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Kolmogorov widths of a finite-dimensional balls

intersection

A.A. Vasil’eva

1 Introduction

When studying the problem of estimating the widths of Sobolev weight classes with
restrictions on derivatives in various Lp-metrics [1], the question arose about the
widths of intersections of two finite-dimensional balls. Their order estimates were
obtained in [2]. Here we generalize this result to the intersection of an arbitrary
family of balls.

Let X be a normed space, M ⊂ X, n ∈ Z+. We denote by Ln(X) the family of
subspaces in X of dimension at most n. The Kolmogorov n-width of the set M in
the space X is defined as follows:

dn(M, X) = inf
L∈Ln(X)

sup
x∈M

inf
y∈L

‖x− y‖.

Given N ∈ N, 1 6 p 6 ∞, we denote by lNp the space R
N with the norm

‖(x1, . . . , xN )‖p =







(

N
∑

i=1

|xi|
p

)1/p

, if 1 6 p < ∞,

max16i6N |xi|, if p = ∞.

By BN
p we denote the unit ball in the space lNp .

Let A be a non-empty set, 1 6 pα 6 ∞, να > 0 for every α ∈ A and pα 6= pβ for
α 6= β, and let

M = ∩α∈AναB
N
pα. (1)

In this paper we obtain order estimates of the widths dn(M, lNq ) for n 6 N/2.
The explicit values of dn(B

N
p , lNq ) were obtained by Pietsch and Stesin [3, 4] for

p > q, and by Kolmogorov, Petrov, Smirnov [5] and Stechkin [6] for p = 1, q = 2.
For p < q < ∞, Gluskin [9, 10] obtained order estimates of dn(B

N
p , lNq ). The case

q = ∞ was investigated by Kashin [7,8], Gluskin and Garnaev [11]; for p > 2, order
estimates were obtained, and for 1 6 p < 2, the upper and the lower estimates differ
by a logarithmic multiplier. For details, see [12].
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Galeev [13] obtained order estimates for dn(M, l2nq ), where M is defined by
(1), A ⊂ R, να = (2n)−α. This result was applied for estimating the widths of
intersections of some function classes [13, 14].

Given α, β ∈ A, we set

κα, β =







(

νβ
να

)

pαpβ
pα−pβ , if α 6= β,

1, if α = β.
(2)

Then

νακ
−1/pα
α,β = νβκ

−1/pβ
α,β . (3)

Notice that κα,β = κβ,α.
Suppose that

1 6 κα,β 6 N, α, β ∈ A (4)

(in §3 it will be shown how to reduce the general case to this case). Then {να : α ∈ A}
is bounded and separated from zero.

Now we formulate the main result of this paper. First we give notation for order
equalities and inequalities.

Let X, Y be sets, and let f1, f2 : X × Y → R+. We write f1(x, y) .
y
f2(x, y)

(or f2(x, y) &
y
f1(x, y)) if for any y ∈ Y there exists c(y) > 0 such that f1(x, y) 6

c(y)f2(x, y) for every x ∈ X; f1(x, y) ≍
y
f2(x, y) if f1(x, y) .

y
f2(x, y) and f2(x, y) .

y

f1(x, y).
We denote

K = {(να, 1/pα)}α∈A. (5)

Theorem 1. Let n, N ∈ N, n 6 N/2, and let M be defined by (1). Suppose that
(4) holds.

1. Let pα > q for every α ∈ A. Then

dn(M, lNq ) ≍ inf
α∈A

ναN
1/q−1/pα . (6)

2. Let q 6 2, pα 6 q for any α ∈ A. Then

dn(M, lNq ) ≍ inf
α∈A

να. (7)

3. Let q 6 2, A1 = {α ∈ A : pα > q} 6= ∅, A2 = {α ∈ A : pα < q} 6= ∅,
A′

1 = {α ∈ A : pα > q}, A′
2 = {α ∈ A : pα 6 q}. Then

dn(M, lNq ) ≍ inf{νακ
1/q−1/pα
α,β : α ∈ A′

1, β ∈ A′
2}. (8)
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4. Let 2 < q < ∞, and let pα 6 2 for every α ∈ A. Then

dn(M, lNq ) ≍
q
inf
α∈A

να min{1, n−1/2N1/q}. (9)

5. Let 2 < q < ∞, A′
1 = {α ∈ A : pα > q}, A′

2 = {α ∈ A : 2 6 pα 6 q},
A′

3 = {α ∈ A : pα 6 2}. Suppose that A 6⊂ A′
1, A 6⊂ A′

3. Let K be defined by
(5). Then

dn(M, lNq ) ≍
q
Φ(n, N, q, K) :=

= min{Φ1(n, N, q, K), Φ2(n, N, q, K), Φ3(n, N, q, K)},
(10)

where

Φ1(n, N, q, K) = inf{νακ
1/q−1/pα
α,β : α ∈ A′

1, β ∈ A′
2 ∪ A′

3}, (11)

Φ2(n, N, q, K) = inf
{

να(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})
1/pα−1/q
1/2−1/q , α ∈ A′

2

}

, (12)

Φ3(n, N, q, K) = min{νακ
1/2−1/pα
α,β min{1, n−1/2N1/q} : α ∈ A′

1 ∪ A′
2, β ∈ A′

3}

(13)

(the infimum of the empty set is +∞).

