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Abstract

The paper gives a constructive method, based on greedy algo-
rithms, that provides for the classes of functions with small mixed
smoothness the best possible in the sense of order approximation er-
ror for the m-term approximation with respect to the trigonometric
system.

1 Introduction

The paper is a follow up to the author’s recent paper [16]. The main goal
of this paper is to extend the results from [I6] on m-term trigonometric
approximation in L, of classes Wy of functions with bounded in L, mixed
derivative of order r to the case of small smoothness r. The most important
contribution of this paper, alike the paper [16], is that it gives a constructive
method, based on greedy algorithms, that provides for the classes W7 the
best possible in the sense of order approximation error ¢,,,(Wy),. Theory of
sparse approximation with respect to the trigonometric system has a long and
interesting history. We give a brief description of this history with emphases
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put on methods of approximation. We introduce some notation. Denote by
T := {e***} ez the univariate trigonometric system and by 79 := T x - -+ x
T = {e'®¥)}, cza the multivariate trigonometric system. Define best m-term
approximations for a function

Um(f)p = inf ||f _ Z Cjei(kj,x)Hp
{eihAks} =

and for a class W of functions

0m (W), = sup o (f),-
feW

We study m-term approximation problems for classes of functions with mixed
smoothness. We begin with the definition of a smoothness class in the case
of univariate periodic functions. Let for r > 0

F.(x) = 1+22k"" cos(kx — rm/2) (1.1)
k=1
and
Wy =Af:f=¢xF, ol <1} (1.2)
In the multivariate case for x = (z1,...,x4) denote
d
F(x) =[] Fu(=))
j=1
and

Wo={f:f=pxF, |l <1}
For f € Wi we denote f (") .= » where ¢ is such that f = ¢ * F,, and define

1Fllwry == llellg:

The first results that showed advantage of m-term approximation with
respect to the univariate trigonometric system 7T over the classical approx-
imation by the trigonometric polynomials of order m were obtained by Is-
magilov [6] in 1974. His results were improved by Maiorov [§] in 1986 to the
relation

O'm(Fg)OO = m_3/2.
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Note, that best approximation of F5 in the uniform norm by trigonometric
polynomials of degree m is of order m™!. Both Ismagilov [6] and Maiorov
[8] used constructive methods, based on number theoretical results. They
considered the univariate m-term approximation with respect to 7. An in-
teresting phenomenon specific for the multivariate m-term approximation
was discovered in [I1] and [12] in 1986. It was established that o,,(W7),
decays faster than the Kolmogorov width d,,(Wy), for 1 < ¢ < p < 2. The
proof of upper bounds for the ,,(Wy),, 1 < ¢ <p <2,7>2(1/¢g—1/p), in
[T1] and [12] is constructive. It is based on Theorem (see below). The-
orem is often used in approximation of classes with mixed smoothness.
We use it in this paper many times.

A very interesting and difficult case for the m-term approximation is the
approximation in L,, p > 2. Makovoz [9] used in 1984 the probabilistic
Rosenthal inequality for m-term approximation in L,, 2 < p < oo. Later,
in 1987, Belinskii [I] used the Rosenthal inequality technique to prove the
following lemma.

Lemma 1.1. Let 2 < p < co. For any trigonometric polynomial
t(0n, ) ==Y c;e™" 0, = {k;}_y,
j=1

and any m < n there exists t(0,,, ) with 0,, C 0, such that
[£(0n, ) = (O, 2) ||, < C(p)(n/m)2([t(0,, 7)]]2.

Lemma [I.1] and its multivariate versions were used in a number of papers
on m-term trigonometric approximation in L,, 2 < p < oo (see, for instance,
[10] and references therein). The use of Lemma [l allowed researchers to
obtain the right orders of ¢,,(W), for different function classes W in L,,
2 < p < oo. However, this way does not provide a constructive method
of approximation. Other nonconstructive method for m-term trigonometric
approximation, which is more powerful than the above discussed probabilis-
tic method was suggested in [3] in 1995. The method in [3] is based on a
nonconstructive result from finite dimensional geometry due to Gluskin [5].

Breakthrough results in constructive m-term approximation were ob-
tained by application of general theory of greedy approximation in Banach
spaces. It is pointed out in [4] (2002) that the Weak Chebyshev Greedy
Algorithm provides a constructive proof of the inequality

on(fp < Clo)m 2| flla, p € [2,00).
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Here
1£la =2 1701 fO) = @0~ | f(x)e™dx.
K
In [13] (2005) a constructive proof, based on the Weak Chebyshev Greedy
Algorithm, was given for the following inequality
T (f)oe < Cm™2(log(1+ N/m))"2|| £ a,

under assumption that f is a trigonometric polynomial of order N.
The following Theorem [Tl is from [16]. We use it in this paper. Let

(N, d) := {(a1,...,aq) € R%: |aj| < Nj, j=1,....d},

where N; are nonnegative integers and N := (Ny,..., Nyg). We denote
T(N,d):={t:t= Z e’ 9,
KeI(N,d)
Then .
dim T (N, d) = [[(2N; + 1) = 9(N).
j=1

For a nonnegative integer m denote m := max(m, 1).

