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DERIVATION OF AN UPPER BOUND OF THE CONSTANT IN
THE ERROR BOUND FOR A NEAR BEST M-TERM
APPROXIMATION

WOLFGANG KARCHER, HANS-PETER SCHEFFLER, AND EVGENY SPODAREV

ABSTRACT. In [4], Temlyakov provides an error bound for a near best m-term
approximation of a function g € LP([0,1]9), 1 < p < oo, d € N, using a basis LP-
equivalent to the Haar system H. The bound includes a constant C(p) that is not
given explicitly. The goal of this paper is to find an upper bound of the constant
for the Haar system H, following the proof in [4].

1. DETERMINING THE CONSTANT IN THE ONE-DIMENSIONAL CASE

Let H := {H;}; be the Haar basis in L?[0, 1] indexed by dyadic intervals
I=[G-1)2"j2"),j=1,..,2" n=0,1,..and I = [0,1] with

H[O,l] (.T) = 1 forxe [O, 1),

22, zel(j-127 G —3)2™),
Hij—1prjom(z) = §-27"2 ze|(j-1)2™ 527,

0, otherwise.

Let
f= Z cr(f)Hr,
I
where .
il )= (5. H) = [ F(0)Hila)do,
0

and denote

cr(fp) = ller(f) Hillp.

Then ¢;(f,p) — 0 as |I| — 0.
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Denote by A, a set of m dyadic intervals I such that

. S _
min cr(f,p) > b cs(f,p)

This means that A, contains the m largest values of ¢;(f,p) where I runs through
all dyadic intervals. Then we define the Greedy algorithm G?,(-, H) as

Gh(f. H) = > e(f)H:.

IeAm

The following theorem provides an error bound for the approximation of a function
f € L?[0, 1] by the Greedy algorithm GP? (-, H):

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p < oco. Then for any g € L?[0, 1], we have

1 p ’
lg — Gh.(9, 1), < 2+—>W)2 '<max<p’m)—1) {9y

(1=

Proof. The Littlewood-Paley theorem for the Haar system gives for 1 < p < oo

N[

1

Cs(p) (Z\CI(Q)H1\2> < lglly < Ca(p) (ZICI(Q)H1\2> SN CY

1 1
p p

In case of g being a martingale, explicit formulas for these constants are known
(cf. [1]). In Lemma [[.6] page 8] it is shown that the Haar series

g=">_clg)H

is in fact a (conditionally symmetric) martingale.

Thus, taking the constants in [1], page 87, we have
1

)= max (p, ;%1) —1

and Cy(p) = max <p, %) -1

Let T}, be an m-term Haar polynomial of best m-term approximation to g in L?[0, 1]:

Tm = ZCI,]H], |A| = m.
IeA
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For any finite set ) of dyadic intervals we denote by Sq the projector

Sq(f) = Z cr(f)Hr.

IeQ

With these definitions, one can derive the following inequality:

lg — Sa(g)lp

Hg =T — SA(Q - Tm)HP
< |[Id = Sllp=pom(9)p
< 04(p)03(p)_10m(g)p>

where Id denotes the identical operator. The last inequality holds since

lgll, <1

implies by the Littlewood-Paley theorem (cf. (Il)) that

" (Z |CI(9)HI|2> < Cs(p)~,

so that by again applying (1) we get

I(Id = Sa)(9)ll, =

D=

A
S
S

VAN
£2
=
/ﬁ VR
o
=
s
=
T
~
[

< Ci(p)Ca(p)™".
With C3(p) and Cy(p) given above we have

N N e 1)2 @)y ©)

Since

Gh.(9) = Sa,.(9),
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we have
g — G (o)l
< g~ 55l + 153(9) — a0l
< (wax(po20) 1) ol IS0 - Sl @)

It remains to estimate ||Sa(g) — Sa,,(9)||, appropriately:

15a(9) = Sam(@llp = [1Sa\am (9) = Sama(9)ll
158 Am (9)lp + 1582 (9) [lp- (4)

IA

The second term in the last expression can be estimated by

I (Zd = Sa,nye) (@l
Hg — T — SAUA%(Q - Tm)HP

HSAm\A(g)Hp

IA

| 1d — SAUA%”z Hp—>pam(9)p

Cu(p)
mam (g)p

= (s (v 25) 1) nton )

5 15am\a (9l (6)

(1-&")

which will be derived in the following lemmas (Lemma [[.2] - [L3)).

