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MATRICES ASSOCIATED WITH MOVING
LEAST-SQUARES APPROXIMATION AND
CORRESPONDING INEQUALITIES

SVETOSLAV NENOV AND TSVETELIN TSVETKOV

ABSTRACT. In this article, some properties of matrices of moving
least-squares approximation have been proven. The used tech-
nique is based on singular-value decomposition and inequalities
for singular-values. Some inequalities for the norm of coefficients-
vector of the linear approximation have been proven.

1. STATEMENT

Let us remind the definition of moving least-squares approximation
and a basic result.

) D be a bounded domain in R
Jx, €D, i=1,...,m; x; #x;, if i #j.
) f: D — R be a continuous function.
) pi : D — R be continuous functions, ¢ = 1,...,l. The functions
{p1,...,p} are linearly independent in D and let P, be their
linear span.

(5) W :(0,00) = (0,00) be a strong positive function.

Usually the basis in P; is constructed by monomials. For example:
pi(x) = ah .x’jd, where € = (21,...,2q), k1, ... kg € N, ki +ky <
[ — 1. In the case d = 1, the standard basis is {1, ,...,z!"1}.

Following [1], [10], [11], [12], we will use the following definition. The
moving least-squares approzimation of order [ at a fixed point x is the
value of p*(x), where p* € P, is minimizing the least-squares error

> Wil ) (o) — @)

among all p € P,.
The approximation is “local” if weight function W is fast decreasing
as its argument tends to infinity and interpolation is achieved if W (0) =
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00. So, we define additional function w : [0,00) — [0, 00), such taht:

w(r) = ﬁ, if (r >0) or (r=0and W(0) < 00),
0, if (r =0 and W(0) = o0).
Some examples of W (r) and w(r), r > 0:

W(r)=e " exp-weight,

W(r)=r— Shepard weights,

w(z, x;) = rie " McLain weight,

w(x,x;) =" — 1 see Levin’s works.

Here and below: || - || = || - ||2 is 2-norm, || - ||; is 1-norm in R¢; the

superscript ! denotes transpose of real matrix; I is the identity matrix.
We introduce the notations:

pi(x1) pa(xi) - pi(®n) ai
B pi(x2) pa(x2) - pi(®2) a— a2
1(@n) po(@m) - pi(@n) m
w(x, ) 0 e 0 pi(x)
0 w(x, a) - 0 T
D -9 . ( . 2) ' c— p2(‘ )
0 0 s w(E, x) pi(x)
Through the article, we assume the following conditions (H1):
(Hll) 1eP.
(H12) 1 <1< m.
(H1.3) rank(E") = L.
(H1.4) w is smooth function.

Theorem 1.1 (see [10]). Let the conditions (H1) hold true.
Then:

(1) The matrix E*D~'E is non-singular.
(2) The approximation defined by the moving least-squares method
is

E(f) = Zaif(wi)a (1)

where
a=Ac and Ay=D'FE (EtD_lE)_1 : (2)
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(3) Ifw(||x; —x;||) =0 foralli =1,...,m, then the approximation
is interpolatory.

For the approximation order of moving least-squares approximation

(see [10] and [5]) it is not difficult to receive (for convenience we suppose
d = 1 and standard polynomial basis, see [5]):

f(@) = L(f)(@)| < |1 (@) = p*(@)[l

1+ |ai\] 7 (3)
i=1
and moreover (C'=const.)
@) = (@)oo < CH* max {| {0 @) sw €D}, (4)

It follows from (3)) and () that the error of moving least-squares ap-
proximation is upper-bounded from the 2-norm of coefficients of ap-
proximation (||a|l; < y/ml|all2). That is why, the goal in this short
note, is to discuss a method for majorization in the form

lall < Mexp (N2 — i),

Here the constants M and N depends on singular values of matrix E?,
and numbers m and [ (see Section 3). In Section 2 some properties
of matrices associated with approximation (symmetry, positive semi-
definiteness, and norm majorization by 0,,;,(E") and 0,,..(E")) are
proven.

