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Abstract

Approximation properties of periodic quasi-projection operators with matrix dilations are
studied. Such operators are generated by a sequence of functions ¢; and a sequence of distribu-
tions/functions @;. Error estimates for sampling-type quasi-projection operators are obtained
under the periodic Strang-Fix conditions for ¢; and the compatibility conditions for ¢; and ;.
These estimates are given in terms of the Fourier coefficients of approximated functions and
provide analogs of some known non-periodic results. Under some additional assumptions error
estimates are given in other terms in particular using the best approximation. A number of
examples are provided.
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1 Introduction

Approximation properties of non-periodic quasi-projection operators are actively studied by many
authors. The class of such operators is very large, it includes classical sampling and sampling-type
expansions (see, e.g., [40, [42] [6] 37, [, O 8, [T7, 22] 24, 26] and the references therein), Kantorovich-
Kotelnikov operators and their generalizations (see, e.g., [2 [30L 10, 12, 1T, 411 25]), scaling expansions
associated with wavelet constructions (see, e.g., [19 20 4] [5] [18, 23, [38]) and others. The most general
form of the multivariate quasi-projection operator with a dilation matrix M is given by

> m! L E(MT - —R))p(M - —k), (1)
kezd
where ¢ is a function and @ is a distribution or function, m = |det M|, and the inner product

(f, (M7 - —k)) has meaning in some sense. _ _
For a suitable function/distribution ¢, the periodization of m? p(M”-) leads to the sequence {¢;}
of periodic functions/distributions such that the k-th Fourier coefficient of ¢; is equal to (M*~’k),
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where @ is the Fourier transform of ¢. So, in the periodic case, the quasi-projection operators take
the form

J

Q;(f: 05, ¢5) = %Z(ﬁ%(' — M7k))p;(- = M~7k),
k

J
able normalization (see Section 3 for more details). In particular, the periodization of the clas-

sical sampling expansion, where ¢ is the Dirac delta-function and ¢ is the sinc-function, leads to

where the sum over £ is finite due to the periodicity of ¢; and the multiplier mi is for a suit-

Q;(f,¢j,;), where @; is a periodic distribution whose Fourier coefficients are fﬁ;(k:) =1,k €74 and
©;j =mI A\, where A; is a 1-periodic fundamental interpolant on a grid M 7k, i.e. A;(M k) = doy,
ke Mi[-1/2,1/2)2NZ4. Tt is easy to see that in this case, Q;(f, ¢;,®;) takes a sampling form

Q;(f:05, @) = Pi(f) =Y F(MIk)A;(- — M7k).
k

Univariate and multivariate fundamental interpolants A; on the uniform grids and the corre-
sponding quasi-projection operators P;(f) were investigated by many authors (see, e.g., [28] [13] [36]
311, 32, 35]).

It is well known that in the non-periodic case some compatibility of ¢ and ¢ and the Strang-Fix
conditions for ¢ are required for successful error estimates. The periodic Strang-Fix conditions were
introduced in [7]. For the case of the diagonal dilation matrix M = 2I; under the periodic Strang-
Fix conditions of order s > d/2 for the sequence {A;}, the results in [7] and [34] yield the following
error estimate for P; in Ly norm

17 = Pi(D)ll2 < C2Tm O ],

where v > d/2 and H} is the Sobolev space of order 7.

Many results in harmonic analysis involve spaces described in terms of the Fourier transform (in
the non-periodic case) such as the Fourier algebra and different its generalizations, see, e.g., [15],
[27]. Similarly, in the periodic case, spaces described in terms of the Fourier coefficients appear. In
particular, a natural class of such spaces, including the Sobolev space Hj and the Wiener algebra,
consists of the spaces Ay such that the Af-norm is a weighted /;-norm of the sequence of Fourier
coefficients (see Section 2). For the case M = 2I;, under the strengthened Strang-Fix conditions of
order s the following error estimate for P; in the Ag-norm was obtained by Sprengel [35]

If = Bi(N)llag < C277mmt=esd fl] o, (2)

where ¢ > 1,7 > a >0, and v > d(1—1/q). For lattices generated by a matrix M whose eigenvalues
are greater or equal (in absolute value) than 2, an analogous estimate was obtained by Bergmann
and Prestin in [3].

The goal of this paper is to obtain periodic analogs of some author’s results in [22] [24] [25].
Namely, in [22] the error analysis of non-periodic quasi-projection operators (Il) was given for a class
of tempered distributions ¢, including the Dirac delta-function, and for a wide class of functions ¢
with enough decay of ¢ itself as well as its Fourier transform @. Error estimates in L,-norm, p > 2,
were obtained under the assumptions of the Strang-Fix conditions of order s for ¢ and the weak
compatibility of ¢ and @ of order s (which means vanishing of all derivatives up to order s in the
origin of the function 1 — @5) The obtained estimates show that the approximation order depends
on the smoothness of f and on s. In particular, it was established that the approximation order
equals s for smooth enough functions f. Similar results were obtained in [24] for the same class
of distributions ¢ and a class of band-limited functions ¢, including the sinc-function, under the

assumption of strict compatibility of ¢ and @ (which means that the function 1 — fﬁé is identical



zero in a neighborhood of the origin). In this case, it was shown that the approximation order
depends only on the smoothness of f. In [25], Kantorovich-Kotelnikov type operators, that are
the quasi-projection operators ([Il) with summable ¢ and band-limited ¢, were investigated. These
operators are bounded in L, for 1 < p < co. Under the assumption of weak compatibility of ¢ and
¢ of order s, the Ly-rate of convergence was given in terms of the classical moduli of smoothness of
order s.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to notation and basic definitions. A
wide class of periodic sampling-type quasi-projection operators Q;(f, ¢;,®;) with matrix dilations
is introduced in Section 3. The main results are presented in Section 4. Error estimates in terms of
the Fourier coefficients of the approximated function is given in Section 4.1. Under the Strang-Fix
conditions of order s for ¢; and the weak compatibility of order s of functions ¢; and distributions
¢j, an error estimate in the AZ-norm is obtained in Theorem [6l Under the same assumptions, an
error estimate for @); in the L,-norm, p > 2, is obtained in Theorem This theorem provides a
periodic analog of the results obtained in [22]. In Section 4.2, under some additional assumptions on
the distributions @; and the matrix dilations M, we give several improvements of the error estimates
obtained in the previous section. Particulary, if ¢; and ¢; are strongly compatible, then we show
that the error estimate for Q;(f,v;,®;) can be given only in terms of the best approximation
(see Theorem [I9)), but if ¢; and @; are weakly compatible, then the corresponding estimates are
given simultaneously in terms of Fourier coefficients and the best approximation (see Theorem 22]).
The case of Kantorovich-type quasi-projection operators (i.e., ¢; is an integrable function) is also
considered. In Section 5, we provide some examples.

2 Notation

We use the standard multi-index notations. Let N be the set of positive integers, R? be the d-
dimensional Euclidean space, Z¢ be the integer lattice in R?, T¢ = R?/Z be the d-dimensional torus.
Let x = (x1,...,74)7 andy = (y1,...,ya4)" be column vectors in R?, then (z,y) := z1y1+ - - +2q¥d,
|z == /(2,2); 0=(0,...,00T e R: Z4 :={z €Z: x> 0,k=1,...,d}.Ifa € R, r > 0, then
B, (a) denotes the ball of radius r with the center in a.
d
If o € 24, we set [a] :kzlak, Def = olols

0%l xy...0%xy"

If Ais adx d matrix, then ||A|| denotes its operator norm in R%; A* denotes the conjugate
matrix to A.

