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Abstract
Convergence rates in spectral regularization methods quantify the approxima-
tion error in inverse problems as a function of the noise level or the number
of sampling points. Classical strong convergence rate results typically rely on
source conditions, which are essential for estimating the truncation error. How-
ever, in the framework of kernel approximation, the truncation error in the case
of Tikhonov regularization can be characterized entirely through sampling in-
equalities, without invoking source conditions. In this paper, we first generalize
sampling inequalities to spectral regularization, and then, by exploiting the con-
nection between inverse problems and kernel approximation, we derive weak
convergence rate bounds for inverse problems, independently of source conditions.
These weak convergence rates are established and analyzed when the forward
operator is compact and uniformly bounded, or the kernel operator is of trace
class.
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1 Introduction
The problem of recovering a function from discrete data arises in various application
domains such as inverse problems, interpolation, kernel approximation and learning
[1–5]. The quality of the estimation is typically assessed in terms of convergence rates,
which quantify the decay of the approximation error as the number of data samples
increases. In inverse problems, given a finite and discrete set of noise-corrupted ob-
servations, spectral regularization schemes yield one-parameter families of estimators
whose squared-norm error satisfies the classical bias–variance trade-off. The key point
in the study of convergence rates is the source condition, which is crucial for bounding
the bias term. Source conditions encode a priori smoothness assumptions on the (pos-
sibly generalized) solution f† of an inverse problem described by the forward equation
Af† = g, where A : H1 → H is a compact linear operator. The classical form is

f† = ψ(A∗A)w, w ∈ H1,

where ψ is an index function, for example ψ(t) = tµ for the classical Holder-type source
conditions [2, 6]. In inverse problems, convergence rate bounds have been established
in both a deterministic setting, where the noise is infinite dimensional, and a statistical
setting, where the data are drawn from a (possibly unknown) distribution. These
analyses accommodate general classes of operators, such as Hilbert–Schmidt or trace-
class operators [7, 8]. Moreover, a precise correspondence between the convergence
rates in these two settings has been established [9]. The main limitation of source
conditions is that, while they guarantee the theoretical computability of the bounds,
they impose assumptions that are often unrealistic and rarely satisfied in practice.

A different but related line of research arises in kernel approximation and ap-
proximation theory, where convergence rate results are derived under a deterministic
setting, and sampling is therefore treated as a geometric process yielding a set of
points Xn = {x1, . . . , xn} ⊂ X contained in the compact subset over which functions
are defined. The central tool for bounding the approximation error are the sampling
inequalities that are defined in terms of the fill distance

hXn,X := sup
x∈X

min
xi∈Xn

∥x− xi∥ .

This quantity reflects the density of the distribution of the sampling points, and
offer a concrete way to measure how well the domain is covered [10–12]. Since the
deterministic approximation error studied in approximation theory mirrors the bias
term in statistical inverse problems, it is natural to ask:

Is it possible to establish error estimates for spectral regularization of inverse problems
by using sampling inequalities and, therefore, independently of source conditions?

In this study, we provide a positive response to this question under the condition that
the error estimates are given in a weak sense. To achieve this result, we analyze the
interplay between operator-theoretic regularization and kernel approximation theory
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by exploiting that the image of a compact operator is a Reproducing Kernel Hilbert
Space (RKHS). Our main contributions are the following:

1. we generalize the bounds for the approximation error using sampling inequalities to
the setting of spectral regularization methods, obtaining deterministic bias bounds
depending explicitly on the fill distance h;

2. we derive upper bounds on the variance term under gaussian noise models, by
incorporating additive noise in the sampling process;

3. we use such approximation bounds to give weak error estimates for spectral
regularized solutions in inverse problems.

Weak error estimates are obtained by selecting suitable test functions. In this
study we consider two classes of test functions, each of which depends on the forward
operator, providing two distinct ways to evaluate the convergence of spectral recon-
struction error in a weak sense. The main advantage of using sampling inequalities to
derive these error bounds is that the resulting estimates do not require any a priori
assumptions on the smoothness of the source, which is rarely available in practical
applications. In contrast, such weak estimates depend on geometric properties of the
sampling set, most notably the fill distance. This shift can make the resulting error
bounds potentially meaningful in real-world problems, since the fill distance can ei-
ther be computed directly from the data, as in the case of a training set in supervised
learning, or be known in advance, as in image reconstruction where the sampling
pattern is controlled (e.g., sensor locations, acquisition grids).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the mathematical setup
and highlight the connection between approximation problems in RKHS and inverse
problems solutions. In Section 3, we state our main results, which include new bounds
for spectral regularized solutions of approximation problems, obtained via sampling
inequalities, and their translation into weak error estimates for spectral regularized
solutions in inverse problems. Section 4 provides application examples. In Sections 5
and 6 the proofs of the main results are presented, and finally the conclusions are
drawn in Section 7.

2 Mathematical setup

2.1 Compact linear operators and RKHSs
In this section, we recall some basic facts about linear compact operators and their
connection with RKHSs, with the aim of fixing the notation used throughout the
paper. We refer to [2] and [13] for a detailed treatment of these topics.

2.1.1 Compact linear operators

Let us consider a compact linear operator A : H1 → H2, where H1 is a Hilbert space
and H2 is a Hilbert space of functions over a set X , and denote by D(A), R(A) and
N(A) the domain, range, and null space of A, respectively. In this setting there exists
a singular system {(σj , uj , vj)}j of A, i.e., a H1-orthonormal system {vj}j∈N ⊂ H1,
a H2-orthonormal system {uj}j∈N ⊂ H2, and strictly positive and non increasing
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numbers {σj}j∈N such that A has the spectral decomposition

Av =

∞∑
j=1

σj ⟨vj , v⟩H1
uj , v ∈ H1.

It follows that the adjoint A∗ : H2 → H1 of A is given by

A∗u =

∞∑
j=1

σj ⟨uj , u⟩H2
vj , u ∈ H2,

so that

R(A∗) =

∑
j

ajvj ∈ H1 :
∑
j

v2j /σ
2
j < +∞

 . (1)

Moreover, provided that the expansion

ϕx :=

∞∑
j=1

σjuj(x)vj (2)

converges for each x ∈ X , using the fact that {vj}j is a basis of N(A)⊥ the operator
A can be written as

(Aw)(x) = ⟨w, ϕx⟩H1 , w ∈ H1. (3)

We remark that ϕx ∈ N(A)⊥ and, letting ϕ : X −→ H1 be a feature map defined by
ϕ(x) = ϕx for any x ∈ X , it holds that

F := span{ϕ(x) , x ∈ X} = N(A)⊥. (4)

We recall that the pseudoinverse is a bounded operator if and only if A has closed
range and, since A is compact, this is true if and only if it has a finite dimensional
range. The pseudo inverse of A has the representation

A†u =

∞∑
j=1

1

σj
⟨uj , u⟩H2

vj , u ∈ R(A)⊗R(A)⊥,

and its adjoint, which satisfies (A†)∗ = (A∗)†, is

(A†)∗v =

∞∑
j=1

1

σj
⟨vj , v⟩H1

uj , v ∈ R(A†)⊗R(A†)⊥ = N(A)⊗N(A)⊥. (5)
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2.1.2 Spectral regularization

Spectral regularization tools play a fundamental role in inverse problems. In general,
a spectral regularization is a map R : B ×H2 × R+ → H1 defined by

R(B, z, λ) := sλ(B
∗B)B∗z, (6)

where B ∈ B is a bounded linear operator, z ∈ H2, λ ∈ R+, sλ : [0,∞) → R denotes
the regularization function and the operator sλ(B∗B) is defined via the spectral cal-
culus. In order to ensure stability and convergence of the spectral regularization, the
family {sλ}λ>0 has to satisfy the following:

Assumption 1. The regularization (or filtering) function sλ : [0,∞) → R for λ > 0
satisfies the following properties:

1. there exists a constant D > 0 such that

sup
t∈[0,∥B∥2]

|tsλ(t)| ≤ D uniformly in λ > 0 , (7)

2. there exists a constant E > 0 such that

sup
λ>0

sup
t∈[0,∥B∥2]

|λsλ(t)| ≤ E , (8)

3. there exists q > 0 called qualification of the method and constants Ca > 0 such that

sup
t∈[0,∥B∥2]

|ta(1− tsλ(t))| ≤ Caλ
a ∀ λ > 0 and 0 ≤ a ≤ q. (9)

The idea of spectral regularization is to provide approximated solutions of a linear
operator equation with noisy data by filtering out high frequencies. Typical examples
are the following.

