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Brief introduction in greedy approximation

V. Temlyakov

Abstract

Sparse approximation is important in many applications because
of concise form of an approximant and good accuracy guarantees. The
theory of compressed sensing, which proved to be very useful in the
image processing and data sciences, is based on the concept of sparsity.
A fundamental issue of sparse approximation is the problem of con-
struction of efficient algorithms, which provide good approximation.
It turns out that greedy algorithms with respect to dictionaries are
very good from this point of view. They are simple in implementation
and there are well developed theoretical guarantees of their efficiency.
This survey /tutorial paper contains brief description of different kinds
of greedy algorithms and results on their convergence and rate of con-
vergence. Also, Chapter IV gives some typical proofs of convergence
and rate of convergence results for important greedy algorithms and
Chapter V gives some open problems.
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Chapter 1 : Greedy approximation with re-
spect to arbitrary dictionaries.

1 Introduction

Sparse and greedy approximation theory is important in applications. This
theory is actively developing for about 40 years. In the beginning researchers
were interested in approximation in Hilbert spaces (see, for instance, [22],
[29], [31], [32], [3], [14], [9], [4]; for detailed history see [67]). Later, this
theory was extended to the case of real Banach spaces (see, for instance,
[18], [58], [24], [12]; for detailed history see [67] and [72]) and to the case of
convex optimization (see, for instance, [7], [19], [30], [47], [74], [76], [15], [23],
[13]). The reader can find some open problems in the book [67].

We study greedy approximation with respect to arbitrary dictionaries in
Banach spaces. It is known that in many numerical problems users are satis-
fied with a Hilbert space setting and do not consider a more general setting
in a Banach space. There are known arguments (see [67], p. xiii) that jus-
tify interest in Banach spaces. The first argument is an a prior: argument
that the spaces L, are very natural and should be studied along with the Lo
space. The second argument is an a posteriori argument. The study of greedy
approximation in Banach spaces has discovered that the characteristic of a
Banach space X that governs the behavior of greedy approximation is the
modulus of smoothness p(u) of X. It is known that the spaces L,, 2 < p < oo
have modulo of smoothness of the same order: u?. Thus, many results that
are known for the Hilbert space L, and proved using some special structure
of a Hilbert space can be generalized to Banach spaces L,, 2 < p < oo. The
new proofs use only the geometry of the unit sphere of the space expressed
in the form p(u) < yu? (see [67] and [72]). The third and the most impor-
tant argument is that the study of approximation problems in Banach spaces
is a step in the direction of studying the convex optimization problems. It
is pointed out in [76] that in many engineering applications researchers are
interested in an approximate solution of an optimization problem as a linear
combination of a few elements from a given system D of elements. There
is an increasing interest in building such sparse approximate solutions using
different greedy-type algorithms (see, for instance, [68], [I5] and references
therein). We refer the reader to the papers [30] and [2] for concise surveys
of some results on greedy algorithms from the point of view of convex opti-
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mization and signal processing. At first glance the settings of approximation
and optimization problems are very different. In the approximation prob-
lem an element is given and our task is to find a sparse approximation of
it. In optimization theory an energy function (loss function) is given and
we should find an approximate sparse solution to the minimization problem.
It turns out that the same technique can be used for solving both problems
(see, for instance, [68] and [15]). For some more specific arguments in favor
of studying greedy approximation in Banach spaces see [45].

Some basic concepts of Banach spaces. We list here some concepts,
which we use in this paper. For a nonzero element h € X we let F} denote
a norming (peak) functional for A:

[Full =1, Fu(h) = [|A]].

The existence of such a functional is guaranteed by Hahn-Banach theorem.
We denote the dual to X space by X*.

We consider here approximation in uniformly smooth Banach spaces. For
a Banach space X we define the modulus of smoothness

1
p(w) = . X) = sup (G-t gl + e =) 1).

The uniformly smooth Banach space is the one with the property

lim p(u)/u = 0.

u—0

It is easy to see that for any Banach space X its modulus of smoothness p(u)
is an even convex function satisfying the inequalities

max(0,u — 1) < p(u) <u, u € (0,00).

It is well known (see, for instance, [18]) that in the case X = L,, 1 <p < oo

we have
uP[p if 1<p<2
plu Ly < {0 (11)
(p—1Du?/2 if 2<p< o0
Let X be a Banach space (real or complex) with norm || -||. We say that a

set of elements (functions) D from X is a dictionary if each g € D has norm
bounded by one (||g|| < 1) and the closure of spanD is X. We introduce a
new norm, associated with a dictionary D, in the dual space X*.



Definition 1.1. For F € X* define

| F|lp := sup|F(g)]|.
geD

It is convenient for us to consider along with the dictionary D its sym-
metrization. In the case of real Banach spaces we denote

D* :={4+g : g€ D}.
In the case of complex Banach spaces we denote
D°:={e : gD, 6€l0,2m)}.

In the above notation D° symbol o stands for the unit circle.
Following standard notations denote

A?(D)ZZ{fEXZf:ZCngj, Z|a’j|§1> ngD, ]:1a27}
j=1 Jj=1

and by A;(D) denote the closure (in X) of A(D). Then it is clear that
A (D) is the closure (in X) of the convex hull of D* in the real case and of
D¢ in the complex case. Also, denote by conv(D) the closure (in X) of the
convex hull of D.

Note, that clearly in the real case ||F|p = supycp+ F(¢) and in the
complex case || F|[p = supgepo Re(F(¢)).

In this paper we study greedy algorithms with respect to D. We begin
with a general description of a greedy algorithm. For brevity we write GA
for greedy algorithm.

Generic GA. GA is an iterative process. Each iteration of it consists
of two steps — a greedy step and an approximation step. GA works in a
Banach space X with respect to a given system (dictionary) D of elements.
For a given element f € X it builds a sequence of elements ¢, @s,... of
the system D, a sequence of approximations Gi, G, ..., and a sequence of
residuals fp := f — G, k = 1,2,.... For convenience we set Gy = 0 and
fo = f. Suppose we have performed m — 1 iterations of GA. Then, at the
mth iteration we apply the greedy step of our specific GA. The greedy step
provides a new element ,, € D to be used for approximation. After that,
using ¢, and the information from the previous m — 1 iterations, we apply
the approximation step of our specific GA and obtain the approximation G,,.
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Specifying the greedy steps and the approximation steps, we obtain different
greedy algorithms. Below, we present some of the most basic examples of
greedy and approximation steps.

Weakness sequence. This concept is useful in the definition of some
greedy algorithms. Let 7 := {t;}72, be a given sequence of numbers t; €
[0,1], k = 1,2,.... We call such a sequence the weakness sequence. In the
case T = {t}, i.e. t, =1t, k=1,2..., we write ¢ instead of 7 in the notation.

Relaxation sequence. Let r := {r;}72, be a given sequence of numbers
rr €10,1), k =1,2,.... We call such a sequence the relazation sequence.

We use C, C" and ¢, ¢ to denote various positive constants. Their argu-
ments indicate the parameters, which they may depend on. Normally, these
constants do not depend on a function f and running parameters m, v, u.
We use the following symbols for brevity. For two nonnegative sequences
a = {a,}22, and b = {b,}°2, the relation a, < b, means that there is a
number C(a, b) such that for all n we have a,, < C(a, b)b,. Relation a, > b,
means that b, < a, and a, =< b, means that a, < b, and a,, > b,. For
a real number x denote [z] the integer part of z, [x] — the smallest integer,
which is greater than or equal to x.

1.1 Greedy steps

The main step of a greedy algorithm is its greedy step. At a greedy step
after m — 1 iterations of the algorithm we choose a new element ¢,, € D to
be used at the m iteration of the algorithm. We discuss three different types
of greedy steps.

X-greedy step. It is the most straight forward greedy step. We define
the following mapping (we assume existence of such an element)

o) =¥ (f) = XCS(f) i= angmin (inf £ = Mllx ). (12

Dual greedy step. This step is based on the concept of norming func-
tional (we assume existence of such an element)

o(f) = @"(f) == DGS(f) := argmax |Fr(9)]. (1.3)
Weak dual greedy step with parameter ¢ € [0, 1]. Denote by
p(f) = ") == WiGS(f) (1.4)
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any element from D, which satisfies the inequality

[Fy(e(f))] = tsup [Fy()]. (1.5)
$eD
Thresholding step with parameter §. Denote by
p(f) =" (f) == T:GS(f) (1.6)
any element from D, which satisfies the inequality
[Ey (o)) = 6. (1.7)

1.2 Approximation steps

At the second step (after the greedy step) at each iteration of a greedy
algorithm we perform an approximation step. We list the most important
approximation steps. For a linear finite dimensional subspace Y of X denote
by Py the Chebyshev projection mapping (it may not be unique):

Py(f) = argmin||f — y|x. (1.8)

Best one dimensional approximation step. In the case Y = {Ap, A €
R or A € C} is the one dimensional subspace spanned by an element ¢ we
write P, instead of Py. It is the best one dimensional approximation of f
with respect to .

Free relaxation step. For a given element f, its approximation g, and
an element ¢ define

FR(f,9,¢) = (1 —w")g+ X, (1.9)

where
If = (@ =w)g +X@)llx = mf[If = (1 —w)g + Ag)llx. (1.10)

Fixed relaxation step. Let r € [0,1) be a relaxation parameter. For a
given element f, its approximation g, and an element ¢ define

where
1f = (L =7)g + X¢)lx = mf [f = (1 =r)g+Ap))llx. (1.12)
Clearly, R,(f,g,0) = (1 =1)g+ Pp(f — (1 —1)g).
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1.3 Greedy algorithms

We now list some of the most basic greedy algorithms.

X-Greedy Algorithm (XGA). This algorithm uses the X-greedy step
(L2) and the best one dimensional approximation step.

Dual Greedy Algorithm (DGA). This algorithm uses the dual greedy
step (LL3)) and the best one dimensional approximation step.

Weak Dual Greedy Algorithm (WDGA). Let 7 := {t;x}72, be a
given sequence of numbers t;, € [0,1], k = 1,2, ..., which we call the weakness
sequence. At the mth iteration (m = 1,2,...) this algorithm uses the weak
dual greedy step with parameter ¢,, (see (L4 and (L5))) and the best one
dimensional approximation step. For the reader’s convenience we give the
definition of this important algorithm in detail. Suppose that after m — 1
iterations we have built f,, ;. Then we look for an element ¢,, € D satisfying
the inequality (in the case t,, = 1 we assume existence)

|,y (om)| = Lo sup [Fy, (9)]- (1.13)
$pED
We now define A, as
Hfm—l - Am@mHX = m)%n Hfm—l - A‘PmHX- (1'14>
Finally, let
fm = fm—l - >\m§0m (115)

Sometimes it is convenient for us to include the weakness sequence 7 in
the notation of WDGA. In such a case we write WDGA(7). Clearly, the
DGA is a special case of the WDGA(7), when 7 = {1}, i.e. t;, =1 for all .

The above defined algorithms XGA, DGA, and WDGA(7) are natural
and simple greedy algorithms. However, it turns out that they have some
drawbacks. First, these algorithms are difficult for studying. In many cases
we do not have results on their convergence and on the right order of conver-
gence on classes A;(D). Second, it is known that even in the case of X being
a Hilbert space in some cases these algorithms do not provide the optimal (in
the sense of order) rate of decay of the error of best m-term approximation.
These facts motivated researchers to study other greedy algorithms, which
might be somewhat more complex than the above ones but are better in the
sense of convergence and rate of convergence. We give definitions of some of
them.



Weak Chebyshev Greedy Algorithm (WCGA). Let 7 be a weakness
sequence. At the mth iteration (m = 1,2,...) this algorithm uses the weak
dual greedy step with parameter ¢, (see (L4 and (L5])) and the Chebyshev
projection mapping (see (L§])). For the reader’s convenience we give the
definition of this important algorithm in detail. Suppose that after m — 1
iterations we have built f,,_; and the elements @1, po,...,©m_1. Then we
look for an element ¢,, € D satisfying the inequality (LI3) (in the case
tm = 1 we assume existence). We now define Y,, := span(y1,p2,...,¢0m)
and

G = Py (f). (1.16)

Finally, let
fm = — G,,. (1.17)

Weak Greedy Algorithm with Free Relaxation (WGAFR). Let 7
be a weakness sequence. At the mth iteration (m = 1,2,...) this algorithm
uses the weak dual greedy step with f,,_; and parameter t¢,, (see (L4]) and
(LH)) and the free relaxation step (see (L9) and (LI0) with f,,—1, Gm_1,
and ¢,,.

Sometimes it is convenient for us to include the weakness sequence 7
in the notation of WGAFR. In such a case we write WGAFR(7). Algo-
rithms WGAFR, WCGA and the WDGA use the same greedy step (LI3).
This means that all of them fall in the category of dual greedy algorithms.
The approximation step of the WGAFR is based on the idea of relaxation
— building the approximant as a linear combination of the previous approxi-
mant G, 1 and the new element ¢,,. Certainly, it makes the WGAFR more
complex than the WDGA but much simpler than the WCGA.

Let us discuss X-greedy type algorithms with free relaxation. The fol-
lowing one is known in the literature (see, for instance, [67], p.379).

X-Greedy Algorithm with Free Relaxation (XGAFR). The first
version. We define fy := f and Gy := 0. Then for each m > 1 we have the
following inductive definition.

(1) ¢m € D and A, wy, are such that (we assume existence of such ¢,,)

1f = (1 = wm)Gma + Amepm)[| = b [f = (1 = w)Grma + Ag)|

g€D A\ w

and
G = (1 — W) Gt + Anom-



(2) Let
fm = f — Gp.

Sometimes we also use the notation XGAFR1 for the above algorithm
in order to indicate that it is one of the modifications of the X-Greedy
Algorithm with Free Relaxation. Here is a modification of the above greedy
algorithm, which we denote by XGAFR2. It seems like this algorithm has
not been defined and studied in the literature.

X-Greedy Algorithm with Free Relaxation (XGAFR2). The
second version. This algorithm uses the X-greedy step (I.2]) and the free
relaxation approximation step (see ([L9) and (L.I0) with f,,—1, Gp—1, and
Om-
Note that the XGAFR2 is an analog of the WGAFR — they both use the
same free relaxation approximation step. There is no dual greedy analogs
of the XGAFRI1. If we combine the ideas of the XGAFR1 and the WCGA
then we obtain the algorithm, which provides at the mth iteration the best
m-term approximant of f under assumption that it exists. Namely,

Um(f> D)X a ¢kED,>\k17IkI£1,2 ..... m ||f B ()\1¢1 Tt )\m¢m)||X-

We now proceed to the greedy algorithms with fixed relaxation. The
following algorithm is known and studied (see, for instance, [67], p.354).

Greedy Algorithm with Weakness 7 and Relaxation r (GAWR(7,r).
Let 7 be a weakness sequence and r be a relaxation sequence. This algorithm
uses the dual greedy step (IL3]) and the fixed relaxation approximation step
(see (ILI1) and (L.I2).

It is clear that in the case r = 0 the GAWR(7,0) coincides with the
WDGA(7).

X-Greedy Algorithm with Relaxation r (XGAR(r). Let r be a
relaxation sequence. This algorithm uses the X-greedy step (L2]) and the
fixed relaxation approximation step (see (LII) and (LI2) with f,—1, G-,
and @,,.

It is clear that in the case r = 0 the XGAR(0) coincides with the XGA.

2 Convergence of greedy algorithms

We now formulate some known results on convergence of the above defined
algorithms in real Banach spaces. We will use the following convenient ter-
minology:.



Convergence. We say that an algorithm GA converges in a Banach
space X if for any dictionary D and each f € X we have for any realization
of the algorithm GA the following property

lim || fmlx =0.
m—00

We begin with the most studied algorithms WCGA and WGAFR. We
proceed to a theorem on convergence of WCGA and WGAFR. In the formu-
lation of this theorem we need a special sequence, which is defined for a given
modulus of smoothness p(u) and a given weakness sequence 7 = {t;}72 .

Definition 2.1. Let p(u) be an even convex function on (—oo,00) with the
property: p(2) > 1 and

liIr(l) p(u)/u = 0.

u—

Forany T = {tx}321, 0 <tx <1, and 0 < 0 < 1/2 we define &, := &n(p, T,0)
as a number u satisfying the equation

p(u) = 0t u. (2.1)
Remark 2.1. Assumptions on p(u) imply that the function
s(u) = p(u)/u, u#0, s(0)=0,

is a continuous increasing function on [0,00) with s(2) > 1/2. Thus (21)
has a unique solution &, = s~1(0t,,) such that 0 < &, < 2.

The following theorem (see, for instance, [67], p.341 and p.352) gives a
sufficient condition for convergence of WCGA and WGAFR.

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with modulus of
smoothness p(u). Assume that a sequence T := {t)}32, satisfies the condition:
for any 8 > 0 we have

D twbim(p, 7,0) = oo,
m=1

Then, both the WCGA(T) and the WGAFR(T) converge in X.

Corollary 2.1. Let a Banach space X have modulus of smoothness p(u) of
power type 1 < q < 2, that is, p(u) < yu?. Assume that

Z th = o0, =4 (2.2)
Then, both the WCGA(7) and the WGAFR(T) converge in X.
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Remark 2.2. It is known that the condition (2.2) is sharp in the class of
Banach spaces with p(u, X) < yu? (see, for instance, [67], p.346).

Here is a known result on convergence of the GAWR(¢,r) (see, for in-
stance, [67], p.355).

Theorem 2.2. Let a sequence r satisfy the conditions

Zrk:oo, r, -0 as k — oo.
k=1
Then the GAWR(t,r) converges in any uniformly smooth Banach space.

Theorems [2.1] and 2.2 in the important special case 7 = {t} provide
convergence of those algorithms in any uniformly smooth Banach space. We
do not have results of that kind for the simplest greedy algorithms WDGA
and XGA. There is known result about convergence of the WDGA under an
extra assumption on a Banach space (see [24] and [67], p.376).

Definition 2.2. (Property I'). A wuniformly smooth Banach space has
property I if there is a constant B > 0 such that, for any x,y € X satisfying
F.(y) = 0, we have

2+ yll = =] + BFory(y)-

Property I' in the above form was introduced in [24]. This condition
(formulated somewhat differently) was considered previously in the context
of greedy approximation in [37].

