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ABSTRACT

Aims. Knowing the distribution of stellar rotational velocitissessential for the understanding stellar evolution. Beeave measure
the projected rotational spesdini, we need to solve an ill-posed problem given by a Fredholegial of the first kind to recover
the ’'true’ rotational velocity distribution.

Methods. After discretization of the Fredholm integral, we apply Trikhonov regularization method to obtain directly the @bty
distribution function for stellar rotational velocitied/e propose a simple and straightforward procedure to déaierthe Tikhonov
parameter. We applied Monte Carlo simulations to proveThditonov method is a consistent estimator and asymptéticabiased.
Results. This method is applied to a sample of cluster stars. We olstaifidences intervals using bootsrap method. Our results
are in good agreement with the one obtained using the Luckiadetn recovering the probability density distributionrofational
velocities. Furthermore, Lucy estimation lies inside oomfadence interval.

Conclusions. Tikhonov regularization is a very robust method that deobr the rotational velocity probability density function
from a sample o¥sini data straightforward without needing any convergenceriait

Key words. methods: analytical — methods: data analysis — methodsencah — methods: statistical — stars: fundamental—
parameters — stars: rotation

1. Introduction ties. This CDF is attained in one step demonstrating thestebu
ness to this method.

(O The understanding about how stars rotate is essential to de-while the CDF identifies the distribution of the speed of fota

(O scribe and modelling many aspect of stellar evolution. Frogiyn it is sometimes useful to have the probability densityd-

| spectroscopy observations we can only get the projectettvekion (PDF) for easy handling and to appreciate directlyaiart

S I!:y, VSInI, wherei is the InC“natlon angle with reSPeCt to thq)roperties of the distribution (e_g_’ the maximum, its Sw[“yl

-= line of sight. Furthermore, in order to deconvolve (disegta or - variability, etc). It is known also that the observed valoéthe

><_unfold) the rotational velocity distribution function, @ssump- projected rotational velocities are provided with meament

= tion on the distribution of rotational axes is required. Bt@n- error. The goal of this work is to propose a methodology that
dard choice is that the distribution of stellar axes is umifly provides straightforward the PDF, taking into account theam
(randomly) distributed over the sphere. Using this assimpt syrement errors and avoiding numerical problems arisiom fr
Chandrasekhar & Munch (1950) studied the integral equatigie derivative of the CDF. Regularization methods are a-tech
that describe the distribution of 'truev)and apparenisini) nique widely used to deconvolve inverse problems. Image pro
rotajtlonal VeIOCItI.eS,.derIVIng a formal SOlUt|0n, which pro- Cessing’ geophysics and machine |earning are some of the ar-
portional to a derivative of an Abel's Integral. Chandras@k& eas where they are usually applied (Bouhamidi 2007, Deng et
Miinch (1950) method is not usually applied, because the dif: 2013, Fomel 2007). Among the regularization methods we
ferentiation of the formal solution can lead to misleadiegults - find: Truncated Singular Value Decomposition (TSVD), Selec
due to intrinsic numerical problems associated to the dévie tje Singular Value Decomposition (SSVD) and Tikhonov Reg-
of the Abel's integral. ularization Method (Hansen 2010).

9.04599v1 [astro-ph.IM] 15 Sep 2016

Curé et al. (2014) extended the work of Chandrasekhar & In this article we obtain the estimated probability distitibn
Minch (1950), integrating the formal solution and obtaittesl function directly from the Fredholm integral by means of the
cumulative distribution function (CDF) for the rotationadloci- Tikhonov regularization method.
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After its introduction by Tikhonov (1943) to solve integrathe euclidean norm, but for ill-posed problems this metlzild f
equation problems, this method (known as Ridge Regressiorthe sense that can produce unstable estimators. In arder t
in statistics) has been developed and extensively usee siagoid this problem Tikhonov regularization method impoaes
then (see, e.g., Tikhonov 1963, Tikhonov and Arsenin 197#&gularization term to be included in the minimization pres,
Tikhonov et al. 1995, Eggermont 1993, Hansen 2010). It @lowmamely:

