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SPECTRALLY TWO-UNIFORM FRAMES FOR ERASURES

SALIHA PEHLIVAN, DEGUANG HAN AND RAM MOHAPATRA

(Communicated by Raiil Curto)

Abstract. We continue to work on the problem of characterizing erasure-optimal frames when
spectral radius is used as a measurement of the error operator. Spectrally optimal (N,n)-frames
for one erasures are the ones that the minimal spectral error n/N can be achieved. This class
of frames was completely characterized in [28] in terms of the connectivity property and the

redundancy distributions of the involved frames. We show that the best spectral error for the two
Nn—n?
NZ(N-1)
such that the above lower bound can be achieved. Different characterizations are also obtained
for the case that when N =n+1 or n+2. We show that in these special cases, spectrally
2 -erasure optimal frames are related to the n-independence property of frames.

)1/2. We characterize all the frames

erasures is always greater than or equal to § + (

1. Introduction

In recent years frame theory has become an active research area because of the
redundancy features of frames which are desirable in many applications. For instance,
this feature of frames is particularly useful in applications of recovering signals with
erasure corrupted data. In a signal transmission process, a signal is encoded with frame
coefficients of the signal vector, and then decoded with a dual frame. During the trans-
mission process of the encoded data, some coefficients may get erased. In this case,
a full recovering (or even a good approximation) of the original signal is almost im-
possible if the encoding frame is a basis (i.e., linearly independent frame for the signal
space). However, if (carefully chosen) redundant frames are used for encoding and de-
coding, then we can reduce the approximation errors dramatically and in many cases a
perfect reconstruction is possible.

When dealing with signal reconstruction from erasure-corrupted frame coefficients,
one of the mostly studied approach is to find optimal frames (c.f. [2, 3, 4, 5, &, 10, 18,
19, 20]) that minimize the maximal erasure errors occured at all the possible locations.
The other method is to find optimal dual frames for a fixed frame that has been selected
for encoding (c.f. [22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]). Most of the research related to the first
approach is based on finding optimal Parseval (or tight) frames. It is known that uni-
form Parseval frames and equiangular frames are one-erasure and two-erasure optimal,
respectively, among all the Parseval frames ([19]). Since these are the frames with nice
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geometric structures, they may not be suitable in some particular applications. This
leads to the investigation of optimal dual frames for decoding when a frame is given
for encoding ([25] etc.) In all these studies, operator (matrix) norm is commonly used
as the measurement of the error operators. However, some other measurements maybe
more suitable or accurate when different mechanisms are used in the reconstruction (or
approximation ) of the signal. For example, if we are allowed to do iterations in the
approximation process, spectral radius of the error operator provides more accurate er-
ror bound estimate ([28]). Spectral radius measurement was suggested first by Holmes
and Paulsen ([19]) where optimal Parseval frames were investigated. The spectral ra-
dius measurement is the same as the norm measurement if we only use the standard
dual frame. However, the outcomes are quite different if we consider using alternate
duals (a key point of using redundant frames instead of using Riesz bases). Here we are
interested in the following two natural questions:

(1) Given a frame, what can we say about the spectrally optimal dual frames (see
definitions in section 2) of the given frame? What is the maximal spectral radius of all
the error operators for a spectrally optimal dual pair?

(ii) For a given pair (N,n) of positive integers with n < N, characterize the k-
erasure spectrally optimal frame of length N for C".

In [28] we completely answered these two questions for the one-erasure case. The
one-erasure spectrally optimal frames are precisely those frame that admit a dual frame
with constant spectral radius for all the (rank-one) error operators. They are completely
characterized in terms of the redundance distribution of the frame. With these char-
acterization, one-erasure spectrally optimal frames can be easily constructed. When
a frame is not one-erasure spectrally optimal, the minimum of the maximal spectral
radius of all the error operators for all possible duals is the largest value of the redun-
dance distribution set. The problems get more complicated and subtle when we deal
with higher erasures due to the complexity of spectral radius information for high rank
matrices. In this article we are able to characterize a special class of 2-erasure spectral
optimal frames (namely, spectrally 2-uniform frames). As a consequence we obtain that
all such frames must be linearly connected. We also obtain some alternate necessary
and/or sufficient conditions in terms of n-independent property of the frame when N
is relatively small. Spectrally 2-uniform frames may not exist for some choices of N.
So characterizing 2-erasure spectrally optimal frames still remains to be a challenging
problem.