• Tikhonov regularization: in this case the regularization function is given by sλ(t) =
(λ+ t)−1 and the qualification is q = 1.

• Truncated singular value decomposition (or spectral cut-off): in this case the
regularization function is given by

sλ(t) =

{
1
t , if t ≥ λ

0 , if t < λ
(10)

and q is arbitrary.
• Landweber regularization: given γ such that |1 − γt| < 1 for t ∈ σ(B∗B), the

regularization function is given by

sλ(t) = t−1
(
1− (1− γt)(1/λ)

)
(11)
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and q is arbitrary.

2.1.3 Linear compact operators and RKHSs

A key ingredient in our results is the connection between linear compact operators
and RKHSs. We first recall the definition of RKHS.

Definition 1. Let HK := HK(X ) be an Hilbert space of real valued functions on
a non-empty set X . HK is said to be a RKHS if there exists a reproducing kernel
K : X × X → R, i.e., K(x, ·) ∈ H and g(x) = ⟨g,K(·, x)⟩HK

.

Equivalently, HK is a RKHS if the evaluation functionals Lx : g ∈ H → Lx(g) :=
g(x) are continuous for all x ∈ X , and in this case K(·, x) is the Riesz representer of
Lx for all x ∈ X . The space HK is often named the native space of K in the literature
on approximation theory [14–16]. The following fact is a well-established result in the
theory of linear operators (see Chapter 17.3 [17]). For the sake of clarity, we give a
simple proof of this result in our framework.

Theorem 1. Let A be a compact linear operator defined by equation (3). The range
R(A) of A is a RKHS HK with inner product

⟨g, h⟩HK
:=
〈
A†g,A†h

〉
H1
, g, h ∈ HK , (12)

and kernel
K(x, x′) := ⟨ϕx, ϕx′⟩H1

, x, x′ ∈ X , (13)
where ϕx is defined in equation (2).

Proof First, the expression (12) is well defined since HK = R(A) ⊂ D(A†), and it indeed
defines an inner product since it is clearly symmetric, linear, and positive semi-definite. The
space

(
HK , ⟨·, ·⟩HK

)
is thus a pre-Hilbert space. It is in fact complete, since any Cauchy

sequence {gn}n ⊂ HK defines a Cauchy sequence {A†gn}n ⊂ H1. Since H1 is complete, this
sequence has in turn a limit g ∈ H1, and it is easy to see that gn → Ag in HK .

To see that this space is a RKHS we show that Lx is bounded for all x ∈ X (see
Definition 1). Indeed, for all u ∈ HK we have that there is v ∈ N(A)⊥ ⊂ H1 with Av = u,
and in particular for all x ∈ X it holds

|u(x)| = |Av(x)| =
∣∣∣⟨ϕx, v⟩H1

∣∣∣ ≤ ∥v∥H1
∥ϕx∥H1

,

∥u∥HK
=
∥∥∥A†u

∥∥∥
H1

= ∥v∥H1
,

and thus ∥Lx∥H′
1
≤ ∥ϕx∥H1

<∞.
Finally, the definition (13) and (3) show that for all x, x′ ∈ X we have K(x, x′) =

⟨ϕx, ϕx′⟩H1
= Aϕx′(x), and thus K(·, x) ∈ HK since HK = R(A). Moreover, for u = Av ∈

HK with v ∈ N(A)⊥ we can write

⟨K(·, x), u⟩HK
= ⟨Aϕx, u⟩HK

=
〈
A†Aϕx, A

†u
〉
H1

= ⟨ϕx, v⟩H1
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= Av(x) = u(x),

which shows that K is the reproducing kernel of HK . □

Observe that the definition (13) also gives the expression

K(x, x′) =
∞∑
j=1

σ2
juj(x)uj(x

′), (14)

and that the theorem shows the existence of an isomorphism between the space F in
(4) and the RKHS. Namely, the first isomorphism theorem applied to the map

A : H1 −→ R(A) = HK ⊆ H

yields
F = N(A)⊥ ≃ H1⧸N(A) ≃ R(A) = HK .

As the kernel is invariant under unitary transformations, the map ϕx associated with
a given kernel K is determined only up to the action of the unitary group on H1, i.e.

K(x, x′) = ⟨ϕx, ϕx′⟩H1 = ⟨Uϕx, Uϕx′⟩H1 ,

for each unitary operator U acting on H1.

2.2 Semi-discrete inverse problems in RKHSs
Given any set of nodes Xn = {x1, . . . , xn} ⊆ X and a function f ∈ H1, we consider
the semi-discrete operator operator

(Anf)i := ⟨f, ϕxi⟩H1 = (Af)(xi), (15)

which maps An : H1 → Rn. With the normalized inner product on Rn, its adjoint is

A∗
nw =

1

n

n∑
i=1

wiϕxi and A∗
nAn =

1

n

n∑
i=1

⟨·, ϕxi⟩H1ϕxi , (16)

for w ∈ Rn. In this framework, we start by considering the reconstruction of the
function

g := Af : X → R
from its sampled values y = (y1, . . . , yn) with yi = g(xi). In this case, the kernel-based
interpolant takes the form

ĝ(n) = k(Xn) · c where k(Xn) := (K(·, x1), . . . ,K(·, xn)) (17)

and the coefficients c = (c1, . . . , cn) solves the linear system

Kc = y, where K = (Kij) = K(xi, xj) = (AnA
∗
n)ij (18)
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for i, j = 1, . . . , n, is the so-called interpolation, or collocation, or simply kernel, or
Gram’s matrix. Therefore, the interpolant ĝ(n) belongs to HXn := span{K(x, ·), x ∈
Xn} ⊂ HK . When K is strictly positive definite, the interpolant (17) is the unique
minimizer of the empirical risk

ĝ(n) = argmin
z∈HK

n∑
i=1

(yi − z(xi))
2 . (19)

We refer to [14–16] for more details on this topic, including classical results. The
associated inverse problem consists in recovering the minimum-norm solution

f̂ (n) := argmin
f ′∈F

∥f ′∥H1 , (20)

where

F := argmin
f∈H1

n∑
i=1

(yi − (Anf)i)
2 . (21)

Thanks to the representer theorem (see e.g. [18, Theorem 1]), the solution admits a
finite representation

f̂ (n) = ϕ(Xn) · c where ϕ(Xn) := (ϕx1 , . . . , ϕxn) (22)

with the same coefficients c appearing in the interpolation formula (17). Equivalently,
the minimizers (19) and (20) are related by

f̂ (n) = A†ĝ(n).

When the data are perturbed by i.i.d. Gaussian noise,

yδ = y + δ, δi ∼ G(0, σ2), (23)

it is natural to consider a regularized reconstruction. In the direct (kernel) formulation,
it is common practice to solve the Tikhonov regularized problem

ĝ
(δ,n)
λ := argmin

z∈HK

n∑
i=1

(yδi − z(xi))
2 + λ∥z∥2HK

, (24)

with λ > 0 the regularization parameter, whose solution has the finite representation

ĝ
(δ,n)
λ = k(Xn) · cδλ, (K+ λI) cδλ = yδ. (25)

The inverse Tikhonov regularized problem

f̂
(δ,n)
λ := arg min

f∈H1

n∑
i=1

(yδi − (Af)(xi))
2 + λ∥f∥H1 . (26)
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then satisfies
f̂
(δ,n)
λ = (A†ĝ

(δ,n)
λ ) = ϕ(Xn) · cδλ. (27)

Therefore, direct and inverse estimators share the same coefficient vector, with only
the basis {K(·, xi)} replaced by {ϕxi} through the relation f = A†g. In particular, the
representer theorem makes the correspondence between the two problems completely
explicit, independently of whether regularization is applied.

