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Abstract

This paper deals with approximation of smooth convex functions f on an interval by convex
algebraic polynomials which interpolate f and its derivatives at the endpoints of this interval. We
call such estimates “interpolatory”. One important corollary of our main theorem is the following
result on approximation of f € A®@ | the set of convex functions, from W", the space of functions
on [—1,1] for which "~ is absolutely continuous and || f("|o := ess SUP,e(—1,1) |F(z)] < oo

For any f € W™ NA®, r e N, there exists a number N = N(f,7), such that for every
n >N, there is an algebraic polynomial of degree < n which is in A® and such that
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where p(z) := V1 — x2.
For r =1 and r = 2, the above result holds with N = 1 and is well known. For r > 3, it is not true,
in general, with N independent of f.

1 Introduction and main results

We start by recalling some standard notation. As usual, C"(I) denotes the space of r times continuously
differentiable functions on a closed interval I, C°(I) := C(I) is the space of continuous functions on
I, equipped with the uniform norm which will be denoted by |-|;. For k& € N and an interval I,
AF(f o 1) = Zfzo(—l)l(lf)f(x + (k/2 —d)u) if © £ ku/2 € I and := 0, otherwise, and wi(f,¢;1) :=
SUPgcp<t |AR(f, s T)||1 is the kth modulus of smoothness of f on I. When dealing with I = [-1,1],
we suppress referring to the interval and use the notation || - || := || - [|[=1,1], wr(f, t) == wi(f, & [-1,1]),
C" := C"[~1,1], etc. We denote by A the class of all ¢-monotone functions on [—1, 1], 4.e., continuous
functions such that AZ(f,z) > 0 for all x € [~1,1] and « > 0. In particular, A and A®?) are the
classes of all monotone and convex functions on [—1, 1], respectively. Also,

(1.1) o) :=V1—22 and p,(x) =@t +n"2 neN,

po(z) = 1, and II,, denotes the space of algebraic polynomials of degree < n.

The following classical Timan-Dzyadyk-Freud-Brudnyi direct theorem for the approximation by
algebraic polynomials (see e.g. [3, Theorem 8.5.3]) shows that the order of approximation becomes
significantly better near the endpoints of [—1,1]: if k € N, € Ng and f € C", then for each n > k+r—1
there is a polynomial P, € II,, satisfying

(1.2) |f(@) = Pu(@)] < ek, r)pp ()wr(f7), pu(2)),  z € [-1,1].
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Clearly, if we require that the approximating polynomials interpolate f as well as its derivatives at
the endpoints, and we are successful, then the estimates should become even better.

Indeed, the following Telyakovskii-Gopengauz-type (i.e., “interpolatory”-type) theorem is an imme-
diate consequence of [8, Corollary 2-3.4] (see e.g. [8] for the history of this problem).

Theorem 1.1 (see [8, Corollary 2-3.4]). Let r € No, k € N and f € C". Then for any n > max{k +
r—1,2r 4 1}, there is a polynomial P, € I1,, such that (IL2)) is valid and, moreover,

(1.3) |f (@) = Pa(@)] < e(r, k) (2)wn (f7, @2 (2)n=2FD8) 0 if 1—n ™2 <o < 1.

It follows from [8, Theorem 3] that, for any v € R, the quantity ¢?/*(x)n=2*k=D/F in (T3J) can-
not be replaced by ¢??(x)n? with 8 > 1/k. Hence, the estimate (3] provides the optimal rate of
approximation near the endpoints of [—1, 1].

It is a natural question if these estimates are valid if we approximate g-monotone functions by g-
monotone polynomials. Of course, as is rather well known, ([.2)) may not be valid in the g-monotone
case for certain r and k even if n is allowed to depend on the function f that is being approximated.
For example, this is the case if (1) 1 < ¢ <3, 0<r<g—landr+k>¢+2 ([I6] ifg=1, 2] if ¢ =2
or ¢ =3), and (ii) ¢ > 4 and r + k& > 3 ([1]).

Moreover, for any q,r,k,n € N, there exists a function f,, € C" N A@ such that (I3) is not valid
for any polynomial P, € II, N A@ (the construction of such an f, is the same as in [I4], see also
[7.13,18]). This means that, in the case r > 1, (L3) cannot be true for all functions f € C" N A and
all n > N(k,r,q). We emphasize that this does NOT mean that, for each fixed f € O™ N AW@  ([J) is
invalid for sufficiently large n, i.e., (I3) may still be valid if n > N(f) (in fact, the proof of this fact in
the case ¢ = k = 2 is the main result of this paper).

If » =0 and k is “small”, then the situation is different: for any ¢,n € N, if r =0 and 1 < k < 2,
then (L2)) and (3] are both valid for g-monotone approximation (it is possible to show that the case
for k = 1 follows from that for ¥ = 2). Indeed, the following interpolatory estimate follows from [4]
(¢ =1), [[520] (¢ = 2) and [2] (¢ > 3): for any ¢,n € N and f € C N AW, there exists a polynomial
P, € II,, N A@ such that

(1.4) |f(z) = Pu(z)| < clq)wz (f,0(x)/n), xe€[-1,1],

where ¢ is an absolute constant. Additionally, (IL2) and (3] with n > 2 are valid for convex approx-
imation (i.e., ¢ = 2) if r = 0 and k = 3 ([§]), and the case ¢ = 3, r = 0 and k = 3 or k = 4 is still
unresolved (in fact, it is not even known if (I2) holds if (¢, r, k) = (3,0,4)).

Recently, we were able to show (see [13]) that (I2) and (L3 hold for monotone approximation
(g=1)ifr e N, k=2 and n > N(f,r), and the main purpose of this paper is to prove an analogous
result for convex approximation (¢ = 2). In fact, we follow similar ideas and apply some of the
construction in [I3], but there are some additional rather significant technical difficulties that we have
to overcome in this case (for example, proofs in the cases for » = 1 and r > 2 turn out to be completely
different). Also, one of the important tools that we are using is our recent result [14] on convex
approximation of f € C" N A®), by convex piecewise polynomials (see Theorem R below).

The following theorem is the main result in this manuscript.

Theorem 1.2. Given r € N, there is a constant ¢ = c(r) with the property that if f € C" N AR,
then there exists a number N = N(f,r), depending on f and r, such that for every n > N, there is
P, €11, N A®) satisfying

(15) [£(@) = Pul@)| < clr) (p(@)/n)" wz (F0p(@)/n) . @€ [-1,1)
Moreover, for x € [=1,—1+n"2] U [L —n~2,1] the following stronger estimates are valid:
(1.6) (@) = Pa@)] < e(r)g® @)z (£, 0(2)/m)

and

(L.7) (@) = Pal@)] < e(r)¢® (@)eor (£, 6%(2))

Remark 1.3. [I4] Theorem 2.3] implies that Theorem[L2 is NOT wvalid with N independent of f.



We now discuss some corollaries and applications of Theorem

Recall that, given a number a > 0, Lip* « denotes the class of all functions f on [—1,1] such that
wa(fU1=1 1) = O (to~Te1+1). Together with the classical inverse theorems (see e.g. [I2, Theorem 5
and Corollary 6]), (L2) implies that, if & > 0, then a function f is in Lip* « if and only if

(1.8) St lon®(f = P = O(1).

