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Abstract—This paper considers recovering a continuous an-
gular power spectrum (APS) from the channel covariance.
Building on the projection-onto-linear-variety (PLV) algorithm,
an affine-projection approach introduced by Miretti et. al.,
we analyze PLV in a well-defined weighted Fourier-domain to
emphasize its geometric interpretability. This yields an explicit
fixed-dimensional trigonometric-polynomial representation and a
closed-form solution via a positive-definite matrix, which directly
implies uniqueness. We further establish an exact energy identity
that yields the APS reconstruction error and leads to a sharp
identifiability/resolution characterization: PLV achieves perfect
recovery if and only if the ground-truth APS lies in the identi-
fied trigonometric-polynomial subspace; otherwise it returns the
minimum-energy APS among all covariance-consistent spectra.

Index Terms—Continuous angular power spectrum (APS),
projection onto linear variety (PLV), channel covariance, trigono-
metric polynomials.

I. INTRODUCTION

We consider a directional (angle-domain) channel model as
in [1]. Specifically, we study a single-cell uplink where the
base station (BS) employs an M -antenna uniform linear array
(ULA) and each user has a single antenna. A classical spatial
channel covariance R ∈ CM×M gives [1]–[5].

R =

∫
Θ

ρ⋆(θ)a(θ)a(θ)
Hdθ, (1)

where θ ∈ Θ := [−π/2, π/2] is the angle of arrival (AoA),
ρ⋆ : Θ → R+ denotes the angular power spectrum (APS)
satisfying Assumption 1, and a : Ω → CM is the frequency
dependent antenna array responses:

a(θ) := [1, eiκ1 sin θ, . . . , eiκM−1 sin θ]⊤, (2)

where κm := γπm, m ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,M − 1}, with γ = 2d/λf .
Here, d is the inter-element spacing of the ULA, and λf is
the wavelength of carrier frequency f .

The APS ρ⋆ is the primary quantity we aim to estimate. It
provides a compact, second-order description of the propaga-
tion geometry (e.g., dominant directions, angular spread, and
diffuse multipath) and is useful for long-term system design
tasks such as beamforming [6], [7], user grouping [4], and
channel prediction [8]–[10]. Moreover, ρ⋆ typically varies on a
much slower timescale than instantaneous channel realizations,
which makes it well suited for long-term inference [10]–[12].

The covariance in model (1) encodes the underlying con-
tinuous angular scattering spectrum ρ⋆. This perspective is
closely related to covariance-based random access, which
considers a discretized counterpart of (1) with random signa-
tures [13]–[15]. In that setting, it is shown that the covariance
is a sufficient statistic for estimating large-scale parameters
(e.g., user activity and large-scale fading coefficients) [13,
Theorem 1], supporting the general principle that second-order
statistics can capture the relevant long-term information.

Miretti et al. [1] proposed an influential estimator—termed
projection onto a linear variety (PLV)—for the inverse problem
of recovering a continuous APS from a spatial covariance
matrix. Given a target covariance R, PLV selects, among all
spectra consistent with the covariance model (1), the one with
minimum L2-norm (cf. Definition 1):

ρplv = argmin
ρ∈V

∥ρ∥, (3)

where V is an affine subset of the Hilbert space L2(Θ) defined
by the covariance constraints

V :=
{
ρ ∈ L2(Θ) | R =

∫
Θ

ρ(θ)a(θ)a(θ)H dθ
}
. (4)

Equivalently, ρplv is the orthogonal projection of the origin
onto the affine set V in L2(Θ) [1], which motivates the
term “projection onto a linear variety” and our use of “affine
projection” in the title.

Building upon the PLV framework of [1], we revisit PLV in
a weighted Fourier-domain and sharpen its geometric structure.
In particular, we make the following three aspects explicit (our
main contributions):

• Appearance of trigonometric polynomials. We intro-
duce a weighted Fourier-domain perspective that re-
veals a clean geometric decomposition of the covariance-
consistency set: The feasible spectra form an affine set,
and its orthogonal complement is a fixed-dimensional
subspace, in terms of trigonometric polynomials, de-
termined by the array size. This turns an infinite-
dimensional recovery problem into an explicit finite-
dimensional characterization.

• Equivalent PLV interpretations and its uniqueness.
We show that the PLV estimator admits several equiva-
lent interpretations, and we derive a simple closed-form
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procedure to compute the solution. This also yields a clear
uniqueness guarantee and makes the dependence on the
observed covariance lags transparent.