Remark 1. If pα = q, we have

νακ
1/q−1/pα
α,β = να = να(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pα−1/q
1/2−1/q ;

if pβ = q, then

νακ
1/q−1/pα
α,β

(3)
= νβκ

1/q−1/pβ
α,β = νβ = νβ(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pβ−1/q

1/2−1/q .

If pα = 2, we have

να(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})
1/pα−1/q
1/2−1/q =

= ναmin{1, n−1/2N1/q} = νακ
1/2−1/pα
α,β min{1, n−1/2N1/q};

if pβ = 2, then

νακ
1/2−1/pα
α,β min{1, n−1/2N1/q}

(3)
= νβκ

1/2−1/pβ
α,β min{1, n−1/2N1/q} =

= νβ min{1, n−1/2N1/q} = νβ(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})
1/pβ−1/q

1/2−1/q .

Theorem 2. Let n, N ∈ N, n 6 N − 1, let M be defined by (1), pα > 2 for every
α ∈ A. Suppose that (4) holds. Then

dn(M, lN∞) ≍ inf

{

ναmin

(

1, n−1 log
2N

n

)1/pα

: α ∈ A

}

. (14)
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2 Proof of the main results

First we formulate some well-known results.

Theorem A. [10] Let 1 6 p 6 q < ∞, 0 6 n 6 N/2.

1. Let 1 6 q 6 2. Then dn(B
N
p , lNq ) ≍

p,q
1.

2. Let 2 < q < ∞, λpq = min
{

1, 1/p−1/q
1/2−1/q

}

. Then

dn(B
N
p , lNq ) ≍

p,q
min{1, n−1/2N1/q}λpq .

Theorem B. [3, 4] Let 1 6 q 6 p 6 ∞, 0 6 n 6 N . Then

dn(B
N
p , lNq ) = (N − n)1/q−1/p. (15)

Theorem C. [11] Let p > 2, n 6 N − 1. Then

dn(B
N
p , lN∞) ≍ min{1, n−1/p log1/p(1 +N/n)}. (16)

Given k ∈ {1, . . . , N}, we define the set Vk ⊂ R
N by

Vk = conv {(ε1x̂σ(1), . . . , εN x̂σ(N)) : εj = ±1, 1 6 j 6 N, σ ∈ SN},

where x̂j = 1 for 1 6 j 6 k, x̂j = 0 for k + 1 6 j 6 N , SN is the group of
permutations of N elements. Notice that V1 = BN

1 , VN = BN
∞.

For 2 6 q < ∞, the lower estimates for dn(Vk, l
N
q ) were obtained by Gluskin [9].

Theorem D. [9] Let 2 6 q < ∞, 1 6 k 6 N , n 6 min{N
2

q k1− 2

q , N/2}. Then

dn(Vk, l
N
q ) &

q
k1/q. (17)

Let 2 6 q < ∞, 1 6 k 6 N , N
2

q k1− 2

q 6 n 6 N/2. Then

dn(Vk, l
N
q ) &

q
k1/2n−1/2N1/q . (18)

The following result was obtained by Gluskin [15] (the constant in the order
inequality depends on q), and by Malykhin and Rjutin [16] (the constant does
not depend on q). In [15, p. 39] it was noticed that Galeev obtained the equality
dn(Vk, l

N
1 ) = min{k, N − n}.

Theorem E. [15, 16]. Let 1 6 q 6 2, n 6 N/2. Then

dn(Vk, l
N
q ) & k1/q. (19)
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The following result was obtained by Konyagin, Malykhin and Rjutin [17].

Theorem F. [17]. Let n 6 N − 1, 1 6 k 6 N . Then there is an absolute constant
C > 1 such that for k > Cn log−1 2N

n

dn(Vk, l
N
∞) > 1/2.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let K be defined by (5). From (4) it follows that K is
bounded and infα∈A να > 0. We show that it suffices to consider the case of a
compact K. Indeed, let K = {(να, 1/pα) : α ∈ A′} be the closure of K. For α,
β ∈ A′ we define the numbers κα,β by (2). We prove that

1. M = ∩α∈A′ναB
N
pα,

2. on the right-hand sides of (6)–(13) the set A can be replaced by A′, and the
minimum is attained.