Let M be a dilation matrix, i.e. an integer valued d x d matrix, such that the absolute value of
each its eigenvalue is greater than 1, m := |det M|, D(M) := M[-1/2,1/2)4NZ%. Tt is known (see,
e.g., [21, Chapter 2]) that D(M) is a set of digits of M, and any k € Z? can be uniquely represented
ask=Mn+r,re D(M),neZ%

Since the spectrum of the operator M ~! is located in B,.(0), where r = 7(M 1) := EIJP | M 3|7

J oo

is the spectral radius of M !, and there exists at least one point of the spectrum on the boundary
of the ball, we have _ _
HM7J|‘ SCM,ﬂﬁiju .7207 (3)

for every positive number ¢ whose absolute value is smaller than absolute value of any eigenvalue of
M. In particular, we can take ¥ > 1 and, hence, lim;_, | ||[M 77| = 0.

A matrix M is called isotropic if it is similar to a diagonal matrix such that numbers A1, ..., Ay
are placed on the main diagonal and |A;| = -+ = |\g|. Thus, A\1,..., \g are eigenvalues of M and
the spectral radius of M is equal to |A|, where X\ is one of the eigenvalues of M. Note that if the
matrix M is isotropic then M* and M7 are isotropic for all j € Z. It is well known that for an
isotropic matrix M and for any j € Z we have

CHIAP <M <IN, jer, (4)



where ) is one of the eigenvalues of M, constants C, C3¥ do not depend on j.

1/
We will use notation L, for the space L,(T¢) with the usual norm | f|, = (de |f(a:)|pd:1:) :

for 1 < p < o0, and || f|lec = vraisup|f|.
If f € Ly, then f(k), k € Z¢, denotes the k-th Fourier coefficient of f.
For g € L1, we will use the following notation ¢~ (¢) = g(—t).
As usual, the convolution of appropriate functions f and g is given by

(fxg)(z) = /Td fx —t)g(t)dt.

We will use notation 0, (z) := (1 + |2[?)%, a > 0, z € R% Tt is easy to check that
Oo(z +y) < ba(2)baly) Va,y € R (5)
Since |M|| > 1 for any dilation matrix M, and hence ||[M*/|| > 1 for all j € N, we have
() = 6 (M M) < || M*]|"00(M* ). (6)
Also, for a > 0 and 1 < ¢ < oo, we will use notation
0y = {w = {axtr  {0a(B)zr}r € 4}, Ly = Ly(ZY),

and ||I||gqa = |{O0a(k)z }kle, for = € £5.
Let 1 < ¢ < oo and a > 0. The space A7 of periodic functions is defined by

Agi={fe L {fmh e, Iflag = I{FEelley.

These spaces include the Wiener algebra A := AY of functions with absolutely convergent Fourier
series. It is clear that A'g C A7 for B > a. If ¢ = 2, then the space AJ coincides with the Sobolev
space H$'. So a can be considered as a smoothness parameter. However, these smoothness properties
(except p = 2) differ from usual smoothness of the fractional Sobolev spaces H. Some embeddings

of AZ into H} and vice versa can be found in [35].

For a function f € Ay, we set

119 = (X2 Ifwrem) L i, = (X Fmeesm) .

kgD(M*7) kED(M*3)
for 1 < g < o0, and
IFIR 5= sup  |F(K)6a(k), [IfI4s ;= sup [f(K)|6a(k)
k¢ D(M*3) keD(M*3)

for ¢ = co. For convenience, we will also use the following notation:

IG5 = D0 IFR)0Lk), 1% = >0 1F(R)|%04 (k).

kgD (M*7) keD(M*3)

Let D = C°°(T%) be the space of infinitely differentiable functions on R? that are periodic with
period 1. A continuous linear functional on the space D is a periodic distribution. The linear space
of periodic distributions we denote by D’. For a periodic distribution ¢ € D’ and a function f € D,

we denote the action of ¢ on f by ¢(f). For convenience, we will use notation (¢, f) := ¢(f) and



(f,0) = {p, f). It is known (see, e.g., [14, p. 322], [33, p. 144]) that any periodic distribution ¢ can
be expanded in a weakly convergent (in D’) Fourier series

pla) =Y pln)em o), (7)

nezd

where the sequence {$(n)}, has at most polynomial growth and for any f € D

= fm)en)

nezd

Also, conversely, for any sequence {@(n)},, of at most polynomial growth the series in the right-hand
side of () converges weakly to a periodic distribution. The numbers @(n) are called the Fourier
coefficients of a periodic distribution ¢ and @(n) = (p, e2™(™)) = p(e=27")). The convolution of
f € D and the distribution ¢ is defined by (f * ¢)(x) = {f, p(z — -)).

3 Sampling-type quasi-projection operators

In this section, we define the periodic quasi-projection operators Q;(f, ¢;, ;), where ¢ € L1, ¢; €
D', jeN, by
5 ! > ~j -j
Q;i(f, i, 0i) = ooy Z (f,@;(- = M7k))p;i(- — M77k).

keD(M7)

By the definition of D’, such an operator @); has meaning only for f € D, and

.35 = MR = 3 J()F, ()emitM b, (8)

ez

But since the Fourier coefficients of ¢; have polynomial growth, the latter series converges for any f
whose Fourier coefficients decay sufficiently fast. Thus, to extend the class of functions f, we define
the inner product (f,$;(- — M~7k)) by ([®).

Next, we introduce several conditions on the sequences of functions ¢; and distributions @;
under which the quasi-projection operator Q;(f, ¢;, ;) provides good enough approximation of an
appropriate function f. For additional motivation of these conditions, we consider their connection
with the analogous conditions for the non-periodic case (see [22] [24]). For this, we note that the
periodic and non-periodic cases can be connected via periodization as follows. Let ¢ € L;(R?) with
{@(k)}peza € €1. Setting @;(z) :=mI/2p(MIx +1) and

i) =m! Yy oM (@ + k) =m!? Y g+ k), 9)
k k

where the multiplier m?/? is for a suitable normalization, we have that each @; is in Ly and by the
Poisson summation formula,

I):mJ/QZ@I)( 2mi(k,z) Z%’M* Jk 2mi(k,z) Z‘P 27'r1kz
k

which implies that @; (k) = p(M*~7k).
1. The conditions on the growth of order N > 0 for Fourier coeflicients of {@;};:
35k < ColM KN, vk ¢ D(M™), VjeN,

G.(k)| < Cs Vj € N.
remax 185 (k) < Cg, j €



These conditions correspond to the following non-periodic conditions:

2(6)] < ClelNY for € ¢ [~1/2,1/2)¢

and R
P < Cp for &e[-1/2,1/2)%

To show this, we note that Q/Z;(k) = @(M *=Jk). Thus, if non-periodic conditions are valid for @,
then conditions (I0)) are valid for @;.
2. The Strang-Fix conditions of order s, s > 0, for a sequence of functions {¢;};:

55 (M*n +1)] < bu|M*7Ir[*, ¥Yn#£0, Vre DMY). (11)

This corresponds to the well known Strang-Fix conditions for a non-periodic function ¢: D?@(n) = 0,
for n £ 0, [f] < s, s € N and the condition that ¢ is boundedly differentiable up to order s. Indeed,
by Taylor’s formula near the point £ = n, we have for r € D(M*7)

Thus, since p;(M*n+r) = @(n + M*Ir), we get |[p;(M*n+r)| < Cs | M*~Ir|°.
For error estimates in the non-periodic case (see, e.g., [22]), the following additional assumption
helps:
D IR+ &) < B, VEeR [ <s.
nezd
A periodic analog of this condition is {b,}n € 4.
3. The weak compatibility conditions of order s, s > 0, for {¢;}; and {@;};:

<bo|M*Ir|*, ¥re D(M*), VjeN. (12)

1-Z0E )

This corresponds to the following non-periodic condition: DA(1 — @3) (0)=0, [l <s,seN, and

condition that cﬁ@ is boundedly differentiable up to order s. Indeed, by Taylor’s formula near the
point & = 0,

- 1 —
PIM*Ir)p(M*=ir) =1+ Y %(M**jr)ﬁ/ (1 —t)* DPGH(tM*~Ir)dt. (13)
Bl=s"" 0

Thus, since (M *~I7r)G(M*=ir) = j(r)3; (r), we have |1 — 3;(r)@; (r)| < Cy 5| M*Ir|*.
4. The conditions on the uniform boundedness of the Fourier coefficients of {¢;};:

pi(k)| < C Vj € N. 14
om0 < Cp. Vi€ (14)

4 Error estimates for Q;(f, v;, ¢;)

4.1 Estimates in terms of the Fourier coefficients

First we establish two utility lemmas. For convenience, in the proofs of these lemmas we will use
the following notation

Cy:= max 91(90):(14—%) .



