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BEST APPROXIMATION WITH WAVELETS IN WEIGHTED
ORLICZ SPACES

MARIA DE NATIVIDADE

ABSTRACT. Democracy functions of wavelet admissible bases are computed for
weighted Orlicz Spaces L®(w) in terms of the fundamental function of L®(w). In
particular, we prove that these bases are greedy in L®(w) if and only if L®(w) =
LP(w), 1 < p < co. Also, sharp embeddings for the approximation spaces are given
in terms of weighted discrete Lorentz spaces. For LP(w) the approximation spaces
are identified with weighted Besov spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (B,|| - |ls) be a quasi-Banach space with a countable unconditional basis B =
{e; : j € N}; that is, every x € B can be uniquely represented as an unconditionally
convergent series xr = Z]EN s;jej, for some sequences of scalars {s; : j € N}. Let Xy
denote the set of all elements y € B with at most N non-null coefficients in the basis
representation y = Z]EN sjej. For x € B, the N-term error of approximation
(with respect to B) is defined by

ox(@)s = inf fla = ylls. (L1)

Two main questions in approximation theory concern the construction of efficient
algorithms for N-term approximation and the characterization of the approximation
spaces A7 (B, B), which consists of all # € B such that the quantity

(ZNZl(NO‘aN(x)B)q%> i 0 < ¢ < oo

|2 ]|.a0 88) = (1.2)

SUPNzl[NaUN@)B]a if ¢ = oo,

is finite. A computational efficient method to produce N-term approximations, which
has been widely investigate in recent years, is the so called greedy algorithm (see
eg [21]). If z = > jen Sj€; and we order the basis elements in such a way that

55 €5 llB > [Isjeiallm > - (1.3)
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(handling ties arbitrarily), the greedy algorithm of step NN is defined by the cor-
respondence

N
T = Zsjej eB— Gy(x) = Z 5,6, € XN (1.4)

JEN k=1

S.V. Konyagin and V. N. Temlyakov ([2I]) defined the basis B to be greedy in
(B, || - ||g) if the greedy algorithm is optimal in the sense that G'x(x) is essentially the
best N-term approximation to x using the basis vectors, i.e, there exists a constant
C such that for all z € B we have

|z — Gy (2)|s < Con(z)s, N=1,2,....

Thus, for such bases the greedy algorithm produces an almost optimal N-term ap-
proximation, which leads often to a precise identification of the approximation spaces
AZ(B,B). In [2I] greedy basis in a quasi-Banach space (B, || - [|z) are characterized as
those which are unconditional and democratic, the latter meaning that there exists
some constant A > 0 such that

I emlh = Al

lejlle

holds for all finite sets of indices I', I” C N with the same cardinality. Wavelet systems
are well known examples of greedy bases for many function and distribution spaces.
Indeed, V.N. Temlyakov showed in [31] that the Haar basis (and any wavelet system
LP-equivalent to it) is greedy in the Lebesgue space LP(]0,1]) for 1 < p < co. When
wavelet have sufficient smoothness and decay, they are also greedy bases for the more
general Sobolev and Triebel-Lizorkin classes (see e.g [17, [13]).

The purpose of this paper is to study the efficiency of wavelet greedy algorithms in
the weighted Orlicz spaces L*(w) defined for functions on R?. In Theorem (see
section 21 ) we show that wavelet bases are unconditional in weighted Orlicz spaces
L®(w) with nontrivial Boyd indices for all w € A,s(R%). We give in section B a simple
proof of the fact that admissible wavelet bases (see definition below) are not demo-
cratic in weighted Orlicz spaces L®(w) if L (w) # LP(w).

In view of this result it have interest to ask how far wavelet bases are from being
democratic in L*(w) # LP(w). To quantify democracy of a basis B = {e; };en we shall
study the following functions:

€y

h,(N;B,B) = sup

Card(T)=N H er [feals:

B

e
d h(N:B,B)= inf H 1
B an l( ) Caril%):N ’YEZF

ley]s

which we call right and left democracy functions of B (see also [8] [18, [14]). Observe
that a basis is democratic if and only if these two quantities are comparable for all
N > 1. Our main result gives a precise value (except for multiplicative constants)
of these functions in terms of intrinsic properties of the space L®(w). Namely, let
hi(t) = supy. % denote the dilation function associated with the fundamental

function ¢ of L*(w), and let h(t) be the same quantity with “sup” replaced by “inf”
(see Section [2 for precise definitions).
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Theorem 1.1. Let L*(w) be a weighted Orlicz space with non trivial Boyd indices,

w € Ay, a weight on RY, and B = {¢g : Q € D} be an admissible wavelet basis.

Then for allT" C D
he(N; B, L (w)) = h,(N), h(N; B, L (w)) = h}(N). (1.5)
(Here p* = i, where I, is the upper Boyd index of L*(w). See definition of Boyd

indices in subsection 2.1.)

This result will have applications in the study of approximation spaces (defined
using admissible wavelet basis) in weighted Orlicz spaces. We take up this task in
the section Ml where we investigate Jackson and Bernstein type estimates and cor-
responding inclusions for N-term approximation spaces. In the LP case, these es-
timates are naturally given in terms of the class of discrete Lorentz spaces (™7 (see
[6], T3], 15, 17, 19]). In the case of weighted Orlicz spaces we shall need weighted Lorentz
sequence spaces A, defined by

M= {s: Isllg = [T lmdsig ) < oo}, (16)

where {s}} is the non-increasing rearrangement of s and the weight n = {7} is a fixed
increasing and doubling sequence (see [14]). In particular, AZ = ¢77 when n;, = kT

For f € L®(w), and B = {¢g : Q € D} a wavelet basis in L*(w), write f =
> oen(fi Q) tq. Then we define AY(B, L®(w)) as the set of all f € L®(w) such that
the sequence {|[{f,Vq,)Vq,llLow) : k > 1} € Af and

1 Iages xn = |1, Yo el
n

where || (f, ¥qg,)%0. |Lew) = I{f, ¥0.)VqullLe@w) > - .. (handling ties arbitrarily).

