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Given a total sequence in a Hilbert space, we speak of an upper (resp. lower) semi-frame if
the sequence satisfies only the upper (resp. lower) frame bound. Equivalently, for an upper
semi-frame, the frame operator is bounded, but has an unbounded inverse, whereas a lower
semi-frame has an unbounded frame operator, with bounded inverse. Both concepts are ex-
tended to the continuous case. For upper semi-frames, in the discrete and the continuous case,
we build two natural Hilbert scales which may yield a novel characterization of certain func-
tion spaces of interest in signal processing or mathematical physics. We present some results
concerning the duality between lower and upper semi-frames, as well as two examples involving
wavelets/coherent states.

1 Introduction

Given a separable Hilbert space H, it is often convenient to expand an arbitrary element f € H in a
sequence of simple, basic elements (atoms) ¥ = (1), k € ', f = >, .- cx¥y, where the sum converges in
an adequate fashion (e.g. strongly and unconditionally) and the coefficients ¢y, are (preferably) unique and
easy to compute. There are several possibilities for obtaining that result. In order of increasing generality,
we can require that ¥ be:

(i) an orthonormal basis;
(ii) a Riesz basis, necessarily of the form i, = Ve, where V' is a bounded bijective operator and (ey) is
an orthonormal basis;

(iii) a frame, i.e., there exist constants m > 0, M < oo such that

milfI7 <Y el DI < MFIIP Y f e A (L.1)

kel

Uniqueness is achieved in the first two cases, but lost in the third one. However, even a frame may
be too restrictive, in the sense that it may impossible to satisfy the two frame bounds simultaneously.
Accordingly, we define ¥ to be an upper (resp. lower) semi-frame if it is a total set and satisfies the upper
(resp. lower) frame inequality. Then the question is to find whether the signal can still be reconstructed
from its expansion coefficients. Furthermore, we generalize the concept to the continuous case. A detailed
discussion may be found in two recent articles [4, 5], that we follow closely.

We start with the so-called continuous generalized frames, introduced some time ago [1, 2|, and
studied further by a number of authors (see [4] for references).

Let ‘H be a Hilbert space and X a locally compact space with measure v. Then a generalized frame
for H is a family of vectors ¥ := {¢,, v € X}, ¥, € H, indexed by points of X, such that the map
x — (f|Y,) is measurable, V f € H, and

/X 1) Wal ') () = (FI1SF), Y f, ' € H,

where S is a bounded, positive, self-adjoint, invertible operator on H, called the frame operator.



The operator S is invertible, but its inverse S~!, while self-adjoint and positive, need not be bounded.
We say that W is a (continuous) frame if S~! is bounded or, equivalently, if there exist constants m > 0
and M < oo (the frame bounds) such that

ml|f* < (fISf) = /X [(ul )P dv(a) SMIFI*,V f € H. (1.2)

First, ¥ is a total set in H. Next define the analysis operator. Cy : H — L*(X, dv) by (Cyf)(z) =
(Wz|f), f € H, and denote its range by Rc := Ran(Cy). Its adjoint, called the synthesis operator, reads
(the integral being understood in the weak sense)

CyF = /XF(I) Y, dv(z), for F € L*(X, dv). (1.3)

Then C3Cy = S and [|Cy f[|72(x) = 1S1/2f|12, = (f|Sf). Furthermore, Cyy is injective, since S > 0, so
that C, L. Re — H is well-defined.

If X is a discrete set and v a counting measure, we go back to the familiar (discrete) frame (1.1).
The Hilbert space L?(X, dv) becomes ¢? and the analysis operator C' : H — /2, the synthesis operator
D : (?> — H, and the frame operator S : H — H take their usual form:

Cf={Wklf),kel};
Dec = chwk, where ¢ = (c);

keT
Sf =" (Wrlf) v, so that (FISF) = [l ).
kel kel

In the case of a Bessel sequence (i.e., when the upper frame inequality is satisfied), a fortiori for a frame,
all three operators are bounded and one has D = C*, C = D* and S = C*C.