• Exact error decomposition and resolution. We establish
an exact energy/error decomposition that directly quan-
tifies the reconstruction error of PLV. This leads to a
sharp identifiability (resolution) statement: Perfect recov-
ery holds precisely for spectra that lie in the identified
subspace; otherwise PLV returns the minimum-energy
spectrum among all covariance-consistent candidates,
clarifying the fundamental aperture-limited resolution.

A. Preliminaries and Notation

Let I ⊆ R be a Lebesgue-measurable set and dx be the
Lebesgue measure. We introduce the following preliminaries.

Definition 1. (Weighted L2 space). Let w : I → (0,∞) be
a Lebesgue-measurable weight function with w > 0 almost
everywhere. For measurable functions f, g : I → R, define
the weighted inner product

⟨f, g⟩w :=

∫
I

f(x) g(x)w(x) dx,

whenever it is well-defined. Define the weighted L2 space

L2
w(I) :=

{
f : I → R

∣∣ ⟨f, f⟩w < ∞
}
,

with the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩w and norm ∥f∥w :=
√
⟨f, f⟩w.

If w(x) = 1 on I , then L2
w(I) reduces to the standard space

L2(I) with the usual inner product and norm ∥f∥ :=
√

⟨f, f⟩.

Definition 2. (Projection Operator). Let S ⊂ L2
w be a

nonempty closed convex set. The projection of f ∈ L2
w onto

S is the (unique) element PS(f) ∈ S that solves

PS(f) := argmin
z∈S

∥f − z∥2w. (5)

The mapping PS : L2
w → L2

w is called the projection operator
onto S. In particular, if S is a closed subspace, then PS is the
orthogonal projection onto S.

Assumption 1. The APS ρ⋆ ∈ L2(Θ).

Organization. The rest of this paper is organized as follows.
Section II presents the transformed (weighted Fourier) domain
formulation and the associated weighted L2 geometric setup.
Section III develops the main geometric results and Section IV
concludes the paper.

Notation. Throughout the paper, we use the typefaces
a,a,A and A to denote scalar/function, vector, matrix and
set, respectively. For a vector a ∈ Rn, a(j1 : j2) denotes the
subvector of a consisting of its j1-th to j2-th entries, where
0 ≤ j1 ≤ j2 ≤ n−1; in particular, a[j] denotes the j-th entry
of a, and we also write aj when no ambiguity can arise. For
a matrix A ∈ Rm×n, [A]i,j denotes its (i, j)-th entry, and
A(i1 : i2, j1 : j2) denotes the submatrix formed by rows i1 to
i2 and columns j1 to j2, where 0 ≤ i1 ≤ i2 ≤ m − 1 and
0 ≤ j1 ≤ j2 ≤ n− 1.

II. WEIGHTED FOURIER-DOMAIN FORMULATION

In this section, we reformulate the continuous APS recovery
problem in a weighted Fourier-domain that is more amenable
to geometric analysis. For a ULA, the covariance matrix R is
Hermitian Toeplitz and positive semidefinite, and is therefore
fully specified by its first column r ∈ CM :

r := [R]:,1 =

∫
Θ

ρ⋆(θ)a(θ)dθ. (6)

Let r = [r0, r1, . . . , rM−1]
⊤. Then, the m-th covariance lag

admits the integral form

rm =

∫
Θ

ρ⋆(θ) e
iκm sin θ dθ, m = 0, . . . ,M − 1, (7)

where κm is defined in (2) (with r0 =
∫
Θ
ρ⋆(θ)dθ).

We next apply the change of variables x = sin θ and define
the transformed APS

g⋆(x) := ρ⋆(arcsinx), x ∈ I := [−1, 1]. (8)

Then (7) becomes

rm =

∫ 1

−1

g⋆(x) e
iκmx w(x) dx

= ⟨g⋆, eiκm(·)⟩w, m = 0, . . . ,M − 1, (9)

where the Jacobian weight is

w(x) =
1√

1− x2
, (10)

and ⟨·, ·⟩w is the weighted inner product in Definition 1.

Remark 1. Under Assumption 1, ρ⋆ ∈ L2(Θ) implies g⋆ ∈
L2
w(I) via the mapping (8).

Since ρ⋆ and g⋆ are in one-to-one correspondence, we will
refer to either function as the APS when no confusion arises.
In the remainder of the paper, we work with the weighted
Fourier-domain representation (9). This viewpoint reveals that
the available covariance lags {rm}M−1

m=0 are weighted Fourier
measurements of g⋆, and it will lead to a cleaner geometric
characterization of the PLV estimator.

