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Approximation of Univariate Functions

1.1 Introduction

The primary problem in approximation theory is the choice of a successful method
of approximation. In this chapter and in Chapter 2 we test various approaches,
based on the concept of width, to the evaluation of the quality of a method of
approximation. We take as an example the approximation of periodic functions of
a single variable. The two main parameters of a method of approximation are its
accuracy and complexity. These concepts may be treated in various ways depend-
ing on the particular problems involved. Here we start from classical ideas about the
approximation of functions by polynomials. After Fourier’s 1807 article the repre-
sentation of a 2rw-periodic function by its Fourier series became natural. In other
words, the function f(x) is approximately represented by a partial sum S,(f,x) of
its Fourier series:

Su(f.x) :=ao/2+ Y (axcoskx+ by sinkx),
k=1

ay := L f(x)coskxdx, by := Lr f(x)sinkxdx.
TJ-n TJ-n

We are interested in the approximation of a function f by a polynomial S, (f) in
some L,-norm, 1 < p < oo, In the case p = o we assume that we are dealing with
the uniform norm. As a measure of the accuracy of the method of approximating
a periodic function by means of its Fourier partial sum we consider the quantity
| f —S(f)||- The complexity of this method of approximation contains the fol-
lowing two characteristics. The order of the trigonometric polynomial S, (f) is the
quantitative characteristic. The following observation gives us the qualitative char-
acteristic. The coefficients of this polynomial are found by the Fourier formulas,
which means that the operator S, is the orthogonal projector onto the subspace of
trigonometric polynomials of order 7.
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2 Approximation of Univariate Functions

In 1854 Chebyshev suggested representing continuous function f by its polyno-
mial of best approximation, namely, by the polynomial #,(f) such that

1f =2 (e = En(f)w := inf

o, Br

flx)— i (o coskx + Py sinkx)
k=0

oo

He proved the existence and uniqueness of such a polynomial. We consider this
method of approximation not only in the uniform norm but in all L,-norms, 1 <
p < oo. The accuracy of the Chebyshev method can be easily compared with the
accuracy of the Fourier method:

Ei(f)p < ||f =SalH]],-

However, it is difficult to compare the complexities of these two methods. The
quantitative characteristics coincide but the qualitative characteristics are different
(for example, it is not difficult to understand that for p = e the mapping f — #,(f)
is not a linear operator). The Du Bois—Reymond 1873 example of a continuous
function f such that H f=S.(f) Hw — oo when n — oo, and the Weierstrass theorem
which says that for each continuous function f we have E,(f). — 0 as n — oo,
showed the advantage of the Chebyshev method over the Fourier method from the
point of view of accuracy.

The desire to construct methods of approximation which have the advantages of
both the Fourier and Chebyshev methods has led to the study of various methods
of summation of Fourier series. The most important among them from the point of
view of approximation are the de la Vallée Poussin, Fejér, and Jackson methods,
which were constructed early in the twentieth century. All these methods are linear.
For example, in the de la Vallée Poussin method a function f is approximated by
the polynomial

1 2n—1

V() == X i)
I=n
of order 2n — 1.
From the point of view of accuracy this method is close to the Chebyshev
method; de la Vallée Poussin proved that

If=Val)|, S4Eu(f)p.  1<p<es.

From the point of view of complexity it is close to the Fourier method, and the
property of linearity essentially distinguishes it from the Chebyshev method.

We see that common to all these methods is approximation by trigonometric
polynomials. However, the methods of constructing these polynomials differ: some
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1.1 Introduction 3

methods use orthogonal projections on to the subspace of trigonometric polynomi-
als of fixed order, some use best-approximation operators, and some use linear
operators.

Thus, the approximation of periodic functions by trigonometric polynomials
is natural and this problem has been thoroughly studied. The approximation of
functions by algebraic polynomials has been studied in parallel with approximation
by trigonometric polynomials. We now point out some results, which determined
the style of investigation of a number of problems in approximation theory. These
problems are of interest even today.

It was proved by de la Vallée Poussin (1908) that, for best approximation of the
function |x| in the uniform norm on [—1, 1] by algebraic polynomials of degree n,
the following upper estimate or bound holds:

en(|x]) <C/n.

He raised the question of the possibility of an improvement of this estimate in the
sense of order. In other words, could the function C/n be replaced by a function
that decays faster to zero? Bernstein (1912) proved that this order estimate is sharp.
Moreover, he then established the asymptotic behavior of the sequence {en (|x|)}
(see Bernstein, 1914):

en(|x]) = pu/n+o(1/n), u = 0.28240.004.

These results initiated a series of investigations into best approximations of
individual functions having special singularities.

At this stage of investigation the natural conjecture arose that the smoother a
function, the more rapidly its sequence of best approximations decreases.

In 1911 Jackson proved the inequality

Ey(f)w < Cn"o(f),1/n)..

The relations which give upper estimates for the best approximations of a func-
tion in terms of its smoothness are now called the Jackson inequalities, and in a
wider sense such relations are called direct theorems of approximation theory.

As a result of Bernstein’s (1912) and de la Vallée Poussin’s (1908, 1919) inves-
tigations we can formulate the following assertion, which is now called the inverse
theorem of approximation theory. If

E.(f)e <Cn "%, 0 < r integer, 0<oa<l,

then f has a continuous derivative of order r which belongs to the class Lip «; that
is, f € W'H® (in the notation of this book it is the class H."%). Thus, the results
of Jackson, Bernstein, and de la Vallée Poussin show that functions from the class
W'H%*, 0 < o0 < 1, can be characterized by the order of decrease of its sequences
of best approximations.
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4 Approximation of Univariate Functions

We remark that at that time, early in the twentieth century, classes similar to
W"H* were used in other areas of mathematics for obtaining the orders of decrease
of various quantities. As an example we formulate a result of Fredholm (1903). Let
f(x,y) be continuous on [a,b] X [a,b] and

max|f(x,y+1) — f(x,y)| <Clr|*,  O<a<l.
'x7y

Then for eigenvalues A (J) of the integral operator

Ury) (x /fxy

the following relation is valid for any p >2/(20t+1):

2 || <
n=1

The investigation of the upper bounds or estimates of errors of approximation of
functions from a fixed class by some method of approximation began with an article
by Lebesgue (1910). In particular, Lebesgue proved that

Su(Lip@)e := sup ||f—Su(f)||.=<n"*Inn.
feLipo

Here and later we write a, < b, for two sequences a,, and b,, if there are two positive
constants C; and C, such that C1b,, < a, < Cyb,, for all n.

The problem of approximation of functions in the classes W”H% by trigonomet-
ric polynomials was so natural that a tendency to find either asymptotic or exact
values of the following quantities appeared:

Su(WH)eo:= sup ||f =Su(f)llee;  En(WH®)o:= sup Ey(f)e.
fEWH* FEWTH®

We now formulate the first results in this direction. Kolmogorov (1936) proved the

relation (in our notation W = W_, ., see §1.4)
, 4 Inn .
Sa(W )mzﬁ p +0(n™"), n— oo,

Independently, Favard (1937) and Akhiezer and Krein (1937) proved the equality
E,Whw=K,(n+1)""

where K, is a number depending on the natural number r.
In 1936 Kolmogorov introduced the concept of the width d,, of a class F in a
space X:

d,(F,X):= inf sup 1nf

f- c
{0}, feF {ej)! Z 19

X
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This concept allows us to find, for a fixed n and for a class F, a subspace of
dimension n that is optimal with respect to the construction of a best approxi-
mating element. In other words, the concept of width allows us to choose from
among various Chebyshev methods having the same quantitative characteristic of
complexity (the dimension of the approximating subspace) the one which has the
greatest accuracy.

