arXiv:2406.03444v2 [math.FA] 25 Aug 2024

Sampling discretization in Orlicz spaces

Egor Kosov and Sergey Tikhonov

ABSTRACT. We obtain new sampling discretization results in Orlicz norms on finite dimensional
spaces. As applications, we study sampling recovery problems, where the error of the recovery
process is calculated with respect to different Orlicz norms. In particular, we are interested in
the recovery by linear methods in the norms close to L2.

1. Introduction

Let © C R? be a compact set and x be a probability Borel measure on €. Let

151 = 1y = ([ 117 ).

For a continuous function f € C'(£2), let || f]loo := max |f(x)].
re

In this paper, we study the discretization problem for an integral norm on /N-dimensional
subspaces Xy C C(Q), which can be formulated as follows: How can we substitute the initial
measure p with a discrete measure v supported on some subset x := {x1,..., Ty} C Q in such
a way that the initial integral norm and the corresponding discrete norm are close to each other
for elements from Xy ?

The classical Marcinkiewicz discretization in LP-norms is a particular case of this problem.
We say that, for a subspace Xy, a Marcinkiewicz-type discretization theorem holds with pa-
rameters m € N, p € [1,400), and Cy > C; > 0 if there is a set x := {z1,...,2,} C Q such
that

1 m
Cillflly < =D 1f(@)I” < CalfIy Vf € X
j=1

This problem goes back to the classical results of Marcinkiewicz and Zygmund for trigonometric
polynomials [38], but its comprehensive study in the abstract framework has been started only
very recently (see, e.g., [4], [6], [7], [18], the surveys [5] and [16], and the references therein).
The Marcinkiewicz discretization problem in an abstract framework appeared to be related to
the problem of tight embeddings of finite dimensional subspaces of L?[0, 1] into discrete £;" (see,

e.g., [2], [29], [30], [31], [32], the survey [15], and the references therein).

Marcinkiewicz-type discretization for Orlicz norms. The main goal of this paper is
to study Marcinkiewicz-type sampling discretization for integral Orlicz norms generated by a
general ®-function (see Definition below). As it is well known, Orlicz spaces play a crucial
role in various fields of analysis and PDEs. There is a vast literature on the general theory of
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Orlicz spaces; we refer the reader to the classical monographs [19], [28] and the recent book
[13].

Our primary interest in the context of sampling discretization for Orlicz norms is related to
the following observation. It is known that, for p € [1,2], O(N) points (up to some logarithmic
factor in N for p € [1,2)) are sufficient for an effective discretization of LP norm on an N-
dimensional subspace Xy, satisfying the Nikolskii-type inequality assumption

(1.1) [fllc < VBN||flla Vf € Xn.
However, if p > 2 and Xy satisfies (ILT)), one already needs at least O(N?/2) points (see D.20
in [16]).

Our first aim is to examine the transition from the case p = 2 to the case p > 2 in terms
of the parameter m, being the number of points sufficient for discretization. One of our main
results is that, for any N-dimensional subspace Xy satisfying the assumption (1), O(®(v/N))
(up to logarithmic in N factor) points are sufficient for an effective discretization of the Orlicz
norm, generated by a ®-function ® such that ®(¢)t~2 is increasing. In more detail, our first
main result can be formulated as follows (see Theorems B.1] and below).

THEOREM 1.1. Let p € [1,00), € € (0,1). Let ® be a ®-function such that the function
t— ®(t)t7P is increasing and assume that there is q € [p,00) such that the function t — ®(t)t™4
is decreasing. There is a constant Cp . > 0 depending only on ® and € such that for every
N-dimensional subspace Xy, satisfying condition (L)), there exist

m < Co®((BN) #5527 ) (log 2BN)?
and a subset x := {x1,...,xy,} C Q of cardinality m such that

A=a)lfle <lfllox < X +e)lflle Ve Xn.

Here ||-||o is an integral Orlicz norm generated by the function ® and || ||o x is its corresponding
discrete counterpart for a discrete uniform measure on the set x.

Our approach is probabilistic in nature and relies on Theorem 1.2 from [12], which is a
straightforward corollary of the Talagrand’s generic chaining method. We will also use basic
Dudley’s entropy bound (see estimate (28] below) to estimate gamma functionals appearing
from the application of the mentioned result from [12].

One-sided discretization results. The second part of the paper studies discretization for
Orlicz norms on arbitrary subspaces Xy, not necessarily satisfying assumption (II). For an
arbitrary X, under some technical assumptions on the function ®, which generates the Orlicz
norm, we derive one-sided discretization results that bound the integral Orlicz norm by a suitable
discrete norm. We consider two distinct cases: one where this discrete norm is generated by
an Orlicz functional close to the original one, and another where this norm is simply a discrete
L? norm. In the latter case, we generalize the results from [20] as follows (see Corollary [5.10I
below).

THEOREM 1.2. Let ® be ®-functions such that ®(t)t™P is increasing for some p > 2. There
are positive numbers c¢; and co = co(®,p) such that for every N-dimensional subspace Xy C
C(Q), there is a set x :== {x1,...,xm} C Q of cardinality m < ¢y N for which

1o < eo( 2 (L5 1pa2) " vy e x
j=1
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This result and its more general version given in Theorem allow for the study of one-
sided discretization in spaces close to L? and L>. As model cases, we consider @, , 5(t) =
» (In(e +t))*

(n(e + - 1))7° p=1, o, >0and ®4(t) := e!” — 1. Then our results state that there exists

aset X := {z1,...,zn} C Q of cardinality
m< N
such that
118,00 < a7 (0gdN)s (=D If(x))P) T VFeXn,  p22
j=1
Similarly,

N1/2 1 & 1/2
Il < ooy (g 2o H@IF) - ¥feXn a>2

See Examples 5.11] and

Sampling recovery by linear and non-linear methods. It has been recently discovered
that general one-sided discretization results as Theorem above are linked with the problem
of optimal sampling recovery (see [8], [20], [25], [34]). The problem of reconstruction of an
unknown function f defined on a domain Q C R¢ from its samples at a finite set of points
x = {x1,...,zy} is an important problem of modern approximation theory. We refer the
interested reader to the following textbooks for the exposition of known results in the field:
[27], [35], [36].

Let us recall the sampling recovery setting. Let F C C(€2) and let us fix a norm | - ||. The
sampling numbers of a function class F are given by

om(F,[[-]):= inf inf sup|f—Tx(f(21),..., f(zm))l,
#Xngfzn Tyx— linear feF

that is, the sampling numbers correspond to the uniformly optimal recovery of a function from
F by its sample in m fixed points by linear methods of reconstruction. Similarly, we define the
modified sampling numbers
om(F, || -]} := inf L S sup 1f = Tx(f(z1), - flam))]]-
#x<m

In other words, considering o}, (F, | - ||), we also allow non-linear methods of reconstruction.
The behavior of sampling numbers {o,,(F, || - ||) }o°_; and {0}, (F, | - [|)}>°_; are well studied in
the L?-case, that is, when || - || = || - lz2¢) (see [11], [14], [21], [22], [23], [26], [34], [37]).
In particular, it was shown that sampling numbers admit sharp upper bounds in terms of the
Kolmogorov widths. More than that, there are two positive constants B and b such that for any
compact subset F of C'(€2) one always has

(1.2) poN (F5 |- llz2(u)) < Bdn (F, || - [loo),
where {dn(F, | - |loc)}3—; are the Kolmogorov widths with respect to the uniform norm (see
[34]).

The problem of recovery in LP-norm, p > 2, is far less studied. Some general bounds for
the sampling numbers in the LP-case, in terms of the classical Kolmogorov widths, have been
obtained in the recent paper [20]. Apart from this result, we can only mention known results
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for modified sampling numbers (see, e.g., R.3 in [16]) and bounds involving some counterparts
of the classical Kolmogorov widths (see Section 4 in [§]).

Our goal here is to investigate the problem of sampling recovery in intermediate cases,
specifically, for the spaces that lie between L? and LP, p > 2. In more detail, applying new
discretization results we derive new bounds for the sampling numbers in Orlicz norms. These
estimates generalize those from [20] and recover (I2]). Namely, we obtain the following result
(see Theorem [6.4] below).

THEOREM 1.3. Let ® be a ®-function such that ®(t)t™P is increasing for some p > 2. There
exist a positive numerical constant ¢ > 1 and a number C(®,p) > 1, depending only on ® and
p, such that, for any probability Borel measure n on 0 and for any function class F C C(Q),

one has VN
D(VN)\1/p
0cN(F ||+ o) < C(Q),p)(%)

As above, we consider two model examples of Orlicz functions ®,, , 5(-) and ®4(-). For them,
our general results imply the estimates

11 o
0N (E. |l opas ) < ONF 7 (l0g AN)Pdy (R, | - ). p>2,

AN (F, || - Jloo)-

N1/2
(log(N + 1))V/a dn(F, || - [loo), q>2,

where F C C(2) is an arbitrary function class. See Examples [6.3] and [6.5] below.

ocn (F, || - ”L‘?q(u)) <0

Structure of the paper and notation. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we
discuss the definitions and properties of ®-functions and Orlicz spaces. Moreover, we emphasize
the importance of the Nikolskii condition and chaining technique in addressing the discretization
problem. Section [3lis devoted to the proof of Theorem [Tl Section M studies possible relaxations
of the conditions on the ®-function in Theorem [[TJunder which suitable discretization results are
still valid. Section[Hlis devoted to the study of unconditional (in terms of subspace) discretization
theorems. In their turn, these results are used in Section [ to provide new bounds for the
sampling numbers.

