arXiv:2107.05711v1 [math.FA] 12 Jul 2021

ROBUSTNESS OF CONTROLLED FUSION FRAMES UNDER ERASURES OF SUBSPACES AND THE APPROXIMATION OPERATOR

REZA AHMADI^∗, GHOLAMREZA RAHIMLOU, AND VAHID SADRI

Abstract. Controlled frames which presented to improve the numerical output of iterative algorithms for inverting the frame operator, have been introduced by Balazs and et al. Also, these frames are used by Bogdanova and et al. for spherical wavelets. In this note, we aim to study some new results about controlled fusion frames and behavior of them under erasures. Finally, we will introduce the approximation operator for these frames and a result of the composition of the operators of two controlled fusion frames will be proved.

1. Introduction

Frames which are an expansion of bases in Hilbert spaces, were first proposed by Duffin and Schaeffer to deal with nonharmonic Fourier series in [9]. Indeed, frames are sets of vectors in a Hilbert space that yield one representation for each vector in the space, but which may have many different representations for a given vector. They play a fundamental role in mathematics, filter bank theory, coding and communications, signal processing, system modeling and model sensor networks (e. g. [16, 20, 15, 5]) and they have some generalizations as fusion frames, g-frames, c-frames, K-frames, controlled frame, woven and etc.

The notation of fusion frames have been introduced by Casazza and Kutyniok in [6], provide a means to improve robustness or develop feasible reconstruction algorithms. They were able to construct robustness of these frames under erasures in [4] by using the methods suggested by Bodman [2] for Parseval frames under the term weighted projective resolution of the identity for optimal transmission of quantum states and for packet encoding.

Recently, controlled frames have been presented by Balazs and et al. in [1] to improve the numerical efficiency of interactive algorithms for inverting the frame operator on Hilbert spaces. After, controlled frames have been studied for another kind of frames in [14, 16, 17, 18].

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 42C15; Secondary 46C99, 41A58. Key words and phrases. Controlled frame, controlled-fusion frame, trace-class operator, Erasures.

*Corresponding Author. 1

This manuscript is organized as follows: In Section 2, we study a new identity for the eigenvalues of the controlled frame operator and review the notation of controlled fusion frames with some results about these operators. In Section 3, we focus on the study of robustness of controlled fusion frames under erasures. Finally, we will present an interesting result about the composition of the operators of two controlled fusion frames.

Throughout this paper, H and K are separable Hilbert spaces, B(H, K) is the family of the all bounded linear operators on H into K. When H = K we use B(H) instead of B(H, H). We denote GL(H) as the set of all bounded linear operators which have bounded inverses and GL^+(H) is the set of all positive operators in GL(H). Also, we define π_W as the orthogonal projection from H onto a closed subspace V ⊆ H.

2. Review of Controlled Frames

In this section, we review the notations of controlled frames, fusion frames and present a useful identity about the eigenvalues of the controlled frame operator. Throughout this paper, C, C^′ ∈ GL(H) and I ⊂ Z.

Definition 2.1. Let {f_i}_{i∈I} be members of H. We call {f_i}_{i∈I} a (C, C^′)- controlled frame for H if there exist constants 0 < A ≤ B < ∞ such that for each f ∈ H, A‖f‖^2 ≤ ∑ i∈I ⟨C^′f, f_i⟩⟨f_i, Cf⟩ ≤ B‖f‖^2. (1) In particular, we say {f_i}_{i∈I} a C-controlled frame for H if there exist constants 0 < A ≤ B < ∞ such that for each f ∈ H, A‖f‖^2 ≤ ∑ i∈I ⟨f, f_i⟩⟨Cf_i, f⟩ ≤ B‖f‖^2. (2) When A = B = 1, we say {f_i}_{i∈I} a Parseval (C, C^′)-controlled frame and if the right hand of (1) holds, {f_i}_{i∈I} is called a (C, C^′)-controlled Bessel sequence. In this case, the controlled frame operator is defined by S_{CC}′ f = ∑ i∈I ⟨C^′f, f_i⟩C^∗f_i, f ∈ H. The next result gives a new identity about the eigenvalues of S_{CC}′ .