%neg]sctgregr?\eer;rt]. the numerical stability and dealing with rsrod min(AX — YJI2} — minlIAX = Y2 + 42 IL (X - Xo)llz}, 4)

This article is structured as follows: In section 2 we brieflwhere is the Tikhonov factor. The standard definition for the
present the mathematical description of the method andidescL. matrix isL = |, wherel is the identity matrix ando is an
a procedure to calculate the Tikhonov factor. In section 8, wnitial estimation, setting{, = 0, when there is no previous in-
perform Monte Carlo simulations to show the robustnessief tHormation. There exist dierent quantitative approaches to ob-
method. In section 4, a real sample of cluster stars are decgdin Tikhonov factor, e.g., Generalized Cross-Valida{iGV),
volved by Tikhonov regularization, confidence intervals eal- L-curve Method, Discrepancy Principle, Restricted Maximu
culated using bootstrap method and a comparison between lokelihood. More details of these are explained in, e.ggsBr
PDF results with the one obtained with the Lucy (1974) methed al. (2007), Hansen (2010), Tikhonov & Arsenin (1977). &nc
and CDF results from the work of Curé et al. (2014) are pahe A-value is attained, the solutiox, of the regularized prob-
formed. Last section presents our conclusions and futurk.wo lem by Tikhonov method is given by:

X; = (ATA+ 221)ATY, 5)

In this article we use the Tikhonov regularization method us
Many inverse problems in physics and astronomy are giveniing singular value decomposition (see appendix A for detadl
terms of the Fredholm integral of the first kind (Lucy 1994deconvolve the distribution of the rotational stellar \cifies.

2. Tikhonov Regularization Method

Hansen 2010), namely: In the data analysed in this article the L-curve method daile
i. ., we do not obtain the “L" shape in the L-curve plot, but
fy(y) = fp(y| X) fx(X)dx, (1) only the horizontal part of it (see details in Appendix B).r Fo
this reason we propose the method described below to chese th

herefy is a function accessible to observation dgs the func- Tikhonov factor based on the fact that, when- 0, X, tends
tion of interest. The kerned(y| X) of this integral is related to the t0 the exact solutioiX, whereby the dference between two reg-
remoteness of the measurement process, in this case, jee-préllarized solutions tends to 0. In Monte Carlo runs (siecth8) t
tion of the distribution of stellar axes. Tikhonov factor has been calculated with our proposed ntetho

Chandrasekhar & Miinch (1950) were the first in conside(ee below). We proved (seti. 3) empirically that, Tikhorey
ing the integral equation governing the distribution ofigr an  timator we obtained, is unbiased and consistent, bothateieis
the apparent (projected) rotational velocities of stars,xsini, Properties of any statistical estimator. _
wherex = v is the rotational speed ands the inclination angle e determine the value of Tikhonov factdr,using the fol-
with respect to the line of sight. Assuming an uniform distrfOWing iterative procedure, which turned out to be fastet af

bution of stellar axes over the sphere (see Curé et al. 2014 ffgient to obtain the regularization parameter in case ofatmo
details), this integral equation (Ed. 1) reads as follows: solutions:

i) We start with an initial value oft (1 = A¢).

0o y ii) In each following iteration we reduce the value ofby a
fy(y) = f — = x(dx (2)  factorf, (1; = fJ 2o), we use typicallyf = 0.99.
Yy XX -y ii) At iteration stepj we calculate the dierence between the

i ; ; :«_ correspondent regularization solutiogs= || X;, — Xy, |-
cretlizz);airgrﬁsolpghgngzlérlr?) n\;/gtrlét.form (by & quadrature d"?v) If ¢ is small enough, that isp < €, we stopI the iterative
P » We get process and get the value afTypically a value of = 107/

has been used in this procedure.

Y = AX (3) In appendix B, we show the criteria for selectingand factor

Now, A is a matrix representing the kernp{y|x), Y is a f.
vector representing the density of projected rotationkdaites
fy(y) and X is the unknown vector representing the density & \onte Carlo Simulation
‘true’ rotational velocitiesfx (X).

