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Abstract

A fundamental problem in any communication system is: g@@ommunication channel between a transmitter
and a receiver, how many “independent” signals can be exgthbetween them? Arbitrary communication channels
that can be described by linear compact channel operatoppintabetween normed spaces are examined in this
paper. The (well-known) notions of degrees of freedom agéllevand essential dimension of such channels are
developed in this general setting. We argue that the degreé®edom at levek and the essential dimension
fundamentally limit the number of independent signals ttat be exchanged between the transmitter and the
receiver. We also generalise the concept of singular vatiesompact operators to be applicable to compact
operators defined on arbitrary normed spaces which do nassadly carry a Hilbert space structure. We show
how these generalised singular values can be used to dal¢hka degrees of freedom at levelnd the essential
dimension of compact operators that describe communitati@nnels. We describe physically realistic channels
that require such general channel models.
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Degrees of Freedom of a Communication Channel:
Using Generalised Singular Values

I. INTRODUCTION value decomposition (SVD) theorem. One can use SVD

The basic consideration in this paper can be Sta,[edgﬁsdlagonallse the channel operator and the magnitude of

follows: given an arbitrary communication channel, i € singular values determines the power transferre_d on
: , : %ach of the sub-channels. The magnitude of these singu-
it possible to evaluate the number of independent syb-

channels or modes available for communication. Thou %r values can therefore be used to calculate the number
: of degrees of freedom of the channel (see e.g. [9,12]).

this question is not generally examined explicitly, i . .
plays an important role in various information theoretic owever, the .SVD theore_m s only apphcablg 0 c?o_mpact
problems. operators defined on Hilbert spaces. An implicit and

: ) . valid assumption that is used in these papers is that
A rigorous proof of Shannon’s famous capacity re; . o
the operators describing the communication channels are

sul_t [1] for contlnuousjtlme band—llmltgd white GaUSSIaHefined on Hilbert spaces. These results can therefore not
noise channels requires a calculation of the numbber

) ) . - e generalised directly to communication systems that
of approximately time-limited and band-limited sub- .
re modeled by operators defined on normed spaces that

channels (see e.g. [2, ch. 8] and [3,4]). This result can ge . .
. . ) . . 2 not admit an inner product structure. There are several
generalised to dispersive/non-white Gaussian channels

. . ._InStances of practical channels that can not be modeled
using thewater-filling formula [1,2]. In order to use this = . ) .

. . sing operators defined on inner-product spaces (see

formula, one needs to diagonalise the channel operafor * .

ection[1[-A for examples). In this paper, we develop

and allocate power to the different sub-channels or
. eneral theory that enables one to evaluate the number
modes based on the singular values of the correspondi

egrees of freedom of such systems.

sub-channel. One therefore needs to calculate the moge\ﬁ/ : o .
. e wish to examine if it is possible to evaluate the
and the power transferred (square of the singular value%)m

ber of parallel sub-channels available in general
on each one of these sub-channels to calculate the N . .
. communication systems that can be described using
channel capacity.

- . |inear compact operators. Any communication channel
The water-filling formula has been used extensive : : . ) .
. . IS subject to various physical constraints such as noise
in order to calculate the capacity of channels that u

. . . 4 ... _at the receiver or finite power available for transmission.
different forms of diversity. In particular, the capacitly o P

AN . If the channel can be modeled via a linear compact oper-
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) antenna systems . .
. . - ator, then these constraints ensure that only finitely many

has been calculated using this water-filling formula far : T
Independent channels are available for communication.

various conditions imposed on the transmitting and tfﬁa ughly speaking, we call the number of such channels

receiviqg_ antennas (see e.g. [5] and references theremi. number of degrees of freedom of the communication
Water-filling type formulas have been used for othesr stem (see Sectidnlll for a precise definition). Note
multi-access schemes such as OFDM-MIMO [6] antg:/ '

CDMA [7] (see also Tulino [8, sec 1.2] and reference]s,]at !f the channel is moo_lelegl using a Ilnea_r qurator
. . té\t is not compact then it will in fact have infinitely
therein). More recently, several papers have examine

the number of dearees. of freeoBravailable i spatial many parallel sub-channels, or some channels that can
9 P transfer an infinite amount of power (see Theofem13.10

channels [9]-[13]. Questions of this nature have alsg

e . low and the discussion following it). It could hence
bee’? StUd'ed. In other contexts Sth as optics [14] agé argued that the theory presented in this paper is the
spatial sampling of electromagnetic waves [15,16].

" . most general theory needed to model physically realistic
Both types of results, the modes of commun|cat|o(1£h‘,im?eIS y Py y

gze?eéc;r Jrﬁevgg;er:fgl;nsg ;ggrlngllgnanneollstngermzbsier: 3| \rNe give novel definitions for the terms degrees of free-
9 P 943m and essential dimension in the following section.
'Note that other terms such asodes of communicatipessential .Even th.OUQh these terms_ hav.e been used interchangeably

dimensionetc. have been used instead of degrees of freedom in solfethe literature, we distinguish between the two. The

of these papers. essential dimension of a channel is useful for channels



that have numbers of degrees of freedom that are @ssome finite dimensional space. This should cause no
sentially independent of the receiver noise level (e.gonfusion and we use this convention for the remainder
the time-width/band-width limited channels in Slepian’sf this document.
work [17]). Also, we generalise the notion of singular We now restrict ourselves to situations where there
values to compact operators defined on normed spaisea source constrairjt- || x < P that can be imposed
and explain how these generalised singular values aamthe space of transmitter functiods, and where the
be used to compute degrees of freedom and the essemigdrator 7" is compact. Roughly speaking, the norm
dimension. on the space of transmitter functiols captures the
physical restriction that the transmitter functions can
A Channel Model not t.)earbitra_rily big, whil_e the norm on the space of
receiver functions can be interpreted as a measure of how
We assume that a communication channel betweerbig the received signals are compared to a pre-specified
transmitter and a receiver can be modeled as followsise level. We therefore try to find how many linearly
Let X be a linear vector space of functions that thdependent signals can be generated at the receiver that
transmitter can generate and [Et be a linear vector arebig enough by transmitter functions that are tmd
space of functions that the receiver can measure. \Big. The compactness of the operafoensures that only
assume the existence of a linear operafor X — Y finitely many independent signals can be received (see
that maps each signal generated by a transmitter t@ctior{I=A for examples of such channels). This vague
signal that a receiver can measure. We also assume {tigh is clarified further in the following two sections.
there is a norm| - |x on X and a norm|| - ||y onY.
This model is very general and can be applied to variogs
situations of practical relevance. '
For instance, consider a MIMO communication sys- The remainder of this paper is organised as follows: in
tem Wherein the transmitter Symbol Waveform Shape Hﬂﬁ next section we consider a finite dimensional exam-
each antenna is a raised cosine. In this case we (E&@]and motivate the definition of degrees of freedom. We
think of the space of transmitter functiofsto be (more also discuss several examples of practical communica-
precisely, to be parametrised by) thelimensional com- tion systems to which the theory developed in this paper
plex spaceC™ that determines the phase and amplitudgay be applied. SectionJII presents the main results
of the raised cosine waveform on each antenna. Héfethis paper as well as formal definitions of degrees
n is the number of transmitting antennas. Also, waf freedom, essential dimension and generalised singular
can think of the space of receiver functions @&, values. Conclusions are presented in Se¢fidn IV. Detailed
wherem is the number of receiving antennds.in this Proofs of the theorems in this paper are presented in the
context is a channel matrix, representing the linearizé@pendix.
channel operator that depends on the scatterers in th&ost of the material presented in this paper forms part

