arXiv:1002.4165v1 [math.NA] 22 Feb 2010

AN ITERATIVE SCHEME FOR SOLVING EQUATIONS WITH
LOCALLY o¢-INVERSE MONOTONE OPERATORS

N. S. HOANG

ABSTRACT. An iterative scheme for solving ill-posed nonlinear equations with
locally o-inverse monotone operators is studied in this paper. A stopping rule
of discrepancy type is proposed. The existence of un satisfying the proposed
stopping rule is proved. The convergence of this element to the minimal-norm
solution is justified mathematically.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study an iterative scheme for solving the equation

(1.1) F(u) = f,
where F'is a locally o-inverse monotone operator in a Hilbert space H, and equation

(1) is assumed solvable, possibly nonuniquely. An operator F is called locally o-
inverse monotone if for any R > 0 there exists a constant o > 0 such that

(1.2) (F(u) — F(v),u —v) > og||F(u) — F(v)|?, Yu,v € B(0,R) C H.

Here, (-, -) denotes the inner product in H. If the constant o in (I2) is independent
of R then we call I’ a o-inverse monotone operator.

A necessary condition for an operator F' to be o-inverse monotone is the follow-
ing:

1F(u) = Fo)] < o™ lu—v].
Indeed, inequality (L2) and the Cauchy inequality imply the above estimate. If
the o-inverse monotone operator is a homeomorphism, then its inverse is strongly
monotone:
(F~H(u) = F7H(v),u = v) > ofju —of|*.

An example of o-inverse operator is a linear selfadjoint compact nonnegative-
definite operator A. Indeed, if Ay > Ay > ... > 0 are its eigenvalues and ¢;
are the corresponding normalized eigenvectors, then

(Au — Av,u —v) = Z)\j|<u—v,¢j>|2 > UZ)\?KU—U,@)F = o||Au — Av|)?,
J J

where ¢ = )\1_1. An example of locally o-inverse monotone operator is a nonlinear
Fréchet differentiable monotone operator F' : H — H provided that H is a complex
Hilbert space and F’ is locally bounded, i.e., for any R > 0 there exists a constant
M (R) such that

IF' ()|l < M(R),  Vue B(0,R)
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(see Lemma [ZTT] in Section 2). In Lemma 2TT] we also prove that if H is a real
Hilbert space, F' : H — H is a Fréchet differentiable monotone operator and F” is
a selfadjoint locally bounded operator, then F' is also a locally o-inverse monotone
operator. If (IL2)) holds, then the operator orF satisfies (I2) with o = 1.

It is clear that if F' is o-inverse monotone, then it is monotone, i.e.,

(1.3) (F(u) — F(v),u—v) >0, Yu,v € H.

It is known (see, e.g., [9]), that the set N := {u : F(u) = f} is closed and convex
if F'is monotone and continuous. A closed and convex set in a Hilbert space has
a unique minimal-norm element. This element in A we denote by y, F(y) = f,
and call it the minimal-norm solution to equation (1). We assume that f = F(y)
is not known but fs, the noisy data, are known, and ||fs — f|| < 6. If F'(u) is
not boundedly invertible then solving equation (L) for u given noisy data fs is
often (but not always) an ill-posed problem. When F is a linear bounded operator
many methods were proposed for solving stably equation (LI (see [7]-[9] and the
references therein). However, when F is nonlinear then the theory is less complete.

Methods for solving equation (II]) were extensively studied in [3]-[6], [9]-[13].
In [9], [3], the following iterative scheme for solving equation (II]) with monotone
operators F' was investigated:

(1.4) Unt1 = Up — (F'(un) + anl)_1 (F(un) + anun — f5), up = Uo.

The convergence of this method was justified with an a apriori and an a posteriori
choice of stopping rules (see [3]). In [6] a continuous version of the regularized
Newton method (I4) with a stopping rule of discrepancy type is formulated and
justified. Another iterative scheme with an a posteriori choice of stopping rule was
formulated and justified in [4].

In this paper we consider the following iterative for a stable solution to equation

(C.I:
(1.5) Upt1 = Up — Yn [F(un) + anptty, — f(;], ug = o,
where F' is a locally o-inverse monotone operator, v, € (0,1), n > 0, and g is a

suitably chosen element in H which will be specified later.
The advantages of this iterative scheme compared with ([4]) are:

(1) the absence of the inverse operator in the algorithm, which makes the al-
gorithm (LH]) less expensive than (4]

(2) one does not have to compute the Fréchet derivative of F

(3) the Fréchet differentiability of F' is not required.

A more expensive algorithm ([4) may converge faster than (LH) in some cases.

The convergence of the method () for exact data was proved in [9]. For
noisy data it was proved in [5] that the element w,,, defined by (LH) and an a
posteriori choice of stopping rule, converges to a solution to (ILI) when wy and
an are suitably chosen, provided that H is a complex Hilbert space and F' is a
Fréchet differentiable monotone operator. However, it is of interest to prove the
convergence to the minimal-norm solution to (LI)). The minimal-norm solution in
problems with a linear operator F is the solution orthogonal to the null-space of
F'. In linear algebra it is called the normal solution, and it is the solution that is
of interest in many computational problems. In nonlinear problems the minimal-
norm solution is also the solution of interest in many cases, because it is often the
solution with minimal energy.
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In this paper we investigate a stopping rule based on a discrepancy principle
(DP) for the iterative scheme ([LH]). Using the local o-inverse monotonicity of F,
we prove convergence of the method (LH) to the minimal-norm solution to (L.
The rate of decay of the regularizing sequence a, in this paper is also faster than
the one in [B]. This saves the computer time and results in a faster convergence
of our method. The main results of this paper are Theorem Bl B3] and In
Theorem 3.1l a DP is formulated and the existence of a stopping time ns is proved.
The convergence of the iterative scheme with the proposed DP to a solution to
(T is proved in Theorem [B3). In Theorem (B3) sufficient conditions for the
convergence of the iterative scheme with the proposed DP to the minimal-norm
solution to (ILT)) is justified mathematically.

2. AUXILIARY RESULTS
Let us consider the following equation:
(2.1) F(IN/W;) + af/a#; — fs=0, a = const > 0.

It is known (see, e.g., [2] and [9]) that equation (21 with monotone continuous
operator F' has a unique solution for any fixed ¢ > 0 and any f5s € H.
Lemmas 2.1 23] and can be found in [3]. We include the proofs for the

convenience of the reader.