The first result about widths (Kolmogorov, 1936), namely

dani1(Wy,Lp) = (n+1)7",

showed that the best subspace of dimension 2n+- 1 for the approximation of classes
of periodic functions is the subspace of trigonometric polynomials of order n. This
result confirmed that the approximation of functions in the class Wy by trigonomet-
ric polynomials is natural. Further estimates of the widths d»,, 1 (W(; owlp), 1<q,
p < oo, some of which are discussed in §2.1 below, showed that, for some values
of the parameters g, p, the subspace of trigonometric polynomials of order n is
optimal (in the sense of the order of decay) but for other values of g, p this subspace
is not optimal.

The Ismagilov (1974) estimate for the quantity d,(W/, L) gave the first exam-
ple, where the subspace of trigonometric polynomials of order » is not optimal.
This phenomenon was thoroughly studied by Kashin (1977).

In analogy to the problem of the Kolmogorov width, that is, to the problem con-
cerning the best Chebyshev method, problems concerning the best linear method
and the best Fourier method were considered.

Tikhomirov (1960b) introduced the linear width:

F,L,):= inf —A
MlELy) = it < SR I = ATl

and Temlyakov (1982a) introduced the orthowidth (Fourier width):

n

= Y{f uiyui

i=1

Ou(F,Lp) = inf sup

orthonormal system {u;}\_ reF

P

A discussion and comparison of results concerning d,(W,,Lp), A,(W;,L,) and
®un(W,,Lp) can be found in §2.1. Here we remark that, from the point of view of the
orthowidth, the Fourier operator S, is optimal (in the sense of order) for all 1 < g,
p < oo with the exception of the two cases (1, 1) and (e, o).

Keeping in mind the primary question about the selection of an optimal sub-
space of approximating functions, we now draw some conclusions from this brief
historical survey.

(1) The trigonometric polynomials have been considered as a natural means of
approximation of periodic functions during the whole period of development
of approximation theory.
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6 Approximation of Univariate Functions

(2) In approximation theory (as well as in other fields of mathematics) it has turned
out that it is natural to unite functions with the same smoothness into a class.

(3) The subspace of trigonometric polynomials has been obtained in many cases as
the solution of problems regarding the most precise method for the classes of
smooth functions: the Chebyshev method (which uses the Kolmogorov width),
the linear method (which uses the linear width), or the Fourier method (which
uses the orthowidth).

On the basis of these remarks we may formulate the following general strategy
for investigating approximation problems; we remark that this strategy turns out to
be most fruitful in those cases where we do not know a priori a natural method
of approximation. First, we solve the width problem for a class of interest in the
simplest case, that of approximation in Hilbert space, L,. Second, we study the
system of functions obtained and apply it to approximation in other spaces L,.
This strategy will be used in Chapters 3, 4, and 5.

1.2 Trigonometric Polynomials
Functions of the form
n
t(x) = 2 cre™ =ag/2+ 2 (arcoskx + by sinkx)
|k|<n k=1

(ck, ag, by are complex numbers) will be called trigonometric polynomials of order
n. We denote the set of such polynomials by .7 (n) and the subset of .7 (n) of real
polynomials by 2.7 (n).

We first consider a number of concrete polynomials that play an important role
in approximation theory.

1.2.1 The Dirichlet Kernel of Order n

The classical univariate Dirichlet kernel of order 7 is defined as follows:

@n(x) — Z ok — efinX(ei(ZlH»l)x_ 1)(eix_ 1)71

|k|<n
= M (1.2.1)
sin(x/2)
The Dirichlet kernel is an even trigonometric polynomial with the majorant
|Zu(x)| <min(2n+1,7/x]), x| < 7. (1.2.2)
The estimate
|Znll1 < Clnn, n=2.3,..., (1.2.3)

follows from (1.2.2).
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1.2 Trigonometric Polynomials

We mention the well-known relation (see Dzyadyk, 1977, p. 112)

4
1Dull1 = i+ R, IR, <3, n=1273,...

For any trigonometric polynomial 1 € .7 (n) we have

Dyt = (2m)"! /T@n(x—y)t(y)dy —1.

Denote

x=2ml/2n+1), 1=0,1,...,2n

Clearly, the points x, I = 1,...,2n, are zeros of the Dirichlet kernel Z, on [0,2x].

For any |k| < n we have

on 2n
Z eikxl @n(x —xl) _ 2 oimx Z ei(k—m)x[ = eikx(zn + 1)~
1=0 =0

|m|<n

Consequently, for any 7 € 7 (n),

t(x)=(2n+1)""! %t(xl)_@n(xfxl).

1=0
Further, it is easy to see that for any u, v € .7 (n) we have

T

2n
(w,v) = (21)"! / (v = 2n+ 1) Y u(x

- 1=0
and, for any t € 7 (n),
2 12n |2
]l = 2+ 1)1 Y [t ()]
=0

For 1 < g < oo the estimate

1Znllq < Clg)n'~"

(1.2.4)

Dv(ad) (1.2.5)

(1.2.6)

1.2.7)

follows from (1.2.2). Applying the Holder inequality (see (A.1.1) in the Appendix)

for estimating || 2, |3 we get

2n+1= ||9n||% < ||-@n||q||-@n||q"

Relations (1.2.7) and (1.2.8) imply for 1 < g < oo the relation

1Znllg = n' 1.

Relation (1.2.9) for g = oo is obvious.
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8 Approximation of Univariate Functions

We denote by S, the operator taking a partial sum of order n. Then for f € L;
we have

$u()i=Zx = )t [ 26— s )y

Theorem 1.2.1 The operator S,, does not change polynomials from 7 (n) and for
p =1 o0r e we have

1Sa]lp—p < Clnn, n=273,...,
and for 1 < p < o for all n we have
HSn”p%p SC(p).

This theorem follows from (1.2.3) and the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem
(see Theorem A.3.6).
Fort € 7 (n),

n
t(x) =ao/2+ Y, (arcoskx+ by sinkx),
k=1
we call the polynomial 7 € .7 (n), where
n
f(x) ==Y (axsinkx — by coskx)
k=1

the polynomial conjugate to ¢.

Corollary 1.2.2 For 1 < p < e and all n we have

1711, < CCp) el p-

Proof Lett € 7 (n). Itis not difficult to see that 7 = 1 x Z,, where

Dn(x) =2 Y sinkx.
k=1

Clearly, it suffices to consider the case of odd n. Let this be the case and set m :=
(n41)/2,1:= (n—1)/2. Representing Z,(x) in the form
7 1 c ikx < ikx 1 imx —imx
.@n(x):? Y — > e :;(e Dy(x) —e "™ G (x)),
k=1 k=—n

we obtain the corollary. O

A trigonometric conjugate operator maps a function f(x) to a function

Z(sign k) f(k)e™.

k
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1.2 Trigonometric Polynomials 9

The Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem A.3.6 implies that this operator is bounded
as an operator from L, to L, for 1 < p < c. We denote by f the conjugate function.

