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Abstract

The paper studies the factorization and summing properties of the Sobolev embedding

operator. We propose two different approaches. One shows that the Sobolev embedding

operator S : W 1,1(T2) →֒ L2(T
2) factorises through the identical embedding ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2 for

some Young function with Matuszewska-Orlicz index 1. Proof of this fact is based on two

results of independent interest. First, a necessary and sufficient conditions on a Young function

Φ and weight Ψ for boundedness of the embedding of the Sobolev space W 1,1(T2) into Besov-

Orlicz space BΨ

Φ,1(T
2). Second, a generalization of the Marcinkiewicz sampling theorem to the

context of Orlicz spaces. Another approach is based on the extrapolation of (p, 1)-summing

norm.

1. Introduction

This paper is devoted to the study of absolutely summing properties of the Sobolev embedding
operator. We generalise previously known results and, as a consequence, obtain new relaying
on the theory of (Φ, 1)-summing operator developed in papers [6] and [4]. The starting point of
our considerations is the following result concerning the operator ideal properties of the Sobolev
embedding operator which was proved in [14]:

Theorem 1. Let d = 2, 3, ...; k = 1, 2, ..., d − 1; 1 ≤ p < 2 and p < d/k. Then the Sobolev
embedding Sd,k,p : W k,p(Td) →֒ Ls(T

d), where 1/s = 1/p− k/d, is (v, 1)-absolutely summing for
v > max(2d/(2k + d), p).

In particular, setting in the above theorem d = 2, k = 1, p = 1 and s = 2 we get that the
operator

S2,1,1 :W 1,1(T2) →֒ L2(T
2)

is (v, 1)-summing for every v > 1.
The proof of the above Theorem used the absolute (v, 1)-summability property of the embed-

ding ℓp →֒ ℓq for 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ 2 and 1/v = 1/p− 1/q + 1/2, see [1], [3].
Recall that a continuous linear operator T : X → Y between Banach sequence spaces is said

to be (Φ, 1)-summing if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all x1, ..., xn ∈ X ,

‖( ||Txi||Y )ni=1‖ℓΦ ≤ C sup
x∗∈BX∗

n∑

i=1

|x∗(xi)|,

where BX∗ denotes a unit ball in the dual space of X . Then we will write T ∈ ΠΦ,1. By πΦ,1(T )
we denote the smallest constant C for which above inequality is satisfied.

In this paper we prove two results. The first concerns the factorization of the Sobolev embed-
ding through Id : ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2 embedding. We find the Orlicz space with Orlicz-Matuszewska index

This research was partially supported by the National Science Centre, Poland, and Austrian Science Foundation
FWF joint CEUS programme. National Science Centre project no. 2020/02/Y/ST1/00072 and FWF project no.
I5231.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.20478v1


equal to one for which the factorization holds. This in turn by the Maligranda-Mastyło general-
ization of the Bennet-Carl Theorem yields (Φ, 1)-summability of the Sobolev embedding. On the
other hand we show that the much stronger summability result could be obtained while we don’t
relate the summability to factorization. In fact we provide very general extrapolation methods
which allows to derive (Φ, 1)-summability from the asymptotic behaviour of (p, 1)-summability
norms. While the factorization result is based on a delicate study of embedding of Sobolev space
into Besov-Orlicz spaces and the Orlicz space version of Marcinkiewicz sampling theorem, the
extrapolation result is of abstract nature and could be applied to a wide class of operators.

In Section 2 we introduce basic notations and definitions used in the paper. Also we quote
there the results needed in the subsequent sections.

In Sections 3-7 we determine the Young function Φ with Matuszewska-Orlicz index equal 1
(then ℓΦ is smaller than any ℓp, p > 1) such that the Sobolev embedding factorises through
Id : ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2.

In Section 8, based on the asymptotic estimate of (p, 1)-summing norm Πp,1 of operator Sd,k,p

from Theorem 1, we will prove that the Sobolev embedding Sd,k,p :W k,p(Td) →֒ Ls(T
d) is (Φ, 1)-

summing for Φ(x) = xp0

| ln(x)|γ , for suitable chosen p0 and γ. The proof however gives no information

about the factorisation of the Sobolev embedding through the inclusion map ℓΦ →֒ ℓp which was
the core of the proof of Theorem 2.

First of the results is the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The embedding of the space W 1,1(T2) into the space L2(T
2) factorizes through ℓΦ →֒

ℓ2 if Φ is a Young function such that

1. there is a constant C such that for every s ≥ 1 we have

s

Φ−1(s2)

∫ s

1

Φ−1(t2)

t2
dt+

∫ ∞

s

Φ−1(t2)s

t2Φ−1(ts)
dt < C,

2. the function x 7→ Φ(
√
x), x ∈ R+, is concave,

3. there is a constant C such that Φ(a)·Φ(b) ≤ Φ(Cab) for all real numbers 0 < a < 1 ≤ ab < b,

4. there is a constant C such that 1 ≤ CΦ−1(x)Φ−1(1/x) for all positive numbers x.

Let us recall the following result by Maligranda and Mastyło [6, Theorem 2.3 (i), page 271].

Theorem 3. Let Φ be a Young function. If x 7→ Φ(
√
x) is concave on R+, then the inclusion

map ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2 is (Φ, 1)-summing.

The immediate corollary of Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 is the following.

Corollary 1. If Φ satisfies the conditions of Theorem 2, then the Sobolev embedding W 1,1(T2) →֒
L2(T

2) is (Φ, 1)-summing.

The proof of Theorem 2 is divided into several steps. The diagram below presents the idea.

W 1,1(T2) BΨ
Φ,1(T

2) B̃Ψ
Φ,1(T

2) B̃1
2,2(T

2) L2(T2)

ℓΦ ℓ2

A B C

D

G

E

F
(1)

In Section 3, Embedding of the Sobolev space into the Besov-Orlicz space, we deal with the
inclusion map A in the above diagram. The embedding B is described in Section 4, Comparison
of two norms defining the Besov-Orlicz space. For the embedding C we use the factorization.
We, in fact, prove that the inclusion maps D, E and F hold. All this is described in Section
5, Marcinkiewicz type sampling theorem, and Section 6, Factoring through embedding ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2.
Operator E is (Φ, 1)-summing in our case by Theorem 3. The embedding G is a trivial one.
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The two buildings blocks of Theorem 2, are of particular interests. First one describes whether
the Sobolev space W 1,1(Td) can be embedded into the Besov-Orlicz space BΨ

Φ,1(T
d). In [8] a

stronger version of this theorem is presented. Similar integral condition is given which implies the
embedding of the space of functions of bounded variation into Besov-Orlicz space in the case when
the underlying space is Rd or a compact subset of Rd. In the second case the integral condition is
equivalent to embedding. For the readers convenience we give here the statement of the theorem
appropriate for our purpose and its proof is given in Section 3.

Theorem 4. Let BΨ
Φ,1(T

d) be a Besov-Orlicz space for some increasing continuous function Ψ and

a Young function Φ. Let us assume that Ld/(d−1)(T
d) →֒ LΦ(T

d). Then the Sobolev space W 1,1(Td)

can be continuously embedded into the space BΨ
Φ,1(T

d) if and only if there exists a constant C > 0
such that for every s ≥ 1 we have

sd−1

Φ−1(sd)

∫ s

1

Ψ(t)

t
dt+

∫ ∞

s

Ψ(t)sd−1

Φ−1(tsd−1)t
dt < C. (2)

This theorem stands behind the arrow A in diagram (1). The second ingredient concerns the
operator D in diagram (1). It generalizes the Marcinkiewicz sampling theorem (see [16, Volume
II, Theorem 7.5, page 28]) and reads as follows.