Corollary 1.4. If a > 0 and f € Lip* a N A®)| then there exists a constant C' = C(«a) such that, for
all sufficiently large n, there are polynomials P, € I1, N AP satisfying

(1.9) [f(@) = Pul@)] < C(p(x)/n)*, = €[-1,1].

For 0 < o < 2, (L9) follows from (4) (and was stated in [I5]).
In order to state another consequence of Theorem [[.2lwe recall that W™ denotes the space of functions
n [—1,1] for which f("=1 is absolutely continuous and ||f(T)HOO 1= eSS SUPge[_1,1] |f(2)] < oo.

Corollary 1.5. For any f € W™ NA®) | r € N, there exists a number N = N(f,r), such that

f=Pn
1.10 s inf : ’ )
(1.10) o Paetlina® || o (min{1/n, 9})" R
In particular,
- P,
(1.11) sup - / < c(r) f(r)
n>N P eH mA<2> p" 0o n’

It follows from [14, Theorem 2.3] that, if » > 2 and r > 3, then, respectively, inequalities (L.I0) and
(LII) are not true, in general, with N independent of f. For all other r € N, these inequalities hold
with N = 1 which is a corollary of (4]) with ¢ = 2.

2 Notations and some inequalities for the Chebyshev partition

Most symbols used in this paper were introduced and discussed in [13]. For convenience, we list them
in the following table which also includes symbols introduced in the previous section. Note that, in the
proofs below (but not in definitions and statements), we often omit writing index “n” if it does not

(13} 2 “ ”

create any confusion (thus, we write “p” instead of “p,”, “x;” instead of “z;,”, etc.).

Chebyshev knots and Chebyshev partition

Tji=Tjn :=cos(jm/n), 0 < j<mn;1forj<0and —1 for j > n (Chebyshev knots)

Ty := ()¢ (Chebyshev partition)

Ij:=1Ijn = [z, z5-1]

hj = Rjn = | = 2j-1 — 5

L ; = U;njxm{lilﬁj} I, = [xmax{l-_’j},xmin{i_j},l], 1 < 4,5 < n (the smallest interval
containing both I; and I;)

hi, = L) = L) bk = Toini )1 — Tmaxi g}

b = Yj(x) = L]/ (|2 — 25] + [1])

p(z) = V1-a?

pn () = p(x)n ™t +n72%, neN, and py(z) = 1

On () = min{1, np(x)}

k-majorants

ol = {v € C[0,00) | ¥ T =0, and t; "(t2) < t75(t1) for 0 < t; < t2}. Note:
1f f €7, then ¢(t) := (f(T) t) is equivalent to a function from ®*+"
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Piecewise polynomials on Chebyshev partition

the set of continuous piecewise polynomials of degree < k — 1 with knots at z;,
I1<j<n-—-1

the set of continuously differentiable piecewise polynomials of degree < k — 1 with
knotsat z;, 1 <j<n-—-1

pj = p;(S) := S|1;, 1 < j < n (polynomial piece of S on the interval I;)
lpi —pjll ( By
bi (S, 9) = , where p € ®*, ¢ Z0and S € ¥}
! o(h;)  \hi;
b (S, ¢, A) =  mmax {b:,;(S, 9) ‘ I; CA and I; C A}, where an interval A C [—1,1] con-
<ij<n
tains at least one interval I,
b (S, ¢) 1= by (S, ¢, [-1,1]) = maxi<i,j<n bi,j (S, ¢)
Constants
Clv, - v) positive constants depending only on parameters 71, ...,7, that may be different
on different occurences
c positive constants that are either absolute or may only depend on the parameters
k and r (if present)
C; positive constants that are fixed throughout this paper
RNl AT Biff C7'B < A < OB, for some positive constant C' = C (71, . .. V)
Indicator functions and truncated powers
x;(x) ‘= X[e;,1)(2) == 1, if 2; <2 <1, and := 0, otherwise
D,(x) = (2 = 25)4 = (2 —2y)x5(@) = [ xg(t)dt

We now collect all facts and inequalities for the Chebyshev partition that we need throughout this
paper. Many of them are checked by straightforward calculations (also, see e.g. [BII3L19] for references).
Unless specified otherwise, it is assumed that 1 < j <n, z,y € [-1,1].

n"to(x) < pu(x) < hj < 5pn(z), x€I;
hji1 < 3h;
Pr(y) < 4pa(@)(|z =yl + pu(z))

pn(x) <l|x —xzj|, forany 0<j<n and =z ¢ (Tj+1,2j-1)

Oon(x) <np(x) < wop(z), if z€[-1,z,-1]U[x1,1], and d,(x)=1,if € [xn_1,21]
pr(x) < 8hj (| — 5] + p(@))

) (G

(2.1)
(2:2)
(2.3)
(24)  (lz—yl+pa(2)/2 < (lz =yl + pu(y)) < 2(lz — y[ + pu(z))
(2.5)
(2.6)
(2.7)

pn—@))z < cj(a)

+ |z — ;]

(2.9)  pu(@) + |2 = 25 ~ pa(2) + dist(z, I)

(210) > Wi(x)<c
j=1

(2.11) Zn:(

Jj=1

Pn (CL‘)

4
<
%@+MW%Q_C




3 Auxiliary results on polynomial approximation of indicator
functions and truncated powers

Recall the notation

2
(3.1) ti(z) = <w> + (WY

where Z; = cos((j — 1/2)x/n) for 1 < j < n, 29 := cos((j — 1/4)n/n) for 1 < j < n/2, z¥ =

cos((j — 3/4)m/n) for n/2 < j < n, and note that ¢; € IIy,_2 and, for all 1 < j < n,
(32) tj(x) ~ (lv — @] + hy) 7%, @ € [-1,1],
(see e.g. [19] or [10, (22), Proposition 5]).

For v1,7 € Ny, &, p € Ny and 1 < j < n, we let

Tj(@) = Tjn() = Tjn(w; 71,72, €, 1) = d ' / 1(y =) (w1 —y) 2 (1 = y?) ) (y) dy,

where d; := d; (1,72, &, ) is the normalizing constant such that T;(1) = 1. Then, it is possible to show
(see e.g. [9, Proposition 4]) that, for sufficiently large p, function J; is well defined and is a polynomial
of degree < cun (with some absolute constant c), and

dj ~(1+ $j71)£(1 _ xj)fh‘;2u+1+71+72.
Also,
1
(33) 1— Tj—1 < / Tj(f)d/t <1- Zj, 1 S] <n.
~1
Indeed, denoting for convenience ¥(y) := (y — x;)" (zj—1 —y)" (1 — y2)ft§‘(y), we have

/11 T;()dt <1 —x; <= /_11 /_tl I(t)dt < (1 —xj)/_ll I(t)dt

1
— /(t—:vj)ﬁ(t)dtzdj(’h+1772=§7M)>0
1

(the other inequality is proved similarly).
Now, for the polynomials

TJ(I) = “Tj,n('r70507§7:u’) and ?J('r) = “Tj,n('r;lalvé.mu’)v
the following lemma was proved in [13].

