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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'(T?) <« Lo(T?) factorises through the identical embedding fs < f> 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
® and weight ¥ for boundedness of the embedding of the Sobolev space W' (T?) into Besov-
Orlicz space B&I,"l (T?). 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 (®,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 Sy i, p : WEP(T?) — Ly(T?), 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
82,171 : Wl’l(T2) — L2(T2)

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 ¢, = £y for 1 <p<g<2andl/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 (®,1)-summing if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all zq,...,2, € X,

ICNTzilly )il <C sup > o™ (@),

r*EBx* i—1

where Bx~ denotes a unit ball in the dual space of X. Then we will write T € Ilg ;. By 7,1(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 : £y — {5 embedding. We find the Orlicz space with Orlicz-Matuszewska index
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equal to one for which the factorization holds. This in turn by the Maligranda-Mastyto general-
ization of the Bennet-Carl Theorem yields (®, 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 (®,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 ® with Matuszewska-Orlicz index equal 1
(then ¢ is smaller than any ¢,, p > 1) such that the Sobolev embedding factorises through
Id : by — 0s.

In Section 8, based on the asymptotic estimate of (p, 1)-summing norm II, ; of operator Sy, p
from Theorem [I] we will prove that the Sobolev embedding Sq ., : WFP(T?) < Ls(T) is (®, 1)-
summing for ®(x) = %, for suitable chosen pg and . The proof however gives no information
about the factorisation of the Sobolev embedding through the inclusion map ¢ < ¢, which was
the core of the proof of Theorem

First of the results is the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The embedding of the space W11(T?) into the space Lo(T?) factorizes through {e —
Ly if @ is a Young function such that

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

s S d1(1?) * o~ 1(t?)s
qu(s?)/l 72 d”/s 2o-1is) 1< C

2. the function x — ®(\/1), v € Ry, is concave,

3. there is a constant C' such that ®(a)-®(b) < &(Cab) for all real numbers 0 < a <1 < ab < b,
4. there is a constant C such that 1 < C®~1(x)®~1(1/z) for all positive numbers z.

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

Theorem 3. Let ® be a Young function. If x — ®(y/1) is concave on Ry, then the inclusion
map Ly < Lo is (D, 1)-summing.

The immediate corollary of Theorem 2l and Theorem [Blis the following.

Corollary 1. If ® satisfies the conditions of Theorem[3, then the Sobolev embedding W't (T?) —
Lo(T?) is (@, 1)-summing.

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

Wh(T?) <A BY (T2) —L BY (T2) =< BI,(T?) S L2(T2)

[» /] 8

&p‘%ﬁg

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 morms 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 s — (5.
Operator E is (P, 1)-summing in our case by Theorem Bl The embedding G is a trivial one.



The two buildings blocks of Theorem 2] are of particular interests. First one describes whether
the Sobolev space W11(T%) can be embedded into the Besov-Orlicz space By ,(T?). In [§] 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 R? or a compact subset of R?. 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 Bgl(’]l“d) be a Besov-Orlicz space for some increasing continuous function ¥ and
a Young function ®. Let us assume that Lq)q—1)(T%) < Lo(T?). Then the Sobolev space W' (T4)

can be continuously embedded into the space Bg,l(Td) if and only if there exists a constant C > 0
such that for every s > 1 we have

d—1 s 0 d—1
s U(t) U(t)s
dt ————dt < C. 2
$1(s7) /1 . +/s o1 (ts7 1)t @
This theorem stands behind the arrow A in diagram (IJ). The second ingredient concerns the

operator D in diagram (). It generalizes the Marcinkiewicz sampling theorem (see [16, Volume
II, Theorem 7.5, page 28|) and reads as follows.

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

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

B(a)®(b) < B(Cab),

2. for every positive x
1 <CO Y a)d H(1/).

Then for every trigonometric polynomial g such that supp§ C G,, forn=0,1,2,... we have

1(@)les < 24C% 7" (wn) ||l (3)

where wy, is the number of elements of the set G, (for the definition of G,, see [{@l) below). The
definition of the norm ||(g)||e, s given at the end of Section 1, see (Bl).

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

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 Sqp : WHP(T?) — Ly(T9), where 1/s = 1/p — k/d, is (®,1)-summing operator for
Po

(z) = myE end 0 <z < 1, where py = max{%,p}, v > po(% —1).

Note that the function ® from Theorem[@ldefines 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 @ : [0,00) — Ry
such that ®(0) = 0, lim¢_, o t/®(t) = 0 and lim;_,o ®(¢)/t = 0. For a complexiv exposition of the
theory of Orlicz spaces see [0] or [13].

