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Abstract
We solve the pointwise Landau-Kolmogorov problem on the inter-

val I = [—1,1] on finding ‘f(k)(t)’ — sup under constraints ||f|l2 < 6
and ‘ F)

2
r = 2, we solve the uniform version of the Landau-Kolmogorov problem
on the interval I in the Taikov case by proving the Karlin-type conjec-

< 1, where t € T and § > 0 are fixed. For r = 1 and

ture sup ‘f(k)(t)) = ‘fac)(—l)' under above constraints. The proof relies
tel

on the analysis of the dependence of the norm of the solution to higher-

order Sturm-Liouville equation (—1)"u(2r) + Au = —\f with boundary

conditions u(® (—1) =« (1) =0, s = 0,1, ..., — 1, on non-negative pa-

rameter A\, where f is some piece-wise polynomial function. Furthermore,

we find sharp inequality Hf(’“) H <Al fll2+ B Hf(”
oo

possible constant A > 0 and the smallest possible constant B = B(A) for
ke{r—2r—1}

with the smallest
2
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1 Introduction

The Landau-Kolmogorov problem consists of finding sharp upper bound for the
norm of intermediate function derivative in terms of the norm of the function
itself and the norm of its higher order derivative.

Let I =[-1,1]. For 1 < p < o0, let L, = L,(I) be the space of measurable
functions f : I — R having integrable p-th power (essentially bounded when
p = 00) with the standard norm:

1 g
1fllp =z, = </1|f(x)l”dw> : 1<p< oo,
esssup {|f(x)] : z €T}, p=o0



Let Ly, r € N, be the space of functions f : I — R having absolutely continuous
derivative f"=1) and such that f(") € L,. By Wy = {re Ly - | fllp < 1} we
denote the unit ball in space Lj.

Let k,7 € Z4 besuch that 0 < k<r—1and 1< p,q,s < oo. The Landau-
Kolmogorov problem consists of finding the modulus of contlnulty of operator
D¥: L, — L, on the class W

9(5)=Q(5;D’“%W!)=sup{Hf““)Hq:feWél ||fp<6}, 5>0. (1)

In the case ¢ = oo the pointwise Landau-Kolmogorov problem is also considered.
It consists of finding the modulus of continuity of functional Df : L, — R,
where ¢ € I, on the class W

0,(6) = Q (6; DF; W) = sup {

f(k)(t)‘ W fllp < } 020 (2 ’modulus_pointwise

dulus dulus_pointwise
Problems ii and are,the mos studied in t@se case of uniform norms
p=gq=s=o0. S Karli E)’_/;’gmd A. Pinkus RAZ[ found §; for all t € T and
k,r € Nwith £k <r — 1. In%ﬁﬁ' . Karlin conjectured that, for every § > 0,

Q(0) = sup . (6) = Q_1(9). (3) ’karlin_conjecture
tel

rlin_conjecture

Alth 1 zpot fully proved, conjectyre is confirmed in many situations (CJeu
% g]’ffor r =2 by E. LandautﬁT L< 02) and C.K. Chui, P. W. Smith 0
5 > §y); for r = 3 by M. Sato and A% Zyyagintsev, A.Ya. Lepin 8] -
mdependently, for r = 4 by A.1. Zvyagintsev 9ﬁf> d4) and N. NaldenovnWTU]'*
(6 < d4). Forr > 598Karhn S conjecture is prov 1 the “polynomial case” by
B.-O. Eriksson EIW = ¢,) and A. Yu. Shadrin %%ZE]L@ > 6,). Here 6, = 5.
Much less is known for other combinations of parameters p,q,s. Moduli of
continuity Q and ; were found for all § > 0 in the following situations:

ur 86
1.reN\{1},k=r—1,g=00,1< oos-lbyVIBurenkovﬂ3

22r=2k=1Ltel p=oo, 15 s < 00— by YuV. Babenkoﬁaﬂ
V. 1. Burenkov and V. A. Gusakov W 15] independently;

8.r=2k=1p=q=o0 154 by Yu.V. Babenko P
V. 1. Burenkov and V. A. Gusakovp[}ﬁ mE]ependently,
aji 03 2
4. r=2k=1,p=s=00,1<qg<oobyN. Naldenovw
5. r=3,k=1,p=q=o00, rzlbytheauthorfﬂ

dulu ai_02
Problem was solved partially in $ in the case 1 < ¢ < 00, p = s = 00,
r =3 and k = 1,2. For the overview of il kﬂ,%g esylf 1t %]Iézt}%l%é‘i% ﬁL‘%ﬁ% rg&&gd
directions we refer the reader to books ‘2‘[,722,723 and surveys (24, 20].