Lemma 3.1 ([13] Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2]). If o, 8 > 1, then for sufficiently large & and p depending only
on o and 8 and for each 1 < j <n —1, polynomials 7; and 7;of degree < C(c, B)n satisfy

(3.4) 7i(@) > Cla, B)|L;] 7185 (@) (@), =z e [-1,1],

(3.5) Ti(x) <0, for we [-1,2;]U[r;-1,1],

and, for all x € [—1,1],

(3.6) max {|7(z)], [F(2)|} < Cla, B)|L;| 05 (2) ] ()
and
(3.7) max {|x;(z) — 75(2)], |x;(z) — 7 ()|} < Cla, B)35 ()] (x).
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Remark 3.2. The statement of this lemma is not valid if j = n since xp, = 1, 7(—1) = 0 and
dn(—=1)=0.

Inequalities (33)) imply that, for each 1 < j < n — 1, there exists a constant 0 < A; < 1 such that
the polynomial

x

(3.8) Qj(x) :=Qjn(x) := Qjnlw;y1,72,. & 1) = /_1 (N T5() + (1= Xj)Tj41(2)) dt

satisfies Q;(1) = 1 —x;. This implies that, if T; is such that (3.7) is satisfied, then Q; provides a “good”
approximation of ®;, 1 < j < n — 2. The proof of this fact is rather standard. Indeed, first note that,
for1<j<n-—2andze[-1,1]

G (®) = X1 (@)] < X1y ()] < OO ()0 (2)  and (@) ~ 11 (2).

Now, if < z;, then (assume that g > 1)

|®(z) — Q(z)] < }/_wl (M1T5() = X (O + (1 = ATy () — x5 (@)]) dt
< o[ soufonsose [P - i)
< CIL0%(x)y) ()

and, if > x;, then, similarly,
1
26 - 9@ = |[ (60 -%0) dt}

/ (M1T5 () = x5 O+ (1 = AT () — x5 (B)]) dt

C|L187 ()~ ().

IN

IN

Now, for 1 < j <n — 1, defining
(3.9)  Fj(x) = Fjn(2) i= Qojon(2;0,0,&, 1) and  F;(x) = Fjn(@) = Qoj_10n(2;1,1,€, p1),

and noting that Tjn = T2j,2n, hj,n ~ h/2j)2n ~ hgjflﬁgn, 1/}j,n ~ U)Qj’Qn ~ 1/)2‘]'7112", 571 ~ 52717 we have the
following result which follows from Lemma [B11

Lemma 3.3. If o, 3 > 1, then for sufficiently large § and p depending only on o and 8 and for each
1 <j<n-—1, polynomials F; and F; of degree < C(c, B)n defined in (B3) satisfy

(3.10) F) (@) > Cla, B)| ;| 7105 @)y} (@), @ e [-1,1],

(3.11) g’;’(:t) <0, for ze[-1,z;]U[z;-1,1],

and, for all x € [—1,1],

(3.12) max {|F/(@)], |/ (@) } < Cla B~ 63 @) (@)

(3.13) max { [x;(2) — (@)1, 1x; (2) — T ()| } < Cla, )53 (2} ()
and

(3.14) masx { |9 (z) — F(2)], 19;(2) — T3 ()|} < Clas BI85 ()] (2).



4 Auxiliary results on properties of piecewise polynomials

Lemma 4.1 ([I3, Lemma 5.1]). Let k €N, ¢ € ®*, f € C[-1,1] and S € Sk . If wi(f,t) < ¢(t) and
[f(x) = S(@)] < d(pn()), © € [-1,1], then bi(S, ¢) < c(k).

Lemma 4.2 ([6} Lemma 2.1]). Letk >3, ¢ € ®* and S € E,(clzl Then by (S, ¢) < c(k)||p2o (pn)S"|| . -

The following lemma on simultaneous polynomial approximation of piecewise polynomials and their
derivatives is an immediate corollary of [13, Lemma 8.1] (with ¢ =r =2 and k > 2).

Lemma 4.3 ([13, Lemma 8.1]). Lety >0, k € N, ¢ € ®*, and let n,n1 € N be such that ny is divisible
by n. If S € X, then there exists a polynomial Dy, (-, S) of degree < Cny such that

(4.1) 1S(2) = D, (2, 5)| < C6}(2)d(pn (2))br (S, 6).
Moreover, if S € C* and A := [z, 3,.], 0 < po < p* < n, then for allz € A\ {xj};-’:_ll, we have
(12) 5@) - D @) < o5 LD (145,04 + i)

) n% (dist(xf["ff ,)11 \4) > - >

All constants C may depend only on k and v and are independent of the ratio nq/n.

5 Convex polynomial approximation of piecewise polynomials
with “small” derivatives

Lemma 5.1. Let o >0, k € N and ¢ € ®F, be given. If S € Sy, N AP is such that

" (b(pn(x)) T T T T n—1
(5.1) 15" ()| < () € [wn—1, 2]\ {z;}]5,,
(5.2) 0< 8 (z;4) - S'(z;—) < Son(@i)) g o jann,
pn($j)
and
(53) S/I(ZZ?) = O, T e [—1, Infl) U (xl, 1],

then there is a polynomial P € A®) NTlg,, C = C(k,a), such that
(5.4) 1S(x) — P(z)| < C(k,a)dy (x) ¢ (pn(x)), x€[-1,1].

Proof. Denote by S; the piecewise linear continuous function interpolating S at the points z;, 0 < j < n,
and let [ := S; Then S, € A®),

1,
(5.5) Si(z) =S(z), xe€lLUl,,
and, for z € I;, 1 < j < n, we have by Whitney’s inequality and (2]

1S (z) = S1()] < cwa(8, hyi ;) < chfl|S" | Ly < cdlhy),
which can be rewritten as

(5.6) 1S(x) = S1(2)] < chlpn(x)), @ €[-1,1].

We now write S as

Si(x) = S1(=1) + S (=1)(z + 1) + i a;®;(x), o= Si(r;4) = Si(z;—),
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note that, by Markov and Whitney inequalities,

0<a; = Uj(x;) =l (xy) < chy |l — bl < ch; 'wa(S, by I; U Ljty)
< chy (llS"lle(zj) + HSNHLOO(IJ-+1)) + (8 (xj+) = S'(z;-))
< chilg(hy), 1<j<n-1

Now, if

P(x) =5 (=1) + S)(-1)(z + 1) + ni: a;F;(z),
j=1

then P is a convex polynomial of degree < Cn and, in view of (5.5) and (B.6]), we only need to estimate
|S1(x) — P(z)|. Note that 2I3) implies, for all 1 < j <n and x € [-1,1],

d(hy) < & (e (2)pn(®)) < CU " (2)6 (pn(2)) -
Hence, by Lemma B3] and ([Z.I0), we have

$10) ~ P@I < Y agly(e) — 550 < O o) 2)ed o)
< OO0 (onla)) (@) < O (o)),
provided 8 > k + 2. O

6 One particular polynomial with controlled second derivative

All constants C' in this section may depend on k, o and .
We start with the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 6.1 ([I7, Lemma 9]). Let A := {jo,...,jo + lo} and let A1, Ay C A be such that #A; = 2[4
and # Ay = ly. Then, there exist 21y constants a;, i € Ay, such that |a;| < (Io/11)? and

1 1
EZ(z—xj)—Fazaj(I—xj)Eo.

