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4 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 L
2.

1. Introduction

Let Ω ⊂ R
d be a compact set and µ be a probability Borel measure on Ω. Let

‖f‖p := ‖f‖Lp(µ) :=
(

∫

Ω
|f |p dµ

)

.

For a continuous function f ∈ C(Ω), let ‖f‖∞ := max
x∈Ω

|f(x)|.
In this paper, we study the discretization problem for an integral norm on N -dimensional

subspaces XN ⊂ C(Ω), which can be formulated as follows: How can we substitute the initial
measure µ with a discrete measure ν supported on some subset x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω in such
a way that the initial integral norm and the corresponding discrete norm are close to each other
for elements from XN?

The classical Marcinkiewicz discretization in Lp-norms is a particular case of this problem.
We say that, for a subspace XN , a Marcinkiewicz-type discretization theorem holds with pa-
rameters m ∈ N, p ∈ [1,+∞), and C2 > C1 > 0 if there is a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω such
that

C1‖f‖pp 6
1

m

m
∑

j=1

|f(xj)|p 6 C2‖f‖pp ∀f ∈ XN .

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 Lp[0, 1] into discrete ℓmp (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 Φ-function (see Definition 2.5 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 XN , satisfying the Nikolskii-type inequality assumption

(1.1) ‖f‖∞ 6
√
BN‖f‖2 ∀f ∈ XN .

However, if p > 2 and XN satisfies (1.1), one already needs at least O(Np/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 XN satisfying the assumption (1.1), O(Φ(

√
N))

(up to logarithmic in N factor) points are sufficient for an effective discretization of the Orlicz
norm, generated by a Φ-function Φ such that Φ(t)t−2 is increasing. In more detail, our first
main result can be formulated as follows (see Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 below).

Theorem 1.1. Let p ∈ [1,∞), ε ∈ (0, 1). Let Φ be a Φ-function such that the function
t 7→ Φ(t)t−p is increasing and assume that there is q ∈ [p,∞) such that the function t 7→ Φ(t)t−q

is decreasing. There is a constant CΦ,ε > 0 depending only on Φ and ε such that for every
N -dimensional subspace XN , satisfying condition (1.1), there exist

m 6 CΦ,εΦ
(

(BN)
1

min{p,2}
)

(log 2BN)3

and a subset x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality m such that

(1− ε)‖f‖Φ 6 ‖f‖Φ,x 6 (1 + ε)‖f‖Φ ∀f ∈ XN .

Here ‖·‖Φ is an integral Orlicz norm generated by the function Φ and ‖·‖Φ,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 (2.8) 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 XN , not necessarily satisfying assumption (1.1). For an
arbitrary XN , under some technical assumptions on the function Φ, 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
L2 norm. In the latter case, we generalize the results from [20] as follows (see Corollary 5.10
below).

Theorem 1.2. Let Φ be Φ-functions such that Φ(t)t−p is increasing for some p > 2. There
are positive numbers c1 and c2 := c2(Φ, p) such that for every N -dimensional subspace XN ⊂
C(Ω), there is a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality m 6 c1N for which

‖f‖Φ 6 c2

(Φ
(
√
N
)

N

)1/p( 1

m

m
∑

j=1

|f(xj)|2
)1/2

∀f ∈ XN .
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This result and its more general version given in Theorem 5.6 allow for the study of one-
sided discretization in spaces close to L2 and L∞. As model cases, we consider Φp,α,β(t) =

tp
(ln(e+ t))α

(ln(e+ t−1))β
, p > 1, α, β > 0 and Φq(t) := et

q − 1. Then our results state that there exists

a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality

m 6 c1N

such that

‖f‖Φp,α,β
6 c2N

1
2
− 1

p (log 4N)
α
p

( 1

m

m
∑

j=1

|f(xj)|2
)1/2

∀f ∈ XN , p > 2.

Similarly,

‖f‖Φq 6 c2
N1/2

(log(N + 1))1/q

( 1

m

m
∑

j=1

|f(xj)|2
)1/2

∀f ∈ XN , q > 2.

See Examples 5.11 and 5.12.

Sampling recovery by linear and non-linear methods. It has been recently discovered
that general one-sided discretization results as Theorem 1.2 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 Ω ⊂ R

d from its samples at a finite set of points
x = {x1, . . . , xm} 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(Ω) and let us fix a norm ‖ · ‖. The
sampling numbers of a function class F are given by

̺m(F, ‖ · ‖) := inf
x⊂Ω

#x6m

inf
Tx− linear

sup
f∈F

‖f − Tx(f(x1), . . . , f(xm))‖,

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

̺∗m(F, ‖ · ‖) := inf
x⊂Ω

#x6m

inf
XN ,N6m

inf
Tx : Cm→XN

sup
f∈F

‖f − Tx(f(x1), . . . , f(xm))‖.

In other words, considering ̺∗m(F, ‖ · ‖), we also allow non-linear methods of reconstruction.
The behavior of sampling numbers {̺m(F, ‖ · ‖)}∞m=1 and {̺∗m(F, ‖ · ‖)}∞m=1 are well studied in
the L2-case, that is, when ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖L2(µ) (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(Ω) one always has

(1.2) ρbN (F, ‖ · ‖L2(µ)) 6 BdN (F, ‖ · ‖∞),

where {dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞)}∞N=1 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 [8]).

Our goal here is to investigate the problem of sampling recovery in intermediate cases,
specifically, for the spaces that lie between L2 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 (1.2). Namely, we obtain the following result
(see Theorem 6.4 below).

Theorem 1.3. Let Φ be a Φ-function such that Φ(t)t−p is increasing for some p > 2. There
exist a positive numerical constant c > 1 and a number C(Φ, p) > 1, depending only on Φ and
p, such that, for any probability Borel measure µ on Ω and for any function class F ⊂ C(Ω),
one has

̺cN (F, ‖ · ‖LΦ(µ)) 6 C(Φ, p)
(Φ

(√
N
)

N

)1/p
dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞).

As above, we consider two model examples of Orlicz functions Φp,α,β(·) and Φq(·). For them,
our general results imply the estimates

̺cN(F, ‖ · ‖
L
Φp,α,β (µ)

) 6 CN
1
2
− 1

p (log 4N)α/pdN (F, ‖ · ‖∞), p > 2,

̺cN (F, ‖ · ‖LΦq (µ)) 6 C
N1/2

(log(N + 1))1/q
dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞), q > 2,

where F ⊂ C(Ω) is an arbitrary function class. See Examples 6.3 and 6.5 below.

Structure of the paper and notation. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
discuss the definitions and properties of Φ-functions and Orlicz spaces. Moreover, we emphasize
the importance of the Nikolskii condition and chaining technique in addressing the discretization
problem. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. Section 4 studies possible relaxations
of the conditions on theΦ-function in Theorem 1.1 under which suitable discretization results are
still valid. Section 5 is devoted to the study of unconditional (in terms of subspace) discretization
theorems. In their turn, these results are used in Section 6 to provide new bounds for the
sampling numbers.

Throughout the paper symbols C,C0, C1, . . . and c, c0, c1, . . . denote universal numerical con-
stant, the value of which may vary from line to line. Similarly, symbols C(α), C0(α), C1(α), . . .
and c(α), c0(α), c1(α), . . . denote constants that may depend only on the set of parameters α
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 x := log2 x. Finally, we will intensively use the notation XΦ

N to denote the
unit (open) ball in the subspace XN with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖Φ, defined as

XΦ
N := {f ∈ XN : ‖f‖Φ < 1}

and, in the case of the unit ball with respect to the Lp-norm,

Xp
N := {f ∈ XN : ‖f‖p < 1}.

2. Preliminaries: Orlicz space and chaining bounds

2.1. Φ-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 ϕ : (t∗,∞) → R is called almost increasing (re-
spectively, decreasing) on (t∗,∞) with the constant a > 1 if ϕ(s) 6 aϕ(t) (ϕ(t) 6 aϕ(s)) for all
t∗ < s < t. If a = 1, then ϕ is called increasing (decreasing) on (t∗,∞).
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Remark 2.2. We note that ϕ : (t∗,∞) → R is almost increasing (respectively, decreasing) if
and only if there is an increasing (decreasing) function ϕ̃ and a constant a > 1 such that

(2.1) ϕ̃(t) 6 ϕ(t) 6 aϕ̃(t) ∀t ∈ (t∗,∞).

It is enough to take ϕ̃(t) := a−1 sup
t∗<s6t

ϕ(s) if ϕ is almost increasing and ϕ̃(t) := inf
t∗<s6t

ϕ(t) for

almost decreasing ϕ. Moreover, for t∗ < s < t, condition (2.1) implies ϕ(s) 6 aϕ(t) if ϕ̃ is
increasing and ϕ(t) 6 aϕ(s) if ϕ̃ is decreasing.

Definition 2.3. Let Φ: (0,+∞) → R and p, q > 1. We write
(i) Φ ∈ (Inc)p(∞) (respectively, Φ ∈ (Inc)p) if t 7→ Φ(t)t−p is increasing on (t∗,∞) for some

t∗ > 0 (on (0,∞));
(ii) Φ ∈ (aInc)p(∞) (respectively, Φ ∈ (aInc)p) if t 7→ Φ(t)t−p is almost increasing with some

constant aΦ(p) on (t∗,∞) for some t∗ > 0 (on (0,∞));
(iii) Φ ∈ (Dec)q(∞) (respectively, Φ ∈ (Dec)q) if t 7→ Φ(t)t−q is decreasing on (t∗,∞) for

some t∗ > 0 (on (0,∞));
(iv) Φ ∈ (aDec)q(∞) (respectively, Φ ∈ (aDec)q) if t 7→ Φ(t)t−q is almost decreasing with

some constant bΦ(q) on (t∗,∞) for some t∗ > 0 (on (0,∞)).

Set

(Dec) :=
⋃

q>1

(Dec)q, (aDec) :=
⋃

q>1

(aDec)q,

(Dec)(∞) :=
⋃

q>1

(Dec)q(∞), (aDec)(∞) :=
⋃

q>1

(aDec)q(∞).

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 Φ: (0,+∞) → (0,+∞), the condition Φ ∈ (Inc)p

(or (Dec)q, (Inc)p(∞), (Dec)q(∞)) can be simply verified by studying the function ϕ(t) := tΦ′(t)
Φ(t) .

Indeed, since (Φ(t)t−p)′ = Φ(t)t−p−1
(

ϕ(t)− p
)

for p > 0, the condition inf
t>t∗

ϕ(t) > p yields that

t 7→ Φ(t)t−p is increasing on (t∗,∞). Similarly, if sup
t>t∗

ϕ(t) 6 q then t 7→ Φ(t)t−q is decreasing

on (t∗,∞).