Outline

environment. of the first author’s PhD thesis [18].
Alternatively, consider a MIMO communication sys-
tem in which the transmitter symbols are not fixed but [I. MOTIVATION

can be any waveform of time. Suppose the symbol\ye mativate our definition of degrees of freedom

time Is fixed tot, seconds. In this case, we can think; jeye| ¢ for compact operators on normed spaces by
of the space of transmitter functionX], as the space qngjgering linear operators on finite dimensional spaces.
£2([0,,],C") of C"-valued square integrable functiongonsiger a communication channel that usegansmit-
defined on[0, £]. Similarly, we can think of the spacejng antennas and: receiving antennas which can be
of receiver functionsY’, as the space?([0, 5], C™). mathematically modeled as follows. Let the current on
Again, T" is the channel operator. the n transmitting antennas be given kye C™. This

Irespective of the precise form of the underlyingrrent on the transmitting antennas generates a current
spacesX andY, we always call elements of transmit- y € C™ in the m receiving antennas according to the
ter functions and the elements bf receiver functions. equation

Also, we call the spaceX the space of transmitter
functions and the spadé the space of receiver functions.
In particular, we do not distinguish between the twblere,H € C™*" is the channel matrix. We can define
different physical situations: a) the elements Xfare the operatorl’ : C* — C™ by x — y = Hx. Also,
functions of time and b) the elements &f are vectors for n = 1,2,..., || - || = v/(-)*(-), with (-)* denoting

y = Hx.



the complex conjugate transpose, is the standard ndandependent signals that the receiver can distinguish
in C™. In this context, the norm determines the power afnder the assumptions of a transmit power constraint
the signal on the antennas. and a receiver noise level representedbyNote that
The singular value decomposition theorem tells wge are making the implicit assumption that the power
that there exist sets of orthonormal basis vectofsis 1 in the above definition. This does not cause a
{vi,...,vp} € C" and{uy,...,u,} C C™ such that problem because we can always scale the norm in order
the matrix representation far in these bases is diagonalto consider situations wher # 1.
Let H; be such a matrix with the basis vectors ordered The above definition was motivated using the singu-
such that the diagonal elements (i.e. the singular valdas value decomposition theorem in finite dimensional
of T) are in non-increasing order. A simple examinatiogpaces. It can therefore be easily generalised to infinite
of the diagonal matrix proves that for alt> 0 there exist dimensional Hilbert spaces using the corresponding sin-
a numberN and a set of linearly independent vectorgular value decomposition in infinite dimensional Hilbert

{y1,...,yn} € C™ such that for alkx € §1,(Cn(0)|§ spaces (see eg. [16,@)3] However, the singular value
N decomposition can only be used for operators defined on
inf ||Hyx — Zai}’i <e Hilbert spaces. It cannot be used for operatorsf (_JI(_eflned
A1yensaN — on general normed spaces. Observe that the definition for

: - degrees of freedom above only depends on the rjoifm
For a givene, call the smallest number that satisfies th : ,
above condition\(¢). Note that the vectorg, ...y x §nd not on the assumption that the underlying sp&tes

pan the space of all linear combinations of the |6 ndC™ are Hilbert spaces. It will be shown in this paper
P b . . that the above definition can be extended to compact
singular vectors of7" whose corresponding Smgmaroperators defined on arbitrary normed spaces.
valueg are greate.r th_an or equalfto . Now consider the situation where the singular val-
A simple examination of the diagonal matrix tells USas of the operatorT show a step like behav-
that \'(e) is equal to the number of singular valuesiof . = =~ o suppose the singular values are
that are greater thanand is hence clearly independen 1.0.9.0.85.0.5.0 1 0.05,.0005}. In this particular case
of the bases chosen. This leads us to our definition ft P '

q f freadom in finite di ional e number of degrees of freedom at leveis equal
egrees ot freedom In finite: dimensional Spaces. to 4 for a big range of values of and the number

Definition 2.1: L_etT + € — C™ be a linear operator f degrees of freedom is essentially independent of the
and lete > 0 be given. _Then the number of degrees Othual value ot chosen. Such a situation arises in several
freedom at Ie_vek for T is the smallest numbeinli such important cases (see eg. [4.9,14,16,17]). It would be
that there exists a set of vectqys, ..., yn € C™ such useful to have a general way in which one can specify
that for allx € B,c~(0) a number of degrees of freedom of a channel that is

N independent of the arbitrarily chosen leveln this paper
inf ||Tx — Z a;yil| < €. we provide a novel definition for such a number and call

ai,...,aN . . . . . e el
=1 m
This definition is approprie{te for the number of degreétsthe essential dimension of the channel. This definition

of freedom because for a MIMO system the nofm| iS sufficiently general to be applicable to a variety of

. . channels and quantifies the essential dimension of any
represents the power in the signal. Suppose we w

ISh . i
fo transmit N linearly independent signals from theaﬂiannel that can be described using a compact operator.

transmitter to the receiver, and the total power available

for transmission is bounded. Suppose further that the Examples

received signal is measured in the presence of noiseAs explained in sectiodn A, we assume that a commu-
By requiring thatx € By c-(0) we are constraining the nication channel can be described using the trigleY”
power available for transmission. We model the noighdT. Here X is the space of transmitter functioris,

by assuming that any two signals at the receiver cénthe space of receiver functions afidis the channel

be distinguished if the power of the difference betweeiperator and is assumed to be compact. As explained
the signals is greater than some levelSimilar ideas earlier in this section, if the spacés andY are Hilbert
have been used for instance by Bueti al. [16] (see spaces and if the operatéris a linear compact operator
also [4,10,17]). According to this definition, the numbethen the well known theory of singular values of Hilbert

of degrees of freedom is equal to the number of linearfpace operators can be used to determine the number of
degrees of freedom of such channels. However, if either
Given a normed spac&, r > 0 andz € X, B, x(x) denotes
the closed ball of radius centered atr € X. 3Also compare with the time-bandwidth problem in [4,17].



one of the spaceX or Y is not an inner product spaceThis is the common approach used in information theory.
then one cannot use this theory. However, it is generally easier to measure just the

There are several practical channels that are bastplitude of the received signal on each of the
described using abstract spaces that do not admit artennas. In fact, in a rapidly changing environment it
inner product structure. In this subsection, we considetight not be possible to build an effective matched filter
three examples of such channels. In the first examp#nd therefore there is no benefit in measuring the square
the measurement technique used in the receiver restrimtghe received signal. In this case the distance between
the space of receiver functions. In the second one, they two signals can be described using the metric
modulation technique used means that the constraints T
on the space of transmitter functions are best described d(y1,y2) = / ly1(t) — ya2(t)|dt.
using a norm that is not compatible with an inner 70 ) _
product. The final example discusses a physical chanh@_re’ one can describe the space of receiver functions
that naturally admits a norm on the space of transmitté$ing the Banach space'([0,7],C™) with the norm
functions that is described using a vector product afgfined by .
therefore does not admit an inner-product structure. vl ::/ ly(t)|dt.

