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Inequalities in approximation theory involving fractional
smoothness in L,, 0 < p < 1!

b,*

Yurii Kolomoitsev®P* and Tetiana Lomako®P

ABSTRACT. In the paper, we study inequalities for the best trigonometric approximations
and fractional moduli of smoothness involving the Weyl and Liouville-Griinwald derivatives
in Lp,, 0 < p < 1. We extend known inequalities to the whole range of parameters of
smoothness as well as obtain several new inequalities. As an application, the direct and
inverse theorems of approximation theory involving the modulus of smoothness wg( f (@ 5 )ps
where (%) is a fractional derivative of the function f, are derived. A description of the class
of functions with the optimal rate of decrease of a fractional modulus of smoothness is given.

1. Introduction

Let T = [0, 27) be the torus. As usual, the space L,(T), 0 < p < 0o, consists of measurable
complex functions that are 2w-periodic and

I = (3 [ @) <o

Recall that if f € L;(T) and a € R, then the fractional Weyl derivative f(® (if o < 0,
the fractional integral) is defined by

f(a)(x) ~ Z (ik)aﬂeikm, (Zk)a _ ’k‘ozei%signk7
kez\{0}

where ﬁ = % Ozﬂ f(x)e"**dx are the Fourier coefficients of f. There are several approaches
to define fractional derivatives (see [34]). In this paper, together with the fractional Weyl
derivative, we use the fractional derivative in the sense of L, (or the Liouville-Griinwald
derivative). For f € L,(T), 0 < p < 0o, we define the derivative of order a > 0 in the sense

of L, as a function g € L,(T) satisfying

(1.1) HAh?if

—0 as h—0.
P
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As usual,

oo
5710 =3 (50 s v
v=0
and (0) = Salefeetll oy (o)

Note that in the above definition if f € L,(T), 1 < p < oo, and the function ¢ exists,
then g coincides with the fractional Weyl derivative f(®) (see [5]). Because of this, we denote
g=f forall 0 < p < .

Let 7, be the set of all trigonometric polynomials of order at most n. The best approxi-
mation of a function f by polynomials T" € T, is given by

Ea(f)y = ot If =T,

As usual, if ||[f — T, = E,(f)p and T € Ty, then T is called a polynomial of the best
approximation of f in L,(T).

Recall several known inequalities for the best trigonometric approximation of a function
feLy(T), 1 <p< oo, and its fractional derivatives of order a > 0. We have

C(a)

(1-2) En(f)p < WEn(f(a))pv

(1.3) En(f(a))p < C(a) <naEn(f)p + Z Va_lEu(f)p) )
v=n+1

(1.4) 1F) = T, < Cl@) En(f)y,

where T;, € Ty, is such that || f — T,,||, = E,(f)p. Remark that inequality (1.2) can be found
in [4] and [41, p. 95]; inequality (1.3), which is a (weak) inverse inequality to (1.2), was proved
in [41, pp. 150-153] (see also [35]); inequality (1.4), which is related to the simultaneous
approximation of a function and its derivatives, was derived for the case « € N in [8] and for
the case a > 0 in [42].

Inequalities of type (1.2)—(1.4) have been also studied in the case 0 < p < 1, mainly for
the derivatives of integer order. In particular, Ivanov [13] proved that if f € L,(T),0 <p <1,
is such that 350 v*P~1E,(f)h < oo for some o € N, then f has the derivative f(®) in the
sense of L, and

1

0 p
(1.5) En(f'), < C(p,a) | n®En(f)p + ( > u“p—lEy(ﬁz)
v=n+1
For @ > 1 and 1/2 < p < 1, such result was obtained by Taberski [40].

Concerning inequalities (1.2) and (1.4), it is known that in L,(T), 0 < p < 1, these
inequalities are not valid in general (see [13], [23], and [7]). In particular, from [23], it follows
that for every C' > 0, B € R, 0 < p < 1, and n € N, there exists a function fy € AC(T)
(absolutely continuous functions) such that

(1.6) En(fo)p > Cn®||fglp-

The first positive results related to inequalities (1.2) and (1.4) have been recently obtained
in [21]. In particular, it is proved that if & € N and a function f is such that f(®=1) e AC(T),
then

o

« (a)\P %
(1.7) Ea(f), < S0P) En(f(o‘))er( Loy B ),,>

ne nil-r VP
v=n-+1
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It is also shown the sharpness of the form of this inequality in the sense that vPE, (f(®)5
cannot be replaced by V‘p_eE,,(f(a))g for any € > 0.

As a rule, problems related to the smoothness of functions in Ly, 0 < p < 1, are essentially
differ from the corresponding ones in the spaces L,, p > 1. Especially this is the case of
the derivatives of fractional order. For example, the Bernstein inequality for the fractional
derivatives in the case 0 < p < 1 has the following form (see [1]):

n%, aeNoraQNanda>%—l,
T, Tsﬂg I <1”T7(La)Hp - n? gz, = p ! &N,
n€/n, n s 1_
P ne 1, a&Nanda<%—l,

where =< is a two-sided inequality with absolute constants independent of n. On the other
hand, in the classical case p > 1, we have ||T7(La)\|p < C(a)n®||Ty||p for any o > 0 (see, e.g., 6],
[34, Ch. 4, § 19]). Other interesting "pathological" properties related to the smoothness of
functions in the spaces L,, 0 < p < 1, can be found, e.g., in [10], [12], [25], [28], [38].