Definition 2.5 (see [13]). Let Φ: [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) be an increasing function such that
Φ(0) = 0, lim

t→+0
Φ(t) = 0, and lim

t→+∞
Φ(t) = +∞. Such Φ is called a Φ-prefunction.

A Φ-prefunction Φ is called

(i) Φ-function if Φ ∈ (aInc)1 (written as Φ ∈ Φw);
(ii) convex Φ-function if it is a convex function (written as Φ ∈ Φc).

We point out that, for Φ ∈ (aInc)p and λ > 1, we have

(2.2) Φ
(

aΦ(p)
−1/pλ−1/pt

)

6 λ−1Φ(t), t ∈ [0,+∞).

In particular,

(2.3) Φ
(

aΦ(1)
−1λ−1t

)

6 λ−1Φ(t), t ∈ [0,+∞)

for Φ ∈ Φw and λ > 1.
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For a Φ-function Φ ∈ (aInc)p, set

(2.4) RΦ(p) :=
(

1 +
aΦ(p)

Φ(1)

)1/p
.

We say that two functions Φ,Ψ: [0,∞) → [0,∞) are equivalent (and write Φ ≃ Ψ) if there
is a number L > 1 such that

Φ(t/L) 6 Ψ(t) 6 Φ(Lt) ∀t > 0.

It worth noting that the classes (aInc)p and (aDec)q are invariant under the equivalence of Φ-

functions (see [13, L. 2.1.9]). Another important observation regarding a weak Φ-function is
that it can always be upgraded to a convex Φ-function (see [13, L. 2.2.1]).

Lemma 2.6. Let p ∈ [1,∞). If Φ ∈ Φw and Φ ∈ (aInc)p, then there exists Ψ ∈ Φc equivalent

to Φ such that Ψ1/p is convex. In particular, Ψ ∈ (Inc)p.

2.2. Orlicz space. Let µ be a probability measure on some set Ω. For Φ ∈ Φw we set

ρΦ(f) :=

∫

Ω
Φ(|f(x)|)µ(dx).

Define
LΦ(µ) := {f : ∃λ > 0: ρΦ(f/λ) <∞}.

and, for f ∈ LΦ(µ), let the Luxembourg functional be given by

‖f‖LΦ(µ) = ‖f‖Φ := inf{λ > 0: ρΦ(f/λ) 6 1}.
It is known (see [13, Ch. 3]) that ‖ · ‖Φ is a norm if Φ ∈ Φc and ‖ · ‖Φ is a quasinorm if Φ ∈ Φw,
that is,

(2.5) ‖f + g‖Φ 6 CΦ(‖f‖Φ + ‖g‖Φ), CΦ > 0,

for every f, g ∈ LΦ(µ). In particular, ‖ · ‖Φ always is a positively homogeneous functional.
Moreover, for any Φ ∈ Φw one has

(2.6) ‖f‖Φ < 1 ⇒ ρΦ(f) 6 1 ⇒ ‖f‖Φ 6 1.

In the discrete setting, i.e., when Ω := x = {x1, . . . , xm} and µ =
m
∑

j=1
λjδxj for some set of

weights λ := {λ1, . . . , λm}, we will use the notation

‖f‖Φ,x,λ := ‖f‖
LΦ(

m∑

j=1
λjδxj )

.

In the case λ1 = . . . = λm, we simply write ‖f‖Φ,x. For Lp(µ)-norms, p ∈ [1,∞), as usual, we
define

‖f‖Lp(µ) = ‖f‖p :=
(

∫

Ω
|f |p dµ

)1/p
.

Lemma 2.7. Let q ∈ [1,+∞) and let Φ be a Φ-function such that Φ ∈ (Dec)q. Then

|Φ(u)− Φ(v)| 6 q|u− v|
(Φ(u)

u
+

Φ(v)

v

)

∀u, v ∈ [0,+∞).

Proof. Assume that u > v. Then

Φ(u)− Φ(v)

u− v
= Φ(u)u−q uq

u− v
− Φ(v)v−q vq

u− v
6 Φ(u)u−q u

q − vq

u− v
6 qΦ(u)u−1,

which implies the required estimate. �
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Lemma 2.8. Let p ∈ [1,+∞) and let Φ be a Φ-function such that Φ ∈ (aInc)p. Then, for

any function h ∈ C(Ω), one has

‖h‖Lp(µ) 6 RΦ(p)‖h‖LΦ(µ),

where RΦ(p) :=
(

1 + aΦ(p)
Φ(1)

)1/p
, cf. (2.4).

Proof. Let h ∈ C(Ω) with ‖h‖LΦ(µ) < 1. We note that aΦ(p)Φ(t) > Φ(1)tp for t > 1. Then
there holds

∫

Ω
|h|p dµ 6 µ(|h| 6 1) +

aΦ(p)

Φ(1)

∫

|h|>1
Φ(|h|) dµ 6 1 +

aΦ(p)

Φ(1)
=

(

RΦ(p)
)p
,

where we have used the first implication in (2.6). �

Lemma 2.9. Let Φ ∈ Φw ∩ (aDec)q, q ∈ [1,∞), and ε ∈ (0, (bΦ(q))
−1). Suppose that µ and

ν are two probability measures on Ω and X is a subspace in C(Ω). Then the inequality

sup
f∈X

‖f‖
LΦ(µ)

<1

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dν −

∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ

∣

∣

∣
6 ε

implies

(2.7) aΦ(1)
−1((bΦ(q))

−1 − ε)‖f‖LΦ(µ) 6 ‖f‖LΦ(ν) 6 aΦ(1)(1 + ε)‖f‖LΦ(µ) ∀f ∈ X.

Proof. First, assume that ‖f‖LΦ(µ) < 1. Then by (2.6), ρΦ(f) 6 1. Since Φ ∈ (aInc)1, by

(2.3), we have
∫

Ω
Φ
(

aΦ(1)
−1(1 + ε)−1|f |

)

dν 6 (1 + ε)−1

∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dν 6 (1 + ε)−1

(

∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ + ε

)

6 1,

which gives ‖f‖LΦ(ν) 6 aΦ(1)(1 + ε). The latter yields

‖f‖LΦ(ν) 6 aΦ(1)(1 + ε)‖f‖LΦ(µ) ∀f ∈ X.

Second, we suppose that 1 > ‖f‖LΦ(µ) > δ for some δ ∈ ((bΦ(q)ε)
1/q , 1). We note that

ρΦ(δ
−1f) > 1 due to (2.6). Thus, in light of (2.3), we have

∫

Ω
Φ
(

aΦ(1)(1 − bΦ(q)δ
−qε)−1bΦ(q)δ

−q|f |
)

dν > (1− bΦ(q)δ
−qε)−1bΦ(q)δ

−q

∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dν

> (1− bΦ(q)δ
−qε)−1bΦ(q)δ

−q
(

∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ − ε

)

> (1− bΦ(q)δ
−qε)−1

(

∫

Ω
Φ(δ−1|f |) dµ− bΦ(q)δ

−qε
)

> 1,

that is, ‖f‖LΦ(ν) > aΦ(1)
−1((bΦ(q))

−1δq − ε). We apply this bound for 1+δ
2

f
‖f‖

LΦ(µ)
to get

‖f‖LΦ(ν) > aΦ(1)
−1((bΦ(q))

−1δq − ε)
2

1 + δ
‖f‖LΦ(µ).

Taking the limit as δ → 1− completes the proof of the left-hand side estimate in (2.7). �
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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 XN be an N -dimensional subspace of C(Ω),
where a compact set Ω is endowed with a probability measure µ. We say that the subspace XN

satisfies the Nikolskii inequality for the pair (p, q) with the constant H = H(XN , p, q) if

‖f‖q 6 H‖f‖p ∀f ∈ XN .

In this case we write XN ∈ NIp,q(H). The case p = 2 and q = ∞ is particularly interesting due
to the following observation.

Remark 2.10. It is easy to see that for any orthonormal basis {u1, . . . , uN} of XN in L2(µ),

one has
N
∑

k=1

|uk(x)|2 = sup
f∈XN
‖f‖261

|f(x)|2. Thus,

XN ∈ NI2,∞(H) if and only if sup
x∈Ω

N
∑

k=1

|uk(x)|2 6 H2.

We note that one always has H = H(XN , 2,∞) >
√
N > 1.

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

T (Q) :=
{

f(x) =
∑

k∈Q
cke

i〈k,x〉 : ck ∈ C

}

with Q ⊂ Z
d, Ω = [0, 2π)d, dµ = 1

(2π)d
IΩdλ. One has T (Q) ∈ NI2,∞(|Q|1/2), see [9].

2.4. Entropy numbers and chaining bound.

Definition 2.11. Let (F, d) be a metric space. The entropy numbers {en(F, d)}∞n=0 are
defined as follows:

en(F, d) := inf
{

ε > 0: ∃f1, . . . , fNn ∈ F : F ⊂
Nn
⋃

j=1

Bε(fj)
}

,

where Nn = 22
n
for n > 1 and N0 = 1 and Bε(f) := {g : d(f, g) < ε}.

If the metric d is induced by a norm ‖ · ‖, we will also use the notation en(F, ‖ · ‖) in place
of en(F, d).

Definition 2.12. An admissible sequence of a set F is an increasing sequence (Fn) of
partitions of F such that |Fn| 6 22

n
for all n > 1 and |F0| = 1. For f ∈ F , let Fn(f) denote

the unique element of Fn that contains f .

Definition 2.13. Let (F, d) be a metric space. Let

γ2(F, d) := inf sup
f∈F

∞
∑

n=0

2n/2diam
(

Fn(f)
)

,

where diam(G) := sup
f,g∈G

d(f, g) and the infimum is taken over all admissible sequences of F .

The quantity γ2(F, d) is called the chaining functional. If the metric d is induced by a norm
‖ · ‖, we will use the notation γ2(F, ‖ · ‖) in place of γ2(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) γ2(F, d) 6

∞
∑

n=0

2n/2en(F, d).

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 c > 0 such that for any i.i.d. random vectors
x1, . . . , xm with the distribution µ on the set Ω, one has

E

(

sup
g∈G

∣

∣

∣

1

m

m
∑

j=1

|g(xj)|2 −
∫

Ω
|g|2 dµ

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c
(

A+A1/2
(

sup
g∈G

∫

Ω
|g|2 dµ

)1/2)

,

where

A =
1

m
E
(

γ22(G, ‖ · ‖∞,x)
)

and ‖g‖∞,x := max
16j6m

|g(xj)|.