Theorem 2.3 ([24]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with prop-
erty I'. Then the WDGA(t) with t € (0,1], converges in X.

Proposition 2.1 ([24]). The L,-space with 1 < p < oo has property I

We now give some known results on the X-type greedy algorithms (see,
for instance, [67], pp.378-381.

Theorem 2.4. The XGAFR converges in any uniformly smooth Banach
space.

lim || fm| = 0.
m—00

Theorem 2.5. Let a sequencer := {ri}32,, i € [0, 1), satisfy the conditions
Zrk:oo, r, -0 as k — oo.
k=1

Then the XGAR(r) converges in any uniformly smooth Banach space.
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2.1 Convergence of the WGA in the Hilbert space

We pointed out above that the problem of convergence of the simplest greedy
algorithms WDGA and XGA is not satisfactory studied in the Banach space
setting. In the special case of convergence in a Hilbert space the situation
is much better. We now present the corresponding results. We begin with a
discussion of the Pure Greedy Algorithm (PGA), which is the XGA working
in a Hilbert space H. Then, the greedy step of the PGA is the following: At
the mth iteration we look for an element ¢,, € D and a number \,, satisfying
(we assume existence)

||.fm—1 - )\mQOmHH - ¢i€r,lDf7)\ ||.fm—1 - )\¢||H (23)

We now explain that in the case of a Hilbert space the PGA coincides with
the WDGA(7), when 7 = {1}. Note that in the case of a Hilbert space the
WDGA(7) is called the Weak Greedy Algorithm with the weakness sequence
7 (WGA(7)). Indeed, in a Hilbert space a norming functional Fy acts as
follows

Fy(g) = (f/IF1L 9)-

The weak dual greedy step with parameter t,, is equivalent to the following
step: We look for an element ¢,, € D such that

‘<fm—17§0m>‘ Z tm sup H < fm—17¢>|7
¢€D

which means that in the case t,, = 1 we have

|<fm—17§0m>‘ = Sup‘<fm—17¢>" (24>
¢eD

Clearly, (23]) and (2.4]) give the same ¢,,,, which is understood in the following
way. If ¢, satisfies (Z3) then it satisfies (2.4]) and vice versa. Thus, in a
Hilbert space both versions (2.3]) and (2.4]) result in the same PGA.

We now formulate some known results about convergence of the WGA(7)
in a Hilbert space.

We proved in [59] a criterion on 7 for convergence of the WGA(7). Let us
introduce some notation. We define by V the class of sequences x = {z;}32 4,
xr > 0,k =1,2,..., with the following property: there exists a sequence
0=¢qo < ¢ < ... that may depend on x such that

— 2
23

s=1 s

s

< 00 (2.5)
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and i, .
2y af < oo, (2.6)
s=1 k=1

where Agq, := qs — qs_1.
Proposition 2.2. The following two conditions are equivalent:

TEV, (2.7)

V{a;}72, € bo, a; >0, h,{ﬂicgf an, Zaj/tn =0. (2.8)
j=1

Theorem 2.6. The condition 7 ¢ V is necessary and sufficient for conver-

gence of the Weak Greedy Algorithm with the weakness sequence T.

The following theorem gives a criterion of convergence in a special case of
monotone weakness sequences 7. Sufficiency was proved in [57] and necessity
in [39].

Theorem 2.7. In the class of monotone sequences T = {ty}32,, 1 > t; >
ty > --- >0, the condition
— =00 2.9
2 (2.9)
is mecessary and sufficient for convergence of the Weak Greedy Algorithm
with the weakness sequence T.

Remark 2.3. We note that the sufficiency part of Theorem [2.7 (see [57])
does not need the monotonicity of T.

3 Rate of convergence of greedy algorithms

In this section we discuss the rate of convergence of some greedy algorithms
with respect to a given dictionary D for elements from the class A;(D). We
will use the following convenient terminology.

Rate of convergence. Let rc be a sequence {rc(m)}_; of nonnegative
numbers. We say that an algorithm GA has rate rc of convergence in a
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Banach space X if for any dictionary D and each f € A;(D) we have for any
realization of the algorithm GA the following bound

| fmllx < C(GA)re(m), m=1,2..., (3.1)

where C(GA) is a positive constant, which may depend on parameters of the
Banach space X and the algorithm GA but does not depend on f, m, and
D

As in Section [2] we begin with the most studied algorithms WCGA and
WGAFR. We proceed to a theorem on the rate of convergence of WCGA
and WGAFR. For a weakness sequence 7 and a parameter p € [2,00) denote
the error sequence e(7,p) as follows

The following Theorem Bl is known (see, for instance, [67], p.342 and
p.353).

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with modulus
of smoothness p(u) < yu?, 1 < g < 2. Then, both the WCGA(T) and the
WGAFR(t) have rate e(7,p) of convergence with p := 1 being the dual to
q and the constant C(GA), which may only depend on q and 7.

The following Remark B0 in the case of WCGA(7) is from [72], p.421.
One can check that it also holds for the WGAFR(7).

Remark 3.1. In Theorem [31] the constant C(GA) can be taken as Cy4
with an absolute constant C'.

We can formulate the rate of convergence problem as an extremal prob-
lem. Let X be a collection of Banach spaces, for instance, for fixed 1 < ¢ < 2
and v > 0 define

X(v,q) ={X : p(u, X) < yu}.
Then for a specific greedy algorithm GA define

ery, (X, GA) := sup sup sup sup || for |l x -
XeX D feAi(D)realizationsof GA

Note that the supremum over realizations of GA indicates that a realization
of a specific GA may not be unique even in the case of algorithms without
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weakness in their greedy steps. Thus, Theorem [3.1] and Remark [3.1] give the
following upper bounds

m —-1/p
erm(X (7, ), WCGA(T)) < CyMe (1 + Z’i) L opi= 1 (32)

k=1

and

k=1

m —-1/p
erm(X (7,9), WGAFR(T)) < Cy'/* (1 + Z?i) L pi= e (33)

Remark shows that the condition (2.2)) is sharp for convergence in
the class X' (v, q) of Banach spaces. However, we do not know if the upper

bounds ([B.2) and (3.3)) are sharp.

We now present a rate of convergence result for the GAWR(t, r).

Theorem 3.2 ([64]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < yu?, 1 < q < 2. Letr :={2/(k+2)}2,. Then,
we have for the GAWR(t,r) for any f € A;(D)

| fnll < C(t,q,7)m™ 1.

First conclusions. Let us discuss the case 7 = {t}. In this case by
Theorem 3.1 both the WCGA () and the WGAFR(t) have rate (1+mtP)~/?
of convergence with p := q_il. This means that, for instance,

erm(X(7,q), WCGA(t)) < C(t,q)ym" 1. (3.4)

Therefore, the weakness parameter ¢ only affects the constant but not the rate
of decay with respect to m. In particular, for the WOGA in a Hilbert space
it guarantees the rate of decay m~/? with respect to m. Let us compare this
with the rate of convergence of the WGA in a Hilbert space. The following
result is known (see, for instance, [67], p.94).

Theorem 3.3. Let D be an arbitrary dictionary in H. Assume 7 := {t;}72,
is a non-increasing sequence. Then, for f € Ay(D) we have for the WGA(T)

tm

m ) T 2(2+tm)
Il < (14D 82 : (3.5)
k=1
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In a particular case 7 = {t} (3.5 gives
I fmll < (1 +mt?)" 72, 0<t<1.
This estimate implies the inequality
[ fmll < Ci(t)m™,

with the exponent at approaching 0 linearly in ¢. It was proved in [40] that
this exponent cannot decrease to 0 at a slower rate than linear.

Theorem 3.4 ([40]). There exists an absolute constant b > 0 such that, for
any t > 0, we can find a dictionary Dy and a function f, € A1(Dy) such that,
for some realization Gt (fy, D;) of the Weak Greedy Algorithm with weakness
parameter t, we have

hrerf ||ft - Gﬁn(ftu Dt)Hmbt > 0.

We now compare three algorithms WDGA(t), WCGA(t), and WGAFR(t).
The advantages of the WDGA are the following;:

(A) It provides an expansion of an element f with respect to the dictio-
nary D;

(B) It has the simplest out of these three algorithms approximation step.

The disadvantage of the WDGA(t) (on the example of the WGA(t)) is
the following:

(C) Its rate of convergence depends heavily on the weakness parameter ¢
and is worse than the rate of convergence of the other two algorithms.

The WGAFR(t) is close to the WDGA(?) in the sense of simplicity (B),
but it does not provide an expansion. In the sense of rate of convergence both
the WCGA(t) and WGAFR(¢t) are similar and better than the WDGA(?).
The WCGA(t) has the most involved approximation step. The above com-
parison motivated researches to try to modify the WDGA(¢) in such a way
that the modification keeps the advantages (A) and (B) and improves on the
rate of convergence. We now discuss some of these modifications.

4 Some modifications of XGA and WDGA

4.1 GA with prescribed in advance coefficients

We begin with somewhat unexpected results. As we already mentioned above
we would like to keep the property (A). From the definition of a dictionary
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it follows that any element f € X can be approximated arbitrarily well by
finite linear combinations of the dictionary elements. In this section we study
representations of an element f € X by a series

F~YoaNa(f) 6 eD o(f)>0, j=12.... (41

J=1

In building the representation (4.1]) we should construct two sequences:
19;(f)}32, and {c;(f)}52;. In this section the construction of {g;(f)}32,
is based on ideas used in greedy-type nonlinear approximation (greedy-type
algorithms). This justifies the use of the term greedy expansion for (A1)
considered in the section. The construction of {g;(f)}52; is, clearly, the
most important and difficult part in building the representation (A.I). In
the paper [65] (see also [67], S.6.7) we pushed to the extreme the flexibility
choice of the coefficients ¢;(f) in (4.I]). We made these coefficients indepen-
dent of an element f € X. Surprisingly, for properly chosen coefficients we
obtained results for the corresponding dual greedy expansion. Even more
surprisingly, we obtained similar results for the corresponding X-greedy ex-
pansions. We proceed to the formulation of these results. For convenience,
let C := {cn}o_, be a fixed sequence of positive numbers. We restrict our-
selves to positive numbers and use the symmetric dictionary D* instead of
the D.

X-Greedy Algorithm with coefficients C (XGA(C)). We define
fo == f, Gg := 0. Then, for each m > 1 we have the following inductive
definition.

(1) ¢m € D is such that (we assuming existence)

Hfm—l - Cm@mHX = gie%fi Hfm—l - CmgHX'
(2) Let

fm = fm—l — CmPm, Gm = Gm—l + CmPm-

It will be convenient for us to use the following notation (see Definition

[L1). Denote

| Efllp :==sup [Fy(g)| = sup Fy(g) and rp(f) :=sup | Fy[p.
geD geDE Fy
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We note that, in general, a norming functional F is not unique. This is why
we take supy, over all norming functionals of f in the definition of rp(f). It
is known that in the case of uniformly smooth Banach spaces (our primary
object here) the norming functional F is unique. In such a case we do not
need supp, in the definition of rp(f), we have rp(f) = [[Fy|p.

Dual Greedy Algorithm with weakness 7 and coefficients C
(DGA(T,C)). Let 7 be a weakness sequence. We define fy := f, Gp := 0.
Then, for each m > 1 we have the following inductive definition.

(1) ¢, € D* is any element satisfying

Ff7n71(<,0m) Z thFfmfl HD
(2) Let
fm = fm—l — CmPm,; Gm = Gm—l + Crnm.-

As above, in the case 7 = {t}, t € (0,1], we write ¢ instead of 7 in the
notation. The first result on convergence properties of the DGA(t,C) was
obtained in [63] (also, see [67], pp.368-369).

Theorem 4.1 ([63]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with the
modulus of smoothness p(u). Assume C = {c;}52, is such that c; > 0,

17=12 ...,
Z Cj = 00,
j=1
and for any y > 0
> plues) < oo (42)
j=1
Then, for the DGA(t,C) we have
liminf || f,,|| = 0. (4.3)
m—r0o0

In [65] we proved an analogue of Theorem [4.1] for the XGA(C) and im-
proved upon the convergence in Theorem [4.J]in the case of uniformly smooth
Banach spaces with power-type modulus of smoothness. Under an extra as-

sumption on C we replaced liminf by lim. Here is the corresponding result
from [65].
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Theorem 4.2 ([65]). Let C € ¢, \ {1 be a monotone sequence. Then both
DGA,C) and XGA(C) converge in any uniformly smooth Banach space X
with modulus of smoothness p(u) < yul, q € (1,2].

In [65] we also addressed a question of the rate of convergence of these
algorithms. We proved the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3 ([65]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < ~yul, ¢ € (1,2]. We set s == (1 + 1/q)/2
and Cs = {k=*}32,. Then both DGA(t,Cs) and XGA(Cs) (for this algo-
rithm t = 1) converge for f € Ai(D) with the following rate: For any
r e (0,t(1—s))

[fmll < C(r,t, q,7)m™".

In the case t = 1, Theorem [4.3] provides the rate of convergence m™" with
r arbitrarily close to (1 —1/¢)/2. It would be interesting to know if the rate
m~(171/9)/2 {5 the best that can be achieved by algorithms DGA(t,C,) and
XGA(Cy) or, more generally, by algorithms DGA(t,C) and XGA(C).

Remark 4.1. The above results can be interpreted as a generalization of the
following classical Riemann’s theorem on convergence of sequences: Assume
C ={c¢;}32, is such that ¢; >0, j =1,2,..., and

D =00, limc¢;=0. (4.4)
j—o0
j=1
Then for any real number a we can find the signs €, = 1 or = —1 such

that Z;’il €jc; = a. In the Riemann’s theorem the role of X is played by
R and the dictionary D consists of one element 1. Theorem [{.9 generalizes
the Riemann’s theorem in the following way. Under an additional to ({.4)
assumptions that C is monotone and C € £,, q¢ € (1,2], it guaranties that
for any f € X and any dictionary D we can find the signs €; and elements
¢j € D such that f =377 €jpjc).

4.2 Modification of WDGA

Dual Greedy Algorithm with parameters (7,0, 1) (DGA(7,b, 11)). Let
X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with modulus of smoothness p(u)
and let pu(u) be a continuous majorant of p(u): p(u) < u(u), u € [0,00).
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For a weakness sequence 7 and a parameter b € (0, 1] we define sequences
{fm} o, {omt_y, {em S, inductively. Let fy:= f. If f,,—1 = 0 for some
m > 1, then we set f; = 0 for j > m and stop. If f,,,_1 # 0 then we conduct
the following three steps.

(1) Take any ¢,, € D* such that

Ff7n71(<,0m) Z thFfmleD (45>

(2) Choose ¢, > 0 from the equation (we assume that p is such that a
solution exists)

mb
[ fr—tll(em/ || fn-all) = %CmHFfmlH’D- (4.6)
(3) Define
fm = fm—l — CmPm- (47)

For the reader’s convenience let us figure out how the DGA(1,b,u?/2)
works in Hilbert space. Consider its mth iteration. Let ¢,, € D* be from
(4.5) with t,, = 1. Then it is clear that ¢, maximizes the (f,,_1,g) over the
dictionary D* and

(fm1,0m) = [ fn-al E, 12

The PGA would use ¢,, with the coefficient (f,,_1,om) at this step. The
DGA(1,b,u?/2) uses the same ¢, and only a fraction of (f,_1, ©m):

Cm = bl fna [ Ep, s |- (4.8)

Thus, the choice b = 1 in (@8] corresponds to the PGA. The choice b € (0, 1)
was introduced in 2003 in [63] (see the preprint version of it from 2003) and
studied there in the case of Hilbert space for b € (0,1] and in the case of
Banach spaces for b € (0,1). We point out that the technique developed in
[63] for the case of general Banach spaces, does not work for b = 1. The idea
of using a shorter step than the one provided by the PGA was called in the
later follow up literature by ”shrinkage”.

The following convergence and rate of convergence results are from [63].

Theorem 4.4 ([63]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with the
modulus of smoothness p(u) and let p(u) be a continuous majorant of p(u)
with the property pw(u)/u 4 0 as u — +0. Then, for any t € (0,1] and
be (0,1) the DGA(t,b, ) converges in X.
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The following result gives the rate of convergence in the case T = {t}.

Theorem 4.5 ([63]). Assume X has a modulus of smoothness p(u) < yud,
q € (1,2]. Denote p(u) := vyu?. Then, for any dictionary D and any f €
A1(D), the rate of convergence of the DGA(t, b, p) is given by

t(1—b)
||fm|| S C<t7 b7 e q>m_p(1+t(1ib)) 9 b= qiil

The following result gives the rate of convergence for general 7.

Theorem 4.6 ([63]). Let 7 := {tx}32, be a nonincreasing sequence 1 >
t1 > ty--- >0 and b € (0,1). Assume X has a modulus of smoothness
p(u) < ~ul, q € (1,2]. Denote p(u) := yu?. Then, for any dictionary D and
any f € A1(D), the rate of convergence of the DGA(T,b, ) is given by

m — B ‘
I fmll < C(b,7,9) <1+Zti) .
=1

5 Algorithms designed for approximation of
elements of A;(D)

The discussed above algorithms XGA, WDGA, WCGA, GAWFR, and their
modifications can be applied to any f € X. We formulated some conver-
gence results for arbitrary elements of X. We also discussed the problem of
the rate of convergence of these algorithms under an extra assumption that
f € A{(D). In this section we discuss algorithms, which are designed for
approximation of elements of A;(D). This means that in order to run these
algorithms and in order to guarantee their convergence properties we need
to know in advance that f € A;(D).

5.1 Thresholding algorithms

The above discussed algorithms may be classified by their greedy steps. The
ones with the X-greedy step fall in the category of X-greedy algorithms
and those, which use the weak dual greedy step fall in the category of dual
greedy algorithms. It is clear that at each iteration of all the above algo-
rithms the greedy step is the most difficult one to realize. Namely, calcu-
lation (or even estimating) the quantity supycp |Fy, _,(¢)| is indeed a very
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difficult task. In this subsection we will try to avoid calculating the quantity
SUPgep | Fy,,_, (9)] at the greedy step. Formally, the weak dual greedy step
is a thresholding step by its nature. However, as we have pointed out it
uses the quantity supyep |Fy, _, (¢)]. In this subsection we discuss some dual
greedy algorithms, whose greedy step at the mth iteration uses a threshold
determined only by the following information from the previous iterations:
| frn—1llx, the coefficients ¢y, ..., ¢y from Gy = 101 + -+ + C1Pm-1,
and the characteristics of the Banach space X. We also discuss the case of a
fixed threshold § > 0. We want to point out that the information f € A;(D)
allows us to substantially simplify the greedy step of the algorithm.

