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Abstract. Phase retrieval using a frame for a finite-dimensional Hilbert space is known to always be

Lipschitz stable. However, phase retrieval using a frame or a continuous frame for an infinite-dimensional

Hilbert space is always unstable. In order to bridge the gap between the finite and infinite dimensional

phenomena, Cahill-Casazza-Daubechies (Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 2016) gave a construction of a family

of nonlinear subsets of an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space where phase retrieval could be performed

with a Hölder stability estimate. They then posed the question of whether these subsets satisfied

Lipschitz stable phase retrieval. We solve this problem both by giving examples which fail Lipschitz

stability and by giving examples which satisfy Lipschitz stability.

1. Phase retrieval and Hölder stability

A frame for a separable Hilbert space H is a sequence of vectors Φ = (φn)n∈I in H for which there

exists uniform constants A,B > 0 satisfying

(1.1) A∥f∥2 ≤
∑
n∈I

|⟨f, φn⟩|2 ≤ B∥f∥2 for all f ∈ H.

The analysis operator of the frame Φ is the map TΦ : H → ℓ2(I) given by

TΦ(f) = (⟨f, φn⟩)n∈I .

By the frame inequality (1.1), TΦ is an isomorphic embedding of H into ℓ2(I). The problem of phase

retrieval with a frame consists of recovering an unknown function f ∈ H from the set of intensity

measurements

|TΦ(f)| = (|⟨f, φn⟩|)n∈I ∈ ℓ2(I).

Since |TΦ(αf)| = |TΦ(f)| for all unimodular scalars α, |TΦ(f)| cannot distinguish f from αf . For

this reason, we define the equivalence relation ∼ on H by declaring that f ∼ g if f = αg for some

unimodular scalar α. We say that the frame Φ does phase retrieval if |TΦ(f)| uniquely determines

f ∈ H/ ∼. In other words, the frame Φ does phase retrieval if the nonlinear mapping

AΦ : H/ ∼→ ℓ2(I), AΦ(f) := |TΦ(f)|
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is injective. Phase retrieval problems arise in many applications, including coherent diffraction imaging

[36], transmission electron microscopy [32] and speech recognition [21].

To ensure that the solution to a nonlinear inverse problem is reliable, it is imperative to understand

the stability properties of the recovery map. For phase retrieval, it is known that the recovery map A−1
Φ

is continuous, whenever it exists [4]. However, in practice, one needs quantitative stability estimates.

We say that a frame Φ of a Hilbert space H does stable phase retrieval if there exists a constant C ≥ 1

such that for all f, g ∈ H,

(1.2) inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥H ≤ C∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥ℓ2(I).

Note that inf |α|=1 ∥f − αg∥H is the distance between [f ]∼ and [g]∼ in the quotient metric of H/∼.

With this in mind, the inequality (1.2) states that the recovery map A−1
Φ exists and is C-Lipschitz

continuous. If the Hilbert space H is finite-dimensional, then any frame for H which does phase

retrieval must do it stably [9, 12]. However, in every known explicit construction of a frame consisting

of a number of vectors proportional to the dimension of the Hilbert space, the associated stability

constant for phase retrieval increases to infinity as the dimension increases. Moreover, although a

generic frame of 2n − 1 vectors for real ℓn2 does phase retrieval [7], Balan and Wang [8] proved that

all such solutions to the phase retrieval problem exhibit severe instabilities as the dimension n tends

to infinity. On the other hand, many distributions for random frames yield dimension-independent

stability bounds with high probability if one allows for a number of vectors bounded by a constant

multiple above the optimal algebraic solutions [14, 15, 22, 33, 34].

When the Hilbert spaceH is infinite-dimensional, the situation is entirely different. Indeed, although

many important discrete and continuous frames for infinite-dimensional spaces perform phase retrieval,

no frame for an infinite-dimensional H can perform stable phase retrieval [12]. The reason for this is

that in any infinite-dimensional linear subspace V of ℓ2 one can use a “gliding hump” argument to

find, for every ϵ > 0, normalized vectors x = (an) and y = (bn) in V so that

(1.3) x ≈ϵ (a1, . . . , aN , 0, 0, . . . ), y ≈ϵ (0, . . . , 0, bN+1, bN+2, . . . ).

One then observes that the vectors x + y, x− y ∈ V are far from multiples of each other, yet satisfy

|x + y| ≈ϵ |x − y|. In particular, taking V := TΦ(H) ⊆ ℓ2, setting x = TΦ(f), y = TΦ(g) and using

the fact that TΦ is an isomorphic embedding, one deduces a lack of stability in the phase recovery

process for the frame Φ. A similar argument is given in [4] to prove that no continuous frame for an

infinite-dimensional Hilbert space does stable phase retrieval.

The above results suggest a dichotomy between finite and infinite dimensional phase retrieval prob-

lems. As phase retrieval in infinite dimensions is an important problem, there have been multiple

different methods of bridging the gap to obtain some notion of stability in infinite dimensions. One

method is to use a different ambiguity than just considering two vectors as equivalent if they are equal
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up to a global phase. In [3, 16, 17, 18, 26], circumstances are given where it is possible to partition the

domain of a function where it is uniformly large into disconnected sets so that the function f may be

stably recovered from |f | up to the ambiguity of having a different phase on each disconnected piece.

This is good enough for some applications, as, for example, a piece of audio that includes two parts f

and g which are separated by an interval of silence sounds the same as if you changed the relative sign

between f and g. In [12, Theorem 2.7], Cahill, Casazza, and Daubechies presented a different method

of bridging the gap between finite and infinite dimensions by establishing Hölder stability of the phase

recovery map for certain nonlinear subsets of ℓ2 consisting of functions which are “well-approximated”

by a sequence of finite-dimensional linear subspaces doing phase retrieval. More precisely, they proved

the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 2.7 of [12]). Let H be an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space and let

V1 ⊆ V2 ⊆ V3... be a nested sequence of finite-dimensional subspaces of H. Let Φ = (φn)n∈N be a frame

for H with frame bounds 0 < A ≤ B <∞ and suppose that there is an increasing function G(m) with

limm→∞G(m) = ∞ such that for every m,

(1.4) inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥ ≤ G(m)∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥ for all f, g ∈ Vm.

