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New results for variational regularization with
oversmoothing penalty term in Banach spaces
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Abstract

In this article on variational regularization for ill-posed nonlinear problems,
we are once again discussing the consequences of an oversmoothing penalty term.
This means in our model that the searched-for solution of the considered nonlinear
operator equation does not belong to the domain of definition of the penalty func-
tional. In the past years, such variational regularization has been investigated com-
prehensively in Hilbert scales, but rarely in a Banach space setting. Our present
results try to establish a theoretical justification of oversmoothing regularization
in Banach scales. This new study includes convergence rates results for a pri-
ori and a posteriori choices of the regularization parameter, both for Holder-type
smoothness and low order-type smoothness. An illustrative example is intended to
indicate the specificity of occurring non-reflexive Banach spaces.
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1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is the theoretical justification of variational regularization with
oversmoothing penalties for nonlinear ill-posed problems in Banach scales. Precisely,
we consider operator equations of the form

F(u) = fT, )

where F' : X D D(F) — ) is a nonlinear operator between infinite-dimensional
Banach spaces X’ and )V with norms || - ||. We suppose that the right-hand side fT € )
is approximately given as f° € ) satisfying the deterministic noise model
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with the noise level § > 0. Throughout the paper, it is assumed that the considered
equation (1) has a solution 4! € D(F) and is, at least at u, locally ill-posed in the
sense of [15, Def. 1.1] and [13, Def. 3]. Consequently, a variant of regularization is
required for finding stable approximations to the solution v’ € D(F) of equation (1),
and we exploit in this context a variant of variational regularization with regularization
parameter o« > 0, where the regularized solutions u, are minimizers of the extremal
problem

TO(u) := || F(u) — f°||" + af|lu — @|; — min, subjectto wu € D(F), (3)

with some exponent » > 0 being fixed. Here, || - ||; is a norm on a densely defined
subspace X; of X, which is stronger than the original norm || - || in X. Precisely, we
define the stronger norm || - [|1 by ||ull1 = || G tu||,u € R(G), where the generator
G : X — X with range R(G) is a bounded linear operator, which is one-to-one and
has an unbounded inverse G~!. Further conditions on the operator G are given in
Section 2 below. Moreover, the element u € X; N D(F), occurring in the penalty
term of the Tikhonov functional Ta‘s, denotes an initial guess. Note that we restrict our
consideration in this study to identical exponents r for the misfit term and the penalty
functional in order to avoid unnecessary technical complications.

In the present work, we discuss the nonlinear Tikhonov-type regularization (3)
with focus on an oversmoothing penalty term. This means in our model that we have
u’ ¢ Xy, or in other words ||uf||; = 400, which is an expression of ‘non-smoothness’
of the solution u! with respect to the reference Banach space X;. Variational regular-
ization of the form (3) with » = 2 and oversmoothing penalty for nonlinear ill-posed
operator equations (1) has been investigated comprehensively in the past four years in
Hilbert scales, and we refer to [1 1, 14] as well as further to the papers [5, 8, 9, 12, 17].
For related results on linear problems, see, e.g., [21]. Our present study continues and
extends, along the lines of [14], the investigations on nonlinear problems to Banach
scales. This new study includes fundamental error estimates yielding convergence and
convergence rates results for a priori and a posteriori choices of the regularization pa-
rameter, both for Holder-type smoothness and low order smoothness. The necessary
tools for low order smoothness in the Banach space setting are provided. In addition,
a relaxed nonlinearity and smoothing condition on the operator F' is considered that
turns out to be useful for maximum norms.

Banach space results for the discrepancy principle in a pure equation form have
already been proven for the oversmoothing case in the recent paper [3]. In parallel, such
results have been developed for oversmoothing subcases to variants of ¢!-regularization
and sparsity promoting wavelet regularization in [ 19, Sec. 5] and [20].

The outline of the remainder is as follows: in Section 2 we summarize prerequisites
and assumptions for the main results in the sense of error estimates and convergence
rates for the regularized solutions. On the one hand, error estimates for a priori choices
of the regularization parameter are presented in Section 3. On the other hand, Section 4
presents results and consequences for using a discrepancy principle. An illustrative
example in Section 5 is intended to indicate the specificity of occurring non-reflexive
Banach spaces. A numerical case study will be presented in Section 6 that illustrates
the theoretical results. Technical details, constructions and verifications for proving the
main results of the paper are given in the concluding Section 7.



2 Prerequisites and assumptions

In this section, we introduce a scale of Banach spaces generated by an operator of
positive type. Moreover, we define the logarithm of a positive operator and formulate
the basic assumptions for our study. The concluding subsection is devoted to well-
posedness and stability assertions for the variant of variational regularization under
consideration in this paper.

2.1 Non-negative type operators, fractional powers, and regular-
ization operators
Let X with norm || - || be a Banach space and £(X’) with norm || - || z(x, the associated

space of bounded linear operators mapping in X. Furthermore, let the injective operator
G € L(X) with range R(G) and unbounded inverse G~! be of non-negative type, i.e.,

G + BI : X — X one-to-one and onto, || (G + BI) ™' || x) < %, >0, (4

for some finite constant . > 0. Fractional powers of non-negative type operators may
be defined as follows [ 1, 2]:
(a) For 0 < p < 1, the fractional power G? : X — X is defined by

GPu := mTWp j:ospfl(G—i— sI)"'Guds for u € X. Q)

This defines a bounded linear operator on X
(b) For arbitrary values p > 1, the bounded linear operator G : X — X is defined
by
Gr .= qr-lrlgle]
We moreover use the notation G° = I.

In what follows, we shall need the interpolation inequality for fractional powers of op-
erators, see, e.g., [18] or [7, Proposition 6.6.4]: for each pair of real numbers
0 < p < g, there exists some finite constant ¢ = ¢(p, ¢) > 0 such that

| GPul| < || GIu||P/9||u||*~P/9 for u € X. (6)

For 0 < p < 1 = g, the value of the constant can be chosen as ¢ = 2(k, + 1), cf.,
e.g., [24, Corollary 1.1.19]. Under the stated assumptions on G, for each p > 0, the
fractional power GP is one-to-one, and we use the notation G—7 = (GP)~1. We do not
need that the operator GG has dense range in X'.

