developed
by Duffin and Schaeffer [6], was to solve some problems related to the nonharmonic Fourier
series. However, the frame theory had not attracted much attention until the celebrated
work by Daubechies, Crossman, and Meyer [5]. Nowaday, Frames attract a steady interests
in recent research in applied mathematics because they are used in various areas such as
signal processing [9], sampling theory [7]. The theory of frames has been rapidly generalized
and, until 2005, various generalizations consisting of vectors in Hilbert spaces or Hilbert
C*-modules have been developed.

It is well known that Hilbert C*-module is an object like a Hilbert space except that
the inner product is not scalar-valued but takes its values in a C*-algebra of coefficients.
Since the geometry of these modules emerges from the C*-valued inner product, some
basic properties of Hilbert spaces like self-duality must be given up. These modules play
an important role in the study of non-commutative geometry, locally compact quantum
groups and dynamical systems. For more information, we refer the readers to [2, 11, 5, 4,
10, 17, 18, 12, 27).

The main goal of this paper is to study the invariance of K-biframes under some closed
range operators in Hilbert C*-modules.

In continue, we aim to review some topics and basic definitions about frames for Hilbert
C*-module and operator theory that will be needed later. The reader is referred for instance
to [24, 4] for more information.

Definition 1.1. [17]. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and #H be a left A-module, such that
the linear structures of A and H are compatible. H is a pre-Hilbert A-module if H is
equipped with an A-valued inner product (.,.)4 : H x H — A, such that is sesquilinear,
positive definite and respects the module action. In the other words,
(i) (x,z)4 >0 for all x € H and (x,z) 4 = 0 if and only if 2 = 0.
(ii) (ax +y,2)a = alx,y)a+ (y,2z)4 for all a € A and z,y,z € H.
(iii) (@, y)a = (y,x)% for all z,y € H.
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For 2 € H, we define ||z|| = ||(z, z)||2. If # is complete with ||.||, it is called a Hilbert A-
module or a Hilbert C*-module over A. For every a in C*-algebra A, we have |a| = (a*a)?

and the A-valued norm on H is defined by |z| = (z,2)2 for = € .
Let ‘H and K be two Hilbert A-modules, A map T : H — K is said to be adjointable if
there exists a map 7% : K — H such that (T'z,y) 4 = (x,T*y) 4 for all x € H and y € K.
We also reserve the notation End(#H, K) for the set of all adjointable operators from H
to K and Endy(H,H) is abbreviated to End(H).

Example 1.2. Let us consider the following set
P (A) = {{aj}jes CA: Zaja; converge in || . ||a}-
jel
It is easy to see that [ (A) with pointwise operations and the inner product
({a;} b} =D b3,
Jjel
is a Hilbert C*-module which is called the standard Hilbert C*-module over A.

A biframe is a pair of sequences in a Hilbert space that applies to an inequality similar
to a frame inequality.

Definition 1.3. [8] A biframe is a pair ({z;};er5, {y;};jer) of sequences in a Hilbert space
such there exist a, 5 > 0
allz|P< (wa)(y;a) < Bz |]?, forall x € M.
jET
Example 1.4. [8] We consider two following sequences

{7 hi<jce = {(1,0), (0, 1)} and {y;}1<j<2 = {(3,1),(1,1)}

1
({I'j}lgjgg, {yj}1§j§2) is a biframe with bounds 5 and 3.

Recentely, M. Rossafi introduced the concept of biframes in Hilbert C*-modules as a new
generalization of modular frames.

Definition 1.5. [15] Let H be a Hilbert A-module. A sequence ({z;};ey, {y;}jer) is said
to be a biframe for H, if there exist o, 5 > 0 such that

alz,z) < Z(:B,xj)(yj,x> < B{x,z), forall x € H.
j€T
For an operator T' € L(#H), we denote by R(T) and N (T') the range and the kernel
subspaces of T. We denote by CR (H) the set of all close range operators on H and [ is

the identity operator. As usual, for £ C H, the orthogonal projection on E is denoted by
7. We also write R (T') = (), ~o R (1), for the generalized range.

The following lemma is a key tool for the proofs of our main results.
Lemma 1.6. [20] Let H be Hilbert A-module and T € L (H). Then
(Tx, Tz) <|| T ||* (x,z), forall x € H.

Lemma 1.7. [29] Let T, G € L (H) such that R(Q) is closed. Then the following statements
are equivalent:

L. R(T) € R(G);
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2. Tz, T*x) < (G*zx,G*x), for some a > 0.

It should be noted that the closeness of range of operators is an attractive problem which
appears in operator theory, especially, in the theory of Fredholm operators and generalized
inverses.