JEA2 JEA

Lemma 6.2. Leta >0, k€ N, k > 2, 8> 0 be sufficiently large (8 > k + 7 will do) and let ¢ € OF
be of the form ¢(t) := th(t), v € ®*~L. Also, let E C [~1,1] be a closed interval which is the union of
mpg > 100 of the intervals I;, and let a set J C E consist of my intervals I;, where 1 < my < mg/4.
Then there exists a polynomial Q,(x) = Qn(x, E, J) of degree < Cn, satisfying

/ ME o, 0o (@) pul) S _
60 el >ctn @B (e By ) sesunin
(6.2 Q) > 3@ 20D p ey
pr ()
and
h;

(6.3) |Qu(@)| < Cmip 65 (x)pu(w) $lpa(z)) Y

j:I,CE

e—gltm@e "

where iy = 8a, f1 =60(a+B)+k+1 and k1 = k +6.



Proof. As in the proof of [I3| Lemma 9.1], we may assume that I, ¢ E provided that the condition
my < mg/4 is replaced by m; < mg/4. Also, we use the same notation that was used in [I3]:

pi=pn(x), 6 := 0n(x), ¥; :=1;(x),

¢ = {1<j<n | LcCE}, J={1<j<n | L cCJ},
jo = min{j | je&}, j* ::max{j | je&},
A = JU{jj*} and B:=E\ A

Now, let E C E be the subinterval of E such that
(i) E is a union of [mg/3] intervals I;, and

(ii) E is centered at 0 as much as E allows it, i.e., among all subintervals of E consisting of |mz /3]
intervals I;, the center of E is closest to 0.

Then (see [13]),

(6.4) if ;CE and I;C E\E, then |I;|>|L],

E -
(6.5) |Ij|~u, for all I; C E,

meg
and,withg:z{lgjgn IjCE}and%::Bﬂgzg\.A,

(6.6) #B > my/20.

Note that index j = n is in none of the sets A, B and B.
It follows from Lemma Bl (Ig ~ mg, 1 ~ |#B/2] ~ mpg, la ~ my) that there exist constants \;,

i€ %, such that |A;| < ¢, i€ %, and

mg

(6.7) (x — x;) —I—Z)\ (x —z;) =0.

m
7 jeEA jeB

and

We now let i, be such that I;« is the largest interval in E and hy := hy = | L],

Qn(z) := Hd)(hh*) Z—f Z Fj(z) + Z 2 F() |,
* JEA

jeB

where k is a sufficiently small absolute constant to be prescribed and

?j — g.'j7 1f>\J <0,
F;, ifA; >0.
It follows from (G.4]) that
hj < h,, jeEE,

and so p < hy and ¢(p)/p = ¥(p) < P(hi) = ¢(hi)/hs, for all z € E as well as all z ¢ E such that
he > p. f x ¢ E and h. < p, then by 21)), @3) and 24)

o(he) _ ¢(p)ha™ _ d(p) k-1 k1 o(p) ph—2
T i L A [ o (e Py S
> ch(p) i

(max{p, dist(z, E)})*



Hence,

6(h.) _ o(p) p o
h. = p (max{pvdist(%E)Q 7

We now note that )\ig/j/(x) >0ifjeBandz e JU([-1,1]\ E) (as well as for any z € I;, U I;+).
Hence, for these z, using Lemma B3] 213), (Z8)) and ([E8) we have

" ¢(h*) . @ "y
Qu(x) > & 2 (@)

(6.8)

for all z € [—1,1].

h ‘
jeA
Ba (b(h*) meg _1,30(a+B)
2 Ok @)= T 2
JeA
sa () An) 08 30(a+8)+1
2 R )= 2
jeA
60(a+p)+2
S S )
Pl mJjeA P+|117—33j|
> CK/(SSO‘(!T)@ . ¢(p) P 60(a+pB)+k+1
) my  p* \max{p,dist(z, E)} ;

since, for ¢ E, max{p, dist(z, £)} ~ min {|z — z;-
j € A, so that p/(Jx — x| + p) ~ 1 for that j.

Ifx € E\J and = ¢ I, UI;+, then there exists jo € B such that = € I,. If jo & 1~3, or if jo € B and
Aj, > 0, then, clearly, Q//(z) > 0. Otherwise, since h,. ~ h;, by (G3]), we have using (3.12)

|z — x|} +p, and, if € J, then x € I; for some

Qu(x) > KX d(h ) T (x) > —Cr(hjy)h; 26%Y
> —CﬁM(sa>—ﬁf)5a,

= 2 =

for sufficiently small .
We now estimate |@Q,(x)]. Let

L(x) := li%fi*) Z—fg@j(fﬂ) + % Aj®j(z) |

It follows from [I3| (9.8)] that, for any j € & cmg < |E|/h; < m%. This implies that h, <
c|E|/mg < cmphj, j € € and so ¢(h.) < embé(h;), j € €. Hence, using (B.14) as well as the estimate

(see [13 pp. 1282-1283))
3 o)~ < Colp) Y i

. 2
2 Z Qo= +)
which is true if § > kK + 7, we have
|Qn(x) — L(z)|
¢(h«) |M T
_ ﬁ_(h ) BE S (Fi(@) = @5(@) + 30 A (Fie) - 85()
* T jeA jeB
. _ o _
< Cmm‘*% D hip Tt < omle Y g(hy)yl !
* jee Jee
hjp
< Cmtee(p) Y -
5000 2 o T

It remains to estimate |L(x)|. First assume that « ¢ E. If x < z;+, then ®;(zx) =0, j € AU B, and
L(z) = 0. If, on the other hand, > z;,, then ®;(z) =z —z;, j € AU B, so that (67 implies that
L(z) = 0. Hence, in particular, L(z) = 0 for x € I; U I,,.
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Suppose now that © € E \ I (recall that we already assumed that E does not contain I,,). Then,
as above, h, < c|E|/mg < cpmg and so ¢(h.) < ecmbo(p). Also, h. > |E|/m2%. Hence, since § = 1 on
[In,1,$1L

|L(z)]

IN

—* mEZ|x—xJ|+CZ|x—CEJ| <Cm k+3q|5E| Z|

jeEA jeB je&

< Cm’fE+3‘TE| S 1E] < Omlg 5 o().
j€eE

It remains to note that

ph;
1=|F <c|lF S(ﬂnz _____;L___U
815 18 <1 e DD e

jee ]EE

and the proof is complete. o

7 Convex polynomial approximation of piecewise polynomials

Lemma 7.1 ([6, Lemma 4.3]). Letk >3, ¢ € ®* and S € E,(Clzl be such that by (S,¢) < 1. If1 < p,v <n
are such that the interval I,,, contains at least 2k — 5 intervals I; and points x} € (x;,xi—1) so that

(7)™ (pn(27)]S" (27)] < 1,
then, for every 1 < j <n, we have
Hpn pn S”HL I;) < C(k) [(] - M)4k + (] - V)4k} :

Theorem 7.2. Let k,r € N, r > 2, k> r+1, and let ¢ € ®F be of the form P(t) := t"y(t), o € O+,
Also, let dy > 0,d_ >0 and o > 0 be given. Then there is a number N = N(k,r, ¢,d4,d_, «) satisfying
the following assertion. If n > N and S € E;ﬂlzl NA®) s such that

(7.1) bi(S,¢) <1

and, additionally,

(7.2) if dp >0, then dy|L|"% < min S"(z),
xel2
(7.3) ifdy =0, then — SDA)=0, forall 2<i<k—2,
(7.4) if d_ >0, then d_|I,_1|"? < n}ln S"(z),
re
(7.5) if d_ =0, then SO(=1)=0, forall 2<i<k-—2,

then there exists a polynomial P € A® NTl¢,, C = C(k,a), satisfying, for all z € [—1,1],

|5(@) = P(@)] < C(k, ) 67 (€)¢(pn(2)), if dy >0 and d_ >0,
(7.7) 1S(z) — P(z)| < C(k, o) 62122 ()b (pn (2)), if min{dy,d_} = 0.