Example 2.1:In any practical digital communication 0
system, the receiver is designed to receive a finite Jdtis channel therefore is best described using a normed
of transmitted signals. Suppose the transmitted signaisigace as opposed to an inner product space to model the
generated from a source alphalet,... ¢y} and for set of receiver signals.
simplicity assume that in a noiseless system each elemeritxample 2.2:Consider a multi-carrier communica-
from the source alphabet 1 < i < N, generates a sig- tion system that uses some form of amplitude or angle
nalr;,1 < i < N, at the receiver. In the correspondingnodulation to transmit information. Suppose that there
noisy system, the fundamental problem is to determiage n carriers and that the vectap = [¢1,...,¢,]
which element from the source alphabet was transmittdgétermines the modulating signal on each of the carriers.
given the signalr = r; + n was received. Herep We can think of the modulating waveforms as the space
is the noise in the system. One common approach abtransmitter functionsxfl
solving this problem is to define some metiig, -) that ~ If amplitude modulation is used then the vector
measures the distance between two receiver signals @etermines the total power used for modulation. If the
to calculate total power available for transmission is bounded then

v’ = argmin d(r,r;). one might have an inequality of the form
{r;,1<i<n} n

One concludes that the element from the source alphabet Z |ps|? < P.
that corresponds td is (most likely) the transmitted sig- i=1

nal. Generally, this metrid(-, ) determines the abstractye can therefore describe the space of transmitter func-

spaceY” of receiver function. tions using the standard Euclidian spate with inner
Now consider a MIMO antenna system withtrans- product
mitting andm receiving antennas. Suppose that the re- (x1,%2) = xTxs.

ceiver measures the signals on thereceiving antennas

for a period ofr seconds. One can describe the receivedNOwW consider the case where angle modulation is
signal by a functiony(t), wherey : [0,7] — C™. In used. In this case all the transmitted signals have the
order to implement the receiver one can use a match@ne power and the total power available for transmis-
filter if the shapes of all noiseless receiver signals afon places no restrictions on the space of transmitter
known. In this case the distance between two receivBtpctions. However, the space of transmitter functions

signals can be described using the metric can be subjected to other forms of constraints. For
. 12 instance, if frequency modulation is used then the max-
d(y1,y2) = </ (y1(t) — y2(£))* (y1(t) — y2(t))dt imum frequency deviation used might be bounded by
0 some numbeb to minimise co-channel interference (see

One can describe the space of receiver functions usigg. [19, p. 110,513]). Similarly if phase modulation is
the Hilbert spaceC?([0, 7], C™) with the inner product used the maximum phase variation has to be less than
defined by
- “In this case we do not consider the actual signal on the tré&nsm
- * ting antenna (i.e. carrier + modulation) to be the trangmiiinction.
(1, ¥2) = /0 y1(t)ya(t)dt. Cf. the discussion in Subsectibn1-A.



+m. This bound may also depend on other practicgeneral normed spaces. The following theorem ensures

considerations such as linearity of the modulator. that the definition makes sense even in the infinite

this case one might constrain the space of transmittimensional setting.

functions as Theorem 3.1:SupposeX andY are normed spaces
sup |¢;| <b. with norms||-||x and||-||y, respectively, and’ : X — Y
lsisn is a compact operator. Then for all> 0 there exid

The space of transmitter functions of this channel is bet € ZJ and a set{¢;}~; C Y such that for allz €

described using thei-dimensional Banach spade”, B x(0)

with norm
N
x|l = sup |xi. :
o 1<i<n ) _ inf ||Tx — Zaizpi <e.
Example 2.3:In this final example we examine spatial @10 i1 v

waveform channels (SWCs) [18]. In SWCs we assunMote that for N = 0 the set{y;}Y, is empty and
that a current flows in a volume in space and generatég@ sum in the above expression is void. We will use
an electromagnetic field in a receiver volume that ide following definition for the number of degrees of

measured [10,15,16,18]. Such channels have been ugeddom at levele for compact operators on normed
to model MIMO systems previously [10,12,13,15,16,18§paces.

If a current flows in a volume in space that has a finite pefinition 3.1 (Degrees of freedom at lew
CondUCtiVity, power is lost from the transmitting VOIUm%upposeX andY are normed spaces with nO”ﬁ]S”X
in two forms. Firstly, power is lost as heat and secondjnd | - ||y, respectively, and” : X — Y is a compact
power is radiated as electromagnetic energy. So the ta§gkrator. Then the number of degrees of freedor” of
power lost can be described using the set of equationg |evele is the smallestV € Z: such that there exists
P = Pog+ P a set of vectors{ty,...,¥n} C Y such that for all

wEEl,X(O)
Post = /‘/J*(r)J(r)dr

Prod = / E*(r) x H(r)dQ inf
Q

ay,y...,aN

N

‘Tac — Z a; ;|| < e
i=1 Y

his definition has exactly the same interpretation as in

antennas,J is the current density in the volume e finite dimensional case: if there is some constraint

and Q) is some sufficiently smooth surface the interio'rl |lx < 1 on the space of source functions and if the

of which containsV' with df? denoting a surface area ccelVer can only measure signals that satjsfyy > e,

element. AlsoE and H are the electric and magneticthen the number of degrees of freedom is the maximum

fields generated by the current densitand- x - denotes number of Imearg/ mt(i]ependenttsgntals that the receiver
the vector product iR?, can measure under these constraints.

Because of the vector product in the last equationTh'S definition however is a descriptive one and can
above, the total power lost defines a norm on the sp be used to calculate the number of degrees of free-

of square-integrable functions that does not admit 49 for @ given compact operator Eeiflgsedt_he proof Olf
inner-product structure [18]. The theory developed in thid!€0renL3.L is not constructive. In the finite dimensiona

paper is used to calculate the degrees of freedom of s§ase we can calculate the degrees of freedom by calculat-
spatial waveform channels in [18]. ing the singular values. However, as far as we are aware,

there is no known generalisation of singular values for

compact operators on arbitrary normed spﬁcm; the
following subsection we will propose such a general-
In this section we outline the main results of this papégation. In fact, we will use the degrees of freedom to
All the proofs of theorems are given in the Appendix. generalise the concept of singular values. We will discuss
the problem of computing degrees of freedom using

A. Degrees of Freedom for Compact Operators generalised singular values in subsecfion 1lI-D below.

The definition of degrees of freedom at levelfor 55 7+ andz ively the sets of int .
e i H , L an are respectively the sets of Iintegers, non-negative
c_qmpa_ct ope_rators on normed spaces is |dent|_cal to {hy gers and positive integers.
f'mte dlmen.5|onal cognterp_art (Definitign 2.1) discusseds generalisation to compact operators on Hilbert spacesfis o
in the previous section wittC™ and C™ replaced by course classical and well known.

Here, V is some volume that contains the transmittin

I11. MAIN RESULTS



Degrees of Freedomvse Definition 3.2 (Generalised Singular Values):

10
ol SupposeX andY are normed spaces afd: X — Y
. is a compact operator. Le¥'(e) denote the number of
degrees of freedom df at levele. Thene,, is the m!”
e | generalised singular value @f if
B 6
= -— SUpes., N(e)=m—1 and
g.’, af : - . infeee, N(e) = M > m.
s
Al Further, ifm < M then for allm <n < M, €, := e
is then!™ generalised singular value @f.
T : : ] Note that by Theoreri 3.2, pdit 3 we haw&e,,) <
% 01 o0z 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 m — 1 with equality if (but not only if)¢,, is not a

repeated generalised singular value.

Let the degrees of freedom of some operdtobe as
shown in Figuré1l. Then the generalised singular values,
€m, Of T identify the jumps in the degrees of freedom.

