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Abstract
Let X and Y be Hilbert spaces, and K : domK C X — Y a bounded lin-
ear operator. This paper addresses the inverse problem Kz = y, where exact

data y is replaced by noisy data y° satisfying ||y° — y|ly < 6. Due to the ill-
posedness of such problems, we employ regularization methods to stabilize solu-
tions. While singular value decomposition (SVD) provides a classical approach,
its computation can be costly and impractical for certain operators. We explore
alternatives via Diagonal Frame Decomposition (DFD), generalizing SVD-based
techniques, and introduce a regularized solution 28 = Y, Kaga(k3) (Y, vA)Ua.
Convergence rates and optimality are analyzed under a generalized source condi-
tion My, g = {z € domK : 3, .2 [0(k3)] " [{z, up)|* < E?}. Key questions include
constructing DFD systems, relating DFD and SVD singular values, and extending
source conditions. We present theoretical results, including modulus of continuity
bounds and convergence rates for a priori and a posteriori parameter choices, with
applications to polynomial and exponentially ill-posed problems.
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1 Introduction

Let X and Y be Hilbert spaces, and let K : domK C X — Y be a bounded linear
operator. In this paper, we seek a solution x € X to the inverse problem defined by the

operator equation
Kr =y. (1)
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As is customary, we assume that the exact data y is unavailable, and instead, we are given

noisy data y° with a known noise level §. Specifically, the noise satisfies

Iy = ylly < 0. (2)

Due to the inherent instability of inverse problems, even a small perturbation in the data
can lead to significant errors in the solution, rendering the numerical computation of
solutions to the inverse problem challenging. To address this issue, we employ a regular-
ization method for the system defined by equations and . One such regularization
approach, based on filtering techniques, has been thoroughly developed in [I] and [2].
In this context, K is assumed to be a compact operator possessing a singular system

(o, ug, vx). Consequently, K admits a singular value decomposition (SVD) of the form

Kz = Z ok (T, uk) Vg,

k=1

where o) denotes the singular values, and u; and v are singular functions satisfying
Kuk = OV and K*Uk = OLUk. (3)

It is well known that the SVD is a fundamental tool for solving inverse problems. The

minimum-norm least-squares solution 2* to equation ([I}) is then given by the Picard

S y? Uk

formula

provided the Picard condition holds:
i | Y, Uk
k=1 Ok

When the exact data y is replaced by the noisy data y° with a given noise level d, the

approximate solution takes the form

1324 = Rayé = Z nga(al%xyé? V) Uk, (4)
k=1
where o > 0, g, is a function satisfying g,(A\) — 1/ as & — 0, and R,, represents a reg-
ularization operator for equation . Furthermore, the convergence rate and optimality
of this regularization are analyzed under the classical source condition z# = p(K*K)z for
some z € X (see, e.g., [10]).

However, computing the SVD of an operator is often nontrivial and, in certain cases,
computationally expensive, as noted by Ebner, Goppel, and Donoho in [5], [6], and [4], re-
spectively. Additionally, SVD-based regularization may not be well-suited for a variety of
problems, as highlighted by Donoho in [4]. Thus, developing more efficient computational
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methods becomes essential. One approach is to identify a system that partially satisfies
the SVD conditions in . A notable development in this direction retains the second
condition, i.e., K*vy = K uy, where A belongs to a countable index set A. This concept
underpins the Wavelet-Vaguelette Decomposition (WVD) in [4], and more generally, the
Diagonal Frame Decomposition (DFD) in [5], as well as the Translation-Invariant DFD
(TI-DFD) in [6]. By leveraging frame theory, such generalizations enable the construction
of an expansion analogous to the Picard formula, suggesting that regularization methods
tailored to this framework hold significant potential.

Indeed, in [5], the authors reformulate foundational concepts for DFD-based regular-
ization filtering, akin to the SVD filtering presented in [2]. To estimate regularization
errors, they adapt the source condition, assuming the solution belongs to a DFD-type

source set with a polynomial form:

M, g = {x € domK : ZI{;4V|<JZ,UA>|2 < E2} :

AEA
where v, E > 0, and (uy, vy, k) ) constitutes a DFD of the operator K. A similarly modified
source condition appears in [8], where the authors explore the optimality of a posteriori
regularization methods. The framework developed in [5, 8] opens up numerous application
possibilities. As this theory is still emerging, several natural questions arise:

(i) How can DFD systems be constructed for specific problems?

(ii) What is the relationship between the DFD singular values ) and the SVD singular
values 0,7 How do these quasi-singular values influence the regularization of ill-posed
problems?

(iii) Can the polynomial DFD source condition be generalized to other forms, such as
logarithmic source conditions?

(iv) How does the DFD source condition relate to the classical source condition?

(v) Do a priori and a posteriori regularization methods achieve optimality?

Question (i) is particularly compelling and has been extensively explored in the field of
tomography (see [9] [§]). This problem exhibits polynomial ill-posedness, where WVD sys-
tems prove effective. In Section 4 of this paper, we examine the backward fractional prob-
lem, considering two scenarios: polynomial ill-posedness and exponential ill-posedness. In
the latter case, the WVD system appears inadequate, prompting us to propose a special-
ized DFD system.

The investigation of Question (ii) remains in its early stages. In [5 §], it is limited to
assessing the ill-posedness of the problem Kx = y. Our paper advances this inquiry by

exploring the “sparseness” or “thickness” of the DFD singular values k) through the set

Dyp =103, 8703], where 0} =[]y Ey/Ki0(k3), (5)

with ¢ being an index function (detailed in the subsequent paragraph). This set facilitates

assertions regarding the sequential or uniform optimality of regularization methods.



Inspired by Question (iii), we extend the results of [5, [§] to a DFD source set defined
by a general source function, rather than a polynomial one. Specifically, for a positive
constant F,

M, := {az € domK : Y “[o(k3)] " [{a, un)* < E} : (6)

AEA
where the index function ¢ satisfies conditions outlined in later assumptions. Such con-

ditions naturally arise in ill-posed problems, such as tomography with o(u) = u? or the
backward problem with p(u) = (—Inpu)™P (see subsequent sections). This topic merits
further attention, and in Subsection 4.4 of our paper, we study the latter index function
Q.

To address Question (iv), we present two examples demonstrating that the classical
source condition can suffice to derive the DFD source condition. These examples illustrate
the connection between classical and DFD source conditions, though these findings are
preliminary and warrant deeper investigation in future work.

Question (v) is thoroughly explored in this paper. Building on [5 8] and the framework
of ({]), we construct a filtered regularization of the form

1324 = Ray6 = Z HAga(’£i)<y57v>\>Yﬂ>\- (7)
AEA
Additionally, we enhance the analysis by addressing a posteriori strategies, filling a gap left
by [5] and [6]. We further refine the classification of optimality properties, distinguishing
between sequential order optimality (as noted in [5 §]) and global order optimality, the
latter of which has not been previously addressed.