The main result in Section 3 is formulated in the case of exp-moving
least-squares approximation, but it is not hard to receive analogous
results in the different cases: Backus-Gilbert wight functions, McLain
wight functions, etc.

2. SOME AUXILIARY LEMMAS

Definition 2.1. We will call the matrices
Ay = AE'=D'E(E'D7'E) ' E' and Ay = A, — 1

Ay-matriz and As-matriz of the approximation L, respectively.

Lemma 2.1. Let the conditions (H1) hold true.
Then, the matrices A;D~! and Ay D! are symmetric.

Proof. Direct calculation of the corresponding transpose matrices. [

Lemma 2.2. Let the conditions (H1) hold true.
Then:
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(1) All eigenvalues of Ay are 1 and 0 with geometric multiplicity [
and m — [, respectively.

(2) All eigenvalues of Ay are 0 and -1 with geometric multiplicity 1
and m — [, respectively.

Proof. Part 1. We will prove that the dimension of the null-space
dim (null (A2)) is at least [.

Using the definition of Ay = D'E (E'D™*E)™" E* — I, we receive
E'Ay = (E'D7'E) (E'D™'E) "' E' — E' = 0.
Hence
im (A;) C null (E*).

Using (H1.3), E* is (I x m)-matrix with maximal rank [ (I < m).
Therefore dim(null (E*)) = m — . Moreover dim (im (43)) = m —
dim (null (42)). That is why m — dim (null (43)) < m — 1l or [ <
dim (null (A42)).

Part 2. We will prove that —1 is eigenvalue of A; with geometric
multiplicity m — [, or the system
Am=-n <= A4in=0

has m — [ linearly independent solutions.
Obviously the systems

Am=D'E(E'D'E) " E'n=0 (5)
and
E'm=0 (6)
are equivalent. Indeed, if 1, is a solution of (&), then
D'E(E'DT'E)" E'ny=0 = E'D'E(E'D'E)~
= E'n, =0,

"E'my =0

i.e. m, is solution of ({@l).
On the other hand, if 1, is a solution of (@), then

(D' E(E'D'EB) " E)my = (DB (E'DT'E) ") (E'n,) = 0,
i.e. m, is solution of (). Therefore
dim (im (A;)) = dim (im (E")) =m — 1.
Part 3. It follows from parts 1 and 2 of the proof that 0 is an

eigenvalue of A, with multiplicity exactly [ and —1 is an eigenvalue of
Ao with multiplicity exactly m — [.
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It remains to prove that 1 is eigenvalue of A; with multiplicity at
least [, but this is analogous to the proven part 1 or it follows dirctly
from the definition of A; = Ay + 1. O

The following two results are proven in [13].

Theorem 2.1 (see [I3], Theorem 2.2). Suppose U, V' are (m x m)
Hermitian matrices and either U or V' is positive semi-definite. Let

MU) > 2 AU), (V)= =>Au(V)
denote the eigenvalues of U and V', respectively.
Let:

(1) w(U) is the number of positive eigenvalues of U;
(2) v(U) is the nubver of negative eigenvalues of U;
(3) £(U) is the number of zero eigenvalues of U.

Then:
(1) If 1 <k <7(U), then

min {Ai(U)Aei=i(V)} 2 A(VU) 2 max {Ai(U)Ami—i(V) -

1<i<k
(2) If 7(U) < k <m —wv(U), then
M(VU) =0.
(3) If m—v(U) < k <m, then
in i(U)Am+i—e(V)} 2 A(VU) 2 max {(U)Ain-(V)}-

Corollary 2.1 (see [13], Corollary 2.4). Suppose U, V are (m xm)
Hermitian positive definite matrices.
Then for any 1 < k <m

M)A (V) = M(VU) = A (U) A (V).

As a result of Lemma 2. Lemma and Theorem 2.1 we may
prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let the conditions (H1) hold true.
(1) Then A;D™' and — A, D! are symmetric positive semi-definite
matrices.
(2) The following inequality hods true

A DY) < .
)\max( 1 )_ )\mm(D>
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Proof. (1) We apply Theorem 2.1] where
U=D, V=AD"

Obviously, U is a symmetric positive definite matrix (in fact it is a
diagonal matrix). Moreover m(U) = m, u(U) = &(U) = 0, if  # x;,
i=1,...,m.