In this section we present the results of Monte Carlo nuraéric

Since the observed data are measured with error, last ecgigrulations, to assess the performance of Tikhonov reigalar
tion is an example of a discrete ill-posed problem, i.e.,Ism&on method when applying to deconvolve rotational velesit
errors in the measured data can produce large variatiohe iret  distribution from Fredhoml integral. Our Monte Carlo rurse
covered function which make the solution unstable (lvan@t.e sist innyc = 1000 independent replications for each of cho-
2002 and references therein). Nevertheless, in the deediges sen scenarios, where we considered two specific distritgitd
the work of Chandrasekhar & Miinch (1950), much mathematitational velocities. Therefore, we simulate 3@felient cases
cal work on this kind of problems has been developed. Amodgscribed as follows:
them, one of the most common methods is the Tikhonov regs . o . -
ularisation method (Tikhonov & Arsenin 1977, Tikhonov et alg) Unimodal Distribution: We choose a Maxwellian distribu-
1995, Hansen 2010). tion

The standard method to solve EQl (3) is to apply ordinary 21,
fM (X) = ; ; X

_2
least squares (OLS), i.e., nfiih X — Y|[2}, where]| - || represents ez?, x>0, (6)
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with parameter- = 8, which is the same distribution used In the left panel of Fig[]2 we plotted the MISE values as
in Curé et al. (2014). Furthermore, we consider thrékedi function of sample length far. = 0.5.In the other cases{ =
ent cases, each one including an additive error from a uti-2) the MISE value is very similar with values MISE 1074,

form distributionU[-o, o], with PDF given byfy(x) = Also it can be seen that as increasing the sample size, MISE

1/(20¢) for —oe < X < o.. The chosen values of. are: tends to zero, that is, MISEf—0 whenng—co.

o =05,1,2(km/s). _ o The right panel in Fid.]2 shows Tikhonov factors as function
b) Bimodal Distribution: For a mixed of two Maxwellian distr of sample size, these factors are of the same order of maignitu

butions for both types of distributions (unimodal and bimodal). Gim-

2 ¥ (A -2 B -2 ulations confirm for all sample lengths andfdrento. values
fam(¥) = v/ = 75 ( i+ —e 2”2], x>0, (7) that, Tikhonov factor) is almost independent of the magnitude
7 A+B 0'2 . .
of the erroro-.. Furthermore, since Tikhonov parameter changes
dispersion parameters akej = 5 ando, = 15, and ampli- slightly as function of sample size, we can consider the diikdv
tudes:A = 0.3 andB = 0.7. We consider the same additivefactor is almost independent of the sample lenggh,
error cases as the unimodal distribution. To confirm this result, we have performed MC simulations
. . - With a fixed value oft. The range oft was from 0002 to 001
fivezgﬂ]SLTg;Z}ggr-bnOth (?EJ(? '1%?33%'6’“ f ggg ig%%% we ConS'%f{h a step ofA, = 0.001. We calculate the MISE fromyc =
S-S = : 16)_00 samples, each with a sizermf= 1000 for each value of

For each independent Monte Carlo sample we need to si ; . L
late two samples, one from the distribution of the rotatiaea ?/'” gg \ngylml:rpgss?:]gﬂﬁéme[g?g f'ig‘g“tt(')";‘ ?Egg ;/alllé?s fgfr the

e B gy NS range o, a cierence amost negigibi. i the case of
9 9 a bimodal Maxwellian distribution the scenario is very $ani

integral (EGLE). Then, we multiply each element of the fiashs using the same range #fthe MISE values vary increasing from

ple with the correspondent of the second sample and add-the 5 5 o o
ror term. This gives the final sample wfini of each scenario. 245717% 1075 until 4.718x 10°5. Similar behaviour is found when

The following step is to estimate the PDF of the projecteel-rotns = 30, 1.OQ 300 1(.)000’ supporting our claim a_bout Tikhonov
tional velocities with a Kernel Density Estimator (KDE, \&it- factor (1) is almost independent of the s_,ample Slz€. :
man 1986). Using a grid aig points we discretized the Fred- By means of the average of the estimated PDFs we can esti-
holm integrél obtaining the I?near system (Ely. 4). With téga mate the expected value for the Tikhonov regularizationtgmh.

we calculate the Tikhonov factdrusing the procedure describe(JOn all cases, the mean of the estimated PDFs is very closeto th

above and obtained the Tikhonov regularization soluty, birlli?mc?;rl:sniltm?fr?gt?cr)r?li?gg zledr'fg'tglét't?gg’sgg fl%ser:?:gj?'
which is the estimated PDF of rotational speeds. y y! 3
tpe sample size.