Lemma 2.1. If (IL2) holds and F is continuous, then |V, s| = O() as a — oo,
and

(2.2 Tim | (Vas) = f5]l = IF(0) = fall
Proof. Rewrite (2.1) as
F(Va5) — F(0) + aV, s + F(0) — f5 = 0.

Multiply this equation by V, s, use the inequality (F(V,s) — F(0), Va5 —0) > 0,
which follows from ([2]), and get:

a||‘7a,5||2 < <a‘7a,6 +F(Va75) - F(O)7Va75> =(fs — F(O)7Va75> <|fs— F(O)””Va,é”
Therefore, ||V, 5| = O(2). This and the continuity of F imply (2.2). O
Let us recall the following result (see Lemma 6.1.7 [9] p. 112]):

Lemma 2.2. Assume that equation (L) is solvable. Let y be its minimal-norm
solution. Assume that F : H — H is a continuous monotone operator. Then

tim [V, — 3| = 0.
where V,, = ~a70 which solves () with § = 0.
Let us consider the following equation
(2.3) F(Vsn) +anVsn— f5 =0, an > 0,
For simplicity let us denote V;, := V5, when § # 0.
Lemma 2.3. Assume that 0 < (a,)22, \(0. Then
(2.4) im_[|F(V,) ~ fil] <.
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Proof. We have F(y) = f, and
0=(F(Va) +anVy = f5, F(Va) = f5)
=[F (Vo) = foll* + an{Ve =y, F(Va) = f5) + anly, F(Vi) = f5)
=[E(Va) = foll* + an{Ve =y, F(V) = F(y)) + an(Va =y, f — f5)
+ an(y, F(Vn) — f5)
> F(Va) = f5lI° + an(Ve =y, f = f5) + anly, F(Va) — f5).
Here the inequality (V,, — y, F(V,,) — F(y)) > 0 was used. Therefore
IE(Va) = foll? < —an(Va =y, f = f5) — any, F(Va) = f5)
(2.5) < anl[Va = yllIlf = fsll + anllyllIF(Va) = f5ll
< and||[Va = yll + anllyl | F (V) = f5l-
On the other hand, one has:
0= (F(Vn) = F(y)+anVo+f =[5,V —y)
= (F(Va) = F(y), Vo = y) + anl[Va = ylI> + any, Vi = 9) + (f = 5.V — )
> anl[Va =yl + anly, Vo = 9) + (f = f5, Vo — ),
where the inequality (V,, — y, F(V,,) — F(y)) > 0 was used. Therefore,
anl[Va = ylI* < anllylIVa = yll + 81IVe — yll.
This implies
(2.6) an|[Va = yll < anllyll + 6.
From (Z.5) and (Z.6), and an elementary inequality ab < ea® + Z—z, Ve > 0, one gets:

| IF(Va) = fsll* < 8 + anllylld + anllylll| F (Vi) — fll
(2.7 1
<0 +anllylld + el F(Va) = f5]1* + zanllyll®,

where € > 0 is fixed, independent of n, and can be chosen arbitrary small. Let
n — 00 50 an N\ 0. Then 1) implies lim, oo (1 — €)||F(Vy) — f5]|? < 6%, Ve > 0.
This implies lim, oo ||[F(Vs) — fs]] < 9.

Lemma 23] is proved. O

Remark 2.4. Let Vo, := Vs nls=0. Then F (Vo) + anVon — f = 0. Note that
)
(2.8) Vo = Voull < —.

Indeed, from (21) one gets
F(Vsn) = F(Von) + an(Von — Vo) = f5 — f-
Multiply this equality with Vs, — Vo, and use (L2]) to get:
51Vo.n = Vol = (fs = £, Vsn — Von)
= (F(Vs,n) = F(Von) + an(Von — Von), Vs — Vo)
> an||Vs.n — Vol
This implies (2.8). Similarly, from the equation
F(Voun) + anVon — F(y) =0,
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one derives that
(2.9) [Voull < yll-

Similar arguments one can find in [9].
From ([2.38) and ([Z9)), one gets the following estimate:

(210) Vil < Vol + 2= < ol + =
From equation (2.3)) one gets
F(Vi1) = F(Viy) = anViy — ansr Vs 1.
This and the monotonicity of F' imply
0 <({anVy — ant1Vas1, Vo1 — Vo)
(2.11) = —an||Ve = Vara |2 + (a0 — ang1) (Vg1 Vs — Vi)
< —an||[Va = VoI + (an = ani )Vt [lIVatr = Val-

Thus, one gets

Ap — Gp
(2.12) Vi = Vsl < THHVM-I”? vn > 0.

Lemma 2.5. Assume ||[F(0) — fs|]| > 0. Let 0 < a,, \y 0, F' be monotone, and
by = [F(V) = fsll,  kn = [IVall, n=0,1,..,
where V,, solves 23)). Then £, is decreasing and ky, is increasing.
Proof. Since ||F(0) — f5]| > 0, it follows that &, # 0, ¥n > 0. One has
0<(F(V,) = F(Vin), Voo — Vin)
(2.13) = (—an Vo +an Vi, Vo — Vi)
= (an + am)(Va, Vin) — an”VnHz - am”VmHz-
Thus,
0 < (an +am){(Va, Vin) — an||vn||2 - CLm||vm||2
(2.14) < (an + an)[Valll[Vinll = an”VnHz - am”VmH2
= (@nlVall = am [V DUVinll = [[Val])
= by — ) (K — kn)-
From (Z3) one gets
(2.15) by = |[F(Va) = fsll = anllVall = ankn,  n=0.
If kpy, > ky, then ZI4) and @I8) imply £, > £, so
nkn =2y > Uy = amkm > amky.