The Sobolev space W11(T?) is the space of functions from L;(T?) which have a distributional
gradient belonging to L (T?):

WIAT?) = {f € Lu(T?) : V € Ly(T*)}



equipped with the norm
A =11 f 1 + IV flz,-
We will prove that the embedding

WHH(T?) < Ly(T?)

factorizes through f¢ < /¢ for some Young functions ® which dominate near zero every x?

function, p > 1, meaning that
. D) . tP
lim —= = lim =0,
t—0 t t—0 ()

for every p > 1.
Now we give basic definitions. For the Young function ® and for some increasing continuous
function ¥ we define the generalized Besov-Orlicz space:

By, = {f € Ly(T?) : Z V(2" ws(f,27") < oo} ,

n=0

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

the Luxemburg norm
: 1 |f ()]
= L — <
[ mf{)\ >0: 5 /T o : )dr <1

wa(f,t) = sup [[f(-+h) = FO)llL,

[h|<t

and

being the integral modulus of continuity. We define the norm on the space B§,1 by

1/, = 1flla + Y ¥@"wa(f,1/2").

n=0

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 @, factorizes through ¢¢ < ¢5. 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 F,, : T — R4, n=0,1,2,3, ..., defined as

- k[N i
Fn — (1 _ —) (2 I’
(z) k; )¢
while the two-dimensional Fejér kernel is a function F, j, : T? - R, m,n=1,2,3, ..., such that
Fm,n(-ra y) = Fm(l') ’ Fn(y)

Now we define a partition of unity for the space Z x Z. Let f;, : T?> — C, k € N, be a function
defined as

fleap) = [P @) 4 14 0] - [y )7 41407



and we define
f—l(‘ra y) = fO(xa y) = FO,O(‘Ta y)
Notice that

suppfr = {(m,n € Z2 : fy(m,n) # 0} C (—28F1 2k+1) x (—oh+1 gktl)

Define
9o(z,y) = f-1(z,y), g1(z,y) = fo(z,y),
and
ge+1(2,y) = fr(@,y) — fe—2(z, ),
for k =1,2,3,... and let

Gr = {(m,n) € Z* : gi.(m,n) # 0}. (4)

Then a partition of unity for Z x Z is a sequence of functions {gi}7°,. By w, we denote the
number of elements of G,,. In the sequel we will need the L; norm estimate of the functions gy,
k=0,1,2,.... Notice that
llgllz, <18.
We can now define the second norm on the Besov-Orlicz space. For the Young function @,
increasing continuous function ¥ and function f € Lg we put

I1llge = llfllz. + > 0@)gn * fllLa-

n=0

For 6 € R and p,q > 1 we put

/]

g7, (10, 321, )

n=0

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

1Ol =int 20 3 o (Hesl) <1 b, )

A
(k,1)€Gn
where G,, = Z2 N [(—2”, 2m) x (=2™,2™) \ [—2”_3, 2"‘3} X [—2"_3, 2"‘3” is a "frame" and

k+2" -1 [+2" -1

.’L'kZQTF'Wadel:Qﬂ"m.

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 W11(T¢) can be embedded
continuously into the space Bgl('ﬂ‘d) for an appropriate functions ® and ¥. We will denote by g
a d-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

The following lemma is a simple observation, which we will leave without proof.

Lemma 1. Let ® be a Young function and let U be some increasing continuous function. Then
for every f € B {(T?) we have

1/100 ywé(ﬁ 1/(2t)dt <> W(2"wa(f,1/2") < 2/100 @wq»(f, 2/t)dt.

n=0



This lemma gives an estimate of the norm:

v(t)

Al = flle+ 3 0ol 1/2) < Iflla+2 [ = (s, 200

n=0

In the proof we will need a molecular decomposition of the Sobolev space Wl’l('ﬂ‘d). The
theorem below comes from article [I0, Theorem 2.17, page 82].

Theorem 7. Let d € Ny. There exist positive constants a and b such that for every e > 0, given
a function f € WH1(T?) there exists a sequence (f)o_; € WHL(T?) such that

ST fml@) = f2), Y Vinlz) =Vi@) pe-ae (6)
m=1 m=1
S lfmllee < @+ allflle, D IV Emll, < (1 +al[VHIL,, (7)
m=1 m=1
L0 ol 57 < (U IV Frnl 22 + M fonllzn)  form =1,2, .. @)

The proof of Theorem[lis a generalization of the ideas contained in [10], where similar reasoning
was carried out for the L, norms. In fact in [I0] the following statement was proved.

Theorem. Letd=1,2,.... Then
WhH(RY) < BIP D (RY),
where O(p,d) =d(1/p+1/d—1) and 1 <p < d/(d—1).

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

Lemma 2. Let B4(0,7) be a closed d-dimensional ball centred at zero and of radius r > 0.
Moreover let Vi denote the volume of By(0,1),

Va = pa(Ba(0,1))
and let « be a real number such that 0 < o < r. Then

11 ((Bd(o, r) U Ba(z,7)) \ (Ba(0,7) N Ba(z, 7’))) > Vyrdla,

where x is a point of R such that |z| = 2.
We leave the proof of Lemma 2 for the reader. Now we are ready to prove Theorem [4]

Proof of Theorem[]} At first we will prove sufficiency of condition (). We estimate the value
Wt
/ #C/Uq) (fa 2/t) dta
1

for f € WH(T?). In order to do that, let us use the molecular decomposition. Let

[= Z fmo
m=1



as in point (6) of the Theorem [[l We have

[N@W¢(f,2/t)dt - /Oo (i m,2/t)dt

m=1

Z/ 2O i (fr2/1)

IN

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

{r>o: (Qi)d /qu)(lfm(z+hA)fm(z)l)dz§ 1}

contains the set

(3500 by [ Unle ) gty ol g, <)

because the inequality ®(aa) < a®(a) is true for all @ > 0, a € [0,1] and a convex function ®
such that ®(0) = 0. Computing the infima of the above sets we get