Let ναk
→

k→∞
να, 1/pαk

→
k→∞

1/pα. Then ∩k∈Nναk
BN

pαk
⊂ ναB

N
pα. This implies the

first assertion.
Let (ναk

, 1/pαk
) →
k→∞

(να, 1/pα), (νβk
, 1/pβk

) →
k→∞

(νβ, 1/pβ), α 6= β. Then

καk , βk
→

k→∞
κα,β. (20)

In particular, 1 6 κα,β 6 N for all α, β ∈ A′.
It is clear that if (ναk

, 1/pαk
) →
k→∞

(να, 1/pα), then ναk
→

k→∞
να, ναk

N1/q−1/pαk →
k→∞

ναN
1/q−1/pα ; if, in addition, q > 2, then

ναk
(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pαk
−1/q

1/2−1/q →
k→∞

να(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})
1/pα−1/q
1/2−1/q .

Let (ναk
, 1/pαk

) →
k→∞

(να, 1/pα), (νβk
, 1/pβk

) →
k→∞

(νβ, 1/pβ), pαk
> s, pβk

6 s

for every k. We show that ναk
κ

1/s−1/pαk
αk ,βk

→
k→∞

νακ
1/s−1/pα
α,β . If α 6= β, it follows from

(20). If α = β, then pα = pβ = s, κα,β = 1, 1 6 κ
1/s−1/pαk
αk ,βk

6 N1/s−1/pαk →
k→∞

1.

This completes the proof of the second assertion.
In what follows we suppose that K is compact.
Let pβ 6 s 6 pα. Then 1

s
= 1−λ

pβ
+ λ

pα
for some λ ∈ [0, 1]. From Hölder’s inequality

or from [13, Theorem 2] it follows that

BN
pα ∩ κ

1/pβ−1/pα
α,β BN

pβ
⊂ κ

(1−λ)(1/pβ−1/pα)
α,β BN

s = κ
1/s−1/pα
α,β BN

s . (21)

Now we prove (6)–(10).
Case 1. The upper estimate holds, since for every α ∈ A

dn(M, lNq ) 6 ναdn(B
N
pα, l

N
q )

(15)
= να(N − n)1/q−1/pα 6 ναN

1/q−1/pα .
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Let us prove the lower estimate. Let

να∗
N1/q−1/pα∗ = min

α∈A
ναN

1/q−1/pα . (22)

We prove that

να∗
N−1/pα∗BN

∞ ⊂ M. (23)

It suffices to check that να∗
N1/pα−1/pα∗ 6 να for all α ∈ A. Indeed, this inequality

holds, since να∗
N1/q−1/pα∗ 6 ναN

1/q−1/pα by (22).
Hence,

dn(M, lNq )
(23)
> να∗

N−1/pα∗dn(B
N
∞, lNq )

(15)
= να∗

N−1/pα∗ (N − n)1/q & να∗
N1/q−1/pα∗

(recall that n 6 N/2).
Cases 2 and 4. Let να∗

= minα∈A να. Then να∗
BN

1 ⊂ M ⊂ να∗
BN

min{q, 2}. It
remains to apply Theorem A.

Case 3. Let us prove the upper estimate. Let α ∈ A′
1, β ∈ A′

2. Then

ναB
N
pα ∩ νβB

N
pβ

(3)
= να(B

N
pα ∩ κ

1/pβ−1/pα
α,β BN

pβ
)
(21)
⊂ νακ

1/q−1/pα
α,β BN

q .

Hence,
dn(M, lNq ) 6 νακ

1/q−1/pα
α,β dn(B

N
q , lNq ) = νακ

1/q−1/pα
α,β .

It remains to take the minimum over α ∈ A′
1, β ∈ A′

2.
Now we obtain the lower estimate. Let

να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

= min
α∈A′

1
,β∈A′

2

νακ
1/q−1/pα
α,β . (24)

First we consider the case pα∗
> q, pβ∗

< q.
Let k = [κα∗,β∗

]. By (4), we have 1 6 k 6 N . We prove that

να∗
k−1/pα∗Vk ⊂ 2M. (25)

It suffices to check that

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

6 νγ , γ ∈ A (26)

(then να∗
k1/pγ−1/pα∗ 6 2νγ for all γ ∈ A, and (25) holds).

Let γ ∈ A′
2. We have

να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(24)
6 να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,γ ;

since pα∗
> q, the inequality κα∗,β∗

6 κα∗,γ holds. By the conditions pα∗
> q > pγ,

we get να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

6 να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,γ
(3)
= νγ.

6



Let γ ∈ A′
1. We have

να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(24)
6 νγκ

1/q−1/pγ
γ,β∗

.

By (3), it is equivalent to

νβ∗
κ

1/q−1/pβ∗
α∗,β∗

6 νβ∗
κ

1/q−1/pβ∗
γ,β∗

.

Since pβ∗
< q, this implies that κα∗,β∗

> κγ,β∗
. By the conditions pβ∗

< q 6 pγ, we
get

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(3)
= νβ∗

κ
1/pγ−1/pβ∗
α∗,β∗

6 νβ∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pβ∗
γ,β∗

(3)
= νγ .