1.2.2 The Fejér Kernel of Order n — 1

The classical univariate Fejér kernel of order n — 1 is defined as follows:

n—1

e (x) :=n"! Zogm(x) = (1—|m|/n)e™

|m|<n

_ (sin(nx/2))?
n(sin(x/Z))z.
The Fejér kernel is an even nonnegative trigonometric polynomial in .7 (n — 1)
with majorant

| A1 (x)]| = Aoy (x) < min(n, 1/ (nx?)), |x| < . (1.2.10)
From the obvious relations
| Hali =1, [ Haoie=n
and the inequality, see (A.1.6),

1£lly < 1AV 91A11L e

we get in the same way as we obtained (1.2.9),

cn' Vi < | A ly < n'-1/4, 1 <g<eo. (1.2.11)

1.2.3 The de la Vallée Poussin Kernels

The classical univariate de la Vallée Poussin kernel with parameters m, n is defined
as follows:

n—1
(%) 1= (n—m)~! Y 2(x), n>m.

I=m

It is convenient to represent this kernel in terms of Fejér kernels:
n(x) = (n—m)~! (np—1(x) — mHAp—i (x))
= (cosmx — cosnx) (2(n—m) (sin(x/2))2) -

i

The de la Vallée Poussin kernels 77, , are even trigonometric polynomials of order
n— 1 with majorant

|V (x)| < Cmin(n, 1/]x],1/((n—m)x?)), x| < 7. (1.2.12)
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10 Approximation of Univariate Functions
Relation (1.2.12) implies the estimate
[Ymnlli < Cln(14n/(n—m)).
We often use the de la Vallée Poussin kernel with n = 2m and denote it by
V(%) = Pnam(x), m>1, Yo(x) :=1.
Then for m > 1 we have
Vm = 2KHom—1 — Hm-1,
which, with the properties of %, implies
[Vnll1 < 3. (1.2.13)

In addition,
| e < 3m.

Consequently, in the same way as above, see (1.2.9) and (1.2.11), we get

[l =m' =1, 1< g<e. (1.2.14)
Denote

x(1) :=nl/2m, I=1,...,4m.

Then, analogously to (1.2.4), for each ¢ € .7 (m) we have

4m
t(x) = (4m)~" Y t(x(1)) P (x — x(1)). (1.2.15)
=1
The operator 7;, defined on L; by the formula
Vin(f) = fx ¥

is called the de la Vallée Poussin operator.
The following theorem is a corollary of the definition of the kernels ¥}, and the
relation (1.2.13).

Theorem 1.2.3 The operator V,, does not change polynomials from & (m), and
forall 1 < p < oo we have

Vil p—p < 3, m=1,2,...
In addition, we formulate two properties of the de la Vallée Poussin kernels.
(1) Relation (1.2.12) with n = 2m implies the inequality
|V (x) | < Cmin(m,1/(mx?)), |x| <.

It is easy to derive from this inequality the following property.
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1.2 Trigonometric Polynomials 11

(2) For h satisfying the condition C; < mh < C, we have

2 |”f/m(x—lh)‘ < Cm.
0<i<2m/h

We remark that property (2) is valid for the Fejér kernel .7;,,.

1.2.4 The Jackson Kernel

The classical univariate Jackson kernel with parameters n, a is defined as follows:

Jix) = 7 (((/22))) acN,

where ¥, is selected in such a way that
Il = 1. (1.2.16)

Let us estimate 7, , from below. We have
[T (sin(nx/2)\*
= (2m)~! / — = d
= [ (i)

n/n 2a
> N s optat, (12.17)
0 x/2

The Jackson kernel is an even nonnegative trigonometric polynomial of order
a(n—1). It follows from (1.2.17) that

J4(x) < Cmin(n,n'~29x729), x| <m. (1.2.18)

Relation (1.2.18) implies that for 0 <r < 2a—1,

/”J,‘f(x)xrdx <C(r)n”". (1.2.19)
0

1.2.5 The Rudin—Shapiro Polynomials

We define recursively pairs of trigonometric polynomials P;(x) and Q;(x) of order
2/ —1:

P() = Q() = 1,
Pi1(x) :=Pi(x) +€77Q;(x), Q1 (x) :=Pi(x) — €?7Q;(x).
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12 Approximation of Univariate Functions

Then at each point x we have

Pial? +10j41 = (P + €27 Q) (P; +e*’2“‘Q1)
+ (P — €?7Q;)(P; _e—zzfoj)
=2(1P;* +10,%)-
Therefore, for all x
P |* + Q)| =27+
Thus, for example,

1Py |oo < 207D/, (1.2.20)

It is clear from the definition of the polynomials P, that
Z g™, g==+1, g=1.

Let N be a natural number and

m
NzZZ”f, ny>ny > >0y >0,

its binary representation. We set

Ry (x) +2Pn, A

Ry (x) := Ry (x) +RN(—x) —1.
Then Ry(x) has the form

=Y g™, g = +1,
|k|<N

and for this polynomial the estimate
IRy < CN'/? (1.2.21)

holds.

1.2.6 A Modification of the Fejér Kernel

We consider the polynomials

Gu(x):= 3 (1—|m|/n)' e,

|m|<n
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1.2 Trigonometric Polynomials 13

These are even trigonometric polynomials of order n — 1 with the properties

2
<2n>*1/0 Go(x—a)Gn(x—b)dx = H5y1(a—Db), (1.2.22)

|Gl <C. (1.2.23)

Relation (1.2.22) is obvious. It implies that the system of polynomials
Gn(x—2mnl/n),1 =1,...,nis an orthogonal system in .7 (n — 1).
Let us prove the relation (1.2.23). Denote

o) = (1-lu)'” <.
Then we have on [—1, 1]
o(u) = zaleinlx
I
and it is not hard to prove that
| < (1 +1) (1.2.24)
Further,

Gu(x) = 3, ¢(m/n)e™

m|<n

=Ya Y N =N 0,9, (x+ il /n). (1.2.25)
!

L |ml<n
Let us consider the function
21 (%) := Du(x+ 7l /n) — (= 1) D, (x).
Using the representation (1.2.1) one can obtain the estimate
lgnilli < Cln(|7]+2). (1.2.26)

Further, owing to the equality
¢(1) = ;az(—l)l =0,
relation (1.2.25) can be rewritten in the form
Gu(x) = zl:algn’l(x).

Using relations (1.2.24) and (1.2.26) we then obtain relation (1.2.23).
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14 Approximation of Univariate Functions

1.2.7 A Generalization of the Rudin-Shapiro Polynomials

The trigonometric polynomials considered above (see §§1.2.1-1.2.6) were con-
structively obtained: either they are given by a formula (§§1.2.1-1.2.4, 1.2.6) or
a method of construction is supplied (§1.2.5). In this subsection we formulate a
theorem that proves the existence of polynomials with given properties.

