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ON THE TWO MUTUALLY INDEPENDENT FACTORS THAT
DETERMINE THE CONVERGENCE OF LEAST-SQUARES
PROJECTION METHOD *

SHUKAI DU T AND NAILIN DU *

Abstract. The paper investigates the least-squares projection method for bounded linear op-
erators, which provides a natural regularization scheme by projection for many ill-posed problems.
Yet, without additional assumptions, the convergence of this approximation scheme cannot be guar-
anteed. We reveal that the convergence of least-squares projection method is determined by two
mutually independent factors — the “kernel approximability” and the “offset angle”. The kernel ap-
proximability is a necessary condition of convergence described with kernel N (T') and its subspaces
N (T)N X,, and we give several equivalent characterizations for it (Theorem 1.1). The offset angle
of X, is defined as the largest canonical angle between space T*T(X,) and TTT(X,) (which are
subspaces of N (T)l), and it geometrically reflects the rate of convergence (Theorem 1.2). The paper
also presents new observations for the unconvergence examples of Seidman [10, Example 3.1] and Du
[2, Example 2.10] under the notions of kernel approximability and offset angle.
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1. Introduction. In this paper we investigate the least-squares projection method
for bounded linear operators. As is generally known, such investigations are the bases
for numerically solving operator equations of the first and the second kind (see Du [1]
and [2], Groetsch-Neubauer [5], Groetsch [6], Luecke-Hickey [9], Seidman [10], Spies-
Temperini [11], Engl-Hank-Neubauer [3], Kress [8], and the references cited therein).

Let X and Y be Hilbert spaces, and T' € B(X,Y), i.e., T : X = Y be a bounded
linear operator. Let Tt and 7% denote its Moore-Penrose inverse and adjoint oper-
ator, D(T), N (T), R(T), and G (T) denote its domain, kernel, range, and graph,
respectively. If Xy and Yy are closed subspaces of X and Y, Py, and Py, will stand
for the orthogonal projections from X onto X and from Y onto Yj, respectively. Let
X XY be the Hilbert space with the inner product defined by

(z1,91), (22, 92)) := (@1, 22) + (y1,92)  V(x1,91), (x2,92) € X x Y.

Let {X,} be a sequence of finite-dimensional subspaces of X with dim X = oo
such that

S‘hmPXTL = Ix,
n—oo

and set
T,:=TPx, ¥VneN.

We say {(X,,Th)tnen is a LPA (least-squares projection approximation) for 7. All
of our discussions in this paper will be based on this setting. Note that, if {X,,} is an
increasing sequence

XoC X, CXyC--- with D_OOXn:X,
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2 Convergence of Least-squares Projection Method

then {(X,,T,)} is a natural LPA for T
We are interested in approximating 77 by 7,/ when dim R (T') = oo, which is the
least-squares projection method for T. So the issue of convergence of LPA {(X,,,T},)}

(1.1) w-lmT,) =T" on D (TT) (Weak Convergence)
n—oo

and

(1.2) s-UmT,) =T" on D (T7) (Strong Convergence)
n—oo

naturally arise. Note that without additional assumptions it cannot be guaranteed
that (1.1) or (1.2) holds, as Seidman’s example [10, Example 3.1] and Du’s example
[2, Example 2.10] show. By Groetsch [6, Proposition 0] and Du [2, Theorem 2.6 with
Table 4.1] there exists the following convergence result:

(1.1) <= (1.2) <= (1.3),
where

(1.3) sup HTJTH < +o0.

However, as condition (1.3) lacks geometric intuition, it is still difficult for us to choose
a suitable LPA such that (1.3) holds. By Du [2, Theorem 2.2], (1.3) implies that
S—limPN(Tn) = PN(T)7

n—oo

which is equivalent to

(1.4) N(T) = {x € X : lim dist (z, N ()N X,) = o}.

Hence, (1.4) is necessary in choosing a suitable LPA for 7', namely, (1.4) is a necessary
condition of (1.3). Here, we remark that (1.4) does not naturally hold (see [2, Example
2.10]), but it is more likely to be satisfied compared to (1.3) (for instance, when T is
injection, (1.4) always holds). However, as (1.4) is not a sufficient condition of (1.3)
(see [10, Example 3.1]), we still need some complementary conditions with which (1.4)
could lead to (1.3).

In this paper, we aim to find the complementary condition which together with
(1.4) constitute a necessary and sufficient condition of the convergence of least-squares
projection method. We hope that the complementary condition has enough geomet-
rical meanings, so as to give us new insight about least-squares projection method.
We obtain the following main results:

e Several equivalent conditions of (1.4) are given. Notice that

N(T,) =N(T)n X, + X},

therefore, N (T') N X,, will be referred to as the core of N (7},), and the
condition (1.4) will be called as kernel approximability of LPA {(X,,,Ty)}.

e A new concept called “offset angle” of X,, is introduced to describe the com-
plementary condition, which is defined as the largest canonical angle between
space T*T(X,,) and TTT(X,,). In the case of dim A (T) < oo, we show that
LPA {(X,,T,)} is convergent if and only if it has the kernel approximability
and the supreme of all offset angles is less than perpendicular angle. More-
over, if LPA {(X,,, T,)} is with kernel approximability, the rate of convergence
of LPA {(X,,T,)} is geometrically reflected by the offset angles.
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e The classical unconvergence example of Seidman is restudied under the con-
cept of offset angle, and we show that the reason for unconvergence is actually
caused by offset angle of X, tending towards perpendicular angle. On the
other hand, the unconvergence example of Du is also restudied, which is with
constant zero offset angle, and we show that the reason for unconvergence is
caused by (1.4) (kernel approximability) becoming invalid.

