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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to discuss recent progress in nonlinear eigenvalue problems for
seminorms (absolutely one-homogeneous convex functionals), which find many appli-
cations in data science, inverse problems, and image processing. We provide a unified
viewpoint on the notion of nonlinear singular vectors and eigenvectors for homogeneous
nonlinear operators respectively functionals. We further discuss in particular ground states,
i.e., the first eigenvector or eigenfunction. Moreover, we review a recent approach to the
analysis of eigenvectors based on duality, which has implications to the possible compu-
tation of spectral decompositions, i.e., signal dependent linear expansions in a system of
eigenvectors.
Moreover, we discuss some relevant implications such as the refined analysis of variational
regularization methods and their bias, as well as the analysis of some iteration methods
and time-continuous flows. Finally, we provide more direct applications of the nonlinear
eigenvalue problems such as nonlinear spectral clustering on graphs.
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1. Introduction

Eigenvalue problems are not just a basic technique in linear algebra (cf. [39, 40]),
they also find many applications in several branches of sciences, more recently also in data
or image analysis. Prominent examples are the computation of states in quantum mechan-
ics, Fourier decompositions—i.e., expansion in Laplacian eigenvalues—of audio signals or
images (cf., e.g., [8]), or spectral clustering based on graph Laplacians (cf. [42]). In most
of these applications the eigenvector or eigenfunction is of more importance than the exact
eigenvalue, e.g., spectral clustering is based on dividing into the sets where the first non-
trivial eigenfunction is negative or positive, respectively. Thus, particular focus is pot on the
computation of eigenvectors respectively eigenfunctions.

While eigenvalue problems for linear operators are well understood, nonlinear
eigenvalue problems, in particular those being nonlinear in the eigenvector or eigenfunction
(cf. [1, 38]), are still a lively topic with many different directions of research. In physics,
eigenvalue problems for nonlinear Schrödinger equations are a prominent example (cf.
[24,43]), while eigenvalue problems for p-Laplacian operators (and their graph equivalents)
received strong recent attention in partial differential equations and data science (cf., e.g.,
[12,21,33–35]).

In this paper we want to focus on a special type of eigenvalue problems for (pos-
itively) zero-homogeneous operators related to the subdifferential of absolutely one-homo-
geneous functionals, more precisely we look for � > 0 and u 2 H ,H a Hilbert space, such
that

�u 2 @J.u/: (1.1)

Here J WH ! R [ ¹C1º is assumed to be convex and absolutely one-homogeneous, thus it
is effectively a seminorm on a subspace ofH (cf. [15]). The assumption of one-homogeneity
is less restrictive than it seems, since many other homogeneous eigenvalue problems can be
reformulated equivalently as one-homogeneous problems, as we shall see in the p-Laplacian
case below. Such eigenvalue problems can be rephrased in a variational setting, since we look
for stationary points of the Rayleigh-quotient

R.u/ D
J.u/

kuk
: (1.2)

Indeed, (iterative) minimization of the Rayleigh quotient is a key technique for the compu-
tation of eigenvectors or eigenfunctions (cf. [13,25,29,31,32]).

Let us mention a related notion of nonlinear singular values (cf. [3]), given by

�K�Ku 2 @J0.u/; (1.3)

where J0 W X ! R [ ¹C1º is a convex and absolutely one-homogeneous functional on a
Banach spaceX , andK WX ! Y is a bounded linear operator into the Hilbert space Y . This
notion generalizes the linear singular value problem

K�Ku D �2u; (1.4)

with the obvious relation � D
1p
�

to a nonlinear setting, and finds interesting applications in
the regularization theory of inverse problems (cf. [3,4]). We shall see below that indeed there

5235 Nonlinear eigenvalue problems for seminorms and applications



is a reformulation of the singular value problem (1.3) as a nonlinear eigenvalue problem of
the form (1.1).

Besides some basic issues for eigenvalue problems and their direct applications,
we will also discuss the issue of spectral decompositions (cf. [15, 18, 19, 27, 28, 30]), i.e., the
possibility to develop signals in a systematic way into nonlinear eigenvectors, e.g., as a sum

f D

1X
kD1

ckuk ;

for f 2 H and uk being the eigenvector with eigenvalue �k . In a general setting we rather
look for a decomposition of the form

f D

Z 1

0

d��; (1.5)

with a measure � on RC valued in the Hilbert spaceH . Such a decomposition will be called
spectral decomposition if the polar composition

�� D u�j��j (1.6)

is such that for each � in the support of j��j the unit vector u� 2 H is an eigenvector for
the eigenvalue �. Fundamental questions, only partly answered so far, are the existence of
nonlinear spectral decompositions as well as a systematic way to compute such decompo-
sitions from data. A particular advantage of a spectral decomposition is the possibility to
define filtered versions of f ,

f D

Z 1

0

 .�/ d��; (1.7)

e.g., with  being zero on a certain interval to suppress certain scales related to a range of
eigenvalues. Such approaches find applications, e.g., in image or geometry processing (cf.
[26,30]). Moreover, the spectral decompositions of two different data f1 and f2 can be mixed,
which finds interesting applications, e.g., in image fusion (cf. [5]).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we provide some
notations and fundamental properties of eigenvalue problems for seminorms, as well as first
examples. We also discuss the motivation for a nonlinear spectral decomposition. Section 3
is devoted to the study of ground states, the eigenvectors for the first nontrivial eigenvalue,
which are of particular relevance and also the easiest to compute numerically. Section 4 dis-
cusses the relation between eigenvalue problems, on the one hand, and variational methods,
iterative schemes, and time-continuous flows, on the other. Here we see that eigenvectors
and eigenfunctions yield structured examples of exact solutions for those methods. On the
other hand, these methods, in particular gradient flows and time-continuous versions, can be
used to compute eigenvectors and possibly even spectral decompositions.