More generally, a spectral regularization map sλ applied to A∗
nAn yields the

solution
f̂ (δ,n)sλ

= sλ(A
∗
nAn)A

∗
ny

δ. (28)

For such spectral regularization methods, error estimates are provided only when
some source condition is given. See, for example, [8] and references therein. Moreover,
spectral regularization provides a generalization of the classical smoothing strategy
for interpolation, since it defines an approximation function as

ĝ(δ,n)sλ
:= Asλ y

δ (29)

where Asλ : Rn → R(A) = HK , defined by

Asλ := A sλ(A
∗
nAn)A

∗
n, (30)

is the semidiscrete influence operator [19]. Inspired by this direct-inverse connection,
in the next section we present some widely used tools from approximation theory that
will be employed to compute weak error estimates for inverse problems, independent
of source conditions.

2.3 Kernel-based approximation and sampling inequalities
We assume that X ⊂ Rd with norm ∥ · ∥2, and we define the fill distance of the set of
points Xn as follows

hXn,X := sup
x∈X

min
xi∈Xn

∥x− xi∥2,

which measures to what extent the domain is filled by data nodes, and the separation
distance

qXn
:=

1

2
min
i̸=j

∥xi − xj∥2, (31)

which measures the minimal distance between two distinct nodes. It is clear that
qXn ≤ hXn,X . The reverse inequality characterizes certain sets that are of large interest
in kernel-based methods.

Definition 2. Let X ⊂ Rd be bounded. A sequence {Xn}n∈N of sets Xn ⊂ X , each
of n pairwise distinct points, is called quasi-uniform if there is cu ∈ (0, 1] such that
cuhXn,X ≤ qXn for all n ∈ N.

For quasi-uniform points there is a constant c > 0 depending on d and X such
that hXn,X ≤ cn−1/d. We remark that it can be proven by a volume argument that
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hXn,X ≥ c′n−1/d for any bounded set X ⊂ Rd. It follows that quasi-uniform sequences
of points provided an asymptotically optimal filling of X .

The approximation power of certain methods that we will discuss in the following
will be measured by means of suitable sampling inequalities. These formalize the idea
that, for sufficiently regular functions, an approximant that is close to a target function
on a sufficiently dense discrete set needs to also be close in the global sense [11, 12].

The results derived from such inequalities, which we recall in the following, differ
according to the regularity of the kernel. To quantify this regularity, we will make use
of Sobolev spaces W τ

p (X ) of possibly fractional smoothness τ := k + s, with k ∈ N,
0 < s < 1, and with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Denoting as Dα the derivative with multiindex
α ∈ Nd0, if s = 0 these spaces are equipped with the seminorm and norm defined as

|g|Wk
p (X ) =

( ∑
|α|=k

∥Dαg∥pLp(X )

)1/p

, ∥g∥Wk
p (X ) =

( ∑
|α|≤k

∥Dαg∥pLp(X )

)1/p

,

while in the general case we set

∥g∥Wk+s
p (X )

:=
(
∥g∥pWk

p (X ) + |g|p
Wk+s

p (X )

) 1
p

,

where we used the seminorm

|g|Wk+s
p (X )

:=

∑
|α|=k

∫
X×X

|Dαg(x)−Dαg(y)|p

∥x− y∥d+ps2

dxdy

 1
p

,

with the usual modification for p = ∞. We remark that if τ > d/2 and X is bounded
and with a Lipschitz boundary, the Sobolev inequality gives the continuous embedding
W k+s

2 (X ) ↪→ C(X ), and in particular all point evaluation functionals are continuous
in W τ

2 (X ), which is thus a RKHS according to Definition 1.
We consider two classes of kernels of different smoothness, for both of which there

are known sampling inequalities that we recall in the remaining part of this section.
First, if K ∈ Ck,s(X ) for some k ∈ N, s ∈ (0, 1) with respect to both arguments, then
there is a continuous embedding HK(X ) ↪→ Ck,s(X ) (see e.g. [14]). Since Ck,s(X ) ⊂
W τ

2 (X ) if X ⊂ Rd is bounded and sufficiently regular, it also holds that HK(X ) ↪→
W τ

2 (X ). Examples in this class are the Matérn kernels and the compactly-supported
Wendland kernels, see e.g. Chapter 10 [14]. On the other hand, there are kernels of
infinite smoothness whose RKHS is embedded in W k

p (X ) for all k ∈ N. Examples are
the Gaussian and Inverse Multi Quadrics (IMQ) (see [10]).

The first result is Theorem 4.1 in [20], which generalized Theorem 2.6 [21], and
it encompasses the case of Sobolev spaces. We report here the version of this result
that is needed for our purposes. We remark that we will use the result for q = 2,∞.
In the second case the result of [21] would be sufficient in our bounds, while we need
this extended version for q = 2.

10



Theorem 2 ([20]). Let k ∈ N, s > 0, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, and τ := k + s > d/2, and let
m ∈ N0 with m ≤ ⌈m0⌉−1 and m0 = k+s−d(1/2−1/q)+, where (x)+ := max(x, 0).
Suppose that X ⊂ Rd is bounded and satisfies an interior cone condition. Then there
are constants C, h0 > 0 such that for all Xn ⊂ X with hXn,X < h0, and any z ∈W τ

2 (X )
it holds

|z|Wm
q (X ) ≤ C

(
h
τ−m−d( 1

2−
1
q )+

Xn,X |z|W τ
2 (X ) + h

d
γ −m
Xn,X

∥∥z|Xn

∥∥
2

)
,

where γ := max(2, q), and x/∞ = 0.

Remark 1. A similar result holds if Rd is replaced by the sphere Sd (see Theorem 3.3
in [22]), provided the fill distance is computed using the geodesic distance. We omit
this result here for simplicity.

For the second class of kernels, which are embedded in any Sobolev space, we
will need instead the following. The result for Gaussians and IMQs was proved in
Corollary 5.1 [10], while Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 3.7 in [23] extended the results to
Multiquadrics and shifted surface splines.

Theorem 3 ([10],[23]). Let 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, and assume that X ⊂ Rd is the union
of finitely many compact cubes with equal side lengths. Let α ∈ Nd0. Then there are
constants c, c′, h0 > 0 such that for all Xn ⊂ X with hXn,X < h0, and any z ∈ HK(X )
the following holds:

• If K is the Gaussian kernel, then

∥Dαz∥Lq(X ) ≤ h−3|α|ec
log(h)

h ∥z∥HK(X ) + h−2|α|e
c′
h

∥∥z|Xn

∥∥
∞ .

• If K is the IMQ, Multiquadric, or shifted surface spline, then

∥Dαz∥Lq(X ) ≤ h−3|α|e−
c
h ∥z∥HK(X ) + h−2|α|e

c′
h

∥∥z|Xn

∥∥
∞ .

The result is valid for much more general kernels, provided one can estimate the
embedding constant of HK in W k

p for all k ∈ N and some 1 ≤ p < ∞ (see Theorem
4.5 in [10]). We stick here to this formulation for simplicity.

We remark that sampling inequalities have already been used in [24] to provide
bounds on inverse problems, even if in a simpler setting when source conditions are
considered. Namely, [24] considers only Tikhonov regularization, pointwise bounded
noise, and assumes that the problem is mildly-ill posed, meaning that strong bounds
on the reconstruction of g can directly be transferred to strong bounds on the
reconstruction of f (see Assumption 4.6 in [24]).

3 Main results
This section is devoted to the main theoretical results of the paper. In the first part,
we show that spectral regularization yields an approximate interpolation operator
whose behavior can be controlled through sampling inequalities. In the second part, we
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apply these results to inverse problems and establish weak error estimates expressed
in terms of projections onto operator-dependent test functions, thereby avoiding the
use of source conditions.