IN

Furthermore

—_

[Savan (9lp <

N

Combining B)-(@]), we get

lg— Gl < 2+—)1/p>2 -<max (pi) —1)2~o—m<g>p.
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Lemma 1.2. Let ny < ng < --- < ng be integers and let E; C [0, 1] be measurable

sets, 7 =1,...,s. Then for any 0 < g < oo we have

Proof. Denote

/01 (i 2"j/qXEj(x)> dr < ( !

1= (3)"

where x1(+) is the characteristic function of the interval I:

, xel,
ré¢l.

F(x) = Z 2"j/qXEj(x)

and estimate it on the sets

Er=E\ |J B 1=1,.,5-1

We have for x € E;

Therefore,

/01 F(z)ldz < (1

which proves the lemma.

Lemma 1.3. Consider

) B

k=Il+1

l

Z onj/q

Jj=1

F(z) <

on1/q
—_  oni/q
= 2 (in/q +

< gy (ﬁ)

1=0

=1

f:ZC[H[, ‘Q|:N

1eQ

)

q s
) DY 2Byl
j=1

E. = FE..

S

q s
1
- Z2m‘El‘7
1- (%)w)

=1
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Let 1 < p < oco. Assume that

lerHill, <1, T €Q. (7)
Then
1
Ifllp < ———7 NP
/p
1-(3)

Proof. Denote by n; < ny < --- < ng all integers such that there is I € @ with
|I| = 27". Introduce the sets

IeQ:|I|1=2""

Then the number N of elements in () can be written in the form

s
N=> |E;2.
j=1
Furthermore, we have
lerHll = led | 1]1P12.
The assumption (7)) implies |c;| < |I|/271/7. Next, we have

> lesH| > TPy (e

1eQ Ie@

1Al <

p p

The right hand side of this inequality cna be rewritten as

_ < /0 1 <g 2P\ g, (@)pd;p) l/p.

Applying Lemma, with ¢ = p, we get

1/p
1
§Y< > |Ejl2m ) = —— NV,
[l 1/21/,,< P ) 2

Lemma 1.4. Consider

f=> el |Q=

1€Q
Let 1 < p < oo. Assume

||C]H]||p > 1, I e Q
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1/p
e (1 -(3) )Nl/p.

wi= Y _eleg| "IV H],
Ie@

where the bar means complex conjugate number. Then for p’ = p%l we have

Then

Proof. Define

[erler|HIMP 2 Y ||,y = 1

and, by Lemma [[.3]
1

1/p
1= (3)
Consider (f,u). We have on the one hand

(fru) =Y JeallP72 = " lerHill, 2 N,

/

lully < NP

1€Q 1eQ
and on the other hand
(fsu) < 1 fllpllelly
so that
N < (f,u) < ([ fllpllully < Hﬂbﬁf\f”pl

which implies

1/p
I, > (1 ~(3) )Nl/p.

Lemma 1.5. Let 1 < p < oco. Then for any g € L?|0, 1] we have

1
1Sa\a (D) lp < ———————5 - [19a,14(9) [lp-

(-6")

—
N[

Proof. Denote
A= e ler(g)Hill, and B := [, ler(g) Hrllp-
Then by the definition of A,, we have

B > A.



8 WOLFGANG KARCHER, HANS-PETER SCHEFFLER, AND EVGENY SPODAREV

Using Lemma [[.3] we get

1 1
1908 @)l < A —— g AN\ A7 < B — o
L) (2)

Using Lemma [[.4] we get

1 1/p L
sl = B (1= (5) ) I\ ape

1
B- (1 _ (1)1/10) HSAm\A(g)Hp'

so that

A \ AP <
2
Since |A] = [Ay| = m, we have [A,, \ Al = [A\ Ay,| and finally get
@ 1
Saan@ly & B —L A\ A
1-(3)

@ 1
< 2 1988 (9) -

(1-&)")

Lemma 1.6. Let f € LP[0,1]. Then the Haar series
g=">_clg)H;
T

15 a conditionally symmetric martingale.

A\ A | VP

Proof. First, we give a definition of a conditionally symmetric martingale (cf. [5] and

[6]).
Let (€2, F,P) be a probability space with a nondecreasing sequence of o-fields

Qoy=FcFHRC---CF,C---CF.

Let H be a real or complex Hilbert space with norm |- |. A sequence of H-valued

strongly integrable functions (f,),>1 is a martingale if for each n > 1, f,, is strongly

measurable relative to F,,, and for n > 2,

E(dn|]:n_1) =0 a.e.
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Here the difference sequence (d,)n>1 is defined by f, = >  d;, n > 1. In the

following, we also call the limit f = > d,, martingale if the corresponding sequence
i=1

(fn)n>1 is a martingale.

