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Approximation sequences to operators
on Banach spaces: a rich approach

H. Mascarenhas, P. A. Santos and M. Seidel

ABSTRACT

Criteria for the stability of finite sections of a large class of convolution type operators on
LP(R) are obtained. In this class, almost all classical symbols are permitted, namely operators
of multiplication with functions in L°° having one-sided limits or slowly oscillating behavior
at infinity and convolution operators (as well as Wiener-Hopf and Hankel operators) with
combinations of piecewise continuous, slowly oscillating and almost periodic symbols. We use
a simpler and more powerful algebraic technique than all previous works: the application of
P-theory together with the rich sequences concept and localization. Beyond stability we study
Fredholm theory in sequence algebras. In particular, formulas for the asymptotic behavior of
approximation numbers and Fredholm indices are given.

1. Introduction

Consider an infinite dimensional Banach space X. Denote by £(X) the Banach algebra of all
bounded linear operators on X, and by K(X) the ideal of the compact operators in £(X).

Given A € £(X), a fundamental problem of (linear) numerical mathematics is to approxi-
mate the solution of the operator equation

Au =v, for givenv € X. (1.1)

A standard procedure is to choose a sequence of projections P, which converge in some sense
to the identity operator, and a sequence of operators A, : im P, — im P, such that the A, P,
converge to A, and to replace equation (1.1) with the ‘simpler’ equations

Ayu, =P,v forn=1,2,..., (1.2)

the solutions u,, being sought in im P,. The crucial question is if this method applies to A, that
is, if the equations (1.2) possess unique solutions w,, for every right-hand side v and for every
sufficiently large n, and if these solutions u,, converge to the solution u of the original equation
(1.1). It is easy to see that the applicability of the method is equivalent to the stability of the
sequence {4, } by which we mean that there is an ny € N such that for n > ng the operators
A, are invertible and the norms of the inverses are uniformly bounded. On the other hand, it is
well known that the invertibility of A is not enough to guaranty the applicability of the method
or the stability of the sequence. A related problem, which originates from statistical physics
where finite-dimensional systems of very large dimension (on the order of 10%) appear, is to infer
properties of the large finite-dimensional operator from its infinite-dimensional counterpart.
The projections P, are chosen depending on the space X, the operator A, and the purpose
for studying (1.1). If X is a Lebesgue function space, typical projections are related to spline
approximation methods or the finite section method (FSM). For function spaces on the real
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line, the projections associated with the FSM are simply the operators P, := x[_y I of
multiplication with the characteristic functions of the interval [—n, n], respectively.

Approximation methods have been studied since the mid 1970s by many authors with the use
of the so-called algebraic techniques. The main idea is to embed the approximation sequence
{4, }nen in a certain algebra of approximation sequences, in which the applicability of the
method is easily related to an invertibility problem in that algebra. The application of Banach
algebra techniques to singular integral and convolution operators of increasing complexity in
several directions (from continuous coefficients or symbols, to piecewise continuous, slowly
oscillating, almost-periodic and so on; similarly from the Cauchy singular integral operators,
to Wiener—Hopf, then Wiener—Hopf plus Hankel operators, or even algebras generated by such
operators) first on the Lebesgue space L?(R) (resulting in C*-algebras), then on LP(R) for
1 < p < oo has led to a great increase in the technical difficulty of the proofs.

Our main objective in this paper is in a sense to apply a simpler but more powerful and
robust variant of the algebraic technique that is capable of solving the applicability problem
with the greatest generality in terms of spaces, symbols and coefficients and with much simpler
proofs.

We will prove the following main result, which shows that for a large class of operators, the
finite section method is applicable if and only if the operator is invertible. In the other cases
our method gives the necessary and sufficient conditions for the applicability of the FSM, in
terms of the invertibility of an additional collection of operators, each a homomorphic image
of the original approximation sequence, which we call snapshots.

THEOREM 1.1. Let A be an operator with its related finite section sequence A = {A,}
belonging to a certain class A;. Then the Finite Section Method applies to A if and only if all
snapshots are invertible in £(X).

The class A; of Theorem 1.1 covers finite section sequences of sums and products of
multiplication operators and convolution operators, with highly discontinuous generating
functions, including L°° functions with limits at infinity for the multiplication operators
and slowly oscillating, almost periodic and piecewise continuous functions for the convolution
operators, which can be present together for the first timef.

We believe that the ideas described here can be used with advantage over the traditional
algebraic methods to study spline approximation methods, or approximation methods in many
other spaces.

The paper is organized as follows: in the next section we introduce definitions and some basic
results for the function and multiplier spaces. We use in some cases simpler definitions than
before, and discuss their relation with the classically defined spaces. We also review the previous
results regarding the finite section method for convolution-type operators, and introduce the
‘P-framework, which is the basis of the new approach. We finish the section by discussing the
classes of operators that can be included in the P-framework. In the third section, which is the
core of the paper, we introduce the notion of rich sequences and develop the whole algebraic
procedure until proving the main result in several versions, one of them even including the
flip operator. Finally, in the last section, we compare the new results with the older ones and
discuss the change of paradigm which results from the present approach.

2. Some basic concepts

We collect in this section some definitions, concepts and base results that are needed in the
latter part of the work and prove some new and highly interesting results on the classification

fSee equation (3.1).
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of convolution operators. We also give very briefly some pointers to the history of the use of
algebraic techniques in approximation methods.

2.1. Function algebras

Let’s start with the definition of piecewise continuous, slowly oscillating, continuous and almost
periodic functions. All function algebras here are considered as subalgebras of L>(R). We
represent the one-point compactification of the real line by R.

e For A € R let PC* be set of all functions being continuous on R \ {A\} and having finite
one-sided limits at \. Similarly, SO* is the set of all functions being continuous on R \ {\} and
slowly oscillating at A, that is,

wlgﬂoosc(f,)\ + ([~z,—ra]Urz,z])) =0 if AeR

Ill)l:r_loo osc(f,[—x,—rz]Urz,z]) =0 if A=o0

for every r € (0,1), where osc(f,I) := esssup{|f(t) — f(s)| : t,s € I}. _
e By PC we denote the smallest closed algebra including all PC*, A e R, and by SO we
denote the smallest closed algebra including all SO*, X € R.

The definitions of SO* and SO are the ones used in the works of Y. Karlovich (where SO is
denoted there by SO?, see, for instance, [18]).

The definition of PC is not the usual one, but it is chosen here for two reasons: First, it gives
the definitions of PC and SO in a unified and consistent picture, and second it is much more
convenient for the subsequent proofs. Actually, this characterization of PC is equivalent to the
classical definition:

LEMMA 2.1. The algebra PC is exactly the algebra of the functions with finite one-sided
limits at each point z € R.

Proof. Since the generators of PC have finite one-sided limits at each point, the inclusion
‘C’ is obvious. Conversely, let f be piecewise continuous in this latter sense. For any prescribed
€ > 0 the set of points € R with |f(z+) — f(z—)| > € is finite (Otherwise, if it was infinite,
it would have an accumulation point in the (compact) set R, at which the one-sided limits
cannot exist.) For each closed interval I between such two points we proceed as follows: For
each interior point x € I define y, := (f(x—) + f(z+))/2 and choose an open neighborhood
of x such that ||f — y.|| < € on this neighborhood. At the endpoints of I do this for y, being
the respective one-sided limit. These open sets cover I. By compactness we can choose a finite
subcovering, and finally let g; be the linear interpolation of all the respective y,, on I with the
respective one-sided limits of f at the boundary of I. Combining these g; to one function g
over R we arrive at IIf = glloo < 2¢. Since g has only finitely many discontinuities, € is arbitrary
and PC is closed, we are done. O

By L we abbreviate the set of all functions a € L*°(R) with
a(to0) = J;Erinooa(m) =0.