III. GEOMETRIC ANALYSIS OF PLV IN THE WEIGHTED
FOURIER-DOMAIN REPRESENTATION

We next revisit the PLV scheme and place it in the weighted
Fourier-domain representation. This leads to a arguably simple
geometric interpretation of PLV and shows that PLV recon-
structs the APS within a fixed-order trigonometric polynomial
model.

A. Geometry and Trigonometric-Polynomial Subspace

In order to facilitate geometric analysis, we introduce the
following Lemma.

Lemma 1 (Affine structure and orthogonal decomposition).
Let r = [r0, . . . , rM−1]

⊤ ∈ CM be a given covariance vector,



and define r−m := r∗m for m = 1, . . . ,M − 1. Consider the
L2
w space in Definition 1 and define the affine set

Vw :=
{
f | ⟨f, eiκm(·)⟩w = rm, −M < m < M

}
, (11)

together with the closed subspace (i.e., null space)

N :=
{
f | ⟨f, eiκm(·)⟩w = 0, −M < m < M

}
, (12)

and its orthogonal complement

N⊥ := {f | ⟨f, h⟩w = 0, ∀h ∈ N}. (13)

Then the following two statements hold true:
1) Vw is an affine subset of L2

w(I) with direction N , i.e.,
for any f1 ∈ Vw and f2 ∈ N we have f1 + f2 ∈ Vw, and
hence Vw +N = Vw.

2) The orthogonal complement N⊥ is a finite-dimensional
subspace spanned by trigonometric polynomials, i.e.,

N⊥ =
{
f(·; b) | b ∈ R2M−1

}
, (14)

in which

f(x; b) = b0 +

M−1∑
m=1

bm cos(κmx) + bM−1+m sin(κmx)

with κm denoting the spatial-frequency samples associated
with the covariance lags (cf. (2)).

Proof. See Appendix A.

Lemma 1 shows that the set of functions g ∈ L2
w(I) that

satisfy the covariance constraints is an affine set Vw with
direction N , and that N⊥ is a finite-dimensional subspace
spanned by trigonometric polynomials. The PLV can thus be
viewed as selecting the unique element in Vw∩N⊥ (see Fig. 1).
Building on this geometric picture, the following Theorem
summarizes several equivalent characterizations of PLV.

Theorem 1. Recall the sets Vw, N⊥ defined in Lemma 1.
Let gplv ∈ L2

w(I) denote the solution of the PLV [1]. Then
the following four statements are equivalent and uniquely
characterize gplv.

1) Minimum-norm formulation:

gplv = arg min
g̊∈Vw

∥̊g∥w = PVw
(0). (15)

i.e., the minimum-norm element in Vw.
2) Geometric feasibility formulation:

gplv = Vw ∩N⊥, (16)

i.e., gplv is the unique element in the intersection set Vw∩N⊥.
3) Trigonometric polynomial parameterization: There is a

unique vector b = [b0, . . . , b2M−2]
⊤ ∈ R2M−1 such that

gplv(x; b) := b0 +

M−1∑
m=1

bm cos(κmx) + bM−1+m sin(κmx),

(17)
with the vector being solved by: letting r−m := r∗m for m =
−(M − 1), . . . ,M − 1,

find b ∈ R2M−1s.t. ⟨gplv(·; b), eiκm(·)⟩w = rm. (18)

Fig. 1. Geometric interpretation of the PLV. The affine set Vw collects all
functions consistent with the covariance constraints, N denotes the associated
null space, and N⊥ is its orthogonal complement.

4) Closed-form coefficient representation: The vector b
in (17) admits the closed form

b = G−1y, (19)

where y is defined by1

y :=

[
ℜr0:M−1

ℑr1:M−1

]
∈ R2M−1 (20)

and G satisfies2

G :=

[
Gℜ 0
0 Gℑ

]
∈ R(2M−1)×(2M−1), (21)

with Gℜ ∈ RM×M and Gℑ ∈ R(M−1)×(M−1) given by

[Gℜ]m,n = π
2

(
J0(κm−n) + J0(κm+n)

)
,

[Gℑ]m′−1,n′−1 = π
2

(
J0(κm′−n′)− J0(κm′+n′)

)
,

for 0 ≤ m,n ≤ M − 1 and 1 ≤ m′, n′ ≤ M − 1, respectively,
and J0(·) denotes the Bessel function of the first kind of order
zero. In particular, G ≻ 0 and hence invertible.

Proof. See Appendix B.