2| fmllzo

2/ fm Lo )
||f7n(+h)_fm()||L1

(9)

fm(- 4+ h) = fin()llza < qﬂ(

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

2| fm
colim2/t) < — 2l
(I)fl( Hfanw)

le(fmwQ/t)

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

w1, (Fs2/0) < 2119 ol

Therefore
2/ fmll Lo
> (W)
Mfullee
> (rerittetim)
Now let us provide the estimate of the integrand which will be used for "big" values t. We
have

wa(fm,2/t) <

IN

oS o (o=t )
m||Ly m Ly 10
U (t) S |2 oo "

=2

IV funl 2o + [ Fimllzs).
LIV ey + 1 fmllzn) @ (gl

For "small" values ¢ we proceed in a different way. Let us assume for the moment that the
dimension d is at least 2. By ([@) and the inequality ||fm (- + k) — fi ()|, < 2| fimlln, we get

2[[fmllz

(4 1) = fin Ol < o (el )

[ fmllLy



By () we get
[ fon 7770

\/

)

fmlle _ 1( [ fmllL )d/<d*1>
Wl flloa ol 97D T CNIV Fmlley + [ fomlly

for absolute constant C' > 1. Hence

2(|fmllz
< =)
||fm( fm( ||Lq> = (I)—l(i( Nl Lo )d/(d—l))
C\IV fmllLy H fmllry
. 201 o

—1 ||f7nHLoo d/(d_l))
o ((—\\me||Ll+||meL1)

So we can write
T a2y =2 sup (1l 1) = Ol

|h|<2/t

(2 (1Y fll2, + 1) |2 2. (1)

= _ | Lo d/(d—1)\
(vam”Ll + ||fm||L1)(I) 1((\\vf,l\{LllJlrL||meLl) )

Now we define

< :( [ fmll 2o )1/<d*1>
" ||vfm||L1 +||fm||L1

Let N= AU B, where A={mé&N:s, >1},B=N\ A We get
T o) [T )
| Fairzma < > et

_ Z/ it wo (fm, 2/t) dt + Z/ —wq> (fm:2/t)d

meA meB
= I+1I

For sum I we use (I0) and () to get

I = Z/ YO a2ty

meA
Sm \If(t) Sd—l oo \If(t) Sd—l
< m m
- w;(/l t @1(5%)dt+/sm t o1(sh 1) dt)(||vfm||Ll+||fm||Ll)
S D (Ve + 1 fmllz,),
meA

based on the assumption of Theorem @l

M 1 : . -1
If the value AP smaller than one, then we can use the inequality ®~'(aa) >

a®~1(a), which is true for a > 0, « € [0, 1] and for concave function ®~* such that ®~1(0) = 0.
We then obtain

< y(t) % W(t) 2| frmll Lo
/1 7 wo (fm,2/t)dt < /1 t @1(%) “
NV fmlly +Hfmllo,
) dt(|IV fnl [z, + || fonllLr)-

—_

IN
()
—

8

S

T|=
*@*

1)

oo



This gives us an estimate of I1.

I = Y Ooqj(t)mb(fm,?/t)dt

meB 1 t
<) 1
’S 2";3/1 T(I)——l(t)dt(||vfm||L1+||fm||L1)
< D IVl + 1 fmlly),
meB

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

/mywlp(fﬂ/t)dt — T4l
1
S Y (IVfmlloy + [ fmllz,)

meN
IV, + 1L

A

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

| fmlloo < CUIV frnllLy + [ fmllLy)-

Thus, based on the above calculations we can write

Ut <t 2| fm
/ ()wq>(fm,2/t)dt < / () ||f ||Loo dt
1t 1t q),l( t] Fnllr o )
TV Iy + 1 fmllzy
Sl
< / (t) 2| fmllro gt
1t (I)fl( ¢ fmll Lo )
(1Y fmllLy+l Fmlly )
il
< / (t) 2| fmllrs it
1 t 1) [ fmllL o

C(I1Vfmlley +1fmllLy)

°Pt) 1
< 20/1 = gy A Fnlle, + 1l

Notice also that by assumption of the theorem we have

e S MLy S [ Fllwa

The necessity of condition (2)) will be proved by contradiction. Let us assume that there exists
a constant D > 0 such that
Ifllzx, < DIIfllwra (12)

for every f € WH1(T9) and that for every C' > 0 there exist s > 1 such that

Sdfl S‘I’(t) o] \I,(t)sdfl
7 gt >C.
@*1(551)/1 ; d”/s (s 2 ¢

Assume also that 0 < 7 < g= and £ > 0 is a small number. We define a function f € W!(T%)
by putting f(z) =1 for € B(0,27r) and f(z) =0 for « & B(0,2n(r + ¢)) (¢ is a small positive



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

each segment of the form [s, 2”2(::;6) s], where s € B(0, 27r).