In order to expound our main results more precisely, the following notations are
needed: If {S,} is a sequence of nonempty subsets of a Banach space, define

s-1imS,, := {« : there is a sequence {z,} such that S, >z, — x},
n—oo

n—roo n

W—l?r;lSn = {x : there is a sequence {z,} such that k(fJO Sk D x, — a:} .

If M and N are both closed subspaces of a Hilbert space H, define
gap (M, N) := max{§ (M,N),§ (N, M)},
where
sup{dist (z,N):x € M, ||z|| =1}, if M # {0},
5 (M. N) = {dist (z, N) ]l =1} {0}
0, if M={0}.

gap (M, N) is called the gap between M and N (see [7]). When
m := dim (M) < dim (N) < oo,

the canonical angles (or principal angles) between M and N can be defined, which
are a sequence of m angles 0 < ¥J; <9 < ... < ¥y, < 5. By [4], the canonical angles
are defined recursively by

cos ¥y = max max (u,v) = (ug, vg)

subject to

[[ull = vl = 1,
(u,u;) = t=1:k—1,
(v,v;) =0 i=1:k—-1,

and if dim (M) = dim (V) < oo, the largest canonical angle ¥, satisfies
(1.5) sin,, = gap (M, N).

With the above notions, the main theorems of the paper are stated as below:
THEOREM 1.1. Let T € B(X,Y) have LPA {(X,,,T,)}}nen. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:
(a) Kernel Approximability: (1.4) is valid, namely,
s-lHmA (T,) = w -imN (T,,) = N (T).

n—oo n—r oo

(b) Inverse-graph Approximability:

s-limG (T,)) = w-limG (T,}) = G (T').

n—roo n—roo
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(¢) Bounded-weak Convergence: If a sequence {y,} CY satisfies

sup HT,IynH <400 and w-limy, =y,
n n—oo

then

yeD (TT) and w-limT):y =TTy.
n—oo

THEOREM 1.2. Let T € B(X,Y) with dim N (T) < oo have LPA {(Xn,Ty) }nen-
Set

(1.6) 0., := arcsingap (T'T(X,,),T°T (X,)) VneN,

which is called the offset angle of X,, respect to T'. Then the following propositions
hold:
(a) {00} is a sequence in the interval [0,%), and there holds

sup,, O, < 5.

(b) If (1.4) is valid, then there is a n. € N such that, for n > n,,

| Ty — Thy|| < V1+tan?0,dist (T7y, X,) VyeD(TT),

and

Op =0<=T! =Px,T" on D (T") <= N (T) + T*T (X,,) C X,.

REMARK 1.1. As dim(T1T (X)) = dim(T*T (X,,)) < oo, the offset angle 0,
of X,, respect to T is the largest canonical angle between TTT (X,,) and T*T (X,,) by
(1.5).

The proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are in Section 2 and Section 3 respectively.
In section 4, the two unconvergence examples of Seidman and Du will be restud-
ied to further explain the relations among the three concepts of convergence, kernel
approzimability and offset angle. Our conclusions will be collected in Section 5.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. To prove Theorem 1.1, we need some lemmas.

LEMMA 2.1. Let H be a Hilbert space and {H,} a sequence of closed subspaces
of H.

(a) There holds

{Pm,} is strongly convergent <= s-limH, = w-limH,,,

n—roo n—roo

and when { Py, } is strongly convergent, we have

s-limPy, = Py, where M := s-limH, .
n— o0 n— o0

(b) If N is a closed subspace of H, then

S—limPHn =Py <— W—limPHn = Py.

n—oo n—roo
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Proof. See [1, Lemma 2.13] and [2, Lemma 2.1]. O
LEMMA 2.2. Let T € B(X,Y) have LPA {(X,,,T,)}nen-
(a) There hold

(2.1) { R(T.) =T (Xn) CR(T), sdimPg(r,) = Prry,

n— o0
1
N(Tn) = (N (T) n Xn) @an, PN(Tn) = PN(T)ﬁXn + 1 — Px

n’

and
(2.2) Tiy— Ty = (T)T — 1) (I — Px,)Tly VyeD(TT).
(b) There hold
s-imPy(r,) = Py(r) <= simPyr)nx, = Pyr) <= (1.4),
and
(1.1) = (1.2) <= (1.8) = (1.4).
(c) If (1.4) and Aim N (T') < oo are valid, then there is a n, € N such that

Xn 2N(T),

(23) N(T)) =N (T) & X -

} forn > ny,

Proof. (a) Tt is clear that

and

R(T) C s-limR (T,,) € w-lmR (T,,) C R (T).

n—oo n—oo

Since s-limy, o0 R (T},) is closed by [1, Lemma 2.7], we have

s-limR (T,) = w-lmR (T,,) = R (T).

n—r00 n—oo

By Lemma 2.1 that is equivalent to

n—r00

It is clear that
1
N(T,) =N (T)NX,) & X", Panr,y = Pyvrnx, +1— Px,,

and hence for all y € D (TT)
Tiy—T'y =T} (TT"—TPx,T") y+ (T\T, — T'T) Ty
=TT - Px) Ty + (PN(T# - PN(T)L) Tty

=TIT(I-Px,)T'y+ (Px, — )Ty
= (T)T - 1I)(I - Px,)T"y.
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(b) Tt follows from (2.1) that

s TPy (r,) = Py(r) <= s-imPy(n)nx, = Pyr)-

n—r oo

Note that

s-lim (N (T) N X,) = {x € X : lim dist (z, N (T)N X,) = 0}

n—oo n—oo

and
s-lim (N (T) N X,,) € w-lim (N (T) N X)) SN (T).

n—oo n—00

Then, by Lemma 2.1,
(L4) = s-lim (N (T) N X,,) = w;ﬁ}l (N (T) N X,) =N (T).