The scale of normed spaces { X }-cr, generated by G, is given by the formulas

X, =R(G") for 7> 0, X, =X for 7 <0,
lu|l- := |G ul| for T € R, u € X,. (7)

For 7 < 0, topological completion of the spaces X, = & with respect to the norm
|| - ||+ is not needed in our setting. We note that (G?),>o defines a Cyp-semigroup on



R(G), which in particular means that GPu — u for p | 0 is valid for any v € R(G)
(cf. [7, Proposition 3.1.15]). Finally, we note that

R(G™) C R(G™) C R(G) forall0 <7 < Ty < 0. (8)

2.2 The logarithm log G

For the consideration of low order smoothness, we need to introduce the logarithm of
G. For selfadjoint operators in Hilbert spaces this can be done by spectral analysis, and
we refer in this context for example to [16]. In Banach spaces, log G may be defined
as the infinitesimal generator of the Cy-semigroup (G?),>( considered on R(G):

1
p

(log G)u = liig =(GPu —u), u€ D(logq),
P

where

D(logG) ={ue X : lifg L(GPu — u) exists },
P

P

cf., e.g., [22] or [7, Proposition 3.5.3]. Low order smoothness of an element v € X’ by
definition then means u € D(log G). Note that we obviously have D(log G) C R(G).
In addition, R(G?) C D(log G) is valid for arbitrarily small p > 0, which follows

from [22, Satz 1]. Summarizing the above notes, we have a chain of subsets of X" as

R(G?) C D(logG) C R(G) forallp > 0. )

This means that also in the Banach space setting, any Holder-type smoothness is stronger
than low order smoothness.

2.3 Main assumptions

In the following assumption, we briefly summarize the structural properties of the space
X, of the operator F and of its domain D(F’), in particular with respect to the solution
ul of the operator equation. Moreover, we make one more assumption concerning G
in addition to the requirements on the operator G stated above.

Assumption 1. (a) The infinite-dimensional Banach space X" has a separable pre-
dual space Z with Z* = X such that a weak*-convergence denoted as —* takes
place in X.

(b) The operator F' : X D D(F) — )Y is weak*-to-weak sequentially continuous,
i.e., for elements u,,,uy € D(F), weak*-convergence u,, —* ug in X implies
weak convergence F'(u,) — F(ug) in ).

(c) The domain of definition D(F') C X is a sequentially weak*-closed subset of X

d) LetD:=D(F)NAX, # 2.

(e) Let the solution ut € D(F) to equation (1) with right-hand side f T be an interior
point of the domain D(F).



(f) Let the data f0 € ) satisfy the noise model (2), and let the initial guess % satisfy
ue X1 ND(F).

(g) Leta > 0,and let 0 < ¢, < C, and cg, c; > 0 be finite constants such that the
following holds:

« Foreach u € D satisfying ||u — ul || _, < co, we have

IF () = f1) < Callu—ul || —a. (10)
« Foreach u € D satisfying || F(u) — f7|| < ¢1, we have

callu—ul||_a < | F(u) — 1. (11)

(h) The operator G : X — X defined above possesses a pre-adjoint operator G :
Z — Z such that G* = G holds true.

Remark 2. From the inequality (11) of item (g) in Assumption 1, we have for ut e
that u is the uniquely determined solution to equation (1) in the set D. For uf ¢ A7,
there is no solution at all to (1) in D. But in both cases, alternative solutions u* ¢ A
with u* € D(F) and F(u*) = f cannot be excluded in general. Note that the concept
of penalty-minimizing solutions, which is usual in theory of Tikhonov regularization,
does not make sense in the case of oversmoothing penalties.

2.4 Existence and stability of regularized solutions

The following two propositions on existence and stability can be immediately taken
from [29, § 4.1.1], and we refer in this context also to [10] and [28, § 3.2].

Proposition 3 (well-posedness, cf. Prop. 4.1 of [29]). Forall a« > 0and f® € Y, there
exists a regularized solution u®, € D, minimizing the Tikhonov functional TS (u) in (3)
overall u € D(F).

Proposition 4 (stability, cf. Prop. 4.2 of [29]). For all a > 0, the minimizers ui e D
of the extremal problem (3) are stable with respect to the data f°. More precisely,
for a data sequence {f,} converging to f° with respect to the norm topology in Y,
Le. nl;rrgo Il fn— f2|l = 0, every associated sequence {u,,} of minimizers to the extremal

problem
|F(uw) — full” + allu —%|]] = min, subjectto wu € D(F),

has a subsequence {uy, }, which converges in the weak*-topology of X, and the weak* -
limit u of each such subsequence is a minimizer u‘;a of (3).

In order to prove the applicability of both propositions to our situation, we have
to state that the relevant items of Assumptions 3.11 and 3.22 in [29] can be met as a
consequence of our Assumption | by taking into account Remark 4.9 in [29], where
the transfer from the weak-situation to the weak*-situation is explained. In particular,



since G is bounded, we have ||u||; > ¢[ju|| with some constant ¢ > 0 for all u € Aj.
Then the penalty functional 2 : X — [0, oc] of the Tikhonov functional 7%, defined as

_ [ u—alf =G w-a)r for uex,
mu)._{ e~ A

possesses the required stabilizing property (cf. item (c) of Assumption 3.22 in [29])

as a consequence of the sequential Banach—Alaoglu theorem, which implies that the

sublevel sets c
{ueX:Qu)<ctc{ueX:|u—1a||" < 6_’“}

are weak™ sequentially compactin & for all ¢ > 0. Moreover, {2 is sequentially weak*
lower semi-continuous (cf. item (b) of Assumption 3.22 in [29]), because the existence
of a pre-adjoint operator G : Z — Z to G in the sense of item (h) of Assumption | en-
sures that G : X — X is weak™-to-weak™ sequentially continuous. This together with
the weak™ lower semi-continuity of the norm functional in X" yields the sequentially
weak™ lower semi-continuity of the penalty functional €.