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

Lemma 2.15. Let a, b > 0. Let XN be an N -dimensional space endowed with a norm ‖ · ‖
and let F ⊂ XN . Then there is a number C(a, b) > 0 such that

∑

n>[logN ]

(

2anen(F, ‖ · ‖)
)b

6 C(a, b)
∑

n6[logN ]

(

2anen(F, ‖ · ‖)
)b
.

Proof. Let n0 = [logN ]. It is known (see (7.1.6) and Corollary 7.2.2 in [35]) that

en(F, ‖ · ‖) 6 3 · 22n0/Nen0(F, ‖ · ‖)2−2n/N ∀n > n0.

Thus,
∑

n>[logN ]

(2anen(F, ‖ · ‖))b 6 6b
(

en0(F, ‖ · ‖)
)b

∑

n>[logN ]

(

2an2−2n/N
)b
.

We note that
∑

n>logN

(

2an2−2n/N
)b

6 2max(2ab−1, 1)

∫ ∞

0
xab−12−xb/N dx

= 2max(2ab−1, 1)
(

N
b ln 2

)ab
∫ ∞

0
yab−1e−y dy = c(a, b)Nab.

Thus,
∑

n>[logN ]

(2anen(F, ‖ · ‖))b 6 6bc(a, b)Nab
(

en0(F, ‖ · ‖)
)b

6 6bc(a, b)2ab
(

2an0en0(F, ‖ · ‖)
)b

6 6bc(a, b)2ab
∑

n6[logN ]

(

2anen(F, ‖ · ‖)
)b
.

The proof is now complete. �



10 EGOR KOSOV AND SERGEY TIKHONOV

3. Discretization with equal weights for Φ ∈ (aInc)p ∩ (Dec)

3.1. Main theorems and discussion. This section is devoted to the proof of the following
two theorems for Φ-function satisfying the condition (aInc)p ∩ (Dec).

Theorem 3.1. Let p ∈ (1,∞). Let Φ be a Φ-function such that Φ ∈ (aInc)p ∩ (Dec). There
exists a constant CΦ,p > 0, depending only on p and Φ, such that for every N > 1, H > 1, for
every N -dimensional subspace XN ∈ NI2,∞(H), for every ε ∈ (0, 1/2], and for every

m > CΦ,pε
−2(log ε−1)

min{p,2}
2 Φ

(

H
2

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)2 log 2H2,

there is a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality m such that

aΦ(1)
−1(1− ε)‖f‖Φ 6 ‖f‖Φ,x 6 aΦ(1)(1 + ε)‖f‖Φ ∀f ∈ XN .

In the case p = 1 we will prove the following counterpart of the above theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let Φ ∈ Φw be such that Φ ∈ (Dec). There exists a constant CΦ > 0,
depending only on Φ such that for every N > 1, H > 1, for every N -dimensional subspace
XN ∈ NI2,∞(H), and for every ε ∈ (0, 1/2], there are m points x1, . . . , xm ∈ Ω with

m 6 CΦε
−2(log ε−1)Φ

(

H2
)

(log 2N)2 log 2H2

such that

aΦ(1)
−2(1− ε)‖f‖Φ 6 ‖f‖Φ,x 6 aΦ(1)

2(1 + ε)‖f‖Φ ∀f ∈ XN .

The proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 are divided into several steps and contained in subsections
3.2-3.5.

Let us illustrate the use of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 for the specific Φ-function. Set

(3.1) Φp,α,β(t) := tp
(ln(e+ t))α

(ln(e+ t−1))β
, p > 1, α, β > 0.

It is easy to see that for t > 0, one has

tΦ′
p,α,β(t)

Φp,α,β(t)
= p+

αt

e+ t
· 1

ln(e+ t)
+

βt−1

e+ t−1
· 1

ln(e+ t−1)
.

Thus,

p 6
tΦ′

p,α,β(t)

Φp,α,β(t)
6 p+ α+ β for t > 0.

In light of Theorem 3.1, in order to obtain the discretization estimates between Φp,α,β and
Φp,α,β,x, it is sufficient to choose

m > Cp,α,βε
−2(log ε−1)

min{p,2}
2 Φp,α,β

(

H
2

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)2 log 2H2.

Noting that

Φp,α,β

(

H
2

min{p,2}
)

6 H
2p

min{p,2}
(

ln(e+H
2

min{p,2} )
)α

6 c(p, α)H
2p

min{p,2} (log 2H2)α,

we arrive at the following result.

Example 3.3. Let p ∈ (1,∞), α, β > 0, N > 1, B > 1. Let Φp,α,β := tp (ln(e+t))α

(ln(e+t−1))β
. There

exists a constant Cp,α,β > 0, depending only on p, α, and β, such that for every N -dimensional

subspace XN ∈ NI2,∞(
√
BN), for every ε ∈ (0, 1/2], and for every

m > Cp,α,βε
−2(log ε−1)

min{p,2}
2 (BN)

p
min{p,2} (log 2BN)α+1(log 2N)2,
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there is a subset x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality m such that

(1− ε)‖f‖Φp,α,β
6 ‖f‖Φp,α,β ,x 6 (1 + ε)‖f‖Φp,α,β

∀f ∈ XN .

Similarly, Theorem 3.2 implies the discretization for spaces close to L1.

Example 3.4. Let α, β > 0, N > 1, B > 1, and let Φ1,α,β := t (ln(e+t))α

(ln(e+t−1))β
. There exists

a constant Cα,β > 0, depending only on the parameters α and β, such that, for every N -

dimensional subspace XN ∈ NI2,∞(
√
BN) and for every ε ∈ (0, 1/2], there are

m 6 Cα,βε
−2(log ε−1)BN(log 2BN)α+1(log 2N)2.

and a subset x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality m such that

(1− ε)‖f‖Φ1,α,β
6 ‖f‖Φ1,α,β ,x 6 (1 + ε)‖f‖Φ1,α,β

∀f ∈ 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 ε ∈ (0, 1/2], δ ∈ (0, 1], and

m > CΦ,p(εδ)
−2(log(εδ)−1)

min{p,2}
2 Φ

(

H
2

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)2 log 2H2,

we have

P
(

aΦ(1)
−1(1− ε)‖f‖Φ 6 ‖f‖Φ,x 6 aΦ(1)(1 + ε)‖f‖Φ ∀f ∈ XN

)

> 1− δ/2,

where the points x = (x1, . . . , xm) are choosing independently distributed according to the
measure µ.

3.2. Proof of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2: the key step. To prove Theorems 3.1 and 3.2,
we apply Theorem 2.14 with the set

G := {g := (Φ(|f |))1/2 : f ∈ XΦ
N}.

Thus,

E

(

sup
f∈XΦ

N

∣

∣

∣

1

m

m
∑

j=1

Φ(|f(xj)|)−
∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ

∣

∣

∣

)

6 E

(

sup
g∈G

∣

∣

∣

1

m

m
∑

j=1

|g(xj)|2 −
∫

Ω
|g|2 dµ

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c
(

A+A1/2
(

sup
g∈G

∫

Ω
|g|2 dµ

)1/2)

6 c
(

A+A1/2
(

sup
f∈XΦ

N

∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ

)1/2)

,

where

A =
1

m
E
(

γ22,1(G, ‖ · ‖∞,x)
)

and ‖g‖∞,x := max
16j6m

|g(xj)|. Further, to estimate γ2,1(G, ‖ · ‖∞,x), we use Dudley’s entropy

bound (2.8) to get

γ2,1(G, ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 C

∞
∑

n=0

2n/2en(G, ‖ · ‖∞,x).
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Let p∗ := min{p, 2}. We note that Φ ∈ (aInc)p∗ under the assumptions of Theorems 3.1 and

3.2. For f, g ∈ XΦ
N , by Lemma 2.7, we have

∥

∥(Φ(|f |))1/2 − (Φ(|g|))1/2
∥

∥

∞,x
= max

16j6m

∣

∣

(

(Φ(|f(xj)|))1/p∗
)p∗/2 −

(

(Φ(|g(xj)|))1/p∗
)p∗/2

∣

∣

6 max
16j6m

∣

∣(Φ(|f(xj)|))1/p∗ − (Φ(|g(xj)|))1/p∗
∣

∣

p∗/2

6 (qp−1
∗ )p∗/2 max

16j6m

(

|f(xj)− g(xj)| ·
∣

∣

∣

(Φ(|f(xj)|))1/p∗
|f(xj)|

+
(Φ(|g(xj)|))1/p∗

|g(xj)|
∣

∣

∣

)p∗/2

6 2q sup
h∈XΦ

N

max
16j6m

(Φ(|h(xj)|)
|h(xj)|p∗

)1/2
‖f − g‖p∗/2∞,x .

Thus,

en(G, ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 2q sup
h∈XΦ

N

max
16j6m

(Φ(|h(xj)|)
|h(xj)|p∗

)1/2
(

en(X
Φ
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x)

)p∗/2.

In light of Lemma 2.8, we have XΦ
N ⊂ RΦ(p∗)X

p∗
N = {f ∈ XN : ‖f‖p∗ < RΦ(p∗)}. Hence, from

the assumption XN ∈ NI2,∞(H), we derive

‖h‖∞ =
( ‖h‖2∞
‖h‖2−p∗∞

)1/p∗
6

(H2‖h‖22
‖h‖2−p∗∞

)1/p∗
6 H2/p∗‖h‖p∗ 6 RΦ(p∗)H

2/p∗‖h‖Φ ∀h ∈ XΦ
N .

Since the function t 7→ Φ(t)t−p∗ is almost increasing and |h(xj)| 6 RΦ(p∗)H2/p∗ for h ∈ XΦ
N , we

have

sup
h∈XΦ

N

max
16j6m

Φ(|h(xj)|)
|h(xj)|p∗

6 aΦ(p∗)
Φ
(

RΦ(p∗)H2/p∗
)

(RΦ(p∗))p∗H2
.

From the inclusion XΦ
N ⊂ RΦ(p∗)X

p∗
N we get

en(X
Φ
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 RΦ(p∗) · en(Xp∗

N , ‖ · ‖∞,x).

Therefore,

∞
∑

n=0

2n/2en(G, ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 2q(aΦ(p∗))
1/2

(Φ
(

RΦ(p∗)H2/p∗
)

(RΦ(p∗))p∗H2

)1/2 ∑

n>0

2n/2
(

en(X
Φ
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x)

)p∗/2

6 2q(aΦ(p∗))
1/2

(Φ
(

RΦ(p∗)H2/p∗
)

H2

)1/2 ∑

n>0

2n/2
(

en(X
p∗
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x)

)p∗/2.

By Lemma 2.15, we have
∑

n>0

2n/2
(

en(X
p∗
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x)

)p∗/2
6 C1

∑

n6[logN ]

2n/2
(

en(X
p∗
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x)

)p∗/2

with some numerical constant C1 > 0. Thus, we arrive at the following statement.