2. Basic properties and formulations

In the following we fix some notation, discuss some basic properties of nonlinear
eigenvalue problems such as (1.1), and unify the formulations of eigenvalues and singular
values.
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2.1. Seminorms, duality, and subdifferentials
Throughout the whole paper we assume that J W H ! R [ ¹C1º is convex and

absolutely one-homogeneous, i.e.,

J.tu/ D jt jJ.u/; 8t 2 R: (2.1)

This implies that J satisfies a triangle inequality, since

J.u1 C u2/ D 2J

�
1

2
u1 C

1

2
u2

�
� 2

�
1

2
J.u1/C

1

2
J.u2/

�
D J.u1/C J.u2/:

Moreover, the set
H0 D

®
u 2 H j J.u/ < 1

¯
is a subspace of H on which J is a seminorm, hence our nomenclature as eigenvalue prob-
lems for seminorms.

For completeness, let us recall the definition of the subdifferential of a convex func-
tional J ,

@J.u/ D
®
p 2 H�

j hp; v � ui � J.v/ � J.u/;8v 2 H
¯
; (2.2)

and the polar function (or convex dual),

J �.p/ D sup
u2H

hp; ui � J.u/: (2.3)

Note that for p 2 @J.u/ we have
hp; ui D J.u/

and
hp; vi � J.v/

for each v 2H , and these properties are actually an equivalent characterization of subgradi-
ents under our assumptions (cf. [15]). Since J is a norm on a subspace, we can define a dual
norm

kpk� D sup
u2H;J.u/�1

hp; ui; (2.4)

which is interesting for the analysis of subgradients. Indeed, it can be shown that

@J.u/ � @J.0/ D
®
p 2 H�

j kpk� � 1
¯
;

for each u 2 H , i.e., subdifferentials are contained in the dual unit ball.
The eigenvalue problem (1.1) can be interpreted in a dual way, by noticing that each

eigenvector u is also a multiple of a subgradient p, respectively as p 2 �@J �.p/. A key
observation made in [15] is that these subgradients arising in the eigenvalue problems are of
minimal norm.

Proposition 2.1. Let u be an eigenvector of J satisfying �u D p 2 @J.u/. Then p is a
subgradient of minimal norm, i.e.,

kpk � kqk; 8q 2 @J.u/:
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In [15] a further geometric characterization of eigenvectors has been derived, which
relates to the minimal norm property.

Proposition 2.2. An element p 2 @J.0/ defines an eigenvector u D
1
�
p for some � > 0 if

and only if p satisfies the extremal property,

hp; p � qi � 0; 8q 2 @J.0/: (2.5)

At least from a theoretical point of view, this yields an option to obtain all eigenvec-
tors of functional as follows: first of all, compute for eachu2H with kuk D 1 the subgradient
of minimal norm, i.e.,

p D arg min
®
kqk j q 2 @J.u/

¯
;

and subsequently check condition (2.5). In case of satisfaction, u is an eigenvector.

Example 2.3. Consider the simple example J.u/ D
p

hu;Aui for a positive semidefinite
operator A. In this case

@J.u/ D
1

J.u/
Au

for u ¤ 0, and it is easy to see that

@J.0/ D
®
p D Aw j w 2 H hw;Awi � 1

¯
:

Let u be a linear eigenvector with eigenvalue � ¤ 0, i.e., �u D Au, then (2.5) with p D

1
J.u/

Au D
�
J.u/

u becomes

�

J.u/

�
u;

1

J.u/
Au � Aw

�
� 0:

This is satisfied, since it is equivalent top
hu;Aui � hu;Awi;

and this inequality holds due to the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality in the scalar product induced
by A.

Example 2.4. Consider a polyhedral functional, i.e.,

J.u/ D ��
C D sup

p2C

hp; ui;

with the symmetric polyhedral set

C D conv
�
¹p1; : : : ; pm;�p1; : : : ;�pmº

�
:

Then pj satisfies (2.5) if the plane orthogonal to pj only intersects C in pj .
Let us make this more concrete in R2 in polyhedra with m D 2. We start with the

example p1 D .1; 1/ and p2 D .�1; 1/, i.e., C is the unit ball in `1. The lines orthogonal to
˙pj only intersect C in pj , thus all pj are eigenvectors. As a specific case, we explicitely
compute (2.5) for p1 and q D .r; s/ 2 C ,

hp1; p1 � qi D 2 � r � s � 0;

since r; s 2 Œ�1; 1�.
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As a second example consider p1 D .1; 1/ and p2 D ."; 1/ with " 2 .0; 1/. With
the reasoning as above, we see that p1 is an eigenvector. However, p2 is not as we see with
q D .1; 1/ 2 C ,

hp2; p2 � qi D "2 C 1 � " � 1 D "." � 1/ < 0:

2.2. Singular values and eigenvalues
In the following we discuss the reformulation of the nonlinear singular value prob-

lem (1.3) as a nonlinear eigenvalue problem. Throughout this section we assume that J0 is
a seminorm on a subspace of X extended by C1, and K W X ! Y is a bounded linear
operator. In order to unify the formulation with (1.1), we want to define a functional J on a
subspace of Y , respectively on values v D Ku. Hence, it is natural to define the spaceH as
the closure of the range ofK in Y . IfK has a nontrivial nullspace, the definition of J0.v/ as
J.u/ with Ku D v is not unique, however. We thus first provide a property of eigenvectors
that will enable a unique definition.

Lemma 2.5. Let u be a nonlinear singular vector according to (1.3). Then J0.u/ � J0.w/

for all w such that Kw D Ku.

Proof. We take a duality product of �K�Ku with u � w to obtain

�
˝
K�Ku;w � u

˛
D �hKu;Ku �Kwi D 0:

On the other hand, from the singular value equation (1.3) we find

�
˝
K�Ku;w � u

˛
D hp;w � ui D hp;wi � J0.u/ � J0.w/ � J0.u/:

Hence, J0.u/ � J0.w/.