For a discrete frame W, we have two reconstruction formulas, both unconditionally norm convergent,

f=8718f =) (wnl/)S™ ok, forevery feMH,

kel

f=8571 = (ST Wkl f)vn, forevery feH.

kel
The sequence (S~1y,) is also a frame, called the canonical dual frame.
Next, define on R¢ := RanC a new inner product
(c|d)g = (c|CSTICT d) 2 = (¢|G71d) 2, ¢,d € R, (1.4)

where we have defined the operator G~! := CS~'C~!. It turns out that R complete in (:|-)y. Thus
(Rc, (|')w) =: Hv is a Hilbert space.

2 Discrete upper semi-frames

Let now ¥ = (¢, k € T') be an upper semi-frame, equivalently, a total (Bessel) sequence satisfying the
upper frame bound, that is, there is a constant M < oo such that

0< Y (Wl HP <MfIP Y f e, f#0.

kel
We say that U = (1) is regular if every 1 belongs to Dom(S~!) = Ran(S) =: Rs.

Lemma 2.1 Let ¥ be an upper semi-frame. Then one has:

(1) The analysis operator C is injective and bounded, the synthesis operator D is bounded with dense
range. The frame operator S is bounded, self-adjoint, positive, with dense range. Its inverse S~ is
densely defined and self-adjoint.



(2) C(Rs) € Rc C Re, with dense inclusions, where Rc is the closure of Ro in (2.

In this case, we have reconstruction formulas as before, but with restrictions:

F=8ST1f = (n|ST f)vw, ¥ f € Rs;

kel

f=88"1f= Z(S_lwk|f)wk, Vf € Rg, if ¥ is regular.

ker
Next, we define the following operators, acting in the Hilbert space R¢ :
Gs=CSC™':Rc— C(Rs), which is bounded, positive and symmetric,
Gg'=CS7'C™': C(Rs) — Rc, which is positive and essentially self-adjoint [1].

Let G = Gg be the closure of Gg and let G~' be the self-adjoint extension of Ggl, with domain
Dom(G™!) = C(Rp). Then G and G~! are self-adjoint and positive, and inverse of each other, i.e.,

G G = I|ﬁ7 GG~ 1 = I|C(RD)'

As in (1.4), we define on C(Rg) the new inner product (c|d)y = (c|G~'d)s2. Taking the completion of
C(Rg) in the corresponding norm, we obtain a new Hilbert space, that we call again $¢ Then one shows
the following

Theorem 2.2 One has :

(1) Hw coincides with Rc (as sets) and C' is a unitary map (isomorphism) between H and Hy.
(2) The norm |.||y is equivalent to the graph norm of G=/% and, therefore, Dom(G~'/?) = §y.

(3) C*W) = (S71D)|g,, where C*W) : §y — H is the adjoint of C : H — $Hy. Moreover, for every
f €H, one has
f=c""cof=(s7'D)Cf.

Putting everything together, we obtain the following commutative diagram:

C -
H = > §y = Rc C Ro C 2
C—l
s|ls b Gs| G5! 2.1)
C
H 2 Dom(S!) = Rs = - C(Rs)C 2

Corollary 2.3 GY/2 . Rc — 9w is an isomorphism and so is its inverse G129y — Rc.
In order to get a nice reproducing kernel, assume ¥ to be regular :

Theorem 2.4 Let (¢y) be a reqular upper semi-frame. Then $y is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space,
with kernel given by the (matriz) operator S~ D, namely, the matriz G, where

Gra = (W] S ") = (Y|CT G TICOY).

In that case, we get a reconstruction formulas, with unconditional convergence, but restricted to Rg,
namely, for U regular and for all f € Rg :

F= (S ol Fropw

kel



If ¥ is not regular, we have to use the language of distributions, i.e., a Gel'fand triplet. This runs as
follows.

When V¥ is regular, one has

> A Grudy = (C71dISCT d )y, Vd, d € Hu.
k,ler

Since C' is isometric and .S is bounded, this relation defines a bounded sesquilinear form over Hy :
KY(d,d) = (C7'd|SC7 d V5 = (d|CSC7 d' )y = (d|d') .