The proof of Theorem is quite long and technical and is similar (with some rather significant
changes) to that of [I3, Theorem 10.2]. It is given in the last section of this paper.
8 Convex approximation by smooth piecewise polynomials

The following theorem was proved in [14].

Theorem 8.1 ([14], Theorem 2.1]). Given r € N, there is a constant ¢ = c(r) such that if f € C"[-1,1]
is convex, then there is a number N = N(f,r), depending on f and r, such that for n > N, there
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are convexr piecewise polynomials S of degree r + 1 with knots at the Chebyshev partition T, (i.e.,
S €Yo, NA®R) satisfying

(8.1) (@) = S(@)| < er) (plw) /n) wa (£, p(@)/n) , @ e [-1,1],
and, moreover, for v € [-1,—1+n"2JU[l —n=2,1],

(.2) (@) = S(@)] < e(r)e® @)z (£, 0(2)/n)

and

(8.3) (@) = S(@)| < el (@or (£, %)) -

As was shown in [I4], N in the statement of Theorem [B1] in general, cannot be independent of f.
We will now show that the following “smooth analog” of this result also holds.

Theorem 8.2. Given r € N, there is a constant ¢ = ¢(r) such that if f € C"[-1,1] is convez, then
there is a number N = N(f,r), depending on f and r, such that for n > N, there are continuously
differentiable convex piecewise polynomials S of degree v + 1 with knots at the Chebyshev partition T,

(ie, S € Eﬁlﬁz)n NA®R), satisfying &), B2) and B3).

Let 8,(zm) denote the space of all piecewise polynomial functions (ppf) of degree » — 1 (order r)
with the knots z,, 1= (2;)I%g, @ =: 20 < 21 < -+ < zZp—1 < Zm = b. Also, the scale of the partition z,,
is denoted by

(8.4) Nzm) = Jpax

where J; := [z, zj41]-
In order to prove Theorem we need the following lemma which is an immediate corollary of a
more general result in [I1].

Lemma 8.3 (see [11l, Lemma 3.8]). Let r € N, zy, 1= (2;)2g, a =1 20 < 21 < -+ < Zm—1 < Zm := b be
a partition of [a,b], and let s € AP N8, o(z,,). Then, there exists § € A N8, 5(zm)NCa,b] such
that, for any 1 < j<m—1,

(8.5) s =5l 2500 < c(r0(zm))wria(s, zj42 — 2j-2; [2j-2, 2j42]) ,
where z; := 29, j <0 and zj := zm, j > m. Moreover,
(8.6) §"(a) =5 (a) and ™) =s"(b), v=0,1.

Proof of Theorem[82 Let n be a sufficiently large fixed number, and let Sp € X, 42, N A® be a
piecewise polynomial from the statement of Theorem Bl for which estimates [BI)—(&3) hold. Let
a = Top_12n, b = T12, and let z, = (z;)I, be such that zop = a, 2z, = b and z; = x,_,,
1 <i<n-—1 (note that z, C Ts,). Clearly, Sy € 8;+2(zn), ¥(2z,) ~ 1, and Lemma [83] implies that
there exists Sp € A® N 812(2,) N Cta,b] such that, for any 1 < j < n,

(8.7) |50 = So||. < clrwrsa(So,hsid5)
where I; := I; N[a,b] and J; := [z;12,2;_2] N [a,b], and
(8.8) S8a) = S (a) and SV (b) =S (b), v=0,1.

We now define

() = So(z), ifze[-1,1]\a,b],

So(x), if z € [a,b].
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Clearly, S € 25227% NA®) estimates (82) and (83) hold (with n replaced by 2n), and (&) also holds
(clearly, it does not matter if we use n or 2n there) since p(x)/n ~ h;, for any « € J;, 1 < j < n. Thus,

forzel;, 1 <j<n,

F(@) = S@) < |f(@) = So(@)| + S0 — 50

= cllf = Solly, + cwria(f, hyj;d;)
< ehlws(f, ) < e (p(@)/n)" ws (fm,cp(w)/n) :
O

Remark 8.4. [t follows from [11, Corollary 3.7] that Theorem [82 is, in fact, valid for splines of
minimal defect, i.e., for S € X410, NCT N AR,

9 Proof of Theorem

9.1 The case for r > 2

Let S be the piecewise polynomial from the statement of Theorem Without loss of generality,
we can assume that S does not have knots at 1 and x,—;1 (it is sufficient to treat S as a piecewise
polynomial with knots at the Chebyshev partition 75, ). Then,

' ")
h@) = 5@, =10+ L@ -4 L 1y by s e - 1y
and
"— (r)
In(z) == S(:v)!,nulnfl =f(-1)+ f (1! D (x+1)+---+ fT—l(l)(x + 1) +a_(n; f)(z+1)"T

where a4 (n, f) and a_(n, f) are some constants that depend only on n and f.
We will now show that

(9.1) n~?max{|ay (n, f)|,la_(n, )|} =0 as n — oco.

Indeed, it follows from (§3) that, for all z € I; U I,

L) = f@@) | 1
A-ay @ (-ay

lat(n, )1 —z)| <

< e (f0,1-2) + / 1 (rm-r0w) - :c)r_ldt’

(r—1DI(1—2a)r
< cwl(f(r)u 1- :E)u

and, in particular, n=2|a (n, f)| < cw1(f),n"2) = 0 as n — oo. Analogously, one draws a similar

conclusion for |a_(n, f)|.

For f € C", r > 2, let iy > 2, be the smallest integer 2 < i < r, if it exists, such that f(9(1) # 0,
and denote
2r1) =1 fUH)(1)], if iy exists,
Do f) e A ETIFDL it
0, otherwise.

Similarly, let i_ > 2, be the smallest integer 2 < ¢ < r, if it exists, such that f(i)(—l) # 0, and denote

(2r)~1£E-)(1)], if i exists,

D_(r,f) =
0, otherwise.
Hence, if n is sufficiently large, then
(9.2) S"(x) > Dy (r, /YA —2)" 2, z € (29,1],
and
(9.3) S"(x)>D_(r, )z +1)""2 z€[-1,2, ).
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Proof of Theorem in the case r > 2. Given r € N, r > 2, and a convex f € C", let 1) € ®2 be
such that we(f(),¢) ~ 1(t), denote ¢(t) := t"1(t), and note that ¢ € d"+2.