From this result we see that we need to define J via the minimal value of J0, more
precisely

J.v/ WD inf
u;KuDv

J0.u/: (2.6)

It is straightforward to check that J W H ! R [ ¹C1º is an absolutely one-homogeneous
convex functional. Moreover, there is a direct relation between subgradients: we find p 2

@J.Ku/ if and only if K�p 2 @J0.u/. Thus, we find the equivalence between

�v D �Ku 2 @J.v/ and �K�Ku D �K�v 2 @J0.u/:

2.3. Spectral decomposition
An interesting question is the possible existence of a spectral decomposition in the

nonlinear case. Let us recall the well-known spectral decomposition of a positive semi-
definite linear operator A on a Hilbert space H : there exists an operator-valued spectral
measure E supported on the spectrum of A such that

A D

Z 1

0

�dE�:
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This allows extending functions f W RC ! R to the operator A as

f .A/ D

Z 1

0

f .�/ dE�:

In the case of a compact operator, the spectral measure is concentrated on a countable set
and takes the form

E D

1X
kD1

uk ˝ ukı�k ;

where uk is an eigenvector for the eigenvalue �k and ˝ denotes the outer product. A positive
semidefinite linear operator is the canonical choice in our setting, since it defines a convex
absolutely one-homogeneous functional

J.u/ D
p

hu;Aui:

In general, we cannot expect to obtain some kind of spectral decomposition from a
convex functional J , respectively its subdifferential @J , but we can hope to have a pointwise
decomposition, corresponding in the linear case to

Au D

Z 1

0

�d.E�u/ D

Z 1

0

�d��;

with a spectral measure � valued in the Hilbert space H . In particular, this allows for the
reconstruction of u from the spectral measure via

u D

Z 1

0

d��;

as well as some spectral filtering by integrating some function of �, e.g., a characteristic
function in some region.

In general, there is no unique way to construct a unique spectral decomposition of
this kind. For example, for total variation regularization in one dimension (with appropri-
ate definition of the variation on the boundary), it was shown in [3] that the Haar wavelet
basis is an orthogonal basis of nonlinear eigenfunctions, hence there exists an atomic spec-
tral decomposition in this basis. However, it also has been shown that there is a continuum
of further eigenfunctions, necessarily linearly dependent, hence further spectral decomposi-
tions can be obtained by exchanging parts of the Haar wavelet basis. An interesting question
is to define a generic spectral decomposition by a natural technique.

3. Ground states

In the following we investigate the first nontrivial eigenvalue and its corresponding
eigenvector or eigenfunction, which we call ground state. More precisely, let

N .J / D
®
u 2 H j J.u/ D 0

¯
be the nullspace of J . Due to the properties of J , the nullspace is indeed a linear subspace
(cf. [3,15]), and we can define its orthogonal complementH0 WD N .J /? inH . It can further
be shown that for each u 2 H and u0 2 N .J / the identity

J.uC u0/ D J.u/C J.u0/
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holds, i.e., there is an analogue of the orthogonal decomposition at the level of J . Finally,
let u 2 H be an eigenvector for the eigenvalue � ¤ 0. Then we find for u0 2 N .J /,

�hu; u0i D hp; u0i � J.uC u0/ � J.u/ D 0:

Since �u is also an eigenvector, we obtain the opposite inequality and hence the orthogonal-
ity of u and u0. Thus, we get rid of the trivial eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors
by restriction to H0, which leads in particular to the definition of a ground state according
to [3].

Definition 3.1. Let J W H ! R [ ¹C1º be an absolutely one-homogeneous convex func-
tional andH0 be the orthogonal of its nullspace as above. Then we call u 2H a ground state
of J if

u 2 arg min
u2H0

J.u/

kuk
: (3.1)

Let us mention that we can rescale u in the above definition and consider equiva-
lently a ground state as a minimizer of J on the unit sphere ¹u 2 H0 j kuk D 1º. The latter
is useful for proving the existence of ground states. If J is lower semicontinuous and the
sublevel sets of J are precompact, existence follows from a standard argument (cf. [3]). It is
apparent for normalized eigenvectors u that � D J.u/, thus

�0 WD min
u2H0

J.u/

kuk
� �

for each nontrivial eigenvalue. On the other hand, �0 is indeed an eigenvalue for each eigen-
vector u0 minimizing the Rayleigh-quotient. For this, define p0 D �0u0. Then we have

hp0; u0i D �0hu0; u0i D �0 D J.u0/;

and for arbitrary u 2 H n ¹0º,

hp0; ui D �0hu0; ui � �0kuk �
J.u/

kuk
kuk D J.u/:

Thus p0 D �0u0 2 @J.u0/.
We finally recall the relation to the case of nonlinear singular values. The ground

state in this case can be equivalently computed from minimizing

u 2 arg min
u2X

J0.u/

kKuk
; (3.2)

which is often more accessible.

3.1. p-Laplacian eigenvalues
Ground states of the p-Laplacian are a well-studied problem in partial differential

equations, as well as on graphs. In the standard setting, one would look for the first eigenvalue
in the problem

�r �
�
jruj

p�2
ru

�
D �1ujuj

p�2;
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in a domain� with homogeneous Neumann or Dirichlet boundary values. This is, however,
related to the eigenvalue of the p-Laplacian energy

Ep.u/ D

Z
�

ˇ̌
ru.x/

ˇ̌p
dx

in Lp.�/, while our Hilbert space setting corresponds to solving

�r �
�
jruj

p�2
ru

�
D �1ukuk

p�2

L2
:

Since u 7! Ep.u/
1=p is an absolutely one-homogeneous convex functional, the ground state

can be computed by minimizing the corresponding Rayleigh quotient

R.u/ D
Ep.u/

1=p

kukL2
;

which corresponds to our setup in this paper. For p D 2, all formulations simply yield the
standard linear eigenvalue problem for the Laplacian and, indeed, the formulation with the
Rayleigh quotient is related to the fact that the first eigenvalue is the best constant in the
Poincaré-inequality. On graphs, the corresponding problem for the graph Laplacian is fun-
damental for spectral clustering techniques (cf. [42]).