Now, let us consider counterparts of inequalities (1.2) and (1.3) for fractional moduli of

smoothness. Recall that the fractional modulus of smoothness of order v > 0 for a function
f € Ly(T) is given by

(1.8) wa(f,h)p = sup A5 fllp-
|6]<h

For the first time, the modulus (1.8) appeared in 1970’s (see |4, p. 788] and [39]). At present,
fractional moduli of smoothness are extensively studied and have several important applica-
tions to sharp inequalities of different metrics and embedding theorems (see [18], [32], [33],
[35], [36], [43], see also the monograph [27] and the literature therein).

It is known that for any f € L,(T), 1 < p < 0o, and «, 8 > 0, the following two inequalities
are fulfilled:

(1.9) Wota (f,8), < C8%ws(f©,5),,
“ Swsialfi )’
(1.10) wg(f'*,6), <C /0 —arr At

where § = min(2,p) and the constant C' is independent of f and ¢. Remark that inequal-
ity (1.9) can be found, e.g., in [4]; inequality (1.10) is proved in [35] (see also [14] and [12]
for a, p € N).

It turns out that in the case 0 < p < 1, inequalities (1.9) and (1.10) have been studied only
for integer parameters « and 3. At that, in this case (o, 8 € N and 0 < p < 1), the analogue
of (1.10) is known and its form coincides with (1.10) (see [12]). In contrast with (1.10),
inequality (1.9) is not valid if 0 < p < 1. As it was mentioned in [29, p. 188|, "there is
no upper estimate of wi(f,0)p by wi—1(f',9)p in the case 0 < p < 1”. However, the modulus
w(f,0)p can be estimated from above by means of a certain integral expression related to (1.7)
with the modulus wy_1(f’,»~1), instead of the corresponding best approximation (see [21]).

In this paper, we obtain analogous of inequalities (1.4), (1.5), and (1.7) as well as (1.9)
and (1.10) for any f € L,(T), 0 < p < 1, and any admissible parameters o, > 0 (see
Theorems 2.1-2.7).

As an application of inequalities of type (1.5) and (1.7), we derive the direct and inverse
theorems of the approximation theory involving the modulus of smoothness ws( f (@) 9)p (see
Theorems 2.8, 2.9, and 2.10). At the same time, corresponding analogues of (1.10) and (1.7)
are applied to describe the class of functions with the optimal rate of decrease of wg(f, ), in
the case 0 < p < 1 (see Theorem 2.11).
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2. Main results

2.1. Inequalities for the best approximation. We start this section with the follow-
ing counterpart of inequality (1.2) in the case 0 < p < 1.

THEOREM 2.1. Let 0 < p < 1, a > 0, and let f be such that f, f(*) € Li(T). Then for
any n € N we have

c . L& E(OR)
(2.1) E.(f)p < e En(f( ))p + <n1—p Vg;ﬂ b p) ’

where C' is a constant independent of f and n.

REMARK 2.1. 1) Inequality (1.6) implies that Theorem 2.1 is not valid without the second
summand in right-hand side of (2.1).

2) In Theorem 2.1, the assumption f, f(®) € L;(T) cannot be replaced by the much
weaker assumption of existence of the derivative f(® in the sense of L,(T). Indeed, let us
consider the function f(x) = signsin(z). We have that f has the derivative in the sense of
L, 0<p<1,and f(z) =0 a.e. Thus, in the case a = 1, the right-hand side of (2.1) is zero
while E,(f), > 0 for all n € N which is impossible. Moreover, it follows from the proof of
Theorem 2.1 that the convergence of the series in (2.1) implies that f(®) € L{(T).

The next theorem gives an inverse inequality to (2.1).

THEOREM 2.2. Let f € Ly(T), 0 <p <1, and let for some o € NU (1/p — 1, 00)
o
(2.2) > VPTE(f)f < 0.
v=1

Then f has the deriwative () in the sense of L, and for any n € N

1

(2:3) IF @ =T, < O | 0 Eu(f)p + ( > Vap_lEAf)ﬁ) .

v=n+1
where T), € Ty, is such that || f — Ty|lp = En(f)p and C is a constant independent of f and n.

Remark that in the case a € N, Theorem 2.2 was proved in [13| while the case 1/2 < p < 1
and o > 1 was considered in [40].

Under additional restrictions on the function f in Theorem 2.2, it is possible to obtain
an analogue of inequality (2.3) for any « > 0.

THEOREM 2.3. Let 0 < p < 1, a > 0, and let f be such that f, f(*) Ly(T). Then for
any n € N we have

(2.4) Hf(a) - Téa)”p < C | oap(n)En(f)p+ ( Z (Ua,p(V))pV_lEu(fﬁ) p )

v=n+1
where T, € Ty, is such that ||f — Ty, = En(f)p,

n<, aeNora¢Nanda>%—l,
1_ 1

Tap(n) =< nr 1logp(n—l—l), o= % —1¢N,
n%_l, a¢Nanda<%—1,

and C' is a constant independent of f and n.
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Combining Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, we derive a positive result about the simultaneous
approximation of functions and their derivatives in the spaces L,(T), 0 < p < 1.