Thus, if k,,, > k,, then a,, < a, and, therefore, m > n, because a,, is decreasing.
Similarly, if k,, < k, then ¢, < £,,. This implies a,, > an, so m < n.
If k,, = ky, then (ZI3) implies

IVanlI* < (Von, Vo) < [V IVl = [[ Ve

This implies V,,, = V,,, and then a,, = a,,. Hence, m = n, because a,, is decreasing.
Therefore £, is decreasing and k,, is increasing. Lemma 2.5]is proved. (I



6 N. S. HOANG

Remark 2.6. From Lemma 2.1 and Lemma one concludes that

(2.16) anl[Vall = [F(Va) — fol < |1F'(0) — fsll,  ¥n>0.
Let 0 < a(t) € C*(Ry) satisfy the following conditions:
(2.17) 0<a(t)\0 v(t) == la(®)l N O t>0.
Let 0 < h = const and
an = a(nh), n > 0.
Remark 2.7. Tt follows from (2Z.I7) that
1 1 (n+1)h a(s)
2.18 0 - — = ds < h < hv(0).
(218) <[ Shds < hom) < o)

Inequalities (ZI8) imply
(2.19) 1<

an

<1+ anhv(0).
Gp41

From the relation lim, o a, = 0 and ([Z.19) one gets
(79}

(2.20) lim = 1.
n—00 Up41
From (ZI7) and (2I8) one gets
(2.21) lim 20—t g,
n—00  Anln+1
Remark 2.8. Let b e (0,1),¢>1,d >0 and
d
alt) = (c+1t)b

Then a(t) satisfies [2.17)).
Lemma 2.9. Let 0 < h = const and a(t) satisfy (ZIT) and the following conditions

la(0)] _ 1
2.22 0)h <2, 0) = < —.
Let a,, := a(nh) and
2 aih
(2.23) on =Y 5 n>1,
i=1
Then the following inequality holds
n—1
1
@) e Y e —a) Vil < gaallVall, n> 1
i=0
Proof. First, let us prove that
1
(2.25) e (ap—1 — ap) < §(ane“’” — ap_1€¥771), Vn > 1.
Inequality (228 is equivalent to
n 2e¥n Pn—1 _ han
(2.26) Sn 207N HETT oM >

Ap—1 e¥n
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This inequality is equivalent to

__han

Ap_1 — Gp, < 1—e

2.27 Vn > 1.
( ) Gp1Gn 3a, "=
Let us prove (227). From (2I7) and (2:22) one gets
nh .

Ap_1 — ap, |a(s)] h
2.28 = ds < h —1)h) < hv(0) < —.
(225) = [y S e DR S w0 <

Note that the function f(x) = =" ig decreasing on (0,00). Therefore, one
gets
ha v v ~

e hf(han hf(hao hS

(2-29) l—e"2 _ f(z)z f(2)>hf(1)2 10_h

3ay, 6 6 ~ 6 ~ 6 10
We have used the inequalities an,h < aph < 2, ¥n > 1, and f(1) > S in 229).
Inequality (221 follows from (Z28) and (2.29). Thus, (2Z25]) holds.

From inequality (2.25) one obtains

n—1 n—1
(2.30) 2 Z ¥t (a; —a;q1) < Z(aiﬂe“’”l — a;e¥?) < eray, n > 1.
i=0 i=0

Multiplying Z30) by £||Vx|le %" and recalling the fact that ||V;]| is increasing (see
Lemma 2.5]), one gets inequality (2.24). Lemma [2.9]is proved. O

Lemma 2.10. Let R and og be positive constants and F' be an operator in a Hilbert
space H satisfying the following inequality:

(2.31)  (F(u) — F(v),u —v) > og|F(u) — F(v)]|?, Vu,v € B(0,R) C H.

Assume that

2.32 0<y< —— | = t>0.

( ) 7_U§1+2a a = const =

Then

(233) plw,0) = llu—v = = [F(u) = F@))| < Ju=vl, Va0 € BO,R)

Proof. Let us fix R > 0 and denote ¢ := og and w := u —v. From (Z31]), one gets,
Vu,v € B(0, R), the following inequality:

2
2 (0) = [0l = T2 (0, P (@) = )+ s [P () = )|
(2.34) < ol = 2ol Pl = F)P + Tap P - PP

—ul? - (2% - 72 ) IFw - FEP,

It follows from (232)) that

2y0 o8 yo 1
- = 2(1 —~va) — o7 19]
_ _ 2 _ 2
(2.35) l-ya (I1-9a)* (1-10)
YO
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Inequality ([2233)) follows from inequalities (Z34) and (235). Lemma [ZT0is proved.
O

Lemma 2.11. Let F : H — H be a Fréchet differentiable monotone operator with
locally bounded F', i.e.,

(2.36) |F'(u)|| < M(R), Vu € B(ug, R),

where H is a Hilbert space. Let one of the following assumptions hold:

(1) H is a real Hilbert space and F' is selfadjoint,
(2) H is a complex Hilbert space.

Then F is a locally o-inverse monotone operator, i.e., for all R > 0 there exists
or > 0 such that

(2.37) (F(u) — F(v),u —v) > og||F(u) — F(v)|?, Yu,v € B(0, R).
Moreover,

1
(238) OR = W’ R > 0.

Proof. Fix u,v € B(0, R). One has

1

(2.39) F(u) — F(v) = J(u —v), J::/ F'(v+&(u—v))dé.
0

By our assumption J is a selfadjoint operator and

(2.40) 0<J<M(R), MR):= suwp |F(w)
weB(0,R)

This and the selfadjointness of J imply
(2.41) 0<JI —0orJ)=({I—0ogrJ)J,,

where T is the identity operator in H and op is defined by (2.38). Thus,

(F(u) — F(v),u—v) = (J(u—v),u —v)
= (J(u—v),(I = ord)(u—v)) + o J(u—v)|?
242 = ([~ on )] (0 = ), (u— ) + o]l — )|
> ogJ(u—v)|I* = ogl|F(u) - F(v)|*.
This implies [237). Lemma ZTT]is proved. O

Remark 2.12. Tt follows from the proof of Lemma 2T that if F’(u) is self-addjoint
and uniformly bounded, i.e., the constant M = M (R) in ([Z30)) is independent of
R, then F' is a o-inverse monotone operator with o = ﬁ

Lemma 2.13. Let 0 < h = const, a(t) satisfy @I1), an := a(nh), and

(2.43) qﬁn:h;ai, o(t) ::/0 a(s)ds.
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Then

nh
(2.44) e ¥n-1 Z e? (a; — aiy1) (O)he_¢("h)/ e?|a(s)|ds, VYn > 1,
0

. nh .
(2.45)  e¢n- Z o0 G Gl ea(O)hefas(nh)/ ROLLiC)] PRV
: a; 0 a(s)