For a sufficiently large N € N and each n > N, we take the piecewise polynomial S € ¥, s, of
Theorem satisfying (@.2) and (@3], and observe that

wrya(frt) < twa(fT) 1) ~ 6(),
so that by Lemma I with k& = r + 2, we conclude that
bry2(S, 9) < c.
Now, it follows from ([@2)) and (Z2]) that

min §”(z) > D (r, f)|11]72 = 372Dy (r, f)| L2

x€ls

and, similarly, (@3)) yields
énlin S"(x) > 37" 2D _(r, f)|In_1|" "2
z€l,_1
Hence, using Theorem (2 with k = r+2,d; :=3"""2D, (r, f),d_ :=3"""2D_(r,f) and a = 2k —2 =
2r + 2, we conclude that there exists a polynomial P € II., N A(®) such that
(9.4) 1S(x) = P(x)| < b7 2 (@) pr, ()9 (pn (), = € [=1,1].

In particular, for x € I; UI,, x # —1,1, using the fact that p,(z) ~ n=2 for these z, and t =24 (t) is
nonincreasing we have

(9.5) 1S(x) = P(x)| < c(ng(x))* 2}, (2) ¢ (pn (x))
2
<ot (242 o(42)

< cp™ (z)ws (f(”, @) :

In turn, this implies for z € I; U I,,, that

which combined with ([@4]) implies

(9.6) 1S(@) - P(@)| gc(%@)l& (fm’M)’ celo11]

n

Now, ([@.6]) together with (81 yield (L3, and [@H) together with (82) yield (L6). In order to prove
([T, using the fact that t_lwl(f(r), t) is nonincreasing we have, for © € [ U I, x # —1,1,

(9-7) |S(x) = P(2)] < e(np(x)* 2 p (@)wr (f7, pu())

cn? 2r+2xpn_($)w (") L2(g
< et (w) 2 R (10, ¥ (2)

< o (@) (£, %)

which together with (83) completes the proof of Theorem O

9.2 The case forr =1

It is possible to show that, in order to prove Theorem in the case r = 1, it is sufficient to construct
a convex polynomial P, that approximates the quadratic spline S from Theorem Bl (with » = 1) so
that

1S(2) = Pu(2)] < cws(f, pn(2)),
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and
(9.8) P,(+1) = 8(+1) and P, (£1) = 5'(&1).

In order to construct such a polynomial, one can use exactly the same method as in [§] (using S instead
of f and 2n instead of n) with the only difference that extra factors (1 — y?) should appear inside
integrals in the definitions of @, @j and T (see [8, p. 158]). All estimates are then still valid and
either follow from the statements in Section [ or are proved similarly. This change is needed in order
to guarantee that ([9.8)) holds because addition of these factors implies that the first derivatives of these
modified polynomials @;, Gj and T; are 0 at =1 which, in turn, implies that the first derivatives of

other auxiliary polynomials o, R; and }_%j at £1 are “correct”. We omit details.

10 Appendix: proof of Theorem

Throughout the proof, we fix § := k+ 7 and v := 81 — 1 = 60(a + 3) + k. Hence, the constants
C4,...,Cs (defined below) as well as the constants C', may depend only on k and a. We also note that
S does not have to be twice differentiable at the Chebyshev knots x;. Hence, when we write S”(x) (or
Si(x), 1 <i <4) everywhere in this proof, we implicitly assume that z # z;, 1 <j <n —1.

Let Cy := C, where the constant C' is taken from (G.1]) (without loss of generality we assume that
Cy < 1), and let Cy := C with C taken from ([2]). We also fix an integer C3 such that

(10.9) Cs > 8k/Ch.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that n is divisible by C3, and put ng := n/Cs.
We divide [—1, 1] into ng intervals

Ey = [qusvx(qfl)Ca] =lycy U - Ulg-1cst1, 1< g <no,

consisting of C3 intervals I; each (i.e., mg, = Cs, for all 1 < ¢ < ng).
We write “j € UC” (where “UC” stands for “Under Control”) if there is z} € (z;,2;-1) such that

5Ca0(pn(33))

(10.10) S"(%) < 200

We say that ¢ € G (for “Good), if the interval E, contains at least 2k — 5 intervals I; with j € UC.
Then, (I0I0) and Lemma [l imply that,

(10.11) 5"(z) < C‘ﬁ@, r€E, qeq.
Set
FE = UqggEq,

and decompose S into a “small” part and a “big” one, by setting

51(z) = S (x), if z¢F, .

0, otherwise,

and
0, if x¢FE,
S (x), otherwise,

and putting

Si(z) :=S(-1)+ (z+1)S'(-1) + /z (x —uw)s1(u)du and Sy(x) = /I (x — u)sa(u)du.

—1 -1

(Note that s; and sy are well defined for x # z;, 1 < j < n — 1, so that S; and S» are well defined
everywhere and possess second derivatives for z # z;, 1 <j <n—1.)
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Evidently, "
Sl, SQ €

k,n>
and
SY(z) >0 and S¥(z) >0, z€[-1,1].

Now, (I0II) implies that

st < 92, e,
which, in turn, yields by Lemma [£.2]
Together with (), we obtain
(10.12) bi(S2, ) < bk (S1,9) +bi(S,¢) <C+1 < [C+ 1] =:Cy.

The set E is a union of disjoint intervals F,, = [a,, b,], between any two of which, all intervals E,
are with ¢ € G. We may assume that n > C3Cy, and write p € AG (for “Almost Good”), if F}, consists
of no more than Cy intervals E,, that is, it consists of no more than CsCy intervals I;. Hence, by

Lemma [T.1]

C ¢(p)
02

(10.13) Sy (x) < , T€F, peAG.
One may think of intervals F,,, p ¢ AG, as “long” intervals where S” is “large” on many subintervals
I; and rarely dips down to 0. Intervals F,, p € AG, as well as all intervals £, which are not contained
in any Fp’s (i.e., all “good” intervals E;) are where S” is “small’ in the sense that the inequality
S"(z) < C¢p(p)/p? is valid there.
Set
F .= Up¢Ang,

note that £ = UpcagFp U F, and decompose S again by setting

S"(z), if z€F,

S4 1=
0, otherwise,

and
0, if zekF,
S (x), otherwise,

and putting

x x

(x —u)sg(u)du and Sy(z) = /_1(:10 — u)sq(u)du.

(10.14)  Ss(z) = S(—1)+(x+1)5"(—1)+/

-1

Then, evidently,

(10.15) 3,81 €3y, S3+ 5y =S5,
and
(10.16) Sy(x) >0 and Sy (z) >0, =ze[-1,1].

We remark that, if © & UpcagFp, then si(z) = s3(z) and sa(z) = sa(z). If € UpcagFp, then
s1(z) = s4(x) = 0 and sa2(x) = s3(x) = 9" (z).
For x € UpcagFp, (1I0.13) implies that

C ¢(p).