The point is that all this remains true even if ¥ is not regular. Denote by $j, the completion of $¢ in the
norm given by KY. In this way one obtains, with continuous and dense range embeddings,

Hy C Ho C Hy (2.2)

where

« 9w = Rc, which is a Hilbert space for the norm |||, = <-\G_1->22/2;

« 90 = Hy = R¢ is the closure of Hy in £2;
1/2
2

« $y is the completion of $o (or Hy) in the norm |[|-||gx = (:|G-),4" and the conjugate dual of Hy.

If ¥ regular, all three spaces $w, 9o, Ny are reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, with the same (matrix)
kernel G(k,1) = (v|S~ 1), If S™1 is bounded (i.e., ¥ is a frame), the three Hilbert spaces coincide as
sets, with equivalent norms, since S, S~! € GL(H). Note, however, that no explicit reconstruction formulas
are obtained!

In the triplet (2.2), the three spaces may be described as follows:
. 9o is a sequence space contained in £2 (possibly £? itself),
« Hy is a smaller sequence space, e.g. a space of decreasing sequences,

« 95 is the (Kothe) dual of )y, normally not contained in £2, typically a space of increasing sequences.
Now, on the side of H, the ‘small space’ is the form domain of S~!, with norm |-||g, = <'|S’1~>;_(/2.

Consider now the smaller space Rg = Dom(S~!), with norm ||-||5 = (S’1~|S*1~>%2. Thus we obtain a

new Hilbert space G and a new triplet
S CHCG”. (2.3)

In that way, one gets a reconstruction formula in the sense of distributions:

Iy =D CFS | f')ow, ¥V f €H, V' €& = Rs.

ker
Mapping everything into £2 by C, we obtain the following scale of Hilbert spaces:
He C Hu C H = Ro C Hy C HE, (2.4)

where fig := C& = C(Rg), with norm ||| = (-|G3)}{°.
Now we observe that the multiplet (2.4) is the central part of the scale of Hilbert spaces built on
the powers of G=1/2: §3,, = D(G~"/?),n € Z, with the graph norm:

He =91, C(Rp)=9H2, He =93, Hex =9H_1,

The same holds on the side of of H : H,, := D(S~"/?),n € Z.



Tterating, one gets the following diagram, that generalizes (2.1):

Ha Ha Ho H-1 H_o
I I I I I
5—1/2 5—1/2 5—1/2 1/2 —1/2 5—1/2
+"— Rs=6 — Rp — H Ry 1 > Rg1=&% s ...
c D C D c /
Ga-1/2 —1/2 —1/2 a-1/2 1/2 1/2

— C(Rs) < C(Rp) “ Rc — R¢
I I I I I
He = N3 $2 He =M $o Ny =H-1
In the upper row, the operator S~'/2 is unitary from each space onto the next one, and the same is true
in the lower row for the operator G—1/2.

In both cases, we get a Hilbert scale, the simplest example of partial inner product space [3]. The
natural question is to identify the end spaces of both scales,

Doo(GT2) =190 H-oe(GT2) = 90,

ne”Z nez

and similarly for the scale H,, = D(S™"/2),n € Z.

On the left of the central spaces of the scales, the operators C and D are defined as usual, then on
the right they are defined by duality. However, we can say more. Since dual spaces of sequence spaces
are sequence spaces again, with the duality relation (c|d) = ), ¢xdy, inherited from the space w of all
sequences, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.5 Let vy, € H,, for ng = 0. Then, for all n < ngy, we have:
o C:H_p = H_(n—1) is given by Cf = {{(Yx|f)r, n_, .k €T}
o D:$_y — H_(n_1) is given by Dc =), cx¥y, with weak convergence.

o Let m < ng —2. Then, for all f € H_,,, we have the reconstruction formula (in a weak sense):

F=> (SOl )i, with Y € Hpno.
k

Let us turn now to lower semi-frames and duality considerations. We say that ® = {¢x,k €'} is a
lower semi-frame if there exist a constant m > 0 such that

m(f1* <> Ul f)*, VFeH.

kel

Clearly, the lower bound implies that ® is total in H.