In terms of structure, Section 2 reviews foundational results on frames and defines
optimal regularization. Section 3 presents the main results of this paper, including lower
bounds for the modulus of continuity of K~ on the set M, p and convergence rates for
a priori and a posteriori parameter choices. Section 4 applies these theoretical findings to

specific examples, while Section 5 provides the proofs of the main results.

2 Some basic notions and notations

2.1 Notions of frames

Letting A be an at most countable set of indices, we denote

ZQ(A) = {a = (a)\))\e/\ Say € R,Z |a>\|2 < OO}

AEA

with the norm ||a|; = (Z)\GA \a,\|2)1/2-

Before delving into the specific content of the article, we would like to recall some
results about frames in a Hilbert space K. These results can be found in [3], [5], and []].

For convenience, let us introduce the definition of a frame.
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Definition. A sequences w = {wy}rea in a Hilbert subspace H C K is called a frame
over H, if and only if there exists frame bounds 0 < A, By, € R such that for all x € H
there holds

Aullzliz < Y e, wa)el® < By llellg - (8)
A€A

If wy, & span{w)\}/\#/\o for every A\g € A then we say that the frame is minimal.

For convenience, we denote ||z||,, := \/ZAGA [z, wy)k|* for every € K and

|Wlins = inf{||z]|, : € H and ||z||x = 1},

(W sup = sup{||z|lw : @ € H and |z]x = 1}.

If |Wlint = |W|sup, we say that the frame is tight and denote |W|g := |[W|sup = [Wlins -
From the definition, we have 0 < /A, < |[W|int < |[Wlsup < v/ By and

W linl[ 2]l x < [lz]lw < [Wlsupll 2]k (9)
for every x € H. For 2’ € K, we have

12115 = > [(Paa’, wa)i|” < [Wlp 1P’ [l < 1wl [l - (10)
AEA
Here Py is the orthogonal projection on H. For a given frame {wy}rep , one can define
the frame analysis operator F' as below
F-H—=1lLA), o= {(z, 0Kk} -

And, the synthesis operator F™*, which is given by

F* il (A) > H,  (ax)ren = ) ayuwn,
XeA

From the inequality , there holds

VA < |FIl = [[F*[| < v/ Bu.

We can define the operator S := F*F', that is,
Sz = Z(x, WAYKW)-
AEA

It is worth noting that, in this case, the operator S is a bounded, linear, and invertible
operator. Specifically, A,I < S < B,I va B;'I < S™' < A 'I. Therefore, if we set

Wy, := S~ 'w;, then one holds

— 2 — 2
B, Izl < 2l < A, =l



for every x € H. Consequently, the set {wy}iea is also a frame over H. As we know,
it is referred to as the dual frame of {wy}ren. In that case, the analysis and synthesis

operators of this frame are as follows. The analysis operator F is defined as below
F:H-=Il(A), z+ {{z, W)k } e

and, the synthesis operator F", which is given by
F* 2l (A) — H, {a)\})\eA — Za)\w,\.
AEA

From the inequalities , @D there also holds

VB < |wioh < IF = 1F || < |wlnt < VAL

sup inf —

It follows that

E A W)y

A€A

1/2
= [F" ({ax ]k < [wliyt <Z \axl2> : (11)

AEA

K

Moreover, it can also be proved that F F = F*F = I, and thus, for any x € H, it can

always be expressed as x = ), ) 2A\W» Where xy = (r,w\)m + ay with a = (ay) € N(F).

Especially, we have

v =) (x,w)\)ul). (12)

AEA

Generally, the calculation of w), is only easy in some special case. In fact, if {w,} is
tight then w), = ﬁw)\ (see, e.g., [3], chap. 5). In general, we always have {0} C
N(F*)=N <F*>, and therefore, the representation of z in 1) is not unique. However,
this representation is considered the most economical according to [§]. From [5], we have
known that the frame {w, } is the biorthonormal sequence of {w,}, i.e. (wy,w,)x = 0y, for
A, v € A, is equivalent to {wy} being minimal. In this case, we have x) = (x, w,)y and the
expansion is unique. Next, we recall the definition of diagonal frame decomposition
(see, e.g., [5]).

Definition. Let K : X — Y be bounded linear operator, and A is an at most countable
index set. We set (0, v,K) = (ux,Vx, k1) cp @ diagonal frame decomposition (DFD) for
the operator K if the following holds

(D1) {ur}ren is a frame over (kerK)™ C X.
(D2) {vr}rea is a frame over ranK C Y.
(D3) (ka)yen € (0; 0o) satisfies the quasi-singular relations

K*vy = kyuy, for all A € A.



The k) are called the DFD singular value.
For h: R — [0,00), z € X, we define

(WK K)z,z)y = Y h(m3)|{w, ur)y[*

From (D1), (D2) we can find numbers A,, A,, By, B, > 0 such that

Aullwlli < llwllf < Bullwllk Yw € (kerK)*, (13)
Aullzlly < lI=ll5 < Bull2ll3- ¥z € rankK. (14)

From now on, we always denote by a* an extended real number such that a* > sup, 3 if

sup, k32 < oo and a* = oo if sup, k3 = oco.

2.2 Notions of the worst case error and optimality

Consider the problem and denote the Moore-Penrose operator
K*(2) = argmin{||h||x : h € dom K, z € rankK,K(h) = z}.

We denote the Moore-Penrose solution of by zf = K¥y. Let an operator R : Y — X
satisfy Ry ~ z. We say that R is an approximation method of the problem (). Assume
that the solution x* of belongs to a subset M C X, we recall the definition of the

worst-case error of the method R on M as below.
A(M,§,R) :=sup {||Ry5 —2H:ateMAY e Y A Kot — ¢ < 5}

We say that the method R, : Y — X is optimal on M if A(M, 6, R,;) = infg A(M, 6, R)
and R,y : Y — X is order optimal on M if there is a ¢ > 0 independent of § such that
A(M, 5, Rop) < cinfg A(M, 8, R). In our paper, we choose M = M,, 5 defined in (6]). Let
R, :Y — X, a >0, be a family of bounded operators and let a* : (0, ) x Y — (0, 00).
As in [I} 5], we say that (R, a*) is a regularization method if
limsup{a*(8,4°) : ¢ € Y Ally’ —yly <3} =0,
50+

lim sup{[|K*y — Rorsye)ll - 4° €Y Ally” —ylly <8} =0.

6—0t

The quantities o and o* are called the regularization parameter and the admissible pa-
rameter choice respectively.

Inspired from the classical optimal regularization theory ([10, [9]), we can classify the
order optimality for our problem.
Definition. We say that the reqularization method (Ry, *) is

(a) sequential order optimal if there a sequence 6, — 0T such that there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 independent of n such that A(M, 6,, Ry« (s, 4on)) < cinfr A(M, 6, R),
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(b) uniform order optimal if there is a dy and a constant ¢ in dependent of § such that
A(M, 6, R-(545)) < cinfr A(M, 6, R) for every § € (0, ).
Sequential optimal regularization are studied in the recent papers [3] [6] [§], but uni-

formly optimal regularizations are not yet discussed.