Finally, denote by BUC the set (actually the Banach algebra) of all bounded and uniformly
continuous functions on R, by C(R) the subalgebra of all continuous functions a with finite
limits a(—o0) and a(+00), and by C(R) the subalgebra of those continuous functions with
finite limit a(—o00) = a(4+00) at infinity. AP shall stand for the smallest closed subalgebra
which contains all functions z +— €**, X\ € R. Its elements are called almost periodic functions.
Clearly, C(R) ¢ C(R) ¢ BUC and AP ¢ BUC as well as SO ¢ BUC.
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2.2. Multiplier algebras
Let F: L?>(R) — L*(R) denote the Fourier transform

(Fu)(x) := / u(t)el'™dt, x € R,
R

and F~1: L?(R) — L?(R) the inverse of F. A function a € L>°(R) is called a Fourier multiplier

on LP(R), 1 < p < oo,! if the operator

(Wo%a)u)(z) := (F 'aFu)(z), ue€ L*(R)NLF(R),

acts on the dense subset L?(R)N LP(R) such that [|[W(a)ullrrw) < cpllullrrr) with some
constant ¢, independent of u. Then W(a) extends to a bounded linear operator on LP(R).
This extension will again be denoted by W9(a) and is referred to as the Fourier convolution
operator with the symbol function a.

Note that all convolution operators are shift invariant, that is, ViW%(b)V_; = WO(b) for all
s € R, with the so-called shift operators V; defined by

Vi LP(R) — LP(R), f(z) — f(z —s).

By a theorem of Hérmander ([16]), also the converse is true: every shift invariant operator
A € L(LP(R)) is a Fourier convolution operator.
The set of all multipliers on LP(R)

M?:={a€ L*(R): W’(a) € L(L"(R))}

is known to be a Banach algebra with the norm |(a|[ar» := [[W(a)||z(Lr(r)), and particularly
includes x — — sgn(x) for every 1 < p < 00, the symbol of the Cauchy singular integral operator
S: LP(R) — LP(R)
Su)e) == [ Ly e
gy —z

Let p € (1,00) \ {2}. By M <P~ we denote the set of all multipliers b € M? for which there
exists a d > 0 (depending on b) such that b € M" for all 7 € (p — 6,p + §). Also set M<?> :=
M? = L*°(R). Furthermore, for a subalgebra B C L>(R) let B, denote the closure in M? of
BN M<r>,

This yields, for example, the algebra PC,, of piecewise continuous (which particularly contains
—sgn, the symbol of the Cauchy singular integral operator) and the algebra SO, of slowly
oscillating multipliers (which includes the algebra SOZ defined in [18]). Actually, we are going
to attack a larger algebra within this paper: Let [PC, SO, BUC] stand for the smallest closed
algebra which includes all PC-, SO-, and BUC-functions, (hence also all AP-functions), we are
then interested in all multipliers belonging to [PC, SO, BUC],,.

Note that the definitions of these algebras are intuitive, simple and short, and one might ask
whether they are equivalent to the classical approach and the more technical definitions in the
literature. We have the following result, whose proof is trivial.

LEMMA 2.2. The algebra PC, includes the smallest closed subalgebra of MP that is
generated by all C(R),-functions and all X[x,oc), A € R. Moreover, it includes the smallest
closed subalgebra of MP that contains all piecewise constant functions having only finitely

many discontinuities.
Also, PC,, D PC)) and SO, D SO, for every A € R.

TThe cases p € {1,000} have already been completely settled in [23]. Therefore we can focus on 1 < p < oo
in the present paper.
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REMARK 1. These new definitions suggest the following open questions:

(i) whether the collection of all PC;‘ functions is sufficient to generate PC,,
(ii) the same question for SO;‘ and SO,

i)
(iii) whether C(R), is a proper subset of C'(R) N MP,}
(iv) the same questions for SO, and PC,,

(v) whether SO, is larger than the algebra SO, defined in [18].

Anyway, the more elegant definitions in the present paper cover (and probably generalize,
depending on the answers to the questions above) all previous ones.

2.3. The Finite Section Method in algebras of convolution operators

Let P := (P,) be the sequence of projections P, = X[_, ! on the space L”(R) and consider
the Finite Section Method

P,AP,u, = P,v for n=1,2,... (2.1)

for an operator A.

The applicability and properties of the FSM described above, and its discrete analogue
in sequence spaces caught the interest of a large number of researchers that have obtained
and extended results in various directions since at least the 1960s up to the present: various
types of symbols and operators [4, 10, 19, 22, 31, 33, 40], multidimensional case [3, 6, 14,
20, 24], spline methods [10, 14, 17, 36|, Toeplitz, Hankel and other operators [26, 29, 30],
asymptotics, behavior of eigenvalues, approximation numbers and numerical ranges [2, 9, 12,
28, 35, 41], structure of the approximation algebras [1, 11, 37], are just some examples. The
above references are far from being exhaustive, see also the monographs [7, 8, 15, 25, 27, 32]
and the references cited therein.

Gohberg and Feldman [13] were the first to obtain conditions for the applicability of the
method for some classes of continuous symbol convolution operators on LP(R), and Kozak [21]
introduced the algebraic approach. Another important early milestone for tackling piecewise
continuous generating functions was Silbermann’s paper [40] where he found a compact-
like ideal of sequences and a corresponding snapshot, so that the stability problem could be
decomposed into the invertibility of the snapshot and invertibility of the coset in the quotient
algebra. That idea has been used ever since, usually complemented by localization techniques
to find invertibility conditions for the coset.

Bottcher [3, 4] was the first to prove criteria for the applicability of the finite section method
to Wiener—Hopf integral operators on LP(R). He used Silbermann’s localization technique to
reduce the problem to the case of a symbol with a single jump. He observed in particular for
the first time that it is not only two operators but rather a whole family of operators whose
invertibility is necessary and sufficient for the applicability of the finite section method.

When P, is strongly convergent most proofs make use of the close relationship between
strong convergence and the ideal of compact operators. In this context, the observation that
the multiplication of a strongly convergent sequence by a compact operator gives uniform
convergence plays a fundamental role. For non-strongly convergent projections, as it is the
case for the finite section projections in {*°(Z) or L*(R), Roch and Silbermann [34] (see
also [25, 4.36 et seq.]) initiated the idea of changing the above mentioned connection between
compactness and strong convergence to a definition. Starting with the projection sequence P :=
(P,.)nen, one substitutes the usual compact operators by compact-like operators related to that

TIn the context of the multipliers associated to the discrete Laurent operators, a similar question has a
negative answer (see [8], 6.15).
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sequence. The P-compact operators will be those operators K € £(X) such that |KP, — K||
and | P, K — K|| tend to zero as n — oo.

This new approach with the adapted ideal of PP-compact operators happens to also be useful
in the cases 1 < p < oo, and is at the heart of the results we present. In [23] the authors
managed to use the new approach to get, besides the complete solution for the cases p €
{1, 00}, the solution for the so-called quasi-banded operators, which include all convolutions
with generating function continuous at all finite points of R, but do not include the general
piecewise continuous case. The present work purposes to bring the P-framework together with
localization techniques in order to cover for the first time quasi-banded operators and operators
of convolution with piecewise continuous generating functions.

2.4. The P-framework and Fredholm property
Let X be a Banach space and P = (P,)nen a sequence of projections P,, € £(X) such that

(1) P,Pyy1 =P,11P, =P, for all n € N,
(2) limy, o0 [|Prz| = ||z| for each z € X,
(3) > ;e (P — Pi—1)|| = 1 for every finite subset U C N.

Although these conditions seem to be somewhat technical at a first glance, they actually have
a very natural meaning: the projections are nested (1.), cover the whole space (2.), and provide
a uniformly bounded partition (3.), in a sense. Therefore P is said to be a uniform approximate
identity. For a rigorous treatment (in an even more relaxed setup) we refer to [27, 39]. In fact,
recall from [27] that the set

K(X,P)={K e L(X):||KUI-P)|,||(I—-P,)K| —0asn— oo}

of all P-compact operators is a Banach algebra. Further we denote the set of all operators
which are compatible with K(X,P) by

L(X,P):={AeL(X): AK,KA € K(X,P) for every K € K(X,P)}.

It is known that £(X,P) is a Banach algebra as well, and (X, P) forms a closed two-sided
ideal in L(X,P).

An operator A € L(X,P) is said to be P-Fredholm if there exists a P-regularizer B €
L(X), that is, AB — I, BA— I € K(X,P). These P-regularizers belong to £L(X,P) again [39,
Theorem 1.16]. Therefore one may also equivalently define that A is P-Fredholm if A + K(X,P)
is invertible in the quotient algebra L£(X,P)/K(X,P). Of course, the usual Fredholm property
has to dovetail with this modified setting.

e Ac L(X,P) is Fredholm if and only if there exist projections P, P’ € (X, P) of finite
rank such that im P = ker A and ker P’ = im A. In that case A is P-Fredholm.

e A€ L(X,P) is not Fredholm if and only if for every € > 0 and every [ € N there exists a
projection @ € K(X,P) with rank @ > [ such that ||AQ| < € or ||QA|| < e.