To give a simple example, take an orthonormal basis (ex), k € N, in H and define ¢, = ek Then
(1) is an upper semi-frame :

0<Z| (Wl )7 Z| el ? = I£17-

There is no lower bound, since for f = ep, one has Zk || f)|? = p~2. Let now ¢, = key . The sequence

(¢r) is dual to (), since
> Wkl o =

k

Y HerlHIP =117 < Zlaﬁk\f

k

In addition, we have



and this is unbounded since Y-, [(¢x|f)|* = p? for f = e,. Hence, (¢) is a lower semi-frame, dual to ()
and living in Hy.

In this case, the frame operator is S = diag(-5), thus S~ = diag(n?), which is clearly unbounded.
The inner products are, respectively

« For 9 (c|d)o =, n’Crdy,
. For 9 : (cld)o =3, Cndn,
1
« For 95 (cd)y :Z—zﬁdn.
n

k

Hence (¢3,) is the canonical dual of (¢) : ¢r = S~ by, Both C¥ = (Cy,) and CP® = (C¢y) live in Hy,
since {wk}n = %5]6” and {d’k}n = k(skn

In the Hilbert scale : §, = D(G~"/2),r € Z, with inner product {c|d), = 3" n" &, d,, one has

oo 1= ﬂ 9 =5, the space of fast decreasing sequences,
reZ

N 0o = U 9, = s*, the space of slowly increasing sequences,
reZ

i.e., the Hermite representation of tempered distributions [9]. It is interesting to note that the sequence
used by Gabor in his original IEE-paper, a Gabor system with a Gaussian window, a = 1 and b = 1, is
exactly such an upper semi-frame.

The example (%ek), (key) can be generalized to weighted sequences (¢), (¢r), with ¥y := myey,
¢ = mp " ‘ey, where m € £* has a subsequence converging to zero and my, # 0, Vk. The frame operator
is still diagonal : S = diag(m?2), so that S=1 = diag(m.,2), which is clearly unbounded, and 1, = S~ ¢y.

The inner products read:
« For 99 (c|d)y =, m,%¢C
« For 90:  (c|d)yo =", Cndn
« For 95 (cd)y =>", m%?dw

The question, of course, is whether one can identify the end spaces of the scale. For instance, if (1/my)
grows polynomially, one gets the same result :

1/2 m -67“ =S, —oo 1/2 U Hr = s*

reZ reZ

but, in general, the question is open.

The next step is to consider sequences of the form ¥ = (¢y) := (Veg) , where V is a nice, but
nondiagonal operator. The possible situations are the following [6]:

(i) ¥ is a Riesz basis if and only if V' : H — H is a bounded bijective operator.
(ii) W is a frame if and only if V : H — H is a bounded surjective operator.
(iii) W is an upper semi-frame if and only if V : H — H is a bounded operator.

)

(iv) ¥ is a lower semi-frame if and only if V' : Dom(V) — H is a densely defined operator. such that
e € Dom(V),Vk € I, V* is injective with bounded inverse on Ran(V*), and V(> _, cxex) —
V(>po, cker) as n — oo for every > po cxer € Dom(V).

If V is block-diagonal, with finite dimensional blocks, one is lead to fusion (semi-)frames, for which we refer
to [5], as well as for other generalizations, such as rank-n frames, weighted (semi-)frames or (semi-)frames
in Banach spaces.

We conclude this section by quoting some results about duality properties. For conciseness, we put
all of them in a single proposition [7].



Proposition 2.6 (1) If two Bessel sequences (Vr), (¢r) are dual to each other, then both of them are
frames.

(2) Given any total family ® = {¢1}, the associated analysis operator C is closed. Then ® satisfies
the lower frame condition, i.e., it is a lower semi-frame, if and only if C has closed range and is injective.