3.1 Approximate interpolation via spectral regularization
We can now use the sampling inequalities of Section 2.3 to obtain a bound on the
norm of the error e(n)λ := g − ĝ

(n)
sλ , where g ∈ R(A) and ĝ

(n)
sλ is computed by spectral

regularization, as described in Section 2.2 on the noise-free data, i.e.

ĝ(n)sλ
= Asλ(A

∗
nAn)A

∗
ny. (32)

For this we need bounds on the terms
∣∣∣e(n)λ

∣∣∣
W τ

2 (X )
and

∥∥∥(e(n)λ )|Xn

∥∥∥
2

appearing in

Theorem 2 and Theorem 3. We derive these bounds in Lemma 5, where we prove
that both quantities can be controlled by terms depending solely on λ and on the
properties of the filtering function, and more specifically on the constants D,C1/2

and q (see Definition 1). By inserting these bounds in the corresponding sampling
inequalities we obtain the following error bounds for spectral regularization. We refer
to Section 5.3 for the proofs of these results.

Proposition 1. Let q, τ , d, m, h0 C, X , Xn be as in Theorem 2, with hXn,X ≤ h0.
Assume that HK(X ) ↪→W τ

2 (X ). Let g ∈ HK(X ), and let ĝ(n)sλ be computed by spectral
regularization with constants D,C1/2 > 0 as in Definition 1. Then

∣∣∣g − ĝ(n)sλ

∣∣∣
Wm

q (X )
≤ C ′h

d
γ −m
Xn,X

(
h
τ− d

2

Xn,X + λ
1
2

)
∥g∥HK

, (33)

with γ := max(2, q), C ′ := Cmax{Ce(D + 1), C1/2} and Ce > 0 as in (66).

In the following, we will use the inequality in 33 in the case q = 2 and q = ∞.

Proposition 2. Let X ,Xn, c, c′, h0 be as in Theorem 3, with hXn,X ≤ h0. Let g ∈
HK(X ) and let ĝ(n)sλ be computed by spectral regularization with constants D,C1/2 > 0
as in Definition 1. Then, setting C ′ := max{D + 1, C1/2} we have the following:

• If K is the Gaussian kernel, then∥∥∥Dα
(
g − ĝ(n)sλ

)∥∥∥
Lq(X )

≤ C ′h−3|α|e
c′
h

(
e−

c′−c log(h)
h + λ1/2

)
∥g∥HK(X ) .

• If K is the IMQ, Multiquadric, or shifted surface spline, then∥∥∥Dα
(
g − ĝ(n)sλ

)∥∥∥
Lq(X )

≤ C ′h−3|α|e
c′
h

(
e−

c′+c
h + λ1/2

)
∥g∥HK(X ) .
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We remark that Lemma 5 generalizes Proposition 3.1 in [21], which holds for
Tikhonov regularization only. It follows that in this case Proposition 1 coincides with
Proposition 3.6 in [21], while Proposition 2 is related with Theorem 6.1 in [10].

3.2 Weak error estimates for inverse problems
Let A be the compact operator defined in (3) described by the map ϕ. We now state
two bounds for the weak error of spectral regularization: a general estimate valid for
any bounded operator A, followed by an improved rate under a trace-class assumption
on A∗A.

Proposition 3. Let f̂ (δ,n)sλ be the spectral regularized solution defined in equation (28).
When A is uniformly bounded, for each ψ ∈ D((A∗)†), we have

E|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1 ≤ Cψ

(
∥ĝ(n)sλ

− g∥H2 + σmaxc
ν√
n

E

λ

)
, (34)

where E > 0 is the constant appearing in the second property of spectral regularization
in Definition 1, σ2

max is the largest eigenvalue of A∗A, c is is the uniform boundedness
constant, and ĝ(n)sλ is the noise-free spectrally regularized solution introduced in (32).

In addition, if the operator A∗A is of trace class, then the following bound holds:

E|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1 ≤ Cψ

(
∥ĝ(n)sλ

− g∥H2 + σmax
ν

n

E

λ
C ′′
)
, (35)

where C ′′ > 0 is the constant bounding the trace norm of the operator A∗
nAn.

We now derive analogous bounds for a different family of test functions commonly
used in the study of sparse approximation [25], i.e.

A1(F) :=

{
ψ =

∑
i∈N

αiϕxi , xi ∈ X ,
∑
i∈N

|αi| < +∞

}
⊆ F .

Since A1(F) is a subspace of the feature space F , it is naturally endowed with a
seminorm. We extend this seminorm to A1(F)⊕N(A) by setting |ψ + v|A1

:= |ψ|A1
for

any v ∈ N(A), with ψ ∈ A1(F). The statements below mirror the previous estimates,
but now for test functions in A1(F), and are expressed in terms of the ℓ1-norm of the
coefficient sequence α associated with a given ψ ∈ A1(F).

Proposition 4. Under the same hypothesis of proposition 3, we have

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1) ≤ ∥αψ∥ℓ1

(
∥ĝ(n)sλ

− g∥∞ + c2
ν√
n

E

λ

)
, (36)
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for each ψ ∈ A1(F) whose coefficient sequence αψ is absolutely summable. Morevoer,
if the operator A∗A is of trace class then the following bound holds:

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1) ≤ ∥αψ∥ℓ1

(
∥ĝ(n)sλ

− g∥∞ + c
ν

n

E

λ
C ′′
)
, (37)

By plugging the sampling inequalities into the propositions above, we obtain weak
error bounds for inverse problems that are independent of any source conditions and
controlled via suitable test functions.

Proposition 5. (Weak error bounds for spectral regularization). Let f̂ (δ,n)sλ be the
spectral regularized solution defined in equation (28) and H = L2(X ). For each ψ ∈
D((A∗)†), we have the following weak error bound

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1) ≤ Cψ

(
Cfh

d
2

Xn,X

(
h
τ− d

2

Xn,X + λ
1
2

)
+ σmaxc

ν√
n

E

λ

)
, (38)

where Cf = C ′∥f†∥H1 . Hence, the error becomes minimal for

λ ≃
(
ν2

n

) 1
3

h
− d

3

Xn,X . (39)

If A∗A is of trace class then

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1) ≤ Cψ

(
Cfh

d
2

Xn,X

(
h
τ− d

2

Xn,X + λ
1
2

)
+ σmax

ν

n

E

λ
C ′′
)
, (40)

where Cf = C ′∥f†∥H1 . Hence, the error becomes minimal for

λ ≃
(ν
n

) 2
3

h
− d

3

Xn,X . (41)

The following corollary quantifies the optimal convergence rate of the weak error.

Corollary 1. For each ψ ∈ D((A∗)†), by assuming h = O(n−
1
d ) we have the following

optimal weak error bound

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1) = O

((
1

n

)min( τ
d ,

1
2 )
)
, (42)

with

λ = O(1) (43)
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If A∗A is of trace class then we have

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1) = O

((
1

n

)min( τ
d ,

2
3 )
)
, (44)

with
λ = O(n− 1

3 ) (45)

As in the previous case, we exploit the sampling inequalities to derive a weak error
bound for test functions in A1(F).

Proposition 6. (Weak error bounds for spectral regularization). Let f̂ (δ,n)sλ be the
spectral regularized solution defined in equation (28). For each ψ ∈ A1(F)

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1) ≤ ∥α∥ℓ1

(
Cf

(
h
τ− d

2

Xn,X + λ
1
2

)
+ c2

ν√
n

E

λ

)
, (46)

where Cf = C ′ ∥g∥HK
. Hence the error becomes minimal for

λ ≃
(
ν2

n

) 1
3

. (47)

If A∗A is of trace class then

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩|H1) ≤ ∥α∥ℓ1

(
Cf

(
h
τ− d

2

Xn,X + λ
1
2

)
+ c

ν

n

E

λ
C ′′
)
, (48)

Hence the error becomes minimal for

λ ≃
(ν
n

) 2
3

. (49)

The following corollary provides the optimal convergence rate in this case.