This concludes the proof of (26). Hence,

dn(M, lNq )
(25)
& dn(να∗

k−1/pα∗Vk, l
N
q )

(19)
& να∗

k1/q−1/pα∗ ≍ να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

.

Let now pα∗
= q. Then να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

= να∗
.

First we consider the case inf{pα : α ∈ A1} > q. We take α0 ∈ A1 such that

κα0,α∗
= max

γ∈A1

κγ,α∗
(27)

(the maximum is attained, since {(νγ, 1/pγ) : γ ∈ A1} is compact and we can apply
(20)).

We have

pα0
> q. (28)

Let k = [κα0,α∗
]. By (4), we have 1 6 k 6 N . We check that

να0
k−1/pα0Vk ⊂ 2M. (29)

It suffices to prove that

να0
κ

1/pγ−1/pα0

α0,α∗
6 νγ , γ ∈ A. (30)

Let γ ∈ A′
2. Then

να0
κ

1/q−1/pα0

α0,α∗
= να0

κ
1/pα∗

−1/pα0

α0,α∗

(3)
= να∗

(24)
6 να0

κ
1/q−1/pα0

α0,γ ;

this together with (28) yields that κα0,α∗
6 κα0,γ. Since pγ 6 q < pα0

, we have

να0
κ

1/pγ−1/pα0

α0,α∗
6 να0

κ
1/pγ−1/pα0

α0,γ
(3)
= νγ .

Let γ ∈ A1. By (3), the inequality (30) is equivalent to

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α0,α∗
6 να∗

κ
1/pγ−1/pα∗

γ,α∗
.
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Since pγ > q = pα∗
, it is equivalent to κα0,α∗

> κγ,α∗
. The last inequality follows

from (27).
This completes the proof of (30). Hence,

dn(M, lNq )
(29)
& να0

k−1/pα0dn(Vk, l
N
q )

(19)
& να0

κ
1/q−1/pα0

α0,α∗

(3)
= να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α0,α∗
= να∗

. (31)

Now let inf{pα : α ∈ A1} = q. For δ > 0 we set

Aδ = A′
2 ∪ {α ∈ A1 : 1/q − 1/pα > δ}, (32)

Mδ = ∩α∈AδναB
N
pα. By (31), we have

dn(Mδ, l
N
q ) & να∗

.

We prove that for small δ > 0 the inclusion Mδ ⊂ 2M holds. It suffices to take

0 < δ 6
ln 2

lnN
(33)

and to check that

2 ∩α∈A\Aδ ναB
N
pα ⊃ να∗

BN
q . (34)

Notice that pα > q for α ∈ A\Aδ. Hence (34) holds if 2να > να∗
for all α ∈ A\Aδ.

We have

να∗
/να

(3)
= κ

1/pα∗
−1/pα

α,α∗

(4)
6 N1/q−1/pα

(32)
6 N δ

(33)
6 2;

this implies (34) and completes the proof of the lower estimate of dn(M, lNq ) for
pα∗

= q.

Let now pβ∗
= q. Then να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(3)
= νβ∗

κ
1/q−1/pβ∗
α∗,β∗

= νβ∗
. Hence, dn(M, lNq ) &

νβ∗
.
Case 5. We prove the upper estimate. Let α ∈ A′

2. By Theorem A,

dn(M, lNq ) 6 dn(ναB
N
pα, l

N
q ) .

q
να(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pα−1/q
1/2−1/q .

Let α ∈ A′
1, β ∈ A′

2 ∪ A′
3. Then

M ⊂ ναB
N
pα ∩ νβB

N
pβ

(3),(21)
⊂ νακ

1/q−1/pα
α,β BN

q ;

hence,
dn(M, lNq ) 6 νακ

1/q−1/pα
α,β dn(B

N
q , lNq ) = νακ

1/q−1/pα
α,β .

Let α ∈ A′
1 ∪A′

2, β ∈ A′
3. Then

M ⊂ ναB
N
pα ∩ νβB

N
pβ

(3),(21)
⊂ νακ

1/2−1/pα
α,β BN

2 ;
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by Theorem A,

dn(M, lNq ) 6 dn(νακ
1/2−1/pα
α,β BN

2 , lNq ) .
q
νακ

1/2−1/pα
α,β min{1, n−1/2N1/q}.

Now we prove the lower estimate. We denote A1 = {α ∈ A : pα > q}, A2 =
{α ∈ A : 2 < pα < q}, A3 = {α ∈ A : pα < 2}.

1. Let

Φ(n, N, q, K) = να∗
(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pα∗
−1/q

1/2−1/q , α∗ ∈ A′
2; (35)

in addition, we suppose that pα∗
6= q if A1 6= ∅, and pα∗

6= 2 if A3 6= ∅.