3 Error estimate and a priori parameter choices

We start with an error estimate result that provides the basis for the analysis of the
regularizing properties, including convergence rates under a priori parameter choices.
In what follows, we use the notation

1
=— 12
" r(a+1) (12)
Theorem 5. Let Assumption I be satisfied. Then there exist finite positive constants
K1, ag and g such that for 0 < a < ag and 0 < § < &g, an error estimate for the

regularized solutions as

1)
Jud, —ul | < fi(e) + K, (13)

oéli(l

holds, where f1(a) for 0 < a < «q is some bounded function satisfying:

+ (No explicit smoothness) If ul € R(Q), then f1(a) — 0 as a — 0.

« (Holder smoothness) If ul € X, for some 0 < p < 1, then fi(a) = O(a"?) as
a— 0.

s (Low order smoothness) If ut € D(log G), then f1(a) = O((log L)1) as a — 0.

Theorem 5, the proof of which can be found in [26], allows us to derive regular-
izing properties of variational regularization with oversmoothing penalty and to obtain
convergence and rates results for appropriate a priori parameter choices that culminate
in Theorem 6. For evaluating the strength of smoothness for the three different oc-
curring situations in Theorem 5 (no explicit smoothness, Holder smoothness and low
order smoothness) we recall the chain (9) of range conditions.

The following theorem is a direct consequence of Theorem 5, because its proof
is immediately based on the error estimate (13) with the respective properties of the
function f1(«).



Theorem 6. Let Assumption 1 be satisfied.

« (No explicit smoothness) Let ut € R(G). Then for any a priori parameter choice
. = a0) satisfying . — 0 and S 3 0asd— 0, we have

Ka
a*

)

Qx

|ul —ul|| =0 asé—0.

« (Hoélder smoothness) Let ut € X, for some 0 < p < 1. Then for any a priori
parameter choice satisfying a, = a(8) ~ 6%/ (#P+a) e have

|ud —ut| =P/ Pty a5 §— 0.

Qs

« (Low order smoothness) Let u' € D(log G). Then for any a priori parameter choice
satisfying o, = a(6) ~ 6, we have

[ud, —ul|| =0O((log 2)™") as § — 0.

Qx

4 Results for a discrepancy principle and consequences

For the specification of a suitable discrepancy principle, the behaviour of the misfit
functional v — || F'(uS) — f° || needs to be understood, for § > 0 fixed. The basic
properties are summarized in the following proposition. As a preparation, we introduce
the following parameter:

1, ifr>1,

o= { 2—1+L/T otherwise. (14)

Proposition 7. Let Assumption | be satisfied. Then for § > 0 fixed, the function
a = || F(ud) — f0|| is non-decreasing, with

lim || F(ug) = fOIl <erd,  lim || F(ug) = f°| = || F(@) - |
a—0 a—00

In addition, we have lim, o, || u® — || = 0.

Proof. This follows along the lines of the proof of [14, Proposition 4.5]. Details are
thus omitted here. (]

Algorithm 8 (Discrepancy principle). Let b > e, and ¢ > 1 be finite constants.
(@) If || F(@) — f°]| < bJ holds, then choose v, = o0, i.e., ud, := 7 € D.

o0

(b) Otherwise, choose a finite parameter o =: a, > 0 such that
I F(ug,) = [l <06 < | F(ul,) = f°|| forsome a <75 < caw,  (15)

where ¢ > 1 denotes some finite constant.

Remark 9. (a) Practically, a parameter o, satisfying condition (15) can be determined,
e.g., by a sequential discrepancy principle. For more details, see, e.g., Section 6 and

[14].



(b) It follows from Proposition 7 that Algorithm 8 is feasible. We note that for 6 > 0
fixed, the function o + || F(u%) — f° || may be discontinuous. For this reason, we do

not consider other versions of the discrepancy principle, e.g., || F(ud,_) — f°|| = bS or
bi6 < | F(ud,) — £ < bad.

We next present the main result of this paper.

Theorem 10. Let Assumption I be satisfied, and let the regularization parameter o, =
a(6, f°) be chosen according to the discrepancy principle.

« (No explicit smoothness) If ul € R(G), then we have

)

Qx

|ul —ul|| =0 as d—0.

« (Holder smoothness) If ul € X, for some 0 < p < 1, then we have

ul, —ul| = O(sP/(Pra)y g5 § — 0.

(e

* (Low order smoothness) If u! € D(log G), then

ul —ul|| = O((log )7 as 6 —0.

Qs

The proof of Theorem 10 is given in Section 7.5.

5 An illustrative example

The following example with specific Banach spaces and nonlinear forward operator
is intended to illustrate the assumptions stated above and to indicate the specificity of
occurring non-reflexive Banach spaces. This example should show that the general
mathematical framework developed in this paper is applicable. The considered basis
space is the non-reflexive and non-separable space X = L°°(0, 1) with the essential
supremum norm || - || = || - || possessing a separable pre-dual space Z = L'(0,1).
The generator GG of the scale of Banach spaces is given by

Gile) = [(u(@de  0=e<1 uwer o) (16)

Below we give some properties of G:

« The operator G : L°°(0,1) — L°°(0,1) is of non-negative type with constant
K+« = 2, see, e.g., [24].

« G is a compact operator, which possesses a compact pre-adjoint operator G :
L'(0,1) — L'(0,1), which is characterized by

1
[Go](z) = / v(€) d¢ (0<z<1, wvelLY0,1)).



» G has a trivial nullspace and a non-dense range
R(G) = Wy ™(0,1) := {ue WH®(0,1) : u(0) =0},

with
R(G) = Co[0,1] := {u € C[0,1] : u(0) =0}.

