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Abstract

We analyze the theoretical properties of an adaptive Legendre-Galerkin method in the
multidimensional case. After the recent investigations for Fourier-Galerkin methods in a
periodic box and for Legendre-Galerkin methods in the one dimensional setting, the present
study represents a further step towards a mathematically rigorous understanding of adaptive
spectral/hp discretizations of elliptic boundary-value problems. The main contribution of
the paper is a careful construction of a multidimensional Riesz basis in H'!, based on a quasi-
orthonormalization procedure. This allows us to design an adaptive algorithm, to prove its
convergence by a contraction argument, and to discuss its optimality properties (in the sense
of non-linear approximation theory) in certain sparsity classes of Gevrey type.

1 Introduction

The use of adaptivity in numerical modelling and simulation has now become a standard in
Engineering and industrial applications. Although the practice goes back to the 70’s, the math-
ematical understanding of the convergence and optimality properties of adaptive algorithms for
approximating the solution of multidimensional PDEs is rather recent. For linear elliptic prob-
lems the first convergence results of adaptive h-type finite element methods (h-AFEM) have
been proved by Dorfler [16] and Morin, Nochetto, and Siebert [26]. On the other hand, the
first convergence rates were derived for wavelets in any dimensions by Cohen, Dahmen, and
DeVore [14], and for h-AFEM by Binev, Dahmen, and DeVore [6] for the two-dimensional case
and Stevenson [29] for any dimensions. The most general results for h-AFEM are those con-
tained in Cascén, Kreuzer, Nochetto, and Siebert [I3] for any dimensions and L? data, and in
Cohen, DeVore, and Nochetto [I5] for two-dimensional case and H~! data. The key result of
this theory is that wavelets and h-AFEM are capable of guaranteeing convergence rates coherent
with those dictated by the (best N-term) approximation classes where the solution and data
belong. However, in the above wavelet and FEM contexts, convergence rates are limited by the
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approximation power of the method, which is finite and related to the polynomial degree of the
basis functions or the number of their vanishing moments, as well as the sparsity of the solution
and the data. The latter is always measured in an algebraic approximation class, i.e., the best
N-term approximation error decays at least as a power of N~!. We refer to the surveys [27] by
Nochetto, Siebert and Veeser for AFEM and [30] by Stevenson for adaptive wavelets.

For adaptive methods with infinite approximation power (such as spectral or spectral-element
methods, and hp-type finite element methods), the state of the art is less developed. Although
the numerical implementation started long time ago and has led to the design of very sophisti-
cated and efficient adaptive hp algorithms (see, e.g., [25]; see also [12] and the references therein),
very little is known on their theoretical properties. In particular, after the pioneering work [20]
focussed on the approximation of specific types of functions, some rigorous convergence results
for the hp adaptive solution of elliptic problems have been obtained only recently in [28] [17, [7].
However, these studies do not address any optimality analysis.

A first step in this direction has been accomplished in [I0] by considering adaptive spectral
Fourier-Galerkin methods in a periodic box in R%, d > 1, which represent the simplest instance of
infinite-order methods yet providing a very important conceptual benchmark. The contraction
and the optimal cardinality properties of various algorithms are presented therein; in the analysis,
suitable nonlinear approximation classes (also termed sparsity classes) are involved, namely the
already mentioned algebraic classes and the newly introduced exponential classes corresponding
to a (sub-)exponential decay of the best N-term approximation error. The latter classes, of
Gevrey type, are natural to describe situations that motivate the use of high-order methods.

A second step towards the study of optimality for high-order methods has been performed in
[9] where the method and the results contained in [I0] have been extended to a non-periodic set-
ting in one dimension. Such a setting is the closest to the periodic one, since an H'-orthonormal
basis is readily available (the so-called Babuska-Shen basis formed by the primitives of the Leg-
endre polynomials); together with the associated dual basis, it allows one to represent the norm
of a function or a functional (e.g., the residual associated to the approximate solution) as an
£o-type norm of the vector of its expansion coefficients. Furthermore, the use of an orthonormal
basis allows the efficient implementation of the greedy and coarsening procedures required by
the adaptive algorithm. Indeed, the study of the optimality properties performed in [10, 9] relies
on a careful analysis of the relation between the sparsity class of a function and the sparsity class
of its image through the differential operator. This analysis is based on the observation that the
stiffness matrix associated to a differential operator with smooth coefficients exhibits a quasi-
sparse behavior, i.e., an exponential decay of its entries as one goes away from the diagonal.
The discrepancy between the sparsity classes of the residual and the exact solution suggests the
introduction of a coarsening step that guarantees the optimality of the computed approximation
at the end of each adaptive iteration.

The present paper deals with adaptive Legendre-Galerkin methods in a tensorial domain
in R?, d > 1, for elliptic equations submitted to Dirichlet boundary conditions. This poses
additional difficulties with respect to the one dimensional case, considered in [9]. In particular,
the crucial issue is represented by the H'-stability properties of the multidimensional Legendre
polynomials. Unfortunately, the natural basis, formed by tensor products of one-dimensional
basis functions, is not H'-orthogonal (because, unlike the Fourier basis, the one-dimensional
Babuska-Shen basis is not simultaneously orthogonal in L? and H') and not even a Riesz basis.
This suggests searching for a Riesz basis in H', still remaining closely related to the tensorial BS
basis in order to take advantage of the properties of Legendre polynomials. The main idea de-
veloped in this paper is to start with a Gram-Schmidt (GS) orthogonalization of the latter basis,



but then apply a controlled thresholding procedure that discards the smallest contributions from
the linear combinations generated by GS: in other words, we devise a quasi-orthonormalization
technique. A fundamental ingredient for rigorously controlling this procedure is the construction
of sharp estimates on the decay of the GS coefficients, which in turn involve the decay of the
entries of the inverse stiffness matrix for the Laplacian [I1]. With such a new basis, results
comparable to those of [I0, O] can be established. In particular, they rely on the exponential
decay of the entries of the stiffness matrix, when the differential operators has smooth (analytic)
coefficients, and on the repeated application of a coarsening stage in the adaptive algorithm.

The results of the present paper can be easily extended to cover the case of adaptive “p-
type” spectral element methods, i.e., when the domain is decomposed in a fixed number of
(images of) tensorial elements, and adaptivity concerns the choice of the expansion functions in
each element. Furthermore, some of the ideas and methods here introduced could influence the
design of adaptive hp-type algorithms, as far as the phase of “p-enrichment” within the elements
is concerned. With this respect, we remark that very recently, the optimality properties of an
hp-adaptive finite element method have been obtained in [8], employing the pioneering results
on hp-tree approximation of [5] [4].

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2] we detail the construction of our mul-
tidimensional Riesz basis and provide the reader with both theoretical results and quantitative
insight, the latter concerning in particular the compression properties of the thresholding pro-
cedure. In Section [l we introduce the algebraic representation of an elliptic differential problem
in terms of the above Riesz basis and discuss the exponential decay properties of the entries
of the corresponding stiffness matrix. Finally, in Section @] we present our adaptive Legendre
algorithm (FPC-ADLEG) and prove its contraction and optimality properties.

Throughout the paper, A < B means A < ¢ B for some constant ¢ > 0 independent of the
relevant parameters in the inequality; A ~ B means B < A < B.
2 Modal bases in H] and norm representations

We start with the one-dimensional case. Set I = (—1,1) and let Li(z), k > 0, stand for the k-th
Legendre orthogonal polynomial in I, which satisfies deg Ly = k, Li(1) = 1 and

/Lk(az)Lm(x) dx = 2

Som >0. 2.1
. 2k +1" mz0 (2.1)

The natural modal basis in Hg(I) is the Babuska-Shen basis (BS basis), whose elements are
defined as

— 1
(2) = /2k2 1/ Lo 1(s) ds \/%(L,H(x) ~Lu(@), k=2, (22)

The basis elements satisfy degn, = k and

sty = [ @) e =G, o 22, (2.3

i.e., they form an orthonormal basis for the H{(I)-inner product. Equivalently, the (semi-
infinite) stiffness matrix S, of the Babuska-Shen basis with respect to this inner product is the



identity matrix I. On the other hand, one has

2 .
ZF=3) 2k +1) ifm==k,
_ ) _ 1 ; _
(k) 12(1) = \ ~ Gy /@D @hr9) tm=k+2, for k2 m, (2.4)
0 elsewhere.

which means that the mass matrix M, is pentadiagonal with only three non-zero entries per
row. (Since even and odd modes are mutually orthogonal, the mass matrix could be equivalently
represented by a couple of tridiagonal matrices, each one collecting the inner products of all
modes with equal parity.)

