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Abstract

We consider approximation by functions with finite support and characterize its approximation
spaces in terms of interpolation spaces and Lorentz spaces.
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1 Introduction

Let M be the collection of all real-valued Lebesgue measurable functions which are finte a.e. on the
real line R. For a nonzero function f € M, the set {x € R : f(x) # 0} is called the support of f and
denoted by supp f. In other words, supp f = {z € R: f(z) # 0}. Let the subset ¥,, o > 0, consists of
all f € M with Lebesgue measure pu(supp f) < o. Notice that the set 3, is not linear, because a sum
of two functions in X, will in general lie in Yo, .

In this article we shall consider approximation by finite-supported functions from ¥, in L,(R) space
for 0 < p < oco. Given a function f, we define the approximation error by

Er(f)y = inf (1 =gz, )

Note that it is not necessary to assume that f € L, in the definition (1).

We are interested in describing the functions f for which E,(f), has a prescribed asymptotic
behavior as o increases to co. Therefore we define the approximation spaces, which are a collection
of functions with common upper bounds for the errors of approximation. They have been studied in
various contexts, for details see Chapter 7 in [3] and references there. For each o > 0 and 0 < ¢ < oo,
we define the approximation space A as the set of all f € M such that || f||as  is finite, where

' a do\ @
[ fllag, = (/0 [0“Eo(f)p]? 7) ; 0<g<oo, o)

SUPy0 0 Eg (f)p: q = oo.
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It can be proved that |- || 4q  is a quasinorm for the space A7, and is homogeneous. If || f|lag = 0, then
Es(f)p =0 for all ¢ > 0, which implies that the measure of supp(f) is 0 and hence f = 0,a.e.x € R.
From the facts that Eaoo (f +9)p < Eo(f)p+ Eo(9)p, fr9 € Ay 4y and Eg (A f)p = AE(f)p, for any A > 0,
we may derive that

«
1+ gllag, <2 (I llag, + lgllag, )

p,q —

It is easy to see that the spaces A} , is decreasing as ¢ decreasing for fixed a. But unlike the most cases
AP 4 1s not decreasing as « increasing here.

In this paper, we are mainly concerned with characterization of the approximation spaces A7 . It
will be found that A7,
were found by Devore in [2], where the n-term approximation of a ls sequence was used to illustrate

is equivalent to a Lorentz space. The analogous results in the discrete cases

the nonlinear approximation in a Hilbert spaces.

An outline of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we recall some necessary results about non-
increasing rearrangements and Lorentz spaces which are used in characterizing approximation spaces.
In section 3, we discuss existence of best approximation elements. In section 4, we characterize the
approximation space when s = oo, that is, all functions with a common approximation order. In
Section 5, we introduce the K-functionals and discuss its relations to best approximation. In Section
6, we characterize the approximation spaces in the general cases.

2 Decreasing rearrangement and Lorentz spaces

For a function f € M, we define the distribution function p () := u{z € R: |f(z)| > A} for A > 0. The
function p () is nonnegative, monotone decreasing and right-continuous. A function f € M is said to
vanish at infinity if y¢(\) is finite for all A > 0. We denote M, the space consisting of all functions which
vanish at infinity. For each f we define its decreasing rearrangement f* by f*(t) = inf{\: us(A) <t}
for ¢t > 0.

It is worth mentioning the following results. For f € M we have limy_,oc puf(A) = 0 and f*(¢) is
finite for ¢ > 0 from a.e. finitness of f. If, in addition, f vanishes at infinity, then p¢(\) is finite for
A > 0 and f*(t) vanishes at infinity.

Let 0 < p < oo and 0 < ¢ < oo. For a measurable function f on the real line define

(s @)
1fllz,., == </0 (tlf )= ), 0<qg<oo, N
supyo t7 f* (), q = 0.

The set of all f with || f[|z,, < oo is denoted by L, , and is called the Lorentz space with indices p and
q. It is known that L, , = L, and L, , is weak L,. For fixed p, the Lorentz spaces L, , increase as the
exponent ¢ increases.

By the following Lemma, we represent the approximation error E,(f), by its decreasing rearrange-
ment. Its direct result is the existence of best approximation in the next section.