3 Main results

3.1 Pointwise convergence
Let (u,v, k) be a DFD for K and y be as in (I]), we have
(y,oa)y = (Kzh,u\)y = (o8, K*'u\)x = (2}, saun) x for X € A

Hence, from the expansion , the Moore-Penrose solution of has the expansion

1
o= Kiy = Z — (Y, 0A)y U (15)

K
Aen A

2
Z/7’0>\>Y

The expansion implies y € domK?! if and only if >, ‘< =

< 00. The stability of

solution (15)) is depended on the infimum of {«,}. In fact we have

Theorem 3.1. Assume that infycp k) > kg > 0 and holds. Then the operator K* :
rankK — X can be extended to the linear bounded operator K .Y — X which has the

formula

— 1
Kih = E —<h, U)\>yﬂ,\, forheY
Yen A

and

||K¢g‘5 — 2y < ‘Vlﬂ&
/€0|11|inf

Remark 1. If {uy,} is tight then we obtain

In the case infyep k) = 0, the equality could be instability with respect to g.
Suggested by the classical regularization (4]), we can construct the regularization solution
for the equation (1)) - (2) in the form (7)) where g, : [0,a*) — R is filter functions that
satisfy

Assumption C

C1 For all a > 0, p € [0,a%): \/1ga (1) < 00.
C2 There exists a constant C, > 0 such that sup{|pga (1) : @ > 0,0 < p < a*} <.

C3 For all u € (0,a*) there holds lim, o 1ga (1) = 1.
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As shown in [5], we have

Theorem 3.2. Let Assumption C and hold. Then for every a(d) — 0 as a — 0T,
we have

lim |22 — 2*[x = 0.

sl 175 — =¥ llx

3.2 Lower bound of worst case error

To evaluate the optimality of the proposed regularization R, we first find a lower bound
for the worst-case error of the regularization algorithms. This will be useful for proving
the optimality of the DFD-based regularization method over the source set M, g in later
theorems. It also serves as a basis for choosing appropriate regularization parameters.
Similar to [2], we shall consider the computation of the worst-case error of the reg-
ularization operator R : Y — X in the source set M, g with the function ¢ satisfying
Assumption Al. Function ¢ : (0,a*) — (0,00) is continuous and satisfies the following

conditions
(ii) Function ¢ that is strictly monotone increasing in (0, a*),

(iii) Function © (0, ¢ (a*)] — (0,a*p (a*)] is defined by © (1) = pp ' () and that is a

convex.

Here we denote p(a*) = lim, .+ ¢(1). We consider the scenario where the frame u
admits a biorthogonal sequence W = (7)., with VA, v € A : (uy,@,) = 0y,. Similar to

the result about the lower bound in classical theory (see [10]), we have

Theorem 3.3. Let o > 0, 6 € (0,60), B € (0,1) and let (u,v,k) be a DFD of K such

that u is minimal and infycp K\ = 0. Let the set Dyg be as in . For the source sets
M, i defined by (6]), if 6 € Uyep Dag then

inf A(M, 5,6, R) > Bluluh B /01 ([v[2,02/E2). (16)
Especially, if (0,00] C UreaD g then holds for every 0 < § < dg.

This theorem serves as a criterion for determining the order optimality of regulariza-

tions, so we will have a bit more commentary on it.

Remark 2. (i) The condition that the system {uy} is minimal is essential in the proof of
the theorem. The investigation of the lower bound when {uy} is not minimal is a worthy
topic of study.

(i1) To show that a regularization R :Y — X is order-optimal, we only need to verify
that

A(M, 2.6, R) < OE\/0-1 ([v[2,52/E?).

inf
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(iti) In fact, we can prove that infr A(M, 5,8, R) > B/B;1E\/©~1 (A,02/E?) for all
Bu, Ay satisfy ([13), ([14). Since Ju|il\/0 1 ([v[202/E?) > /B, 'E\/O~! (A,0?/E?),

our lower bound is better.

(iv) In [5], to obtain the lower bound of the worst case error, the authors choose
0 = o) = A;lEl-{iV_H. The case that the mentioned paper erxamines corresponds to

2v+1

considering the source function ¢(u) = p?. In this case, we have up(p) = u and

O = VA E/K2p(K3). For B = /A,/|V]it, since VA, < |V]inr, we have 0 < 8 < 1
and 65 < 6y < B85 which gives 6y € Usea Dag- Hence, the inequality hold for the

chosen sequence (0))xen-

(v) As shown in classical optimal reqularization theory ([10, [9]), the optimal property
is not true if the singular values of the operator K are too sparse, e.g., im, o 0pi1/0, =
0. The distribution of the singular values affects the classification of the optimization
types. Similarly, the optimal result depends on the distribution of d5. In fact, we have
(0,00) C UgsoUxrea Dag. If (0,60) & UreaDy g for every 5 > 0 then the distribution of 0%
18 very sparse. In this case, the lower bound may be valid for only some subsequences of
Oy-

(vi) Note that, in the case of Holder-type source condition, i.e., o (u) = u*, u,v > 0,
then ©~ (1) = p+1. This gives O (|v|insd?/E?) = |v|%52fﬁE% So we get that

inf
: |V 2?% 2w 1
inf A(M%E, 0, R) > [— v+l faviT,
R |u sup

A similar lower bound is stated in Theorem 3.11 in [5] with 0 is in the sequence (dx)ren
as in Remark (ii).

(vii) In some problems, we have the logarithm source condition p(p) = (—Inp)™?,
p > 0. In this case O(p) = pe """ and VO (1) = p(u)(1 +o(1)) (see, e.g., [7]). So

inf A(M,p,0,R) > B8\/B;'E (m (wbj—ip))p (14 o(1)).

inf
3.3 Convergence rate and a priori parameter choice

Returning to the main content of this article, to extend the results of Ebner and colleagues
[5] from a polynomial source set to a more general source set, we consider a source function
¢ in the set M, g defined in @ Next, we investigate issues such as the lower bound
of the worst-case error, convergence rate in both the choice of a priori and a posteriori
parameters. In particular, we have the following theorem

Moreover, the function ¢ and g, are also fullfilled some conditions.

Assumption A2. There are constants 7,2 > 0 such that
Viga()| < 2,
1= pga()l Vo (1) < 72/ ().
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Next we derive convergence rates which give quantitative estimates on the reconstruc-

tion error ||xi —x Recall that, in this section, we assume that the source function ¢

al
allx:
and the filter function g, satisfy Assumption A1l and Assumption A2.

Theorem 3.4. Let A, € (0,|v|2;). For (u,v,K) being a DFD of K, with U as a dual

inf

frame of u and x* € M, k. In this case, if we choose the reqularization parameter as
a(d) =a” ((5, y‘;) =ploO™! (AU52/E2) , (17)
then the following convergence rate result holds:

8o = o'l < VATAT (1VBe + VA ByJO (V282/EY,  (18)

where Ay, B, are bounds of u and v, respectively. And 1,7 be constants as in Assumption
A2. From the inequality we obtain

A(M%Ea 9, Ra(é)) < VAJTAG (71 V By + 72y Av) E\/@il (‘V|i2nf62/E2)7

where R, is defined in (|7)).