2. Preliminaries and the main results

Let H be an n-dimensional (real or complex) Hilbert space. A finite sequence
F={fi}, in H is called a frame for H if there are two constants 0 < A < B such
that

AIfIP < XIS <BIFIP

=

holds for every f € H. When A = B, F is called a tight frame, and if A=B =1, it is
called Parseval frame. A frame F consisting of equal norm vectors is called uniform
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frame and if additionally this norm is one, it is called a unit norm frame. If every set
of k vector in a frame F is linearly independent then we call F' as k-independent. The
linear map O : H — CV defined by

N

Or(f) = S(f.fie; forallf € H,

i=1

is the analysis operator, where {e;}"' | is the standard orthonormal basis for CV (or
R™).
The frame operator S is defined by

Sf=050rf = z<f,fi>fi

which is a positive invertible operator on H and leads to the reconstruction formula:

N N

=SS =38 2 1)1 f, forallf € H.

i=1 i=1

In this case the frame {S™!f;}Y | is called the canonical or standard dual frame of F .
In addition to the canonical dual frames, when N > n there exist infinitely many frames
G = {gi}Y, thatalso give us a reconstruction formula

N N

f=2{ 8 fi=X(f fidgi (forallf € H), ie.©;0p =1

i=1 i=1

Here the frame G = {g;}!Y | is called an alternate dual frame or dual frame for F . It
is known that G = {g;}) | is a dual frame for F if and only if there exists a sequence
U= {u;}¥, suchthat ¥V (f, fi)u; =0 forall f € H (i.e. ©},0r =0)and {g;}Y, =
{S71fi+ u,-}ﬁvzl. Such a sequence U is called orthogonal or strongly disjoint with F
(c.f. [15, 16]).

In this paper we always assume that a frame F' consists of only nonzero vectors
and N > n. When k-erasures occur during the data transmission, we define the error
operator E5 by

EAfZGz;DeFf: Z<f7ﬁ>gla
i€eA

where A is the set of indices corresponding to the erased coefficients, D is an N X N
diagonal matrix with d;; = 1 for i € A and zero otherwise. Using the received data we
get an estimated reconstruction f = Yi¢ Af,fiygi = f — Epf . Using spectral radius as
a measurement, the maximum error when k-erasures occur is defined by

rg% =max{r(Ep) : |A| =k}
and minimal maximal error is defined by
k)

rl(p = min{rl(rkz; : G is a dual frame of F},
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where |A| denotes the cardinality of A and r(Ey) is the spectral radius of Ex. A dual

frame G of F is called 1-erasure spectrally optimal if r}% = r(Fl). We say that G is

k-erasure spectrally optimal if it is (k — 1)-erasure spectrally optimal and rl(pk)c = rl(pk) .

It is true that rl(plz; > g for any dual frame pair (F, G), and consequently we have

rl(pl) > 5 - This lower bound can be always achieved if F is a uniform-length Parseval

frame. All the frames F with rl(pl) = x (we say that such a frame is spectrally one-
uniform) were characterized in [28] in terms of the redundancy distribution of F .

We say that two vectors f; and f; in a sequence I of vectors are linearly F -
connected (or simply, connected) if there exist vectors {fi,,...,fr,} from F such
that {f}, fx,s---, fx,} arelinearly independentand f; = cf; +Z£,= 1 Emfr, With ¢, ¢y, all
nonzero.

DEFINITION 2.1. Let F = {f;}).| be a sequence of nonzero vectors in H. We
say that F

(1) is linearly connected if every two vectors in F are F -connected.

(ii) has the intersection dependent property if Hx N Hac # {0} holds for every
proper subset A of {1,...,N}, where Hy is the subspace spanned by {fi:i € A}.

(ii) is k-independent if every k vectors in F are linearly independent.

In [28], we proved that (i) and (ii) are equivalent. This led to the following:

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let F ={f; ?’zl be aframe for H. Then there exists a (unique
up to permutations) partition {Aj}f=1 of {1,2,...,N} such that each {fi}icn; is lin-
early connected, and H is the direct sum of the subspaces H; = span{f; : i € A;}.