In this paper we will study the Landau-Kolmogorov problem in the Taikov
case, i.e. for p = s =2 and ¢ = co. The consideration of the Taikov case is mo-
tivated by numerous sharp results on the LandauR_Ko]brglogorov problem for func-
tions defined on the real line R (see L. V. fT 26[), on the - l(f)lggatlve half-
line Ry = [0, +00 lgg Gabushin 28], G. A. Kalyabml%é) %]\
and L. L. Orldorogaﬁ— e period T = [0,27) (see A.Yu. Shadrln Z?afﬁnd
other domains. These results were generalized in various directions: for in-
tegral and fractional derivatives of multivariate functions, for powers of the
Laplace-Beltrami operators on manifolds, for powers of infinitesimal generators

of semigroups, for pow e olf)ﬁelg adé(iunt operators and abstract linear operators

acting in Hilbert (see [31] and references therein).

dulus modulus_pointwise
Aforementioned advances make it natural to expect that problems (“ i and 1E

in the Taikov case can be solved in full. Curiously enough it seems no previous
results in this setting are known.

1.1 Related problems

Additive inequalities for the norms of derivatives. The Landau-Kolmogorov
problem can be formulated alternatively as the problem of finding the set I' =
' (D*; L7) of all possible pairs (A, B) of non-negative numbers such that, for
every f € L7, there holds inequality

Hf(k)Hq < Allfll, + B Hfm

(4)

that is sharp in the sense of minimal possible constant B, i.e.

B = B(A) = sup (Hf(k)H - A||f||p> .

. . . inequalit X .
The pointwise version of problem ﬁ; naturally consists of finding the set
ry=r (Df; L’S") of all pairs (A, B) of non-negative numbers such that, for every
f € LZ, there holds sharp inequality

@@ <alfl,+ B0 . (5)

where

B = B4 = swp (|1M0] - 41]y).

Modulus 2 and set I' are closely related as the following relations indicate

r= {(A,B(A)) : A>0 and B(A) =sup (2(5) — AJ) < oo} (6)

>0

Q) < (Alg)fer (Ad+ B). (7)

’ inequality_pointwise

’ first_relation ‘

’ second_relation ‘




. cond_relation . . L.
Inequality 1F i turns mnto equality for concave moduli of continuity 2. For mod-
ulus ; and set I'; similar relations hold true

I, = {(A7 Bi(A)) : A>0 and B:(A) =sup (2 (§) — 40) < oo} (8) [first_relation_t]
6>0

Q (9) = (A,an)feD (A + B). 9) ’ second_relation_t ‘

3 . . cond_relation_fGab_70

Remark that equality sign in 5) follows from [[34] Lemma 1].

Hence, once moduli of continuity €2 and €2; are known, one can find h% sg:fig
and Ft.lmér&e(gbately. Additional results on sharp addll‘glh\ge_ égl.e%%%kg%g%%; %%Ee[éew,BabKorKo $Pic 03
found in [IZ]."We also refer the reader to the papers 241191 and Hooks 122,123

) R . uali ubliTy_pointwise

for the overview of results on inequalities an

Remark an important relation between additive Landau-Kolmogorov in-

eq %}iitg SB%% f‘#}%‘ Markov—Nikolskii inequalities. It was aaj[l}%wn independently
in |2, 19 that the minimal constant A in inequality (ﬁ; comcides with the sharp
constant M = M (Dk ; 77,071) in the Markov-Nikolskii inequality

[@®) <Mi@l,.  @eP,

where P,_ is th slgstt0£ gg@ilggbraic polynomials of degree at most r—1. In other

words, B(A) in (6] is finjte if and only if A > M. Similarly, the minimal constant
L. . equality_pointwis k .

A in inequality coincides wi e sharp constant M; = M (Dt ;’Pr,l) in

the pointwise version of the Markov-Nikolskii inequality
QO] < MRl QeP,

and, equivalently, B;(A) is finite if and only if A > M;.