Particularly interesting cases are, of course, the limiting ones p D 1 and p D 1.
For p D 1, the ground state is the first eigenfunction of total variation, and, due to area and
coarea formula, the L2-norm and total variation can be related to the volume, respectively
perimeter, of level sets (cf. [22]). In this way and similar to the classical Cheeger problems
(cf. [37]), it can be shown that, indeed, ground states only take two-function values and the
interface between solves an isoperimetric problem. On a graph the ground states of total
variation can be related in a similar way to a graph cut, the so-called Cheeger cut (cf. [41]).
In one dimension, for a modified version of total variation that takes into account also the
variation across the boundary (assuming extension by zero outside), the ground state can
be computed as a piecewise constant function with single discontinuity in the midpoint of
the interval. For this approach, also scaling of the eigenfunction is possible. For simplicity,
consider � D .0; 1/ and let u1 be the ground state. Then indeed, for s < 1, the function

us1.x/ D

´
1p
s
u1.

x
s
/ if x < s;

0 if x > s

is another eigenfunction for a larger eigenvalue. Moreover, the dilation

u
s;t
1 .x/ D

8̂<̂
:
0 if x < t;
1p
s
u1.

x�t
s
/ if x < s C t;

0 if x > s C t

is another eigenfunction if t � 1 � s. Indeed, such results can be generalized to anisotropic
total variation in multiple dimension by scaling and dilation along the coordinate axes.

In the case p D 1, the setup in a Hilbert space is not the one usually referred to as
1-Laplacian, which rather corresponds to the treatment of the 1-Laplacian energy

J.u/ D kruk1
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in L1.�/, while we use the Hilbert spaceH D L2.�/. In this case an interesting problem
is to consider an extended version of J , defined as C1 if u does not have homogeneous
boundary values, i.e., we effectively solve the homogeneous Dirichlet problem. Here the
ground state can be computed more easily with a different scaling J.u/ D 1, i.e., we effec-
tively maximize kuk2 subject to jru.x/j � 1 almost everywhere. For a domain �, this is
indeed the case if u is the distance function to the boundary, thus computing the ground
state yields an alternative way to compute distance functions, respectively solve the eikonal
equation (cf. [17] for further details). On a graph, the computation of the ground state with
the above normalization yields a way to define and compute a distance function.

3.2. Ground states and sparsity
An interesting class of functionals J in many applications in signal and image pro-

cessing are `1-norms or their continuum counterpart, the total variation of a measure. Such
functionals are used to enforce sparsity of their minimizers, i.e., a minimal size of the support.

Let us start in the finite-dimensional case X D Rn, K W Rn ! Rm (the latter
equipped with the Euclidean norm), and

J0.u/ D kuk1 D

nX
iD1

jui j:

Here we use the singular value formulation (3.2), i.e., we want to compute

u 2 arg min
u2X

kuk1

kKuk2
:

Indeed, the sparsity is present also in the ground state. To see this, let ei be the i th unit vector
and Qei D sign.ui /ei . Then, for arbitrary u, we have

kKuk2 D kuk1






 nX
iD1

�iK Qei







2

;

with �i D
jui j

kuk1
. By convexity, we find further

kKuk2 � kuk1

nX
iD1

�ikK Qeik2;

and equality holds if u has a single nonzero entry. In particular, we find

R.u/ D
kuk1

kKuk2
�

1

maxi kKeik2
;

and thus u D ej with j such that

kKej k2 � kKeik2; 8i 2 ¹1; : : : ; nº

is a ground state. Moreover, the proof shows that there are no other ground states, i.e., all of
them have maximal sparsity.

In the infinite-dimensional case, we have X D M.�/ for some domain � and K
mapping to some Hilbert space, typically with the assumption that K is the adjoint of an
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operator L mapping from the Hilbert space to the predual space Cb.�/ (cf. [9]). Using the
latter issues with the dual space of M.�/ can be avoided and the analysis can be carried out
in the predual space. The functional J0 is the total variation norm

J0.u/ D sup
'2Cb.�/;k'k1�1

Z
�

' du:

With analogous reasoning as above, interpreting a general measure after division by its total
variation norm as a convex combination of signed concentrated measures, we see that the
ground states are of the form u D ız for z 2 � such that

kKızk � kKıxk; 8x 2 �:

Example 3.2. Let us consider� � Rd and let k W Rd ! R be a continuous and integrable
kernel. We consider the convolution operator

K W M.�/ ! L2.Rd /; u 7!

Z
�

k.� � y/du.y/:

We see that Kız D k.� � z/ and thus

kKızk
2
L2

D

Z
Rd

k.x � z/2 dx D

Z
Rd

k.y/2 dy:

Hence, the maximum of kKızk is attained for any z 2�, which implies that the concentrated
measure ız is a ground state for any z 2 �.

Example 3.3. We return to the case of a polyhedral regularization J D ��
C , but actually the

argument holds for general convex sets C . Since we know that the ground state is an eigen-
vector and thus a subgradient in @J.0/ D C , it suffices to minimize the Rayleigh quotient
over C . Moreover, the extremal property (2.5) can be satisfied only for p 2 @C , hence we
further restrict the possible minimization. Let p be the solution of

p D arg min
q2@C

kqk;

i.e., the element of minimal norm in @C . Then

R.p/ D
J.p/

kpk
D

1

kpk
sup
q2C

hq; pi D
1

kpk
hp; pi D kpk:

By analogous reasoning, we can show

R.q/ � kqk � kpk D R.p/:

Thus, p is indeed a ground state of J .

4. Variational problems, iterations, and flows

A first motivation of the definition of nonlinear singular values was to obtain exact
solutions of variational problems of the form

u 2 arg min
u2X

1

2
kKu � f k

2
C ˛J0.u/;
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which frequently arise in the regularization of inverse problems, image processing, and data
analysis (cf. [4] and the references therein). It was further extended to some iterative methods
and time-continuous flows, which in turn can be used as methods to compute eigenvectors
or singular vectors. We shall discuss these developments in the following. For the sake of a
simple notation, we denote by u� an eigenvector with eigenvalue �, i.e.,

�u� D p� 2 @J.u�/: (4.1)

Moreover, throughout the whole section we will use data f 2H0, since for arbitrary f 2H

we can factor out the component in N .J /. The latter is just technical and beyond our interest
of highlighting the main points of the analysis in this paper.

