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Abstract

The Kolmogorov IN-width describes the best possible error one can achieve by
elements of an IN-dimensional linear space. Its decay has extensively been studied
in Approximation Theory and for the solution of Partial Differential Equations
(PDEs). Particular interest has occurred within Model Order Reduction (MOR)
of parameterized PDEs e.g. by the Reduced Basis Method (RBM).

While it is known that the N-width decays exponentially fast (and thus admits
efficient MOR) for certain problems, there are examples of the linear transport
and the wave equation, where the decay rate deteriorates to N2 0On the other
hand, it is widely accepted that a smooth parameter dependence admits a fast
decay of the N-width. However, a detailed analysis of the influence of properties
of the data (such as regularity or slope) on the rate of the N-width seems to lack.
In this paper, we state that the optimal linear space is a direct sum of shift-
isometric eigenspaces corresponding to the largest eigenvalues, yielding an exact
representation of the IN-width as their sum. For the linear transport problem,
which is modeled by half-wave symmetric initial and boundary conditions g, we
obtain such an optimal decomposition by sorted trigonometric functions with
eigenvalues that match the Fourier coefficients of g. Further the sorted eigenfunc-
tions give for normalized g € H" of broken order » > 0 the sharp upper bound
of the IN-width, which is a reciprocal of a certain power sum. Yet for ease, we
also provide the decay (wIN)™", obtained by the non-optimal space of ordering
the trigonometric functions by frequency rather than by eigenvalue.

Our theoretical investigations are complemented by numerical experiments which
confirm the sharpness of our bounds and give additional quantitative insight.
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1 Introduction

The Kolmogorov N-width describes the best possible error one can achieve by a linear
approximation with N € N degrees of freedom, i.e. by elements of the best possible
N-dimensional linear space [1]. The arising optimal space in the sense of Kolmogorov
can often not explicitly be constructed, at least not in a reasonable (computing) time.
On the other hand, however, the decay rate of the N-width tells us if a given set
can be well-approximated by a linear method, or not. This is a classical question in
Approximation Theory and has been widely studied in the literature, see e.g. [2-5],
this list being far from complete.

Particular interest has been devoted to the case when the set to be approximated is
given by solutions of certain equations, e.g. Partial Differential Equations (PDEs) with
different data (one might think of the domain, coefficients, right-hand side loadings,
initial- and/or boundary conditions), which might be considered as parameters [6-8].
In that direction, model order reduction of parametric PDEs (PPDE) has become a
field of very intensive research, also with many very relevant real-life applications [9—
11]. A prominent example is the Reduced Basis Method (RBM), where a PPDE is
aimed to be reduced to an N-dimensional linear space in order to allow multi-query
(w.r.t. different parameter values) and/or realtime (embedded systems, cloud com-
puting) applications. The reduced N-dimensional system is determined in an offline
training phase using sufficiently accurate detailed numerical solutions by any standard
method. In this framework, the question arises, if a given PPDE can be well-reduced
by means of the RBM or not. Since it has been proven in [12] that the offline reduced
basis generation using a Greedy method realizes the same asymptotic rate of decay as
the Kolmogorov N-width, one is left with the investigation of the decay for PPDEs to
decide whether the RBM is suitable for a given PPDE, or not. Also in that direction,
there is a significant amount of literature, e.g. [13-22], just to name a few. Roughly
speaking, it was shown there that a PPDE admits a fast decay of the N-width if
the solution depends smoothly on the parameter, which is, e.g. known for elliptic and
parabolic problems which allow for a separation of the parameters from the physical
variables. As a rule of thumb: “holomorphic dependence admits exponential decay”.

However, when leaving the nice realm of such PPDEs, the situation becomes dra-
matically worse. It has for example been shown that the decay may drop down to N~%,
0 < s < 1, for the linear transport equation [20] and the wave equation [23]. However,
the problems considered in the latter papers are quite specific examples yielding to a
non-smooth dependence of the solution in terms of the parameter (the velocity in [20]
and the wave speed in [23]). It was also demonstrated that the decay not only depends
on the PDE, but also on the underlying physics, e.g. alloy compositions in case of solid-
ification problems [24]. For problems of such type (transport, transport-dominated,
hyperbolic), the above quoted rule of thumb remains true.



This is why we are interested in the exact dependence of the decay rate of the V-
width in terms of the data / parameters of the problem. To our own surprise we could
not find corresponding results in the literature. In [18, 21, 22], the fast decay is shown
using techniques from interpolation proving that a Greedy-type selection selects the
optimal nodes. The positive result in [20, Thm. 3.1] has been deduced by using the
decay of the complex power series.

We consider the linear transport problem whose solution is given by the charac-
teristics in terms of initial and boundary conditions. Hence, we can reduce ourselves
to approximate the mapping = ~ g(x — ), where p is the parameter and z € Q,
which is the domain on which the PPDE is posed; ¢ is the real-valued univariate
function modeling initial and boundary conditions. To this end, we use the Fourier
series approximation, which allows us to incorporate the parametric shift by g into
the approximation spaces. We derive exact representations of the N-width for cer-
tain classes (half-wave symmetric -HWS- functions) and give estimates in terms of the
regularity and the slope of the function g.

In Section 4, we use Def. 3.3 to construct approximation spaces with which we can
derive exact representations for the N-width for HWS functions and sharp estimates
in the general case.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we gather preliminaries on the
linear transport equation, the N-width, and some facts from Fourier Analysis, which
we will use in the course of the paper. Section 2 sets the stage for the various sections,
which gradually become more specific.

In Section 3, we prove that for parametric problems, the Lo-optimal spaces (mean-
squared error in the parameter) consist of spectral spaces, which, to achieve Leo-
optimality (worst-case in the parameter), must also be shift-isometric. The N-width
is then simply a sum of all eigenvalues minus the N largest ones. Here, the connection
to Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) should be mentioned.

In Section 4, we specifically address the linear transport problem (cf. Preliminaries
2.1) with half-wave symmetric initial and boundary values (cf. Preliminaries 2.3) and
prove the aforementioned properties. It turns out that, in this setting, the eigenvalues
correspond to the Fourier coefficients of the initial and boundary values.

In Section 5, we further specifically involve fractional Sobolev regularity (cf. Prelimi-
naries 2.4). This results in a sharp upper bound of the N-width, which is a reciprocal
of a certain power sum scaled by the H"-seminorm. Yet for ease, we provide the decay
(mN)™", obtained by the non-optimal space of ordering the trigonometric functions
by frequency rather than eigenvalue.

For specific data, we can further define the exact rate, which we elaborate in Section
5.2. As part of this, we obtain a decay of ¢,, N~"""%/2,m e N, for piecewise polynomial
data g € H™, such that ¢("™) represents a staircase function with regularity less than
1/2. We conclude the theoretical section with a discussion of what happens as regu-
larity r — oo.

Some results of our numerical investigations are presented in Section 6. First we visu-
alize our results for the exact form and the asymptotic rate of the error bound of a
jump discontinuity. Then, we quantify the decay constants for a set functions with
known error bounds that have approximately the same slope but a varying degree of



smoothness. Analogously we fix the regularity and vary the slope in a third experi-
ment. Lastly, in Section 6.5 we consider almost arbitrary functions to investigate how
the results extend beyond the symmetry constraints. The paper finishes with some
conclusions in Section 7.

The four main results in the paper are first, Corollary 3.6 which gives for a linear
N-dimensional shift-isometric space an exact representation of both N-widths. Second,
Theorem 4.7 which states that we get an exact representation of the N-width for the
linear transport equation with half-wave symmetric data. Third, Theorem 5.3 which
gives the sharp upper bound of the N-width for the linear transport problem for data
g € H”. And finally, the numerical experiments show that the decay constants heavily
depend on the slope of the function and demonstrate how small changes can increase
regularity and thus lead to much faster error decays.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 The linear transport equation

We consider the univariate linear transport equation with velocity p, which is
interpreted as a parameter, i.e., we seek a function ®(-,-;p) : I x  — R such that'

0@ (t, x5 1) + p 0 ®(t, ;1) = 0, (t,x) e I xQ, (2.1a)
(0, z; 1) = g(x), x €9, (2.1b)
®(t,0; 1) = g(-pt), tel, (2.1c)

where I := (0,1) is the time interval and Q := (0,1) the spatial domain.” The velocity
can be chosen in a compact interval p € P := [0, 1]. The initial and boundary conditions,
(2.1b) and (2.1c), respectively, are given in terms of a function g : Qp — R, whose
properties will be relevant in the sequel. Here,

Qpi={x-put:xeQueP,tel}=(-1,1)

is the domain on which g needs to be defined in order to obtain a well-posed problem
(2.1) for every parameter. The solution of (2.1) is well-known to read ®(¢,x;u) =
g(x—pt), (t,x) € I xQ. We are particularly interested in the solution at the final time
t=1,1ie.,

up(z) = @(Lzyp) =g(x—p),  xeQ, (2:2)

and consider the low regularity case, i.e., we only assume that g € Lo(Qp) = L2(Qp; R),
and therefore u, € Lo(Q) = Lo(£;R), without additional smoothness.

Remark 2.1. Often, the timet € I is also seen as a parameter. But our considerations
are not restricted to the final time, since then for a given t € I and € P, we can
define the new parameter fi:=tpe[0,1) and get up = g(- — 1) = P(t,; ). o

We restrict ourselves to the homogeneous case for simplicity. One could also consider a right-hand side
f(t,z; ) # 0, which would also impact the rate of approximation of the solution.
Our analysis is restricted to the 1D-case, but some results can be extended to higher dimensions.