Figure 1 upper panels show, in solid line, the origina . . . . .
Maxwellian distribution (Eq[6) together with the mean esti s -rrnhlfoiﬁ:cz:atIIShL?rmsiéseergpl‘rnﬁglrlg%otrheatsti?\iesmldsl%d t:ﬁgrg"g};és
mated PDF of all Monte Carlo simulations (black squares cofsymP Y ) '

. . . hen ng tends to infinity, it implies that the variance of the

nected by dashed line) for feiérent values ofr. andng. It is w s o .
clearly shown that sample lengths of ordgr~ 30 gives accept- Igﬁggﬁ\i’srae%léfsr:ifg'rﬂne;ﬁﬂr;@?r tends to zero as well and
able results when compared with the original sample. Fgelar '
sample lengths)s > 100, the agreement between original distri-
bution and mean of the estimated PDF is almost exact. Althoug, Deconvolving a Real Sample
the mean estimated distribution are slightly shifted todowe- ) ) ) )
locities. Lower panels of Fil 1 show the original bimodaked N this section, we perform the following steps: i) Apply
Maxwellian distributions (in solid line) together with tmeean Tikhonov regularization method to a sample of measwisidi
estimated PDF (black squares connected by dashed line)n whigta of cluster stars in order to estimate the rotationajosel
a sample length is of order; ~ 30, a diference between the't probability density distribution, ii) Compare the aaition
estimated PDF and the original PDF is observed. Nevermelé%.f d|ffere_nt methods to deconvolve_ the velocity dlstnt_)utlon to-
Tikhonov regularized solution retrieves the bimodalitylate- 9ether with previous non-parametric results from theditere.
liver approximately the position of maximum of both compo-
?ebnt?, but gives a wrong estimate of the tail of the originsd d 4 1. Tarantula Sample
ribution.
In the other casesn{ > 100) the mean of the TikhonovWe select the Tarantula sample for single O-type stars frem t
regularization solutions is very close to the original et VLT Flames Tarantula Survey, where Ramirez-Agudelo et al.
of Maxwellian distributions, although the estimated vahfe (2013)deconvolved the rotational velocity distributicsing the
the amplitudes is slightly lower (first distribution) andgsitly Lucy (1974) method (see also Richardson 1972). This sample
higher (second distribution) than the original one. contains 216 stars withsini data from 4&km/sup to 61Ckm/s.

In order to quantify the error of the estimated PDF, we cafollowing Ramirez-Agudelo et al. (2013), for comparisom-pu
culate (following Curé et al. 2014) the Mean Integrated SeuaPoses, we also omitted the two largest values of the sampte (o

3
0

Error (MISE), that is: liers). To build theY vector, we used the KDE method with the
following bandwidths (Silverman, 1986, pages 45 and 47):
1 (1 &, hy = 0.791QRn;Y5 9
MISE = — 3= 3 (fj(x) - f(x))?|. ® ° o 5 o
Nvic 4=\ Ng h, = 0.9 minZ, IQR/1.34) n;*/°, (10)

where f(X) represent the original distribution function of rotahere, IQR is the interquartile range antl is the standard
tional speeds andi;(x) represent the estimated Tikhonov regudeviation of the sample and is the sample length.
larization density of th@-run in Monte Carlo simulations.
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Fig. 1. Upper panels: Univariate Maxwellian distribution, withrametero- = 8, is shown in solid line in all upper panels, black squaremected

by dashed line represents the mean ofrifje = 1000 samples of Tikhonov regularization. Results arerige= 30 with o = 0.5 (upper left),

ns = 100 witho. = 1 (upper center) ands = 1000 witho. = 2 (upper right). Lower panels: Bivariate Maxwellian dibtrtions is shown in solid
line in all lower panels, with parametess = 5 ando, = 15 and amplitude# = 0.7 andB = 0.3. Black squares connected by dashed line show
the estimated PDFs obtained by Tikhonov regularizatiosuRe are forns = 30 with o = 0.5 (lower left),ns = 300 witho. = 1 (lower center)
andns = 1000 witho, = 2 (lower right).
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Fig. 2. Left panel: The value of MISE (black dots) from the estimaRddF for univariate distributions (solid line) and bivagadistributions
(dashed line) both using. = 0.5. Right panel show the value of Tikhonov factadras function of sample size for the cases where= 2. See
text for details.