Theorem 5. Let Φ be a Young function and C ≥ 1. Assume that Φ fulfils the conditions:

1. for all real numbers a and b such that 0 < a < 1 ≤ ab < b we have

Φ(a)Φ(b) ≤ Φ(Cab),

2. for every positive x
1 ≤ CΦ−1(x)Φ−1(1/x).

Then for every trigonometric polynomial g such that supp ĝ ⊆ Gn for n = 0, 1, 2, ... we have

||(g)||ℓΦ ≤ 24C2Φ−1 (ωn) ||g||LΦ , (3)

where ωn is the number of elements of the set Gn (for the definition of Gn see (4) below). The
definition of the norm ||(g)||ℓΦ is given at the end of Section 1, see (5).

In the paper [7] the one dimensional theorem is established. Interested reader should consult
above paper for better explanation and finer properties of sampling phenomenon for Orlicz spaces.

In Section 7 we provide an example of Orlicz function satisfying assumptions of Theorem 2.
In Section 8, which could be read independently on the previous ones, extrapolation method

is used to prove the following summability result.

Theorem 6. Let d ∈ N \ {0, 1}, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d − 1}, 1 ≤ p < 2 and p < d/k. Then the Sobolev
embedding Sd,k,p : W k,p(Td) → Ls(T

d), where 1/s = 1/p − k/d, is (Φ, 1)-summing operator for
Φ(x) = xp0

| ln(x)|γ and 0 ≤ x ≤ 1
2 , where p0 = max{ 2d

2k+d , p}, γ > p0(
2
p − 1).

Note that the function Φ from Theorem 6 defines larger Orlicz Space then the example obtained
in Section 7.

2. Definitions and notation

By Young function we mean a continuous, strictly increasing, convex function Φ : [0,∞) → R+

such that Φ(0) = 0, limt→∞ t/Φ(t) = 0 and limt→0 Φ(t)/t = 0. For a complexiv exposition of the
theory of Orlicz spaces see [5] or [13].

The Sobolev space W 1,1(T2) is the space of functions from L1(T
2) which have a distributional

gradient belonging to L1(T
2):

W 1,1(T2) =
{
f ∈ L1(T

2) : ∇f ∈ L1(T
2)
}

3



equipped with the norm
||f ||W 1,1 = ||f ||L1 + ||∇f ||L1 .

We will prove that the embedding

W 1,1(T2) →֒ L2(T
2)

factorizes through ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2 for some Young functions Φ which dominate near zero every xp

function, p > 1, meaning that

lim
t→0

Φ(t)

t
= lim

t→0

tp

Φ(t)
= 0,

for every p > 1.
Now we give basic definitions. For the Young function Φ and for some increasing continuous

function Ψ we define the generalized Besov-Orlicz space:

BΨ
Φ,1 =

{
f ∈ LΦ(T

2) :

∞∑

n=0

Ψ(2n)ωΦ(f, 2
−n) <∞

}
,

where LΦ(T
2) is an ordinary Orlicz space of integrable functions on two dimensional torus with

the Luxemburg norm

||f ||LΦ = inf

{
λ > 0 :

1

(2π)2

∫

T2

Φ
( |f(x)|

λ

)
dx ≤ 1

}

and
ωΦ(f, t) = sup

|h|≤t

‖f(·+ h)− f(·)‖LΦ

being the integral modulus of continuity. We define the norm on the space BΨ
Φ,1 by

||f ||BΨ
Φ,1

= ||f ||LΦ +

∞∑

n=0

Ψ(2n)ωΦ(f, 1/2
n).

More information on Besov-Orlicz space can be found in a classical nowadays paper [11].
In order to prove one of the main results, we need two different norms on the Besov-Orlicz

space. One is needed to show the embedding of the Sobolev space into the Besov-Orlicz space,
and the other to prove that the embedding of the Besov-Orlicz space into the Hilbert space, for
appropriate Young function Φ, factorizes through ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2. We will show the relevant relationships
between these norms. Before we define the second Besov-Orlicz norm we need a short preparation.

The following construction of a partition of unity is complicated a bit. The reason is that in the
underlying Orlicz space there need not exist a bounded projection on the space of trigonometric
polynomials (in other words, the Hilbert transform need not be a bounded operator on this Orlicz
space). This is the difference between this construction and the construction of similar Besov
norm in paper [14], where authors can deal with the characteristic functions of frames.

The one dimensional Fejér kernel is a function Fn : T → R+, n = 0, 1, 2, 3, ..., defined as

Fn(x) =

n∑

k=−n

(
1− |k|

n+ 1

)
eikx,

while the two-dimensional Fejér kernel is a function Fm,n : T2 → R+, m,n = 1, 2, 3, ..., such that

Fm,n(x, y) = Fm(x) · Fn(y).

Now we define a partition of unity for the space Z×Z. Let fk : T2 → C, k ∈ N+, be a function
defined as

fk(x, y) =
[
F2k−1(x)

(
e−i2kx + 1 + ei2

kx
)]

·
[
F2k−1(y)

(
e−i2ky + 1 + ei2

ky
)]

4



and we define
f−1(x, y) = f0(x, y) = F0,0(x, y).

Notice that

suppf̂k = {(m,n ∈ Z2 : f̂k(m,n) 6= 0} ⊆ (−2k+1, 2k+1)× (−2k+1, 2k+1).

Define
g0(x, y) = f−1(x, y), g1(x, y) = f0(x, y),

and
gk+1(x, y) = fk(x, y)− fk−2(x, y),

for k = 1, 2, 3, ... and let

Gk = {(m,n) ∈ Z2 : ĝk(m,n) 6= 0}. (4)

Then a partition of unity for Z × Z is a sequence of functions {ĝk}∞k=0. By ωn we denote the
number of elements of Gn. In the sequel we will need the L1 norm estimate of the functions gk,
k = 0, 1, 2, ... . Notice that

||gk||L1 ≤ 18.

We can now define the second norm on the Besov-Orlicz space. For the Young function Φ,
increasing continuous function Ψ and function f ∈ LΦ we put

||f ||
B̃Ψ

Φ,1

= ||f ||LΦ +

∞∑

n=0

Ψ(2n)||gn ∗ f ||LΦ .

For θ ∈ R and p, q ≥ 1 we put

||f ||
B̃s

p,q
=

(
||f ||Lp +

∞∑

n=0

2qns||gn ∗ f ||qLp

)
.

For the purposes of this article we will use the following convention. For the Young function Φ
and a given function f on T2 we define the norm

||(f)||ℓϕ = inf



λ > 0 :

∑

(k,l)∈Gn

ϕ

( |f(xk, yl)|
λ

)
≤ 1



 , (5)

where Gn = Z2 ∩
[
(−2n, 2n)× (−2n, 2n) \

[
−2n−3, 2n−3

]
×
[
−2n−3, 2n−3

]]
is a "frame" and

xk = 2π · k + 2n − 1

2n+1 − 1
and yl = 2π · l + 2n − 1

2n+1 − 1
.

The symbol a . b will mean that there is a constant C > 0 such that a ≤ Cb.