Lemma 1 Let1 <g<oo,1/p+1/g=1,j €N, a >0, {;}; be a sequence of periodic distributions
whose Fourier coefficients satisfy condition (I0) with parameter N > 0. Suppose f € A7, where
v>N+d/p forq#1ory>N forgq=1. Then, if 1 <g< o0
q 7
SIS Flr o+ MG (r o+ M| 63(r) | < CremlIM M FIQY

re D(M*i) |n#0
and if ¢ = o0
sup Y f(r+ MIn)§;(r + M*n)| 0a(r) < Cpem || M7 |*[ M| £14
r€ D(M*7) n£0
where the constant CLey, does not depend on j and f.

Proof. First let 1 < ¢ < oo and a = 0. Applying Holder’s inequality, condition (), and the

[ M=—7
fact that |M*Jk| < B

, we derive

q

ST Y Fr+ MG (r 4+ Moin)

re€ D(M*3) |n#0

= Z Z |7«+M*Jn|p y—N)

r€ D(M*3) \n#0

1S

X D 1T+ M) [213(r + MT) o7 M| 70N

n#0
%
M5 (1[4 1 |a(v—N)
Sre%l%a) Z |T+M*Jn|pv ) > | HWIRZIGINL
kg D(M*3)
. b
< |MI 0N max Yo ———— | CYMrIN N | (k)91 | Y
sel-1/21/2)1 \ St In+ PO |79 b D)

< CF NOLIM* 7| 554"

Repeating the same steps, the required estimate for ¢ = co can be derived. For ¢ = 1, we have

S D Fr 4+ MG+ Men) < ST |FR) (k)|

re D(M*3) |n#0 k¢ D(M~3)
. F *—j .| N YO~ *—j LY v *—j || Out
<Cp Y fmIMTIRN <2C; Y |f Fk) M=k < 27Cg||M*|| 117
k¢ D(M*7) k¢ D(M*9)

since |[M*~7k| > % for k ¢ D(M*) and |[M*—7k|N < (2|M*~ k)N < (2|M*—Tk|)".
To prove the lemma for o > 0, it is sufficient to note that
max  G%(r) < [|[M*]% max GL(M*Ir) < [MY)? max 62(x) < CY| M7, (15)

reD(M*3) reD(M*i) ze[- 3,4

and Crem = Cp 4, nC3CT for ¢ > 1 and Crem = 27C5CYF for ¢ =1. &



Remark 2 The constant Cp . N in the proof of Lemma [d can be estimated as follows (see [31],
Lemma 1.10])

1 d v !
P — p(v—N) v - -
CpN = o9 Z |n+§|p(7 N) = <2 22 p(r— N)/2< ) <1+ 2(p(y = N) —v)> '

272

Lemma 3 Let 1 <¢g<oo, 1/p+1/¢g=1,j €N, a >0, {¢;}; and {$,}; be sequences of periodic
functions and periodic distributions, respectively, whose Fourier coefficients are such that conditions

{Id), {I@), @), (T4 are valid with parameters N >0, s >0, and b = {b,},, € £5. Suppose f € A},
where v >« and vy > N +d/p forq#1 orv> N forq=1,

(X \f =Y Flu MG o bz )08 )it g < oo

neZd lezd
sup Z F n—i—M*Jl)cpJ(n—i—M*Jl)cpJ( )|0a(n), if ¢g=o00
nezs lezd
Then ‘ ‘
I< M| NM PP F e + Co MM LAY (16)

where the constants C1 and Cy do not depend on j and f.

Proof. First, we consider the case ¢ < oo. Set

q

Ji=10= 3" \fn) = 3" Fln+ M¥1)G;(n + MI1)F5(n)| 6%(n)

nezd lezd

and split the sum J into two parts such that
J= Y+ Y. =Jd+.L
neD(M*i)  ng¢D(M*JF)

Estimating Jy, we derive

q

Jo = Z A( ) — f( )%% Zf n—l—M*ﬂl)m%( )| 62 (n)

neD(M*7) 1#0
<2t Y [fn) = T ()5 (n)|70L(n)
neD(M*3)

q

20 > 3 Fln+ M) (0 + MDG5(n)| 65(n) =: Joo + Jou.
neD(M*i) |1£0

For the first term Jyo, by the compatibility conditions for ¢; and @; of order s, see (I2)), we get

Jo =283 1F )" = 3, (n)F5(n)] 96 (n)

neD(M*i)

a *—711gs iy s 4 *—711qs In
<S2oBg[MEIN N [ ()| 0|0 (n) < 29 b3 M| [F [t
neD(M*7)



For the second term Jy;, by Lemma [[ and (I4]), we have

q

Jo=28 3|3 Flnt MG (n+ M1F5 ()| 04(n)

neD(M*3) |10

q
<2r max |p;i(n)| n—l—MJl i(n+ ML) 0L(n
J e
neD(M7) neD(M=i) |10
< 28 CLOT,, IIM || M7 ||| £ 555

Thus, the term Jy is estimated by

Lem

Jo <28 (WM PSS+ CLC

e || A= 1595

Consider J;. By Minkowski’s inequality, we get

Jui= Y () = FE; (@5 ) = 7 Fln+ MG, (n+ M30)g;(n)| 04(n)
n¢gD(M*7) 1#0
<2} Fn) = F) 33 (m5 )| 03.0)
ngD(M+J)

q

+28 30 13 Fln+ MUDG(n+ MAG5(n)| 04(n) =: Jio + Jun.

ngD(M*3) |1£0
Again, by Minkowski’s inequality,

-~

29

JlO < 227‘1 Z |f(n)|qeg(n) + 27 Z ‘f(n)g%;(n)@(n) ! Hg(n) = JlOO + J101.

ngD(M*3) ngD(M*3)

For the sum .Jygg, using the inequality = Tl < |”J\Iz\{/[* J]n”‘, we derive

2 |n|d0r—a) 2 Out 1
Jigo =27 E 191 (n) <27 L _
100 ngbarsy M7 et (1" n) < 2711535 ngD(05) [n]10—)
1
max —————
ng¢D(M*3) |M*—Jn|‘Z(’Y_O¢)

< 2% 910 A o0 g,

,Out
Pllfllq )

where the last inequality is valid since for n ¢ D(M*7) we have |[M*~In| > 1/2.

Consider Jyg;. By the Strang-Fix conditions (IIl) and inequalities (@), @) and (&), for any

n = M*k+r with k # 0 and r € D(M*7), we obtain

185 (n)|764.(n) < bEIM (2| M| 2068 (k)08 (M) < [[b]1f CACF |20,



Therefore,

24 S~ =,
Do =27 Y |[FmEmEm)| 65m)
ngD(M*i)
2q st %711 NN
= 2%l I S| F)gi ()
ngD(M*i)
2q ST *7 || *—7 T
< 2% bl COCH M M NS | F )9l
ngD(M*i)

q

|n|q'Y

2q sta *7 || o *—7 N _
=27 b]|g, CaCH O pr e pr I NN ) e

ng D(M*3)
|| M7 ||alv =)

2q S+ *7 || *—7 Ny
<27 ||b||ZgoOg( i )O:IZHM e[ J||Nq Z |f(”)|q|”|qvm

n¢D(M*7)

< 272108, Cgr O M| A%

where the last inequality is valid because |[M*~/n| > 1/2 whenever n ¢ D(M*?), and, therefore,

1 1
- - _ - _9ay=N)
M In[ao ™) = B8 T ina™) 2 '