Let us begin with a known remark (see, for instance, [67], p.346) on the
WCGA.

Remark 5.1. Theorem[31 holds for a slightly modified versions of the WCGA (1)
and the WGAFR(T), for which at the greedy step we require

Ffm71 (me) > tm||fm—l||> Pm € Di- (5'1)

This statement follows from the fact that, in the proof of Theorem [3.1],
the relation

Ffmfl (Qom> 2 by SUp Ff'mfl (¢)
¢eD*
was only used to get (5.1]).

The following algorithm was introduced and studied in [63] (also, see [67],
p.374).

Modified Dual Greedy Algorithm (7,0, 1) (MDGA(7,b, 11)). Let X
be a uniformly smooth Banach space with modulus of smoothness p(u) and
let p(u) be a continuous majorant of p(u): p(u) < p(u), u € [0,00). For a
sequence T = {tx}72,, tx € (0,1] and a parameter b € (0, 1), we define for
f € A1(D) the following sequences { i, }°_, {@m}oo_1, {cm oo, inductively.
Let fo := f. If fi,—1 = 0 for some m > 1, then we set f; = 0 for j > m and
stop. If f,,_1 # 0 then we conduct the following three steps.

(1) Take any ¢,, € D* such that

m—1 -1
Ffm71 (90771) > tm”fm—lH (1 + Z Cj) :

=1
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(2) Choose ¢, > 0 from the equation

tmb m—1 -1
plem/ | fmrll) = =5-cm (1 + Z Cj) :

(3) Define
fm = fm—l — CmPm-

We have the following rate of convergence result for this algorithm.

Theorem 5.1 ([63]). Let 7 := {tx}32, be a nonincreasing sequence 1 >
t1 >ty >0and b€ (0,1). Assume that X has a modulus of smoothness
p(u) <~ul, q € (1,2]. Denote p(u) := yu?. Then, for any dictionary D and
any [ € A1(D), the rate of convergence of the MDGA(T, b, u) is given by

tm (1-b)

m _P(1+tm(1*b)) q
Ifmll < C(b,7.9) <1+Zti> L opi=—
k=1

Clearly, this modification is more ready for practical implementation than
the DGA(T, b, ).

We now consider two algorithms defined and studied in [64] with a dif-
ferent type of thresholding. These algorithms work for any f € X. We
begin with the Dual Greedy Algorithm with Relaxation and Thresholding
(DGART).

DGART. We define fy := f and G := 0. Then for a given parameter
d € (0,1/2] we have the following inductive definition for m > 1

(1) ¢, € D* is any element satisfying

Fppoi(om) 2 0. (5.2)

If there is no ¢,, € D* satisfying (5.2)) then we stop.
(2) Find w,, and A, such that

£ = (1= 0n) Gt + M) | = [ = (1= 0)Gonot + M)

and define
Gm = (1 —wp)Gm_1 + Anom.

(3) Let



If || finl] < 9] f|| then we stop, otherwise we proceed to the (m+1)th iteration.

The following algorithm is a thresholding-type modification of the WCGA.
This modification can be applied to any f € X as well.

Chebyshev Greedy Algorithm with Thresholding § (CGAT(9)).
For a given parameter 6 € (0,1/2], we conduct instead of the greedy step
of the WCGA the following thresholding step: Find ¢,, € D* such that
Fy.  (om) > 6. Choosing such a ¢,,, if one exists, we apply the approxima-
tion step of the WCGA. If such ¢,, does not exist, then we stop. We also
stop if || finll < 0]l £l

Theorem 5.2 ([64]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < yul, 1 < q < 2. Then, for any f € A1(D) the
DGART (CGAT(5)) will stop after m < C(y)6~PIn(1/6), p :== q/(¢ — 1),
iterations with

[fmll < 0.

5.2 Algorithms providing approximants from A;(D)

Sometimes, it is convenient to have an approximant of a special form. Clearly,
all our greedy algorithms provide after m iterations approximants, which are
sparse m-term approximants. Here we discuss some additional properties in
a style that the approximant resembles the function under approximation.
Namely, we begin with the requirement that the approximant comes from
A, (D) provided that f € A;(D). We proceed to one more thresholding-type
algorithm (see [61]). Keeping in mind possible applications of this algorithm
we consider instead of A;(D) the closure of the convex hull of D, which we
denote conv(D) or A; (D). Clearly, A;(D) = conv(D*), where D* := {+£g¢ :
g € D} is the symmetrized version of dictionary D. Let € = {€,}5°,, £, > 0,
n=12....

Incremental Algorithm with schedule ¢ (IA(g)). Let f € conv(D).
Denote fé’a = f and Gé’a := 0. Then, for each m > 1 we have the following
inductive definition.

(1) ¢% € D is any element satisfying

Fijil(@;’f —f) = —€m.

(2) Define .

G = (1 —1/m)G | + % /m.

m
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(3) Let ' '
froe=f -G,
We note that it is known that for any bounded linear functional F and
any D

sup F(g) = sup  F(f).
g9€D f€&conv(D)

Therefore, for any F' and any f € conv(D)

sup F'(g) > F(f).

geD
. . i75
This guarantees existence of ph°.

Theorem 5.3 ([61]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < yu?, 1 < q < 2. Define

en = Koy, = 4 19

Then, for any f € conv(D) we have
£l < C(BE )Y am= e, m=1,2. .

We now present a relaxed type of algorithm from [58] (see also [67], p.347).
Weak Relaxed Greedy Algorithm (WRGA(7)). We define f; := f

and G := 0. Then, for each m > 1 we have the following inductive definition.
(1) ¢, € D* is any element satisfying

o (pm — Gme1) >t sup Fy, (9 — Ge1).
geD*

(2) Find 0 < \,,, < 1 such that

1F = (1= An)Gms + Aip) | = inf [ = (1= A)Gmr + Apm) |

0<A<1

and define

(3) Let



Theorem 5.4 ([58]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < yu?, 1 < g < 2. Then, for a weakness sequence T
we have for any f € A1(D that

m =1/p
q
[ fmll < Cilg,7) <1 +Zt§> et
k=1

with a constant C1(q,7) which may depend only on q and .

6 Unified way of analyzing some greedy algo-
rithms

We have discussed above some important greedy-type algorithms, which are
useful from applied point of view and interesting from theoretical point of
view. One of the main goals of this section is to present a unified way of
analyzing different greedy-type algorithms in Banach spaces. This section is
based on the paper [12]. In that paper we defined a class of Weak Biorthog-
onal Greedy Algorithms and proved convergence and rate of convergence
results for algorithms from this class. In particular, the following well known
algorithms — Weak Chebyshev Greedy Algorithm and Weak Greedy Algo-
rithm with Free Relaxation (which we have discussed above) — belong to
this class. We also introduced and studied in [12] one more algorithm —
Rescaled Weak Relaxed Greedy Algorithm — from the above class.

Weak Biorthogonal Greedy Algorithms (WBGA(7)). Let 7 :=
{tm}o0_1, tm € [0, 1], be a weakness sequence. We define fy := f and Gy := 0.
Suppose that for each m > 1 the algorithm has the following properties.

(1) Greedy selection. At the mth iteration the algorithm selects a
O € D, which satisfies

Fppi(m) 2t F,, 2

(2) Biorthogonality. At the mth iteration the algorithm constructs an
approximant G,, € span(g, ..., ;) such that

Fy (Gn) =0, where f, :=f—Gp.
(3) Error reduction. We have

< i — .
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Note that the step (1) of mth iteration is very similar to the weak dual
greedy step with parameter t,,. We stress that the WBGA is not an algorithm
— it is a class (collection) of algorithms, which have properties (1)—(3) listed
above.

Remark 6.1. The greedy selection of ., at step (1) implies that
%\g% | frne1 — Apml|| = Hif | frne1 — A@m].
Indeed, for A < 0 we have

||fm—1 - )\(pmH Z Ffm—l (.fm—l - )\(pm) Z ||fm—1||

We begin with a convergence result.

Theorem 6.1 ([12]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u). Assume that a weakness sequence T := {t;}32,
satisfies the condition: For any 6 > 0 we have

D tmbm(p, 7,6) = o0,
m=1

Suppose that an algorithm A belongs to the class WBGA. Then, for any
f € X and any D we have

lim || fn| = 0.
m—r0o0
Here is a direct corollary of the above theorem.

Theorem 6.2 ([12]). Let a Banach space X have modulus of smoothness
p(u) of power type 1 < q < 2, that is, p(u) < yul. Assume that the weakness
sequence T satisfies the condition

Yot =00, pi=—. (6.1)
m=1

Then, the WBGA (T )-type algorithm converges in X .

We now present a rate of convergence result.
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Theorem 6.3 ([12]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < vyu?, 1 < q < 2. Then, for the WBGA(T)-type
algorithm we have for f € A1(D)

m -1/p
4q
I fmll < Cla,7) (1+Zt§> it
k=1

with C(q,7) = 4(27)"/.

Previous results (see Theorems B.I] and B.2)) show that we can simplify
the WCGA to the WGAFR, which involves two parameters optimization at
each iteration, and keep the result of the rate of convergence in the whole
generality. We can further simplify the WCGA to the GAWR(7,r) with
r .= {2/(k+ 2)}?2,, which involves one parameter optimization at each
iteration, but in this case we only know the rate of convergence result for
special weakness sequence 7 = {t}, t € (0, 1]. One of the goals of this section
is to present a new greedy-type algorithm — the Rescaled Weak Relaxed
Greedy Algorithm — that does two one parameter optimizations at each
iteration and provides the rate of convergence result in the whole generality.
One can view this new algorithm as a version of the WGAFR.

Rescaled Weak Relaxed Greedy Algorithm (RWRGA(7)). Let
7= {tm}_,, tm € [0,1], be a weakness sequence. We define f; := f and
Gy := 0. Then, for each m > 1 we inductively define

1). ¢, € D* is any satisfying

Fppi(m) 2t F,, 2

2). Find A, > 0 such that
||fm—1 - Am@ﬂ%” = ;\gg Hfm—l - )‘QPMH
3). Find p,, such that
1 = (Gt + Amipm)|| = inf 1f = (Gt + Ao ||

and define
Gm = Mm(Gm—l + )\mspm)
4). Denote



We note that the above algorithm does not use any information of the
Banach space X. It makes this algorithm universal alike the WCGA and the
WGAFR. A variant of the above algorithm was studied in [43]. In [43] the
Amn was not chosen as a solution of the line search, it was specified in terms
of f,,_1 and parameters v and ¢ characterizing smoothness of the Banach
space X (see further discussion at the end of Section 8 of [12]).

Theorem 6.4 ([12]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < ~vu?, 1 < g < 2. Then, for the RWRGA(T) we
have for any f € A;(D)

m _1/17
| fll < Clq,7) <1+Zt£> . pi= 9
=1

Theorems [3.1] and show that three algorithms — the WCGA(7), the
WGAFR(7), and the RWRGA(7) — provide the same upper bounds for
approximation in smooth Banach spaces.

Algorithms from the class WBGA | in particular, the WCGA, the WGAFR,
and the RWRGA, have a greedy step (greedy selection), which is based on
the norming functional Fy,, ,. As we mentioned above, for this reason, this
type of algorithms is called dual greedy algorithms. There exists other nat-
ural class of greedy algorithms, which we discussed above — the X-greedy
type algorithms. These algorithms do not use the norming functional and,
therefore, might be more suitable for implementation than the dual greedy
algorithms. There are X-greedy companions for the dual greedy algorithms:
the WCGA, the WGAFR, and the RWRGA. We build an X-greedy compan-
ion of a dual greedy algorithm by replacing the greedy step — the first step of
the mth iteration — by minimizing over all possible choices of a newly added
element from the dictionary. We follow this principle in the construction of
the X-greedy companion of the RWRGA.

Rescaled Relaxed X-Greedy Algorithm (RRXGA). We define f; :=
f and Gy := 0. Then for each m > 1 we inductively define

1). Find A\, > 0 and ¢,, € D* (we assume existence) such that

||fm—1 _Am¢m|| = infDi ||fm—1 _)‘gH'

A>0;g9€

2). Find p,, such that

1f =t (G + Al = E [ = (G + Ao |
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and define
Gm = Mm(Gm—l + )\mspm)

3). Denote
fm = f — Gn.

It is known (see [67]) that results on the X-greedy companions of dual
relaxed greedy algorithms can be derived from the proofs of the correspond-
ing results for the dual greedy algorithms. This was also illustrated on the
RWRGA and its companion RRXGA in [12] in the proof of the following
theorem.

Theorem 6.5 ([12]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < yu?, 1 < g < 2. Then, for the RRXGA we have
for any f € A1(D)

1l < Clasy)(L+m)™%, pi=q/(qg—1).

7 Stability

In the previous sections we discussed two important properties of an algo-
rithm — convergence and rate of convergence. In this section we present some
results on one more important property of an algorithm — stability. Stability
can be understood in different ways. Clearly, stability means that small per-
turbations do not result in a large change in the outcome of the algorithm.
In this section we discuss two kinds of perturbations — noisy data and errors
made in the process of realization of the algorithm.

7.1 Noisy data

Usually, in the greedy algorithms literature the noisy data is understood in
the following deterministic way. Take a number € > 0 and two elements f,
f¢ from X such that

If = fll <e  f/A(e) € Au(D), (7.1)

with some number A(¢) > 0. Then we interpret f as a noisy version of
our original signal f¢, for which we know that it has some good properties
formulated in terms of A;(D). The first results on approximation of noisy
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data (in the sense of (7.1])) were obtained in [64] for the WCGA and WGAFR.
Later, in [12] we proved Theorem [Tl (see below), which covers all algorithms
from the collection WBGA(7). Thus, Theorem [[T] covers the known results
from [64] on WCGA and WGAFR and also covers the corresponding result
on the RWRGA.

Theorem 7.1 ([12]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < vyu?, 1 < q < 2. Assume that f and f¢ satisfy
(71). Then, for any algorithm from the collection WBGA(T) applied to f
we have

| fnll < max {25, Clg: (A +2)(1+ Ztg)‘””} Lo

k=1

with C(q,7) = 4(27)"/.

7.2 Approximate greedy algorithms

The first results on the approximate versions of the algorithms WCGA and
WRGA were obtained in [61]. Further results were obtained in [10], [11],
and [I2]. In this subsection we formulate some results from the paper [12].
We begin with the definitions of the approximate versions AWCGA, AW-
GAFR, and ARWRGA of the previously mentioned algorithms (namely, the
WCGA, the WGAFR, and the RWRGA). Then we give the definition of the
class of Approximate Weak Biorthogonal Greedy Algorithms (AWBGA). It
was shown in [I2] that the algorithms AWCGA, AWGAFR, and ARWRGA
belong to the class of the Approximate Weak Biorthogonal Greedy Algo-
rithms.

Approximate norming functional. For each algorithm let {F},,}>°_,
denote a sequence of functionals such that for any m > 0

where {f,,}>°_, is the sequence of remainders (residuals) produced by the
corresponding algorithm.

We start with an approximate version of the WCGA, which was studied
in [61] and [10].

Approximate Weak Chebyshev Greedy Algorithm (AWCGA(7))
We denote f§:= fg" := f. Then for each m > 1 we inductively define
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T

1). ¢ = % € D* is any satisfying
Eno1(ep,) 2 tl| Fnillp.

2). Define

m

D, 1= pT i= span{pj}iL,

and define G¢, := G%7 to be any such element from ®¢, that

7 = Goll < (14 5) Jn |If =Gl

3). Denote
fm =T = — G
Next, we present an approximate version of the WGAFR, which was studied
in [12].
Approximate Weak Greedy Algorithm with Free Relaxation
(AWGAFR(7)) We denote fJ” := f{"" := f. Then for each m > 1 we

inductively define
1). @I := I"™ € D* is any satisfying

For(0h) 2 toll e -

2). Find w,, and \,, > 0 such that

1 = (1= wn) G+ Al < (L) nf 1 = (1= w)GLy + A

and define GJ7 .= GI"™ == (1 — w,) G| + AT
3). Denote
fal == f -Gl
Lastly, we introduce an approximate version of the RWRGA, which was
studied in [12].

Approximate Rescaled Weak Relaxed Greedy Algorithm
(ARWRGA(7)) We denote fi := fy'" := f. Then for each m > 1 we
inductively define
1). ¢r = @h" € D* is any satisfying

Fm—l(‘P:n) > to|| Fn-1lp-
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2). Find A, > 0 such that
1 = s A < (1) 0 = (G + A
3). Find g, > 0 such that
1F = b ( Gy 4 A ) | < (1 ) I0E | = (G oy 4 A

and define G, := GI'™ := pp (Gl 1 + Anoh,)-
4). Denote
fo = o= f -G

Finally, we define the class of Approximate Weak Biorthogonal Greedy
Algorithms.

Approximate Weak Biorthogonal Greedy Algorithms (AWBGA).
We define f, := f and Gy := 0. Suppose that for each m > 1 the algorithm
has the following properties.

(1) Greedy selection. At the mth iteration the algorithm selects a
O € D, which satisfies

Fm—l((pm) Z thFm—lHD-

(2) Biorthogonality. At the mth iteration the algorithm constructs an
approximant G,, € span(g, ..., @m,) such that

[ Fn (G| < €
(3) Error reduction. We have
< i - .
||fm|| — (1+nm) %\ng‘Hfm—l A‘Pm”

Proposition 7.1 ([12]). The AWCGA(7), the AWGAFR(t), and
the ARWRGA (1) belong to the class AWBGA (T) with

1
em = 10f (0 + 1+ 20(A|Gu]))-

A>0

We now formulate the convergence and the rate of convergence results
for the class AWBGA(7). The corresponding corollaries for the algorithms
AWCGA(T1), AWGAFR(7), and ARWRGA(7) the reader can find in [12].