We set

l = (max{1, n1/2N−1/q})
1

1/2−1/q , k = ⌈l⌉. (36)

Notice that 1 6 l 6 N and 1 6 k 6 N . We prove that

να∗
k−1/pα∗Vk ⊂ 2M. (37)

It suffices to check that

να∗
l1/pγ−1/pα∗ 6 νγ , γ ∈ A.

If γ ∈ A′
2, it follows from the inequality

να∗
(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pα∗
−1/q

1/2−1/q

(10),(12),(35)
6 νγ(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pγ−1/q

1/2−1/q .

Let γ ∈ A1 (hence, A1 6= ∅; by our assumption, we have pα∗
< q). Then

να∗
(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pα∗
−1/q

1/2−1/q

(10),(11),(35)
6 νγκ

1/q−1/pγ
γ,α∗

(3)
= να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

γ,α∗
.

Hence, l1/q−1/pα∗ 6 κ
1/q−1/pα∗

γ,α∗
, and l > κγ,α∗

. Since pγ > q > pα∗
, we have

να∗
l1/pγ−1/pα∗ 6 να∗

κ
1/pγ−1/pα∗

γ,α∗

(3)
= νγ .

Let γ ∈ A3 (hence, A3 6= ∅; by our assumption, we have pα∗
> 2). Then

να∗
(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pα∗
−1/q

1/2−1/q

(10),(13),(35)
6 να∗

κ
1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,γ min{1, n−1/2N1/q}.

Therefore, l1/2−1/pα∗ 6 κ
1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,γ . Hence, l 6 κα∗,γ; since pγ < 2 < pα∗
, we

have

να∗
l1/pγ−1/pα∗ 6 να∗

κ
1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,γ

(3)
= νγ .

This concludes the proof of (37). Notice that n
(36)
6 N2/qk1−2/q. Hence,

dn(M, lNq )
(37)
& dn(να∗

k−1/pα∗Vk, l
N
q )

(17)
&
q

να∗
k1/q−1/pα∗

(36)
&

& να∗
(min{1, n−1/2N1/q})

1/pα∗
−1/q

1/2−1/q .
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2. Let

Φ(n, N, q, K) = να∗
, pα∗

= q, A1 6= ∅. (38)

First we suppose that

sup{pα : α ∈ A2 ∪A′
3} < q. (39)

We take α0 ∈ A2 ∪ A′
3 such that

κα∗,α0
= min

γ∈A2∪A′

3

κα∗,γ (40)

(by (39), the minimun is attained and pα0
< q). Let k = ⌈κα∗,α0

⌉. From (4) it
follows that 1 6 k 6 N . We prove that

να0
k−1/pα0Vk ⊂ 2M. (41)

It suffices to check the inequality

να0
κ

1/pγ−1/pα0

α∗,α0
6 νγ , γ ∈ A. (42)

Let γ ∈ A2 ∪A′
3. From (40) it follows that κα∗,α0

6 κα∗,γ. Since pα∗
= q > pγ,

we get να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,α0
6 να∗

κ
1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,γ . By (3), this inequality is equivalent to
(42).

Let γ ∈ A′
1. By (3), the inequality (42) is equivalent to να0

κ
1/pγ−1/pα0

α∗,α0
6

να0
κ

1/pγ−1/pα0

γ,α0
. Since pα0

< pγ, it is equivalent to

κα∗,α0
> κγ,α0

. (43)

Let us prove this inequality. If pγ = q, then γ = α∗. Let pγ > q. We have

να∗

(10),(11),(38)
6 νγκ

1/q−1/pγ
γ,α0

;

by (3), it is equivalent to να0
κ

1/pα∗
−1/pα0

α∗,α0
6 να0

κ
1/q−1/pα0

γ,α0
= να0

κ
1/pα∗

−1/pα0

γ,α0
.

Since pα0
< q = pα∗

, we get (43).

This completes the proof of (41).

Now we check that

n 6 N2/q
κ

1−2/q
α∗,α0

. (44)

It suffices to consider n > N2/q.

If α0 ∈ A2, (44) follows from

να∗

(10),(12),(38)
6 να0

(n−1/2N1/q)
1/pα0

−1/q

1/2−1/q
(3)
= να∗

κ
1/pα0

−1/pα∗

α∗,α0
(n−1/2N1/q)

1/pα0
−1/q

1/2−1/q .
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If α0 ∈ A′
3, (44) follows from

να∗

(10),(13),(38)
6 να∗

κ
1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,α0
n−1/2N1/q .

Hence,

dn(M, lNq )
(17),(41),(44)

&
q

να0
k1/q−1/pα0 ≍ να0

κ
1/pα∗

−1/pα0

α∗,α0

(3)
= να∗

. (45)

Let now
sup{pα : α ∈ A2 ∪A′

3} = q.