3. Embedding of Sobolev space into Besov-Orlicz space

In this section we will prove the generalization of the embedding of certain Sobolev spaces
into Besov spaces. In brief, we will prove that the Sobolev space W 1,1(Td) can be embedded
continuously into the space BΨ

Φ,1(T
d) for an appropriate functions Φ and Ψ. We will denote by µd

a d-dimensional Lebesgue measure.
The following lemma is a simple observation, which we will leave without proof.

Lemma 1. Let Φ be a Young function and let Ψ be some increasing continuous function. Then
for every f ∈ BΨ

Φ,1(T
d) we have

1

2

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(f, 1/(2t)) dt ≤

∞∑

n=0

Ψ(2n)ωΦ(f, 1/2
n) ≤ 2

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(f, 2/t) dt.

5



This lemma gives an estimate of the norm:

||f ||BΨ
Φ,1

= ||f ||LΦ +

∞∑

n=0

Ψ(2n)ωΦ(f, 1/2
n) ≤ ||f ||LΦ + 2

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(f, 2/t) dt.

In the proof we will need a molecular decomposition of the Sobolev space W 1,1(Td). The
theorem below comes from article [10, Theorem 2.1T, page 82].

Theorem 7. Let d ∈ N+. There exist positive constants a and b such that for every ǫ > 0, given
a function f ∈ W 1,1(Td) there exists a sequence (fm)∞m=1 ⊆W 1,1(Td) such that

∞∑

m=1

fm(x) = f(x),
∞∑

m=1

∇fm(x) = ∇f(x) µd-a.e. (6)

∞∑

m=1

||fm||L1 ≤ (1 + ǫ)a||f ||L1 ,

∞∑

m=1

||∇fm||L1 ≤ (1 + ǫ)a||∇f ||L1 , (7)

||fm||1/d∞ ||fm||1−1/d
L1

≤ (1 + ǫ)b
(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)
for m = 1, 2, .... (8)

The proof of Theorem 4 is a generalization of the ideas contained in [10], where similar reasoning
was carried out for the Lp norms. In fact in [10] the following statement was proved.

Theorem. Let d = 1, 2, .... Then

W 1,1(Rd) →֒ B
θ(p,d)
p,1 (Rd),

where θ(p, d) = d(1/p+ 1/d− 1) and 1 < p < d/(d− 1).

The last ingredient of the proof of Theorem 4 is a geometrical lemma. We will use it to prove
necessity of our condition.

Lemma 2. Let Bd(0, r) be a closed d-dimensional ball centred at zero and of radius r > 0.
Moreover let Vd denote the volume of Bd(0, 1),

Vd = µd

(
Bd(0, 1)

)

and let α be a real number such that 0 ≤ α < r. Then

µd

((
Bd(0, r) ∪ Bd(x, r)

)
\
(
Bd(0, r) ∩ Bd(x, r)

))
≥ Vdr

d−1α,

where x is a point of Rd such that |x| = 2α.

We leave the proof of Lemma 2 for the reader. Now we are ready to prove Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. At first we will prove sufficiency of condition (2). We estimate the value

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(f, 2/t) dt,

for f ∈W 1,1(Td). In order to do that, let us use the molecular decomposition. Let

f =

∞∑

m=1

fm,

6



as in point (6) of the Theorem 7. We have

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(f, 2/t) dt =

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ

( ∞∑

m=1

fm, 2/t
)
dt

≤
∞∑

m=1

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm, 2/t) dt.

Now we will estimate each summand separately.
At the beginning we make a simple observation. The set

{
λ > 0 :

1

(2π)d

∫

Td

Φ
( |fm(x+ h)− fm(x)|

λ

)
dx ≤ 1

}

contains the set

{
λ > 0 :

1

(2π)d

∫

Td

|fm(x+ h)− fm(x)|
2||fm||L∞

Φ
(2||fm||L∞

λ

)
dx ≤ 1

}
,

because the inequality Φ(αa) ≤ αΦ(a) is true for all a > 0, α ∈ [0, 1] and a convex function Φ
such that Φ(0) = 0. Computing the infima of the above sets we get

||fm(·+ h)− fm(·)||LΦ ≤ 2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

2||fm||L∞

||fm(·+h)−fm(·)||L1

) . (9)

Now, we take supremum over |h| < 2/t and get

ωΦ(fm, 2/t) ≤
2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

2||fm||L∞

ωL1(fm,2/t)

) .

By [10, Lemma 3.5, page 94] we have

ωL1(fm, 2/t) ≤
2

t
||∇fm||L1 .

Therefore

ωΦ(fm, 2/t) ≤ 2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

t||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1

)

≤ 2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

t||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

) .

Now let us provide the estimate of the integrand which will be used for "big" values t. We
have

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm,2/t) ≤

Ψ(t)

t

2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

t||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

)

= 2
Ψ(t)

t

||fm||L∞(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)
Φ−1

(
t||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

)(||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)
.

(10)

For "small" values t we proceed in a different way. Let us assume for the moment that the
dimension d is at least 2. By (9) and the inequality ||fm(·+ h)− fm(·)||L1 ≤ 2||fm||L1 we get

||fm(·+ h)− fm(·)||LΦ ≤ 2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

||fm||L∞

||fm||L1

) .

7



By (8) we get

||fm||L∞

||fm||L1

=
||fm||d/(d−1)

L∞

||fm||L1 ||fm||1/(d−1)
L∞

≥ 1

C

( ||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)d/(d−1)

,

for absolute constant C ≥ 1. Hence

||fm(·+ h)− fm(·)||LΦ ≤ 2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

1
C

( ||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

)d/(d−1)
)

≤ C
2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(( ||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

)d/(d−1)
) .

So we can write

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm, 2/t) =

Ψ(t)

t
sup

|h|<2/t

||fm(·+ h)− fm(·)||LΦ

≤

[
C Ψ(t)

t

(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)]
2||fm||L∞

(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)
Φ−1

(( ||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

)d/(d−1)
) .

(11)

Now we define

sm =
( ||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)1/(d−1)

.

Let N = A ∪B, where A = {m ∈ N : sm ≥ 1}, B = N \A. We get

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(f, 2/t) dt ≤

∞∑

m=1

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm, 2/t) dt

=
∑

m∈A

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm, 2/t) dt+

∑

m∈B

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm, 2/t) dt

= I + II.

For sum I we use (10) and (11) to get

I =
∑

m∈A

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm, 2/t) dt

.
∑

m∈A

(∫ sm

1

Ψ(t)

t

sd−1
m

Φ−1(sdm)
dt+

∫ ∞

sm

Ψ(t)

t

sd−1
m

Φ−1(sd−1
m t)

dt
)(

||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)

.
∑

m∈A

(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)
,

based on the assumption of Theorem 4.

If the value
||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1
is smaller than one, then we can use the inequality Φ−1(αa) ≥

αΦ−1(a), which is true for a ≥ 0, α ∈ [0, 1] and for concave function Φ−1 such that Φ−1(0) = 0.
We then obtain

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm, 2/t) dt ≤

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t

2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

t||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

) dt

≤ 2

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t

1

Φ−1(t)
dt
(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)
.

8



This gives us an estimate of II.

II =
∑

m∈B

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm, 2/t) dt

. 2
∑

m∈B

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t

1

Φ−1(t)
dt
(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)

.
∑

m∈B

(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)
,

by (2) for s = 1.
We can sum up the above estimates and write

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(f, 2/t) dt = I + II

.
∑

m∈N

(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)

. ||∇f ||L1 + ||f ||L1 ,

by inequality (7) of Theorem 7.
In dimension d = 1 we know from Theorem 7, point (8) that there exists constant C > 1 such

that for every m = 1, 2, ... we have

||fm||∞ ≤ C
(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)
.