33



Theorem 7.2 ([12]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < yu?, 1 < g < 2. Let sequences {t,, }o_1, {0m}oo_q,
(Y21, {em}S_y be such that

k=1

Om-1+Nm =o0(th), &, =o0(1). (7.4)
Then each algorithm from AWBGA (1) converges in X .

Theorem 7.3 ([12]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < yul, 1 < q¢ < 2. Take a number ¢ > 0 and two
elements f, f¢ from X such that

If = fll<e  f/A(e) € A(D),

with some number A(e) > 0. Then an algorithm from AWBGA (t) with error
parameters {tm}r_1, {0m}m—o, {m}m=1, {€m}mzr, satisfying

Om + &m/ [ fm|l < 1/4, (7.5)
1 _ _
O+ e < 50(:7) P AE) i | fonI” (7.6)

for any m > 0, provides

Il < max {45, Clg.7)(Ae) +2) (1 + Zti)_l/p} ,

k=1

5 \1/P
where C(q,7y) = 4q(27)1 <q_—1> andp =q/(q—1).

Corollary 7.1 ([12]). Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with mod-
ulus of smoothness p(u) < ~yuf, 1 < q < 2. Then for any f € A1(D) an algo-
rithm from AWBGA () with error parameters {t, }oo_1, {0m}oo_o, {Mm o 1,
{em}oo_,, satisfying

Om +em/ || fmll < 1/4,

1 _
5m +nm+l S 50(%7) ptgv,—i-leme

34



for any m > 0, provides

il < Can(1+38) "

k=1

9 1/p
where C(q,7y) = 4q(27)? <q_—1> andp=q/(qg—1).
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Chapter 1II : Greedy approximation with re-
spect to dictionaries with special properties.

In Chapter I we discussed different greedy algorithms with respect to ar-
bitrary dictionaries. We discussed their convergence and rate of convergence
properties. Clearly, in the case of rate of convergence property the class of
elements, for which we guarantee that rate of convergence, depends on the
given dictionary. In our case it is the A;(D) class. It is a surprising fact
that the researchers managed to obtain convergence and rate of convergence
results, which hold for any dictionary and are determined by the properties
of the Banach space X. Moreover, it turns out that the property of X, which
plays the fundamental role in those results, is very simple — it is the modu-
lus of smoothness p(u, X) of the Banach space X. Certainly, the results of
Chapter I can be applied to any dictionary D. In this chapter we discuss
the following general question. How specific properties of a given dictionary
can improve the convergence and rate of convergence results for greedy ap-
proximation? The central topic here will be the concept of Lebesgue-type
inequalities. Very briefly it means that we want to make the following step
in evaluation of quality of an algorithm. In Chapter I the quality of a greedy
algorithm was expressed in terms of the rate of convergence of this algorithm
for the whole class A;(D) — the guarantied rate for all elements of A;(D).
Here, with the concept of Lebesgue-type inequalities, we would like to guar-
antee the optimal error of approximation (understood in different ways) for
all individual elements.

8 Lebesgue-type inequalities

8.1 General setting

In this subsection we follow Section 8.7 of [72]. In a general setting we
are working in a Banach space X with a redundant system of elements D
(dictionary D). An element (function, signal) f € X is said to be m-sparse
with respect to D if it has a representation h = Y " x;g;, ¢; € D, i =
1,...,m. The set of all m-sparse elements is denoted by 3,,(D). For a given
element f we introduce the error of best m-term approximation o,,(f, D) :=
infres,. o) ||f — h||. We are interested in the following fundamental problem
of sparse approximation.
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Problem. How to design a practical algorithm that builds sparse approx-
imations, which provide errors comparable with errors of the best m-term
approximations?

In a general setting we study an algorithm (approximation method) A =
{An(-, D)} , with respect to a given dictionary D. The sequence of map-
pings A, (-, D) defined on X satisfies the condition: for any f € X, A,,(f,D) €
Yn(D). In other words, A,, provides an m-term approximant with respect
to D. It is clear that for any f € X and any m we have || f — A,.(f,D)|| >
om(f, D). We are interested in such pairs (D,.A) for which the algorithm A
provides for any f € X approximation close to best m-term approximation.

Remark 8.1. In the formulations of results of this section we use for con-
venience the following agreement. For a positive number S the expression
7S iterations” means 7| S iterations”. For example, As(f, D) = Ars1(f, D)
and fS = f[s‘l.

We introduce the corresponding definitions.

Definition 8.1. We say that D is an almost greedy dictionary with respect
to A if there exist two constants Cy and Cy such that for any f € X we have

||.f - AC1m(f> D)H < CQUm(fa D)a m = 1a2> s (81)

If D is an almost greedy dictionary with respect to A then A provides
almost ideal sparse approximation. It provides Cim-term approximant as
good (up to a constant Cy) as the ideal m-term approximant for every f € X.
In the case C; = 1 we call D a greedy dictionary. We also need a more general
definition. Let ¢(u) be a function such that ¢ : N — R,.

Definition 8.2. We say that D is a ¢-greedy dictionary with respect to A if
there exists a constant C3 such that for any f € X we have

||f_A¢(m)m(.faD)|| S C3O-m(fap)> m = 1>2a"" (82)

Inequalities of the form (81]) and (8.2) are called the Lebesgue-type in-
equalities. If D = W is a basis then in the above definitions we replace
dictionary by basis.

Remark 8.2. Assume that D is a ¢-greedy dictionary with respect to A. Let
f € X be an m-sparse with respect to D element: f € ¥,,(D). Then, clearly
om(f, D) = 0, and, therefore, by (823) the algorithm A recovers f exactly
(Agmym (f, D) = f) after ¢(m)m iterations of the algorithm.
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8.2 Some general results for the WCGA

A very important advantage of the WCGA is its convergence and rate of
convergence properties. The WCGA is well defined for all iterations m.
Moreover, it is known (see Theorem 211 above) that the WCGA with weak-
ness parameter t € (0, 1] converges for all f in all uniformly smooth Banach
spaces with respect to any dictionary. We discuss here the Lebesgue-type
inequalities for the WCGA(t) with weakness parameter ¢ € (0,1]. This dis-
cussion is based on papers [41] and [69] (see also [72], Section 8.7.2). For
notational convenience we consider here a countable dictionary D = {g;}32;.
The following assumptions A1 and A2 were used in [41]. For a given fy let
sparse element (signal)

f= fezsz’igi, gi €D,

i€T

be such that || fo — f¢|| < e and |T| = K. For A C T denote

fa=fi=) T
icA
Al. We say that f =, _, x;g; satisfies the Nikol’skii-type £, X inequal-
ity with parameter r if for any A C T

> lail < Cul Al fall (8.3)
icA
We say that a dictionary D has the Nikol’skii-type ¢; X property with param-
eters K, r if any K-sparse element satisfies the Nikol’skii-type 1 X inequality
with parameter r.
A2. We say that f = ) ., x;g; has incoherence property with parame-
ters D and U if for any A C T and any A such that ANA =0, |A|+|A| < D
we have for any {¢;}

||fA_ZCigi|| 2 U_1||fAH- (8.4)
ieA
We say that a dictionary D is (K, D)-unconditional with a constant U if for
any f =) .. x,g; with |T| < K inequality (84) holds.
The term unconditional in A2 is justified by the following remark. The

above definition of (K, D)-unconditional dictionary is equivalent to the fol-
lowing definition. Let D be such that any subsystem of D distinct elements
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é1,...,ep from D is linearly independent and for any A C [1, D] with |[A| < K
and any coefficients {c;} we have

D
1Y el <UD ciell.
1

€A i=

It is convenient for us to use the following assumption A3 introduced in
[69], which is a corollary of assumptions A1 and A2.

A3. We say that f = > ., 2;9; has {; incoherence property with pa-
rameters D, V', and r if for any A C T and any A such that AN A = 0,
|A| 4+ |A| < D we have for any {c; }ica

Dol SVIAIfa = el (8.5)

i€A €A

A dictionary D has ¢; incoherence property with parameters K, D, V, and
r if for any A C B, |A| < K, |B| < D we have for any {¢; }icp

S lel < VAT el

i€A 1€B

It is clear that A1 and A2 imply A3 with V' = C1U. Also, A3 implies A1
with C; =V and A2 with U = VK". Obviously, we can restrict ourselves
tor < 1.

We now proceed to the main results of [41] and [69] on the WCGA with
respect to redundant dictionaries. The following Theorem [B.1lfrom [69] in the
case ¢ = 2 was proved in [4I]. We use the standard notation ¢’ := ¢/(q — 1).

Theorem 8.1. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < vyul, 1 < ¢ < 2.
Suppose K -sparse f€ satisfies A1, A2 and || fo— f°|| < e. Assume that rq’ >
1. Then there exists a positive constant C(t,~,C1) such that the WCGA(t)
with weakness parameter t applied to fo provides after

S = [C(t,~,C)U In(U 4+ 1) K™

iterations

Ifsl| <Ce for K+S<D

with an absolute constant C'.
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It was pointed out in [41] that Theorem B ]provides a corollary for Hilbert
spaces that gives sufficient conditions somewhat weaker than the known RIP
(see below) conditions on D for the Lebesgue-type inequality to hold. We
formulate the corresponding definitions and results. Let D be the Riesz
dictionary with depth D and parameter § € (0,1). This class of dictionaries
is a generalization of the class of classical Riesz bases. We give a definition
in a general Hilbert space (see [67], p.306).

Definition 8.3. A dictionary D is called the Riesz dictionary with depth D

and parameter 6 € (0,1) if, for any D distinct elements ey, ...,ep of the
dictionary and any coefficients a = (aq, . ..,ap), we have
D
(1=d)llall3 < 1D aseil* < (1+6)|al3. (8.6)
i=1

We denote the class of Riesz dictionaries with depth D and parameter 6 €
(0,1) by R(D,6).
The term Riesz dictionary with depth D and parameter 6 € (0,1) is

another name for a dictionary satisfying the Restricted Isometry Property
(RIP) with parameters D and §. The following simple lemma holds.

Lemma 8.1. Let D € R(D,6) and let e; € D, j = 1,...,s. For f =
>oo_jaie; and A C {1,...,s} denote

Sa(f) = Z a;e;.
icA
If s < D then
ISA(HII* < (1 +0)(1 = a) I fI1*
Lemma Bl implies that if D € R(D,J) then it is (D, D)-unconditional
with a constant U = (1 + 6)/2(1 — §)~1/2,
In the case of a Hilbert space the WCGA(7) is called the Weak Orthogonal
Greedy Algorithm (WOGA(7)) and the Weak Orthogonal Matching Pursuit
(WOMP(7)).

Theorem 8.2. Let X be a Hilbert space. Suppose K-sparse f¢ satisfies A2
and || fo — f¢]| < e. Then the WOGA(t) with weakness parameter t applied
to fo provides

| feenill < Ce  for K+[C(t,U)K] <D

with an absolute constant C'.
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Theorem implies the following corollaries.

Corollary 8.1. Let X be a Hilbert space. Suppose any K-sparse [ satisfies
A2. Then the WOGA(t) with weakness parameter t applied to fo provides

| feenkl < Cog(fo,D) for K+ [C(t,U)K] <D

with an absolute constant C'.

Corollary 8.2. Let X be a Hilbert space. Suppose D € R(D,d). Then the
WOGA(t) with weakness parameter t applied to fo provides

| fews x|l < Cok(fo,D) for K+ [C(t,0)K] <D
with an absolute constant C'.

We emphasized in [41] that in Theorem Rl (with ¢ = 2) we impose our
conditions on an individual function f¢. It may happen that the dictionary
does not have the Nikol’skii ¢; X property and (K, D)-unconditionality but
the given fy can be approximated by f¢ which does satisfy assumptions A1l
and A2. Even in the case of a Hilbert space the above results from [41]
add something new to the study based on the RIP property of a dictionary.
First of all, Theorem shows that it is sufficient to impose assumption
A2 on f©in order to obtain exact recovery and the Lebesgue-type inequality
results. Second, Corollary [8.1] shows that the condition A2, which is weaker
than the RIP condition, is sufficient for exact recovery and the Lebesgue-
type inequality results. Third, Corollary shows that even if we impose
our assumptions in terms of RIP we do not need to assume that § < dg. In
fact, the result works for all 6 < 1 with parameters depending on .

Theorem [8.1] follows from the combination of Theorems B.3] and 8.4l In
case ¢ = 2 these theorems were proved in [41] and in general case ¢ € (1, 2]
—in [69].

Theorem 8.3. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < ~yu?, 1 < ¢ < 2.
Suppose for a given fy we have || fo— f¢|| < e with K-sparse f := f¢ satisfying
A3. Then for any k > 0 we have for K+m < D, m >k

| fnll < [l fell exp (_y)

!

tq

where ¢; == —H5——.
2(16y) -1V
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In all theorems that follow we assume rq¢’ > 1.

Theorem 8.4. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < vyul, 1 < ¢ < 2.
Suppose K -sparse f¢ satisfies A1, A2 and || fo—f¢|| < e. Thenthe WCGA(t)
with weakness parameter t applied to fo provides after

S = [C'U" In(U + 1) K"
iterations
Ifsl| < CUe for K+S<D
with an absolute constant C' and C' = Cg(q)fyﬁ(}'flt—q',

We formulate an immediate corollary of Theorem [8.4] with € = 0.

Corollary 8.3. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < yu?. Suppose K-
sparse f satisfies A1, A2. Then the WCGA(t) with weakness parameter t
applied to f recovers it exactly after S = [C'UY In(U + 1)K iterations
under condition K +S < D.

We formulate versions of Theorem R.4] with assumptions A1, A2 replaced
by a single assumption A3 and replaced by two assumptions A2 and A3 (see
[72], pp.430-431).

Theorem 8.5. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < ~yu?, 1 < ¢ < 2.

Suppose K -sparse f¢€ satisfies A3 and ||fo — f°|| < e. Then the WCGA(t)
with weakness parameter t applied to fo provides after

S :=[C(t,y,q)V? In(VK)K"™)

iterations
I fsl| < CVK"e for K+S<D

with an absolute constant C' and C(t,v,q) = Cg(q)fyq%lt_q/.

Theorem 8.6. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < ~yu?, 1 < ¢ < 2.
Suppose K -sparse f¢ satisfies A2, A3 and || fo—f¢|| < e. Then the WCGA(t)
with weakness parameter t applied to fo provides after

S :=[C(t,y,q)V? In(U + 1) K"

iterations

I fsll < CUe for K+S<D
with an absolute constant C' and C(t,~,q) = 02(q)7ﬁt—q"
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Theorems and 8.3 imply the following analog of Theorem [B.11

Theorem 8.7. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < vyul, 1 < ¢ < 2.
Suppose K -sparse f¢€ satisfies A3 and ||fo — f°|| < e. Then the WCGA(t)
with weakness parameter t applied to fo provides after

S = [C(t,7,q)V" m(VE)K™]

iterations
Ifsl| <Ce for K+S<D

with an absolute constant C' and C(t,v,q) = Cg(q)fyq%lt_q/.

The following edition of Theorems 8] and 81 is also useful in applica-
tions. It follows from Theorems and R3]

Theorem 8.8. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < vyuf, 1 < ¢ < 2.
Suppose K -sparse f¢ satisfies A2, A3 and || fo—f¢|| < e. Then the WCGA(t)
with weakness parameter t applied to fo provides after

S :=[C(t,7,q)V' In(U + 1)K

iterations

Ifs| < Ce for K+S<D

with an absolute constant C' and C(t,v,q) = Cg(q)fyrllt_q'.

8.3 Some specific examples for the WCGA

In this subsection, following [69] (see also [72], Section 8.7.4), we discuss ap-
plications of Theorems from the previous subsection for specific dictionaries
D. Mostly, D will be a basis ¥ for X. Because of that we use m instead
of K in the notation of sparse approximation. In some of our examples we
take X = L,, 2 < p < oco. Then it is known that p(u, L,) < yu? with
7= (p—1)/2. In some other examples we take X = L,, 1 < p < 2. Then it
is known that p(u, L,) < yuP, with v = 1/p.

In this subsection L,(Q2),  is a bounded domain in RY, stands for the
L,(€2, 1) with u being the normalized Lebesgue measure on €. All the state-
ments of this subsection hold for all m € N.
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Proposition 8.1. Let U be a uniformly bounded orthogonal system normal-
ized in L,(2), 2 <p < 00, Qs a bounded domain. Then for any fo € L,(€2)
we have

[ fewpmmminllp < Com(fo, ¥)p. (8.7)
The proof of Proposition B1]is based on Theorem .71

Corollary 8.4. Let ¥ be the normalized in L,, 2 < p < oo, real d-variate
trigonometric system. Then Proposition[8.1 applies and gives for any fo € L,

||fC(t,p,d)mln(m+1) ||p S Cgm(f0> \Ij)p (88)

Proposition 8.2. Let U be a uniformly bounded orthogonal system normal-
ized in L,(Q), 1 < p <2, Qis a bounded domain. Then for any fo € L,(S2)
we have

||fC(t,p,Q)mPL1 In(m+1) ||P < Ogm(f0> llj)p (89)
The proof of Proposition is based on Theorem [R.7]

Corollary 8.5. Let W be the normalized in L,, 1 < p < 2, real d-variate
trigonometric system. Then Proposition[8.2 applies and gives for any fo € L,

H fC(t,p,d)mP/*1 In(m+1) HP < CUm(fOu \I])p (81())

Proposition 8.3. Let ¥ be the normalized in L,, 2 < p < oo, multivariate
Haar basis HE = H, x -+ x H,. Then

||fC’(t,p,d)m2/P'||p < CUm(anHg)p- (811)
The proof of Proposition B.3]is based on Theorem [8.4]

Proposition 8.4. Let ¥ be the normalized in L,, 1 < p < 2, univariate
Haar basis H,. Then

HfC(t,p)me < CUm(fOu Hp)p- (812)
The proof of Proposition B.4]is based on Theorem B.8

Proposition 8.5. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < ~yu?. Assume that
U is a normalized Schauder basis for X. Then

| fo @, x,0m2 mm+1) || £ Com(fo, ¥). (8.13)
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The proof of Proposition is based on Theorem [R.7]

We note that the above bound (8I3) still works if we replace the as-
sumption that ¥ is a Schauder basis by the assumption that a dictionary D
is (1, D)-unconditional with constant U. Then we obtain

I fewrrezmiuin | < Cok(fo, ¥), for K+ [C(t,v,U)K*InK] < D.