We set

Aδ = A′
1 ∪ {α ∈ A2 ∪A′

3 : 1/pα − 1/q > δ}, (46)

Mδ = ∩α∈AδναB
N
pα. By (45),

dn(Mδ, l
N
q ) &

q
να∗

.

We prove that if

0 < δ 6
ln 2

lnN
, (47)

then Mδ ⊂ 2M . It suffices to check that

2 ∩α∈A\Aδ ναB
N
pα ⊃ να∗

BN
q . (48)

Since pα < q for all α ∈ A\Aδ, (48) holds if

να∗
6 2να ·N1/q−1/pα , α ∈ A\Aδ. (49)

We have να
(3)
= να∗

κ
1/pα−1/pα∗

α∗,α

(4),(46)
> να∗

. This together with (46) and (47)
yields (49).

3. Let

Φ(n, N, q, K) = να∗
n−1/2N1/q, pα∗

= 2, A3 6= ∅, (50)

and let n > N2/q .

First we consider the case

inf{pα : α ∈ A′
1 ∪ A2} > 2. (51)

11



We take α0 ∈ A′
1 ∪ A2 such that

κα0,α∗
= max

γ∈A′

1
∪A2

κγ,α∗
(52)

(by (51), the maximum is attained and pα0
> 2). Let k = ⌊κα0,α∗

⌋.

We check that

να0
k−1/pα0Vk ⊂ 2M. (53)

It suffices to prove the inequality

να0
κ

1/pγ−1/pα0

α0,α∗
6 νγ , γ ∈ A. (54)

If γ ∈ A′
3, then

να0
κ

1/2−1/pα0

α0,γ n−1/2N1/q
(10),(13),(50)

> να∗
n−1/2N1/q (3)

=

= να0
κ

1/pα∗
−1/pα0

α0,α∗
n−1/2N1/q = να0

κ
1/2−1/pα0

α0,α∗
n−1/2N1/q;

this together with the condition pα0
> 2 yields that κα0,γ > κα0,α∗

. Since
pγ 6 2 < pα0

, we have

να0
κ

1/pγ−1/pα0

α0,α∗
6 να0

κ
1/pγ−1/pα0

α0,γ
(3)
= νγ .

If γ ∈ A′
1 ∪ A2, then by (3) inequality (54) is equivalent to να∗

κ
1/pγ−1/pα∗

α0,α∗
6

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

γ,α∗
; since pγ > pα∗

, it is equivalent to κα0,α∗
> κγ,α∗

; the last
inequality holds by (52).

This completes the proof of (53).

Let us prove that

n > N2/q
κ

1−2/q
α0,α∗

. (55)

For α0 ∈ A′
1, it follows from

να∗
n−1/2N1/q

(10),(11),(50)
6 να0

κ
1/q−1/pα0

α0,α∗

(3)
= να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α0,α∗
= να∗

κ
1/q−1/2
α0,α∗

,

for α0 ∈ A2, it follows from

να∗
n−1/2N1/q

(10),(12),(50)
6 να0

(n−1/2N1/q)
1/pα0

−1/q

1/2−1/q
(3)
= να∗

κ
1/pα0

−1/pα∗

α0,α∗
(n−1/2N1/q)

1/pα0
−1/q

1/2−1/q .

Hence, we get

dn(M, lNq )
(53)
& dn(να0

k−1/pα0Vk, l
N
q )

(18),(55)
&
q

& να0
κ

1/2−1/pα0

α0,α∗
n−1/2N1/q (3)

= να∗
n−1/2N1/q.

If inf{pα : α ∈ A′
1 ∪ A2} = 2, we argue as in the previous cases and obtain

the desired estimate.
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4. Let

Φ(n, N, q, K) = να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

, α∗ ∈ A′
1, β∗ ∈ A′

2 ∪ A′
3. (56)

Notice that if pα∗
= q, the right-hand side of (56) is equal to να∗

; if pβ∗
= q,

we get by (3) να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

= νβ∗
; thus, we have arrived at the case already

considered. Further we suppose that pα∗
> q, pβ∗

< q.

Let k = ⌈κα∗,β∗
⌉.

We prove that

να∗
k−1/pα∗Vk ⊂ 2M. (57)

It suffices to check that

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

6 νγ, γ ∈ A. (58)

Let γ ∈ A′
1. We have να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(10),(11),(56)
6 νγκ

1/q−1/pγ
γ,β∗

; by (3), it is

equivalint to νβ∗
κ

1/q−1/pβ∗
α∗,β∗

6 νβ∗
κ

1/q−1/pβ∗
γ,β∗

; since pβ∗
< q, we have κα∗,β∗

>

κγ,β∗
. This together with pγ > q > pβ∗

implies that

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(3)
= νβ∗

κ
1/pγ−1/pβ∗
α∗,β∗

6 νβ∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pβ∗
γ,β∗

(3)
= νγ .