Throughout the paper symbols C, Cy, Cy, ... and ¢, ¢g, ¢, . . . denote universal numerical con-
stant, the value of which may vary from line to line. Similarly, symbols C(«), Cy(a), Ci(a), ...
and c(a),co(a),c1(a),... denote constants that may depend only on the set of parameters «
and the value of which may also vary from line to line. By log x we always denote the logarithm
to the base 2, i.e., log z := logy x. Finally, we will intensively use the notation X}?} to denote the
unit (open) ball in the subspace X with respect to the norm || - ||¢, defined as

Xy ={feXn:|flle <1}

and, in the case of the unit ball with respect to the LP-norm,
X2 = {f € Xn: £l < 1.

2. Preliminaries: Orlicz space and chaining bounds

2.1. P-functions. We are partially following the notation from [13]. The following defini-
tion was introduced by Bernstein in [1]; see also [13], Def. 2.1.1].

DEFINITION 2.1. Let t, € R. A function ¢: (tx,00) — R is called almost increasing (re-
spectively, decreasing) on (ty,00) with the constant a > 1 if p(s) < ap(t) (p(t) < ap(s)) for all
te < s<t. Ifa=1, then ¢ is called increasing (decreasing) on (t.,o0).
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REMARK 2.2. We note that ¢: (t«,00) — R is almost increasing (respectively, decreasing) if
and only if there is an increasing (decreasing) function ¢ and a constant a > 1 such that

(2.1) o(t) < p(t) < ap(t) Vt e (ty,0).
It is enough to take B(t) := a~! sup (s) if ¢ is almost increasing and @(t) := . inf p(t) for
te<s<t « <8<t

almost decreasing . Moreover, for ¢, < s < t, condition (2] implies p(s) < ap(t) if ¢ is
increasing and ¢(t) < ap(s) if @ is decreasing.

DEFINITION 2.3. Let ®: (0,4+00) = R and p,q > 1. We write

(i) @ € (Inc),(o0) (respectively, ® € (Inc),) ift = ®(t)t™P is increasing on (t,00) for some
tx 20 (on ( o))
(17) @ (aInc)p(oo) (respectively, @ € (alnc),,) if t — ®(t)t7P is almost increasing with some

constant aq>(p) n (ty,00) for some t, >0 (on (0,00));
(7i1) ® (Dec) (00) (respectively, ® € (Dec),) if t — ®(t)t™7 is decreasing on (t.,00) for
some t, > 0 (on (0,00));
(iv) @ € (aDec)q(oo) (respectively, ® € (aDec),) if t — @(t)t™7 is almost decreasing with
some constant by (q) on (ti, 00) for some t, >0 (on (0,00)).

Set
(Dec) := U (Dec),, (aDec) := U (aDec) .,
g=1 g1
(Dec)(o0) := U (Dec), (c0), (aDec)(o00) := U (aDec) ,(00).
q=1 q=1

The defined function classes are closely related to the concept of regular variation, see the
monograph [3] for more detail.

REMARK 2.4. For a differentiable function ®: (0,4o00) — (0,400), the condition ® € (Inc)

P
(or (Dec),, (Inc),(o0), (Dec),(o0)) can be simply verified by studying the function ¢(t) := tg(g) .

Indeed, since (®(¢)t7?) = ®(¢)t P~ (p(t) — p) for p > 0, the condition tiiltf ©(t) > p yields that

t — ®(t)t™P is increasing on (t,,00). Similarly, if sup ¢(¢) < ¢ then t — ®(¢)t~? is decreasing
t>1x
on (t,00).

DEFINITION 2.5 (see [13]). Let ®: [0,4+00) — [0,+00) be an increasing function such that
®(0) =0, thI-Ii-IO(I)(t) =0, and . 1121 O(t) = 4o00. Such @ is called a ®-prefunction.
— —+00

A ®-prefunction ® is called

(i) ®-function if ® € (alnc), (written as ® € ®,,);
(i) convex ®-function if it is a convex function (written as ® € ®.).

We point out that, for & € (aInc)p and A > 1, we have
(2.2) D (ag(p)"V/PATVP) < ATLR(1),  t€[0,+00).
In particular,
(2.3) ®(ap(1)"'ATH) < ATTR(t),  t€[0,+00)
for e &, and A > 1
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For a ®-function ® € (alnc) , set

p7

(hp(p) 1/p
2.4 = (1 )
We say that two functions ®, ¥: [0,00) — [0,00) are equivalent (and write ® ~ W) if there
is a number L > 1 such that

O(t/L) < U(t) < B(Lt) Vit > 0.

It worth noting that the classes (alnc),, and (aDec), are invariant under the equivalence of ®-
functions (see [13, L. 2.1.9]). Another important observation regarding a weak ®-function is
that it can always be upgraded to a convex ®-function (see [13] L. 2.2.1}).

LEMMA 2.6. Letp € [1,00). If ® € ®,, and ® € (alnc),, then there exists ¥ € ®. equivalent
to ® such that W'/P is convex. In particular, ¥ € (Inc)p.

2.2. Orlicz space. Let i be a probability measure on some set ). For ® € ®,, we set

pa(f) = /Q (1 (x)]) p(d).

Define
L®(p) == {f: 3> 0: po(f/A) < oo}
and, for f € L*®(u), let the Luxembourg functional be given by
11z = Iflle := inf{A > 0: pa(f/A) <1}

It is known (see [13| Ch. 3]) that || - ||¢ is @ norm if ® € ®, and || - [|¢ is a quasinorm if € B,
that is,

(2.5) If +glle < Ca(llflle + llglle),  Ce >0,
for every f,g € L®(u). In particular, || - ||¢ always is a positively homogeneous functional.
Moreover, for any ® € ®,, one has
(2.6) [flle <1=pa(f) <1=|fllo <1
m
In the discrete setting, i.e., when Q := x = {z1,..., 2} and p = ) A\;jd,; for some set of
j=1
weights A := {\1,..., A}, we will use the notation
f dx N\ -— f m .
Wl =15,
=
In the case A\; = ... = A, we simply write || f||¢ x. For LP(u)-norms, p € [1,00), as usual, we

define y
p
f P = f = /fpd,u .

£l = 1 = | 1417 i)

LEMMA 2.7. Let g € [1,+00) and let ® be a ®-function such that ® € (Dec),. Then

) )
|®(u) — ®(v)] < gqlu—v| (ﬂ + ﬂ) Vu,v € [0, 400).
u v
PROOF. Assume that v > v. Then
H(u) — q q q_ 4
o) — 2(v) = <I>(u)u_qu— — P(v)v1 Y < @(u)u_qu v < q®(u)u",
u—"v u—v u—v u—v

which implies the required estimate. O
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LEMMA 2.8. Let p € [1,+00) and let @ be a ®-function such that ® € (alnc),. Then, for
any function h € C(Q2), one has

[hllLr () < Ra(@)IIPllLe (),

where Ry (p) == (1+ ?((S))l/p, of. 24).

PROOF. Let h € C(Q) with [|h[[ze(,) < 1. We note that ag(p)®(t) > ®(1)t? for t > 1. Then
there holds

a a
[ < <0+ 588 [ <1+ 920 = (Rotr)y
0 ®(1) Jipz1
where we have used the first implication in (2.0). O

LEMMA 2.9. Let ® € ®,, N (aDec),, g € [1,00), and ¢ € (0, (bo(q))™1). Suppose that p and
v are two probability measures on Q and X is a subspace in C(). Then the inequality

sup | [ @y — [ @f)dn| <

fex
||f||L<I>(u)<1
implies
(2.7) as (1) ((0a(9)) ™" = fllze gy < IfllLee) < aa()(L+)|fllLeq YfeX.