Proposition 8.6. Let X be a Banach space with p(u) < yu?, 1 < ¢ < 2.
Assume that ¥ is a normalized Schauder basis for X. Then

||fC(t,X,\Il)m‘1' In(m+1) || < C'am(fg, ‘I’) (8-14)

The proof of Proposition is based on Theorem R.71

We note that the above bound (8I4) still works if we replace the as-
sumption that ¥ is a Schauder basis by the assumption that a dictionary D
is (1, D)-unconditional with constant U. Then we obtain

||fC(t,'y,q,U)Kq’ 1n(K+1)|| < CUK(an D)? for K+ [C(tf% q, U)Kq/ In K—I <D.

9 Some other algorithms for recovery of sparse
elements

As we pointed out in Remark the Lebesgue-type inequalities guarantee
exact recovery of sparse elements. In this section we discuss greedy type
algorithms, which are based on other ideas than dual greedy and X-greedy
algorithms are based on, but provide good results for exact recovery and
Lebesgue-type inequalities for special dictionaries. Results of this section are
based on the paper [45], which is a follow up to the dissertation [44].

In the paper [45] we proved the Lebesgue-type inequalities for greedy
approximation in Banach spaces. Let X be a Banach space with norm ||- || :=
| - ||x. We introduce a new norm, associated with a dictionary D, by the
formula

[fllp :==supsup |[Fy(f)], feX.
g€D F,

g
Please, do not confuse || f||p with the ||F||p (see Definition [[T]), which is
defined for F' € X*. The following concept of the M-coherent dictionary
in the case of Banach spaces (see [62]) is a generalization of the well known
concept in the case of Hilbert spaces.
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Let D be a dictionary in a Banach space X. We define the coherence
parameter of this dictionary in the following way

M(D):= sup sup|F,(h)|.
g7#h;g,h€D Fy

We note that, in general, a norming functional Fj is not unique. This is why
we take supy, over all norming functionals of g in the definitions of [| f||p and
M(D). We do not need supy, in those definitions if for each g € D there is a
unique norming functional F;, € X*. Then we define D* := {F,, g € D} and
call D* a dual dictionary to a dictionary D. It is known that the uniqueness
of the norming functional Fj is equivalent to the property that g is a point
of Gateaux smoothness:

lim([lg +uyl| + [lg — wy[ = 2[lg]l)/u=0

for any y € X. In particular, if X is uniformly smooth then F} is unique
for any f # 0. We considered in [62] the following greedy algorithm, which
generalizes the Weak Orthogonal Greedy Algorithm to a smooth Banach
space setting.

Weak Quasi-Orthogonal Greedy Algorithm (WQOGA). Let t €
(0,1]. Denote fy := g’t := f (here and below index ¢ stands for quasi-
orthogonal) and find ¢, := ¢?" € D such that

| Fo, (fo)l = tsup [Fy(fo)-
geD

Next, we find ¢; satisfying

Fsol(f - 01901) =0.

Denote f; := fi' == f — c1¢1.

We continue this construction in an inductive way. Assume that we
have already constructed residuals fy, fi,..., f,n_1 and dictionary elements
©1, -y Pm—1. Now, we pick an element ¢, := ¢%' € D such that

Fon ()| 2 150 |y f)

Next, we look for ¢, ..., " satisfying
Fo(f=> o) =0, j=1,..m. (9.1)
i=1
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If there is no solution to (O.1)) then we stop, otherwise we denote G,, =
Got.=3"" My and fi, = 2= [ — G, with ¢, ..., ¢ satisfying (9.]).

Remark 9.1. We note that (91]) has a unique solution if

det[F,, (wi)]i%=1 # 0. We apply the WQOGA in the case of a dictionary
with the coherence parameter M := M(D). Then, by a simple well known
argument on the linear independence of the rows of the matriz [F,, (i),
we conclude that (31)) has a unique solution for any m < 1+ 1/M. Thus,
in the case of an M-coherent dictionary D, we can run the WQOGA for at

least [1/M] iterations.

In the case t = 1 we call the WQOGA the Quasi-Orthogonal Greedy
Algorithm (QOGA). In the case of QOGA we need to make an extra as-
sumption that the corresponding maximizer ¢,, € D exists. Clearly, it is the
case when D is finite.

It was proved in [62] (see also [67], p.382) that the WQOGA is as good
as the WOGA in the sense of exact recovery of sparse signals with respect
to incoherent dictionaries. The following result was obtained in [62] (see
Theorem 11.14 there).

Theorem 9.1 ([62]). Lett € (0,1]. Assume that D has coherence parameter

M. Let S < {5(1+1/M). Then for any f of the form

s
f= Z@ﬂ% (9-2)

where 1; are distinct elements of D, the WQOGA recovers it exactly after S
iterations. In other words we have that fg’t =0.

It is known (see, for instance, [67], pp.303-305) that the bound S <
2(1 4 1/M) is sharp for exact recovery by the OGA.

As above, we define the best m-term approximation in the norm Y as
follows

om(f)y == inf )Hf—9||Y-

gEXm (D

In this section the norm Y will be either the norm X of our Banach space or
the norm || - ||p defined above. In [45] (see Theorems 1.4, 1.5 and Corollary
1.2 there) we proved the following two Lebesgue-type inequalities.
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Theorem 9.2 ([45]). Assume that D is an M-coherent dictionary. Then for
m < 1/(3M) we have for the QOGA

| funllp < 13.50,(f)o. (9.3)

Theorem 9.3 ([45]). Assume that D is an M-coherent dictionary in a Ba-
nach space X . There exists an absolute constant C' such that form < 1/(3M)
we have for the QOGA

< i — — :
fullx <C_int (17 = gllx +mllf = gllo)

Corollary 9.1 ([45]). Using the inequality ||g|lp < |lgl|x we obtain from
Theorem [9.3
[fmllx < C(L+m)om(f)x.

Inequality ([©.3) is a perfect (up to a constant 13.5) Lebesgue-type in-
equality. It indicates that the norm || -||p used in that inequality is a suitable
norm for analyzing performance of the QOGA. Corollary shows that the
Lebesgue-type inequality ([@.3)) in the norm || - ||p implies the Lebesgue-type
inequality in the norm || - ||x.

We do not know if the Lebesgue-type inequality in Corollary is sharp.
We know that it can be improved (see Theorem 2.6 in [45]) in a Hilbert space.
In this case, an extra factor (1 4+ m) can be replaced by (1 +m!'/?), and it
is known that this cannot be replaced by a slower growing in m factor, see
[26]. Thus, in the case of Hilbert spaces, the technique from [45] based on
the general inequality (@3] provides sharp Lebesque-type inequalities.
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Chapter III : Greedy approximation with re-
spect to special dictionaries.

10 Brief Introduction

Probably, the simplest example of an infinite dictionary would be an or-
thonormal basis of a Hilbert space. The next natural simple dictionary would
be a Schauder basis in a Banach space. Theory of greedy approximation with
respect to bases is well developed. The reader can find the corresponding re-
sults in the books [67], [70] and in the very recent survey paper [I] (also, see
references therein). We will not discuss this direction in detail here but only
give a very brief description of the problem setting.

Let a Banach space X, with a basis W = {13 }72,, be given. We assume
that [|¢x|| > C > 0, k = 1,2,..., and consider the following theoretical
greedy algorithm. For a given element f € X we consider the expansion

F=3 el W (10.1)

For an element f € X we say that a permutation p of the positive integers
is decreasing if
ek (f, ) > e (F,9)] >, (10.2)

where p(j) = k;, 7 = 1,2,..., and write p € D(f). If the inequalities are
strict in (I0.2]), then D( f ) consists of only one permutation. We define the
mth greedy approximant of f, with regard to the basis ¥ corresponding to
a permutation p € D(f), by the formula

Gn(f) = Gl f,0) i= Gu(f, ¥, p) ch (f, W)

We note that there is another natural greedy-type algorithm based on order-
ing ||cx(f, W)y instead of ordering absolute values of coefficients. In this
case we do not need the restriction ||¢x| > C >0, k =1,2,.... Let A, (f)
be a set of indices such that

oduinllew(f, Oyl = maxllew(f, V)i
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We define GX (f, W) by the formula

GX(f. ) = Spun(f, ), where Sp(f) = Sp(f,¥) = cx(f, V).

keE

It is clear that for a normalized basis (||¢x]| = 1, £ = 1,2,...) the above
two greedy algorithms coincide. It is also clear that the above greedy al-
gorithm GX (-, ¥) can be considered as a greedy algorithm G,,(-,¥’), with
U= {4/ ||vk]| 132, being a normalized version of the W. Thus, usually the
researchers concentrate on studying the algorithm G,, (-, ¥). In the above def-
inition of G, (-, V) we impose an extra condition on a basis W: infy, |[¢x] > 0.
This restriction allows us to define G,,,(f, ¥) for all f € X.

The above algorithm G, (-, ¥) is a simple algorithm, which describes the
theoretical scheme for m-term approximation of an element f. This algorithm
is called Thresholding Greedy Algorithm (TGA). In order to understand the
efficiency of this algorithm we compare its accuracy with the best-possible
accuracy when an approximant is a linear combination of m terms from W
(see Section [§ above). We define the best m-term approximation with regard
to U as follows:

om(f) == om(f,V)x == cl?/f\ If — Z%WHX,

keA

where the infimum is taken over coeflicients ¢, and sets of indices A with
cardinality |A| = m. The best we can achieve with the algorithm G,, is

||.f - Gm(f> \I]> p)HX = Um(f> \II)X’
or the slightly weaker
||f_Gm(.fa\Ilap)||X S Gam(fa \II)Xa (103)

for all elements f € X, and with a constant G = C(X, V) independent of
f and m. It is clear that, when X = H is a Hilbert space and B is an
orthonormal basis, we have

||f - Gm(fv Bv p)HH = Um(f, B>H

The following concept of a greedy basis has been introduced in [36].
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Definition 10.1. We call a basis V a greedy basis if for every f € X there
exists a permutation p € D(f) such that

||.f - Gm(.fa \Dap)HX S Co-m(fa \I])X

with a constant C' independent of f and m.

Later, other important concepts of greedy type bases — quasi-greedy, al-
most greedy, and others — were introduced and studied in detail. For instance,
characterization theorems for greedy and almost greedy bases were proved.
The reader can find those results, for instance, in [70]. We point out one
important feature of bases, which distinguishes them from the redundant
dictionaries. If W is a basis then we have the expansion (I0.I]) and, therefore,
we can identify the function f with its sequence of coefficients {cx(f, V)}.
This, in turn, allows us to apply the very simple greedy type algorithm — the
Thresholding Greedy Algorithm. In this paper we mostly discuss redundant
dictionaries and need other, more complicated, greedy type algorithms.

11 Bilinear approximation

The first example of sparse approximation with respect to redundant dictio-
naries was considered by E. Schmidt in [46], who studied the approximation
of functions f(x,y) of two variables by bilinear forms,

Z ui(w)vi(y),

in Ly([0,1]?). Thus, in this case we use the following dictionary (bilinear
dictionary)

= 1I(1) := {u(x)o(y) : llullz, = llvllz, =1}, (11.1)

where the parameter 1 in II(1) indicates that the functions u and v are func-
tions of a single variable. This problem is closely connected with properties
of the integral operator

Ji(g) = / F (. )9(y)dy
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with kernel f(z,y). E. Schmidt ([46]) gave an expansion (known as the
Schmidt expansion)

ZSJ J1) @5 ()5 (y), (11.2)

where {s;(J;)} is a nonincreasing sequence of singular numbers of Jy, i.e.
si(Jy) == )\j(J;Jf)l/z, where {);(A)} is a sequence of eigenvalues of an op-
erator A, and J; is the adjoint operator to Jy. The two sequences {¢;(z)}
and {t;(y)} form orthonormal sequences of eigenfunctions of the operators
JyJ; and JiJy, respectively. He also proved that

H ZSJ Jf (by ( )

Lo

(11.3)

Lo

It was understood later that the above best bilinear approximation can be
realized by the following greedy algorithm. Assume c;, u;(x), v;(y), ||u;]lr, =
lvjlle, =1, 7 =1,...,m—1, have been constructed after m — 1 steps of the
algorithm. At the mth step we choose ¢, U (), Vi (Y), ||tmllL, = |[VmllL, =

1, to minimize
Hf(% y) = > cus(@)u(y)
Jj=1 Lo

The above algorithm is the Pure Greedy Algorithm (PGA) with respect to
II. Therefore, for the PGA with respect to II we have for any f € Ly([0,1]?)

o 1/2
If = G (f, 1)z = om(f, 112 = ( > Sj(Jf)2> : (11.4)

j=m+1

Relation (I1.4]) shows that in the case of dictionary II the problems of ap-
proximation by the PGA (OGA as well), of best m-term approximation, and
of decay of singular numbers s;(.J;) are closely related. The problem of es-
timating the singular numbers s;(.Jy) for functions f coming from different
smoothness classes has a long history. We give a brief description of it (see

also [60]).
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Remark 11.1. In this section we discuss the best m-term bilinear approzi-
mations of functions from different classes. We use the notation

Um(F> H)p = Sup Um(f> H)P
feF

Note, that in a number of papers on this topic the following notation is used

as well
T (F)p = o (F, I1),,.

11.1 Holder-Nikol’skii classes

We begin with presentation of some results for standard periodic Holder-
Nikol'skii classes NH/.I2 .= NHR R = (Ry, Ra), q = (q1, ¢2), of functions
of two variables. We define these classes in the following way. First of all
we define the vector Lg-norm, q = (g1, ...,qq), of functions of d variables
X = (T1,...,%4) a8

LF g =1 F Gz, @a) gy - g

The class NH (111, is the set of periodic functions f € Lq(T?) such that for
each [; = [R;]+ 1, 7 =1,...,d, the following relations hold

1;,J . .
Hf“q S 17 ||Atj jf”q S |t‘R], ] = 1, e ,d,

where Al is the I-th difference with step ¢ in the variable x;j. In the case of
functions of a single variable N H f coincides with the standard Holder class
HE.

We now give some historical remarks on estimating eigenvalues and sin-
gular numbers of integral operators. We begin with the following theorem
that is a corollary of the Weyl Majorant Theorem (see [27], p.41).

Theorem 11.1. Let A be a compact (completely continuous) operator in a
Hilbert space H. Suppose that

sp(A)<n™", r>0.

Then
A (A)] <n™.
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I. Fredholm [21] proved that if the kernel f(x,y) is a continuous function
and satisfies the condition

sup |[f(z,y +1) — f(z,y)| < ClE*, 0<a <1,
x7y

then for an arbitrary p > 2/(2a + 1) the series

> NP < o0
j=1

converges.
Starting with that article, smoothness conditions with respect to one
variable were imposed on the kernel. H. Weyl [75] proved the estimate

Al Jy) = o(n~H71/2)

under the condition that the kernel f(z,y) is symmetric and continuous and
that 9% f/0z™ is continuous.

Let us introduce some more notation. Define N Héf ;12) as follows: f(x,y)
belongs to this class if for all y € T the function f(-,y) of x belongs to
the class HEB(y), and B(y) is such that ||B(y)[l,, < 1. We use here the
following notation. For a function class F' and a number B > 0 we define
FB:={f:f/Be€F}.

E. Hille and J.D. Tamarkin [28] proved, in particular, that for 1 < ¢ <2
and R >1

sup  [M(Jp)| < n T (logn)® ¢ =q/(q - 1),
feNHIO
q,q9

and they conjectured that the extra logarithmic factor can be removed or
even replaced by a logarithmic factor with a negative power.

The next important step was taken by F. Smithies [4§]. He proved the
estimate

sup s, (J;) <n BV 1 <g<2 R>1/¢—1/2. (11.5)
FeNHEY

Of later results we mention those of A.O. Gel’fond and M.G. Krein (see [27],
Ch.III, S89.4), M.Sh. Birman and M.Z. Solomyak [6], and J.A. Cochran [g].
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We proved in [53] the estimate (I1.5) for 1 < ¢ < 2, which implies that
(IZH) holds also for ¢ = 1. This bound was derived from the correspond-
ing results on the best bilinear approximations. It was proved in [53] (see
Theorem 2.5 there) that

o (VHRD T), = e RHOmms 2D (a), = max(a,0),
for 1 < ¢ <pp <00,1 < ¢q =py <o0and R > r(q,p1). We denote
here r(q,p) := (1/¢g—1/p)y for 1 < g <p<2o0rl1l <p<gq< oo and
r(q,p) == max(1/2,1/q) otherwise.

Further, the bilinear approximation was extended to the case of vectors

x = (x1,...,24), ¥ = (y1,...,yq) instead of scalars = and y. We formulate
only some of those results. For d € N consider the dictionary
I(d) :={ux)v(y) : [Jullzyma) = lvllzyma = 1}, (11.6)

where the parameter d in II(d) indicates that the functions u and v are
functions of d variables. Then, as above the problem of best bilinear approx-
imation of f(x,y) in the Ly(T?¥) with respect to II(d) is closely connected
with the properties of the integral operator

Ji(g) = | f(xy)9(y)du(y)

Td
with the kernel f(x,y) and the normalized on T¢ Lebesgue measure p.

Remark 11.2. Note that in a number of papers the following notation is
used for the best m-term bilinear approximation

Tm(f)p := o (f, 11(d))p- (11.7)

Let R := (R1,...,R,) € R, be a vector with positive coordinates and
a:= (ar,...,a,), 1 <a; <oo,j=1,...,n Define the Holder-Nikol’skii
class NHE (see above) as the set of functions f(z), z € T" such that for each
[ :==[R;]+1, j=1,...,n, the following relations hold for f(z)

1.5 . 4
Iflla <1, A flla <[t j=1,...,n

where A is the I-th difference with step ¢ in the variable zj. We consider a
special case of the above classes, when n = 2d, d € N, R = (R, R?), with
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R':=(R},...,R)) €R%, i=1,2 and ais such that a; = ¢, for j =1,...,d
and a; = ¢o for j = d+1,...,2d. We use the following notation NH(E‘l’RZ,

q:=(q,---,q1,9,---,q) for this class.
Let R := (Ri,...,R}) € Ri, 1 = 1,2, be vectors with positive coordi-

nates. Denote )
p _
g(RY) = (Z(R;ﬁ)—l) . i=1,2.