Combining the estimates for Jigg and Jig1, we get

JlO S 227(1 (2‘1(7*04) 2‘1(’)’ N)”b”q Cq S+a)cq) ||M*J||qa||M* qu'nyHq,Out-

Now, let us estimate J1;. By Minkowski’s inequality,

q

Ju=27 3 3 Fln+ MU0 (n+ MDF5(n)| 64(n)
ngD(M*3) |17#£0

q
=28 3 NI+ M) Flr+ Mk +1)35(r + M (k+1)| 0%(r + M*k)
reD(M*7) k#0 1#0
=27 S Y 1Gr+ MR f(r )3, (r)]96%.(r + M*Ik)
reD(M*3) k#0
q
ST NG+ MRS flr+ MY (k+ 1)3;(r + M3 (k +1))| 04(r + M*Ik)
reD(M*J) k#0 1#0
I#—k
=:Jy10 + Ji11

Using the Strang-Fix conditions ([I), inequalities (@), (@) and conditions (I0), we obtain

T <25 ST M f) 5 ()96 () S Hes (M)
reD(M*J) k#0
29 *—j s sq| F| ®j ||
<2V CLIMTIT Y | F ) 268 ()| M 2 bl
reD(M*9)
2q *j (| o *—7j(|S n
<27 CR[bllgallM )| > M1 £

Aytey

10



For the second term Ji11, using Lemma [I with o = 0, the Strang-Fix conditions (II)) and (ITI),
inequalities (B) and (@), we get

q

=27 Y NG+ MRS Flr o+ M (k4 1) (r + M (k+1)| 6%(r + M*k)

reD(M*3) k#£0 1£0
1#—k

<2 N ST M908 (M )08 (k)
reD(M*7) k#0

x| N7 Fr + Mk + 1)@, (r + M (k + 1))

I#—k

<27 It e N g (k) N |30 ok M (kD)5 (r + M (k + 1)

k#0 reD(M*i) Lz;ok
29 + o
< 2% O3 b1, €L, M| ML | £

Thus, combining the estimates for Ji1, J110, and Jy111, we derive
2q . . N
Jin <27 GBI 1M ML

,O
I M £

Lem

29 ~q(s+a)
+ 25 g o,
Finally, the estimates for Jy, Jig, and Jy1 yield

T < Co |79 M7 7 £
) ,O
+ Coo 1M M fI%2T A+ Copy [ 2 M F55

which together with (I7) implies
q
ST |F) = 32 Fon+ MG (n+ MIF5 ()| 6(n)
nezd lezd

a —q ,Out
< 2 bg || M ] [P I 1 (R P 5

q,In q 4
AT T QPO CLem

, » ) o
+ Cono 1M M f%200 |+ (Cong + Cor MM |4 | M £55

j _j I ,Out
< Cr||MH ][9] M™ Jllqsllfll‘i;fa + Co|| M| 1M T 115575

which completes the proof of ([IG) for the case ¢ < oo.
If now ¢ = oo, then repeating step by step all above estimates, one can easily obtain (@) for this
case. <

Remark 4 Analyzing the proof of Lemmal3, it is not difficult see that
Cr = 2503 + 23 CLplg,. O < Chlble. + CF b5

where Ch and C§ do not depend on b.
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Remark 5 If under the assumptions of Lemma[3 the functions ¢; are trigonometric polynomials
such that spec ¢; C M*jBR(O), then the assumption {b,}, € £y is not required. Indeed, there
exists a finite set Q C Z¢, depending only on R and d, such that @(M*Jn + 1) #0 for at least one
r € D(M*7) only for n € Q. Analyzing the proof of Lemmal3, we see that [bllea can be replaced by

Crallblle.. -

Theorem 6 Let1 < g<oo, 1/p+1/g=1,j€N, a>0, and let {¢;};, {#;}; be a sequence of
periodic functions in L, and periodic distributions, respectively, whose Fourier coefficients are such
that conditions (I0), (1), I2), (T4) are valid with parameters N > 0, s > 0, and {bn}n € £ .

Suppose f € A, where v > a and v > N +d/p for q# 1 orv> N for q=1. Then

If = Qi(f. 05, @)l ag < ClM P DL |mintrsted| £y, (18)

where C' does not depend on j and f.
In addition, if M is an isotropic matriz and X is its eigenvalue, then

If = Qi (£, 05 8i)ll g < C/IAIT miRO=200 0 £y, (19)

where C" does not depend on j and f.

Proof. First of all we mention that the inner product (f,@;(- — M ~7k)) has meaning under our
assumptions, and hence the operator Q,;(f,¢;, ;) is well defined. Taking into account that

Z 2mi(k,M* 1) {mj, if =0 (modM*),
e ’ =

ke D(M) 0, if  r#0 (modM™),

we derive the following representation for the Fourier coefficients of g := f — Q;(f, ¢;, ¥;):

G(n) = f(n) — % Z (f,@5(- — M—jk»@(n)e—%i(n,z\/r%)
keD(M7)
= fm) - %@(n) > 00} 3 epmilhMT )
lezd keD(M?)
= F(n) = 35(n) Y Fln+ M*1)3;(n+ M*il).
lezd

Using this together with Lemma 3] taking into account that ||M*7|| =1 < ||M*~7], we obtain
IF = Q;(F,05: 8l ag < CoLlM™ PHM I+ £l gga + Col M| M7 fllaz- (20)

Assume first that s +a <. Obviously, in this case, || f|| ys+o < || f||47 and | M*=3||7 < || M*—T ||t
q

for all j such that ||[M*~7|| < 1. By (@), the last inequality is valid for all j which are greater than
some appropriate jo, and there exists a constant Cj, such that [|[M*~7[|Y < Cj, || M*~7||5T for all
j < jo, which yields (I8]).

Next, if s + « > v, then we set s’ = v — « and note that all assumptions of Theorem [ with
s’ instead of s are satisfied. Indeed, we need to check that (1) and ([I2) are valid for s’. For low
dimensions (d < 4), we have |[M*~Jr| < 1 for r € D(M*/) and, therefore, (IT)) and (I2)) obviously

S§—S

. . Nz
hold. For d > 4, [IJ]) and (I2) are valid for s’ if we replace the constants b,, by b, (T) . Hence,

inequality (20) with s instead of s holds and s’ + @ = v = min{s + a,~}, which yields (IJ).
Finally, inequality ([[9) follows immediately from (I8]) and relation ). <

12



Note that estimate ([[9) is actually a generalization of ([2). To compare these relations, one has
to take into account that (2] was obtained under the following strengthened Strang-Fix conditions
of order s for a sequence of fundamental interpolants {A;};:

1A (270 + )| < bylr[2796T)  n £ 0,1 € D(M™).
Analyzing the proof of Lemma [B it is not difficult to see that under the same strengthened Strang-
Fix conditions for {¢;}; instead of (IIl), we can replace min{y — 2a, s — a} by min{y — «, s} in
inequality (9.
Remark 7 If under the assumptions of Theorem[6, the functions ¢; are trigonometric polynomials
such that spec @; C D(M*7), then, analyzing the proof of Lemmal3, one can easily see that
Iy — *—7] - ,Out
Ji=Jwo= Y |f)]90(n) < 2007 M a 0| £ 42,
ngD(M*3)

which together with () implies

In *x—7119s *7||qoe *—7 ,Ou
J < Cull e IMIT|9 + Co M M F 557
It follows that {I8) can be replaced by

I = Qi (£, 05, 8l g < CIMI ||| D Rinlstad £ 4o,

where C' does not depend on j and f. In a similar way, relation (I9) can be also improved in this
case.