Thus, based on the above calculations we can write

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(fm, 2/t) dt ≤

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t

2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

t||fm||L∞

||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

) dt

≤
∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t

2||fm||L∞

Φ−1
(

t||fm||L∞

C
(
||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

)
) dt

≤
∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t

2||fm||L∞

Φ−1(t)
||fm||L∞

C
(
||∇fm||L1+||fm||L1

)
dt

≤ 2C

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t

1

Φ−1(t)
dt
(
||∇fm||L1 + ||fm||L1

)
.

Notice also that by assumption of the theorem we have

‖f‖LΦ . ‖f‖Ld/(d−1)
. ‖f‖W 1,1 .

The necessity of condition (2) will be proved by contradiction. Let us assume that there exists
a constant D > 0 such that

||f ||BΨ
Φ,1

≤ D||f ||W 1,1 (12)

for every f ∈W 1,1(Td) and that for every C > 0 there exist s ≥ 1 such that

sd−1

Φ−1(sd)

∫ s

1

Ψ(t)

t
dt+

∫ ∞

s

Ψ(t)sd−1

Φ−1(tsd−1)t
dt ≥ C.

Assume also that 0 < r < 1
8π and ε > 0 is a small number. We define a function f ∈ W 1,1(Td)

by putting f(x) = 1 for x ∈ B(0, 2πr) and f(x) = 0 for x 6∈ B(0, 2π(r + ε)) (ε is a small positive

9



number), and on the remaining part of the domain we define it to be continuous and linear on

each segment of the form [s, 2π(r+ε)
2πr s], where s ∈ ∂B(0, 2πr).

Now we can compute appropriate norms. We have

||f ||W 1,1 = ||f ||L1 + ||∇f ||L1

=
1

(2π)d

∫

Td

|f(x)| dx+
1

(2π)d

∫

Td

|∇f(x)| dx

≤ Vd(r + ε)d +
1

ε
Vd
[
(r + ε)d − rd

]

≤ 2dVdr
d−1

for sufficiently small ε. We have by Lemma 2 (χA denote the characteristic function of the set A)

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(f,

1

2t
) dt ≥

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(χB(0,2πr),

1

2t
) dt

=

∫ 1
8πr

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ

(
χB(0,2πr),

1

2t

)
dt+

∫ ∞

1
8πr

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ

(
χB(0,2πr),

1

2t

)
dt

≥
∫ 1

8πr

1

Ψ(t)

t

1

Φ−1
(

1
2Vdrd

) dt+
∫ ∞

1
8πr

Ψ(t)

t

1

Φ−1
(

8πt
Vdrd−1

) dt

=

∫ 1
8πr

1

Ψ(t)

t

1

Φ−1
(

(8π)d

2Vd(8πr)d

) dt+
∫ ∞

1
8πr

Ψ(t)

t

1

Φ−1
(

(8π)dt
Vd(8πr)d−1

) dt

≥
∫ 1

8πr

1

Ψ(t)

t

1
(8π)d

2Vd
Φ−1

(
1

(8πr)d

) dt+
∫ ∞

1
8πr

Ψ(t)

t

1
(8π)d

Vd
Φ−1

(
t

(8πr)d−1

) dt

=
2dVdr

d−1

16πd





∫ 1
8πr

1

Ψ(t) 1
(8πr)d−1

tΦ−1
(

1
(8πr)d

) dt+
∫ ∞

1
8πr

Ψ(t) 1
(8πr)d−1

tΦ−1
(

t
(8πr)d−1

) dt





≥ 4D||f ||W 1,1

for a suitable selected r. In the above computations we used concavity of the function Φ−1. This
and Φ−1(0) = 0 allow us to write Φ−1(αx) ≤ αΦ−1(x) for x ≥ 0 and α ≥ 1. Notice that

(8π)d

2Vd
≥ 1.

By the above estimate and Lemma 1 we get

||f ||BΨ
Φ,1

≥ ||f ||LΦ +
1

2

∫ ∞

1

Ψ(t)

t
ωΦ(f,

1

2t
) dt ≥ 2D||f ||W 1,1

which contradicts (12).

4. Comparison of two norms defining the Besov-Orlicz spaces

In this section we will prove the following

Theorem 8. For f ∈ LΦ we have the estimate:

||f || ˜BΨ
Φ,1

. ||f ||BΨ
Φ,1
.
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To prove the above theorem, we need another quantity which is, in some sense, intermediate
between these two norms. Let

EΦ(f,m) = inf
{
||f − g||LΦ : supp ĝ ⊆ {(a, b) ∈ Z2 : |a|, |b| ≤ m}

}
,

and

||f ||
BΨ

Φ,1

= (1 + Ψ(1) + Ψ(2)) ||f ||LΦ +
∞∑

n=2

Ψ(2n)EΦ(f, 2
n−3).

Now we are ready to prove the appropriate estimates.

Lemma 3. For every f ∈ LΦ we have

||f || ˜BΨ
Φ,1

. ||f ||
BΨ

Φ,1

.

Proof. We will show that for n = 2, 3, 4, ...,

||gn ∗ f ||LΦ . EΦ(f, 2
n−3).

Take a function h such that

supp ĥ ⊆
{
(a, b) ∈ Z2 : |a|, |b| ≤ 2n−3

}
.

Then for n ≥ 1 we have gn ∗ f = gn ∗ (f − h), so by the Young convolution inequality (see [13,
Theorem 9, page 64])

||gn ∗ f ||LΦ = ||gn ∗ (f − h)||LΦ ≤ 2||gn||L1 · ||f − h||LΦ ≤ 36||f − h||LΦ .

Taking the infimum over such functions h we get

||gn ∗ f ||LΦ ≤ 36EΦ(f, 2
n−3).

The above proof is the same as the proof of similar fact for ordinary Besov spaces, see [9,
Theorem 11, pages 72 - 74].

Lemma 4. For every f ∈ LΦ we have

||f ||
BΨ

Φ,1

. ||f ||BΨ
Φ,1
.

The proof of this lemma is almost the same as the proof of the Preposition 3.1 in paper [10,
page 88]. For the reader’s convenience we include it here.

Proof. It is enough to show that

EΦ(f, 2
n−3) . ωΦ

(
f,

1

2n−3

)
.

Let ψ : R2 → C be a function such that

ψ̂(x, y) = η(x, y) · exp(−|(x, y)|2),

where the smooth function η : R2 → C fulfills supp η ⊆ {(x, y) ∈ R2 : |x|, |y| ≤ 1} and η(0, 0) = 1.
Define a family of trigonometric polynomials {φn}∞n=0, φn : T2 → C by the formula

φ̂n(k, l) = ψ̂

(
k

n
,
l

n

)
,

Notice that there exist a constant C > 0 such that

11



1.
∫
T2 φn(x) dx = φ̂n(0, 0) = ψ̂(0, 0), for n = 0, 1, ...;

2. supp φ̂n ⊆ {(k, l) ∈ Z2 : |k|, |l| ≤ n};

3. for sufficiently big m and all real x we have:

∣∣∣∣∣∣

m∑

k,l=−m

ψ̂(k/m, l/m)ei(k/m,l/m)·x 1

m2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ||η||L∞

(2m+ 1)2

m2
e−|x|2 ≤ Ce−|x|2.