As a consequence of the last item we have that X; = W**°(0, 1) with [Ju||1 := [|/|| -

With X = Y = L°°(0, 1), the nonlinear forward operator of this example is F :
L*>°(0,1) — L*°(0,1) given by

[F(u)](z) = exp((Gu)(x)) 0<z<1, welL>(0,1)). (17)

This operator F' is weak*-to-weak sequentially continuous, because F' is a composition
of the continuous outer nonlinear exponential operator and the inner linear integration
operator G, both mapping in L°°(0, 1). The operator G transforms weak*-convergent
sequences in L°°(0, 1) to norm-convergent sequences in this space, because G is com-
pact and has a pre-adjoint operator (cf. [4, Lemma 2.5]).
Moreover, the operator F' is Fréchet differentiable on its domain of definition D(F’) =

L>(0,1), with [F’(u)]h = [F(u)] - Gh. Now consider some function u! € L°°(0, 1)
which is assumed to be fixed throughout this section. We then have

c1 < Ful < ¢y on [0,1], with ¢; := exp(—|| Gu' |loo) > 0, ¢z := exp(|| Gu'||o0),
so that
c1|Gh| < |F'(u)h| < ¢2|Gh| on [0,1] (h € L™(0,1)). (18)
For any u € L*°(0,1), we denote by A = A(u) and 6 = 0(u) the following functions:
A := Fu— Fu' € L>(0,1), 0 :=G(u—u') € L>=(0,1).

Thus, ||u — u'||_1 = || ]|o0. and we refer to (7) for the definition of || - ||_;.
Below we show that the basic estimates (10) and (11) are satisfied for that example
with a = 1. As a preparation, we note that

A = F'(ul)(u—u")| <[6]|A] on]0,1], (19)

and refer in this context to [9, Sect. 4.4]. In this reference, the same F' is analyzed as
an operator mapping in L2(0, 1), where moreover its relation to a parameter estimation
problem for an initial value problem of a first order ordinary differential equation is
outlined.

(a) We first show that (10) holds. Even more general we show that it holds for any
u € L*°(0, 1) sufficiently close to uf, not only for u € X;. From (18) we have that

A = F'(u")(u = uh)| > [A] = [F'(u)(u = ub)| > [A] = /6] on [0,1],
and (19) then implies the estimate

|Al = ca|0] < |0 A on[0,1].



For any u € L*°(0, 1) satisfying || 0 ||cc < 7 < 1, we thus have |A| < 7|A| + 2|6
and therefore (1 — 7)|A| < ¢3]60| on [0, 1]. This finally yields

LA < 0]l for[0]le <7 (0<7<1),

from which the first required nonlinearity condition (10) follows immediately.

(b) We next show that (11) holds, in fact for any « € L°°(0, 1) sufficiently close to ut.
From (18) we have

A = F'(u")(u = uh)[ > [F'(u?)(u = uT)| = |A] > e1[6] = |A] on [0,1],
and (19) then implies that
c116] < |A]+10]|A] on[0,1].

Forany 0 < € < ¢y and w € L*(0,1) satisfying || Al|oc < ¢1 — €, we thus have
c1]0] < JA] + (c1 — €)|0] and therefore €| < |A] on [0, 1]. This provides us with the
estimate ]| 0| oo < || Alloo, Which is valid for [|Alje < ¢1 —€ (0 < & < ¢1). This,
however, yields directly the second required nonlinearity condition (11) and completes
the list of requirements imposed by Assumption 1.

6 Numerical case studies

In this section, we verify the main result in Theorem 10 for the situation of Holder
smoothness. For this, we recall the example considered in Section 5. In particular, for
the spaces X = Y = L°°(0, 1), equipped with the essential supremum norm || - || =
Il - |lco» We consider the operator equation (1), where the nonlinear forward operator
F:L>(0,1) — L*°(0, 1) is given by (17). In this context, the integration operator G,
defined as in (16), generates the space

X, =R(G) =Wy>®(0,1) := {ue W-(0,1) : u(0) =0},

with norm ||ul|; := ||v/||so. As verified in the previous section, this example satisfies
Assumption | with a = 1.

In the numerical experiments presented below, we consider the model equation
F(u) = f1 with fT(z) = exp(2?T!/(p+ 1)), 0 < 2 < 1, with two different values p
from the interval (0, 1). The solution is obviously given by uf(x) = 2? for0 < x < 1.
It satisfies uf € &, which follows from the fact that the fractional powers G? coincide
with Abel integral operators, and thus [GPT'(1 + p)|(z) = 2P, 0 < & < 1, where "
denotes Euler’s gamma function. For details, we refer to [0, p. 9] and [25]. Note that
u’ ¢ Xy, hence we have an oversmoothing penalty term in the Tikhonov functional
T? (u) defined as in (3). To find a regularized solution for u, we set @ = 0 as an initial
guess and 7 = 1 in the minimization problem (3). We use R programming software
[27] for the implementation. The interval [0, 1] is partitioned by using equidistant grid
points 0 = zg < ... < zy = 1 with N = 100. To approximate the functions u on the
given grid, we exploit linear splines that vanish at x = 0. In what follows, we use the
notation

yeeey



Table 1: Numerical results of Algorithm 8 for p = 0.3.

ud —ul
e

0.0500 7.813-1073 0.2118 0.4228

0.0250 7.813-1073 0.2124 0.4975

0.0125 1.953-1073 0.1929 0.5304

0.0062 2.441-10~*4 0.1496 0.4827

0.0031 4.883-10~* 0.1559 0.5902

0.0016 1.221-10~* 0.1217 0.5405

0.0008 6.104-107° 0.1157 0.6033

0.0004 3.052-107° 0.0920 0.5625

0.0002 7.629-107° 0.0919 0.6597
for the discrete norm. We simulate perturbed observations ff ,i=20,...,N, as fol-
lows: :

ff:{fﬁ&%, i=1,...,N,
£ i=0.