Proof. Let us prove (248). Inequality (Z44) is obtained similarly.
Since a,, = a(nh) and 0 < a(t) \, 0, one gets

n

(k+1)h
bn—di= Y aph> z/

(2 46) k=i+1 k=i+1
' (n+1)h
:/ a(s)ds = ¢((n + 1)h) — ¢((i + 1)h), 0<i<n.
(i+1)h

This and the inequalities

(i+1)h (i+1)h
wwumww@:/ a@%g/ a(0)ds < a(0)h,

for all s € [ih, (i + 1)h], imply

(2.47) —pn_1+ ¢i < —p(nh) + ¢(s) + a(0)h, Vs € [ih, (i + 1)h],
where 0 <3 <n—1.
Since 0 < apn, N\ 0 and |a(t)| = —a(t), one obtains
. (i+1)h (i+1)h |-
o o [, O,
@i ih @ ih a(s)

It follows from (IEEI) and ([247) that

(i+1)h
¢n 1 ¢1 a/z a7’+1 < / _¢n 1+¢1 |a(8)| d
Z Z 2 &
(2.49)
M s as)]
< e¥Ohg=d(nh) / () ds, VYn>1
0 a(s)
Lemma [2.13] is proved. O

Lemma 2.14. Let 0 < h = const, a(t) satisfy @I7), a, = a(nh) and ¢, be as in
@43). Then

(2.50) lim e?"~'a,, = oo,
n—oo
and
(2.51) M = lim 2iz € (@i — dit1) =0.
n—»00 ePn @y,

Proof. Let us first prove (2.50]).
From (ZIT) and (243), one gets

(2.52) Tim_ ¢, = nlgn;ohzal . /000 als)ds > /0°° ﬁ —ac'ES)dS = oo.
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We claim that if n > 0 is sufficiently large, then the following inequality holds:

1
(2.53) Gn1 20—

n

Indeed, using a discrete analog of L’Hospital’s rule, the relation In(1+2) = z+4o(z),

and (ZZ1)), one gets

i D1 . Gn — Pn—1 . anh
im T = lim ————— = lim —
n—oo In = n—oo In 2 —In = n—00 4111(1 + T)
(2.54)
= nh_)nolo 4a;1(7;2+1 = Q.

This implies that ([253) holds for all n > N provided that N > 0 is sufficiently
large. It follows from inequality ([Z53]) that
In % (7%

(2.55) lim ape =1 > lim a,e “» = lim — = oc.
n—oo n—oo n—o0 az

Let us prove (2.51).

Since a,e®"-1 — oo as n — oo, by ([Z50), relation Z5I) holds if the numer-
ator i e?(a; — a;+1) in (ZE5I) is bounded. Otherwise, a discrete analog of
L’Hospital’s rule yields:

e (an — any1) Ap — Ap41

M = lim = lim —_—
556 n—oo efna, 1 —ePn-1a, n—=00 apyy — ape hon
(2:56) . 1
S lim hana ha =0.
noroo itata s (1 — 2x) — 1

Here, we have used (2:20), (2Z21), relation lim,_,oc a, = 0, and the following in-
equality:
hay)?
e~han <1 — ha,, + “aT), Vn > 0.

Lemma 214l is proved. O

3. MAIN RESULTS

3.1. An iterative scheme. Let 0 < a(t) € C'(R,) satisfy the following condi-

tions: (see also (ZIT))
(3.1) 0<alt) N0,  vlt) = ';2((’?)' N0, t>0.

Let 0 < h = const < 1 and a,, := a(nh),n > 0. Consider the following iterative
scheme

(32) Unp+1 = Un — ’Yn[F(un) + anup — f6]7 ug = U,

where 14y € H and

2
(3.3) O<h<y<——"0, n >0,
op +2an

where op is the constant in (L2) and 0 < R = const.
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Theorem 3.1. Let a(t) satisfy BI). Assume that F : H — H s a locally o-
inverse monotone operator. Assume that equation F(u) = f has a solution, possibly
nonunique. Let fs be such that || fs — f|| <6 and ug be an element of H satisfying
the inequality:

(3.4) IF (uo) = f5 > C&°,

where C > 0 and ¢ € (0,1] are constants satisfying C6¢ > §. Let 0 < R be
sufficiently large and 0 < h and 0 < =, satisfy B3). Let u, be defined by the
iterative process B.2l). Then there exists a unique ns such that

(35)  F(un,) = fsl < C8°, |[F(un) = fsl > C5¢, 0 <n<ns,
where C' and ¢ are constants from ([B.4).

Remark 3.2. In [5] the existence of ns was proved for the choice a,, = d/(c + n)?,
where b € (0,1/2) and d > 0 is sufficiently large. However, it was not quantified
in [5] how large d should be. In this paper the existence of ns is proved for a, =
d/(c+nh)®, for any d > 0, ¢ > 1,b € (0,1), and 0 < h < «,,. This guarantees the
existence of ns for small a(0) or d. Moreover, our condition on b allows a,, to decay
faster than the corresponding sequence a,, in [5] decays. Having smaller a(0) and
larger b reduces the cost of computations.

Inequality ([B4) is a very natural assumption. Indeed, if it does not hold and
luo|| is not ”large”, then ug can be already considered as an approximate solution
to (TI)).

In general, if R in (B3] is large, then the stepsize h in the iterative scheme (3:2))
is small. Consequently, the computation time will be large since the rate of decay
of (a,)52, is slow. However, if F' is o-inverse monotone, i.e., og is independent of
R, then it is easy to choose h and =, to satisfy ([B3).

Proof of Theorem[31l. Let us prove first that there exists R > 0 such that the
sequence (uy,)n%; remains inside the ball B(0, R).