If the above holds then P is said to equip X with the P-dichotomy, and actually this is shown to
be true in the cases one is usually interested in, such as X being a Hilbert space, X = LP(RY)
or X = [P(Z"V) with p € [1, ], etc. (see [39, Sections 1.2, 3.3.1 and Proposition 1.27]).

We say that a sequence (4,) C L(X,P) converges P-strongly to A € L(X) if

1K (A, — A)| + (4, —A)K|| -0 as n— oo

holds for every K € K(X,P). In that case (4,) is automatically bounded, its P-strong limit
A ="P-lim A, is automatically contained in £(X,P) and

|All < liminf [|A,,|. (2.2)
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These P-substitutes for the classical triple (compactness, Fredholmness, strong convergence)
provide us with a ‘universe’ which mimics the classical world in large parts. The advantage is
that this new framework has a simple consistent and symmetric algebraic structure, it is more
flexible and it is better adapted to the setting X with the sequence of the projections P,.

In the next section, we return to our concrete setting X = LP(R) with the sequence of
the (non-compact) canonical projections P,. Note that this approach already served as a
key instrument in [23] for the treatment of the finite sections of arbitrary convolution and
convolution type operators on the spaces L'(R) and L>(R), where the situation with the
classical approach is even worse: the P,, do not converge x-strongly there.

2.5. Classes of convolution operators in L(X,P)

Consider X = LP(R), 1 < p < oo, with P = (P,) = (X[—n,nI) the sequence of the canonical
projections and abbreviate the complementary projections by @, := I — P,.

Note that K(X) C K(X,P)C L(X,P) C L(X) and all inclusions are proper (see, for
example, [22]).

DEFINITION 1. An operator A € £(X) is called band operator with band-width w if
Q14w VsAV_ P = PLV;AV_ Q144 =0 for every s € R.

The elements in the smallest closed algebra which contains all band operators are called band-
dominated operators. Moreover, A € £(X) is said to be quasi-banded if
lim sup ||Qn+mAPnH = lim sup ”PnAQnerH =0. (23)
>0 m—=00pn>(

m—r o0 n

Almost obviously, band operators are band-dominated, and band-dominated ones are quasi-
banded. Moreover, one can show [22, 23, 27] that both, the set of band-dominated operators
and the set of quasi-banded operators are closed and inverse closed subalgebras of £(X,P)
which contain IC(X,P) as a closed ideal. If A from one of these algebras is P-Fredholm, then
its P-regularizers are in the same algebra again.

REMARK 2. Roughly speaking these definitions determine to what extend the operators
are able to transport information along the axis. The definition of band operators is primarily
motivated by the analogous (P-setting, where one has a natural interpretation of bounded linear
operators as infinite matrices. Then the definition just means that band operators have only a
finite number of non-zero diagonals.

Besides, there are equivalent characterizations which appear to be very natural also in the
LP-setting. For this, define the commutator [A, B] := AB — BA of two operators A, B, and
moreover, for every function ¢ over R and ¢ > 0 introduce the inflated copy ¢; by ¢:(x) =

p(a/t).

PROPOSITION 2.3 [27, Theorem 2.1.6; 22, Theorem 1.42]. A € £(X) is band-dominated if
and only if
I[A, Il =0 as t— oo forevery function ¢ € BUC.
Surprisingly this is also equivalent to

I[A, o I]|| =0 as t— oo for the particular functions p(x) := e='®.

For convolutions (that is, shift-invariant operators, by Hérmanders result) this means
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COROLLARY 2.4. WO(b) is band-dominated if and only if
WD), ]| =0 as t— oo forevery function ¢ € BUC. (2.4)

In this case b € BUC. On the other hand, if b € BUC,, then W (b) is band-dominated.

Proof. The first part is Proposition 2.3. For the second, we start with the case p = 2. Then,
with o(z) := e*i7,

IWO0), 0]l = I[F~0F, o 0]l = [ F~H b1, Fo P~ F)|
= [I[bI, W (- o)lll = I, Var el

which tends to 0 as ¢ — oo if and only if b € BUC. On the other hand, again by Proposition 2.3,
this tends to zero if and only if W(b) is band-dominated.

If WO(b) is band-dominated on LP(R), p # 2, then it is also band-dominated on L?(R), hence
b € BUC.

Finally, let b€ BUC,. Since the algebra of band-dominated operators is closed we
can restrict our considerations to a dense subset and assume that b€ M" for an r
with |r—2| > |p—2|, by the definition of BUC,. Then, for every ¢ € BUC, |¢|~ =1,
it holds that |[[W°(b), ol]llzirrmy) < 2[[WO(B)|l2(L-(r)) for all ¢ >0. On the other hand
[[WO(b), oIl £(r2(r)) — O as t — co. By the Riesz-Thorin Interpolation Theorem then also
WO ), eed]l| (e (r)) — 0 as t — oo, thus W(b) is band-dominated by equation (2.4). O

For quasi-banded convolutions we have a characterization similar to (2.4) as well.

THEOREM 2.5. A convolution W(b) € L(X) is quasi-banded if and only if

WD), 0:I]|| = 0 ast — oo for every function ¢ € C(R). (2.5)

Proof. Define x_ := X(—o0,0) and Xy := X[0,00) and recall from [23, Proposition 13] that
a shift-invariant operator A = W0(b) € L(X) is quasi-banded if and only if yiAyx+I are
P-compact. Let (2.5) be true. The desired P-compactness easily follows if ||x+ AV4, X+ Vin || —
0 as n — oo, since A is shift invariant. But this is obvious taking (2.5) for the continuous
piecewise linear splines p(z) = 0 (x < 0), p(x) =1 (z > 1) respectively 1 — ¢ into account, for
example,

Ix—AVix+Voull = lIx= Apn Vax+ Voull = [IX—nAVax s Vou|| = 0.

Conversely, let A = W°(b) be quasi-banded, ¢ € C(R), ||¢|lcc =1, and € > 0. Since A —
X—Ax_I — x+Ax+1I is P-compact for which (2.5) obviously holds, it suffices to consider B =
X+Ax+I. First, choose m € N such that |p(z) — ¢(+00)| < € for all x > m. Moreover, there is
an 7 such that on each of the intervals [(k — 1)m/r,km/r], k =1,...,r, it holds that |p(z) —
w(km/r)| < e, respectively. Without loss of generality we can assume that m/r = 1, otherwise
replace ¢ by @, /. Also, there exists a to such that ||o; — @|¢[|c < € for every t > o, where
[t] denotes the largest integer < ¢. Since B is quasi-banded we can find a t; € N, t; > tg such
that, with Q,, :== 1 — P,

sup [|Qn+t BB, || < ‘ and  sup || P, BQnit| < % for all t > ;.
n>0

2m + 1 n>0 2m

Fix teN, t>t;. For i € N set P, := P, — P;_; and for U CN introduce the notation
Py =3 ey Py and Qu := I — Py. Now set Uy := 0, Uy := {(k = 1)t +1,...,kt}, Upq1 :=
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{mt+1,...} and Vi :=Up_1 UU, UUgs1, Vinsr1 :={(m—1t+1,...} for all k=1,...,m.
Then

m—+1 m
Z | Pu, BQv,, || < Z (1P, Pet BQ (11t Qi || + | P, Q- 1) BPg—2): Qi )
k=1 k=1

+ HthBP(mfl)tH < €.