Theorem 1.8. [20] Suppose that T,G € CR (H) such that TG = GT. Then R(TG) is
closed.

Definition 1.9. [19] The Reduced minimum modulus of T is defined by
Yy (T):=inf{|| Tz ||, x € H, dist (xz, N (T)) =1}.
Formally, we set v (0) := oo. Clearly v (7") > 0 if and only if R (7') is closed.
Example 1.10. Let T' € £ (C?) be defined as follows
T C3 — C3
(x1,T9,23) — (21, 21,21).
For x = (11,22, 23) € C3, we have,

| T2 ||= V3 ] @1 |,

and
dist (x, N(T)) =| =1 | .
Then
v (T) = V3.

In addition, the concept of semi-regularity has benefited from the work of many authors,
in particular from the work of Mbekhta [19] and Rakocevic [23].

Definition 1.11. [19] An operator T' € £ (H) is said to be semi-regular if R(T") is closed
and N (T) C R(T™), for every n > 1.

Example 1.12. All surjective and all injective operators with closed range are semi-
regular. Some examples of semi-regular operators may be found in [16].

Next, we collect below some useful properties related to semi-regular operators

Proposition 1.13. [1] Let T be semi-reqular. Then
1. R>®(T) is closed;
2 | B (T) = T (R (T)):
3 . T — X is semi-regular, for all | X |< ~(T).

Recall that the semi-regular resolvent of a bounded operator 7" is defined by
reg(T) ={Ae€ C:T — A is semi — regular}.

Theorem 1.14. [I| Let T be semi-regular and 2 be a connected component of reg (T') and
o € §, then R (T — \I) = R>® (T — X\ol), for every A € Q.

In [30], Recall that the Moore-Penrose inverse of an operator 7' € £ (#) with closed
range is defined as the unique operator T' € £ (H) such that:

TT'x =z, for every x € R(T).
Example 1.15. [25] Let T € CR (H) such that 7% = T'. We have
T =T'TT" = T'TTT" = Pripy Prer).-
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Now, we list below some useful properties related to Moore-Penrose inverses.
Proposition 1.16. [21] Let T' € L(H) be a closed range. Then
1. R(TY) = R(T*) = N(T)";
2. N(T1) = N(T*) = R(T)";
3. TH =T,
The reader is referred for instance to [3, 13] for more information.

Theorem 1.17. [20] Let T € CR(H) be closed range and G € L (H) be an arbitrary
operator which commutes with T. Then G commutes with T.

EP matrix, as an extension of normal matrix, has been extended by Campbell and Meyer
[22] to operators with closed range on a Hilbert space.

Definition 1.18. [28] An operator 7" € L (#) is called an EP operator if R (T) is closed
and R(T) = R(T™).

Example 1.19. Let T € £ (I? (C)) be defined as follows:
T ((xj)j21) = <(yj)j21> )

where
r—axg ifj=1
yi =4 0 if =2
x; if j >3
By some straightforward computations, we obtain that 7" is an EP-operator.

Proposition 1.20. [11] Let T' € L (H) be a normal operator with closed range. Then T is
an EP operator.

2. MAIN RESULTS
In this section, we begin with the following definition.

Definition 2.1. A pair ({z,},e5,{y;};es) of sequences in H is called K-biframes for #, if
there exist a, 5 > 0 such that

ofK*x, K*x) <) (w,2;){y; 2) < Blz,), (Vo € H).
jel
a and f are called lower and upper K-biframe bounds, respectively.

To throw more light on the subject and understand the use of this concept, we exhibit
below some examples of the K-biframes.

Example 2.2. Let K € £(C?) be defined by

e; ifj=1
Key=¢
ej ifj=2,3
where {e;};>1 is an orthonormal basis for C*. Obviously, we have

3e; ifj=1
Kiey=4 " lj_
ej ifj=2,3
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For x = (21,29, 23) € C3, we get
| Kz [P=9 a1 [P+ [z [P+ [ 23 [

Now, consider, for z € R

€iZ€1 lfj =1 eizel lfj =1
ej: %(32 if j=2 andwj: €2 if j=2
€3 ifj=3 33 if j =3
hence
’ 1 1
(2,0;) (Vs ) =] 2 |? +§ | 2o |? +§ EZRR
j=1
Thus

3

1 *

5 M2 [P<D (w05, 0) <[ = |
j=1

Which implies that ({0;}1<j<3, {1, }1<j<3) is a K-biframe for C?.