(3) Let ® = {¢i} be any total family in H. Then ® is a lower semi-frame if and only if there exists
an upper semi-frame ¥ dual to ®, in the sense that

f=> (¢x|f)vx, VfeDom(C).
k

3 Continuous upper semi-frames

Let us go back to the general (continuous) case. The main difference will be that, instead of strongly
convergent sequences, we will obtain only weak integrals. Otherwise, the treament is entirely parallel to
the discrete case.

Let first U be a frame, as defined in (1.2). The lower frame bound implies that R¢ is a closed
subspace of L?(X, dv). The corresponding projection is an integral operator with (reproducing) kernel
K(z,y) = (.|S™',), thus Rc is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space. In addition, the subspace R¢ is
also complete in the norm || - ||y, associated to the inner product

(F|F')y = (F|Cy S~ Oy ' F') 12(x), for F,F' € Re. (3.1)

Hence (R¢, || - ||w) is a Hilbert space, denoted by $g, and the map Cy : H — $g is unitary. Therefore, it

can be inverted on its range by the adjoint operator C;,(\P) : 99y — H, which is nothing but the pseudo-
inverse C$ = S~1C%. Thus one gets, for every f € H, a reconstruction formula:

f= C;,(\P) :/ F(x) S~ "4, dv(z), for F=Cgf € Hy (weak integral). (3.2)
X
Let now ¥ be a (continuous) upper semi-frame, that is, there exists M < oo such that

0</X\<¢z|f>|2 du(z) <MfIP, V€M, f#0. (3.3)

In this case, ¥ is a total set in H, the operators C'y and S are bounded, S is injective and self-adjoint.
Therefore Rg := Ran(S) is dense in H and S~! is also self-adjoint. S~1 is unbounded, with dense domain
Dom(S_l) = Rg.

Define the Hilbert space $)g as the completion of C'y (Rg) with respect to the norm ||-||¢. defined in
(3.1). Then, one shows that the map Cy, restricted to the dense domain Dom(S~!) = Rg, is an isometry
from Dom(S™1) = Rg onto Cy(Rs) C Hy, i.e.,

(CoflCufYw = (fIf)n, ¥V f,9 € Rs,

thus it extends by continuity to a unitary map between the respective completions, that is, from H onto
$Hw. Therefore, Hy and Re coincide as sets, so that Hy is a vector subspace (though not necessarily closed)
of L3(X, dv).

Consider now, in the Hilbert space Rc, the operators G = Cy S Cy and G~1, the self-adjoint
extension of G§1 =Cy ST Cy ! the latter being essentially self-adjoint. Both operators are self-adjoint
and positive, G is bounded and G~! is densely defined in Rc. Furthermore, they are inverse of each other
on appropriate domains. Moreover, the norm ||-|| is equivalent to the graph norm of G~'/2. Thus one



gets gets the following commutative diagram, analogous to (2.1):

H Cu . v =Ro CRo C LX(X, dv)
4 C _1
SiS Gg GS (34)
Cy
H D Dom(S~1) = Rg »  Cy(Rs) C L3(X, dv)

We will say that the upper semi-frame ¥ = {¢,, x € X} is reqular if all the vectors ¥,, x € X, belong
to Dom(S~1). In that case, the discussion proceeds exactly as in the bounded case. In particular, the
reproducing kernel K (z,y) = (¢,|S™14,) is a bona fide function on X x X. One obtains the same weak
reconstruction formula, but restricted to the subspace Rg = Dom(S~1):

f=CiMF = / F(z) S~ dv(z),V f € Rg, F = Cyf € Hu. (3.5)
X

On the other hand, if ¥ is not regular, one has to treat the kernel K(x,y) as a bounded sesquilinear form
over $y and use the language of distributions, for instance, in terms of a Gel’'fand triplet [4], exactly as in
the discrete case.