Corollary 2. . For each ψ ∈ A1(F), by assuming h = O(n− 1
d ) we have the following

optimal weak error bound

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩H1 |) = O

((
1

n

)min( τ
d− 1

2 ,
1
6 )
)
, (50)

with
λ = O(n− 1

3 ). (51)
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If A∗A is of trace class then

E(|⟨ψ, f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f⟩H1 |) = O

((
1

n

)min( τ
d− 1

2 ,
1
3 )
)
, (52)

with
λ = O(n− 2

3 ). (53)

Rates are the result of the well-known trade-off between bias and variance. For
instance, in Corollary 1, which yields the strongest rates, the error is bias-dominated
when τ

d < 1
2 , so that increasing the kernel regularity τ improves the convergence

rate. Once the regularity exceeds the threshold τ
d ≥ 1

2 , however, the rate becomes
variance-limited, and further increases in τ no longer improve it, as the error is now
controlled by the amplification term. This behavior highlights a fundamental limita-
tion: even with highly regular kernels, the convergence rate cannot exceed O(n−1/2),
reflecting the minimax optimal rate common to many statistical estimation problems.
Consequently, while higher regularity is advantageous in low-dimensional settings, its
benefit diminishes in higher dimensions or for fixed sample sizes. This is the case, for
instance, of the infinitely smooth Gaussian kernel: although it can, in theory, induce
a very fast decay of the bias term, the overall convergence rate is ultimately limited
by the variance. In high-dimensional settings or with a fixed sample size, this vari-
ance dominates the error, so that the high regularity of the kernel does not necessarily
translate into better practical performance.

4 Applications
In this section we present several examples of linear functionals to which the error
bounds shown above apply. In particular, we examine two classical cases: the inverse
differentiation problem and the deconvolution problem with a translation-invariant
kernel.

4.1 Limited regularity
Let f ∈ H1 := L2[0, 1]. Consider the forward operator

g(x) = (Af)(x) = ⟨f, ϕx⟩H1 =

∫ x

0

f(t)dt (54)

where ϕx(t) = 1[0,x](t). The inverse problem is to find f such that g = Af , given
g ∈ H2 := L2[0, 1]. The image R(A) is the Beppo Levi space, or homogeneous Sobolev
space [26], equipped with the norm

∥g∥HK
:= ∥A†g∥L2 = |g|W 1

2
,

where the generalized inverse A† of the integral operator (54) is exactly the derivative
D = A† over R(A). Indeed, any function g ∈ H2\R(A) is such that g(0) ̸= 0 and can
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be approximated in the H2 norm with a sequence of elements in R(A), which means
that g ∈ ∂R(A) and R(A)⊥ = ∅. Moreover, as g(0) = 0 for each g ∈ R(A) no constant
functions except zero are allowed in the range R(A) and A† = A−1. Then, R(A) is an
Hilbert space with the Brownian reproducing kernel

K(x1, x2) = ⟨ϕx1 , ϕx2⟩L2[0,1] =

∫ 1

0

1[0,x1](t) 1[0,x2](t)dt = min(x1, x2) (55)

and scalar product
⟨g1, g2⟩HK

:= ⟨Dg1, Dg2⟩L2 .

We now present two examples of test functions to which the weak error bounds
of Proposition 3 and Proposition 4 apply, respectively. The first test function are the
characteristic function χxy := ϕy − ϕx = 1[x,y] where y > x, we have a |χxy|A1 = 2.
For these functions the bound in Proposition 4 readily applies, and the striking fact
is that this bound is independent of the distance between x and y, showing that we
can localize the error with asymptotically infinite accuracy.

The second test functions are weakly differentiable functions on [0, 1] and belong
to the domain of (A∗)†, since A is the integral transform (54). In the following we
report an example of such a test function satisfying the condition of Proposition 3.
For a given ε > 0, let a, b ∈ [ε, 1− ε], a < b, and define

ψ0 :=
1

ε

(
−χ[a−ε,a] + χ[b,b+ε]

)
,

where χ is the indicator function. Since ψ0 ∈ L2(0, 1), the function ψ := A∗ψ0 is in
R(A∗) by definition, and it holds

ψ(t) = A∗ψ0(t) =
1

ε

(
−
∫ 1

t

χ[a−ε,a](x)dx+

∫ 1

t

χ[b,b+ε](x)dx

)

=
1

ε

−


ε, t ≤ a− ε,

a− t, a− ε < t ≤ a

0, t > a

+


ε, t ≤ b,

b+ ε− t, b < t ≤ b+ ε

0, t > b+ ε



=



0, t ≤ a− ε,

1− (a− t)/ε, a− ε < t ≤ a

1, a < t ≤ b

1 + (b− t)/ε, b < t ≤ b+ ε

0, t > b+ ε,

which is a C0-smoothed indicator function of the interval [a, b]. Moreover,

∥ψ0∥2L2(0,1)
=

1

ε2

(∫ a

a−ε
dx+

∫ b+ε

b

dx

)
=

2

ε
.
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According to Lemma 2 and Remark 3, we thus have that

〈
ψ,A†g

〉
L2(0,1)

≤
√

2

ε
∥g∥L2(0,1)

for all g ∈ L2(0, 1).

This implies in particular that one can get arbitrarily close to measuring the error on
a compactly supported area, up to accepting a constant growing as ε−1/2.

4.2 Infinitely smooth
Now we see the case of a convolution operator with a infinitely smooth Gaussian kernel.
In this case, we show that bounds of Proposition 4 hold true for sufficiently regular
approximation of any square integrable tezt function. Suppose A : H1 = L2(R) →
H2 = L2(C) where C ⊂ X a compact set, represents the space-invariant convolution
operator

Af(x) =

∫
R
ϕ̃(x− t) f(t) dt ,

where ϕ̃ is a real-valued positive definite, continuous and square integrable function
(cfr. equation 2.38 in [27]). From the definition of the adjoint operator A∗g(t) =∫
C
ϕ(x+ t)g(x)dx, we have that the reproducing kernel of R(A) is

K(x, x′) =

∫
R
ϕ̃(x− t) ϕ̃(x′ − t) dt

is the autocorrelation function of ϕ̃. If we take

ϕx(t) := ϕ̃(x− t) :=
√

2/π exp(−(x− t)2)

the kernel K is given by

K(x, x′) =

√
π

2
exp

(
−1

2
(x− x′)2

)
.

In this case A1 is dense in F = L2(R) as it contains Gaussian functions with given
variance. This result can be found in [28].

Lemma 1. For any ψ ∈ L2 (R) and any ϵ > 0 there exists t0 > 0 and Nϵ ∈ N and
αn ∈ R for 0 < n ≤ Nϵ, such that for t ≠ 0 and |t| < t0∥∥∥∥∥ψ −

Nϵ∑
n=1

αn exp (− ( · − nt)
2
)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ ϵ
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Thus, for each ψ ∈ L2(R) and ϵ > 0, there exists a finite set of coefficient αi with
i = 1, . . . , n so that the function

ψnϵ =

nϵ∑
i=1

αiϕxi

satisfies ∥ψnϵ − ψ∥ ≤ ϵ. Therefore, we can approximate any functional ψ with an
arbitrary precision ϵ by ψnϵ and for such an approximation ϕϵ, we have the error
bound in proposition 4. The coefficients αn depends also on the t chosen to guaranteed
the approximation, while t can be chosen arbitrarily small, so that the approximation
is valid even for compact subset C.

5 Proof of the approximation bound
We start by proving a technical result to bound the value of the evaluation of a linear
functional on A†g in terms of the H2-norm of g ∈ D(A†).

5.1 Bounds on the H2 norm
We recall that D(A†) = R(A)⊗R(A)⊥, D((A∗)†) = R(A∗)⊗R(A∗)⊥.

Lemma 2. Let ψ ∈ H1. There exists C > 0 such that∣∣∣〈ψ,A†g
〉
H1

∣∣∣ ≤ C ∥g∥H2
for all g ∈ D(A†), (56)

if and only if
ψ ∈ D((A∗)†) = R(A∗) +R(A∗)⊥, (57)

and in this case (56) holds with C =
∥∥(A∗)†ψ

∥∥
H2

.
Moreover, the condition (57) holds for any ψ ∈ H1 if and only if the range R(A)

is finite dimensional, and in this case in (56) we can take

C =
∥∥(A∗)†

∥∥
H1→H2

∥ψ∥H1
.