For γ > 1 and R > 0 define

(1.5) Bγ(R) = {f ∈ H : ∥f − Pmf∥ ≤ G(m+ 1)−γR∥f∥ for every m ∈ N},

where Pm denotes the orthogonal projection onto Vm. Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending

only on B, R, γ and G(1) such that for all f, g ∈ Bγ(R),

(1.6) inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥H ≤ C (∥f∥H + ∥g∥H)
1
γ ∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥

γ−1
γ

ℓ2
.

Note that the condition (1.6) states that the phase recovery map associated to Bγ(R) is Hölder

continuous on the unit ball, whereas (1.2) requires that this map be Lipschitz continuous. In [12,

Remark 2.8], Cahill, Casazza and Daubechies posed the following question.

Problem 1.2. Do the sets Bγ(R) in Theorem 1.1 do Lipschitz stable phase retrieval, i.e., does there

exist a constant C ≥ 1 such that for all f, g ∈ Bγ(R),

inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥H ≤ C∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥ℓ2?

The purpose of this paper is to answer this question. In Section 2 we produce a counterexample

by providing a frame Φ which does phase retrieval for an infinite dimensional Hilbert space H and a

sequence of finite dimensional subspaces V1 ⊆ V2 ⊆ ... such that for all γ > 1, all choices of (G(m))∞m=1,

and all R > 0 we have that Φ fails to do Lipschitz stable phase retrieval on Bγ(R). On the other hand, in

Sections 3 and 4 we provide constructions in both real and complex infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces

where phase retrieval is Lipschitz stable on the set Bγ(R). Thus, the question of Lipschitz stability on
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a subset is much more delicate than for subspaces and it greatly depends on the relationship between

the frame Φ and the sequence of subspaces (Vn)
∞
n=1.

In typical applications of phase retrieval, the model is to recover a vector f in an infinite-dimensional

Hilbert space from the magnitudes of its frame coefficients. However, we are only realistically able to

consider finitely many measurements and instead of reconstructing the full vector f , we are satisfied

with reconstructing an approximation PH0f where PH0 is the orthogonal projection onto a finite di-

mensional subspace of H. Phase retrieval is necessarily stable on this subspace H0, but if we wish for

PH0f to be a very good approximation to f then we must choose H0 to be a very large subspace which

will result in the stability constant for phase retrieval on H0 being exceedingly large. This stability

problem can be fixed if we know that f ∈ Bγ(R) and that Φ does Lipschitz stable phase retrieval on

Bγ(R). In this case, we may choose the subspace H0 as large as we want while maintaining a uniform

bound for the stability of phase retrieval.

Before discussing our examples and counterexample to Problem 1.2, we feel that it is instructive to

first compare the above formulation of phase retrieval for frames with a more recent approach from

[13, 19, 24, 38] which permits stable recovery for infinite-dimensional subspaces. For this, we note

that, up to relabeling the constant C, the inequality (1.2) is equivalent to the inequality

(1.7) inf
|α|=1

∥TΦ(f)− αTΦ(g)∥ℓ2(I) ≤ C∥|TΦ(f)| − |TΦ(g)|∥ℓ2(I).

Since the operator TΦ appears on both sides of the inequality (1.7), we may relabel f ↔ TΦ(f) and

g ↔ TΦ(g) to see that a frame Φ does stable phase retrieval if and only if there exists a constant C ≥ 1

such that

(1.8) inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥ℓ2(I) ≤ C∥|f | − |g|∥ℓ2(I) for all f, g ∈ TΦ(H) ⊆ ℓ2(I).

The importance of the reformulated inequality (1.8) is that it makes no reference to the operator

TΦ; instead, the operator TΦ has been encoded into the linear subspace TΦ(H) ⊆ ℓ2(I) for which the

inequality in (1.8) is required to hold. The following definition presents a vast generalization of stable

phase retrieval for frames which also encompasses the situation in (1.8).

Definition 1.3. Let (Ω,Σ, µ) be a measure space and let 0 < σ ≤ 1. A subset V ⊆ L2(µ) is said to

do σ-Hölder stable phase retrieval if there exists a constant C ≥ 1 such that for all f, g ∈ V ,

(1.9) inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥L2 ≤ C∥|f | − |g|∥σL2
(∥f∥L2 + ∥g∥L2)

1−σ .

When (1.9) holds with σ = 1, we say that V ⊆ L2(µ) does (Lipschitz) stable phase retrieval.

As demonstrated by (1.8), phase retrieval problems for a frame Φ are equivalent to phase retrieval

problems for the linear subspace TΦ(H) ⊆ ℓ2(I). However, inequalities of the form (1.9) also arise when

considering other operators T : H → L2(µ) which embed a Hilbert spaceH into a function space L2(µ).
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Indeed, there are many physical situations where one must recover some vector f up to global phase

from measurements of the form |Tf |, where T is not the analysis operator of a discrete frame. The most

classical examples are the Fourier and Pauli phase retrieval problems, which appear in crystallography

[25, 29] and quantum mechanics [31, 37], respectively. Other important examples are the STFT and

wavelet phase retrieval problems [2, 27, 28, 35], and a physically interesting example arising from a

nonlinear operator T is the radar ambiguity problem [11, 30]. As shown in [13, 19, 24, 38], these

problems are all special cases of Theorem 1.3, and for many of these problems it is possible to achieve

stability in infinite dimensions. We also remark that Theorem 1.3 makes sense with L2(µ) replaced by

Lp(µ) or even a general Banach lattice. Unified perspectives on nonlinear inverse problems involving

lattice operations (e.g. phase retrieval, declipping and ReLU recovery) or more general piecewise-linear

maps (such as those arising in unlimited sampling) can be found in [1, 23]. Physical and mathematical

evidence that the prior V in Theorem 1.3 may in general only be a subset and not a subspace can be

found in [6, 10].

In the language of Theorem 1.3, Theorem 1.1 states that the phase and scaling invariant subset

TΦ(Bγ(R)) ⊆ ℓ2 does γ−1
γ
-Hölder stable phase retrieval. In [24], it is shown that if V is a linear

subspace of L2(µ), then Hölder stable phase retrieval is equivalent to Lipschitz stable phase retrieval.

More precisely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4 (Corollary 3.12 of [24]). Let V be a linear subspace of a real or complex Hilbert space

L2(µ). If V does σ-Hölder stable phase retrieval with constant C then V does stable phase retrieval

with constant (4C)
1
σ .

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is based on classifying the extremizers of the phase retrieval inequality.