Theorem 1.2. Let L*(w) be a weighted Orlicz space with Boyd indices 0 < i, < I, <
1, and w € Aye a weight on RY, where p* = i Then

AZahr(l’f)(lg’ Lé(w)) = Ag(B’ Lé(w)) = AZahl(k)(Bv ch(w))’ (1.7)

These embeddings are optimal, in the sense that the largest and smallest weighted
Lorentz spaces AZan(k)(Bv L®(w)) that one can place on the left- and right-hand side
of (L7) are respectively Af., (B, L%(w)) and Af., o (B, L?(w)) (see section 4).
We point out that a sufficient condition for these two spaces to be equal is that
h,(N) a hy(N), in which case the basis is necessarily democratic and L*(w) = LP(w)
(see Lemma 5.2 in [I4]). Then Theorem leads the following identification of Ap-
proximation spaces for LP(w) in terms of classical Lorentz spaces.

Corollary 1.3. Let « >0, 1 < p < 00, 0 < ¢ < 00, and w € A, a weight on R?.
Then, for a wavelet basis B, we have
1 1
A(B, 1P(w)) = (9B, IP(w)), = =a+. (1.8)
T p
Finally we point out that the inclusions in Corollary [[.3] can be described in terms
of weighted Besov spaces (|29, 30]), namely

Ba(w) = {f € /P (2 or * flloqw)k € L(Z)}. (1.9)
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(See the definition of ¢ in section 5).

Theorem 1.4. Let v > 0, 1 < p < oo, and w € A, a weight on R?. Suppose
that B = WV is a family of d-dimensional Lemarié-Meyer wavelets or a family of d-
dimensional compactly supported Daubechies Dy wavelets with N sufficiently large.
Then
o . T 1 ol 1
A (U, LP(w)) = B) (wr) whenever = . (1.10)
The organization of this article is as follows. Basic facts concerning weights, wavelet
bases and greedy bases are given in section [2. Section [3is devoted to prove Theorem
[LIl Jackson and Bernstein type estimates, as well as the inclusions described in
Theorem are proved in section @l Corollary and Theorem [LL.4] are proved in
section

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Basics in weighted Orlicz spaces. In this subsection we recall some basic
facts about weights, weighted Orlicz spaces and wavelet bases on weighted Orlicz
spaces, referring to [2) [I1] for a complete account on these topics. By a weight on a
given measure space, we shall always mean a non-negative locally integrable function
w with values in [0, 00) a.e. Let w(z) be a weight on R, and for a measurable @ C R?
write w(Q) = fQ w(z)dzr. We say that w € A, = A,(R?), (1 < p < o) if there exists
a constant C,, such that

IQI/ dx |Q|/ o 1d$ e (2.1)

for all Q C RY, where |Q| denote the usual Lebesgue measure of . The condition
A can be viewed as limiting case of the condition A, for p | 1, i.e., (2] is viewed as

|Q\ / da: essQ sup(w™) < Cy,. (2.2)
If we A, for some p € [1,00), then there exist C',;C? > 0 and § > 0 such that

o (IAI) <A _ e (|A|> (2.3)
Q| w(@) ~ UNQ)|

for all subsets A C Q. (For the left hand inequality take f = x4 in part b) of Theorem

2.1, Chapter 1V, of [11]; for the right hand inequality see Theorem 2.9, Chapter IV,

of [11]).

A Young function is a convex non-decreasing function @ : [0,00) — [0, 0] so that
lim; o ®(t) = oo. Throughout this paper we shall assume that ®(0) = 0, ¢ is
strictly increasing and everywhere finite, so that it is a continuos bijection of [0, c0).
Given such ® and w € Ay, = U,>1 4, the weighted Orlicz space L*(w) is the class

of all measurable functions f : R? — C so that @(@) € L'(w) for some A > 0.

The space L®(w) becomes a weighted rearrangement invariant Banach function space
when endowed with the corresponding Luxemburg norm

£l oy = inf {)\ >0 /R @(@)w(l«)dl« < 1} (2.4)
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It is not difficult to prove that if £ C R? is any measurable set

s 1 2.5)

XEIL®(w) = =7/, 1 - .
O (5im)

The function ¢(t) = q)%(%), 0 <t < o0, satisfies p(t) = || x|/ L (w) for any measurable

set £ C R? such that w(E) = t, and it is called the fundamental function of L®(w).
The Boyd indices of the weighted Orlicz space L®(w) can be computed directly
from the Young function ® or from the fundamental function ¢. Set

p(st)
hi(t) =su , 0<t< 0. 2.6
2 (1) ) (2.6)
Then, the lower and upper Boyd indices i, and I, of L®(w) are given by
log h (t log bt (t
i, = lim 800 “J( ) = sup 8010 “J() (2.7)
t—0 10g t 0<t<1 10g t
and
I, = lim 710g h$<t) = inf 710g h;f(t) (2.8)
Yt logt I<t<co logt ’

respectively (see [2], p. 277 or [22], p. 54). It is known that 0 < i, < [, <1 (see
Proposition 5.15 of [2], p. 149). Assuming further that i, > 0 it follows that

o(st) < C.max{s"s ¢ st }o(t), s,t>0 (2.9)
and

o(st) > C.min{s" ¢ s} p(t), s,t>0 (2.10)

for every € > 0 and some constant C, > 0 (see [20], p. 3). In this paper we shall only
consider weighted Orlicz spaces with non trivial Boyd indices, that is 0 < ¢, < I, < 1.

Example 2.1. When ®(t) = t*, 1 < p < oo, then L®(w) = LP(w) and o(t) = tr.

Hence, b (t) = t%, which implies i, = 1, = %.