Now we can compute appropriate norms. We have
flwrr = Al VAL,
1 1
— d — d
a7 | @lde + g [ 95 ds

1
Va(r + €)% + —Va [(r+e)® —rf]
< 2dVrtT!

IN

for sufficiently small e. We have by Lemma 2] (x4 denote the characteristic function of the set A)

< P (f) 1 < P (t) 1
PO a(f, —)dt > 2 Ly dt
/1 " wa (f, 2t) > /1 " wa (XB(0,27r)> 2t)

s U(t) 1 > U(t) 1
= — —) dt — — ) dt
/1 ;. we (Xzs(o,zm), 2t) +/ ;. we (Xs(o,zm), Qt)

B
s () 1 < W(t) 1
> /1 ey )dt+/1 reTa )dt

ard 8 Vyrd—1
_ /_ U(t) 1 dH/m (1) 1 »
) et e ()
- /gi (t) 1 dt+/°° U(t) 1 it
=, t (27‘2& H-1 ((871'17‘)d) ot (g‘;rd)d @_1((877:)%1)

2dV, =1 s U(t) gmia o U(t) g
M / P / —
— 1 —
1t 1((87rr)d) e t0 1(w)

Y

AD|[fllwra

for a suitable selected . In the above computations we used concavity of the function ®~*. This
and ®~1(0) = 0 allow us to write @~ *(az) < a®~1(x) for z > 0 and o > 1. Notice that

(8m)1
2V,

> 1.

By the above estimate and Lemma [Tl we get

1[0t 1
fllsg, > Ufllea+5 [ S 2welf ) de > 2Dl

which contradicts (2. O

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

In this section we will prove the following

Theorem 8. For f € Lg we have the estimate:

11157, <115y,

10



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

Eg(f,m) =inf {||f — gl|, : supp g C {(a,b) € Z* : |a],[b] < m}},
and

I/ ll5g = @+ ¥Q) + @) fllz. + > w(E@")Es(f,2"70).

Now we are ready to prove the appropriate estimates.

Lemma 3. For every f € Ly we have

A gz S I llge—
B@l ®,1

Proof. We will show that for n = 2,3,4, ...,
lgn * fllLe S Ea(f,2"77).
Take a function h such that
supp h C {(a,b) € Z* : |al, |b| < 2"?}.

Then for n > 1 we have g, x f = g, * (f — h), so by the Young convolution inequality (see [I3]
Theorem 9, page 64])

llgn * fllLe = llgn = (f = P)l|zs < 2lgnllL, - [IF = hllLe < 36[|F = hllLs-
Taking the infimum over such functions h we get
llgn * fllLe < 36Es(f,2"%).
O

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 € Ly we have

1l S 1fllg .-

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. 1t is enough to show that
Eo(f,2"73) < 1
<I>(f7 >Nw<1> fa gn—3 | -

Let 1 : R?2 — C be a function such that

W(x,y) = n(z,y) - exp(—|(z, y)]?),

where the smooth function 1 : R? — C fulfills suppn C {(z,y) € R? : |z|,|y| < 1} and 1(0,0) = 1.
Define a family of trigonometric polynomials {¢,}52 ), ¢, : T? — C by the formula

— ~(k 1
¢n(kal) = 1/1 (_a _) )
Notice that there exist a constant C' > 0 such that

11



1. fTZ On(x dzf(,bn(() 0) = w(0,0),forn:O,l,...;
2. supp o C {(k,1) € Z2 : |k, |l] <n};

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

. - i(k/m mzl 2m+12*12 -
S B/, ) ims L < g UL 1o < gl

k,l=—m

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,

Eo(fym) <||f — dm * fllLs
= [, emtotr - s~ m1an

Lo

13
= Q/TZ [om(PIF(C) = FC = h)llLs dh (13)
S 2/11‘2 |om (R)|wa (f,|h]) dh

Now we use the inequality

wa(f; |h]) < (|hlm + Dwa (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

e+ h) = 1@ = [1(e+ i) - f(“(]ﬁz%”*ﬂ”h)f(“%)’

Jj=1

hence
wa(f,|h]) < (k+ Dwa(f,1/m) < ([hlm + Dwe(f,1/m).

By ([@3) and (I4)
Bo(fm) < 2wa(£,1/m) [ (b -+ 1)} ()] dh.

We get

/1rz(|h|m+1)|¢m(h)|dh _ /T (1hlm + 1)] S kD | an

kJl=—m

m

/TZ(|h|m+1)‘ 3 d(k/m. 1l /m)e kl)h’dh

k,l=—m

1 i(k m,l m)-x
/m 2(| | )‘ E 1/)(k/m,l/m)e( /mlfm) m_’dl-

k,l=—m

< c/ (2] + Ve 1** d
mT?2
< o0,
by condition 3. above for big enough values of m. O
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This yields Fo(f,m) < 2Kwes(f,1/m), for some constant K > 0. Consequently
Illge = [Ifllza + Z‘I’(Q”)Hgn * fllLe

S I+ ¥1)+ w2 ))||f||L¢+Z‘Ij (2")Ba(f,2"77)

n=2

(14 0(0) + 0 1l + Y 0@ (£ )

IN

5. Marcinkiewicz type sampling theorem

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

Proof of Theorem[d. 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,

k=—n
where a_p,a0_p4t1, ..., Gp—1,ay are some complex numbers, and for any non-decreasing, convex
function ® : Ry — R4 we have
1 zn: P l‘g (eQﬂ'i(kJrn)/(QnJrl))‘ <1 " o(|g(2)|) da. (15)
27’L + 1 [ 3 - 27T —T

So, if we assume that the function g : T? — C is a trigonometric polynomial such that
{(k,1) € 2% : g(k,l) # 0} C G,, C (—2",2")2, we obtain using inequality (IH]) twice

1 & (gl 1 2 gk, y)|
ks Yl ks Y
- - < -
g L 3 () < gy B g [Ce(MY) @
k=—2"+4+1[=—2"+1 —2n 41
11 lg(zk, )]
- - o 220 d
) (el gy
k=—27+1

1 2m 2
< W/o /0 ®(|g(z,y)|) dz dy.