Figure[3 shows, in solid line, the rotational velocity dist- Ramirez-Agudelo et al. (2013, see their Fig. [17]) caladais-
tion after Tikhonov regularization. Our procedure for Toktov ing Lucy (1974) method. It can be clearly seen that Lucy-PDF
factor determination gives a value #f= 0.0174 for a step of lies inside our confidence interval.
Ax = 2km/s. Left panel uses a bandwidith = 35.676 and right In order to evaluate if both estimated PDFs correspond to the
panel a bandwidth, = 30.313. In Fig[B we also plotted in light same distribution, we obtained the g—q plot, calculatireyré
gray the confidence intervals calculated using bootstrahade spective quantiles. Figulré 5 shows the g—q plot of thesditike)s
(ngs = 3000). The lower is the bandwidth, the wider is the confeconfirming that both coming from the same probability distri
dence interval. The bump around 40@50km/sis wider in our tion.
case ranging from 340km/sto ~ 480km/s. This discrepancy

is probably due to the use of the KDE method with a Gaussian .
kernelinY. 5. Conclusions

In this work we have obtained the estimated probabilityrdist
bution function of 'true’ rotational velocities using Tikhov
regularization method. Furthermore, this estimated PDds as
For the Tarantula sample, we calculate the CDF by direct infEkhonov parametet obtained by means of an iterative method
gration of the PDF obtained by Tikhonov regularization noelth with a specific stopping criterion in comparison with the elid

and compare with the CDF calculated by the method descriheskd iterative method of Lucy (1974).

in Curé et al (2014). Figufld 4 shows both CDFs, the agreem@iirough Monte Carlo numerical simulations we assess the
between both CDFs is remarkable.In addition to our resolts foroposed method in two cases: when the rotational velocity
the PDF, Figl.B also show in dashed lines the PDF obtained fralistribution is described by a Maxwell distribution and for

4.2. Comparing Results
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for uni- and bimodal distribution. We showed, empiricatlyat

the studied estimator is asymptotically unbiased and iisimae
tends to zero. Furthermore, as measure of goodness of fit, the
MISE < 10 for all sample sizes and tends to zero when
tends to infinity.

We apply this method to a set of observed data from
Tarantula cluster (Ramirez-Agudelo et al. 2013). The extioh
PDF from Tikhonov regularization method agreed very well
with the PDF obtained using Lucy method, as the g-q plot
shows, demonstrating a very good performance to deconvolve
rotational velocity distribution (PDF).

In comparison with the method that delivers the CDF desdribe
in Cure et al. (2014), Tikhonov regularization solutionagy by

Fig. 4. The estimated cumulative rotational velocity distribatioinc-  gjrect integration of the PDF, almost the same non—parametr

tion for Tarantula sample (solid line) obtained using Tikbw regular- - astimation of the true underlying cumulative distributiomec-
ization using a spacing afx = 2kms™ for the velocities. Dots con- tion of rotational velocities

nected by dashed line shows the CDF calculated using Cur§2024)

method with a spacing afx = 10kms™.
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w
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Summarizing, in Curé et al. (2014) we developed a method
to obtain the CDF of 'true’ rotational velocities and in this
work we present Tikhonov regularization method to obtain
the corresponding PDF directly from Fredhoml integral,hbot
methods calculate in a simple and straightforward way, thE P
or CDF, without any assumptions of the underlying distridooit

Future work: We want to develop a general function of the
kernel of Fredholm integraf(y|x), in order to describe an arbi-
trary orientation of rotational axes. Thus, we can studydise
tribution of rotational speeds relaxing the standard aggiom
of uniformity of stellar axes.
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Appendix A: Tikhonov Regularization Method

The first term on the right side decreases whdends to zero

while the second term on the right side increases whands

to zero, thus we have to find an estimatiomahat is a compro-

OMise between the error of the approximation and the erron fro
measurements.