Proposition 3.6. Let p ∈ [1,+∞), q ∈ [p,+∞), p∗ := min{p, 2}, N > 1, and H > 1.
There is a numerical constant c > 0 such that, for every Φ-function Φ ∈ (aInc)p ∩ (Dec)q and

for every N -dimensional subspace XN ∈ NI2,∞(H), one has

(3.2) E

(

sup
f∈XΦ

N

∣

∣

∣

1

m

m
∑

j=1

Φ(|f(xj)|)−
∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c(A+A1/2),
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where

A =
1

m
q2aΦ(p∗)

Φ
(

RΦ(p∗)H2/p∗
)

H2
E

((

∑

n6[logN ]

2n/2
(

en(X
p∗
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x)

)p∗/2
)2)

,

‖f‖∞,x := max
16j6m

|f(xj)|, and points x1, . . . , xm are choosing randomly, independently, and dis-

tributed according to the measure µ.

To complete the proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, we will consider three separate cases in the
following subsections: p > 2, p ∈ (1, 2), and p = 1.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 3.1: the case p > 2. We note that in this case p∗ = 2.

Lemma 3.7. Let p > 2, q ∈ [p,+∞), N > 1, H > 1. There is a numerical constant c > 0
such that, for every Φ-function Φ ∈ (aInc)p ∩ (Dec)q and for every N -dimensional subspace

XN ∈ NI2,∞(H), one has

E

(

sup
f∈XΦ

N

∣

∣

∣

1

m

m
∑

j=1

Φ(|f(xj)|)−
∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c(A+A1/2),

where

(3.3) A =
q2aΦ(2)Φ

(

RΦ(2)H
)

logm(log 2N)2

m
.

Proof. By Proposition 3.6, it is enough to estimate
∑

n6[logN ]

2n/2en(X
2
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x)

for a fixed set of points x = {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω. Let ‖h‖∞,x := max
16j6m

|h(xj)|. Taking into account

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

en(X
2
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 c 2−n/2

Eg

∥

∥

N
∑

k=1

gkuk
∥

∥

∞,X
,

where c is a numerical constant, g = (g1, . . . , gN ) is a standard Gaussian random vector, and
{u1, . . . , uN} is any orthonormal basis in XN . 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

Eg

∥

∥

N
∑

k=1

gkuk
∥

∥

∞,x
= Eg max

16j6m

∣

∣

N
∑

k=1

gkuk(xj)
∣

∣

6 c1 max
16j6m

(

N
∑

k=1

|uk(xj)|2
)1/2

(logm)1/2 6 c1H(logm)1/2.

Thus,

(3.4) en(X
2
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 c2H2−n/2(logm)1/2.

and we have
∑

n6[logN ]

2n/2en(X
2
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 c2H(logm)1/2 log 2N.

The lemma is proved. �
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Proof of Theorem 3.1 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+A1/2) 6 ε/2,

where A is given by (3.3). Since ε ∈ (0, 1/2], it is enough to see that

Aε−2
6 (4c)−2.

Let now

m > CΦε
−2(log ε−1)Φ(H)(log 2N)2 log 2H2

with sufficiently large constant CΦ > 2, which will be specified later.
We note that Φ ∈ (Dec)q with some q := q(Φ) ∈ [1,+∞). Then, since RΦ(2) > 1 (see (2.4)),

we have

Φ
(

RΦ(2)H
)

6 (RΦ(2))
qΦ(H).

Thus, using that t 7→ log t
t is decreasing for t > 3, we have

Aε−2 = ε−2 logm

m
q2aΦ(2)Φ

(

RΦ(2)H
)

(log 2N)2 6
q2aΦ(2)(RΦ(2))

q

CΦ
J,

where

J :=
logCΦ + 2 log ε−1 + log log ε−1 + log Φ(H) + 2 log log 2N + log log 2H2

(log ε−1) log 2H2
.

Noting that H2 > N and log log t 6 log t for t > 2, we estimate

J 6 logCΦ +
logΦ(H)

log 2H2
+ C

with some numerical constant C > 0.
Finally, in view of the inequality Φ(H) 6 Φ(1)Hq (note that H > 1), we have

log Φ(H) 6 log(Φ(1)) + q/2 logH2.

Therefore,

Aε−2
6
q2aΦ(2)(RΦ(2))

q

CΦ

(

logCΦ + log(Φ(1)) + q/2 + C
)

.

By choosing the constant CΦ sufficiently large, we can make the right-hand side of the last
inequality smaller than (4c)−2. This implies that Aε−2 6 (4c)−2, completing the proof.

�

3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.1: 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 Φ-function Φ ∈ (aInc)p ∩ (Dec)q and for every N -

dimensional subspace XN ∈ NI2,∞(H), one has

E

(

sup
f∈XΦ

N

∣

∣

∣

1

m

m
∑

j=1

Φ(|f(xj)|)−
∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c(p)(A+A1/2),

where

(3.5) A =
q2aΦ(p)Φ

(

RΦ(p)H
2/p

)

(log 2H2)1−p/2(logm)p/2(log 2N)2

m
.
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Proof. In light of Proposition 3.6, our goal is to estimate
∑

n6[logN ]

2n/2
(

en(X
p
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x)

)p/2
.

It is known (see, e.g., [18, L. 4.10]) that

en(X
p
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 C(p)H2/p2−n/p(log 2H2)

1
p
− 1

2 (logm)1/2

with a constant C(p) > 0 depending only on p. This yields
∑

n6[logN ]

2n/2
(

en(X
Φ
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x)

)p/2
6 C1(p)H(log 2H2)

1
2
− p

4 (logm)
p
4 log 2N.

This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1 for p ∈ (1, 2). The argument is similar to the one in the
proof in the case p > 2. Taking into account Lemma 3.8, it suffices to take m such that
c(p)(A +A1/2) 6 ε/2 and

(3.6) ε−2A 6 (4c(p))−2.

Let now

m > CΦ,pε
−2(log ε−1)p/2Φ

(

H2/p
)

(log 2N)2 log 2H2

with sufficiently large constant CΦ,p > 2, which will be specified later. Since the function
t 7→ Φ(t)t−q is decreasing on (0,+∞) with some q := q(Φ) ∈ [1,+∞) and RΦ(p) > 1, we have

Φ
(

RΦ(p)H
2/p

)

6 (RΦ(p))
qΦ

(

H2/p
)

,

which implies

ε−2A = ε−2 (logm)p/2

m
q2aΦ(p)Φ

(

RΦ(p)H
2/p

)

(logH2)1−p/2(log 2N)2

6
q2aΦ(p)(RΦ(p))

q

CΦ,p
J,

where

J =

(

logCΦ,p + 2 log ε−1 + p
2 log log ε

−1 + logΦ
(

H2/p
)

+ 2 log log 2N + log log 2H2
)p/2

(log ε−1)p/2(log 2H2)p/2
.

It is easy to see that, for some positive C,

J2/p 6 logCΦ,p +
logΦ

(

H2/p
)

log 2H2
+ C.

Further, taking into account that Φ
(

H2/p
)

6 Φ(1)H2q/p, we have

log Φ
(

H2/p
)

6 log(Φ(1)) + q/p logH2.

Therefore,

ε−2A 6
q2aΦ(p)(RΦ(p))

q

CΦ,p

(

logCΦ,p + log(Φ(1)) + q/p +C
)p/2

.

Taking CΦ,p large enough, we arrive at (3.6). �
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3.5. Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let q := q(Φ) ∈ [1,+∞) be such that Φ ∈ (Dec)q. Since

‖f‖22 6 ‖f‖∞‖f‖1 6 H‖f‖2‖f‖1 ∀f ∈ XN

we have X1
N ⊂ HX2

N . Thus,

en(X
1
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 Hen(X

2
N , ‖ · ‖∞,x) 6 cH22−n/2(logm0)

1/2.

for every fixed set of points x := {x1, . . . , xm0}, where we have used estimate (3.4). Using
Proposition 3.6, we derive

E

(

sup
f∈XΦ

N

∣

∣

∣

1

m0

m0
∑

j=1

Φ(|f(xj)|)−
∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c1(A+A1/2),

where

A =
1

m0
q2aΦ(1)Φ

(

RΦ(1)H
2
)

N1/2(logm0)
1/2.

Using the fact that the function t 7→ Φ(t)t−q is decreasing and RΦ(1)H
2 > 1, we note that

(3.7) Φ
(

RΦ(1)H
2
)

6 (RΦ(1))
qH2qΦ(1).

Therefore, since logm0 6 m0,

E

(

sup
f∈XΦ

N

∣

∣

∣

1

m0

m0
∑

j=1

Φ(|f(xj)|)−
∫

Ω
Φ(|f |) dµ

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c2(Φ)(A1 +A
1/2
1 ),

where

A1 =
H2qN1/2

√
m0

.

On the other hand, Corollary 3.7 implies that

E

(

sup
f∈X2

N

∣

∣

∣

1

m0

m0
∑

j=1

|f(xj)|2 −
∫

Ω
|f |2 dµ

∣

∣

∣

)

6 c3(A2 +A
1/2
2 ),

where

A2 =
H logm0(log 2N)2

m0
6 16

HN√
m0

.

Thus, for any α ∈ (0, 1/2], there exist a number m0 6 c4(Φ)α
−4H4qN2 and a set of points

x0 := {x01, . . . , x0m0
} ⊂ Ω such that

(3.8) aΦ(1)
−1(1− α)‖f‖LΦ(µ) 6 ‖f‖LΦ(ν) 6 aΦ(1)(1 + α)‖f‖LΦ(µ) ∀f ∈ XN

and
1

2
‖f‖L2(µ) 6 ‖f‖L2(ν) 6

3

2
‖f‖L2(µ) ∀f ∈ XN ,

where ν = 1
m0

m0
∑

j=1
δx0

j
. Then

‖f‖L∞(ν) = sup
x∈{x1,...,xm0}

|f(x)| 6 ‖f‖∞ 6 H‖f‖2 6 2H‖f‖L2(ν).

Let XΦ
N (ν), X2

N (ν), and X1
N (ν) be the (open) unit balls in XN with respect to the norms of

spaces LΦ(ν), L2(ν), and L1(ν), respectively. In light of estimate (3.4),

en(X
2
N (ν), ‖ · ‖L∞(ν)) 6 cH2−n/2(logm0)

1/2.



SAMPLING DISCRETIZATION IN ORLICZ SPACES 17

We now note that Lemma 3.3 from [7] implies that

en(X
1
N (ν), ‖ · ‖L∞(ν)) 6 CR2−n ∀n ∈ N

if

en(X
2
N (ν), ‖ · ‖L∞(ν)) 6 (R2−n)1/2 ∀n ∈ N.