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

2" —1 2" —1

Y@ (|9(9Ulg yz)|) (2"+;n— 1)? (2n+117 N D (|g wk,yl)|)

IN

" (k1)EGn k=—2n411=—27+1
4 1 4

< - 0] dedy < —. 16

< 3@? /TZ (I, 9)l) dedy < 3 (16)
Let

Bn{(k,Z)GGn |g(zk7yl)| 20}7
12

and

Sp = Gn \ By.

13



For the set B,, we will use the assumption: ®(a)®(b) < ®(Cabd) for 0 <a <1 < ab < b. We
can rewrite this condition in the form @(Clq) < 2(p) where p=Cab,q = b and

@(q)
b p
<1< =< 17
Cq C e (17)

Let us set 5
= A0 g = 2 ),
Such p and ¢ satisfies inequality (7). We prove this fact at the end of the proof. By condition 1
of theorem (super-multiplicative property), convexity of ® and (If),

3lg(xr, yi)l 1 3lg(wr, yi1)| xkayl”
> @(04-9¢*1(wn))§w_n > ‘b( 4.9 )§4_ > (I)( ) L
(k,1)eB,, (k,1)eB, (k,1)eG,
Therefore
sl =it {r>0: 3 o(MN <4} < pca-tw, g, (8)

(kD)EB,
Now we estimate the Luxemburg norm of the function g restricted to the set S,,.

s llee = wi{aso0: S a(Mmlly o4}

(k,1)€Sn

inf{)\ >0: (h%an)(g) < 1}
inf{)\ >0 wnq)(%) < 1}
1nf{)\>0:&§)\}

=
()
i

< 120207 H(wy)[g]| Le-
We used the fact that 1 < C®~1(1/z)- ®~!(z) for x > 0, and the fact that ||g||L, = 1.
By the above calculations and (Ig])
1(9)les ((g)xB)lea + 11((9)x5.)]lea
1200 (wn)llgllza +12C*7 (wn)llgl| L,
24C20 " (wn)|lgl| .-

IN

IN

IN

= 12C

IA A

It remains to show the inequality (I7)). It is enough to prove

|g(9€k,yz)|
9¢_1(wn) < 4/3, for (k1) € G,.

Remembering that ||g||z, = 1 and relying on the estimate (IG]), we can write that

1 lg(zr, y1) 1 lg(zr, y1) 4
w_nq)( 9 ) <o > (I)( 9 ) =3
(k1)EGr

W,
This inequality can be rewritten in the form:
lg(zg, )| <9P71(4/3 - wy,) < 1207 H(wy,).

Here, we used the concavity of the function ® =1, which implies that ®~1(4/3-w,) < 4/3-®7(w,,).
The proof is complete. O
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6. Factoring through embedding (® — (2

In this section we will prove Theorem [2I The key ingredient will be the following Theorem [0
which stands behind estimates of operator C' from diagram ().

Theorem 9. The embedding of the space B o1 nto the space é;; factorizes through embedding
Ly — Uy provided that the function ® fulfils the following conditions:

(i) % \I'(ttz) for every t € Ry,
(i) the function x — ®(\/z), v € Ry, is concave,

(i1i) ®(a)®(b) < ®(Cab) for all positive real numbers 0 < a < 1 < ab < b and some C > 0
(restricted supermultiplicativity),

(iv) 1 < CO~Y(z)®~1(1/z) 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 everyn =0,1,2,... and f € Ly we have the inequality

||gn *f||L2 ~ \/— (gn * f)”fz

For the definition of the norm ||(+)||;, see (Bl). 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[d. We have the following collection of inequalities.

(€))

(Slonssiz) ™ = (2 winH(gn*f)Hi)”Q

neN neN
1/2

- (X > « |gn*f<xk,yz>|)2)

neN (k,1)eqG,,

—L_|g, * ,
® w00 Y @ (mlg Af(:c;c yl)')g}
neN (k,1)eqG,
(3) (Vw )qr%(ﬂgn*f(zkaylﬂ
< 1nf{)\>0 Z Z Yn gl}
neN (k,1)eqG,, ( A )

() U(y/Wn) g=rylon * f(@r, )]
< Y inf{A>0 > @ . <1}

neN (kl)eG ( A )
= Z\II wy,) ( )H(gn*f”@@

neN
(5) , 1
< 240 Z‘I’(vwn)m‘l’ (wn)llgn * fllLa

neN "
= 2402 3 W(/a)llg * fll1s
neN

Inequality (1) follows from Lemma Bl Inequality (2) is the continuous embedding of the space
lg into the space lo which follows from (74). Inequality (3) follows from (i) and monotonicity of
function ®. Inequality (4) is the triangle inequality for an infinite sum. Inequality (5) follows from
Theorem Bl Theorem [ follows from the fact that \/w, <2-2". O
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We will now formulate a slightly simpler version of Theorem

Theorem 10. The embedding of the space égl into the space B—;Q factorizes through embedding
Ly — Uy for the function ® that fulfils the following conditions:

(i) 1+ < %82) for every t € Ry,

(i) the function © — ®(y/z), x € Ry, is concave,
(iii) ®(a)®(b) < ®(ab) for all real numbers 0 < a <1 <ab<b,
(iv) ®~1(1) = 1.