Theorem 1.2.4 Let € > 0, and let a subspace ¥ C .7 (n) be such that dim¥ >
€(2n+1). Then there exists at € Y such that

[t]l =1,
and
]l > C(e) > 0.

An analogous statement is valid for the multivariable trigonometric polynomials,
will be proved in Chapter 3 (see Theorem 3.2.1).
We remark that the polynomial ¢ from Theorem 1.2.4, by virtue of the inequality

I£[13 < Niell ],

satisfies the condition

I£] > C(e)* > 0. (1.2.27)

1.2.8 An Application of the Gaussian Sums

In this subsection we construct polynomials that we will use in studying linear
widths. This construction is based on properties of the Gaussian sums:

q
S(g,l):= Z eizmjz/q,
j=1
where ¢ is a natural number and /,g are coprime; that is, (I,q) = 1. We confine

ourselves to the case where ¢ is an odd prime.

Theorem 1.2.5 Let g > 2 be a prime, | # 0 an integer, and k an integer. Then, for

o212 +kj)/q
Y

q
S(g,1,k) :=

j=1
the following equality is true:

|S(q,1,k)| = q'/*.
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Proof We first consider the case k = 0. Note that the quantity S(q,/) does not
change if we sum over the complete system of remainders modulo ¢ instead of the
segment [1,g]. Consequently, for any integer A,

)= i 2G4 g (12.28)

Further,
q q
‘S(q,l)|2 _ <Z ei2nlh2/q> <2 eiznzﬂ/q)_
h=1 j=1
Using (1.2.28), we see that this is equal to
i —i2mih? /q zezzm j+h)? i i 2rl(2+2jh)/ . (1.2.29)
h=1 j=1 h=1 j=1
Taking into account that
zq*‘ oi2mi2jh/g _ ) 4 for j=gq,
- 0  for je[l,q),
we get from (1.2.29),
1S(a.1)]” = q. (1.2.30)

Now let k be nonzero. Since ¢ is a prime different from 2, the numbers 2(b,
b=1,...,q, run through a complete system of remainders modulo g. Consequently,
there is a b such that

2lb =k (mod q).
Then
1j? +kj=1(j+b)* —Ib* (mod q)
and, consequently,
|S(q.1.0)| = [S(q.0)| = ¢
The theorem is proved. O

Theorem 1.2.6 Let g be a prime and q = 2a+ 1. For any n € [1,d] there is a
trigonometric polynomial t, € 7 (a) such that only n Fourier coefficients of t, are
nonzero and for all k we have |f(k)| < 1 and in addition

0(0) > (n+1)/2,  |t(2nl/q)| <Cq'?,  1=1,....2a.

https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108689687.002 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108689687.002

16 Approximation of Univariate Functions

Proof The proof of this theorem can easily be derived from a deep number the-
oretical result due to Hardy and Littlewood about estimating incomplete Gaussian
sums: for any n € [1,4]

n Iy .2
2 eth'lJ /q

J=1

<cq'?, (g =1. (1.2.31)

Indeed, let k; denote the smallest nonnegative remainder of the number 72
modulo g, j=1,...,n, and let

G:={kj—a, j=1,...,n}.

We set
t(x) == ek,
keG
Then
n
]tn(an/q)‘ — 2 ezank/q — 26127rl]2/q ,
keG j=1

which by (1.2.31) implies the required estimates for #,(2ml/q). The bound
t,(0) =n> (n+1)/2 is obvious. O

For the sake of completeness we will prove Theorem 1.2.6 using Theorem 1.2.5.
Instead of (1.2.31) we prove the inequality

(1 —lj—al/n), Pl < g2 (1,q)=1. (1.2.32)
J

Let ! € [1,q — 1]. Consider the trigonometric polynomial
q—1
t(x) — 2 ei2n:lj2/qei(j7a)x.
j=0
Then at the points x* = 27k /(2a + 1) = 21tk /q we have
1) = [S(q,01,6)| = ¢, k=0,...,2a. (1.2.33)

We set
Up (x) 1= 1(x) % Hp_1(x).
Then by (1.2.5),
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1.3 The Bernstein—Nikol skii Inequalities. The Marcienkiewicz Theorem 17

and, using (1.2.33) we find that
2a
|4 (%) Sqil/zz%,l(x—xk) =q'2. (1.2.34)
k=0

Further,
1 (0) = X (1~ |j—al/n)  e>™/1,

J

where (@) := max(a,0). By (1.2.34) this implies (1.2.32).
Setting

tn(x) = X (1= |j—al/n) e,

J

where the k; are the same as in the beginning of the proof of this theorem, we get

(2t g)| = |31 1) —al fn) €0

J

— Z(l o \j—a\/n)+ei2”’fz/q ’

J

which by (1.2.32) implies the conclusion of Theorem 1.2.6, with 2n — 1 nonzero
Fourier coefficients instead of n.

1.3 The Bernstein—Nikol’skii Inequalities. The Marcienkiewicz Theorem

The Bernstein—Nikol’skii inequalities connect the L,-norms of a derivative of some
polynomial with the L,-norm, 1 < g < p < oo, of this polynomial. We obtain here
inequalities for a derivative that is slightly more general than the Weyl fractional
derivative. We first make some auxiliary considerations.

For a sequence {ay }_, we write

. . 2.
Aav = day _av+], A ay (— A(Aa\/) = dy _2av+] +av+2.

Theorem 1.3.1 We have

[

Proof Applying twice the Abel transformation (see (A.1.18) in the Appendix)
with a, = 0 for v > n, we obtain

n
ap/2+ Z ay COS VX

v=1

n
dx < Y (v+1)|A%ayl.
v=0

t(x):=ap+ Y ay2cosvx= Y 9P, (x)Aay

v=1 v=0

=> ( ; @N)) Aa, = i(v+1)%(x)A2av. (1.3.1)
u=0

v=0 v=0
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18 Approximation of Univariate Functions
From (1.3.1), using || %y || = 1 we find
: 2
el < 3 (v+ 1A%y,
v=0

as required. O

1.3.1 The Bernstein inequality

We first prove the Bernstein inequality. Let us consider the following special
trigonometric polynomials. Let s be a nonnegative integer. We define

dp(x):=1, H(x):=7(x)—1, (x):= " 1(x)— Voa(x), s>2,

where the ¥, are the de la Vallée Poussin kernels (see §1.2.3). Then <7 € .7 (2%)
and by (1.2.13),

]|, <. (13.2)
Let » > 0 and « be real numbers. We consider the polynomials
n
¥ (x,0) :=1+42 k" cos(kx+ orm/2)
k=1
2n—1

+2 Y K (1= (k—n)/n)cos(kx+ am/2).
k=n+1

Let us prove that, for all » > 0 and «,
|7 (x,0)||, <C(r)n",  n=12,... (1.33)
Since for an arbitrary o
¥ (x,00) — 1= (% (x,0) — 1) cos(am/2) + (¥, (x,1) — 1) sin(or/2),
it suffices to prove (1.3.3) for ¢ = 0 and for ¢ = 1. We first consider the case
o = 0. Let v be the Fourier cosine coefficients of the function ¥, (x,0). Then, by
Theorem 1.3.1,
2n—1
177 (x,0)]], £ Y, (k+ 1)[A%v]. (1.3.4)
k=0
It is easy to see that, for 1 <k <n—2,
|A%v| < C(r)k" 2. (1.3.5)
By the identity

A? (akbk) = (Azak)bk + 2(Aak+1 ) (Abk) + ak+2(A2bk)
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1.3 The Bernstein—Nikol skii Inequalities. The Marcienkiewicz Theorem 19

with ay = k" and by = 1 — (k—n) /n, we see that the inequality (1.3.5) will be valid
for n < k < 2n— 3 too. For the remaining values of k # 0 we have

|A2v| < |Ave| + |Avigr| < C(F)r" L (1.3.6)

From the inequality |A%vy| < C(r) and relations (1.3.4)—(1.3.6) we get the rela-
tion (1.3.3) for » > 0 and o = 0.