4.1. Variational regularization methods
We start with a discussion of variational regularization methods, which we rephrase

as in Section 2 in a Hilbert space setting, i.e.,

u 2 arg min
u2H

1

2
ku � f k

2
C ˛J.u/: (4.2)

We consider f being a multiple of the eigenvector u�, i.e., f D cu�, c > 0, and look for a
solution of the form u D C.˛; �/u�. The basis for this investigation is the optimality condi-
tion

u � f C ˛p D 0; p 2 @J.u/

satisfied by a solution u of (4.2). Making the ansatz p D p� D �u�, which is in the subdif-
ferential of C.˛; �/u due to the zero-homogeneity of @J , we arrive at the scalar relation

C.˛; �/ � c C ˛� D 0;

which yields a positive solution if c > ˛�. If c � ˛�, we obtain a solution by choosing
C.˛; �/ D 0, since c

˛�
2 @J.0/. Thus, we find

C.˛; �/ D .c � ˛�/C; (4.3)

i.e., the solution is a multiple of an eigenvector with the magnitude obtained by a shrinkage
formula. We see that obviously the shrinkage is stronger for larger ˛, but also for larger �.
Hence, there is less change in smaller eigenvalues (low frequencies) than in larger eigenval-
ues (high frequencies).

The solutions of this kind can be investigated with respect to their robustness with
respect to noise (errors in f ) and bias (errors due to positive values of ˛), see [3]. Let us
detail some aspects of bias in the following, a particularly interesting property is that the
ground state yields the minimal bias (cf. [3]).

Theorem 4.1. Let ˛ > 0 and u … N .J / be a solution of (4.2). Then

ku � f k � ˛�0;

where �0 is the minimal eigenvalue of J .
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Proof. We employ the optimality condition p D
1
˛
.f � u/ with p 2 @J.u/ to obtain

J.u/ D hp; ui D
1

˛
hf � u; ui �

1

˛
kukku � f k:

Moreover, due to our assumption on f and since p 2 H0 for every subgradient, we also
conclude u 2 H0. Due to the definition of the minimal eigenvalue via the ground state, we
conclude

kuk �
1

�0
J.u/:

Inserting this relation into the above inequality and canceling J.u/, which is possible due to
u … N .J /, yields the assertion.

In order to get rid of bias effects for low frequencies, several two-step approaches
have been proposed in literature for examples of J . A structured approach has been derived
in [11], which computes a solution v via minimizing

kv � f k ! min
v

subject to J.v/ � J.u/ � hp; v � ui D 0;

where u is the solution of (4.2) and p the corresponding subgradient arising in the optimality
condition. We can elucidate this scheme in the case of f D cu�. If c > ˛�, we have a
nontrivial solution u D C.˛; �/u�, thus v D cu� satisfies J.v/ � J.u/ � hp; v � ui D 0

and clearly minimizes kv � f k. This means that low frequencies are exactly reconstructed
by this two-step procedure. An alternative approach to reduce bias is iterative regularization,
in particular the Bregman iteration, which can be interpreted as an inexact penalization of the
above constraint. We will further investigate the behavior of singular vectors in this iteration
in the next part.

4.2. Bregman iterations and inverse scale space flows
The Bregman iteration is obtained by subsequently computing

ukC1
2 arg min

u

1

2
ku � f k

2
C ˛

�
J.u/ � J

�
uk

�
�

˝
pk ; u � uk

˛�
;

the penalty being the Bregman distance between u and the last iterate uk , and pk the subgra-
dient from the optimality condition for uk (cf. [36]). The optimality condition directly yields
an update formula for the subgradients in the form

pkC1
D pk C

1

˛
.f � ukC1/:

Let us mention that for consistency with the variational method the choice p0 D 0 and u0 2

N .J / is usually assumed, without loss of generality we can choose u0 D 0. In this case the
variational method (4.2) is just the first step of the Bregman iteration. In order to obtain a
suitable result, ˛ has to be chosen large in the Bregman iteration, however.

It is instructive to investigate again the case f D cu� in the Bregman iteration,
looking for a solution of the form uk D C k.˛; �/u�. If ˛ is large, we may expect to have
c < ˛� and hence u1 D 0, which yields p1 D

c
˛
u�. Indeed, we obtain

pk D
ck

˛
u� for k �

˛�

c
:
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The first iteration step with a nonzero solution uk is given by k D K.˛; �/ with

K.˛; �/ D min
²
k 2 N j k >

˛�

c

³
:

Here we can easily compute pk D �u� and thus

uk D cu� C ˛

�
c.k � 1/

˛
� �

�
u�;

i.e.,
C k.˛; �/ D c �

�
˛� � c.k � 1/

�
D ck � ˛�:

For k D K.˛; �/C 1, we obtain again uk , being a nontrivial multiple of u�, and the corre-
sponding subgradient is pk D �u� D pk�1, which implies uk D f . For further iterations,
the result clearly does not change anymore. Hence, the number of iterations needed to obtain
the exact solution behaves like ˛�

c
, and we see again that eigenvectors for smaller eigenval-

ues (low frequency) are reconstructed faster, while eigenvectors for larger eigenvalues will
appear only very late in the iteration.

The computations are a bit more precise in the limit ˛ ! 1, which yields (after
appropriate rescaling of step sizes) a time-continuous flow, the so-called inverse scale space
method (cf. [20])

@tp.t/ D f � u.t/; p.t/ 2 @J
�
u.t/

�
:

By analogous reasoning, we can compute the solution for u.0/D p.0/D 0 and f D cu� as

u.t/ D

´
0; t < �

c
;

cu�; t > �
c
:

Thus, the reconstruction becomes exact at a time proportional to the eigenvalue.