THEOREM 2.4. Let 0 < p < 1, a > 0, and let f be such that f, f(*) € Li(T). Then for
any n € N we have

1
N N N 1 © E, f(a) P\ P
v=n-+1

where T,, € Ty, is such that ||f — Ty, = En(f)p,

1, aeNora¢Nanda>%—l,

1
Pap(n) = lolgE(n +1), a= % —1¢N,
nE_l_O‘, a ¢ Nand a < % -1,

and C is a constant independent of f and n.
Using Theorems 2.1, 2.2, and 2.4, we get the following equivalences.

COROLLARY 2.1. Let 0 <p<1,y>1/p—1, a e NU(1/p —1,00), and let f be such
that f, f(® ¢ L1(T). Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) En(f)p=0n"*7"7), n—oo,

(i) En(f), =0(n™), n— o0,

(iid) | f@) = T, = O(n™7), 1 — o0,
where Ty, € Ty, is such that ||f — Tllp = En(f)p-

2.2. Inequalities for the moduli of smoothness. In this subsection, similarly to the
above considered case of the best approximation, we obtain counterparts of (1.9) and (1.10)
for 0 <p< 1.

THEOREM 2.5. Let 0 <p <1, @« >0 and B € NU(1/p — 1,00) be such that o + 3 €
NU(1/p—1,00), r € N, and f, f® € L(T). Then for any § >0

)
(2.6) wara(f,0)p < O3 [ wa(f,8), + (61"’ /
0

where C' is a constant independent of f and d.

In particular, under the conditions of Theorem 2.5, one has

1
J (@ 52 \ 7P
Waralf8)y < COF 7! </ Mdt> .
0

A converse result is given by the following theorem.

THEOREM 2.6. Let f € Ly(T), 0<p <1, and o, € NU (1/p —1,00). Then

5 >
(27) ws(£), 8), §c< /0 %Wdt) ,

where C' is some constant independent of f and §. Inequality (2.7) means that if the right-hand
is finite, then there exists f(®) in the sense (1.1), £ € L,(T), and (2.7) holds.

Under additional restrictions on f, we obtain an analogue of inequality (2.7) for any o > 0.
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THEOREM 2.7. Let 0 <p <1, @« >0 and B € NU (1/p — 1,00) be such that o + 3 €
NU (1/p —1,00), and f, f* € Ly(T). Then for any § >0

5 ’
Wﬁ(f(a),CS)p <C </0 MUQ’I) (%) dt> ,

where 0o () is defined in Theorem 2.8 and C' is some constant independent of f and §.
The next corollary easily follows from Theorems 2.5 and 2.6.

COROLLARY 2.2. Let 0<p<1l,v>1/p—1, a,8 € NU(1/p —1,00), and let f be such
that f, f(@) e Li(T). Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) Warp(fid)p = O(8*FY), §—0,
(i1) wg(f@,0), = 0(7), §—0.

2.3. The direct and inverse approximation theorems. Let us recall two basic in-
equalities in approximation theory (the so-called direct and inverse approximation theorems).

PROPOSITION 2.1. (SEE [32].) Let f € Ly(T), 0 <p <1, € NU(1/p—1,00), and
n € N. Then

28) Eul < Cus (1,1
(29) o (1) =3 (gm 1)5”_1Eu(f)§> g

where C' is a constant independent of n and f.

Remark that in the case 5 € N inequality (2.8), which is also called the Jackson type
inequality, was proved in [37] (see also [38] and [13]) and inequality (2.9) was proved in [13]
(see also [40] concerning the case > 1 and 1/2 <p < 1).

Using Theorem 2.1, it is not difficult to obtain the following extensions of inequality (2.8)
involving fractional derivatives of the function f.

THEOREM 2.8. Let 0 < p <1, a >0, 8 € NU(1/p —1,00), and let f be such that
f. f € Li(T). Then for any n € N we have

/n «a %
(2.10) En(f), < —C (/01 M@ 7

na-l—%—l $2-p

where C' is a constant independent of f and n.

Note that in the case 1 < p < oo, inequality (2.10) holds in the following form:

C 1
(2.11) En(f)p < o <f<a)7 ﬁ>p'
Sometimes (2.11) is called the second Jackson inequality (see, e.g., [44, p. 260]). Let us again
emphasize that this inequality is not valid if 0 < p < 1 (see (1.6)).
In the next theorem, using Theorem 2.2 and (2.9), we obtain a converse inequality
to (2.10).

THEOREM 2.9. Let f € L,(T), 0 < p <1, 8 € NU({/p—1,00), and let for some
aeNU(1/p—1,00)

(2.12) i v, (f)f < oo
v=1
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Then f has the deriwative () in the sense of L, and for any n € N

=

P

(213)  wp <f<a>,l>pgc(%Z(yﬂ)(%@ﬁ—%(ﬁ% > uap‘lEu(f)£> ;

n v=0 v=n+1
where C' is a constant independent of f and n.
Remark that in the case 1 < p < oo, inequalities of type (2.13) can be found in [45] and
[41, p. 154] (see also the general case in [35]).

Similarly to Theorem 2.3, under additional restrictions on the function f, we obtain the
following extension of Theorem 2.9 to the case a < 1/p — 1.