In this setting, f| = (F(u!)); = exp(a?*!/(p + 1)), fori = 0,..., N, denotes the
simulated right-hand side of operator equation (1), and the vector p = (p1, ..., pn)T
consists of independent and identically distributed standard Gaussian variables p;, for
1 =1,..., N. The discrepancy principle is implemented sequentially as follows (see

Remark 4.8 in [14]):
« Choose initial constants b > e, # > 1, and «(®) > 0.

o If | F(ul o)) — f°|| > b6 holds, proceed with a¥) = =% fork =1,2.. .,
until [|F(ul ) — fO < b6 < ||[F(ul 1)) — f°|| is satisfied for the first time.
On that occasion, set o, = k),

o If |[F(u? o)) — f2]| < bd holds, proceed with o) = 6*a(®) fork = 1,2...,
until HF(u‘;(k,l)) —fO <bs < ||F(u‘;(k)) — f°|| is satisfied for the first time.
Set a, = alF=1),

Within the minimization steps, we use the command fminunc included in the
package pracma. Table | and 2 illustrate the results of Algorithm 8 for p = 0.3 and
p = 0.7, respectively, and for decreasing values of §. The initial values are chosen
asb=2,0 =2, and a® =1, Except for the second column of Table 1, all values
are rounded to four decimal places. The second columns of the tables present the val-
ues of the regularization parameter «.. chosen by the discrepancy principle. The third
columns illustrate the corresponding regularization errors. The last columns confirm
the statement of Theorem 10.

Figure 1 shows the shapes (solid lines) of minimizers ug of the Tikhonov functional
in the case p = 0.3 for a fixed noise level § = 0.0125 and a series of regularization
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Table 2: Numerical results of Algorithm 8 for p = 0.7.

ul —ul

R
0.0500 0.0156 0.0916 0.3146
0.0250 0.0156 0.0869 0.3967
0.0125 0.0156 0.0703 0.4273
0.0062 0.0078 0.0444 0.3586
0.0031 0.0078 0.0532 0.5726
0.0016 0.0078 0.0253 0.3619
0.0008 0.0005 0.0246 0.4682
0.0004 0.0010 0.0171 0.4323
0.0002  0.0001 0.0125 0.4209

parameters o > 0 with decreasing values. The relative error || F'(ut) — £2||/||F (u")||
is given by 0.01. Dotted lines represent in all five pictures the graph of the solution
uT(:zr) = 293, 0 < 2 < 1, to be reconstructed. In the first picture, for the largest
«a, the regularized solution is too smooth. By reducing the values of «, the recov-
ery gets improved. Precisely, the third picture yields the best approximate solution,
which corresponds with «, from the discrepancy principle. As a consequence of the
ill-posedness of the problem, more and more oscillating solutions occur when « further
tends to zero.

7 Constructions and verifications

In this section, we verify the main result of the paper. For this purpose, we return to the
general setting considered in Section 2, i.e., G : X — X denotes a bounded linear op-
erator which is of non-negative type, one-to-one and has an unbounded inverse, where
X is a Banach space.

7.1 Introduction of auxiliary elements

For the auxiliary elements introduced below, we consider linear bounded regularization
operators associated with G,

Rg: X - X for >0 (20)
and its companion operators

Slg =1 R,@G for 5 > 0. 21
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Figure 1: Behaviour of minimizing functions u%, for § = 0.0125 and decreasing values
of a.
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Throughout this section, we assume that the following conditions are satisfied:

[Rgllee) <% for B>0, (22)
[ S8G” [lex) < ¢pB” for B> 0, (0<p<po) (23)
RgG = GRg for 3> 0, (24)

where 0 < pg < oo is a finite number to be specified later, and ¢, and ¢, denote finite
constants. We assume that ¢, is bounded as a function of p.

Example 11. An example is given by Lavrentiev’s m-times iterated method with an
integer m > 1. Here, for f € X and vp = 0 € &, the element R f is given by

(G+ B, =Pup_1+f for n=1,2,...,m, Rgf := v,

The operator I?g can be written in the form

Rg=8""Y p(G+BI)7,

j=1

and the companion operator is given by Sg = ™ (G + BI)~™. For m = 1, this gives
Lavrentiev’s classical regularization method, Rz = (G + BI)~!. For this method,
the conditions (22)—(24) are satisfied with pg = m. In fact, for integer 0 < p < m,
estimate (23) holds with constant ¢, = (K« +1)™, see [24, Lemma 1.1.8]. From this
intermediate result and the interpolation inequality (6), inequality (23) then follows for
non-integer values 0 < p < m, with constant ¢, = 2(k, + 1)™TL. A

We are now in a position to introduce auxiliary elements which provide an essential
tool for the analysis of the regularization properties of Tikhonov regularization consid-
ered in our setting. They are defined as follows,

Up =1+ RsG(u' — 1) = ul — Sg(u’ —w) for §>0, (25)

where G is the generator of the scale of normed spaces introduced in Section 2.1, and
Rg,B > 0, is an arbitrary family of regularizing operators as in (20) satisfying the
conditions (22)—(24) with saturation

p021+a7

and Sg, 8 > 0, denotes the corresponding companion operators, cf. (21). In addition,
the solution u of the operator equation (1) and the corresponding initial guess 7 are as
introduced above. The basic properties of the auxiliary elements (25) are summarized
in Lemma 15 below.

We next state another property of regularization operators which is also needed
below.

Lemma 12. There exists some finite constant ¢ > 0 such that, for each 0 < p < 1, we
have

| R3GP || cay < e8P~ for B> 0.

14



Proof. Since RgGP = GPRg, for k1 = 2(k4« + 1) we have

IRsGPw || = [|G"Rsw | < ksl GRw|”|| Rgw ||' ™7
< ki(co + D)Per P|w |87, weX,

where the first inequality follows from the interpolation inequality (6). For the meaning
of the constants ¢ and c,, we refer to (22) and (23), respectively. O