Condition 3. above is a consequence of the formula for the inverse Fourier transform and the uni-
form convergence of the sequence of Riemman sums to the integral - the inverse Fourier transform.

By the Minkowski integral inequality for Orlicz spaces, for m ∈ N,

EΦ(f,m) ≤ ||f − φm ∗ f ||LΦ

=

∥∥∥∥
∫

T2

φm(h)[f(·)− f(· − h)] dh

∥∥∥∥
LΦ

≤ 2

∫

T2

|φm(h)|||f(·) − f(· − h)||LΦ dh

≤ 2

∫

T2

|φm(h)|ωΦ(f, |h|) dh.

(13)

Now we use the inequality

ωΦ(f, |h|) ≤ (|h|m+ 1)ωΦ(f, 1/m), (14)

which is obvious for |h| < 1/m and for |h| > 1/m it is a consequence of the following reasoning.
Let k be a natural number such that |h|m− 1 < k ≤ |h|m. Then

f(x+ h)− f(x) =

k∑

j=1

[
f
(
x+

jh

|h|m
)
− f

(
x+

(j − 1)h

|h|m
)]

+ f(x+ h)− f
(
x+

kh

|h|m
)
,

hence
ωΦ(f, |h|) ≤ (k + 1)ωΦ(f, 1/m) ≤ (|h|m+ 1)ωΦ(f, 1/m).

By (13) and (14)

EΦ(f,m) ≤ 2ωΦ(f, 1/m)

∫

T2

(|h|m+ 1)|φm(h)| dh.

We get

∫

T2

(|h|m+ 1)|φm(h)| dh =

∫

T2

(|h|m+ 1)
∣∣∣

m∑

k,l=−m

φ̂m(k, l)ei(k,l)·h
∣∣∣ dh

=

∫

T2

(|h|m+ 1)
∣∣∣

m∑

k,l=−m

ψ̂(k/m, l/m)ei(k,l)·h
∣∣∣ dh

=

∫

mT2

(|x| + 1)
∣∣∣

m∑

k,l=−m

ψ̂(k/m, l/m)ei(k/m,l/m)·x 1

m2

∣∣∣ dx

≤ C

∫

mT2

(|x| + 1)e−|x|2 dx

< +∞,

by condition 3. above for big enough values of m.
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This yields EΦ(f,m) ≤ 2KωΦ(f, 1/m), for some constant K > 0. Consequently

||f ||
B̃Ψ

Φ,1

= ||f ||LΦ +
∞∑

n=0

Ψ(2n)||gn ∗ f ||LΦ

. (1 + Ψ(1) + Ψ(2)) ||f ||LΦ +

∞∑

n=2

Ψ(2n)EΦ(f, 2
n−3)

≤ (1 + Ψ(1) + Ψ(2)) ||f ||LΦ +

∞∑

n=2

Ψ(2n)ωΦ

(
f,

8

2n

)

5. Marcinkiewicz type sampling theorem

In this section we will generalise one of the results of Józef Marcinkiewicz.

Proof of Theorem 5. In the book [16, Volume II, Chapter X, Inequality (7.8), page 29] it is proved
that for every trigonometric polynomial g : T → C of order n,

g(x) =

n∑

k=−n

ake
ikx,

where a−n, a−n+1, ..., an−1, an are some complex numbers, and for any non-decreasing, convex
function Φ : R+ → R+ we have

1

2n+ 1

n∑

k=−n

Φ

(
1

3

∣∣∣g
(
e2πi(k+n)/(2n+1)

)∣∣∣
)

≤ 1

2π

∫ π

−π

Φ(|g(x)|) dx. (15)

So, if we assume that the function g : T2 → C is a trigonometric polynomial such that
{(k, l) ∈ Z2 : ĝ(k, l) 6= 0} ⊆ Gn ⊆ (−2n, 2n)2, we obtain using inequality (15) twice

1

(2n+1 − 1)2

2n−1∑

k=−2n+1

2n−1∑

l=−2n+1

Φ

( |g(xk, yl)|
9

)
≤ 1

2n+1 − 1

2n−1∑

k=−2n+1

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

Φ

( |g(xk, y)|
3

)
dy

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

1

2n+1 − 1

2n−1∑

k=−2n+1

Φ

( |g(xk, y)|
3

)
dy

≤ 1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

Φ
(
|g(x, y)|

)
dx dy.

Without loss of generality we assume that ||g||LΦ = 1. Then

1

wn

∑

(k,l)∈Gn

Φ

( |g(xk, yl)|
9

)
≤ (2n+1 − 1)2

wn

1

(2n+1 − 1)2

2n−1∑

k=−2n+1

2n−1∑

l=−2n+1

Φ

( |g(xk, yl)|
9

)

≤ 4

3

1

(2π)2

∫

T2

Φ
(
|g(x, y)|

)
dx dy ≤ 4

3
. (16)

Let

Bn =

{
(k, l) ∈ Gn :

|g(xk, yl)|
12

≥ C

}
,

and
Sn = Gn \Bn.
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For the set Bn we will use the assumption: Φ(a)Φ(b) ≤ Φ(Cab) for 0 < a < 1 ≤ ab < b. We

can rewrite this condition in the form Φ
(

p
Cq

)
≤ Φ(p)

Φ(q) where p = Cab, q = b and

p

Cq
< 1 ≤ p

C
< q. (17)

Let us set

p =
3|g(xk, yl)|

4 · 9 and q = Φ−1(wn).

Such p and q satisfies inequality (17). We prove this fact at the end of the proof. By condition 1
of theorem (super-multiplicative property), convexity of Φ and (16),

∑

(k,l)∈Bn

Φ
( 3|g(xk, yl)|
C4 · 9Φ−1(wn)

)
≤ 1

wn

∑

(k,l)∈Bn

Φ
(3|g(xk, yl)|

4 · 9
)
≤ 3

4wn

∑

(k,l)∈Gn

Φ
( |g(xk, yl)|

9

)
≤ 1.

Therefore

||((g)χBn)||ℓΦ = inf
{
λ > 0 :

∑

(k,l)∈Bn

Φ
( |g(xk, yl)|

λ

)
≤ 1
}
≤ 12CΦ−1(wn)||g||LΦ . (18)

Now we estimate the Luxemburg norm of the function g restricted to the set Sn.

||((g)χSn)||ℓΦ = inf
{
λ > 0 :

∑

(k,l)∈Sn

Φ
( |g(xk, yl)|

λ

)
≤ 1
}

≤ inf
{
λ > 0 :

∑

(k,l)∈Sn

Φ
(12C

λ

)
≤ 1
}

≤ inf
{
λ > 0 : wnΦ

(12C
λ

)
≤ 1
}

≤ inf
{
λ > 0 :

12C

Φ−1
(

1
wn

) ≤ λ
}

= 12C
1

Φ−1
(

1
wn

)

≤ 12C2Φ−1(wn)||g||LΦ .

We used the fact that 1 ≤ CΦ−1(1/x) · Φ−1(x) for x > 0, and the fact that ||g||LΦ = 1.
By the above calculations and (18)

||(g)||ℓΦ ≤ ||((g)χBn)||ℓΦ + ||((g)χSn)||ℓΦ
≤ 12CΦ−1(wn)||g||LΦ + 12C2Φ−1(wn)||g||LΦ

= 24C2Φ−1(wn)||g||LΦ .