A martingale is called conditionally symmetric if d,,; and —d,+; have the same

conditional distribution given dy, ..., d,.

We can write the Haar series as

g=Fee+> D (V0T

k=0 2k§j§2k+1_1

(@) = {1, z € [0,1),

0, otherwise,

where

Yoo(r) = ¢(22) — 2z = 1),
Un(z) = 2520025 — j).
Consider the probability space {2, F,P} defined by
Q = [0,1],
F = B([0,1]),
P(A) = |A|, AeF,

and the sequence of o-fields

{20} = {20}
)

We define

do=(9,9)p, di=1(9,%Yo0)%o0, do=1(9,V21)¥oq,---



10 WOLFGANG KARCHER, HANS-PETER SCHEFFLER, AND EVGENY SPODAREV

and
Co = (9>S0)> €1 = (9, ‘I’o,o), Co = (g, ‘1’271), s
where the indices of (f,W..)W.. and (f,V..) increase as in the definition of the se-

quence of o-fields.

For each fixed n € Ny and each i = 0,--- ,n, each of the sets {z : d;(z) = ¢},
{z : di(x) = —¢;}, and {x : d;(z) = 0} is either a superset of the support of d,; or
each of the sets and the support d,, .1 are disjoint. This implies that
P(dn+1 = Cn+1‘di = ji, 1 € {1, ...,TL}), ,]z € {Ci, —CZ‘,O})
= ]P)(dn-i-l = —Cn+1|di :ji, 7 € {1, ...,n}), ]z € {Ci, —Ci,O})

so that the conditional distribution of d,,.; and —d,; is the same given dy, ..., d,.
Furthermore, we have E(d,1|F,) = 0. O

2. EXTENSION OF THE CALCULATION TO THE MULTIDIMENSIONAL CASE

A very common way to extend the Haar basis to [0,1]? is given by the following
construction (cf. [2]). Let E denote the collection of nonzero vertices of [0,1]¢. For

each e € F, we define the multivariate functions
U (xy, - xg) = VD (2q) -+ - U (xy),
where U°(z) = ¢(z), ¥'(x) = Uy o(x). Furthermore, let
Celw) =2 w2 — ), k>0, 2P<g <M1 i=1,..d
and
U*(z) =1, = e€0,1]%
Then the collection of functions ¥*, W¢, e € B, k> 0,28 <j; <211 i=1,.---.d

3k
forms a basis for L?[0,1]%.

By considering the set D of dyadic cubes I which form the supports of the func-
tions W*, W, and exchanging the notation of W*, V¢, to Hj, we can also write the

multivariate Haar basis as

H= {HI}IED-
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Lemma 2.1. Consider f € L?[0, 1] with corresponding Haar series

F=LUw >3 N (15

e€E k=0 ok <j,<ok+1_1
i=1,.d

Then the inner double sum

Z Z (.fa \Iljk)q];,k
k=0 2

0 2k< ] -1

+
=1, ,d
forms a conditionally symmetric martingale on [0,1]? for each fized e € E, but so

does not the Haar series itself.

Proof. First we show that the Haar series itself does not form a conditionally sym-

metric martingale.

Let us assume that d = 2 and remark that the proof goes analogously for d > 2. We

have
(1, (21,22) €[0,1] x [0, 3],
1
Voo olmna) = =1, (w1,m) €[0,1] x (3,1]
\O, otherwise,
(1, (21,22) € [0,1] x [0,1],
1
Viogolrnas) = (=1, (w,) € (3,1] x [0, 1]
\O, otherwise,
p
- L (wn,a2) €[0,5] x 0,5] U (5,1 % (5, 1],
@(0:0),0@17%2) = =1, (z1,20) € (%>1] x [0, %] U [o, %] X (%a 1],
\ 0, otherwise.

Therefore, the functions \Ifgg(l) 0 \Ifg(l)g o> and \If 0 can be represented as in Figure[Il

Thus
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lIJ{U']) ‘I,II.U] \Il“'i)

(0,0).0 (0,0).0 (0.0),0

(0.1)

FIGURE 1. The functions \Ilggz(l];o, \I’E(l)zgg,o: and \118)2870.

which implies that

(1,1) 01 (1,0 _ .

k (\11(070),0 \11(0,0),0 L, \11(0,0),0 - 1) = 1
o1 |10 _ ay

E (\11(070)70 \I’(O,O),O L, \I’(o,o),o - 1) L,
(1,0) (1)  _ (L) .