Proposition 2.1. Let {f_i}_{i∈I} be a (C, C^′)-controlled frame for H where dim H = n and {λ_i}^n_{i=1} be the eigenvalues of the operator S_{CC}′ . Then n∑ i=1 λ_i = ∑ i∈I ⟨C^∗f_i, C^{′∗}f_i⟩.

Proof. Suppose that {e_i}_{i∈I} is an orthonormal basis for H, then n∑ i=1 λ_i = n∑ i=1 λ_i‖e_i‖^2

= n∑ i=1 ⟨S_{CC}′ e_i, e_i⟩

= n∑ i=1 ∑ j∈I ⟨ ⟨C^′e_i, f_j⟩C^∗f_j, e_i ⟩

= ∑ j∈I n∑ i=1 ⟨e_i, C^{′∗}f_j⟩⟨C^∗f_j, e_i⟩ = ∑ j∈I ⟨C^∗f_j, C^{′∗}f_j ⟩. □ Corollary 2.1. Let {f_i}_{i∈I} be a Parseval (C, C^′)-controlled frame for H where dim H = n. Then ∑ i∈I ⟨C^∗f_i, C^{′∗}f_i⟩ = n. Next, we focus on controlled fusion frames for a Hilbert space which have been introduced by Khosravi and Musazadeh in [12].

Definition 2.2. Let {W_i}_{i∈I} be a collection of closed subspace in H and {v_i}_{i∈I} be a family of weights, i.e. v_i > 0, i ∈ I. The sequence W = {(W_i, v_i)}_{i∈I} is called a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame for H if there exist constants 0 < A ≤ B < ∞ such that for all f ∈ H A‖f‖^2 ≤ ∑ i∈I v^2_i ⟨π_{Wi} C^′f, π_{Wi} Cf⟩ ≤ B‖f‖^2. Throughout this paper, W = {(W_i, v_i)}_{i∈I} unless otherwise stated. We call W a tight (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame, if A = B and a Parseval (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame provided A = B = 1. We call W is a C^2- controlled fusion frame if C = C^′. If only the second inequality is required, We call (C, C^′)-controlled Bessel fusion sequence with bound B. If W is a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame and C^∗π_{Wi} C^′ is a positive operator for each i ∈ I, then C^∗π_{Wi} C^′ = C^{′∗}π_{Wi} C and we have A‖f‖^2 ≤ ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 ≤ B‖f‖^2.

We define the controlled analysis operator by (for more details, we refer to [12]) T_W : H → K_{2,W} T_W f ={v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈I}, where

K_{2,W} := { {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈I} : f ∈ H } ⊂ ( ⨁ i∈I H)_l2 .

It is easy to see that K_{2,W} is closed and T_W is well defined. Moreover T_W is a bounded linear operator with the adjoint operator T^∗_W (the controlled synthesis operator) defined by T^∗_W : K_{2,W} → H T^∗_W {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈I} = ∑ i∈I v^2_i C^∗π_{Wi} C^′f. Therefore, we define the controlled fusion frame operator S_W on H by S_W f = T^∗_W T_W (f) = ∑ i∈I v^2_i C^∗π_{Wi} C^′f. It is easy to check that S_W is a well defined and AId_H ≤ S_W ≤ BId_H , hence, S_W is a bounded, invertible, self-adjoint and positive linear operator. The next result provides some conditions to get a controlled fusion frame. Theorem 2.1. Let C^∗π_{Wi} C^′ is a positive operator for each i ∈ I. A sequence W = {(W_i, v_i)}_{i∈I} is a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame for H with bounds A and B if and only if the operator T^∗_W : K_{2,W} → H T^∗_W {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈I} = ∑ i∈I v^2_i C^∗π_{Wi} C^′f, is a well-defined, bounded and surjective with ‖T^∗_W ‖ ≤ √ B. Proof. The sufficient condition is clear. For the opposite case, assume that the operator T^∗_W is a well-defined, bounded and surjective with ‖T^∗_W ‖ ≤ √ B and J ⊂ I such that |J| < ∞. For each f ∈ H we have, ∑ i∈J v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 = ⟨ ∑ i∈J v^2_i C^∗π_{Wi} C^′f, f ⟩