S3(x) = 83 (x) < 2
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For all other 2’s,

sy(s) = 51(a) < Z52
We conclude that
C
(10.17) S5 (x) < 5;;(’)), z € [-1,1],

which by virtue of Lemma 2] yields that bg(S3,¢) < C. As above, we obtain
(10.18) b (Sa, ) < bk (Ss,¢) +bi(S,¢) <C+1<[C+ 1] =: Cs.

We will approximate S35 and Sy by convex polynomials that achieve the required degree of pointwise
approximation.

Approximation of Ss:
If dy > 0, then there exists N* € N, N* = N*(d, ), such that, for n > N*,

%f) =p""H(p) <

dy || ?

Cs <0t S8"(x), €y,

where the first inequality follows since ¥ (p) < ¥(2/n) — 0 as n — oo, and the second inequality follows
by (72). Hence, by (I0.IT), if n > N*, then s3(x) # S”(x) for x € I. Therefore, since s3(z) = S"(z),
for all x ¢ F, we conclude that Iy C F, and so Fy C F, and s3(x) =0, z € F;. In particular, s3(z) =0,
z €.

Similarly, if d_ > 0, then using (T4 we conclude that there exists N** € N, N** = N**(d_, ¢), such
that, if n > N**, then s3(x) =0 for all z € I,.

Thus, we conclude that for n > max{N* /N**} we have

(10.19) sg(x) =0, forall z €, UI,.

Therefore, in view of (I01H) and [I0.I4), it follows by Lemma Bl combined with (I0I7) that, in
the case dy > 0 and d_ > 0, there exists a convex polynomial r, € Ilg, such that

(10.20) |S3(x) — rn(z)| < C6%P(p), =€ [-1,1].

Suppose now that dy = 0 and d_ > 0. First, proceeding as above, we conclude that s3 = 0 on I,.
Additionally, if E; C F, then, as above, s3 = 0 on I; as well. Hence, (I0.I9) holds which, in turn,

implies (T0.20).
If By ¢ F, then s3(z) = S”(z), x € I, and so it follows from (7.3) that, for some constant A; > 0,
s3(x) = S"(x) = Ay(1 —2)F =3, zel.
Note that A; may depend on n, but by (7.16) we conclude that,

P(pn (1))
(1 —@1)~=3p% (1)

A1 S 05 ~ n2k72¢(n72).

Hence, for x € I,
(10.21) SY(z) = s3(x) = Aan* 2p(n2)(1 — )3,
where Ay is a nonnegative constant that may depend on n but A, < C.
We now construct Ss € Xy 2, which satisfies all conditions of Lemma 1] (with 2n instead of n).

Note that x; := x;,, = %2;,2n, denote £ := 1,2, and define

S3(x), if x < 1,

S3(2) 7= { S5(1) + (z — 1)S4(1) =: L(z), ifE<az<1,
U(z), if z € [21,€],
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where () is the linear polynomial chosen so that Ss is continuous on [—1,1], i.e., £(z1) = S5(z1)
and £(&) = S3(1) + (£ — 1)S4(1) = L(§). Clearly, S3 € C[-1,1] (and, in fact, is in C1[-1, 1)),
S (x) < Cp~2¢(p), x & {;vj}?;ll U {¢}, and S§ =0 on I1 2, U I,. Note that S5 may be discontinuous

at z7 and &, but, evidently, the slope of L is no less than the slope of ¢, so that §3 is convex in [x1, 1].
Denote _ _
SL::S3—L, SL1283—L and éLIZK—L,

and note that, _ _
Sp(x)=0, zelgl], and Si(z)={r(x), =z € [r1,&].

Also, £1,(z1) = Sp (1) and £1(€) = S(€) = 0, and in view of (I0.21),
(10.22) 0 < Su(x) = Ssl) — S3(1) — (= — 1)S}(1)
= /1(u —z)s3(u)du = Asn** 2p(n2)(1 — )k, z eI,
where Az < C. Now, the tangent line to Sy, at z = x is
y(@) = Sp(a1) + (x — 21)8], (1) = An® 2o(n ) (1 — 1) 2 (L — 21 — (k= 1)(z — z1)) ,

which intersects the x axis at
1-— X1 < 1 —+ 21

k-1 — 2
Hence, the slope of ¢, is no less than the slope of that tangent and, in turn, we conclude that the slope

of £ is no less than S4(z1), so that Sy is convex in [—1,1].
Further, we have,

xr1 + < T12n = 5

(10.23) |Ss(x) — Ss(2)| = |Sp(x) — Sp(x)] < Sp(x) + Si()
< Sp(z1) 4+ Sp(z1) =251 (21) < Ch(n2), = € [x1,£],

and
(10.24) |S3(x) = Sa(@)] = |L(x) = Ss(x)| = S(x) = Asg(n *)n>* (1 — z)*"
<O 2H(n7?), we g 1)
Note that §§ may have (nonnegative) jumps at x; and . However,
(1025)  S5(6+) = S5(6-) + Synt) — Si(a1-) = 85(1) = Sy(ar) = =Sy (w1) < Cu’p(n~?),
so that Lemma [B.1] implies that there exists a convex polynomial r,, € I, such that,
|S3(z) = ra(@)| < C3%6(p), w€[-1,1].

Observing that S3 = S5 on [—1,21], and combining with (I0.23)) and ([I0.24) (recalling that n=2 < p),
we conclude that _
83($) - 83($) < 052k72¢(p)5 T E [_15 1]5

so that
(10.26) 1S5(x) — 7 ()| < O o™ O2R=2b ) p e [—1,1].

Finally, if d— = 0 and d4 > 0, then the considerations are completely analogous and, if d_ = 0 and
dy =0, then S5 can be modified further on I, using (73] and the above argument.

Hence, we’ve constructed a convex polynomial r,, € I, such that, in the case when both dy and
d_ are strictly positive, (I0.20) holds, and ([I0.26) is valid if at least one of these numbers is 0.

Approximation of Sy;:
Given a set A C [—1, 1], denote

A€ = UI]-F]A;éQ)Ij and A2e = (Ae)e,
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where Iy = ) and I,,11 = (). For example, [z7,x3]¢ = x5, 22|, I§ = I1 U I3, ete.

Also, given subinterval I C [—1,1] with its endpoints at the Chebyshev knots, we refer to the right-
most and the left-most intervals I; contained in I as FP,(I) and EP_(I), respectively (for the “End
Point” intervals). More precisely, if 1 < y < v <n and

then EP,(I) := I,, EP_(I) := I, and EP(I) := EP,(I)U EP_(I) = I, UI,. For example,
EP;[-1,1] := L, EP_[-1,1] := I,, EPy[x7,x3] = [v4,23] = Ly, EP_[x7,23] = [z7,26] = I7,
EPlz7,23] = Iy U I, etc. Here, we simplified the notation by using EPj[a,b] := EPi([a,b]) and
EPla,b] := EP([a,b]).

In order to approximate Sy, we observe that for p ¢ AG,

Si(x) = S3(x), =€ F",
so that by virtue of (I0I2), we conclude that
(1027) bk(S47 (ba Fge) = bk(S27 ¢7 Fp2€) S bk(S27 (b) S C4'

(Note that, for p € AG, Sy is linear in F2¢ and so by (S4, ¢, F7¢) = 0.)