2.2 Linear approximation: The N-width

The specific focus of this paper is the approximation rate provided by linear subspaces.
In particular, we are considering N-dimensional subspaces which are “optimal” to
approximate u, for all parameters y € P in an appropriate manner. Our aim is to
study the dependency of the rate of approximation w.r.t. the data of the problem,
namely initial and boundary conditions modeled by the function g. The parameter set
P is fixed. Hence, we aim at approximating the “solution manifold”

U9 :={u, =g(-—p): peP}cLy(). (2.3)

The maybe most classical setting is the worst case scenario w.r.t. the parameter
yielding the classical Kolmogorov N-width [1] defined as

dy(U9) = inf inf [u, -9 2.4
n@7):= nf ) sup b = Ol (2:4)
dim(Vy)=N

= inf  dist(Vy,U? : .
VNClrLl2(Q) ist(Vv,U?) L. (PiLa(02))
dim(Vy)=N

The dependence on g will be crucial below.
Remark 2.2. There are several results concerning the decay of dy(U9) for the linear
transport problem (2.1).
(i) In [20] it was shown that dy (U?) decays as N™Y?, i.e., very slowly for the specific
choice g = X[0,1], namely for initial and boundary conditions involving a jump.
(i) On the other hand, one can achieve exponential decay, i.e., dy(U?) S e N for
some a > 0 if the function g is analytic. This can be seen by considering a
truncated power series in the complex plane [20, Thm. 3.1]. o

Our main focus in this paper is to study the decay of the N-width w.r.t. properties
of the function g, in particular we want to detail the influence of the regularity of
g on the decay of the N-width. In addition to the “worst-case in the parameter”
Kolmogorov N-width dx (U49), which measures the error in Lo, (P; L2(2)), we will also
consider “mean-squared error in the parameter”, i.e., Lo (P; L2(£2)) w.r.t. a probability
measure, i.e., [ p(p)dp = 1, with density function p(y) = I%\’ which we call Ly-average
N -width defined as

1/2
9=  inf L[ inf —onl? 2.
6N(u ) VNCIQQ(Q) {lp‘ Pﬁ]\{'IEIVN HU’H UN HL2(Q) d/,t} ( 5)
dim(Vy)=N

= inf  dist(Vy,U9 . .
VNCHEQ(Q) ist(V,U?) L, (P12 ()
dim(Vn)=N

Remark 2.3. For later reference, we collect some properties of the N -widths.



(i) Let Py : Ly(Q) = Vi denote the orthogonal projection onto V. Then,

Av@?) = | b= Py e, (2.6a)
dim(Vy)=N

on(U9) = inf -P . . 2.6b

~(U?) vNcHle(Q) (kom NU#HLz(P,Lz(Q)) ( )
dim(Vy)=N

(i) As |l ,p) < [wlo_(py Jor e Lu(P), we get by (U7) < dy (7).

(iii) For ac e R, it holds that dn(UY) = |a|dy(U?) and N (UY) = |a| On (UY).

(iv) Let X(Qp) c La(Qp) be some subspace with squared norm |- H%{(QP) = |'|§€(QP) +
| - H%Q(Qp) in the sense that X (Qp) = {v e La(Qp) : |v]x(ap) <0}, and define

B, = Bo[X(Qp)] = {ve X(2p) : |[v]|x(ap) < 0}, (2.7)
d g
then SUDgep, N(gu ) = = SUPgex (Qp) 7|9\X((ZP))

Proof. We shall prove the last item. First, it is obvious that supg.p, dyU9) >
SUpgepp, dn(U?). Next, by (iii)

sup dy(U?) = sup dN(Ll Iglxmp) ) = bupw N (U7 > bup dn(UY),
geodB, geX (©@p) geB,

Le., supgep, dn(UY) = supgepp, dv (UY), which proves the claim. O

2.3 Fourier Analysis and half-wave symmetry

Our major tool for determining the decay of the N-widths is Fourier Analysis. Hence,
we shall always assume that g is periodic on the larger domain (2p, which is no restric-
tion for the transport problem under consideration. We collect the main ingredients
needed for the sequel of this paper. Recall that for the above model problem, we have

=(0,1), Q=(0,1), P=[0,1] and Qp = (-1,1), but the analysis is not restricted to
that case. We shall use the Fourier series of Lo(Qp)-functions, namely

9= ¢(g) Vs, Yy, = %e”k', (2.8)

keZ

where the Fourier coefficients are known as ¢y(g) = % jQ’P g(x)dx as well as for k e N

ce(9) = (9, V) Lo (2pi0) and  ¢_x(g) = éx(g), (2.9)

Ye=-r Y+ k}
V2i keNg

{sin(km-), cos(kﬂ'-)}keNo is an ONB for Ly (2p).We consider the space LQ(QP) corre-
sponding to signals of wave-length 2. Thus, the half-wave length is 1, which is used

since ¢ is vreal-valued. Consequently, the set



in the following definition, whose notion is well-known in electrical engineering (see
e.g. [25]) and turns out to be crucial for the subsequent analysis.
Definition 2.4. We call g € L3(Qp) even half-wave symmetric (even HWS, g € L§'™),
if g(x) = g(z +1) for almost all x € [-1,0], and odd half-wave symmetric (odd HWS,
g e L3, if g(x) = —g(x + 1) for almost all x € [-1,0]. A function is called half-wave
symmetric (HWS, g € L), if it is either even or odd HWS. o
Using the Fourier expansion, it can readily be seen that any g € Ly(Q2p) can be
decomposed into an even HWS and and odd HWS part, i.e., g = ¢° + ¢°%, where
g°¥™ e L™ and ¢°%9 € L399, as functions on Qp, admit the Fourier expansion (2.10).

Remark 2.5. The Fourier expansion simplifies for HWS functions. In fact,

gevn _ Z éQk(gevn) ,(/}2k € LSVD, godd — Z éQk—l(QOdd) ,(/1216_1 c Lgdd7 (2-10)
keZ keZ
evn odd

and for g = g®™ + ¢°3 we have éax(g) = Car(g°™), éor-1(g) = éar-1(g°), k € Z.

This can also be expressed as follows: g € LS™ if and only if éax_1(g) = 0 and g € L3¢

if and only if ¢or(g) =0 for all k € Z. o
We shall use this decomposition in order to determine the decay of the Kolmogorov

N-width by splitting ¢ into its even HWS and odd HWS part and then estimating the

N-width for both of these parts. For later reference, we collect the facts

Lo(Qp) = L8 o Lg™, Ly =Ls™ w I3, I eLy(Qp).  (211)

Remark 2.6. (a) The sets UV := {sin(2k:7r-), COS(?k?T')}kENO and w44 = {sin((?k—

1)), cos((2k — l)ﬂ")}keN are orthonormal bases (ONB) for LS™ and LS (i.e.,
on Qp ), respectively. )

(b) We shall also need orthonormal basis functions in La(§2) and set p§"™ =1 and
for keN,

(2.12)

e [sin(2km), k>0, 234 [sin((2k - 1)), k>0,
vz |eos(2km), k<0, V2 cos((2k - 1)m), k <O.
Both, U™ := {¢" : k € Z} and W = {4949 : k ¢ Z\ {0}} are orthonormal
bases for La(Y). The Fourier expansion of h € Lo()) then reads

h=3, di(h)e?F?, where  dy(h) = (h, ezkm')Lz(Q;C) (2.13)
keZ
are the Fourier coefficients. o

We note the following simple fact for later reference.
Lemma 2.7. Let he L§™, then H(7):= [ | h(s)ds = H(1) for all T € [0,1].

Proof. Since h € L$™, we get fTO_1 h(s)ds = jTl h(s —1)ds = le h(s)ds, so that we
conclude that H(r) = [* h(s)ds+ [ h(s)ds = [ h(s)ds + [ h(s)ds = H(1). O



Remark 2.8. We will also need to relate HWS functions on Qp with their restriction
to 2 making use of the half-wave symmetry. Let g € L§'™, then it is easily verified that
éan(9) = V/2dar(g), which means that Hg||2Lz(QP.C) = 2“9”%2(9@)- This latter relation

also holds for g € L3 and thus for all g € LEs. S

2.4 Sobolev spaces of broken order

Our aim is to relate the decay of the Kolmogorov N-width to the regularity of
the parameter-dependent solutions. To this end, we define the H” (2p)-norm by the
H"(2p)-seminorm® of broken order r > 0 by

|9|i1r(97,) = kze:z(Wk)%'ék(g)'Q < 00, ||9H§1r(9p) = ||gH2Lg(Qp) N |9|§1r(97,),
to define the Sobolev space of (broken) order by
1'(29) = {g € La(29) Lol = 2 (1 (7R exlo)f <o) (200

Next, we define the corresponding spaces for even and odd half-wave symmetric
functions, i.e., H™°44 = L3944 n H"(Qp), H™™ = LS n H"(Qp) and H™MWS =
LY H™(Qp). Of course, there are also other definitions of r-th order Sobolev spaces
in the literature, which are (often) equivalent to the above setting.