For WU regular, the relation
KY(F,F') = (C,'F|SCy F')y = (F|CySCL ' F'Yy = (F|F') >

defines a bounded sesquilinear form over $)y, and the same is true even if ¥ is not regular. Let $5 be
the completion of $y in the norm given by K'¥. Thus one gets the following triplet, with continuous and
dense range embeddings,

Hu C Ho C 9T, (3.6)

where

« 9w = R, which is a Hilbert space for the norm ||-||, = <~\G*1~>1L/22 ,

« 90 = Hy = Rc is the closure of $Hy in L3(X, dv),
« 9y is the completion of $o (or Hy) in the norm |||« := <|G>1L/22 and the conjugate dual of Hy .

Clearly (3.6) is the central triplet of the scale of Hilbert spaces generated by the powers of G 12 9, =
D(G~"/?),n € 7. Then again, the question is to identify the end spaces of the scale, $+o(G~1/?).

If ¥ is regular, all three spaces $w, 9o, Ny are reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, with the same
kernel K (z,y) = (14|S™'¢,). If S7! is bounded (frame), the three Hilbert spaces coincide as sets, with
equivalent norms, since S, S~ € GL(H).

We conclude this section by duality considerations. Given a frame ¥ = {t, }, one says that a frame
{Xz} is dual to the frame {¢,} if one has, in the weak sense, f = [y (Xz|f) ¢z dv(z), ¥V f € H. Then the
frame {4, } is dual to the frame {x.}. We want to extend this notion to semi-frames.

Let first U = {¢,} be an arbitrary total family in H. As usual, we define the analysis operator as
Cy f(z) = (] f) and the synthesis operator Dy F' = [ F(x) 1), dv(z), on natural domains:

Dom(Cy) = {f € H - /X (el F)? dv(z) < oo},

Dom(Dy) = {F € L*(X, dv) : / F(z) 1, dv(z) converges weakly in H}.
b's

They may be both unbounded.



Lemma 3.1 (i) Given any total family U, the analysis operator Cy is closed. Then U satisfies the lower
frame condition if and only if C'y has closed range and is injective.

(ii) If the function x — (Y.|f) is locally integrable for all f € H, then the operator Dy is densely
defined and one has Cy = Dy,.

The condition of local integrability is satisfied for all f € Dom(Cy), but not necessarily for all f € H,
unless ¥ is an upper semi-frame, since then Dom(Cy) = H.

Finally, one defines the frame operator as S = DgCy on the obvious domain Dom(.S) C Dom(Cly).
However, if the upper frame inequality is not satisfied, S and C'y could have nondense domains, in which
case one cannot define a unique adjoint C}j, and S may not be self-adjoint. However, if ¢, € Dom(Cy), Yy €
X, then Cy is densely defined, Dy C C§, and Dy is closable. Finally, Dy is closed if and only if Dy = CY,.
Then S = CyCy is self-adjoint.

Next, we say that a family ® = {¢,} is a lower semi-frame if it satisfies the lower frame condition,
that is, there exists a constant m > 0 such that

mllf|1? < /X (el 1) du(z), ¥ e H. (3.7)

Clearly, (3.7) implies that the family ® is total in H. With these definitions, we obtain a nice duality
property between upper and lower semi-frames.

Proposition 3.2 (i) Let ¥ = {1, } be an upper semi-frame, with upper frame bound M and let ® = {¢p,}
be a total family dual to W. Then ® is a lower semi-frame, with lower frame bound M™1.

(ii) Conversely, if ® = {¢.} is a lower semi-frame, there exists an upper semi-frame ¥ = {1, } dual
to @, that is, one has, in the weak sense,

;= /X (60l f) e dv(x), ¥ f € Dom(Ca).

4 Examples

We conclude with two concrete examples from mathematical physics, both from the context of coherent
states, more precisely, wavelets.
4.1 A non-regular upper semi-frame

A non-regular upper semi-frame may be found among affine coherent states [4, 5]. Consider the following
unitary irreducible representation of the ax + b group:

(Un(a,0)f)(r) = aZe ™ flar), a >0, b e R, fe H™ = L2R*, 7" tdr),n > 1.
For coherent states take: 1, (r) = e~ 4 (r), r € RT [8]. The corresponding admissibility condition is
(i) sup h(r) = 1,where h(r) := 7" b (r)|%;
reR+
(i) |3 (r)|* # 0, except perhaps at isolated points r € RT.
The frame operator S and its inverse S~! are multiplication operators on H(™ :
(SFL)(r) = [A(r)] = £ (r).