Let Hj, A; be as in the above proposition. Then the redundancy distribution of F

. dimH;
is defined to be { ‘A_"}

it g
i dimH;

™ is a constant for all j.
J

It was proved in [28] that a frame F is spectrally one-uniform if and only if it
has the uniform redundancy distribution, which is also equivalent to the condition that
there exists a dual G such that (f;,g;) =n/N forall i =1,...,N. Moreover, for any

. We say that F' has the uniform redundancy distribution

general frame F we have r(FI) = max{ 0o }1<j<s, Where {e}1<j<s is the redundancy
distribution of F. For a spectrally one-uniform frame F we will show that r}f) >

—_n? . . .. .
¥ T4/ NI}’E‘NL) . Here we are interested in characterizing those frames such that this

lower (best) error bound can be achieved. So we propose the following definition:

DEFINITION 2.2. Let F be an (N,n) frame. We say that F is spectrally two-
uniform if there exists a dual frame G of F such that rl(plz; =n/N and rl(fz; =5+t

Nn—n2
\/ N2(N-1) "
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The following tells us that spectrally 2-uniform frames are ones that there exists
a dual frame with the property that all the 2 x 2 error operators have the same spectral
radius. So this also justifies the use of the terminology of 2-uniformity.

THEOREM 2.2. Let F = {f;}! | be a spectrally one-uniform frame for an n-
dimensional Hilbert space H . Then the following are equivalent:

(1) F is spectrally 2-uniform;

(ii) There exists a one-erasure spectrally optimal dual G of F such that (g;, fi)(gi, fj)
is constant for all i # j;

(iii) There exists a one-erasure spectrally optimal dual G of F such that r(Ex) =

L NIQ’E' n 7 for all subset A of {1,...,N} with [A] =2.

As an application, we get the following necessary condition for spectrally 2-
uniform frames. The condition is not sufficient in general (see Example 3.1).

COROLLARY 2.3. If a frame F is spectrally 2-uniform, then it is linearly con-
nected.

More can be said in the case that when N is relatively small (comparing to the
dimension 7). For example, the following theorem gives the characterization of spec-
trally two-uniform frames when N =n+ 1 and a stronger necessary condition on such
frames for N =n+2.

THEOREM 2.4. Let F = {f;}¥ | be a spectrally one-uniform frame for an n-
dimensional H .

(1) If N=n+1, then F is a spectrally two-uniform frame if and only if F is
n-independent.

(i) If N=n+2 and F is spectrally two-uniform, then F is n-independent.

In order to prove our main results, we need a simple reduction based on the equiv-
alence of frames. Recall that two frames F = {f;}} | and F' = {f/}}| for H are
called similar if there exists an invertible operator T such that T f; = f! forall i.

DEFINITION 2.3. Two frames F = {f;}} | and F' = {f/}}, are called equiva-
lent if one of them can be obtained from the other through either the similarity and/or
permutation (i.e., there exists a permutation o : {l,...,N} — {1,...,N} such that

fi/ = o (i) )
PROPOSITION 2.5. Let F be a frame and k be a positive integer. Then r(Fk) is
equivalent invariant.

Proof. The permutation clearly preserves rl(p) Let F={f;}¥, and F' = {f/}}.
be similar frames for H and G = {g;}?' | be a dual frame of F. Let T be the 1nvert1ble
operator such that f{ = Tf;. Let G’ = {g/}¥, with g/ = (T~!)*g;. Then G is a dual

frame of F'. Clearly, (f/,g;) = (fi,g;) forall i.j. Thus we get rl(pk) = r(Fk,). O
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3. Proofs of the main results

Let F be a spectrally one-uniform frame and G be a dual frame of F such that
(gi,fi) =n/N forall i. Consider the error operator E5 for A= {i, j}. Then the spectral
radius of error operator E, is

r(EA) = I"(Q*GDA@F) = r(@}‘;Df\DAQF) = I"(DA@F@EDR)

where Of and O are analysis operators of F and G, respectively, and Dy is an N
by N diagonal matrix with dj; = 1 for i € A and zero otherwis. Note that

* vk <gl7fl> <gvfl> _ v <gvfl>
ororoqoi= ({71 (5 71) = (1) ")

for i# j and i,j € {1,...,n}. For the spectral radius of E,, we consider the charac-
teristic polynomial

(]% - x)z — (g, Ji)(&i, fi)-

So the eigenvalues are given by

A= 5 (5 il ). (3.1)

LEMMA 3.1. Assume that F is one-uniform frame. Then:

H 2 n n 7}’[2
(1) r;?)>ﬁ+ NZA(INil)'

(i1) r}z) =5t/ N"Z’(V &le) if and only if there exists a one-erasure spectrally opti-

mal dual G of F such that (g;, fi)(gi, fj) = c forall i # j where c is a constant.