Now we apply the partition N = Uznjll Uy as follows:

m—+1 m—+1 m—+1

Byl =Y Py, Bed = > Py, BePy, + Y Py, BQu.oil,
k=1 k=1 k=1

where the second term is less than e as is shown before. For the first term we abbreviate
VY = pi(kt) = p(k), k=1,...,m, and ., 11 1= p(+00), and get

m—+1 m—+1 m—+1
Z Py, Bpi Py, = Z Py, B(pr — ¥r) Py, + Z Yy Py, BPy,
k=1 k=1 k=1
m+1 m+1 m+1
= Pu, Bl — )Py + Y (b — 91) Py, BPy, + 91 Y Py, BPy,
k=1 k=1 k=1
m+1 m+1 m+1
=Y Py,BPyCy+di » Py, BPy, —¢ Y Py, BQu, + @B
k=1 k=1 k=1

where Cy, = daUy—1 + dsUy + dqUy41 with certain functions dy, da, ds, ds € L>°(R) of the norm
less than 2¢. Also the norm of the third term is less than e, again by the above construction.
Thus, for integers t > t1,

m—+1

> Py, BPy,
k=1

Due to the choice of t; we get a similar estimate for arbitrary real numbers ¢ > t; with an
additional summand 2||B||e at the right hand side. It remains to estimate the sum in (2.6):

m+1 m+1 m+1 m
> Py, BPy || < | PyBPy,_ || +|> PuBPu ||+ Pu.BPy,.,
k=1 k=2 k=1 k=1

For the middle term || Z,’;:ll Py, BPy, || < || B]| is obvious since this operator can be regarded
as a block diagonal operator. Similarly, with the blocks Py, (BV_¢)Py,,

= |1>_ Py, BV_.Py, Vi
k=2

> Py, BPy,_,
k=2

< Bl

as well as | 1", Py, BPy, ., || < ||B||. Finally, the two remaining summands have also norm
II- || < |IB]l and we can conclude that the sum in (2.6) is < 5||B||, hence

|BoiI — @Bl < 8¢-5||BJ| + 2¢ + 2||Blle < (42]|Al| +2)e for all t > t;.
With a similar estimate for B = x_Ax_I this yields (2.5) and finishes the proof since € > 0

was chosen arbitrarily. O

In [23] it has already been proved that quasi-banded operators, hence most of the operators
we are interested in, belong to £(X,P). In particular, convolutions with multipliers in SO,
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AP, and C(ﬁ)p are quasi-banded as is shown there. Here is the remaining ingredient for the
present paper:

LEMMA 2.6. The Cauchy singular integral operator S belongs to L(X,P), but is not quasi-
banded.

Proof. Let u € X = LP(R) and n > m. Using the modulus inequality, Holder’s inequality
and (¢ — 1)2 =1 we obtain,
q
1P S = Po)ull” < | PaSXfn,+00) tll” + 1P SX (— o0, —njull”
1 m —n —+o00 p
_1 (\/ ) gl | [ M, )dx
mP —m —c0 Y— T n y—x

1 m —n 1 P/q +oo 1 P/q
s [ ([ ) () pw) @
mP -m —o00 |y7‘r|q n |y7x‘q
1 m 1 r/q 1 p/q
< —ull” d
e [ <<q “Dn +x>q1> ! (<q D - x)q1> g

=0||u|\p/ ( Ly )dm
_m\ntzrx n—x

— Cflull” - 21n (”*m)
n m

p

where C' = 7 P(q — 1)?/9. Since for any m € N the last expression tends to 0 as n — oo, we
have || P, S(I — P,)|| = 0 as n — oc.

Now from the equality |[(I —P,)SP,|l =IP;S*(I —P,)"lLe = |PnS{I — P,)||lLa we
obtain the dual formula: for every m € N, ||(I — P,,)SP,,|| — 0 as n — oco. Finally, S is not
quasi-banded by [23, Proposition 26]. O

COROLLARY 2.7. Ifb € [PC, SO, BUC], then W°(b) € L(X, P). Moreover, ifb € [SO,BUC],
then WO (b) is quasi-banded.

Proof. In the case p =2 we have already tackled all generators of [PC,SO,BUC] in the
previous considerations.

If p # 2 then we again use an interpolation argument as in the proof of Corollary 2.4 and
combine it with [27, Proposition 1.1.8] which states that an operator A belongs to L(X,P) if
and only if

|1PrnAQn| + |QnAPL] — 0 as n— oo for every m € N.

Let b€ [PC,SO,BUCINM<P> and r with |r—2|>|p—2| such that b€ M". Then
[P WOB)Qn | + |QuWO(b) Py || < 2| WO (b)|| over L"(R). Since WO(b) € L(L2(R),P) by the
above, we have |P,W°(b)Q.| +[|Q.W°(®)P,| — 0 over L*(R). By the Riesz—Thorin
Interpolation Theorem we get convergence to zero also over L?(R).

Finally, if b € [SO,BUC] N M <P~ then we use the same interpolation argument to estimate
the norms in (2.3). O

Summary. We get the following picture for convolutions on X = L?(R):
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All convolution operators with multipliers in the algebra [PC, SO, BUC],, belong to £(X, P),
but some of them are not in the class of quasi-banded operators, in particular those with
Fourier multipliers with jumps at finite points. In contrast, jumps at infinity are permitted
and all functions in the algebra [SO,BUC], yield quasi-banded operators. Further, for all
functions b € [SO*, AP, BUC], = [BUC],, the operators W(b) are even band-dominated. We
point out that slowly oscillating multipliers with discontinuities at finite points do not generate
band-dominated convolutions, but only quasi-banded operators.

3. Setting up the algebraic framework

The basic idea for the study of stability (and more general properties) of the finite sections
sequences is to embed these sequences A = {A,} into a Banach algebra framework. In this
framework, there is a family of homomorphisms which condense A to single operators which
we call snapshots. Intuitively speaking we pursue a divide and conquer strategy: each one of
these snapshots captures a certain easy part of the relevant properties of A, and all of them
together are sufficient for the complete characterization of A.

We start with defining this algebra framework on an abstract level and state all relevant
prerequisites as well as the main results. In Section 3.2 we apply this tool to our problem
and show that it covers the classes of convolution type operators that we announced in the
introduction. At this stage, the general main theorem still contains a somewhat abstract and
unhandy condition which is removed in Section 3.3 by localization. This then yields the main
results of this paper, in particular Theorem 1.1. Finally, in Section 3.4 we propose a slightly
modified implementation of the framework which makes the snapshots a little more involved,
but then additionally includes the flip operator, hence Hankel operators, as well.

3.1. Algebras of structured and rich sequences

Here we mainly follow [23, 38, 39]. Let X be a Banach space. We are interested in the study
of bounded sequences A = {A,, },en of bounded operators A,, € L(X). By F we denote the set
(actually the Banach algebra, equipped with the usual entry-wise defined linear structure and
the norm ||A|| := sup,, ||4,]|) of all such bounded sequences.

As announced, we further introduce a family (w.r.t. an index set T') of snapshots W*(A),
t € T, which are bounded linear operators on certain Banach spaces X!, respectively. This is
done as follows: Suppose that for each ¢ € T there is a sequence of Banach algebra isomorphisms
E! : L(X') = L£(X), n € N. Then the sequence {A')} := {(E!)~1(A4,)} is a transformed copy
of A of operators now acting on X*. By T we denote the collection of these transformation
operators:

T ={(E), _ :teT}
Then, let FT denote the set of all sequences A € F with the property that for every t € T
there exists an operator in £(X"), which we denote by W*(A), such that

Al = (E!

n

)_I(An) — W'(A) as n — oo.

This convergence is to be understood as one of the three following cases:

e cither all these limits are *-strong limits, which means that Agf ) — Wt(A) and (Asbt ))* —
(WH(A))* strongly,

e or on every space X' there exists a uniform approximate identity P* which equips X* with
the P!-dichotomy, and the limits are P!-strong limits, respectively. In that case W!(A)
has to belong to £(X, P),
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- (a),

() N2
V4 (E;;z)¢ N\
{4, {4},

oo e
LXB)  Wh(A) L(X'?)  W2(A)

FI1GURE 1. Taking snapshots: transformation and passing to limits.

e or there is a partition of T = T, U Tp, and the limits for ¢t € T, are supposed to be *-strong
limits, whereas for all t € T they are Pt-strong limits as above, respectively.

We say that the sequences in FT are T-structured, since they have a certain asymptotic
structure which is reflected in their snapshots.

Compact and Fredholm sequences. Besides invertibility and stability, we also want to
address a Fredholm property (kind of ‘almost stability’), thus we have to introduce compact-like
sequences as follows:

For t € T let Kt be the set of all compact or P*-compact operators, depending on the type of
the convergence (that is, depending on whether ¢ € T, or t € Tp). Then, let 7T be the smallest
closed subspace of F which contains all sequences {E! (K)}, K € K', t € T, and all sequences
{Gn}, |Gnll = 0 as n — 0.

In order to make things fit together one has to impose two natural conditions.