4.3. Gradient flows
Another iterative scheme obtained from the variational method (4.2) is to start with

u D f and solve for
ukC1

2 arg min
u

1

2
ku � ukk

2
C ˛J.u/:

Again, the first step is consistent with (4.2), but the dynamics is very different from the Breg-
man iteration, in particular for small ˛, which is the relevant case here. Choosing f D cu�,
the optimality condition

ukC1
� uk C ˛pkC1

D 0; pkC1
2 @J.ukC1/

yields u1 D .c � ˛�/u�, and by analogous reasoning

uk D .c � k˛�/u�;

as long as k < c
˛�

. For k > c
˛�

, we can indeed verify that uk D 0 solves the problem. Here
we see that eigenvectors related to larger eigenvalues (high frequencies) shrink faster to zero,
whereas the ground state is the last to disappear.
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Again, this can be made more precise for the time-continuous variant, this time
obtained as ˛ ! 0. The above iteration scheme is also known as minimizing movement
scheme (cf. [23]) and the limit for appropriately scaled time is the gradient flow

@tu.t/ D �p.t/; p.t/ 2 @J
�
u.t/

�
; (4.4)

with initial value u.0/ D f . Again, the solution of the gradient flow has a simple form if
f D cu�, namely

u.t/ D

´
.c � �t/u�; t < c

�
;

0; t > c
�
:

This means that solutions shrink to zero linearly in time, and the extinction time c
�

again
changes with the eigenvalue. Due to the inverse relation with �, low frequencies get extinct
later than high ones.

The behavior on eigenvectors motivates studying the gradient flow also for arbitrary
initial values f . First of all, we can generalize the finite time extinction. For initial value
f 2 H0, it is easy to show that u.t/ 2 H0 for all t > 0, since for v 2 N .J / we have˝

u.t/; v
˛
D hf; vi �

Z t

0

˝
p.s/; v

˛
ds D 0:

Now we can use we use the standard dissipation relation

u.t/

2 C 2

Z t

0

J
�
u.s/

�
ds � kf k

2;

and J.u.s// � �0ku.s/k, resulting in

u.t/

2 C 2�0

Z t

0



u.s/

 ds � kf k
2:

Similar to the proof of the Gronwall inequality, this allows deducing

u.t/

 � kf k � �0t; for t <
kf k

�0
:

Thus u.t/ D 0 for t D
kf k

�0
, and it is easy to show that for t > kf k

� 0
the unique solution of

the gradient flow is given by u.t/D 0 and p.t/D 0. Thus, the gradient flow exhibits a finite
extinction phenomenon, the solution vanishes after finite time. We define the extinction time
as

t�.f / D inf
®
t > 0 j u.t/ D 0

¯
: (4.5)

Our analysis above yields the following upper bound on the extinction time:

Theorem 4.2. Let f 2H0 and u 2 C.0;T IH/ be a solution of the gradient flow (4.4). Then
the extinction time defined by (4.5) satisfies

t�.f / �
kf k

�0
; (4.6)

where �0 is the minimal nontrivial eigenvalue of J .
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From the special case of f being a multiple of a ground state, we see that (4.6) is
sharp for suitable initial values. In order to gain further understanding, it is instructive to
investigate scalar products of the solution u with eigenvectors. This leads to˝

u.t/; u�
˛
D hf; u�i �

Z t

0

˝
p.s/; u�

˛
ds � hf; u�i � �t:

Thus we obtain lower bounds on the extinction time of the form

t�.f / �
1

�

ˇ̌
hf; u�i

ˇ̌
and see that the extinction time will be larger the more the initial value is correlated with
low frequencies.

The extinction time is not the only relevant quantity, but also the so-called extinction
profile is of high relevance. The extinction profile vf is defined as

vf D lim
�#0

1

�
u

�
t�.f / � �

�
;

i.e., it is the left-sided derivative of the gradient flow at the extinction time. Surprisingly,
it can be shown that vf is an eigenvector of J , under suitable conditions even that it is the
ground state. This was shown first for the total variation flow (cf., e.g., [2]) and later also
other zero-homogeneous evolution equations such as the fast diffusion equation (cf. [6, 7]).
In [15,16] this has been reconsidered in the abstract setting of eigenvectors of seminorms and
general results on the extinction profile could be obtained. Let us just motivate formally why
it can be expected that the extinction profile is an eigenvector. From the optimality condition
in the minimizing movement scheme with � chosen appropriately, we obtain

1

�
u

�
t�.f / � �

�
D
1

�

�
u

�
t�.f / � �

�
� u

�
t�.f /

��
D p

�
t�.f /

�
:

Hence, if p.t�.f // is not vanishing, the limit � # 0 yields vf D p.t�.f // and, due to the
homogeneity of the subdifferential, we also obtain p.t�.f // 2 @J.vf / in the limit. Thus, vf ,
respectively its rescaled version, is an eigenvector of J .

We finally mention that an extension of the results on the extinction profile has been
carried out in [14], which analyzes the fine asymptotics for gradient flows of p-homogeneous
functionals. In the case p < 2, there is still an extinction profile with similar properties,
for p � 2 there is only decay as t ! 1, however. Appropriately rescaled versions of the
asymptotics of the solution are again eigenvectors of the underlying functionals.

4.4. Gradient flows and spectral decompositions
Gradient flows are particularly interesting for computing eigenvectors and even

spectral decompositions, since the classical theory by Brezis (cf. [10]) implies that indeed
the solution selects subgradients of minimal norm, i.e.,

@tu.t/ D �p0.t/; p0.t/ D arg min
®
kpk j p 2 @J

�
u.t/

�¯
:

Thus, we obtain a spectral decomposition into eigenvectorsp0.t/with the Lebesgue measure
on RC if all subgradients of minimal norm are indeed eigenvectors. This means that (2.5)
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needs to be satisfied for the subgradients of minimal norm in @J.v/ for all v 2 H . Then we
have indeed

f D

Z 1

0

p.t/ dt;

but this is not yet a spectral decomposition in the above sense, since the integration is not
with respect to a measure of the eigenvalue. However, as seen in [15], a change of measure
from t to �.t/ indeed yields a spectral decomposition. Note, however, that sincep.t/ and thus
�.t/ can be piecewise constant, the arising measure in the spectral domain is not absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure in typical cases.

In [16] an alternative way to obtain a spectral decomposition in separable Hilbert
spaces was derived via extinction profiles. This countable spectral decomposition is obtain
by first computing the extinction profile of the gradient flow with starting value f and then
projecting f onto the space orthogonal to the first extinction profile. This projection is used
again as starting value of the gradient flow and then again f is projected onto the space
orthogonal to the new extinction profile. Iterating this procedure the projections converge to
zero and the sum of the orthogonal components yields an atomic spectral decomposition.