PROOF. First, assume that [|f|| e, < 1. Then by [2.6]), ps(f) < 1. Since ® € (alnc);, by

[23), we have
[ oasy o)< 0o [ alshdr< @re ([ @(fdu+e) <1,
Q Q Q
which gives [|f| e(,) < aa(1)(1 +¢). The latter yields

[flle) < aa (WA + )| fllpeg) Ve X

Second, we suppose that 1 > |[|f|l e, > ¢ for some ¢ € ((ba(q)e)*/2,1). We note that
po(67Lf) > 1 due to ([2.6). Thus, in light of ([23)), we have

}Q<ﬁ(a¢<1><1-b¢<q>5—q€>—lb¢<q>5-ﬂ\f\>dv >-<1——b¢<q>6—qs>—lb¢<q>a-ﬂ(/g<bufw>du
_ —q.\—1 —q _
> (1= ba()5 ") ba()61( [ @(1f1)du <)
> (1——b¢(q)5‘qs)‘1(j£<D(5‘1Lchht——b@(q)é‘qe) 1

that is, || fl|Le) = as (1) ((ba(q)) 167 — €). We apply this bound for #W to get
L®(pn

1Fle0) > a0(1)" (o (@) 07 = 2) |l o

Taking the limit as 6 — 1— completes the proof of the left-hand side estimate in (Z7]). O
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2.3. Nikolskii’s inequality. A key assumption to study various problems of discretization
is the Nikolskii inequality (see, e.g., [9], [10]). Let Xy be an N-dimensional subspace of C(£2),
where a compact set €2 is endowed with a probability measure u. We say that the subspace Xy
satisfies the Nikolskii inequality for the pair (p,q) with the constant H = H(Xy,p,q) if

Ifllg < H|fll, VfeXn.

In this case we write Xy € NI, ,(H). The case p =2 and ¢ = oo is particularly interesting due
to the following observation.

REMARK 2.10. It is easy to see that for any orthonormal basis {u1,...,ux} of Xy in L?(u),

N
one has Z lup(z)|> = sup |f(x)|?. Thus,
k=1 feXn
[ fll2<1

N
XN €N o(H) if and only if supz lug (z)|? < H?.
zeQ

We note that one always has H = H(Xy,2,00) > VN > 1.

An important example of the space X,, satisfying Nikolskii’s inequality is the set of trigono-
metric polynomials

T(Q) = {f@@) = Y ae®: g e C}
keQ

with Q@ € Z%, Q = [0,2m)¢, du = ﬁ]gd)\. One has T(Q) € NIz (|Q["/?), see [9].
2.4. Entropy numbers and chaining bound.

DEFINITION 2.11. Let (F,d) be a metric space. The entropy numbers {e,(F,d)}>>, are
defined as follows:

Np
en(F,d) = inf{s >0:3f1,....fv, €eF: Fc | Be(fj)},
j=1

where Ny, = 22" forn > 1 and No = 1 and B.(f) := {g: d(f,g) < €}.

If the metric d is induced by a norm || - ||, we will also use the notation e, (F, | - ||) in place
of e, (F,d).

DEFINITION 2.12. An admissible sequence of a set F is an increasing sequence (F) of
partitions of F such that |F,| < 22" for alln > 1 and |Fo| = 1. For f € F, let F,(f) denote
the unique element of F,, that contains f.

DEFINITION 2.13. Let (F,d) be a metric space. Let
v2(F,d) := inf sup Z 2"/2diam(Fn(f)),
S e

where diam(G) := sup d(f,g) and the infimum is taken over all admissible sequences of F.
f,9€G

The quantity v, (F,d) is called the chaining functional. If the metric d is induced by a norm
|| - ||, we will use the notation v2(F, || -||) in place of v2(F,d).
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The classical Dudley’s entropy bound states that (see [33, Prop. 2.2.10] and the preceding
discussion)

(2.8) Yo (F,d) < i 2"2¢, (F, d).

n=0

We will use the following theorem from [12] (see Theorem 1.2 there), which is a combination
of the chaining bound (see [33]) and the Giné-Zinn symmetrization argument.

THEOREM 2.14. There is a numerical constant ¢ > 0 such that for any i.i.d. random vectors

T1,...,Tm with the distribution u on the set €, one has
<S“P Z lg(z;)] —/ |9|2dﬂ‘ < C<A+ A1/2 Sup/ Iglzdu ,
geG'm Q geqG

where

_Lr2a
A= mE(’Yz(Ga I lloox))

and [|glloox = max |g(z;)|-

We will also use the following useful property of the entropy numbers.

LEMMA 2.15. Let a,b > 0. Let Xy be an N-dimensional space endowed with a norm || - ||
and let F C Xy. Then there is a number C(a,b) > 0 such that

S @enE D)’ < Cla,d) S (27en(E - 1)".
n>[log N] n<|[log N
PROOF. Let ng = [log N]. It is known (see (7.1.6) and Corollary 7.2.2 in [35]) that
en(F |- [1) <322 Nep (F | - 127N ¥n > no.
Thus,

S @B 1)< (en (B - 1D)" Y (202N’

n>[log N] n>[log N]
We note that

0o
Z (2an2—2n/N)b < 2max(2“b_1,1)/ xab—12—xb/N dr
n=log N 0

o
= 2max(2%71, 1)(bf§2)ab/ Yy le Y dy = ¢(a,b)N.
0
Thus,

Soo@MenlB D) < 6%cla )N (eng (B - )" < 6%c(a, b2 (2" eny (F, | - )"
n>[log N]

< 6c(a, 02 N (2™en(E - [1)".

n<[log N]

The proof is now complete. O
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3. Discretization with equal weights for ¢ € (alnc), N (Dec)

3.1. Main theorems and discussion. This section is devoted to the proof of the following
two theorems for ®-function satisfying the condition (alnc), N (Dec).

THEOREM 3.1. Let p € (1,00). Let ® be a ®-function such that ® € (alnc), N (Dec). There
exists a constant Ce , > 0, depending only on p and ®, such that for every N > 1, H > 1, for
every N -dimensional subspace Xn € NIy oo(H), for every e € (0,1/2], and for every

min{p,2} 2
m > Cope2(loge™) 5 0 (HFT ) (log 2N)? log 2H?,
there is a set x := {x1,...,xm} C Q of cardinality m such that

as (1) (1 =)l fle <[ fllex < as()(1 +e)llflle Vf € Xn.
In the case p = 1 we will prove the following counterpart of the above theorem.

THEOREM 3.2. Let & € ®,, be such that ® € (Dec). There exists a constant Cy > 0,
depending only on ® such that for every N > 1, H > 1, for every N-dimensional subspace
XN € NIy o(H), and for every e € (0,1/2], there are m points x1, ..., Ty € Q with

m < Coe2(loge™")®(H?)(log 2N)* log 2H*
such that
as ()21 =) flle < Iflox < aa(1)*(L+e)llflls VS € Xn-

The proofs of Theorems B IlandB2lare divided into several steps and contained in subsections
3.2-3.5.
Let us illustrate the use of Theorems [3.1] and for the specific ®-function. Set

(In(e +t))*
(In(e +t=1))8’
It is easy to see that for ¢ > 0, one has

t®, . 5(t) at 1 Bt—1 1

(3.1) Dy, 0 5(t) =17 p=1la,pB>0.

Dpasl) | Tt In(e +t) vt In(e +¢1)’
Thus,
(), 500
7&,6
p< 2 Kpt+a+ B for t>0.
Dp.a,8(t)

In light of Theorem [B.I] in order to obtain the discretization estimates between ®,, g and
®,, o3, X, it is sufficient to choose

1 min{p,2}

2
m > Cpape *(loge ™)™ 2 @, 5(Hmnr2} ) (log 2N)* log 2H?.
Noting that

2 _ 2 — 2\« 2 2\«
q>p70676 (Hmln{p,2} ) g Hmln{p,2} (ln(e + Hmln{p,Z} )) g C(p’ a)H min{p,2} (log 2H ) ,
we arrive at the following result.

1 «@
EXAMPLE 3.3. Let p € (1,00), 0,3 =0, N > 1, B> 1. Let ® 3 := tp%. There

exists a constant C) o g > 0, depending only on p, o, and 3, such that for every N-dimensional
subspace Xy € N1y (VBN), for every € € (0,1/2], and for every

in{p,2}

m = Cpape 2(log e )T 2 (BN) (2] (log 2BN)**!(log 2N)?,
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there is a subset x := {x1,..., 2} C Q of cardinality m such that

Similarly, Theorem implies the discretization for spaces close to L.

EXAMPLE 3.4. Let o, > 0, N > 1, B > 1, and let ®; o3 := t%. There exists

a constant C, g > 0, depending only on the parameters a and 3, such that, for every N-
dimensional subspace Xy € NIz oo(VBN) and for every ¢ € (0,1/2], there are

m < Cype 2(loge 1) BN (log 2BN)* (log 2N ).
and a subset x := {z1,...,2n} C Q of cardinality m such that

A= fllerap < NFllerasx < A+ flle,, Ve XN

REMARK 3.5. The proof of Theorem [3.1]is probabilistic in its nature and it actually implies
that, under the assumptions of the theorem, for € € (0,1/2], ¢ € (0,1], and

min{p,2}

m = Copp(6)*(log(e6) ™! )—<I>(Hmm{p 2 ) (log 2N)? log 2H?,
we have
Pao() (1 = 2)flle < f o < a1+ flo VS € X) > 1-5/2
where the points x = (x1,...,2,,) are choosing independently distributed according to the
measure .

3.2. Proof of Theorems [3.1] and the key step. To prove Theorems 3.1l and B.2]
we apply Theorem [2Z.14] with the set

G:={g:=(@(f)'"*: f e XF}.