Next, we establish some useful properties of degre®e,¢1 = 0.9,e2 = €3 = €4 = 0.8,e5 = 0.6, . ..
of freedom that will help motivate the definition of Another way of understanding the connection between
generalised singular values given in the next subsectitime number of degrees of freedom at levednd gener-

Theorem 3.2:SupposeX andY are normed spacesalised singular values is as follows.
with norms||-|| x and|-||y, respectively,and’: X — Y Proposition 3.3: Suppose X and Y are normed
is a compact operator. Le¥ (¢) denote the number of spaces and’: X — Y is a compact operator. Lei(¢)

Fig. 1. Degrees of Freedom of a Compact Operator

degrees of freedom df at levele. Then denote the number of degrees of freedonT'ddt levele.
1) N(e) =0 for all e > ||T|. ThenN/(e) is equal to the number of generalised singular
2) UnlessT is identically zero, there exists ag > 0 values that are greater than
such thatV(e) > 1 for all 0 < € < ¢. The intuition behind the definition for generalised sin-
3) N(e) is a non-increasing, upper semicontinuougular values needs further clarification. In the finite
function ofe. dimensional case, if, is thep'™ singular value of some

4) In any finite interval(e,e2) C R, with 0 < ¢; < operator] : C* — C™, then there exist corresponding
€2, N'(€) has only finitely many discontinuities, i.e.left and right singular vectors, ¢ C* andu, € C™
N (e) only takes finitely many non-negative integesuch thatv, is of unit norm,Tv, = u, and the norm

values in any finite: interval. of u, is o,. This is not necessarily true for arbitrary
The following two examples show that asgoes to compact operators on normed spaces as the following
zero,N'(e) need not be finite nor go to infinity. example proves.

Example 3.1:Let /! be the Banach space of all real- Example 3.3:Let /' and(ey,es,...) be defined as in
valued sequences with finité norm and let(e, e2,...) Example3]l. Define the operatdr: I' — ! by Te,, =
be the standard Schauder basisifoDefine the operator (1 — 1)e; for all n € Z*. ThenT is well-defined and
T:1' = 1! bye, > e foralln € Z*. This operator is compact. Also, the number of degrees of freedon of
well-defined and compact antl(e) < 1 for all e > 0.  at levele is

Example 3.2:Let ! and(eq, ez, ...) be defined as in

the previous example. DefifE: {' — I! by e, — Ze, N(e) = { (1) :; Ei i’
for all n € Z*. Again T is well-defined and compact ¢ '
but lim,_,g NV (¢) = oc. Soe; = 1. However, for any vector: in the unit sphere

Figure[1l shows a typical example of degrees of freedami?, ||Tz||; < 1.
at levele for some compact operator that satisfies all thene above example motivates the slightly more compli-

properties in the above theorem. cated statement in the following theorem which explains
_ _ the intuition behind the definition of generalised singular
B. Generalised Singular Values values.

We will identify the discontinuities in the number of Theorem 3.4:SupposeX andY are normed spaces
degrees of freedom df at levele with the (generalised) with norms||-|| x and||-||y, respectively,and’ : X — Y
singular values off". is a compact operator. Let, be a generalised singular



value of the operatof’. Then for all§ > 0 there exists are the generalised singular values7ofand {o,,,} are
age X, |é|lx =1, such that the possibly repeated Hilbert space singular valueg of
written in non-increasing order. Then

em+ 60> ||Tolly > € — 6.
The above theorem shows how the generalised singular
values are related to the traditionally accepted notion of
singular values of compact operators on Hilbert spacé@! all m € Z*.
In general, they are values the operator restricted t8is corollary, reassuringly, proves that the generalised
the unit sphere can get arbitrarily close to in norngingular values are in fact generalisations of the tradi-
However, we still need to prove that in the special case ##nally accepted notion of Hilbert space singular values.
Hilbert spaces the new definition for generalised singuléfe will therefore use the terms generalised singular val-

values agrees with the traditionally accepted definitidgtes and singular values interchangeably unless specified
for singular values. otherwise for the remainder of this paper.

Recall that if #; and H, are Hilbert spaces with In Hilbert spaces we have three characterizations for
inner products(-,-)%, and (-,-)3, respectively and if degrees of freedom: 1) as in Definitign 13.2, 2) as in
T : Hy — Ho is a compact operator then the Hilberfheorem36 in terms of singular values and 3) as in
adjoint operator fofl" is defined as the unique operatof heoren(3b in terms of mutually orthogonal functions

Om = €m

T* : Hy — H, that satisfies [20, Sec. 3.9] in the domain.
B y We have used the first two characterisations in the
(T2, Y}, = (2. T"Y)n, generalisation to normed spaces. However, the final char-

for all z € H; andy € H,. The singular values of’ acterisation is more difficult to generalise. It would be
are defined to be the square roots of the eigenvaluesegiremely useful to generalise the final characterisation
the operatofl™*T : H, — 1. We will refer to these as because, for the Hilbert space case, the functipni
Hilbert space singular values to distinguish them frorhheorem:335 are in some sense the best functions to
generalised singular values. Note that we always coufgnsmit (see e.g. [14]). One could possibly replace the
repeated eigenvalues or (generalised) singular valuiastual orthogonality by almost orthogonality using the
repeatedly. The following two theorems establish tHaiesz lemma (see e.g. [20, pp. 78]).
connection between Hilbert space singular values and the-emma 3.7 (Riesz's lemma)et Y and Z be sub-
number of degrees of freedom at levelThe theorems spaces of a normed spa&eand suppose thaf is closed
are important in their own right because they show thand is a proper subspace gt Then for allé € (0,1)
there are two other equivalent ways of calculating tibere exists & € Z, ||z|| = 1, such that for ally € Y
degrees of freedom of a Hilbert space operator.
Theorem 3.5:SupposeH; and . are Hilbert spaces ly — =l > .

andT : H, — H, is a compact operator. Then for aIIThg following gOI’.ljeCtUI’e IS st'” at? Opiln question. A
¢ > 0 there exist anV € ZJ and a set ofV mutually onjecture 3.1:Let X and Y" be reflexive Banac

orthogonal vectorg ¢}, € #; such that if spaces and lef’ : X' —Y" be compact. Given any> 0
and some € (0, 1), there exists a finite set of vectors
z € M, [zlly, <1 and(z, ¢i)p, =0 {6}, € X such that for allz € X, |jz][x <1,
then N
||T1‘H7.[2 S €. inf xTr — Zalgbl
1=1

ay,y...,aN

>0 1)
X

Moreover, the smalles¥ that satisfies the above condi-

tion for a givene is equal to the number of Hilbert spacdmplies

singular values ofl" that are greater than ITz|y <e.
Theorem 3.6:Suppose that{; and H, are Hilbert Comparing with Theorein 3.5, conditidd (1) is analogous

spaces and’ : H; — Hs is a compact operator. Thento requiring thatz be orthogonal to all the,. The con-

the number of degrees of freedom at levas equal to jecture is definitely not true unless we impose additional

the number of Hilbert space singular valuesfthat conditions such as reflexivity oF and/orY as the next

are greater than. example proves.
As a corollary of Theoreni_ 3.6 we get the following Example 3.4:Let I!, (e1,ez,...) and the compact
result. operatorT : [' — [' be defined as in Example_3.1.

Corollary 3.1: Supposé+; and#, are Hilbert spaces Now lete < 1. For anyz = > aye, € 11, if |z|| =1
andT : H,; — Ho is a compact operator. Suppogg,} and if o, > 0 for all n then ||Tz| = ||z]] = 1 > e



Hence no finite set of vectors can satisfy the conditionsEach levele defines a unique number of degrees
in the conjecture. of freedomA\/(¢) for a given compact operatdf. So

In the following subsection, we use degrees of freeddior each positive integenn € Z* we can calculate
and generalised singular values to define the essenfigh) = p({e: n = N(e)}). Herepu(:) is the Lebesgue
dimension of a communication channel. measure. The functiof’(n) is well defined because of
the properties of generalised singular values discussed in
Theoreni3.2. We can now define the essential dimension
of 7" as follows.