AX=Y, (A.1) The solution of the Tikhonov regularization can be obtained

with a matrixA € R™", and vectorX, Y € R". Suppose addition- also from the Singular Value Descomposition (SVD) of matrix

ally that A is a symmetric positive definite matrix. In this casei. In this case, we write a general matAxe R™" with rankn

from spectral theory for symmetric matrices there exiseri@l- in the form:

ues, O< u; < --- < un and corresponding eigenvectarse R",

In this Appendix we give a brief description of Tikhonov Reg
ularization Method following closely Burger (2007) and Egg
mont (1993). Suppose that we have a linear system of the f

n
with the euclidean norriui|| = 1, such that ATA = Z Uo7, (A.8)
n i=1
- uul
A= ley.u.u, ’ (A-2) whereu; andv; are orthonormal vector of dimensionsandn
= respectively, andr; > 0 are the singular values &' A such
where we considay; € R™1, thatoy > oo > --- > o > 0. Under this decomposition the
Since the solution of (Al1) is given by: Tikhonov solution is given by:
n n T
_ u'y
X= > pluyl, (A3) X,= Y fi——v, (A.9)
; ; i o i

small eigenvalues oA can cause numerical filculties when
they are arbitrarily close to zero and the problem is illguhs
The condition numbek = un/u, is @ measure of stability of
the system. For simplicity we shall assume that= 1 then
x = 1/u1. When we have data with errdf instead ofY, satis-
fying ||Ys — Y|| < 6, we obtain a solutioXs and the error in the

wheref;,i = 1,---,nare defined byf; = o /(o + 4?).

As we mentioned in sectidd 2 there are several methods to
estimatel, the most used are the L-curve Criterion, the Discrep-
ancy Principle and Generalized Cross Validation.

The L-curve is a plot of logfA X, — Y|[3) versus log(Xall3),
the logarithm of two square euclidean norm, foffelient va-

solution is: lues of the Tikhonov facton. This plot has the characteris-
n - . .
tic “L” shape (see Fig.Bl1). According to Hansen (2010) the
2 _ -2)T 2 -2 2 . ; i
1Xs = XII* = Z“i lui (Y = Y)I™ < gy °11Ys = YIS, (A.4) Tikhonov solutionX, can be decomposed &5 = X; + Xje,
i=1 whereX; = (AT A+ 221)"1 ATY is the regularized version of the
then||Xs — X|I? < «@. exact solutionX, andX;e = (AT A + 221)"t ATe s the solution

One observes that with increasing condition number ther erabtained by applying Tikhonov regularization to the errome
amplification increases as well. Often the nature of therasro ponente. For small values of, the error dominates the L-curve
unknown, then it is necessary used a method to solve ther linBacause the regularized soluti¥pis dominated by, ¢ and for
system that deal with errotffects. The regularization methoddarge values ofi, X, is dominated byx;, the unperturbed term.
face this problemféciently. If matrix A is positive semidefinite, The chosen is which gets a compromise between the two parts,
its eigenvalues are non-negative, but it can have a zermeig@"OC&ted in the corner of the L-curve. The L-curve critarfor
value. In this case, lei,, be the smallest positive eigenvalueghoosing the regularization factor is one of the most useithme

then the solution of(Al1) becomes: ods. The advantages are robustness and ability to manage ob-
n servations with correlated errors. The limitations of theurve

X = 1,7 A5) arethe reconstruction of very smooth exact solutions alre:&t
;n#' o (A5) with a big amount of data (Hansen 2010).

and the problem is solvable if and onlyif Y = 0 fori < m. _ o o

For data with error we can use the project®Yj onto the range Appendix B: Determination of Regularization

of A. This analysis can be extended to general matrix R™™M Parameters

by considering the associated systamA X = AT Y, being that

the matrixAT Ais always symmetric positive semidefinite.
ConsideringA general, in order to shift away from zero th

smallest eigenvalues it seems natural to approxirhagefor a

family of matricesA,; := AT A+11, whose eigenvalues aue+ A,

if 4 are the eigenvalues & A.