£ (‘I’(o,oxo Yoo =1 Y000 = 1) = 1

Therefore the multiparameter Haar series cannot a martingale.
Let us now consider the probability space (2, F,P) with
Q = [0,1]%

F = B(0,1],
P(A) = |4, ACF,
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with the sequence of o-fields

{0} = (¥
C o (Yo,0)00 ?22),1) G
C oY Y21 Yios 1 Yissi) C
C (Y000 Yz Yiaye Yisa2: Yoy Yira2) C o
C oY Y2 Yius Y2 Yese) C
CcF

for each vertex e € E. We denote this sequence of o-fields by

Jo= U( ?0,0),0)> J1= U(\I’fo,o),m ‘I’fz,2),1)>

Furthermore, for a fixed e € E, we consider the partial sums of the inner sums of the

Haar series

Yo (fus s, (10)

k=0 2k SjiS2k+1_1
i=1,-,d

and show that they form a conditionally symmetric martingale.

Let us denote the difference sequence (d,),>1 of (I0) by

= (f, ‘I’(oo 0) ?0,0),07 = (f, ‘I'(22 1) (2,2),17>

The corresponding coefficients are denoted by

= (f, ‘I'(oo o), ca=I(f, \I’fzg),l)a

For a fixed k and e € F, the support of the functions V%, is disjoint. Furthermore,
for | < k and e € E, each of the sets {z : ¥§,(v) = 1}, {z : ¥§)(z) = —1}, and
{z : W, (x) = 0} is either a superset of the support of W$, or each of the sets and the

support of W%, are disjoint.

This implies that —d,.; and d,;; have the same conditional distribution given
di,...,d, and therefore

E(d,|Fn-1) =0
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Thus, the partial sums of

Z Z (.fa \Ilik) ;,k

k=0 2k SjiS2k+1_1
i=1,-,d

form a conditionally symmetric martingale. 0

It is clear that the series (f, U*)¥* + > > (f, W5 ) W5, is also a martingale.
k=0k<j<aht1-1 T
i=1,,d
Theorem 2.2. Let 1 < p < 2. Then for any g € L?[0,1]¢ we have
lg = Gr(g, H)llp

1

< |2+ m <(2d ~1) (max <p, 1%) - 1))2%(9),,.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.1}, we get an estimate for the upper bound in the Littlewood-
Paley inequality by additionally applying the triangle inequality. Let e* € E. Then

(ga \D*)\I’* + Z Z Z (ga ;,k) ;,k

ecF k=0 2k§ji§2k+1—1
i=1,,d

(U +> " > (g V)05,

<
k=0 2k <j;<ok+1_1
i=1,.,d »
o
Y Y Y e
e€E\{e*} || k=0 2k <j;<ok+1 1
i=1,-.d
p
1
2
< 204(17) <Z|CI(9)HI‘2>
eckE IeD

p
1

= (2'-1)Culp) (Z\Cz(g)H1|2> : (11)

1eD
p
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We now apply the method of duality (cf. [3]) in order to determine the lower bound
of the Littlewood-Paley inequality. The idea is to consider

S(g) = (Z ICI(Q)H1\2>

as an element of LfQ(D), that is

Y= {\/ ler(g)Hpl?: 1 € D}

is considered as a p-integrable function taking values in {?(D). Due to the Hahn-

Banach theorem, the dual function v = {vy;(x) : [ € D} € Lfé is of norm one and

(D)

Il = (010) = S VI [ swd,

satisfies

1eD

where p’ is the conjugate index, i. e. 1/p+1/p’ = 1. This implies that we can assume
that ~y; is supported on I and constant on [ since in the above formula, only the mean

value of v; over [ is important.

By defining the function

hi= " (/) Hr,

1€D

we have on the one hand

S(h) = ||7||12(D)
and on the other hand

1Sy = lleller, = (#7)

> elgnV/ ]

1€D

(9, h)

g llp Il

lgll, (27 = 1) Ca(p) 1S (R) |l
lgll, (24 = 1) Calp) || 17|z
= gl (2¢ = 1) Cu(p).

IAB IA

p/
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so that in the multidimensional case, the Littlewood-Paley inequality reads

1 1

1 ) 2 . ) 2
Ciip.d) <Z|CI(9)HI|> <9l < C;(p,d) <Z|CI(9)HI|> . (12)

1 1
p p

where Cj(p,d) = (21 = 1) Ca(p) = (21 = 1) (max (p, ;2 ) — 1)
Now, the remainder of the proof goes as for the univariate case. We note that

lg = Sa(@ll, < Cilp,d)? - om(9)y,
1Sama@lly < Ci(p,d)? - om(9)y,
and

1
1@l
(1-®")

which will be derived in the following lemmas.