The definition for degrees of freedom given in Sec- pefinition 3.3: The essential dimension of a compact
tion[l-Aldepends on the arbitrarily chosen numb@nd operator? is

therefore this definition does not give a unique number ) N
for a given channel. The physical intuition behind choos- EssDim(T') = argmax{E(n) : n € "}

ing this arbitrary small number is nicely explained in where E(n) is defined as above. rgmax above is
Xu and Janaswamy [12]. In that paper o denotes the not unique then choose the smallesof all the n that
noise level at the receiver and the authors state that figximise £(n) as the essential dimension.
number of degrees of freedom fundamentally depengsthis definition we are simply calculating the maximum
on this noise level. range of values of the arbitrarily chosenver which the
However, in several important cases the number of deamber of degrees of freedom of an operator does not
grees of freedom of a channel is essentially independeRange. It uniquely determines the essential dimension of
of this arbitrarily chosen positive number [4,9,11,13,14)| compact operators. Further, it is equal to the number
16] This is due to the fact that in these cases the Singu(l_ﬂrdegrees of freedom at levelfor the maximum range
values of the channel operator show a step like behavigf. .. Choosing this value for the number of degrees
Therefore, for a big range of values ef the number of freedom in order to model communication systems
of degrees of freedom at levelis constant. This leadshas the big advantage that it is independent of the noise
us to the concept of essential dimensionBlityhich is |evel at the receiver. Further, if for a given noise level
onIy a function of the channel and not the arbitrariIYhe number of degrees of freedom is greater than the
chosen positive number. Some of the properties thatessential dimension then one can be sure that even if the
one might require from the essential dimension of gpise level varies by a significant amount the number

C. Essential Dimension for Compact Operators

channel operator are: of degrees of freedom will always be greater than the
1) It must be uniquely defined for a given operatagssential dimension.
T The essential dimension @fis the smallest number of

2) The definition must be applicable to a general clageneralised singular values @f after which the change
of operators under consideration so that compan two consecutive singular values is a maximum. One
isons can be made between different operﬁors.could also look at how the generalised singular values are
3) It must in some senseepresentthe number of changing gradually and the above definition is a special
degrees of freedom at level case of the following notion of essential dimension of

The last requirement above needs further clarificatiopfdern, namely the case wheve= 1.
Obviously the essential dimension @f can not in  Definition 3.4: Let X, Y be normed spaces and let
general be equal to the number of degrees of freedomlat X — Y be a compact operator. L¢t,,} be the set
level ¢ because the latter is a function efHowever, if Of generalised singular values @ numbered in non-
the singular values of plotted in non-increasing orderincreasing order. Then define the essential dimension of
change suddenly from being large to being small then t#eof ordern to be N if n is even and
number of degrees of freedom at the “knee” in this graph
is the essential dimension @f. The following definition

for the essential dimension tries to identify this “kneefor all M 7 N. If there are severaN that satisfy the
in the set of generalised singular values. above condition then choose the smallest sochif »
is odd then choose the smallgstthat satisfies
"Note that the term “essential dimension” has been usedadste >
of “degrees of freedom” in several papers. As far as we ar@gwa N—(n—1)/2 ~ EN+(n+1)/2 = EM—(n—1)/2 — EM+(n+1)/2
this is the first time an explicit distinction is being madévibeen the for all M # N.

two terms. _ _ .
8This requirement is in contrast to the essential dimensifinid A simple example illustrates the concepts of essential

tion in [17] that is only applicable to the time-bandwidtroplem.  dimensionality and degrees of freedom.

EN—n/2 — EN+n/2 = €EM—n/2 — EM+n/2
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the singular values of the finite dimensional operators
provide lower bounds for the original generalised singu-
lar values. We, however, still need a practical method of
calculating the singular values of linear operators defined
on finite dimensional normed spaces.

Let X, Y be two finite dimensional Banach spaces and
let T : X — Y be a linear operator. Supposg..., e,
are the generalised singular valuegoénd denotd3; =
{z € X :||z||x < 1}. We know that for alle > €,
N(e) < p. Hence for eacle > ¢, there exists a set
{v;}_, C Y such that

<e.

p
Tx — Z aﬂb,—
=1 Y

Let ¥, . denote the set of all sefg); : ||illy <1}_; C
Y that satisfy the above inequality for a giver» ¢,
Example 3.5:Figure[2 shows the singular values ofind let
some operatof'. For this operator the number of degrees U, = U Uy
€2€pt1

of freedom at leveD.75 is 7 and at levelD.1 is 8.

~ The essential dimension of the channel7s This it his notation we can now prove that the generalised

is because fore € [0.4,0.8), N(e) = 7. Therefore gjngylar values of a linear operator defined on a finite

E(7) = 0.4 which is greater thai/(n) for all n # 7. The  gimensional normed space can be expressed as the

essential dimension of orderis 8 becauser —eg = 0.7 g|ution of an optimisation problem.

which is greater thamy; 1 — ex41 for all M # 8. Theorem 3.9:Let X,Y be two finite dimensional
Banach spaces and Iét: X — Y be a linear operator.

Also let By be the closed unit ball i’ and suppos#&,,

Both, degrees of freedom and essential dimensigsndeInecl as explained above. Then

for a communication channel, can be evaluated if the

generalised singular values of the operatodescribing

the channel are known. However, no known methahd for allp € Z*
exists for computing these singular values for general P

compact operators. In this section, we develop a numer-  inf  sup inf HTx — Zaﬂ/ziH = €pt1-

. .. . . . . P s
ical method, based on finite dimensional approximations, Vi €V zeBy Gt

113 '1 Z:1 H Y
that could be used to calculate generalised singuf@en the “correct” set of functions);, the above
values. theorem characterises the singular values in terms of a

Theorem 3.8:SupposeX andY are normed Spacesmaximisation problem over a finite dimensional domain.

andT : X — Y is a compact operator. Also supposg is however difficult to check whether a given set of

that X has a complete Schauder basis, ¢, ...} and [UNctions {1}, is an element ofl,. We therefore
let S,, = span{¢: b} Let T, = Tlg. : Sn — Y propose the following algorithm to calculate bounds on
n — sy WPn g n — n * Pn ’

n € ZT. If €, them!” singular value off", exists then the generalised smgular values.
for n large enougt,, ,, the mth singular value ofT;,, SupposeX,V, T': X = Y, e, ..

TT?Q..