As observed in [5] and [24], instabilities are maximized on orthogonal vectors.

Theorem 1.5 ([5, 24]). Given any linearly independent f, g ∈ L2(µ) there exist orthogonal vectors

f ′, g′ ∈ span{f, g} such that

inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥ = inf
|α|=1

∥f ′ − αg′∥

and

∥|f ′| − |g′|∥ ≤ ∥|f | − |g|∥.

As a corollary of Theorem 1.5, to prove that a linear subspace V ⊆ L2(µ) does stable phase retrieval,

it suffices to check that (1.9) holds for f, g ∈ V satisfying ∥f∥ = 1, ∥g∥ ≤ 1 and f ⊥ g. In this case,

∥f − αg∥ = (∥f∥2 + ∥g∥2) 1
2 ∈ [1,

√
2] is independent of the choice of α and is uniformly bounded

away from zero. Having reduced to checking (1.9) for vectors f and g which are “well-separated”

in the quotient metric, it is easy to see that Hölder and Lipschitz stability are equivalent on linear

subspaces. This fact was critically used in [19] to construct the first examples of infinite-dimensional

linear subspaces of complex L2(T) doing stable phase retrieval, as the argument in [19] only directly

established Hölder stability.
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In view of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5, it would be natural to conjecture that the subsets Bγ(R) in

Theorem 1.1 do Lipschitz stable phase retrieval. However, the first objective of this article is to show

that Hölder stability is the best one can achieve, in general, which answers the question posed by

Cahill, Casazza and Daubechies in [12, Remark 2.8]. In particular, the orthogonalization procedure

we used to produce well-separated vectors witnessing instabilities in Theorem 1.5 need not leave the

sets Bγ(R) invariant. Instead, we will carefully construct an example of a set Bγ(R) where we can

create close vectors with even closer moduli at a rate consistent with ruling out some, but not all,

Hölder stability exponents.

2. A counterexample to Lipschitz stable phase retrieval

We now present our counterexample to the Cahill-Casazza-Daubechies problem.

Theorem 2.1. Let H be an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space (real or complex). There exists

a sequence of nested finite-dimensional linear subspaces (Vm)
∞
m=1 in H such that dim(Vm) = m for all

m ∈ N, a frame Φ of H, and an increasing function G(m) satisfying (1.4) such that for every γ > 1,

R > 0, σ > 1 + γ and C > 0 there exists f, g ∈ Bγ(R) with

inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥H > C (∥f∥H + ∥g∥H)
1
σ ∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥

σ−1
σ

ℓ2
.

In particular, the frame Φ fails to do Lipschitz stable phase retrieval on Bγ(R) and even fails to do

(σ − 1)/σ-Hölder stable phase retrieval for any σ > 1 + γ.

Proof. Let (en)
∞
n=1 be an orthonormal basis for H and consider Vm = span{e1, . . . , em} ⊆ H for all

m ∈ N. We let the frame Φ consist of the union of (en)
∞
n=1 and ( 1

2n
xj,n)n∈N, 1≤j≤Nn where for each

n ∈ N, (xj,n)1≤j≤Nn is a Parseval frame for Vn which does C-stable phase retrieval for some uniform

constant C. It is well-known that such Parseval frames (xj,n)1≤j≤Nn exist, and it is easy to check that

Φ forms a frame for H with lower frame bound 1 and upper frame bound at most 4
3
.

We next note that since (xj,n)1≤j≤Nn is a Parseval frame doing C-stable phase retrieval for Vm we

have that for any m ∈ N and f, g ∈ Vm,

inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥H ≤ 2mC∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥.

We may thus set G(m) = 2mC.

We now fix γ > 1, R > 0 and let the subset Bγ(R) ⊆ H be defined as in (1.5). Thus, we have

Bγ(R) = {f ∈ H : ∥f − Pnf∥ ≤ 2−(n+1)γC−γR∥f∥ for every n ∈ N}.

Given m ∈ N, we let x := e1 +
R

2mγCγ em and y := e1 − R
2mγCγ em. Note that for m sufficiently large, we

have

(2.1) inf
|α|=1

∥x− αy∥ = ∥x− y∥ =
2R

2mγCγ
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and  ∥x− Pnx∥ = R
2mγCγ , if n < m,

∥x− Pnx∥ = 0, if n ≥ m,

with similar identities for y in place of x. Thus, x, y ∈ Bγ(R). However,

∥AΦ(x)−AΦ(y)∥2 =
∞∑
n=1

∣∣|⟨x, φn⟩| − |⟨y, φn⟩|
∣∣2

=
∞∑

n=m

Nn∑
j=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣⟨x, xj,n
2n

⟩
∣∣∣− ∣∣∣⟨y, xj,n

2n
⟩
∣∣∣∣∣∣2

≤
∞∑

n=m

1

4n

Nn∑
j=1

|⟨x− y, xj,n⟩|2

≤
∞∑

n=m

1

4n
∥x− y∥2 as (xj,n)

Nn
j=1 has upper frame bound 1.

Hence,

∥AΦ(x)−AΦ(y)∥ ≤ 2√
3
· 1

2m
∥x− y∥.

Now suppose that an inequality of the form (1.6) holds on Bγ(R), i.e., for some 0 < µ ≤ 1 and all

f, g ∈ Bγ(R) we have the inequality

inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥H ≤ K (∥f∥H + ∥g∥H)1−µ ∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥µℓ2 .

Note that for all sufficiently large m we have ∥x∥, ∥y∥ ≤ 2. Hence,

∥x− y∥ ≤ K41−µ

[
2√
3
· 1

2m
∥x− y∥

]µ
.

Sending m → ∞ and using (2.1), we obtain the restriction µ ≤ γ
1+γ

< 1. Thus, Bγ(R) cannot do

Lipschitz stable phase retrieval or even µ-Hölder stable phase retrieval if µ is close enough to one

depending on γ. Setting µ = σ−1
σ

completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. □

3. Obtaining Lipschitz stable phase retrieval

Despite Theorem 2.1, we will prove that it is still possible for Bγ(R) to be “large” and satisfy

Lipschitz stable phase retrieval. For the case that H is a real Hilbert space, we are able to construct

a frame (φn)
∞
n=1 of H which is a small perturbation of an orthonormal basis and does stable phase

retrieval on some set B which is of the same form as the sets constructed in Theorem 1.1 (Theorem

2.7 in [12]). That is, we take a nested sequence of finite-dimensional linear subspaces (Vm)
∞
m=1 and

a rapidly decreasing sequence βn ↘ 0 and define B as the set of all vectors f ∈ H such that for all

m ∈ N, the distance between f and Vm is at most βm+1∥f∥H.
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Theorem 3.1. Let (en)
∞
n=1 be an orthonormal basis for an infinite-dimensional real Hilbert space H.