Theorem 1.1. There exist constructive greedy-type approximation methods
GP (-), which provide m-term polynomials with respect to T with the follow-
ing properties: for 2 < p < oo

If = G (Dl < Co(d) ()2 2| flla, NGE(F)lla < Cald)flla, (1.3)
and for p=o0, f € T(N,d)

1f =G (llse < Ca(d)(m) (I d(N)2( fla,  NGR(f)lla < 04(d)H(f1||2)-

We now formulate the main results of the paper. The main results of the
paper are in Section 3, where we consider m-term approximation in L, with
p € (2,00). Here is a typical result from Section 3.

Theorem 1.2. Let 1 < ¢<2<p< oo and fp' <r <1/q. Then we have
om(Wy)p < m~(r—=Fr/2 (log m)(d—l)(r(p—l)—ﬁp)'

The upper bounds are achieved by a constructive greedy-type algorithm.
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Theorem complements the known result from [16] for large smooth-
ness: Let 1 < ¢ <2<p<ooandr>1/q. Then we have

T (W), < m™ " (log m) (@002,

The upper bounds are achieved by a constructive greedy-type algorithm.

In Section 3 we also consider the case r = 1/¢ and more general smooth-
ness classes Wf;’b, which we define momentarily. We introduce some more
notations. Let s = (s1, ..., sq) be a vector whose coordinates are nonnegative
integers

p(s) :={keZ’: 257" <|kj| <2%,  j=1,...,d},

Qn = Uys|,<np(s) — a step hyperbolic cross,

d
I'(N):={kez: Hmax(|kj\, 1) <N} — ahyperbolic cross.

j=1
For f € Ly(T?) )
0:(f) = 0s(fx) = D fll)e ),
)

kep(s

Let G be a finite set of points in Z?, we denote

T(G) = {t t(x) = chei(k’x)} :

keG

For the sake of simplicity we shall write 7 (T'(N)) = T(N).
Along with classes W defined above it is natural to consider some more

general classes. We proceed to the definition of these classes.
Define for f € Ly

fi=Y_ 6(f), 1€Ny, Ny:=Nu{0}.

IIsll1=l
Consider the class
ngb = {f : ||.fl||q < Q_GI(Z)(d—l)b}.
Define )
[ Fllwss = sup [ il 2" ()",

b}



It is well known that the class W is embedded in the class W;«,o. Classes
Wf;’b provide control of smoothness at two scales: a controls the power type
smoothness and b controls the logarithmic scale smoothness. Similar classes
with the power and logarithmic scales of smoothness are studied in the recent
book of Triebel [17].

In Section 2 we discuss the case 1 < ¢ < p < 2. We use the technique
developed in [11] and [12]. The main results of Section 2 are the following
two theorems. We use the notation 5 := [B(q,p) := 1/q¢ — 1/p and n :=

n(g) == 1/¢—1/2.
Theorem 1.3. Let 1 < g < p < 2. We have
m—a-i—ﬁ(log m)(d—l)(a+b—26)’ a > 2B7
o (Weh), < ¢ m="(log m)(d_l) B <a<2B,
m~P(logm) @Y (loglogm)'/?, a = 28.
Theorem 1.4. Let 1 < q<p <2, r>p. We have
Om(Wh)p < m ™" (logm) 4D =200+

In the case r > 28 Theorem [[.4] is proved in [II] and [12] and, as it
is pointed out in [10], in the case B < r < 23 the order of o,,(Wy), is
obtained in [2]. We present a detailed proof of Theorem [L.4] in Section 2 for
completeness (for instance, the author could not find the paper [2]).

We formulate some known results from harmonic analysis and from the
hyperbolic cross approximation theory, which will be used in our analysis.

Theorem 1.5. Let 1 < p < co. There exist positive constants Cy(p,d) and
Csy(p, d), which may depend on p and d, such that for each f € L,

1/2
Ci(p D flp < (2\5 (f,x)] ) < Ca(p, d) || f1lp-

Corollary 1.1. Let G be a finite set of indices s and let the operator Sg map
a function f € L, to a function
=Y 5(f)

seG

Then for 1 < p < oo
1Sa(H)lly < Clp, )| flp-



Corollary 1.2. Let 1 < p < oo. Denote p, := max(p,2) and p* := min(p, 2).
Then for f € L, we have
) 1/p*

1/p«
d)<Z||5s(f) ) <[ fllp < Calp, d) (Zné

We now proceed to the problem of estimating || f||, in terms of the array
{16s(f)|ls}. Here and below p and g are scalars such that 1 < ¢,p < oo.
Let an array ¢ = {es} be given, where ¢ > 0, s = (s1,...,54), and s; are
nonnegative integers, j = 1,...,d. We denote by G(g,q) and F\(g,q) the
following sets of functions (1 < ¢ < o0):

Gle,q):={f € Ly: H(Ss(f)Hq < g for all s},

Fe,q):={f€Ly: Hds(f)Hq > e for all s}.

The following theorem is from [12], p.29. For the special case ¢ = 2 see
[11] and [12], p.86.

Theorem 1.6. The following relations hold:

1/p
sup || fll, < (Z 552|sl|1(p/q—1)) 7 1<q¢<p< o0 (1.5)

feG(e.q)
1/p
inf = grolisli(p/a=1) , 1<p<q< oo, 1.6
nt 1/, (Z : peas (1.6
with constants independent of .