(i) If u is minimal then R ) is sequential order optimal.

(ii) For a fived B € (0,1), if u is minimal and (0,0) C Uycp Drg, then Ry is
uniform order optimal. Here Dy g is defined in .

Remark 3. (i) Note that, in the case ¢ (1) = p*,p > 0 then our result will become a
similar result to Theorem 3.8 in [5] and Theorem 2.5 in [§].

(i1) Calculating the exact number |v|ins is not easy. Therefore, choosing A, as in the
theorem will make the calculation of «(d) more feasible. However, if A, is small, the
error will contain A;' and so will be large. Therefore, A, should be chosen such that
BlVint < Ay < |Vling-

3.4 Posteriori parameter choice

In this subsection, we present the results of the discrepancy between the exact solution
and the regularized solution by choosing the posterior regularization parameter according
to the Morozov principle. Specifically, the chosen parameter for posterior regularization
a following the Morozov principle [12], this principle helps find the parameter « as a

solution to the following equation

d(a) := (Z ’(Kx‘; - y‘;,v)\>y}2> § = 7v/B,0 with 7> 1. (19)

AEA

Let’s additionally assume that the function g, satisfies the following Assumption B1.
Assumption B1. The function g, : (0,a*] — (0, 00) satisfies

(i) 1 — pga(p) — p for p >0, @ — oo and for each u € [0,a*),
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(ii) ga, (1) = gal(p) for a,, = a > 0 and for every u € [0, a*).

Theorem 3.5. Let Assumptions C and B1 holds. Assume that 0 < 7v/B, < pv/A,|Prge’ ||y -
Then, there exists a constant ap(d) such that the equation holds.

Remark 4. (i) For convenience of calculation, we can choose the parameter a such that
d(a) > 7'\/B,6 for 7' > 1. Putting T = /B, 'd(a), we obtain the equation d(a) = 7y/B,0
and T > 71" > 1.

(11) Using the classical Morozov principle, we can choose the parameter « satisfying cZ(a) =

76 for d(a) = ||Ka® — 4°||y and 7 is chosen appropriately.

Next, we introduce some additional conditions suggested from [9], page 75:

Assumption B2. The function g, : (0,a*] — R satisfies

(1) galn) =0,
(i) 0<1—pga(p) < gaé—i“) with £ = SUPy<,<qr Gallt),

(iii) %* </, < % with constants £, (* > 0.
In the following theorem, we provide a bound for ||2% — x#|| x.

We have the optimality of the rule of posteriori choice of the regularization parameter
ap(9)
Theorem 3.6. Let (u,v, k) be a DFD of K and u be minimal. With M, i defined as in

(@ and Assumption A1 simultaneously satisfying that 2%, is the approzimate reqularization
solution as in (@ with g, satisfying Assumption B2. Moreover, assuming Assumption B1,
is satisfied, and ap(6) is chosen by the Morozov principle (@ If the function ¢ is

concave, then

lz — 2 llx < VAZIBu(T + 1)E\/@‘1 (Iv[e02/ E2), (20)
where Ay, B,, are bounds of frame u. Hence, R, ) is sequential order optimal over the
set M, g.

Moreover, if there exists 5 € (0,1) and a g > 0 such that (0,00] C UreaDy g then the

reqularization method R, s ts uniform order optimal. Here we recall that Dy defined
in (F)).
Note that our result will be as in Theorem 2.7 in [§] if the source function ¢ is replaced

by polynomial function.

4 Illustrative problems

4.1 Notations

In this section, we denote the inner product and the norm of L*(R) by (.,.) and ||
respectively. The Fourier transform of a function f(¢), ¢t € R, is defined as F(w) =
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Jg f(t)e~™dt and, the Mittag-Leffler function is understood as

oo Zn .
Eop(2) = Z m, Ei1(z) = €.

=0

3

Here the notation I' denotes the gamma function. From [I1], for 0 < v < 1, we have

@)
ol

7 < IEa(2)] <

for 2 < 0 21
T S , for z <0, (21)

1

_|_

E

where the derivative in the equation is understood in the Caputo sense. Specifically, The

Caputo derivative is defined as:

D ey = i ot =TT f(r)dr, 0<y <1,
dt" d _
d_JZ7 7 - ]-

4.2 Statement of the problems

We give an example to illustrate our result in previous section. In particular, consider
the backward fractional heat equation. Specifically, we find the solution at the initial
time u(z,0) knowing that u(x,t) satisfies the heat equation. Precisely, for v € (0;1], we

consider the equation
u(x,t) — Au(z,t) =0,z e RO<t<T (22)
subject to the final condition
u(z, T) = 0r(x), z € R. (23)

Similar to the condition (2)), we have to consider the problem and with the

unknown exact data @7 replaced by noise data 63 satisfying
167 — 6] < 0.

We consider the ill-posedness of the problem. Using the Fourier transform yields the

solution to the problem yields
Fooy (w) = E'y_} (_ |W|2T7) For (w), (24)

where w € R. From the inequality (21)), for v € (0, 1), the factor E_{(—|w|*T") has the
polynomial magnitude =< |w|?. This term causes instability when |w| is large. Similarly,
for v =1, the factor Eﬁ(—|w|2T7) has the exponential magnitude = e/“*7 which causes
severely instability when |w]| is large. In conclusion, the problem is “polynomially” ill-
posed for v € (0,1) and is “exponentially” ill-posed for v = 1. These two types of ill-posed
differ in nature. Therefore, suitable regularization methods for these two cases need to

be proposed.
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We denote by K the operator such that K, = 67. Then, from the Fourier solution
of the equation, we deduce that F (K6) = E,; (— |w|2T7) Fby(w) = F (6r) . To
find the DFD of K, we base on the following arguments (see [5]). As we have known that,

for all 0y, vy € domK, we have

(Kb, Kug) = %(FK@O,FKUO) = %(E,m (= |w*T7) Fbo, By (= |w|* T7) Fuy).
It follows that K*Kf, = F~! <|E%1 (= [w*T7) |2]-"90) for all o € dom (K*K).

To study DFD (u, v, ) of operator K on L? (R?). At first, we show necessary prop-
erties for v and K in general case and after that we consider DFD for K in the case that
u is concrete systems. In fact, for each vy € ranK, because (u, v, k) is a DFD for K, we
have vy = k\Ko), for some o, € dom K. Moreover, from condition D3, K*vy = ku,. It
leads us to uy = K*Koy. This gives that oy € dom (K*K). Combining with the Fourier

representation of K*Koy, we have oy = F ! <|E%1 (— |w|2T7) |2fu,\) and

E vy = ki KF ! (’ (— |cL)|27W)|_2 ]:uA> . (25)

From here, we can establish the relationship between the Fourier transform of vy and u,

as

For = B3] (— [P 1) Fuy = iy (— P T7) Fus, (26)

where Z is conjugate of z.