THEOREM 2.10. Let 0 < p <1, @ >0, p € NU(1/p — 1,00), and let f be such that
£, f@ e Li(T). Then

s (£ §C<£§§:wmAV+UV@+iWVU%U%

n
v=0

3=

+ ) (Ua,p(V))pV_lEu(f)£> :

v=n+1

where oq,(-) is defined in Theorem 2.8 and C' is a constant independent of f and n.

Recall that the assertions of Proposition 2.1 imply that for § € NU (1/p — 1,00) and
0 < v < B the condition wg(f,d), = O(47) is equivalent to E,(f), = O(n~7). Combining
Theorems 2.8 and 2.9, we obtain an analogue of this equivalence involving the fractional
derivative of a function f.

COROLLARY 2.3. Let 0 <p <1, a, e NU(1/p—1,00), 1/p—1 <y < B, and let f be
such that f, f(®) e Li(T). Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(@) En(f)p=0Mn"7), n— oo,
(i1) wg(f™,0), = 0(7), §—0.

2.4. On decreasing of the fractional modulus of smoothness. The following in-
equality plays a crucial role in the proofs of the main results of this paper:

(2.14) w3(£.A0) < Co AL+ N ws(£,8),, A, 8> 0,

where 5 € NU (1/p1 — 1,00), p1 = min(p, 1) (see [4] for the case p > 1 and [32] for the
case 0 < p < 1). Inequality (2.14) implies that the optimal rate of decrease of the modulus
of smoothness wg(f,h), as h — 0 is O(hW#FV/P1=1) that is if wg(f, h), = o(h*T1/P1=1), then
f = const (see also Proposition 5.1 in [5]). It arises a natural question about characterization
of the class of functions f € L,(T), 0 < p < oo, such that

wg(f, h)y = OMPFYPI=1Y as b — 0.

The first characterization of this class was derived by Hardy and Littlewood [15] in the
case f§ = 1 and 1 < p < oo. Their result was extended to the moduli of smoothness of
integral order in [2]| (see also [9, Ch. 1, §9] and [46, Theorem 4.6.14]) and to the fractional
moduli of smoothness in [5]. In particular, the following proposition was proved by Butzer
and Westphal [5].

PROPOSITION 2.2. Let f € Ly(T), 1 < p < oo, and 8 > 0. Then ws(f,h), = O(hP) if and
only if f can be corrected on a set of measure zero to be a function g such that ¢\#) ¢ L,(T)
for1 < p<ooand g1 e BV(T) (functions of bounded variation on T) for p = 1.
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In the spaces Ly(T), 0 < p < 1, the class of functions with the optimal rate of decrease
of the modulus of smoothness has different nature. Indeed, it is easy to see that for any
step function f one has wi(f,h), = O(hY/P). A complete description of such functions was
obtained by Krotov [25].

PROPOSITION 2.3. (SEE [25].) Let f € L,(T), 0 < p < 1. Then wi(f,h), = O(hY/?) if
and only if f can be corrected on a set of measure zero to be a function g such that g(x) =
do + 4, <z Qi where 374 |di [P < 0o and {xy} is a set of pairwise distinct point from [0, 2r).

See also in [3] and [16] analogues of Proposition 2.3 with the moduli of smoothness of
arbitrary integer order.

It is worth mentioning the following unusual property of the modulus of continuity: if
f € AC(T) (absolutely continuous functions on T) and

wi(f,h)p =o0(h) as h—0
for some 0 < p < 1, then f = const a.e. on T (see Lemma 1.5 in [38]).
Using Theorem 2.6, it is easy to extend this property to the moduli of smoothness of
fractional order. In particular, we have the following result:
PROPOSITION 2.4. Let 0 <p<1, 3€ NU(1/p—1,00), fB=1 € AC(T), and
wp(f,8)p = 0(8"), 60,
then f = const a.e. on T.

In the next theorem, we generalize Proposition 2.2 to the case 0 < p < 1 and Proposi-
tion 2.3 to the fractional moduli of smoothness of arbitrary order f € NU (1/p — 1, 00).

THEOREM 2.11. Let f € L,(T), 0<p <1, and f € NU(1/p—1,00). Then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(i) wg(f,h)p = ORPH/P=1) as h — 0,

(1i) f € L1(T) and it can be corrected on a set of measure zero to be a function g such
that g~V (z) = doy + >z <z D, where 3 |[dy|P < 0o and {xy} is a set of pairwise
distinct point from [0, 2m).

3. Auxiliary results

3.1. Properties of the fractional moduli of smoothness. First of all, we note that
in the case 0 < p < 1, considering the fractional derivatives in the sense of L, and the
corresponding moduli of smoothness, we restrict ourselves to the parameter a belonging to
the set NU (1/p — 1,00). This restriction is natural since for « € NU (1/p — 1, 00) we always
have

(3.1) INYIT Z(( )51z < clmiri

The last inequality follows from the fact that |(%)] = O(r=*71) as v — oo (see, e.g., [34,
Ch. 1,81]).