Let oo = 1 and let .2 (x) denote the polynomial which is the trigonometric con-
jugate to .oZ(x), which means that in the expression for .27 (x) the functions cos kx
are substituted by sinkx. We prove that

||l < C. (1.3.7)
Clearly, it suffices to consider s > 3. It is not difficult to see that the equality
Ay (x) = 2Im(y (x) % ((4Hp51 1 (x) = 3Hp1 3, (x))e"(zs_l”s—}))f))’

holds. From this equality, by virtue of the Young inequality with p =g =a =1
(see A.1.16)) and the properties of the functions %, and o7, we obtain (1.3.7).
Further, for n = 2™, we have

4//’17()6, 1) —1= (%;(X,O) - 1) */7/110()67 1)
m-+1 m+1

= — ) V5 (x,0) x F(x) = = Y, F5(x,0) * Fy(x). (1.3.8)
s=1 s=1

From (1.3.8) by means of the Young inequality and using (1.3.7) and relation
(1.3.3), which has been proved for a = 0, we get

m—+1
1% (x,00) Iy < C(r 22”<c (1.3.9)
Now let 2! < < 2™; then
B0 1) = Vo (5, 1) % V1 (2),

which by (1.3.9) and the Young inequality gives the required estimate for all n.
Relation (1.3.3) is proved.

We define the operator D, » > 0, o € R, on the set of trigonometric polynomials
as follows. Let f € .7 (n); then

D f = fU(x,00) = f(x) = ¥ (x, 1), (1.3.10)

and f)(x, o) is called the (r,a) derivative. It is clear that for f(x) such that
£(0) = 0 we have for natural numbers r,

Dif= o
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20 Approximation of Univariate Functions

The operator DY, is defined in such a way that it has an inverse for each .7 (n).
This property distinguishes D/, from the differential operator and it will be conve-
nient for us. On the other hand it is clear that

'f .. 2
dxr_Drf f(O)

Theorem 1.3.2 Foranyt € 7 (n) we have, forr >0, a € R, 1 < p < oo,

[ )|, <Crm el n=1.2,...
Proof By the definition (1.3.10),
1 (x, o) = t(x) %« ¥ (x, ot).

Therefore, by the Young inequality (A.1.16) with p=¢g,a=1forall 1 < p < e
and r we have

117 G )], < Mlellp |75 (e, 0]
To conclude the proof we just use inequality (1.3.3). 0

Let us discuss the case r = 0, which is excluded from Theorem 1.3.2. In the case
where r = 0 and o is an even integer we have

10 (x, )] = J1(x)|
and, consequently,
HI(O)('x’a)Hp: ”tHP? 1 <p<oo. (1.3.11)

To investigate the general case it suffices to study the trigonometric conjugate
operator. Theorem 1.2.1 and its corollary show that for all & and 1 < p < oo the
inequality

|69 (x, o) || < Pl

holds.
It remains to consider the cases p = 1,00, It is sufficient to consider o = 1.
We have forr € .7 (n),

1O (x,1) = 7(0) = 7(x) = £(0) — 1(x) * Doy (x).

Further,

2n+1 .
-@2n+l(x) =2 Z sinkx = ZIm@n(x)el("+l)x;
k=1

consequently,
|Zons1ll1 < Cln(n+2).
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Thus, fort € 7 (n),
(0D, < Clnm+2)[lt],,  p=1,0. (1.3.12)
The relation (1.3.11) with oc = 0 and (1.3.12) imply for all ¢ the inequality
[V x, @), <Cln(n+2)tl|,,  p=1,e. (1.3.13)
Remark 1.3.3 We have the relation

sup [, D)ll, / lell, <In(n+2),  p=1le.

teJ (n)

The upper estimate follows from (1.3.12). Let us prove the lower estimate. We
first consider the case p = oo. Let f(x) = (T —x)/2, 0 < x < 27, be a 2x-periodic
function; then

flx)= i(sinkx)/k.
k=1
Let m = [n/2]. Then
1) := f () % V()

has the following properties: t € 7 (n),
m
llt]l. < 37/2, 2 Jk>Cln(m+2), (1.3.14)

which imply the required lower estimate in the case p = e.
Let p =1 and m = [n/2]. Then the function ¥, € 7 (n) has the following
properties:

[Pl <3, (1.3.15)
[, 1), > Cln(m+2). (13.16)

Let us prove (1.3.16). For ¢ we have from the above consideration for p = oo,

0 0
o =[x 10,01 < [[Va (D] e (13.17)
and
0> Y 1/k>Cln(m+2). (1.3.18)
k=1

From relations (1.3.14), (1.3.17) and (1.3.18) we obtain (1.3.16). Then (1.3.15) and
(1.3.16) give the required lower estimate for p = 1.
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22 Approximation of Univariate Functions
1.3.2 The Nikol’skii Inequality
Let us now prove the Nikol’skii inequality.
Theorem 1.3.4 Foranyt € 7 (n), n > 0, we have the inequality
Ity <Cn Py, 1<g<p<e

Proof First let p = oo; then

t=tx*xY,
and by the Holder inequality (A.1.1) we have

Ielle < Nl il

which, by (1.2.14), implies that

I£]]eo < Cllelgn"/9. (1.3.19)

Further, let ¢ < p < eo. Then by (A.1.6),
lellp < el el (13.20)
The theorem follows from relations (1.3.19) and (1.3.20). ]

We now formulate a corollary of Theorems 1.3.2 and 1.3.4.

Corollary 1.3.5 (The Bernstein—Nikol’skii inequality) For t € 7 (n) and arbi-
traryr >0, o, 1 < g < p < oo, we have the inequality

0o, <Cm e Plely, n=12,..

1.3.3 The Marcinkiewicz Theorem

The set .7 (n) of trigonometric polynomials is a space of dimension 2n + 1. Each
polynomial ¢+ € 7 (n) is uniquely defined by its Fourier coefficients {f(k)}‘ K<’
and by the Parseval identity we have B

13 =3 [Fk)[, (1.321)

lk|<n

which means that the set .7 (n) as a subspace of L; is isomorphic to Z%”“. Relation
(1.2.6) shows that a similar isomorphism can be set ug in another way: by mapping
a polynomial ¢ € .7 (n) to the vector m(t) := {t(x!) IZO of its values at the points
x=2ml/(2n+1), 1=0,...,2n.
Relation (1.2.6) gives
lello = 2+ 1) 712 (o),

The following statement is the Marcinkiewicz theorem.
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Theorem 1.3.6 Let 1 < p < oo; then fort € F (n), n > 0, we have the relation

Cip)ell, <nPllm@)]], < C2(p) el
Proof We first prove a lemma.
Lemma 1.3.7 Let 1 < p < oo; then, forn > 0,
2n

Zal”l/n(x—xl)

=0

<Cn'7V7|al
)4

212,”“7 a = (a(),...,agn).