7.2 Auxiliary results for log G

Lemma 13. For each u € D(log G) and each 0 < p < po, we have

1 SgGPull = (’)(ﬁp(log%)fl) as B —0.

Proof. By (G?),>0 a Cy-semigroup on R(G) is defined, and thus |G|z =@y <
Ce®? for ¢ > 0, where w > 0 and C' > 0 denote suitable constants, and || - || . zey

denotes the norm of operators on R(G). Therefore, each real A > w belongs to the re-
solvent set of the operator log G : R(G) D D(log G) — R(G), i.e., (Al —logG)~1:
R(G) — R(G) exists and defines a bounded operator, cf. [23, Theorem 5.3, Chap-

ter 1]. Since

R((M —1logG)™1) = DM —log G) = D(log G),
we can represent u as
u= (N —1logG)'w

with some w € R(G). From (cf. [23, proof of Theorem 5.3, Chapter 1])
u= (N —1logG)'w= / e MGy dg,
0
we obtain
SpGPu = / e MSGP T wdg = y1 + Yo,
0
with
Po—pP [e'e)
Y1 = / e MSsGP Uy dg, Yo = / e MSsGP I dg.
0 —

Po—p

Below we provide suitable estimates for y; and y2. The former term can be estimated
as follows for 8 < 1:

Po—p 1 —
< P4 Jg = p__~  pq|9=Po—P
il <ellul [* s = alwllg o0t

1 1
1 — BPO=P) < eqlw | BP ,

= ciffw][B”
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where c; denotes a finite constant. The element 5 can be written as follows:
o0
Yo = / e=A15,GPo GI~0—P)yy dg,
po—p
and thus we can estimate as follows:
oo
lyz | < cal|w]| / e—Aqﬁpoqu—(po—p)) dg
pPo—pP
oo
< csllw ||e_“’(p°_p)ﬁp° / e~ (AW gq = O(pr°) as g —0,
po—p
where ¢y and c3 denote suitable finite constants. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 14. For each u € D(log G), we have

| Roull = O(=—1) as 8 -0.

1
Blog %
Proof. Follows similar to Lemma 13, by making use of Lemma 12. Details are thus
omitted. (]

7.3 Some preparations for low order rates
In the analysis of low order rates, the functions
p(t) = (log$)~!, 0<t<1, (26)
X+14(t) =ti(log HT!, 0<t<1  (¢>0), 7

will be needed. Below we state some elementary properties of those functions. Note
that ©(t) = x1,0(¢) holds, so (26) is a special case of (27).

(a) For g > 0, the function X1 4 is monotonically increasing on the interval (0,1),
with x1,4(t) = 0ast — 0.

(b) For g > 0, the function x_1 4 is monotonically increasing on the interval (0, ¢o],
with ¢ty = to(¢) < 1 chosen sufficiently small. We have x_1 4(t) = 0 ast — 0.

(c) For g > 0, the inverse function X1_,(1; :(0,1) — R satisfies
X1_,,11(5) ~ qil/qx,lyl(s)l/q as s — 0.
This in particular implies that, for each 0 < sy < 1, we have
Xfé(s) = X,l_rl(s)l/q, 0 < s < sp.

(d) For each ¢ > 0, we have ¢(x+1,4(t)) ~ qp(t) ast — 0. Thus, in particular for
each fixed ¢; small enough and each e > 0, we have

P(xx1,4(1)) S crp(t), 0<t<ty,

for some appropriate constant c; .
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(e) For each constant co > 0, we have p(cat) ~ ¢(t) as t — 0, and thus in particular
wleat) < @(t), 0<t <ty

for to < 1/co fixed.

Here, for two positive, real-valued functions f, g : (0,ty) — R, the notation f(t) ~
g(t) ast — 0 means f(t)/g(t) — 1 ast — 0. In addition, f(t) < g(¢t) fort € I C
(0, tp) means that there are finite positive constants ¢y, c2 such that ¢1 f(t) < g(t) <
cof(t) fort € I.

7.4 Properties of auxiliary elements

In this section, we present the basic properties of the auxiliary elements, which may be
used to verify our convergence results presented below.

Lemma 15. Consider the auxiliary elements from (25), generated by regularization
operators Rg, 8 > 0, with saturation py > 1 + a. Let the three functions g;(f) (i =
1,2, 3) be given by the following identities:

g —ul || = g1(8), (28)
s —ut]|—a = g2(8)5%, (29)
|ds — a1 = g3(8)B~ ", (30)

for B > 0, respectively. Those functions g;(f) (i = 1,2, 3) are bounded and have the
following properties:

« (No explicit smoothness) If ut € R(G), then we have g;(8) — 0as f — 0
(i=1,2.3).

« (Holder smoothness) If u' € X, for some 0 < p < 1, then g;(B) = O(BP) as
B—=0(i=123).

« (Low order smoothness) If ut € D(log G), then g;(8) = O((log %)_1) asf — 0
(i=1,2.3).

Proof. By definition, those three functions g;, g2 and gs under consideration can be
written as follows:

91(8) = 1S (ut —w)l,
92(8) = B[ G*Sp(u — )],
93(8) = Bl Rs(u’ — )|,

and, according to conditions (22)—(24), thus are bounded.

« The three convergence statements under any missing smoothness assumptions all
are verified by making use of the uniform boundedness principle. We give some details
for the function g;. In fact, (23) applied for p = 1 gives Sgz — O as § — 0 for all z
from the range R(G). The uniform boundedness ||.S3||zx) < co, cf. (23) for p = 0,

and the denseness of R(G) in R(G) then gives g1(3) = ||Ss(u’ —7@)|| — 0as 3 — 0.
The assertions for go and gs follow similarly.
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»  We consider Holder smoothness next. Since uT, u € &), holds, we have ut —
u = GPw for some w € X. The statements are now easily obtained from (23) and
Lemma 12.

« We have uf —% € D(log (), and the statements now easily follow from Lemmas 13
and 14.

O

The preceding lemma allows the construction of smooth approximations in X; to u',
which may be used in the subsequent proofs.

Lemma 16. Under the conditions of Lemma 15, the following holds:

« (No explicit smoothness) If ut € R(G), then for some parameter choice 3 = f3s
we have

g, —ul || =0, |, —ull|-a=00), |Us, =l =0(5"""), 3D

asd — 0.

« (Holder smoothness) If u' € X, for some 0 < p < 1, then for some parameter
choice B = Bs we have

P

Haﬁs —uf H = O(6P+a)7 ”aﬂa —uf ”—a = 0(6)7

|ug, —u|lr = O »+«) as § — 0. (32)

« (Low order smoothness) If ut € D(log G), then for some parameter choice 3 = 35
we have

g, —ul | = O((log3)™"), |ltg, —ull|l-a = O(6),
g, — @[ = OB = (log 1)~0+2)) as § — 0. (33)

For each of the three cases, the parameter choice 5 = (s is specified in the proof.