We will need a corollary of Theorem (see [12], Ch.1, Theorem 2.2),
which we formulate as a theorem.

Theorem 1.7. Let 1 < ¢ < 2. For anyt € T(N) we have
[¢]].a = th )| < Cg, )NV (log N)=DEHD] g,

The following Nikol’skii type inequalities are from [12], Chapter 1, Section
2.

Theorem 1.8. Let 1 < g < p < oo. Foranyt € T(N) we have

Itll, < Clg,p, d)N?|tlg,  B=1/q—1/p.



2 Thecasel<g<p<?2

Proof of Theorem [1.3. In the case 1 < ¢ = p < 2 the upper bounds
follow from approximation by partial sums Sg, (-). The corresponding lower
bounds follow from the proof of the lower bounds of Theorem 2.1 from [12],
Chapter 4. We now assume that § > 0. The case a > 2 in Theorem [1.3],
which corresponds to the first line, was proved for classes W7 in [11] (see
also [12], Ch.4). In that proof assumption f € W} was used to claim that
| f1ll; < 27", which means ||f]|wg,o < 00. Thus, that proof gives the required
upper bound for the class Wg’o. That same proof gives the corresponding
upper bound for the class W2 for all b. The proofs from [11] and [12] are
constructive.

Consider now the case f§ < a < 28. The proof of upper bounds in
this case uses the ideas from [11] and [12]. Take an n € N and include in
approximation the

Soulf)i= S Al

Choose N such that

2N — 2nnd—1
and for [ € (n, N] include in the approximation my; blocks ds(f), |Is|l1 = [,
with largest ||ds(f)]|,.- Denote this set of indices s by G;. Then by Theorem
and the assumption f € W% we obtain

1/q
SOolss(Hlg2 | < fillg < 271D (2.1)
st||s||1=l

We now need the following well known simple lemma (see, for instance, [12],
p.92).
Lemma 2.1. Leta; > ay > - >apy >0 and 1 < q<p<oo. Then for all

m < M one has
M 1/p M 1/q
() = () -
k=m k=1

Applying Lemma 2T to {||ds(f)|l,} we obtain
1/p

S A < Gt )P ()
s:||s||1=l,s¢G;



Next, using the Corollary[I.2] of the Littlewood-Paley theorem we derive from

22)

1/p

I > &< D IEWIE] < ()PP,

sil[slli=ls¢Gh si[[slli=ls¢ G

Denote

fl, = Z 0s(f)

s:[slli=ls¢Gi
Let k > 0 be such that a — § < k8 < 8. Specify

m; = [QR(N_l)].
Then (23] implies

137 Fllo < 7 (g + 1) P27 @A d00 9= (@=AN Db (9 )

n<I<N n<I<N

The approximant

An(f) =S, (H+ D> Y &)

n<I<N s:||s||1=l,s¢G,

has at most m terms

m < |Qul+ Y 2my <2V, (2.5)

n<I<N

By Theorem [I.8 we have

1D Al < Y0 Il < D IIAill2% < 27@PNNEDE (2.6

I>N I>N I>N

Combining (2.4) with (2.6) and taking into account (2.5) we obtain
If = An(P)llp < =" (log m)" 1.

This completes the proof of upper bounds in the case § < a < 20.
We now proceed to the case a = 2. We begin with the upper bounds.
The proof is as in the above case § < a < 2. As above, we choose N such
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that 2V =< 2"n4=1. Then N —n < logn. For [ € (n, N| set m; = 2V~'. Then
as above
m < |Qul+ Y 2'my < 2V(N —n). (2.7)

n<I<N
In the same way as (2.6]) was established we get

1> Fills < D Ifilly < D Ifill2 < 272V NP, (2.8)

I>N I>N I>N

By (23]) we have
Lf7llp << (my + 1) 7 P27 (2.9)

and

1/p
1> fl < ( > Hf/||£>

n<I<N n<I<N

1/p
< ( > (i + 1)—ﬁ2—5ll(d—”b)”> < 27ANNUE-DY (N )P (2.10)

n<I<N

Relations (2.7), (2.8) and (2.10) imply the required upper bound.
We now prove the lower bounds in the case a = 25. Let N be as above.

For [ € (n, N] choose an arbitrary set B; of s such that ||s||; = and |B;| =
my = 2V=!. Consider f such that f; =0 for [ ¢ (n, N] and for [ € (n, N]

fi = 2 BB 1§ G allex)
)

s€B; kep(s

Then
Ifilly < 27200

and therefore || f||W§B,b < 1. We prove the lower bound for the o,,(f), with
m < 2N(N —n)/8. Let K,, := {k/}7-, be given. Denote
L:={l € (n,N]:|KyNUsepp(s)| <2V /4}.