Next we need the following embedding properties between the spaces L, and Ag.
Proposition 8 If2<p<oo, 1/p+1/q=1, then Ag C Ly, with
£l < 11l ac- (21)

Relation (2I)) is the classical Hausdorff-Young inequality, for its multivariate version see, e.g., [16],
p. 174] or [35].
Theorem 9 Let 2 <p < oo, 1/p+1/qg=1, {p;};, {¢g;}i, N, s, and 7 be as in Theorem [@ with
a=0and f € A]. Then

I1f = Qi(f 05 @), < CLIM I IPIFIN 5 + Co 1M IV IFISYS (22)

where C1 and Cy do not depend on j and f.
If 9 is any positive number which is smaller in absolute value than any eigenvalue of M, then

1f = Qi(f, 05, @)l < COTI ™M ]|y, (23)

where C does not depend on j and f. In addition, if M is an isotropic matriz and X is its eigenvalue,
then ¢ can be replaced by |A| in (23).

Proof. Obviously, the operator Q;(f,¢;,$;) is well defined and belongs to L, under our as-
sumptions. Using (21I)), one can see that f € L, and

1f = Qi (fs 05,0, < If = Q(f: 05,8l a0 - (24)

Analyzing the proof of Theorem [ and using Lemma [B] we obtain ([22]). Inequality @3) follows
from @4), ([I8) with o = 0, and @]). It remains to say that in the case of isoropic matrix M, one
can use (@) instead of @). <

Note that non-periodic counterparts of the results stated in Theorem [0 were obtained in [22], see
Theorems 4, 5.
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Corollary 10 If under the assumptions of Theorem [d we have f(n) = O(|n|™"), where k > N +d,
and M is an isotropic matriz, then

(’)(|)\|_j5), s < k—d/q,
||f_Qj(f7(pj7§5j)||p: O(j|>‘|7js)a S:K_d/qv (25)
O(|/\|_j(”_g)), s>k —d/q,

where \ is an eigenvalue of M.

d

Proof. First, we assume that s < kK — % and choose v > N + % such that s < v < kK — v

Therefore, s —k < y— K < —g and both expressions || f| %O?t and ||f||?4h;, in (22)) are finite. Hence,
qs 7
inequality (22)) together with (@) yields that

If = Qj(fr 05, BHIL < CIM*I)|% " [k~ = O(|| M*||%).
kezd

Now, we assume that s > x — %. Choose v > N + % such that v < k — %l' Let us consider the

second term in ([22]). Since ﬁ < ‘”AI/\I{:]JI we get
) . 1
*=j||qv|| £]|9Out *—j||qv
PR S e Y S e
n#0 re D(M*J)
) M*—J||a(k=)
LD VD VR
n;ﬁOrGD(M*j)ge[_fﬁ)d |TL—|—§|

< Cm? || M7
Next, consider the first term in (22)). Then

p— 7] _ _
M= % < O ST ] e,
neD(M*7)

It is clear that there exists A = A(d) > v/d/2 such that for |n| > A, |z|/2 < |n| < 2|z| for any
z € n+ 1[-1,1)¢ (note that anyway |z| > A, for some A > 0). Therefore, if s — k > 0, then
[n|(s=®)a < 2(s=®)a|p|(s=M)4 and if s — K < 0, then |n|c=%)9 < (|x|/2)(5~®)2, Thus,

|n|(s=R) < 2Is—r~c|q/ || (5= g,
n+i[—1,1)¢
Hence,
S e = 3 i $ pp|e=0a < Gy 4 glorla / | (=P g
ne€D(M*7) In|<A [n|>A

A<|z|< || M*i|\/E
|23/

< Cqy / pls=mlatd=1g, < e’

Cslog [ M, s = — &
Cal| M| (o= =D g > 5 — &

A

Overall, for s = k — %l inequality (22 and above considerations yields that

1f = Qi (f 05, @)l < CIM7||% (m? || M7 || + log || M*7]]).
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For s > k — g inequality (22)) and above considerations yields that

~ ] *—J||qK *—J 1198 w1 (s—(k—2
1f = Qs(f. 05, @)l < Clm? | M7 4 [ M= 7 ||| a7 o (=309,

It remains to note that m = |A|? for isotropic dilation matrix, and using (@), we get the required
estimates. &

Let B = Bs g denote the class of sequences of trigonometric polynomials ¢;, j € N, such that

spec 5 © M (Br(0)\ |J  Bs(n), (26)
neZi\{0}
GO <C, VjeNV ez, (27)

for some positive constants R, d, and C’S’a.
Note that {¢;}; belongs to B whenever (27) is valid and

spec ¢; C M*([-1+6,1-0]%), §€(0,1/2).

Definition 11 We say that a sequence of integrable periodic functions {¢;}; is strictly compatible
with a sequence of periodic distributions {@;}; if

—

o;0p;() =1, VjeNVIez!: M| <g, (28)

for some § > 0.

Theorem 12 Let 1 < g < oo, 1/p+1/qg=1, {@;}; be a sequence of periodic distributions satisfy-
ing (I0) with N > 0, and a sequence of trigonometric polynomials {¢;}; € B be strictly compatible
with {$;}; with respect to the parameter § € (0,1/2). Suppose f € A7, wherey >0 and~y > N+d/p
forq#1 or~vy>N forq=1, and a € [0,7). Then

If = QilF, 05, 8l ag < CIMIIP M| D0 Il | (29)

|M*—ir|>5

and moreover, in the case p > 2,

Q=

If = Qi(fr e @), < M | D2 HIf@) ) (30)

|M*=ir|>8
where C, C" do not depend on f and j.

Proof. As in Theorem [6] the operator Q;(f, ¢;,®;) is well defined under our assumptions. Let us
check that for any s > 0 the Strang-Fix conditions of order s for ¢; and the weak compatibility
conditions for ¢; and @; of order s are satisfied. Indeed, let n € Z%n # 0,r € D(M*Y). If
|M*=Ir| <6, then p;(M*n+r) =0;if [M*~Jr| > §, then, by (21,

|05 (M*n + )| < 0;5_555 < C;(S_S|M*_jr|s.

Thus, conditions (II)) are satisfied with b, = C,d~*. Similarly, for every r € D(M*7), using 21,
@8) and ([IQ), we have

11— 3;(N@;(r)] < (14 CLCZ)8756° < (1+ CLCz)5*|M* I,
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which implies that (I2) is satisfied with by = (1 + C,Cz)d ™.
Now, taking into account Remark Bl we see that all assumptions of Lemma [3 are fulfilled with
any s > 0. Analyzing the proof of this lemma, we see that
q
Ti= 3" |fn) —p;(n) > Fln+ MYD)G,;(n+ M*31)| 6(n)

nezd lezd

< Joo + Juao + Col M| M| 1494,

Obviously,
,Out T
A5 <2 Y | F)|.
|M—ir|>5

Repeating step by step the estimates for Jog and Ji10, using (28], (26]), and Remark 5l and taking
into account that ||M*7]|=! < ||M*~7||, we obtain

T =273 |F@I - 505 )68
reD(M*J)
< 20(at1/P)pa|| pped|| || pp+—d || (s+e)a Z |r|9(s+) | F(r)|2
M6

and
2 _ il T i
Do =27 3 D (G5 + MUR) ()5 ()14 (r + M k)
reD(M*i) k#0
< 2q(a+2/p)5—sc;0%0%)a||M*j||2aq||M*—j||(s+a)q Z |T|¢Z(s+a) |9,
|M==ir|26
where CRr o is the constant from Remark Substituting these relations into (BI]) and choosing
$ =7 — a, we obtain (29)).
To prove [B0) it remains to set & = 0 and combine [29) with @I)). <

Note that relation (B0]) with p = oo is a periodic analog of Theorem 15 in [24], which, in turn, is
a generalization of Brown’s inequality, see [6].

Proposition 13 If under the assumptions of Theorem [13, equality 28) holds for all | € D(M*7)
and spec p; C D(M*7), then

Q=

If = Qi(f. 05, 8l ag < CIMII M| Y0 I (33)
rgD(M*7)

and moreover, in the case p > 2,

Q=

If = Qi(fspsn@ll, < CIMTI | Y Il (34)

rgD(M*7)
where C and C' do not depend on f and j.
Proof. Analyzing the proof of Theorem [I2] we see that under our assumptions Jyo = J119 = 0

and
JOut "
1155 <2 3 F.
r@D(M*3)

Using this and taking into account Remark [7, we obtain ([B3]) and &4). ¢
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4.2 L,-errors using the best approximation

In this section, we will show that in some partial cases the results obtained in the previous sections
can be sharpened and extended to a wider class of functions f than those considered in Theorems [@]
@ and Moreover, we show that the Ly-error estimates for Q;(f,¢;, ;) can be given using the
best approximation.