We will approximate Sy using the polynomial D,, (-, S4) € ll¢y, defined in Lemma 3] (with n; :=
Cen), and then we construct two “correcting” polynomials Q,,, M,, € Il¢,, (using Lemma [6.2)) in order
to make sure that the resulting approximating polynomial is convex.

We begin with @,,. For each ¢ for which E, C F, let J, be the union of all intervals I; C E; with
j € UC with the union of both intervals I; C E, at the endpoints of E,. In other words,

Jo=J{1; | j€eUC and I, C E,} U EP(E,).
J

Since Eq C F, then ¢ ¢ G and so the number of intervals I; C E, with j € UC is at most 2k — 6.
Hence, by (I0.9),

my, < 2%k —4 <2k <

<_7
4

Recalling that the total number mpg, of intervals I; in E, is C3 we conclude that Lemma can be
used with F := E, and J := J;. Thus, set

Gn = Z Qn(',Eq7Jq)7

q: E,CF

CiCs _ Cs
4

where @), are polynomials from Lemma [6.2] and denote

J= U 7

q: E,CF

Then, (6.1 through (6.3) imply that that Q,, satisfies

/!

(a)  @n(2) 20, ze[-L1\F

(10.28) o) Twz-22 aer\y

(c) @Z(,T) > 4%580‘, x € J

Note that the inequalities in (I0.28)) are valid since, for any given x, all relevant Q! (z, Ey, J;), except

perhaps one, are nonnegative, and
me,  C1Cs

C
1qu 2k

> 4.
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Also, it follows from (6.3) that, for any z € [-1, 1],

(10.29) Qu@)| < Copolp R S—
¢ EZch IZcE |I_333|+P)
[0 v
< d
< ool [ s

= O5"9(p).

Next, we define the polynomial M,. For each F),, with p ¢ AG, let J, denote the union of the two
intervals on the left side of F; (or just the interval I, if —1 € F,), and let J,/ denote the union of the
two intervals on the right side of F); (or just one interval I if 1 € F}), i.e.,

J, = EP_(F;)UEP_(F,) and JﬂL EPy(F;)UEP(Fp).
Also, let F,;” and Fp‘Ir be the closed intervals each consisting of m FE= C3C}y intervals I; and such that
J, CF,; CFSand Jf C F} CFg,and put
Jy =, UJ;r and J* = Upgaad,-

Now, we set

My =Y (QuCFF T +Qu(-Fy,J;)

pEAG
Since mps = mp- = C3Cy and m g+, m ;- < 2, it follows from (I0.9) that

Mo+ M-
e min{ Fy , F; } > C1C23C4 > 20,

mys My

Then Lemma implies
(10.30) |Mn ()] < C5%¢(p)

(this follows from (6.3]) using the same sequence of inequalities that was used to prove (I0.29) above),
and

(a) M (x)> —2%5), x € F\J,
(10.31) (b) M/ (x) >2Cy 58“%, z € J,
y+1

where in the last inequality we used the fact that
max{p,dist (z, F°)} < dist (z, F), =€ [-1,1]\F¢,

which follows from (2.5]).
The third auxiliary polynomial is D,,, := Dy, (-, S4) with ny = Cgn from Lemma [£31 By [I0.IS),
&) yields

(10.32) 154(2) — Doy (2)] < C87(p) < C%(p), € [~1,1],
since v > «, and ([£2) implies that, for any interval A C [—1,1] having Chebyshev knots as endpoints,
1039 [8ie) - Dl ()] < a5 nn(s1,0,4)
$(p) n p ”H
¥
e e ey o A
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We now define
(10.34) Ry, = Dy, + C2Q,, + CoM,,.

By virtue of (I0:29)), (I0.30), and ([I0.32) we obtain
S4(x) — Ru(x)] < C0%d(p), = €[-1,1],

which combined with (I0.20) and ([I0.26)), proves (Z.0) and (Z7) for P := R,, + .

Thus, in order to conclude the proof of Theorem [.2] we should prove that P is convex. We recall
that r,, is convex, so it is sufficient to show that R,, is convex as well.

Note that ([I034) implies
R)\(z) > C2Q,(x) + Co My (2) — S (x) — Djj, ()| + S§ (2), @ € [-1,1],

(this inequality is extensively used in the three cases below), and that (I0.33]) holds for any interval
A with Chebyshev knots as the endpoints, and so we can use different intervals A for different points
€ [-1,1]. We consider three cases depending on whether (i) z € F'\ J*, or (ii) x € J*, or (iii) = €
[-1,1]\ F=.
Case (i): If z € F'\ J*, then, for some p ¢ AG, x € F},\ J;;, and so we take A := [},. Then, the
quotient inside the parentheses in (I033) is bounded above by 1 (this follows from ([23H])). Also, since
sq(z) = 8" (x), x € F, it follows that by (S4, ¢, F,) = bk(S, ¢, F) < 1. Hence,

%bk(&mm eNe LA

p?
S202%, {EEF\J*

(10.35) ISy (z) — Dy, (x)] < Ca

Note that = ¢ I; U I, (since F'\ J* does not contain any intervals in EP(F,), p ¢ AG), and so § = 1.

It now follows by (I0.28)(c), (I0:3T))(a), (10.35) and ([I0.I6), that
RZ(!T)ECQ%(4_2_2):0, zeJ\J.

If x € F\ (JUJ*), then (I0I0Q) is violated and so

Si(x) = §"(x) > 7502‘2?(”).
Hence, by virtue of (I0.28))(b), (I031))(a) and (I0.3H), we get

R;;(x)z@%f)(—pz—us)_o, zeF\(JUJ.

Case (ii): If x € J*, then, z € J;, for some p ¢ AG, and we take A := Fge. Then, ([I0.27) and
([I033) imply (again, (23] is used to estimate the quotient inside the parentheses in (I0.33))),

(10.36) 87(0) = Dl )] < o5 Lhuy(51,6. 72) + Cacy B

< 20C5Cy 57—¢[E§), e J.
Now, we note that EP(F,) C J, for all p ¢ AG, and so F N J* C J. Hence, using ([I0.28)(a,c),
(@031 (b), (I038) and ([I0I6), we obtain

R(@) > 205046528 _g0,0,5720) 5
p

2 p2

since v > 8, and so §7 < 687,
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Case (iii): If x € [-1,1] \ F°, then we take A to be the connected component of [—1,1] \ F that
contains 2. Then by (I0.33]),

|54 (x) — Dy, ()]

$(p) 9(p) n P "
(10.37) < (Cy 577bk(54, ¢, A) + C2C6 67 2 ny (dist(:v, [—1,1] \A))
_ 9(p) P ™ ¢
— 8 - (dist(x,F)) .z e [-1,1]\ F°,

where we used the fact that Sy is linear in A, and so by (S4, ¢, A) = 0.

Now, ([028)(a), (03T)(c), (TI37) and (I0I6) imply,

" o(p) P [ Sa y
Rn(ft) Z p2 <dlst($,F)> (202045 — CQ 5 ) Z 0,
since Cy > 1 and v > 8a.

Thus, R)/(x) > 0 for all € [-1,1], and so we have constructed a convex polynomial P, satisfying
([0 and (T7), for each n > N. This completes the proof of Theorem
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