Let us recall two basic properties of the fractional moduli of smoothness. For f € L,(T),
0<p<oo,and a € (1/p; — 1,00) UN, we have

(3-2) wa(f +9,0)p < walf,0)p +walg,0)pt, 0 >0,

(3.3) wa(f;0)p <C, )| fllp, 0>0,

where p; = min(p, 1). Inequality (3.2) is obvious while inequality (3.3) can be derived
from (3.1).
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It is well known (see [4]) that if 1 < p < oo, the modulus of smoothness is equivalent to
the K-functional given by

Ko(f,6), = inf — gllp + 0% g ),
(£ = inf (1 =gl + 315l

that is,
Wa(f,0)p < Ko(f,0)p, 6>0.
This equivalence fails for 0 < p < 1 since K, (f,d), = 0 (see [10]). A suitable substitute

for the K-functional for p < 1 is the realization concept given by

- — a||7(@)
Ra(£,0)p = jnf (If =Tl +0IT)).

Let us recall some properties of the realization R (f, ).
LEMMA 3.1. Let f € L,(T), 0 <p < o0, and o € NU (1/p1 — 1,00). Then
Ra(f75)p Xwa(f, 5)]’7 5 > 07

where < is a two-sided inequality with absolute constants independent of f and §.

Remark that in the case o € N, Lemma 3.1 was proved in [10]; the case a > 1/p; — 1 was
considered in [18] and [35].
The next lemma gives an analogue of inequality (2.14) for the realizations of K-functional.

LEMMA 3.2. (SEE [31, Theorem 4.22], [32]). Let f € Ly(T), 0 < p < oo, and a > 0.
Then
Ra(f,A0)y < C(1+ XT3 "Ru(£,8)p, A, 6> 0,
where C is a constant, which depends only on p and .

Note that in above inequality in contrast with (2.14), we do not assume that o > 1/p — 1
in the case 0 < p < 1.

3.2. Inequalities for trigonometric polynomials. We need the following three im-
portant results for trigonometric polynomials in L,. The first one is the Nikolskii-Stechkin
type inequality (see [10] for the case o € N and [17] for the case o > 0).

LEMMA 3.3. Let0<p<1,neN,0<h<7/n, and a > 0. Then for any trigonometric
polynomial T,, € T, we have
WNTE Ny = | AR Ty,
where < is a two-sided inequality with absolute constants independent of Ty, and h. Moreover,
ifa e NU(1/p—1,00) and Ty, is a polynomial of the best approximation of f € Ly(T), then

1
ARl < Cua (£.5)
"/ p
where C is a constant independent of T,,, h, and f.

The second result is the well-known Nikolskii inequality of different metrics (see, e.g., [26,

p. 133] and [9, Ch. 4, § 2|).
LEMMA 3.4. Let 0 <p < q < oo. Then for any T,, € Tp, n € N, one has
11
[Tally < Cnra|| T,
where C' is a constant independent of T,.

The third result is the Bernstein type inequality involving the Weyl fractional derivative

(see [1]).
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LEMMA 3.5. Let 0 <p < 1. Then

ne, a€Z+07’a¢Z+anda>%—1,
T, Tsﬂg lp<1 ”TT(LQ)HP - n? gz, = p ! # L
n€rn, n = 1_
P ne 1, a¢Z+anda<%—1,

where < is a two-sided inequality with absolute constants independent of n.

3.3. Approximation of a function and its derivatives. In the spaces L, with p >
1, the following fact is well-known: if a sequence of functions {¢,}52, C L, is such that

gog_l) € AC, n € N, and for some f,g € L, one has
If = enllz, + llg — goglr)HLp -0 as n— oo,

then (in the sense of distribution) g = f) (see [26, Ch. 4]).

In the case 0 < p < 1, this result does not valid in general. In particular, for fo(z) = =
there exists a sequence of functions ¢, € ACI0,1], n € N, such that ¢, — fo as n — oo in
Lp[0,1], but [y llz,0,1 — 0 as n — oo (see [12]). This is an undesirable property of the
spaces Ly, 0 < p < 1. However, as it is shown in Lemma 3.8 below, under certain additional
restrictions on f and ¢, this feature can be fixed (see also [12], in which the case of the
derivatives of integer order was considered).

To prove the main result of this subsection (see Lemma 3.8), we need the following two
lemmas. As usual, the Fourier transform of a function f € L;(R) is denoted by

F = — /R f(@)e " de.

LEMMA 3.6. (SEE [46, 4.1.1]). Let 0 < p < 1, a function ¢ € C(R) have a compact
support, and ¢ € Ly(R). Then
_1 ~
suph' "7 | @y, (r) = V21|11, (®):
h>0
where -
Difx) = 3 6 (k).
k=—o00
In the case p = 1, the next lemma can be found in [20]; the general case see in [19)].

LEMMA 3.7. Let 0 < p<1l,1<g<o0,1<r<oo,s>1/p—1+1/r, seN, leta
function f be such that f € C(R) N L1(R), lim|y|o0 f(z) =0, and f € L1(R). Suppose also
that f € Ly(R), f©) € L.(R), and

16,6 1, 1(1 1
q r= 2 s \p 2)°

1ALy < CIAIE S 112, g,

where C' is a constant independent of f.

Then

Now, we are ready to formulate and prove a key result for obtaining Theorems 2.2 and 2.6.

LEMMA 3.8. Let f € L,(T),0<p <1, a e NU(l/p—1,00), and T, € Ty, n € N, be
such that

1
17 =Tl =o () and g =Ty =o(t) a5 ns o

Then f(*) =g, i.e. g satisfies (1.1).
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PROOF. For any sufficiently small ¢ > 0, we choose ng = ng(e) such that for any n > ny
one has

€ (03
(3.4) If = Tallp < — and g =T, <e.