(I) For all t € T it holds that sup{| EL||,[|[(EL)~ ! : n € N} < oc.
(IT) For all 7,¢ € T and every K € K' it holds that

wrE ) ={y T

The first condition guarantees that the transformations are not too exotic, and the second one
is usually referred to as the separability condition and means that the directions from which
one can look at a sequence are separated in the sense that the (P!-)compact operators K and
their liftings {E% (K)} which arise from one point of view ¢ € T' are invisible from every other
direction 7.

In such a setting, T is a unital’ Banach algebra which includes JT as a closed two-sided
ideal. The mappings W' : FT — £(X?), t € T, which send each A to W!(A), respectively, are
Banach algebra homomorphisms.

A sequence A € F7T is said to be J T-Fredholm if A + J7T is invertible in the quotient algebra
FT/JT. So this is ‘invertibility modulo J T-compact sequences’. Actually, if A is 7 T-Fredholm
then all its snapshots are Fredholm, resp. P-Fredholm, and only a finite number of them is not
invertible. If all snapshots are Fredholm then A is said to be regular.

The collection of the main results for T-structured sequences reads as follows:

fClearly, {I} is its unit.
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THEOREM 3.1. Let A = {A,} € FT.

(i) If A is a regular JT-Fredholm sequence then, for sufficiently large n, the operators A,
are Fredholm and all snapshots W'(A) are Fredholm. Moreover, their approximation numbers
from the right have the a(A)-splitting property, that is

lim SZ(A)(AH) =0 and liminf SZ(A)JFI(AH) > 0,

n—oo n— oo
with

alh) = ZdimkerWt(A) < o0.
teT

Analogously, the approximation numbers from the left have the §(A)-splitting property, where
B(A) =Y, dim coker W' (A) is finite. Furthermore,

lim ind A, = ind W'(A).

n— o0
teT

(ii) If one snapshot is not Fredholm then, for all k € N, min{s}(A,), s} (4,)} — 0 asn — co.
(iii) A is stable if and only if A is J T -Fredholm and all snapshots are invertible.

So, roughly speaking, in the Fredholm case, the Fredholm properties of A, are captured
by the snapshots, in particular the stability is connected with the invertibility of all
W?(A). Otherwise, if one snapshot is not Fredholm then also the A, cannot be close to
Fredholmness.

Of course, we have to recall the definitions of the approximation numbers of an operator
A € L(X), which are used here to gather the Fredholm properties of the A,, from [39]

sp(A) :=inf{||A — B|| : B € L(X),dimker B > k},
sk (A) :=inf{||A - B| : B € £(X),dim coker B > k}.

In a sense, these numbers measure the degree of (or distance to) injectivity and surjectivity,
respectively. Also note that in case of X being a Hilbert space, these approximation numbers
coincide with the lower singular values of A or A*, respectively.

Rich sequences. Actually, for our purposes in Section 3.2 this framework of T-structured
sequences is still too restrictive, and what we need is a tool for sequences A which may not
be T-structured (as a full sequence), but which have at least sufficiently many subsequences
A, ={A4, } (where g : N — N is strictly increasing) being T-structured.

To be more precise, we firstly point out, that one can of course fix such a strictly increasing
sequence g = (g,) and consider the above machinery for subsequences A, = {4, } instead.
In an analogous way to F and FT we define Fy as the set of all bounded sequences A,
and Fl as the set of all A, € F, for which all limits W'(A,) := lim, .. (B, )~'(4,,) exist.
Clearly, the analogous conditions (I) and (II) hold. Define, further, the set JgT of ‘compact
subsequences’ and the notion of J;F -Fredholmness. Of course, Theorem 3.1 can be translated
to this subsequence framework.

Here is now the next step: A sequence A € F is rich if every subsequence of A has a
T-structured subsequence A, = {A, }, that is, Ay € FI. Denote the set of all rich sequences
by R™. Furthermore, for A € RT we denote by Hy the set of all strictly increasing g : N — N
for which A, € }"s;r . Also, all snapshots of T-structured subsequences of A are referred to as
snapshots of A.
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THEOREM 3.2. It holds that

(i) F > RT > FT are Banach algebras and RT is inverse closed in F,
(ii) if for A = {A,} € RT every T-structured subsequence has a regularly JT-Fredholm
subsequence then A has finite a- and B-number a(A), 5(A), that is,

liminf s7, ) (An) =0, liminf sy (An) =0,

liminf sy, 4y 1(A4,) >0, liminf S,ZB(A)JA(An) >0,

n—o0 n—oQ

where

a(A) = max ; dimker W'(Ay), B(A) = het, ; dim coker W¥(Av,),

(iii) if one snapshot of A € RT is not Fredholm then A cannot have both, finite a- and

B-number, that is, for every k € N
linn_1>ioréf min{s}(A,), st (A,)} =0,

(iv) For A € RT the following are equivalent.

) A is stable.

) Every T-structured subsequence of A is stable.

) Every T-structured subsequence of A has a stable subsequence.

) Every T-structured subsequence of A is JT-Fredholm and all snapshots of A are

invertible.

(e) Every T-structured subsequence of A has a JT-Fredholm subsequence and all
snapshots of A are invertible.

(f) a(A) and B(A) exist and are both equal to zero.

Some comments about the proofs. A thorough exposition of this model with full proofs and
applications can be found in [38, Section 2|, even in a slightly more general form. However,
the results on T-structured sequences are also introduced and proved in [39, Section 2].
Theorem 3.2 (except 3.) can be proved as was done in [23, Theorem 8]. Its 3rd assertion
immediately follows from [39, Theorem 2.26 and Corollary 2.27].

3.2. The sequence algebra framework for convolution type operators

Now we come back to our initial problem, the finite section method for convolution type
operators on X := LP(R), and we apply the general theory of the previous section to this
concrete situation. This actually means that we are aiming for a framework which includes the
algebral

A= alg{{al}, (WO(0)}, {K}, {P} :
a € [PC,S0, L], b € [PC,S0,BUC],, K € K(X,P)}. (3.1)

For this we set T := Tp U T, with Tp := {—,¢,+} and T := R, and further X' := L?(R) for
every t € T, where P':=P = (P,) = (X{_nn{) if t € Tp. Then, F7T is the set of all A =
{A,} € F for which the P-strong limits

WE(A) := P-lim A,, W~ (A) := P-lim V,,A,V_,,, WT(A):=P-lim V_,A,V,

n—o0 n—oQ n—0oQ

TRecall that AP ¢ BUC.
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and, for every t € T, the *-strong limits
HY(A) = sr;grorlc Z U AU 2,
exist, where we recall the homomorphisms
Zn  (Zpu)(z) = n " VPu(z/n), U : (Uwu)(z) =e™u(z) on LP(R)
from [19]. Clearly, we have to ensure that

LEMMA 3.3. The Conditions (I) and (II) are satisfied.

Proof. Since all V,,, Z,, and U; are isometric isomorphisms, the first condition is obvious. For
the second one we start with K := Py, = X|_y,m][, and recall from [23] that for the sequence
{E¢(K)} = {K} the W*-snapshots are zero. Further, all H'-snapshots are zero by [19, Lemma
7.4.(b)]. For { K} with arbitrary K € (X, P) just use the observation K = P, KP,, + K(I —
P,,) + (I — P,,)KP,,. Then, given any prescribed € > 0, choose and fix m sufficiently large such
that the second and third summand get less than e and observe the desired convergence for the
first summand. So, W ({K}) = 0 and H({K}) = 0, t € R, easily follow. Liftings {E:"(K)} =
{V4, KV, } are treated similarly.

Now, for ¢t € R consider {.J,,} = {U_+Z,KZ,'U;} with K a compact operator. The limits
H*{J,} = 0 for s # ¢ were shown in [11, Proposition 4.3]. Next,

|\PnU_Z,KZ, ' Uy|| < \U_1Z0 2, ' U P U Z, K| < || 2, U Py U1 Zy K| — 0

as n — oo, for every m, as discussed above. By duality, W¢{J,,} = 0 follows. The snapshots
W=*{J,} = 0 are proved analogously and the rest is straightforward. O

Thus, we have the above Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 available, and the rest of this section is
devoted to the proof that this applies to all sequences in A.

PrROPOSITION 3.4. A CRT.