Then
(N —n—|L)2Y /4 <m < 2N(N —n)/8,

which implies
L] > (N = n)/2.
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Take [ € L. Denote
K}, = Ky, N Usep,p(s)

and
B = {s € B :|K,,Nps)| < [p(s)]/2}.
As above we derive that
1B = |Bil /2.
Let g be any polynomial of the form
qg= Z e k%)
keKn,

By Theorem [L.G we get

1/p
Hf - ng > ( Z Z (||5s(f _ g)’|221(1/2_1/p))p>

n<I<N s€B;
1/p
> 30N (16:(F = g)l|22'0/2 10
leL SGBZ
1/p

> Z Z (2—(2ﬁ+1—1/q)ll(d—1)b2—(N—z)/q21/221(1/2_1/p))p

leL seB;

> Q—BNN(d—l)b|L|l/p > Q—BNN(d—l)b(N o n)l/p‘

Taking into account that 2V =< 2"n?! and m < 2¥(N — n)/8 we complete
the proof of lower bounds.

Proof of Theorem [1.4. In the case r # 23 the upper bounds in Theorem
[L.4l follow from Theorem [L.3]by the embedding of W into ngo. It turns out
that in the case r = 23 the above way does not give a sharp upper bound.
We now proof the corresponding upper bound in the case r = 25. We begin
with an analog of Lemma 2.1

Lemma 2.2. Let {wj}jj‘/il be a set of positive weights. Let ay > ag > -+ >
ay >0 and 1 <q<p<oo. Then for allm < M one has

M 1/p m -8 M 1/q
(Stm) =(So) (Lotm)
k=m k=1 k=1
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Proof. Monotonicity of {a;} | implies

m M
q q
ay E wy < E W,
k=1 k=1

and

Therefore,

M 1/p M 1/p m -8B /M 1/q
(Z aiwk> < aﬁﬁ‘q)/p (Z azwk> < (Z wk> (Z aZwk> )
k=m k=m k=1 k=1

O

We now prove the upper bound in the case r = 23. Let n € N and,
as above, N be such that 2" =< 2"n%'. For f € W, we include in the
approximation Sg, (f) and approximate

g = = > A A(n,N) :={s:n < ||s|; < N}.
s€A(n,N)

Using Theorem we obtain

1/q
> @A) | < I flwg (2.11)
s€eA(n,N)
We want to apply Lemma 2.2 Consider {vs}sea(m.n, s == ||0s(f)][,27 #1177
with weights wy := 2/Isll, Then 211) gives
1/q
> otw]  <Iflwg
s€A(n,N)

Choose k largest vs and denote the corresponding set of indices s by G(k).
By Lemma we obtain from the above estimate

1/p -B

S e | <[ D ws | [ fllws (2.12)

s€A(n,N\G(k) seG(k)
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By the Corollary to the Littlewood-Paley Theorem we find

1/p
Y sl < > lasnIe
s€A(n,N)\G(k) s€A(n,N)\G(k)
Combining (213) with (212) we obtain
1/p 1/p
Yool = S vt
sEA(n,N)\G(k) sEA(n,N)\G(k)
-8
<| D ws | Nfllwg
seG(k)

Choose k such that

(2.13)

(2.14)

In this way we have constructed an m-term approximation of f with m < 2V

and error

If = Sa.(£) = D d(fll, <27V <m™.

seG(k)

The upper bounds in Theorem [[.4] are proved.

The lower bounds in the case r > 2 are proved in [I2]. The lower bounds

in the case f < r < 28 follow from the univariate case.

3 Thecasel<g<2<p<

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem from the Introduction.

We reformulate it here for convenience.

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 < ¢<2<p< oo and fp' <r <1/q. Then we have

om(Wy)p < m~(r=Fr/2 (log m)(d—l)(r(p—l)—ﬁp)'

The upper bounds are achieved by a constructive greedy-type algorithm.
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Proof. We will prove the upper bounds for a wider class W;«,o‘ Let f € WZ’O.
Let n € N. We build an m-term approximation with m = 2|Q,| < 2"n¢"!.
We include in the approximation Sg, (f). We split the remainder function
into two functions

f—=5.(f) =94+ g0

We use Theorem [[.] to approximate g4 and approximate gy by 0. We now
describe a construction of g4. First, we choose N € (n,Cn], C = C(p,d),
which will be specified later on, and include in the g4 the

ga = Z i

n<I<N

Then by Theorem [I.7] we have
lghlla= > llfilla < S I fill 2001/

n<I<N n<I<N

< Z ol(1/q=r)(d=1)(1=1/q) o 9N(1/q—r) p\r(d=1)(1-1/q) (3.1)
n<I<N
Next, for [ > N define
up = [nd—12n(N—l)]

with  satisfying
lg—r r—p
< KR —.
1—-1/q B
Such k exists because our assumption r > [p’ is equivalent to the inequality
1/q — _
fa—r _1-8
1-1/q B
Denote G(I) the set of indices s, ||s||; = [, of cardinality |G(l)| = w;, with
largest ||0s(f7)]|2- Second, we include in g4 the

9124 = Z Z 5S(fl)'

I>N seG(l)

It is clear that there is only finite number of nonzero terms in the above sum.
We have

lgala =11 D &(fi)lla < Y Ifill 271G @)
)

I>N  seG(l I>N
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<« 3 /a1 01/ (N =D 1=1/2)
I>N

<« pld-D(1-1/q)grN(1-1/q) Z ol(1/q—r—r(1-1/q))
I>N

By our choice of k we have 1/g —r — k(1 — 1/q) < 0 and, therefore, we

continue
< NE@-DO-1/a)gN(1/q—r) (3.2)