We assume without loss of generality that § € (0,1). It follows from (216 and
the triangle inequality that

(3:6) an[[Vall < F(0)=fsl < [IFO)=fl+[fs—fI <T,  ¥n>0, V5e(0,1),
where

I':=|F(0)—f]l+1.
From (3.6) one obtains

(3.7) wal<L,  waso.
a

n

Let ¢(t) be defined as follows (see also ([2.43))

t

(3.8) o(t) = / a(s)ds.
0

From the last inequality in (252]) one gets

(3.9) lim ¢(t) = oco.

t—o00

We claim that

t_b(s) la(s)]
(3.10) lim M

t—o00 e¢(t)

=0.
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Indeed, if the denominator fg e‘b(s)%ds is bounded, then (BI0) is valid because

a

lim;—, o0 @(t) = co. Otherwise L’Hospital’s rule and (B1)) yield
t s) la(s
Jo e GEds _ L ef0la(e)

(311) tliglo ed(t) T {500 e?(t) g2 (t) =0
Let
"o lals)]
(3.12) K =1+supet@e¢® / e?() 22 s,
>0 0 a(s
It follows from (BI0) that K is bounded.
Let V;(t) solves the equation
(3.13) F(Vs() +a(t)Vs(t) — f5 = 0.
It follows from Lemma [2.5] that
(3.14) IFVs(0) - fsll < |F(Va) = foll, Ve >nh.

Relation (B.10), Lemma 23 and B.I4]) imply that there exists T > 0 such that the
following inequality holds V¢ € [T, T + 1]:

I (Vs (1)) = fall + =P

(3.15) t K
+ ea(o)ef‘ﬁ(t)/ e?®la(s)| <— + wo> ds < C6°,
0 a(s)

where
(3.16) Yo = || F(uo) + aouo — fsl, wo = [luo — Vol|-
Let
(3.17) R = |Vs(T)| K + wo.

Let

on +2a(0)

Let N be the largest integer such that Nh < T'. Let us prove by induction that the
sequence (u,)N_; stays in side the ball B(0, R). To prove this it suffices to prove
that

(3.18) [un, — Vol < wo + ||Va|| (K — 1), n=0,1,...,N.

Inequality (3I8) holds for n = 0, by (316). Assume that (BI8) holds for 0 <n <
N. Let us prove that (318) also holds for n + 1.
It follows from equation (B:2)) that

Un+1 — Voo =up — Vi — Tn |:F(un) + antn — F(Vn) - anVn:|
(3.19)

= (1 —ynan) [un — Vo — lfﬁ(F(un) — F(Vn))].

This and Lemma [2.10] imply
(320) ||un+1 - Vn” < ||un - Vn”(l - FYnan)-
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From ([3.20), the triangle inequality and (Z.I2) one gets

unt1 = Vasill < [Jun = Val|(1 = ynan) + Va1 — Vil

(321) —ha Ap — An+1
< lup = Valle™" + — Vol

n

Here we have used the inequality: 1 — v,a, < e~ " where 0 < h < v, and n >
From (BZI)) one gets by induction the following inequality:

n
_ _ a; — a;
(3:22)  llunsr = Varal) S woe™ e Y0 e I )
i=1 v

where
G = Z ha;, n > 0.
i=0
From (322), Lemma 25 Lemma T3] and [BI2]), one obtains

n
_ a; — a;
ltnss = Vil < wo + [V e Y7 e =ttt

i=1 v

(nt
< wo + |[Viy 2@ e= (1)) /
0

< wo + [|[Vaga (K = 1),

where ¢(t) is defined by (B:]]).

Hence, (3I8) holds for n + 1. Thus, by induction I8 holds for 0 < n
N. Inequalities (318), BIT), and the inequality [|V,| < [|[Vs(T)||, Yn < N (s
Lemma 2.3)), imply that the sequence (u,)_, remains inside the ball B(0, R)

Let us prove the existence of ng.

Denote gp, := gn,s := F(upn) + anun, — f5. Equation (B:2) can be rewritten as

(3.23) 1)h

o 186
a(s) d

(3.24) Upt1 — Un = —Yndn, n > 0.
This implies

In+1 =ZGn + An 41 (un—i-l - un) + F(un—i-l) - F(un) + (an-i-l - an)un

Unp, — Un
= % + an+1(Uns1 — un) + F(uns1) — Fun)
(3_25) + (apg1 — an)up
1-— YnAn+1 Tn
__lemann o W p R
Tn [(u +1= tin) 1—’Ynan+1( (tn1) (u ))}

+ (@pt1 — an)Uyp,.

Denote 9, = ||gn]|. It follows from ([B.25]) that

1- Ynln+1
ntl S——————
(3.26) Yn1 T

+ (an — apy1)llunl|-

From Lemma [ZT0 and 3:24]) we get the following inequality:

Tn

Up4+1 — Up) — ——————————
(n+ n) 1—”Ynan+1

o~ )|

(3.27) o (Flunia) = Flun)

(Unt1 — un)

] < Ntnss = wnll = Yot

13

0.

<
ee
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forall 0 <n < N —1. From BZ17) and (326) one gets

(3.28) Ynt1 < (1= Ynng1)Vn + (an — angr)||un]|-

Note that one has: 1 — ha,y1 < e %+1h ¥Yn > 0. This, inequalities [3.28) and
BIS) imply

(329) Vi1 < e My + (an — ant1) (| Vall K + wo), 0<n<N-1

From inequality (3:29) one gets by induction the following inequality:
n—1
(3.30) tn < e nt e 1> " P (a; — i) (||Vi| K + wy), 1<n<N,
i=0
where ¢,, is defined by [B.8).
Since F(V,,) + a,V;, — fs = 0, one gets

(3.31) gn = F(un) — F(V,) + an(un — V).

This and (L3) imply

and

(333)  [F(ua) = F(Va)I? < (g, Fun) = F(Va)) < | F(un) = F(Va)|l-

Inequalities (332) and (B33) imply

(3.34) anlltin = Vol < vn,  [[F(un) = F(Va)ll < thn.