In fact, all we have to do is to check that the generators of A are rich. For {K} it is already
clear by Lemma 3.3, and the remaining cases are treated in the subsequent lemmas, where we
also compute their snapshots. Define x 1= x(_o,0) and X+ = X[0,400)-

LEMMA 3.5. For every a € L*°(R) it holds that W{al} = al.
For a € L UPCUJ,cp SO* we have {al} € FT where, for all t € R,

W {al} = a(—00)I, WTt{al} = a(+o0)l, H'{al} = (a(—oc0)x_ + a(+00)x,)I.

For a € SO™ it holds that {al} € RT, where all snapshots W'({al},), g € Hy,py, t € T\ {c},
are multiples of the identity.

Proof. The W-snapshots for all functions under consideration are almost obvious or have
already been discussed in [23].

Since a € L yields al € K¢ = K(X,P), hence {al} € JT, we see that all H-snapshots are
zero by Lemma 3.3.

Functions a € PCUU, g SO* can be decomposed a = a(—o0)x_ + a(+00)x+ +ag with
ap € L§°, and x4+ are tackled in [19, Proposition 7.4.b].

Finally, let a € SO and g : N — N be strictly increasing. From [22, Proposition 3.39] or
[23] it is already known that there is a subsequence h C g such that the W-snapshots of {al},
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exist. It remains to show that for a certain subsequence [ of h one also has the existence of all
H!, ¢ € R. For this we consider

(Z;’}UtaU_chnu) (z) = (Z_”laZhnu) (z) = a(hpz)u(x).

The set of all continuous functions u with compact support N, such that 0 ¢ N, is dense
in LP(R), thus it suffices to consider such u. Fix one point zy € N,. Then, by a Bolzano—
Weierstrass argument, there is a subsequence [ of h such that a(l,xo) converges, let’s say,
to ap. Since a € SO™ the oscillation osc(a(l,,-), NV,,) tends to zero, hence the sequence of the
functions z — a(l,z)u(x) converges uniformly to the function z — aou(z), which gives the
claim. O

LEMMA 3.6. For every Fourier multiplier b it holds that
WO (b)) = W {IPO(5)} = WH{IWO(b)} = WO(b).
Ifb € [BUC, PC], then {W°(b)} € FT with
H{WO(b)} = WO (b(t — 0)x— + b(t+0)x+) (t €R).

If b € [BUC,PC,S0], then {W°0b)} € RT and the H'-snapshots (of T-structured subse-
quences) are still of the form W°(c_x_ + ¢y x4 ) with constants c_,c,.

Proof. The W-snapshots are clear, since convolution operators are shift invariant.

For the H-snapshots we first assume that p = 2. Then it suffices to consider the generators
WO (b) separately with b either uniformly continuous over R, or b = X[A,00)5 OT b € SO* for X € R.
The piecewise continuous and the slowly oscillating b are already studied in [19, Proposition
7.4.c]. So, let b € BUC and € > 0. Then there exists a § > 0 such that sup{osc(b, [t — §,t + J]) :
t € R} <e. Let ¢! be the continuous piecewise linear spline which is 1 at the point ¢ and 0
outside the interval [t — ,t 4 ¢], respectively. Then

WOb) = WO(bg") + WO(b(1 — ")) = b(t)W (") + WO((b — b(t))@") + W (b(1 - ¢")),

where the first term has the H-snapshot b(¢)I, the third one has Hf-snapshot zero, and the
second one has norm less than e. Since € and ¢ were arbitrarily chosen, we find that H (W9 (b))
must be b(t)I for every t € R.

Now let p # 2 and fix b € [PC,SO,BUC], and g : N — N. We can already assume that b € M"
for an r with |2 — p| < |2 — r|. Indeed, this is clear since, by the definition of the algebra
[']p, these particular functions are dense, and moreover the H-homomorphisms are bounded
(even uniformly w.r.t. ¢ € R). The sequence {W°(b)},, considered as a sequence over L?(R)
has a subsequence {W(b)},, € F;F. We want to show that then all H'{W°(b)};, t € R, over
LP(R) exist as well. By symmetry reasons it suffices to consider ¢t = 0. Note that the snapshot
HO{W?O(b)}), over L?(R) is of the form WO (by) where by = c_x_ + ¢, X+ with constants c_, c,.

Let d denote the continuous piecewise linear spline which is 1 over [—1,1] and 0 for |z| > 2.
Then, as shown in [19, Proposition 7.4.c|, Z,.*W°(d)Z,, are of the form W°(d},) with d},(x) =
d(z/m) and tend *-strongly to the identity, whereas Z,,W°(d)Z,,! are of the form W°(d2))
with d2, () = d(mz) and tend *-strongly to zero. Thus, defining d2, := d., (1 — d2,) we obtain
a sequence of operators W(d3 ) which tends *-strongly to the identity (see Figure 2). For
u € LP(R) consider the decomposition

1(Z, WO ®) Zy,, = WO (bo))ull = [1Z;, WO (b — bo) Z,, u

|
WO = o) [IWO(1 = dy)ull + 12, "W (b = bo) Zn, W (dy, Jul

WO = o) [IIWO(1 = dy Jull + WO ((bn,, — bo)ey,) ][]
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with by, (x) := b(z/h,) and let € > 0. For sufficiently large m the 1st summand is less than
€|ju|| since the norms |[W°(1 — d3,)u|| tend to zero as m — oco. Fix such an m. Then, for the
2nd summand notice that all the functions (by,, — bo)d2,, n € N, are continuous at 0, have their
supports contained in the compact support of d%l and converge pointwise to zero as n — oo.
We claim that they even converge uniformly. If b has only finitely many points of discontinuity,
then this is obvious since, for sufficiently large n, the points of discontinuity of by, — by are
outside the support of d , hence these (b, — by)d>, are uniformly continuous and the claim
follows as in the proof of Lemma 3.5. For general b we just apply the density of the set of all
functions with finitely many discontinuities and an approximation argument. Thus, ||[W°((b, —
bo)d%)”ﬁ([ﬂ(R)) < |l(bp,, — bo)d;g’nnoo — 0 as n — oco. Moreover ||W0((bh” — bo)d%)”g(p‘(]}g)) <
[WO(b—bo)|lz(Lr(r)) are uniformly bounded. Using Riesz-Thorin interpolation we find that
[WO((bn, — bo)d,)llz(L» (=), hence also the second summands above, tend to zero. Since € was

arbitrarily fixed, we get that Z,:nl WO(b)Zy, u tends to WO(by)u. Duality gives the rest. O
We point out that Vi = WO(b) with b(z) = €** [5, Sections 3.1, 19.1], hence
COROLLARY 3.7. All shift operators V induce sequences {V,} € A C RT.

Finally, it is immediate that

LEMMA 3.8. For the sequence {P,} and for every t € R it holds
WC{P’H} = Ia W_{Prb} = X-‘rla W+{Pn} = X—Iv Ht{PrL} = Pl-

3.3. Finite sections of convolution type operators

Theorem 3.2 gives us stability conditions and a characterization of the asymptotic behavior of
the approximation numbers for a wide class of operator sequences: the T-rich sequences. To
know if the conditions are satisfied, we need to know whether or when for a given sequence A
every T-structured subsequence has a subsequence A, which is regularly JT-Fredholm, that
means a subsequence A such that A, + th is invertible in the quotient algebra F, ,:r /T ,:F and
all operators W(A;) and H'(A,) are Fredholm.

We will show, in particular, for finite sections of operators in a large class of convolution
type operators, that the P-Fredholmness of the three snapshots W¥(A},) imply the invertibility
in ¥ /JT.

In order to apply Allan-Douglas principle, we start by defining, for each continuous function
pel (R)7 the sequence of expanded functions given by

on:R= R, pn(x) = p(x/n).
Define further, C := {{p,I} : ¢ € C(R)} and note that an alternative representation is given
by

{SDTLI} = {ZnSDZ;1}- (3.2)
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PROPOSITION 3.9. C is a closed commutative subalgebra of F¥ ¢ RT with
WE{@, I} = o(+1)I, W{p,I} = @(0)] and H'{p,I} = oI forallt € R;
and is isometrically isomorphic to C(R).