Let h be such that e*n~1 < h < 25)‘71_1, where 0 < A < o~ . We have

apr P HA%(f—Tn) v
he =7 R,
3.5 AO‘T p
(3.5) H _1@ || 4 g — g
P
=i+ o+ J3.

Using (3.3) and (3.4), we get

AY(f =T, P
(3.6) J = HM < C’h_apr _ Tan < Ce(l—Aa)p’
ha » p
(3.7) Jg < eP.
Let us consider Jy. Set
AT, (t
(35) Topalt) = S o)

It is easy to see (here and throughout we use the principal branch of the logarithm) that

n

AN 1_e_ikh “ ikt
T ha(t) = Z (ik) —an ) 1) e

k=—n

where {c;}}__, are the coefficients of T;,. We also have the following equality

Tn,h,a(t) = (Kha * Tr(za))(t)v

Kot Znae hk) ™, Nae() = <<%> N 1) v (%) ’

kEZ
and the function v is such that |v(z)| <1, v € C®(R), v(z) =1 for |z| < 1 and v(z) = 0 for
|z| > 2.
Note that K h,a(x)T,(La) (t — x) is a trigonometric polynomial of order at most 4n in vari-
able . Thus, using Lemma 3.4, we obtain

Tona® < (52 [ 1Kol - )i )

gCnl_p/]Kha( VT (¢ — o) Pda.

where

Integrating the above inequality by ¢ and applying Fubini’s theorem, we get

1

(3.9) 1T nalls < Crv ™ [ K allpl| T |-
Now, let us consider the function 7, .. Noting that for sufficiently small x
—ir __
1o ‘671‘ <1
2~ 1 -
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we derive for any s =0, 1,... the following estimates

k()] = ‘ VZ:;] <j> ((%r B 1> @) (v<2:—A>>(H)

1 < T
il (s—v) (2
< esA VZ::OCV,S,OC‘US v <2€)\)‘~

Thus, it is easy to see that for any 1 < g < 00, 1 < r < o0, and s € N, we have

A (s) A_\s
1Maell,®) < Cee and  |Ing’ZllL, ) < Cer ™.
Thus, by Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7, we derive

1_ 1_ 1 1 o
(3.10) ne 1||Kh,aHp < 06)\(1’ l)hl P ||Kh,a||p < 06)‘(11 I)Hna,EHLP(R)

< C«g\((l—@)%w%—%) — ).

It is obvious that we can choose ¢ and r such that v = A((1 —6)/q+6/r —1/2) > 0. Then,
using (3.9) and (3.10), we get || T nallp < C&?“’HTT(LO‘)HP. From this inequality, tacking into
account (3.4) and (3.8), we obtain
(3.11) Jo < Ce™ (P + [|g]})-

Finally, combining inequalities (3.5)—(3.7) and (3.11), we derive
ALf

ho < O 4 &Ygll, + ¢).

P

-9

The last inequality implies that f(®) = ¢ in the sense (1.1). ([l
The next proposition shows that conditions of Lemma 3.8 are sharp.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Let 0 < p <1 and a € NU(1/p—1,00). Then there exists fo € L1(T)

and a sequence of polynomials T, o € T, n € N, such that fé“) (x) = const # 0 a.e. on [0,7)
and

1
| fo = Thallp =0 (n—a> , but TS, =0 as n— oo,
where < is a two-sided inequality with positive constants independent of n.

PROOF. We will use some ideas from [22]. Let r € N. Set

2, x € [0,m),
fr(w) = { (2r —z)", =z € [m, 2],
and
kot LS S S U
n n n nrtl

gn,r(x) =

k k+1 1 k+1 1 k+1
Bor=1, -1 <:1: Kt > n, + << +
n n nr—l—l

fork=0,1,...,n—1, gpr(z) =1 —gp,(x—1) for 1 <z <2, and

Pnr(T) = Tgnr <%) for € 0,2m).

We need the following inequalities

1
(3.12) wr(@nrm )y < Cn"‘”gpglmq <con "t 0< g < .
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The first inequality can be found in [24], the second one can be verified by simple calculation.
It is also easy to see that

(3.13) Ifr = enrllp =0 (n7") .

Let T, € Ty be a polynomial of the best approximation of ¢y, , in L,. Using (2.8), (3.13),
and (3.12), we obtain

Hfr - Tnﬂ“”p < C(Hfr - ‘Pnﬂ“”p + ”‘Pmr’ - Tnﬂ“”p)

3.14
(3:14) < C(n™" 4 wr(pns,n ), <Cn".

At the same time, by Lemma 3.3 and (3.12), one has

_1
(3.15) 1Ty < Cn'wi(pnpyn ™)y < Cn'75.

Thus, we have proved the proposition in the case o = r € N.