Any v € H}(I) can be expanded in terms of the Babugka-Shen basis, as v = 352, Opnx with
O = (v, M) HL(I) and its H{(I)-norm can be expressed, according to the Parseval identity, as

ol ry = D lowl* = 0", (2.5)

where the vector © = (93,) collects the coefficients of v. The L?(I)-norm of v is given by
[V Z2(ry = 07 My 0 . (2.6)

Correspondingly, any element f € H~'(I) can be expanded along the dual Babuska-Shen basis,
whose elements 7}, k > 2, are defined by the conditions (n},v) = o3, Vv € Hé (I), precisely one
has f =372, fkn,’; with fj, = (f,mk), and its H~'(I)-norm can be expressed, according to the
Parseval identity, as

11y = D LAl (2.7)
k=2

Summarizing, we see that the one-dimensional Legendre case is perfectly similar, from the
point of view of expansions and norm representations, to the Fourier case [I0]. The situation
changes significantly in higher dimensions. For the sake of simplicity, we confine ourselves to
the case of dimension d = 2, since higher dimensions pose no conceptual difficulties but require
a larger computational effort in the numerical experiments.

Let us set Q = (—1,1)? and let us consider in H}(Q2) the tensorized Babuska-Shen basis,
whose elements are defined as

(@) = gy (1) 0y (22) » k1 ko > 2, (2.8)

where we set k = (ki, k2) and 2 = (21, 3); indices vary in K = {k € N2 : k; > 2 for i = 1,2}.
The tensorized BS basis is no longer orthogonal, since

(7716777m)H5(Q) = ("7191’nml)Hé(I)(nkzv’r/mz)Lz(I) + (77k1777m1)L2(1)(77k2777m2)H3(1) ) (2'9)

hence, by ([23) and (24]), we have (nk,nm)Hé(Q) # 0 if and only if k1 = m; and ko — mo €
{=2,0,2}, or ko = mgy and k; — my € {—2,0,2}.

In the sequel, this basis and the corresponding index set K will be ordered by increasing
total degree kioy = k1 + k2 and, for the same total degree, by increasing values of ky (this will be
referred to as the “A” ordering, see Fig.[1(a))). We will use the following notational convention:

m <k means that 7, preceeds 7, in this ordering.
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Figure 1: Orderings of index sets.

With this ordering, let us denote again by .5, the stiffness matrix of the tensorized Babuska-Shen
basis with respect to the H{}(Q2)-inner product. The matrix S, is infinite-dimensional.
In the sequel, we will also need finite dimensional matrices defined as follows. For fixed p > 2
define the set
KPi={keX: ki + ks <p}, (2.10)

with cardinality card(X?) ~ p?, which identifies the basis functions of total degree not greater
than p, ordered as above. The corresponding stiffness matrix will be denoted by Sh, which is a
truncated version of S, (upper-left section); its sparsity pattern is shown in Fig. Let us
also introduce the index set

O
KP={keX : k <pfori=12} (2.11)

whose elements, on the contrary, are ordered lexicographically, i.e., by increasing values of ko

and, for the same ko, by increasing values of ki (this will be referred to as the “B” ordering, see
O

Fig. [L(D)). The corresponding stiffness matrix will be denoted by SI. Recalling (Z9) it is the

O
sum of two Kronecker products, i.e., Sh= M, ® I, + I, @ M, where M, is the one-dimensional
mass matrix truncated at order p and I, is the identity matrix of the same size. We observe

O
that the position of an index & €XP does depend on p because of the lexicographical ordering;
on the contrary, the position of £ € X? is independent of p because it coincides with the position
in the infinite dimensional index set K. We note for further reference that

o O
KPcC KP CKP,

where p is the integer part of p/2. This implies, thanks to a Rayleigh quotient argument, that

o O o O
)\min(Syp;) 2 )\min(Syp;) Z )\min(Sg) and )\max(Sg) S )\maX(Syp;) S )\max(Sg)- (212)



2.1 Orthonormalization and quasi-orthonormalization

Given any v € H}(R), let us expand it as v = >, .o Ox7k and let © be the vector collecting its
coefficients 9. Obviously, we cannot have a Parseval representation of the Hg(Q)-norm of v as
in (2.0, since the basis is not orthonormal. However, we would be happy to have just

||v||§101(m =078, 0 = 0T Ay 0 = |0 Pdy (2.13)
keX

for some diagonal matrix A,. Taking as © each vector of the canonical basis, this should imply
Sk = dy, Vk e X,

i.e., A, should be uniformly spectrally equivalent to D,, := diag.S,. Unfortunately, the eigenval-
ues of the generalized eigenvalue problem S, w = A D, w are not uniformly bounded away from

0 and 4o0o. These eigenvalues are indeed the eigenvalues of the matrix gn =D, 1/ 25,7D; 1/2
which is the stiffness matrix of the H}-normalized BS basis. In particular, if we consider the

O
finite dimensional matrices S}, it is known [24, Proposition 5] that their largest eigenvalues are
uniformly bounded, but the smallest eigenvalues tend to 0 as p~2. Due to (ZI2) the same results
hold for the matrices S}. In conclusion, there is no hope to have (ZI3) with the tensorized BS
basis, and a new basis has to be sought.

2.1.1 Orthonormalization

We have pursued the idea of orthonormalizing the BS basis, since, as shown above, many inner-
products between its functions are indeed zero. To this end, we first observe that the BS
basis functions can be grouped in four families depending on their parity in each of the two
variables (recall that the univariate BS basis functions are alternately even and odd); according
to ([23) functions belonging to different families are mutually H}-orthogonal. Consequently,
after reordering of rows and columns, the matrix S, is block-diagonal with four blocks S,j’ +,
S;r Sy T and S, ~ corresponding to all combinations of even (+) or odd (—) one-dimensional
basis functions in each direction. In addition, it is convenient to deal with H&—normalized basis
functions, which lead to blocks 57;—% For notational simplicity, from now on any normalized block

57;—% will be again denoted by .S, and the corresponding basis functions will still be indicated
by ni for k belonging to an index set again denoted by K. Since the four blocks behave in an
equivalent way, in the following numerical results will be given only for the even-even case.

As a first step we resort to the modified Gram-Schmidt algorithm (see e.g. [19]), which
allows one to build a sequence of functions

Op = Gklm - (2.14)

m<k
such that ggr # 0 and

We will refer to the collection ® := {®} : k € K} as the orthonormal Babuska-Shen basis (OBS
basis) of the above chosen parity; obviously, the associated stiffness matrix Sg with respect to the
HE(Q)-inner product is the identity matrix. Equivalently, if G = (gx) is the upper triangular
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Figure 2: Sparsity patterns

matrix which collects the coefficients generated by the modified Gram-Schmidt algorithm above,
one has

G'S,G=Ss=1, (2.15)

which shows that L := G~7T is the lower-triangular Cholesky factor of Sy. It is important to
notice that for any finite dimensional section S} of S, a similar relation holds, namely

(GP)TSPGP = Squ = 17,

where GP is the upper-left section of the infinite dimensional matrix GG with the same size as

SPand ®P := {®; : k € KP}. This is an obvious consequence of the structure of the Gram-

Schmidt algorithm and the fact that the ordering of the basis functions in KP? is the same as
O

in K. On the contrary, due to the different orderings of the basis functions in K? and X, the

O ]
GS algorithm applied to the matrix S} gives rise to a matrix GP which cannot be obtained by

simply truncating the infinite dimensional G.

Unfortunately, unlike S,,, which is very sparse, the upper triangular matrix G is full. However,
the elements of G exhibit nice decay features which are exemplified in Figure again for
p = 60. The intensity of grey indicates that the entries of G decay to zero moving away from the
main diagonal, with different rates depending on the column. Indeed, recalling formula ([2Z.14]),
it is meaningful to monitor the decay of the elements g, of G that belong to a given column k
for the row index m decreasing from k to 1. Figures[Bf(left) and [3(right) are representative of two
extreme behaviors. Each plot in the figures represents the elements of a column of G starting
from the the main diagonal and moving towards the first row. Figure Bfleft) refers to columns
98,221, 338 which exhibit a “slow” decay. This behavior is typical of those columns associated
to an index k € X with k; close to ks. On the other hand, Figure Bright) refers to columns
105, 231, 351 which exhibit a “fast” decay, a typical behavior of those columns associated to an
index k € X for which &y and ky are very different from each other.