Thus,
1 m
sup f(zx;) /<I> f d,u‘ < E Sup‘— gz /g2d,u‘
(fexé Z; CICODERCD ) (geGm;m 91
1/2
<A+A1/2 sup/lgl du < C<A+A1/2<Sup/ (Ifl)du) )
geG fexg Ja
where
1
A=—E(v (G, llocx
“E(4(C - o)
and |[|g]lec,x := max |g(x;)|. Further, to estimate v21(G,| - [|s,x), we use Dudley’s entropy

1<j<m

bound (Z8) to get

Y21(G. || - lloosx) < C Y2 %en(G | - [loox)-



12 EGOR KOSOV AND SERGEY TIKHONOV

Let p, := min{p, 2}. We note that ® € (alnc), under the assumptions of Theorems 3.1 and
For f,g € X, by Lemma 27, we have

@D = (@(1gD) 2| = max [((@(F)D) 7P )" "> = (1)) 7 )|

1<j<m

max |(® If(ivj)l))l/”* - (<I>(|g(wj)|))1/”*

1<5<m
€T; 1/p« T 1/p«
< (@t max (1f(ay) — g(op) | ST | (@llate))

px/2

N

)p*/2

1<gsm |f(33j)| |9(33J)|
(| (z5)]) p./2.
< m _ —
= 2th€l;I_Z; l<]227{n< | ()P > If = glle
Thus,

h()D V2 (v e
nG7 " lloo,x 2 L N, nX s 1l " lloo,x .
en(Ch | locs) < qhseliglr\rﬁ%( ) (R )

In light of Lemma 28] we have X3 C Ro(p.) Xk = {f € Xn:
the assumption Xy € N o (H), we derive

|2, Ve _ (HEIRIRN VP _ Y
= * < Dx
oo = <|th2 =) <th!2 o) < PRy, < Ro(p)H

p. < Ro(p«)}. Hence, from

hlle Yhe Xy,

Since the function ¢ — ®()t7P* is almost increasing and |h(z;)| < Re(ps) H*/P* for h € Xy, we
have
)

h .
hqu 1<j<m |h(x]) P+

® (R (ps) HP+)
(Ro(ps))p=H?

< as(p+)

From the inclusion X C Ro(p.) Xk we get
en(Xj%, | lloox) < Ra(ps) - en( XK | - [loox)-

Therefore,

>, D (Ro(p ) HYP)\1/2 — ., ./2
> 226, (G - o) < 2a(a0(p.))( <(R¢< p*Hz) S22 (en(XR, |- o)™

n=>0

< 2q(aq>(p*))1/2 (@(R@(I;gHﬂp*) ) 1/2 Z o2 (en(XJ%‘,

n=0

))p*/2‘

| lloox

By Lemma 2.5 we have
2P en(XR | o))" <O DD 2 (e (X

n=>0 n<[log N]

))p*/2

| lloox

with some numerical constant C7 > 0. Thus, we arrive at the following statement.

PROPOSITION 3.6. Let p € [1,400), ¢ € [p,+0), psx := min{p,2}, N > 1, and H > 1
There is a numerical constant ¢ > 0 such that, for every ®-function ® € (aInc)p N (Dec)q and
for every N-dimensional subspace X € NIa o (H), one has

(2) B sup |- me )= [ @) du]) < el -+ 212,

feX‘1>
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where
1 & (Ro(ps ) H/P . i .2\ 2
A= —q’aa(p.) ( H? )E<< D 2 (en(XR I o)™ > >
n<[log N]
£ lloox == 121@5” |f(;1;j)|, and points x1,...,xy, are choosing randomly, independently, and dis-

tributed according to the measure f.

To complete the proofs of Theorems B.Jland B.2] we will consider three separate cases in the
following subsections: p > 2, p € (1,2), and p = 1.

3.3. Proof of Theorem B.1t the case p > 2. We note that in this case p, = 2.

LEMMA 3.7. Letp > 2, q € [p,+00), N > 1, H > 1. There is a numerical constant ¢ > 0
such that, for every ®-function ® € (aInc)p N (Dec)q and for every N-dimensional subspace
XN € NIy o (H), one has

£ [ 00D — [ @) < A

fexg!m
where
¢*as(2)® (R (2)H) log m(log 2N)?

(3.3) A= —

ProoF. By Proposition [3.6], it is enough to estimate
Y 272en(XR 1 lloos)
n<[log N|
for a fixed set of points x = {z1,...,2,m} C Q. Let ||h]jcox = max |h(x;)|. Taking into account
SYA

the dual Sudakov bound for the entropy numbers of the Euclidean ball (see [33], L. 8.3.6]), we
have

N
en(X3, ||+ o) < €27 2Bg |3 gruue| .

k=1
where ¢ is a numerical constant, g = (g1,...,9n) is a standard Gaussian random vector, and
{u1,...,un} is any orthonormal basis in X . Using now the estimate for the expectation of the

maximum of Gaussian random variables (see [33, Prop. 2.4.16]) and the Nikolskii inequality,
we derive that

N
EgHzgkuka{ = E 9,208, |nguk (z)]

N2\ 1/2 1/2 1/2
< g lgiﬁ(l;\uk(m])] ) (logm)™* < c1H(logm)™/=.
Thus,
(3.4) en(X30 |- lloox) < C2H2_n/2(10g m)1/2.

and we have
Z 2n/2en(X]2V’ H ’ Hoo,x) < C2H(10g m)1/2 log 2N.
n<[log N]
The lemma, is proved. O
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PROOF OF THEOREM [B.I] FOR p > 2. By Lemma[2.9] Lemma 3.7, and Chebyshev’s inequal-
ity, it is sufficient to choose m such that

c(A+ AY?) < g/2,
where A is given by ([B3]). Since € € (0,1/2], it is enough to see that
Ae™? < (4e)72
Let now
m > Cee 2(loge™1)®(H)(log 2N)? log 2H>

with sufficiently large constant Cg > 2, which will be specified later.

We note that ® € (Dec), with some ¢ := ¢(®) € [1,+00). Then, since Rep(2) > 1 (see ([2.4)),
we have
10(H).

(Ro
3, we have

®(Re(2)H) <
logt t>

Thus, using that ¢t — is decreasmg for

ologm 4

Ae? = 2 OB 2 0160 (g (2)) (log 22 < L2 Ra )"

Co

J,

where
log Cgp +2loge™! +logloge™! + log ®(H) + 2loglog 2N + log log 2H2
(loge=1)log 2H?
Noting that H? > N and loglogt < logt for t > 2, we estimate
log ®(H)
log 2H?

J =

J <logCp + +C

with some numerical constant C' > 0.
Finally, in view of the inequality ®(H) < ®(1)H? (note that H > 1), we have
log ®(H) < log(®(1)) + ¢/2log H?.

Therefore,

q2a¢(2)(fq>(2))q (log Cop + log(®(1)) + ¢/2 + C)-

By choosing the constant Cg sufficiently large, we can make the right-hand side of the last
inequality smaller than (4c)~2. This implies that Ae~2 < (4¢)~2, completing the proof.

A2 <

0

3.4. Proof of Theorem B.I} the case p € (1,2). In this case we need the following
lemma.

LEMMA 3.8. Let p € (1,2), q € [p,+), N > 1, H > 1. There is a constant c¢(p) > 0,
depending only on p, such that, for every ®-function ® € (aInc)p N (Dec)q and for every N -
dimensional subspace XN € NIy oo (H), one has

(sup Z<1> |f :L"J / |f| d’uD (A+A1/2)
feX‘1>

where

(3‘5) A= q2a<1>(p)q)(Rq>(p)H2/P) (log 2H2)1—p/2(10g m)p/2(10g 2N)2.

m
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PROOF. In light of Proposition B.6] our goal is to estimate

S 22 (en (X || o)™
n<[log N]

It is known (see, e.g., [18, L. 4.10]) that
en(XR || - loesx) < Cp)HP27/7 (log 2H?) 5™ (log m) /2
with a constant C'(p) > 0 depending only on p. This yields
Do 2P (en(XR 0 loox))”? < Cr(p)H(10g2H?)2 (logm) T log 2N,
n<[log N]

This completes the proof. O

ProOF OF THEOREM [B.I] FOR p € (1,2). The argument is similar to the one in the

proof in the case p > 2. Taking into account Lemma [B.8 it suffices to take m such that
c(p)(A+ AY?) < e/2 and

(3.6) e2A < (4c(p)) ™2

Let now
m > Coppe*(loge /20 (H*?)(log 2N)? log 2H>

with sufficiently large constant Cg, > 2, which will be specified later. Since the function
t — ®(t)t~? is decreasing on (0, +o00) with some ¢ := ¢(®) € [1,400) and Re(p) > 1, we have

®(Re(p)H*7) < (Ra(p))"®(H*?),
which implies

-2 (log m)p/2 2

ePA = o —aa (p)®(Ra (p) H/P) (log H?)' P2 (log 2N)?
< ¢*as (p)(Ra(p)) J.
Csp
where
7 (log Cop+2loge™ + £ logloge™! + log <I>(H2/p) + 2loglog 2N + log log 2H2)p/2‘

(loge=1)P/2(log 2H?2)P/?
It is easy to see that, for some positive C,
log & (H*/?)
log 2 H?
Further, taking into account that ®(H??) < ®(1)H?/P, we have

JHP <log Cppy + +C.

log ® (H?/?) < log(®(1)) + ¢/plog H*.