Proof. We consider the following choices of Ss:
« In case of no explicit smoothness, one may choose 35 = c6%/2.

1
« In case of Holder smoothness, one can choose 35 = cdrta.

+ In case of low order smoothness, we consider 85 = ¢(d log %)1/“ for0 < 0 < g,
with §y sufficiently small.

Here, ¢ > 0 denotes an arbitrary constant factor. The first two statements follow as
an easy consequence of Lemma 15. The statement on the low order case is also a
consequence of Lemma 15. In this case, however, below we consider some details.
For this purpose, we will make use of the notation ¢(¢) = (log +)~! introduced in
Section 7.3. We first note that for some constant ¢; > 0, we have

©0(Bs) < c1p(0), 0 < < do, (34)
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which in fact follows easily from the two estimates given in items (d) and (e) introduced
in Section 7.3. The three given estimates for the low order case are now consequences
of Lemma 15 and estimate (34). For || %ig, — u' || this is immediate, and in addition, we
also obtain the following:

I, — u'll-a < c20(B5)B5 < e3p(8)(10(8)™10)™* = e36,
lig; =1 < cap(B5)B5 ' < esp(8)(p(8)5™ )M = esp(d) g/,

where co, .. ., c5 denote appropriately chosen constants. This completes the proof of
the lemma. O

7.5 Proof of Theorem 10

This section is devoted to the proof of our main result, Theorem 10. As a basic ingre-
dient, we need to provide reasonable estimates of the two terms [|u, — u'|_, and
| ud_ — 1. We start with the estimation of the former one.

Lemma 17. Let Assumption 1 be satisfied. We then have

|ud —ul|| =0 as §— 0.

Qs

Proof. From the choice of ., and estimate (11), it follows that

callug, —ulll—a IF(u,) = fTI <IF(g,) = I +5<(0+1)5  (35)

Qs

for 6 > 0 small enough. Note that the upper bound presented at the end of (35)
guarantees that estimate (11) is applicable with u = ui* for § small enough. This
concludes the proof. O

Our next goal is to provide appropriate estimates for ||u, — u||1. This requires
some preparations. For this purpose, we recall the definition from (12), this is k =
1

r(a+1)"

Lemma 18. Let Assumption 1 be satisfied. There exists some oy > 0 such that for
0 < a < agandeach § > 0, we have

max{|| F(ug) = f° ||, o'/ |Jug =@l } < w(a)a™ + €9,

where the constant e,. is given by (14). In addition, («) is a bounded function which
satisfies the following:

+ (No explicit smoothness) If u' € R(G), then (o) — 0 as o — 0.

« (Holder smoothness) If ut € X, for some 0 < p < 1, then (o)) = O(a"P) as
a— 0.

s (Low order smoothness) If u' € D(log G), then ¢ (c)) = O((log 2)™') as o — 0.
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Proof. Let ut e (G). For auxiliary elements of the form (25), with saturation pg >
1 + a, we choose

B =p(a) =a”. (36)

For o > 0 small enough, say 0 < a < o, we have tig € D because of Lemma 15 and
since moreover u' is assumed to be an interior point of D(F'). We thus have

(1E(ug) = £217 +allu, = @)Y < (1 F@s) — 71" + allas —m|p)"”
< en(| F(ag) = £ + /" | ds — )
< en(| F(ag) = 1)l + a'/" || up — @y +6). (7

The first term on the right-hand side of the latter estimate can be written as
IE(@s) — f11| < Calltp — ulll-a = Cag2(B)B* = Cagz(a®)a . (38)

The estimate in (38) is a consequence of estimate (10), which is applicable with v = g
for a small enough, and without loss of generality we may assume that small enough
means a < g by choosing «g sufficiently small in the beginning. The first identity in
(38) follows from representation (29) in Lemma 15.

The second term on the right-hand side of the estimate (37) can be represented as
follows:

o' /"|[ig —a s = a'/"gs3(B)BT = gs(a”)a”?,

based on (30) of Lemma 15. As a consequence, the estimate of Lemma 18 holds, if the
function v is chosen as

P(a) 1= e (Caga(a™) + gs(a”)) for a < ag.

The asymptotic behavior of the function v stated in the lemma is an immediate conse-
quence of Lemma 15. This completes the proof of the lemma. o

As a consequence of the preceding lemma, we can derive reasonable lower bounds
for the regularizing parameter o, obtained by the discrepancy principle, which actually
affects the stability of the method.

Corollary 19. Let Assumption 1 be satisfied. Let the parameter o = . be chosen
according to the discrepancy principle.

« (No explicit smoothness) If ul € R(G), then a;"* = o(6~ ') as § — 0.

« (Holder smoothness) If ut € X, for some 0 < p < 1, then ay "PTe) — 061 as
0 —0.

s (Low order smoothness) If u! € D(logG), then a;"* = O(5*(log §)~') as
o —0.
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Proof. We first note that parameters o, which stay away from zero can easily be treated
in each of the three cases. Note also that this is a related to a degenerated case, and it
includes the case o, = 0.

In the following, we thus may assume that o, < «p/c and thus 75 < «q hold,
where oy is given by Lemma 18, and the constant ¢ and the parameter ~y;s are introduced
by the discrepancy principle (15). Lemma 18 then implies b6 < || F(u) ) — f°| <
Y(v5)75* + e,d and thus

(b—er)d < h(75)75"- (39)

The statements of the corollary for the two cases “no explicit smoothness” and “Hdélder
smoothness” now easily follow from the properties on the function ¢ presented in
Lemma 18, respectively. Low order smoothness is considered next. In this case, with-
out loss of generality we may assume that g < 1. Estimate (39) then means

€16 < (log ) 715" = X1,ka(76):

where ¢; > 0 denotes a constant, and the notation from Section 7.3 is used again.
From item (a) of that section, we now easily obtain Xiia (c16) < s, with 6 > 0 small
enough. This provides the basis for the following estimates, which also utilize items (c)
and (e) from Section 7.3:

CcOty > ) > Xi}m(clzi) > CQX*l,l(Cl(S)l/(Ka)

= c3(dlog ;15)1/(’"”“) > c4(0log %)1/(’“’),
where cs, c3 and ¢4 denote appropriately chosen finite constants, and ¢ is again suffi-

ciently small. A simple rearrangement yields the statement on low order smoothness.
O

Below, we present suitable estimates for [|ud,_— ;.