Now let a & N. Choose r € N such that » > « and denote f, = frr_a) and T, o = Ty({r_a).
Note that if f € L,(T), vy >8> 1/p—1, and T, € T, n € N, are such that

(3.16) lf —Tullp, =0(n""7) as n— oo,
then f has the derivative f#) in the sense of L, and
(3.17) 1B —TP|, =0mn=P) as n— oo

This can be verified repeating the proof of Theorem 2.2 presented below. Thus, using (3.14)
and taking into account (3.16) and (3.17), we obtain

1fo = Toally = £ = T, < Cn7e.
At the same time, by (3.15), we get
178, = T < On' s

The last two inequalities prove the proposition. O

4. Proofs of the main results

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1. It is clear that we can assume that
o0
(4.1) > VPE,(f)h < 0.
v=1

Let U, € T, and T,, € 7, n € N, be such that
”f(a) - Un”p = En(f(a))p

and
1 2w
T (2) = Uy (2) — — / U, (2)da.
2 0
Choosing m € N such that 2™ 2 < n < 2"~ ! we derive
(4'2) En(f)g < En(T2m)£ + En(f - T2m)£ :

Let us estimate E,,(Tom),. Set

Tu(2) = Ty om n(z) = AL (Tom (z) — T, (2)), u>0.
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Applying (2.8) with =« +r, r > 1/p, and Lemma 3.1, we obtain
En(T2m)p = En(T2m - Tn)p S Cwa+r(T2m - Tna n_l)p

=C sup HAZ‘”_lTth <C sup sup HAZ‘”_lTqu
(4.3)
: 0<h<n—1 0<h<n—1u>0

—1 -1
< Csupwa+r—1(7—ua n )p < C'sup Ra+r—1(7—uy n )p .
u>0 u>0

Next, let V,, € T, n € N, be such that
(4.4) [7u = Vallp + n_aHVn(a)Hp < 2Ra(7'uvn_1)p-

Then, by the definition of the realization R, using Lemmas 3.5 and 3.2, inequalities (4.4)
and (3.3), and taking into account that 7, € Tam for any fixed u > 0, we get

Ratr—1(Tus 07 1)y < |7 = Vallp + 0~ =Dyl =Dy,
< I = Vallp + Cn =V ||, < CRa(ru,n ™),
(4.5) < CRa(7u,27™)p < C27 |7V,
= C27 AT = T, = C27 AL (Uan — Ty,
< Cn~|Ugm — Upllp < Cn~Ep(f@)),,.
Combining (4.3) and (4.5), we derive
(4.6) En(Tym), < Cn~ B, (1),

Now, let us consider the second term in the right-hand side of (4.2). For any N > m, we
have

N-1
(4.7) En(f = Tom)b <Y En(Tourr — Tou)h + En(f — Ton )5

pu=m

Using Holder’s inequality and (1.2), we obtain

9 By (f = Tyn), < CEp (f — Ty )y < Cn E(£ — T
= Cn ™ En (£ = Upn )1 < Cn™f) = Upw 1.

Let us show that || f(®) — Uyn|; — 0 as N — co. By Lemma 3.4, we have

o0 o0
S Wess = Unslf < €32 20 P8 Upus = Ui
p=1 p=1

<C Z 2(1—p)uE2u(f(a))£ <C Z u‘pE,,(f(o‘))g i
u:l v=1

In view of (4.1), this implies that there exists g € Li(T) such that Uyx — ¢ as u — oo in
Lyi(T). By the definition of U, we know that U — f(® as y — oo in L,(T). Therefore,
g=f@ ae. onT and

(4.9) Up — f@ as p—o0 in Li(T).
Thus, combining (4.7) and (4.8) and taking into account (4.9), we get

(4.10) En(f —Tom)b < En(Tourr — Ton).

p=m
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Now, applying the same arguments as in (4.3) and (4.5) to the function 7,(z) =
Tugntt ou (@) = AL (Tour1 (x) — Ton(x)), we derive

En(T2,u+1 - Tgu)p < Cwa+r(T2u+1 - Tgu, n- ) < CsupR (Tu, 1)p
u>0

1
< CEH sup Ry (s 2747,

(4.11) sup

1 1_
< on= 312G sup ),
u>0

Note that in the third inequality, we use Lemma 3.2 and take into account that n < 2m~1 <
20+ Next, by (3.3)
12) 1780 = 1ALTy0 = Ty = 1AL Uaesr = Vsl
< ClUgu+r — Uge|lp < CEQM(f(a))p.
Combining (4.10)—(4.12), we obtain
Ep(f — Tom)b < Cp—op—1+p Z 2(1—p)uE2#(f(a))£
(4.13) e
< Op~op~1itp Z y‘pE,,(f("))g.
v=n+1
Finally, combining (4.2), (4.6), and (4.13), we get (2.1). O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2. Let N € N be such that 2V~ < n < 2V, Assuming for a
moment that (%) exists, we get

(4.14) 1£ = TN < 17 = TN+ T3 — T
By Lemma 3.5, we obtain

(4.15) ITSY — T8 < C2°NP || Tyn — To|lf < CnPE,(£)5

and

Z 7o), — i) yp<022apvucr2m Ty |2
v=N

<C Z 2apuE2u(f)g'

v=N

(4.16)

Thus, by the completeness of L,(T) and condition (2.2), there exists a function g € L,(T)
such that

oo P
(4.17) lg = T3 llp = Jim |75 = Tpllp < © (Z 2‘”’”E2v(f)£>
v=N
n (4.17), we use the equality Ty — Thy = Zf/ 1N(T2u+1 Ty ) and (4.16). It is also easy to
see that
(4.18) If = Ton|lp < C27N (2N*Eyn (f)p) = 0(27V%) as N — oo.