< s-limPp(1mynx, = Prv(r)

n—oo

— S—limPN(Tn) = PN(T)-

n—o0
Clearly, by the uniform boundedness principle and (2.2) we have that
(1.2) <= (1.1) < (1.3).
From (2.2) it follows that
TiT, - T'TPx, = (T)T —I) (I — Px,)T'TPx,,
so, by (2.1), there is
Pxvrynx, — PneryPx, = (TNT —I) Px. Pyry (I = Px1) .
Hence, (1.3) implies that
Pyxrynx, — Pynry (n—o00), e, (1.4) holds.
(c) Since (1.4) is equivalent to
?{E{SPN(T)an = Pn(1),

and since
N(T)NnX, CN(T), dimN(T)NnX,)<dimN (T) < oo,
there holds
i [|Pyrynx, = Py | = 0.
Thus, there is a n, € N such that
[Pxrynx, = P < 1 for n > n..

Note that this implies that rank Pyr(rynx, = rank Py(ry by [12, Theorem 2.3] (in
fact, Prxr(r)nx, and Py(ry are unitarily equivalent by [7, p.56, Theorem 6.32]), and
therefore

dim (M(T)N X,,) = dim N (T)  for n > n,.
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So, we have
X, DON(T)NX,, =N(T) forn>n,,
and therefore
N(T,) = (N (T)N X,,) éxnl =N(T) eéxnl for n > n,.

Thus, we obtain (2.3). O
LEMMA 2.3. Let T € B(X,Y) have LPA {(X,,,T,)}. Then

s-1imgG (T,,) = w-limG (T},) = G (T) .

n—oo n—r00

Proof. Tt is clear that s-lim, o0 G (T)) C w-lﬁln_mg (T},). Hence, we need only
to show that

w-limG (T,,) € G (T) C s-1mG (T5,) .

n—r00 n—r00

Let (z,y) € G(T). Then (z,T,z) € G(T,), and (z,T,z) — (x,y) (n — 00). There-
fore, (z,y) € s-lim, o0 G (T3,). This gives that

G (T) C s-limG (T},).

n—oo

Let (z,y) € w-limp, 00 G (T%). Then there is a sequence {(zn, y,)} such that U G (T%)
(ZnyYn) = (2,y) (n — 00). Thus, there is a sequence {k,} such that

kn>n, x,—x (n—=00), Tk an=y,—y (n = 00).
Note that for all v € Y there holds

(T'(x = zn), 0)| + (T = Th,,) @n, 0)| + [{yn — y, v)]
(x — 2, T*0)| + [(zn, (I = Px,, ) T*0)| + [(yn — y, )|

Thus, we have
(Tex —y,v) =0Yv e X, thatis, (z,y)eG(T).
This gives that

w-limG (T,,) € G (T).

n—roo

Now, we can prove Theorem 1.1 as follows.
Proof. [Proof of Theorem 1.1] By statement (b) of Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.1,
we have

(14) < s-limN (T,) = w-limN (T,) = N (T).

n—roo n—roo

(a) = (b): Let (a) hold. Then, by Lemma 2.1, we have

n—oo
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By statement (a) of Lemma 2.2,

(26) S—hmPR(Tn)J. = PR(T)J_ .

n—00

To prove (b) we need only to show that

(2.7) w-limgG (T,}) € G (T1) C s-limg (7))

n—oo n—oo

Let (y,z) € G (TT). Then
(7%, Preyy) = (TTy, TTYy) = (2,T2) € G (T).
By Lemma 2.3, s-lim,,_,o G (T),) = G (T'), hence there is a sequence {x,,} such that
Tp =z (n—00), Tha,—Tr (n— 00).
This with (2.5) and (2.6) implies that

Thxy = Ta (n — 00),
PN(TTL)J_.’II” — PN(T)J_.’I] (TL — ()O)7
PR(TTL)J_y — PR(T)J_y (n — OO) s

and therefore

Tnxn + Pripyry = T+ Pppyry =y (n— 00),
Tt (Tnxn + PR(TH)Ly) =TTz =Ty =12 (n— 00).

Thus, (y,2) € s-lim,_00 G (T}}), we get
6 (1) € 5-1mG (7).
Let (y,z) € w-limy, 00 (T.]). Then there is a sequence {(yn, )} such that
TG (1) 2 (garn) = (,2) (0= 00).
Hence, there is a sequence {k,} such that
(2.8) kn>mn, yp—vy (n— ), T,jnynzxnéx(n%oo).