Remark 2 (Additional insight into the PLV formulation).
Building upon the original PLV method in [1], Theorem 1
makes two aspects of the method more explicit.

• Appearance of trigonometric polynomials. The explicit
description of N⊥ shows that PLV reconstructs the APS
within a fixed-order trigonometric polynomial model in
the transformed domain g⋆ ∈ L2

w(I). In particular,
PLV selects the basis {1, cos(κmx), sin(κmx)} for rep-
resenting APS, which clarifies the underlying modeling
assumptions on angular resolution and on the level of
detail that can be captured in the reconstructed APS.

• Uniqueness. The closed-form relation (19) reveals that the
PLV estimate is linear to the covariance, with a matrix G
that depends only on the array geometry and frequencies.
Since G ≻ 0, the coefficients b, and hence gplv, are
uniquely determined by the covariance constraints. This
makes the uniqueness of the PLV solution explicit.

1We note that the imaginary of r0 is trivial, i.e., ℑr0 = 0 (refer to (2)).
2Note that matrix G slightly differs from the one in [1, Proposition 1]; in

particular, the latter is rank-deficient, whereas G is full-rank in our setting.



Discussion. Theorem 1 shows that PLV recovers the APS by
projecting onto a fixed dimensional trigonometric polynomial
subspace in the transformed domain g ∈ L2

w(I), yielding a
unique solution that depends linearly on the covariance vector.

B. Error Decomposition and Resolution

Proposition 1 (Energy identity and reconstruction error). Let
gplv be the PLV solution as in (17). Then

∥gplv∥2w = b⊤Gb = y⊤G−1y, (22)

where b = G−1y is given in (19). Moreover, for any g ∈ Vw,

∥g∥2w = ∥gplv∥2w + ∥g − gplv∥2w. (23)

In particular,

∥gplv − g⋆∥2w = ∥g⋆∥2w − y⊤G−1y ≥ 0, (24)

with equality if and only if g⋆ ∈ N⊥.

Proof. See Appendix C.

Compared with prior set-theoretic analyses in [16], our error
study differs in two main aspects: (i) [16] primarily bounds
errors of specific linear functionals of the APS (task-dependent
performance), whereas we bound the APS reconstruction error
itself in a weighted L2 geometry; (ii) We leverage the explicit
PLV geometry in the weighted Fourier-domain to expose a
resolution/identifiability limit, while their bounds do not aim to
characterize this resolution behavior. The following Corollary
is a direct consequence of Proposition 1.

Corollary 1 (Resolution/Identifiability). The APS becomes
perfectly recoverable via the PLV approach if and only if
the ground-truth APS g⋆ ∈ N⊥, i.e., is represented by the
trigonometric polynomials in (17) with order up to 2M −2 (a
total of 2M − 1 degrees).

Corollary 1 yields an explicit identifiability (resolution)
condition for continuous APS recovery, thereby clarifying the
fundamental resolution limit induced by the finite aperture. To
the best of our knowledge, explicit results for such resolution
have not appeared in the literature.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We studied the recovery of a continuous APS from spatial
covariance and revisited the PLV approach through a weighted
Fourier-domain Hilbert-space viewpoint. This geometric re-
formulation reveals that PLV operates over an explicit finite-
dimensional trigonometric-polynomial model and leads to a
closed-form solution characterized by a geometry-dependent,
positive-definite matrix, making uniqueness transparent. More-
over, the resulting orthogonal decomposition provides an exact
energy/error relation and yields a sharp identifiability (resolu-
tion) statement: PLV achieves exact recovery precisely when
the true spectrum lies in the identified subspace; otherwise, it
returns the minimum-energy spectrum among all covariance-
consistent candidates. Future work includes extending the
analysis to noisy or finite-sample covariance estimates and to
more general array geometries (e.g., planar arrays).

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

1) Affine structure. Let f1 ∈ Vw and f2 ∈ N . For every
−M < m < M , by linearity of the inner product in the first
argument,

⟨f1 + f2, e
iκm(·)⟩w = ⟨f1, eiκm(·)⟩w + ⟨f2, eiκm(·)⟩w = rm,

so f1 + f2 ∈ Vw. Hence Vw +N ⊆ Vw. Conversely, fix any
f1 ∈ Vw and take any f ∈ Vw. Then for each −M < m < M ,

⟨f − f1, e
iκm(·)⟩w = ⟨f, eiκm(·)⟩w − ⟨f1, eiκm(·)⟩w = 0,

so f − f1 ∈ N , i.e., f ∈ f1 + N ⊆ Vw + N . Therefore
Vw ⊆ Vw +N , and we conclude Vw +N = Vw, so Vw is an
affine subset of L2

w(I) with direction N .
2) Characterization of N⊥. Define the finite-dimensional

subspace

S := span
(
1, {cos(κm ·)}M−1

m=1 , {sin(κm ·)}M−1
m=1

)
⊂ L2

w(I).