For each m ∈ N let Vm = span1≤n≤men and let Pm : H → Vm be the orthogonal projection. Fix

0 < ε < 8−1 and choose αn ↘ 0 such that
∑∞

n=2 αn < ε/2 and βn ↘ 0 such that βn < 2−1αn for all

n ∈ N. Define the subset

B = {f ∈ H : ∥f − Pmf∥ ≤ βm+1∥f∥ for every m ∈ N}

and consider the Riesz basis (φn)
∞
n=1 of ℓ2 given by φ1 = e1 and φn = αne1 + en for all n ≥ 2. Then

for all f, g ∈ B we have

inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥ ≤ (1− ε)−1/2∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥.

Proof. Let f, g ∈ B with basis expansions f =
∑∞

n=1 anen and g =
∑∞

n=1 bnen. By the definition of B,
we have a1 = 0 if and only if f = 0. Thus, by scaling, we may assume that a1 > 0 and b1 > 0. We

have that

a1 = ∥P1f∥ ≥ ∥f∥ − ∥f − P1f∥ ≥ (1− β2)∥f∥ ≥ (1− 4−1ε)∥f∥ ≥ 2−1∥f∥

and for all n ≥ 2 we have

βn∥f∥ ≥ ∥f − Pn−1f∥ ≥ |an|.

Hence, 2βna1 ≥ |an|. As βn ≤ 2−1αn, it follows that αna1 ≥ |an|. Thus, for all n ≥ 2 we have that

|⟨f, φn⟩| = |αna1 + an| = αna1 + an.

Likewise, we have that |⟨g, φn⟩| = |αnb1 + bn| = αnb1 + bn for all n ≥ 2. Hence, we may compute that

∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥2 =
∞∑
n=1

∣∣|⟨f, φn⟩| − |⟨g, φn⟩|
∣∣2

= |a1 − b1|2 +
∞∑
n=2

∣∣(αna1 + an)− (αnb1 + bn)
∣∣2

≥ |a1 − b1|2 +
∞∑
n=2

∣∣|an − bn| − αn|a1 − b1|
∣∣2

≥ |a1 − b1|2 +
∞∑
n=2

|an − bn|2 − 2|a1 − b1|αn|an − bn|

= ∥f − g∥2 −
∞∑
n=2

2|a1 − b1|αn|an − bn|

≥ ∥f − g∥2 −
∞∑
n=2

2αn∥f − g∥2

≥ ∥f − g∥2 − ε∥f − g∥2.
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It follows that

inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥ ≤ ∥f − g∥ ≤ (1− ε)−1/2∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥.

□

It is clear that in Theorem 3.1, (φn)
∞
n=1 does not do phase retrieval on H because no basis does

phase retrieval for a Hilbert space. However, we also have for each m ≥ 2 that (PVmφn)
∞
n=1 does not

do phase retrieval on Vm. This is in stark contrast to [12, Theorem 2.7] (Theorem 1.1 in the current

paper), where they require that (PVmφn)
∞
n=1 does phase retrieval on Vm and make explicit use of the

stability constants in their proof. Hence, we obtain Lipschitz stability with even weaker conditions

than the hypothesis for [12, Theorem 2.7]. Note that by including additional frame vectors in the

construction in Theorem 3.1, one can obtain a frame which does Lipschitz stable phase retrieval on B
and does phase retrieval on each Vm, so satisfies the conditions in [12, Theorem 2.7].

We now prove that it is possible to obtain Lipschitz stability in the complex case, which is more

delicate.

Theorem 3.2. Let (en)
∞
n=1 be an orthonormal basis for an infinite-dimensional complex Hilbert space

H. For each m ∈ N let Vm = span1≤n≤men and let Pm : H → Vm be the orthogonal projection. Choose

αn ↘ 0 such that
∑∞

n=2 αn < 1/200 and let βn ↘ 0 be such that βn < 2−1α2
n for all n ∈ N. Consider

the frame e1 ∪ (φn,1)
∞
n=2 ∪ (φn,i)

∞
n=2 of H given by φn,1 = αne1 + en and φn,i = αne1 + ien for all n ≥ 2.

Define the subset

B = {f ∈ H : ∥f − Pmf∥ ≤ βm+1∥f∥ for every m ∈ N}.
Then for all f, g ∈ B we have

inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥ ≤ 5∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥.

Proof. Let f, g ∈ B with f = (an)
∞
n=1 and g = (bn)

∞
n=1. By the definition of B, we have a1 = 0 if and

only if f = 0. Thus, by scaling, we may assume that a1, b1 ∈ R satisfy a1, b1 > 0 and that ∥f∥ = 1

and 0 ≤ ∥g∥ ≤ 1. It is easy to see that

|⟨f, φn,1⟩|2 = |αna1 + an|2

= (αna1 + ℜan)2 + (ℑan)2

= α2
na

2
1 + 2αna1ℜan + (ℜan)2 + (ℑan)2

= α2
na

2
1 + 2αna1ℜan + |an|2.

Likewise,

|⟨f, φn,i⟩|2 = α2
na

2
1 − 2αna1ℑan + |an|2.

For the case of φn,1 we have the identity

(3.1)
∣∣|⟨f, φn,1⟩| − |⟨g, φn,1⟩|

∣∣ = ∣∣(α2
na

2
1 + 2αna1ℜan + |an|2)1/2 − (α2

nb
2
1 + 2αnb1ℜbn + |bn|2)1/2

∣∣.
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As in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we have that 1 ≥ a1 ≥ 0 and αna1 ≥ |an|. This implies the inequality

2αn ≥ (α2
na

2
1 + 2αna1ℜan + |an|2)1/2. The corresponding inequality for bn likewise holds, and we may

conclude that

(3.2) 4αn ≥ (α2
na

2
1 + 2αna1ℜan + |an|2)1/2 + (α2

nb
2
1 + 2αnb1ℜbn + |bn|2)1/2.