Proof. (i) Let G be a one-erasure spectrally optimal dual G of F'. Then we have
(gi,fi) = § for all i since F is spectrally one-uniform. Note that since @rOF =
@F@E@FG* = (@FQ*G)z by ®*G®F = I, we have

N

N
= (g1 fi) = 1r(©rO}) =tr((0r05)%) = Y. (gi fi)(g)» fi)- (3.2)

ij=1

—

Note also that since
s 2
E (gis fi)(&in fi) = D gin fi) (g fi) + 2 [gin fidl? = X (&in i) (g)s i) +
i,j=1 i#j i=1 i#j
by (3.2), we have

n? N —n?

(3.3)



SPECTRALLY TWO-UNIFORM FRAMES FOR ERASURES 389

7n2 n 7}12
Now set ¢;j = (gi, fj){(g;,/;) and ¢ = =" Then, by (3.3), 3, .;Re(cij) = "5

NZ(N-1)
Let oo = {(i,]) : Re(cij) € RT}. Then ¥ jcqRe(cij) > NN" which implies that
there exist (io, jo) € & such that Re(c;, j,) = ¢ > 0. Write ¢;,j, = |cigjo [€" = |cigjo | cOS O

+ilcigjo|sin 0. Then, —% < 6 < § because Re(cij,) = |ciyj,|cos @ € RT. Thus,

n 12| |7 1/2 n 12_ 1N 1/2 0
max{\ﬁﬂcz-ojo) 2| % = (e \} > <+ Releiyp) '/ = 5 +leigp | cos 5

2 % + ‘ciojo‘lﬁ(cos 9)1/2

n
N + (Re(ciojo))l/z

n 1/2
> .
N +c
The inequalities follow from the fact that cos & > (cos 6)!/2 and Re(c;yj,)"/? > 0 since

0s? % = 1+°2059 > C°59J2r°°se and —% < 0 < §. Therefore,

2 .2 . n n nN —n?
rl(p) = mén{rl(v)c} = ménmfx{r(EA) A =2} > N +Ve= N + NN-1)

(ii) Let G be a dual frame of F with (g;, f;) = & for all i. Assume that ¢;; =
(gi, fj)(gj.fi) = ¢ for all i # j, where ¢ is constant. Then by (3.3), we have ¢ =

2
N";(V "5 - Then. by (3.1),

2 n nN — n?
I";;’)G = m/ilx{r(EA) : ‘A‘ = 2} = N + m

Thus, since we have rl(vz) > 5+ N'QJE]N” 7y in part (i), we conclude rz(v =r+

nN—n?
NZ(N-1)*

For the other direction assume that r}z) =5+ % Let G be a dual such

that r}f) = 1(02)0’ and (g;, f;) = & forall i. We claim that forall i # j, Re(c; ;) = #‘”i)

mNn for some

2

NZ(N-1)
i # j. Then there exist (ig,jo) such that Re(c;yj,) > %‘"i) since Y.;Re(cij) =
nN n?

and Im(c; ;) = 0. To prove the first claim, we assume that Re(c; j) #

by (3.3). Using the same argument as in the proof of part (i), we obtain

)

n 12l | n 1/2 n nN — n?
max{‘ﬁ"‘(cjoio) / N_(Cjoio) / ‘} > ﬁ"’ N2(N—1)

This contradicts to the assumption that r =

Thus, r}f):r}é> + (N 1)

v+ % Therefore, Re(c;;) is constant for all i # j.