By Theorem [Tl we obtain
lga — G:;/2(9A)||p < m~ Y2 N-D)(A-1/9)9N{1/q=r) (3.3)

We now bound the ||go||,. Denote

o= fi— Y Ss(f):

seG(l)
By Theorem [L.G we get
1/q
Z (1165 f1) |21 1/2=1 /)¢ < 97l
lIsll1=t
and
1/q
Slo(lE ] < 2Crtam),
lIs[[1=t
By Lemma [2.1] we obtain
1/p
ST < (4 1)),
s¢G(l)
By Theorem we get from here
1/p
HfloHp < Z (Hés(fl)||22”S”1(1/2_1/p))p < 2—(r—5)l(ul + 1)—5

s¢G(l)
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Thus

lgolly < D I1F7 N, < Y27 Atn =P Daonv=0
I>N I>N

< n—Bld=1)9—BkN Z 9—(r=p=pr)l. (3.4)
I>N

By our choice of k we have r — § — Sk > 0. Therefore, ([3.4]) gives
lgoll, < 270N p= e, (3.5)

We now choose N from the condition
9(1/q=r)N  (d=1)(1=1/a) ) —1/2 _ o—(r—B)N ~B(d~1)
This is equivalent to

9N o 9np/2,,(d-1)(1-p/2)

or in terms of m
2N = mP2(logm)@-D0A-P) (3.6)

As a result it gives us the following upper bound for the error of approxima-
tion
1f = Sa.(f) = G, )5 (ga)ll, < 270N p= A=)

< m~(r=Pp/2 (log m)(d—l)(r(p—l)—ﬁp) i

This completes the proof of upper bounds.
We proceed to the lower bounds. For a given m chose N as in (3.6).
Consider the function

g = Y > M= N dEY T AQy = Qn \ Q.

lIslli=N kep(s) keAQy
It is known that
gl < oN(=1/a) N(d=D/a 1 < ¢ < 0. (3.7)

We now estimate the 0,,(g), from below. Take any set K, of m frequencies
k. Consider an additional function

h(x) := Z etkx).

kEAQN\Km
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For any polynomial ¢ with frequencies from K,, we have

(g—t,h) <llg —tllpllhlly (3.8)
and
keAQN\Km

From our choice ([B.0) of N it is clear that asymptotically

IAQN \ K| > |AQN| — m > 2V NTL,
Next, we have

1Pl < gl +1lg = Rlly < llglly + llg = All2
<K VPN 12 2
Thus, (38) and [B9) yield
om(g)p > 2V NI ~1/2,

We have from (B.7))

||g(r)||q < oN(r+1-1/q) pr(d=1)/q

Therefore,
o (Wg)p > oN(1/q=r) pr(d=1)(1-1/9) py =1/2

— m_(r_ﬁ)p/z(log m)(d—l)(r(p—l)—ﬂp)_

This proves the lower bounds.
O

The above proof of Theorem B.l gives the right order of 7,,(Wg"), for
By < a < 1/q and all b. We formulate this as a theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let 1 < ¢<2<p<oo and Bp < a < 1/q. Then we have
T (W), = m ==/ (log ) (=D b+ale=D)=5p),

The upper bounds are achieved by a constructive greedy-type algorithm.
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For f € W7° one has for r > f8

1> Aills < D0 1Al < D IAll2% < 2707, (3.10)

I>N I>N I>N

In the proof of Theorem 3.1 we constructed g% and go. It resulted in a better
error estimate of the m-term approximation of the tail ) ,_\ fi than the
simple bound (3.I0). We got the error < 2-"=ANp=Ald=D We obtain the
same improvement of the error if, in addition to the assumption f € WZ’O,
we assume that f € W=7~ For f € W;=%~% we have

” Z fill, < 27 =AN N=Bla=1),
I>N

We formulate a theorem, which follows from the proof of Theorem Bl

Theorem 3.3. Let 1 < ¢<2<p<ooand f <a<1/q. Then we have
O_m(wtqz,b N Wg—ﬁ,b—ﬁ)p - m—(a—ﬁ)p/2(log m)(d—l)(b-}-a(p—l)—ﬁp).
The upper bounds are achieved by a constructive greedy-type algorithm.

We note that the class Hf (see the definition in Section 5), 1 < ¢ < 2, is
embedded into the class W/ N W7=70=F with b = 1/¢. This follows from
Corollary [[.2 and Theorem The following theorem holds.

Theorem 3.4. Let 1 < ¢<2<p<oo and f <a < 1/q. Then we have
om(Hp), =< m—(r—ﬁ)pﬂ(log m)(d—l)(l/qﬂ(p—l)—ﬁp).
The upper bounds are achieved by a constructive greedy-type algorithm.

The order of 0,,(H}), is known (see Romanyuk [10]). However, the cor-
responding upper bounds in [I0] are proved by a nonconstructive method of
approximation.

We now proceed to the case a = 1/q.