Therefore,

2y < Panp)(Rep))’
~ C¢’p

Taking Cg , large enough, we arrive at (3.6l). O

(log Caop + log(®(1)) + q/p + C)"'*.
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3.5. Proof of Theorem Let g := q(®) € [1,+00) be such that ® € (Dec),. Since
IF13 < Iflloo I flln < HIfl2lflln VF € Xnv
we have lev C HX?V. Thus,
en(le\fv |+ lloox) < Hen(X]2\f= [+ lloox) < cH22_"/2(logm0)1/2.

for every fixed set of points x := {z1,...,Zm,}, where we have used estimate (3.4). Using
Proposition [3.6] we derive

E( sup
fexg

nlLOZ (If (z5)]) = / (Lf1) duD WA+ AV,
where
A= tiaq)(l)(I)(Rq,(l)H?)Nl/z(lOg mo) /2.
mo

Using the fact that the function t —+ ®(¢)t~7 is decreasing and Re(1)H? > 1, we note that
(3.7) ®(Rap(1)H?) < (Re(1))7H>®(1).

Therefore, since log mg < my,

o( Ay + AP
( sup, mOZ (@l = [ 27D du]) < ca(@)(ar + 417,
where
H2aN1/2
1= —F— o

On the other hand, Corollary 3.7 implies that

2 1/2
su xi)|° — d ‘ <eg(Ag + A7),
(fe)?z mOZ\f i) /Q’f’ M) 3(A2 + A7)
where )
Ay — H logmg(log 2N) <16 HN ‘
mo V1Mo

Thus, for any o € (0,1/2], there exist a number mg < c4(®)a *H*N? and a set of points
xo := {a9,...,29, } C Q such that

(3-8) ap() 7 (1 = )| fll oy < Ifllzow) < aa()A+ )l fllzeq) Vf € Xn
and ) 5
S lle2qey < Mfllz2e) < SIFlE2 VF € X,

where v = Z 0y 0 Then

[flley = sup  |f(@)] <[[flleo < HIfll2 < 2HI|fll 2

we{wlr'"xmo}

Let X% (v), X%(v), and X} (v) be the (open) unit balls in X with respect to the norms of
spaces L®(v), L?(v), and L'(v), respectively. In light of estimate (3.4,

en(XR (W) || o) < cH27(log mo) /2.
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We now note that Lemma 3.3 from [7] implies that
en(XE ). |- ) < CR2™ ¥ €N
if
en(X3 (), || - Lo w)) < (R27™)Y? ¥neN.
Hence,
en(XNW), || - o)) < (@) H?(loga™ ') (log 2H*)2™"  Vn € N,

where we have used the estimate H > v/ N. We now apply Proposition with the set x¢ and
with the measure v. We note that for any x C xg, one has

n 1/2 n 1/2
Z 2 /2(€n(X]1V(V)7 H ! Hoo,x)) / < Z 2 /2(en(X]1V(V)7 H : Hoo,xo)) /
n<[log N] n<[log N]
< c6(®)H(log a2 (log 2H?)/?(log 2N).
Thus, we obtain

5( s |23 aqse) - [

fexgew)' ™ 4 X0

(1] dv|) < er(@)(A + A2,

where
(log =)@ (H?)(log 2H?)(log 2N )?

— .
Therefore, for any 8 € (0,1/2], there exists m < cs(®)3 ?(loga™1)®(H?)(log 2H?)(log 2N)?
such that ¢;(®)(A + AY?) < /2. For this m, there is a set of points x := {z1,...,Zm} C Xo
such that

A=

ag() 7 (1= ) flow) < Iflox < as (D)L +B)[fllLew) YF € Xn

Finally, taking « = 8 = ¢/3 and combining this bound with (B8], we obtain the required
statement. ([l

4. Descritization under relaxed assumptions on ®-functions

In this section, we show that the conditions on the ®-function in Theorem B.I] can be
relaxed while still achieving an effective discretization result. Specifically, we demonstrate that
the assumption ® € (alnc), N (Dec) can be replaced with the less restrictive condition ® €
(alnc),(00) N (aDec) (o), yielding the same discretization result up to constant factors.

THEOREM 4.1. Letp € (1,00), N > 1, H > 1. For every ®-function ®, satisfying the condi-
tion ® € (alnc),(c0) N (aDec)(c0), there exist positive constants ¢ := c(®,p), C' := C(®,p),
Cy = C1(®,p), and Cy = Co(P,p), depending only on ® and p, such that for every N-
dimensional subspace XN € NI oo(H) and for every

2
m > C®(cH=nir21 ) (log 2N)? log 2H?,

there is a subset x := {x1,...,xm} C Q of cardinality m such that

Cillflle < | fllox < Collflle Yf € Xn.
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PROOF. Since ¢ € (alnc),(c0) N (aDec)(oc), there are t, := t.(®) € (0,400) and ¢ :=
q(®) > p such that the mapping t — ®(¢)¢t? is almost increasing with a constant a := ag(p) on
(t,00) and t — ®(¢)t~ 9 is almost decreasing with a constant b := by (q) on (t«,00). Let tg = 2t,.
We consider a new ®-function ®; such that

&(to)
(I)l(t) = tg
D), t > to

Now we claim that ®; € (alnc), N (aDec). Indeed, let 0 < s <t and ¢(7) := @1(7)77P. If t < 1o,
then ¢(s) = ¢(t) < ap(t). If s > tg, then p(s) = @(s)s™P < a®(t)t™P = ap(t). If s <ty < t,
then (s) = ¢(tg) < acp(t) Let now ¢(7) := &1 (7)1~ 1. If t < to, then ¥(t) = ctP71 < csP™1 =
P(s) < bip(s) where c: (to) I s > to, then () = ®(t)t7 1 < bP(s)s™ 1 =Wp(s). If s <ty <,
then 1(t) < bip(ty) < bw( ) completing the proof of the claim.

Using Lemma 2.6] we can find a convex ®-function &5 € ®., which is equivalent to ®;. By
[13] L. 2.1.9], we have ®; € (alnc),, N (aDec). Moreover, for a convex ®-function, the conditions
®, € (aDec) and @3 € (Dec) are equivalent (see [13} L. 2.2.6]). Thus, ®3 € (alnc), N (Dec), and
by Theorem [B.1] for every

m > Cap, p®y (H 55527 ) (log 2N)? log 2H2,

there is a subset x := {x1,...,2,} C Q of cardinality m such that

||f||<1>2 <l < ||f||<1>2 VfeXy.

tP, t € (0, to]

L c(®,p) = max{L,to}, where L is the constant from the equivalence ®;(L~'z) <

et c =
®y(z) < ®1(Lx). Then
By (HF027 ) < By (LH T3 ) < &y (cH (53T ) = &(cH mnlpy ).

Finally, we note that for any probability measure v, one has

|f| |f
/Qq)2<2L((I>(to)+1)HfHL<1>(,,))dV\ D(to) +1/(2q)2 2L[ fllze ) >dy
1|
e M)
1

ST (P (Il <t0) + [ @ﬁ%awggL

where in the first inequality we have used the convexity of @9, in the second one the equivalence
between ®; and ®,, and in the last one the first implication in (2.6]). Therefore, we arrive at

1flL22 ) < 2L(2(t0) + DI fllzow)
Similarly,

I ! s
| Gty i) < sy ) ™
T (P 1CE o)™ < 0)+ [zl ) )

1
j
/
w$+ﬁﬂm+A%QwLQﬂm§<L

o

<
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where in the first inequality we have used (2.3)). Thus, [|f|lze() < 2aa(1)L(®(to) + )| fl| 122 )-
Therefore, for every
m > C(®, p)®(cHT 577 ) (log 2N log 2H?  with  C(®,p) = Cpy

there is a subset x := {z1,..., 2} C Q of cardinality m such that, for every f € Xy, one has

1 1 1
seamz@) e S @y s flle: <3 15 1|22,

L((I)(to) + 1)
[fllex < 2a0(1)L(2(to) + )| f[l@.x
3ag(1)L(®(to) + 1)||flle; < 6aa(1)L*(®(to) + 1)°||f]e-

The proof is now complete. O

<
<

5. One-sided weighted discretization for an arbitrary subspace

The aim of this section is to obtain one-sided discretization inequalities without additional
conditions on the subspace Xy, that is, we do not assume that Nikolskii’s inequality (II]) holds.