Proof First, if g ∈ R(A)⊥ then A†g = 0 and the bound holds trivially, so we can assume
g ∈ R(A). Moreover, if ψ ∈ R(A∗)⊥ we have by definition that (A∗)†ψ = 0 and thus∥∥∥(A∗)†ψ

∥∥∥
H2

= 0, and furthermore R(A∗)⊥ ⊂ N(A), so that
〈
ψ,A†g

〉
H1

= 0 for all g ∈ R(A)

since R(A†) ⊂ N(A)⊥. Thus in this case (56) and (57) are clearly equivalent.
For all other cases, we first write all statements explicitly in terms of the bases. Let

ψ :=
∑∞
j=1 ajuj ∈ H1, g :=

∑
j bjvj ∈ R(A) be generic elements, which means that it holds

∥ψ∥2H1
=
∑
j

a2j <∞, ∥g∥2H2
=
∑
j

b2j ≤ ∥g∥2HK
=
∑
j

b2j/σ
2
j <∞, (58)
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which implies also that A†g =
∑
j(bj/σj)uj is well defined. Moreover, recall from (1) that

ψ ∈ R(A∗) if and only if ∑
j

a2j/σ
2
j <∞, (59)

and in this case

(A∗)†ψ = (A†)∗ψ =
∑
j

(aj/σj)uj ,
∥∥∥(A∗)†ψ

∥∥∥2
H2

=
∑
j

(aj/σj)
2. (60)

Finally, we have that 〈
ψ,A†g

〉
H1

=
∑
j

ajbj
σj

. (61)

To prove now that (57) implies (56), we can simply apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
to (61) and get

〈
ψ,A†g

〉
H1

≤

∑
j

(aj/σj)
2

1/2

·

∑
j

b2j

1/2

=
∥∥∥(A∗)†ψ

∥∥∥
H2

∥g∥H2
,

where we used (58) and (60) in the last equality.
For the opposite direction assume instead that (57) does not hold, which, thanks to (59),

implies that

Cn :=

n∑
j=1

a2j/σ
2
j
n→∞−−−−→ +∞.

We can consider now the function g ∈ HK = R(A) dedined by

bj :=

{
aj/σj , j ≤ n

0, j > n,

which is indeed in HK for any finite n ∈ N (see (58)). However, we have from (58) and (61)
that 〈

ψ,A†g
〉
H1

=

n∑
j=1

(aj/σj)
2 = Cn, ∥g∥H2

=

 n∑
j=1

(aj/σj)
2

1/2

=
√
Cn,

and thus (56) may hold only if C ≥ Cn. Since n is generic and Cn → ∞, there can be no
finite C that works in (56).

Finally, R(A∗) + R(A∗)⊥ = H1 if and only if the sum is direct, which holds if and only
if R(A∗) is closed. This in turn is equivalent to require that R(A) is closed, and since A is
compact this is possible if and only if R(A) is finite. In this case (A∗)† is a bounded operator,
and thus the estimate on C follows. □

From this lemma it is immediate to obtain a bound on the error in the approx-
imation of the source, given a H2-bound on the error in the approximation of the
data.

Proposition 7. Let g ∈ R(A) and ĝ ∈ {ĝ(n), ĝ(n)λ , ĝ
(n,δ)
sλ } (see (19), (24)and (29)).

Define f := A†g and f̂ := A†ĝ. Then for each ψ ∈ D((A∗)† it holds∣∣∣∣〈ψ, f − f̂
〉
H1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C ∥g − ĝ∥H2
for all g ∈ D(A†),
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with C :=
∥∥(A∗)†ψ

∥∥
H2

.

Proof The result follows by applying Lemma 2 to the function g − ĝ ∈ R(A) ⊂ D(A†). □

We conclude the section with some remarks on this result.

Remark 2 (On the proof of Lemma 2). The direct implication can be proved also
more directly, by observing that the expression (A†)∗ψ is well defined if and only if
ψ ∈ D((A†)∗) = D((A∗)†), and in this case〈

ψ,A†g
〉
H1

=
〈
(A†)∗ψ, g

〉
H2

≤
∥∥(A†)∗ψ

∥∥
H2

∥g∥H2
=
∥∥(A∗)†ψ

∥∥
H2

∥g∥H2
,

and thus indeed (56) works with C =
∥∥(A∗)†ψ

∥∥
H2

.

Remark 3 (Computation of C). When (57) holds, either ψ ∈ R(A∗)⊥ and then
C = 0 as shown in the proof, or ψ ∈ R(A∗). In this case, unless ψ = 0, there exists
ψ0 ∈ N(A∗)⊥ such that ψ = A∗ψ0, and thus C =

∥∥(A∗)†ψ
∥∥
H2

= ∥ψ0∥H2
.

5.2 Bounds on the L∞ norm
We now turn to analogous bounds expressed in the L∞ norm.

Lemma 3. Let ψ ∈ H1 and assume that there are indices I ⊂ N, points (xi)i∈I ⊂ X
and coefficients (ci)i∈I ⊂ R, with

∑∞
i=1 |ci| =: C <∞ such that

lim
n→∞

∥∥∥∥∥ψ −
n∑
i=1

ciϕxi

∥∥∥∥∥
H1

= 0. (62)

Then ∣∣∣〈ψ,A†g
〉
H1

∣∣∣ ≤ C ∥g∥L∞(X ) for all g ∈ D(A†).

Proof Set ψn :=
∑n
j=1 cjϕxj . We use the fact that Af(x) = ⟨ϕx, f⟩H1

for all x ∈ X and for
all f ∈ H1 (see (3)), and that AA†g = g for all g ∈ H2 to write∣∣∣∣〈ψn, A†g

〉
H1

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
j=1

cj

〈
ϕxj , A

†g
〉
H1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
j=1

cjA(A
†g)(xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
j=1

cjg(xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

n∑
j=1

∣∣cj∣∣ ∣∣g(xj)∣∣ ≤ C ∥g∥L∞(X ) ,

Taking the limit for n→ ∞ in the left-hand side concludes the proof thanks to (62) and the
continuity of the norm. □

As in the previous paragraph, the lemma implies a result relating a weak error on
A†g with an L∞-error on g.
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Proposition 8. Let g ∈ R(A) and ĝ ∈ {ĝ(n), ĝ(n)λ , ĝ
(n,δ)
sλ } (see (19), (24) and (29)).

Define f := A†g and f̂ := A†ĝ. Then for each ψ ∈ A1(F) +N(A) it holds∣∣∣∣〈ψ, f − f̂
〉
H1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |ψ|A1
∥g − ĝ∥L∞(X ) for all g ∈ D(A†).

Proof First, observe that N(A) = R(A†)
⊥

⊃ R(A†)⊥, thus if ψ ∈ N(A) it holds〈
ψ, f − f̂

〉
H1

= 0. We can then assume ψ ∈ A1(F).

The result then follows by applying Lemma 3 to the function g− ĝ ∈ R(A) ⊂ D(A†). □

Remark 4. Observe that in Proposition 7 we do not need to add a term v ∈ N(A)

since N(A) = R(A†)
⊥

= N((A†)∗) ⊂ D((A†)∗) = D((A∗)†), and thus this case is
already covered by (56) with C = 0.

5.3 Sampling inequalities for spectral regularization
We first recall how to compute interpolants using kernels that are positive definite,
but non necessarily strictly positive definite.

Lemma 4. Let Xn ⊂ X , and set V (Xn) := span{K(·, x) : x ∈ Xn}. Let PXn :
HK(X ) → V (Xn) be the orthogonal projection onto V (Xn). Then, for g ∈ HK(X ) the
function PXng interpolates g at Xn, and it can be written as

PXng(x) :=
n∑
i=1

αiK(x, xi), x ∈ X , (63)

with α := K†g|Xn
.