Proof. Note that W {p, I} = P-lim, 0 ¢n1, with ¢, (z) := ¢((x + n)/n). Since ¢,, con-
verges pointwise to (1) and ¢ € C(R), then ¢,I converges P-strongly to ¢(1)I. The
same arguments apply to the other W-snapshots. For the H-snapshots, the assertion is
straightforward taking into account (3.2). Thus, C is a closed commutative subalgebra of FT
and it is also clear that the map {®,} — © is an isometric isomorphism. 0

For sequences A and B, let [A, B] denote the commutator AB — BA.
PROPOSITION 3.10. For every p € C(R),

(a) ||[enl, WO(b)]|| — 0 for b € [SO,BUC],
(1) HenI} AW (X1t,00))}] = {U-+Z, K Z,;'U;}, with K a compact operator.

Proof. Assertion (a) is a consequence of Corollary 2.7 and Theorem 2.5. For the symbols b =
Xt = X[t,00): t € R, from the relations W9(x;) = U_yW(x4+)U; and Z, "W (x4)Zn = W°(x4+)
for every t € R, it follows that

SDnWO(Xt) - WO(Xt)WnI = gonU,tWO(ngt - UftWO(XHUtSDnI
=U 1 ZnpZ, " WO (x 1)U = U W°(x4) ZnpZ, ' U,
=U_1Znle, W° (x )12, ' Uy,

and since [pl, W%(x )] is a compact operator (see [32, Proposition 5.3.1]) we obtain assertion
(b). O

We now introduce a subalgebra A; of A by
Ay = alg{{al}, (W (b)}, {K}, {P.}:
a € [PC,S0, L], b e [PC*, S0, BUC,, A € R, K € K(X, P)} (3.3)

and mention that it is not known if A; is really a proper subalgebra of A, since it is unknown
whether there are multipliers in PC, which do not belong to the smallest closed algebra
which includes all [PC*, SO, BUC],, X € R. Anyway, this algebra covers, unites and extends all
previously considered cases in the literature.

COROLLARY 3.11. Let A € A;. Then [A,C] € JT for every C € C.

Proof. Tt suffices to check the assertion for the generators of A;. Clearly, constant sequences
{aI} of operators of multiplication, as well as {P,} commute with {¢,I}, and {K} € JT
by definition. The generators {W°(b)} are covered by the previous proposition, since every
b € [PC*,S0, BUC], can be decomposed as b = ax 4 ¢ with a € C and ¢ € [SO, BUC],,, hence

Henl} AW )} = A{U-\Zs[0I, WO (x:)1 2 Un} + {onl 1AW (0)}],

where the latter summand tends to 0 as n — oo and the first one is in J7T. O
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Let h be an increasing sequence of natural numbers, Cj, := {Cj, : C € C} and let LT C Ff be
the set of sequences of local type, that is, the set of all sequences A;, € FE with A, C;, — CLA, €
J¥ for all C € C.

Then [19, Lemma 6.2] translates to the present setting and provides that £} is a closed and
inverse closed subalgebra of FI' containing J,F as a closed ideal. Moreover, £ /7T is inverse
closed in F;F/JF. The algebra C/ := (Cj, + J,F)/J,T is a closed central subalgebra of £ /J/T
which is isomorphic to C = C’(R) To see the latter, just assume that the homomorphism
C(R) — LT/ TT given by ¢ {@n, I} + JT is not injective. Then {p I} + JF = JT for
some ¢ # 0, that is, {¢p, I} € J;F. But then the snapshot H{p, I} = ¢l is a compact
operator, hence ¢ =0, which is a contradiction. Consequently, the maximal ideal space of
C;LY is homeomorphic to R. Denote by ®, the canonical homomorphism from L¥/TT onto
the local algebra at s € R. Then, using Allan’s local principle (see, for example, [32, Theorem
2.2.2]), a sequence Ay, € LT is J,F-Fredholm if and only if ®,(A;, + J;T) is invertible for every
s € R. We want to identify these local cosets, and for this goal we consider a subalgebra of A;
which still contains the finite sections we are interested in.

DEFINITION 2. Let F4, be the smallest closed subalgebra of RT which contains all finite
section sequences { P, A, P, + (I — P,)}, with {A,,} € A;. Clearly, F4, C A; and it is not hard
to check that each of its elements A = {A4,,} is of the form

{An} = {PnAnPn + MA(I - Pn)}

with a certain complex number p4.

PropPoOSITION 3.12. Let A € F4, and g : N — N be strictly increasing. Then there exists a
subsequence h C g such that Ay € E?f and

(a) u(Ap +T") = @ ({We(An)} + T;)) if |s] < 1
(b) @u1(Ap+TTF) = @y ({(Van, WE(AR) Vi, } + TF)
(c) ®s(Ap +TF) = ua® ({1} + T,F) if |s| > 1.

If We(Ap) (or WEL(AR)) is P-Fredholm and B (or B, respectively) is a P-regularizer, then
the sequence { B}y, (or {Vip, B+Ven, tn, respectively) belongs to LT as well.

Proof. Since A is rich we can always pass to T-structured subsequences A}, and then Corol-
lary 3.11 yields A;, € LT. Moreover, it is easily seen that {W°(Aj,)} and {Viy, WEL(AR)Vap, }
belong to F;I' as well.

Let |s| < 1 and choose a continuous function ¢ such that supp ¢ C [—1,1] and ¢(s) = 1.
Then ®4({on, I} +TF) =0,({I}+TF) and ®5({on, (I — Pp,)} + JF) =0 which implies
o ({Pn, } + j};r) =0, ({1} + j}?) Thus,

D (Ap + T5) = . ({WE(AR)} + TiF).

Actually, this already holds for the full sequence A.

For the local algebra at s =1, we will check the assertion even for all sequences in Aj,
and we start with the generators. It holds that ®;({P,} + J,F) = ®1({Vh, x-V_n, } + T,F)
and clearly equality (b) also holds for all A, = {W°®b)}, with b a Fourier multiplier.
Suppose that a € [PC, SO, L] and A, = {al}, € F;F. Then W (A}) exists, and in partic-
ular, ap :=lim,,_, a(h,) € C exists. Defining intervals J, := [n/2,3n/2], one can choose a
continuous function ¢ which is supported in J; and ¢(1) = |j¢|| = 1. Then, actually, it holds
much more, namely osc(a, J,) — 0 as n — oo, and hence ||(a — an)pn|| < [|(a — an)x, || = 0.
Consequently,

& ({al}r + TF) = @1({apnl}n + T)))
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=& ({anenl}n + JF) + ©1({(a — an)onl}n + TF)
=0 ({anl}, + JF) +0.

Thus, we have (b) for all generators of A;. An arbitrary sequence A € A; is always the
norm limit of a sequence (A("™)) consisting of finite linear combinations and products of the
generators. By a standard diagonal argument one can pass to a sequence h C g such that A,
and all A;Lm) belong to F;F. Since (b) is true for all approximations Aglm) it must hold for A,
as well.

Lastly, if |s| > 1 then we benefit from the restriction to the finite section algebra F 4, , apply
O, ({Py, } + T,F) = ©,({0} + J,F), and arrive at (even for arbitrary h)

O, ({An, } + TF) = ®5({Pu, An, P, + pa(I — Po)} + TiF) = un®s ({1} + 7).

Now let B be a P-regularizer of W¢(Ay), that is, {BH{W°(Ay)} ={I}+ {K} with a
P-compact K. One easily checks that this yields the invertibility of all snapshots
WE({We(Ay)}n) and HS({W°(Ax)}n), s € R, and that their respective inverses are the
snapshots of {B},. Thus {B};, € FF, even {B}), € LT due to the inverse closedness of the
algebra [,;L[' / J,;r . The remaining cases are treated similarly. O

Applying the Allan-Douglas principle we obtain

PROPOSITION 3.13. Let A € F4, and all the snapshots W'(A,), t € Tp, g € Hy, be
P-Fredholm. Then every T-structured subsequence of A has a J*-Fredholm subsequence Ay,
that is, A, + J;F is invertible in F;¥ / J,F.

Proof. Let A, be T-structured. Proposition 3.12 yields a subsequence Aj. By the Allan-
Douglas local principle, it is enough to show that ®,(Aj + J,LT) is invertible for every s € R
providing the snapshots W¥(A}), t € Tp, are P-Fredholm.