Theorem 3.5. Let 1 < ¢<2<p< oo and a=1/q. Then we have
T (WYI0) = =12 (log m) - DE+H-/0+L

The upper bounds are achieved by a constructive greedy-type algorithm.
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Proof. The proof goes along the lines of the proof of Theorem B.Il We use
the same notation as above. We begin with the upper bounds. In the case
a = 1/q the bound (B reads

lgalla < (N = n)NDEH=D), (3.11)

We repeat the argument from the proof of Theorem B1] for g% and gy with
k € (0,(a—B)/B). It gives
lgflla < NU=DEH=D), (3.12)
lgoll, < 27PN, (3.13)
Choosing N from (B.6) we obtain

1 = Sq.(f) = Gh o (ga)llp < (N = ) NUDOH Dy 712

This completes the proof of upper bounds.
We proceed to the lower bounds. For a given m chose N as in (3.0).
Consider the function

- - - - -1 i(k,x
g(x) == Z 9—l/qb(d—1) (21(1 1/a)(d 1)/q) Z ik, )’ AQ, = Q\ Q1.

n<I<N keAQ,

Then Hg||W§/q,b < L

We now estimate the 0,,(g), from below. Take any set K, of m frequen-
cies k. Consider an additional function

h(x) := Z etkx),

KeA(n,N)\Kpn
For any polynomial ¢ with frequencies from K,, we have
(g =1, 1) < llg = tllpl| ]l (3.14)
and

(g—t,h)=(g,h)= > gk (3.15)

keA(n,N)\Km
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From our choice (3.6]) of N it is clear that asymptotically

Z g(k) > (N . n)N(d—l)(b—l-l—l/q)'
keA(n,N)\Km

Next, we have
1Pl < gl +1lg = Rl < llglly + llg = All2
< NP NE-D/Y 4 01/2 o pa1/2
Thus, (3.14) and (B.15) yield
am(g)p > (N — n)]\/‘(d—l)(b—l—l—l/q)m_l/g.

Therefore,
O (W), 5 (N — ) NU-DO1-1/a)y-1/2

— m—1/2(10g m)(d—l)(b—i—l—l/q)—i—l‘

This proves the lower bounds.
O

The above proof of Theorem can be adjusted to prove the following
1/q
results for the W,/'" classes.

Theorem 3.6. Let 1 < ¢ <2< p<oo. Then we have
am(W;/q)p = m~Y%(logm)31-1/9,
The upper bounds are achieved by a constructive greedy-type algorithm.

Proof. We need the following analog of Theorem L7
Lemma 3.1. Fort € T(A(n,N)) we have for 1 < q <2

[tlla < NEDUD (N — ) At
Proof. Let r = 1/q and

t=pxF., |¢lly= HtHWZ‘
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Then

ltla < llelle|| Y ak@e™|, lal=1. (3.16)

keA(n,N) ¢

Using Theorem with parameters ¢’ and 2 we obtain

Z e F (k) et

keA(n,N) ¢

, 1/q
< ( 3 (2—“”21/22l<1/2—1/‘1’>)q ld‘1> < (N — )7 NE@=D/7 (3.17)

n<I<N

Combining (3.16) and (3.I7) we complete the proof of Lemma [B1]
]

We return to the proof of Theorem The proof goes along the lines
of the proof of Theorem [B.5. We use the same notation as above. We begin
with the upper bounds. In our case Lemma B.1] implies the following analog

of the bound (BI1])
lghlla < (N —n)t-Vant=Da-1/a), (3.18)
Choosing N from (B.6]) we obtain
1f = S.(f) = Ghp(ga)lly < (N —n) 7 HANEDE 07172

< m_l/z(log m)(d—l)(l—l/q)ﬂ—l/q - m_l/z(log m)d(l—l/q)_

This completes the proof of upper bounds.
The lower bounds follow from the same example (with b = 0) that was
used in the proof of Theorem 3.5l In this case instead of ||gl|y,1/00 < 1 we
q

have
_ »\1/a
9l s < (N =)

which brings the bound
Um(W;/Q)p > (N — n)l—l/qN(d—l)(l—l/Q)m—1/2

= m~?(logm)41-1/9).

This proves the lower bounds.
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4 The case ¢ =1

We begin with the case 2 < p < oc0.
Theorem 4.1. For any € > 0 we have for 2 < p < oo

m—a+1/2(logm)(d—l)(a—l-l-b)-l-e’ a > 1’
Tm(Wi?), < § m= @R (logm)d-Dbre  g<a<l, B=1-1/p,
7,,1—1/2(10g m)(d—l)b+1+e’ a = 1’

with constants in < allowed to depend on €, d, and p.
The upper bounds are achieved by a constructive greedy-type algorithm.

Proof. For large smoothness a > 1 the following lemma from [16] plays the
key role in the proof.

Lemma 4.1. Define for f € L,
fii=)_ 6(f), 1€Ny, No:=Nu{0}.
lIslli=!

Consider the class

W= {f I filla < 270 @)D

Then for2 < p < oo and 0 < pu < a there is a constructive method A, (-, p, it
based on greedy algorithms, which provides the bound for f € Wj’b

1f = Au(fop i)l < m= 2 (logm) V@) 2 < p <o, (41)

We also need the following version of Theorem [[.7]in the case ¢ = 1 (see
[12], Chapter 1, Section 2).