A theoretical upper bound for the elements of G can be obtained applying Theorem 4.1 in
[3]. It ensures that if A is an SPD banded matrix with bandwidth b such that max; a;; = 1, and
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Figure 3: Semi-logaritmic plot of some “slow” decaying columns (left) and “fast” decaying
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if A= LL" is its Cholesky factorization, then the entries of G = L~ obey an exponentially
decaying bound away from the main diagonal, precisely

2 VE -1\
i < _ —Z7 = s 21

where kK = Apax/Amin is the condition number of A. Note however that the observed decay of
gi; is far from being monotonic (see Figures Bfleft) and Blright)).

This oscillatory behavior can indeed be explained by resorting to the recent results presented
in [II], as we are now going to detail. In what follows, for the ease of presentation, let “A”,
“B”, and “C”, resp., refer to the index orderings depicted in Fig. [1(a)} [L(b), and [L(c)] resp.; the

O
latter is a different ordering of the set KP?, which coincides with the A-ordering on the subset

O
KP cXP. Furthermore, we drop the dependence on p when using matrices. As the scheme C is
an expansion of the scheme A, the associated stiffness matrix S, has the form

5, _ 577 St
K ST, So

where S, is the stiffness matrix as§ociated with the scheme A.
Let S, = LLT and let LLT = So9 := S99 — S;*FQSn_lSlg. It holds that

o L o] LT L_lslg v v
Sn—[sg;L—T z} [0 ir ]—-LL’

with L banded with bandwidth m. Since all elements of 5’,7 are less than one, we have
(L)) < 1. (2.17)
Taking the inverse of the previous factorization, we have

S;t=LTL = GGT



with _
é _ L—T _L—TL~—1512L—T
0 LT ‘

This relation tells us that the elements of G := L~ we are interested in, can be read off from
the upper left block of the factor G of S L
Now, we recall that

g o " 0
Sy=Prs,P", 57t =ps; P,

m]
where S, is the stiffness matrix obtained with a lexicographic order (scheme B), and P is a
permutation matrix. It is worth observing that S, corresponds to the reverse Cuthill-McKee

[m]
reordering of S, (see, e.g., [18]).
Denoting by 7(u) the permutation of the index u defined by P, that is el P = ez(u), we have

O
(Sn_l)uv = (Sry_l)w(u)ﬂr(v)’ (218)
For every index u in the diagonal ordering “C”, m(u) is the associated index in the lexico-
graphical ordering “B”. Next lemma details the construction of the map .
Lemma 2.1. Letn:=p—1,d with1 < d <2n—1 and e with 1 < e < min(d,n) —max(0,d—n).
For

d—1
u= Y (min(s,n) —max(0,s —n))+e, (2.19)
s=1
it holds
7(u) = n(min(d,n) — e) + max(0,d —n) + e. (2.20)

Proof. The parameter d with 1 < d < 2n — 1 is the index numbering the diagonals in the
diagonal ordering “C”. The index d = 1 corresponds to the first diagonal made of a single
element (lower-left corner of the square in Figure , while d = n is associated to the main
diagonal and d = 2n — 1 to the last diagonal (upper-right corner of the square in Figure .
The parameter e with 1 < e < min(d,n) — max(0,d — n) is the index numbering the elements
on the d-th diagonal (from upper-left to lower-right). Note that on the d-th diagonal there
are exactly min(d,n) — max(0,d — n) elements. Let (e,d) = (e(u),d(u)) be such that v =
Zf;% (min(s,n)—max(0, s—n))+e, i.e., the element u is associated to the e-th element on the d-th
diagonal. Then, straightforward calculations show that 7(u) = n(min(d, n)—e)+max(0,d—n)+e.
a

Let u,v be two indices in the diagonal ordering “C” and (e,d) = (e(u),d(u)) and (f,g) =
O
(f(v),g(v)) be such that equation ([ZI9) holds. We preliminary want to estimate (ZI8]). For S}
we know that the following result holds.

Proposition 2.1. ([I1, Proposition 2.7]). Let « = n(m—1)+¢ and = n(j —1)+1 for proper
choices of i, 5,0, m.

]
1. If £ =i or m = j then there exists a positive constant v1 = v1(k(Sy)) such that

O

1
-1 -
(S Dasl <m = (2.21)

wz’thm:nl(a,ﬁ) :|£—i|+|m_j|_1'
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[m]
2. If £ # i and m # j then there exists a positive constant v2 = vy2(k(Sy)) such that
O
(8 Daus] < 12— (2.22)
n JeBl =2 g

with ng = na(a, B) = [€ —i| + |m — j| — 2.

Using ([2.20) and Proposition 2.1l we have the following result on the entry decay of the

9

matrix (S,) !

Corollary 2.1. Let u,v be indexes in the C-ordering such that the following holds

d—1 g—1
uw= Y (min(s,n) —max(0,s —n)) +e, v= Z(min(s, n) —max(0,s —n)) + f,
s=1 s=1

for proper choices of the pairs (d,e) and (g, f). Consider 222]) for mw(u),n(v) such that
7(u) = n(min(d,n) — e) + max(0,d —n) + e, 7(v) = n(min(g,n) — f) + max(0,g —n) + f.

Let i,j,¢,m such that 7(u) = n(m — 1) + £ and w(v) = n(j — 1) + i then it holds

]
1. If £ =i or m = j there exists a positive constant v1 = v1(k(Sy)) such that

O
_ 1
|(577 1)7r(u),7r(v)| <m \/ﬂ (223)
with ny = ny(mw(u),7(v)) = | —i| + |m —j] — 1.
a
2. If ¢ # i and m # j then there exists a positive constant o = v2(k(Sy)) such that
O L 1
(S () mw)] < "2 e (2.24)
with ng = ng(mw(u), 7(v)) = |€ —i| + |m — j| — 2.
Proof. 1t is sufficient to employ Proposition 21 with o = 7(u) and 8 = 7 (v). a

Now we are ready to estimate the entries of G = 5'77_ 7. Using Corollary [2.1] we have the
following estimate.

Proposition 2.2. Under the assumptions of Corollary 21, for n(-,-) =n;(-,+), i = 1,2 depend-
ing on the values of the indexes u,v, it holds

(@)l < n(ﬂ(u]; =) (2.25)

where p is the integer part of p/2 and v* = argmin, <<, 517 (u), T(W)).
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Figure 4: An example of the non-monotone behavior of n;(w(u), 7(v)). We fix the pair (¢, m)
(associated to m(u)) and vary (i,7) (associated to 7(v)). Moving vertically (bottom-up) the
quantity | —i| + |m — j| — 1 first decreases and then increases.

Proof. Tt is enough to proceed as in [3, Theorem 4.1], with p corresponding to the matrix

bandwidth, to get the result. Indeed, using G = (gn)_li together with (218), (Z23]) and (2.24)
it holds

v+b—1 v+b—1 g

|(é)u7v| é Z |( u77_1)u,w| |([V/)w,v| = Z |(S17_1)7F(u),7r(w)||([u/)w,v|

< 5 b (2.26)
Vil (u), m(v*))
where we employ ([2.17) and set v* = argmin, <, <, p_1n(7(u), T(w)). a

Let us briefly comment on the estimate (2.25). We first consider the term n;(mw(u), w(v))
where, for the sake of exposition, we fix the index 7(u) and vary the index 7(v) in a given range
of values. This is equivalent to fixing the pair (¢, m) (associated to m(u)) and varying the pair
(i,4) (associated to 7(v)) in a given bounded subset B of N2. As the quantity n;(7(u), 7(v)) =
|¢ —i| 4+ |m — j| — i represents a (modified) ¢!-distance between the points (¢,m) and (i, j), it
follows that varying this latter point can yield (depending on the choice of B) a non-monotone
behavior for n;(m(u), 7(v)) (see Figure H). One can conclude similarly on the non-monotone
behavior of the denominator n;(m(u), 7(v*)) in ([2Z:23]), hence justifying the observed oscillatory
behavior of the entries of G (and hence of GP).

2.1.2 Quasi-orthonormalization

The above documented features suggest us to invoke procedures to wipe-out from G a large
portion of non-zero entries, without significantly modifying the properties of the OBS basis. A
realistic approach will lead us to modify only an upper-left section of the infinite-dimensional
matrix G (corresponding to a certain maximal polynomial degree) and leave the rest of G
unchanged. We will consider and compare various strategies for compressing the chosen section
of that matrix.