J=1

In addition, we use the following notations n; := (1/¢; — 1/2)y, i = 1,2
and

pi(a,R) = mi(1 = nz/g(R?))7", p2(a, R) == na(1 — i /g(R)) ™"
The following results are from [55] (see Theorems 4.1, 4.1°, 4.2, 4.2 there).

Theorem 11.2 ([55]). Let R = (R, R?) be such that g(R') < g(R?) and
g(RY) > n1, g(R?) > pa(q, R). Then for all 1 < q < co we have

am(]\flr{(ljf”l’R2 JT1(d))s = m 9B +moR:)/g(RY)

Corollary 11.1 ([55]). Let R = (R',R?) be as in Theorem[I1.2. Then for
all 1 < q < oo we have

sup sy (Jy) < m IR +nmg(R?)/g(RY)~1/2

Rl,R2
fENHE

Theorem 11.3 ([55]). Let R = (R, R?) be such that g(R') > g(R?) and
g(R?) >y, g(RY) > pi(q,R). Then for all 1 < q < oo we have

T (NHE R TI(d))y < R +m20®D/6(RE) +m =z,
Corollary 11.2 ([55]). Let R = (RY,R?) be as in Theorem[I1.3. Then for
all 1 < q < oo we have

sup Sm(Jf) — m—g(R1)+7729(R1)/H(R2)+771—772—1/2'

Rl R2
fENHg

Theorems [[T.2] and [[T3 solve the problem of the behavior (in the sense
of order) of the best m-term bilinear approximations in the L, norm for a
big variety of the Holder-Nikol’skii classes N H§1’R2. The reader can find
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some results on the best m-term bilinear approximations in the L, norm for
classes NHE'R* in [53)].

The bilinear approximation turns out to be useful in studying not only
the sequences s,,(J;) of singular numbers but also some of their natural
generalizations. We now present the appropriate definitions. We begin with
a classical concept of the Kolmogorov width. Let X be a Banach space and
F C X be a compact subset of X. The quantities

n
f— Z Citl
i=1

are called the Kolmogorov widths of F in X.
For a function f € L;(T??) written in the form f(x,y), x,y € T¢ define
a function class

d,(F,X):= inf supinf

, n=12 ...
{ui}fo 1 CX feF ¢

X

W/ {g g = [ Fxye@)duly), Il < 1}.

Td
It is well known (see, for instance, [27]) that for f € Ly(T??) we have
St (Jf) = dn (W3, Ly). (11.8)

The following result from [55] (see Theorem 4.3 there) is an extension of
Corollary I1.21

Theorem 11.4 ([55]). Let R = (R, R?) be such that g(R') > g(R?) and
g(R?) > ny. Then for all1 < q < oo and all 1 < b < oo we have

sup  d (W, Ly)) =< m~9RDT129R/g(R)+m —n2—1/2

feNH(‘;‘l’R2
under extra conditions: g(R') > pi(q,R) forb € [1,2] and g(R') > pi(q, R)+
1/2 for b > 2.

11.2 Mixed smoothness classes

In this section we discuss bilinear approximation of the multivariate func-
tions, which have mixed smoothness. We begin with the definition of classes
W3 (see, for instance, [50], p.31).
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Definition 11.1. In the univariate case, for a > 0, let

Fy(x):=1+2 Z k™% cos(kx — an/2) (11.9)
k=1
and in the multivariate case, for a = (a1,...,a,) € RY, x = (z1,...,2,) €

T™, let

n

Fa(x) =[] Fo, (x7).

Jj=1

Denote for 1 < q < oo (we understand the vector inequality coordinate wise)

Wa={f:f=pxF l¢llq<1],
where

n

(% Fa)(x) = (2m) / Fu(x — y)o()dy.

The classes W are classical classes of functions with dominated mized
derivative (Sobolev-type classes of functions with mixed smoothness).

We now proceed to the definition of the classes Hf, which is based on the
mixed differences (see, for instance, [50], p.31).

Definition 11.2. Lett = (ty,...,t,) and AL f(x) be the mized I-th difference
with step t; in the variable x;, that is

A () = Adya - Dby f (31, 7a).

Let e be a subset of natural numbers in [1,d]. We denote

Al(e) := H Al AL (@) := Id — identity operator.

tjvj’
j€e

We define the class H3 B, | > ||a||«, as the set of f € Lq(T?) such that for
any e
At f ], < BT 11 (11.10)
j€e
In the case B = 1 we omit it. It is known (see, for instance, [50], p.32,
for the scalar q and [51)] for the vector q) that the classes HY, with different
[ > ||a||leo are equivalent. So, for convenience we omit | from the notation.
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The reader can find results on approximation properties of these classes in
the books [50], [72], and [I7]. In this section we consider the case, when n =
2d, d € N, 1 < q < oo, and a has a special form: a; = ry, ag; = ro for j =
1,...,d. In this case we write WY and Hf with r = (ry,...,7r,72,...,72).

We begin with a result in the case of functions of two variables (n = 2,
i.e. d =1). The following result is from [51] (see Theorems 1, 2.1, and 3.2
there). We need the following notation for 1 < ¢,p < oo

1 11

£(q,p) = (— — max (—, —)) . (a)+ := max(a,0). (11.11)
q 2p)),

Theorem 11.5 ([51]). Let d = 1 and FY denote one of the classes W or

HY. Then forr > 1 and 1 < q < p; <00, 1 < g, p2 < 00 we have

o,m(Fg’ H)p — m—T’1—T2+§(Q1,P1).

Remark 11.3. Note that Theorem is proved in [51] under weaker
conditions on r than above. That restriction on r is needed for the proof
of the upper bounds. For the lower bounds it is sufficient to assume that

r> (/g1 —1/p1,(1/q2 — 1/p2)4).
Corollary 11.3 ([51]). Under conditions of Theorem [11.0 we have

11
r1 r2+max<§,a> 1

sup s, (Jy) <m
feFy,
The following analog of Theorem [[1.4]is proved in [51] (see Theorems 4.1
and 4.2 there).

Theorem 11.6 ([51]). Let d = 1 and F% denote one of the classes WY or
HY. Then for 1 <q,p <oo andr > (1,14 max(1/2,1/q)) we have

sup dm(W[J;)p — m—¢1—¢2+5(q710)
fEFY

with £(q,p) defined in (I111).

In the above Theorem [I1.6]we consider the case of classes F}. Some results
on the classes Fy are obtained in [55] (see Theorem 3.1’ there). We refer the
reader to the paper [51] for further results and historical comments on bilinear
approximation of functions on two variables with mixed smoothness.

In the case d > 1 results are not as complete as in the case d = 1 discussed
above. We now present some results in that direction from [55] (see Theorems
2.1, 2.2, and 3.2 there).
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Theorem 11.7 ([55]). Let n =2d, d € N, and let v = (r1,...,71,72,...,72)
be such that r1 > 1/2 and ro > 1/2. Then for any2 < q< oo and 2 <p <
oo we have

o (Wi, TI(d))p =< m™" 72 (log m) " 7201,

Theorem 11.8 ([55]). Let n =2d, d € N, and let v = (r1,...,71,79,...,73)
be such that ry > 1/2 and ro > 1/2. Then for any2 < q< o0 and 2 <p <
oo we have

o (Hy, TI(d))p = m ™" 772 (log m) 172D,

Remark 11.4. In Theorems|[11.7 and [11.8 it is sufficient to require r; > 0,
1 =1,2 wn the case q > p.

Here is an analog of Theorem [I1.6] which holds for d = 1, in the case
d>1.

Theorem 11.9 ([51]). Letde N and2 < q<o00,2<a< 00,1 <b< 0.
Assume that in the case b € (1,2] we have r; > 0, i = 1,2, and in the case
b€ (2,00) we have ry > 1/2, 19 > 0. Then

sup dy, (W), = (m™" (logm)® 1)1 #+72m =12,
feEWY

12 Multilinear approximation

In this section we study multilinear approximation (nonlinear tensor product
approximation) of multivariate functions. As above, we consider periodic
functions defined on T? equipped with the normalized Lebesgue measure. In
other words, say in the case of Ly(T¢), we are interested in studying m-term
approximations of functions with respect to the dictionary

d
0= {g(z1,....2a) s glar,. .., xa) = [[u'(@:), |u'lla=1,i=1,....d},
=1

where u'(z;), 7 = 1,...,d, are arbitrary normalized univariate functions from
Ly(T). In the case d = 2 we have [1* = II = II(1). We can give the following
interpretation to the dictionary I1% and its L, analogs. For a Banach space
X denote by S(X) its unit sphere {f € X : || f||x = 1}. Then we can write

¢ = S(Ly(T)) x --- x S(Ly(T)) (dtimes).
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In words — II? is a tensor (direct) product of d copies of the unit spheres of
the univariate Ls(T) spaces. For 1 < p < oo we define

MY := S(Ly(T)) x -+ x S(L,(T)) (d times).

Remark 12.1. In this section we discuss the best m-term approximations of
functions from different classes. We use the notation

om(F, Hd)p :=supon,(f, Hd)p.
feF

Note, that in a number of papers on this topic the following notation is used

as well
O (F), = o (F,11%),.

The dictionary II? is the bilinear dictionary II, which was discussed in
detail above. We already pointed out (see (IT.4])) that the dictionary II
has a very interesting and important property: The PGA and the OGA
realize the best m-term approximations. Unfortunately, the dictionary II¢
with d > 2 does not have this special property. This makes the study of its
approximation properties much more difficult than the study of the bilinear
dictionary II. In this section we present some results on sparse approximation
with respect to II?. Theorem [T.5lgives rather complete results on the bilinear
dictionary TI2. The following upper estimate from [52] (see Theorem 4.1
there) in the case ¢ = p = 2

O (W5, Ty < m~ @D 5 0, (12.1)

is an extension of Theorem [I1.5in the case ¢ = p = 2. Further progress was
obtained in [5] (see Theorem 1.1 there). Let 2 < p < oo and r > (d — 1)/d.
Then

rd

(W3, TT9),, < ((logmw) 7 (12.2)

Comment [12.1. The proof of the bound in [5] is not constructive.
It goes by induction and uses a nonconstructive bound in the case d =
2, which is obtained in [52]. The corresponding proof from [52] uses the
bounds for the Kolmogorov width d,(Wj, L) of the class WJ of univariate
functions, proved by Kashin [33]. Kashin’s proof is a probabilistic one, which
provides existence of a good linear subspace for approximation, but there is

61



no known explicit constructions of such subspaces. This problem is related
to a problem from compressed sensing on construction of good matrices with
Restricted Isometry Property (see, for instance, [67], Ch.5 and [20]). It is
an outstanding difficult open problem. In [5] we discuss constructive ways of
building good multilinear approximations. The simplest way would be to use
known results about m-term approximation with respect to special systems
with tensor product structure. We illustrate this idea in [5] on the example
of Thresholding Greedy Algorithm with respect to a special basis.
We now discuss some known lower bounds. In the case d = 2 the lower
bound
om(W), > m™", 1<p<oo, (12.3)

follows from more general results in [51] (see Theorem [[T.5 and Remark [IT.3]
above). A stronger result

om (W) > m™ (12.4)

follows from Theorem 1.1 in [54]. We formulate that important result here.
Let 7% := {e®®}, ;4 be the trigonometric system. Denote for N =
(Nl,...,Nd), Nj eNyg,s=1,....,d,

d

TN, d):={ f= > ci el & 9(N) = []2N; +1).

ki|kj | <Nj j=1,..,d j=1
Let T(IN, d)s denote the unit L..-ball of the subspace T (N, d).

Theorem 12.1 ([54]). Let a,d € N be such that a € [1,d). There exists a
positive constant C'(d) with the following property. For N = (Ny,..., Ny)
denote N' := (Ny,...,N,) and N? := (Nyy1,..., Ng). Then for any

m < % min(J(N'), 9(N?))

there is a function t(x*, x?), x' == (v1,...,%4), X* 1= (Tay1,...,2q) in the

T(N,d)o such that for any integrable functions u;(x), v;(x?), i =1,...,m,

we have
m

t(x', x?) — Z s (x vy (x?)

1=1

> C/(d).

1
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Clearly, in the case d = 2, a = 1 Theorem [I2.1] provides the lower bound
for the bilinear approximations

om(T(N,2)00, 1)1 > C(2), for m < cmin(Ny, Na). (12.5)

A very interesting development of Theorem [I2.1] was obtained recently in
the paper [42] (see Statement 3.3 there).

Theorem 12.2 ([42]). There exist two positive constant C(d) and c¢(d) such

that
Ny« Ny

Om(T(N, d)so, I, > C(d),  for m < c(d) —
1V

Theorem [12.2] was proved by a method, which is based on the ideas sub-
stantially different from ideas, used in the proof of Theorem [I2.1l The al-
gebraic method of Alon-Frankl-Rodl, developed in the theory of matrix and
tensor rigidity, was used in [42]. As a corollary of Theorem [[2.2], which pro-
vides the lower bounds, and relation (I2.1]), which provides the upper bounds
we obtain forr >0 and 1 <p<2<¢g< o0

O (W, TI7), < /=), (12.6)

13 Brief comments on some other dictionar-
ies

In this section we only mention some of the well known redundant dictionaries
and will not discuss any results on them.

Ridge dictionary. The following problem, which is well known in statis-
tics under the name of projection pursuit regression problem, is an example
of nonlinear sparse approximation with respect to a redundant dictionary.
The problem is to approximate in Lo(€2, 1) a given function f € Lo(2, 1) by
a sum of ridge functions, i.e. by

D riwiox), x€QCRY w €RY fwille=1, j=1,...,m, (13.1)

Jj=1

where r;, j = 1,...,m, are univariate functions. The following greedy-type
algorithm (projection pursuit) was proposed in [22] to solve this problem. As-
sume functions ry,...,r,_1 and vectors wy,...,w,,_1 have been determined
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after m — 1 iterations of the algorithm. Choose at mth step a unit vector w,,
and a function 7, to minimize the error

m

1) =D ri(ws - X) | Lac-

i=1

This is an example of realization of the Pure Greedy Algorithm with respect
to the ridge dictionary RY with

anl ={r(w-x),x€QC R? w e RY, lwlle =1, [[r(w-x)||z,u = 1},

where 7 runs over all univariate functions.

Neural networks. We fix a univariate function o(t), t € R. Usually, this
function takes values in (0, 1) and increases. Then as a system (dictionary)
we consider

{9(x) : g(x) =o(w-x+0), x € QC R, weR’, [lw]2=1,b € R}.

Constructions based on this dictionary are called shallow neural networks or
neural networks with one layer.

We build approximating manifolds inductively. Let x € 2 C R?. Fix a
univariate function h(t). A popular one is the ReLU function: ReLU(t) =0
for t < 0 and ReLu(t) =t for t > 0. ReLU = Rectified Linear Unit.

Take numbers s, n € N and build s-term approximants of depth n (neural
network with n layers). In the capacity of parameters take n matrices: A;
of size s X d, As, ..., A, of size s x s and vectors b', ..., b", c from R®.

At the first step define y! € R®

yl = h(A1X + bl) = (h((Al)C)l + bi), cey h((A1X)s + bi))T

Note that y! is a function on x.
At the kth step (k= 2,...,n) define

yk — h(Akyk_l + bk)
= (h((Apy* ™ D1+, h(Agy™™ ) + 0N
Finally, after the nth step we define

9.(%) 1= {e.¥"(x)) = D 0} (%)
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Thus we build a manifold M := M(d, s,n), which is described by the fol-
lowing parameters: n matrices: A; of size s X d, A, ..., A, of size s x s and
vectors: b!,...,b" c from R*. Then the problem of best approximation, say
in the Ly(Q, 1) norm, of a given function f € Ly(€, 1) by elements of M is
formulated as follows

inf — gn .
gilelMHf Inll L)
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Chapter IV : Some typical proofs

A typical way of studying convergence and rate of convergence of greedy
algorithms consists of two steps. At the first step we obtain an inequality
for the norm of residual || f,,|| in terms of the || f,,—1]|. At the second step
we analyze the corresponding recursive inequalities and derive bounds on the
sequence {||f.]|}. We begin with results, which are useful at the second step.

14 Some lemmas about numerical sequences
The following Lemma [I4.1]is from [73] (see, for instance, [67], p.91, in case
Cl == 02)

Lemma 14.1. Let {a,,}°_, be a sequence of non-negative numbers satisfying
the inequalities

Qo SCh (m41 Sam(l_amc2>7 m:071727---7 01702 > 0.
Then we have for each m
Ay, S (Cl_l + Cgm)_l.

Proof. The proof is by induction on m. For m = 0 the statement is true
by assumption. We assume a,, < (C '+ Cym)~" and prove that ., <
(CT1 4Oy (m+1))~L If @y = O this statement is obvious. Assume therefore
that a,,.1 > 0. Then we have

a;llﬂ >a (1 —an0y) ™ >a (14 a,Cy) =a,' +Cy > Crt + (m+1)Cy,
which implies a,,;1 < (C71+ Co(m +1))7L. O

We shall need the following simple generalization of Lemma [I4.]], different
versions of which are well known (see, for example, [67], p.91 and [25]).

Lemma 14.2. Let a number C; > 0 and a sequence {yr}%2,, yx > 0,
k=1,2,..., be given. Assume that {a,,}5°_, is a sequence of non-negative
numbers satisfying the inequalities

ap < Cl> Am+1 < am(l - am?/m—i—l)a m = Oa ]-727 SRR Cl > 0.

Then we have for each m

m —1
am§<0f1+2yk> .
k=1
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Proof. The proof is by induction on m. For m = 0 the statement is true by
assumption. We prove that

m -1 m+1 -1
A < (C’fl + Z yk> implies  a,,41 < (C’fl + Z yk> )
k=1

k=1

If a,,.1 = 0 this statement is obvious. Assume therefore that a,,.; > 0.
Then we have

m+1
a1 > ap (1= @) ™ > @ (14 @nlimst) = a5 + Y = O+ Y i,

k=1
which proves the required inequality. O

The following Lemma is from [14] (see also [67], p.89).