Lemma 1. Suppose that f belongs to Mgy and let ¢ > 0 and 0 < p < co. Then there is a measurable
set Ay, with u(Ay) = o, such that

[;m%w=A|FwWﬁ and Ayﬂwuzl|ﬁwww )

Moreover, for every set B, with u(B,) = o, it holds that

[ pans [ ipduand [ (fpanz [ ipdn
Beo Ag Bg Ag

the sets A, can be constructed to increase with o, i.e.,
Asy C Ay, for0 <o <oy <oo.
Note that if one side of each equation in (4) is infinity so is the other side.

Proof. First suppose that o lies in the range of the distribution function py of f. That is, there exists
a for which p¢(o) = 0. Form the monotone decreasing of y1y and the definition of f*, it follows that

FH() = A () = 1)

and then the right-continuity of u s gives us(f*(0)) = o. It means that the set A, := {x : |f(z)| > f*(0)}
has measure ;1(Ay;) = o and the distribution functions of f14, and f14c are

pyN), A > f*(o),
o, 0< A< f*o)

0, A> (o),

7 and ,UtflAccr()‘) = {Mf()\)_o-’ OS)\SJC*(U)7

Hf1a, ()‘) = {
respectively.
On the other hand, the distribution functions of f*1jp 5 and f*1, ) are

0, A> (o),

) _ Nf*()‘)7 )\>f*(0'),
Hi 1.0 pps(A) —a, 0< A< f*(o).

and - =
0. 0< X< (o), Hi e {

Therefore, the equimeasurability of f and f* gives the equimeasurability of f14, and f*1jg 4, and
the equimeasurability of fl4c and f*1j, . Notice that the set A, increase with o. Further, the
equimeasurability and the layer cake representation theorem imply the equations (4).

Next we consider the case where o is not in the range of py. Let Ao = f*(0).

If Ao =0, we have u{x : |f(x)] > 0} =: 09 < 0. In this case, we choose A, := supp(f) U B,, where
B, has measure o — 0( and is disjoint from supp(f). It is obvious that

Pdy = pd:UO*deU*pd
AJH p L;WJﬂ " A PP dt Alf@lt

from o lying in the range of p.



If A\g > 0, we have pr(Ng) =: 09 < 0 < 01 := pug(Ao—). This shows that
frt) =20,  t€loog, o), (5)
from the definition of f*. We can prove that
o1 = pfa - [f(@)] = Ao} (6)

Combining with z17(Ag) = 0¥, we obtain that the set B := {z : |f(z)| = Ao} has measure o1 — 9. Set
Ay ={z :|f(x)] > f*(0)}UB, where B, is a subset of B with p(By,) = o —o0p. It holds that u(A,) = o
and

Py = P vip= [ PO a1 @) o—o0) = [ IF@Pd
[osran= [ irdus [ van= [Tirorasiseepe-o = [irors

from oq lying in the range of iy and (5). It remains to prove (6). Since {z : |f(z)| > Ao} = Npen, {7 :
|f(z)] >N — 2} and pp( Ao — 1) = p({z : |f(x)| > Ao — 1}) < oo for f vanishing at infinity, we have

. 1
pla [f(@)] 2 Ao} = lim pp(ho = —) = pg(Ao—) = o1.
In all the cases above, we have
f(x) > f(y), for any z € Ay, y € AC.

Hence it hold for any B, with u(By) = o that

/waz/’ U%w+/ |Nw@/’ U%m+/ IN@:/LWW
. BoNAs BonAS BoNAs BenA, Ao

and

/|Nw=/ |Ww+/ |Nwz/ |Ww+/ |Nw=/|ww.
B¢ BSNA, BSnAS ByNAS BSnAS Ac

O

3 Existence of best approximation

Theorem 2. Let 0 < p < oo and o > 0. Then for a function f in L, or Ly~,0 < g < p, there exists
a best approximation f, to f from ¥, in the L,-norm, i.e.,

Eo(f)p = Ilf = follz,-

Note that the best approximation does not lying in L,, for a function f in L o, but not in L,



Proof. For any function ¢ in 3, with its support By, it holds

_ P _ _ — OO *
I guLp—/BU\f g!pdqu/Bglf!pduz/Bg!f!pduzAg\f\pdu—L PP d.