We claim that N = S⊥. Indeed, if f ∈ N , then in particular

⟨f, 1⟩w = ⟨f, eiκ0(·)⟩w = 0,

and for each m = 1, . . . ,M−1 we have ⟨f, eiκm(·)⟩w = 0 and
⟨f, e−iκm(·)⟩w = 0 (since the constraints hold for all −M <
m < M ). Using the identities

cos(κmx) =
eiκmx + e−iκmx

2
, sin(κmx) =

eiκmx − e−iκmx

2i
,

and linearity of ⟨·, ·⟩w in the second argument, we obtain

⟨f, cos(κm(·))⟩w =
1

2

(
⟨f, eiκm(·)⟩w + ⟨f, e−iκm(·)⟩w

)
= 0,

⟨f, sin(κm(·))⟩w =
1

2i

(
⟨f, eiκm(·)⟩w − ⟨f, e−iκm(·)⟩w

)
= 0.

Hence f is orthogonal to each generator of S, i.e., f ∈ S⊥,
so N ⊆ S⊥. Conversely, if f ∈ S⊥, then ⟨f, 1⟩w = 0
and for each m = 1, . . . ,M − 1, ⟨f, cos(κm(·))⟩w = 0 and
⟨f, sin(κm(·))⟩w = 0; therefore

⟨f, e±iκm(·)⟩w = ⟨f, cos(κm(·))⟩w ± i ⟨f, sin(κm(·))⟩w = 0,

and also ⟨f, eiκ0(·)⟩w = ⟨f, 1⟩w = 0. This is exactly the
defining condition of N , so S⊥ ⊆ N . Hence N = S⊥.

Taking orthogonal complements yields

N⊥ = N⊥ = (S⊥)⊥ = S.

As S is finite-dimensional, it is closed in L2
w(I), so S = S

and thus N⊥ = S. Equivalently, every f ∈ N⊥ can be written
as

f(x) = b0 +

M−1∑
m=1

bm cos(κmx) + bM−1+m sin(κmx)

:= f(x; b),

for some b ∈ R2M−1, and conversely every such trigonometric
polynomial belongs to N⊥. This proves Lemma 1 and the
finite-dimensionality claim.



APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We show the equivalence of the four statements in Theo-
rem 1 by linking them pairwise. Throughout the proof, we use
the sets Vw,N ,N⊥ defined in Lemma 1.

1) ⇔ 2): minimum norm vs. affine intersection. By
Lemma 1, the feasible set Vw is an affine subset of L2

w(I)
with direction N , i.e., Vw+N = Vw. In particular, if g0 ∈ Vw

is any fixed feasible point, then every g̊ ∈ Vw can be written
uniquely as

g̊ = g0 + h, h ∈ N .

Assume first that statement 2) holds, i.e., Vw∩N⊥ = {gplv}.
For any g ∈ Vw, write g̊ = gplv + h with h ∈ N . Since
gplv ∈ N⊥ and h ∈ N , we have ⟨gplv, h⟩w = 0 and hence

∥̊g∥2w = ∥gplv + h∥2w = ∥gplv∥2w + ∥h∥2w ≥ ∥gplv∥2w,

with equality only if h = 0, i.e., g̊ = gplv. Thus gplv
is the unique minimum-norm element in Vw, which proves
statement 1).

Conversely, suppose gplv is the unique solution of the
minimum-norm problem (15). Decompose gplv orthogonally
with respect to N as

gplv = g⊥ + h, g⊥ ∈ N⊥, h ∈ N .

Since Vw is an affine set with direction N , we have g⊥ =
gplv − h ∈ Vw. Moreover,

∥g⊥∥2w = ∥gplv − h∥2w = ∥gplv∥2w − ∥h∥2w ≤ ∥gplv∥2w,

with strict inequality whenever h ̸= 0. By the optimality of
gplv, it must hold that h = 0, and hence gplv = g⊥ ∈ N⊥.
Combined with gplv ∈ Vw, this implies gplv ∈ Vw ∩ N⊥.
Finally, if there were two distinct elements g1, g2 ∈ Vw ∩N⊥,
then g1 − g2 ∈ N ∩N⊥ = {0}, so g1 = g2. Hence Vw ∩N⊥
is a singleton, and statement 2) holds. This proves 1) ⇔ 2).