It remains to show the inequality (17). It is enough to prove

|g(xk, yl)|
9Φ−1(wn)

< 4/3, for (k, l) ∈ Gn.

Remembering that ||g||LΦ = 1 and relying on the estimate (16), we can write that

1

wn
Φ
( |g(xk, yl)|

9

)
≤ 1

wn

∑

(k,l)∈Gn

Φ
( |g(xk, yl)|

9

)
≤ 4

3
.

This inequality can be rewritten in the form:

|g(xk, yl)| ≤ 9Φ−1(4/3 · wn) ≤ 12Φ−1(wn).

Here, we used the concavity of the function Φ−1, which implies that Φ−1(4/3·wn) ≤ 4/3·Φ−1(wn).
The proof is complete.
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6. Factoring through embedding ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2

In this section we will prove Theorem 2. The key ingredient will be the following Theorem 9,
which stands behind estimates of operator C from diagram (1).

Theorem 9. The embedding of the space B̃Ψ
Φ,1 into the space B̃1

2,2 factorizes through embedding
ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2 provided that the function Φ fulfils the following conditions:

(i) 1
t ≤ Ψ(t)

Φ−1(t2) for every t ∈ R+,

(ii) the function x 7→ Φ(
√
x), x ∈ R+, is concave,

(iii) Φ(a)Φ(b) ≤ Φ(Cab) for all positive real numbers 0 < a < 1 ≤ ab < b and some C > 0
(restricted supermultiplicativity),

(iv) 1 ≤ CΦ−1(x)Φ−1(1/x) for all positive x and some C > 0.

For the proof of Theorem 9 we need one more estimate which concerns the Hilbert spaces.

Lemma 5. For every n = 0, 1, 2, ... and f ∈ L2 we have the inequality

||gn ∗ f ||L2 .
1√
wn

||(gn ∗ f)||ℓ2 .

For the definition of the norm ||(·)||l2 see (5). The proof of this lemma relies on the Marcinkiewicz
sampling theorem and is contained in the paper [14, Lemma 7, page 167].

Proof of Theorem 9. We have the following collection of inequalities.

(∑

n∈N

||gn ∗ f ||2L2

)1/2 (1)

.
(∑

n∈N

1

wn
||(gn ∗ f)||2ℓ2

)1/2

=
(∑

n∈N

∑

(k,l)∈Gn

( 1√
wn

|gn ∗ f(xk, yl)|
)2)1/2

(2)

≤ inf
{
λ > 0 :

∑

n∈N

∑

(k,l)∈Gn

Φ
( 1√

wn
|gn ∗ f(xk, yl)|

λ

)
≤ 1
}

(3)

≤ inf
{
λ > 0 :

∑

n∈N

∑

(k,l)∈Gn

Φ
(Ψ(

√
wn)

1
Φ−1(wn)

|gn ∗ f(xk, yl)|
λ

)
≤ 1
}

(4)

≤
∑

n∈N

inf
{
λ > 0

∑

(k,l)∈Gn

Φ
(Ψ(

√
wn)

1
Φ−1(wn)

|gn ∗ f(xk, yl)|
λ

)
≤ 1
}

=
∑

n∈N

Ψ(
√
wn)

1

Φ−1(wn)
||(gn ∗ f)||ℓΦ

(5)

≤ 24C2
∑

n∈N

Ψ(
√
wn)

1

Φ−1(wn)
Φ−1(wn)||gn ∗ f ||LΦ

= 24C2
∑

n∈N

Ψ(
√
wn)||gn ∗ f ||LΦ

Inequality (1) follows from Lemma 5. Inequality (2) is the continuous embedding of the space
ℓΦ into the space l2 which follows from (ii). Inequality (3) follows from (i) and monotonicity of
function Φ. Inequality (4) is the triangle inequality for an infinite sum. Inequality (5) follows from
Theorem 5. Theorem 9 follows from the fact that

√
wn ≤ 2 · 2n.
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We will now formulate a slightly simpler version of Theorem 9.

Theorem 10. The embedding of the space B̃Ψ
Φ,1 into the space B̃1

2,2 factorizes through embedding
ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2 for the function Φ that fulfils the following conditions:

(i) 1
t ≤ Ψ(t)

Φ−1(t2) for every t ∈ R+,

(ii) the function x 7→ Φ(
√
x), x ∈ R+, is concave,

(iii) Φ(a)Φ(b) ≤ Φ(ab) for all real numbers 0 < a < 1 ≤ ab < b,

(iv) Φ−1(1) = 1.

Proof. It is enough to notice that the condition Φ(a)Φ(b) ≤ Φ(ab), for 0 < a < 1 ≤ ab < b implies,
by the monotonicity of the function Φ−1, the inequality

Φ−1(xy) ≤ Φ−1(x)Φ−1(y),

where x = Φ(a) and y = Φ(b), for
0 < x < 1 ≤ xy < y.

By the property of Young functions we can take y = 1/x to get condition (iv) of Theorem 9.

Now we can turn to the proof of Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. The steps of the proof are described by diagram (1). Let us set

Ψ(t) =
Φ−1(t2)

t
. (19)

Then condition 1. form Theorem 2 takes the form of condition (2) from Theorem 4. This means
that the embedding denoted by arrow A in diagram (1) is a bounded operator. Arrow B on the
same diagram describe bounded operator by Theorem 8. Boundedness of operator C in diagram
(1) is a consequence of Theorem 9. Assumptions (ii) to (iv) of this theorem are the same as
assumptions 2., 3. and 4. of Theorem 2. Moreover, assumption (i) of Theorem 9 is satisfies
because of equation (19). Theorem 9 also guarantee that the embedding denoted by C in diagram
(1) factorizes through embedding ℓΦ →֒ ℓ2 and thus the Sobolev embedding operator also factorizes
this way.

7. An example of Orlicz function

We will construct a functions which satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2. Let

Φ−1(t) =





t · eα
ln(1/

√
t)

ln ln(1/
√

t) dla t ∈ [0, 1/r)

pt+ q dla t ∈ [1/r, r)

t · e−α ln
√

t

ln ln
√

t dla t ≥ r

.

We define
r = e2e

2

and we want from α to be smaller than e−2. Then

α
ln r

ln ln r
≤ 1.

Moreover we choose p and q in such a way that the function Φ−1 is continuous. So, it is not hard
to see that

p =
re

−α ln(
√

r)

ln ln(
√

r) − 1
r e

α ln(
√

r)

ln ln(
√

r)

r − 1/r
and q = re

−α ln(
√

r)

ln ln(
√

r) − pr.

16



Notice that we have the following estimates

1

2e
≤ re

−α ln(
√

r)

ln ln(
√

r)

2r
< p <

r − 1/r

r − 1/r
= 1 and 0 < q ≤ 10

r
p. (20)

We also have the estimate

t1−
α
2 = t · e−α

2 ln t ≤ t · e−α ln
√

t

ln ln
√

t ≤ t · e−α

for t ≥ e2e.
First notice that condition 4 of Theorem 2 is clearly fulfilled:

Φ−1(x) · Φ−1(1/x) = 1,

for all sufficiently large positive values x.
Now we will check the integral condition 1 from Theorem 2, that is we will show the existence

of the constant C > 0 such that for every s ≥ 1 we have

s

Φ−1(s2)

∫ s

1

Φ−1(t2)

t2
dt+

∫ ∞

s

Φ−1(t2)s

t2Φ−1(ts)
dt < C.