2.2. Wavelet bases and weighted Orlicz spaces. Let D = {Q,; = 277([0,1)? +
k) :j € Z,k € 7%} denote the set of all dyadic cubes in R?. We say that a finite
collection of functions {!, ... ¥} C L*(R?) is an orthonormal wavelet family if the
system

{@Z)lek(x) — o5yl — k) jEeZkeRLI=1,.. L} (2.11)

forms an orthonormal basis of L*(R). We will say that the wavelet family is admissible
if for all 1 < p < o0,

1S f ()l ey = 1 ()l oray, (2.12)

where
Suf () (ZD M) (2.13)

This implies that wavelet admissible bases are unconditional in LP(R%), 1 < p < oo.
The reader can consult [5, 6], 23] 25], for constructions, examples, and properties of
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orthonormal wavelets. Admissible wavelets include the d-dimensional Haar system,
wavelet arising from multiresolution analysis (see [25], p. 22), wavelets belonging to
the regularity class R° (as defined in [I6], p. 64 for d = 1), compactly support wavelets
(see [5]), and actually any orthonormal wavelet in L?(R?) with mild decay conditions
(see [32, 28]).

In the following result we prove that wavelet admissible basis are also unconditional
basis of weighted Orlicz spaces L®(w), for appropriate w, since the norm can be
characterize in terms of a square function. Without loss of generality we assume
L =1 in the rest of this work.

Theorem 2.2. Let L*(w) be a weighted Orlicz space, with the Boyd indices satisfying
0<i, <I, <1, and B = {¢g : Q € D} an admissible wavelet basis. Then, if
1

w € Aye(RY), where p® = 7> we have

1f Oy = 1S5 f (Lo,  for all f e L®(w). (2.14)

For the proof we shall use the following extrapolation theorem adapted to our
situation.

Theorem 2.3. ([4]) Let F be a family of couples of measurable non-negative functions
(f,9). Suppose that for some 1 < py < oo, and every weight w € A, (R?),

» f(z)PPw(z)dr < C’/Rd g(x)Pw(x)dx, for all (f,g)€F. (2.15)

Then, if L®(w) is a weighted Orlicz space such that the Boyd indices satisfies, 0 <

ip < I, <1 andw € Ap(RY), p? = i, we have

[l @) < Cllgllew), for all (f,g)€F. (2.16)
Proof. ( of Theorem [2.2]) It is proved in [12] (see also [1]) that
1 2oy = 1[Sw ()l 2rw) (2.17)

for all 1 < p < oo and w € A,. We consider the family F = {(|f|, Syx(f)) : Su(f) €
LP(w). From the equivalence (ZIT), we obtain

[ lr@re@ds<c [ Isdpru

for all 1 < p < co and w € A,(R?). Then, by Theorem 2.3 we obtain

[f11ze ) < CullSy(f)ll e w)
when w € Aye. The other inequality is proved similarly taking F = {(Sy(f),|f]). f €
LP(w)}. O

2.3. Greedy basis and democracy. We defined in the introduction the notion of
greedy basis in a quasi-normed Banach space (B, || - ||g). We also mentioned the
result of Konyagin and Temlyakov [21] characterizing greedy bases as those which are
unconditional and democratic. For simplicity, given a basis B = {e; : j € N} in B we
shall denote the (normalized) characteristic function of a finite set of indices I' € N

by
1p :T]&B = J .
: jezr le;lle
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The basis B is democratic in B if there exists C' > 1 such that
Irlls < |1l (2.18)

for all finite sets of indices I',I" C N with #I' = #I” (the symbol #I' denotes the
cardinality of the set I'). Quite often one can show democracy by finding a function
h: N — R* for which

éh(#r) < |[irlle < Ch(#T), VT CN, finite. (2.19)

In the case of wavelet bases, many classical function and distribution spaces satisfy
RI9) with A(#I') = (#T)% Indeed, this is the situation for the Lebesgue spaces
LP(RY) when 1 < p < oo, for the Hardy spaces HP(R?), 0 < p < 1 and for the
Sobolev spaces W?(R%), 1 < p < 0o (see [17]), and more generally for the family of
Triebel-Lizorkin spaces F;r(Rd) with 0 <p < oo, s € R, 0 <r < oo (under the usual
smoothness assumptions, and with the standard modification of the basis in the case
of inhomogeneous spaces; see [I3]). Thus, wavelet bases are democratic and hence
greedy in all these spaces.

The Haar system is not greedy in rearrangement invariant spaces defined in [0, 1]
other than L?[0, 1] (see [33]). Moreover, wavelet bases are not democratic in other
classical spaces, such as BMQO, the Besov spaces B]‘i q(Rd) with p # ¢, Orlicz spaces
L*(RY) distinct from LP(R?), and as we shall see below, weighted Orlicz spaces L (w)
distinct from LP(w).

Definition 2.4. Let B be a collection of elements in a quasi-Banach space B. The
right-democracy function associated with B is defined by

h(N;B,B) = sup |[1p|s; (2.20)
Card(l')=N

analogously, the left-democracy function associated with B is defined by

hl<N,]B,B) = Car}jl(’lr‘f;:N HlpHB (221)

Observe that a basis B is democratic in B if and only if, h,.(N;B, B) < Ch;(N;B, B)
for all N > 1 and some C' > 0.

We want to show that, in general, admissible wavelet bases are not democratic in
weighted Orlicz spaces. In order to do so one needs to estimate || 1p|| Lo () in terms of
#I'. This can be done when I' is a collection of pairwise disjoint dyadic cubes {Q); }é}f:h
such that w(Q;) ~ 7, for any 7 > 0.

We state and prove the following results.