The matrix V is symmetric, see Lemma 211

From the cited theorem, for any index k (k =1,...,m = n(U)) we
have

M(AD) = M(A,D7ID) = \(VU) < min {N(U) Assi (V)]

1<i<k

In particular, if & = m:

Am(Ar) < i {NU)N(V)} (7)
Let us suppose that there exists index iy (ip = 1,...,m — 1) such

that
MV)Z-- 2 A, (V) 20> A (V) Z - 2 An(V). (8)
It fowollws from (8) and positive definiteness of U, that
min DM} < a0 Aga(V) < 0.

Therefore (see (M) Am(A;) < 0. This contradiction (see Lemma [2.2))
proves that the matrix A; D! is positive semi-definite.

If we set U = D,V = —Ay;D~! then by analogical arguments, we
see that the matrix —A, D! is positive semi-definite.

(2) From the first statement of Lemma 2.3, V = A;D~! is positive
semi-definite. Therefore (see Corollary 2.1l and Lemma [2.2)):

1> M(A1) = M (VU) > max {Ap (U)Ae(V), A (V) A (U) }

for all k = 1,...,m. Moreover all numbers A\;(U), A\g(V) are non-
negative and

)\max(D) = )\1(U) Z e 2 )\m(U) = )\min(D)a )\1(‘/) 2 o Z )\m(v)

Therefore
1 > max { A (U)M(V), A (V)M (U) }
or
N (A1 DY) = A\ (V) < — b = 0
e - )‘m(U> >\min(D> .

In the following, we will need some results related to inequalities for
singular values. So, we will list some necessary inequalities in the next
lemma.
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Lemma 2.4 (see [19], [§]). Let U be an (dy x dy)-matrix, V' be an
(d3 x dy)-matrix.

Then:
Umax(UV) S Umax(U)Umax(V)a (9)
UmaX(U_l) = #7 lfdl = d2; det U 7& Oa (10)
Umin(U>
Umax(v)gmin(U) S UmaX(UV)a lfdl Z d2 - d3> (11)
Jmax(U)amin(v) S Umax(Uv>7 1fd4 Z d3 = d27 (12)

If dy = dy and U is Hermitian matrix, then ||U|| = omax(U), 0;(U)
|>\2(U>|; 1= 1,...,d1.

Lemma 2.5. Let the conditions (H1) hold true and let x # x;,
1=1,...,m.

Then:
1
AD7Y < —— 1
4D < 5 (13)
Umax(Al)Umin(D_l) S Umax(AlD_l)a (14)
Umax(D)
1< |4 < . 1
< i) < | 2 (15)

Proof. The matrix A;D~! is simmetric and positive semi-definite (see
Lemma[2:3(1)). Using the second statement of Lemma 2.3 and Lemma
2.4 we receive

||A1D_1|| - Umax(AlD_l) - )\max (AlD_l) S

Amin(D) ‘
The inequality (I4]) follows from ([I2) (dy = d3 = m).
From (I4]) and (I0)), we receive
Umax(AlD_l) o UmaX(D)

Umin(D_l) B Umin(D) ‘
Therefore the equality ||A1|| = \/Omax(A1) implies the right inequality
in ([I3).

Using E' = E'A; and inequality (), we receive

Umax(Et) S Umax(Et)Umax(Al)a

or 1 < opmax (A1) = ||A1]]?, i.e. the left inequality in (IH).
The lemma has been proved. O

Umax(Al) S
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3. AN INEQUALITY FOR THE NORM OF APPROXIMATION

COEFFICIENTS

We will use the following hypotheses:

H2.1. The hypotheses (H1) hold true.

H22. d=1, 21 < - < .

H2.3. The map c is C'-smooth in [z, z,,].

H2.4. w(|z — z]) = exp(a(z — x;)?),i=1,...,m.