By multiplying (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

4αn

∣∣|⟨f, φn,1⟩| − |⟨g, φn,1⟩|
∣∣ ≥ ∣∣α2

na
2
1 + 2αna1ℜan + |an|2 − (α2

nb
2
1 + 2αnb1ℜbn + |bn|2)

∣∣.
Thus, we have that

(3.3) 16
∣∣|⟨f, φn,1⟩| − |⟨g, φn,1⟩|

∣∣2 ≥ ∣∣αn(a
2
1 − b21) + 2(a1ℜan − b1ℜbn) + α−1

n (|an|2 − |bn|2)
∣∣2.

Note that 0 ≤ a1, b1 ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ |an|, |bn| ≤ 2−1α2
n for all n ≥ 2. This allows us to derive the following

three inequalities:

(3.4) |a21 − b21| = (a1 + b1)|a1 − b1| ≤ 2∥f − g∥,

(3.5)
∣∣|an|2 − |bn|2

∣∣ = (|an|+ |bn|)
∣∣|an| − |bn|

∣∣ ≤ α2
n∥f − g∥,

(3.6) |a1ℜan − b1ℜbn| = |a1(ℜan −ℜbn) + (a1 − b1)ℜbn| ≤ 2∥f − g∥.

By (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) we deduce that

16
∣∣|⟨f, φn,1⟩| − |⟨g, φn,1⟩|

∣∣2 ≥ 4|a1ℜan − b1ℜbn|2 − 4|a1ℜan − b1ℜbn|
(
αn|a21 − b21|+ α−1

n

∣∣|an|2 − |bn|2
∣∣)

≥ 4|a1ℜan − b1ℜbn|2 − 8∥f − g∥
(
2αn∥f − g∥+ αn∥f − g∥

)
= 4|a1ℜan − b1ℜbn|2 − 24αn∥f − g∥2

= 4|a1(ℜan −ℜbn) + (a1 − b1)ℜbn|2 − 24αn∥f − g∥2

≥ 4
(
a21(ℜan −ℜbn)2 − 2a1|ℜan −ℜbn||a1 − b1||ℜbn|

)
− 24αn∥f − g∥2

≥ |ℜan −ℜbn|2 − 2αn∥f − g∥2 − 24αn∥f − g∥2 as 1 ≥ a1 ≥ .5 and 1 ≥ b1 ≥ 0,

= |ℜan −ℜbn|2 − 26αn∥f − g∥2.

The same argument with φn,i instead of φn,1 gives that

16
∣∣|⟨f, φn,i⟩| − |⟨g, φn,i⟩|

∣∣2 ≥ |ℑan −ℑbn|2 − 26αn∥f − g∥2.

Hence,

∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥2 =
∣∣|⟨f, e1⟩| − |⟨g, e1⟩|

∣∣2 + ∞∑
n=2

(∣∣|⟨f, φn,1⟩| − |⟨g, φn,1⟩|
∣∣2 + ∣∣|⟨f, φn,i⟩| − |⟨g, φn,i⟩|

∣∣2)
≥ |a1 − b1|2 + 16−1

∞∑
n=2

|ℜan −ℜbn|2 + |ℑan −ℑbn|2 − 52αn∥f − g∥2
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= |a1 − b1|2 + 16−1

∞∑
n=2

|an − bn|2 − 52αn∥f − g∥2

≥ 16−1∥f − g∥2 − (52/16)
∞∑
n=2

αn∥f − g∥2

≥ 25−1∥f − g∥2 as
∞∑
n=2

αn < 1/200.

This completes the proof. □

4. Multidimensional examples

Note that the instabilities that occur in (1.3) are obtained by “pushing bumps to infinity”. In

many practical situations, such instabilities would be considered to be unphysical. For example, when

recording data from a power spectrum, the spectrum will be highly localized to the compact region of

space where the experiment is taking place, with tails that are rapidly decaying away from this region.

Experimentally, one is primarily interested in recovering the main localized piece, so instabilities caused

by the decaying tails should not be considered as a fundamental obstruction to recovering the signal.

To model such scenarios, we consider a mathematical setting that is very similar to the above. We fix

a filtration V1 ⊊ V2 ⊊ . . . ⊊ H of an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H by finite-dimensional linear

subspaces (Vm)
∞
m=1 with V1 doing stable phase retrieval. We then define B to be the set of all vectors

f ∈ H for which ∥f−Pmf∥H goes to zero at a sufficiently fast rate. Here, we view V1 as the space where

the bulk of the physically relevant signals are localized, with the rest of the Hilbert space being used

to model perturbations of this main finite-dimensional piece. By choosing the rates appropriately, the

enforced decay of the tails will prevent the image of the signals in B from migrating towards infinity

as in (1.3), making stable phase retrieval conceivable for these models. In Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 we

obtained stability for phase retrieval by forcing the set of vectors B to be highly concentrated around

a fixed one-dimensional subspace. Of course, in applications the subspace V1 could have arbitrarily

large dimension. In the remainder of this section, we will prove that stable phase retrieval for such

sets B is still possible for V1 having any finite dimension.

Theorem 4.1. Let V1 be a finite-dimensional subspace of a separable infinite-dimensional real Hilbert

space H and let (en)
∞
n=2 be an orthonormal basis of V ⊥

1 . For each m ∈ N, let Vm = V1 + span2≤n≤men
and let Pm : H → Vm be the orthogonal projection. Let (ψj)j∈I ⊆ V1 be a frame of V1 with frame

bounds 0 < A ≤ B ≤ 1 which does C-stable phase retrieval on V1. Let (φj)j∈J ⊆ V1 be a frame

of V1 with frame bounds 0 < A ≤ B ≤ 1 for which there exists c > 0 so that, for all x ∈ V1, if

Jc(x) = {j ∈ J : |⟨x, φj⟩| ≥ c∥x∥} then |Jc| ≥ C−1|J |. Fix 0 < ε < 8−1 and choose αn ↘ 0 such that∑∞
n=2 αn < 2−2C−1|J |−1/2ε and βn ↘ 0 such that βn < 2−6c2αn for all n ≥ 2. Define the subset

B = {f ∈ H : ∥f − Pmf∥ ≤ βm+1∥f∥ for every m ∈ N}
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and consider the frame Φ := (ψj)j∈I∪(φj,n)j∈J,n≥2 of H where φj,n := αnφj+|J |−1/2en for all j ∈ J and

n ≥ 2. Then Φ has lower frame bound (1−
√

ε
A
)2A and upper frame bound (1 +

√
ε)2. Furthermore,

for all f, g ∈ B we have

(4.1) inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥2 ≤ (1− ε)−1C2∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥2.