= ⟨ T^∗_W {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈J}, f ⟩ ≤ ‖T^∗_W ‖ ‖ {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈J} ‖ ‖f‖. Hence ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 ≤ ‖T^∗_W ‖^2‖f‖^2,

and this means that W is a (C, C^′)-controlled Bessel fusion sequence with bound B. Since T^∗_W is bounded and surjective, so there exists the pseudoinverse operator T^{∗†}_W which T^∗_W T^{∗†}_W f = f for each f ∈ H. Suppose that f ∈ H and we can write, ‖f‖^4 = |⟨T^∗_W T^{∗†}_W f, f⟩|^2 = |⟨T^{∗†}_W f, T_W f⟩|^2 ≤ ‖T^{∗†}_W ‖^2‖f‖^2‖T_W f‖^2. So, we conclude that ‖T^{∗†}_W ‖^{−2}‖f‖^2 ≤ ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2. □ Theorem 2.2. Let C^∗π_{Wi} C^′ is a positive operator for each i ∈ I. A sequence W = {(W_i, v_i)}_{i∈I} is a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion Bessel sequence for H if and only if ∑ i∈J v^2_i C^∗π_{Wi} C^′f converges for all {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^12 f}_{i∈I} ∈ K_{2,W} .

Proof. Assume that ∑ i∈J v^2_i C^∗π_{Wi} C^′f converges for any {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^12 f}_{i∈I} ∈ K_{2,W} . Define U_W : K_{2,W} → H U_W {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈I} = ∑ i∈I v^2_i C^∗π_{Wi} C^′f, and U_{n,W} : K_{2,W} → H U_{n,W} {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈I} = n∑ i=1 v^2_i C^∗π_{Wi} C^′f, for each n ∈ N. Thus, U_W is well-defined and also ‖U_{n,W} {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈I}‖ ≤ B_n‖{v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈I}‖, where B^2_n = ∑_n i=1 v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^12 ‖^2. Therefore, {U_{n,W} } is a sequence of bounded linear operators which converges pointwise to U_W . So, by the Banach-Steinhaus Theorem, U_W is a bounded operator with ‖U_W ‖ ≤ lim inf_n ‖U_{n,W} ‖. Hence, with the same method of the proof of Theorem 2.1, we get W is a (C, C^′)-fusion Bessel sequence. The converse is evident. □ 3. Erasures of subspaces and the approximation operator First, we provide sufficient conditions on the weights for a subspace to be deleted yet still leave a controlled fusion frame with the same method in [4]. Let J ⊂ I and for any i ∈ J we define M_i = {f ∈ H : (C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f = f}.

It is easy to check that M_i is a closed subspace of H for each i ∈ J. Indeed, if {f_n} is a sequence in M_i such that f_n → f and ε > 0, then ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f − f‖ ≤ ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f − (C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f_n + f_n − f‖ < ε.

Theorem 3.1. Let W be a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame with bounds A and B and also C^∗π_{Wi} C^′ is a positive operator for each i ∈ I. Then the following statements hold.

(I) If ∑ i∈J v^2_i > B, then ⋂ i∈J M_i = {0}. (II) If ∑ i∈J v^2_i = B, then ⋂ i∈J M_i ⊆ ker{(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^12 }_{i∈I\J}. (III) If α := ∑ i∈J v^2_i < A, then {(W_i, v_i)}_{i∈I\J} is a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame with bounds A − α and B.

Proof. (I). Assume that f ∈ ⋂ i∈J M_i, we have B‖f‖^2 < ( ∑ i∈J v^2_i ) ‖f‖^2 ≤ ∑ i∈J v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 + ∑ i∈I\J v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 ≤ B‖f‖^2. Hence f = 0.

(II). Again, suppose that f ∈ ⋂ i∈J M_i and we compute that B‖f‖^2 = ∑ i∈J v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 ≤ ∑ i∈J v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 + ∑ i∈I\J v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 ≤ B‖f‖^2. Therefore ∑ i∈I\Jv 2 i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^12 f‖^2 = 0 and this prove item (II).