We restrict ourselves to the case of a diagonal dilation matrix M = diag(mi, ma, ..., mq), m; € Z,
and the case {¢;}; € B, where B = Bs g is the class of sequences of trigonometric polynomials
introduced in Section 4.1.

We need to specify the class of tempered distributions {@;};. We will say that a sequence of
tempered distributions {¢;}; belongs to the class Sj/v,p for some N > 0and 1 < p < oo if it
satisfies (I0) and for any trigonometric polynomial T, such that specT,, C {k € Z¢ : |M~"k| < 1},
one has

1T * @j]lp < C@pm%("ﬁ)HTan forall n>yj, jneN. (35)

Note that in the case of p = 2 and an isotropic matrix M, conditions ({0 imply inequality (B5]).

As a simple example of {¢;}; € Sy, we can take distributions {;}; corresponding to some

differential operator. Namely, let d = 1 and fﬁ;(l) = ZO<B<N cp(2miM—I1)P, N € Zy, j € N, then
by the well-known Bernstein inequality for trigonometric polynomials ||T,gT)H L, < 0| Tullz,m
(see, e.g., [39, p. 215]), we easily derive that {¢;}; € Sy -

We will also use the following class of sequences £,, 1 < p < oo. We will say that a sequence
{@;}; belongs to L, if for all j € N

P

~ ; 1 ~ iy P .
12jllc,, = mJ/Mi_Td (— Z |gj(x — M Jk)|) dr| <oo if 1<p<oo

mJ
keD(M7)

and

- 1 ~ i .
12l £ee; = — sup E |gj(x — M77k)| <oo if p=occ.
m rER4 i
keD(M3)

An important example of {@,}; € L, is given by the normalized characteristic functions of
M=[-2,2)%, gi(z) = ijM—j[iéyé)d(x). It is worth noting that such @; provide a periodic coun-
terpart of Kantorovich-Kotelnikov operators studied in [25].

For any d x d-matrix A, we denote

Ta:={T : specT C {keZ®: |A k| <1}}.
The error of the best approximation of f € L, by trigonometric polynomials 7' € T, is defined by
Ea(f)p == {[|f =T, : T € Ta}.

We will use the following anisotropic Besov spaces with respect to the matrix M. We will say
that f € B, (M), 1<p<o00,0<q<o0,ands>0,if f €L, and

q

115 ony = 1 Fllp + (Z m%quEMu<f>z> < .
v=1

For simplicity, we will also denote

[

1 P
(—j Z |ak|p) , if1<p<oo,
H{ak}kHep i m keD(M7)
’ sup |agl, if p = oo.
keD(M7)
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Lemma 14 Let 1 < p < oo and Tj € Ty for some A > 0. Then, for any j € N,

T3 (M7 k) b < ClIT;llp,

HE ,MJ
where the constant C' depends only on p, d, and \.

Proof. In the case p = oo, the proof is obvious. The case 1 < p < oo directly follows from the
following Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund type inequality (see [29])

Z|T )| p+1)2<2n+ )/ T, (2)[Pd,

where T, is a univariate trigonometric polynomial of degree at most n, —1/2 < 7 < 15 < -+ <
Tm < 1/2,and 6 = min{ms — 71,73 — T2, .+ -, T, — Tm-1,1 — (T — 11)}. <

Lemma 15 Let 1 <p<oo, N >0,5 € (0,1/2), p € Sy, and f € Bd/p+N( M). Suppose that the
polynomials T, p € Z4, are such that specT, C D(M*") and

If - Tu”p < oEsmn(f)p

with some constant o independent of f and p. Then the sequence {(T), @;(- — M~7k))}o2, con-
verges uniformly with respect to k € Z% and j € N, and the limit does not depend on the choice of
polynomials T,,. Moreover, for all n € N,

—‘ (L Ny > 1, N
Zn{ it = Ty 35 = MRl < Om G0 3" mGH90 B (£),,

pn=n
where the constant C' depends only on d, p, M, and o.

Proof. Let n > j, n € N. Using Lemma [I4] condition [35] we obtain
Z (D1, @5 = M7Ik)) = (T (- = MR Yl

—ZII{ i1 = Ty @i (= MR belle, = ZH{ o~ T0) &5 (M) elle,
(36)
< "Zmpll{ 1 = ) 0 (M7 R) Ykl g < Crm” PZW’H 1 — T) * @il

pn=n

< Com~ G+ %sz d)”H T =T llp < Com™ (G %sz d)#E‘;M”(f)

d/p-i—N( )

The latter series is convergent since f € B , which yields that the sequence {(T},,®;(- —

M~ Jk)) ° , is convergent for every k € Z¢ and j € N. By analogy with (B8]), it is also easy to check
that the l1m1t does not depend on the choice of functions 7,,. <

In the previous section, the operator

QG en @) =5 3 (L3~ MRy~ MR)

keD(Mi)
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was considered for functions f whose Fourier coefficients decay sufficiently fast. In particular, sup-
posing that (I0) holds and f € AJ with v > N, we defined the inner product by

(35 = M7k =3 F))@ (e e 0. (37)
lezd
Taking into account Lemma [[5 and using condition (BH), we extend the functional (f, @, (- — M ~7k))
from f € A] to the Besov spaces B /p+N(M) as follows.

Definition 16 Let 1 <p<oo, N >0, ¢ € va,]m and the polynomials T, be as in LemmalId For
every f € IB%d/p+N(M) and k € Z%, we set

<f7 SZ]( - M_]k» = Mhm <TM7 50]( M_jk)>7 ] eN.

Now, if ¢ € va,pa then the quasi-projection operators

Qj(f7</75 @) = Z <fa @J( - Mﬁ]k»(/)J( - Mﬁjk)

kezd

d/p+N( )

are defined on the space B for a wide class of appropriate functions .

Note that below we will consider the operators Q;(f, v, ) for the sequences {¢;}; belonging to
L,. In this case, the inner product (f, QZJ( — M77k)) has sense for any f € Ly, 1/p+1/g=1. As
usual, we have (f,@;(- — M~7k)) = [, f(t)g;(t — M~Ik)dt.

In what follows, a Fourier multiplier operator associated with a function ¢; is denoted by S,,,
i.e. for any function f € L,, 1 < p < oo, we set

(p] f’ Z 90] Qﬂi(k,m) )

kezd

Denote also
Kojq:= sup [Se;(f;)llq-

flla<
The standard example of such operators is the partial sums of Fourier series. For example, if
;6 = XMj[_%7%)d(§), then S, represents the rectangular partial sums of Fourier series and

_J 1 1<g<oo,
K“’j’qf\{ j% ¢=1 or oo.