When we apply the L-curve method tof@irentv sini samples,

he obtained values of the Tikhonov factot) (are ’large’.

he reason of these large values is due to the small values of
the codficients in singular value decomposition with almost
constant singular values around 1, having to add to muchsterm

. - N to increase the norm of (the vertical part of the 'L’ shape, see

Wehobta|n an EpprOX|n_1a;€(11;$I$t|o1<i_)h_ AU A fYr?nd fqr da.ta Fig.[B.1). We suspect th(at the reasoF;] of this is the srrr)\ooﬁhnes
W'th error we haveX, s = A 5- The error of the estimation e solution (Hansen 2010). For the Tarantula samplet.(sec
Is then [4)), the Tikhonov parameter delivered by the L-Curve and GCV
[1X = Xasll? < [1X = Xal? + 1% = Xasll%, (A.6) methods are the same= 0.2956.

the first term on the right side corresponds to the approximat
error and the second term corresponds to the error in daitag U
spectral theory (Burger 2007), we obtain that:

Here we show how to determine the value ®f and the
Shoice of factor ) to select the parametetsof the Thikhonov
method.

As we stated at the end of sectid (2), we start with a initial

0
2
X = Xasll”™ < (it ) (A7) value of.lo and calculate the Tikonov method to obtain the PDF,

A
m(l%ll +0) +
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c;:lg B.2. log(1) versus log). Factor f varies fromf = 0.99 (left),
0.75 (center) tof = 0.5 (rigth). Each of these curves start with
3 initial values ofl,, dotted line Qo = 10), dashed lined, = 1) and
solid line (1o = 0.1). See text for details.The vertical gray solid line
shows the selected value ©fF 1077 as a criterion to finish the iteration
process. The horizontal gray solid line shows the valug ef 0.2956
(log(?) = —0.53) obtained using the L—Curve or GCV methods.

Fig. B.1. L-curve plot for the data obtained by Monte Carlo sample fi
a unimodal distribution. Horizontal axis shows Ipg, - Y|[3), i.e., the
residuals of the regularization. Vertical axis shows l6g(j3), i.e., the
norm of the regularization. Thihkonov parameter valubsafe over-
plotted to the corresponding data points. It is shown onytibrizontal
part of the typical 'L’ shape, this situation occurs with yemooth ex-
act solution. See text for details.

(Xa(2)), then we multiply2o by a factorf and we obtain a new
value of 4 = A(1) = Ao x f, and another PDFX;(2)), after
applying Tikhonov method. After 'm’ iterations we have a gkt
{2(1), 2(2), ..., A(m)}.

Defining¢(j) as:

¢(J) = IXa(J) = Xa(i = DI (B.1)

where|| - || represent the euclidian norm, after these 'm’iterations
we also have a set of{2), #(3), ..., #(m)}. The iteration stops
when the value of(m) is less than certain value In our case
we choose = 107",

Figure[B.2 shows, logl) versus logg) for different values
of 1o and f, for the Tarantula sample. The initial values.tf
are:lp = 10, shown in dotted line in all 3 curveg; = 1, shown
in dashed lines andy = 0.1, in solid lines.

For a given value of, all 3 curves are superposed, showing
that the final value ofl is independent on the starting valag
Therefore we choose to start our calculations wigh= 0.1. On
the other hand, the critical parameter heré,ishe lower is this
value, the lower is the final value df wheng(m) < e. Consid-
ering that1 is of ordera? in Eq. (), a not very small parameter
A should be selected in order to have a non-zero regularizatio
term. Thus we seledt = 0.99 as our default value to obtain the
Tikhonov parametet.

It is clearly seen in Fig_BI2, that for log = -0.53, i.e.,
the value obtained by the L—Curve or GCV method (horizontal
gray line), corresponds to a very ’'high’ value oflf f = 0.99,

e = 1.8- 10, value much larger thaa = 1077, which is our
criterion to stop this iteration process.
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