Lemma 2.5. Let w € Ay (R?) be a weight. If {Qx}3°_ . is a family of dyadic cubes
such that Qy C Qry1 and | Q1| = 24 Qx| for all k € Z7F, then

klim w(Qk) =00 and . lim w(Qx) = 0. (2.22)

Proof. Because w € A, if k> 0, by (2.3)) we obtain

w0 <2y =ilam)"
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Then, w(Qy) > (C?)~ 129w (Qy) and limy_,o w(Qr) = oco. On the other hand, if
k <0, by (23) we obtain
w(Qr) 2 (1Qk[\? 2 okds
<Ol ==) =Ci2.
w(Qo) ~ w(\Qo\) b

Then7 w(Qk) < Cideéw(Qo) and hmkﬁ,,oo U}(Qk) =0. 0

Lemma 2.6. Let w € A (R?) be a weight. Given T > 0 there erists a pairwise
disjoint sequence of cubes { R;}52, C D such that

Cr<w(R;) <t
where C' > 0 s a constant depending only on w.

Proof. Let Q) = [0,2%)4, k € Z. By lemma there exists k; € Z such that

W(Qk,) < T < wW(Qpy11)- (2.23)

Choose Ry = Qy,. We have w(R;) = w(Qk,) < 7. On the other hand, by (23], we
obtain
w(le) Z Ci)( |Qk?1| )p — Cllvz—dp’
w(Qky+1) | Q1]
so that
w(R) = w(Qr,) > Cp2”Pw(Qpy41) > Cp27 7.
Thus, we can take C' = CL27%,

Suppose we have chosen disjoint cubes Ry, Ry, . .., R;,—1 such that Ot < w(R;) < 7
forall j =1,2,...,m—1. Without loss of generality we can assume that all the R; are
contained in the positive cone of R?, that is, the set of points of R? with non-negative
coordinates.

Choose @y = 2¥[0,1)%, k,, € Z, such that R; C Qo for all j = 1,2,...,m —
1. consider the increasing family of dyadic cubes given by Q = 2¥*¥[0,1)4, k =
0,1,2,....Let Qk, k=1,2,..., beadyadic cube contained in @) such that |Q| = g—jf
and Qr N Q1 = 0. If w(Qx) < 7 for all k =1,2,3,... by ([23) we obtain

w<@k) 1 @_k‘ P o-dp
w(Qx) ZCw(|Qk|) =G

Thus, w(Qy) < (CL)712%7 for all k = 1,2, ... contradicting lemma Thus, there
exists k9, € Z such that w(Qyo ) > 7. Consider a family of descendants of the dyadic

cube @k% . By lemma [2.5] there exists @km, @km € D such that

w(Qy,) < 7 < (@) (2.24)

and |©km| = lQQ’Z”‘. Choose R,, = ékm' Since (2.24]) is the same relation as ([2.23) it
follows that

Cl27%r < w(R,,) < T.

Observe that R,, has been chosen in the positive cone of R? and is disjoint to
Ri,..., R, _1. O
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Proposition 2.7. Let L*(w) be a weighted Orlicz space with Boyd indices 0 < i, <
I, <1, we Ay a weight in R, and let B = {¢g : Q € D} be an admissible wavelet
basts.

i) If T ={Q1,...,Qn} C D is a pairwise disjoint family then

Tl oS Xxel)
Tellzo ~ | 2 (@)

ii) Moreover, for any T > 0, there ezist a family of disjoint cubes T' = {Ry, Rs, ..., Ry}
C D, such that

. 2.25
o) (2.25)

~ _p(NT)
[ 1r|[Le ~ e (2.26)

Proof. i) For a single element of the basis B we have, by (Z14]) that

: IOl ew(@))
bl = [(7) | = g™ = g @
By (2.14) again
el = H(QZGFW 7 xalol ! e ~H(QEFW)Q o =

L% (w)’

=[x e |
5o p(w(@Q))
where in the last equality we have used that the cubes in I' are pairwise disjoint.

i1) The existence of the family I' = {Ry, Ry, ..., Ry} C D is proved in Lemma
where it is shown that w(R;) = 7, j =1,2,..., N. In this situation

’ﬁr”Lﬂw) - HZ (XRZ()))’ch(w HUX L®(w)

(Cj ) )) (2.28)

J=1

n

Remark 2.8. [t follows from part it) of Proposition[2.7 that for admissible wavelet
basis B

X ¢w su QP(NT): +
(N5 L2 (), B) Z sup =5 = WE(N)

and

Nt
(¥ 24 0),B) < in 0T )

Thus, if A (N) and h_ (N) are not comparable for N > 1 it follows that admissible
wavelet bases are non democratic in weighted Orlicz spaces. On the other hand, if
wavelet admissible bases are democratic in L*(w), b (N) < h_(N), and Lemma 5.2
in [14] shows that ¢(t) ~ t* for some o € (0, 1); thus, the only democratic weighted
Orlicz spaces are the spaces LP(w) for some p =1 € (1, 00).
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3. LEFT AND RIGHT DEMOCRACY FUNCTIONS FOR WEIGHTED ORLICZ SPACES

Our main theorem in this section shows that h,(N; L*(w), B) < hf(N) and
h(N; L*,B) 2 h;(N) (see theorem Bl below) giving us together with remark 2.8 a
complete description (up to multiplicative constants) of the left and right democracy
functions of wavelet basis on weighted Orlicz spaces.

Theorem 3.1. Let L*(w), be a weighted Orlicz space with Boyd indices satisfying
0<i, <I,<1,wée Ap aweightinR? and let B = {¢g : Q € D} be an admissible
wavelet basis. Then for allT" C D

hy (#1) S [ Trllze) S b (#1). (3.1)
This, together with Remark[2.8 gives
he(N; B, L® (w)) = b5 (N) and  h(N; B, L® (w)) = hi; (N),
which is Theorem [Tl

The rest of this section is devoted to prove Theorem B.Il We first present a very
simple argument for the case of pairwise disjoint cubes.

3.1. Proof of Theorem [B.1t The case of disjoint cubes. We assume first that
[ = {Q1,...,Qn} consists of pairwise dijoint cubes. Let A = AZ(N), so that
e(Nw(Q)) < Ap(w(Q)), ¥V Q € I'. Therefore, since the elements of I' are disjoint, and
® is increasing

N xQ;(@)

[ wtont = 3 0( gy et

=1

Z ( N:(Q] (@) = ;q)(q) 1(@))““» N
Then by ([ﬂS]) and (24) we have

1Tl = | Z %\ s

The lower estimate is obtained in a similar way.