We will need the following two auxiliary lemmas.
Lemma 17 Let1 <p <oo, 1/p+1/q=1, {ar}repmi) € C, and {¢;}; € B. Then, for any j € N,

1 .
H—J Z arp;(- — M™k)

— < CKy, g ll{ar}ell,
keD(M7)

p

p,MJ

where the constant C' does not depend on j and {ay}.
Proof. Consider the case 1 < p < co. By duality, we can find a function g; such that ||g;|| < 1 and

- (5 awt-mng)

keD(M7)

> arpi(- = Mk)

keD(M7)

(38)

> ar{ei(- = M7Ik), g5)|.

keD(M7)
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Applying Hélder’s inequality and Lemma [[4] taking into account that (p;(- — M~7k), g;) = p; *
gji(—ijk) and ¢; * g; € Trui, we obtain

Q=

> ety < (X Jal)

keD(M7) keD(Mi)

(Dz(;“ o = M), g1 )

1

1
P . P .
gc( > |ak|p) mﬂ/qnoj*gjusc( T |ak|P) mlK,, |

keD(M7) kepr)
<OmMIK,, 4 |[{ar}sll,

(39)

Qqu

p,MJI

Then, combining [B8) and [B9), we prove the lemma for p # co. In the case p = oo, the proof is
similar. <

Lemma 18 Let 1 <p<oo, 1/p+1/q=1, and {p;}; € L,. Then, for any f € L, and j € N, we

have
A Y ST N Y X P T
Proof. In the case p = oo, the proof is obvious since [|@;| 2, ; = ||¢;]l1. For p < oo, we have
1
(X wat-amp)
keD(M?)

l1+1 lg+1

2 /L_m dwl"'/j f@)@j(x — Mk)dawq

>

3
IS
hS]
N——
=

keD(MJ) 'leD(MI) m]
o\ P
S / S+ MG (@ — Mk — 1))da
keD(Mi) I MTIT e b (i)
1
S/ _ > S fla+ MG (@ — M (k- 1)) dr,
M=IT® \ jep(mi) ' 1eD(d)

where the last formula follows from Minkowski’s inequality.
Next, applying Young’s inequality for the discrete convolution and Hélder’s inequality, we derive
that the last expression can be estimated from above by

S|

/Mimd S lf@+Mnp > 1@l — MIk)|da

leD(M9) keD(M9)
q 7
ST O S D SN TR TT) I I A P

keD(M7)

which proves the lemma. &
Now, we are ready to formulate and prove the main results of this section. We start from the
case of strictly compatible functions/distributions ¢; and @;.
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Theorem 19 Let 1 <p < oo, 1/p+1/qg=1, and N > 0. Suppose that {¢;}; € Sy, {¢;j}; € B
with respect to the parameter 6 € (0,1/2), and ¢; and ¢; are strictly compatible with respect to 6.

Then, for any f € IB%Z{fﬁN(M) and j € N, we have

~ _ (1, N > 14 Ny,
I1f = Qi(f. 05,8 lp < CKy, qm GO "m0 Egppe (f),, (40)
=j

if, additionally, {@;}; € Ly, then for any f € L,, we have
I = Qi(f 05 @)llp < CKopj qll Pl s Eosrss (f)ps (41)

where the constant C' does not depend on f and j.

Proof. Let T; € Tsp be such that ||f — Ty, = Esari (f)p, then

=5 3 B MR- b h

keD(M7) 4
1 5 i -
S =Tillp + || T = Do (T3 i = MTR))p;(- = Mk) (42)
keD(M7) p
1 _ . .
+Hw Z (f =T5,0,(- = M77k)p;(- = M7k)|| =5+ I+ Is.
keD(M7) 4
To estimate Is, we note that by Theorem [12]
1 _ . .
Ti(@) = — > (T3 (= M k))pj(x — M k) =0,
keD(M7)
which implies that
I, =0. (43)
Consider I3. Using Lemmas [[7] and [[5] we derive
Iy < CiE g, o [{(f = T, 5 (- = M7k e,
(44)

- ~ —j - N1
Sk, g Z (T = Ty 95 (- = M Jk»}knfp,m S CsKy,q Z ma +”)E5M“(f)p-

n=n pu=n

Then, combining ([@2]), [ 3)), and @), we prove ({0).
To obtain inequality (I]), it is sufficient to use inequalities ([@2]) and [@3]) as well as the following
estimate

Iy < CuKop, o |[{{f = T3, 35 = M7 R Yelle, s < CsBoy gllille, , I = Tillp, (45)

p,MI —

which easily follows from Lemmas 17 and <&

Applying Hausdorff-Young’s inequality (ZI]) to the right-hand sides of {0) and [Il), we derive
the following improvements of the error estimate given in Theorem
Corollary 20 Let 2 < p < oo, 1/p+1/qg =1, and N > 0. Suppose that M = Xz, A > 1,
{®i}; € Sy {ws}i € B with respect to the parameter 6 € (0,1/2), and y; and ¢; are strictly
compatible with respect to §. Then, for any f € Bi(f+N(M) and j € N, we have
1/q

~ _i(d = d v i
I1f = Qi(f, 05, G)llp < CKypy QA7 GFN " AGHENIY LN F ()9
v=j 7| > 8
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if, additionally, {@;}; € Ly, then

1/q

If = Qi 05@)llp < CRupall@ill,, | Do 17N |

|r|>6\9

where the constant C' does not depend on f and j.

In light of Proposition [I3] it is not difficult to derive the following improvements of Theorem [I9],
in which we replace the best approximation Esy (f), by

Eyy(f)p=inf {|f =T, : specT C D(M?)}, jeN.

Proposition 21 If under the assumptions of Theorem [I9, equality [28) holds for all I € D(M7)
and spec p; C D(M7), then, for any f € IB%Z({HN(M) and j € N, we have

~ LN s (14N
If = Q;(f. 5. 0i)llp < CKy, qm J(p+d)zm(p+d) Exye (F)p
v=j

if, additionally, {@;}; € Ly, then for any f € L,, we have
1 = Qi 00 B)llp < CKopy &y, Errs (D
where the constant C' does not depend on [ and j.
Now, we consider the case of weakly compatible functions/distributions ¢; and @;.

Theorem 22 Let 2 <p < oo, 1/p+1/qg=1, and N > 0. Suppose that {¢;}; € Sy, {¢;}; € B
with respect to the parameter § € (0,1/2), and ¢; and @; are weakly compatible of order s > 0.

Then, for any f € IB%Z{lerN(M) and j € N, we have

1N 14Ny,
‘{{gd'i_K%vqm J(;’”)Zm(’l’”) Esnv (f)p (46)

v=j

1 =Qi(f. 05, @)l < C | IMT7]°1£]

if, additionally, {@;}; € Ly, then for any f € L,, we have

1f = Qi(f 05 @i)llp < C (IM]°]1 |

W+ Koy all@ille, Bsas (Fp) » (47)
where the constant C' does not depend on f and j.

Proof. First, we prove inequality (#€). Consider the de la Vallée—Poussin means V;(f) defined
by
VilD(@) = 3 os(M7Ik) fk)e*m ),
kezd
where vs € C*(R?), v5(£) = 1if [£] < & and vs(§) = 0 if £ & (=%, 3)%. As usual, we have for any
7 € N that

1 =ViDllp < L+ 11Vjl1) Eorzs (F)p < cBsnrs (f)ps (48)

where the constant ¢ does not depend on j and f.
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Repeating the proof of Theorem [I9 with V;(f) instead of the polynomials of the best approxi-
mation T; and using ([@8)), we derive

=5 5 B MR- 20
keD(M?)
Vil - —

J

P

Yo Vil @i = M7k)py(- = Mk)

S ‘
keD(M7)

p

+ C1Ky, qm G DN m G DY By (), = i+ .
v=j

By Theorem [g] taking into account that the Strang-Fix conditions of order s for ¢; and the weak
compatibility conditions for ¢; and @, of order s are satisfied (see the proof of Theorem [I2), we
derive

Ji < o[ M7 PIVG(NOIA: 5 < Call M IPNFIS 5 (50)

Thus, combining ([@9) and (&), we prove (@G]).
The proof of estimate [@T]) is similar. One needs only to use inequality (5] instead of [@]). <

Next, using the Hausdorff-Young inequality, we obtain the following corollaries, which provide
two shaper versions of Theorem

Corollary 23 If under the assumptions of Theorem[22, {¢;}; € Ly and f € A}, where v > 0, then

I1f = Qi(f, 5, 8)lp < CKy, | M7 |™ ™| £]] 4o

~

In particular, if M = Xy, sup; K, 4 < 00, and f(n) = O(|n|™") for some x > d/q, then

Hf - Qj(fu Pj> SZ])H;D = O()\_j min{s’“_d/Q})'

Corollary 24 If under the assumptions of Theorem[22, M = Xy, 0 < s < d/p+ N, f € A;N
BYPTN (M), then

p,1

||f - Qj(f7 Pis @j)”p < CK«pj,q)‘_jS-

Remark 25 Note that this result provides a shaper version of Theorem [d because there exist func-
tions f ¢ AJ, v > d/p+ N, for which conditions of Corollary are valid. As an example in the
case d =1, one can take the function

0o .
ezk log k

flz) = ¥R 2.
() k:1k%+%+N+s ’

It follows from [{4], Ch. V, Theorem 4.2] that f e Lip(% + €) and, therefore, by the classical
Jackson inequality (see, e.g., [39, p. 260]), we have that Exv(f), = OA"") withy=1/p+ N +¢,
which implies that f € le))/f+N. At the same time, f € Ay for s <y —1/q and f & A7.