By (2.1) in statement (a) of Lemma 2.2, we have (2.4) and T,jnyn eN (T,)" C Xy, .
From (2.8), (2.5), by Lemma 2.1, we have

z € w-limA\ (Tn)L = ./\/'(T)L )

n—oo

Tk, xn =T, TJnyn = TTanyn —~Tx (n— o0),
and for any v € X
(Th, n,0) = (Pr(1y,)Yn>0) = (Yn» Pr(13, ) V)
= (e (Prere,) = Prgay) v) + (1 Prcaye)

— <y, va> = <Pmy7v> (n — 00).
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Thus,
zeN (D), Tz = Pryy, that s, (y,z) €G(T7).
So, we obtain that
lim t t
w-limG (7,) € G (7).

Now, (2.7) is proved.
(b) = (c¢): Let (b) hold. To prove (c) let {y,} CY satisfy

sup HT,IynH < 400 and w-limy, =y.
n n—r00

Then any subsequence {T);kynk} of {T);yn} has a subsequence, again denoted by
{TTkynk }, converging weakly to some u € X. By use of (b) we have that

n

lim ) — t
(yu) € w-limG (T,]) = G (T7) .
This gives that
yeD (TT) ; Tgkynk —~u=Tly (k= o)

So, every subsequence of {T:{yn} has a subsequence converging weakly to Ty and
hence

Tiy, =Ty  (n— o0).

Thus, we obtain (c).
(¢) = (a): Let (c) hold. To prove (a), by statement (b) of Lemma 2.2 we need
only to show that

(2.9) s-lUmPy(7,) = Prn(r)-

n—roo

In fact, for any z € X let

then

yn = Tax (n — o00) and sup HT:{ynH <z
n

Due to (c), it follows that
T Ty =Ty, =TTz (n— o).
Hence we have that

W—limPN(Tn) = PN(T)

n—oo

This is equivalent to (2.9) by Lemma 2.1. O
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. To prove Theorem 1.2, we need more lemmas besides
Lemma 2.2.
LemMA 3.1. If P,Q are orthogonal-projections on a Hilbert space H, then

1P = Q| =max{||(I - Q)P [(I - P)QI} <1,
and if |[P — Q|| < 1, there holds

IP=Ql=IU-Q)P|=IU-P)Q].

Proof. Since (I — Q)P = (P —Q)P, (I - P)Q = (Q — P)Q, it follows that
II-Q)P[<[P=Ql, IUI-PQI<|P-Cl,

and therefore

max {|[(I = Q)P |l = P)Q[} < [P - Q]|
Note that for each x € H there hold
I(P = Q)z|* = (I - QPz|* + QU — P)a|*
I(T = Q)P|*||Px|* + |Q(I — P)|*||( - P)z|
17 = QP Px|® + [[(T = P)*Q|*II(T — P)al|?
< (max{||(T = Q)P|, I = P)QI})’||=],

IA

that is
[P — Q| <max{[|(I - Q)P|. (I - P)QI}.
Thus we obtain
1P = Q| =max{[|( - Q) P|,[|(I-P)Q| <1.

The rest follows from [7, Theorem 6.34, pp.56-58]. O
LEMMA 3.2. Let M, N be two closed subspaces of a Hilbert space H. Then

6(M,N) = /(I - Pn)Pul, sgap (M,N)=|Py—Pn|,
and

gap (M,N)=06(M,N)=06(N,M) ifgap (M,N) < 1.

Proof. If M =0, it is clear that
6 (M,N)=0= /(I - Pn)Pull-
Next, assume M # {0}. Then we have that

0 (M,N)=sup{dist (x,N):2 € M, |z|| =1}
=sup{|[(I - Py)z|:z e M, |z| =1}
=sup{|[(I — Py) Pyl : z € M, [lzf| =1}
< (I = Pn) Puml| ,
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and that for x € H with ||z|| = 1 there holds

(I — Py) Pzl = dist (Pya, N)
< 5(M7N) HPMx” < 5(M7N)7

that is,

(I = Px) Pul| < 6 (M, N).
Thus, we obtain

6 (M, N) = |[(I = Pn) Prl| -
This with Lemma 3.1 gives that

gap (M,N) = [|Py — Px|[,
and

gap (M,N)=0(M,N)=¢6(N,M) ifgap (M,N)<1.

O
LEMMA 3.3. Let S be an oblique-projection on a Hilbert space H (S? = S €
B(H)). Then

| Pr(sy = Pris+)|| = | Pres)Pnes) || = | Prvsy Pres) || »

-2
||PN(S)PR(S)H={ L—|S]7%, as S #0,

0, asS=0;

and

Proof. Let x € H. Since N (S) = R(I — S), we have

l2l|* = || Sz + Py (I = S)a|”
= || Prsyz||” + |1 = Pusy)Sz®
= | Pys)zll® + 1Sall? — | Ps) Szl
= | Pxsyzll” + 152]1” = || PagsyPros) Szl

2 2 2
> | Pasyall” + 1152l (1 = 1Py Presy I -
and therefore
2 2 2 2 2

(I = Pyxsy)zll” = llzl” = [Paesyll” = (1 = [[Paesy Presy )15

This implies
IT = Prsy I = (1= [|Pavcs) Pres) 1) IS

So, if S # 0, there holds

2 2 2
L= I = Pxes)I” = ISI7(1 = [[Pxes) Prisy 1),
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namely

[Pres) Presy || = /1= 1181172

To prove the reverse inequality, observe that for each x € H we have

| Prs)zl|> = |SPrs)z — SPas)Prs)|*
< HSHQHPR(S)x - P/\/(S)PR(S)QUH2

= 181> (1Pres)2I1* = | Parcs) Pres)all”)
Hence, if S # 0, we have
2 —2 2 —2 2
|y Presyzl® < (1= 1817 Presyzl® < (1= 18172z,

namely

| Prvis) Presyl| < /1= 11SI17%

Thus, if S # 0, there holds

| Pis) Presy|| = V1= I1SII7% < 1.