Lemma 4.2. For any € > 0 there is C(€,d) such that for eacht € T(N) we
have

[t]]a < C(e, d)N(log N)“[|t]]:-
Let f € W o > 1. By Lemma B2 we get
||leA < 2—l(a—1)lb(d—1)+e

with a constant in < allowed to depend on € and d. Setting b(€) := b+¢€/(d—
1), we obtain

||f||wf2*1,b(€) < 1.
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Lemma (1] gives a constructive proof of
om(f)p < m~et1/2 (log m)(d—l)(a—1+b)+e.

This proves the first inequality in Theorem [4.1]
Consider now the case f < a < 1. The argument in this case is close to
the proof of Theorem B.Jl We use the same notations. We now define

ga= Y f.  g=>_Ff

n<I<N I>N
By Lemma 2] we get
lgalla < Z 9l(1=a) pbld=1)+¢ o 9N(1=a) prb(d—1)+<_ (4.2)
n<I<N
By Theorem [[.T] we obtain
Om(ga), < m~Y/22N (=) pbld—T)+e (4.3)
By Theorem [L8
lgolly < D Al < D Al12% < 27N NP1, (4.4)
I>N I>N

Close N such that
m—1/22N(1—a) -~ 2—((1—5)]\/

Y

that is
2N = mp/2. (4.5)

This gives the error bound
Om(f)p < m™ O (logm)" e,

This proves the required bound in the second case.
In the case a = 1 we get as in (£2)

||gA||A < Nb(d—l)-l—l-l—e‘
Choosing N from (£.H) we obtain

Um(f)p < 7,,1—1/2(10g m)b(d—l)-ﬁ-l-ﬁ-s‘
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This completes the proof of Theorem (4.1

We note that in the case a < 1 the corresponding lower bounds with e = 0
follow from the univariate case (see [I]). We now prove the lower bounds for
a > 1. It is sufficient to prove them for p = 2. Let m be given and n be such
that 2"n?! < m and m < ¢(d)|AQ,| with small enough c(d) > 0. Let

Kn(z) = Z (1 — |k|/N)e** = (sin(Nx/Q))z/ (N(sin(a:/Q))2)

|k|<N

be a univariate Fejér kernel. The Fejér kernel Ky is an even nonnegative
trigonometric polynomial in 7 (/N — 1). In the multivariate case define

Kn(x) = H/ch(xj), N = (Ny,...,Ny).

Then the Ky are nonnegative trigonometric polynomials from 7 (N — 1,d)
which have the following property:

IKnllr = 1. (4.6)

Consider the function

Then by (4.0])

lglly < n. (4.7)

Take any set K, of m frequencies. It is clear that for small enough c¢(d) we
have

on(@)3> Y 19RF > [AQ]. (4.8)

kEAQn\K'm
Relations (£7) and (£8) imply
O (WP)y 3> 90(1/2=0) =(d=1)/24b(d=1) 1y =a+1/2( g gy ([d=D(b+a=1),
U

Consider now the case ¢ = 1, 1 < p < 2. We need a version of the relation
(L) from Theorem [L.6 adjusted to our case.
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Lemma 4.3. Let 1 < p < co. For any € > 0 there exists a constant C(e, d, p)
such that for each t € T(Q,) we have

> 160l < Cle,d,p)n 2™ty B=1-1/p.
sl <n

Proof. Choose v € (1,p) such that v' := v/(v — 1) > d/e. By the Holder
inequality and Theorem [L.6] we get

1/v' 1/v
> lEsMl< | > 1 > sl
Isll1<n lIslls<n Islls<n
1/v
< peon(1/v=1/p) Z ||5S(t)||;2”S”1(1/p—1/”)” < neQrWv=L ) g

lslli<n

By Theorem [[.§ continue

< ne2n(1/v—1/p)2"(1_l/v)||t||1 = n62n6||t||1

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 < p < 2. For any € > 0 we have

m—a—l—ﬁ(log m)(d—l)(a+b—2ﬁ)+e’ a > 25’

a,b
om(Wi7)p < { m—o+5 (log m) (@=Db+e, B<a<2p.

Proof. We begin with the case of large smoothness. Let f € W‘f’b, a > 20.
Then by Lemma

ST 1Al < 27 PIpe-D e, (49)
lIsll=t

As in the proof of Theorem [[.3] from Section 2 denote by G, the set of indices
s with my largest ||0s(f;)||,. Then by Corollary [[L21and Lemma 2.1l we obtain

for
fl=> 6,

s¢G;
1/p

Il < | D2 Ias(A)IE

SﬁéGl
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< (my+ 17 ) 16l < (my + 1) P2l (4.10)
lIsllr =1
Set for { >n
my = [2—n(l—n)nd—1]

Y

where £ > 1 is such that a > (1 + k). We define the m-term approximant

An(f) = Sq. () + DY 6(f)-

I>n seG)

Then
m < |Qul 4+ 2'my < 2", (4.11)

I>n

For the error of approximation we obtain from (410

If = An(Nllp < D Iill, < 27 mnEAE Dt (4.12)

I>n

Relations (£11]) and (£12) imply the required upper bound.

In the case f < a < 2/ the proof repeats the corresponding argument
from the proof of Theorem in Section 2. Instead of (2.1)) we use (4.9]).
Also, in the case a = 203 the factor loglog m is included in (logm)©.