Let γ ∈ A′
2 ∪ A′

3. We have

να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(10),(11),(56)
6 να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,γ ;

hence, κα∗,β∗
6 κα∗,γ by the condition pα∗

> q. Since pγ 6 q < pα∗
, we have

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

6 να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,γ

(3)
= νγ .

This concludes the proof of (58).

Now we check the inequality

n 6 N2/q
κ

1−2/q
α∗,β∗

. (59)

It suffices to consider n > N2/q.

If β∗ ∈ A2, then (59) follows from

νβ∗
κ

1/q−1/pβ∗
α∗,β∗

(3)
= να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(10),(12),(56)
6 νβ∗

(n−1/2N1/q)
1/pβ∗

−1/q

1/2−1/q .

If β∗ ∈ A′
3, then (59) follows from

να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(10),(13),(56)
6 να∗

κ
1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

n−1/2N1/q.
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Hence,

dn(M, lNq )
(57)
& dn(να∗

k−1/pα∗Vk, l
N
q )

(17),(59)
&
q

& να∗
k1/q−1/pα∗ & να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

.

5. Let

Φ(n, N, q, K) = να∗
κ

1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

n−1/2N1/q, α∗ ∈ A′
1 ∪ A′

2, β∗ ∈ A′
3, (60)

and let n > N2/q. Notice that if pα∗
= 2, the right-hand side of (60) equals

to να∗
n−1/2N1/q; if pβ∗

= 2, we have να∗
κ

1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

n−1/2N1/q (3)
= νβ∗

n−1/2N1/q.
Thus, we have arrived at the case already considered.

Further we suppose that pα∗
> 2, pβ∗

< 2.

Let k = ⌊κα∗,β∗
⌋.

We show that

να∗
k−1/pα∗Vk ⊂ 2M. (61)

It suffices to check that

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

6 νγ, γ ∈ A. (62)

If γ ∈ A′
1 ∪A′

2, we have

να∗
κ

1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

n−1/2N1/q
(10),(13),(60)

6 νγκ
1/2−1/pγ
γ,β∗

n−1/2N1/q;

this together with (3) yields that νβ∗
κ

1/2−1/pβ∗
α∗,β∗

6 νβ∗
κ

1/2−1/pβ∗
γ,β∗

. Since pβ∗
< 2,

it implies that κα∗,β∗
> κγ,β∗

. Hence, by pγ > 2 > pβ∗
we get

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

(3)
= νβ∗

κ
1/pγ−1/pβ∗
α∗,β∗

6 νβ∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pβ∗
γ,β∗

(3)
= νγ .

If γ ∈ A′
3, we have

να∗
κ

1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

n−1/2N1/q
(10),(13),(60)

6 να∗
κ

1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,γ n−1/2N1/q.

Since pα∗
> 2, it yields that κα∗,β∗

6 κα∗,γ. Recall that pα∗
> 2 > pγ . Hence,

να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

6 να∗
κ

1/pγ−1/pα∗

α∗,γ

(3)
= νγ .

This completes the proof of (62).
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Now we show that

n > κ
1−2/q
α∗,β∗

N2/q. (63)

If α∗ ∈ A′
1, then (63) follows from

να∗
κ

1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

n−1/2N1/q
(10),(11),(60)

6 να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

.

If α∗ ∈ A2, then (63) follows from

να∗
κ

1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

n−1/2N1/q
(10),(12),(60)

6 να∗
(n−1/2N1/q)

1/pα∗
−1/q

1/2−1/q .

Hence,

dn(M, lNq )
(61)
& dn(να∗

k−1/pα∗Vk, l
N
q )

(18),(63)
&
q

& να∗
k1/2−1/pα∗n−1/2N1/q ≍ να∗

κ
1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

n−1/2N1/q.

6. Let n 6 N2/q, Φ(n, N, q, K) = να∗
κ

1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

, α∗ ∈ A′
1 ∪ A2, β∗ ∈ A3. If α∗ ∈

A′
1, it follows from (10), (11) that να∗

κ
1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

6 να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

; therefore,

κα∗,β∗
6 1. By (4), we get κα∗,β∗

= 1 and Φ(n, N, q, K) = να∗
κ

1/q−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

. We
have arrived at the case already considered. If α∗ ∈ A2, it follows from (10),

(12) that να∗
κ

1/2−1/pα∗

α∗,β∗

6 να∗
. Hence, κα∗,β∗

(4)
= 1 and Φ(n, N, q, K) = να∗

.
We have arrived at the case already considered.

7. Let n 6 N2/q, pα∗
= 2, Φ(n, N, q, K) = να∗

. We prove that να∗
6 να for all α ∈

A. If α ∈ A2, it follows from (10), (12). If α ∈ A′
3, then να

(3)
= να∗

κ
1/pα−1/pα∗

α∗,α

(4)
>

να∗
. If α ∈ A′

1, then να∗
6 νακ

1/q−1/pα
α,α∗

by (10), (11). Applying (3), we get

να∗
6 να∗

κ
1/q−1/pα∗

α,α∗
, or κα,α∗

6 1. By (4), we have κα,α∗
= 1 and να∗

= να.