Hence,

en(X
1
N (ν), ‖ · ‖L∞(ν)) 6 c5(Φ)H

2(log α−1)(log 2H2)2−n ∀n ∈ N,

where we have used the estimate H >
√
N . We now apply Proposition 3.6 with the set x0 and

with the measure ν. We note that for any x ⊂ x0, one has
∑

n6[logN ]

2n/2
(

en(X
1
N (ν), ‖ · ‖∞,x)

)1/2
6

∑

n6[logN ]

2n/2
(

en(X
1
N (ν), ‖ · ‖∞,x0)

)1/2

6 c6(Φ)H(log α−1)1/2(log 2H2)1/2(log 2N).

Thus, we obtain

E

(

sup
f∈XΦ

N (ν)

∣

∣

∣

1

m

m
∑

j=1

Φ(|f(xj)|)−
∫

x0

Φ(|f |) dν
∣

∣

∣

)

6 c7(Φ)(A+A1/2),

where

A =
(log α−1)Φ

(

H2
)

(log 2H2)(log 2N)2

m
.

Therefore, for any β ∈ (0, 1/2], there exists m 6 c8(Φ)β
−2(log α−1)Φ

(

H2
)

(log 2H2)(log 2N)2

such that c7(Φ)(A + A1/2) 6 β/2. For this m, there is a set of points x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ x0

such that

aΦ(1)
−1(1− β)‖f‖LΦ(ν) 6 ‖f‖Φ,x 6 aΦ(1)(1 + β)‖f‖LΦ(ν) ∀f ∈ XN .

Finally, taking α = β = ε/3 and combining this bound with (3.8), we obtain the required
statement. �

4. Descritization under relaxed assumptions on Φ-functions

In this section, we show that the conditions on the Φ-function in Theorem 3.1 can be
relaxed while still achieving an effective discretization result. Specifically, we demonstrate that
the assumption Φ ∈ (aInc)p ∩ (Dec) can be replaced with the less restrictive condition Φ ∈
(aInc)p(∞) ∩ (aDec)(∞), yielding the same discretization result up to constant factors.

Theorem 4.1. Let p ∈ (1,∞), N > 1, H > 1. For every Φ-function Φ, satisfying the condi-
tion Φ ∈ (aInc)p(∞) ∩ (aDec)(∞), there exist positive constants c := c(Φ, p), C := C(Φ, p),

C1 := C1(Φ, p), and C2 := C2(Φ, p), depending only on Φ and p, such that for every N -
dimensional subspace XN ∈ NI2,∞(H) and for every

m > CΦ
(

cH
2

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)2 log 2H2,

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

C1‖f‖Φ 6 ‖f‖Φ,x 6 C2‖f‖Φ ∀f ∈ XN .
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Proof. Since Φ ∈ (aInc)p(∞) ∩ (aDec)(∞), there are t∗ := t∗(Φ) ∈ (0,+∞) and q :=

q(Φ) > p such that the mapping t 7→ Φ(t)t−p is almost increasing with a constant a := aΦ(p) on
(t∗,∞) and t 7→ Φ(t)t−q is almost decreasing with a constant b := bΦ(q) on (t∗,∞). Let t0 = 2t∗.
We consider a new Φ-function Φ1 such that

Φ1(t) :=







Φ(t0)

tp0
tp, t ∈ (0, t0]

Φ(t), t > t0

.

Now we claim that Φ1 ∈ (aInc)p∩ (aDec). Indeed, let 0 < s < t and ϕ(τ) := Φ1(τ)τ
−p. If t 6 t0,

then ϕ(s) = ϕ(t) 6 aϕ(t). If s > t0, then ϕ(s) = Φ(s)s−p 6 aΦ(t)t−p = aϕ(t). If s < t0 < t,
then ϕ(s) = ϕ(t0) 6 aϕ(t). Let now ψ(τ) := Φ1(τ)τ

−q. If t 6 t0, then ψ(t) = ctp−q 6 csp−q =

ψ(s) 6 bψ(s) where c := Φ(t0)
tp0

. If s > t0, then ψ(t) = Φ(t)t−q 6 bΦ(s)s−q = bψ(s). If s < t0 < t,

then ψ(t) 6 bψ(t0) 6 bψ(s), completing the proof of the claim.
Using Lemma 2.6, we can find a convex Φ-function Φ2 ∈ Φc, which is equivalent to Φ1. By

[13, L. 2.1.9], we have Φ2 ∈ (aInc)p ∩ (aDec). Moreover, for a convex Φ-function, the conditions

Φ2 ∈ (aDec) and Φ2 ∈ (Dec) are equivalent (see [13, L. 2.2.6]). Thus, Φ2 ∈ (aInc)p ∩ (Dec), and
by Theorem 3.1, for every

m > CΦ2,pΦ2

(

H
2

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)2 log 2H2,

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

1

2
‖f‖Φ2 6 ‖f‖Φ2,x 6

3

2
‖f‖Φ2 ∀f ∈ XN .

Let c = c(Φ, p) := max{L, t0}, where L is the constant from the equivalence Φ1(L
−1x) 6

Φ2(x) 6 Φ1(Lx). Then

Φ2

(

H
2

min{p,2}
)

6 Φ1

(

LH
2

min{p,2}
)

6 Φ1

(

cH
2

min{p,2}
)

= Φ
(

cH
2

min{p,2}
)

.

Finally, we note that for any probability measure ν, one has
∫

Ω
Φ2

( |f |
2L(Φ(t0) + 1)‖f‖LΦ(ν)

)

dν 6
1

Φ(t0) + 1

∫

Ω
Φ2

( |f |
2L‖f‖LΦ(ν)

)

dν

6
1

Φ(t0) + 1

∫

Ω
Φ1

( |f |
2‖f‖LΦ(ν)

)

dν

6
1

Φ(t0) + 1

(

Φ1(t0)ν
(

|f |(2‖f‖LΦ(ν))
−1 6 t0

)

+

∫

Ω
Φ
( |f |
2‖f‖LΦ(ν)

)

dν
)

6 1,

where in the first inequality we have used the convexity of Φ2, in the second one the equivalence
between Φ1 and Φ2, and in the last one the first implication in (2.6). Therefore, we arrive at
‖f‖LΦ2 (ν) 6 2L(Φ(t0) + 1)‖f‖LΦ(ν).

Similarly,
∫

Ω
Φ
( |f |
2LaΦ(1)(Φ(t0) + 1)‖f‖LΦ2 (ν)

)

dν 6
1

Φ(t0) + 1

∫

Ω
Φ
( |f |
2L‖f‖LΦ2 (ν)

)

dν

6
1

Φ(t0) + 1

(

Φ(t0)ν
(

|f |(2L‖f‖LΦ2 (ν))
−1 6 t0

)

+

∫

Ω
Φ1

( |f |
2L‖f‖LΦ2 (ν)

)

dν
)

6
1

Φ(t0) + 1

(

Φ(t0) +

∫

Ω
Φ2

( |f |
2‖f‖LΦ2 (ν)

)

dν
)

6 1,
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where in the first inequality we have used (2.3). Thus, ‖f‖LΦ(ν) 6 2aΦ(1)L(Φ(t0)+ 1)‖f‖LΦ2 (ν).
Therefore, for every

m > C(Φ, p)Φ
(

cH
2

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)2 log 2H2 with C(Φ, p) = CΦ2,p,

there is a subset x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality m such that, for every f ∈ XN , one has

1

8aΦ(1)L2(Φ(t0) + 1)2
‖f‖Φ 6

1

4L(Φ(t0) + 1)
‖f‖Φ2 6

1

2L(Φ(t0) + 1)
‖f‖Φ2,x

6 ‖f‖Φ,x 6 2aΦ(1)L(Φ(t0) + 1)‖f‖Φ2,x

6 3aΦ(1)L(Φ(t0) + 1)‖f‖Φ2 6 6aΦ(1)L
2(Φ(t0) + 1)2‖f‖Φ.

The proof is now complete. �

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 XN , that is, we do not assume that Nikolskii’s inequality (1.1) 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]).

Lemma 5.1. Let x = {x1, . . . , xm}, ν :=
m
∑

j=1
λjδxj be a discrete positive measure on x, and

XN be an N -dimensional subspace of functions on x. Assume that Φ is an Φ-prefunction with
continuous derivative ϕ. There exist a constant c > 0 and a basis v1, . . . , vN in XN such that

∫

x′

ϕ
((

N
∑

k=1

|vk(x)|2
)1/2)(

N
∑

k=1

|vk(x)|2
)−1/2

vr(x)vr′(x) ν(dx) = cδr,r′

and
∫

x

Φ
((

N
∑

k=1

|vk(x)|2
)1/2)

ν(dx) = 1,

where x′ :=
{

x ∈ x :
N
∑

k=1

|vk(x)|2 6= 0
}

.

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 xj there is a function f ∈ XN such
that f(xj) 6= 0. Let {u1, . . . , uN} be a basis in XN . For an N ×N matrix B := (bk,l), we define

G(B) :=

∫

x

Φ
((

N
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

l=1

bk,lul(x)
∣

∣

∣

2)1/2)

ν(dx) =

m
∑

j=1

λjΦ
((

N
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

l=1

bk,lul(xj)
∣

∣

∣

2)1/2)

.

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

G(tI) =

m
∑

j=1

λjΦ
(

t
(

N
∑

k=1

|uk(xj)|2
)1/2)

.
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Moreover, t 7→ G(tI) is a continuous function on [0,+∞), G(0) = 0, and lim
t→+∞

G(tI) = +∞.

Thus, there is t0 ∈ (0,+∞) such that G(t0I) = 1, which implies that detA > tN0 > 0. Therefore,

the functions vk :=
∑N

l=1 ak,lul form a basis in XN . In particular,

N
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

l=1

ak,lul(xj)
∣

∣

∣

2
=

N
∑

k=1

|vk(xj)|2 > 0

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 k0 and l0,

∂

∂bk0l0
G(B) =

∫

x

ϕ
((

N
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

l=1

bk,lul

∣

∣

∣

2)1/2)(
N
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

l=1

bk,lul

∣

∣

∣

2)−1/2(
N
∑

s=1

bk0,sus

)

ul0 dν.