The lower bounds with ¢ = 0 in the case of small smoothness a < 24
follow from the univariate case. We now consider the case of large smoothness
a > 2. In the case p = 2 it is proved in the proof of Theorem .1l We use
the same example to prove the lower bounds for p < 2. Instead of (4.8) by
Theorem [L.6] we obtain

B> Y D (9K 2 s pdigneml - (413)
lIslli=n kep(s)\Km

Relations (4.7) and (4.13) imply

o,m(thz,b)p > 2n(1—1/p—a)n(d—l)(b—l—l/p—l) — m—a-i—ﬁ(log m)(d—l)(a-‘,—b—l)‘

O

Consider a class W‘;vb, which consists of functions f with a representation

F=Y "t tn€T@Q): tall, <270,

n=1
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It is easy to see that in the case 1 < ¢ < oo classes Wg’b and Wg’b are equiv-
alent. Embedding of Wg’b into Wg’b_is obvious and the opposite embedding
follows from the inequality for f € Wg’b

I filly = 1(Se — Sar)(Flla € 3 litally <€ 27040,

n>l

In the case ¢ = 1 classes W%" are wider than W, However, the results of
this section hold for these classes as well.

Remark 4.1. Theorems[J1] and[J-3 hold for the class W" instead of W

5 Discussion

The effect of small smoothness in the behavior of asymptotic characteristics
of smoothness classes was discovered by Kashin [7] in 1981. He proved that
the rate of decay of the Kolmogorov widths d,, (W7, L,) of the univariate
classes W] depends on r differently in the range 1 — 1/p < r < 1 (small
smoothness) and in the range » > 1. Belinskii [1] studied the univariate
m-~term trigonometric approximation and observed the small smoothness ef-
fect in that setting. Romanyuk [10] conducted a detailed study of m-term
trigonometric approximation of classes of multivariate functions with small
mixed smoothness. The Besov classes B, , are studied in [10]. Define

11l = sup | 65(f)] 2"l

and for 1 < ¢ < oo define

1/0
1fllsy , = (Z (H(Ss(f)||q2"”5”1)") .

S

We write By := Hj. With a little abuse of notation, denote the corre-
sponding unit ball

Bl ={f:Ifllsr, <1}

In case of approximation in L,, 2 < p < oo, Lemma [L.T] was used in
[10]. This makes the corresponding results in [10] nonconstructive. We note
that the bound for the m-term approximation error in Lemma [I.1] follows

27



from Theorem [I.1] and extra property 6,, C 6, in Lemma [L.1] follows from
the proof of Theorem [l in [16]. Thus, Theorem [[I] makes Lemma [L]
constructive and, therefore, the nonconstructive results from [10], which are
based on Lemma [[LT] are made constructive in this way. Also, the use of
Theorem [ILT] is technically easier than the use of Lemma [Tl For instance,
in the proof of upper bounds in Theorem B.I] we estimate ||ga|l4 in a rather
simple way because of additivity property of the norm || - |4 and then apply
Theorem [LL1] to g4. Typically, in [10] Lemma [l is applied to individual
dyadic blocks ds(f) with mg depending on the norm of the d5(f). It would
be interesting to see how much the technique, based on Theorem [ILT], could
simplify the study of o,,,(BY, ),

Let us make some comparison of our results on the W classes with known
results on B;e classes. It follows from Corollary that for 1 < g < 2 we
have

1flle;, < [[fllwy <[ flsy,,-

For example, in the case fp’ < r < 1/q Theorem B.1] gives
T (W), < m~=PP2 (Jog m)@-Dre=1)=Fp) (5.1)
The corresponding results from [10] give
o (B g)p = m~=AP2(Jog m)d-D(r=1/a)(p-D+1-1/6) (5.2)

In the case § = ¢ the right hand sides of (5.]) and (5.2) coincide. This
means that our results for a wider class Wy imply the corresponding results
for a smaller class B}, . Relations (5.1 and (5.2) show that o,,(W7), and
om(By,,)p have different orders.

As we already pointed out in the Introduction the main novelty of the pa-
per is in providing constructive algorithms for optimal m-term trigonometric
approximation on classes with small mixed smoothness. This is achieved by
using Theorem [[LTl The use of Theorem [[T]is simpler than the use of Lemma
L1 traditionally used in this area of research. In addition to traditional use
of Theorem [[.6] which goes back to papers [11] and [12], we use other deep
results from the hyperbolic cross approximation theory — Theorem [I.7, The-
orem [L.§ and Lemma We also prove a new result — Lemma [4.3] These
results allowed us to treat the case ¢ = 1 (see Section 4).

A number of interesting unresolved problems on m-term trigonometric
approximation is discussed in [I6], Section 6. This paper makes a progress
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in some of them. For instance, Theorems [I.2] and cover the case Bp <
r < 1/q for constructive m-term approximation of Wy classes. The case
B < r < pp is still open. There is no progress on small smoothness classes
in the case 2 < ¢ < p < co. In the case ¢ = 1 results presented in Section 4
are optimal up to a factor (logm)¢ with arbitrarily small € > 0. It would be
interesting to find right orders of Um(W'f’b)p and right orders of constructive
m-~term approximation of these classes.

The reader can find a detailed discussion of greedy algorithms in Banach
spaces in [I4] and their applications for the m-term trigonometric approxi-
mation in [4], [I3], [15], and [16].
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