(III). The upper bound is evident. Let f ∈ H and we get ∑ i∈I\J v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 = ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 − ∑ i∈J v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 ≥ A‖f‖^2 − ( ∑ i∈J v_i ) ‖f‖^2 = (A − α)‖f‖^2. □ Remark 3.1. The claim in item (III) is sharp. For this, let H = R^3 with the standard orthonormal basis {e_1, e_2, e_3} and we define

W_1 = span{e_1, e_2}, W_2 = span{e_2, e_3}, W_3 = span{e_3}, and v_i =^{1√}_2 for each i = 1, 2, 3. Then, {(W_i, v_i)}_{i=1,2,3} is a Parseval fusion frame. So, by Proposition 2.2 in [12], it is a C^2-controlled fusion frame for every C ∈ GL(H). So, by Theorem 3.1 item (III), one subspace can be deleted yet leaving a controlled fusion frame. However, obviously the deletion of some pairs of subspaces destroys the controlled fusion frame property.

The following corollary yields immediately when one single subspace can be deleted.

Corollary 3.1. Let W be a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame with bounds A and B. If there exists i_0 ∈ I such that v^2_{i0} < A, then {(W_i, v_i)}_{i∈I,i≠i0} is a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame with bounds A − v^2_{i0} and B.

Next, we make the reconstruction error for controlled fusion frames. The optimality under erasures has been presented for frames in [13] and for Parseval fusion frames have been studied in [2, 4]. Suppose that I = {1, 2, · · · , m} is finite and W is a Parseval (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame for H where dim H < ∞. For every i_0 ∈ I, we consider the following operator: D_{i0} : K_{2,W} −→ K_{2,W} , D_{i0} {v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}_{i∈I} = δ_{i,i0} v_{i0} (C^∗π_{Wi0} C^′)^{12} f.

We define the associated 1-erasure reconstruction error E_1(W ) to be E_1(W ) = max_{i∈I} ‖T^∗_W D_iT_W ‖.

Since ‖T^∗_W D_iT_W ‖ = sup_{‖f‖=1} ‖T^∗_W D_iT_W f‖ = v^2_i sup_{‖f‖=1} ‖C^∗π_{Wi} C^′f‖ ≤ v^2_i ‖C‖‖C^′‖, therefore, E_1(W ) = max_{i∈I} v^2_i ‖C‖‖C^′‖.

Theorem 3.2. Let W be a Parseval (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame for H where dim H = n. Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(I) W satisfies E_1(W ) = min_{i∈I}E_1(~W_i, ~v_i)_{i∈I}, where (~W_i, ~v_i)_{i∈I} is a Parseval (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame for H with dim ~W_i = dim W_j for each i ∈ I.

(II) For each i ∈ I we have v^2_i ‖C‖‖C^′‖ = n m. dim W_i . Proof. Assume that {e_{ij} }_{j∈Ji} is an orthonormal basis for W_i for each i ∈ I. Via Theorem 2.10 in [12], the sequence {v_iC^{′∗}e_{ij} }^{m, dim Wi}_{i=1,j=1} is a Parseval C^∗(C^{′∗})^{−1}-controlled frame for H. By Corollary 2.1, we can get n = m∑ i=1 dim W_i∑

j=1 v^2_i ⟨C^{′−1}CC^{′∗}e_{ij}, C^{′∗}e_{ij} ⟩ ≤ m∑ i=1 v^2_i dim W_i‖C‖‖C^′‖. So, there exists i ∈ I such that n ≤ m.v^2_i dim W_i‖C‖‖C^′‖. Since the dimensions as well as the number of subspaces are fixed, we conclude that E_1(Λ) is minimal if and only if n = m.v^2_i dim W_i‖C‖‖C^′‖ , (∀i ∈ I).

□ Finally, we study the composition of the controlled synthesis and analysis operators of two controlled fusion frames. This topic has been studied in [10] for continuous frames and for g-fusion frames have been discussed by the author in [19].

Theorem 3.3. Let I be finite, W = (W_i, v_i) and Z = (Z_i, w_i) be two (C, C^′)- controlled fusion Bessel sequence for H, also C^∗π_{Wi} C^′ and C^∗π_{Zi} C^′ are positive operators for each i ∈ I. If ϕ := T^∗_W T_Z , then ϕ is a trace class operator.