Using the method of Lagrange multipliers, the matrix C :=
(

∂
∂bk0l0

G(B)
)

k0,l0

∣

∣

∣

B=A
coincides, up

to a constant, with the matrix
(

∂
∂bk0l0

det(B)
∣

∣

∣

B=A

)

k0,l0
. The latter matrix is equal to (detA) ·

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

∫

x

ϕ
((

N
∑

k=1

|vk(x)|2
)1/2)(

N
∑

k=1

|vk(x)|
)−1/2

vr(x)vr′(x) ν(dx)

=

∫

x

ϕ
((

N
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

l=1

ak,lul

∣

∣

∣

2)1/2)(
N
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

l=1

ak,lul

∣

∣

∣

2)−1/2(
N
∑

s=1

ar,sus

)(

N
∑

s=1

ar′,sus

)

dν = cδr,r′

with some constant c > 0. �

Theorem 5.2. Let p ∈ (1,∞). Let Φ be a Φ-function such that Φ ∈ (Inc)p ∩ (Dec) and

sup
t>0

(

Φ(t)Φ(t−1)
)

<∞.

Assume that ϕ := Φ′ is continuous on (0,+∞) and there is a Φ-function Ψ ∈ (aInc)p ∩ (Dec)
such that

(5.1)
Φ(ts)

Φ(t)
6 KΦ,ΨΨ(s) ∀t, s > 0

with KΦ,Ψ > 1. Then there are positive constants C := C(Φ,Ψ, p) and c := c(Φ,Ψ, p), depending
only on Φ, Ψ, and p, such that for every N -dimensional subspace XN ⊂ C(Ω), 1 ∈ XN , there
exist a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality

m 6 cΨ
(

N
1

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)3

and positive weights λ = {λ1, . . . , λm}, λ1 + . . . + λm = 1, providing the following one-sided
discretization inequality

(5.2) ‖f‖Φ 6 C
(

MΦ,Ψ(m)
)1/p‖f‖Ψ,x,λ ∀f ∈ XN ,

where

MΦ,Ψ(m) := max
{

1,max
{Ψ(t)

Φ(t)
: t ∈ [Φ−1(1),Φ−1(m)]

}}

= max
{

1,max
{Ψ ◦ Φ−1(t)

t
: t ∈ [1,m]

}}

∀m ∈ (0,+∞).
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Proof. Since XN is a finite-dimensional space of continuous functions, there is a constant
H > 0 such that XN ∈ NI2,∞(H). In light of Theorem 3.1, one has a number m0, a set of

points y = {y1, . . . , ym0} ⊂ Ω, and a uniform probability measure ν0 := 1
m0

m0
∑

j=1
δyj on this set

such that

(5.3)
1

2
‖f‖LΦ(µ) 6 ‖f‖LΦ(ν0) 6

3

2
‖f‖LΦ(µ) ∀f ∈ XN .

On the other hand, by Lemma 5.1, there is a basis v1, . . . , vN in XN such that
∫

y′

ϕ
(

F (y)
)

F (y)−1vr(y)vr′(y) ν0(dy) = cδr,r′ , c > 0,

where F (y) :=
(

N
∑

k=1

|vk(y)|2
)1/2

and y′ = {y ∈ y : F (y) > 0}. In particular,

∫

y′

ϕ
(

F (y)
)

F (y) ν0(dy) =
N
∑

r=1

∫

y′

ϕ
(

F (y)
)

F (y)−1|vr(y)|2 ν0(dy) = cN.

Further, the condition Φ ∈ (Inc)p ∩ (Dec) (cf. Remark 2.4) implies

(5.4) pΦ(F (y)) 6 ϕ
(

F (y)
)

F (y) 6 qΦ(F (y))

with some q := q(Φ) > 1 such that Φ ∈ (Dec)q. Moreover, Lemma 5.1 yields
∫

y

Φ
(

F (y)
)

ν0(dy) = 1.

Thus, we arrive at the condition

(5.5) 1 6 p 6 cN 6 q.

We set ν̃0 :=
ϕ(F )F

cN
ν0 =

1

m0

m0
∑

j=1

ϕ(F (yj))F (yj)

cN
δyj , ṽr :=

√
N

F
vr, and

X̃N := {f̃ = F−1f : f ∈ XN}.
Then we note that

∫

y′

ṽrṽr′ dν̃0 = c−1

∫

y′

ϕ(F )F−1vrvr′ dν0 = δr,r′

and
N
∑

r=1

|ṽr|2 6 N,

i.e., X̃N ∈ NI2,∞(
√
N), where the L2 norm is taken with respect to the measure ν̃0.

By (5.1) with t = 1, Φ(s) 6 KΦ,ΨΨ(s) and therefore,

Φ
(

N
1

min{p,2}
)

6 KΦ,ΨΨ
(

N
1

min{p,2}
)

.

In light of Remark 3.5 (with δ = 1/2), we simultaneously discretize LΦ(ν̃0) and L
Ψ(ν̃0) norms

on the subspace X̃N as follows: there is a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ y′ ⊂ Ω of cardinality

m 6 c(Φ,Ψ, p)Ψ
(

N
1

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)3
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such that for a uniform measure ν ′ = 1
m

m
∑

j=1
δxj on x one has

(5.6)
1

2
‖f̃‖LΦ(ν̃0) 6 ‖f̃‖LΦ(ν′) 6

3

2
‖f̃‖LΦ(ν̃0) ∀f̃ ∈ X̃N

and

(5.7) aΨ(1)
−1 1

2
‖f̃‖LΨ(ν̃0) 6 ‖f̃‖LΨ(ν′) 6 aΨ(1)

3

2
‖f̃‖LΨ(ν̃0) ∀f̃ ∈ X̃N .

Setting

(5.8) M0 := qmax
{

1,max
{

Φ(F (yj))Φ(
1

F (yj)
) : yj ∈ y′}},

we note that 1 6 M0 < ∞ due to the assumptions on the function Φ. Then, by (2.3), (5.4),
(5.5), and the definition of ν̃0, one has

∫

y′

Φ
(

M−1
0 1̃

)

dν̃0 = (cN)−1

∫

y′

Φ
(

M−1
0 1̃

)

ϕ(F )F dν0 6 qM−1
0

∫

y′

Φ
(

1
F

)

Φ(F ) dν0 6 1,

where 1̃ := 1/F . This and ‖1̃‖LΦ(ν′) 6
3
2‖1̃‖LΦ(ν̃0) < 2M0, cf. (5.6), imply that

(5.9)
1

m

m
∑

j=1

Φ( 1
2M0F (xj)

) 6 1.

Now we set

(5.10) λj :=
Φ(max{ 1

2M0F (xj)
, 1})

∑m
k=1Φ(max{ 1

2M0F (xk)
, 1})

and ν =
m
∑

j=1
λjδxj .

Fix f ∈ XN with ‖f‖LΨ(ν) < 1. Let us prove that

(5.11) ‖f̃‖LΨ(ν′) 6 C1(Φ,Ψ, p)
(

1 + Ψ ◦ Φ−1(1) +MΦ,Ψ(m)
)1/p

.

First, by (2.3), (5.1), and (5.9), we obtain
∫

x

Φ
(

1
KΦ,Ψ(1+Φ(1)) (2M0)

−1|f̃ |
)

dν ′ 6
1

KΦ,Ψ(1 + Φ(1))

∫

x

Φ
(

(2M0)
−1|f̃ |

)

dν ′

=
1

KΦ,Ψ(1 + Φ(1))
· 1

m

m
∑

j=1

Φ
(

(2M0)
−1|f̃(xj)|

)

6
1

1 + Φ(1)
· 1

m

m
∑

j=1

Ψ(|f(xj)|)Φ
(

max{ 1
2M0F (xj)

, 1}
)

6
1

1 + Φ(1)
· 1

m

(

m
∑

k=1

Φ
(

max{ 1
2M0F (xk)

, 1}
)

)

∫

x

Ψ(|f |) dν

6
1

1 + Φ(1)
· 1

m

m
∑

k=1

Φ
(

max{ 1
2M0F (xk)

, 1}
)

6 1,
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whereM0 is defined by (5.8). Therefore, ‖f̃‖LΦ(ν′) 6 2M0KΦ,Ψ(1+Φ(1)) < 3M0KΦ,Ψ(1+Φ(1)),
which implies the estimate

Φ
( max16j6n |f̃(xj)|
3M0KΦ,Ψ(1 + Φ(1))

)

= max
16j6n

Φ
( |f̃(xj)|
3M0KΦ,Ψ(1 + Φ(1))

)

6 m.

Second, letting M1 = 3M0KΦ,Ψ(1 + Φ(1)) and M2 := 1 +Ψ ◦Φ−1(1) +MΦ,Ψ(m), from (2.2) we
derive that

∫

x

Ψ
(

aΨ(p)
−1/pM

−1/p
2 M−1

1 |f̃ |
)

dν ′ 6M−1
2

∫

{M−1
1 |f̃ |6Φ−1(1)}

Ψ
(

M−1
1 |f̃ |

)

dν ′

+M−1
2

∫

{M−1
1 |f̃ |>Φ−1(1)}

Ψ
(

M−1
1 |f̃ |

)

dν ′

6 M−1
2

(

Ψ ◦Φ−1(1) +MΦ,Ψ(m)

∫

{M−1
1 |f̃ |>Φ−1(1)}

Φ
(

M−1
1 |f̃ |

)

dν ′
)

6 1,

which yields ‖f̃‖LΨ(ν′) 6 aΨ(p)
1/pM1M

1/p
2 , i.e., inequality (5.11) holds.

Then, using the left-hand side bound in (5.7), we get

(5.12) ‖f̃‖LΨ(ν̃0) 6 2aΨ(1)‖f̃‖LΨ(ν′) 6 2aΨ(1)aΨ(p)
1/pM1M

1/p
2 .

By (2.3), (5.4), the definition of ν̃0, relation (5.5) and property (5.1), one has
∫

y

Φ
(

(qKΦ,Ψ)
−1(3aΨ(1)aΨ(p)

1/pM1M
1/p
2 )−1|f |

)

dν0

6 (qKΦ,Ψ)
−1

∫

y

Φ
(

(3aΨ(1)aΨ(p)
1/pM1M

1/p
2 )−1|f |

)

dν0

6 q−1

∫

y′

Ψ
(

(3aΨ(1)aΨ(p)
1/pM1M

1/p
2 )−1|f̃ |

)

Φ(F ) dν0

6 q−1

∫

y′

Ψ
(

(3aΨ(1)aΨ(p)
1/pM1M

1/p
2 )−1|f̃ |

)

ϕ(F )F dν0

= q−1cN

∫

y′

Ψ
(

(3aΨ(1)aΨ(p)
1/pM1M

1/p
2 )−1|f̃ |

)

dν̃0

6

∫

y′

Ψ
(

(3aΨ(1)aΨ(p)
1/pM1M

1/p
2 )−1|f̃ |

)

dν̃0 6 1,

where the last inequality follows from (5.12). This implies

‖f‖LΦ(ν0) 6 C2(Φ,Ψ, p)(1 + Ψ ◦Φ−1(1) +MΦ,Ψ(m))1/p

6 31/pC2(Φ,Ψ, p)
(

MΦ,Ψ(m)
)1/p

,

where

C2(Φ,Ψ, p) := 9qK2
Φ,ΨaΨ(1)aΨ(p)

1/p(1 + Φ(1))M0.