There are several examples of flows that yield a spectral decomposition, the most
prominent one being the one-dimensional total variation (cf. [15]). Other examples are
polyhedral regularizations with sufficiently regular convex sets C (cf. [18, 19]) and one-
homogeneous functionals vector fields using divergence and rotation (cf. [15]).

5. Applications

In order to illustrate the use of nonlinear eigenvalue problems in data science, we
discuss two toy examples representing wider classes of applications in this section.

5.1. 1-Laplacian graph clustering
We start with a common technique for data clustering, namely the computation of

the first eigenfunction of the 1-Laplacian on graphs. For this, we acquire data on a surface by
a laser scanner with random sampling, as illustrated in Figure 1. This resembles the classical
two-moons data set frequently used for the evaluation of clustering methods. Based on those
data points we build a nearest neighbor graph as illustrated in the right image of Figure 1.

On the arising graph we compute the first nontrivial eigenfunction of the classical
graph Laplacian, which is shown in the left part of Figure 2. This serves mainly for compar-
ison with the eigenfunction of the 1-Laplacian on the graph (the ground state of the graph
total variation), which is shown in the right part. The ground state can be computed as an
extinction profile of the gradient flow with the graph Laplacian eigenfunction as a starting
value (cf. [16]). It is apparent that the eigenfunction of the 1-Laplacian has a much sharper
transition between positive and negative values, which corresponds closely to the geometric
structure in the data. This leads to improved spectral clustering as shown in Figure 3, namely
the sub- and superlevel sets at zero (in red, respectively blue). One observes a rather linear
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Figure 1

Image of traditional Austrian Christmas cookies (Vanillekipferl) and random sampling of points on the surface
(left, respectively middle) and neighborhood graph built out of the sample points.

Figure 2

First nontrivial eigenfunction of the graph (2-)Laplacian (left) and the graph 1-Laplacian (right).

Figure 3

Spectral clustering based on the graph (2-)Laplacian (left) and the graph 1-Laplacian (right).

structure in the clustering with the graph Laplacian, while the clustering with the 1-Laplacian
perfectly adapts to the structure in the data set.

5.2. Distance functions from 1-Laplacians
In the following we illustrate the computation of distance functions by minimizing

the 1-Laplacian energy
J.u/ D ess sup

x

ˇ̌
ru.x/

ˇ̌
: (5.1)

We use the graph Laplacian energy on a grid graph built on the map of the United Kingdom
with a large stencil. In this case we compute the (nonnegative) ground state over the set of
functions on the graph vanishing on a predefined boundary (corresponding to the geograph-
ical boundary). We then normalize it such that J.u/ D 1, which implies that u becomes the
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Figure 4

Distance function on a grid graph for the geometry of the United Kingdom.

distance function to the boundary. The result is shown in Figure 4 and generalizes results
obtained by solving the eikonal equation in the continuum setting.

Acknowledgments

The author thanks Daniel Tenbrinck (FAU Erlangen-Nürnberg) for measurements and
computations in Section 5.1 and Leon Bungert (Bonn University) for computations in Sec-
tion 5.2.

Funding

This work was supported by the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation
programme under the Marie Sklodowska-Curie grant agreement No. 777826 (NoMADS)
and by the ERC via Grant EU FP7—ERC ConsolidatorGrant 615216 LifeInverse.

References

[1] H. Amann, Fixed point equations and nonlinear eigenvalue problems in ordered
Banach spaces. SIAM Rev. 18 (1976), 620–709.

[2] G. Bellettini, V. Caselles, and M. Novaga, The total variation flow in Rn. J. Differ-
ential Equations 184 (2002), 475–525.

[3] M. Benning and M. Burger, Ground states and singular vectors of convex varia-
tional regularization methods. Methods Appl. Anal. 20 (2013), 295–334.

[4] M. Benning and M. Burger, Modern regularization methods for inverse problems.
Acta Numer. 27 (2018), 1–111.

5252 M. Burger



[5] M. Benning, M. Möller, R. Z. Nossek, M. Burger, D. Cremers, G. Gilboa, and C.
Schönlieb, Nonlinear spectral image fusion. In International conference on scale
space and variational methods in computer vision, pp. 41–53, Springer, 2017.

[6] M. Bonforte and A. Figalli, Total variation flow and sign fast diffusion in one
dimension. J. Differential Equations 252 (2012), 4455–4480.

[7] M. Bonforte, G. Grillo, and J. Vazquez, Behaviour near extinction for the Fast
Diffusion Equation on bounded domains. J. Math. Pures Appl. 97 (2012), 1–38.

[8] R. Bracewell, Fourier analysis and imaging. Springer, 2004.
[9] K. Bredies and H. Pikkarainen, Inverse problems in spaces of measures. ESAIM

Control Optim. Calc. Var. 19 (2013), 190–218.
[10] H. Brezis, Operateurs Maximaux Monotones et Semi-groupes de Contractions

dans les Espaces de Hilbert. Elsevier, 1973.
[11] E. M. Brinkmann, M. Burger, J. Rasch, and C. Sutour, Bias reduction in varia-

tional regularization. J. Math. Imaging Vision 59 (2017), 534–566.
[12] T. Bühler and M. Hein, Spectral clustering based on the graph p-Laplacian. In

Proceedings of the 26th annual international conference on machine learning,
pp. 81–88, ACM, 2009.

[13] L. Bungert and M. Burger, Gradient flows, nonlinear power methods, and compu-
tation of nonlinear Eigenfunctions. In Handbook of numerical analysis, to appear.

[14] L. Bungert and M. Burger, Asymptotic profiles of nonlinear homogeneous evolu-
tion equations of gradient flow type. J. Evol. Equ. 20, 1061–1092.

[15] L. Bungert, M. Burger, A. Chambolle, and M. Novaga, Nonlinear spectral decom-
positions by gradient flows of one-homogeneous functionals. Anal. PDE 14
(2021), 823–860.