Example 2.3. Let {e, },>1 be an orthonormal basis of [* (C) and K € L (I* (C)) be defined
as follows

K 2 (C) — 2 (C)
(x1,29,...) > (0,21, 29, 23,...).
Clearly, we have
K* I?(C) — I2(C)
(r1,x9,...) —> (T9,x3,...).

By setting, for a € R
fi=¢"e and f; =ej, forj>2.
and

1 .
g1 = —=€""e; and g; =e;, for j > 2.

V2

For x = (7;),5, € I*(C), we obtain

1 2 2
> (x, [i) (g, x) = 7 EAE AR

j=1 j=2

| K [P=) [y P

and

Thus

% | K |P< ;<x,fj><gj,x> <[z

Consequently, ({f;};>1,{g;};>1) is a K-biframe for [* (C).
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Remark 2.4. Two K-frames may not form a K-biframe.
Indeed, define K € £ (C") be defined as follows

Ke, = \/561 and Kej =ej, for 1 <j <.
where {e;}1<;<, is an orthonormal basis for C". Thus
e1 = V2e; and Krej =ej, for1<j<r.

For z = (z;),;., € C", we get

T
| Kz [P=2 o P+ o [P
j=2
Now, Consider the sequences

1
{Qj}lgjgr = {6’1, €1, €2, €2, --,6’7»}, and {¢j}1§j<r = { €1, — €1>€2, €2, ..y €r}-

Direct computations show that {6, }1<;<, is a K-frame with bounds 1 and 2 and {¢; }1<;</

is a K-frame with bounds - and 1.
On the other hand, we have

T

D (@6 =) | (x,ep) [,

j=1 j=2

<

hence, if we set x = e;, we obtain

Z<x79j><¢j7x> =0

j=1
Therefore, ({6;}1<j<r, {¥j }1<j<,) is not a K-biframe for C".

The next theorem presents some operators that preserve the K-biframe property of a
given K-biframe.

Theorem 2.5. Let L € L (H) such that KLK = K and ({x;};ey,{y;}jer) be a K-biframe
for H. Then ({(KL)x;}jer, {(KL)y,}ier) is a K-biframe for H.

Proof. First, there exist a, 8 > 0 such that, for all x € H
(K, K*w) <Y (o, 2;)(y;,7) < Blx, z),

jel
Since
KLK =K.
Thus
a((KLK) z,(KLK)" Z (KL)xz;){((KL)yj,x) < B{(KL) z,(KL) x).

j€J
By Lemma 1.6, we obtain
Kz, K'x) <> (2, (KL)2;)((KL) y;,2) < B || KL ||* (z,z).
7€l

Then, ({(KL)x,;}e5, {(KL)y;}jer) is a K-biframe for H. O
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Example 2.6. Let K, L € £ (C?) be defined as follows:

ia —ia —ia 0
K= < and L = ‘ ., where a € R and i> = —1.
0 0 0 0.

For z = (z1,22) € C?, we have

| Ko =2 o |

By setting
etey if j = ele, if j=1
fi = L and g; = L
€9 if j =2 2e9 ifj =2
We obtain ,
Z z, fi){g5, ) =| 21 ‘2+2|$2 |2'
7j=1
Thus
7j=2
_“K*$||2<Z$ch gj, X ><2HxH2'
7j=1

Then, ({f1,91},{f2, 92}) is a K-biframe for C*.
By some straightforward computations, we obtain

KLle.
00

Z(% (KL) [;){(KL) gj,2) =[ x1 [*

Thus

Then
—||K*x||2<2 (KL) f;)((KL) g, x) <|| = |* .

Consequently, ({(KL) x;}jer, {(KL) y;}ier) is a K-biframe for C2.

In what follows, we assume that T is semi-regular such that K'T' = TK and 2 is a
connected component of reg (T') and we agree to use the following notation

T\=T— X and Ho = R (T — XoI), (A, Ao €9).
Theorem 2.7. Let ({z;}jer,{y;}jen) be a K-biframe for H. Then ({Ixx;}ies, {T)\y;}jen)
15 a K-biframe for Hq, for every A € Q
Proof. Let x € Ry. According to Theorem 1.14, there exists y € Rq such that
z=T\(y),

hence
K (z) = (KT)) (y) = (LK) (y) -

It follows from Theorem 1.8, that R (7)K) is closed.
By Lemma 1.7, there is exists £ > 0 such that

(K, K*'x) < (T\K)" x,(T\K)" x).
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Since ({z;}jer, {y;}jer) is a K-biframe for H with biframe bounds a, 5. Then
((TK) "z, (TVK) 2) <Y (2, Taay) (Tayy, x) < (T, Tiw).
jel
Using Lemma 1.7, we obtain
(Tyz, Tyx) <[| Ty ||* (@, ).