Proof LetV be an operator on 612)”“ defined as follows:

2n
V(a):= Zal”I/,l(x—xl).
=0
It is obvious that (see (1.2.13))

Using the estimate (see (1.2.12))
|%,(x)| < Cmin(n, (nx®)~1
it is not hard to prove that
V||, < Cn. (1.3.23)

From relations (1.3.22) and (1.3.23), using the Riesz—Torin theorem (see Theorem
A.3.2) we find that

1-1
IV, <Cn'='7P,
which implies the lemma. O

We now continue the proof of Theorem 1.3.6. Let S, be the operator that takes
the partial Fourier sum of order n. Using Theorem 1.2.1 we derive from Lemma
1.3.7 the upper estimate (the first inequality in Theorem 1.3.6):

t(x)=(2n+1)7"! %t(xl).@n(xfxl)

1=0
=S, ((Zn—i— 1)~! %t(xl)”f/n(x—xl)> .
1=0

Consequently,

e, < C(p)n= "7 ||m2)]] -
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24 Approximation of Univariate Functions

We now prove the lower estimate (the second inequality in Theorem 1.3.6) for
1 < p < . We have

2n 2n
@ = 2" = 2r<xl>a>r<xl>!’“
=(n / ze|t ‘p P (x—x)dx
<l

Zel‘t {p n(x— xl)

)

/

p

using Lemma 1.3.7 we see that the last expression is
<l [fm()||2 ",
which implies the required lower estimate and the theorem is proved. 0
Remark 1.3.8 In the proof of Theorem 1.3.6 we also proved the inequality
lm(@)[[1 < Cnllr]]1-

We now prove a statement that is analogous to Theorem 1.3.6 but, in contrast to
it, includes the cases p = 1 and p = . Instead of the vector m(t) we now consider
the vector

M(t) := (t(x(1)),....1(x(4n))),  x(I):=ml/(2n), I=1,...,4n.
Theorem 1.3.9 For an arbitraryt € 7 (n), n >0, 1 < p <o, we have
Cillell, <n ' PIM @), < Gl -
Proof 1In the same way as for Lemma 1.3.7 one can prove:

Lemma 1.3.10 Let 1 < p < oo, then, for n > 0,

4n

Y a¥n(x—x(1))

=1

< Cnl U7 g

p

Lemma 1.3.10 with a = M(¢) and relation (1.2.15) implies the upper estimate
lellp < En= M),

The corresponding lower estimate for 1 < p < o can be proved in the same way as
above for m(t), substituting x’ by x(1).
The lower estimate for p = <o is obvious. ]
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1.4 Approximation of Functions in the Classes W, , and H,
1.4.1 Some Properties of the Bernoulli Kernels
For r > 0 and « € R the functions
Fr(x,0) =142 k" cos(kx — amn/2)
k=1

are called Bernoulli kernels.
We define the following operator in the space L1,

U0)0) 1= 2m) " [ Fe v )00y (141

Let us prove that the definition of this operator is reasonable. To establish this it
suffices to prove that F, € L;.

Theorem 1.4.1 Forr >0, oc € R we have
F, €Ly, E,(F)1 <C(r)(n+1)7", n=0,1,...

Proof Let us consider the functions

k=1

folx, o) == (x) * (1 +2 i k™" cos(kx — Oc7r/2)> ,

where the .o7; are defined in §1.3.
We first consider the case o = 0. Using Theorem 1.3.1 in the same way as in the
proof of inequality (1.3.3) we get

[ £5(x,0)[[, <C(r)27". (1.4.2)
Further,

fixa) =Dl o f7(x,0),
and, consequently, from (1.4.2) and Theorem 1.3.2 we find that

| £5(x )|, <C(r)27". (1.4.3)

Thus the series

oo

D filxa)

s=0

converges in L; to some function f(x) and

<c(r2—m. (1.4.4)

PIWHERD

1
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26 Approximation of Univariate Functions

From the definition of the function f7(x, o) we get

Su(f) =142 ik”cos(kx— orm/2)
k=1

and
£ = Su(f H1<2Hf x,0) =Sy (fi(x0)
< Z 175 =8u(fD)]|, <Cln(n+2) Y | £5lh

5:25>n 25>n

<C(r)n"In(n+2). (1.4.5)

Here we have used Theorem 1.2.1 and relation (1.4.3). Relation (1.4.5) shows that
the series defining the function F,(x, o) converges in L; to f(x). The first part
of the theorem is proved. The second part of the theorem follows from relation
(1.4.4). O

We now proceed to formulate some properties of the operators Dy, and I},. From
the equality (¢ € L))

/0271 (ﬂ;—l i ¢ (u) cos (k(y u)+oc7r/2)cos(k(xy)+[3n/2)dy> du
— [ o )eos (k(x —u) + (a+ B)m/2)du

0
which is valid for any nonzero k, the equalities

Dy D2 =Dyt (1.4.6)
R =134 (1.4.7)
DI, =1I'D, =1 (1.4.8)

follow (we assume that the operators act on a set of trigonometric polynomials).
Denote by W/ B, r > 0, a € R, 1 < g < oo, the class of functions f (x) repre-
sentable in the form

f=L9, l¢ls<B. (1.4.9)
For such functions, with some g and B. we define (see (1.4.8))
Dy f=9.

Letl <g<p<eo,3:=1/g—1/p.From Corollary A.3.8 of the Hardy-Littlewood
inequality (see the Appendix) and the boundedness of the trigonometric conjugate
operator as an operator from L, to L, for 1 < p < e (see Corollary 1.2.2), it follows
that

15 llg=p < Cla,p). (1.4.10)
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Relations (1.4.7) and (1.4.10) imply the following embedding theorem.
Theorem 1.4.2 Let 1 <g<p<e, B=1/q—1/p, r> B; then

Wr

q,01

CW,PB, o, meR.

1.4.2 Approximation for Smoothness Classes

Let us define the classes H;B, r>0,1< g < ooas follows:

HB:= {feLqi Iflly < B, [|A7f (]|, < Ble|", a= M“}’

Af(x) = flx) = flx+1), A= (A)"

For the case B = 1 we simply write H, := H;1, i.e., we drop the constant B.
Let us study these classes from the point of view of their approximation by
trigonometric polynomials.

Theorem 1.4.3 Letr >0, 1 < g <o, then
E,,(H;)qx(n—l—l)”, n=0,1,...

Proof Let us prove the upper estimate. Clearly, it suffices to consider the case
n>0.Let f € Hy. We consider (see §1.2.4)

T

(@)= )" [ (700~ A3/ ).