Proof. Tt is enough to notice that the condition ®(a)®(b) < ®(abd), for 0 < a < 1 < ab < b implies,
by the monotonicity of the function ®~1, the inequality

7 (ay) < 27N (2)2 (y),
where = ®(a) and y = ®(b), for
O<zr<l<ay<y.
By the property of Young functions we can take y = 1/x to get condition (iv) of Theorem@ O
Now we can turn to the proof of Theorem

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

—1(42

U(t) = @f(t) (19)
Then condition 1. form Theorem [2] takes the form of condition (2] from Theorem [ This means
that the embedding denoted by arrow A in diagram (I) is a bounded operator. Arrow B on the
same diagram describe bounded operator by Theorem [8l Boundedness of operator C' in diagram
(@D is a consequence of Theorem [0 Assumptions (ii) to (iv) of this theorem are the same as
assumptions 2., 3. and 4. of Theorem Moreover, assumption (i) of Theorem [ is satisfies
because of equation ([I9). Theorem [ also guarantee that the embedding denoted by C in diagram
(@) factorizes through embedding ¢4 < ¢5 and thus the Sobolev embedding operator also factorizes
this way. O

7. An example of Orlicz function

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

o In(1/7)
t-e Inln(1/v¥) dla: t e [07 1/T)

<I>_1(t) ={pt+q dlate(l/rr) .

—a In /T
t-e “mnvi dlat>r

We define

2
r= e

and we want from « to be smaller than e~2. Then

Inr

alnlnr -

Moreover we choose p and ¢ in such a way that the function ®~! is continuous. So, it is not hard
to see that

o a7 | a-lnt/m
re “Wmhn(vrn — Le%mmG/m o InGv/m)
r and ¢ =re ~InIn(vV© — pr.
r—1/r

16



Notice that we have the following estimates

o n/m)
1 o re Tt P 1/r
2e ~ 2r P r—1/r

10
zland0<q§7p. (20)

We also have the estimate

=% =t.e Tt <t e v <t.e @

for t > e?¢.
First notice that condition 4 of Theorem [2]is clearly fulfilled:

¢ (z) - 7N (1/x) =1,

for all sufficiently large positive values z.
Now we will check the integral condition 1 from Theorem Pl that is we will show the existence
of the constant C' > 0 such that for every s > 1 we have

s S p1(42) © p-1(12)s
dt AR LAy e
@—1(52)/1 2 +/S 2o 1(ts) ¢

We will consider two cases:
1. 1<s<r,
2. r<s.

In case 1, by (20) we get

S@fth s t2
i / g - 3 /p T
d-1(s?) )yt ps?+q); 2
el (CR )
= 5 (s 1_
preapl Uit e’
—9
1+q(s2 )
ps®+q
< 2

and for the second integral we will use the substitutions Int = x and Inr = k. We then get

00 (I)_l t2 T @—1 t2 o] @—1 t2
/ ()sdt:/JdH/ 2" (s
s t2<1>_1(ts) s ﬁQ‘I)_l(tS) r ﬁQ‘I)_l(ﬁS)
T 2 Rl T nt
/ (pt + q)s dt +/ %ea(lril;n\/\j_gihilﬁ) dt

t2(pts + q)
T o0
[ty [ )
s t2(pt8+q) k
o0 zlnz+klnz—2zxlnz—2xIn2
< 111T+/ e 2(nz-n2)nz dx
k
o0
= 262+/ ea'miﬁﬁw dx
k
o0 —2x 1n 2
< 2€2+/ eV Bme-ma e dy
k
< o0

Now we will deal with the second case, r < s. Let us define 8 to be equal -7—. Then we have

In ¢
e_a'ln‘;nt, < t_B,

17



for t < s. By (20) we can calculate

S(I)—l t2 T(I)—l t2 S(b—l t2
i / g - / ) gy s / () 4
(1)71(52) 1 t2 @71(52) 1 t2 @71(52) ” t2
S 2 s
< ° /pt +th+1e%1‘?—nss/ e~ ORIRT gt
ps+qli s .
e/ B
< 2+e<f’*1>'€“/ﬂ/ e Pt gy
(3 1 (3
— 9y B 5 (e(lfﬁ)-e & 7,,143)
1
< 24 ——
< +1—ﬁ
1
< 2+ <
1_1nlnr

Moreover, as we show in case 1, the estimate
* o H(t?)s < o1(t?)s
———dt < ————dt <
/s 2o-1(ts) = / 2o-1(ts) 0
holds.