We shall also need the analogue on €2, i.e.,

HY (@) = {g € La(@) |90y = i (1+ Qb)) <00} (2.15)

Corollary 2.9. Let g e H"™, then

l9lLo@p) = V2I9lLa)s 9l = V2lalar0).  lglmr@p) = V219l (o)-
Proof. By Remark 2.8, we have éy;,(g) = v/2dar(g) and inserting this into (2.14) and
(2.15) shows the claim. O

3 Optimal shift-isometric spectral decomposition

Since the orthogonal projection is the best approximation, we are considering orthogo-
nal decompositions of the spaces that are relevant for the transport problem. However,
the orthogonal space decompositions need to be tailored to a given function g in order
to bound or represent dy (U?) and dn(U9) for that function g.

3By first defining the fractional derivative (") € Ly (Qp), the seminorm can also be defined as |g|Hr(Qp) =

”g(r) ”L2(Q,P). But we will not need the explicit (weak) fractional derivative for the estimates.
“It holds H™(2p) = {g € La(2p) : |9l 3 (py <00} = H (2p) = {g € L2(2p) : |9 3 () < 0}



3.1 Eigenfunctions and L,-optimality

It is not surprising that spaces spanned by eigenfunctions are relevant for analyzing the
Lo-average N-width dn (U9). In fact, the appropriate orthogonal space decomposition
is built by eigenspaces of the operator induced by the bilinear form

B Lo(@D) X La(Q) » Ry k0 (0.w0) = gy [ (00 0) (@) s 0oy i

with “snapshots” u, = g(- — p) induced by the function g are defined by (2.2). We
need to keep track on the dependence on g. Obviously, k9 is a symmetric and positive
semi-definite bilinear form. We define the induced operator by

K?: Ly(Q) - La(9), (K90, 9) 1y 0) = K (0,9), e La(Q),

which is consequently a positive semi-definite operator.
Remark 3.1. We note the following representation of k9 (and hence K9 ):

W)= [ [ v@n @ yyety) dyds

where k9 (x,y) = (uu (), uu(Y)) L, P) = ﬁ Jp9(z—p) g(y—p) dp, i.e., k9 is an integral
operator with kernel k9. o

The operator K9 admits an Ly (€2)-ON basis {v{ }rev of eigenfunctions according
to non-negative ordered” eigenvalues A\J > \§ > --- > 0.° Then, we define

VY =span{vy,...,v%} (3.1)

along with the orthogonal projector P% : Lo(Q) — V3 defined as PJov :=
fo:l(v,vg)h(ﬂ) vy. By orthonormality and the definition of k9, we get that sorted
eigenfunctions are optimal.

Lemma 3.2. Let N € N. The linear space defined in (3.1) is optimal w.r.t. the Lo-
average N -width, i.e.

SN (U9)? = dist(VE UL, (pora)) = 20 Al (32)
k=N+1

Proof. Let Hy c L2(f2) be some N-dimensional subspace generated by an ON basis
{¢1, ---s o }- The Basis Extension Theorem allows us to extend to an ON basis { ¢k } ken
of Ly(£2). We expand ¢y, in terms of the eigenbasis {7 }ien as @ = 2ien {0k, v]) £, (0) 07,

5This will be relevant later.
GICg'uf =AJv?, de., K9 (v], ) = A (v],¥) L, (q), for all i eN.

[



for all k € N. Then, by using the orthogonal projection onto Hy,

dist(Hn, Ug) T, (pia(a)) = Z K (oroe) = Y 2 Aerv]) o) K (0f, or)

k=N+1 k=N+11=1 ~——
7}\‘(,( I790k>142(9)

Z v, ) LQ(Q)
k=N+1

_b“ﬂg

S
Il
—

Next, dist(HN,Ug)%z(P;M(Q)) - diSt(Vj\q/v,Z/{g)%Z(p;L2(Q)) =

1 : 2 1 : 2
P fphng[ s = o o= gy [, e = o [ oy

P

‘P”18

~
Il
_

Z PkyU; LQ(Q) Z k9 (v, v7) -
k=N+ =N+1

=Xl N1 R (prspr) =Ei N M

By orthonormality, we have 0 < 6V := ZkN=1<Wk7Uf>%2(sz) < Z,Zlﬁpk,vf)%g(m =

N N ) oo
Hvé]Hiz(Q) =land N = i, ¢k H2Lz(g) = Xk=1 Zi:l(@kvvf)%Z(Q) = ¥, 6}, Hence,

Mz
Mg

Z k9 (ks o) = Z (k)00 —

)\‘ (= Uf)iz(g)
k=N+1 k=1

<.

B
I
=

I
M8 o~
>
>
>
=,
Il
ygki

™M
Mg

N

1-0 )\,
1 k

<¢k7 1)L2(Q)

K2

Il
—

II
=
N
I
—

=Hv$“%2(g)=l
Thus, finally, we get
dist(Hn,Uy)7 , (pi1a(2)) — diSt(VJ\%vu )L (PiLa()) =

—2(1 0NN — Z A9—2(1 0NN - i o~ N

i=N+1 i=N+1
>)\9(Z(1 0 )- > 0 ):)\?V(N_Zez!\’):
i=N+1 i=1
which proves the claim. O

In this sense, eigenspaces are optimal in Ly, which is of course quite well-

known from the Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) or the Proper Orthogonal
Decomposition (POD) in MOR.
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3.2 Shift-isometry and L.-optimality

In order to link on(U9) to the Loo-based N-width dn(U?), we need an additional

property of an orthogonal decomposition to be introduced next. To this end, we shall

need different bases for shift-isometric subspaces.”

Definition 3.3. Let g € Lo(Qp). An orthogonal space decomposition of L2 () induced

by a family of subspaces W9 = {W/}ren with the associated orthogonal projectors
9 :={Q7 ke, Q7+ L2(2) = W/, is called shift-isometric orthogonal decomposition

(w.r.t. g) of La(Q) if

[t 1)) = 1A Jor atl e, .

i.e., if the orthogonal projectors are shift-isometric. o
Remark 3.4. Note, that g needs to be defined on the larger space Qp in order to
apply g(- — u). However, the solution of the transport problem (2.1) is defined on the
domain Q. Whenever we take a norm || 1,y or apply QF, we consider implicitly the
restrictions gjo or g(-— p)jq respectively. o

Now, we start by assuming that such a shift-isometric orthogonal decomposition
W9 exists and show that (3.3) is a key property. If W¥ is a (shift-isometric) orthogonal
decomposition of Ly(§2), each u, € U9 c Ly(R2) has a unique decomposition u, =
Yre1 Qluy,. Let M e N, we define

M M
X9 = SBI W/,  where N:=N(M)=dim(X%)= kz dim(W}7) (3.4)
= =1

as a candidate for the best approximation space in the sense of Kolmogorov.® Later,
the spaces W,f will be spanned by two eigenfunctions corresponding to the same eigen-
value. Clearly, the approximation vy := ch\i(lN) Qi“u converges to u, as N — oo,
which implies that both dy(U9) and dn(U9) converge towards zero. Moreover, the
orthogonality easily allows us to control the error.

Proposition 3.5. Let g € Lo(Qp), let W9 be a corresponding shift-isometric

orthogonal decomposition of L2() and let X%, be defined as in (3.4). Then,

dist( X%, U T (peracay) = dist(XUNT, piran= 2 Q19170 (3.5)
k=M (N)+1

Proof. The second equality originates from the orthogonal decomposition. Concering
Lo (P), we get by shift-isometry (Def. 3.3)

1Quul o) = 1Q79( = 1) | Loy = Q79 Lo ()

"In our case, all shift-isometric subspaces will have dimension 2 except for the space spanned by the
constant function, which has dimension 1.

8Note, that by fixing the dimensions of Wkg a priori, one might not always be able to construct spaces
V]g of any dimension N € N, since N must be a sum of the dimensions of the Wkg, k=1,...,M(N). As an
example, if dim(Wg) =2 for all kK € N, N must be even.
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(and this is the key property to eliminate the p-dependence) so that

oo

diSt(X?V’ug)%w(’P;Lg(Q)) = sup |luy, — Py, HQLQ(Q) =sup Z HQZQHE(Q)
pueP BeP k=M (N)+1

= Z HQZQHQLQ(Q) = ﬁ /79 Z HQ%Q”QLZ(Q)dﬂ = diSt(X?Vaug)ZLg(P;Lg(Q)y
k=M (N)+1 k=M (N)+1

which completes the proof. O

Recall, that the eigenvalues /\z are assumed to be sorted in decreasing order, which
will be important below. In order to characterize the error of an approximation, we
also need to keep track of the multiplicities of multiple eigenvalues. To this end, we
introduce an enumeration by p: N — N so that’

g g g . : g _ 9 .. _\9
Ao(1) > Aog2) > Apgay > WAL A = Ay = = Ay B EN,

g

+, k e N. We summarize
p(k)’

and my, = p(k+1)—p(k) being the algebraic multiplicity of A
our findings.

Corollary 3.6. Let M €N and N = N(M) = $3L; my, € N. Define Vi = @5, WY,
where Wg(k) = span {vi(k),vi(k)+l,...,vz(k+1)_1} is the eigenspace corresponding to

the eigenvalue )\f)(k). If W9 = {Wg(k)}keN s a shift-isometric decomposition, then

9 9 S s 2

U =dn @)= (Y X))
Proof. From Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.5, we have dyU9) <
dist(Vy,U) L. (P:La()) = dist(V, UT) Ly (piLa()) = On (U?) <dn(U). O

4 N-widths for half-wave symmetric functions

We will now specify on the linear transport problem with the setting from section 2.3
with I =(0,1), 2=(0,1), P =[0,1] and Qp = (-1,1). We are going to construct shift-
isometric spectral decompositions for half-wave symmetric functions g € L}Q‘WS in terms
of trigonometric functions. Plus, these spaces W,?WS c Ly(Q) will have an additional
property, namely they are shift-invariant, i.e., w € span {51, §2} c Ly (Q2p) implies that
w(-—p)lq € span {&q, &l ) for all 1 e P. We will need to consider even and odd HWS
functions separately.