The best approximati ge%t:_). le)oéu,nded operators by linear bounded ones.
We follow S.B. Stechkin Eﬂf‘ﬂ o formulate this problem. Let X and Y be
Banach spaces, T : X — Y be an operator with domain D(T") and W C D(T)
be some set. Define the modulus of continuity of operator T" on the class W:

Q0;T; W) =sup{||Tzlly : x €W, ||z||x <}, 0=0. (10) ’modulus_generic

dulus dulus_pointwise
Evidently, the notion Q(d; T; W) generalizes quantities 1ii ; and (E;.u He-peiERE

Let £ = L(X,Y) be the set of all linear functionals S : X — Y and define
the error of approximation of operator T' by operator S € £ on the class W:

U(T;S;W) = sup |[Tx — Sz|y .
zeW

For N > 0, we set

Exy(T;W)= inf U(T;S;W). (11)

SEL, ||ISIISN

The Stechkin problem on the best approximation of the oper t&};&g by linear
bounded operators on W consists in finding the quantity %ﬁéhﬂ(ﬂtmmal
operators (if any igt%), deliverine igf jn the right hand part of .

S.B. Stechkin [33] (see also &Tﬂ%mimple effective lower esti-
mate for (i )



thm_steckhin_lower‘ Proposition 1. IfT is homogeneous (in particular, linear) operator, W is cen-

trally symmetric convex set, then, for N >0 and § > 0,

En(T;W) = sup ((0; T; W) — NJ) . (12) ’ stechkin_lower_estimate
50

e_96 chki
We refer the reader to the survey WZIB]LEH known results on problem il l =
and discussion of related qucstion%mfggg}%rlfogggteg iltrggecasc X =1L, Y =1L,
W =W, T = D*, by inequality (T2, - -

En (Dk; W:) > sup (Q(6) — No) = B(N), N >0, (13) ’ stechkin_lower_estimate_cc
6>0

. K ab_70
and in the case X =L,, Y =R, W =W/, T = D¢, by %Z[ﬂ?emma 1],

En (Df; W) =sup (2(8) — N6) = By(N), N 2> 0. (14) ’pointwise_stechkin_equalit
6>0

The best recover of operators. Let us follow fﬁfgt% set the problem rigorously.
Let X and Y be the Banach spaces, T : X — Y be an operator with domain
D(T), W C D(T) be some set. By % we denote either the set .Z of all linear
operators acting from X to Y, or the set of all mappings & from X to Y. For
an arbitrary § > 0 and S € Z, we set

Us (T;8;W) = sup{[|[Tz — Sylly : x € W,y € X, [lz — yllx <3}

The problem of optimal recovery of operator T with the help of set of operators
Z on elements of the set W with given error § consists of finding the quantity

Es(%#;,T; W) :Sin;U(;(T; S;W). (15)
ea

Thhgrgeéugmiled survey of known results ag%éfurther references can be found e.g.,
in

25[. The following corollary from %ﬁtﬁg%gr_ne%é 1r]i'éndicates close relations

with the Stechkin problem and problem .

thm_best_recovery‘ Proposition 2. IfT is homogeneous operator (in particular, linear), W is cen-
trally symmetric convez set, then, for every N >0 and 6 > 0,

UGT;W) < &(O;TW) < E(L T W) < jnf (En(T; W) + N9,

k . _besai i stechkin_equality
Inthecase X =L,, Y =R, W =W, T = Dy by Proposition E and ill%;,

& (05 DF; W) =& (<, DF; W!) = Qu(6). (16) ’ function_best_recovery

1.2 Contribution and organization of the paper

In this paper we consider the case p = s = 2 and ¢ = co. We obtain the
following results:

e Find O, tel,forallreNand ke Zy, k<r—1;



i lit
e Find sharp inequality of the form ﬁ;evs}llafﬁl minimal possible constant A
for r e N\ {1} and k € {r — 2,7 — 1}.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section ﬁ%lifetiﬁoli%missg }&g}dau—
Kolmogorov problem in the case ¢ = +1, and in Section ggfcmg(a—ﬁeﬁetflcase
-1<t<1, 'lj[’fl&gmLandau—Kolmogorov problem in the case ¢ = oo is considered
in Section iform

For definiteness, everywhere below with except for Section %sume that
reNand k€ Zy, k<r—1, are arbitrary.