2) ⇔ 3): geometric formulation vs. trigonometric parame-
terization. Lemma 1 further shows that N⊥ is a (2M − 1)-
dimensional subspace spanned by the trigonometric basis{

1, cos(κmx), sin(κmx)
∣∣ m = 1, . . . ,M − 1

}
,

so every g ∈ N⊥ admits a unique representation of the
form (17) with some b ∈ R2M−1. In particular, any gplv ∈
Vw ∩ N⊥ must be representable as in (17), and the con-
straints defining Vw translate exactly into the feasibility con-
ditions (18). This yields statement 3).

Conversely, if gplv admits the representation (17) with a
vector b that satisfies (18), then by construction gplv ∈ N⊥ and
⟨gplv, eiκm(·)⟩w = rm for all −M < m < M , i.e., gplv ∈ Vw.
Uniqueness of b (and hence of gplv) follows from the linear
independence of the trigonometric basis. Therefore Vw∩N⊥ =
{gplv}, and statement 2) holds. This proves 2) ⇔ 3).

3) ⇔ 4): trigonometric form vs. closed-form coefficients.
Substituting the expansion (17) into the covariance constraints

⟨gplv, eiκm(·)⟩w = rm, −M < m < M , and separating real
and imaginary parts yield a linear system of the form

G b = y, (25)

where y is defined in (20) and G is the block-diagonal matrix
in (21). The entries of Gℜ and Gℑ can be written as

[Gℜ]m,n = ⟨cos(κm·), cos(κn·)⟩w,
[Gℑ]m−1,n−1 = ⟨sin(κm·), sin(κn·)⟩w.

with (via the identity
∫ π

0
cos(z cos θ)dθ = πJ0(z))

⟨cos(κm·), cos(κn·)⟩w = π
2

(
J0(κm−n) + J0(κm+n)

)
,

⟨sin(κm·), sin(κn·)⟩w = π
2

(
J0(κm′−n′)− J0(κm′+n′)

)
.

For any c ∈ RM , we have

c⊤Gℜc =
∥∥M−1∑

m=0

cm cos(κm·)
∥∥2
w
≥ 0,

with equality if and only if
∑M−1

m=0 cm cos(κmx) = 0 for all
x ∈ I , which by linear independence of the cosine functions
implies c = 0. Hence Gℜ is symmetric positive definite.
An analogous argument shows that Gℑ is symmetric positive
definite as well. Thus G is positive definite and invertible,
and (25) has the unique solution b = G−1y, which gives the
closed-form expression (19). This proves statement 4) given
statement 3).

Conversely, if b = G−1y, then (25) holds, and thus
gplv(·; b) of the form (17) satisfies covariance constraints in
Vw and belongs to N⊥. This recovers statement 3), and hence
3) ⇔ 4).

Combining the implications 1) ⇔ 2), 2) ⇔ 3), and 3) ⇔ 4)
yields the equivalence of all four characterizations.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

For any x ∈ I = [−1, 1], denote by

ϕ(x) := [1, . . . , cos(κmx), . . . , sin(κmx), . . . ]⊤ ∈ R2M−1,

and recall Theorem 1 that gplv(x) = bTϕ(x) with b = G−1y,
where the matrix is G =

∫
I
ϕ(x)ϕ(x)⊤w(x) dx. Then

∥gplv∥2w = ⟨gplv, gplv⟩w

= bT
( ∫

I

ϕ(x)ϕ(x)Tw(x) dx
)
b

= bTGb = yTG−1y,

where the last equality uses b = G−1y and G = G⊤ ≻ 0.
Next, by Theorem 1, gplv = PVw

(0), i.e., it minimizes ∥g∥w
over the affine set Vw = gplv +N . Hence for any h ∈ N , the
function f(t) := ∥gplv + th∥2w is minimized at t = 0, which
implies 0 = f ′(0) = 2⟨gplv, h⟩w for all h ∈ N , i.e., gplv ⊥ N .
Therefore, for any g ∈ Vw we can write g = gplv + h with
h ∈ N , and

∥g∥2w = ∥gplv + h∥2w = ∥gplv∥2w + ∥h∥2w
= ∥gplv∥2w + ∥g − gplv∥2w.

In particular, for g⋆ ∈ Vr, ∥gplv − g⋆∥2w = ∥g⋆∥2w −yTG−1y.
This completes the proof.
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