9 10 11 12 13 14 15

7 8

n
sup inf
zEB; %15--0p

Fig. 2. Singular values of an Operator

D. Computing generalised singular values

sup ||Tz|ly = e
reB;

.,€, and By are

will exist and

lim €, = €.
n— oo

If €, exists then it is a lower bound fef,.

defined as in Theorem 3.9. Let

€) = sup ||[Txy.
r€B;

BecauseB; C X is a compact set and- ||y and7 are

The theorem shows that if the domain of the operateontinuous, there exists an € B; such that| Tz ||y =
has some complete Schauder basis then we can calcuwateChoosey; = Tx;.
the generalised singular values of the operator restrictedNow suppose/y, ..
to finite dimensional subspaces and as the subspaces
get bigger we will approach the singular values of the
original operator. Moreover, the theorem also proves that

., 1, have been chosen. Then let

p
Tz — Y )
i=1

/ _ .
€,41 = sup inf
zEB, @150p

Y



10

Again, because3; C X is a compact set anfl - ||y functions that a transmitter can generate, a normed space
andT" are continuous, there exists ap,; € B; such Y of functions that a receiver can measure and an
that z,,; attains the maximum in the above equatiomperator]’ : X — Y that maps the transmitter functions
Choosey,+1 = Txp1. Comparing with Theorerh 3.9to functions measured by the receiver. We then introduce
we note tha‘uel’DJrl is an upper bound foe, ;. It is an the concepts of degrees of freedom at leyebssential
open question as to whethef,; = ¢ 1. dimension and generalised singular values of such chan-
In this algorithm, instead of searching over all possibleel operators in the case where they are compact. One
sets in¥,, we select a special set that is in some sensan give a physical interpretation for degrees of freedom
(it consists of images of the € B; that attain the as follows: if there is some constraifit- |[x < 1 on
maximum in equation{2)) the best possible set to ughe space of source functions and if the receiver can
This choice is essential because otherwise the calculatwrly measure signals that satisfy- ||y > € then the
of generalised singular values becomes too cumbersomenber of degrees of freedom is the number of linearly
(one needs to find the s&t, before calculating,;). independent signals that the receiver can measure under
Note however, that the above algorithm gives the corrgbe given constraints. If the degrees of freedom are
value fore;. largely independent of the levelthen it makes sense to
The theory presented here has been used to compatk about the essential dimension of the channel. The
the generalised singular values and degrees of freedessential dimension of the channel is the smallest number
in spatial waveform channels of the type discussed af degrees of freedom of the channel that is the same for
Example[2.B. The results of these computations atfee largest range of levels We show how one can use
presented in Somaraju [18]. Due to space constrairttse number of degrees of freedom at lew&b generalise
these results are not further discussed in this paper. the Hilbert space concept of singular values to arbitrary
normed spaces. We also provide a simple algorithm that
can be used to approximately calculate these generalised

singular values. Finally, we prove that if the operator

Throughout this paper we have exclusively dealt withgerining the channel is not compact then it must either
channels that can be modeled using compact operatgfge infinite gain or have an infinite number of degrees

We have done S0 because of the following result. ¢ fraedom. The general theory developed in this paper is
Theorem 3.10(Converse to TheoreM 3.1) SUPPOSgyjieq to spatial waveform channels in Somaraju [18].
X andY are normed spaces with nornis- ||x and

|- ||y, respectively, and” : X — Y is a bounded linear

E. Non-compactness of channel operators

operator. If for alle > 0 there existN € ZJ and a set APPENDIX
{4}, C Y such that for all: € By x(0) Proofs of TheoremsTheorem 3]1.SupposeX and
N Y are normed spaces with norniis- ||x and | - ||y,
inf Tz — Zaﬂ/’i <e respectively, andl’ : X — Y'IS a com;J)ract operator.
G15-00N =1 v Then for alle > 0 there existV ¢ Z; and a set

_ {¢;}¥, C Y such that for allz € B x(0)
thenT is compact.

So any bounded channel operator with finitely many ) N

sub-channels must be compact. Indeed, if one can find o }_I_}faN Tz — Z““/’i <e )
a channel that is not described by a compact operator, =1 Y

then it will have infinitely many sub-channels and will Proof: The proof is by contradiction. Let> 0 be

therefore have infinite capacity. Also, if the channel igiven. Suppose no sucN exists.
described by an operator that is linear but unboundedLet z; € B; x(0) be any vector. Choose; = Tz;.
then there will obviously exist sub-channels over whicBuppose thafz,...,zx} and{v1,...,¥n} have been
arbitrarily large gains can be obtairlgd. chosen. Then, by our assumption, there existsan €
By x(0) such that
IV. CONCLUSION

> €. 4)

Y

In this paper we assume that a communication channel . infa
can be modeled by a normed spakeof transmitter bt

N
Tryy1 — E a;Y;
i—1

Choos =Tx . By induction, forM < N we
°It could hence be argued that non-compact channel operaters eYN+1 N+1- BY -

unphysical, however, we will leave it to the reader to makis thhave
judgement. I Tznt1 — Ty > e



This follows from [4) by settingi; =0, i < N, i # M,
and a); = 1. Therefore, using the Cauchy criterion,
the sequencegTz,}>2,; chosen by induction cannot

11

But (B) contradicts[{6) fo¥ := J(u — €1). Hence
lime., N'(e) = N(er) and N (e) is upper semi-
continuous.

have a convergent subsequence. This is the required) This follows from Part§ll and 3.

contradiction becauséz, }>°, is a bounded sequence
andT is compact. |

Proposition 3.BSupposeX andY are normed spaces

Theoren{ 3P SupposeX and Y are normed spacesand7': X — Y is a compact operator. Le{(c) denote
with norms|[-||x and||-[|y, respectively, and™: X — Y the number of degrees of freedom Bfat levele. Then
is a compact operator. Le¥/(¢) denote the number of A/(¢) is equal to the number of generalised singular

degrees of freedom df at levele. Then
1) N(e) =0 forall e > ||T|.
2) UnlessT is identically zero, there exists ap > 0
such thatV(e) > 1 for all 0 < € < €.

values that are greater than

Proof: This follows from careful counting of the
numbers of degrees of freedom at levehcluding re-
peated counting according to the height of any occurring

3) N(e) is a non-increasing, upper semicontinuougumps”. [ |

function of e.
4) In any finite interval(e;, e2) C R, with 0 < €1 <

TheorenT 34 SupposeX andY are normed spaces
with norms||-|| x and||-||y, respectively,and’: X — Y

e2, N (¢€) has only finitely many discontinuities, i.e.is a compact operator. Let, be a generalised singular
N (e) only takes finitely many non-negative integevalue of the operatof’. Then for all§ > 0 there exists

values in any finite interval.
Proof:

a¢ e X, ||¢]|x =1, such that

€m+0 > |Tolly > €n — 6.

1) Becausd’ is compact it is bounded, and therefore

IT|| < oc. Supposec > ||T|| then |Tz|y <
|IT|| < eforallz € By x(0). ThereforeN (¢) = 0.

2) If ||T'|| > 0 there exists am € X, ||z||x <1 such
that || Tz|y > 0. Setey := ||Tz||y. Then for all
0<e<ey N(e) > 1.

Proof: The proof is by contradiction. Assume that
there exists @& > 0 such that for allp € X, ||¢||x =1,
we have||Td|ly ¢ [em —0, em+0]. Let N (e) denote the
number of degrees of freedom at levedf the operator
T. From the definition of degrees of freedom at lewel

3) Supposd) < ¢; < e2. Then there exist functionswe have

Y1, ..., (e Such that for all: € By x(0)

N(er)
inf Tx — Z amﬁi <€ <€
A1,y QN(e7) —1
= Y

ThereforeN (e2) < N(e;) from the definition of
the number of degrees of freedom at levgi.e.
N (e) is non-increasing. In particular we have

eli\ill N(E) < N(el).

Assume that the above inequality is strict. Then

there exists anV € Z$, N < N(e;), and for all
> 0 there exists a sefy?}Y | C Y such that
for all z € By x(0)

<e + 0.