On the other hands, let A, be given as in Lemma 1, we have
[ee]

I£ = 11l = [ 15 @OP

lea

Therefore, f14, is a best approximation of f from Y, in L,—norm, and the error is given by

B = [ 1P

For a function f € L, the error E,(f), is finite, while for f € L, (0 < ¢ < p) it will be proved that
E(f)p is finite in Theorem 3 which implies the existence of best approximation. O

4 Characterization of approximation spaces when ¢ = o

«

oo in this section, i.e., given 0 < p < oo and «a > 0, for

We characterize the approximation spaces A
which function f it holds

E;(f)p < Co™“, o >0,
for some constant C.
Theorem 3. Let f e M, 0 <p < oo and o > 0. Then

Eo(f)p <Co™® (7)

for some constant M > 0 if and only if f € Ly, ~, where a = Moreover the infimum Cy of all

C which satisfy (7) is equivalant to ||f|L,, ., in the sense that

1 _ 1
p1 p’

cllfllizy, < Co<callfllL,,
where two constants ¢1 and co depend only on p and .
In other words, Theorem 3 means that
Ag,oo = LP1700

where oo =

=

1
p1



1
Proof. If f € Lp o with p; = ﬁ, then ||f||Lp1,oo = SupytPr (1)

1
”f”Lplmt_H for all ¢ > 0. We have

* D1 |
Eo(f) = /[m]f e < Ly, o H

Therefore, if f € Ly, «, then clearly

Eo(f)p < (ap) V2| fll 1y 0™
On the other hand, if E,(f), < Co~ for some constant C' > 0, then

1 1
*(20)P < = (WP dt < —E,(f)h < CPo—P~L,
f*(20) _J/[m%}f(t)d_a (f)p < CPo

Therefore, we have
(o) < 2a+%C’0_1/p1, o> 0.
It implies f € L,, ~ and
11z, <277 5C
By inequalities (8) and (9), we have

2 fllgy e € Mo < (@p) 7 fllLy,

5 K-functional and best approximation

< oo, that is, f*(t) <

We start with Bernstein-type inequality of finite-supported functions, which is used to prove the reverse

part of Theorem 5.

Theorem 4 (Bernstein’s inequality). Let 0 < p; < p < oo and ¢ € ¥, N Ly,. Then ¢ € Ly, o and it

also holds
191 Ly, .00 < Co" |1,
_ 1 _1
where r = T

Proof. From ¢ € ¥, we have
a a
H¢||Lp1,oo :=suptri¢p*(t) = sup tri¢o*(t).
t>0 0<t<o

For each t € (0, 0], we see that
t % P t
) e LA L (P
0

and (10) follows by taking an supremum over ¢ € (0, o].

(10)



For 0 < p; < p < o0, the K-functional for a function f € L, + L,  is defined by

K(ft; Lp, Lp, o0) == inf{|[ follL, + tl fillL,,  : f = fo+ fi}.

We obtain direct and inverse theorem characterized by the above K-functional.

Theorem 5. Let 0 <p; <p<oo and f € L, + Ly, oo. Then we have
Eo(f)p < CK(f,07"; Lp, Lp, 00) (11)

and on the other hand

—r 7 r dt
K13 Ly L) < O™ [ WEADN,IT, (12)
where 7 = pll — %.

Proof. Let f € L,+ Ly, o- Then, there exist fo € L, and f1 € Ly, o such that f = fo+ fi. By Theorem
2, f1 has a best approximation g, from 3, in L,—norm. Then from equation (7) we have

Eo(f)p <IIf = 9ollz, < follz, + Eo(f1)p < Clllfollz, + 7"l f1llLp, )

and (11) follows by taking an infimum over all decomposition f = fo + fi.
On the other hand, by the monotonity of K(f,t; Ly, Ly, ) and E(f), it suffices to prove (12) for
o=2" m € Z. It is easy to obtain
om dt m
2 [T 2GS 2B,
0 t

k=—o00

Let ¢, be the best approximation of f from ¥9m in L,-norm for each m € Z. We have
K(f,27™ Ly, Ly, o0) < |If = mllL, + 27 [l0llL,,

m
< Epn(fp+27™ > ok — r-tlliy,

k=—00
m
< Ban(Fp 2™ S 2gr — ol (13)
k=—00
m
< Eypn(f)p+27"™ > 2M2E51(f), (14)
k=—00
m om dt
<Carm 3 FEup < [ REMIT.
0 t
k=—o00
where (13) follows from Bernstein-type inequality (10) and (14) from triangular inequality. O