15 (@)l <

Combining the last three inequalities, we get

lg = G (9l

< g = Sa(@)llp + [1Sa(9) — San (9l

= [lg = Sa(@)llp + [[Sa\an (9) — Sa,na(9) I,

< lg = Sal@)llp + [1Sman (@)lp + 158,00 (9l

< 2—1-; <(2d—1) (max(p L)—1))20 (9)

- 1 (1)47)? ‘p—1 e

(3)
O

Lemma 2.3. Let ny < ng < --- < ng be integers and let E; C [0,1]¢ be measurable

sets, 7 =1,...,s. Then for any 0 < g < oo we have

s q q s
. 1 .
/ <Z de/qXEj (SL’)) dr < (W) . Z 2md|Ej|.
[0.1]¢ 1-(3)

=1 j=1
Proof. Denote

F(z) =Y 2%y (x)
7=1
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and estimate it on the sets

s

VU B 1=1,.

k=Il+1

—El

We have for x € E,

75_1;

E. = FE..

onid/q
n;d/ nd/ < L
F(z) < § 2nad/a = on q<2md/q+ +1)
< /1Y 1
nid/q — nyd/q
< 2 E :(Qd/q) 2 1_(l)d/q'
i=0 2

Therefore,

! 1
[ e (i)

which proves the lemma.

q s

> omdEr| <

=1

[

Lemma 2.4. Consider

f= ZCIHIa Q| = N.
Ie@
Let 1 < p < oo. Assume that
HCIHIHP < 1, I e Q
Then
1 1/p
71y < =
2

Proof. Denote by n; < ng < ---
|I| = 27 Introduce the sets

E;:

J

U

TeQ:|I|=2""

=
()"

qa s

Zind|EI|7

=1

(13)

< ng all integers such that there is I € @ with

Then the number N of elements in () can be written in the form

N =>|E;2™.
j=1
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Furthermore, we have for |I| =27% k=0,1,2,---
1/p

leiHyllp = ex] /\2‘”“/2\” dx = |cf| - 2%/2 . 9 kdlp — ||| I|MP-1/2,
I

The assumption (I3]) implies
ler| < [2]V27.

Next, we have

<

> ler|

1eQ

SV (a)

1eQ

1fllp <

p
The right hand side of this inequality can be rewritten as

s p 1/p
Y = / 2M3/Py b (2) | da .
( [0,1] (Z 1)

J=1

p

Applying Lemma 2.3] with ¢ = p, we get

s 1/]7
1 1
£l <Y < — (Z \E-|2d"f> = N
1\d/p J 1\d/p
1-(3)"" \i= 1-(3)
Lemma 2.5. Consider
=Y caH, [Q=N.
1€Q
Let 1 < p < oo. Assume that
HCIHIHP > 1, I e Q
Then
1 d/p
= (1= (3) )
Proof. Define
wi= Y _eleg| T IV H],
I€Q
where the bar means complex conjugate number. Then for p’ = p%l we have

[ezler| 1M 2 Hy ||,y = 1

(14)
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and, by Lemma 2.3
1

d/p
1-(3)
Consider (f,u). We have on the one hand

(fou) =Y Jel P72 =3 lerHill, = N,

ol < NP

1€Q IeQ
and on the other hand
(fs w) < A fllplully
so that
N < (f,u) < ([ fllpllully < ||f!|p?11)d/pf\ﬂ/pl
2

which implies

d/p
11,2 (1— (5) )Nl/p.

Lemma 2.6. Let 1 < p < co. Then for any g € LP[0,1]¢ we have

1
150 Am (9lp < 7 - [[Sa,\a (@) -

(1-@")
Proof. Denote

A= e ler(g)Hill, and B := [, ler(g) Hrllp-
Then by the definition of A,, we have
B> A.

Using Lemma 23] we get

1 1
1Saan (@), < A- w . |A\Am|1/p <B. w . |A\Am|1/p. (15)

N
Nl

Using Lemma 24 we get

1 d/p
sl > B+ (1= (5) )l ape
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so that
1

SAm A p*
o (o) (16)

[Am \ AV <
2
Taking into account that |A,, \ A| = |A\ A, we get

—

@ )
1Saan(@llp < B — < - [A\ A7 < 2 1988 (9) -

—(;) (1_ (1)d/p>

ol
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