Remark 4.2. Note that the parameter c does not appear quantitatively in the conclusion (4.1).

Instead, it is used to enforce the rapid convergence of βn relative to αn, which in turn guarantees that

sign⟨f, φj⟩ = sign⟨f, φj,n⟩.

Proof. Let f, g ∈ B with ∥f∥ = 1 and ∥g∥ ≤ 1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that

⟨P1f, P1g⟩ ≥ 0.

We first consider the case that ∥P1f − P1g∥2 ≥ ε. In this case, as (ψj)j∈J does C-stable phase

retrieval on V1, we have that

∥f − g∥2 = ∥PV1f − PV1g∥2 + ∥PV ⊥
1
f − PV ⊥

1
g∥

< ∥PV1f − PV1g∥2 + 4β2
2

< ∥PV1f − PV1g∥2 + ε2

< (1 + ε)∥PV1f − PV1g∥2 as ∥PV1f − PV1g∥2 > ε,

≤ (1− ε)−1C2∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥2.

We now consider the case that ∥P1f − P1g∥2 ≤ ε. Let j ∈ Jc(P1f) and n ≥ 2. We have that

|⟨P1f, φj⟩| ≥ c∥P1f∥ ≥ c(1 − β2). Note that ∥φj∥ ≤ 1 as (φj)j∈J has upper frame bound B ≤ 1. As

ε1/2 < c(1 − β2), this gives that |⟨P1g, φj⟩| ≥ c(1 − β2) − ε1/2 and sign(⟨P1f, φj⟩) = sign(⟨P1g, φj⟩).
Consider now the expansions

PV ⊥
1
f =

∞∑
n=2

anen and PV ⊥
1
g =

∞∑
n=2

bnen.

This gives that

|⟨f, φj,n⟩ − αn⟨P1f, φj⟩| = |⟨f, αnφj + |J |−1/2en⟩ − αn⟨P1f, φj⟩|

= |J |−1/2|an|

≤ |J |−1/2βn+1

≤ |J |−1/2βn+1(1− β2)
−1c−1|⟨P1f, φj⟩|

< 2−1αn|⟨P1f, φj⟩|.

Thus, sign(⟨f, φj,n⟩) = sign(αn⟨P1f, φj⟩). Likewise,

|⟨g, φj,n⟩ − αn⟨P1g, φj⟩| = |J |−1/2|bn|
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≤ |J |−1/2βn+1

≤ |J |−1/2βn+1(c(1− β2)− ε1/2)−1|⟨P1f, φj⟩|

< 2−1αn|⟨P1f, φj⟩|.

Thus, sign(⟨g, φj,n⟩) = sign(αn⟨P1g, φj⟩). As sign(⟨P1f, φj⟩) = sign(⟨P1g, φj⟩), we also have that

sign(⟨f, φj,n⟩) = sign(⟨g, φj,n⟩). This gives the key property that

||⟨f, φj,n⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n⟩|| = |⟨f, φj,n⟩ − ⟨g, φj,n⟩|.

We now compute

∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥2 =
∑
j∈J

∣∣|⟨f, ψj⟩| − |⟨g, ψj⟩|
∣∣2 + ∞∑

n=2

∑
j∈J

∣∣|⟨f, φj,n⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n⟩|
∣∣2

≥ C−2∥P1(f − g)∥2 +
∞∑
n=2

∑
j∈J

∣∣|⟨f, φj,n⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n⟩|
∣∣2

≥ C−2∥P1(f − g)∥2 +
∞∑
n=2

∑
j∈Jc(P1f)

∣∣⟨f, φj,n⟩ − ⟨g, φj,n⟩
∣∣2

= C−2∥P1(f − g)∥2 +
∞∑
n=2

∑
j∈Jc(P1f)

∣∣αn⟨P1(f − g), φj⟩+ (an − bn)|J |−1/2
∣∣2

≥ C−2∥P1(f − g)∥2 +
∞∑
n=2

∑
j∈Jc(P1f)

∣∣|an − bn||J |−1/2 − αn|⟨P1(f − g), φj⟩|
∣∣2

≥ C−2∥P1(f − g)∥2 +
∞∑
n=2

∑
j∈Jc(P1f)

∣∣|an − bn|2|J |−1 − 2|an − bn||J |−1/2αn|⟨P1(f − g), φj⟩|
∣∣

≥ C−2∥P1(f − g)∥2 +
∞∑
n=2

|an − bn|2|Jc(P1f)||J |−1 − 2|an − bn||J |1/2αn∥P1(f − g)∥

≥ C−2∥P1(f − g)∥2 +
∞∑
n=2

C−2|an − bn|2 − 2|J |1/2αn∥f − g∥2

= C−2∥f − g∥2 −
∞∑
n=2

2|J |1/2αn∥f − g∥2

≥ C−2∥f − g∥2 − εC−2∥f − g∥2.

Thus, we have proven (4.1). Recall that Φ := (ψj)j∈I ∪ (φj,n)j∈J,n≥2 where φj,n := αnφj + |J |−1/2en
for all j ∈ J and n ≥ 2. As (ψj)j∈I is a frame of V1 with frame bounds A ≤ B ≤ 1, it follows that

(ψj)j∈I ∪ (|J |−1/2en)j∈J,n≥2 has lower frame bound A and upper frame bound 1. Thus, as Φ is an

ε-perturbation of (ψj)j∈I ∪ (|J |−1/2en)j∈J,n≥2, we have that Φ has lower frame bound (1−
√

ε
A
)2A and

upper frame bound (1 +
√
ε)2 by [20]. □
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Before stating the theorem in the complex case, we set some general conditions. Let H be a complex

Hilbert space and let V1 ⊆ H be a finite-dimensional subspace with N = dim(V1). We will use a frame

(φj)j∈J of V1, constants c, κ, ε > 0 and sequences (αn)
∞
n=1, (βn)

∞
n=1 such that the following conditions

hold.

(i) For all x, y ∈ V1,

|J | ≤ κ
∣∣{j ∈ J : c−1∥x∥ ≥

√
N |⟨x, φj⟩| ≥ c∥x∥ and c−1∥y∥ ≥

√
N |⟨y, φj⟩| ≥ c∥y∥

}∣∣,
(ii)

∑
n≥2 α

2
n ≤ ε211−1|J |−1c−2min(C−1, κ−164−1c2),

(iii) βn < 2−6c2N−1/2αn for all n ≥ 2.