Proof The space V (Xn) is finite dimensional, hence closed. It follows that the orthogonal
projection PXn

is well defined, and by definition it holds that g − PXn
g ∈ V (Xn)⊥, and in

particular

0 =
〈
g − PXn

g, k(·, xj)
〉
HK(X )

= g(xj)− PXn
g(xj) for all j = 1, . . . , n. (64)

This means that v ∈ V (Xn) coincides with PXn
g if and only if it interpolates g at Xn.

Now, since PXn
g ∈ V (Xn) it can be written in the form (63) for some coefficient vector

α := (αi)
n
i=1 ∈ Rn. The interpolation conditions (64) mean that Kα = g|Xn

, and in particular
g|Xn

∈ R(K). This in turns implies that the coefficients can be chosen as α := K†g|Xn
, since

KK† is the identity on R(K) and thus Kα = KK†g|Xn
= g|Xn

. □

We can now prove a generalization of Proposition 3.1 in [21].

22



Lemma 5. Let g ∈ HK(X ), Xn ⊂ X , λ > 0, sλ a regularization function. Let ĝ(n)λ :=∑n
j=1(αλ)iK(·, xi) with αλ = sλ(K)g|Xn

. Then, if sλ has a qualification q ≥ 1/2, for
any g ∈ HK(X ) it holds ∥∥(g − ĝλ)|Xn

∥∥
2
≤ C1/2λ

1/2 ∥g∥HK
,∥∥∥g − ĝ

(n)
λ

∥∥∥
HK(X )

≤ (D + 1) ∥g∥HK
,

where D,C1/2 are the constants of Definition 1.

Proof We set b := g|Xn
and denote as K = UΣUT an SVD/eigendecomposition of K, with

Σ := diag(σ
(n)
1 , . . . , σ

(n)
n ), σ(n)i ≥ σ

(n)
i+1 ≥ 0. Furthermore we let n′ ≤ n be the largest index

for which σ(n)n′ > 0. We first observe that the norm of PXn
g is

∥PXn
g∥HK

=
√
αTKα =

√
bTK†KK†b =

∥∥∥K1/2K†b
∥∥∥
2

=
∥∥∥UΣ1/2UTUΣ†UT b

∥∥∥
2
=
∥∥∥Σ1/2Σ†UT b

∥∥∥
2
,

where Σ1/2Σ† is a diagonal matrix. Moreover, note that multiplying by Σ1/2 gives

(Σ1/2Σ1/2Σ†)ii =

{√
σ
(n)
i

√
σ
(n)
i /σ

(n)
i = 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ n′

0, n′ + 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
(65)

For the discrete term, Lemma 4 gives∥∥∥(g − ĝλ)|Xn

∥∥∥
2
=
∥∥∥(PXn

g − ĝλ)|Xn

∥∥∥
2

= ∥Kα− Kαλ∥2
=
∥∥∥K(K† − sλ(K)

)
b
∥∥∥
2

=
∥∥∥UΣUTU

(
Σ† − sλ(Σ)

)
UT b

∥∥∥
2

=
∥∥∥Σ(Σ† − sλ(Σ)

)
UT b

∥∥∥
2
.

Now observe that (65) implies that

Σ
(
Σ† − sλ(Σ)

)
= Σ

(
Σ† − sλ(Σ)

)
Σ1/2Σ1/2Σ†,

so we can continue with∥∥∥(g − ĝλ)|Xn

∥∥∥
2
=
∥∥∥Σ(Σ† − sλ(Σ)

)
Σ1/2Σ1/2Σ†UT b

∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥Σ(Σ† − sλ(Σ)

)
Σ1/2

∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥Σ1/2Σ†UT b
∥∥∥
2

=
∥∥∥Σ(Σ† − sλ(Σ)

)
Σ1/2

∥∥∥
2
∥PXn

g∥HK
.

The norm of the first term can be computed explicitly since the matrix is diagonal, giving∥∥∥Σ(Σ† − sλ(Σ)
)
Σ1/2

∥∥∥
2
= max
t∈{σ(n)

1 ,...,σ
(n)

n′ }

∣∣∣∣t(1

t
− sλ(t)

)
t1/2

∣∣∣∣
23



= max
t∈{σ(n)

1 ,...,σ
(n)

n′ }

∣∣∣t1/2 (1− tsλ(t))
∣∣∣

≤ C1/2λ
1/2 for all λ > 0,

where we used property (3) of Definition 1, with q ≥ 1/2, in the last step. Thus∥∥∥(g − ĝλ)|Xn

∥∥∥
2
≤ C1/2λ

1/2 ∥PXn
g∥HK

≤ C1/2λ
1/2 ∥g∥HK

,

since PXn
is an orthogonal projection.

For the second term we proceed similarly and compute∥∥∥ĝ(n)λ

∥∥∥
HK(X )

=
√
αTλKαλ =

√
bT sλ(K)Ksλ(K)b =

∥∥∥K1/2sλ(K)b
∥∥∥
2

=
∥∥∥Σ1/2sλ(Σ)U

T b
∥∥∥
2
=
∥∥∥Σ1/2sλ(Σ)Σ

1/2Σ1/2Σ†UT b
∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥Σ1/2sλ(Σ)Σ

1/2
∥∥∥
2
∥PXn

g∥HK(X ) ,

and now as before∥∥∥Σ1/2sλ(Σ)Σ
1/2
∥∥∥
2
= max
t∈{σ(n)

1 ,...,σ
(n)

n′ }
|tsλ(t)| ≤ D for all λ > 0,

using (1) in Definition 1. Finally,∥∥∥g − ĝ
(n)
λ

∥∥∥
HK(X )

≤ ∥g∥HK(X ) +
∥∥∥ĝ(n)λ

∥∥∥
HK(X )

≤ ∥g∥HK(X ) +D ∥PXn
g∥HK(X )

≤ (D + 1) ∥g∥HK
,

concluding the proof. □

These two bounds allow us to use a sampling inequality to bound the error of
the spectrally regularized approximant. For the first case we assume that there is a
continuous embedding HK(X ) ↪→W τ

2 (X ), i.e., there is Ce > 0 such that

|g|W τ
2 (X ) ≤ ∥g∥W τ

2 (X ) ≤ Ce ∥g∥HK(X ) ∀g ∈ HK(X ). (66)

We can now prove Proposition 1 and Proposition 2.

Proof of Proposition 1 We use the sampling inequality of Theorem 2, settitng h := hXn,X to
simplify the notation. Taking v := g− ĝ

(n)
λ and using the norm inequality (66) and Lemma 5

we obtain∣∣∣g − ĝ
(n)
λ

∣∣∣
Wm

q (X )
≤ C

(
h
τ−m−d

(
1
2−

1
q

)
+Ce

∥∥∥g − ĝ
(n)
λ

∥∥∥
HK(X )

+ h
d
γ −m

∥∥∥(g − ĝ
(n)
λ )|Xn

∥∥∥
2

)

≤ C

(
h
τ−m−d

(
1
2−

1
q

)
+Ce(D + 1) ∥g∥HK

+ h
d
γ −mC1/2λ

1/2 ∥g∥HK

)

≤ C′
(
h
τ−m−d

(
1
2−

1
q

)
+ + h

d
γ −mλ1/2

)
∥g∥HK

≤ C′h
d
γ −m

(
h
τ−d

(
1
2−

1
q

)
+
− d

γ + λ1/2
)
∥g∥HK

,

with C′ as in the statement. Observing that d
(
1
2 − 1

q

)
+
+ d
γ = d

2 gives the first statement. □
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Proof of Proposition 2 Using Theorem 3, and following the same approach as in the proof of
Proposition 1, we get for the first case∥∥∥Dα (g − ĝ

(n)
λ

)∥∥∥
Lq(X )

≤ h−3|α|ec
log(h)

h

∥∥∥g − ĝ
(n)
λ

∥∥∥
HK(X )