Hence, M ⊃ να∗
BN

1 , and by Theorem A

dn(M, lNq ) > να∗
dn(B

N
1 , lNq ) &

q
να∗

.

This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 2. The upper estimate follows from Theorem C.
Let us prove the lower estimate. As in Theorem 1, we may assume that the set

K is compact and the minimum in the right-hand side of (14) is attained at some
α∗ ∈ A. Then

να∗

⌈

n log−1 2N

n

⌉−1/pα∗

6 να

⌈

n log−1 2N

n

⌉−1/pα

, α ∈ A. (64)
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Let C > 0 be the constant from Theorem F, k∗ = min
{⌈

Cn log−1 2N
n

⌉

, N
}

. Notice
that if k∗ = N , then n ≍ N , dn(Vk∗ , l

N
∞) = dn(B

N
∞, lN∞) = 1.

We have

dn(να∗
k−1/pα∗

∗ Vk∗ , l
N
∞) > να∗

k−1/pα∗

∗ /2 & να∗
min

{

1, n−1 log
2N

n

}1/pα∗

.

By (64), there is an absolute constant C1 > 0 such that να∗
k
−1/pα∗

∗ Vk∗ ⊂ C1M . This
concludes the proof.

3 The case of arbitrary να.

Notice that if infα∈A να = 0, then ∩α∈AναB
N
pα = {0}. Therefore, further we assume

that infα∈A να > 0.
We set Z = {1/pα : α ∈ A} ⊂ [0, 1]; for z = 1/pα we set ν(z) = να. Then

M = ∩z∈Zν(z)B
N
1/z , and (4) is equivalent to

1 6
ν(z)

ν(w)
6 N z−w, z, w ∈ Z, z > w.

Let ν : Z → (0, ∞) be an arbitrary function, and let infz∈Z ν(z) > 0. We
construct the function ν∗∗ : Z → (0, ∞) such that

1 6
ν∗∗(z)

ν∗∗(w)
6 N z−w, z, w ∈ Z, z > w, (65)

M = ∩z∈Zν∗∗(z)B
N
1/z . (66)

Let
ν∗(z) = inf{ν(w) : w > z}, z ∈ Z.

Then ν∗(z) 6 ν(z) and the function ν∗ is non-decreasing. We show that

M = ∩z∈Zν∗(z)B
N
1/z . (67)

Since ν∗(z) 6 ν(z) for all z ∈ Z, it suffices to check that

ν∗(w)B
N
1/w ⊃ ∩z∈Zν(z)B

N
1/z , w ∈ Z. (68)

Let wn > w, ν(wn) →
n→∞

ν∗(w). Then

ν∗(w)B
N
1/w ⊃ ∩n∈Nν(wn)B

N
1/w ⊃ ∩n∈Nν(wn)B

N
1/wn

,

which implies (68).
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Now we set
ν∗∗(z) = inf{ν∗(w) ·N

z−w : w 6 z}.

Notice that

ν∗∗(z) 6 ν∗(z), z ∈ Z. (69)

We show that ν∗∗ is a non-decreasing function. Indeed, let z1 6 z2. If w 6 z1,
then ν∗(w) · N

z1−w 6 ν∗(w) ·N
z2−w; hence, ν∗∗(z1) 6 inf{ν∗(w) ·N

z2−w : w 6 z1}.
If z1 6 w 6 z2, by the monotonicity of the function ν∗ we get

ν∗(w) ·N
z2−w > ν∗(z1) > ν∗∗(z1).

Therefore, ν∗∗(z2) > ν∗∗(z1).
Now we prove that

ν∗∗(z2)

ν∗∗(z1)
6 N z2−z1, z1, z2 ∈ Z, z1 6 z2. (70)

This yields (65). For every w 6 z1 we have

ν∗∗(z2) 6 ν∗(w) ·N
z2−w = ν∗(w) ·N

z1−w ·N z2−z1;

taking infimum over w 6 z1, we get (70).
Now we show that

∩z∈Zν∗∗(z)B
N
1/z = ∩z∈Zν∗(z)B

N
1/z . (71)

By (69), it suffices to check that for every w ∈ Z

ν∗∗(w)B
N
1/w ⊃ ∩z∈Zν∗(z)B

N
1/z . (72)

Let wn 6 w, ν∗(wn) ·N
w−wn →

n→∞
ν∗∗(w). Then

ν∗∗(w)B
N
1/w ⊃ ∩n∈Nν∗(wn)N

w−wnBN
1/w ⊃ ∩n∈Nν∗(wn)B

N
1/wn

.

Hence, we obtain (72).
Now, (67) and (71) imply (66).
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