Theorem 4.3. Let V1 be a finite-dimensional subspace of a separable infinite-dimensional complex

Hilbert space H and let (en)
∞
n=2 be an orthonormal basis of V ⊥

1 . For each m ∈ N, let Vm = V1 +

span2≤n≤men and let Pm : H → Vm be the orthogonal projection. Let A,B,C > 0 and suppose that

(ψj)j∈I is a frame of V1 with lower frame bound A, upper frame bound B, and such that

inf
|α|=1

∥x− αy∥2 ≤ C
∑
j∈Jc

∣∣|⟨x, ψj⟩| − |⟨y, ψj⟩|
∣∣2 for all x, y ∈ V1.

Let N = dim(V1) and let (φj)j∈J ⊆ V1 be a frame of V1 with frame bounds 0 < A ≤ B ≤ 1 and let

c, κ > 0 and 0 < ε < min(8−1, A) be constants which satisfy the above conditions (i),(ii),(iii). Define

the subset

B = {f ∈ H : ∥f − Pmf∥ ≤ βm+1∥f∥ for every m ∈ N}.
Let Φ := (ψj)j∈I ∪ (φj,n,1)j∈J,n≥2 ∪ (φj,n,i)j∈J,n≥2 be the frame of H where for j ∈ J and n ≥ 2,

φj,n,1 := αnφj + (2|J |)−1/2en and φj,n,i := αnφj − (2|J |)−1/2ien.

Then for all f, g ∈ B we have

inf
|α|=1

∥f − αg∥2 ≤ (1− ε)−1max(C, 64κc−2)∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥2.

Furthermore, Φ has lower frame bound has lower frame bound (1 −
√

ε
A
)2A and upper frame bound

(1 +
√
ε)2.

Remark 4.4. Note that Frames (φj)j∈J verifying the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1 are abundant and

one may compare the conditions in Theorem 4.3 with [24, Theorem 5.6]. Further, as far was we know,

every frame of random vectors that has been proven to do uniformly stable phase retrieval with high

probability will also satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1 as for example in [14, 15, 22, 33, 34].

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we let K = 2|J |. Let f, g ∈ B with ∥f∥ = 1 and ∥g∥ ≤ 1. For

simplicity, we denote an = ⟨f, en⟩ and bn = ⟨g, en⟩ for all n ≥ 2. We may assume without loss of

generality that ⟨PV1f, PV1g⟩ ≥ 0 and ⟨f, φj⟩ > 0 for all j ∈ J . This implies that

∥PV1f − PV1g∥2 = inf
|α|=1

∥PV1f − αPV1g∥2 ≤ C
∑
j∈I

∣∣|⟨PV1f, ψj⟩| − |⟨PV1g, ψj⟩|
∣∣2.
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We denote Jc as the set

Jc =
{
j ∈ J : c−1 ≥

√
N |⟨∥P1f∥−1f, φj⟩| ≥ c and c−1 ≥

√
N |⟨∥P1g∥g, φj⟩| ≥ c

}
.

For each j ∈ Jc we denote δj = phase⟨g, φj⟩. That is, δj⟨g, φj⟩ = |⟨g, φj⟩|. We now consider a fixed

j ∈ Jc and n ≥ 2. It is easy to see that

|⟨f, φj,n,1⟩|2 = |αn⟨f, φj⟩+K−1/2an|2

= (αn⟨f, φj⟩+K−1/2ℜan)2 + (K−1/2ℑan)2

= α2
n⟨f, φj⟩2 + 2K−1/2αn⟨f, φj⟩ℜan +K−1(ℜan)2 +K−1(ℑan)2

= α2
n⟨f, φj⟩2 + 2K−1/2αn⟨f, φj⟩ℜan +K−1|an|2.

Likewise,

|⟨f, φj,n,i⟩|2 = |αn⟨f, φj⟩ −K−1/2ani|2

= (αn⟨f, φj⟩+K−1/2ℑan)2 + (K−1/2ℜan)2

= α2
n⟨f, φj⟩2 + 2K−1/2αn⟨f, φj⟩ℑan +K−1(ℑan)2 +K−1(ℜan)2

= α2
n⟨f, φj⟩2 + 2K−1/2αn⟨f, φj⟩ℑan +K−1|an|2.

Similarly, we have for g that

|⟨g, φj,n,1⟩|2 = |αn⟨g, φj⟩+K−1/2bn|2

= |αnδj⟨g, φj⟩+K−1/2δjbn|2

= α2
n|⟨g, φj⟩|2 + 2K−1/2αn|⟨g, φj⟩|ℜ(δjbn) +K−1|bn|2

and

|⟨g, φj,n,i⟩|2 = α2
n|⟨g, φj⟩|2 + 2K−1/2αn|⟨g, φj⟩|ℑ(δjbn) +K−1|bn|2.

For the case of φj,n,1, we observe the identity∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,1⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,1⟩|
∣∣ = ∣∣(α2

n|⟨f, φj⟩|2 + 2αnK
−1/2|⟨f, φj⟩|ℜan +K−1|an|2)1/2

− (α2
n|⟨g, φj⟩|2 + 2αnK

−1/2|⟨g, φj⟩|ℜ(δjbn) +K−1|bn|2)1/2
∣∣.(4.2)

We have that c−1N−1/2 ≥ ⟨∥P1f∥−1f, φj⟩ ≥ cN−1/2 and hence c−1N−1/2 ≥ ⟨f, φj⟩ ≥ 2−1cN−1/2. It

follows by (iii) that |an| ≤ βn+1 ≤ 2−1cN−1/2αn ≤ αn⟨f, φj⟩. Thus, we also have

2αnc
−1N−1/2 ≥ (α2

n|⟨f, φj⟩|2 + 2αn|⟨f, φj⟩|ℜan + |an|2)1/2.