N
Tx — Z aﬂ/)f
=1 Y

On the other hand, sinck’(¢;) > N, for all sets
{0}, C Y there exists an € B x(0) such
that

inf
a1,...,aN

(5)

inf
ay,y...,aN

> €.
Y

pi= (6)

N
Tx — Z aﬂ/)i
=1

N(em +0)
N(em —0)

By (), there exist vectorgy, ...
for all z € By x(0)

m—1, (7

<
> m. (8)

,¥m—1 € Y such that

m—1
inf Tx—g a; ;|| < e 0.
A1 yeeeyQopn—1 1 21/17/ - m+
1=

By our assumption of{T'¢||y,

inf
A1y.0eyQm—1

m—1
To— Y ani| < em—0.
i=1

This follows from consideration of the cagg = --- =
am-1 = 0. HenceN (e,, — 8) < m — 1 since scalingp
to non-unit norm is equivalent to scaling all the This
contradicts inequality{8). Therefore there exisis that
satisfies the conditions of the theorem. |
Theoreni315SupposeH; and#, are Hilbert spaces
andT : H, — Hsy is a compact operator. Then for all
e > 0 there exist anV € Zj and a set ofV mutually
orthogonal vectorge; }1¥., C H; such that if

T € 7-[17 ”xH’hﬁ S 1 and <x7¢i>H1 =0
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then x, is the remainder term that is orthogonal to all the
1T, <e From equation[{9) and; < ¢ for : > N it follows that

Moreover, the smallesV that satisfies the above condi-
tion for a givene is equal to the number of Hilbert space o
singular values ofl” that are greater than .

Proof: We first prove that such aiv is given by and henceV,; > N, by the definition of the number of
the number of Hilbert space singular valuesTfthat degrees of freedom at level(seta; = oi(z, ¢i)3, in

are greater thanand then prove that this is the smalledf'at definition). _
suchN. To prove thatV; < N, assume thatV; > N5 to arrive

at a contradiction. Then there exists a §gf}\2, € H

<e€

Ny
Tx— Y oilw, di)u, Vi
i=1

Let ¢ > 0 be given. Becaus#&' is compact, we can
use the singular value decomposition theorem which sai}éch that
No
(24, p. 261] inf ||Tz— Zaiwg
T = Zm(v Gi )3, Vi- 9) i i=1
‘ for all z € #H4, ||z|l, < 1. Because we assume that
Here, o;, ¢; and; with i € Z+ are the Hilbert space N1 > N, there exists & € span{t1,...,v¥n, } which
singular values and left and right singular vectorsTof is orthogonal to all they,. Let y = Zfill b;1;. Then
respectively. We assume w.l.o.g. that the Hilbert spage= Tz wherez = ) . g—jqﬁi by equation [(R). We
singular values are ordered in non-increasing order. Wan assume w.l.o.g. that the are normalised so that
denote byN; € Z* the number of Hilbert space singulaf|z ||z, = 1. If this is done then
values ofT" that are greater than i.e.o; > ¢ if and only

<e
Ha

2

N,
if 2 < Ny. ) , )
A inf Tx — a;\; — 10
Now, if z is orthogonal tog;,i = 1,...,N; and if o ; 2 ., lylly, — (10)
llz|l%, <1 then from equation{9) 2 .
- = > v (1)
ITallf, = D ofl(e, daulllvilli, =
i=1 . - i b? 2 (12)
2
< @ lwdil 25
e 3 (13)

< €.
= ¢ In the above we get equatioh {10) from the fact that
For N < Ny, the linear span of any séty;}Y., ¢ #; is orthogonal to all the)], inequality [I2) fromo; > €

has a non-trivial orthogonal complement in the span &fr ¢ < N; and equation[(13) from|z||, = 1. The
{¢:}22,. Any vectorz in this complement withz||3;, = inequality [Z0)-fIB) is the required contradiction. This
1 fullfills the conditions of the theorem bijl"z||y, > ¢ proves thatV; < N, and henceV; = Ns. [

by equation[(P). ] Corollary[3.1. SupposeH; and?#, are Hilbert spaces

Theorem3J6.Suppose that{,; and H, are Hilbert andT :H; — H, is a compact operator. Suppogs, }
spaces and” : H; — H» is a compact operator. Thenare the generalised singular valuesiofand {o,,} are
the number of degrees of freedom at leves equal to the possibly repeated Hilbert space singular valueg of
the number of Hilbert space singular valuesTofthat written in non-increasing order. Then
are greater than.

Proof: As in the prove of the previous theorem, let
N; € Z* denote the number of Hilbert space singuldor all m € Z+.
values ofT that are greater than Let o;, ¢; and; with Proof: This follows immediately from Theorem 3.6
i € Z" denote the Hilbert space singular values in nomand Propositiofi 313 by a simple counting argumemn.
increasing order and the left and right singular vectors Theoren{ 318 SupposeX andY are normed spaces
of T, respectively. LetN, € Z* denote the number ofandT : X — Y is a compact operator. Also suppose
degrees of freedom df at levele. that X has a complete Schauder ba&is, ¢, ...} and

We first prove thatV; > Ns. If z is in the unit ball in let S,, = span{¢1,...,¢,}. LetT,, =Tlg, : S, — Y,

H, then we can writer = "2, (z, ¢i)n, ¢i + . Here n € ZT. If ¢, the mt* singular value off’, exists then

Om = €m
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for n large enough,, ,,, the m™ singular value off;,, Therefore for alle > 0
will exist and

lim €Emn — €m- an (6) > an (6) (14)
n—00 ’
If €., exists then it is a lower bound fet,,. Because
Proof Outline: The crux of the argument used to prove <inf Ny, (€) >m (15)
€ 6771,71]

the theorem is as follows. Assume> 0 is given and
let \V(¢) denote the number of degrees of freedom @le haveN,,(¢) > N, (€) > m for € < ¢,,,,,. Hence
level ¢ for the operatorT. By definition there exist ¢, ,, must exist.

functions{+1, ..., ¥} C Y such that for alle € X, From the definition of generalised singular values we

|lz|x < 1, Tz can be approximated to level by have inequality[{T5) and
a linear combination of the); and further, no set of

functions{v/,..., ¥} C Y can approximate all th€x SUPese,, . Nna(€) <m —1

if N < N (e). Equivalently, there is a vector in the closed _

unit ball in X whose image undéF can be approximated 'f/ €mn, > €mn, then there exists ari such that,, ,, >
by a vector inspan{v1, . .., 1)} but not by any vector € = €m.n.- Therefore,

in span{¢y, ..., ¥} N> /
. . . . —1> .
So we take the inverse image of amet of points in Ny (€) 2 m >m =1 2 Ny (€)

span{tn, ..., (e } @and choose: large enough so thatThis contradicts inequality[{14). Therefore,,,, <
all the inverse images are close $9. We can do this .

because the); form a complete Schauder basis . The same line of arguments as above can be used to
We then show that there exists a vectorSin such that show that if bothe,, ande,,, exist thene,,, < e,
its image undefl’ cannot be approximated by a lineaRecall that we have assumed at the beginning that
H H / / i 1 . . :
combination ofyy, ..., ¢y for N < N(e). This will  eyists. Therefore, it,, v exists for someV € Z* then
prove that the number of degrees of freedom at IevelEmn is a non-decreasing sequencerin> N that is
of T,, approaches that of and consequently so do theodunded from above by,. B
singular values. The details a}re as foIIovv_s. Part b: By part a), if ¢,,,, exists forn > n; then,
Proof: We will prove this theorem in two parts.pecause,, , is a bounded monotonic sequenceririt
Assume that,, exists. In part a) we will prove that if st converge to some, < e,,.