Finally, (5.3) yields

‖f‖LΦ(µ) 6 2‖f‖LΦ(ν0) 6 C3(Φ,Ψ, p)
(

MΦ,Ψ(m)
)1/p

with C3(Φ,Ψ, p) := 2 · 31/pC2(Φ,Ψ, p). The proof of the theorem is now complete. �

We note that in Theorem 5.2 one can actually choose weights λj to be equal.
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Remark 5.3. Under the same assumptions on the functions Φ and Ψ as in Theorem 5.2, we
obtain the following statement: There are positive constants C := C(Φ,Ψ, p) and c := c(Φ,Ψ, p)
such that for every N -dimensional subspace XN ⊂ C(Ω) there is a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω
of cardinality

m 6 cΨ
(

N
1

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)3

for which

‖f‖Φ 6 C
(

MΦ,Ψ(m)
)1/p‖f‖Ψ,x ∀f ∈ XN .

Indeed, if 1 6∈ XN , we consider the space X ′
N := span{XN , 1} of dimension N + 1 6 2N .

We now argue as in the proof of Proposition 3.1 from [25]. Let {y1, . . . , yk} and {λ1, . . . , λk},
∑k

j=1 λj = 1, be the points and weights from Theorem 5.2 with

k 6 cΨ
(

(2N)
1

min{p,2}
)

(log 4N)3

and

‖f‖Φ 6 C
(

MΦ,Ψ(k)
)1/p‖f‖Ψ,y,λ ∀f ∈ X ′

N .

There holds

m :=

k
∑

j=1

([λjk] + 1) 6 2k 6 16c2
q

min{p,2}Ψ
(

N
1

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)3,

where q := q(Ψ) is a number such that Ψ ∈ (Dec)q. Take points {x1, . . . , xm} such that ([λjk]+1)

of them coincide with yj for each j ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Let now f ∈ X ′
N be such that ‖f‖Ψ,x < 1.

Then, by (2.3),

k
∑

j=1

λjΨ
(

aΨ(1)
−12−1|f(yj)|

)

6 2−1
k

∑

j=1

λjΨ
(

|f(yj)|
)

6
1

2k

k
∑

j=1

(λjk)Ψ
(

|f(yj)|
)

6
1

m

k
∑

j=1

([λjk] + 1)Ψ
(

|f(yj)|
)

6
1

m

m
∑

i=1

Ψ
(

|f(xi)|
)

6 1.

Since k 6 m, we have

‖f‖Φ 6 C
(

MΦ,Ψ(k)
)1/p‖f‖Ψ,y,λ 6 2aΨ(1)C

(

MΦ,Ψ(m)
)1/p

completing the proof.

Remark 5.4. We point out that one can always take

ΨΦ(s) := sup
t>0

Φ(ts)

Φ(t)

so that condition (5.1) holds with KΦ,ΨΦ
= 1. Indeed, for a function Φ ∈ (aInc)p (respectively,

Φ ∈ (aDec)q) one always has ΨΦ ∈ (aInc)p (ΨΦ ∈ (aDec)q) with aΨΦ
(p) = aΦ(p) (bΨΦ

(q) =

bΦ(q)).

We now apply Theorem 5.2 and Remark 5.3 to the function Φp,α,β := tp (ln(e+t))α

(ln(e+t−1))β
, cf. (3.1).

Example 5.5. Let p > 2 and α > 0. There are positive constants c := c(p, α) and
C := C(p, α) such that, for every N -dimensional space XN ⊂ C(Ω), there exists a set x :=
{x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality

m 6 CN
p

min{p,2} (log 2N)3+2α
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for which
‖f‖Φp,α,α 6 c(log 2N)α/p‖f‖Φp,2α,0,x ∀f ∈ XN .

Indeed, we have

Φp,α,α(ts) 6 4αΦp,α,α(t)Φp,2α,0(s), t, s > 0,

i.e., condition (5.1) holds with Ψ = Φp,2α,0. Moreover,

sup
t>0

(

Φp,α,α(t)Φp,α,α(t
−1)

)

= 1

and, for every m > 1,

MΦp,α,α,Φp,2α,0(m) := max
{

1,max
{Φp,2α,0(t)

Φp,α,α(t)
: t ∈ [Φ−1

p,α,α(1),Φ
−1
p,α,α(m)]

}}

6 2α(ln(e+m))α.

To see the last estimate, we note that
Φp,2α,0(t)

Φp,α,α(t)
= (ln(e+ t) ln(e+ t−1))α 6 2α(ln(e+ t))α and

Φp,α,α ∈ (Inc)1. Finally, we apply (5.2) and Remark 5.3 to complete the proof.

5.2. Bounds of integral Orlicz norms by discrete L2-norms. In this subsection we
are going to prove the following general one-sided discretization result.

Theorem 5.6. Let Φ ∈ Φw. Assume that, for every N > 1, there is a number K :=
K(N,Φ) > 0 such that

sup
0<t6

√
N

Φ
(

K−1t
)

t2
< 1.

Then there are positive numbers c1 and c2 such that, for every N -dimensional subspace XN ⊂
C(Ω), there is a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality m 6 c1N for which

‖f‖Φ 6 c2K‖f‖2,x ∀f ∈ 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 c1, c2 > 1 such that for any N > 1 and for any N -dimensional subspace
XN ⊂ C(Ω), there is a number m := m(N) ∈ [N, c1N ] and points y1, . . . , ym ∈ Ω such that

‖f‖2 6 c2

( 1

m

m
∑

j=1

|f(yj)|2
)1/2

∀f ∈ XN .

Lemma 5.8 (see Theorem 12 in [20]). There are two numerical universal constants c1, c2 > 1
such that for any N > 1 and for any N -dimensional subspace XN ⊂ C(Ω), there is a number
m := m(N) ∈ [N, c1N ] and points z1, . . . , zm ∈ Ω such that

‖f‖∞ 6 c2
√
N
( 1

m

m
∑

j=1

|f(zj)|2
)1/2

∀f ∈ XN .

We point out that Lemma 5.8 follows from Lemma 5.7 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 XN ⊂ C(Ω), there exists
a probability measure µ on Ω such that

‖f‖∞ 6
√
N‖f‖L2(Ω,µ) ∀f ∈ XN .
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We are now in a position to prove Theorem 5.6.
Proof of Theorem 5.6. 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, z1, . . . , zm}
be the union of the sets of points from these lemmas. We note that, for every f ∈ XN with
‖f‖2,x 6 1, one has

‖f‖∞ 6 c2
√
N
( 1

m

m
∑

j=1

|f(zj)|2
)1/2

6 c2
√
N
√
2
( 1

2m

2m
∑

j=1

|f(xj)|2
)1/2

6 C
√
N

and

‖f‖2 6 c2

( 1

m

m
∑

j=1

|f(yj)|2
)1/2

6 c2
√
2
( 1

2m

2m
∑

j=1

|f(xj)|2
)1/2

6 C.

For any f ∈ XN with ‖f‖2,x 6 1, we have

∫

Ω
Φ
(

K−1C−1|f(x)|
)

µ(dx) =

∫

Ω

Φ
(

K−1C−1|f(x)|
)

C−2|f(x)|2 |f(x)|2C−2 µ(dx)

6 sup
0<t6

√
N

Φ
(

K−1t
)

t2
C−2

∫

Ω
|f(x)|2 µ(dx) 6 sup

0<t6
√
N

Φ
(

K−1t
)

t2
< 1.

Thus,

‖f‖Φ 6 CK‖f‖2,x ∀f ∈ XN .

The proof is now complete. �

For Φ-functions Φ ∈ (aInc)p, p > 2, we obtain the following more explicit version of Theo-
rem 5.6.

Corollary 5.10. Let p ∈ [2,∞), N > 1. Let Φ be Φ-functions such that Φ ∈ (aInc)p.

There are positive numbers c1 and c2, where c2 = c2(Φ, p) depends only on Φ and p, such
that for every N -dimensional subspace XN ⊂ C(Ω), there is a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of
cardinality m 6 c1N for which

‖f‖Φ 6 c2

(Φ
(√
N
)

N

)1/p
‖f‖2,x ∀f ∈ XN .

Moreover, one can take c2(Φ, p) to be of the form

c2(Φ, p) = CaΦ(p)
2/p

(

1 + (Φ(1))−1
)1/p

where C > 1 is a numerical constant.

Proof. Let M = aΦ(p)
Φ(

√
N)

N · 1+Φ(1)
Φ(1) > 1. Then, by (2.2), for any t ∈ (0,

√
N ], one has

Φ
(

aΦ(p)
−1/pM−1/pt

)

t2
6M−1Φ

(

t
)

t2
=M−1Φ

(

t
)

tp
tp−2 6M−1aΦ(p)

Φ
(√
N
)

N
< 1.

Taking into account Theorem 5.6 with K = aΦ(p)
1/pM1/p, we obtain

‖f‖Φ 6 CaΦ(p)
1/pM1/p‖f‖2,x 6 CaΦ(p)

2/p
(

1 + (Φ(1))−1
)1/p

(Φ(
√
N)

N

)1/p
‖f‖2,x ∀f ∈ XN .

The proof is now complete. �
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Recall that Φp,α,β(t) = tp
(ln(e+ t))α

(ln(e+ t−1))β
, p > 1, α, β > 0, cf. (3.1). Note that Φ ∈ (Inc)p,

aΦ(p) = 1, and Φ(1) = 1. In addition,

Φp,α,β(
√
N) 6 Np/2(log 4N)α.

Thus, Corollary 5.10 yields the following result.

Example 5.11. Let p > 2, α, β > 0, and N > 1. There exist numerical constants c1, c2 > 0
satisfying the following condition: for every N -dimensional space XN ⊂ C(Ω), there exist a set
x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of cardinality m 6 c1N such that

‖f‖Φp,α,β
6 c2N

1
2
− 1

p (log 4N)
α
p ‖f‖2,x ∀f ∈ XN .

In the case α = β = 0 we recover the result of Theorem 13 in [20].

By applying Theorem 5.6 directly, we obtain the following one-sided discretization result for
exponential Orlicz functions.