5.1. Bounds of integral Orlicz norms by discrete Orlicz norms. We start with the
following analogue of Lewis’s change of density lemma (see [24] and [30]).

m
LEMMA 5.1. Let x = {21,...,Zm}, v := ) \jdz; be a discrete positive measure on x, and
j=1
Xn be an N-dimensional subspace of functions on x. Assume that ® is an ®-prefunction with
continuous derivative . There exist a constant ¢ > 0 and a basis vy, ...,vy in Xy such that

~1/2

N 12y
/X, %’((Z ]vk(az)]2> > (Z ”Uk(l’)P) vr(z)vp (z) v(dx) = by

N 1/2
[ 2((X 1u@P) ) vam) =1,

x k=1

and

N
where X' := {x € x: Y |ug(x)]* # 0}.
k=1

PROOF. The proof repeats the argument by Schechtman and Zvavitch in [30, Th. 2.1].
Without loss of generality, we assume that for each point z; there is a function f € Xy such
that f(z;) # 0. Let {u1,...,un} be a basis in Xy. For an N x N matrix B := (by;), we define

6t = [0S mute]}) ") ot = Sre (S mtan ) ).
x k=1 I=1 j=1 k=1 I=1

Clearly, G is a continuous function. Since the set {B: G(B) = 1} is compact, there exists a
matrix A := (ag,;) such that the maximum value of det B under the condition G(B) = 1 is
attained on A. For ¢ > 0, one has

N

GT) = ixjcp(t(z |uk(xj)|2)l/2).
=1

k=1
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Moreover, t — G(tI) is a continuous function on [0, +00), G(0) = 0, and tligl G(tl) = +oo.
— 400

Thus, there is g € (0, 4+00) such that G(¢oI) = 1, which implies that det A > t)¥ > 0. Therefore,
the functions v := Zl]il ay,u; form a basis in X . In particular,

N N , N
SIS anpmtay)| = 3 ol > 0
k=1

k=1 =1

for every j € {1,...,m} and therefore, the function G is continuously differentiable on some
neighborhood of the point A. We note that, for fixed kg and [y,

abiolo G(B) = /xsﬁ< (é‘g by, 1w ‘2> 1/2) (é‘é by, 1w ‘2> ~1/2 (i:l bko,s%)ulo dv.

Using the method of Lagrange multipliers, the matrix C' := ( 6bfl G(B )) koo ‘B:A coincides, up

to a constant, with the matrix (L det(B) ). ;.- The latter matrix is equal to (det A) -
by 1, B=4’koslo

(AT)~1. Thus, CAT coincides, up to a constant factor, with the unit matrix. Thus,

N N\ 1/2 N ~1/2
/ (@) ™) (S te) oot vt

N N 2 1/2y AN 1/2
/}(@((;‘;amul‘ ) )(;‘;amuz( ) (Zarsus) <Zar sus> dv = oy
with some constant ¢ > 0. n

THEOREM 5.2. Let p € (1,00). Let @ be a ®-function such that ® € (Inc), N (Dec) and
Sup(<I>(t)<I>(t_1))< 0.
>0

Assume that ¢ := @' is continuous on (0,+00) and there is a ®-function ¥ € (alnc), N (Dec)
such that

D(ts)
O(t)
with Kow > 1. Then there are positive constants C := C(®, U, p) and ¢ := ¢(®, ¥, p), depending

only on ®, U, and p, such that for every N-dimensional subspace Xy C C(Q), 1 € Xy, there
exist a set x := {x1,..., Ty} C Q of cardinality

(5.1) < Kq>7\1/\I/(S) Vt,s >0

; 3
m < ¢¥ (N =in{e2}) (log 2IV)

and positive weights A = {A1,...,A\m}, M + ...+ Ay = 1, providing the following one-sided
discretization inequality

(5.2) 1£lle < C(Maw(m) | fluxn ¥f € Xn,
where
Mg y(m) = max{l,max{%: te [tﬁ_l(l),@_l(m)]}}
o -1
= max{l,max{wz € [1,m]}} Vm € (0,400).
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PROOF. Since Xy is a finite-dimensional space of continuous functions, there is a constant
H > 0 such that Xy € NIy (H). In light of Theorem [B.I] one has a number mg, a set of

mg
points y = {y1,...,Yme} C 2, and a uniform probability measure vy := m%) '21 dy; on this set
]:
such that
1 3
(5.3) Sl <UL < 5l lLegy  VF € X

On the other hand, by Lemma .11, there is a basis vq,...,vy in Xy such that

| A F@) PG 0 0)or () o(d) = B, >0

N
where F(y) := (> |vk(y)|2)1/2 andy’ = {y € y: F(y) > 0}. In particular,

N
[ o F@) P mn = | o(Pw) @) o) () =N
y r=1"7Y

Further, the condition ® € (Inc), N (Dec) (cf. Remark 2.4]) implies
(54) p2(F()) < o(F(y) Fy) < ¢®(F(y))
with some ¢ := ¢(®) > 1 such that ® € (Dec),. Moreover, Lemma [5.] yields

/¢>(F(y)) w(dy) = 1.
Yy

Thus, we arrive at the condition

(5.5) 1<p<eN <gqg.

PPV 1 S eFW)Flyy) s o
o 2 ’

We set vy := N N ys Ur

=5 Un and

Then we note that

and

i.e., XN € NIZOO(\/N), where the L? norm is taken with respect to the measure .
By (1)) with ¢t =1, ®(s) < Ko w¥(s) and therefore,

O(Nw52T) < Koy (N w27

In light of Remark (with § = 1/2), we simultaneously discretize L® (i) and LY (7) norms
on the subspace Xy as follows: there is a set x := {x1,..., 2} Cy C Q of cardinality

m < o(®, U, p) ¥ (N w531 ) (log 2N )
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m
such that for a uniform measure v/ = % >_ 0z, on x one has
i=1

1, - ~ 3 - S
(5.6) S flle @) < Mflleewy < 5lfllLeee Vf e Xy
and
Ll : 3, ; -
(5.7) ay ()75 llv @) < Mfllven < awMF1fllvey VF € Xn.
Setting
(5.8) My := qmax{l,max{(I)(F(yj))CI)(F(zj)): yi€y'}},

we note that 1 < My < oo due to the assumptions on the function ®. Then, by 2.3)), (5.4),
(55), and the definition of 7, one has

/y/ O (My'1) ding = (cN)—l/

y

!

®(My 1) (F)F dig < qMo‘l/ ®(L)B(F)dvy < 1,

y/

where 1 := 1/F. This and Hi”L‘P(u') < %HiHL(p(,;O) < 2My, cf. (5.6), imply that

1 m
(5.9) EZl<I>(72Mo}w(mj)) <1
]:

Now we set
@(max{w}w, 1})

Py D(max{ s, 1})

and v = ) \jdy,.
i=1
Fix f € Xn with [|f|| v,y < 1. Let us prove that
(5.11) £y < C1(®@, W, p)(1+ W 0 &7H(1) + Mau(m)) ",

First, by (23)), (5.1)), and (5.9]), we obtain
1

[ otz @) ) i < s [ (e ) o

N
—_

_l_

e* =
=
3=
[
=
=
&
=
:

"
—~—
[N}

5

o Ll
5
\.H
=

/AN
—_
+
e* —
=
3|+
/7~
[z
LSy
=
QD
B
—~—
Do
=
T
3
“}_.
N
—
T
=
=
QL
R

N
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where M is defined by (5.8]). Therefore, HfHL@(,/) <2MoKo w(1+ (1)) < 3MoKo,w(1+®(1)),
which implies the estimate

maxi<j<n |f(z7)] \ |f(z)]
@<3M0Kq>,;(1 n <1>J(1))) pRE=s <3M0Kq>,g,(i +q>(1))) S

Second, letting My = 3MKe ¢(1+ ®(1)) and My := 1+ Vo ®~1(1) + Mg g(m), from 2.2) we
derive that

/ \If(aq,(p)_l/ngl/le_Hﬂ) dv' < My? ) (MY f) a
x (MY Fl<o—1(1)}

+M; ! . (M) dv
(M7 flze-1 (1)}

< M (or70) 4 Mou(m) | B 1) ) < 1,

(M=o (1)}

which yields ”fHL‘I’(I//) < aq,(p)l/leM;/p, i.e., inequality (5.11]) holds.
Then, using the left-hand side bound in (5.7)), we get

(5.12) 1F 1 2w a0y < 200 (D Fll ey < 200 (Dag (p) /P My My,
By (23), (54), the definition of 7, relation (5.5 and property (5.1]), one has

/ ‘I>((qKé,q/)_l(?’a\I/(l)a\I/(P)l/leMgl/p)_l’f’) dvy

< (chb,xI/)_l/(I’((3a\1/(1)ax1/(p)1/pM1M§/p)_l\f\)dVo
y

< q_l/ ‘If((3a\11(1)a\11(P)l/pM1M21/p)_1|f|)‘I)(F)dVo
y

< gt / ¥ ((3ay (Vaw (p) /7 My MY F) o (F)F dvg
y

= q_lcN/l\If((3a\p(1)aq,(p)1/pM1M21/p)_1|f|) dig

< / ‘I’((3%1/(1)a\11(p)1/pM1M21/p)_1!f\)dﬂo <1,
y/

where the last inequality follows from (5.12)). This implies
12wy < Co(®, U, p)(1+ Vo' (1) + Mg g(m))"/?
< 3YPCy(@, W, p)(Maw(m))",

where
Co(D, U, p) 1= 9¢K3 gaw(1)aw(p)/?(1 + ®(1))Mo.