<.

3.2. Proof of Theorem [3.1: The general case. In the case of disjoint cubes
just considered we have two important features. First, Proposition 2.7 allows us to
“linearize” the square function in (2I4). Second, for the estimates obtained in the
previous argument it is crucial that the sets involved are disjoint. For general families
of cubes we are going to follow the same scheme. First we “linearize” the square
function and we dominate this by an expression involving only disjoint subsets from
the elements of T'.

Linearization of the square function. Given a finite set I' C D, we denote

_ Xo(®) \2
5i(@) = (X o) (32)

Qer
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so that by (2.14)) and (2.27)), we have |]Tp]\L¢(w) >~ || St ()l w)- For every z € Uqer @,

we define @), as the smallest (hence unique) cube in I' containing x. It is clear that

s X () .
0= iy el >

since the left hand side contains at least the cube @, (and possible more). We now
show that the reverse inequality holds. Indeed, if we enlarge the sum to include all
dyadic cubes containing (), we have

22 = Xq() 1 - 1
510" = 2 S(@F = 2 @ = 2 @by

QeD

where Q7 denotes the unique cube of measure 27¢|Q,| containing Q,. Now since Q, =
QY C QL CcQ?C... wecan use (Z3) to obtain

U}(Qx) < 02 (‘Q$|)5 — 022—jd5'

w(Qz) Q2|
Hence,

w(@}) = (C3) " w(Q4)2',

and ' ‘

p(w(Q3)) = ((CF) " w(Q4)2'™).
Since i, > 0, by (2I0) we can choose 0 < € < i, and find a C. > 0 such that
p((CF) 1 2P0(Qy,)) = C((CF)127%) ) (w(Qu).-

Thus,
(ng)(iwfe)cg o . . XQ;C('I)
g 9 L) 7he 92 Jdé(ip—e€) < — =
") S @ & - Pl
This and (B.3)) show that

o) X ()
Se(0) = (@) (34)

Observe from (B4) that Sp(x) ~ Sr_. (z), where 'y, () denotes the family of minimal

cubes in I, that is,

min

Min = {Qx:xe U Q}

Qer

3.3. Shaded and Lighted Cubes. Shaded and lighted cubes were introduced in
[14]. We recall the definitions. Given a fixed I' C D, for any @) € T we define the
Shade of () as the union of all cubes from I' strictly contained in @)

Shade(Q) = U{R 'ReT,RC Q}.

We define the Light of Q) as Light(Q)) = Q\Shade(Q). It is clear that @ € [y, if
and only if, Light(Q) # (), and moreover

Ue= | Light(Q).

QEF Qermin



12 MARIA DE NATIVIDADE

Therefore, by ([3.4]) we can write

o) XLight(Q) (%)
= 2 @) (39

where in the last sum there is at most one non-zero term for each . We shall classify
the cubes as shaded if the shade is a big portion of the cube or lighted if this does
not happen. Precisely, a cube Q € T is called shaded if |Shade(Q)| > 2d 1Q|, and
we write I'y for the collection of cubes from I' that are shaded. A cube Q from T" is
called lighted if it is not shaded, that is, if |Light(Q)| > 57|Q|. We write I';, for the
collection of all cubes from I' that are lighted.

Remark 3.2. Observe that I'y, C Ty and by Lemma 4.8 in [14] we have
2d —1

(#I) < (#r) < (#lmin) < (#), VI CD
Now we shall conclude the proof of theorem [3.11
Proof. ( of Theorem [3.1]) By (214)) and (3.5]) we know that
[Tl = || 3 Xetard)
i pw(Q))

Thus it is enough to estimate the quantity in the right side of (3.6). We let A =

h (#min) so that o(w(Q)# 'min)) < Ap(w(Q)) for all Q € T'yy. Since {Light(Q) :
Q € T'min} is a pairwise disjoint collection and ® is increasing, we have

/Rd . <ZQermm:4foﬁ<(5§§z))w(x)dx: 3 @(m)w(ught(@)

Qermin

2 ‘I’(ww(@)l#rmm))w(@ -z (D(@_l(m))w(@ -t

Qermin

(3.6)

L®(w)

€1l min

Hence by, ([8.6]), Remark and since hjg is non decreasing, we have
el powy S A (#min) S b (#1).
For the left inequality, by (B.6]) and using that I';, C T'yn, we can write

=~ X Ligh T
el 2 || 3 Xem@(@)
s, el

L2 (w)

Q)

Now let A\ < hz(27%C}(#IL)) so that dp(w(Q)) < @(w(Q)2-*C(#I'L)) for all
Q € T'z. Using [23), and since |Light(Q)| > 27¢Q| for Q € 'y, we deduce, with
p = p®, that

X Light( Q)( )

/Rd (ZQEFL )\so(W(Q)) )w(x)dx = Z ‘I)(m)w(lzight(@))

Qel'y

> 3 *(aemamry) & @

Qel'y
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=y (I)<q)1(2—dPCz},wEQ)(#FL)>>2dpw(Q)Ci) =1.

Qery
Then by ([2.4), and Remark B.2] we obtain

el zoqy = b, (27PCL#T1)) > hy, (Ch (27 = 12797 (#1)).
Now using (2.I0) it can be shown that
- d —d _
hg (G, (20 = 1271 P (#I)) > Chy (#1).

t

If () = t?, from Theorem B.Iland Example 2.1l we deduce that admissible wavelet
bases are democratic in weighted Lebesgue spaces LP(w).