9 i 9 g ;
For the corollary, this can be weakened to /\p(j) > >\p(]+1), jeN.
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4.1 Trigonometric shift-isometric spectral decompositions

Eigenspaces

Let us start by reporting some properties of the basis in (2.12) for even HWS functions.
The odd ones will be considered afterwards.

Lemma 4.1. For any k € N, the set {5 9"} ¢ La(Q)'Y s an orthonormal
basis for WE¥™ = span{g$™ "} = {f: Q > R: f(x) = ce? ™% 1 G2k ¢ e C} with
dim(W™) = 2 and these spaces are shift-invariant.

Proof. The statements concerning orthonormality and dimension are straightfor-
ward. Let g € P, then for k € N (- - p)lo = cos(2kmu)/2cos(2km) +
sin(2km ) v/2sin(2k7) € W', and the same applies for 1§, O

A simple proof shows that W' = {a sin(2km - +f) : «, 5 € R}. For k = 0, we set
W™ = span{1}, dim(W§'™) = 1, i.e., the constant functions.
Remark 4.2. The above definition is similar to Kolmogorov’s paper in 1936 [1], where
the best basis functions for all periodic H (0, 1)-functions, r € Ng, with, | ) lL,c0,1) <1
is shown to be {1, /2sin (27k-), \/2cos (2rk-), k = 1,2,...,%}. For such classes
of functions, Kolmogorov quantified a constant, which was later called Kolmogorov
N-width in honor of his contributions and he also proved dy = (7N)™". o

Lemma 4.3. Let g € L§™. Then, ", ke Ny, are Lo (Q)-normalized eigenfunctions

+k
of K9 corresponding to the eigenvalue **

M= 2 lean(9) = 5 le-ai(9) (4.1)

Proof. The last equality follows from (2.9). Next, we insert (2.10) into the kernel x?
from Remark 3.1 and get for g € L™

2imk(z—p) 2iml(y—p)
fig(%y)=/Pg(ff—u)g(y—ﬂ)du=f[ZC% (9) 75— Zm g) S |du
keZ
=3 > Ear(9)eae(g)e®™ ey, = 30 |Cze(9)|2e2me($ v,
k,leZ LeZ,

Hence, for any w € Ly(Q2),

K@ w) = [ B R G, y) wly) dody
=1 Neanlo)? [ [ @) T u(y) do dy

LeZ

=2 > |e2e(g) )2 / [ V2 cos(2kmx) €™ da e 72w (y)dy

LeZ

=2"1/2(8) ¢+6k,-¢)

10See Remark 2.6.
M Recall that é_ax(g) = é2x(g), so that their absolute values coincide.
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- 35lea (@ [ wlm)e ™y + e (@) [ wy)e vy
= 5 lean (@) [ w(y)( 4 e dy
= 1o (@)W, ) 1y ) = AL (VS W) 1y ()

which proves the claim for 1[)?‘,’6“. A similar derivation applies to 1;2"“. O

In a quite analogous manner, we get similar results for the odd HWS case. We skip
the proofs. 3
Lemma 4.4. For any k € N, the set {09} c Ly(Q) is an orthonormal basis of the
shift-invariant spaces W29 := span{¢04} with dim(Wpd9) = 2. O
Lemma 4.5. Let g € L34, The functions % ke N, are Lo (Q)-normalized

+k
eigenfunctions of K9 corresponding to the eigenvalue

N = oo ()P = L 1e_an-1y (). (4.2)
O

Shift-isometry

We shall now prove that the above construction yields shift-isometric orthogonal

decompositions. It turns out that shift-isometry (Def. 3.3) and half-wave symmetry

allow us to use the same orthogonal decomposition of Ly(Q) for all L§™- and L$39-

functions, respectively. We do not need a specific decomposition W9 for each individual

function g € LWs.

Lemma 4.6. (a) The family W = {W " bpen, is a shift-isometric orthogonal
decomposition of Lo(2) w.r.t. all g € L™,

(b) The family W := {Wpdd}, .y is a shift-isometric orthogonal decomposition of
Ly(Q) w.r.t. all g e L§39,

Proof. We restrict ourselves to the even case (a) and note that (b) is analogous. Recall
the Fourier expansion (2.10) of g € L§™, which yields

R 2imk(-—p)
g(-— ) :Igzc%(g)eT, so that

[szng(' - :u)](.) = (g( - ,U')7 ezﬂ'iki)Lz(Q,C) e2ﬂik. + <g( - H): e_Qﬂ'ik.)lm(Q,(C) e_ZTrik'
_ 525/(59) e27rik(o—u) i é_i;ég) e—QWik(°—H) _ [szng](. _ 'u).

Now, we apply Lemma 2.7 to h(e) = [[Q5"g](e)|?, noting that h(z+1) = |[[Q5"g](z +
D* = [Q3™g](2)|* = h(z) for z € [-1,0] a.e., i.e., h e L§™. Then, by Lemma 2.7

1 1
Qg (=)l = QE 910 =)l 0y = [ Bs=)ds = [ h(s)ds = Q" gl o

for all v € P, which proves the claim. O
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4.2 Optimal sorting and size of the N-widths

Now, we are going to construct optimal subspaces V3 in the sense of Kolmogorov for
a given g € LSWS in terms of the above eigenspace decompositions. To this end, we
have to deal with (at least) two technical difficulties, namely

® the eigenvalues determined in Lemma 4.3 and 4.5 are related to the Fourier
coeflicients of g, which are in general not sorted;

e for even HWS functions, we have dim(W§¥™) = 1, whereas all other spaces are of
dimension 2; hence by collecting these spaces, we obtain V¥ with N being odd
for g € L$'™ and N even for g e L34,

Let us start by introducing an appropriate sorting, where, due to the mentioned tech-
nicalities, we would need to distinguish between the even and odd HWS-case. To this
end, we shall position the constant component separately later. Hence, denoting the
mean of g by g := fQ (x) dx = 0, we have that g = 0 for g € L3, We set

153 = {ge 1™ =0} = 5™ /R

and —for a unified notation only— LOdd L3 as well as L2 = L5 v Lg%d

As for the first bullet above, recall from §3.1 that the eigenvalues A{ of K9 need
to be sorted. By Lemma 4.3 and 4.5 we know that the eigenvalues )\i are related to
the Fourier coefficients of g, but they are not sorted (which is also the reason for the
“””_notation). Hence, we need an optimal sorting ¢ : N — N in the sense that

Moy =N oy 2 N

ok 2 =N

keN. (4.3)

o(k+1l) — T-o(k+1)?

The first eigenvalue S\g corresponding to the constant function will be considered
separately. Then, we set eigenvalue-eigenfunction pairs

()‘gk—l’vgk—l) = (S‘g(k)vﬁgzvl:))v ()‘gkvvgk) = (S‘L(k)ﬂz}—]yik))’

which gives AJ = A > A\ = A] > A - as well as

C 2 1 evn

2\ -\, = % |C2a(k)(g)| ) ifgel 50
2k-1 2k ) . 2 . odd (4.1)

5 |020'(k:)—1(g)| 5 if gcE€ I 90 -

Recalling that each of the spaces ths = Span{whws, hws} k € N, has dimension 2,
we set for M e N

EB U(k)—span{vf,v%...,ng_l,vng}, ie, dim(Vy,,)=2M. (4.5)

Theorem 4.7. Let g € LhwS
(a) If N € N is even, then VY is an optimal space of dimension N in the sense of
Kolmogorov with dx (U9)* = 55 (U?)? = 721 AY.
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(b) If N e N is odd, then V§ := V§, @ span{d{i(y s} and Vi =
Vi, ® span{zﬁl_lff(N/z)]} satisfy dist(Vy,U?) L, (pira()) = INUY) as well as
dist (VY. U9) L (PiL.()) = AN-1(U?), i.e., both spaces are Ly(P)-optimal, but do
not improve the Lo, (P)-distance.

Proof. (a) The functions 1/;};‘,?5 are eigenfunctions of X9 by Lemma 4.3 and 4.5. More-

g g . . . Th
over, {AJ,, A3, _; }ken is the sequence of sorted eigenvalues corresponding to i‘;’fk).

By Lemma 4.6, W™ is a shift-isometric orthogonal decomposition of Lo(£2) w.r.t.
g € LB, so that (a) follows from Corollary 3.6.
To show (b), let Hy = Vy_, @ span{g}, where ¢ 1L V§_; and [¢|L,) = 1. Then,

denoting by Pn_1 : L2(Q) - V¥_; the orthogonal projection onto V¥ _;, we have
. 2
d1st(HN,U9)%m(7>;L2(Q)) = Sug ”“u = Pn-yuy, = (uy, <P>Lz(9)<PHL2(Q)
e

= sug{”uu HQLQ(Q) = [ Pn-1uy HZLQ(Q) - (Um@)QLQ(Q)}
JLE

= ol 0y = I Py-1u0l %, ) - ;1517@(%7@%2((2)’

since W"S is shift-isometric and luol?,qy = luplZ, ) by Lemma 2.7 and ¢* € LS™.
Next, we show that inf,ep(u,, )7, ) = 0. For g € LS (the case g € L3 is completely
analogous), it holds that 2[01 g(x - p)dp = f;fll g(z —s)ds = f}l g(y)dy = 0 for every
x € (0,1) and therefore fol /01 g(x—p)p(z)dz du = fol o(x) fol g(x—p)dudx = 0. Hence,
by the mean value theorem, there exists fi € [0, 1] such that jol g(z — p)p(x)dx = 0.