390 S. PEHLIVAN, D. HAN AND R. MOHAPATRA

To prove the last claim, we assume that there exist (io, jo) such that Im(cj, j,) #0.
Note that if we write c;, j, = |ciy.jo|€'® » then % 0 and 6 # 7. Then, we have

% - (Ciojo)l/z) }

n
—+ (Ciojo ) 172

max ‘
N

)

02 0\ 1/2
n 1/2 1/2
= (]T/+|Ci0jo‘ / COSE) + <|Ciojo / SmE) )

2 o\ 2\ 2
n .
(ﬁ—’_ciojol/z(cose)l/z) + <|Ciojol/2smz> )
£+ M 2+ ‘ .. ‘1/2 i 9 N
N\ M- Ciojol " 811

The inequalities, again, follow from the fact that cosg > (cos 0)1/ 2 -2<0<7%

and Re(cjyj,) = % Thus, r}f) = rl(pz; > g+ ”[Z'N" 7y Which contradicts to the

assumptlon that rF =g+ N’QNN" 5 Therefore, Im(c;j) = 0 for all i # j. Thus,

forall i j. O

Cij = N2 (N 1)
Proof of Theorem 2.2. Clearly, (iii) implies (ii). The equivalence of (i) and (if)
has been established by Lemma 3.1. For (ii) = (iii), assume that (g;, fi)(gi, fj) =c is
constant for all i # j. Then, by the proof of Lemma 3.1 (i), we have that ¢ = 24 —n’

NZ(N— 1)
So r(Ey) is the largset module of the solutions of (A — )% = (g, fi)(gi, f;) = N@—NN" ik
Hence r(Ex) = 5 + A;IZIE/NHI) for all subsets A of {1,...,N} with [A]=2. [J

Proof of Corollary 2.3. Assume, to the contrary, that F' is not linearly connected.
Then, by 2.1, there exists a partition {Ij}fz1 (J>1)of {1,2,...,N} such that each
{fi}ien, is linearly connected, and H is the direct sum of the subspaces H; = span{f; :
i€ Aj}. Since F is spectrally 2-uniform, from Theorem 2.2 there exists a dual frame

. n 7"2
G = {gi}Y, for F such that (f;,g;) = % forall i, and (f;,g;)-(fj,8) =c= N{\(’Nfl).

From

fl = 2<f1agl>ﬁ+ 2<f1agi>ﬁa

iEIl igé]l
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and H = 2511 ©Hj, we get that fi = Y/, (f1,8i)fi- Thus we obtain that
n2
N2

2 =Y (f1.8){fi.e1) =

icl)

+c(Np—1),

. . . P . _ aN—n? nN—n2 .
where N; is the cardinality of /;. This implies that ¢ = NN, 1) > (v_1) Since

N < N. Therefore F must be linearly conneced. [J

Proof of Theorem 2.4. (i) First assume that F is an n-independent frame and we
will show that F is a spectrally two-uniform frame. By Proposition 2.5, we can assume
that F = {f1,..., fu, fur1} = {e1,...,en, 2 aie;} , where {e;}_, is an orthonormal
basis for H and a; #0 fori=1,...,n. Because F is spectrally one-uniform frame, it
has a dual frame G such that (g;, fi) = for i=1,...,n+ 1. Then, by the recon-
struction formula for frames, we have

n+1

n+1
ej= Y (ej,fi)gi=(ej,e;)gj+ (ej,ajej)gni1 = gj+ajgns1,  forj=1,...n.
i=1
(3.4)
Then we get

(ej.ej) = (gj+ajgnri,ej) = (gj.€j) +aj(gntr,e)) =1  forj=1,....n (3.5)
(ej.ei) = (gj+ajgni1,ei) = (gj,ei) +aj(gnr1,€i) =0 fori # j. (3.6)
Therefore, for k ¢ (k,{=1,...,n),
(80, fi) (8> fo) = (8 ex)(8r-er)

= —ap(gn+1,€k) - —ar(gnt1,€0) by (3.6)
- 1= (gg,e0
=a <gkaek> -ay <g(,,ek>

by (3.5)
a ag
n n 1
( n+1 n+l> (n+1)2 G.1)
Furthermore, for k=1,...,n, we have

(815 ) (8o Sra1) = (81 k) (8ks Y, i)
=1

= gn+l7ek (2611 8k €i )

1—(gg,e
=lowa) (2“! 8k, €i) +ax gk,6k>> by (3.5)

Ay i#k
1 — (g e
_ - (gwer) (Z —agai(gn+1,ei) + ar(l — “k<g"+17ek>))
Ak i#k

by (3.5) and (3.6)
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— mak (1 — iai<gn+1,€i>)

A i=1

1 Y |
mak<l_n+l>:(n+1)2' (3.8)

The last equality follows from the fact that ¥ | ai(gn+1,€i) = (gns1s fur1) =n/(n+1).