Corollary 3.3. Let ®(t) =7, 1 < p < oo, w € A, a weight in R, and B = {¢q :
Q € D} an admissible wavelet basis. Then

he(N; B, LP(w)) ~ hy(N; B, LP(w)) ~ N'» (3.7)

4. INCLUSIONS FOR N-TERM APPROXIMATION SPACES OF L% (w).

In this section we investigate Jackson and Bernstein type inequalities and the corre-
sponding inclusions for the N-term approximation spaces A%(B, L*(w)), a >0, 0 <
q < 00, w € Aye(R?), where the error of approximation is measured in L® (w)(see [2).
These inclusions are given in terms of the discrete Lorentz spaces Al (see definition
and properties of this spaces in subsection 1], bellow).

4.1. Sequence spaces in D. We recall the definition of some classical sequence
spaces over the index set D of all dyadic cubes on R?. All of them are subspaces of ¢,
and therefore for each sequence {sg}gep we can find an enumeration of the index set
D = {Qk}2, so that [sg,| > |sg,| > ... and in addition limy_ . sg, = 0. We shall
always assume that {sg, }x>1 corresponds to such ordering, which coincides with the
non-increasing rearrangement s* of the sequence s.

Let n = {n(k)}x>1 be a fixed positive increasing sequence so that limy_,., n(k) = oo
and 7 is doubling (i.e. n(2k) < Cn(k),k > 1). Then, for each 0 < ¢ < co we define a
weighted discrete Lorentz space by

M= {s € lslhg = [ nblsa ] < o).

k>1

Note that for ¢ = oo one writes [[s||a= = sup,n(k)[sq,|- These are quasi-Banach

rearrangement invariant spaces, which are Banach when ¢ > 1 and {@}k is non-
increasing ([3], p. 28). When ¢ = 1 or ¢ = oo we shall write, respectively, A, and
M, (the latter called Marcinkiewicz space). The particular case n(k) = kT gives the
classical (discrete) Lorentz space A = (™9(D). The spaces Aj for general 7, and in
particular, their interpolation properties, have been studied, e.g., in [3, 24, 27]. In our
applications we use the sequences {kahi(lﬂ)}kzl, for @ > 0, which always satisfy the
required assumptions.
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Given a fixed sequence space s as above, we define a new sequence space s(L%(w))
isomorphic to s, by

s(L*(w) = {f = Y _(f-vo)vq € L*(w) : {|{f ve)vallrsw o € 5},

QeD

with || flsze @) = HH(f, ka>kaHL¢(w)H5. Such definitions appear naturally in rela-

tion with approximation when the basis is not normalized (see, e.g., [13]).

4.2. Jackson type inequalities. In order to obtain the left embedding of the in-
clusions of approximation spaces given in Theorem [[L2], we start by proving some
inequalities of Jackson Type.

Proposition 4.1. Let ® be a Young function so that 0 < i, < I, <1, w € Ay a

weight in RY, and let o > 0. Let B be an admissible wavelet basis. Then, there exists
C >0 such that for every f € Mo+ (B, L*®(w)) we have

1/ = Gnaa(Dlew) < ONT[f v Brew), VN =1 (4.1)

ke h (k)

Proof. By the triangle inequality and (IL3]) we have

17 = GvaDlasen = | XArvadva,, <3| X (fvedva
j=0

E>N 2 N<k<2It1N L
[e’e) wQ
< SIS Qundtay v | |
jz; e 2]'N§k2<2j+1N 1 llze ) 122 )
S I i) brnll o i (22N) (4.2)

Il
o

J

+
where in the last inequality we have used Theorem [B.Il Now using that h“”T(k) is non-

increasing (this follows from the fact that @ is is non-increasing for all ¢ > 0, see [2])
and the definition of the Marcinkiewicz space we have

0o o OO h;(2]N>
2; 1F. 00y Yoy lowbE@N) =3 3 I oy Yoy livw

J=021-1N<k<2/IN

h (k) 1
<23 (F o ol v Bt < Ol ity 3 K
k>4 ’ k>4
< CN~ ||f||Mkah$(k)(B,L‘1’(w))- (4.3)

t

The previous result can be translated as the following inclusion for approximation
spaces

Mkah;F(k)(B’ L®(w)) < A% (B, L (w)). (4.4)
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4.3. Bernstein type inequalities. Bernstein type estimates are useful to obtain the
right hand inclusions for approximation spaces of Theorem

Proposition 4.2. Let ® be a Young function such that 0 <i, < I, <1, w € Aye a
weight in R, and let o« > 0. Let B be an admissible basis. Then, there exists C > 0
so that, for all N > 1, and all f € Xy

1/l B.rew) < ONY| fll 2 (w)- (4.5)

kCho (k)

Proof. Let f = Z;y:1<f, Vq,Vq, € X, written in such a way that ||(f, ¥, vq, |l re@w) >
1(f, %) VqullLo@w) > - -+ - For 1 <k < N, using Theorem B.1]

1{f, Yo qu Loy, (k) < CIF Yo Vol Lo w) HZ H?lfczwﬁ;@ ) (w)

< ClEN (Nl w)- (4.6)

By (4.6) we have

?vli—‘

1flla . BLew) Zka S Yoo Vel ne )

N a
KR (k) < CHGN |’L<b(w kz ?
S C/Na||f||L4>(w)

]

As before, the above result can be stated as an inclusion for approximation spaces.
Below, the number p, € (0,1] is chosen so that the quasi-normed space Akah;(k)
satisfies the p,-triangle inequality, that is,

Pa < Po Pa
for-tsall,, <l +lsal, (4.7

kehe (k)

Corollary 4.3. Let o > 0. Then, with the same hypothesis as in Proposition[{.3, we
have

AS (B, L (W) = Ao gy (B, L (w)) (4.8)
Proof. The argument for (L)) is standard (see, e.g., [7]). It suffices to prove that
||f||Akah,(k)(B,L4>(w)) < COfllas, rewy. YfE€XN, N>1

with a constant C' > 0 independent of N and one obtains the desired inclusion by
letting N — oo. We also assume that N = 2. Now, write f = E;.Izo[f(j) — fU=,
where by convection f/) = f f(=1) =0 and fU) € ¥y is so that ||f — f(j)]\L§(w) <
202 (f)re2@w), 0 < j < J. Then applying, (A1) and Proposition [4.2] to fU) — fU-D ¢
Yoi+1 wWe obtain