4.3 The fractional backward problem

We first consider the case v € (0,1). Denote the L?*(R)-wavelet orthonormal basis
Yk (z) = 2/ (Vx — k), (j, k) € Z?, where 1 is a mother wavelet (see, e.g., [3], chap.
15). Put A = Z?, X\ = (Ap, A\r) € Z?. We consider the wavelet orthonormal basis uy in
L*(R?) in the form

uy(z) = v (x), YA = (Ap, A\r) € A,z € R. (27)
From here, we construct the DFD for the operator K using the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let (uy)aen be defined as in such that supp (Fy) C {w € R? : a, < |w| < b,}
where a,, b, be positive constants. Then
(a) (ux,vx, Kx) ez be a DFD for K where

272)\D) fO’I" >\D Z 17
R) =
1, for Ap < 1.
and vy defined as in .
(b) If 6y € HP(R) then 0y € M, g, where o(u) = pP/? and E large enough. (c) There
exists a 0 > 0 such that (0,00 C UxeaDy g for 3 = 2**P. Here D, 5 is defined in (f)).

14



Remark 5. (i) For polynomially ill-posed problems, the WVD system can be used well.
We can see that in the tomography problem (see [5,[8]) and the fractional backward prob-
lem.

(11) The result (b) provides a sufficient condition for the function 6y to satisfy the DFD

source condition. The function only needs to lie in the Hilbert scales HP(R).

From Theorem [£.I, we obtain the WVD of the operator K. In particular, that is
(ux, Uy, K)) xea- This allows us to regularize the inverse problem for the fractional heat

equation with the source function ¢ (1) = p#/? and then M, g becomes

M, g = {90 € L*(R): Z[gp(mi)]_1<90,u,\>|2 < E2} :

AEA

_1
a+A"

function satisfy. The chosen {u,} is tight, since it is orthonormal. So @, = u, and

Using the Tikhonov regularization for g, (\) = Then some conditions for filter

can be rewritten as
2—2>\D

5. 5
uy . = E — (05, vy)uy.
O a 2,4)\D< T >
AEA

From the Theorem [3.4] we have the result for the choice of a priori parameter and a

posteriori parameter as the following consequence.

Theorem 4.2. For (uy, vy, ka)ren being the constructed WVD of K and 6y € M, g for
0<p<A4
(a) (apriori regularizarion) For 0 < p < 4, if we choose the regularization parameter

as

o = (§/E)r,
then uls is uniform order optimal and the following convergence rate result holds
5 P2
lut, — 60]| < Co72 B,

where B, are bound of vj as in Theorem .
(b) (posteriori reqularization) If 0 < p < 2, assume that ap is chosen by the Morozov

principle @) Then ugaD is uniform order optimal over the set M, g, and
2
[ud,, — o] < CoF2 B,

Remark 6. If p = 4v, we obtain the error stated in [5].

4.4 The backward problem of the heat equation

Put By = {w € R: VN < |w| < v/N +1}, N € N. From here, we construct the DFD

for the operator K using the following theorem.
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Theorem 4.3. Let (uy)aen defined as in such that supp (Fy) C{w € R: a, < |w| < b,}
where ay, b, be positive constants and where X = (Ap, Ar). Put uyy = F (1, F(uy)).
Then

(a) (u%N’”A»Nv"JA,N)AeZ,NeN be a DFD for K where
KAN = e M NeN

and vy = HA,N}"(eMZTvuA,N) defined as in . Moreover, uy y s a tight frame.

(b) If 6y € HP(R) then 6y € My, g, where p(p) = (—Inp)™ and E large enough.

(¢) There ezists a 8y > 0 such that (0,8] C U neaxnDonyg for B =e 1. Here we
recall Doy ny g s defined in ().

Remark 7. Using the classical wavelet system as in the previous section, we cannot find
a suitable k). Therefore, it is necessary to construct a DFD system. There are many ways
to construct the system mentioned. However, we use a system that inherits the classical

wavelet system as presented.

From Theorem [£.3] we obtain the WVD of the operator K. In particular, that is
(UxN, UAN, RAvN))\eA nyen- This allows us to regularize the inverse problem for the frac-
tional heat equation with the source function ¢ (A) = (—InA)"?. Using the Tikhonov

1

regularization for go (1) = 1. Then the approximate solution can be written in the

form (7). The chosen {u,} is a tight frame, so @, = uy and (7)) can be rewritten as
im0 5
0a *— T YAN/YAN -
Newaea & RA N

From the Theorem [3.4] we have the result for the choice of a priori parameter as the
following consequence. Clearly, the Assumption Al, A2, B1l, B2 being satisfied, from
Theorem [3.3] and Theorem [3.6, we deduce the following consequence.

Theorem 4.4. For (uy n, VN, Kan)reaNen being the constructed WVD of K and 6y €
M., i where p(p) = (—Inp)?. If we choose the regqularization parameter a = 0/E then

uds is uniform order optimal and the following convergence rate result holds
|tude — 0o]| < CE(—In(6/E))"

Remark 8. The system {uy n} is unlikely to satisfy the minimal property. Therefore the
optimal results in the theorems[3.3, cannot be applied. However, based on theorem
(b), we can obtain the optimal result for the a priori case.
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5 Proofs

5.1 Preliminary lemmas

Lemma 5.1. Let (u,v,k) be the DFD. Assume in addition that u is a Riesz basis. Then

we have

<xiaux>x = HAQa(“i)<y5,UA>Y, <371,UA>X = ;(%UA>Y7
A

Proof. Since (uy,,) = 0,,, we have

(20, ur)x = kaga(K3) (W, 00y, (h un)x = ,i_<y7'U)\>Y
A

From , , we have
(K, va)y = (20, K'ua)x = ka(ad, ua)x = £390(k3) (1, va)y,
(Ko, vz)y = (Ta, K*0\)x = Kx(Ta, ur)x = Higa(ﬁi)@, V)Y
<Kxi7 U)\>Y = <y7 U/\)Y-
[
Lemma 5.2. Let the function o satisfies Assumption A1 and O(p) = pp=(u). If ¢ is
concave on (0,a*) then ©71(*2) > tO7(2) for every t € (0,1), z € (0,a*p(a*)).

Proof. From the definition of the function ©, we have ©~!(up(n)) = ¢(n). From the
concave of the function ¢ and lim, o ¢(p) = 0. It leads us to to(p) < @(tp) for t €
[0,1]. Equivalently, p=!(to(p)) < M. We also have, ©(u) := up~'(u), it follows that

O(tp(n)) < t*up(p). Hence, @~ (tup(p)) > tp(u) = 07 (up(p)). Putting z = pup(u),
we obtain the desired inequality.

]

5.2 Proof of Theorem [3.1
Using , we obtain

Ky — ]| =

1/2
>~ Z| yavk .
HO|u|1nf

AEA

1
Z — (¥’ —y, vy <
K

AEA

Combining the latter inequality with m 10]) yields

v |V]supd
1K'y — ot x < 22 [ly’ —ylly < 2.
| |1nf ’f0|u|inf

This completes the proof of Theorem
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5.3 Proof of Theorem 3.2

The proof of Theorem could be seen in [B] or in the proof of Theorem below.