Thus, (g, fi)(gj. fi) = n+1) N"ZIE’N”ZI) for all i # j by (3.7) and (3.8). Hence, by
Theorem 2.2, we conclude that F is spectrally two-uniform.

For the other direction of the proof, assume that F is not n-independent. Again,
by Proposition 2.5, we can assume that F = {f1,..., fn, fur1} = {€1,...,en, 2} aiei}
for some s with the property s < n, where {¢;}" | is an orthonormal ba51s for H and
a;#0 fori=1,...,s. Let G be a dual frame of F such that (g;, f;) = . Then again

by the reconstruction formula for frames, since s < n, we have

n

n+1
ejzz<ej,f,-> =(ej,e;)8i =8 forj=s+1,....n
i=1
So, (gj.ei) = (ej,e;) =0for j=s+1,...,n, i # j. This implies that (g,,e;) =0 for
J # n. Hence, since s <n

(gns fu+1) = Zai<gn7e,-> =0.
i=1

Thus, {(gn+1,/n){(gn, fur1) = 0. Therefore, by Theorem 2.2, F is not spectrally
two-uniform frame.

(i1) Suppose that F' is not n-independent. Prom Proposition (2.5), we can assume
that F = {fl,. .. 7fnafn+17fn+2} = {617 . ,en,Zle a,-e,-,Z?zl b,-ei} for s <n and a; 75 0

for i=1,...,s, where {¢;}" | is an orthonormal basis for H. Since F is spectrally
one-uniform frame, then there is a dual frame G of F such that (g;, fi) = /5 for
i=1,...,n+42. From the frame reconstruction formula, for i = s+ 1,...,n we have,
n+2
ei= Y (ei, fi)g; = (ei,ei)gi+ (ei,biei)gni2 = i+ bign+2-
j=1

Moreover, we have

(ei,ei) = (gi+bigni2,ei) = (girei) +bi(gnia.ei) =1 fori=s+1,...,n. (3.9)
(eivej) = (8i+bignia,ej) = (givej) +bi(gni2,ej) =0 fori=s+1,....n, j#Ii
(3.10)

Note here that b; # 0 for i = s+ 1,...,n (Indeed, if b =0 then <g,,e,~> =1 which
contradicts to the assumption that (g;,e;) = (g, fi) = for i=1,...,n). Note also
that

n+2

u n
(gni2:fui2) = D, bilgnia,ei) = P (3.11)
i=1
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Thus, by (3.9), we have

1-n/(n+2) 2
strl b.\'+1 (}’l + 2) '

<gn+27f5+1> = <gn+236S+1> = (3.12)

Since ¥ z,11bi(gny2,€i) =n/(n+2) —bsi1(gnt2,€511) by (3.11), we also have

(gs+1,fn+27>:z, gs+17 Z b gerla +b\+l<gs+lae\+l>
i=1 i#s+1
n
= 2 bi(gst1,€i) +bsy1—— )
i#s+1 n+
n
= 3 bil=beri{gn2,e)) + b1 by (3.10)
i£s+1 n+
:b.\'Jrl <n/(n+2) - Z bi<gn+2aei>>
i#s+1

= by <n/(n +2)—(n/(n+2)— b.\'+l<gn+27es+l>)>

= — 12). 1
bs+1n+2 by (3.12) (3.13)
Combining (3.12) and (3.13), we get
2 2 4
<gn+2yfs+l><gs+lafn+2> = b.y+1(n+2) s+ln_’_2 = (n+2)2-

. _— 4 n(n42)—n?
However, if F were a two-uniform frame then we would have 2R = )

But this is impossible since 2n # 4n+4. Hence, F is not a two-uniform. [

From the proof of Theorem 2.4(i), we have the following:

COROLLARY 3.2. If F with n+1 vectors is n-independent, then every spectrally
one-erasure optimal dual is also spectrally two-erasure optimal.

Finally, we remark that it is well known that there is an upper bound for N in
order to have an (N,n)-equiangular uniform length Parseval frame: in the complex
case N < n? and in the real case N < n(n+1)/2 (c.f. [29]). We conjecture that we
may have similar restrictions on N for spectrally two-uniform frames. We provide the
following example as a supporting evidence

EXAMPLE 3.1. There is no two-uniform frame with 4 vectors in R2.