1
FU=DYe g
108 = s oy < [Z 17 1 250

1

< C[Z%zjap”fu _ fGD ||L(b(w }
=
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Now, by assumption, for 1 < j < J
I1fO) — f(j_l)llm(w) <||f9 — fllee) + 11 f — f(j_l)Hp(w) <oy (f) Lo w)-
On the other hand, for j = 0 we have
1FO = o @) = 1FOle@) < IO =Fllew +I1FlLew < 200() Lo+ e @)

Hence,

=

kohe, (k)

J-1
17l o < Cl1 Lo+ 3200 (i)’ ] = 1 Lag o500
7=0

t

Finally, using real interpolation we can obtain inclusions for the whole family of ap-
proximation spaces A$ (B, L?(w)), 0 < g < oo. For this we consider the interpolation
properties of the sequence spaces Af, namely,

(Azaon(k)a Azaln(k))a,q = AZan(k)a a = (1 —0)ag +0a, (4.9)
for all 0 < ¢,r < o0, 0 <6 <1 (see, e.g., [27] Proposition 6.2, [24], Theorem 3).

Theorem 4.4. Let ® be a Young function such that 0 < i, < I, <1, w € Ay a
weight in R, a > 0, and 0 < ¢ < 0o. Let B be an admissible wavelet basis. Then

A s (B LT (W) = AS(B, LP (w)) = AL, (B, L (w)). (4.10)

kohd (k kohg (k)

Proof. Let ag < a < g, so that o = (g + a1)/2. Then, for every 0 < ¢,r < oo we
have (see, e.g., [7])

AJ(B, L (w)) = (A2 (B, L* (w)), A2 (B, L* (w)))

=

a
Letting r = min(pag, pa,) and using (4.8
AG(B, L (w)) = (A2(B, L (w)), A7 (B, L (w))) 1,

- (Akaoh;(k)<BaL (W), Aoy 2 (k) (B L (w)))

= AL By L0 (),

where the last equality follows from (4.9). Similarly, by (4.4)
AG(B, L* (w)) = (A(B, L* (w)), AL (B, L (w)))

399
A (Mk%h;?(k) (B, L®(w)), Mka1h$(k) (B, L*(w)))
= Moy (B, L (w)).

kohd (k)

l\‘)l»—‘

»q

N

g

We now prove that the inclusions (4.I0) are optimal. To state the Theorem we
write D for the class of sequences n = {n(k)}32, that are increasing, and doubling.

Theorem 4.5. Same hypothesis as in Theorem[{.4 For fized « >0 and q, 0 < g <
00, the inclusions given in ({.10) are best possible in the scale of weighted Lorentz
spaces Mo, (B, L (w)) where n € D
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Proof. Suppose Af., (B, L®(w)) = A (B, L*(w)). We want to prove that i (N) <
n(N) for all N =1,2,.... By definition of 27 (N) we can choose 7 = 7(N) > 0 such
that

¢(NT)
o(t)

< hf(N) <2 (4.11)

By Lemma 2.6l we can choose a sequence of pairwise disjoint cubes I' = { R, }?fl such

that w(R;) ~ 7. Let Ip = 3.7%) ”w;”%(w) By Theorem 2.2] || f|lzeq, is equivalent

to the lattice norm ||Sy(f)|/#(w); thus there exists I C I' with I = N such that
on(Ip) = ||TF/||L¢(w) (see (2.6) in [13]). Thus, by ([2.28) and (£11])

~ ~ ©(NT)
O'N(lF)Lé(w) ~ ”11”HL‘1’(w) ~ Qp(T) ~ h,;(N)

Hence,

N 1
T T 1\ T el a
ITol]ag 8,09 ) z( 3 kaq(yk(lr)q%) > on(Tr)N® ~ N®RE(N).  (4.12)
k=N/2

On the other hand

2N

T @ 1 % « e
ITellag, vy = ( Do(n)'=) " S nENINT (NN (413)

by the doubling property of 1. The inequalities (£12]) and (£I3) together with our
assumption imply the desired result.

Suppose now that A2(B, L*(w)) < Af

kan(k)(B, L®(w)). We want to prove that

n(k) < hg(N)forall N =1,2,....Let I' C Dwith [T = N. Write 1p = > ”w@ﬁ)%(w).
Since 0 (1r) < ||1p[/ze@ for all k =1,2,..., N, our hypothesis imply
Mellag., . @Lrw) S IMrllage.coaw) S Nellzew): (4.14)
On the other hand
N N
Tl oo = (S EEE)T 2 NN/ 2 N0(N) (415
k=%

since 7 is doubling. By (£I4) and (£I0) we have n(N) < |]Tp]\L¢(w) for all I' C D,
with |I'| = N. Taking the infimum over all I' € D, with |I'| = N, we obtain n(N) <
h(N; B, L*(w)) =~ h(N) by Theorem B O
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5. APPROXIMATION SPACES FOR LP(w)

Corollary is now an easy consequence of Theorem [£4] and Corollary B3l The
rest of this section is devoted to prove Theorem [[.4] ( see Theorem [.4] bellow).

The approximation spaces AY(B, LP(w)) can also be identified with weighted Besov
spaces. Our definition of weighted Besov spaces is borrowed from [29, [30], and it is
modeled on the corresponding definition of Besov spaces without weights developed
in [26] (see also [9] and [10]).

We say that a function ¢ € .#(R?) belongs to the class of admissible kernels

if Suppp € {£ € R" : 3 < [¢] < 2} and |@(§)] > ¢ > 0,if 2 < €] < 2. Set

or(1) = 2kp(2Fz) for k € Z.