Finally, (5.3) yields
1
11120y < 20l oy < Ca(®, %, p) (Maw (m))”
with Cy(®, W, p) := 2 3/PCy(®, W, p). The proof of the theorem is now complete. O

We note that in Theorem one can actually choose weights \; to be equal.
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REMARK 5.3. Under the same assumptions on the functions ® and ¥ as in Theorem [5.2] we
obtain the following statement: There are positive constants C' := C(®, ¥, p) and ¢ := ¢(P, ¥, p)
such that for every N-dimensional subspace Xy C C(2) there is a set x := {x1,..., 2} CQ
of cardinality

1
m < ol (N mintr2} ) (log 2N)?

for which

1

Il < C(Maw(m) 7| fllux VF € Xn.
Indeed, if 1 ¢ Xy, we consider the space X}, := span{Xxy, 1} of dimension N 4+ 1 < 2N.

We now argue as in the proof of Proposition 3.1 from [25]. Let {y1,...,yx} and {A1,..., \x},
Zle Aj =1, be the points and weights from Theorem [5.2] with

1 3
k < c¥((2N)=n{r2}) (log AN)

and
Iflle < C(Maw(®)) | flluyr VI € Xy
There holds

k
= Z (IAjk] + 1) < 2k < 16627053 & (N Tl72T ) (log 2N)?,

where ¢ := ¢(¥) is a number such that U € (Dec),. Take points {x1,...,2n} such that ([A;k]+1)
of them coincide with y; for each j € {1,...,k}. Let now f € X} be such that || f|lox < 1.

Then, by (2.3),
k k
3 (e ) < 2 N (s) ikz W (1 (sy))

> S
Il
—

< =Sk + D (7)) \%Z (I (o)) <
] =

=1
Since k < m, we have
1£lle < C(Maw (k)| fllwya < 2w (1)C (Ma,u(m)) "
completing the proof.

REMARK 5.4. We point out that one can always take

so that condition (5.I) holds with K¢ v, = 1. Indeed, for a function ® € (alnc),, (respectively,
® € (aDec),) one always has Vg € (alnc), (Vo € (aDec),) with aw, (p) = as(p) (bu,(q) =
ba(q))-

We now apply Theorem [5.2]and Remark [5.3]to the function ®,, , 3 : tp(lﬂ?e(—ei-%’ cf. B1).

EXAMPLE 5.5. Let p > 2 and o > 0. There are positive constants ¢ := ¢(p,«) and
C := C(p,«a) such that, for every N-dimensional space Xy C C(f2), there exists a set x :=
{z1,...,2m} C Q of cardinality

m < CN minfp,Q} (log 2N)3+2a
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for which
1£ |2y 0o < cl0g2N)?| flla,z00x VI E Xn.
Indeed, we have
Dy, 0a(ts) < 4%y o o(t)Pp 24,0(5), t,s >0,
i.e., condition (5.I]) holds with ¥ = ®,, 9, 0. Moreover,

sup(@p,a,a(t)Ppaa(t™))=1
>0
and, for every m > 1,

(I) 72070(t) — — « «
Mg, o 0 ®p200(m) = max{l,max{iq)p 0 it e [®p’é7a(l),®p’é7a(m)]}} < 2%In(e +m))”.
p7a7a

D00 0(t
To see the last estimate, we note that %’%&; = (In(e +t)In(e + t71)* < 2%(In(e + t))* and
p7a7a
) a.0 € (Inc),. Finally, we apply (5:2) and Remark [5.3] to complete the proof.

5.2. Bounds of integral Orlicz norms by discrete L?-norms. In this subsection we
are going to prove the following general one-sided discretization result.

THEOREM 5.6. Let ® € ®,,. Assume that, for every N > 1, there is a number K =

K(N,®) > 0 such that
(K1)
sup ——5— < 1.
0<t<VN t
Then there are positive numbers c1 and co such that, for every N-dimensional subspace X C
C(Q), there is a set x :== {x1,...,xm} C Q of cardinality m < ¢y N for which
[flle < c2K||fllzx Vf € Xn.

The proof of this theorem follows the ideas from [20], cf. Theorem 13 there. In particular,
we will use the following two lemmas.

LEMMA 5.7 (see Lemma 11 in [20] or Proposition 3.2 in [25]). There exist two numerical
universal constants ci1,co > 1 such that for any N > 1 and for any N-dimensional subspace
Xn C C(Q), there is a number m := m(N) € [N,c1N]| and points y1, ..., ym € Q such that

S /
17l < e (= S 1FR) " 9 € X
j=1

LEMMA 5.8 (see Theorem 12 in [20]). There are two numerical universal constants c1,co > 1
such that for any N > 1 and for any N-dimensional subspace Xy C C(2), there is a number
m :=m(N) € [N,c1N]| and points z1,...,zm € Q such that

7o < VN (3 1)P) 7 vr e X
j=1

We point out that Lemma 5.8 follows from Lemma BE.7 taking into account the following
useful result by Kiefer and Wolfowitz (see also the discussion in [20]).

THEOREM 5.9 ([17]). Let N > 1. For any N-dimensional subspace Xy C C(2), there exists
a probability measure p on £ such that

1£lloe < VNIIfllLo@p Vf € Xn.
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We are now in a position to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem For N > 1, let m := m(N) be the number of points sufficient for
the successful discretization provided by Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8 and x:={y1,...,Ym, 21, -+, 2m}
be the union of the sets of points from these lemmas. We note that, for every f € Xy with
| fll2,x < 1, one has

U 2m
1Fllee < 02\/JV< > ‘f(zj)P)l/Q S C2m\/§<ﬁz ’f(a:j)’2>1/2 < CVN
Jj=1 =

and

1 & 5\ 1/2 1/2
|mb<@5;1u@n) < o35 }]f@ )<
j
For any f € Xy with ||f|2x < 1, we have

101 £ (4
[ e e @ pan = [ PEZCAN, o2 yan
Q Q

C=2|f(z)[?
< swp @cﬂﬁﬂxnm(d@g sup @“‘
0<t<vVN Q 0<t<VN
Thus,
[flle < CK|[fll2x V€ Xn.
The proof is now complete. 0

For ®-functions & € (aInc)p, p > 2, we obtain the following more explicit version of Theo-
rem

COROLLARY 5.10. Let p € [2,00), N > 1. Let ® be ®-functions such that ® € (alnc),,.
There are positive numbers c¢1 and ca, where ca = co(P,p) depends only on ® and p, such
that for every N-dimensional subspace Xn C C(Q), there is a set x := {z1,...,xn} C Q of
cardinality m < ¢iIN for which

Q(VN)\1/
1910 < ea( 2D Py v e

Moreover, one can take co(®,p) to be of the form

ca(®,p) = Caa(p)¥? (1 + (@(1))~H)""

where C > 1 is a numerical constant.

PROOF. Let M = aq>(p)q)(Tm 1;?1()1) 1. Then, by (22, for any ¢ € (0,v/'N], one has

®(ag(p) /P M~/Pt) —1(1)(t) L, 9(1) p—2 —1 ®(VN)
2 <M 3 =M m —2 P72 < M ag(p) N < 1.
Taking into account Theorem with K = ag(p)/?M'/P, we obtain
O(VN)\p

1o < Cas(p)/P M7 f 2 < Caa(@)? (1 + @) (Z5=) Vliflla VF € Xy,

The proof is now complete. O
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(In(e +1))°
Recall that @, , (t) = P~ 20
ecall that p.0.,5(t) = 5 e T 1))p

ag(p) =1, and ®(1) = 1. In addition,

p=1 a3 >0, cf @BI). Note that ® € (Inc),,

D, 0 5(VN) < NP/2(log 4N ).
Thus, Corollary yields the following result.

ExaMpPLE 5.11. Let p > 2, o, 8 > 0, and N > 1. There exist numerical constants ¢1,co > 0
satisfying the following condition: for every N-dimensional space Xy C C(f), there exist a set
x = {21,...,Tm} C Q of cardinality m < ¢; N such that

1_1 a
[fll )05 < c2N2 7 (logdN)7 [ fll2x VS € Xn.
In the case a = 5 = 0 we recover the result of Theorem 13 in [20].

By applying Theorem directly, we obtain the following one-sided discretization result for
exponential Orlicz functions.

EXAMPLE 5.12. Let ¢ > 2, ®4(t) := e/ — 1. There are positive numbers ¢; and ¢y such
that, for every N-dimensional subspace Xy C C(Q), there is a set x := {z1,..., 2} C Q of
cardinality m < ¢ N for which

N1/2
log(N + 1))

[flle, < e g fllex Vf € Xn.