Now, if S # 0, by Lemma 3.1, we get

=max {||(I = Pr(s)) Prs) ||+ | (1 = Pres)) Pres)
= max { || Pxs) Pres) || + || Paves+) Pres= ||}

= Ji-lsI =182 < 1,

}

| Pr(sy — Pr(s+)

and therefore

1Pris) = Preso || = [[Pris) Pres) || = [[Pavise Preso) |-
Note that
1Pris) Pucs) |l = || (Pais) Pres)) || = 1Py Presy -

So, it follows that

|Pr(s) = Pris) || = [|Prs)Prs)|| = | Pres) Presyl|»  and

-2
||PN(S)PR(S)H={ L—|SI7%, as S #0,

0, as S=0.

LEMMA 3.4. Let T € B(X,Y) have LPA {(Xy,Tn) fnen, {Qn},cn be defined as

(3.1) Qn=T"Prx, T VYneN.
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Then {Q.} is a sequence of oblique-projections in B(X) (Q? = Qn € B(X)) which
satisfies:

(32) N(Qn) =TT (X", R(Qn) =TT (X,),
and
(3.3) s-limPyq,) = Pyr), 8 1mPr(q,) = Py(r)+-

Proof. Since T' is a closed operator and T'(X,,) € D (T) (Vn), due to the closed
graph theorem and T (X,,) being closed in Y, we see that each TT|T(X ) is a bound

linear operator. Hence, Q,, := TTPT(XH)T € B(X), and
Qn = T Prix,) PrgyPrx.)T = Qn.
It is clear that
N(Qn) =N (Prx,)T) =R (T*PT(XTL))L = [T (X,)]"
and
R (Qn) = THT (X,) = Pyyiys (X) = Py (X,)
Thus, we have (3.2) and

Py, =1—Prerx,), Pr@,) = Pre—(x,)-

R(T*)

Note that (2.4) holds by statement (a) of Lemma 2.2. Since T*T, PrageB (X), by
replacing T" with T*T or Prrry in (2.4), it follows that

S'hmPT*T(Xn) = PW = PN(T)L

n—roo

and

ST Pr o) = Praey = Py
Thus, (3.3) holds. [

LEMMA 3.5. Let T € B(X,Y) have LPA {(Xy, To)}nen, {Qn}
(3.1). Then, for alln € N,

nen e defined as

1< | = Qnll < +o0,

= 1= 1= Qul"* €0,1).

Proof. Since dimR (@) < dim X (= o), then I — Q,, # 0, and therefore

| Prer(x,) = Prirx,)

1< |1 = Qul < 400 (¥n€N).
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By Lemma 3.3, we have

|Pr(1-q.) = Pri-au || = [[Pra-@u) Pxi—eu ||

= |[Pni—qu)Pri—au ||

= 1= 1= QulI"* €0,1).

Note that, by Lemma 3.4,
N(Qn) = [T*T(Xn)]J_ ) R(Qn) =TT (Xn) :
Hence, there holds

[1Pr-r(x,) = Privcen || = 1Pxv@a) — Pr@a- |

= [|Pr1-@u) = Pra-a)|

=\/1-1=Qnl"* €0,1).

Now, we can present the proof of Theorem 1.2.
Proof. [Proof of Theorem 1.2] By (1.6) we see that

sind, = gap (T'T (X,,) , T*T (X,)), neN.

This, by Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.5, gives that

(34) sinf,, = HPTTT(XTL) _PT*T(Xn)H = \/1— ||I_QnH_2 S [0,1), n € N.

(a) It is clear from (3.4) that {6,} is a sequence in the interval [0, %), and

1
(3.5) Il —Qul = =+/1+tan?6, € [1,+0), neN.

cos b,

Note that
Py TIT = T'TTIT = T'T,TIT = T Prip, )T = Qn,
and therefore
(3.6) Qn = Pypy- TJT VYn €N,
Assume that (1.3) is valid, this with (3.6) implies that
(3.7) sup [|@nll < +oo,  sup [ — Qn|| < +oo.
Hence, from (3.7) and (3.5) we obtain

™

supf,, <
npn B)

In addition, by the assertion (b) of Lemma 2.2, we also have

(1.3) = (1.4).
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Thus, there holds

(1.4),
sup,, 0, < 5.

(1.3) = {

Inversely, suppose (1.4) and sup,, 6, < % hold. Then (3.7) holds by (3.5). Due to the
assertion (c) of Lemma 2.2, it follows from (1.4) with dim N (T) < oo that there is a
n. € N such that (2.3) holds and hence

(3.8) R(TH) = N(T,)" = N(T)" N X,, for n > n,.
From (3.6) and (3.8) we have
(3.9) TIT = Qn+ PynTiT = Q,  for n > n..