Proof. Let F be a one-uniform frame and by Proposition 2.1 we can assume that
F=A{f1,f2 /3, fa} ={e1,er,a1e1 +azes,bie| + brez}, where {ej,es} is an orthonor-
mal basis for R2. Note that if one of ¢; = 0, then F is not two independent. Indeed, if
a; =0 then {f2,f3} = {e2,aze2} is not independent. Thus, by Theorem 2.4(ii), F is
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not two uniform. So, we assume that a;,b; # 0 for i = 1,2. Since F is one-uniform,
we let G ={g1,82,83,84} be a dual frame of F such that (g;, f;) = % fori=1,2,3,4.
In the frame reconstruction formula letting f; =e; and f> = e>, we have

4 4
er =Y (e, fi)gi=g1+aigz+bigs and e = Y (2, fi)gi = &2+ 283+ baga.

i=1 i=1

Then we have

(e1,e1) = (g1 +ai183+biga,e1) = (g1,e1) +ai(g3,e1) +bi(ga,er) =1  (3.14)
(e2,e2) = (g2 + arg3 +brga,e2) = (g2,€2) +ar(g3,e2) +ba(ga,e2) =1 (3.15)
(e1,e2) = (g1 +ai1g3+biga,e2) = (g1,€2) +ai(g3,e2) +bi1(gs,e2) =0  (3.16)
(e2,e1) = (g2 + arg3 + baga,e1) = (g2,€1) + ar(g3,e1) +ba(ga,er) =0 (3.17)
1
(83, f3) = (g3, a1e1 + aze2) = a1(g3,e1) + ax(g3,e2) = 3 (3.18)
1
(g4, fa) = (ga,b1e1 +brer) = bi(ga,e1) +br(ga,e2) = 3 (3.19)
Set {g4,e1) =x and (g4,e2) =y. Then, by (3.19), we have x = ﬁ — I;—fy. So,
1 by
- = 3.20
(g4,€1) b, bly (3.20)
Moreover, by (3.14) and (3.15), we obtain
1 by 1 by ( 1 by ) by
= = (U 2)) =2y 321
<g3,€1> 2a1 alx 2a1 ay 2b1 b1 aly ( )
1 by
= — — =y 3.22
(g3,€2) 20 azy (3.22)

and by (3.16) and (3.17), we have

1 b a arb
<g1762>=—611<83,€2>—b1y=—611<— 2>—b1y=——l+y<l—2—b1)

2a2_5y 2ap a
(3.23)
1 by by by b% azb;
TRV E S B
(g2,€1) 2X —ax(gs,en) 225 "5 T2 % +y R
(3.24)

Then, (3.23) and (3.24) imply that

(g2, /1)(81, f2) =(82,€1)(g1,€2)

(o E-m) ()
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_ —aiby —2axb1bry + 2a1b%y 2a1byy —2a;b1y — ay

2a1b1 2a2
_ —2aib3y + 2a1a2b1boy + atby — Aayazh b3y” + 4arbiby®
4a1a2b1
n 2ayaxb1byy + 4a%b%y2 — 4a1a2b1b%y2 — Za%b%y
4a1a2b1
_ (4a3bibs + 4aib3 — 8arasb1b3)y* + (Aarazbiby — 4aib3)y +ajb
4a1a2b1 '

(3.25)
Now we continue computing the rest of the pairs (g;, fi)(gi, fj), i # j so that we equate

all to get a spectrally two-uniform frame F .
By (3.21) and (3.23), we have

(g3, f1)(81,13) =(g3.€1)(g1,a1e1 +azer)
=(g3,e1)(ai1(g1,e1) +ax(g1,e2))

(el iE )
:%yz(albz—azbl). (3.26)
By (3.20) and (3.23), we have
(84, f1)(81, f4)
by

1
=(ga,e1)(g1,b1€1 +brer) = (2_171 - b_1y> (bi(g1,e1) +ba(g1,e2))

(- ) (3 4l g (2 ) )