Lemma 14.3. If A > 0 and {a,}32, is a sequence of non-negative numbers
satisfying a; < A and

2 A

U < Qo1 — —Am-1+ —5, M=2,3,..., (14.1)

m m

then 4
am < = (14.2)

m

Proof. The proof is by induction. Suppose we have
A

m— 1

Qm—1 S

for some m > 2. Then, from our assumption (I4.1]), we have
A 2 A 1 1 1 A
Ay < l-— |+ —==4l——F7—+—+— ) < —.
m—1 m m? m  (m—1)m m? m

The following Lemma [I4.4] is from [56] (see also [67], p.102).
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Lemma 14.4. Let three positive numbers o < v <1, A > 1 be given and let
a sequence of positive numbers 1 > ay > ay > ... satisfy the condition: If,
for some v € N we have

a, > Av~?,

then
ay11 < a,(l—~/v). (14.3)

Then there ezists B = B(A, «,7) such that for alln =1,2,... we have
a, < Bn™%.
Proof. We have a; <1 < A which implies that the set
Vi={v:ia,>Ar°}

does not contain ¥ = 1. We now prove that for any segment [n,n+ k| C V
we have k& < C(a,v)n. Indeed, let n > 2 be such that n — 1 ¢ V| which
means

an_1 < A(n—1)7°, (14.4)

and [n,n + k] C V, which in turn means
ny; = An+5)"% j=0,1,... .k (14.5)

Then by the condition (I4.3]) of the lemma we get

n+k—1 n+k—1
a'n-i-kSG'n H (1_7/1/) < Gp-1 H (1_7/7/) (146)

Combining (I4.4]) — (I4.6) we obtain
n+k—1

(n+k)< -1 [] @=1/v). (14.7)

v=n

Taking logarithms and using the inequalities

In(1—2) <—x, xz€l0,1);

m—1 m
Z vt > / v 'dr = In(m/n),
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we get from (I4.7)
n+k—1 n+k—1

n+k n+k
n_lg Z In(l —v/v) < — Z v/v < —vln -

v=n v=n

—aln

Hence

(v—a)ln(n+k) < (v—a)lnnjtalnni T
which implies

n+k < 2van
and

k< C(a,y)n.

Let us take any p € N. If 4 ¢ V' we have the desired inequality with B = A.

Assume p € V, and let [n,n + k] be the maximal segment in V' containing
. Then

— 1\ “
4y < any < Aln— 1) = Au—a(" ) . (14.8)
1
Using the inequality k& < C'(a,)n proved above we get
k
AP ACE) (14.9)

n—1"n-—1"7"

Substituting (I49) into (I£8) we complete the proof of Lemma [I44] with
B = AC)(a, )™ O

Lemma 14.5. Let r > 0 be given. Assume that a sequence {a,}> | is such
that a; < A and

an 1/r
ner < an (1—(1) ) n=12, ... (14.10)

Then in the case r € (0, 1] we have
Ay < AmM™" (14.11)
and in the case r € [1,00) we have

A < Ar"m™". (14.12)
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Proof. We rewrite (I4.10) in the form

()" () (- )") e

First, consider the case r € (0,1]. Then for any x € [0,1] we have z'/" <
and, therefore, (I4.13) implies

) =@ i oo

By Lemma [I4.1] with C; = Cy = 1 we obtain

1/r

(a_m) < l, and a, < Am™".

A m

Second, consider the case r € [1,00). Using the inequality
(1—2)*<1-ax, re€0,1], ae€(0,1],

we get from (I4.13)

()= () (1)) e o

By Lemma [[4.1] with C; = 1 and C5 = 1/r we obtain

1/r
<a_m> < L, and a, < Ar'm™".
A m
The proof is complete. O

Lemma 14.6. Let ¢ : [0,1] — [0,1] be an increasing convex function with
©(0) = 0. Assume that a sequence A > ay > --- > 0 satisfies the inequalities

Qn+1 < an(l _Sp(an/A))’ n= 1a2>"" (1416)

Then
am < Ap~H(1/m).
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Proof. Using our assumption that ¢ is increasing, we obtain from (I4.16])

plani1/A) < e((an/A) (1 = plan/A))), n=1,2,.... (14.17)

The convexity assumption implies that for any = € [0,1] and « € [0,1] we
have

p(r(l—a)) <ap(0) + (1 - a)p(z) = (1 - a)p().
Thus, (I4.17) gives
p(ant1/A) < o((an/A)) (1 — plan/A)), n=12,...,
and by Lemma [I4.1] we obtain
o(am/A) <1/m and a, < Ap~'(1/m).
]

Lemma 14.7. Let ¢ be as in Lemma [14.6 with the following additional
properties. It is differentiable and there is a 5 > 0 such that for all x € (0, 1]
and 0 € (0, x] we have

x¢'(0) > Bep(x). (14.18)
Assume that a sequence A > ay > --- > 0 satisfies the inequalities (14.16]).
Then

an < Ap~'(1/(Bm)).

Proof. By the Mean Value Theorem (Lagrange Theorem) we have
o(z) —p(z(l —a)) =¢'(@)az, z(1-—a)<0<ux.
Thus, by (I4.18)
ple(l — @) < p(r) — afp(r) = o)1 - ab).
Setting = := a,/A and a := ¢(a, /A), we obtain from ([4.17)
plant1/A) < e((an/A))(1 = Bolan/A), n=12,...,
and by Lemma [I4.1] we obtain

plam/A) <1/(Bm) and  an < Ap~'(1/(Bm)).
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The following Lemma [I4.8]is from [15].

Lemma 14.8. If a nonnegative sequence aqg,ay, . ..,ay satisfies

Ay < Ay +Oir){£1(—)\vam_1 +BX)+06, B>0, 6€(0,1, 0<wv<l,

(14.19)
form < N :=[5719], g € (1,2], then
am < C(q, v, B,ag)m* ™9, m <N, (14.20)
with C(q,v, B, ag) < C'(q, B,ag)v 1.
Proof. By taking A = 0, we derive from (IZ19) that
G < Q1 +0, m < N. (14.21)
Therefore, for all m < N we have
m < ag+No<ag+1, 0<m<N.
Now fix any value of m € [1, N] and define \; := (%)ﬁ, so that
AM0am_1 = 2B\ (14.22)

If \; <1 then

inf (—A\va,_1 + BAY) < —\va,,_ 1 + BA]
0<A<1

1 4
= —5)\1Uam_1 = _CI(Q7 B>Upa51—l’ b= q z 1

If Ay > 1 then for all A < A\; we have \va,,_1 > 2B\? and specifying A = 1
we get

1
. _ )y <« _ =
Oér){tg‘l( )\Uam—l + B ) ~ Qvam—l

1
< —§va§’n_1(ao +1)'7? = —~Ci(q, ao)vak, ;.

Thus, in any case, setting Cy := Cs(q, v, B, ag) := min(C(q, B)v?, C1(q, ag)v)

we obtain from (IZ.19)

U < Aoy — Codl, |+, Cy > Ch(q, B, ag)r”, (14.23)
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holds for all 1 <m < N.
Now to establish (I4.20), we let n € [1, N] be the smallest integer such
that
Coa?_, < 26. (14.24)

If there is no such n, we set n = N. In view of (IZ£23), we have
am < a1 — (Co/2)al _;, 1< m<n. (14.25)

If we modify the sequence a,, by defining it to be zero if m > n, then this
modified sequence satisfies (I4.25]) for all m and Lemma [[4.5 with r = ¢ — 1
gives

am < Csm'™1, 1 <m<n, Cs<Ci(q,B,ap)v (14.26)

If n = N, we have finished the proof. If n < N, then, by (I4.21]), we
obtain for m € [n, N]

2 1/17
ap < ap_1+(m—n+1)d <a, 1+No<a, 1+ NN7?< <§) +CyN¥9,
2

where we have used the definition of n. Since 67 < N~9? = N1 we
have
am < CsN'71<Csm'™, n<m <N, Cs<Civ?,

where C? depends only on ¢, B, ap. This completes the proof of the lemma.
U

The following Lemma is from [71].

Lemma 14.9. Let p(u) be a nonnegative convex on [0, 1] function with the
property p(u)/u — 0 as u — 0. Assume that a nonnegative sequence {0} is
such that oy — 0 as k — oco. Suppose that a nonnegative sequence {ax}32,
satisfies the inequalities

Ay, < Ay + 0%&121(_>\Uam_1 + Bp(A) + 01, m=1,2,..., (14.27)

with positive numbers v and B. Then

lim a,, = 0.
m—0o0
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Proof. We carry out the proof under assumption that p(u) > 0 for u > 0.
Otherwise, if p(u) = 0 for u € (0, uo) then

am < (ag+60)(1—ugv)™ 4+ 8, (1—uev)™ 2+ -+ 61 — 0 as m — oo.

Denote
Bm—1:= — infl(—)\vam_l + Bp(\)).

0<A<

It is clear that (3,1 > 0. We divide the set of natural numbers into two sets:
Ml = {m : 6m—1 < 25m—1}; Mg = {m : 57”_1 > 25m—1}-

The set M, can be either finite or infinite. First, consider the case of infinite

Ml. Let
My ={mp}e,, mi<mg<....

For any m € My we have
Qm S Am—1 — ﬁm—l + 5m—1 < Qm-1 — 5m—1 S Qm—1-

Thus, the sequence {a,,} is monotone decreasing on (my_1,my). Also, we
have
a’mk,1 S amk71—1 + 5mk71—1~ (1428)

It is clear from (I4.28]), monotonicity of {a,, } on (my_1, mx) and the property
0r — 0 as k — oo that it is sufficient to prove that

lim a,, _; = 0.
k—oo "Mk

For m € M; we have 3,,_1 < 20,,_1. Let A\;(m) be a nonzero solution to the
equation
p(A) _ vam—

AN, —1 = 2Bp(A\) or N 5B

If A;(m) <1 then
—Bm-1 < =Ai(m)va,—1 + Bp(A1(m)) = —Bp(Ai(m)).

Thus,
Bp(Ai(m)) < Bm-1 < 26m-1.
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Therefore, using that p(u) > 0 for u > 0, we obtain A\;(m) — 0 as m — oo.

Next,
_ 2B p(Ai(m))
Uy = —————
v Ai(m)
If Ay(m) > 1 then by monotonicity of p(u)/u for all A < A;(m) we have
Avay,—1 > 2Bp(\). Specifying A = 1 we get

—0 as m — oo.

_ﬁm—l S _ivam—l .

Therefore, a,—1 < (2/v)Bm-1 < (4/0)dp—1 — 0 as m — oo.
Second, consider the case of finite M;. Then there exists mgq such that
for all m > my we have

1
A, S Qm—1 — ﬁm—l + 5m—1 S Am—1 — §6m—1~ (1429)

The sequence {am, }m>m, is monotone decreasing and therefore it has a limit
a > 0. We prove that & = 0 by contradiction. Suppose o« > 0. Then
Q-1 > « for m > mg. It is clear that for m > mgy we have (,,_1 > ¢y > 0.
This together with (I£29) contradict to our assumption that a,, > «, m >
mo. O

We now prove a lemma from [71] that gives the rate of decay of a sequence
satisfying (I4.27) with a special p(u) = yu?.

Lemma 14.10. Suppose a nonnegative sequence ag, aq, ... satisfies the in-
equalities form =1,2, ...

Ay, < Apypq + 0%1)\121(—)\@@,,1_1 + BA) + 01, O <em™? (14.30)
where q € (1,2], v € (0,1], and B > 0. Then
am < C(q,v, B, ag, c)m* ™4, C(q,v, B,ag,c) < C'(q, B,ag, c)v™1.
Proof. In particular, (IZ£30) implies that
G < A1 + Opp_1. (14.31)

Then for all m we have

k=0
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Denote \; a nonzero solution of the equation

1
Vam—1 ) q—1

Aoay_ 1 = 2BAL, Ay = ( i

(14.32)
If \; <1 then

inf (—A\va,,_1 + BA\) < —\va,,_ 1 + BA]
0<A<1

__1

q—1
If Ay > 1 then for all A < A\; we have \va,,_; > 2B\? and specifying A = 1
we get

1
- _5)‘lvam—1 = —Ci(q, ByPay, y, p:

m

1
. _ )y « _ =
0%%21( )\Uam—l + B ) >~ 2vam—l

1 _
—§vaﬁl_1(a0 + Ci(q, )P = —Cy(q, ag, c)va’,_,.
Setting Cy = Cy(q,v, B, ag,¢) := min(C4(q, B)vP, Ci(q, ap, c)v) we obtain

from (I4.30)
am < a1 — Coal, | + 6,1, Co > Ch(q, B, ag, c)vP. (14.33)

IA

We now need one more technical lemma (see [71]).

Lemma 14.11. Let ¢ € (1,2], p := L. Assume that a sequence {dx};2,
is such that 0, > 0 and 0 < c(k + 1)79. Suppose a nonnegative sequence

{ar}2, satisfies the inequalities

Uy < Ay — wab, 4+ 1, m=12 ..., (14.34)
with a positive number w € (0,1]. Then
am < C(q,c,w,a0)m'™ %, m=1,2,..., Clgcw,a) <C'(qc, ao)w_ﬁ.

Proof. Lemma [[4.17] is a simple corollary of the following known lemma,
which is a more general version of Lemma [14.4]

Lemma 14.12. Let three positive numbers a < (3, A be given and let a
sequence {a,}5°, have the following properties: ag < A and we have for all
n>1

p < Qp_1 + An™%; (14.35)
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if for some v we have
a, > Av™®

then
ay11 < a,(l—p/v). (14.36)

Then there exists a constant C = C(«, ) such that for alln = 1,2,... we
have
a, < CAn™“.

Remark 14.1. If conditions (14-33) and (14.36) are satisfied forn < N and
v < N then the statement of Lemma[14.19 holds for n < N.

Suppose that
a, > Av'i=a,

Then by (14.34)
ayrr < ay(1 —wa?l™) + v < a, (1 —wal ™ + (c/A)/v).
Making A large enough A = C(ay, c)w_p+1 we get ag < A and
—wAPT! f /A< 2.

We now apply Lemma [I4.12] which completes the proof of Lemma [I4.1T] and
hence of Lemma [[4.10 as well. 0O

O

15 Some results on greedy algorithms

In this section we present some typical proofs for convergence and rate of con-
vergence of some greedy algorithms. We present these proofs in the general
situation, when we are in a complex Banach space. We follow the presenta-
tion from [25]. This presentation goes along the lines of proofs in the case
of real Banach spaces with some necessary modifications. The reader can
find the real case discussion in the book [67] and detailed discussion of the
complex case in [16] and [25].
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15.1 Definitions and Lemmas

We note that from the definition of modulus of smoothness we get the fol-
lowing inequality (in the real case see, for instance, [67], p.336, and in the
complex case see [25]).

Lemma 15.1. Let x # 0. Then
0 < [lz+uyll = [lzll = Re(uFa(y)) < 2|lzllp(ullyll/l=]]). (15.1)

Lemma [I5.1] can be proved in a way similar to the proof of Lemma
below.

The following simple and well-known Lemma in the case of real
Banach spaces is proved, for instance, in [67], Ch.6, pp.342-343. In the case
of complex Banach spaces see [25].

Lemma 15.2. Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space and L be a finite-
dimensional subspace of X. For any f € X\ L let fr denote the best approz-
imant of f from L. Then we have

Fyg, (¢) =0
for any ¢ € L.
Proof. Let us assume the contrary: there is a ¢ € L such that ||¢|| = 1 and
|Fy—p. (@) =B > 0.

Denote by v the complex conjugate of sign(Fy_y, (¢)), where sign z := z/|z|
for z # 0. Then vFy_g, (¢) = |Fr—s,(¢)|. For any A > 0 we have from the
definition of p(u) that

1= fo = Mol +11f = fu+ Mol < 20lf £ (1 T (%)) (152)
=7
Next
U — fo e MOl > Epr (f — ot @) = If — fol £ 26, (153)

Combining (I5.2) and ([I53]) we get

e B A A
IF = fu=dwell < If fL“<1 ||f—fL||+2p<||f—fL||))' (154)
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Taking into account that p(u) = o(u), we find X > 0 such that

S (i)
1l +2p | ———— 1.
(- () <

Then (15.4) gives
If = fo—=XNvoll < If = ful,
which contradicts the assumption that f;, € L is the best approximant of

- O

Remark 15.1. The condition Fy_y, (¢) = 0 for any ¢ € L is also a sufficient
condition for fr € L to be a best approximant of f from L.

Proof. Indeed, for any g € L we have

|f = foll = Fr—p (f = fr) = Fr—p,(f —9) < || f = gll-
]

The following simple and well-known Lemma [15.3 in the case of real
Banach spaces is proved, for instance, in [67], Ch.6, p.343. In the case of
complex Banach spaces see [25].

Lemma 15.3. For any bounded linear functional F' and any dictionary D,
we have

|F|lp :==sup|[F(g)= sup [F(f)].
geD fEAL(D)

The following Lemma [5.4]is from [25]. The proofs of Lemmas and
[[5.4] are similar. We only present the proof of Lemma [I5.4] here.

Lemma 15.4. For any bounded linear functional F and any dictionary D,
we have

sup Re(F(g)) = sup Re(F(f)).

g€D fé&conv(D)

Proof. The inequality

sup Re(F(g)) < sup Re(F(f))

geD fé&conv(D)
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is obvious because D C conv(D). We prove the opposite inequality. Take any
f € conv(D). Then for any £ > 0 there exist ¢f, ..., g5 € D and nonnegative
numbers af, ..., a% such that af +---+ a5 =1 and

N
Hf - aig
Jj=t

<e.

Thus
N
Re(F(f)) < |[Flle + Re(F (Z a?Qf)) <el|F|| + Sup Re(F(g)),
i=1 9¢€

which proves Lemma [I5.4] O

In the case of real Banach spaces the algorithms WCGA, WGAFR, GAWR,
IA(e) and the corresponding results on their convergence and rate of con-
vergence are known (see, for instance, [67], Ch.6). We showed in [25] how to
modify those algorithms to the case of complex Banach spaces. Note, that
results on the WCGA in the case of complex Banach spaces can be found
in [16]. For illustration we only present some results from [25]. Namely, we
discuss the Incremental Algorithms (see Subsection 5.2 above).