—T

Thent € .7 (an) and

10 1) = m) ! [ ALy

By a generalization of the Minkowskii inequality, (A.1.9), we have

T
1=ty < @ [ 455 Jr)a
which by the definition of the class H; and relation (1.2.19) implies that
1f =tllg < C(r)n™".

The upper estimate is proved.
We now prove the lower estimate. We construct functions which will be used in
the proof of the more general Theorem 1.4.9. Let n > 0 be given and s be such that

4n < 2° < 8n.
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28 Approximation of Univariate Functions

We consider
f(x) r= 2701 1a)s gy () (1.4.11)

and remark that to prove the theorem it suffices to consider the simpler function
f(x) = (n+1)""¢!"*Dx Then, for any t € 7 (n), we have on the one hand

(f=t, ) = (f, ) =27 UV |5 > c2m 19, (1.4.12)
On the other hand using the definition of .@7 and (1.2.14) we get
(f —t.) < |If ~tlglllly < €29~ 1], (1.4.13)
From relations (1.4.12) and (1.4.13) we obtain
E,(f)q=>C27" >Cn"".
To show that f € H;B, we prove the following auxiliary statement.

Lemma 1.4.4 Let g(x) be an a-times continuously differentiable 2m-periodic
function. Then for all 1 < g < oo we have

85|, < [y1“lg" ],

Proof Clearly it suffices to consider the case @ = 1. We have

Jonstll, = [ ] = [scr ]

as required. O

< ylllg'llg:

From (1.4.11), (1.2.14), and the Bernstein inequality (Theorem 1.3.2) we get
19l < Cla)2, (1.4.14)
Using Lemma 1.4.4 and the simple inequality
A5 £ @), < 2711 £1lg,

we obtain

|45 £ (x)]|, < C(a) min(]y|*n~",n™"), (1.4.15)

which implies that f € H;B with some B that is independent of 7, and this proves
the lower estimate. O

Let us now prove a representation theorem for the class H;B. Let

As(f) = f
and denote the value of A;(f) at a point x by Ay(f,x).
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Theorem 1.4.5 Let fe L, 1 <g<eo, |flls <1 For||Affllg < |t|", a=[r]+1
it is necessary and sufficient that the following conditions be satisfied:

Ay, <Crg2,  s=0,1,....

(The constants C(r,q) may be different for the cases of necessity and sufficiency.)

Proof

Necessity. Let f € H; then for any ¢, € 7(23*2), s > 2 we have
AS(f) :AS(f_IS)

and
45 (Hllg < Nll1llf = tllg-
Applying Theorem 1.4.3 and using relation (1.3.2) we get

lall, <t

Sufficiency. Let
A, <727, (1.4.16)
then using Corollary 2.2.7 we get

in the sense of convergence in L,, and

1A fllq < ZIHA?As(ﬂHq- (1.4.17)
5=
From Lemma 1.4.4 we find, in the same way as in (1.4.15),
[AfAs(f)]], < Cl@)2 " min(1, (|¢[2°)). (1.4.18)
From (1.4.17) and (1.4.18) we obtain
1Ay < CITHI
which concludes the proof of the theorem if we take y < 1/C(r). O

Denote

8(f) == So(f). Os(f) :=Sos—1(f) = Sas-1_1(f): s=1,2,...

Corollary 1.4.6 In the case 1 < g < oo the functions A(f) in Theorem 1.4.5 can
be replaced by &(f).
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30 Approximation of Univariate Functions

Proof For 1 < g < oo the conditions

M [JAs(H ], < Clg)27,
@ [[&(N)]l, <Clg)27"

are equivalent for all s. Indeed,

As(f) = Aox (81 (F) + 8(S)),
5s(f) = 6s (As(f) +As+l (f))a

which by (1.3.2) and the boundedness of the operator d; as an operator from L,
to Ly, 1 < g < oo (see Corollary A.3.4) implies the equivalence of conditions (1)
and (2). ]

Corollary 1.4.7 Let 1 <g<oo, ||f|l; < 1and
E.(f)g<<(n+1)7", n=0,1,...;
then f € HyB for some B.
Indeed, in the same way as in the proof of the necessity in Theorem 1.4.5 we get
[As(F)llg <277,

which by Theorem 1.4.5 (regarding the sufficiency) implies that f € H;B.
Statements of the type of Theorem 1.4.3 are called direct theorems of approx-
imation theory, and statements of the type of Corollary 1.4.7 are called inverse
theorems of approximation theory.
Theorem 1.4.1 and Corollary 1.4.7 imply that

F.(x,o) € H|B. (1.4.19)
Consequently, for f € W, , we have
a7 ()|, < [|AFF (e 00) || 1D fllg < Blel"s

thatis, f € H,B.
Thus, we have proved that

W, o CH.B. (1.4.20)
Let us prove an embedding theorem for the H classes.
Theorem 1.4.8 Let 1 <g<p<oo, B:=1/q—1/p, r> . We have the inclusion
-
Hy CH, "B

(in the case p = oo this means that for any f € H, there is an equivalent g € H-PB ).
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Proof Let f € Hy. By Theorem 1.4.5
Aol < Ctrap2
Therefore, by the Nikol’skii inequality (Theorem 1.3.4) we have
[As(f)], < Clrig)2 P, (1.4.21)

Let g(x) denote the sum of the series Y., As(f,x) in the sense of convergence in
L,. From Corollary 2.2.7 below it follows that f and g are equivalent. From (1.4.21)

and the equality A;(f) = As(g), by Theorem 1.4.5 we obtain g € H,r,_ﬂ B.
The theorem is proved. O

With the aid of Theorem 1.4.8 we can prove the following statement.
Theorem 1.4.9 Let1 <q, p<eo,r>(1/q—1/p)s. Then
En(W, o) p =< En(H}), < n= "t /a7 1/p)e

Proof By relation (1.4.20) it suffices to prove the upper estimate for the H classes
and the lower estimate for the W classes. We first prove the upper estimate. Let
1 < g < p <oo. Then Theorems 1.4.8 and 1.4.3 give

E,(H}), < n"t1/atp, (1.4.22)

For 1 < p < g < o we have, by the monotonicity of the L,-norms and Theorem
1.4.3,
E,(Hy)p < En(Hy)g<n™".
From this and relation (1.4.22) the required upper estimates follow.
Let us prove the lower estimate. Let n and s be the same as in the proof of the

lower estimate in Theorem 1.4.3 and let f be defined by (1.4.11). Then by the
Bernstein inequality,

1Defllq < €(r),

and f € W ,C(r).
Let 1 < g < p < oo, From relation (1.4.12) and relation (1.4.13) with p instead
of g we get

Eu(f), > Cn"HVa=lp, (1.4.23)
For 1 < p < g < o it suffices to consider as an example
f(x)=2(n+1)""cos(n+1)x.
Then f € W[, and, for any t € 7 (n),
6 = (f(x) —1(x), cos(n+ Dx) = (n+ 1) ", o < |f 1],
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32 Approximation of Univariate Functions
which implies the estimate
En(Wof,,a)l >(n+1)". (1.4.24)

The required lower estimates follow from (1.4.23) and (1.4.24) and the theorem is
proved. O

Remark 1.4.10 Theorem 1.2.3 implies that for any f € L, the de la Vallée
Poussin inequality holds:

£ =Va(), S4Ea(f)p, 1< p <o (1.4.25)
This inequality and Theorem 1.4.9 show that, for all 1 < g, p < eo,
Va(Hy)p := sup Hf—V,,(f)Hp = Exn(H))p, (1.4.26)
fEH‘;'

and an analogous relation is valid for the W classes.
Thus, for the classes W, , and H; there exist linear methods giving an approxi-
mation of the same order as the best approximation.