6 Characterization of Approximation Spaces
For 0 < § < 1and 0 < ¢ < o0, the interpolation space (Ly, Ly, «)o,q is defined as the set of all functions
f € L,+ Ly, « such that

1/q

g dt
o tK(f.t; LP’Lm,OO)]q_ , 0<g<
|f|(LP7LP1,oo)9,q T 0 t
SUP¢>0 t_eK(f, t; Ly, Ly 00), q =0

is finite. We characterize completely the approximation space A7, by means of the interpolation spaces
(Lp, Lp, 00)0,q in this section.

Theorem 6. Let 0 <p<oo,0<a<r<oo, andr = Then, there holds the following equality

A;l,q = (LP7 Lpl,OO)oc/r,q

1 _1
P1 P’
with equivalent norm.

Following Theorem 5.3.1 [1], which characterize the interpolation spaces between Lorentz spaces,
we have the following Theorem 7. That is, the approximation spaces of finite-supported functions in
L,-norm is Lorentz spaces.

Theorem 7. Let 0 < p < 00,0 < ¢ <00, and 0 < a < 0o. Then, there are the approrimation spaces
Apq=1Lpiq

with equivalent norm, where p1 satisfies o = p% —

D=

Proof. By Theorem 5.3.1 [1], we have (Ly, Lp, cc)a/rg = Lipy.q» Where

1 1—a/r aofr
_:7/+L'
P2 p y4!

— %, the index po satisfies o = - — %. Therefore we prove Theorem 7 from Theorem 6. [

Since r = >

1
P1
It remains to prove Theorem 6, for which we need a variant of Hardy’s inequality.

Lemma 8. Let 0 < g < oo and 0 > 0. Then the inequality

[ (o [[o0) F<con [ (rom)' T (15)

is valid for ¢(t) = t"p(t), where r > 0 and ¢ is any non-negative decreasing function on R .

It was showed in §3 Chapter 2 [3] that the inequality (15) holds for 1 < ¢ < co and any non-negative
measurable function ¢, or even for 0 < ¢ < oo, provide the function ¢ is monotone. We can prove

Lemma 8 in the same way.



27k:+1

Proof. Let aj := ¢(27%) = 27" p(27%) and by, := | trcp(t)% for k € Z. We have

e 9] 2—J 0
dt
by, = t"p(t)— <27 16
= X [Ty Y (16)
j=k—1 j=k—1

We can apply Lemma 3.4 in Chapter 2 [3] and obtain

1(0%)ll6.q < Cli(ar)ll6.q:

where

1/q
k. \9
[(ar)llo.q = <Z <2 a’“) ) ; 0<g<oo,

keZ
kO _
SUpkez 2% ag, q = o0.

The left side of (15) is

2k o q 2
> / <a“’ / tso(t)£> 4o <2<’“+1>9 /
9—k—1 0 t g 0

k€EZ keZ

RPNAY
_ q
tw<t>7> = bl
Similarly, the right integral in (15) is larger than 2~ V1|(ay)(|d o> and therefore we prove (15). O

Proof of Theorem 6. Let X := (Ly, Ly, 00)a/rq- For a function f € X,

6o q dt 1/q
K (ft Ly, Ly o) — ., 0<q< oo,
HfHX — {/0 [ (f Py +p1, )} p } q (17)
SUpP;~q t_a/T’K(f,t; Lp,Lpl,oo), q = oo.

For f € X, equation (11) yields ||f|la= < C| f|/x by a change of variables.

p,qa —

On the other hand, for f € A}, we have
< do V4
I = { [ oK G L Ly 2 (18)
under a substitution of variable t = o~". We apply (12) to the above equation and obtain

00 o d qu’ 1/q
ix < c{ [~ oo [Cemn, g 21 (19)

By Lemma 8, we obtain

[fllx < Cllfllag,-
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