Proof. Suppose that ϕ = u|ϕ| is a polar decomposition of the operator ϕ, where u ∈ B(H) is a partial isometry. Hence, |ϕ| = u^∗T^∗_W T_Z . Assume that {e_i}_{i∈I} is an orthonormal basis for H, then tr(|ϕ|) = ∑ i∈I ⟨|ϕ|e_i, e_i⟩ = ∑ i∈I ⟨T_Z e_i, T_W ue_j ⟩ = ∑ i∈I ⟨ {w_j (C^∗π_{Zj} C^′)^{12} e_i}_{j∈I}, {v_j (C^∗π_{Zj} C^′)^{12} ue_i}_{j∈I} ⟩

= ∑ i∈I ∑ j∈I ⟨w_j (C^∗π_{Zj} C^′)^{12} e_i, v_j (C^∗π_{Zj} C^′)^{12} ue_i⟩ ≤ ∑ i∈I ∑ j∈I ‖w_j (C^∗π_{Zj} C^′)^{12} e_i‖.‖v_j (C^∗π_{Zj} C^′)^{12} ue_i‖

≤ ∑ i∈I ( ∑ j∈I ‖w_j (C^∗π_{Zj} C^′)^{12} e_i‖^2

) 1_2 ( ∑ j∈I ‖v_j (C^∗π_{Zj} C^′)^{12} ue_i‖^2

) 1_2

≤ ∑ i∈I √ B_W B_Z ‖ue_i‖ ≤ √ B_W B_Z |I|‖u‖ < ∞. □ Suppose that W = {W_i}_{i∈I} and Z = {Z_i}_{i∈I} are two sequences of closed subspaces of H and {v_i}_{i∈I} is a set of weights. If C^∗π_{Wi} C^′ and C^∗π_{Zi} C^′ are positive operators for each i ∈ I, we define the CC^′-approximation operator Φ : H −→ H, Φf = ∑ i∈I v_i(C^∗π_{Zi} C^′)^{12} ( v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f ) . Theorem 3.4. Let A_1, A_2 > 0 and 0 ≤ γ < 1 be real numbers such that for each f ∈ H and {f_i}_{i∈I} ∈ K_{2,Z} , the following assertions holds: (I) ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^12 f‖^2 ≤ A_1‖f‖^2;

(II) ‖ ∑ i∈Iv_i(C^∗π_{Zi} C^′)^12 f_i‖^2 ≤ A_2‖{f_i}‖^2;

(III) ‖f − Φf‖^2 ≤ γ‖f‖^2.

Then {(W_i, v_i)}_{i∈I} is a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame for H with bounds A^{−1}_2 (1 − γ)^2 and A_1. Also, {(Z_i, v_i)}_{i∈I} is a (C, C^′)-controlled fusion frame for H with bounds A^{−1}_1 (1 − γ)^2 and A_2.

Proof. Assume that f ∈ H, with items (I) and (II) we get

‖Φf‖^2 ≤ A_2‖{v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f}‖^2 = A_2 ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 ≤ A_1A_2‖f‖^2.

Hence, Φ is a bounded operator. So, Φ is invertible and ‖Φ^{−1}‖ ≤ (1 − γ)^{−1}. Thus,

‖f‖^2 = ‖Φ^{−1}Φf‖^2 ≤ (1 − γ)^{−2}‖Φf‖^2 ≤ A_2(1 − γ)^{−2} ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2

≤ A_2A_1(1 − γ)^{−2}‖f‖^2.

Hence, we conclude that

A^{−1}_2 (1 − γ)^2‖f‖^2 ≤ ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 ≤ A_1‖f‖^2,

and the first part is proved. Next, we verify two inequalities which are dual to (I) and (II) for {(Z_i, v_i)}_{i∈I}. Let f ∈ H and we have ( ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Zi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2

)_2 = (⟨ ∑ i∈I v^2_i C^∗π_{Zi} C^′f, f ⟩)2

≤ ‖ ∑ i∈I v^2_i C^∗π_{Zi} C^′f‖^2‖f‖^2 ≤ A_2‖f‖^2 ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Zi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2.

Therefore, ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Zi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 ≤ A_2‖f‖^2.