Let s =1, then ®1(Ay + JF) = &1({Vi, WH(Ap)V_p, } + TF), and the P-regularizer B
of WH(Ay,) provides an inverse ®;({Vj,, BV_j, }+ JF) of ®1(A;, + JF). Analogously, the
P-Fredholmness of W~ (Aj) and W°(Ay,) imply the invertibility of the local elements at s = —1
and |s| < 1, respectively. Finally, if |s| > 1 the P-Fredholmness of W (A},), which is of the form
X-WH(Ap)x—I + pa(l — x—)I implies that us is non-zero and therefore the claim. O

Summarizing the previous results together with Theorem 3.2 we obtain

THEOREM 3.14. For A = {A,} € F.4, it holds that

(i) if all snapshots of A are Fredholm then A has finite a- and S-number given by

a(A) = max
heHy

)

> dimkerW'(Ay) + ) dimker H'(A)
t=—,c,+ teR

)

A) = max dim coker Wt (A,) + dim coker Hf (A
B(A) max LZ;# (An) tEZR (An)

(ii) if one snapshot is not Fredholm then A cannot have both finite a- and S-number,
(iii) A is stable if and only if all snapshots are invertible.

This particularly yields our motivating Theorem 1.1.
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3.4. The flip and Hankel operators

In this very last step we are going to include the flip operator
J: LP(R) = LX(R), (Jf)(x) = f(-x)

and by this get access also to Hankel operators which are, by definition, of the form H(b) =
X+ WO (b)x_J. More precisely, we want to consider the algebra

B = alg{{‘]}a {al}, {Wo(b)}7 {K}, (P}
a € [PC,S0, L], b e [PC*,S0,BUC,, A € R, K € K(X, 73)} . (34)

Unfortunately, this is not possible directly by the above approach because {J} is not T-rich as
the W*- and the Hf-snapshots, ¢ # 0, do not exist for any subsequence. The point is that the
local properties at the ‘directions’ ¢ = + and ¢t = — (as well as at different ¢ € R) are separated
in case of A-sequences, whereas {J} now connects the directions + and — (respectively ¢ and
—t). Therefore we introduce an adapted symmetrized framework which combines the snapshots
W=, as well as the pairs H®, H™* (s > 0) into operator-matrix-valued snapshots W*, H®*,
respectively. These mappings are again algebra homomorphisms Fp — L£(LP(R) x LP(R)) on
certain Banach algebras ]—",? of S-structured (sub)sequences, which particularly cover all Aj €
FF (T-structured in the former sense) and {J}, hence all generators of B, with

= (" ) (3 )

(
Ho* (A) = (HS%Ah> H‘S(Ah)> He [} = (3 ‘é) (s >0).

The homomorphisms W¢ and H® remain as before. Then we get for the finite section algebra
F that is generated by all {P, A, P, + (I — P,)} with {A,} € B the following.

(3.5)

THEOREM 3.15. For A = {A,} € Fg it holds that

(i) if all snapshots of A are Fredholm then A has finite a- and S-number with

a(A) = max | dimker W¢(A,) + dim ker H?(A},)

heH,

+ dimker W*(As,) + > dimker H** (A)
s>0

(similarly for 8(A)) and for every S-structured subsequence Ay,

lim ind Ay, = ind W°(As) + ind H(Az) + ind W*(Az) + > ind H**(Ay),

n—oo
s>0

(ii) if one snapshot is not Fredholm then A cannot have both finite a-, B-number,
(iii) A is stable if and only if all snapshots are invertible.

We only sketch the proof since it follows in large parts the same line as before. The
main technical ingredients here are special tricky transformations which help to overcome
the unpleasant ‘non-local’ behavior of the flip operator.
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FIGURE 3. Illustration of the transformation in (3.7).
Proof. 1st step. Given A = {A,,} € RT, the sequence {4, } of operators

A, = (fé” ?) € L(I”(R) x L*(R))

has the same stability properties, the same a- and S-number, and the A, have the same
Fredholm indices as the A, respectively. Set Ry := x. I, Ry := W%x), S; := I — R;,

po._(Pn O (B S p P P
P, = <0 Pn) and T;:= <Si Ri> € L(LP(R) x LP(R)) (:=1,2).
Then T, ' = T, and P = (P,) is a uniform approximate identity on £(LP(R) x LP(R)).

2nd step. Define the index set S := {c,+} U[0,00) and let F3 be the set of all sequences
B:={B,} C L(L?(R) x LP(R)) such that the limits

We*(B) := 779130121 B, (3.6)
o (5 Snon(t 2)
H*"(B) = s-lim (ZJSUS anoU_s)TanT2 (U—SZ’” UOZn) (s > 0) (3.9)

exist. One immediately checks that also in this new setting 7S the two conditions (I) and (II)
in Section 3.1 are fulfilled. Hence the construction of compact JS-sequences, the larger algebra
RS of S-rich sequences and Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 are available.

3rd step. By straightforward computations we can easily check that for every A, = {4, } €
FT and also for A, = {J}, the snapshots W*(A,) = WH*(A,) and H¥*(A,) = H**(A,) are
as announced in (3.5), and that

We* (Ay) = <WCE)Ah) ?), HO* (&) = (HO(OAh) 2)

Indeed, (3.6), (3.8) are clear and (3.7)

L Vb (X An, X + X ) Vi, Voo X+ A, X-Von,
P-lim
n— 00

Vi X=An, X+ Vi, Vi (X=Ap, X= + X+)Von,
exists by the following simple facts: P-lim Vo x4+ Vip = I, P-lim Vo x=Van =0, Jx+Van =
X5 Vend as well as V,, = Vo, V_,, = V_,, Vs, etc.
Finally, (3.9) has the very similar structure
<Zh1U5(R2AhnR2 + S)U_oZp, Z, YUsRo A, SoUs Zy,,, )
s-lim " o

Z};11U7552AhnR2Usthn Z}:nlUfs(SQAhnSQ + RQ)Uthn

n—r oo
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where s-lim Z, 'U,RoU_,Z,=slim Z,;'U_,SoU.Z,=I, s-lim Z;'U,SoU_,Z,=s-lim Z; ! x
U_RUZ, =0, JSUZ, = RoU_4Z,J and JRU_,Z, = SoUZ, J.

The convergence for {4y, } € F' of, for example, the upper right corner follows by
reformulation

Z, WU Zn, - 2y, ' U_sRoUsZy, - Z, ' U_sAp UsZy, - Z, ' U_ 382U Zp, — 0-H 3 {Ap, }- 1.

Then, by this and the 1st step, the formulas in Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 easily translate to the
assertion of the present Theorem 3.15.

4th step. All we are left with is to remove the JS-Fredholm conditions in the general
Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, again by localization as in Section 3.3. Obviously,

o= {{(% )} e ectn e = o-a)

is a closed commutative subalgebra of 75 C RS, and D as well as all (D), +J°)/JS are
isometrically isomorphic to C[0, c0). Furthermore [C, A] € JS for every C € D and every A €
Fn, by application of Corollary 3.11 and the relation [J, ¢, ] = 0. Then, one still identifies the
local cosets of Ay, with {W*(A,)} at the points s € [0,1) and with a certain multiple of the
identity at the points s > 1. At the point s = 1 the new snapshot W“"*(Ah) does the job, and
Allan-Douglas finishes the proof. t

4. Conclusions

The approach of this paper provides not only the well-known results on the stabil-
ity /applicability of the Finite Section Method for classes of convolution type operators with
piecewise continuous and slowly oscillating data [19, 31], but goes far beyond: On the one hand
it completes the picture by describing also non-stable sequences in terms of the asymptotic
behavior of their approximation numbers and Fredholm indices. On the other hand it covers
much larger classes of data, including almost periodic, even BUC, multipliers b, as well as
operators of multiplication with almost arbitrary functions a having restrictions only on the
behavior at infinity. Actually, our approach permits to build upon much simpler (and probably
even more general) definitions of the multiplier algebras. Finally, also the flip hence Hankel
operators are included.

Moreover, the constructions and proofs have become much simpler. In the previous works the
localization had to be done over more involved commutative subalgebras of sequences arising
from slowly oscillating functions whose definition is technical and the characterization of their
maximal ideal spaces required hard proofs. This is now replaced by the much simpler algebra
C. The keys for this simplification are the application of the P-theory, the concept of rich
sequences, and the valuable characterizations of quasi-banded operators.

Another remarkable point is that the role of the snapshots changed dramatically. While in
the previous literature the W-directions served for the construction a sufficiently large ideal J
such that the respective quotient has a large center, and the H-snapshots provided the desired
representatives for the identification of the local cosets, we now turn the table. In the present
paper only the W-snapshots are used in the identification of the local cosets, whereas the
H-directions provide the appropriate J7T.
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