Therefore, by Lemma 3.8, (4.18), and (4.17), we obtain that g = f(®),
Finally, combining (4.14), (4.15), and (4.17), we get (2.3). O
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PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2 using
Lemma 3.5 for all o > 0. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.4. We prove the theorem only in the case « € NU (1/p — 1, 00).
The other cases for o can be obtained repeating the arguments presented below.
Using (2.1), we obtain

S g, (f)

v=n-+1

<0 Y (VB Y W),
(4.19) v=n+1 p=v+1

<C Z Pl rE (f(a))£+c< Z P 2) Z pPE,(f@)p

v=n+1 v=n+1 pu=n+1
< CnP~t Z V_pE,,(f(a))p
v=n+1

Therefore, combining (2.4), (2.1), and (4.19), we get (2.5). O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.5. Let n € N be such that 1/(n+1) < < 1/n and let T,, € T,
be polynomials of the best approximation of f in L,(T). By (3.2), we get

woc-i-ﬁ(fv 5)5 < Wa-i—ﬁ(fy 1/”)5
< Way p(f = Tn, 1/n)p + wars(Tn, 1/n)y = My + M.

Using Lemma 3.3, (3.2), and (3.3), we obtain
My < Cn~Pwg(T, 1/n)p
< O (I1F) = T + ws (£, 1/n)

(4.20)

(4.21)

Next, by Theorem 2.4 and the Jackson—type inequality (2.8), we have

IF) =T < © <wr<f<a>, U +n=t Y0 v (f), 1/V>£>

v=n+1

(4.22)
<cort | el
0

2=p
At the same time, by (3.3), Theorem 2.1, and (2.8), we derive
My < C|lf =Tl

<Cn= {w, (f 1 m)p + 0Pt Y v P (N v
(4'23) v=n+1
1/n (@) 4\P
S Crnp—l—ap/ wr’(f ’t)pdt.
0 2P
Thus, combining (4.20)—(4.23) and taking into account (2.14) and 1/(n+1) < § < 1/n, we
get (2.6). O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.6. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.5 combining
Theorem 2.2, Lemma 3.3, and the Jackson inequality (2.8). O
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PROOF OF THEOREM 2.7. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorems 2.5 and 2.6. We
only note that we use Theorem 2.3 instead of Theorem 2.2. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.8. The proof easily follows from inequality (2.8) and Theo-
rem 2.1. 0

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.9. In view of (2.12) and Theorem 2.2, the function f has the
derivative f(®) in the sense of L,. Using inequalities (2.3) and (2.9), we obtain

wa(f @, n N < Cn~ PPy (v + 1)PPE, (F@)P
v=0

o
<Cn~ sz (v 4 1)°P~ 1((1/+1°"’E b+ Z P e, (f >
v=0 p=rv+1

(4.24) N
= Cn PP < > (w+ 1) PPPE(F)D
v=0
—I—Z (v +1)°P~ 1<Z—|— > > ,u+1)°‘p_1Eu+1(f)§>.
p=v  pu=n-+1
Further, we have
DD ()P B ()
v=0 pu=v
n p
(4.25) =D (u+ )P B (R (v + 1)
n=0 v=0
<O (et 1), (f),
pn=0
At the same time, we derive
(4.26) Y DTN (e D) B (N < C Y u T B
v=0 p=n+1 p=n+1
Finally, combining (4.24)—(4.26), we get (2.13). O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.10. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.9 by using
inequality (2.4) instead of (2.3). O

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.11. First, we show that () implies (i7). By Ulynov’s type in-
equality (see, e.g., [11]) and inequality (3.3), for any » > 5+ 1/p — 1, r € N, we have

1 (f, Py
iz <c ([ () S+ i)
L rws(f,t)p\P dt P
so [ () o) <o ([ ot is) <.

that is f € L1(T). Next, using Theorem 2.6 in the case > 1 and Theorem 2.5 in the case
6 <1, we get

D, <o( [ AR L) o6, 21,
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and

1 S wa(f,t)h > 1
atip <05 ([ Ea) —owh, s<1,

where, for the clarity, we use the notation

[af = f(_a)

to denote the fractional integral of order o > 0. It only remains to apply Proposition 2.3.
Now, let us prove that (i) implies (7). Let

V@) =do+ Y de=do+ Y diha, (2),
k=1

T <x

where

1, =>mn,
hﬂ($):{ 0’ $§"7

Then, we have f(z) =dy+ Y peq dklg_1hy, (x). Using (3.2), we get

(4.27) wa(f,0)8 <> |dilPws(Is—1 1y , 65
k=1

Next, for any r € N and n € R, we have
(4.28) wr(Iy_1hp,8)y < C(p,r)0" 57"

(see, e.g., [30] or [9, p. 359]). Choose o > 1/p — 1 such that 5+ « = r € N. Then, applying
Theorem 2.6 and (4.28), we obtain

1
d p D
warg(Inlgthy 8 \7

wﬁ(Iﬁ—lhm 5)10 é O </0 +ﬁ( tapﬁ—i-ll ! )pdt>

5 N )
- </ Mdt) < C(p,a,p)s" v 1.
0

top+1

(4.29)

Finally, combining (4.27) and (4.29), we prove the theorem. O
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