Hence, (1.3) follows from (3.9) and (3.7).
(b) Let (1.4) (with dim A (T) < oo) hold. Then (2.2), (2.3), (3.5), and (3.9) hold
by Lemmas 2.2, 3.2, and 3.5. Hence, there is a n, € N such that

(3.10) T)—T"=(Qu—1)Px.T" onD(TT), forn>n,,

and

(3.11) X, = N (1) (XN (1)), } P

Px, = Pxry + Py, anry
From (3.10) and (3.5) it is clear that, for n > n.,
(3.12) Ty — TTy|| < V1 + tan 6, dist (T1y, X,,), yeD(TT).
Next, we need only to show that, for n > n,,
(3.13) 0, =0+=T)=Px, T'onD(T") <= N (T) + T*T (X,) C X

If 6,, = 0 (n > n.), then from (3.12) and R(T)) = N (T,)" C X, it is clear that

T!=Px,T'onD(T"), n>n..
If the above equality is valid, it follows from (3.9) and (3.11) that
Qn =TIT = Px, Pypyr = Py oyt 12 N,

and therefore @,, is an orthogonal-projection. By use of (3.2) (of Lemma 3.4), there
hold

T*T (X,) = N (Qn)" = R(Q,) =TT (X,,)
CT ' (X)) =X+ N(T)= X, n>ny,

this gives
T*T(Xn) +N(T)C X, n>n..
If the above inclusions hold, then

T*T(X,) CT'T(X,), n>n.,
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and therefore
T'T(X,) =TT (X,), n>n,.
This gives that
sind, = gap (777 (X,,), T*T (X)) =0, n>ny,

that is, 6, = 0 (n > n.). Now, (3.13) is proved. O
REMARK 3.1. From the proof of Theorem 1.2, we obtain that, even if dim N (T') =
m7

(1.3) = { (1:4),

sup,, O, < 5.

4. Examples and Remarks. In this section, the two unconvergence examples
of Seidman and Du will be restudied under the concepts of offset angle and kernel
approximability. This can further explain the relations among the three concepts of
strong convergence, offset angle and kernel approximability, and also leads to some
remarks on Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

EXAMPLE 4.1 (Seidman’s Example [10, Example 3.1]). Let

X :=1? X, :=span {el,ez,...,e"},
where

e*=1(0,...,0,1,0,...) YkeN,
ktTh

and T : X — X be given in the form

Tx = Z (are + Brér) " vx = kaek € X,
k=1

k=1

with

._1 . .
R Y A 7 odd, o 0, j=1,
&= { 73, j even, Bj = { [ S

This defines a compact, injective linear operator T with dense range, its LPA {(X,,Ty) }nen
has kernel approzimability ((1.4) holds), and the offset angle sequence {0,,} satisfies

(4.1) 0 < 6, =arcsingap (X,,,T"T (X)) < g (Vn),
and
(4.2) sup 0, = g

REMARK 4.1. For the LPA {(X,,Ty)}nen of Seidman’s example, the weak/strong
convergence or the condition (1.3) do not hold. The reason for such a unconver-
gence is caused by the offset angle 0, tending towards perpendicular angle as (4.2)
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shows. Note: LPA {(X,,T,)}nen has kernel-approzimability since N(T) = {0}, and
therefore has inverse-graph approximability and bounded-weak convergence by Theo-
rem 1.1.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that

= m(@re’ +Bre') Vy = met e X,

k=1 k=1

and

oo

T*Tx =Y (apé + Bré1)(@re” + Bre') vx =) &ek e X.

k=1 k=1
It is clear that

N(T)={0}C X, (Vn), T'=T"1:R(TICX X,

2 oo
%el + Y et = T*Te! € T*T (X,) \ Xy, (¥n).
k=2

This implies (1.4) and (4.1). Next, we will show (4.2) holds.
We rewrite T*Tx for x =x,, : = 5. &ef € X, (& :=0Vk >n+1),

k=1
T*Tx, = Z bl + Brér)Br + i | e
+> (e + Bré)are® + Y awBréaet,
k=2 k=n+1
then we have
Py, (T"Tx,) = Z(aksk + Br€1)Br + 0t&

+ Z arly + Brér)are”,

=2

and
Pxi(T"Txy) = Y axprlret.
k=n-+1
Now we take x,, that satisfies
glzlagk:_%a k_27'7n_17
Qg

and let A\ := a, &, + 5,&1 be undetermined, we have

o0 o0
T*Tx, = (Mo +0f+ Y Bi|e' +dane"+ > axBre
k=n-+1 k=n+1

= (ABn+c2)e' +dane™ + Y arBre’,
k=n-+1
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where
o0 o0 1 7_‘_2
2
Cn =3 + g Bkgg ==
k=n+1

Take A = 25, then

02(1
ITTxall? = 5%+ Y (B? < T+ 3 (B,

k=n+1 k=n-+1
1P (T Tx) P = % (wBe)?,
k=n+1
Note that, for n even,
=t 2 —6 o]
(0]
56 Yn _ (n") =0, Z (awBe)? = O(n™3).

a2+ 62 On%) +0(n?2) W

According to the definition of §(T*T (X,,), X,), we have

S(T*T (X)), X,) = sup 1P (T Tx)]|
YT kex, T

So for n even, we obtain that

[gap (X, T*T (X,,))]* = [0(T*T X, X,,)]>  (by Lemma 3.2)
1

>
“1+0(mY)

This gives (4.2). O

ExaMPLE 4.2 (Best-LPA). Let K : X — Y be a compact linear operator,
{(00;Vnsun) Yoy be the singular system for K. Then the {02} are the nonzero
eigenvalues of the self-adjoint operator K*K (and also of KK*), written down in
decreasing order with multiplicity, o, > 0, the {v,}, - o 18 a correspondmg complete
orthonormal system of eigenvectors of K*K (which spans R(K*) = R(K*K)), and
the {un},— o is defined by vectors

Kwv,

. =0,1,---).
([ Kol

Uy 1=

The {un},~, is a complete orthonormal system of eigenvectors of KK* and span

R(K) = R(KK*), and the following formulae hold:

Kv, = optn, K u, =oc,v,.