We will consider two cases:

1. 1 ≤ s ≤ r,

2. r < s.

In case 1, by (20) we get

s

Φ−1(s2)

∫ s

1

Φ−1(t2)

t2
dt =

s

ps2 + q

∫ s

1

pt2 + q

t2
dt

=
s

ps2 + q

(
ps− q

s
− p+ q

)

≤ 1 +
q(s− 2)

ps2 + q
≤ 2

and for the second integral we will use the substitutions ln t = x and ln r = k. We then get

∫ ∞

s

Φ−1(t2)s

t2Φ−1(ts)
dt =

∫ r

s

Φ−1(t2)s

t2Φ−1(ts)
dt+

∫ ∞

r

Φ−1(t2)s

t2Φ−1(ts)
dt

=

∫ r

s

(pt2 + q)s

t2(pts+ q)
dt+

∫ ∞

r

1

t
e
α
(

ln
√

st

ln ln
√

st
− ln t

ln ln t

)
dt

≤
∫ r

s

(pts+ q)t

t2(pts+ q)
dt+

∫ ∞

k

eα
(

1/2(x+k)
ln(x+k)−ln 2− x

ln x

)
dx

≤ ln r +

∫ ∞

k

eα·
x ln x+k ln x−2x ln x−2x ln 2

2(ln x−ln 2) ln x dx

= 2e2 +

∫ ∞

k

eα·
(k−x) ln x−2x ln 2
2(ln x−ln 2) ln x dx

≤ 2e2 +

∫ ∞

k

eα·
−2x ln 2

2(ln x−ln 2) ln x dx

< ∞

Now we will deal with the second case, r < s. Let us define β to be equal α
ln ln s . Then we have

e−α· ln t
ln ln t ≤ t−β ,
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for t < s. By (20) we can calculate

s

Φ−1(s2)

∫ s

1

Φ−1(t2)

t2
dt =

s

Φ−1(s2)

∫ r

1

Φ−1(t2)

t2
dt+

s

Φ−1(s2)

∫ s

r

Φ−1(t2)

t2
dt

≤ s

ps2 + q

∫ s

1

pt2 + q

t2
dt+

1

s
eα

ln s
ln ln s

∫ s

r

e−α ln t
ln ln t dt

≤ 2 + e(β−1)·eα/β

∫ ee
α/β

r

e−β ln t dt

= 2 + e(β−1)·eα/β · 1

1− β
·
(
e(1−β)·eα/β − r1−β

)

≤ 2 +
1

1− β

≤ 2 +
1

1− α
ln ln r

.

Moreover, as we show in case 1, the estimate

∫ ∞

s

Φ−1(t2)s

t2Φ−1(ts)
dt ≤

∫ ∞

r

Φ−1(t2)s

t2Φ−1(ts)
dt <∞

holds.
For condition 2 of Theorem 2 notice that concavity of the function x 7→ Φ(

√
x) is equivalent

to the statement that function y 7→
(
Φ−1(x)

)2
is convex. Let us put f : [0,∞) → [0,∞),

f(x) =
(
Φ−1(x)

)2
and y(x) = ln(1/

√
x). We have for x ∈ (0, 1/r)

d2

dx2
f(x) = e2α

y(x)
ln(y(x))

[
2 + α

(
−3

ln(y(x)) − 1

(ln(y(x)))2
+

2− ln(y(x))

2(ln(y(x)))3y(x)
+ α

(ln(y(x)) − 1)2

(ln(y(x)))4

)]
,

for x ∈ (1/r, r) we have
d2

dx2
f(x) = 2p2

and for x ∈ (r,∞) we have

d2

dx2
f(x) = e

−2α ln
√

x

ln ln
√

x

[
2 + α

(
−3

ln ln
√
x− 1

(ln ln
√
x)2

+
ln ln

√
x− 2

2(ln ln
√
x)3 ln

√
x
+ α

(ln ln
√
x− 1)2

(ln ln
√
x)4

)]
,

So we see that it is enough to choose α > 0 sufficiently small to guaranty positivity of second
derivative of the function f .

Now we can check the sup-multiplicative condition 3 of Theorem 2 for function Φ: there is
constant C such that Φ(Cab) ≥ Φ(a) · Φ(b), for all 0 < a < 1 ≤ ab < b. Before we go into further
considerations, we need one more simple observation which will show that sup-multiplicativity of
the function Φ is equivalent to sub-multiplicativity of the function Φ−1. We will use the following
lemma:

Lemma 6. Let Φ be a Young function. Moreover let 0 < x < Φ(1) < y, 1 ≤ Φ−1(x)Φ−1(y) and
C ≥ 1 be some constant. Then

Φ−1(xy) ≤ CΦ−1(x)Φ−1(y)

implies that
Φ(a)Φ(b) ≤ Φ(Cab),

where a and b are positive numbers such that Φ−1(x) = a and Φ−1(y) = b and

0 < a < 1 ≤ ab < b.
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Proof. Function Φ is increasing, so if we act this functions on both sides of the inequality in the
assumption, then we get

xy ≤ Φ
(
CΦ−1(x)Φ−1(y)

)
.

Now we use the assumption, that Φ−1(x) = a and Φ−1(y) = b, to get

Φ(a)Φ(b) ≤ Φ(Cab).

The condition 0 < a < 1 ≤ ab < b are consequences of the assumptions.

Now we will try to find a constant C > 0 such that

Φ−1(xy) ≤ CΦ−1(x)Φ−1(y)

for 0 < x < Φ(1) < y, 1 ≤ Φ−1(x)Φ−1(y) and C ≥ 1.
We will consider three cases:

1. xy ≤ r,

2. 0 < x < 1/r < r < xy < y,

3. 1/r < x < r < xy < y,

Now we will check all these cases.
1. For this case we can see that

Φ−1(xy) ≤ Φ−1(r) ≤ r ≤ rΦ−1(x)Φ−1(y).

2. Our condition for the above function takes the form:

xye
−α

ln
√

xy

ln ln
√

xy ≤ xe
α ln(1/

√
x)

ln ln(1/
√

x) ye
−α

ln
√

y

ln ln
√

y .

After small manipulations we get the condition:

ln
√
xy

ln ln
√
xy

≥ − ln(1/
√
x)

ln ln(1/
√
x)

+
ln
√
y

ln ln
√
y
.

Now we use substitutions a = ln
√
x and b = ln

√
y. Notice that if r ≥ e2e

2

, then we have a < −e2,
b > e2 and a+ b > e2. So we get

a+ b

ln(a+ b)
≥ − −a

ln(−a) +
b

ln b
.

For convenience we assume that c = −a > e2. Then our equation has the form

b− c

ln(b− c)
≥ − c

ln c
+

b

ln b
,

in other form
b− c

ln(b− c)
+

c

ln c
≥ b

ln b
,

where b, c, b − c > e2. Now notice that for t > e2 function f(t) = t
ln t in concave. We can also

redefine it on the positive neighbourhood of zero in such a way that it will be concave on the
whole half-line t ≥ 0 and satisfies the condition f(0) ≥ 0. Then this function, which we will also
denote by f , would satisfies the condition f(u) + f(v) ≥ f(u+ v), where u and v are two positive
numbers. This condition is equivalent to

f(b− c) + f(c) ≥ f(b).
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So we can write
b− c

ln(b− c)
+

c

ln c
≥ b

ln b
.