1 —=2byyarby —aibr + 2a1b%y —2apb1byy

2b1 2612
@by —aiby + 2a1b%y —2arb1byy —2ab1byy + 2a1b%y — 4a1b%y2 + 4a2b1b%y2
o 4a2b1
_ (4axb1b3 — 4a,b3)y? + (4a1b3 — darb ba)y + azby — arby 327
o 4a2b1 ' '

By (3.22) and (3.24), we have

(83,/2)(g2,13)
=(g3,€2)(a1(g2,e1) +ax(g2,€2))

2
(s~ 2) (- (- 2)) %)
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- 1-— 2b2y

1 b2 an
s 2)
24 ( a0y —aj0; b, bl + )

_ 1 —2byy —2arb1bry —aiby + 2a1b2y 4+ azb,

a 2612 2bl

- —2arb1byy —aiby + Zalb%y + arby + 4a2b1b 24 2a1b 5y — 4a1b y —2ab1byy
- 4a2b1

- (4a2b1b% — 4a1b%)y2 + (4a1b% — 4a2b1b2)y +axby —ab;
- 4a2b1 ’

(3.28)

By (3.24), we have

(84, 12)(82, f4) =(g4,€2)(b1(g2,€1) +b2(g2,€2))
by b2 aby by
| b — = 72 L 72
y<1< 2b+<b1 a >>+2
a2b1b2 1 b2 b2
—( - by (=
y( ai Y ! 2(21)1 bl >+ )

bib
("

y+b§y>
5 by
=y _l(ale —asby). (3.29)

Finally, by (3.20), (3.21) and (3.22), we have

(84,/3) (g3, f4)
=(ai1(ga,e1) +ax(gs,e2))(b1(g3,€1) +b2(g3,€2))

by 1 b
=(aix+azy) <b1 —y+b <— - —2)’>>

2a0  a»

a ab aiby —2a b3y +2axbib
<_1_12+a2y)12 103y T 2420102y
2a1a2
_ay+2axb1y —2a1byy ayrby — 2a1b%y+2a2b1b2y
2b1 2a1a2
:a%bz - 2a2b2y +2aya;b1bry — 4a1a2b1b%y +2ayaxb1byy
4a1a2b1
+4a2b2b2y —2a2b3y + 4alb3y* — dajarbib3y?
4a1a2b1
_(4a3btbs +4aib; — 8arash1b3)y” + (4arazbiby — 4aib3)y + atby
4a1a2b1 '

(3.30)

We observe that equation in (3.25) is equal to equation in (3.30), equation in (3.26)
is equal to equation in (3.29) and equation in (3.27) is equal to equation in (3.28). If



SPECTRALLY TWO-UNIFORM FRAMES FOR ERASURES 397

(F, G) is two uniform frame pair, then all these six equations has to equal to 1/12 since

nN—n?
NA(N-1)

= 12 Now set equation in (3.26) to 1/12 and solve for y*, we get

2 a
= . 3.31
Y 12b2(a1b2—a2b1) ( )

We note here that a1by — axby # 0. 1If it were then F would be not two-independent;
thus, by Theorem 2.4, F would be not two-uniform. Substituting y?> to equation in
(3.25) and setting equation in (3.25) to 1/12, we have

mﬂn(albg—a2b1)2+4a1b2(a2b1 —albz)y—ka%bg 1

4a1a2b1 - 12.

After simplification, we get
a1by — apby + 12byy(azby — aiby) + ayby = azby.

Solving the equation for y, we get
y=—. (3.32)

By (3.31) and (3.32), we have

aq 1

— ., . b = _2 b .
2by(arb, —azby) 36637 O NI TR

Finally, substituting the values of y?, y and a,b; into the third equation (3.27), we get

4b2(a2b1—a1b2)+4b2(a1b2 a2b1)6h +asb1—a1bs
4a2b1

2. a
y - 12h2(a1b2 arby)

(e1,84)(f1,81) =

— a13h2 + %3a1b2 —3a1b;
—8611192

1 1
67 12

Hence, we get a contradiction. Therefore, F' is not spectrally two uniform. []

CONJECTURES. (i) If there exists a two-uniform frame of length N for an n-
dimensional Hilbert space H, then N < "("H) if H is areal Hilbert space, and N <
if H is a complex Hilbert space.

(ii) For any N, there exists an n-independent frame F which is spectrally optimal
for k-erasures for all £ with 1 <k <N —n.
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