In all cases we will use the following notation: G; will indicate the matrix obtained from G
by setting to zero a certain finite set of entries, F := Gy — G will be the matrix measuring the
truncation quality. We assume diag(G;) = diag(G), so that diag(£) = 0. Finally, we introduce
the matrix

Sy =GTlS,G, (2.27)
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which we interpret as the stiffness matrix associated to the modified BS basis defined in analogy
to(2.14) as
k=D Gumklim (2.28)
meM (k)
where My (k) = {m : E;,x = 0}. This forms a new basis in H}(Q) (it is a basis since k € M, (k)
and gir # 0), that will be termed a nearly-orthonormal Babuska-Shen basis (NOBS basis).

Let Dy = diag Sg. We want to find a strategy to build G; such that the eigenvalues X of the
problem

S¢a; = )\Dd)x (2.29)

are close to one and bounded from above and away from 0 independently of the polynomial
degree. To this end the following result provides a sharp limitation on the eigenvalues in terms
of the error matrix E. In the following, we employ the matrix norm induced by the Euclidean
norm for vectors.

Proposition 2.3. Let L := G~ be the lower-triangular Cholesky factor of Sy and E =Gy —G.
Assume that |LTE|| < 1. Then the eigenvalues X of Z29) satisfy

(1-|L"E|)> T3 2
<AL+ |[L*ED,_?|)-.

Proof. We recall that S, = LL" and G; = G + E from which it follows
Sy =(GT+ EN)S,(G+E)=(I+L"E)'(I+L"E).

For x # 0, we write Syx = ADgz. Multiplying by T we get xTS¢x = )\:L"TD¢:E with
xTD¢x < (1+ max I(LTE). ;||*)2"x (2.30)
and, denoting by opin(A) the smallest singular value of A,
2T Syx > (omin((I + LTE)))? > (1 — |LTE|)>. (2.31)

This gives the lower bound. In order to prove the upper bound we proceed as follows. For
yTy = 1, we have

_1 _1 _1 _1
y'D, 284Dy %y < (omax((I + LTE)D,?))? < (14 ||LTED,?|)>.

Corollary 2.2. Assume that |LTE|| < 1. Then the eigenvalues X of 229) satisfy
1— || LTE||)?
L 120 N
1+ (LT E)] (1= [[(L"E))

Proof. Observing that ||(LTE). ;|| = |LT Ee;|| < |[LT E||, being e; the i-th element of the canon-

ical basis, yields the lower bound. On the other hand, taking x = e; in ([2.31]), gives

ILE|
1—||LTE]|

ILTED 2| <

from which the upper bound easily follows.
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_1
2

_1
62) 2 ||LTED¢ ||, the lower bound can be sharpened as follows

Remark 2.1. If opin(D

_1 _1
A2 (omin((I+ LTE)D,?))? > (omin(D, ?) — | LT ED™2|)?

1 1

with O'min(D;ﬁ) = mini(D;z )”
Remark 2.2. It is easy to prove that L”E is a banded matrix whose bandwidth depends on
the bandwidth of L™ and on the bandwidth ¢ of G;. In particular, for i # j we have

0=(L"G)yj = (L"Gy+ L"E);; = (L"Gy)ij + (L' E)s,

or, equivalently, |(LTE);;| = [(LTG)ij|. Hence, if 4, are such that (LTGy);; is nonzero away
from the nonzero band of LT Gy, then the corresponding element of LT E is zero as well. Moreover,
one can prove that for j — ¢ < i we have (LT E);; = 0.

2.2 Compressing the sections G?

Hereafter, we indicate how to efficiently build compressed versions G of the sections GP of the
matrix G for increasing values of the maximal polynomial degree p. One of the crucial quantities
in the subsequent discussion will be the compression ratio

~ nnz(GY)
~ nnz(GP)

where nnz(A) denotes the number of non-zero elements of the matrix A.
Proposition suggests to build GY in such a way that

ILTE|| < tolg (2.32)

is fulfilled, once a tolerance tol < 1 has been fixed. This rigorously guarantees the achievement
of our target, namely that all eigenvalues of (Z.29)) are bounded with their reciprocals indepen-
dently of the polynomial degree. Note that both LT and E are infinite dimensional matrices;
however, the elements of E are certainly zero out of a finite-dimensional section, since we modify
G only within a section GP. As a consequence, the quantity HLTE || is indeed computable, by
considering the corresponding finite dimensional section of L.

In order to fulfill (2.32]), the decay estimate (ZI6) suggests to proceed “diagonal-wise”,
namely to build GY from GP by initially retaining its main diagonal and subsequently adding
the ¢-th diagonal, for ¢ = 1,2,... until condition (2.32]) is satisfied. Figure [§, obtained with
the choice tolg = 0.5, illustrates the typical output of this strategy: the number of activated
diagonals (left) and the compression ratio (right) are reported as functions of the polynomial
degree p. A close inspection reveals that both quantities stabilize around constant values. This
implies that the number of nonzero entries of G needed to ensure ([2:32]) by this strategy grows
significantly with p; note in particular the large value of r (only slightly less that 50%), a clear
indication of the low efficiency of the procedure.

However, Proposition comes in our help, as it indicates that a more sophisticated com-
pression strategy should be applied, than simply neglecting the farthest diagonals from the main
diagonal. Thus, we are led to compressing GP via a thresholding procedure; precisely, recalling
formula ([2I4]), the section GY is obtained by neglecting those entries of G? for which

[9tm| (2.33)

9kk
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Figure 5: Building GY by adding subsequent diagonals of GP: percentage of retained diagonals
of GP (left) and compression ratio r of G} (right), versus the polynomial degree

where t € (0,1) is the thresholding parameter. The value of ¢ is implicitly defined by the
condition that (Z32]) be satisfied with ||[LT E| as close as possible to tolg. A simple bisection
procedure allows one to identify such a nearly-optimal value of ¢.

Figures[@and[f again obtained with tolg = 0.5, illustrate typical outputs of this thresholding
strategy. In particular, Fig. [0l (left) shows that the thresholding parameter ¢, identified by the
bisection procedure, decays as the polynomial degree increases. This behavior seems unavoidable
in order to reach our final target; indeed, numerical experiments (not reported here) clearly
indicate that if we fix the thresholding parameter and vary p, not only the quantity ||L”E||
eventually becomes larger than any fixed tolg < 1, but the smallest eigenvalue of the resulting
stiffness matrix Sy decays to 0. The observed behavior of ¢ implies that entries of GG that were
set to 0 in G¥ for a lower value of p, may subsequently be included in GY for higher values of
p. This phenomenon is well-documented in Fig. [@ (right); we fixed one of the “slow decaying”
columns of G, precisely column 98 already considered in Figure B] (left), and we counted the
number of nonzero elements in that column of G¥: the growth with p is apparent. This indicates
that there are no (upper left) sectors of G} that remain unchanged while furtherly increasing
p; the construction of G¥ is “global” and may involve all relevant columns. Note, however, that
for the same range of p as in Fig. [0l (right), we observed that the number of nonzero elements
of the “fast decaying” column 105 of G¥ remains fixed to 1.

Although we cannot expect the number of non-zero entries in G to be proportional to the
dimension of the matrix, Fig. [[ (left) shows that the compression ratio is decaying, but at a very
slow rate with p and, more importantly, it is more than one order of magnitude smaller than
the compression rate guaranteed by the “diagonal-wise” strategy (compare with Fig. [ (right)).
One example of compressed matrix GY produced in this manner (for p = 100) is shown in Fig.
[@ (right). In addition, the minimal and maximal eigenvalues of the resulting stiffness matrices
Sp = Sf;) exhibit a very moderate deviation from the optimal value 1; this is documented in Fig.
[, which provides a quantitative insight of the upper and lower bounds guaranteed by Corollary
2.2

In conclusion, the thresholding strategy here discussed appears to guarantee the achievement
of our target with a good efficiency for all values of the polynomial degree p relevant in practical
implementations.
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Figure 6: Building G¥ by a thresholding procedure: thresholding parameter ¢ (left) and number
of nonzero elements of a “slow” decaying column of G; (right), versus the polynomial degree
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Figure 7: Building G? by a thresholding procedure: compression ratio r of GY versus the poly-
nomial degree (left), sparsity pattern of the matrix G}% (right)

2.3 Norm representation

From now on, we assume that we work in H{(Q) with a Riesz basis ¢ = {¢y : k € X} given
by ([2:28]), where the matrix Gy is built according to the thresholding strategy presented above,
with a fixed value of tolerance tolg < 1 and a fixed polynomial degree puya.y; precisely, the
upper-left section GPmx of G is replaced by G7™* while the rest of G is unchanged. Obviously,
dealing with such a basis is computationally efficient only if the adaptive algorithm will reach
the prescribed accuracy by activating only basis functions having polynomial degree p < prax.
We will implicitly make this assumption in the sequel.