1 2
Hence, 0 inf (1, )30 < (o )y = [ 900 - mpl@)ds) =0,

As a result, doing the above steps backwards

diSt(HN7ug)%m(P;L2(Q)) = HUOH%Q(Q) - HPN%UOH%Q(Q)

= SUE{HUMH%Q(Q) - HPN—luuﬂiz(Q)} = diSt(VI{]ﬂug)%w(P;Lz(Q))'
HE

O

Remark 4.8. As an immediate consequence of the N -widths definiton, it always holds
Sn(U9) < dn(U9) < dy-1(U?), N € N. Regarding Theorem /.7 (a) for g € LY% and
even N € N, we have o (U?) = dn (UT). '
Regarding Theorem 4.7 (b) for odd N € N, we have

6N(ug)2 = , %: 1)\? < dN(ng)2 < dist(Vﬁ,ug)Lm(p;L2(Q)) = dN_l(ug)2 = gZJ:\/ /\g,
(=N + =
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which motivates to conjecture dy(U9) = dy-1(U%) but it not proven, since in gen-
eral terms as we cannot assume that any shift-isometric space is spanned by 2 basis
functions. In fact, we found an example of a space spanned by 3 linearly independent
functions (which are not trigonometric functions) for which numerical computations
indicate shift-isometry. o

Example 4.9 (Discontinuous jump). We detail the example already investigated
in [20], where dn(U9) > %N71/2 was shown for discontinuous initial and boundary
conditions, i.e., g =sgn(x), which is easily seen to be odd HWS.

Since (g, cos((2k=1)7)) 1, (0p) = 0 and (g,sin((2k = 1)7)) 1, (2p) = ﬁ, we get
Ay = A9y = m and ] > A}, for all k €N, i.e., sorting is not needed. Theorem
4.7 yields an exact representation of the N-width by

U= Y Azkf% > (k]-1)"

k=N+1 k=N+1
1 1
:;‘I’(l)([%J*%)“L;‘I’(l)([%F%) (4.6)

where W () is the first derivative of the Digamma function (). Moreover, for even
N, we have dn(U?) = dn(UY). A

Functions with a non-zero mean.

So far, we assumed that g € ng"{)s, ie, g=0. As Lg%d = L5949, this is no restriction for

the odd HWS case. Hence, let us now consider the case g € L5"" with g # 0 and hence

¢ol(g) = %g #0 as well as A§ = Z|éo(g)* = $5° # 0.

Let A{ > - > A% be the sorted N largest eigenvalues of 9. We have to distinguish

two cases, namely

case 1: A% > S\g, i.e., the constant part is the smallest one, and

case 2: A%, < 5\8, i.e., the constant part is significant in the sense that the eigenvalue
corresponding to the constants 5\‘8 is “somewhere” in the ordering of the largest
eigenvalues.

Then, the following table indicates how an optimal subspace can be chosen.

optimal space w.r.t.
N case Lo(P) /| dn(U9) ‘ Leo(P) / dn(U?)
even 1 Ve VY
even 2 | Vi ,@span{l}e span{¢; (y j2)1} #
odd 1 Vi1 @ span{f {n oy} #
odd 2 VY _, ®@span{l} VY _, @span{l}

In the above table, “#” in the last column means that those spaces are not clear,
since as in Remark 4.8, we don’t know which spaces are optimal when we don’t have
the shift-isometry property for the space spanned by the sorted eigenfunctions. For
the other cases we know the optimal space, since both N-widths are equal for sorted
shift-isometric spectral spaces.
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4.3 Non half-wave symmetric functions

Some of our results can also be extended to non half-wave symmetric functions.
However, we were only able to derive an estimate for the N-width and not a repre-
sentation as before. Recall from §2.3 that any g € Lo(2p) has a unique decomposition
g =g°"" + ¢°% into its even and odd HWS part.

Proposition 4.10. Let N € N, g = ¢° + ¢°3 ¢ Ly(Qp) and let the eigenvalues be

vn evn

ordered as {)\ge AT ,)\ZOdd ke N} = {5\“‘17 >\ > } Then,

Sn(UP)? <dnU9)? <2 Y M.

{=N+1

Proof. Let g = ¢g®" + ¢g°4, with ¢*"" e L™ ¢°dd € 199 be uniquely decom-
posed. Denote by HY, the space of dimension N spanned by the eigenfunctions
according to the largest eigenvalues A{,...,A%,. Thus, there is M € Ny such that

INEPVIED VPV 1 ZéV]M /\gOdd HY, can be decomposed (not necessarily orthogo—
nal) as HY, = H]gw +HJgV u Of dimension M < N and N - M Then, denotlng by P,

evn

P{, and Py, dM the orthogonal projection onto HY,, HY, 9" and HY [y respectlvely,
and recalling Remark 2.3 (ii) yields

2
CSN(Z/{Q)2 < dN(Ug)2 < ”9( - p) = P{g(- _/jf)HLW(P;Lg(Q))

<2 ”(I - P]g])[gevn(' - N’)] HQLOQ(P;LZ(Q)) +2 ”(I - P]g])[gOdd(' - :u‘)] ”ioo(P;LQ(Q))

evn evn 2 odd o 2
< 2 ||(I_ PI?/[ )l:g ( _'u)] ||L°°(’P;L2(Q)) + 2 "(I_P]%—M)[g dd(. _/’l’)] HLOQ('P;LQ(Q))

had evn had odd >
=2 2 N2 A =2 ) N,
{=M+1 (=N-M+1 {=N+1
which concludes the proof. O

Finally, by weakening Proposition 4.10, we obtain the following estimate.
Corollary 4.11. Let N €N, then 6x(U9)? <285y (U )2 +26N_M(Z/lg0dd)2 for every
Me{0,1,...N}. O

5 The effect of smoothness on the N-width

So far, we did not use any specific properties of the function g modeling initial and
boundary values of the linear transport equation. In this section, we shall investigate
the influence of the regularity (in the sense of §2.4) to the decay of the N-width. In
particular, we use the above exact representation to derive formulae for the decay of
the N-width.

5.1 Sharp upper bound for finite regularity

For g € H™"™(Qp) = L§™ n H"(2p), the solution u, = g(- - ) € H(Q) is (even)
periodic on Q = (0,1), i.e., U9 ¢ H"(Q), recall (2.14). For integer r € N, these spaces
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coincide with standard Sobolev spaces, for which Kolmogorov’s classical result is

known, see [1] and [2, Theorem 1].

Theorem 5.1 (Kolmogorov). Let r € N be an integer, then dy(B1) = (2m)™" [%]_T

with closed ball By = B1[H"(Q)] defined in (2.7). O
This indicates that the rate O(N™") sets a benchmark for what we can hope to

achieve.

For the transport problem, we are going to prove the sharp upper bound for the

(broken) regularity r € R*. To show it, we first need an auxiliary lemma, which will

be the main ingredient of the proof.

Lemma 5.2. Letr>0, M €N, then sup =M1 = (mm L g Mem kz’“) ,
N > ’f2r|ck|2 meN ™

N oo
where {2, := {c € lo(N) decreasing: ¥, (1+k*")|cx|* < oo}
k=1

N
Proof. We start by observing that any decreasing c € {5, can be represented by an
sequence a € ¢5(N) with

oo
|ai|2 = |Ci|2 - |CZ‘+1|2 >0, 7¢eN, <~ |C}<;|2 = Z |CLi|2.
i=k

Then, we have by summation rules and fraction arithmetic

z |ck|2 > 3 il > (z‘—M)|a1-|2 > (z‘—M)|al-|2 > |b[?
k= _ k=M+li=k _ =M < =ML J=1
AR W Z|a P kQ’“ S a2 ¥ k2 _z|bj|2GM(j)
k=1 k=1 i=k i=M+1 k=1 J=1

where the sequence b € f5(N) in the last equality is defined by |b;|* := j|an;|* > 0,
jeN,and Gp(j) =2 ZkM” k2" is a discrete function. So, we simplified the problem to

(o] et 2
> el Z b,
k=M+1 j=1

Sup — = sup

cela, X RMlok]? bela Z PG ()

where €37 := {b e £5(N) : § (1+Gr(5))[bj[* < 00}. We have G () >0, j € N, and by
j=1

M+j 2

Culi) =} X K2 12#? >3 [T I

Pt 2r+1
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the existence of a positive minimum £ € N, Gz (€) = minjey Gar (7). Finally, with

I;Eleil\IIIGM(J') b1 = Db PGar (&) < X b PGar (5),
; =1 =1

j=1

and the minimum-generating sequence b* € €3, [b3] := §; ¢, it follows that

1 -21 Ib;1? '21 [b;1? .