From &30), and 334)), one gets, for 0 < n < N, the following inequality:

n—1

(3:35) [|F(un) = F(Vo)|| < o™t o703 " e (a; — apr) ([ Vil K + wo).
i=0

This, the triangle inequality, and inequalities [B.) imply
1F (un) = foll SIF(Va) = fsl| +thoe™ o
3.36 n-l 'K
( ) +e Pn1 Z e (a; — Gi+1)( + wo), 0<n<N.
i=0 @i

From (38) and the fact that a(t) is decreasing one gets

h

(3.37) On—1 = i ha(ih) > /" a(s)ds = ¢(nh), n>1.
i=0 0

Inequality (338) with n = N, equation BI7), the inequality T —1 < Nh < T,
by the definition of N, and Lemma imply

|F(un) — fsl| <IF(Vs(Nh)) = f5]| + e ?O

Nh K
4 ¢2(0) = 6(N ) / ?@a(s)| [ = 4 wp ) ds < C6.
0 CL(S)

(3.38)

This implies the existence of ng.
The uniqueness of ng, satisfying ([B.5]), follows from its definition ([B.3]).
Theorem [B.1] is proved. O
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Theorem 3.3. Let F, f, fs and us be as in Theorem[3 1l and and y be the minimal-
norm solution to the equation F(u) = f. Let 0 < (6m)2_; be a sequence such
that 6, — 0. If the sequence {ns,, }ov_1 is bounded, and {nm;}32, is a convergent
subsequence, then

(3.39) lim u,, =u*,

Jj—ro0 J
where u* is a solution to the equation F(u) = f. If
(3.40) lim n., = oo,

m—00
and ¢ € (0,1), then

(3.41) l[tn,, —yll = 0.

lim
m—0o0
Proof. Let us first prove [B.41]) assuming that (340) holds. For simplicity we will
prove that

(3.42) lim [lus —y| =0,
6—0
under the assumption that
(3.43) lim ns = oo,
6—0

From (3.43), Lemmal[2T4] and the fact that the sequence (||V},]])5, is increasing,
one gets the following inequalities for sufficiently small § > 0:

_ 1 1
(3.44) Yo~ 372 < Zang 1 [Voll < JansallVasall
and
n(572 1
(3.45) e P2y e (ai — apn)([Vil| + K) < ns—1[Vas-1ll
=0
From &3)), and 38) with n = ns — 1, (8:44) and ([B:4H), one obtains
1 1 7
340 CF <analVara |1 5+ ) < (ansalul +0),

for all 0 < ¢ sufficiently small. This and the relation limg_,q % = oo for a fixed

¢ €(0,1) imply
& _ Tyl _ 2]yl
3.47 li — < =< —=—.

(347) NP, STac e

Inequalities 34T), § < C6¢, and (ZI0) imply, for sufficiently small § > 0, the
following inequality

s _
(3.48) IVall < llyll + —— < C:=llyll +2llyll, 0 <n<ns.
ns
Using estimate ([3.48]), one obtains:
ne—1 ¢ . g 5 ne—1 ;0 .
(3.49) fim 220" €7 m @i )IVAll ) 20" €70 — dis)
6—0 e“b"a*lané 6—0 e‘ﬁ"s*lans

It follows from (Z5I) and 349) that
ns—1 .
550) o S e (0 = )il

6—0 e“b"a*lans

0.
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From 330) and (B34) one gets
67¢n71 e*¢n—1 n-1 e
(351 flun — Vil € S0 4 TN o — ) (VA + o).
" =0
This, (343), and (B50) one obtains:
(3.52) lim [|up; — Vi, | = 0.
6—0
It follows from (B.47) that
§
(3.53) lim — = 0.

00 Apg
From the triangle inequality and inequality (2.8 one obtains:
[tns = yll < lltns = Vas |l + [Vas = Vons | + Vo, =yl

(3.54) 5
<uns = Vasll+ — + [Vons — -
nyg
Note that Vo n, = Va(ns),o (cf. @I). From @52)-B54), (343), and Lemma 22
one obtains (343)).
Let us prove (3.39).

If n > 0 is fixed, then u, is a continuous function of fs5. Denote

(3.55) w =)y = limougg
Jj—o0 g
where
(3.56) lim n,,, = N.
j—oo
From (3.53) and the continuity of F', one obtains:
(3.57) IF(w) = fll = lim [|[F(un,, )~ fs,,| < lim C5;, =0
j—o0 ™y J j—o0 7
Thus, u* is a solution to the equation F(u) = f, and (339) is proved.
Theorem [33] is proved. O
Let us assume in addition that a(t) satisfies the following inequalities
la()] _ 1
3.58 2> a(0 0) = < —.
( ) —a( )7 V( ) a2(0) — 10
Remark 3.4. Let b€ (0,1),¢>5,d >0 and
d 100
t) = <d< 2
a(t) (c+1t)b’ cl—b_d_ ¢

Then a(t) satisfies (2.17) and (B.55).

We have the following result

Theorem 3.5. Let a(t) satisfy (ZI0) and B5S). Let F,f, fs and us be as in
Theorem [31]. Assume that ug satisfies either

(3.59) o = ||F(uo) + aguo — fs]| < 65°, 0<8<C,
or

1
(3.60) [ F'(uo) + aouo — fs]l < §a0||V0||.
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Assume ¢ € (0,1). Then

(3.61) ;1_I)I(137’L5 = 0.

Remark 3.6. The element u satisfying ([3.59) can be obtained easily by the following
fixed point iterations:
(3.62) Unt1 = vn — Y(F(vn) + aovn — f5), n =0,
where vy € B(0, R), 0 < R is sufficiently large, and ~ is chosen so that
3.63 0<y< ———.
( ) 7 O’El + 2ag
Note that the operator G(v) := v — v(F(v) + agv — fs5) is a contraction map by
Lemma 2101

Inequality ([B.60) is a sufficient condition for the following inequality to hold (see

also (B76) below)
1
(3.64) e o < gan|Vull, ¢ 20.

By similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 2.14] one can prove that

lim e%"a,, = oo.
n— o0

In the proof of Theorem inequality ([B.64]) (or B.70)) is used at n = ns. The
stopping time ns is often sufliciently large for the quantity e*"sa,, to be large. In
this case inequality [B.70]) with n = ns is satisfied for a wide range of wy.

It is an open problem to choose ¢ (see ([4)) which is optimal in some sense. In
practice it is natural to choose C' and ¢ so that C§¢ is close to 6. It is because if v
is a solution to the equation F'(u) = f, then ||F(v) — fs|| = || f — f5|l < 6.