Therefore
(K x, K*x) <Y (x, D) (Thyy,x) < B || Ty ||? (2, 2).

Jjel

This completes the proof.
In what follows, Consider 7" € CR (H) and we fix the following notation:
p (K)=K™
Lemma 2.8. Let K € CR(H). Then
R(p(K)) = R(K).
Proof. By Proposition 1.16, we have
* 1 x
R (K) = R ((K")") = N (K')" = (N (K"))" = R(K).
The result is obtained.
Next, we aimed to describe some invariant subset of £ (H)
Theorem 2.9. The following subset
I'={KeCR(H): ({z;};e1,{y;j}jes) is a K —biframe for H}
is p-tnvariant. Moreover, we have mrky € T’
Proof. Let K € T', there exist «, 5 > 0 such that
(K, K*x) <> (z,2;){y;,7) < Blw,x), (v €H).
jel
By Lemma 1.7 and Lemma 1.6, there exists & > 0 such that
o (K) 2,0 (K) o) < (K@, K™x)
This implies
al(p (K) w, 0 (K) @) <> {,2;){y;,7) < B, x).

j€eJ
Therefore
p()cr

by Lemma 1.6, we have, For z € H
(0 (B) K*)", (¢ (K) K*)" ) <|| K[| (0 ()", (¢ (K))" ).

Since . .
¢ (K)K* = (KK')" = ()" = maeg).
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Thus
a || K ||7 (Pt Phuor) < (@, 2)(y;, x) < Blz,x).
2
Therefore mr(x) € I' O

Proposition 2.10. Let ({z;};er, {y;}jes) be a K-biframe for H and U € L (H) be unitary.
Then ({Ux;}jes, {Uy;}jer) is a (Up (K) U*)-biframe for H.

Proof. Direct computations show that
(UK*U*' = UK*TU*.
This implies,
o (UKU*) = (UKU*)"" = Uy (K) U*.
For x € ‘H, we have
(UKU" z,(UKU*)" z) < (K*U*)z,(K*U") )
Thus, there exist «, f > 0 such that
((UKU™) 2, (UKU*) 2) < (2, Uz;){(Uy;) , ) < Bz, x).
7€l

Then, ({Ux;}jer, {Uy;}jer) is a (UKU*)-frame for H.
Since
o (UKU") =Up (K)U".

By Theorem 2.9, ({Ux;};es, {Uy;}jes) is a (Up (K) U*)-biframe for H. O
Proposition 2.11. Let T' € L(H) be EP. Then ¢ (T') is EP too.
Proof. By Lemma 2.8, we obtain
R(p(T)") = R(p(T7)) = R(T7)
Since T'is EP, we have

Therefore, ¢ (T') is EP. O

In the next, for given an appropriate operator T, we intend to construct some K-biframes
for R(T).

Theorem 2.12. Let T be EP such that T*K = KT* and ({z;};e1, {y;}jen) be a K-biframe
for H. Then ({¢ (T) x;}ie5,{¢ (T') y;}jen) is a K-biframe for R(T).
Proof. Let © € R(p (7)), we have

K@) =K (p (D¢ @) 2).
By Theorem 1.17, we get
p(T)K =Kp(T).
Hence
K (@) = (¢ (1) K) (o (1) ).

It follows from Theorem 1.8, that R (¢ (T') K) is closed.
Using Proposition 2.11, we obtain

p(I)'z € R(p(T)") = R(T).
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By Lemma 1.7, there exist £ > 0 such that

§K"z, Krx) < (¢ (T) K) @, (0 (T) K)" )
and by Lemma 1.6, we have

(@ (1) 2,0 (1) x) || TV ]? (2, ).

Since, ({x;}er, {yj}jer) is a K-biframes for #, there exist a, f > 0 such that

K"z, K*x) <) (w,2;){y;,x) < Blx, x).

jel

Thus

a((o(T)K) a, (¢ (T) K) x) <Y {x, 0 (T) 2} (¢ (T) yj.x) < B{o (T) z,0 (T)" ).
j€l
By Lemma 1.6, we get
(o (1) 0 (7)) <|| TV (@, 2)
Therefore
Qb (K*w, K*x) <) (2,0 (T) ;) (¢ (T) yjox) < B|| T | (, ).
j€T

This completes the proof. O

By assumption of Theorem 2.12, we obtain that

Corollary 2.13. Let T' be a normal operator. Then ({¢ (T)x;}jes, {¢ (T)y;}ies) is a
K -biframe for R(T).

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 1.20. O
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