+ h−2|α|e
c′
h

∥∥∥(g − ĝ
(n)
λ )|Xn

∥∥∥
∞

≤ h−3|α|
(
ec

log(h)
h (D + 1) ∥g∥HK(X ) + C1/2λ

1/2e
c′
h ∥g∥HK(X )

)
≤ C′h−3|α|e

c′
h

(
e−

c′−c log(h)
h + λ1/2

)
∥g∥HK(X ) ,

with C′ := max{D + 1, C1/2}. The second case is completely analogous, giving∥∥∥Dα (g − ĝ
(n)
λ

)∥∥∥
Lq(X )

≤ h−3|α|e−
c
h

∥∥∥g − ĝ
(n)
λ

∥∥∥
HK(X )

+ h−2|α|e
c′
h

∥∥∥(g − ĝ
(n)
λ )|Xn

∥∥∥
∞

≤ h−3|α|e
c′
h

(
(D + 1)e−

c′+c
h + C1/2λ

1/2
)
∥g∥HK(X ) ,

and using the same C′ as before. □

Proof of proposition 3 Given ĝ(δ,n)λ in equation (29), we want to estimate the error

g − ĝ
(δ,n)
λ

as a function of λ, δ and n. We have

g − ĝ
(δ,n)
λ = g −Aλy

δ

= g −Aλy −Aλδ

= g − ĝ
(n)
λ −Aλδ

By applying Proposition 7 to ĝ = ĝ
(δ,n)
λ we get∣∣∣∣〈ψ, f − f̂

(δ,n)
λ

〉
H1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
∥∥∥g − ĝ

(δ,n)
λ

∥∥∥
H2

≤
∥∥∥g − ĝ

(n)
λ

∥∥∥
H2

+ ∥Aλδ∥H2
.

If H2 = L2(X ), we take the expected value, and bound the second term using Proposition
9. □

Proof of proposition 6 Following the same approach, we apply instead Proposition 8 and
obtain ∣∣∣∣〈ψ, f − f̂

(δ,n)
λ

〉
H1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |ψ|A1

∥∥∥g − ĝ
(δ,n)
λ

∥∥∥
L∞(X )

≤ |ψ|A1

(∥∥∥g − ĝ
(n)
λ

∥∥∥
L∞(X )

+ ∥Aλδ∥L∞(X )

)
and bound the second term using Proposition 9. □
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6 Proof of the noise amplification bound

Proposition 9. Let f̂ (δ,n)sλ be the spectral regularized solution defined in equation (28)
and f̂ (n)sλ be the noisy-free spectral regularized solution defined as

f̂ (n)sλ
:= sλ(A

∗
nAn)A

∗
nAnf. (67)

Then we have the following bounds

E|(A(f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f̂ (n)sλ

)(x)| ≤ c2
Eν√
nλ

(68)

and
E∥A(f̂ (δ,n)sλ

− f̂ (n)sλ
)∥H2 ≤ σmax

Eνc√
nλ

, (69)

where E > 0 is the constant of the second property of the spectral regularization, σ2
max

is the maximum eigenvalue of A∗A and c > 0 is the constant of the uniformly bounded
hypothesis.
If A∗A is of trace class then we have the following bounds

E|(A(f̂ (δ,n)sλ
− f̂ (n)sλ

)(x)| ≤ c
ν

n

E

λ
C ′′, (70)

and
E∥A(f̂ (δ,n)sλ

− f̂ (n)sλ
)∥H2 ≤ σmax

ν

n

E

λ
C ′′, (71)

where C ′′ > 0 is the constant which bounds the trace norm of A∗
nAn.

Proof Let {(σ(n)l , v
(n)
l u

(n)
l )}nl=1 be the singular value decomposition of A∗

nAn, then

(Anf)i = ⟨f, ϕxi⟩ =
n∑
l=1

σ
(n)
l ⟨f, v(n)l ⟩(u(n)l )i (72)

and

ϕxi =

n∑
l=1

σ
(n)
l v

(n)
l (u

(n)
l )i. (73)

Let
η = y −Anf, (74)

then

sλ(A
∗
nAn)A

∗
nη =

n∑
j=1

sλ((σ
(n)
j )2)⟨v(n)j , A∗

nη⟩H1
v
(n)
j =

=

n∑
j=1

sλ((σ
(n)
j )2)⟨v(n)j ,

1

n

n∑
l=1

ϕxlηl⟩H1
v
(n)
j

=

n∑
j=1

sλ((σ
(n)
j )2)⟨v(n)j ,

1

n

n∑
l=1

ηl

n∑
k=1

σ
(n)
k (u

(n)
k )lv

(n)
k ⟩H1

v
(n)
j
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=
1

n

n∑
j=1

sλ((σ
(n)
j )2)

n∑
l=1

σ
(n)
j (u

(n)
j )lηlv

(n)
j

=
1

n

n∑
j=1

sλ((σ
(n)
j )2)σ

(n)
j η̂jv

(n)
j ,

where η̂j =
∑n
l=1(u

(n)
j )lηl = ⟨η, u(n)j ⟩Rn is a random variable with mean 0 and variance ν2.

Therefore,

|(Aλη)(x)| = |⟨ϕx, sλ(A∗
nAn)A

∗
nη⟩H1

| ≤ ∥ϕx∥H1
∥sλ(A∗

nAn)A
∗
nη∥H1

E(∥sλ(A∗
nAn)A

∗
nη∥H1

) =
√

E(∥sλ(A∗
nAn)A

∗
nη∥2H1

)

=

√√√√ 1

n2

n∑
j=1

s2λ((σ
(n)
j )2)(σ

(n)
j )2E(η̂2j )∥v

(n)
j ∥2H1

≤ Eν

nλ

√√√√ n∑
j=1

(σ
(n)
j )2 ≤ Ecν√

nλ
,

where E is the constant of the second property of the spectral regularization (8) and we use∑n
j=1(σ

(n)
j )2 =

∑n
j=1 ∥ϕxi∥2H1

≤ nc. In the case that the operator A∗A is of trace class then
by assuming C′′ > 0 the constant which bounds the trace norm of the operator A∗

nAn the
bound becomes EC′′ν

nλ . Therefore for the uniformly boundness hypothesis we obtain

E|Aλη(x)| ≤ c2
Eν√
nλ

.

Further, we have the following bound

E(∥Aλη∥H2
) ≤ ∥A∥

√
E(∥sλ(A∗

nAn)A
∗
nη∥2H1

) (75)

≤ σmax
νEc√
nλ

(76)

where σ2max is the maximum eigenvalue of A∗A. In the case of the hypothesis that A∗A is of
trace class we obtain the following two bounds

E|Aλη(x)| ≤ c
EC′′ν
nλ

,

E(∥Aλη∥H2
) ≤ ∥A∥

√
E(∥sλ(A∗

nAn)A
∗
nη∥2H1

) (77)

≤ σmax
νEC′′

nλ
. (78)

□

7 Conclusions
We have presented an approach to error estimation in spectral regularization of inverse
problems based on sampling inequalities. By interpreting the reconstruction error in
a weak sense, we show that convergence rates can be established independently of a
priori smoothness assumptions on the unknown solution. This is achieved by exploiting
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the connection between inverse problems and kernel approximation in RKHS, and
by extending sampling inequalities to spectral regularization. Our main contributions
include: (i) spectral regularized error bounds expressed in terms of the fill distance of
sampling points for kernel approximation problems; (ii) point-wise variance bounds
beyond traditional L2 norm, in the framework of kernel approximation with additive
Gaussian noise; and (iii) weak convergence estimates for spectral regularized solutions
of inverse problems depending on the fill distance for two given classes of test functions
according to the forward operator. Our findings show that increasing kernel regularity
improves convergence rates only up to a certain degree. For sufficiently smooth kernels
or high dimensions, the rate becomes variance-limited and cannot exceed O(n− 1

2 ),
yielding the classical minimax optimal rate for many statistical estimation problems.
Importantly, the bounds depend on geometric properties of the sampling set and are
independent of the regularity of the unknown solution, thus allowing possibly relevant
implications for practical applications, such as image reconstruction and kernel-based
learning, where sampling patterns are often known.
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