Summing this inequality with the corresponding one for g gives that

4αnc
−1N−1/2 ≥ (α2

n|⟨f, φj⟩|2 + 2αnK
−1/2|⟨f, φj⟩|ℜan +K−1|an|2)1/2

+(α2
n|⟨g, φj⟩|2 + 2αnK

−1/2|⟨g, φj⟩|ℜ(δjbn) +K−1|bn|2)1/2.
(4.3)
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By multiplying (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain

4αnc
−1N−1/2

∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,1⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,1⟩|
∣∣ ≥ ∣∣α2

n|⟨f, φj⟩|2 + 2αn|⟨f, φj⟩|ℜan + |an|2

−(α2
n|⟨g, φj⟩|2 + 2αn|⟨g, φj⟩|ℜ(δjbn) + |bn|2)

∣∣.
Thus, we have that

16c−2N−1
∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,1⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,1⟩|

∣∣2 ≥ ∣∣αn(|⟨f, φj⟩|2 − |⟨g, φj⟩|2) + α−1
n K−1(|an|2 − |bn|2)

+ 2K−1/2(|⟨f, φj⟩|ℜan − |⟨g, φj⟩|ℜ(δjbn))
∣∣2.

Using the inequality of real numbers |a+ b+ c|2 ≥ 4−1c2 − 4b2 − 4a2, we may bound

16c−2N−1
∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,1⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,1⟩|

∣∣2 ≥ K−1
∣∣|⟨f, φj⟩|ℜan − |⟨g, φj⟩|ℜ(δjbn)

∣∣2
− 4α2

n

∣∣|⟨f, φj⟩|2 − |⟨g, φj⟩|2
∣∣2 − 4α−2

n K−2
∣∣|an|2 − |bn|2

∣∣2.(4.4)

Note that cN−1/2 ≤ |⟨f, φj⟩|, |⟨g, φj⟩| ≤ c−1N−1/2 and 0 ≤ |an|, |bn| ≤ 2−1α2
n. This allows us to derive

the following inequalities:

(4.5)
∣∣|⟨f, φj⟩|2 − |⟨g, φj⟩|2

∣∣2 = (|⟨f, φj⟩|+ |⟨g, φj⟩|)2
∣∣|⟨f, φj⟩| − |⟨g, φj⟩|

∣∣2 ≤ 4c−2N−1∥f − g∥2,

(4.6)
∣∣|an|2 − |bn|2

∣∣2 = (|an|+ |bn|)2
∣∣|an| − |bn|

∣∣2 ≤ α4
n∥f − g∥2.

By (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6) we deduce that

16c−2N−1
∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,1⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,1⟩|

∣∣2
≥ K−1

∣∣|⟨f, φj⟩|ℜan − |⟨g, φj⟩|ℜ(δjbn)
∣∣2 − 16α2

n∥f − g∥2(4c−2N−1 +K−2)

≥ K−1
∣∣|⟨f, φj⟩|ℜan − |⟨g, φj⟩|ℜ(δjbn)

∣∣2 − 16α2
n∥f − g∥2(4c−2N−1 + c−2N−1)

= K−1
∣∣ℜ(⟨f, φj⟩an)−ℜ(⟨g, φj⟩bn)

∣∣2 − 80c2N−1α2
n∥f − g∥2

= K−1
∣∣ℜ(⟨f, φj⟩an − ⟨g, φj⟩bn)

∣∣2 − 80c2N−1α2
n∥f − g∥2.

The same argument with φj,n,i instead of φj,n,1 leads to the inequality

16c−2N−1
∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,i⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,i⟩|

∣∣2 ≥ K−1
∣∣ℑ(⟨f, φj⟩an − ⟨g, φj⟩bn)

∣∣2 − 80c2N−1α2
n∥f − g∥2.

Summing the above inequalities gives that

16c−2N−1
(∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,1⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,1⟩|

∣∣2 + ∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,i⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,i⟩|
∣∣2)

≥ K−1
∣∣⟨f, φj⟩an − ⟨g, φj⟩bn

∣∣2 − 160c2N−1α2
n∥f − g∥2

= K−1
∣∣⟨f, φj⟩(an − bn) + (⟨f, φj⟩ − ⟨g, φj⟩)bn

∣∣2 − 160c2N−1α2
n∥f − g∥2

≥ K−14−1|⟨f, φj⟩|2|an − bn|2 −K−1|⟨f, φj⟩ − ⟨g, φj⟩|2|bn|2 − 160c2N−1α2
n∥f − g∥2

≥ K−14−1c2N−1|an − bn|2 − |⟨f, φj⟩ − ⟨g, φj⟩|2β2
n − 160c2N−1α2

n∥f − g∥2

≥ K−14−1c2N−1|an − bn|2 − ∥f − g∥2β2
n − 160c2N−1α2

n∥f − g∥2
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≥ K−14−1c2N−1|an − bn|2 − 161c2N−1α2
n∥f − g∥2.

Simplifying the above inequality yields,∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,1⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,1⟩|
∣∣2 + ∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,i⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,i⟩|

∣∣2 ≥ K−164−1c4|an − bn|2 − 11c4α2
n∥f − g∥2.

Hence,

∥AΦ(f)−AΦ(g)∥2 =
∑
j∈I

∣∣|⟨f, ψj⟩| − |⟨g, ψj⟩|
∣∣2

+
∑
j∈J

∞∑
n=2

(∣∣|⟨f, φj,n,1⟩| − |⟨g, φj,n,1⟩|
∣∣2 + ∣∣|⟨f, φn,i⟩| − |⟨g, φn,i⟩|

∣∣2)
≥ C−1∥PV1f − PV1g∥2 +

∑
j∈Jc

∞∑
n=2

K−164−1c4|an − bn|2 − 11c4α2
n∥f − g∥2

≥ C−1∥PV1f − PV1g∥2 + |Jc||J−164−1c2∥PV ⊥
1
f − PV ⊥

1
g∥2 − 11|Jc|c2(

∑
n≥2

α2
n)∥f − g∥2

≥ min(C−1, κ−164−1c2)∥f − g∥2 − 11|Jc|c2(
∑
n≥2

α2
n)∥f − g∥2

≥ (1− ε)min(C−1, κ−164−1c2)∥f − g∥2.

Note that the last inequality is obtained as (αn)
∞
n=2 satisfies

∑
n≥2 α

2
n ≤ εmin(C−1, κ−164−1c2)11−1K−1c−2.

Lastly, as in Theorem 4.1 we have that Φ is an ε perturbation of a frame with lower frame bound

A and upper frame bound 1. Thus, Φ has lower frame bound (1 −
√

ε
A
)2A and upper frame bound

(1 +
√
ε)2 □
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