Since h(r) < 1, the inverse S~! is unbounded and no 1, is in the domain of S~!, so that we have indeed
a non-regular upper semi-frame. The coherent state map Cy : H(™) — L*(R, dx) is

(Caf)(@) = (Yulf) = /R+ e (r) f(r)r" " dr.



Finally, the reproducing kernel reads

1 - 1 1
o« -1 » _ i(x—y)r _ - _

a well-defined distribution which defines a bounded sesquilinear form on $y.

The associated Gel’fand triplet consists of three Hilbert spaces, with norms
. For $y : ||F||q/ (FIGTYF) 2 =27 [[° |F(r)|? [h(r)] "t r2 dr.
. For 50 | FI2 = | F]1%..
. For 97 : ||F||\I,X = (F|GF)2 =27 fo ()2 h(r) r?dr.

Finally, we can build explicitly the corresponding Hilbert scales.

(i) On the side of H : (S™f)(r) = [R(r)]™ f(r), m € Z:
The corresponding scale is {H,, = Dom(S~™/2),m € Z}, with norms

1/2

11, = s~ = | [ i e ]

and the end spaces
H 1/2 ﬂ H’m’ H_ 1/2 U H

meZ meZ

The problem is to identify those spaces, we have been unable to do it, even in concrete examples.

(i) In L*(R, dz) :
(G F)(x) = /]R ) )" P dr, m ez

The scale is {§,, = Dom(G~™/2),m € Z}, with norms
LN 1/2
|FIl, = (FIG=™F)Y/2 = [zw [ IR e dr}
0

and end spaces

9o (GT2) = () By 9-0(G72) = | O,

mEZ meZL

which could also not be identified.

This example can easily be discretized. Choose an infinite sequence of points {z, k = 1,2, ..

coherent state map Cy becomes C : H(™ — ¢2 .
(Cu=Walf) = [ _e=raimsenm dr
R
which is bounded, with range in £? closed in the new norm

|d|% = (d|C S C ') = (d|G " d) e

The reproducing matrix reads

1 ) 7 1
K. = ¢ 571 » Z(Zk*yl)Td - —J —
k= (URlST )" = o /]R+ e Ll p— +50(@ = w),

a well-defined distribution.

10

.}. Then the



4.2 A lower semi-frame

A concrete example of lower semi-frame may be found among wavelets on the two-sphere [2, Sec. 15.1.1].
Given an axisymmetric mother wavelet ¢ € H = L?(S?, du), one builds the full set of spherical wavelets
{%a,0 = Ry Do), (0,a) € X = SO(3) x R }. The corresponding frame operator S is diagonal in Fourier
space (Fourier analysis on S? amounts to expansions in spherical harmonics Y™):

Sft,m) =sW)f(,m), F(l,m) = (Y"[f)

d
. m 2
s(1) : 2z+1§ / IDat)® =5, VIEN

m|<I

Then ¢ € L%(S?, du) is admissible (in the sense of group theory) whenever there exists a constant ¢ > 0
such that s(I) < ¢, VI € N, that is, when the frame operator S is bounded and invertible. As a consequence,
there exists d > 0 such that d < s(I) < ¢, VI € N, that is, S and S~! are both bounded. In other words,
{%a,0, (0,a) € X =S0O(3) x R } is a continuous frame.

The wavelet transform of f € H is W (g, a) = (¥q,,|f) and there is a reconstruction formula :
- da
f@) = [ [ Wilew[sTRDIw) 5 do. f < LX),
* JSO(3) a

However, this reconstruction formula remains valid for 0 < s(I) < oo, V I € N, which means that S may
be unbounded, but S~! stays bounded [10] (the lower frame bound is independent of 1, since it results
from the asymptotic behavior of the spherical harmonics Y™ near the origin). In other words, we have an
example of lower semi-frame.
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