Let us now prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [33. Let us prove ([B.61) assuming that ([B.60]) holds. When (3:59)
holds, instead of (B.60), the proof follows similarly.
It follows from ([B28), the triangle inequality, and [B34]) that

Yny1 < (1= han1)n + (an — angr)||un — Vall + (an — an1) [|Vall

Ay — Ap
S (1 - han+1)¢n + Tﬂi/)n + (an - anJrl)”Vn”v

n

(3.65)

for 0 <n <ns—1. From ([2I8) and [B.58)) one gets

n — Un h n _hansr
(3.66) 1= hapgy + 0t g 20l oo
QA
From (3.69) and (3.60) one obtains
_hapga
(3.67) Uny1 < e 2t 4 (an — angr)||Val|-
This implies
n—1
(3.68) Yy < e7 by + e Z e~ (a; — ai1)||Vill, 1< n < ns.
i=0

where

(3.69) On = Zn: han
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It follows from the triangle inequality, (2I5]), 3.34), and (3.68) that
1F(un) = fsll 2 |1F(Va) = foll = [F'(Va) — F(un)]|

(3.70) B ool
> an || Vol — thoe™#" — e > e# (a; — i) |Vill.

i=0
From Lemma one obtains

n—1
1 _ )
(3.71) ganlVall = e D e (ai — ai) || Vill-
i=0
om the relation v,, = Uy ) + apuy — fs|| (cl. an one gets
Fr h; lation F f f d
1
. oe < —apl||Volle” ", n > 0.
3.72 Poe” ¥ 3 1% @ 0
It follows from (Z2I7) that
(3.73) a1 < anpi1€¥7, Vn > 0.

Indeed, inequality a; < an41€¥™ is obviously true for n = 0, and a,1€%" is an
increasing sequence because
han

a’ﬂ-‘rlewn _ anewnfl — 6907171(an+1€T _ a’ﬂ)

ha,,

(3.74) = e (any1 + 5 Gnt1 — an)

h Un — An41

= e“""*lananu(g R— ) =0,
by @I8) and B58). From B.73), (B.58) and ([2.19) one gets
(3.75) e Prag < an+1Z—? < 2ap41, n > 0.
Inequalities (3:72)) and (B75) imply
(3.76) e < sl Vol < JanlVal, n20,

where we have used the inequality ||V,/|| < ||Va ] for n’ < n, established in Lemmal[2Z5]

From 370), B71) and (376), one gets
1 1 1
||F(’U,n5) - f5|| 2 an5||vn5|| - Zan(s”VnaH - 50‘715”‘/715” = ZamsHVnsH'

This and @3] imply

1

CO° = ||F (uns) = foll = Jtns|Vas |-
Thus,
(3.77) . Gy, ||V, || < lim 4C6¢ = 0.
6—0 6—0

From (2.8) and the triangle inequality we obtain
(3.78) s [[Vons || < ans [V | + ans Vi = Vons | < ang[Vis || + 6.

This and B277) imply
(3.79) lim ay,, [[Vo,n, || = 0.
6—0
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Since ||[Vo.ns > ||[Vooll > 0, relation (379) implies lims_,g an, = 0. Since 0 < a, \
0, it follows that (B.61]) holds.
Theorem is proved. O

Instead of using iterative scheme ([B.2]) one may use the following iterative scheme

(3.80) Upt1 = Un — Vo [F'(un) + an(un — ) — f5], Up = Ug,

where @, 19 € H. Denote F(u) := F(u + @). If F is a locally o-inverse monotone
operator then so is F. Using Theorem BJ] with F' := F, one gets the following
corollary:

Corollary 3.7. Let a(t) satisfy (2.17) and (B58). Let 0 < R = const be sufficiently
large and h and 7, satisfy (B3). Assume that F': H — H is a locally o-inverse
monotone operator, and ug is an element of H, satisfying inequality

(3.81) | F(uo) — fs5]| > C6¢ > 4,

where C > 0 and 0 < ¢ <1 are constants. Assume also that ug satisfy either

1
| F'(uo) + ao(uo — u) — fsl| < §a0||V0||,
or
| F(uo) + ao(uo — w) — fs5]] < 047, 0 < 8= const <C.

Assume that equation F(u) = f has a solution, possibly nonunique, and z €
B(ug, R) is the solution with minimal distance to @. Let f5 be such that || fs—f]| < 0.
Let u,, be defined by (3.80). Then there exists a unique ns such that

(3.82) 1F(ungs) = f5l < C8%,  [|[F(un) — fsl| > C3¢,  0<n<ny,
where C' and ¢ are constants from B4]). If ¢ € (0,1) and ns satisfies (3.3)), then
(3.83) ég% |tns — 2] = 0.

3.2. An algorithm for solving equations with o-inverse operators. Let us
formulate an algorithm for solving equations with o-inverse operators.
Algorithm 1

(1) Estimate the constant o = o in (L2).

(2) Choose an a(t) satistying (2.17).

(3) Choose h = %2(1(0) and 7y, to satisfy conditions ([B.3)).

(4) Find an initial approximation ug for y or simply set ug = 0.

(5) Compute u,, by formula (Z2T)), use (B3] to stop the iterations at ns and
use up, as an approximate solution to the equation F(u) = f.

Theorem B3] guarantees the convergence of wu,,, computed by Algorithm 1, to,
at least, a solution to F(u) = f. If the equation F(u) = f has a unique solution,
then w,, converges to this unique solution.

If one chooses a(t) to satisfy (B.58]) in addition, and ug to satisfy ([B:59) or (B:60),
then ng — oo as § — 0 as proved in Theorem Consequently, u,, converges to
the minimal-norm solution y as stated by Theorem 3.3

Note that the element ug satisfying ([B59) can be found from iteration (B:62).
Mover, in practice ng is often large when ¢ is sufficiently small. Thus, in practice
one can also use ug = 0 as pointed out in Remark 3.6
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Algorithm 1 can also be implemented for solving equations with locally o-
inverse operators. Since the constant or depends on R, one should choose R suffi-
ciently large so that the sequence (uy,),° ; remains in side the ball B(0, R). However,
if one chooses R too large then h and =, satisfying (33]) are small. Consequently,
the computation cost will be large. Thus, R should be chosen not too small so that
the sequence (uy )2 ; remains in side the ball B(0, R) and not too large so that the
computation cost is not large. The choice of R varies from problems to problems.