Thus, if v € H(Q) admits the expansion v = > kex Uk¢r and © denotes the vector collecting
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its coefficients 0y, we have
HquH&(Q) = 0TS0~ "Dyt =Y _ |ig|*dp = 0|3, (2.34)
keX

where Dy := diag Sy is the diagonal matrix with diagonal elements dj, = (S4)i. Correspond-
ingly, any element f € H~(Q) can be expanded along the dual nearly-orthonormal Babuska-
Shen basis ¢* = {¢;} as [ = >, cq [udy, with fr, = (f, #x), yielding the dual norm representa-
tion

12y = S0 1l = llol. - (2.35)
keX

Note that each coefficient fk can be efficiently computed from the values of f on the elements
of the standard BS basis, via ([2.28)):

fe=">" Grm(fsmm) - (2.36)

meMq (k)
Notation. For future references, we introduce the constants of the norm equivalence in (2:34]),
i.e., we assume that the constants 8, and 8* are such that
1
Bilvllmi ) < lvlls < B lvllmy) Vv e Hp(Q), (2.37)
which implies

1 1
EHf”H*l(Q) < | fllg= < EHfHH*l(Q) VfeH(Q). (2.38)

Moreover, the ¢-norm of any v € H}(f2) is equivalent to the ¢2norm of the vector © of its
coefficients, i.e., there exist two constants 0 < d, < d* such that

dlolh < ol < d* ol Vo e HY() . (2.39)

Indeed, employing (Z:30) and ([231]) (under our assumption ||LT E|| < 1) it is immediate to prove
that it holds
dei=(1—|LTE|)? <dp <1+ ||[LTE|? = d* VkeX.
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3 The differential problem and its algebraic representation

We now consider the elliptic problem

(3.1)

Lu=-V-wVu)+ou=f inQ,
u=20 on 0f ,

where v and o are sufficiently smooth real coefficients satisfying 0 < v, < v(x) < v* < oo and
0<o(z) <o* <ooin ; let us set a, = v, and a* = max(v*,0*). Assuming f € H~1(Q), we
formulate this problem variationally as

wueV : a(u,v) =(f,v) YveV, (3.2)

where a(u,v) = [vVu- Vv + [oouv. We denote by [Jv]| = y/a(v,v) the energy norm of any
v € V, which satisfies

Vaullvllay o) < Wl < Vor|vll gy o) - (3.3)

Let us identify the solution v = ), uy¢y of Problem ([B.2]) with the vector u = (u)gex of its
nearly-orthonormal Babuska-Shen (NOBS) coefficients. Similarly, let us identify the right-hand
side f with the vector f = ( fg)gex of its dual NOBS coefficients. Finally, let us introduce the
semi-infinite, symmetric and positive-definite stiffness matrix

A= (af)erex  with  ajy = a(én, d0) - (3.4)
Then, Problem ([B.2)) can be equivalently written as
A¢’LL = f 5 (35)

where, thanks to the previous assumptions and the norm equivalences ([2.37)-(239), A, defines
a bounded invertible operator in £2(X).

The rest of this section will be devoted to prove that if the operator coefficients v and o are
real analytic in a neighborhood of 2 = [0,1]> C C x C (which implies that the rate of decay
of their Legendre coefficients is exponential), then the stiffness matrix A4 belongs to a certain
exponential class, i.e., its entries exponentially decay away from the diagonal. This property
will be crucial in studying the optimality properties of the subsequent adaptive algorithm. After
introducing the classes of exponentially decaying matrices and some useful properties related to
them, we will obtain the claimed result by using the relation

Ay =Gl A,Gy (3.6)
together with suitable exponential decay properties of the factors A, and Gj.

Definition 3.1 (Regularity classes for A). A matriz A is said to belong to the exponential class
De(y) if there exists a constant ¢4 > 0 such that its elements satisfy

|| < Cm,e_“/”m_"uf1 m,n € X . (3.7)

Property 3.1 (Inverse of A). If A € D.(v) and it is invertible then A~ € D.(7), for some
7€ (0,7]
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Proof. See [22, Proposition 2]. a

For any integer J > 0, let Ay denote the following symmetric truncation of the matrix A

age i |[0—k||p < J,
A — 3.8
S { 0 elsewhere. (38)

Then, we have the following well-known results (see, e.g., [10, Property 2.4]).
Property 3.2 (Truncation). If A € D.(v) then there exists a constant C4 such that
A= Ajll < pa(J,y) == Cae™ "’
for all J > 0. Consequently, under the assumptions of Property[3.1, one has
1A~ = (ATl < a1 (]7) (3.9)
where we let 5 be defined in Property [
We now state the basic assumption on the coefficients of the operator £.

Assumption 3.1. Let v(x) = > cq vkLli(x) and o(x) = Y, oo onLi(x), resp., be the mul-
tidimensional Legendre expansions of the operator coefficients v and o, resp. (with Ly(x) =
Ly, (x1) Ly, (22)). There exist v > 0 and a positive constant Cy only depending on ~y such that

i, Jow] < Cre Mkl vk e K

Lemma 3.1 (Exponential decay of A;). Let {n}rex be the tensorized BS basis functions and
Ay = (a})erex with afy, = a(n,me) be the stiffness matriz associated to the operator L. Under
Assumption [31), it holds

|af,| < Ce =l yn,m e x (3.10)
where C' is a constant only depending on 7.

Proof. Due to the highly technical nature of the proof, we postpone it to the Appendix. d

The proof of the exponential decay of G relies on the following intermediate result.

Lemma 3.2 (Exponential decay of Sy Y. Let Sy be the stiffness matriz of the tensorized
Babuska-Shen basis with respect to the HE(Q)-inner product. Then there exists 4 > 0 such
that S, € De(5).

Proof. We preliminary observe that, thanks to (Z3), S, is a banded matrix with half bandwidth
equal to 2, once we endow the index set K with the ¢!-metric, i.e., (S;)mr = 0 if ||k —m|[n > 2.
To conclude it is sufficient to apply Property Bl to S, (which is banded, thus trivially with
exponential decay). a

Lemma 3.3 (Exponential decay of G and Gy). Let G be the semi-infinite matriz satisfying
equation (ZI0)). Then there exists ¥ > 0 such that G € D.(y). Moreover, let Gy denote the
matriz obtained from G by setting to zero a certain finiite (or infinite) set of entries. Then Gy
belongs to the same exponential class of G, i.e. Gy € De(7).



19

Proof. We proceed extending the idea of [3, Theorem 4.1] to the present infinite-dimensional
setting (see also [21], 23] for similar results). Recall that S, has been normalized so that (.S,);;, =
1 for all i € X. Here S, = LLT is the Cholesky factorization of Sy (with L lower triangular
infinite dimensional matrix). Using the fact that S, is a banded matrix (with unitary band)
once the index set K is endowed with the ¢! metric and noticing that it holds G = L™7T we get

Jj+1
Gij=> (S ule;  i.jEX. (3.11)
k=j

Employing the exponential decay of S, ! (see Lemma [B3.2)) and recalling that the normalization
of S, implies |¢;;| < 1 for all i, j € X, we obtain

Jj+1 Jj+1 n
Gl < YISy Dallg| < ¢ el
k=j k=j
< C Z card(K (q))e 4 (3.12)
q=|li—jllp
where K(q) :={k € [j,j+1]: |i—k|p = q} C K. Note that as the index subset K (¢q) inherits

the ordering of X (see Fig. [1(a)]), the notion of interval [j, 7 + 1] entering into the definition of
K(q) has to be intended consistently with this ordering. It is immediate to verify that it holds
card(K (q)) < Cq for a positive constant C' independent of q. Then it follows, for some 4 < 4.

Gyl <C Y e creliTla e (3.13)
q=[li=jlle
The second part of the theorem is immediate. a

Now we are ready to establish the main result of this section.
Proposition 3.1. Under Assumption [31] there exists vz € (0,7] such that Ay € De(7g).