5.4 Proof of Theorem (3.3l

Proof. One of the commonly used methods to find a lower bound for the worst-case error

is to compute the modulus of continuity
Q (M, 0) =sup{||z]| | r € M A ||Kz| < 5}.
As is known (see, e.g. [10]), we have
AM, g, 0,R) > Q (M, g,0) .
For any v € A set z, := E\/¢ (k2)u, such that

E, ifx=vyp,
(Tu,ur) = Vo (RRwy, wr=

0, else.

By deﬁnition we have ||w|s = F and z, € M g. Choosing v € D, g, we can write

v k2p (k2) < 0 and obtain
mf v

[ — Z ur, z0)x|” = = (k1) E*. (28)
“ xeA

Moreover, combine the Asumption Al (ii) and the Choosing of d,, then © (p(k2)) =
k2o (K2) = |V|mf5*2/E2. From here, it leads us to ¢(k?) = ©7Y(|v|2:0:2/E?). After that,
taking it to ( 7 we obtain

ol = VBB /071 (|v[2, 052/ E2). (20)

On the other hand, we also have

e < (K0 e ST

1nf AEA mf AEA | |1nf o

( 2) 2 — 5;2 S (52.
Hence ||Kz,| < 6 and z, € M, . From the definition of Q (M, g,d,) and (29), we

deduce that
Q (M, 1, 0) > /B 1E\ /01 (|v[2,832/ E2).

Using Lemma gives

(‘V’mfé*Q/EQ) = (ﬁ2|v|1nf 25;2/E2) Z @7 (ﬁ2|v|1nf52/E2) 2 6@7 (|V|1nf52/E2) :

O
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5.5 Proof of Theorem (3.4l

Proof. The regularization solution for the equation for the noiseless has the form

2= Ray = Y faga (53) (v, 0) 00, (30)
A€A

From the triangle inequality, it gives us
lze, — 2¥lx < |25 = Tallx + [lTa — 2¥x- (31)

For the first term on the right hand side, using and gives

Z Fada (K3) (¥° =y, 02)y

A€A

From and , the inequality yields
bl < e (S oup o () [ o
“ AEA

—F\F<Z‘ y’”M?)

B, )
<) _ < B A1 p)
\/—||’y ylly < v BoA; Ta (32)

The second line is a result of utilizing Assumption A2 (i). The penultimate line is obtained

lz = zallx =

X

N

through the upper bound of the frame (vy),.,. Finally, the last line is due to the noise
condition ([2)).
For the last term in , using and , it follows that

|20 — xiHX = Z (/‘%\ga ( ) - 1) < , Un) x U
< i (S s o
< (Z 1= K390 ()] ‘\/w(ﬁi)wx )

s];_u\/som) (;w) _];_u o (Q)E. (33)

The second and the last lines are derived from the exact solution belonging to the source
set ¥ € My, . As for the third line, it is obtained from Assumption A2 (ii).

Combining and yields
25, = 2| x <V BoA —=
v
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From the choice of the parameter , the regularized parameter is chosen by a =
o (8,y°) = 7' 0 O (A,6%/E?) it leads us to ¢ (a) = O (A4,6%/E?). From here, it is
easy to see that O (p (a)) = A,6?/FE? and it leads us to 62 = A, 'F?0 (¢ (a)). Combine
with Assumption A1 (iii), we obtain that

) /62 \/AlEz@ (p (a)) \/7

— =/ — = h = A 1E? = E\/A;10-1 (A,0%2/E?).

\/a Qa Q v (p(Oé) \/ v @ ( U(S/ )
Hence, we get that

5 = @ llx < v/ ATVATYVBEVO T A B + = B/6 T (A5 )
= VATVAT (1VB, +72VA,) BVO T (AP E)

= VATVAT (3V/Bo+1eV/AL) B\JO (v 0/ E?).

The above estimate completes the proof. O

5.6 Proof of Theorem 3.5

Using Lemma [5.1] we obtain

d(a) = (Z(l - %iga(ﬁi))2|<y‘s,w>yl2> :

A

We know that under the conditions (i) - (ii) of Assumption B1, the function d is continuous

and has the following results:

2

gg(l) dla)=0and lim d(a)=0p (Z ’(y‘;,v)\>’2> . (34)
y

a—0o0

We have

2

0 < 7vByd < pv/A| P’ || < p (Z !(y‘s,vx>l2> : (35)

Therefore, under Assumption B1 and (34)), the equation has a solution a = ap(6).

5.7 Proof of Theorem (3.6

First, with Assumption B2, using the ideas in [9], page 77, we obtain the following in-
equality
Lemma 5.3. For x € X, we have

g, — 2|17 + Ca Ky — o I; — K = °I7) < ([ - K'Kga (K'K)] 2%, 2%),. (36)

a_
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Proof of Lemma [5.3l

Proof. We claim that

(o — 2t w)x [P+ Lal(Kag — 3 oy P = Lol (Kt — 3%, ua)y [ < (1= kiga(m3)(2F, ur) x .

(37)
Using (5.1)), we can write
1 2
(25, — @ uy) x|* = = K390 (K3)(Y° =y, 00)y = Ta(K3) (Y, 0a)y |
A
2 2/ 2\ /.8 2 2 2\/. 6 ra (K3 2
= m3Ia(®)IY" =4 00y " = 20a(R3)ra(R3) (Y — 3 o)y (g, va)y + == 57 [y, oy [
A
On the other hand, we have
Ga(B)Ta (B o)y [P = ga(WX)ra(W) 1Y =y, va)y + (g, vy [
= ga(’fi)ra(’ii)(l@é - Y, U)\>Y’2 + 2<y6 - Y, U)\>Y<y7 U)\>Y + ’<y7 UA>Y|2>‘
Adding two inequalities yield
5 I 2 2 2 5 2 2 5 2 ra("fi) 2
(o = 2% un)x[” + ga(R3)ra(®A)I{Y o0y " = gAY — v vy [T+ =57 (g, o0y
)

Since £y > ga(it) > lora (1) we obtain
ga(’ii)ra(’{i)|<y§7 UA>Y|2 > £a|7ﬂa(’f§\)<y57 U/\>Y|2 = €a|<Kxfx - ?Jéa U>\>|27
Ga(EOIW =y vy [P < Lal(y’ — youa)y ] = La(Kat — ¢, u))]2.

Hence the inequality holds. Taking the sum of the latter inequlities with respect to
A €A, we get . n

Proof of Theorem (3.6l

Proof. Firstly, for every (a, A), recalling the definition of g,, we reiterate that r, () is
defined as follows:
Ta(A) =1 = Aga(N).