J= Jj=

- < = < sup < — -

miney Gar = N = = mingey G
injen G (5) vzl\b;\sz(g) beeM vzl\bj\sz(j) injen G (5)

iz o

and the lemma is proven. O

Theorem 5.3. It holds for N € N odd that

N-1
5 tm

sup  dy(UY) = (27r)_r(r72€in L 1;1 k:27")71/2. (5.1)

geH™ o™, N ™
\9|HT(52P>S\/§

Proof. We first define B\T/’gws = {g e H™MWs ¢ |g Hr(Qp) < \/5} Let us start by justifying
that the quantity of interest is bounded for N > 1

Ay (U%)? < dist(span{1},U”)%_py = 3 2@ ¢ S~ (oppy2r @ _ Wlinrcop)

keZ keZ
lglar (@
= Dyn:= sup dyU?)< sup % <1.
EBr,hws EBr,hws 2
92 5 92 5

On the other side, for any g € B%WS, it also holds g+c € Br’gws for all ¢ € R. Therefore,

if we don’t include constants, i.e., span{1} ¢ Hy, we get

sup dist(HN,Ug)QLm(p) = sup (02 + diSt(HNvug)QLm(P)) = oo
gGBr/’;WS geBZ‘[]Z‘WS, ceR

Hence, we will always include Wy = span{1} and choose the remaining N - 1 basis
functions from the shift-invariant decomposition. We choose N as odd and set M =
(N -1)/2 €N. Then, by Theorem 4.7 and Lemma 4.3

dv@U)?= 3 M =5 Y (Lon(@F +1eoe@n @) = Y leo@n @)
k=N+1 k=M+1 k=M+1
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where ¢ again denotes an optimal sorting. Then we can express the quantity Dy by

2dn (U9)?
D3 = sup dy(U%)*= #
geBT gettron () 195 (o)
2 T ey () Z leoml
_ sup oo=M+1 = (27)°% sup ’“=°°+7’
el 07) 3 5 (2m) o (0) citar . porlayf
k=1 k=1

For any ¢ € {5, and sorting of the coefficients o it holds by the rearrangement
inequality

oo oo

- - Y ol Y leoml

Z k2T|Ck-|2 > Z k2r|cg(k})|2 — k=°]\o4+1 < k;M+1 ,

k=1 k=1 > k2 |cgl? > k2T|CU(k)|2
k=1 k=1

which means we can restrict ourselves to ¢ = 1d, i.e., already sorted sequences.
Putting all together gives

2 2 > erl” 2 > Jexl”
D% =(27)™ sup =—=—— = (27) " sup —
cely kZ k27 [cq(kyl? N > k2r|ckl?,

=

where the statement of the theorem follows by Lemma 5.2. O

Remark 5.4.
(a) For general g € H"*"™, with Theorem 5.3 we have

g ., ) i7+m o -1/2
dy(U) < lglar (@) (2m) " (min £ Y )
k=1

which might be substantially smaller as we picked really a special case as the
supremum.

(b) Trivially, on H™*"™ without further assumptions, there can’t be a lower bound since
even dy(U9)? =0 for g=0e H™®°.

(c) If we use non-optimal spaces of Fourier modes just ordered by frequency, i.e.,
XN = @,ifo_l)/z WS, then we get for N odd

sup dist(Xn,UY) Py = (2m)" (%)4‘
geB\T’fzvn
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Proof. We follow the steps of the proof in Theorem 5.3, but the expression becomes
much simpler if we don’t have a sorting. We directly have

lex|?
sup £ = (M +1)7%" instead of Lemma 5.2. O
cely kZ k27 ey |?
=1

(d) For the odd HWS counterpart, we have

N
SUD e proia O (U7) = () (minmen £ 523" (26 - 1))
Proof. Follows from exactly the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 5.3,
except with an odd-frequency basis with no constant function. O
(e) By losing a factor of 2, the same can be applied to non-HWS functions using
Proposition 4.10.

-1/2

However, if we know a more specific form of the Fourier coefficients, we can get an
lower estimate. Further, we also get a reverse implication.

5.2 Exact rate by eigenvalue decay

Exact decay of some piecewise functions

So far, we derived upper bounds for the decay of the N-widths for g € H"(Qp). In this
section, we investigate exact formulae for the decay as well as lower bounds. First, we
are going to investigate specific functions of known regularity, for which lower bounds
can be proven. These functions are such that ¢(™ = sgn(-), m € N, ie., the jump
function considered in Example 4.9. This is done in a recursive manner by setting
go :=sgn(-). Then, for m =1,2,3, ..., we set

Im(y) = /Oygm_l(:zz) dx - % [)1 gm-1(z)dz, ye[-1,1], (5.2)

which results in piecewise polynomials,
Jey-i ye[-1,0), |33y, yel-1,0),
91(y) = i 92(4)=1 .12 1
+y—§7 y€[07+1]v +§y _§y7 y€[07+1:|'

Lemma 5.5. Let m € Ny and g, as defined in (5.2). Then, g,, € H"(™==0dd for
r(m)=m+1/2 and all € >0 but g, § H"(™)0dd g5 = go = sgn(-) and

1@ g o () = VB((2k = D))~ = (/AL + 05, . (5.3)

Proof. Tt is well-known (e.g. by considering the Fourier expansion), that sgn(-) €
HY?72(Qp) for all € > 0, but sgn(-) ¢ H/?(Qp). Then, the recursive definition imme-
diately implies the statement about the regularity. Moreover, gy € LS. Assuming
that g,,_1 € L339 for m e N, we get for any -1 <z <0

x x+1 1
gm(cc)+gm(x+1)=f0 gm_l(y)dy+f0 gm_l(y)dy—2%[0 Im-1(y) dy
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T z+1
= fo gm-1(y) dy + fl gm-1(y) dy =0,
by Lemma 2.7, so that g,, € Lgdd by induction. Finally, Example 4.9 yields

Q2™ gl )= (2 = )m) " 1@ 95 | =V B((2k = 1)m) (7D,

which proves (5.3) and finishes the proof. O
Theorem 5.6. Let m € Ny and g, as defined in (5.2). Then,

oo

5N(ug)2 — ﬁ Z (26_1)72’”172,
=[(NT)/2]

and, for even N, we have o5 (U?) = dn(UY). Moreover

) € e [y (-2

for all N e N. Thus dy(U9) = N in terms of r(m).

Proof. First, by (5.3) the trivial sorting o = Id is the optimal sorting from (4.3) and
therefore we get by Theorem 4.7 the representation

oo

5N(ug)2:4 i ((QL%J—l)W :ﬁ Z (2@_1)—2m—2,

)—2m—2
k=N+1 £=[(N+1)/2]

which is equal to dy(U?) for even N. To prove the bounds, we deduce that on the
one hand,

-(2m+1)
SN U R 2m+2<]‘°° 1y _ (aravenyzi-s)
! e:[(zvzl)/z(]”’l) - [(N+1)/2]71(2171) x 2(2m+1) )
and on the other hand
Sy U wPmrE i 1 2m+2>f“ (L)2m+2 o < (2[(N+1)/2]71)_(2m+1)
! €=[(N+1)/2]2é_1 N [(N+1)/2] 2z-1 2(2m+1)
Then by
-1 1 . i
[V + /21~ 1) I+ y21-3) e [(V 1) (v -2) 7
we get the desired bounds. 0

Let us capture this relationship between eigenvalue decay and N-width decay more
generally.
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Exact rate by eigenvalue decay
In section 3, Lemma 3.2, we proved for any problem we can express

U= Y AL

k=N+1

which also equals dy (U9)? for the case of shift-isometric spaces. We aim for an expres-
sion of the type oy (U9)? = A(N), where A is some algebraic term. But generally, the
sequence (A )gey € £1 can have any form at first. However, if we can express either the
eigenvalues or the N-width algebraically, we can express both algebraically.
Lemma 5.7. Let f:[1,00) > R, be an decreasing and improper integrable function
with antiderivative F : [1,00) = R_ defined by F(y) := —fyoo flz)dx, y>1.
Then we arrive at a discrete version of the fundamental theorem of calculus.
(a) M =f(n),neN — -F(n+1)<6,(U%)*<-F(n), neN
(0) (U’ =-F(n),neN = f(n) <N, <f(n-1), neNy

We can relaz the first statement to better fit our objectives. Let C' > ¢ >0, then

(a) cf(n) <A <Cf(n),neN = —cF(n+1)<6,(U?)*<-CF(n), neN.

Proof. ”(a')” For C >0 and neN '?
oo oo k oo
5.UN < Y CfR)<C Y f f(2)dz = Cf f(2)dz = ~C F(n).
k=n+1 k=n+1 k-1 n
Similarly, for c>0 and n e N
00 o k+1 oo
5, (U9 > oef(k)2c ) f f(:v)dac:cf f(z)dz =-cF(n+1).
k=n+1 k=n+1 7k n+l

7(b)” We have for n € Nyo

N = 0s ) =0 = F() = Fn=1) = [ f@yae § 001

O
Remark 5.8. (a) Defining g € L§™ by [éan(g)[? = k7D = XJ, | = A3, resuits in

a function g € H™™5°™ for all € > 0, but g ¢ H"™ with 5 (U9) being strictly
smaller than ¢ N™".

12Using the Euler—Maclaurin formula, the estimate can be done even more tight. But we didn’t want to
delve deeper into these technicalities; this should suffice for the asymptotic behavior.
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(b) Vice versa, using Lemma 5.7, our analysis shows that dy(U9) =c N™" implies the
corresponding Sobolev reqularity v —e for all e >0 of g.

(¢) Defining g € L§™ by L|ean(g)? := k=P Dlog(k)™ = N, _, = Aj, results in a
function g € H™*"™, but g ¢ H™ " for all § > 0, with Sy (UI) ~ CN~"log(N)™
being strictly smaller than ¢ N™".