For condition 2 of Theorem [2] notice that concavity of the function z — ®(1/7) is equivalent
to the statement that function y +— ((1)71(1'))2 is convex. Let us put f : [0,00) — [0, 00),

f(z) = (<I>_1(ac))2 and y(z) = In(1/y/x). We have for z € (0,1/r)
d? Jny(@) -1 2—-Iny(r)) (In(y(z)) — 1)2)}
) ;

@ + «

(n(y(@))? * 2(m(y(x))Py() (In(y(x)))*

f(x) = eQaln(y(I)) |:2 + « (

for € (1/r,r) we have
d2
de (:C) = 2p2

and for z € (r,00) we have

d 0 Inlnyz—1  Inlnyz—2 (Inln a — 1)
_ — Inln x
dx? (@) =e [2+o¢ ( 3 (Inln /x)? + 2(Inln /z)3 In+/z ta (Inln /x)* >} ’

So we see that it is enough to choose o > 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 ®: there is
constant C such that ®(Cab) > ®(a) - ®(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 ® is equivalent to sub-multiplicativity of the function ®~'. We will use the following
lemma:

Lemma 6. Let ® be a Young function. Moreover let 0 < z < ®(1) <y, 1 < &~ Hz)®(y) and
C > 1 be some constant. Then

o Hzy) < COHz)d (y)

implies that
D(a)®(b) < P(Cabd),

where a and b are positive numbers such that ®~1(x) = a and ®~1(y) = b and

O<a<l<ab<hb.
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Proof. Function @ is increasing, so if we act this functions on both sides of the inequality in the

assumption, then we get
zy < @(C@fl(x)q)*l(y)).

Now we use the assumption, that ®~1(x) = a and ®~1(y) = b, to get
D(a)®(b) < P(Cab).
The condition 0 < a < 1 < ab < b are consequences of the assumptions. O

Now we will try to find a constant C' > 0 such that
! (zy) < CO (@)D (y)

for0<z<®(1)<y, 1 <O (2)® (y) and C > 1.
We will consider three cases:

1. zy <,
2. 0<z<]l/r<r<ay<y,
o l/r<z<r<zy<y,

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

@71(9034) < <I>71(r) <r< rtlfl(x)tlfl(y).
2. Our condition for the above function takes the form:

Lo Ty o n(/ V@) LoV
zye CWVey < getnh(/Ve) ye  CTnVE

After small manipulations we get the condition:

In/zy - In(1/4/x) N In\/y

Inlny/zy ~ Inln(1/y/x) lnln\/g'

Now we use substitutions ¢ = In \/z and b = In /Y. Notice that if r > 6262, then we have a < —e?,
b>e?and a+b>e? Sowe get

a+b —a
> - + —.
In(a+b) = In(—a) Inbd
For convenience we assume that ¢ = —a > e2. Then our equation has the form
b—c c b

s> 47
In(b—c) — lnc+lnb’

in other form
bze ¢ b

In(b —¢) + Inc ~ Inb’
where b,c,b — ¢ > e?. Now notice that for ¢ > e? function f(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 ¢ > 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

fo—c)+ f(c) > f(b).
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So we can write
bme e S b
In(b—¢)  Inc ™ Inb’

3. The last case. We will prove that

_In(v7)
In(/Z7) e nn(vr) _In(v@)
zye” T n(Vy) < 7(171- +q) X Tnin(v/7)
p

for every 1/r < 2 < r < zy < y. Using an estimation similar to the one from point 2 and an
inequality % <r we get

In(/T)
In(/&7) Vi) In(vEm) \ px (V@) S mn(v/n) _n(/w)
xye alnln(\/ﬁ) <€ (lnln(\/_) 1nln(\/ﬁ))p—+qye alnln(\/_) < 7(px+q)ye (V) |
p

p

From the above calculations we see that the inequality
7Nz y) < O (z) - 27 (y),

is true for all o,y such that 0 <z < ®(1) <y, 1 < &~ (2)®1(y), where C is the largest of the
values

In(v/7)
S min(v/r)

p

r, 1

) 3

The last value can be estimate from above by

because2—<panda11” <1.S0C =7r=¢? 2Vvﬂlbegood

Inr

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

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

We denote by Ll (I) the space of functions integrable with weight w on the interval I. One of
the key ingredients in the proof of Theorem [Glis a simple extrapolation lemma for sequence spaces
inspired by the Theorem of Yano [I5].

Lemma 7. Let ||z||}, < f(p) forq+e>p>q>1and f € L ([q,q+¢]), where w(p) = (p—q)*
and o > —1. Then x € {* where ®(x) = W foro <z < %

Proof. We normalize the sequence z in such a way that f(q+¢) = % Hence xj < % for any k.
We define K,, = {xy : % <z < ﬁ}, for n = 3,4,.... Observe that the following inequality is
satisfied

Z#K < |[lz]l}, < f(p).

Hence
oo

> #Kn%(p —@)* < fp)p— )

n=3

We integrate the inequality on the interval (¢, q + ¢€)

o 1 qte 1 q+e
>, #En— / )% dp < / fp)(p —q)%dp < +oo.
q q

n=3
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We estimate the left hand side of the inequality

q+e 1 e 1 57“()
St [ 0= Y [

n=3

R S () o
#K, o (n )/o et (t1In(n))*dt

n=3

s eln(n)

; 7{11 aJrl( )/0 e °s%s
8111(2) o 1

( -5 adS) Z#KnT(n)

q
> Y i
Therefore x € (. O
As a consequence we obtain:
Theorem 11. Let operator T € I, 1 for v € (v1,v2). If there exists o > —1 such that
va
/ (mp 1 (1)) (v —v1)%ds = K
vy

then T € Ilg 1, where ®(z) = % for0<z <

1
[ In( 2°

Proof. Let {x;}!_; be sequence in X such that
sup Z |z*(x;)] =1
le* | x»=1 55

We put y = ([[T21|ly, [[T22y, ..., [ Tznlly). From (v,1)-summability of 7" we get

lylle, < ma(T),

where v € (v1,v2). Since the function f(v) = m,1(T) is in L1 (v1,v2), where w = (v — v1)®. From
Lemma [7 we get x € L.
[ylles < C(K, o, o1 = va)

The (P, 1)-summing property follows from the definition of the sequences y. O

Similarly as in [I4] Theorem [0 is a direct consequence of the following factorization of the
Sobolev embedding and the Theorem [T1]

Tl T2 T3 T4

WhP(T9) B, (T%) B ,(T7) B}, (T%)

Ly(T)

where p < ¢<2,0=d(1/q+k/d—1/p), \=d(k/d+1/r —1/p) and r = min{s, 2}.