[16] L. Bungert, M. Burger, and D. Tenbrinck, Computing nonlinear eigenfunctions
via gradient flow extinction. In International conference on scale space and varia-
tional methods in computer vision, pp. 485–497, Springer, 2019.

[17] L. Bungert, Y. Korolev, and M. Burger, Structural analysis of an L1 variational
problem and relations to distance functions. Pure Appl. Anal. 2 (2020), 703–738.

[18] M. Burger, L. Eckardt, G. Gilboa, and M. Moeller, Spectral representations of
one-homogeneous functionals. In International conference on scale space and
variational methods in computer vision, pp. 16–27, Springer, 2015.

[19] M. Burger, G. Gilboa, M. Moeller, L. Eckardt, and D. Cremers, Spectral decom-
positions using one-homogeneous functionals. SIAM J. Imaging Sci. 9 (2016),
1374–1408.

[20] M. Burger, G. Gilboa, S. Osher, J. Xu, and W. Yin, Nonlinear inverse scale space
methods. Commun. Math. Sci. 4 (2006), 179–212.

[21] J. Calder, The game theoretic p-Laplacian and semi-supervised learning with few
labels. Nonlinearity 32 (2018), 301.

[22] A. Chambolle, V. Caselles, D. Cremers, M. Novaga, and T. Pock, An introduction
to total variation for image analysis. In Theoretical foundations and numerical
methods for sparse recovery, pp. 1455–1499, De Gruyter, Berlin, 2010.

5253 Nonlinear eigenvalue problems for seminorms and applications



[23] E. De Giorgi, New problems on minimizing movements. In Ennio de Giorgi:
selected papers, pp. 699–713, Springer, 1993.

[24] M. Esteban, M. Lewin, and E. Sere, Variational methods in relativistic quantum
mechanics. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 45 (2008), 535–593.

[25] T. Feld, J. Aujol, G. Gilboa, and N. Papadakis, Rayleigh quotient minimization for
absolutely one-homogeneous functionals. Inverse Probl. 35 (2019), 06400.

[26] M. Fumero, M. Moeller, and E. Rodola, Nonlinear spectral geometry processing
via the TV transform. ACM Trans. Graph. 39 (2020), 1–16.

[27] G. Gilboa, A spectral approach to total variation. In International conference on
scale space and variational methods in computer vision, pp. 36–47, Springer,
2013.

[28] G. Gilboa, A total variation spectral framework for scale and texture analysis.
SIAM J. Imaging Sci. 7 (2014), 1937–1961.

[29] G. Gilboa, Iterative methods for computing Eigenvectors of nonlinear operators.
In Handbook of mathematical models and algorithms in computer vision and
imaging: mathematical imaging and vision, pp. 1–28, Springer, 2021.

[30] G. Gilboa, M. Moeller, and M. Burger, Nonlinear spectral analysis via one-
homogeneous functionals: Overview and future prospects. J. Math. Imaging
Vision 56 (2016), 300–319.

[31] M. Hein and T. Bühler, An inverse power method for nonlinear eigenproblems
with applications in 1-spectral clustering and sparse PCA. In Advances in neural
information processing systems 23, edited by J. Lafferty, C. Williams, J. Shawe-
Taylor, R. Zemel, and A. Culotta, pp. 847–855, Curran Associates, 2010.

[32] R. Hynd and E. Lindgren, Approximation of the least Rayleigh quotient for
degree-p homogeneous functionals. J. Funct. Anal. 272 (2012), 4873–4918.

[33] J. Jost, R. Mulas, and D. Zhang, p-Laplace operators for oriented hypergraphs.
Vietnam J. Math. (2021), 1–36.

[34] B. Kawohl and P. Lindqvist, Positive eigenfunctions for the p-Laplace operator
revisited. Analysis 26 (2006), 545–550.

[35] A. Le, Eigenvalue problems for the p-Laplacian. Nonlinear Anal. 64 (2006),
1057–1099.

[36] S. Osher, M. Burger, D. Goldfarb, J. Xu, and W. Yin, An iterative regularization
method for total variation-based image restoration. Multiscale Model. Simul. 4
(2005), 460–489.

[37] E. Parini, An introduction to the Cheeger problem. Surv. Math. Appl. 6, 9–21.
[38] P. H. Rabinowitz, Some global results for nonlinear eigenvalue problems. J. Funct.

Anal. 7 (1971), 487–513.
[39] Y. Saad, Numerical methods for large eigenvalue problems, revised edn. Society

for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, Philadelphia, 2011.
[40] G. Strang, Introduction to linear algebra. 5th edn. Wellesley-Cambridge Press,

Wellesley, 1993.

5254 M. Burger



[41] A. Szlam and X. Bresson, Total variation and Cheeger cuts. In ICML’10: Pro-
ceedings of the 27th International Conference on International Conference on
Machine Learning, pp. 1039–1046, Ominpress, Haifa, 2010.

[42] U. von Luxburg, A tutorial on spectral clustering. Stat. Comput. 17 (2007),
395–416.

[43] M. I. Weinstein, Nonlinear Schrödinger equations and sharp interpolation esti-
mates. Comm. Math. Phys. 87 (1982), 567–576.

Martin Burger

Department Mathematik, Friedrich-Alexander Universität Erlangen-Nürnberg,
Cauerstr. 11, 91058 Erlangen, Germany, martin.burger@fau.de

5255 Nonlinear eigenvalue problems for seminorms and applications

mailto:martin.burger@fau.de

	1. Introduction
	2. Basic properties and formulations
	2.1. Seminorms, duality, and subdifferentials
	2.2. Singular values and eigenvalues
	2.3. Spectral decomposition

	3. Ground states
	3.1. p-Laplacian eigenvalues
	3.2. Ground states and sparsity

	4. Variational problems, iterations, and flows
	4.1. Variational regularization methods
	4.2. Bregman iterations and inverse scale space flows
	4.3. Gradient flows
	4.4. Gradient flows and spectral decompositions

	5. Applications
	5.1. 1-Laplacian graph clustering
	5.2. Distance functions from ∞-Laplacians

	References