5.3 Limit case: Infinite regularity

In this subsection we deal with the limit case g € C*(Qp). We address the question
of whether ¢’s infinite differentiability implies exponential decay.

One can trivially always express o (U49) = e”?) with an increasing sequence y(n) :=
—log (6, (U9)), neN.

Then directly from g € C*(Qp) ¢ H"(Qp), we get by Remark 5.4 that dy(U9) <
C, N7 = C,e"1°5() for all r > 0. This means, ~v(n) grows faster than linear in the
logarithm, i.e., for fixed a,b >0 it is

~v(n) >a+0blog(n)

for n sufficiently large.
Example 5.9. One example is g € C*(Qp) with X := m%g(k)k"log(k), k € N, which
results with Lemma 5.7 in a decay of

e—log(N+1)2 <6N(Z/{g) <€—10g(N)2-

But can this already be understood as exponential? The decay is faster than poly-
nomial C,. N™", but slower than exponential e~V . To really get an exponential decay
in the classical sense, i.e., y(n) = linear, we already need exponential decay of the
coefficients, since we get straight from Lemma 5.7 the following equivalence.
Corollary 5.10. We get for C' >0 and a base w > 1 that

M<Cw™ keN = nU) <\/qremw s NeN = M < (Cw?)w ™, keNs.

Next we give a proposition to show that a holomorphic function indeed implies expo-
nential decay.

Proposition 5.11. Let g € C°(Qp) with a complex analytic extension g : B1(0) —
C", gop = 9, and a constant CY := max,ep, (0)| §(2)| > 0. Then, o5 (U?) < dn(U?) <
(CIK) TN, where 7 = 1e™/® % 7.536 and K = ¢%/8271/2 ~ 2.178.

Proof. We consider the holomorphic extension g in B1(0) > (-1,1). Cauchy’s integral
formula gives |g(" (z)] < 7117 max.ess, (z) [9(2)] < CY7!, [26]. By half-wave symmetry
and Sobolev norms, we get |g|gr(q) = lgt lz.0) = 27112 || g(") lz,0p) < CY r12-12,
Then,

dyU?) <|glar@ym N7 <C9r! o2 N

3 We denote the ball of radius ¢ >0 around z € C by B,(z) = {yeC:|y - z| < o}.
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follows by Remark 5.4 e. Using Stirling’s approximation N! < ex/N(N/e)™N for the fac-
torial and setting = N gives dy(U9) < C9e/N/2 (me)™N. Finally, /N < (e!/#)Nel/8
gives the desired result. O

We end this subsection with a small final point, namely that if the norm of the
r-th (weak) derivative itself can be bounded by just a power function, we even get a
finite decay.

™
Remark 5.12. Let g € C®(Qp). If there exists D > 0 sucht that b Mo _ lolaren

”g“LZ(Q) - Hg”L2(Q) -
D", for all v >0, then it holds dn(U?) =0, for N>D/x.

Proof. dy U?) < 2gl-i0) 7 N7 < 2]g] o0 () = & frN>D/m O

6 Numerical experiments

We are now going to report results of some of our numerical experiments highlighting
different quantitative aspects of our previous theoretical investigations. More details
and the code can be found in [27].

6.1 Numerical approximation of the N-width

It is clear that we cannot compute dn(U9) or dy(U9) exactly, at least in general.
Even for a given linear approximation space Vi, the distance of U9 to Vy amounts to
computing an integral over P in the Lo-case or the determination of a supremum in
the L-framework. Both would only be possible exactly, if we had a formula for the
error u, — Pyu, at hand.

Otherwise, we need a discretization in space 2 and for the parameter set P in such
a way that the resulting numerical approximation is sufficiently accurate. In space, we
fix a number n, € N of uniformly spaced quadrature or sampling points x;, i = 1,...,n,
(we choose n, = 2500), by setting Ax := 1/n, and x; := (2i —1)/2 Az. We collect these
points in a vector x := (z1,...,2,, )" € R™. We proceed in a similar manner for P by
choosing n,, € N of uniformly spaced points y;, j =1,...,n, (we choose n, =2500) by
Ap=1[n, and pj = (25 - 1)/2 Ap, p:= (g1, ..., ftn, )" € R™. This corresponds to the
midpoint rule for numerical integration.

Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD)

For some given parameter value p; and a given function g, we determine X, ; :=
g(wi—pj) = uy, (v;) as a “snapshot” of (2.2). These values are collected in the snapshot
matriz X = (X;j)i-1,...,ny;5=1,...,n, € R

For the Lo-width, we perform a singular value decomposition (SVD) X =UXVT,
which is then truncated to dimension IV € N in order to obtain a reduced basis, which
corresponds to the Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD). Since it is known that
the POD is the best approximation w.r.t. Ly(P), we get the optimal spaces Vi in
the Ly(P)-sense. The error and thus the dy-width can be computed from the singular

values: o (U9)? ~ Zzl:”]t,(ffn”) oF.
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Optimal spaces

In some cases, we have constructed (optimal) spaces Vi, i.e., we know an ON-basis for
V. In such a case, the SVD is given through the projection terms, i.e. no eigenvalue
decomposition needs to be performed. In case we know that dy(U?) = dn(U9), no
further computations are needed. In case they are not equal, we can proceed with the
basis Vi in order to compute the approximation error as described now in detail.

Computation of the distance/error

In order to determine the distance of Vy to the set U9 of solutions, let Vi =
span{iy,...,vbn} for some ON-basis functions ¢, £ = 1,...,N. The best approxi-
mation of some function u, onto Vi is the orthogonal projection, i.e., Py(u,) =
Zé\il(umwg)h(mw. The inner products are approximated by the midpoint rule, i.e.,

(U, Vo) py0) i Yy uu (@) Ye(zyr), so that by orthonormality

. 2
731\1,2ng lwp, — UNHL2(Q) Iy = Pn (w2, 0

Ny

ng 2
“iZ(um(%) (Pr () (i) ) = Z( TN s (‘I’N‘I’T X)”) ,

i=1 =
where Wy = (¢p(2:))i0 € R™*N. Then, dist(Vv,U?) 1 (P;1.(0)) 18 approximated by
taking the maximum over j = 1,...,n, of the latter quantity and then the square root.
As for the Ly-distance dist(V,U?) 1, (p;1.(0)), by (2.6b)

dist(Vv, U)oy = 1t = PNl 7, poracay) = [ lup = Pyug|7, 0y die

e Z_: |y = Py, H%Q(Q) nTnT Z Z( ‘IIN\IIT X)”) .

6.2 Error bound for a jump discontinuity

For a discontinuous function, it is known that dy(U9) < cN~'/2 [20], the novel exact
representation is given in (4.6). We compare a reduced order model determined by
POD with the exact rate, which allows us to numerically investigate the difference
between the asymptotic order N~/2 and the exact rate. The results are shown in
Figure 1. In the graph on the left, we show the decay for different sizes of n,, i.e.,
various numbers of the original snapshots to build the POD (shown in different colors).
Instead of computing the SVD, we use the basis functions qbzdd and wzdd defined
in Lemma 4.4, as they are known to be optimal. Numerical results confirmed that
the POD basis vectors are in fact identical with the analytical basis vectors up to a
seemingly random phase shift and a tolerance for numerical precision.

As we see, they asymptotically reach the exact representation shown in cyan. This
also confirms the known fact that POD is optimal w.r.t. the Lo-width. We also show
the asymptotic order N ~1/2 in black.

The formula for the exact rate cannot immediately be re-interpreted as a simple
asymptotic w.r.t. N. To this end, on the right-hand side of Figure 1b we plot the ratio
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of N~1/2 and the exact form and see that it reaches 5> which is interesting at least for

/2 is sharp with a multiple factor of Z; (ii)

two reasons: (i) the asymptotic rate N~ 5
1/2

the exact formula has an asymptotic behavior as N~

0] ; — |
10 — PODROM tn? = 10000) 158 = N*l/?/\/(:2 Y5 (2LEEE ] - 1)’2)
B et | B
1 \/ 72 Zk=N+1 2 2
= 10 <. - Nl
< NS © 157 Frms=s===
1072 e —
1.56
1073 T T T T 1 T T T T T
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
N N
(a) POD vs. analytic error decay. (b) Ratio of exact form to asymptotic rate.

Fig. 1: Kolmorogov N-width dn(U9) for a discontinuous function — comparison of
POD, exact form of dy(U?) and known asymptotic rate.

6.3 Smooth steep functions

We are now considering smooth functions which are “close” to a jump in the sense
that they have one or more steep ramps. To this end, we construct an odd half-wave
symmetric function, shown in Figure 2b. The starting point is some smooth odd-
symmetric function ¢ on the interval (-3, 1) (see Figure 2a). Based upon this, we
define the odd HWS function g = g, by

1-2¢(z+1), -l<z<-1,
g(l‘) = 2(](1’)—17 —%<(ES%7 (61)

1-2¢q(z-1), $<z<l.

Following this idea, we can derive functions with arbitrary smoothness and arbi-
trarily steep ramps in order to be able to numerically investigate the dependence of
the decay rate of d (U?) on the regularity and the shape of the function. To this end,
we construct a whole family {gm }men, such that g, € C™ but g, § C*™*! (so that m
is the exact degree of regularity of g,,). We show an example of such functions qo, ..., g5
n (6.2). Starting from a linear function gg, we successively increase the polynomial
degree. A parameter ¢ is used to control the steepness of the ramp.'* Then, we get

Qo(z/e+1/2) =, (6.2a)
q(zfe +1/2) = 2% + 322, (6.2b)

ywe give all details for the sake of reproducible research.
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0.0 4 T T T T T
—0.50 —-0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50
x x
(a) Smooth function gs : (—%, %) - R, (b) Resulting odd HWS g = g4 with junc-
x = +£/2 marked in orange. tions at dashed lines.