Proof of Theorem[8 To apply Theorem [I1] we need a pricise bounds on the value of 7, 1(Saq.k,p)-
We briefly reproduce steps of the argument in [I4], 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 Ty. Indeed, by [I0] the embedding Id : Wit — BT(h 41 satisfies the

following inequality
K
e e e
H =P S Ty
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where 7(h,d, k) = d(+ + £ —1). By Lemma 3 from [I4] we know that the embedding Id : W*! —

0(h,d,k .
Bh(l’ ) satisfies

K
-1
We use the complex interpolation. Let a = % —1 and % =7+ 1_70‘ Since (W’“Q, VVk’l)CY = Whp

and (Bg,ZaB;;(f’d’k))a =B, and

|ra: Wit — B9 <

|[1d: W"? = BS,|| < K,
we obtain )
ITy|| < K(g—p)' .

Since ¢ > p we have ||T»|| < 1. Operator T3 by the Marcinkiewicz sampling theorem factorizes
uniformly through embedding ¢, — ¢, (cf. [14], Lemma 7). Then by the Bennet-Carl theorem

(see [12] 1.6.6) is a (v, 1)-summing operator, where 1 = i — 141 with

T (13) < K,
By (]2], Th. 6.4.4 and Th. 6.5.1) we have
1T < K.

Therefore Sq1,p is a (v, 1)-summing operator and

o1 (Sakp) < K(g—p)~5.

We rewrite above inequality in terms of py = max{%,p} and v. Since r = min{s,2}, by a
routine calculation we get

_2
0,1 (Sakp) < K(v—po)' 7.
for v € (po, 2). Therefore

2
| (Sl 0= po)rde < o0
P

0

for a > po(1 — %) — 1. Applying the Theorem [IT] we get the desired result. O

References

[1] Grahame Bennett. Inclusion mappings between ¢P spaces. J. Functional Analysis, 13:20-27,
1973.

[2] Joran Bergh and Jorgen Lofstrom. Interpolation spaces. An introduction. Grundlehren der
Mathematischen Wissenschaften, No. 223. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1976.

[3] Bernd Carl. Absolut-(p, 1)-summierende identische Operatoren von I, in I,,. Mathematische
Nachrichten, 63:353-360, 1974.

[4] Andreas Defant, Mieczystaw Mastylo, and Carsten Michels. Summing inclusion maps be-
tween symmetric sequence spaces. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society,
354(11):4473-4492, 2002.

[5] Mark A. Krasnosel’skii and Yakov B. Rutickii. Convex Functions and Orlicz Spaces. P.
Noordfoff Ltd., Groningen, 1961.

[6] Lech Maligranda and Mieczystaw Mastylo. Inclusion mappings between Orlicz sequence
spaces. Journal of Functional Analysis, 176(2):264-279, 2000.

22



171

18]

19]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

Aleksander Pawlewicz and MichalWojciechowski. Marcinkiewicz sampling theorem for Orlicz
spaces. Positivity, 26(3):Paper No. 56, 23, 2022.

Aleksander Pawlewicz and MichalWojciechowski. On the embedding of BV space into Besov-
Orlicz space. J. Funct. Anal., 284(1):Paper No. 109739, 21, 2023.

Jaak Peetre. New Thoughts on Besov Spaces, volume 1 of Duke Univ. Math. Ser. Durham,
N. C., 1976.

Aleksander Pelczyriski and Michal Wojciechowski. Molecular decompositions and embed-
ding theorems for vector-valued Sobolev spaces with gradient norm. Studia Mathematica,
107(1):61-100, 1993.

Lubos Pick and Sickel Winfried. Several types of intermediate Besov-Orlicz spaces. Math.
Nachr., 164:141-165, 1993.

Albrecht Pietsch. Figenvalues and s-numbers, volume 13 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced
Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1987.

Malempati M. Rao and Zhong D. Ren. Theory of Orlicz Spaces, volume 146 of Monographs
and Textbooks in Pure and Applied Mathematics. New York : M. Dekker, 1991.

Michal Wojciechowski. On the summing property of the Sobolev embedding operators. Pos-
itivity, 1(2):165-170, 1997.

Shigeki Yano. Notes on Fourier analysis. XXIX. An extrapolation theorem. J. Math. Soc.
Japan, 3:296-305, 1951.

Antoni Zygmund. Trigonometric Series. Cambridge University Press, 1959.

23



	Introduction
	Definitions and notation
	Embedding of Sobolev space into Besov-Orlicz space
	Comparison of two norms defining the Besov-Orlicz spaces
	Marcinkiewicz type sampling theorem
	Factoring through embedding -3mu2
	An example of Orlicz function
	(,1)-summing embedding via extrapolation