Proof. Recall the expression of Ay given in ([B.6). Employing [22] Proposition 1] together with
Lemmas B3] and B we deduce that the product A, = Gf A,G; of exponentially decaying
semi-infinite matrices is exponentially decaying with a lower decay rate. d

4 An adaptive algorithm with contraction properties

Given any finite index set A C K, we define the subspace Vi = span {¢y |k € A} of V = H}(Q);
we set |[A| = card A, so that dimVy = [A|. We set suppv := A if v = Y, _\ Dpdp with all
O # 0. If v € V admits the expansion v = ) 4 Ux¢x, then we define its projection Pyv upon
VA by setting Pav = ) op Ox¢k. Similarly, we define the subspace Vi = span{¢} |k € A} of
V' = H=1(Q); if v admits an expansion f = D okex fkqb,’;, then we define its projection P} f upon
Vi by setting PYf = >, cn frdi-

Given any finite A C K, the Galerkin approximation of ([3.2) is defined as

up € Vo o alup,vp) = (f, o) Yop € Vi . (4.1)
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For any w € V), we define the residual r(w) € V' as
r(w)=f—Lw=Y #(w)gp,  where  fi(w)=(f - Lw,¢r) = (f.dx) — a(w, ¢x) -
keX

Then, the previous definition of u, is equivalent to the condition Pyr(up) =0, i.e., 7x(up) =0
for every k € A. By the continuity and coercivity of the bilinear form, one has

1 1
o )z @) < llu = uallmyo) < —lIrCua)llz-r@) (4.2)

which in view of (Z38]) can be rephrased as

*

Bs B
o Ma)llor < Jlu = uallmy ) < -llr(ua) (4.3)

The norm of the residual is hardly computable in practice, since in general the residual r(uy)
contains infinitely many coefficients. Therefore, we introduce an approximation 7(uy) of such
residual with finite expansion (indexed in some finite set A C XK). More precisely, we assume
there exists a feasible algorithm which for any fixed parameter 0 < 6 < 1 and for any v with a
finite expansion builds an approximation 7(v) of r(v) such that the following crucial inequality
holds :

[7(v) = 7(0)llg= < 07 (v)llg (4.4)
This implies (1 — 0)[|7(v)|l¢+ < [[r(v)|lgx < (14 9)||7(v)||¢+ so that, by (3], we obtain
B _ 5
(1- )—IIT(UA)Ilqs* lu = uall gy o) < (1 + 5)—||?“(uA)||¢* (4.5)
Therefore, we are led to use as a posteriori error estimator the quantity
1/2
Est(ua) = [[F(un) o = | D 1)l (4.6)

kel

where (ﬁ; are the coefficients of 7(up) with respect to the dual basis ¢*. In order to adaptively
increase the accuracy of the approximation of the Galerkin solution, we apply a Dorfler-marking
(or bulk-chasing) strategy. Precisely, given 6 € (0,1) we look for a minimal set A* C X such
that

Est(up; A™) := || Py«7(ua) ||+ > 0 Est(ua),

which is equivalent to [[F(ua) — Py.7(ua)|lgx < V1 —02||7(un)|g+. A set A* of minimal cardi-
nality can be immediately determined rearranging the coefficients (77)7€ in non-increasing order
of modulus. Next, exploiting the exponential decay of the entries of the stiffness matrix inverse
(see Proposition Bl and Property B.]), we enrich the set A* by considering its neighborhood of
some radius J depending on # and the constants in ([3.9]). This will guarantee that the conver-
gence of our algorithm can be made arbitrarily fast by choosing 6 sufficiently close to 1. As a
final ingredient, we introduce a coarsening procedure which removes the negligible components
of the Galerkin solution at the expense of a controlled increase of the approximation error. This
stage is crucial to guarantee the optimality (in a sense made precise later on) of the approximate
solution produced by our adaptive algorithm.
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4.1 FPC-ADLEG: a feasible adaptive algorithm

We now introduce the following procedures, by which we build our adaptive algorithm.

e up = GAL(A)
Given a finite subset A C K, the output up € Vj is the solution of the Galerkin problem
([4.10) relative to A.

o 7:=F-RES(v,,9)

Given ¢ € (0,1) and a function vy € V) for some finite index set A, the module builds an
approximate residual 7(v) such that (£4]) holds. This is accomplished by building suitable
finite approximations of the image Lvp and of the right-hand side f (see [10], Sect. 3.2 for
further details). Employing a feasible residual allows us to work with a finite set of dual
basis functions ¢ (i.e., with the index k belonging to a finite dimensional subset of X), or,
equivalently, to involve in the expression of the residual only an upper-left (finite) section
of the infinite-dimensional matrix G; and not the whole G;. As already mentioned, we
assume that the polynomial degrees of the basis functions activated during the adaptive
algorithm (see below the sets OA,, produced by the Dérfler modulus) never exceed a given
maximum degree ppax. This, in turn, is equivalent to assuming that the value of ppax,
which determines the construction of GP»ax via the Gram-Schmidt procedure, is chosen so
large that all the generated upper-left (finite) sections G} are contained in GPmax. Clearly,
such a choice of ppax is related to the value of the parameter § and to the tolerance tol
employed to stop the algorithm. The possibility of adaptively increasing pma.x during the
algorithm in order to fulfil this requirement will be considered elsewhere.

e A*:= DORFLER(r,0)
Given 6 € (0,1) and an element r € V/ having a finite expansion, the ouput A* C X is a
finite set of minimal cardinality such that the following inequality holds:

. (4.7)

[1PR-rllg= = Ol

e A*:=ENRICH(A,J)
Given an integer J > 0 and a finite set A C K, the output is the set

A :={k e X : there exists £ € A such that ||k —{||n < J}.

Note that since the procedure adds a 2-dimensional ball of radius J in the ¢'-metric around
each point of A, the cardinality of the new set A* can be estimated as |A*| < 2J2|A].

e A* := E-DORFLER(r, )
Given 6 € (0,1) and an element r € H~1(I) with finite expansion, the ouput A* C X is
defined by the sequence

A :=DORFLER(r,0), A*:= ENRICH(A,J)) (4.8)
B2 /1-02

where Jy is the smallest integer for which ¢ 4-1(Jg, ) = Cy-1e7 770 < TN\ oo
Property B.2]).

(recall
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e A:= COARSE(w,¢)
Given a function w € Vj~ for some finite index set A*, and an accuracy ¢ > 0 which is
known to satisfy [[u —wl|g1(q) < €, the output A € A* is a set of minimal cardinality such
that
|w— Prw||p < 204€. (4.9)

We are now ready to introduce our adaptive algorithm, which we call Feasible Predictor-
Corrector ADaptive LEGendre method (FPC-ADLEG). Given a tolerance tol € [0, 1), a mark-
ing parameter 6 € (0,1) and a feasibility parameter 0 < § < v/1 — 62, FPC-ADLEG reads as
follows.

Algorithm FPC-ADLEG(,0, tol)
Set ug:=0, Ag:=0,n=—1
70 := F-RES(uyg, 0)
do

n<n+1
dA,, := E-DORFLER(7,,0)

Aps1 = A, UOA,

ﬂnH = GAL(An_H)

Ans1 := COARSE (an+1, 35 VT— 02 ||F|
Unt1 := GAL(A,41)

Fn-i—l = F-RES(Un+1, 6)

o)

while H?TL-HH(#* > fTOlé

Theorem 4.1 (contraction property of FPC-ADLEG). Setting p := 9ot o 11__(?2 then the

O B*
errors u — u, generated for n > 0 by the algorithm satisfy the inequalities

lu = il ey < Pl — tnll sy (4.10)

Therefore, if 0 is chosen in such a way that p < 1, for any tol > 0 the algorithm terminates in
a finite number of iterations, whereas for tol = 0 the sequence u,, converges to u in H&(Q) as
n — 0. a

Proof. The contraction factor p can be estimated following the same guidelines used in [I0] Sect.
3.3] for getting formula (3.23) therein; obviously, here we use equs. (43]) and (£5). From (.I0)
it is standard to deduce the bounds |lu— unHH&(Q) < p”Hu—uoHHé(Q) for any n > 0, which imply
the convergence of the algorithm for tol = 0 and the finite termination property for tol > 0 using
the left-hand side estimate in (Z.5H]). a

Note that each iteration of PC-ADLEG can be viewed as a predictor step followed by a
corrector step. The predictor step guarantees an arbitrarily large error reduction (by suitably
enriching the output set from the Dorfler procedure) at the expense of possibly activating an
unnecessarily large number of basis functions. The coarsening procedure acts as a corrector step
which removes the negligible components of the output of the predictor step. The quantitative
description of this mechanism will be possible after we introduce suitable sparsity classes.
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4.2 Nonlinear approximation and sparsity classes
Given any v € V we define its best N-term approximation error as

E = inf — P .
N(v) ACJ{{HWZNHU AVl

We will be interested in classifying functions according to the decay law of their best N-term
approximations, as N — 00, i.e., according to the “sparsity” of their expansions along the NOBS
basis. In particular, we will consider the following exponential class.