Theorem 3.1. Let the following conditions hold true:
(1) Hypotheses (H2).
(2) Let x € [z1,2,,] be a fixed point.
(3) The index kg € {1,...,m} is choosen such taht

|z — x| = min{|x —x;| ;i =1,...,m}.

Then, there exist constants My, My > 0 such that

o) < (llatow) |+ Milz = ziy] ) exp (Moo — i, ).

Proof. Part 1. Let

20(x — 1) 0 e 0
e
0 0 s 20(T — )
then 1
dD dD~
— =HD =—-HD™".
dx T dx
We have (obviously D = D(z), H = H(x), and ¢ = ¢(x))
da(z) _d -1 t -1\ 1
dr  dx (D B (E'D7E) c)

T T

_ <diD—1) E (EtD—lE)—lc+D—1E <di (EtD—lE)—l

_lic
dx

——HD'E(E'DT'E) e

+D'E(E'D'E)

d

)e

+D'E (- (E'D'E)™ (aEtD‘1E> (EtD—lE)‘l) c

_1i

-1 t y—1
+D ' E(E'D'E) —

C
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=—Ha
+D'E(E'DT'E)” (E'HD'E) (E'D™'E) "' ¢
1 d
D'E(E'DT'E) T
+ ( ) e
— (DB (E'D'E)"' E'~ 1) Ha
Do E(ED'E) " L,
dz
:AQHG, + Aoic.
dz
Therefore, the function a(x) satisfies the differential equation
da(z) d
dx = AQHCL + AO%C. (16)

Part 2. Obviously
| H|| = (Ay — DH] < (4] + D] H].
It follows from (IH]) that
Tmax(D)
Umin(D> .
Here 0 (D) < 2exp(ar?), r = x, — 1, and opin(D) > 2. Hence
[AL]| < Vexp(ar?).
For the norm of diagonal matrix H, we receive
|H| < 2ar.
Therefore ||AyH|| < M,, where

M2:2ar<1+\/m>.

We will use Lemma 2.4] to obtain the norm of Aj.
Obviously AgE' = A;. Therefore by ([I2) (m = dy > d3 = 1) we have

UmaX(AO)Umin(Et) S Umax(Al)a

[ <

ie.
1 Omax (D)
Aol < :
|| OH o Umin(Et) Umin(D)
: M,
Therefore, if we set M3 = ————, then ||Ay|| < M;.

Umin(Et)
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Let the constant M5 is choosen such that

d
d

—c(2)|| < My2, € [x1,2)]
and let M1 = M11M12.

X

Part 3. On the end, we have only to apply Lemma 4.1 form [7] to
the equation ([I6]):

xT d xT
o)l < | lata)l+| [ |ange de| |exo| [attas

Tk Tk

< ([la(zr) || + M|z — g, |) exp (Mol — zp,) - m

Remark 3.1. Let the hypotheses (H2) hold true and let moreover

pl(l'):l, pQ(LU):SL’, ceey pl(x) :$l_17 ZZ 1.
In such a case, we may replace the differentiation of vector-fuction
p1(x) 1
x x
o(z) = Pz(. ) _ :
pl(x) xl—l
by left-multiplication:
0 000 0 0 0 1
1 100 0 0 0 .
2z 0 20 0 0 0 2
de(z) 322 _loo0 3 0 0 0
dx : S . . :
: : : : : -2
(1 —2)z!3 000 ... 1—2 0 O i1
(I —1)at2 000 ... 0 [-10
= Oc(x).
The singular values of the matrix 0 are: 0,1,...,0 — 1. Therefore

o] =vI-1.

That is why, we may chose

My, = (l—l)max{ max \pi(:c)|}.

1<i<l | z1<z<am
Additionally, if we supose |z1| < |z, then
max |p;(x)| = pi(zm)|, i=1,....1

1 <T<Tm
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Therefore, in such a case:
My, = M{g% {Ipi(zm)[} -
If we suppose —1 < 77 <z <z, < 1, then obviously, we may set
My =1 —1.
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