Now, if dim N (K) < oo, and if {my,} C N is an increasing sequence with limy,_, o m, =
o0, take

Xn ZZN(K)+SpaH {’Ul,’UQ,"',Umn} VTLEN
Then

N (K)+ K*K (X,,) = N (K) + span {val,agvg,--- ,Ufnnvmn,} C X,.
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In this case, we have the best LPA {(X,, Kp)}nen for K:
N(K)NX, =N (K), 6,:=arcsingap(K'K (X,),K*K (X,))=0 (vVn),
and

Kl =Px,K" onD(K").

EXAMPLE 4.3 (Du’s Example [2, Example 2.10]). Let
X :=1% X, :=span {el,e27 e ,e"} ,
and T : X — X defined as follows:
Tr:=z—(r,e)e (reX),
where (-,-) is the inner product on X and

3
_|_..._|_£ek_|_....

2 22 2k

e:
This operator satisfies
T=T?>=T*=T" and N (T)=span {e};

that is, T is the orthogonal projection of X onto e*. For its LPA {(X,,Ty)}nen,
where

T, 5:TPXn; P, = PXn7 n e N,

we have the following facts:
(a) The offset angle 0,, satisfies

0, := arcsingap (TTT (X,,), T*T (X)) =0 (¥Yn).
(b) The kernel approzimability is invalid since
N(T)NnX, ={0} #N(T) (Vn).
(c) Thy= P,y —4"((I — P,)y,e) Pre (Vy € X), and for any fivred y € X,
sup || T}y|| < oo <= supd™ [((I — P,)y,e)| < o0,
w-lmTly = Ty <= lim 4" (I = Pa)y,e) = (y,¢);

taking

(V333 2" -1)V3
Y= T’ z 1 sooe |

there hold

sup HT:{yH <oo and w-limTly # TTy.
n n—oo
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That indicates that the bounded-weak convergence is invalid.

(d) For any fizedy € D (TT) = X,

w-limTly = Ty <= s-limT)y = TTy <= lim ||T,]:yH < HTTyH .
n—00 n—00 n—00

REMARK 4.2. For the LPA {(X,,T,)}nen of Du’s example, the weak/strong
convergence or the condition (1.3) do not hold. The reason for unconvergence is
caused by the fact that kernel approximability is invalid.

Proof. (a) Since TT =T = T*, it is clear that 6,, = 0 (Vn).

(b) See [2, Proposition A.1].

(¢) See [2, Propositions A.2 and A.3].

(d) For any fixed y € X, if w-lim,, oo T}ly = T'ty, by (c) and TT =T,

lim 4" ((I — P,)y,e) = (y,e),

n—00
and therefore
|Tly = TTy|| = [[Pay — 4" (I — Pu)y,e) Pue — y + (y,€) €]

< 1Pay =yl + 4" (( = Po)y,e) = (y,e)| + [(y, e)| || Pre — €]
=0 (n— o),

that is, s-lim,, o T);y = TTy.

If s-lim,, o0 T:{y = TTy holds, then lim, 0 HT):yH < HTTyH

Ify e D(TT) and lim,, . ||T);y|| < ||TTy||, then any subsequence {T):ky} of
{T):y} has a subsequence, again denoted by {T;{ky}, converging weakly to some u €
X, and

n—oo

(4.3) lull < lim |Zy] < Hm ||TEyl| < T [Tl < [[7%])-

Since T is bounded and

N(T)*" =N (T)N X)) NX, CX,,
1.( P) (71,5, ) ) - (by statement (a) of lemma 2.2)
SR (T,) = FR7y»

we have that, for all v € X,

<T (u — TTy) ,’U> = <Tu — TT);ky, v> + <TT):ky —TT'y, ’U>
= (u-— T):ky, T*v) + <TnkT£ky —TTy, v)
(
0

= (= Th T + (P, v = Prrryoy)

(k — 00),
and hence

we Tty+ N (T), [ull? =||Tty|* + [[u— Tty
This with (4.3) implies that

w-lmTh y =u="Tly with lim [T}y =Ty,
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that is,

sk—j}ig.fngk y="TTy.

Thus, every subsequence of {T):y} has a subsequence converging weakly to Ty and
hence

W—limT,J{y =T"y, in fact, s—limT):y =TTy,
n—oo n—oo

Note that the proof of this paragraph applies to a general LPA! O

REMARK 4.3. From the above proof we actually obtain a more general result
compared with the one obtained by Luecke and Hickey [9, Theorem 11], who give the
result in the situation of LPA {(X,,T,)} with an increasing sequence:

XoCXiCXpCooo with U Xp=X.