For second inequality, if {f_i}_{i∈I} ∈ K_{2,W} , we can write ‖ ∑ i∈I v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f_i‖^2 = ( sup ‖f‖=1 | |⟨ ∑ i∈I v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f_i, f ⟩|)2

≤ ( sup ‖f‖=1 | ∑ i∈I ⟨ f_i, v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f ⟩|)2

≤ ‖{f_i}‖^2 ( sup ‖f‖=1 ∑ i∈I v^2_i ‖(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} f‖^2 )

≤ A_1‖{f_j }‖^2. Now by similar argument and applying an CC^′-approximation operator of the form Φ^∗f = ∑ i∈I v_i(C^∗π_{Wi} C^′)^{12} ( v_i(C^∗π_{Zi} C^′)^{12} f ) , we can establish {(Z_i, v_i)}_{i∈I} has required properties. □

References

[1] P. Balazs, J. P. Antoine and A. Grybo´s, Weighted and controlled frames: mutual relationship and first numerical properties, Int. J. Wavelets, Multi. Info. Proc. (8), 1 (2010), 109–132.

[2] B. G. Bodman, Optimal linear transmission by loss-insenstive packet encoding, Appl.

Comput. Harmon. 22 (2007), 274–285.

[3] I. Bogdanova, P. Vandergheynst, J. P. Antoine, L. Jacques and M. Morvidone, Stereographic wavelet frames on the sphere, Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 16 (2005), 223–252.

[4] P. G. Casazza, and G. Kutyniok, Robustness of fusion frames under erasures os subspaces and local frame vectors, Contemp. Math. 464 (2008), 149–160.

[5] P. G. Casazza, G. Kutyniok and S. Li, Fusion Frames and distributed processing, Appl.

comput. Harmon. Anal. (1) 25 (2008), 114–132.

[6] P. G. Casazza and G. Kutyniok, Frames of Subspaces, Contemp. Math. 345 (2004), 87–114.

[7] O. Christensen, An Introduction to Frames and Riesz Bases, Birkhäuser, 2016. [8] R. G. Douglas, On majorization, factorization and range inclusion of operators on Hilbert space, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. (2) 17 (1966), 413–415.

[9] R. J. Duffin and A. C. Schaeffer, A class of nonharmonic Fourier series, Trans. Am.

Math. Soc. 72 (1592), 341–366.

[10] M. H. Faroughi and E. Osgooei, C-Frames and C-Bessel Mappings, Bull. Iranian Math. Soc. (1) 38 (2012), 203–222.

[11] P. Găvruţa, On the duality of fusion frames, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 333 (2007), 871– 879.

[12] A. Khosravi and K. Musazadeh, Controlled fusion frames, Methods Funct. Anal.

Topology, (3) 18 (2012), 256–265.

[13] R. B. Holmes and V. I. Paulsen, Optimal frames for erasures, Linear Algebra Appl.

(3) 72 (2017), 1227–1238.

[14] D. Hua and Y. Huang, Controlled K-g-frames in Hilbert spaces, Results. Math. 377 (2004), 31–51.

[15] H. G. Feichtinger and T. Werther, Atomic Systems for Subspaces, Proceedings SampTA. Orlando, FL. (2001) 163–165.

[16] K. Musazadeh and H. Khandani, Some results on controlled frames in Hilbert spaces, Acta Math. Sci. (3) 36B (2016), 655–665.

[17] R. Rezapour, A. Rahimi, E. Osgoori and H. Dehghan, Controlled weaving frames in Hilbert spaces, Inf. Dim. Anal. Quantum Prob. (1) 22 (2019), 1950003.

[18] M. Nouri, A. Rahimi and Sh. Najafzadeh, Controlled K-frames in Hilbert spaces, J.

Ramanujan Soc. Math. (2) 4 (2015), 39–50.

[19] V. Sadri, R. Ahmadi and R. Zarghami Farfar, Error optimization and reconstruction algorithm in g-fusion frames, Wavelets and Linear Algebra, 3 5 (2019), 63–79.

[20] T. Strohmer, R. Jr. Heath, Grassmanian frames with applications to coding and communications, Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 14 (2003), 257–275.

Institute of Fundamental Sciences, University of Tabriz, , Iran, Email address: rahmadi@tabrizu.ac.ir

Department of Mathematics, Technical and Vocational University (TVU), Tehran, , Iran,

Email address: ghrahimlo@tvu.ac.ir

Department of Mathematics,, Technical and Vocational University (TVU), Tehran, Iran.

Email address: vahidsadri57@gmail.com