Example 5.12. Let q > 2, Φq(t) := et
q − 1. There are positive numbers c1 and c2 such

that, for every N -dimensional subspace XN ⊂ C(Ω), there is a set x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω of
cardinality m 6 c1N for which

‖f‖Φq 6 c2
N1/2

(log(N + 1))1/q
‖f‖2,x ∀f ∈ XN .

Proof. Note that the function t 7→ Φq(t)
t2

is increasing on [0,+∞) and

sup
0<t6

√
N

Φq

(

K−1t
)

t2
=

Φq

(

K−1
√
N
)

N
=
eK

−qNq/2 − 1

N
.

Letting K = 2N1/2

(log(N+1))1/q
implies eK

−qNq/2−1
N = (N+1)2

−q log e−1
N < 1. Theorem 5.6 now yields the

announced discretization inequality. �

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(Ω) for some compact
set Ω. The sampling numbers of a function class F are defied by

̺m(F, ‖ · ‖) := inf
x⊂Ω

#x6m

inf
Tx− linear

sup
f∈F

‖f − Tx(f(x1), . . . , f(xm))‖.

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

̺∗m(F, ‖ · ‖) := inf
x⊂Ω

#x6m

inf
XN ,N6m

inf
Tx : Cm→XN

sup
f∈F

‖f − Tx(f(x1), . . . , f(xm))‖.

Let

dN (F, ‖ · ‖) = inf
XN

sup
f∈F

inf
u∈XN

‖f − u‖
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be the N -th Kolmogorov width of F. For a fixed N -dimensional subspace XN in C(Ω) we
consider the following error of approximation of a function by elements of XN in the uniform
norm:

d(f,XN )∞ := inf
u∈XN

‖f − u‖∞.

For a fixed number m ∈ N, a set of points x = {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω, and a probability measure
ν =

∑m
j=1 λjδxj on x, we consider the following recovery algorithm

ℓLΦ(ν),XN
(f) := arg min

u∈XN

‖f − u‖LΦ(ν).

based on functional values (f(x1), . . . , f(xm)).
We need the following extension of Theorem 2.1 in [34] to the Orlicz setting.

Lemma 6.1. Let p > 1, D > 1, and let Φ,Ψ ∈ (aInc)p be a pair of Φ-functions. Then for
any probability measure µ on Ω, any discrete probability measure ν on a finite subset of Ω, and
for any N -dimensional subspace XN ⊂ C(Ω), satisfying

‖u‖LΦ(µ) 6 D‖u‖LΨ(ν) ∀u ∈ XN ,

there holds

‖f − ℓLΨ(ν),XN
(f)‖LΦ(µ) 6 C(Φ,Ψ, p,D)d(f,XN )∞,

where

(6.1) C(Φ,Ψ, p,D) = CΦ

(

2aΦ(p)
1/p(Φ(1) + 1)1/p + 4DCΨaΨ(p)

1/p(Ψ(1) + 1)1/p
)

and CΨ and CΦ are the constants from inequality (2.5).

Proof. We follow the argument from [34]. Let PXN
(f) ∈ XN be such that

‖f − PXN
(f)‖∞ 6 2d(f,XN )∞.

Then, by (2.2), there holds

‖f −PXN
(f)‖LΦ(µ) 6 aΦ(p)

1/p(Φ(1) + 1)1/p‖f −PXN
(f)‖∞ 6 2aΦ(p)

1/p(Φ(1) + 1)1/pd(f,XN )∞

and, similarly,

‖f − PXN
(f)‖LΨ(ν) 6 2aΨ(p)

1/p(Ψ(1) + 1)1/pd(f,XN )∞.

Then it is clear that

‖f − ℓLΨ(ν),XN
(f)‖LΨ(ν) 6 ‖f − PXN

(f)‖LΨ(ν) 6 2aΨ(p)
1/p(Ψ(1) + 1)1/pd(f,XN )∞.

Taking this into account, we get

‖PXN
(f)− ℓLΨ(ν),XN

(f)‖LΨ(ν) 6 4CΨaΨ(p)
1/p(Ψ(1) + 1)1/pd(f,XN )∞

and

‖PXN
(f)− ℓLΨ(ν),XN

(f))‖LΦ(µ) 6 D‖PXN
(f)− ℓLΨ(ν),XN

(f)‖LΨ(ν)

6 4DCΨaΨ(p)
1/p(Ψ(1) + 1)1/pd(f,XN )∞.

Thus we arrive at

‖f − ℓLΨ(ν),XN
(f)‖LΦ(µ) 6 CΦ

(

‖f − PXN
(f)‖LΦ(µ) + ‖PXN

(f)− ℓLΨ(ν),XN
(f))‖LΦ(µ)

)

6 C(Φ,Ψ, p,D)d(f,XN )∞,

where C(Φ,Ψ, p,D) is given by (6.1). �

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

sup
0<t6

√
N

Φ
(

K−1t
)

t2
< 1.

Then there is a positive number c > 1 such that, for any probability Borel measure µ on Ω and
for any function class F ⊂ C(Ω), one has

̺cN (F, ‖ · ‖LΦ(µ)) 6 C(N,Φ)dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞),

where

C(N,Φ) = CΦ

(

2aΦ(1)(Φ(1) + 1) +CK(N,Φ)
)

,

C > 0 is a numerical constant and CΦ is the constant from inequality (2.5).

Proof. Let XN be such that

sup
f∈F

d(f,XN )∞ 6 2dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞).

Take c1, c2, and x := {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Ω provided by Theorem 5.6 (in particular, m 6 c1N). By
Lemma 6.1, for every f ∈ F, we have

‖f − ℓL2(ν),XN
(f)‖LΦ(µ) 6 CΦ

(

2aΦ(1)(Φ(1) + 1) + 8c2K(N,Φ)
)

d(f,XN )∞.

It remains to notice that ℓL2(ν),XN
(f) is linear in (f(x1), . . . , f(xm)) since it is an orthogonal

projection on XN in L2(ν). �

Example 6.3. Let q > 2, Φq(t) := et
q − 1. There are numerical constants c, C > 1 such

that, for any probability Borel measure µ on Ω and for any function class F ⊂ C(Ω), one has

̺cN (F, ‖ · ‖LΦq (µ)) 6
CN1/2

(log(N + 1))1/q
dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞).

We now present a more explicit version of Theorem 6.2 for Φ-functions Φ ∈ (aInc)p, p > 2.

Theorem 6.4. Let p ∈ [2,∞), N > 1. Let Φ be a Φ-function such that Φ ∈ (aInc)p. There

exist a positive numerical constant c > 1 and a number C(Φ, p) > 1, depending only on Φ and
p, such that, for any probability Borel measure µ on Ω and for any function class F ⊂ C(Ω),
one has

̺cN (F, ‖ · ‖LΦ(µ)) 6 C(Φ, p)
(Φ

(√
N
)

N

)1/p
dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞).

Moreover, one can take C(Φ, p) to be of the form

C(Φ, p) = C · CΦaΦ(p)
2/p

(

1 + (Φ(1))−1
)1/p

,

where C > 1 is a numerical constant and CΦ is the constant from inequality (2.5).

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Theorem 6.2. Let XN be such that

sup
f∈F

d(f,XN )∞ 6 2dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞).

Let c1, c2 := c2(Φ, p) > 0, m 6 c1N , and x ⊂ Ω be provided by Corollary 5.10. Recall that one
can take

c2(Φ, p) = c0aΦ(p)
2/p

(

1 + (Φ(1))−1
)1/p

,
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where c0 > 1 is a numerical constant. Using Lemma 6.1, for every f ∈ F we have

‖f − ℓL2(ν),XN
(f)‖LΦ(µ) 6 CΦ

(

2aΦ(p)
1/p(Φ(1) + 1)1/p + 8c2

(Φ
(√
N
)

N

)1/p)

d(f,XN )∞

6 2CΦ

(

2(aΦ(p))
2/p

(

1 + (Φ(1))−1
)1/p

+ 8c2

)(Φ
(√
N
)

N

)1/p
dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞).

Finally, we again notice that ℓL2(ν),XN
(f) is linear in (f(x1), . . . , f(xm)) since it is an orthogonal

projection on XN in L2(ν). �

Example 6.5. Let p > 2, α, β > 0, and Φp,α,β(t) := tp (ln(e+t))α

(ln(e+t−1))β
. There exist positive

numerical constants c, C > 1 such that, for any probability Borel measure µ on Ω and for any
function class F ⊂ C(Ω), one has

̺cN (F, ‖ · ‖
L
Φp,α,β (µ)

) 6 CN
1
2
− 1

p (log 4N)α/pdN (F, ‖ · ‖∞).

In the case α = β = 0 we recover the result of Theorem 20 in [20].

Let us emphasise that for the Orlicz norm generated by Φ2,α,β this estimate involves only the

logarithmic factor (log 4N)α/2 unlike in the case of the norms generated by Φp,α,β with p > 2,
where an additional polynomial factor appears. We can avoid such factor for modified sampling
numbers allowing certain polynomial oversampling (see Example 6.7 below). In more detail,
first, combining Lemma 6.1, Theorem 5.2, and Remarks 5.3 and 5.4, we obtain the following
result.

Theorem 6.6. Let p ∈ (1,∞). Let also Φ be a Φ-function, continuously differentiable on
(0,+∞), such that Φ ∈ (Inc)p ∩ (Dec) and

sup
t>0

(

Φ(t)Φ(t−1)
)

<∞.

There exist positive numbers c := c(Φ, p) > 1 and C := C(Φ, p) > 1, depending only on Φ and
p, such that, for any probability Borel measure µ on Ω, for any function class F ⊂ C(Ω), and
for any

m > cΨΦ

(

N
1

min{p,2}
)

(log 2N)3,

we have

̺∗m(F, ‖ · ‖LΦ(µ)) 6 C
(

MΦ,ΨΦ
(m)

)1/p
dN (F, ‖ · ‖∞),

where

ΨΦ(s) := sup
t>0

Φ(ts)

Φ(t)

and

MΦ,ΨΦ
(m) := max

{

1,max
{ΨΦ(t)

Φ(t)
: t ∈ [Φ−1(1),Φ−1(m)]

}}

∀m ∈ (0,+∞).

Second, we apply this theorem to the Φ-function Φp,α,α (see Example 5.5).

Example 6.7. Let p > 2, α > 0, and Φp,α,α(t) := tp (ln(e+t))α

(ln(e+t−1))α
. There exist positive con-

stants c := c(p, α), C := C(p, α) > 1, depending only on p and α, such that, for any probability
Borel measure µ on Ω and for any function class F ⊂ C(Ω), we have

̺∗
cNp/2(log 2N)3+2α(F, ‖ · ‖LΦp,α,α (µ)) 6 C(log 2N)α/pdN (F, ‖ · ‖∞).

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