The extended version is as below:
PROPOSITION 4.1. Let T € B(X,Y) have LPA {(Xn,Tn)}nen. For a fized
yeD (TT) there holds

s-limTly = Ty <= Tim HT):yH < HTTyH (True)
n—o0 n—r00

REMARK 4.4. It should be noted that the following proposition is false.
PROPOSITION 4.2. Let T € B(X,Y) have LPA {(Xn,Tn)}nen. For a fized
yeD(TT),

w -limTly = TTy <= sup HT;{yH < +o0. (False)
n—oo n

5. Conclusions. In this paper, we propose two concepts — the offset angle and
the kernel approximability of LPA, and show their roles in the convergence of least-
squares projection method. These concepts come from the wish to understand two
counter-examples (due to Seidman [10] and Du [2]) which respectively represent two
important cases in which least-squares projection method fails to converge. Let us
reformulate the concepts of the offset angles, the kernel approximability, and the
strong/weak convergence of least-squares projection method:

e Offset Angle:

0, := arcsingap (T'T (X,),T*T (X,)) VneN.
o Kernel Approximability:

N(T) = {:v € X ¢ lim dist (z, N (T)N X,,) :0}.

n—r00

e Strong Convergence (s-1imT,} =TT on D (TT)):
n—r00

lim T,Jy =T'y VyeD(T).
n—00
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o Weak Convergence (w-limT,f =T on D (TT)):
n—oo
w-ImTy =Ty VyeD(T).
n—oo
To understand the relevance among the four concepts, we make a table to show

the true and false status of these concepts in the several examples we have mentioned
(T for true, F for false).

Examples | sup,, 0, < 7 | Kernel Approximability | Strong/weak Convergence
Seidman’s F T F

Du’s T F F
Best-LPA T T T

From this table we can see that the conditions “kernel approximability” and
“sup,, 0, < 57 are two mutually independent important factors of a convergent LPA
{(Xn,Tn)}. In fact, both of them are necessary if we want the convergence of LPA

{(Xn,Tyn)}, for we have that (see Remak 3.1)

kernel approximability,

weak convergence <= strong convergence — 77
sup,, O < 5.

We hope the three are equivalent, if so, the problem of strong/weak convergence of
least-squares projection method could be divided into two subproblems, namely, the
kernel approximability problem and the offset angle problem.

In this paper, the main result (Theorem 1.2) we get is: If dim N (T) < oo, then

kernel approximability

x <= strong convergence <= weak convergence,
sup,, O, < 5

and when the kernel approximability is valid, for n large enough,

| Ty — TTy|| < V14 tan? 0, dist (Ty, X,,) VyeD(TT).

Now, we consider the three special cases of “N (T') = {0}”, “R(T) = R(T)”, and
“N(T)=1{0} & R(T)=R(T)”, then there hold the following interesting corollaries:
e If N (T) = {0}, then, for any LPA {(X,,,T))}nen for T,

T
sup 0,, < 5 <= strong convergence,
n

and for all n € N,

| Ty = TTy|| < V1 +tan? 0, dist (T'y, X,,) VyeD(TT).

e If dim N (T) < oo and R (7)) is closed, then, for any LPA {(X,,,T},)}nen for
T

{ kernel approximability <= strong convergence,

sup,, 0, < 7,

and when the kernel approximability holds, for n large enough,

Ty — TTy|| < V1 +tan?6, dist (T7y, X,,) VyeY.
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o If N (T) ={0} and R (T) is closed, then for any LPA {(X,,,T},)}nen for T,
T

911 a0

sgp < 5

and for all n € N,

Ty — TTy|| < V1 +tan? 6, dist (T'y, X)) VyeY.

Here, we remark that: If there are positive constants a and S such that
T € B(X) satisfies

2
[(Tu,u)| > allul]”,
[(Tw, )| < Bllull o]

then T has a bounded inverse T~! € B(X) by Lax-Milgram theorem (see [8,
Theorem 13.26]), and

} for all u,v € X,

sup /1 tan? 6, < 7|7 < 2.

The significance of Theorem 1.2 is partially revealed by its corollaries. The theo-
rem shows us the clue to choose convergent LPA: First, we need X,, (n € N) to guar-
antee the kernel approximability, which restricts the class of choices for X,,. Then,
we choose specific X,, (n € N) such that their offset angles 6,, are as small as possible,
because the small angles can not only guarantee the convergence but also give us
faster rate of convergence.

The kernel approximability of LPA is often easy to be satisfied because it is a
much weaker condition compared to the condition (1.3) (For instance, in the case
of T being an injection, it is always true). Theorem 1.1 presents several equivalent
conditions of kernel approximability, which are:

kernel approximability <= s-1lim P (1, ) = Pa(r)
n—oo
< S_limPQ(Tn) = Pg(Tt)

n—oo

<= bounded-weak convergence.

These equivalent characterizations of kernel approximability could help us better un-
derstand it. From these equivalent characterizations, we can see that the kernel
approximability is a weaker version of convergence (that is also the reason why we
name one of its equivalent characterizations as bounded-weak convergence).

The interesting points about offset angle and kernel approximability are the ge-
ometrical revelations they show. To be more specific, the offset angle 6,, is just
the largest canonical angle between T*T'(X,,) and TTT(X,,), which are subspaces of
N (T)™; the kernel approximability is defined by the sequence {A (T) N X, }, in which
each element N (T') N X, is a subspace of N (T'). Thus the angle between T*T'(X,,)
and TTT(X,) in N (T)l, and the kernel approximability determined by the spaces
N(T)N X, in N(T), together geometrically depict the convergence of least-squares
projection method.
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