3. The last case. We will prove that

xye
−α

ln(
√

xy)

ln ln(
√

xy) ≤ e
α ln(

√
r)

ln ln(
√

r)

p
(px+ q)ye

−α
ln(

√
y)

ln ln(
√

y)

for every 1/r ≤ x < r < xy < y. Using an estimation similar to the one from point 2 and an
inequality 1

x ≤ r we get

xye
−α

ln(
√

xy)

ln ln(
√

xy) ≤ e
α
(

ln(
√

y)

ln ln(
√

y)
− ln(

√
xy)

ln ln(
√

xy)

)
px+ q

p
ye

−α
ln(

√
y)

ln ln(
√

y) ≤ e
α ln(

√
r)

ln ln(
√

r)

p
(px+ q)ye

−α
ln(

√
y)

ln ln(
√

y) .

From the above calculations we see that the inequality

Φ−1(x · y) ≤ CΦ−1(x) · Φ−1(y),

is true for all x, y such that 0 < x < Φ(1) < y, 1 ≤ Φ−1(x)Φ−1(y), where C is the largest of the
values

r, 1,
e
α ln(

√
r)

ln ln(
√

r)

p
.

The last value can be estimate from above by

e

p
≤ 2e2

because 1
2e < p and α ln r

ln ln r ≤ 1. So C = r = e2e
2

will be good.

8. (Φ, 1)-summing embedding via extrapolation

In this section we will prove Theorem 6. The proof uses estimates obtained in [14] and extrap-
olation techniques.

We denote by L1
w(I) the space of functions integrable with weight w on the interval I. One of

the key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 6 is a simple extrapolation lemma for sequence spaces
inspired by the Theorem of Yano [15].

Lemma 7. Let ‖x‖pℓp ≤ f(p) for q + ε > p > q ≥ 1 and f ∈ L1
w([q, q + ε]), where w(p) = (p− q)α

and α > −1. Then x ∈ ℓΦ where Φ(x) = xq

| ln(x)|α+1 for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1
2 .

Proof. We normalize the sequence x in such a way that f(q + ε) = 1
2 . Hence xk ≤ 1

2 for any k.
We define Kn = {xk : 1

n < xk ≤ 1
n−1}, for n = 3, 4, .... Observe that the following inequality is

satisfied ∞∑

n=3

#Kn
1

np
≤ ‖x‖pℓp ≤ f(p).

Hence ∞∑

n=3

#Kn
1

np
(p− q)α ≤ f(p)(p− q)α.

We integrate the inequality on the interval (q, q + ε)

∞∑

n=3

#Kn
1

nq

∫ q+ε

q

1

np−q
(p− q)α dp ≤

∫ q+ε

q

f(p)(p− q)αdp < +∞.
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We estimate the left hand side of the inequality

∞∑

n=3

#Kn
1

nq

∫ q+ε

q

1

np−q
(p− q)α dp =

∞∑

n=2

#Kn
1

nq

∫ ε

0

e−t ln(n)tαdt

=

∞∑

n=3

#Kn
1

nq lnα(n)

∫ ε

0

e−t ln(n)(t ln(n))αdt

=

∞∑

n=3

#Kn
1

nq lnα+1(n)

∫ ε ln(n)

0

e−ssαds

≥
(∫ ε ln(2)

0

e−ssαds

) ∞∑

n=3

#Kn
1

nq lnα+1(n)

≥ C
∑ (xk)

q

| ln(xk)|α+1.

Therefore x ∈ ℓΦ.

As a consequence we obtain:

Theorem 11. Let operator T ∈ Πv,1 for v ∈ (v1, v2). If there exists α ≥ −1 such that

∫ v2

v1

(πv,1(T ))
v
(v − v1)

αds = K

then T ∈ ΠΦ,1, where Φ(x) = xv1

| ln(x)|α+1 for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1
2 .

Proof. Let {xi}ni=1 be sequence in X such that

sup
‖x∗‖X∗=1

n∑

i=1

|x∗(xi)| = 1

We put y = (‖Tx1‖Y , ‖Tx2‖Y , . . . , ‖Txn‖Y ). From (v, 1)-summability of T we get

‖y‖ℓv ≤ πv,1(T ),

where v ∈ (v1, v2). Since the function f(v) = πv,1(T ) is in L1
w(v1, v2), where w = (v − v1)

α. From
Lemma 7 we get x ∈ ℓΦ.

‖y‖ℓΦ ≤ C(K,α, |v1 − v2|)
The (Φ, 1)-summing property follows from the definition of the sequences y.

Similarly as in [14] Theorem 6 is a direct consequence of the following factorization of the
Sobolev embedding and the Theorem 11.

W k,p(Td) Bθ
q,p(T

d) Bθ
q,q(T

d) Bλ
r,r(T

d) Ls(T)
T1 T2 T3 T4

where p < q < 2, θ = d(1/q + k/d− 1/p), λ = d(k/d+ 1/r − 1/p) and r = min{s, 2}.

Proof of Theorem 6. To apply Theorem 11 we need a pricise bounds on the value of πv,1(Sd,k,p).
We briefly reproduce steps of the argument in [14], keeping our attention on the growth of the
norm with respect to v.
We fix p,d and k. Following carefully the argument from [14] and [10] we get an upper bound on

the norm of the operator T1. Indeed, by [10] the embedding Id : W 1,1 → B
τ(h,d,1)
h,1 satisfies the

following inequality ∥∥∥Id :W 1,1 → B
τ(h,d)
h,1

∥∥∥ ≤ K

(h− 1)
,
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where τ(h, d, k) = d( 1h + k
d − 1). By Lemma 3 from [14] we know that the embedding Id :W k,1 →

B
θ(h,d,k)
h,1 satisfies ∥∥∥Id :W k,1 → B

τ(h,d,k)
h,1

∥∥∥ ≤ K

(h− 1)
.

We use the complex interpolation. Let α = 2
p − 1 and 1

q = α
h + 1−α

2 . Since
(
W k,2,W k,1

)
α
=W k,p

and
(
Bk

2,2, B
τ(h,d,k)
h,1

)
α
= Bθ

q,p and

∥∥Id : W k,2 → Bk
2,2

∥∥ ≤ K,

we obtain
‖T1‖ ≤ K(q − p)1−

2
p .

Since q > p we have ‖T2‖ ≤ 1. Operator T3 by the Marcinkiewicz sampling theorem factorizes
uniformly through embedding ℓq → ℓr (cf. [14], Lemma 7). Then by the Bennet-Carl theorem
(see [12] 1.6.6) is a (v, 1)-summing operator, where 1

v = 1
q − 1

r + 1
2 with

πv,1(T3) ≤ K,

By ([2], Th. 6.4.4 and Th. 6.5.1) we have

‖T4‖ ≤ K.

Therefore Sd,k,p is a (v, 1)-summing operator and

πv,1(Sd,k,p) ≤ K(q − p)1−
2
p .

We rewrite above inequality in terms of p0 = max{ 2d
2k+d , p} and v. Since r = min{s, 2}, by a

routine calculation we get

πv,1(Sd,k,p) ≤ K(v − p0)
1− 2

p .

for v ∈ (p0, 2). Therefore ∫ 2

p0

(πv,1(Sd,k,p))
v(v − p0)

αdv <∞

for α > p0(1− 2
p )− 1. Applying the Theorem 11 we get the desired result.
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