Corollary 20. Let Assumption I be satisfied. Let the parameter o = o, be chosen
according to the discrepancy principle. Then the following holds:

« (No explicit smoothness) If ut € R(G), then |ud, —a|1 =o(67Y/%) asd — 0.

s (Holder smoothness) If u' € X, for some 0 < p < 1, then |[u®,_ — | =
O(6 7 ) as § — 0.

* (Low order smoothness) Ifu' € D(log G), then || ud,_—ul|, = O(6~ = (log %)—(H%))
asd — 0.

Proof. For parameters o, staying away from the origin, say o, > ay > 0, the state-
ments of the corollary follow immediately, since ||u, — ||, stays bounded then, as
can be seen from the following computations:

a/"ud, —a| < al"ud, —a|y < TS )Y < T @)

=1F@) — £ < | F(@) — fT]| + 6.
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Therefore, in the following we may assume o, < ag, where ay is given by Lemma 18.
The same lemma then implies a}k/TH ul, — 1 < ¢(a.)at® + e.6 and thus

w0
lug, =@l < dlow) o™ +er— 7, (40)
Oy

where we make use of the identity ra — % = —r. The statements of the corollary

now follow by considering the two terms on the right-hand side of (40) separately,
respectively. For the two cases “no explicit smoothness” and “Holder smoothness”,
this follows from the corresponding estimates from Lemma 18 and Corollary 19. The
proof is straightforward, and details thus are omitted here.

Below we present some details for the low order smoothness case. In this case, the
estimate of the function v given by Lemma 18 yields
(41)

g

Qs _EHl < Cl(log 0%)7105:’{ + e

T/
all”
for some suitable finite constant c¢;. We now can proceed by utilizing the lower estimate
of o, given by Corollary 19, i.e.,

ca(dlog 1)) <o, for 0 < 6 < 4y, (42)

with some constant co, and 67 is chosen small enough. From (42), the second term
on the right-hand side of (41) can be suitable estimated in a straightforward manner,
and we omit the details. We next consider the first term on the right-hand side of (41).
Without loss of generality, in the following we may assume that cvp < 1 considered in
the beginning of the proof is chosen so small such that the function (y_1 .(a))~! =
(log é)_lofN is monotonically decreasing for 0 < a < ay, cf. item (b) in Section 7.3.

From (41), (42) and items (b) in Section 7.3, we then obtain
(log O%)_104*_" < cs(dlog %)_1/“0, o = (—log(ca(dlog 5)1/("‘“)))_1 ,
for some constant c3. From items (d) and (e) in Section 7.3, it follows that
o = p(eax-11(6)" ") < cap(d) = ea(log 3) 7,
for some constant c4. The statement in the third item of the corollary now follows. [
We are now in a position to present a proof of the main result of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 10. We start with an elementary error estimate || ud, — u' || utilizing
the auxiliaries,

0

F) ~ ~
g, = ul Il < ug, — g, || + s, — u' ], 43)

where (35 is given by Lemma 16. The error of the auxiliaries on the right-hand side of
(43) can be properly estimated using Lemma 16. Below we consider the term || ul, —
ug || in more detail. From the interpolation inequality (6), it follows

)

Qs

~ ) ~ 1 +1 ) ~ +1
ul, — g, || < eallul, — g, |7V ud, —ag, |5, (44)
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where ¢; denotes some finite constant not depending on §. The first term on the right-
hand side of estimate (44) can be estimated by using Lemmas 16 and 17. Precisely, we
find the estimates

lug, = s, [-a < llu, —u||-a + |@s, —ulll-a = O©) as 60,

so that estimate (44) simplifies to

ul,, — g, || < 6™Vl — g, |3/ FY, (45)

«

where ¢y denotes some finite constant independent of §. The last factor on the right-
hand side of (45) is estimated next, and for this purpose, we make use of the following
elementary estimate,

ud, — g, 1 < lud, — a1 + g, — @l (46)

We now proceed with the estimation of the right-hand side of (46) by distinguishing
our different smoothness assumptions.

(a) Forut € (@) (no explicit smoothness), from estimate (46), Lemma 16 and Corol-
lary 20 we obtain

. =5l < 0(87/%) +0(67%) = o(671/%)

and estimate (45) then gives

_1 1
lul_ — G, || < cadTHTo(6 a+T) 0 as 6 — 0,

[0}

This result in combination with estimate (43) and Lemma 16 yields ||ul,_ — uf| — 0
as & — 0. This is the first statement of Theorem 10.

(b) (Holder smoothness) If «f € &), for some 0 < p < 1, then from estimate (46),
Lemma 16 and Corollary 20 we obtain

lud, =g, [ < 067 77%) + O3 57¢) = 067775,
and estimate (45) then gives

luf, — g, || < 0T O(5 TraatT) = O(57F) as 6 — 0.

(e

This estimate combined with estimate (43) and Lemma 16 yields |[ud — uf| =
olt) PTpa) as & — 0. This is the second statement of Theorem 10.

(c) (Low order smoothness) If u! € D(log G), then from estimate (46), Lemma 16 and
Corollary 20 we obtain

[ul =g, |1 = O« (log 1)~ (1+a)),
and estimate (45) then gives
. =, | < 231 O3 (log §)™1) = O((log §) ™) as 5 =0

This estimate in combination with (43) and Lemma 16 yields || ud,_—u' || = O((log $)~*)
as 0 — 0. This is the third and final statement of Theorem 10.

O
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