Definition 4.1 (Exponential class of functions). For v > 0 and 0 < q < 2, we denote by qu
the set defined as

ALt= {v eV ¢ ||Jv] g := sup En(v) exp(v(N/2)%?) < —I—oo} .
G N>0

For functions v in Aj;? one can estimate the minimal cardinality of a set A such that ||v—Pav||4 <

¢ as follows
; o]l \ >
|A] < log . —~ + 1. (4.11)

72/‘1

We note that the class of functions that are analytic in an ellipsoid containing in its interior
the set ) belongs to .AZ;’I. More generally, functions that are not analytic in € but possess a
certain Gevrey regularity belong to A%? for some 0 < ¢ < 1 (see [9, 2] for more details).

Let us assume that the solution u to (BI]) belongs to some ALY The optimality of an
algorithm for approximating u is defined as the capability of constructing, for any € > 0, a finite
dimensional approximation uy satisfying |lu —ual[1(q) < € with the cardinality of A := suppua
bounded as in ([{I1]), possibly up to some additive constant. A further optimality requirement
concerns the cardinality of the supports of all the intermediate functions introduced by the
algorithm in order to compute uy: these cardinalities should all be proportional to |A|, with a
proportionality constant independent of e.

For the analysis of the optimality of our algorithm it is important to investigate the sparsity
class of the image Lv for the operator £ defined in (B]), when the function v belongs to the
sparsity class .AZTJq. The proof is omitted, as it is similar to the one of [I0, Proposition 5.2].

Proposition 4.1 (Continuity of £ in A5?). Let the differential operator L be such that the
corresponding stiffness matriz satisfies Ay € De(vz) for some constant vy > 0 (recall Proposition
[Z1). Assume that v € qu for some v > 0 and q € (0,2]. Let one of the two following set of
conditions be satisfied.

(a) If the matriz Ay is banded with 2m + 1 non-zero diagonals, let us set

_ v .
(b) If the matriz Ay is dense, but the constants ¢ and v satisfy the inequality v < 24/~ let
us set q
¥ =C(a)y, q= m )

where we define

(q) = (18;qq>2(+1q) : (4.12)

I
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Then, one has Lv € .A:Y’q, with
1£vllgza < Nollage - (4.13)

This result indicates that the residual is expected to belong to a less favorable sparsity class
than the one of the solution.

We are ready to relate the cardinality of the finite expansions activated by the algorithm
FPC-ADLEG to the sparsity class of the solution.

Theorem 4.2 (Cardinalities in FPC-ADLEG). Suppose that u € A}, for some v > 0 and
q € (0,2]. Then, there exists a constant C > 1 independent of 0 such that

2 Jull e e
|suppuy| < —— | log ———%—— +1og C +1, V' n>0. (4.14)
v [ = unll g e

If, in addition, the assumptions of Proposition [{.1] are satisfied, then there exists a constant
C, > 1 proportional to (1 — 62)~'/2 such that the feasible residual 7(u,) satisfies

2

_ 2 lull g2 /1

|supp 7(uy)| < —7- | log + log C, +1 Yn>0, (4.15)
SR HU—UnHHg(Q)

where ¥ = 27125 and 7 < ~, ¢ < q are the parameters defined in Proposition [£-1. Moreover,
the intermediate Galerkin solution t,11 computed in the predictor step satisfies

2

) 2 lull g /1

|supp 41| < 17 log T + log C, +1, VYn>0, (4.16)
v nllHg ()

where % is defined by the relation 5~2/1 = y=2/942J25=2/7 with Jp introduced in E-DORFLER.

Proof. The results can be established following the guidelines used in [10] for the Fourier case:
see, in particular, the proof of Theorem 8.1 for establishing ([4.14]) and the proof of Theorem 8.3
for establishing (4I5)-(£I6]). We omit the details since the essential ingredients are the same
as in the quoted reference. a

The theorem indicates that the predictor step is driven by the sparsity class of the residual,
which in view of Proposition [£.I] may be worse than the sparsity class of the exact solution;
therefore, optimality with respect to the latter class is not guaranteed. On the other hand, the
corrector step brings the cardinality close to the optimal one determined by the sparsity class
of the solution (compare (£I4]) to (£I1)) in which v = u and € = |ju — UnHH(}(Q))-

Appendix

Proof of Lemma[31l In the following we will make extensive use of the following property of
the product of univariate Legendre polynomials (see, e.g., [1]):

min(m,n)

(
Lo(@i)Ln(zi) = > Al Lignoor(z;)  i=1,2 (4.17)
r=0
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with
A Ap—r Ar Ay 2n+2m —4r + 1

s Apgm—r  2n4+2m —2r+1

and 13.5...2m—1)  (2m)!
Aoi=1,  Api= - = i

Moreover we recall the following asymptotic estimates (see [9]):

e Case 0 <7 < min(m,n):

T (19

o Caser=0: A .

e Case r = min(m,n) and m # n:
A Ap—n ,
mlfz(:a:()mr: -~ \/i% \/mln(zljz()n\l/]: —n ' (4.20)
When m = n it is sufficient to use Ap =1 to get AX—"‘?O =1
We begin from the following expression:

al, = /Qu(x)Vnm(x)Vnn(x)dx + /Q o ()1 ()0 (@) dz =: al}) + al0) . (4.21)

We first estimate ay. Let m = (mq1,m2) and n = (n1,ny) then using the notation v := v(x1,z9)

and the relation 7y, (z;) = —+/k — 1/2L;_1(z;), i = 1,2, we have
aly), = /leim (1), (@1) Ty (22) Ny (22)day dag + /Q Uiy (1) (1) iy (22) 10, (22) iy iy
= Brln,,n/ VL, —1(21) Ly —1(21)[Limy—2(72) — Ly (22)][Lny—2(72) — Ly (72)]dz1d22
Q

+ B?n,n/QV[Lml—z(ﬂ?l) = Ly (21)][Lny —2(21) — Liny (22)] Ly —1(22) Ly —1 (22)dz1d32
= Ji+J (4.22)

where we set

B Vmi—1/2y/ng —1/2 B Vma —1/2y/ny —1/2
e Viamg — 2y/4ng — 2 e Viamy — 2y/4ng — 2 )
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Let us focus on the first term J;. Straightforward calculations yield
ho= Bhd /Q VLo 1(21) Ly 1 (1) Doy —2(22) Ly 2(2)d1 s
—/QVLml_l(ml)Lm_l(ml)Lmz(azg)Lm_g(mg)dmldazg
- /Q ULy —1(21) Ly —1 (1) Ly —2(22) Ly (22) 1 it

—I—/ I/Lml_l(l‘l)Lnl_l(l‘l)LmQ($2)Ln2(l‘2)dl‘1d$2}
Q
= J+ 4T+ T

For the ease of presentation we only show how to estimate Ji as the other terms can be worked
out similarly. Employing ({I7]) we obtain

min(mi—1,n1—1)
1 _ 1 1
Jl - Bm,n/y § : Am1_17n1_1Lm1+n1—2—2r1(331)
Q r1=0

min(mo—2,n2—2)
r
) Ay —2mg—2Lmatno—a—2r, (2) dz122

ro=0
min(mi—1,n1—1) min(ma—2,n2—2)
_ 1 1 T2
- Bm,n E : E : Am1_17n1_1Am2_27n2_2/QVLm1+n1—2—2r1Lm2+n2—4—2r2d$1$2-

r1=0 ro=0
Using the multidimensional Legendre expansion v(x) = ) ;o vk Li(z) we obtain

min(mi—1,n1—1) min(ma—2,n2—2) el ro
Aml —1,n;—1 m2—2,n2—2ym1 +n1—2-2r1,ma+nz—4—2r2

Ji = 4B} :
1 m,n 7»122:0 T?Z::O [Z(ml +ny—2— 27"1) + 1][2(TTL2 +ng —4— 2’/’2) + 1]

We now employ the asymptotic estimates ([@IS)-(20) to bound the terms A7} ,, o and

A22—2,n2—2‘ Accordingly, we need to distinguish among several cases depending on the combi-

nation of the values assumed by r1 and r5. However, for the ease of reading, we only consider
the case 0 < r; < min(my — 2,n1 — 2) and 0 < r9 < min(mg — 2,15 — 2) as the other ones can
be treated similarly. In this case, ([LIJ)) yields