Let o = ap be the regularization parameter chosen by . Let a = ap be the regular-
ization parameter chosen by . Using and yields

HKCU(; - y(SHv > TV By > Ty BvHKxi - y(SHY 2 HI{J/’;t - yénv'
We recall that |Kz® — 30|, > |Kat — 40|y > |Kat — 4°||,. It follows that

1 1
|20, — 2w < (I = K'Kga (K'K)] 2, 212 = || [ro (K'K)]2 2. (38)
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Applying Lemma for t = ro(N) :=1 = Aga(N) give
O (ra(N)p(N) < Mra(N)e(A). (39)

For z,, be a approximate solution as in (30)) in the case y° which is replaced by exact data
Y.
Using Lemma [5.1] yields

1/2 1/2
Ko — Kol = 3 1(Kaa —Kxi,myr?) - (Zw%)uy,m!?)
AEA AEA
1/2 1/2
< zrammywe) N (z ()l yé,w)
AEA AEA
1/2 1/2
< Z|<K1fi—y‘5,w>yl2) (z| . ) |
AEA AEA

Because oo = ap be a solution of the equation ([19)), we deduce that
|1Kzo — Kat|, < /B, (1 +1)4. (40)

We denote w = (wy)aca With wy = [p(k2)]7Y?(x%, uy). Using the definition of ©

function, a bound of frame u and the definition of M, g, we get

H i 72‘ =0 2ca Mro‘ (/{i)]% xiﬂw‘z =0 (Z)\EA ra (K3) ¢ (K3) |W)\|2> .

||w||2 leo]]3 lw]]3

Next, by the convexity of ©, the Jensen inequality, and the inequality there holds
that

o (2 ra (53) 0 (53) w?) = 2aer O(ra (53) 9 () [wn
ol B Il
D eA 3T (K3) ¢ (K3) |W>\|2
ol
D eA 3T (K3) @ (K3) |W>\|2
ol

Combining the results here with inequality and bound of frame u, we can infer that.

2

2
U < Z)\EA }<K’)\r0¢ (Kg\) xiau/\>‘2 o HKZBOC - K{L’iHv BU(T + 1)2(52
e 13 N ]2 o 13 e 13

H ro (K'K)]2 2

©

(41)
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From the inequality B, > 1 and the definition of the source-set M, g, we deduce that
VBoA Y (T + 1)E > ||wl,. Using the monotonicity of ¢!, a relation ¢ *(X) = $1O(\)
and the estimate , we obtain

oo (e K2
AS1B, (1 + 1)2E?

ra (K)ot

Jlw[]3

[ (iR |

2
W
- ‘[r (K*K)?lﬂxiQ@ .
¢ 2
i3 B,(t+1)%%  B,(r +1)%

lwl3 - H[Ta (K*K)]1/2 2t ’

u

Equivalently,

2
[T (K*K)]% xiH A.52
ASIB,(T+1)2E% | — E?

From here, it follows

S SIS

2 _ [ A2
. § Alev(T+ 1)2E2@ 1 (?) .

This estimate and give us the result . That is
lzg, = 2*llx < VAT Bu(T + 1)EVO7 (A,02/E?) < /AFIB,(T + 1)E\/@‘1 (IV[c0%/ E2).

]

5.8 Proof of Theorem [4.1]

Proof. (a) Firstly, D1 ensures this because, as we know, (uy)yea forms an orthonormal
basis for L?(R?). Similarly, D3 is also considered established through the identification of
the relationship between {v)} and {u,} as in (25)). Therefore, we only need to prove D2.
Taking any 67 belonging to the range of K, it is easily seen that for each A = (Ap, A\r) € A
then

supp (Fuy) C {w € R:2*q, < |w| < 2°7b, }.

From here, we deduce that 22Pa2T7 < |w[> T < 222 PB2T7 for every w € supp (Fuy).

Using the monotonicity property of the function E. ;(z), we obtain
B,y (—-22002T) < B,y (— |w[’T7) < B, (—2%2a2T7) .
This follows that
faEL1 (—222a2T7) < |kaESy (= WP T7)| < maE L (—22P02T7).

23



Moreover, from the inequality , and ky = 272*7 we can deduce
(1+alT) /e < |kE (= [P T7)| < (1+62T7) /e (42)
We recall that u; is a frame, this means that for all § € L? (R),

2
AullBlf2gey < D 100, un)* < BullfllZ2ge)-
AEA

Equivalently,

AIFOF2mey < D (FO, Fun)[* < Bull FO| 72 ey, (43)
AEA
Take any 67 € ranK, we show that

AllbrlFame) < D10, 0 < Bullr|Zagge)-
AEA

This is equivalent to proving

A || FO7 72 gy < Z [(FOr, Fos)|* < Bul|FOr]|72(g2)- (44)
eA

And now, for every A € A, from , we have
[(For. Fodl* = | B} (= |l T) [ [(For, Fus) .
Using the inequality , it leads us to
(1 +a2T) /@) |(For, Fun)|* < [maES L (= w2 T [* [(For, Fun)?
< ((1+017)/0)" [(FOr, Fun)?,

for every A € A. Hence,

(1 +a21) /)" S [(FOr, Fun) P < S [(F0r, Fo)l* < (1+0277/c) Y [(Fr, Fun) .

AEA AEA AEA

Combining with , we get

(1+ aiTV)/E)2AuH]-"9T|]2 < Z [(For, Fua) > < ((1+ bﬁT”)/nguH}“HTH?.
AEA

Finally, be proved for A, = ((1 4 a217)/¢)* A, and B, = ((1 + b2T7)/c)’ B,.
(b) We find the source condition for the solution €. Naturally, we can assume that
0y € H?(R) for p > 0. Putting

G(\p) = {w e R: 2*7q, < |w| < 2°D,}, (45)

we note that suppuy C G(Ap). For A = (Ap, A1), we can write

(.03 = 5= (Foos Fu) = 5 [ FOo(©Fun(@s = 5= [ Teionp () Foo(e) Fun(E)es
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For Ap > 0, using the Bessel inequality yields

1 _
> 1o, w)* < g MaamF@o)[* < 272 wf ) = wiwl,,
AT EZ

where
W, = 6, [ Lanp) (14 w?)PF(6o)]).

For A\p <0, we have k), = 1 and
(Bo, 1) = k2% (0o, uy).
Put wy = |Jug||w), for Ap > 0 and wy = (0o, uy) for Ap < 0. Direct computations yields

Y ml o, un)lP =D lwal® < O3
ADEZ AEZ
So the function 6y € M, g where (1) = /% and E is large enough.
(¢) To obtain the order optimal result, we verify the condition in Theorem [3.3] We
have 8F = V|- E\/KIp(K2) = |V E\/K3TP = |v[oEE272PC4P) Letting 0 < 6 <

V|t E2-3+P) we can choose a \s such that

(5;6 _ |V];1%E2’)‘5(2+p) <5< |V|§E27(A571)(2+p) — 2(2+p)5;6_

So we have § € UAEADA7272<1+2P>‘

5.9 Proof of Theorem 4.2

The fact that the function g, satisfies Assumptions A, B, C is a known result. However,
for the convenience of the reader, we will check these assumptions.