Fig. 2: Construction of an odd HWS initial condition from a smooth ramp.

q2(x/e +1/2) = 62° — 152 + 102, (6.2c)
qs(z/e +1/2) := =2027 + 702° - 842° + 352%, (6.2d)
qa(z/e +1/2) = 702" - 3152 + 54027 — 4202° + 12627, (6.2¢)
gs(x/e +1/2) = =252z + 138620 — 30802 + 3465z° — 198027 + 4622°,  (6.2f)

with the ramp being between x = —¢/2 and z = £/2, the junctions are marked in
Figure 2a. Outside the ramp, ¢,, = 0 and ¢,, = 1 respectively. As an example of a
C*°-function, we use the sigmoid function ge 5 defined recursively as oo r+1(z) :=
sin(gqoo’k(m)) with oo o(x) = %, m = g—: with the smooth limit ¢., having the
property geo = =1 for x < p—m3 as well as goo =1 for x> p+m3.

We can continue this process to obtain a C'*°-function, but do not go into details.
In order to get a meaningful comparison for the dependency of the N-width in terms
of smoothness, we will use ¢ for such a fine-tuning. The aim is that all functions g,
should feature a similar steep jump from 0 to 1, but differ in their regularity, which
of course causes different shapes of the functions, see Figure 3. Hence, we fit each
resulting g,,, to g4, and choose € as the parameter resulting in the best fit. We indicate

the resulting values for € in Table 1. The resulting functions of different smoothness

regularity [ Ct C? Cc3 c? [
€ 0.025 0.03316 0.04002 0.04592 0.05116 0.05592
Table 1: Values for € for each g¢,,.

are plotted in Figure 3. As we can see from the left graph in Figure 3a, the shape of
all functions is quite similar. The main difference lies in the regularity as can be seen
in the zoom in Figure 3b.

The results concerning the N-width are shown in Figure 4. On the left, in Figure 4a,
we compare the N-width dn(U9) for g, € C™(Q2), m=0,...,5 and also for the C*°-
sigmoid function (yellow) with exponential decay. We also indicate the error bound

29



- lines ” 0
—_— ;:rgt]:d;:gpcc == linear ramp, C‘)l
— smooth ramp, C2 (.95 - = smooth ramp. C
— smooth ramp, C° . == smooth ramp, C'i
o smooth ramp, C** Py == smooth ramp, C;‘
E 01 smooth ramp, C° B _050- smoot]]: ramp, gs
= sigmoid, C = U smooth ramp,
o /
1 - - - . ~1.00 . '
—-1.0 —0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 —0.02 —0.01 0.00
T x
(a) Ramp functions on Qp. (b) Zoom into subinterval [-0.025,0].

Fig. 3: Ramp functions with varying smoothness C™.

from Theorem 5.6, i.e., &, N~("*1/2) As there is no difference visible, in Figure 4b,
we plot the ratio of the numerically computed error and ¢, N ~(m+1/2) for a fitted
cm for m =0,...,5. We see very good matches indicating that our bounds are sharp
regarding N, in particular since the displayed functions are expected to have the
Sobolev regularity r(m) = m + 1/2 — ¢, see Remark 5.8. As with the decay of the
jump discontinuity (c.f. Figure 1a), the numerically computed decay for N close to
min(ng,n,) suffers from inaccuracies that are related to the discretization error.

100 ¢ T L e e
) = linear ramp, C° >
\\\— smooth ramp, c; + . )
- th re , C ) 5
104 ) = pmooth . € -0 — inen ramp. O
= smooth ramp, C* 2, = smooth ramp, C
ES) N smooth ramp, C° ~ > A L= smooth ramp, C*
s N sigmoid, C = 10° 1 — smooth ramp, C3
10~° 4 B oo — smooth ramp, %
smooth ramp, C°
N — 1071 T T .
10712 T —S=a 0 1000 2000
0 1000 2000 N
N
(b) Estimation of ¢ st. oy =
: : m—1 _
(a) 0n and error estimation for C™ - em N~ (m+1/2)
functions.

Fig. 4: N-width for ramps with varying regularity.

6.4 The impact of the slope

In §6.3 we have investigated functions with an almost identical ramp but with different
smoothness. Now, we fix the regularity and vary the slope, i.e., the maximal value of
the derivative (or norm of the gradient in higher dimensions). From our theoretical
findings, we expect that the asymptotic decay rate should not be influenced by the
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slope. However, all estimates involve a multiplicative factor, which might depend on
the slope. In order to clarify this, we consider a continuous, piecewise linear function
with varying steepness. We choose the function ¢p in (6.2a) for different values of ¢, see
Figure 5a. The results are displayed in Figure 5. We observe that the asymptotic rate
is in fact identical, but the multiplicative factor grows when e decreases: the steeper
the slope, the larger the N-widths.

1.0 1 - =050 — ¢ =0.50
e 1 1071 e 14
= iZil \ =
305_ e=0.01 lg \\\ e=0.01
S 1073
0.0 1 T T T 107° T T T
—-1.0 —0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 0 200 400 600 800 1000
T N
(a) Function qg for different e. (b) o (UY) for different e.

Fig. 5: N-width depending on the slope of a continuous, piecewise linear function.

6.5 Beyond symmetry

Finally, we consider almost arbitrary functions g to define initial and boundary condi-
tions for our original linear transport problem (2.1) in the sense that g_; o] defines the
inflow (i.e., the boundary condition) and gj¢,1] is the initial condition on Q. Again, we
focus on the influence of the regularity on the decay of the N-width. To this end, we
start by a piecewise constant discontinuous function as displayed in Figure 6a (dark
blue), where the height of the 20 steps are chosen at random. Smother versions are
constructed by applying a convolution with a uniform box kernel, that is as wide as
the distance between two discontinuities, see also Figure 6a.'® The N-width is shown
in Figure 6b, where —again— we clearly see the dependence of the decay on the reg-
ularity; the smoother the function, the better the rate. The rates are the same as in
the previous case, but the constants (indicated in Figure 6b) differ. This experiment
confirms our results also beyond half-wave symmetry, which we had to assume for the
given proofs.

A 2D-example

All our analysis above was restricted to the 1D case Q = (0,1). However, from the
presentation it should be clear that at least some of what has been presented can be
generalized to the higher-dimensional case by means of tensor products. In order to

15A closer agreement between the original and the convoluted function as well as a faster error decay
could be achieved through a convolution by a narrow Gaussian kernel. However, we aimed at highlighting
the effect of regularity.
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Fig. 6: i (U7) for random functions of different smoothness.

show this also numerically, we consider a linear transport problem on € = (0,1)?, see
Figure 7a. Note, that the parameter p remains univariate. There, we indicate piecewise
constant boundary conditions (on the left square yielding the inflow conditions) and
initial conditions on € (on the right square). As before, we realize initial and boundary
conditions of higher regularity by applying convolutions. The resulting N-widths are
displayed in Figure 7b, where we see once more that the rate is correlated to the

regularity.

—0.5

1.0

0.0

e ———— s —

-1.0 -0.5

0.0 1.0

(a) Piecewise constant initial and
boundary conditions indicated by

color boxes.

on

10°
A =1.5e+4-00
10-4 _\{\ ¢=6.0€+ 00 memtmesmemrmemeten
\:\\ c=3.3e+01,.
—8 | = dige. "S5,
10 :g? .~~>21 B e —
Ci c=1.5¢+03__
(A A N Btk RS
10712 T . T
0 100 200 300 400 500
N
(b)  Kolmorogov  N-width  for

C™(Qp)-conditions, m =0, ..., 3.

Fig. 7: 2D-transport problem: §y-width for initial- and boundary conditions of dif-
ferent regularity C™(Qp), m =0, ..., 3.
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7 Conclusions

We have derived both exact representations as well as sharp bounds of the N-widths
for significant classes of functions g used as initial and boundary values for the linear
transport problem. It became clear that a parametric problem inherits its N-width
decay by its eigenvalue decay, which equal Fourier coefficients of the data g for the
linear transport setting. The influence of the regularity of g on the decay has been
rigorously investigated. It became clear that a poor decay of the N-width is only
a question of the smoothness of the solution in terms of the parameter, not of the
problem itself. In other words, the N-width decay does not necessarily depend on the
PDE alone, but on the data such as initial and boundary values. We have also seen
that the constant in the decay estimate depends on the slope of the function in a severe
manner. The numerical experiments have also demonstrated, that small changes of
the data that increase regularity, can lead to vastly faster error decays.

Our main tool is Fourier analysis and the notion of half-wave symmetric functions.
This notion allowed us to construct linear spaces which are shift-isometric spectral
spaces and therefore optimal in the sense of Kolmogorov. Since any function can be
written as a sum of even and odd HWS function, we derived a general upper estimate
for the N-width. We have investigated both the Ly(P)-based N-width dn(U?) and
the Lo, (P)-based (worst case) N-width dn (U?) and we have proven oy (U?) = dy(U7)
for shift-isometric spaces. Finally, some ideas of the presented approach could also be
generalized and adapted for other kinds of PPDEs.
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