i + i m = . :
ém,N €XISts for someV € Z7 theney,, exists for all - Now there are two situations to consider. Firstly, ,
n > N, and thee_mm form a non-decreasing SequenCright not exist for anyn € Z+. Secondly,e,, ,» might
indexed byn that is bounded from above by, In part  gyist for somen but the limit ¢/, might be strictly less

b) we prove by contradiction that,, , exists for some han ¢  We consider the two situations separately and

n € 27 and thate,, , must converge te,,. arrive at the same set of inequalities in both situations.
We will use the following notation in the proof: We then derive a contradiction from that set.
Situation 1: Assume that,, , does not exist for any
spanc {1, ..., YN} = n € Z*. Then 7
N
fyev: inf |ly—Y aw| <¢ Nn(€) sm—1 (16)
=l Y for all n € Z* ande > 0. Using the definition of degrees
andB, ={z € X : ||z||x <r}. of freedom for7" there exist constants < 5 < ¢, such
Part a: Let T and T,, be defined as in the theoremnthat
and let A (e) and \,,(¢) be the numbers of degrees of
freedom at levek of 7 and 7,,, respectively. Assume No(@) <m—1 forallneZ® and  (17)
thate,, ,, exists and letiy > n;. N(B) > m. (18)

Then for all sets{vq, ..., an(e)_1} C Y there is a

& € Sy, N By such that
Situation 2: Assume that,, < e,,. From the defini-

Tn,§ =TE ¢ span{vn, ..., Up, (-1} tion of generalised singular values we know

BecauseS,,, C S,,, we have¢ € S,,, N By and SUp,oe, Ny <m—1 forallnezt and

Tnzf = T§ ¢ Span5{¢17 cee ﬂ/Wnl (e)—l}' inf5<5m N(E) > m.
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Because:,, , < €, we know that there exist numbersTherefore, for alln > N there exists &, ,, € S, N By
such that

aandpj, e, < a < f < €, such that
Npy(a) <m—1 forallnezt and (19)
N(B) > m.

Tép,n ¢ Spana{wl,ny s 7¢m—1,n}- (25)

(20)  This directly contradicts conditiofi (24). Therefore;if

These are the same conditions [ag (17) (18). Thef¥ISts therey, , exists forn large enough and

fore, in both situations we need to prove that the inequal-

ities (I9) and[(20) cannot be simultaneously true.

Becausel' is compact, T B; is totally bounded [20,

ch. 8]. Therefore,I'B; has a finitee-net for all ¢ > 0.
Hence there exists a set of vectds,...,{p} C B

lim €, = €m.
n—o0

[ |
Theorem[30.Let X,Y be two finite dimensional
Banach spaces and Iét: X — Y be a linear operator.

such that for ally € T'B; there exists @, 1 < p < P Also let By be the closed unit ball i’ and suppos#&,,

with 5
—
1T —ylly < ——.

- (21)

is defined as in Sectidn II[AD. Then

sup ||Tz|ly = e
reB,

Now, becausg ¢, ¢z, ...} is a complete Schauder basis,q for allp € Z+

for X and becausd < oo, there exists a numbeV
such that for alln > N and for allp, 1 < p < P, there
exists ag, , € S, N By such that

08—«

2T

Therefore, for ally € TB; and for alln > N there
exists ap,1 < p < P and a¢,,, € S, N By such that

1T¢n —ylly = T&n— T+ T —ylly
< T = T lly + 1T — ylly

1€p.n — Epllx < (22)

< T~ &)y + 252
B—a [—a«

< ITIG + 5

- 8- (23)

We get the first inequality above from the triangle
inequality, the second one from inequality}21) and the

inf sup inf

=€ .
p+1
Wi o1 €Yy e By @100

p
Txr — Z amﬁi
i=1 Y

Proof: Let ¢,,; denote the left hand side of the
above equation. Assumg,; < ¢,41. Then there exists
a set{t;}/_, € ¥, such that

p
Tr — Z aﬂ/)i

1=1

EZ_H = sup inf

< €p+1-
-’EGB1 QA1,...,0p

By definition this implies\ (¢, ;) < p, a contradiction
to infee,,, N(e) > p+ 1. Hencee,,; > €p11. Now
assumee,; > €1 Let e € (y1,€,,,). From
SUps. ., N(€e) = p it follows N (e) < p. Hence there

exists a sef{y;}!’_; C Y such that

p
Tr — Z CLﬂ/JZ‘

i=1

sup inf

<e<é .
£E€B; O1y0p - P+l

final one from inequality[(22). From inequality (19) andrherefore{q); b ew, c¥,and

the definition of the number of degrees of freedom, we
know that for alln € Z* there exists a set of vectors /

{wlﬂu e 71/}771,—1777,} C Y SUCh that

) wm—l,n} (24)

y € spany {¢1n,. ..
for all y € T'(S, N By).

But, from the definition of the number of degrees Orfespectively

freedom and inequality (20) we know that for alkc Z*
and all sets of vector§y ,,, ...
vectory € T By such that

1/} ¢ Spanﬁ{lew v ﬂbm—l,n}-

From inequality [(ZB) we know that for all > N there

exists ag, , € S, N By such that
[Tpn — ¥l < B -«

inf sup inf
{¥i}i21€¥p zeBy G150

p
To— Y aw||,

i=1
a contradiction. Hence/,, | = ¢1. |
Theoren3710(Converse to Theorein 3.1) SuppaoXe
andY are normed spaces with norris||x and| - ||y,
and’ : X — Y is a bounded linear
operator. If for alle > 0 there existN € Z/ and a

»Ym—1,n} there exists & get 1,1V =y such that for allz € By, x(0)

<e
Y

inf
a1,...,GN

N
Tx — Z CLﬂbi
=1

thenT is compact.
Proof: We prove thatT is compact by showing
that the sefl’(B; x(0)) is totally bounded. Let > 0 be



given. Then there exist aN € ZJ and a se{y;}Y | C
Y such that for alle € B x(0)

(4]

inf (5]
ay,...,aN

N 5
Tz — Z aii|l < 1 (26)
=1 Y

For any givenz € Bj x(0) we can choose?, i
1,..., N such that

N
T
Tx — Z a; v;
=1 Y

(6]

(7]

(8]

inf
ay,y...,aN

)
< -
- 2
Here, the last inequality follows frorh (P6). Also, because
we can choose; = 0 for i = 1,...,N, for all z € [1q

B x(0)

al 5
Tx — Z CLﬂbi + Z (27)
=1 Y

(28) 1ol

inf
ay,...,aN

N
Tr— Zai¢i < | Tzlly. (29) [11]
i=1 Y

Substituting inequality [{29) into[(27) and using the

triangle inequality, we get [12]
al 5 5
Safgi|| <2|Txlly + 5 <27+ 5. (30)
i=1 y 4 4 [13]

We get the last inequality from the boundednessof
Because the span afy,...,9y is finite dimensional
and because of the uniform bourid](30), there existd 4]
finite set of elementdy;,...,yn} C Y such that for
all z El,x(O)

[15]
0
7 (31)

N

1 R Toly. <

:m.f.”M Yi z_: GYi| = [16]
Jj=1 v

From inequalities[(31) and (P8) and the triangle inequafll-7

ity we get for allz € By x(0)

inf ||y — Tlly <. (32) 19

i=1,..,M
Therefore, they;, ¢« = 1,..., M form a finite §-net [19]
for T(B1.x(0)) and thereforeT(B; x(0)) is totally [20]
bounded. Hencel" is compact. [ | [21]
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