PRrROOF. Note that the function ¢ — q)gét) is increasing on [0, +00) and

-1 -1 K—1N/2
oy BlET) B (KVE) 3

2
0<t<VN ¢ N N
—-qapNa/2 2 9 loge_
Letting K = % implies <= IZVV -1 _ (N+1) < ““=1 < 1. Theorem 5.6 now yields the
announced discretization inequality. O

6. Applications to sampling recovery

In this section, we obtain new estimates of the sampling numbers in the Orlicz norm in
terms of the corresponding Kolmogorov widths in the uniform norm. Let F be subset of some
function Banach space (L, || - ||). We further always assume that F C C(€2) for some compact
set ). The sampling numbers of a function class F are defied by

om(F, [ -) ;= infinf  sup|[f = T(f(21), .., flzm))]l

xCQ 1
#xngx linear feF

Similarly, we introduce the modified sampling numbers of a function class F as

*(F,|-|]):= inf _ inf inf ~T .
Om(F, || -]} == inf XNI,?vngx;énnng?gE”f x(f(@1)s -y flam))]
#x<m

Let

dn(F, | - ||) = inf inf ||f —
N(E 1) glegégug(Nllf ul|
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be the N-th Kolmogorov width of F. For a fixed N-dimensional subspace Xy in C(f2) we
consider the following error of approximation of a function by elements of Xy in the uniform
norm:

A(F. Xn)ow i= inf [ = .

For a fixed number m € N, a set of points x = {z1,...,z,,} C Q, and a probability measure
m . . .
v =711 Ajds; on x, we consider the following recovery algorithm

Crewy xy (f) = arg min 1f —ullze ).

based on functional values (f(z1),..., f(2m)).
We need the following extension of Theorem 2.1 in [34] to the Orlicz setting.

LEMMA 6.1. Letp > 1, D > 1, and let ,¥ € (aInc)p be a pair of ®-functions. Then for
any probability measure p on ), any discrete probability measure v on a finite subset of 2, and
for any N-dimensional subspace Xy C C(Q), satisfying

lullpe < Dlullpeey Yu € Xy,
there holds

||f - EL\P(V),XN(f)HLq)(M) < C((I)7 v, p, D)d(f7 XN)ooa
where

(6.1) C(®,¥,p, D) = Ca(2aa(p) /P (®(1) + 1)"/? + 4DCyay (p) /P (¥ (1) + 1)'/7)
and Cy and Cg are the constants from inequality (2.5]).
PrOOF. We follow the argument from [34]. Let Px, (f) € Xn be such that

If = Pxy (flloo < 2d(f, XN)oc-
Then, by (2.2), there holds

1f = Pxy (Nllzogy < aa@)P(@(1) + 1)VYP||f = Pxy (oo < 200 (p) 7P (S(1) + 1)/Pd(f, Xn)oo
and, similarly,
IF = Py (Dll vy < 208() P (0(0) + 1) 7d(f, X )oo:
Then it is clear that
1f = Crewyxn (Dllzeey < I = Pxy (Pllpep) < 200 (p)P((1) + DYPA(f, X )oo.
Taking this into account, we get
1Pxx (F) = Lrwwyxn (PllLv) < 4Cwaw(p)/P(¥(1) + 1)VPd(f, Xn)oo

and

[Pxn (f) = Loy xp (F) Lo D||Pxy(f) = Lrew) xy (e

<
< 4DCyay(p)/P(¥(1) + 1)Pd(f, XN)oo-

Thus we arrive at

If = lrvpyxn (Dllzegy < Co(llf = Pxy(Dllneg + 1Pxy (F) = Coviy xn ()22 )
< C(Q,¥,p,D)d(f, XN)oos
where C(®, ¥, p, D) is given by (6.1)). O

We now prove the Orlicz counterparts of the recent result in [20] (see Theorem 20 there).
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THEOREM 6.2. Let ® € ®,,. Assume that, for every N > 1, there is a number K =
K(N,®) > 0 such that

(K1)

<L

sup
0<t<VN

Then there is a positive number ¢ > 1 such that, for any probability Borel measure p on ) and
for any function class F C C(Q)), one has

ocn (F || - ”L‘P(,u)) < C(N,@)dn(F, | - lloo)s
where
C(N,®) = Cp(2a0(1)(®(1) + 1) + CK(N, ),

C > 0 is a numerical constant and Cg is the constant from inequality (2.35).
ProoOF. Let Xy be such that

sup d(f7 XN)oo < QdN(Fv || : ||OO)
feF

Take c1, co, and x := {x1,..., 2y} C Q provided by Theorem (in particular, m < ¢;N). By
Lemma [6.T] for every f € F, we have

1f = Cr20), x5 (Nl < Co(2a0(1)(R(1) + 1) + 82 K(N, @))d(f, XN )o-
It remains to notice that £z, x (f) is linear in (f(x1),..., f(¥m)) since it is an orthogonal
projection on Xy in L?(v). O

EXAMPLE 6.3. Let ¢ > 2, ®,(t) = e/’ — 1. There are numerical constants ¢, C' > 1 such
that, for any probability Borel measure p on €2 and for any function class F C C(Q), one has

CN1/2
log(N + 1))1/4

0N (B || - [l ) < ( AN (F, || loo)-

We now present a more explicit version of Theorem for ®-functions ¢ € (aInc)p, p = 2.

THEOREM 6.4. Let p € [2,00), N > 1. Let ® be a ®-function such that ® € (alnc),,. There
exist a positive numerical constant ¢ > 1 and a number C(®,p) > 1, depending only on ® and
p, such that, for any probability Borel measure  on 2 and for any function class ¥ C C(Q),

one has
®(V'N)
N

1/p
0en (B, |+ o) < C(@,p)( ) VAN ().

Moreover, one can take C(®,p) to be of the form
11
C(®,p) = C - Coan )/ (1 + (@(1)) )",
where C' > 1 is a numerical constant and Cg is the constant from inequality (2.3)).
PROOF. We argue as in the proof of Theorem Let X be such that

sup d(f7 XN)oo < 2dN(F7 || : ||OO)
feF

Let c1,co := co(P,p) > 0, m < 1N, and x C 2 be provided by Corollary 510l Recall that one
can take

c2(®,p) = cona (p)?/P (1 + (@(1))71) 7,
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where ¢y > 1 is a numerical constant. Using Lemma [6.1], for every f € F we have

(5 a0

< 203 (2(aslp)?P (1-+ @) )7+ 80) (EDY Py ).

Finally, we again notice that £2(,) x, (f) is linear in (f(x1),..., f(zm)) since it is an orthogonal
projection on Xy in L2(v). O

1f = Llr2y,xy (DllLe < Co (2a<1>(11)1/p(‘1>(1) +1)!7 + 8¢

EXAMPLE 6.5. Let p > 2, o, f > 0, and &, , () := tp%. There exist positive
numerical constants ¢, C' > 1 such that, for any probability Borel measure p on §2 and for any

function class F C C(2), one has
11 o
0N (B - s ) < ONE 5 (10g AN Py (B, | - ).
In the case @ = 8 = 0 we recover the result of Theorem 20 in [20].

Let us emphasise that for the Orlicz norm generated by ® , 3 this estimate involves only the
logarithmic factor (log4N )a/ 2 unlike in the case of the norms generated by D, o3 With p > 2,
where an additional polynomial factor appears. We can avoid such factor for modified sampling
numbers allowing certain polynomial oversampling (see Example below). In more detail,
first, combining Lemma [6.1] Theorem 5.2, and Remarks 53] and [5.4] we obtain the following
result.

THEOREM 6.6. Let p € (1,00). Let also ® be a ®-function, continuously differentiable on
(0,+00), such that ® € (Inc), N (Dec) and
Sup(<I>(t)<I>(t_l))< 0.
>0
There exist positive numbers ¢ :== ¢(®,p) > 1 and C := C(®,p) > 1, depending only on ® and

p, such that, for any probability Borel measure u on ), for any function class F C C(Q), and
for any

1
m > C\IJ@ (N min{p,2} ) (log 2]\7)37

we have y
Q:n(F7 H ’ HLCI’(;L)) < C(M¢7\I/¢(m)) pdN(F7 ” ’ ”00)7
where B(ts)
ts
Ug(s) := su
#(5) = S0 )
and
Ug(t)

Mg w,(m) == max{l,max{ (te [<I>_1(1),¢>_1(m)]}} Vm € (0, +00).

0

Second, we apply this theorem to the ®-function ®, o o (see Example [(.5]).

EXAMPLE 6.7. Let p > 2, a > 0, and ®p,  (t) := tp%. There exist positive con-
stants ¢ := ¢(p, ), C := C(p,a) > 1, depending only on p and «, such that, for any probability
Borel measure ;o on € and for any function class F C C(Q2), we have
F - lle )) < C(log 2N)*/Pd (., || - [|oo)-

*
Qch/Q(logQN)3+2a ( D,o, (u

For similar recovery results in LP (the case oo = 0), see Section R.3 in [16].
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