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS
Let us do a numerical experiment solving nonlinear integral equation (I.I]) with
1
(4.1) F(u) := B(u) + arctan®(u) := / e~ 17y (y)dy + arctan® (u).
0
The operator B is compact in H = L2[0,1]. One has

1
(arctan® u — arctan® v, u — v) = / (arctan® u — arctan® v)(u — v)dz > 0,
0

1 [ e 2 1
e tl= 2 /_Oo T = \/;]E_1 (1 ¥ )\2>(I)’
where F denotes the Fourier transform. Therefore, (B(u — v),u —v) > 0, so
(F(u) — F(v),u—v) >0, Yu,v € H.
The Fréchet derivative of F is:

t 2
(4.2) F,(u>h:3arc an®u

and

1
-|-/ 67|m7y|h(y)dy.
14+ wu? 0

It follows from (@2 that F” is selfadjoint and uniformly bounded. Thus, F is a
o-inverse operator. Moreover, one can prove that

/2 3arctan® x /2

This and (Z38) imply that

2
ag1<1+\/; VR > 0.

Thus, if a(0) < 1 — \/g, then ([B3) holds for v, = h = 1. Therefore, the existence

of ng is guaranteed with a,, = % and 7, = 1 by Theorem [31] It follows from

(@1) that equation F'(u) = f has not more than one solution for any f € H. Thus
if (0,,)5°_ is a sequence decaying to 0 and N6, is any convergent subsequence of
ns,,, then one gets Uns,,. = Ys the unique solution to F'(u) = f, by Theorem B3

If u(z) vanishes on a set of positive Lebesgue’s measure, then F’(u) is not bound-
edly invertible. If v € C]0,1] vanishes even at one point xg, then F’(u) is not
boundedly invertible in H. In this case equation F(u) = f cannot be solved by
classical methods such as Newton’s method or Gauss-Newton method.

Let us use the iterative process ([B.2):
Up+1 = Up — FYn[F(un) + apun, — fé];

(4.3) o = 0.
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We stop iterations at n := ns such that the following inequality holds
(4.4) || F(uny)—fs]| < C8¢, ||F(un)—fs]| > C6¢, n<nsg, C>1, (€(0,1).

Integrals of the form fol e~ 1#=¥In(y)dy in @I) and [@Z) are computed by using the
trapezoidal rule. The noisy function, used in the test, is

f&(x) = f(iZ?) + K’fnoise(x); K= Ii(d) > 0.

The noise level ¢ and the relative noise level are defined by

)
0= Hanoise(x)”v 5rel = T
£
The constant x is computed in such a way that the relative noise level §,¢; equals
to some desired value, i.e.,

K — g _ Orel Hf H
| froise ()|l || froisell’
We have used the relative noise level as an input parameter in the test.

In all figures the x-variable runs through the interval [0, 1], and the graphs rep-
resent the numerical solutions upgy () and the exact solution uezqct ().

As we have proved, the iterative scheme converges to the minimal-norm solution
when a,, = m, be (0,1), X <d <2x5'"" and v, are "sufficiently” small.
The choice of v, depends on the problem one wants to solve because 7, depends
on or which varies from problems to problems. Note that if one chooses 7, to be
too small, then one needs many iterations in order to reach the stopping time ng in
([#4). Consequently, the computation time will be large in this case. For o-inverse
problems where the constant ¢ = or can be estimated then it is not difficult to
choose 7, satisfying ([B.3)).

In the numerical experiments we found that our method works well with a(0) €

[0.1,1]. In the test we chose a,, by the formula a,, := % where a(0) = 0.1 and
¢ = 0.99. We carried out the experiments with ~, = h = const € (0,1], and the
method works well with this choice of ~,. If one chooses h > 0 too small, then it
takes more computer time for the method to converge. The number of node points,
used in computing integrals (@) and [@2]), was N = 100. In all the experiments,

the exact solution is chosen as follows

ot (z) = 0 if x€][0,0.5)
cracti® 1 if 2 € (0.5,1].

As we have mentioned above, F’(u) is not boundedly invertible in a neighborhood
of Uegact- In particular, F’(uezact) i not boundedly invertible. Thus, one can not
use classical methods such as Newton’s method or Gauss-Newton method to solve
for Uezact-

Numerical results for various values of §,, are presented in Table [l From
Table [ one can see that the number of iterations ns tends to go to oo as § goes to
0. Numerical experiments showed that ns — oo as § — 0. Note that our choice of
a(t) in this experiment does not satisfy condition (4] which is a sufficient condition
for having ns — co as § — 0. Table [Il shows that the iterative scheme yields good
numerical results.

Figure [ plots the numerical results when relative noise levels are d,; = 0.01 and
0re; = 0.001. The noise function in this example is a normally distributed random
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TABLE 1. Results when a(0) = 0.1 and h = 1.

Srel 0.05 | 0.03 | 0.02 | 0.01 | 0.003 ] 0.001
Number of iterations 5 6 8 13 39 104
% 0.166 | 0.111 | 0.108 | 0.076 | 0.065 | 0.045

vector of length N with mean 0 and variance 1. Here N is the number of nodal
points used in discretizing the interval [0, 1].

6 =0.01,N=100 4 =0.001, N =100
rel rel
1.2 1.2
uDSM uDSM
1 u [/W 1 u
exact exact
0.8 0.8
0.6 0.6
0.4 0.4
0.2 0.2
0 /\/\!\ Lt M o el s A
VW“ W AL
-0.2 - : -0.2 . . .
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
X X

FIGURE 1. Plots of solutions obtained by the iterative scheme
when N = 100, §,; = 0.01 (left) and §,.; = 0.001 (right).

Figure [ plots the numerical results when the noise levels are §,,; = 0.01 and
dre; = 0.001. In this experiment we choose the noise function by the formula
Jnoise(x) = sin(3mz),z € [0,1].

In computations the functions u, f and f5 are vectors in RV where N is the
number of nodal points. The norm used in computations is the Euclidean length
or L? norm of RV,

We have also carried out numerical experiments with a, = W. For this
choice of a,, the convergence of u,, to the unique solution of the problem is guar-
anteed by Theorem B.IH35l However, the numerical experiment showed that using
this choice of a,, does not bring any improvement in accuracy while requiring more
time for computation. Experiments also showed that for this problem it is better
to use a, = % with a(0) € [0.1,1].

From the numerical results we conclude that the proposed stopping rule yields
good results in this problem.
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