5 Examples

1. In fact, for a sequence of periodic distributions {@;} satisfying conditions (I0) and such that
|@;(k)| = ¢>0for k€ Z%: [M*Ik| < § for any j € N and some fixed § € (0, 1), an appropriate
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strictly compatible sequence of trigonometric polynomials ¢; can be constructed via defining its
Fourier coefficients by condition (28]), namely
— 1 —
(k) ==—, keZ: M7k <s
@; (k)

and @, (k) = 0 for others k € Z¢. Obviously, the sequence {¢;}; belongs to B, and hence we are under
the assumptions of Theorem [[2 or Theorem [ (if {¢;}; € Sy, and M is diagonal). For instance,
assume that ¢; is a periodic distribution corresponding to some differential operator. Namely, let

2ik) = Y ca@miM* k), NeZy, co#0.
BN

For any good enough function f, we have

>0 FWE T MR = 37 s 37 (i) (—2mi I e MY

(f, @i = M77k))

lezd [BIKN  lezd
= Y ea[DPF(=M I )](k) =: [LF(M)](k).
[B]I<N

This sequence of periodic distributions ¢; satisfies conditions (I0). Since fﬁ;(k:) = P(M*77k), where
P is an algebraic polynomial and P(0) # 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that |g/5;(k)| > ¢ > 0 whenever
k€ Z: |M*~7k| < 6. In particular, if N =0 and co = 1, then Q/Z;(k) =1 for k € Z?. For the strict
compatibility, one can take p;(k) =1 for k € Z% : [M*~7k| < £ and @, (k) = 0 for other k € Z%, i.e.,
{¢;};is a sequence of Dirichlet-type kernels.

2. Let g;(k) =1 for k € Z4. In order to achieve only the weak compatibility, we can take
truncated Fejer-type kernels ¢; defined by

oy 1=Cp||M* k|, if [M*Tk| <6,
#i(k) = { 0, otherwise,

where & € (0, 3) and CF is a positive real number. In this case

1— 3, (k)3 (k) = Cp|M* k|l < CpIM™7k|, ke D(M™),

which means that compatibility condition (I2) is valid for s = 1. Thus, we are in case of Theorem 22
Alongside, consider the following Fejer-type kernels defined by

A(k)— 1_OF||j\/[*7jk||om if ||M*7jk||oo§ 1,
P\ = 0, otherwise.

In this case, we have to check the Strang-Fix conditions only for points M*/n + r, where ||n||s = 1
and r € D(M*7). Then

1@ (M +7)| = 1= |In+ M7 rl|o| = [lnllo — 0+ M* 77 ]loo| < [ M*r]|oe < [Mr].

Therefore, the Strang-Fix condition of order 1 for the sequence {¢;}; is satisfied. So, we are under
assumptions of Theorem [6] or Theorem [ with s = 1.

3. Next, we discuss sequences {¢;}; obtained by periodization of splines, which are applicable
in Theorem [@] or We restrict ourselves to the case d = 1, and M is an integer greater than 1.
Assume that ¢® is a B-spline of an even order s, whose Fourier transform is given by

Flo - (L), (51)

s
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Recall that supp ¢® C [—s/2,s/2] and the non-periodic Strang-Fix conditions of order s are valid
for ¢°. Therefore, after periodization of ¢* by (@), we obtain the functions ¢f(x) whose Fourier

coefficients are s
. k
—~ Sin 7+
M
@j(k) = ( & - ) .

a7

In fact, after periodization for a big enough j (such that [—%, jv/l—f] € [-1/2,1/2]) we have ¢;(z) =
@* (M) for z € [-1/2,1/2], i.e. ¢} is a contracted B-spline ¢°.

Now, check that the periodic Strang-Fix conditions of order s for the sequence {gp]s }; are valid
and the corresponding sequence {b,}, from (II)) belongs to ¢, for any ¢ > 1. Indeed, let n # 0 and

r € D(M7), then

: M n+r |® : r s r S s
- . | sinT=gm— SN T 777 M7 2 o °
|gp§(MJn+7°)| = MjnJr; - ﬂ'(n—|— Lj) ~ln4+ ]L < (2|n| — 1)5 M
L Ve g M7

Also, we have that b, = ﬁ, n # 0, which implies that {b,}, € £,.

Next, for a given sequence {@;};, we can consider linear combinations of splines in order to
construct an appropriate sequence {,};. For instance, in order to reduce noise contribution, it is
reasonable to use smoothed version of samples instead of the exact samples of f (see, e.g. [43]). Let
©; be such that

(f,@i( = M~7k)) = %f(M‘jk) + if(M‘j(k +1) + if(M‘j(k —1)).

This means that Q/Z;(k) = 1+ Lcos2m+%. Thus, condition (I0) is satisfied with N = 0. Consider a
periodized B-spline as a dual sequence {(?}, whose Fourier coefficients are defined by (&I)). Therefore,

— 11 kO [sinmgs )
Since, by Taylor’s formula, fi(z) := 1 — (§ + & cos 2mx) (%)S = & (672 + s7?) 22 + O(a*) as
x — 0, it is clear that the order of compatibility cannot be better than 2. Thus, using Lagrange’s
reminder for the case s = 2, we can state that
|I|2 " 4 2 2
< _— = —
@I <G max ()] = gallef

which implies
= -3 4 2 2 i
11— @;(k)e; (k)| < 3T T ke D(M™).

Now, consider a linear combination of the shifted splines (7, which allows to provide a better

order of compatibility. For instance, let ¢; := u1¢; + ¢ p3(- + o) + Lol — +57). The Fourier
coefficients of ¢; are

. k s . k s
- sin 77 k sin 7477

To find the compatibility order, we consider the function

2 T

falz) :=1— (% + lcos 27mz) (Sinﬂ-aj)s (u1 + ug cos(27z)).
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From its Taylor’s formula near the origin, we get

2
folx) = (1 —ug —u2) + %x2 (w15 + 6up + uas + 18uz) + O(z?).

It is clear that for s = 4, uy = 11/6, us = —5/6, the first two terms are vanished. In order to get
constant value by from condition ([I2]), Moreover, using Taylor’s reminder, we have
|z

|fo(7)| < = max

(IV) :g 4)..14
4 me[—1/2,1/2]|f2 (z)] 5" 2"

This yields the weak compatibility of order 4 for {¢%}; and {@,};, i-e.,

4

32 ;
4 , ke D(MY).

BTF

k

1= GRF 0] < Tnt |

A similar procedure can be applied for the construction of a sequence {p;};, which is weakly
compatible with a sequence of distributions {@,}; corresponding to some differential operator. For
instance, assume that

5 (k) =1+ cy(2miM —7k)>

and ¢; (k) are defined by (52) with s = 4. Let us try to achieve the weak compatibility of order 4
for the corresponding sequences {p;}; and {@;};. For this, it is enough to apply Taylor’s formula
to the function

sin

f3(x) =1 — (1 + c1(2miz)?) ( > (u1 + ug cos(2mz))

and chose u; = 2¢; +4/3 and us =1 — uy in (B2). In particular, if ¢; = —1/4, then

T

4
, ke DMY),

=~ 7T 4
1= EWE®] < 2t |1

which implies the required fact.
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