Remark 1.4.11 From Theorem 1.2.1 it follows that forall 1 < p < ecand f € L,,
1 =Sa(A), < CPIE()y- (1.4.27)

Consequently, if we are interested only in the dependence of the approximation
of a function f € L, on n then it suffices, in the case 1 < p < oo, to consider the
simplest method of approximation, namely, the Fourier method.

This remains true for the classes W, , and H; for all 1 < g, p < eo, excepting the
cases ¢ = p =1 and ¢ = p = oo. For the function class F' let us denote

Su(F)p = sup|| £ = Su(£)] -
feF

Theorem 1.4.12 Let 1 < g, p < oo, (q,p) # (1,1) or (eo,0), and r > (1/q —
1/p)+. Then

Su(W) o) p = Su(HE)p = n~"T/a=1/P)

Proof Inthecase 1 < p < oo the theorem follows from Theorem 1.4.9 and relation
(1.4.27). It remains to consider the cases p=1,¢g > 1 and 1 < g < p = oo. In the
case p =1, g > 1 we have

Su(H) 1 < Su(HL )y <1,

where ¢* = min(g,2).
Now let 1 < g < p=-o. In the case 1 < g < 2, by Theorem 1.4.8 we have

r e gr-(1/a=1/2)
HjCcHy, ~'"7B,
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which indicates that it suffices to consider the case 2 < g < ec. In this case by
Theorem 1.2.1 and Corollary 1.4.6 we have for s > s,,, where s, is such that 2% ~! <
n< 2%,

18:(N)]l, < Crg)2™",
18,,(£) = 54(8, ()], < Clrgy2 ™.

From these inequalities, using the Nikol’skii inequality, we get

£ =Sa()|lo < 1180 () = Su (85, () o+ 3 1|8:00)]L

S>Sp
<Clrq) 3, 2701 < Clrgn e,
S>S,
which concludes the proof of the theorem. 0

We proceed to the cases g = p =1 or oo, which were excluded in Theorem 1.4.12.
For these cases we obtain from Theorem 1.2.1 the following Lebesgue inequality:
for fe L, p=1,oreo,

Hf—Sn(f)Hp <C(lnn)E,(f)p, n=2,3,... (1.4.28)
Theorem 1.4.13 Let p =1, or e and r > 0; then
Su(Wy.0)p < Su(H})p < n""Inn, n=2,3,...

Proof The upper estimates follow from Theorem 1.4.9 and the inequality
(1.4.28). Owing to (1.4.20) it suffices to prove the lower estimates for the W
classes. We first remark that

Su(Wi o)1 = Sn(W _ o). (1.4.29)
Indeed (see Theorem A.2.1),

Sn(er,oc)l = H(psrngFr(x’ o) * ((P _Sn(¢)) H]

= sup sup [(F(x,00)% (¢ —S.(9)),v)|
¢l <1yll-<1

= sup sup [(9,Fr(x,—0)x (y—Su(v)))|
¢l <1fwyll~<1

= Sn(Wog,foc)w'

Therefore, to obtain the lower estimate it suffices to consider the case p = 1. Let n
be given. We consider

flx) = ei”x%l,l(x);
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34 Approximation of Univariate Functions

then, by the Bernstein inequality,
DGl < C(r)n" || A |l1 = C(r)n". (1.4.30)

Further (see the analogous reasoning in the proof of (1.3.16)),

I =S.(N), = 2 1—k/n)e™ Y (1 —k/n)sinkx
k=1 1 k=1 1
> (2 1—k/n)k~ ) |7 —x||z' > Clnn. (1.4.31)
Relations (1.4.29)—(1.4.31) imply the theorem. ]

1.5 Historical Remarks

In §1.1, along with classical results of Fourier, Du Bois-Reymond, and Weierstrass,
which are usually included in a standard course of mathematical analysis, the
following papers are cited: Chebyshev (1854), de la Vallée Poussin (1908, 1919),
Bernstein (1912, 1914), Jackson (1911), Fredholm (1903), Lebesgue (1910),
Kolmogorov (1936, 1985), Favard (1937), Akhiezer and Krein (1937), Ismagilov
(1974), Kashin (1977), Tikhomirov (1960b), and Temlyakov (1982a).

Theorem 1.2.1 and its corollary were obtained by Riesz (see Zygmund, 1959,
vol. 1). A more detailed treatment of properties of the kernels of Dirichlet, Fejér,
de la Vallée Poussin, and Jackson can be found in Dzyadyk (1977). The Rudin—
Shapiro polynomials were constructed in Shapiro (1951) and Rudin (1952). The
polynomials G, (x) were considered in Temlyakov (1989b). The proof of relation
(1.2.23) is analogous to reasoning from Trigub (1971). Theorem 1.2.5 is a classical
result of Gauss. Relation (1.2.31) was obtained by Hardy and Littlewood (1966).

Theorem 1.3.1 was obtained by Kolmogorov (1985), vol. 1, pp. 12-14. Theorem
1.3.2 in the case p = o, r = 1, @ = r was proved by Bernstein (1952), vol. 1,
pp- 11-104. After this paper appeared, inequalities of this type began to be known
as Bernstein inequalities. Today in a number of cases the Bernstein inequalities are
known with explicit constants C(r). Theorem 1.3.4 in the case p = o was obtained
by Jackson (1933) and in the general case by Nikol’skii (1951). Such inequalities
are known as Jackson—Nikol’skii or simply Nikol’skii inequalities. Theorem 1.3.6
was obtained by Marciekiewicz (see Zygmund, 1959, vol. 2).

In a number of cases of Theorem 1.4.1 the exact values are known (see the survey
Telyakovskii, 1988). Theorem 1.4.2 was proved by Hardy and Littlewood (1928).
The classes H, coincide with the Lipschitz classes for 0 < r <1 and with the
Zygmund classes for r = 1. For r non-natural, the classes H; are analogous to the
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classes WMH;*M. This statement follows from both direct and inverse theorems
for these classes because these theorems have the same form (see Theorem 1.4.3
and Corollary 1.4.6 as well as the survey Telyakovskii, 1988). Theorem 1.4.3 for
q = = is a simple consequence of the results of Stechkin (1951). The proof in the
general case 1 < g < oo is carried out in the same way as in the case g = . In fact,
Theorem 1.4.5 includes both the direct and inverse theorems for the approximation
of the classes HyB. Theorem 1.4.8 was obtained by Nikol’skii (see his 1969 book).
Theorem 1.4.9 is well known but it is not easy to assign priority; the situation is
similar for Theorem 1.4.12. Theorem 1.4.13 is due to Lebesgue (1910) for p = o
and to Nikol’skii for p =1 (see the survey Telyakovskii, 1988).
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