Let « € R, 1 < p < oo, 0<q < oo, ¢ admissible kernel, and w an A, weight
on R? The homogeneous weighted Besov space By (w) is the set of all tempered
distributions f € .’/ (modulo polynomials) such that

1/q
1 lgg, 0 = | D@ lr Flls)?] " < oo (5.1)

keZ
This definition depends initially of the choice of admissible . It can be proved (see
Theorem 1.8 in [29] or [30]) that this is independent of the choice of admissible ¢.
Also, the spaces By (w) are (quasi)-Banach spaces (see section 4.4 of [30]).

Let U = {o! : | = 1,2,...,2%°} be an orthonormal wavelet family in L?(R%)
constructed from the 1-dimensional Lemarié-Meyer wavelets (see [16] 23] 25]). Write
le = (f, 1/1@, QeD, 1=1,2,...,2% " for the wavelet coefficients.

Proposition 5.1. (see Theorem 10.2 in [29] or Theorem 6.2 in [30]).
Leta € R, 0 < q<o0, 1 <p<ooandletw be an A, weight in RY. Let ¥ be a
family of Lemarié-Meyer wavelets as defined above. Then

241 q
;

g0~ 20 [ 22 ( 20 Q1T 3splw(@)))

=1 jezZ |Q|=2-7d

F. (5.2)

Remark 5.2. [t is also proved in Theorem 10.2 of [29] and Theorem 6.2 of [30] that
the condition w doubling, that is, there exists C' > 0 such that

/ w(z)dr < C/ w(r)dr, Vze R and ¥§ > 0,
Bos(2) Bs(z)
is sufficient to guarantee the equivalence (522).

Remark 5.3. Equivalence [5.3) also holds for the family x¥ = {y' : 1 =1,...,2¢71}
constructed from the 1-dimensional Daubechies compactly supported wavelets (see [5]),
provided N is sufficiently large (see [29]).

Theorem 5.4. Let v >0, 1 <p < oo. We have

AV, LP(w)) = 17(, LP(w)) = BZ,T(w%), whenever = % +
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for all w € A-(R?) and all orthonormal wavelet families U for which (5.2) holds for
B (w).
For the proof we shall need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.5. Let w € A, be a weight in R4, r > 1,0 <6 < 1, and u(z) = w(z)°.
Then u € A,, and wg ~ (ug)s, where

1
wQ:—/wxd:c
@l Jo

Proof. When r > 1, since w € A, and 0 < § < 1, using Jensen’s inequality we have

|@|/ o)) |Q|/ )"
= (g J wioras) |@|/ o)
< [(gy J worae) (i [, v ”d‘”rlrgcﬁ'

Thus, v € A,. Now we shall to prove the equivalence wg ~ (uQ)%. On the one hand,
using Jensen’s inequality with § < 1, we have

()t = ( |@|/ o)’ |@|/ = e

On the other hand, since h(t) = t~""Y9 ¢ > 0, is a convex function, using again
Jensen’s inequality we have

(ﬁ/@wl_r/(x)dx> e |Q|/ 5d$ —uQ.

From the condition w € A, it follows that

wo = (ra/Qw(:c)d:c) < Cw<ﬁ/cgw1”/(:c)d:c>_(r_l) < C(uQ)%.

For r = 1, on the one hand, since w € A;, for almost all z € @), using again Jensen’s
inequality we have

(g1 | w@az) = (1 | wwnte) < (i [ wiae)” < Cutey’ = Cute).

Thus u € A;. On the other hand we can use again Jensen’s inequality and obtain,
1 oy . .
(ug)s < wg. Moreover, the condition w € A; implies that

(i / = Clug)
]

Proof. (of Theorem [5.4]). The first equality in (5.3]) follows from Corollary [[.3] (with
7 =qand a = ). For the second equality, observe that for a single element of the
basis ¥, we have

[YQllLrw) = H(X%T))i L (w)

0'1|)—‘

Ow\»—'
=

wg = |Q| / x)dr < Cessginf w = C(essq inf u)

1

= 10 el = Q14 ( [ wiayae)’
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1 1
— QI u(Q)F. (5.4)
Let u(z) = w(x )I By Lemma with r = 7 and 6 = 7 < 1 we deduce that

u€e A C Ay and wQ (u Q) Thus, since w(Q) = |Q|wg we obtain

1
=

1 lercw i = |15 @) baullv |, ~ (DD 0QIT3 31 wadl(wa)?)")
QeD

r)"

r)

1

= (SC (@I 3 v @))) = 1l

~ (Y0101 1(f,v0) (ug)*

QeD

= (X 0QI 1, vl (uq)*

As a corollary we prove a non-trivial interpolation result.

Corollary 5.6. Let v >0, 1 < p < o0, L = s —, and w € A.(RY). Let U be an

T

orthonormal wavelet family for which (2.2) holds for the Besov spaces involved in this
Corollary. For 0 < 6 <1 we have

(LP(w), BY - (w™/"))gzy = B (w™/7)

T6,To

1 _ oy
whereTe—d+

=

Proof. 1t ®(t) = t*, use Proposition 1], the continuous embedding {™ < [ and
Theorem [5.4] to obtain, for all N =1,2...

11 i1
N (F)irw) < CN™E70) | fllimeeworowy < ONTF 0 Fllim (w10 w))
<CN~ ("_)”fHBﬁ(m/p (5.5)

whenever 1 == —|— 2
From Theorem IBE and Proposition [4.2] we obtain, for all g € Xy, N =1,2,3,...

9l 52, wr /ey < Cllgllir @ L) < CON="7\gl| o). (5.6)

whenever 1 = J + . From (5.5)), (5.6]), and the general theory developed by R. DeVore
and V. A. Popov (see Theorem 3.1 in [7]) we deduce

A (0, L (w)) = (L2(w), BY, (w/"))s., (5.7)

whenever 0 < ¢ < oo and 0 < # < 1. We use again Theorem [5.4] to obtain

AL (0, 1 (w)) = B (w7

T6,T6

when % = %’ + %. The result follows from (5.7)) with ¢ = 7. O
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