(a) We verify that g,(n) = a—}ru and @(p) = pP/? satisfy Assumptions C, Al, A2.
Direct verifying yields that Assumption C holds for g,. The index function ¢ satisfies

Assumption Al. We verify Assumption A2. We have

VE 2y 2
atp T Jap o o

We verify Assumption A2 (ii). We have

P/
11— pga(p)|V/p(u) = 22

\/pga(ﬂ) =

a+p
Put H(p) = C%LJF;, r € (0,1). We have H'(r) = a%. The function attains its
maximum when (o + p) — g = 0 which gives yp = 1*-. Choose r = p/4, we obtain

Assumption A2 (ii) Hence H(u) < Ca”. For p =4 we have r = 1, H(a) < o which give
Assumption A2 (ii).
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(b) We first consider Assumption Bl. In fact we have 1 — uga(n) = & — 1 as

a — 0o. Hence Assumption B1 (i) holds. The function g,(.) is continuous with respect
to . Hence Assumption B1 (ii) holds.

We verify Assumption B2. In fact we have 1 — pg,(pn) = a“TM We also have ¢, =
SUD,,> Ja(pt) = £ which satisfies Assumption B2 (iii) with ¢, = ¢* = 1. Finally, we verify
that the function ¢ is concave. In fact, we have " (u) = (p/2)(p/2 — 1)u?/*=2 < 0 since
0<p<2

(c) We have kyn = e N, o(u) = (—Inp)P. This follows that ¢(k3 ) = (2NT)™?

Hence, from , we obtain

n = IVl B/ KX v (i3 ) = V] v/ (2NT) Pe2NT.

(27)~Pe=2T we can find Ny € N such that

Hence, for every § € (0, ) where &g = |v|¢
0Ny <0 <03 y,_1- We note that

inf

Foms = IV 2Ny — D) 7o 2307 < Ty o BN 7o 9T = (755
Hence 0 € [05 ,, 8703 nv,) € UnmeaxnDony,s with § = e "

5.10 Proof of Theorem 4.3

(a) We claim that {uy y} is a frame over L*(R). For § € L*(R), we have

1 1
(0,urn) = %U:(@)afuxm = §<1G(AD)1BN]E(9)7}"UA>- (46)

Hence, using the Bessel inequality gives

ZZWWN = ZZ\ 0), Fuy)|? <—ZHlBN O)1* = 7THF(Q)HQ:H@HZ-

N=0 AeA N 0 XeA

This follows that {u) x} is a tight frame. We find vy x and &, n such that
Fusn = K exp(|w|?*T) F(uxn) = kalpy exp(|w*T)F(uy).

For w € By, we have exp(NT) < exp(|w|*T) < exp((N + 1)T'). Hence, we can choose

kan = e M and obtain

1 < ranvexp(Jw’T) < e’ for w € By. (47)

We verify that {vy n} is a frame. We have

ZZ| 0 U)\N = 27‘(‘ ZZ| Ii)\Ne 1BNF<9) .FU)\> = Z ||/£/\N6|w| TlB ]:( )H2

N=0 \eA N=0 AeA
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Using gives
2
o0 Z ey FOI* < o= Z lrx e 1, F(6)] < o0 Z 1155 F(0)]*.

But 5= >N o 1y F(O)]1* = 5= |F(0)]*> = ||0]]*. Hence {vsn} is a tight frame.

(b) We find the source set of our problem. Here the set G(\p) is defined in (45]). For
0y € HP(R), we have We find the source condition for the solution 6. As in the previous
theorem, we can assume that 6, € H?(R) for p > 0. For (A, N) = (Ap, Ay, N), we can

write
1 1 —_—
(O, urn) = %U:@o,]'—uﬂ = %/R1G(AD)1BN'FQO(§)-FUA<€)d€~
Hence, for Ap > 0, using the Bessel inequality yields

D 1o ) * < llep Loy Fool® < (1+2%2a,)Pwi v,
AT EZL

where
Wap.N = [[1aplay (1 +w?)P Fol|.

This follows that

> NP(Bo, uaw)* < N?||1g, Loy Fool* < NP(1+22Pa,) 7wy, v
AT EZL

On the other hand, we have (0y, uy ) # 0 then By NG\, # 0, which gives VN < 2'0p,,.

So we have

Z NP B, urn)|? < 2220022 (1 + 22)‘Dau)’pw§D < bipa;pwiD’N.
AT EZ

Noting that N = —5=In k3  we have N? = (L[cp(ﬁ?\)]*l and

D L) (00, taw) [P < (2T)P6Pa,Pws  x-

AT EZL
This implies that
Z D) L] o ua )P < RTYBFa,” > Y Wiy v = QT)P0ay? ol -
N=0Ap€Z \7€Z N=0\p€eZ

So we obtain §y € M, g where £/ = (2T)p/2bﬁa;p/2\|90]\%p, o(p) = (—=Inp)=Pfor u € (0,1).
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5.11 Proof of Theorem 4.4l

We verify that g,(u) = a—iﬂ and @(p) = (—Inpu)"? satisfy Assumptions C, A1, A2. As
shown in the proof of Theorem [£.2, Assumption C holds for g,. The index function ¢
satisfies Assumption Al (i), (ii). Using Theorem 9.1 in [I0] gives that the function © is
convex on (0, 00) for p > 0.

Assumption A2 (i) is verified in the proof of Theorem . We verify Assumption A2
(ii). We have

—p/2

11— pga)lv/ol) = 2 T

a—+ [
Putting 7 = o/, we obtain

a(—1In ,u)_p/z _ T(IH(T&_I))_p/Q‘

o+ p T+1

For a < 7 < y/a, n € (0,1), using the inequality z7(In 2)7?/2 — 0 as z — 0, we have

7(In(ra 1)) P/ - 171 (o)1 (In(Tat)) 7P/
T+1 - T+1

For 7 > y/a we have
7(In(ra~1)) P/

T+ 1
Using Theorem (ii), we can find E; > 0 such that Mg, := {6y € H?(R) : ||0o]|z»r <
Ei} € My g. So we have Q (Mg,,d) < Q (M, g,d). Using the classical results in |7, [10],

we can find a Cy > 0 such that Q (Mg,,d) > CyIn(E61)P. Hence

<Ca"<(C'(—1In a)_p/Q.

< (ln(Toz_l))_p/2 < (111(04_1/2))_1’/2 < Cln(oc_l)_p/Q.

i%fA(M%E, §R) > Q(M,g,6) > Coln(Ed ") ? > C'Eln(ES ).

So, we obtain the order optimal property of our regularization.

6 Conclusion

The paper has investigated DFD regularizations in both a priori and a posteriori cases. For
the case where the {u,} system is minimal, we have proved the seugntial order optimality
property and the global optimality for DFD regularizations. Some issues that need to be
investigated in the future are

- Methods of constructing DFDs for ill-posed problems

- Investigation of the relationship between the classical source condition and the DFD
source condition.

- Investigation of optimality in the case where {u,} is not minimal.

- Find the condition of the DFD singular value so that the regularization method is

uniformly optimal
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