AT 1 \/n1+m1—4—7"1 2(n1—2)—|—2(m1—2)—47‘1—|—1

1 . (423
m1—2,n1—2 T/mi —2—riy/ng —2—r1y/r12(n —2) +2(my —2) —2r; + 1 ( )
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A similar estimate holds also for Aﬁ2_27n2_2. Thus we have

Brln,nA;%—lml—lAZg—an—Z -~
[2(7’)@1 +ny—2— 27"1) + 1][2(TTL2 +ng —4 — 27’2) + 1] o
N\/le—l\/in—l Vng +mo —4—roy/ng+mp —4—nr
- \/2777,2 — 1\/277,2 —1 \/777,2 —2— 7“2\/77,2 —2— 27’2\/7’_2\/7712 -2 7“2\/712 -2 - 27’2\/5
1

(2mg + 2ng — 2ry — 7)(2my + 20y — 21 — 3)

- \/mMing 1 1 1
o \/ml—1—7"1\/n1—1\/ﬁ\/n1—|—m1—2—7‘1 \/n2+m2—4—7‘2\/2m2—1\/2n2—1

1
\/TTLQ -2 —7'2\/’112 -2 27"2\/6
N 1 1 1
~ V/min(my +ny — 2,[my — ny|) V2 +ma —4 —ra/2my — 1y/2n5 — 1
1
\/TTLQ —2—7’2\/712 —2—27"2\/6

<1

Thus we have

min(mi1—1,n1—1) min(ma—2,n2—2)

Jll S Z Z Vmi4n1—2—2r1,ma+nz—4—2rs- (4.24)
r1=0 ro=0
Similar estimates can be obtained for the terms J?, ..., J{ yielding

min(mi—1,n1—1) min(ma—2,n2—2)
Jl 5 5 5 Vmq+n1—2-2r1,ma+no—4—2rs
r1=0 ro=0
min(mi—1,n1—1) min(ma,n2—2)
+ E E Vmi4n1—2—2r;,mo+no—2—2r9
r1=0 ro=0
min(mi—1,n1—1) min(ma—2,n2)
+ E E Vmi4n1—2—2r;,mo+no—2—2r9
r1=0 ro=0
min(mi—1,n1—1) min(ma,n2)

+ E E Vmi+n1—2-2r1,ma+no—2rs-

r1=0 ro=0
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Anaologously, we can prove the following estimate for the term Jy

min(mi—2,n1—2) min(ma—1,n2—1)
J2 5 E E Vmq+n1—4—2r1 ,ma+no—2—2r2
r1=0 ro=0
min(mi,n1—2) min(ma—1,n2—1)
+ E E le +n1—2-2r1,ma+n2—2—2r3
r1=0 ro=0
min(mi1—2,n1) min(ma—1,n2—1)
+ E E le +n1—2-2r1,ma+n2—2—2r3
r1=0 ro=0
min(mq,n1) min(mao—1,n2—1)

+ § § Vmi4ni1—2r1,ma+ng—2—2ro-

r1=0 ro=0

Assuming |vg| < C’ne_'Y”k”Zl for every k € X and employing the above estimates for J; and Js,
we obtain

min(mi—1,n1—1) min(ma—2,n2—2)

‘a(l)’ < e—ﬁ/(\ml—nl\+|m2—n2|){ § : § : e—2fy(min(m1—1,n1—1)—r1)e—2w(min(m2—2,n2—2)
mn ~
r1=0 ro=0
min(mi,n1) min(mo—1,n2—1)
4.+ § § e—2fy(min(m1,nl)—rl)e—2fy(min(m2—1,n2—1)—r2)}
r1=0 ro=0

< erlmimml+ma—nal) _ ce=rlim=nl

(0)

We now estimate amn. Let m = (mq1,mg) and n = (n1,ng) then recalling ([22)) and using
the notation o := o(x1,x2) we have

a9, = / s (1) (1) g (22) g (2) 1
Q

- o /Q o1(Loms -2 — L) (Ens -2 — L )@ ) [(Dmg—2 — Lony) (B — L)) (22) 1 v

- C;,Lz /Q U[Lm1—2Ln1—2 - Lm1—2Ln1 - Lm1 Ln1—2 + Lnlel](xl)[Lm2—2Ln2—2 +
_Lm2—2LTL2 - LmzLTLQ—Q + anLmQ]($2)d$ldx2

—Tz)
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. 1 . .
with C! = . Now employing ([£I7) we obtain
m V/(4m1—1)(4ma—1)(4n1—1)(4na—1) ploying
min(mi—2,n1—2) min(mi—2,n1)
0 _ n r1
% - Cm/ U[ § A mi—2,n1— 2Lm1+n1 4-2r1 — § Am1 2 nle1+n1—2—2r1
Q r1=0 r1=0
min(mi,n1—2) min(mi,n1)
T
- E : Aml,nl oLmy+ny—2-2r, + E Aml,nle1+n1—2r1} (z1)
r1=0 r1=0
min(ma—2,n2—2) min(mz—2,n2)
72 T2
E : Am2 2,n0— 2Lm2+n2—4—2T2 - E : Am2 2n2Lm2+n2—2—2T2
ro=0 ro=0
min(ma,n2—2) min(ma,n2)
T
- E : Anf%w 2Lm2+n2 2-2r5 + E A:rztg no m2+n2—27‘2 (5E2)d331d$2'
ro=0 ro=0
= Il+...+[16.
We now need to estimate I1,..., 1. To simplify the exposition, we only show how to estimate

11, as the other terms can be treated similarly.
Using the multidimensional Legendre expansion o(z) = ), 4 oxLr(7) together with (2.1
we get

min(mi —2,n1—2) min(ma—2,n2—2)
n r
L = Cm E E , Am1 —2,n1— 2An3,2—2,n2—2/ ULm1+n1—4—27’1Lm2+n2—4—2r2dx1dx2
Q
r1=0 ro=0

min(mi—2,n1—2) min(mga—2,n2—2)

- on Z Z Aml 2,n1— QAZZ_2’n2_20m1+n1—4—2r1,m2+n2—4—27“2
m [2(m1 +mn1 —4—2r1) + 1][2(me +ng —4 — 2r9) + 1]

r1=0 ro=0

We now employ the asymptotic estimates (LIS)-(@.20) to bound the terms A}, —, and
Aﬁ2 2.my—2 Accordingly, we need to distinguish among several cases depending on the combi-
nation of the values assumed by r; and 9. However, for the ease of reading, we only consider
the case 0 < r; < min(m; — 2,n; —2) and 0 < r9 < min(ms — 2,n9 — 2) as the other ones can

be treated similarly. In this case, (LIJ)) yields

r 1 \/n1+m1—4—7"1 2(n1—2)—|—2(m1—2)—47‘1—|—1
Ay —om—2 ™ . (4.25)
= = 7T\/m1—2—7“1\/n1—2—7‘1\/ﬁ2(n1—2)—1—2(m1—2)—2r1—|—1
A similar estimate holds also for A” 22 9.mp—2- Hence, we have
Aml —2,n1—2 :732—2,n2—2 < 1 (426)

2(m1+n1—4—2r)+1][2(mg +ng —4—2r9) + 1] ™~
Employing (£19]) and ([4.20) yields similar estimates for the cases r1 = 0, min(m; — 2,y — 2)

and r9 = 0, min(mgy — 2,n9 — 2). In conclusion, we get

min(mi —2,n1—2) min(mz—2,n2—2)

> Y Omitm—d-2rmatna—d-2ra. (4.27)

r1=0 ro=0

I

A
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Similar estimates can be obtained for Is, ..., ;g thus yielding

min(mi—2,n1—2) min(ma—2,n2—2)

0 E 2 :
agnzl 5 Omy+n1—4—2r1,mo+ns—4—2ry

r1=0 ro=0

min(mai,n1) min(ma,n2)

+...+ E E Omi4ni1—2r1,ma+na—2rs-

r1=0 ro=0
Assuming |o| < C’ne_V”k”ﬂ for every k € X and employing the above estimate, we obtain

min(mi—2,n1—2) min(ma—2,n2—2)
‘CL(O) ’ < e—ﬁ/(\ml—nl\+|m2—n2|){ § § e—2fy(min(m1—2,n1—2)—7"1)e—2w(min(m2—2,n2—2)
mn ~
r1=0 ro=0

min(mi,n1) min(msa,nz)

+...+ Z Z 6—2’7(min(m1,m)—m)e—2w(min(m2,n2)_r2)}

r1=0 ro=0
—y(Imi1—ni1|+|m2—n2|) _ —ylim=nj|,1
< e |+ ) — Cellm=nll,x

This concludes the proof. a
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