15.2 Incremental Algorithm

Let ¢ = {en}, en > 0, n = 1,2,.... The Incremental Algorithms IA(¢)
(see Subsection 5.2 above) was introduced and studied in [61] (see also, [67],
pp.361-363) in the case of real Banach spaces. We now modify the definition
of TA(¢) to make it suitable for the complex Banach spaces (see [25]).

Incremental Algorithm (complex) with schedule ¢ (IAc(¢)). Let
f € Ai(D). Denote fy° := f and G§° := 0. Then, for each m > 1 we have
the following inductive definition.

(1) ¢%° € D° is any element satisfying

Re(Fyee (o7 — [)) 2 —€m.

Denote by v, the complex conjugate of sign Fye (¢f°), where sign z := z/|2|
for z # 0.
(2) Define
Gas = (L= 1/m) Gy + vl fm.
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(3) Let
for = f— G,
It follows from the definition of the IAc(¢) that

c,E 1 - C,E ;
GoF = Ezyj%: , =1, i=1,2,.... (15.5)
j=1

Note that by the definition of v, we have Fyee (vm@hy) = [Fyee (057
and, therefore, by Lemma [15.3]

sup Re(Fyee (¢)) = sup [Fee (g)|
peD° geD

= sup [Fyee ()] 2 [Fyee (f)] = Re(Fyee (f))-
¢p€A1(D)

This means that we can always run the [Ac(e) for f € A;(D).

Theorem 15.1. Let X be a uniformly smooth complex Banach space with
modulus of smoothness p(u) < vu?, 1 < q < 2. Define

en = Ky =, = 19

Then, for any f € A1(D) we have
Il < CE DY Im~ P m=1,2....

Proof. We will use the abbreviated notation f,, := f5°, ©m = Vs, G =
GSe. Writing
fm = fm—l - ((pm - Gm—l)/ma

we immediately obtain the trivial estimate

[ fmll < | frm-rll +2/m. (15.6)

Since

_ 1 me_f_ 1 Som_f
e (1 DY g2l () (2o 0) s

we obtain by Lemma [51] with y = ¢, — f and u = —1/(m — 1)
Pm — fH

m —

fm—l -
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<t (120 (i) ) F ey 059

Using the definition of €, and the assumption p(u) < ~u?, we make the
following observation. There exists a constant C'(K7) such that, if

| fnall = C(E )y (m —1)77 (15.9)
then
2p2((m = Dl fna)™H) +em((m = Dl fma )™ < 1/(4m),  (15.10)

and therefore, by (I5.7) and (I5.8))
3
[fnll < (1= =) Ifmll- (15.11)

4dm

We now need the following technical lemma (see, for instance, [67], p.357,
and Lemma [[4.12] above).

Lemma 15.5. Let a sequence {a, }5°, have the following property. For given
positive numbers a < v <1, A > a1, we have for all n > 2

ap < ap_1+Aln—1)"7 (15.12)
If for some v > 2 we have
ay > Av™¢
then
ay1 < ay(1 —7/v). (15.13)
Then there ezists a constant C(«, ) such that for alln =1,2,... we have

a, < Cla,v)An™.

Taking into account (I5.6) we apply Lemma [I5.5] to the sequence a, =
| full, n=1,2,... with « = 1/p, = 3/4 and complete the proof of Theorem
151 O

We now consider one more modification of IA(e) suitable for the com-
plex Banach spaces and providing the convex combination of the dictionary
elements. In the case of real Banach spaces it coincides with the IA ().
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Incremental Algorithm (complex and convex) with schedule ¢
(IAcc(e)). Let f € conv(D). Denote fi“° := f and G;”° := 0. Then, for
each m > 1 we have the following inductive definition.

(1) ¢ € D is any element satisfying

Re(Fyeer (05 = f)) 2 —€m.

(2) Define
Geo = (1 —1/m)G= ) + oo /m.

(3) Let
o=
It follows from the definition of the IAcc(e) that

cc,e 1 - cc,e
%252%’ (15.14)
‘]:

Note that by Lemma [I15.4]

sup Re(Fees (9)) =  sup  Re(Fyeee (¢)) > Re(Fyees (f)).
g9€D ¢p€econv(D)

This means that we can always run the IAcc(¢) for f € conv(D).

In the same way as Theorem [I5.1] was proved above one can prove the
following Theorem [15.21

Theorem 15.2. Let X be a uniformly smooth Banach space with modulus
of smoothness p(u) < ~vu?, 1 < q < 2. Define

e = Ky~ =L g0

Then, for any f € conv(D) we have

|fes| < C(K )Y am~™YP m=1,2....
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Chapter V

16 Some open problems

In this chapter we list some known open problems in the theory of greedy
approximation. We begin with the most famous problem on the rate of
convergence of the PGA. The first upper bound, obtained in [14] (see, for
instance, Theorem 2.18 from [67]), states that for a general dictionary D the
Pure Greedy Algorithm provides the estimate: For any f € A;(D)

If = Gu(f.D)|| <m0 (16.1)
The above estimate was improved a little in [35] to
If = Gu(f, D)|| < 4m~"/%, (16.2)

We now discuss recent progress on the following open problem (see [60], p.65,
Open Problem 3.1). This problem is a central theoretical problem in greedy
approximation in Hilbert spaces.

Open problem 1. Find the order of decay of the sequence

V(m) = sup ||f - Gm(f> D)||>

feAl (D)7D7{Gm}

where the supremum is taken over all dictionaries D, all elements f € A;(D)
and all possible choices of realizations {G,,(f,D)} of the PGA. In other
words, we want to find a sequence {¢,, }>°_; such that there exist two absolute
constants 0 < C; < (5 < oo with the property

Crom < y(m) < Cop, m=1,2,.... (16.3)

We begin with the upper bounds. The upper bounds (I6.I]) and (I6.2)) were
improved in [49]. The author proved the estimate

y(m) < Om~ 0%,

where s is a solution from [1, 1.5] of the equation

(1+ )7 <2+x> _lrr_y
1+ T
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Numerical calculations of s (see [49]) give

S

—— =0.182--- > 11/62.
2(2+s) /

The technique used in [49] is a further development of a method from [35].
We now discuss some progress in the lower estimates. The estimate

v(m) > Cm™"*",

with a positive constant C, was proved in [40]. For previous lower estimates
see [60], p.59. The author of [38], using the technique from [40], proved the
following lower estimate

y(m) > Cm~O18%, (16.4)

Very recently, substantial progress has been achieved in [34]. The authors
proved that for any § > 0 we have

ym)mT@ = > C(0) >0, m=1,2,.... (16.5)

The technique used in [34] is a further development of a method from [40]
and [38].

In Subsections [16.1] and we discuss two fundamental properties of a
greedy algorithm GA — convergence and rate of convergence (see Sections
and Bl above). We would like to formulate those properties in terms of some
characteristics of a given Banach space and parameters of a greedy algorithm
GA. We consider uniformly smooth Banach spaces. It turns out that a very
natural characteristic of a Banach space X, which plays an important role in
convergence and rate of convergence properties of a greedy algorithm GA, is
its modulus of smoothness p(u, X). We pay special attention to the collection
of Banach spaces X (v, ¢), defined in SectionB} For fixed 1 < ¢ < 2and~ > 0
define

X(v,q) :={X : p(u, X) < yu}.

In particular, this collection is of high interest because the L, spaces are from
this collection (see (I.1))).

16.1 Convergence.

Certainly, ideally, we would like to have a criterion for convergence. For
illustration we now formulate some open problems from [60], p. 73.
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Open problem 2. ([60], 4.1). Characterize Banach spaces X such that
the X-Greedy Algorithm converges for all dictionaries D and each element
f.

Open problem 3. ([60], 4.2). Characterize Banach spaces X such that
the Dual Greedy Algorithm converges for all dictionaries D and each element
f.

Open problem 4. ([60], 4.3). (Conjecture). Prove that the Dual Greedy
Algorithm converges for all dictionaries D and each element f € X in uni-
formly smooth Banach spaces X with modulus of smoothness of fixed power
type ¢, 1 < q <2, (p(u, X) < yuf).

Open problem 5. ([60], 4.4). Find the necessary and sufficient condi-
tions on a weakness sequence 7 to guarantee convergence of the Weak Dual
Greedy Algorithm in uniformly smooth Banach spaces X with modulus of
smoothness of fixed power type ¢, 1 < g < 2, (p(u, X) < vuf) for all dictio-
naries D and each element f € X.

The above Open problems 2-4 are formulated for two greedy algorithms
— XGA and DGA. Certainly, similar problems are of interest for other greedy
algorithms. Here are some open problems from [66].

Open problem 6. ([66], Open Problem 1). Does the XGA converge
for all dictionaries D and each element f € X in uniformly smooth Banach
spaces X with modulus of smoothness of fixed power type ¢, 1 < ¢ < 2,
(p(u, X) < yu)?

Open problem 7. ([66], Open Problem 3). Characterize Banach spaces
X such that the WDGA(t), t € (0,1], converges for all dictionaries D and
each element f.

Open problem 8. ([66], Open Problem 4). (Conjecture). Prove that
the WDGA(t), t € (0, 1], converges for all dictionaries D and each element
f € X in uniformly smooth Banach spaces X with modulus of smoothness
of fixed power type ¢, 1 < ¢ <2, (p(u, X) < yu?).

Open problem 9. ([66], Open Problem 6). Let p € (1,00). Find the
necessary and sufficient conditions on a weakness sequence 7 to guarantee
convergence of the Weak Dual Greedy Algorithm in the L, space for all
dictionaries D and each element f € L.

Open problem 10. ([66], Open Problem 7). Characterize Banach spaces
X such that the WCGA(¢), t € (0, 1], converges for every dictionary D and
for every f € X.

It would be interesting to understand if the answers to the Open problem
10 and the following Open problem 11 are the same.
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Open problem 11. ([66], Open Problem 8). Characterize Banach spaces
X such that the WGAFR with the weakness sequence 7 = {t}, t € (0, 1],
converges for every dictionary D and for every f € X.

Open problem 12. ([66], Open Problem 9). Characterize Banach spaces
X such that the XGAFR converges for every dictionary D and for every
feX.

In the above formulated open problems we discussed convergence of a
greedy algorithm GA in the sense of Section 2l — convergence for any D and
each f € X. Clearly, we can expect better convergence conditions for a given
specific dictionary D.

For illustration we formulate some open problems from [60] (pages 78-79)
in the case of bilinear dictionary

I = {u(@)o(y) : llulle, = [lvllz, =1}, 1<p<oo. (16.6)

Open problem 13. ([60], 5.1). Find the necessary and sufficient condi-
tions on a weakness sequence 7 to guarantee convergence of the Weak Greedy
Algorithm with regard to I, for each f € Ls.

Open problem 14. ([60], 5.2). Does the L,-Greedy Algorithm with
respect to II,, converge for each f € L,, 1 < p < 00?

Problem 15. ([60], 5.3). Does the Dual Greedy Algorithm with respect
to II,, converge for each f € L,, 1 <p < o00?

Open problem 16. ([60], 5.4). Find the necessary and sufficient condi-
tions on a weakness sequence 7 to guarantee convergence of the Weak Dual
Greedy Algorithm with respect to 11, for each f € L,,.

Open problem 17. ([60], 5.5). Find the necessary and sufficient con-
ditions on a weakness sequence 7 to guarantee convergence of the Weak
Chebyshev Greedy Algorithm with respect to 11, for each f € L,.

We point out that the XGA and DGA are so difficult to study that only
a little progress in studying the DGA was achieved and some convergence
problems are still open even in the case of classical bases as dictionaries.

Open problem 18. ([60], 8.1). Does the L,-Greedy Algorithm with
regard to 7 converge in L,, 1 < p < oo, for each f € L,(T)?

Problem 19. ([60], 8.2). Does the Dual Greedy Algorithm with regard
to T converge in L,, 1 < p < oo, for each f € L,(T)?

Open problem 20. ([60], 8.3). Does the L,-Greedy Algorithm with
regard to H, converge in L,, 1 < p < oo, for each f € L,(0,1)7?

Problem 21. ([60], 8.4). Does the Dual Greedy Algorithm with regard
to ‘H, converge in L,, 1 < p < oo, for each f € L,(0,1)7?
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Comment. Problems 15, 19, and 21 are solved. The following theorem
is proved in [24] (see also [67], p.378, and Theorem 23] and Proposition 2.2]
above).

Theorem 16.1. Let p € (1,00). Then the WDGA(T) with T = {t}, t €
(0, 1], converges for each dictionary and all f € L,.

16.2 Rate of convergence.

The problem of estimating different asymptotic characteristics of function
classes is a very classical problem of approximation theory. There are myriads
of papers, which belong to this area. Here we discuss some more asymptotic
characteristics, which are of interest in sparse approximation with respect to
dictionaries. We formulate the settings of these problems at three different
levels in the case of the class A;(D) and a specific algorithm GA.

Level 1. Specific X and specific D. For a specific greedy algorithm
GA define

erm(X,D,GA) := sup sup | fonll x5
f€A1(D) realizationsof GA

where {f,,} is a sequence of residuals of the element f after application of
the greedy algorithm GA.

Level 2. Specific X and arbitrary D. For a specific greedy algorithm
GA define

erm(X,GA) :=sup sup sup | fonllx,
D feAi(D)realizationsof GA

where {f,,} is a sequence of residuals of the element f after application of
the greedy algorithm GA.

Level 3. A collection X of Banach spaces and arbitrary D. Let
X be a collection of Banach spaces, for instance, for fixed 1 < ¢ < 2 and
~v > 0 define

X(v,q) :={X : p(u, X) < yu'}.
Then for a specific greedy algorithm GA define

erm (X, GA) := sup sup sup sup [l x-
XeX D feAi(D)realizationsof GA
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First of all, we are interested in dependence of the above characteristics
on m. The characteristic er,,(X, GA) can be used for evaluation of a given
greedy algorithm GA — the faster the decay of the sequence {er,,(X,GA)},
the better the algorithm (from the point of view of accuracy). The character-
istic er,, (X, D, GA) can be used in the following situation. Suppose that we
are working on the sparse approximation problem in a given Banach space
X with respect to a given dictionary D. Then, as the reader can see from
this paper, there are many different greedy algorithms to choose from. The
characteristic er,,(X, D, GA) will help to compare the accuracy properties of
the algorithms.

The following general problem is important and seems to be difficult.

Open problem 22. For a given greedy algorithm GA find the right
order of the sequence er,,(X(v,q),GA), 1 <q¢<2and vy > 0.

Clearly, the general Open problem 22 contains a number of subproblems,
when we specify the greedy algorithm GA. For instance, it might be the
WCGA(7), WGAFR(7), XGAFR, GAWR(7, 1), XGAR(r), and other greedy
algorithms discussed above.

Certainly, the following characteristics, which provide the benchmarks for
the above characteristics are also of importance and interest.

Best m-term approximations.

For a specific X, specific D, and a given function class F define (as above)

0 (F, D) = sup o,u(f, D) x. (16.7)
feF

For a specific Banach space X define
om(X) = o0n(A1(D),D)x. (16.8)
Finally, for a collection of Banach spaces X define

om(X) = )S{lé}?( om(X). (16.9)

Clearly, for any greedy algorithm GA we have
erm(X,GA) > g, (X). (16.10)

and
erm(X,GA) > 0,(X). (16.11)
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We note that in the study of o,,(X(7,¢)) we know that the answer is
determined by three parameters 7, ¢, and m. In the case of characteristics
erm (X (7, q), GA) the answer is determined by three parameters v, ¢, and m
and by parameters of the greedy algorithm GA. In the study of characteris-
tics er,, (X, GA) and 0,,(X) we need to find an appropriate property of the
Banach space X, which controls the above characteristics.

Let us give a simple lower bound of the characteristic o,,(X (7, q)). Let
1 < ¢ < 2. Consider X = {, with D being a canonical basis £ := {e;}52;.
For a given m € N define the function

2m
f = Z €j.
7j=1

Then we have
O f,E)e, > m'4, (2m)~' f € A4(€).

Relations (L.I) show that ¢, € X(vy,q) for any 1 < ¢ < 2 and v > 1/q.
Therefore, we have

1
om(X(v,q)) > 5ml/q—l, 1<qg<2, v>1/q (16.12)
The matching upper bounds are given by the WCGA(¢) and WGAFR(t) (see

Theorem [B.1)).
Open problem 23. For a given weakness sequence 7 satisfying (2.2])
find good upper and lower bounds for the quantities

erm(X(v,q), WCGA(T)) and er,(X(v,q), WGAFR(T)).

16.3 Lebesgue-type inequalities

We now formulate some open problems on the Lebesgue-type inequalities
from [72] (see p.448). Here we concentrate on open problems related to the
multivariate approximation. In the majority of cases we do not know the
optimal ¢ such that a basis from a given collection of bases is ¢-greedy with
respect to the WCGA. We formulate some of these open problems. Here we
consider the version WCGA(t), t € (0,1], of the Weak Chebyshev Greedy
Algorithm with the weakness parameter . Here we use the notation R’Ed
for the real d-variate trigonometric system normalized in the L,,.
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Open problem 24. For a Banach space L,, 1 < p < oo, characterize
almost greedy bases with respect to the WCGA.

Open problem 25. Is 727;d an almost greedy basis with respect to the
WCGA, in L,(T¢), 1 < p < 00?

Open problem 26. Is H, an almost greedy basis with respect to the
WCGA, in L, 2 <p < 007

Open problem 27. Is ”Hg, d > 2, an almost greedy basis with respect
to the WCGA, in L,, 1 < p < 00?

Open problem 28. For each L,, 1 < p < oo, find the best ¢ such that
any Schauder basis is a ¢-greedy basis with respect to the WCGA.

Open problem 29. For each L,, 1 < p < oo, find the best ¢ such that
any unconditional basis is a ¢-greedy basis with respect to the WCGA.

Open problem 30. Is there a greedy-type algorithm A such that the
multivariate Haar system ’Hg is an almost greedy basis of L,, 1 < p < oo,
with respect to A?
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