1.3 Main ideas of the proof

A . dulus_pnpi d¢y_pointwise . te_65.5te_67
To solve pointwise problems an , we use S. B. Stechkin’s idea 327 [33] on

intermediate approximation of f(*)(#), ¢ € I, with the help of bounded functional
S : Ly — R. We consider S of the form

t 1
si= [ wO@s@ar+ [(wO@ @ feLs

where the function w = wy; : I — R is chosen in a way that equation
(=1)"w®)(z) + Aw(z) =0, x € (=1,t)U(t1),

holds with some A > 0, and
1

f(k)(t) =Sf +/ w(a:)f(r)(x)dx, Vf e Li.

-1

Above choice of w together with the Schwarz inequality leads to sharp inequality

PO < w1712 + w2 |

2
with extremal function w() in the case A\ > 0. Following the higher-order
Sturm-Liouville theory and Fourier analysis with respect to eigen-functions of
operator A = (—1)"D?" with boundary conditions B : u(*)(—1) = u(*)(1) = 0,
s=0,1,...,7r—1, we will show that the norm Hw(’”) H2 attains all values between
the sharp constant M, in the Markov-Nikolskii inequality |Q(k)(t)’ < M| Ql2,
Q € Pr_1, and +o0. gﬂqn that operator S above provides the solution to
the Stechkin problem Jor functional T =DF: Ly~ D% ez}nré?_g;ase% N =0
To solve problems an ;Ei we coijecture (see at the derivative
©("tF) of every eigen-function of operator A with boundary conditions B attains

its maximal absolute value at the endpoints £1. W_e[ proye thist coréjecture int .
. remal_eigenfunction figure_4
case % %j 11,62% only. For r > 3, conjecture ooks also plausible as graphs

and [ indicate. Using this conjecture we can prove that for the same A > 0,

(r) (r) . . . cond_relation_t
lwaelly < llwx,—1], and Hw/\tH < Hw)\ _1H , which together with equality @)
' 2 ’ 2
proves that Q(0) = Q_4(d)



pointwise_t_0O

ntwise_t_O_representation

thm_landau_kolmogorov_t_o‘

thm_pointwise_t_0

stechkin_pointwise_t_0

2 Caset= -1

For A > 0, consider boundary value problem

(=1)"u®(z) + du(z) =0,  xe(-1,1),
ul)(=1) = (1) 16,1, 5=0,1,...,70—1, (17)
u®) (1) =0, s=0,1,...,7r—1,

where 9; ; 'srznnhfioKuggﬂeecker symbol. By u = uy € L3" denote a solution to
problem 1i| 1 % Some properties of functions u) are summarized in the following.
Lemma 1. Letre Nand ke Zy, k<r—1. Then

rm-Liouville 9
1. problem as a unique solution u = uy € L3" for every A >

2. the function HUE‘T)H continuously increases in A\ and Hug) =M_y;
2 2

3. the function |lux||, continuously decreases in A and lim |uyl|l, = 0.
A——+oo

. ozMaz_97 .
Remark that 30l ¢ 11]1%81’(1]]%HS. on SO]VE.iblhty f)f boundary \{alue problems
close to problem and properties of their solutions were studied.

The fi)llowmlgc rebult glves the solution to the Landau-Kolmogorov prob-
lem or the functional D¥ ¥1: Ly = R in the Taikov case and to the problem
of the best recovery of D*; on class W3 whose elements are given with an error.
Theorem 1. Letr e Nandk €Zy, k<r—1,and Z= 0 or Z=.%. Then,
for every 6 > 0, there exists unique A = X(0) > 0 such that OX-[Juy||, = Hug\r)

and there hold equalities

’
2

Q_1(8) := Q (6; DX s WE) = & (%; D ;W) = Hug’">

’Sturm—Liouville

inequalit ointwise

The set of pairs of sharp constants in additive inequalities is describe
by the following result.

Theorem 2. Letr e Nandk € Z,, k <r—1. Then

Ty =T (D L}) = {(H () Z,Hu,\||2> A 0}.
The following result delivers the solution to the problem on the best approx-

imation of functional D*, : Ly — R by linear bounded ones on class W3

Theorem 3. Letr e Nandke€Zy, k<r—1. For N>M_q,let \=Ay >0
be such that N = H (r)

‘ and consider functzonal Sn—1:Las = R:

Sn-1f = /ugjg w)dz,  f€ L.

Then, for N € [0, M_1), En (D’jl;WQ’“) = 400, and, for N > M_1,

EN (DEI,WQT) =U (Dﬁl;SN,—l;WS’) = ||u)\N||2 .



Remark, that Q; = Q_1 and T Rl AL
Hence, results similar to Theorems [I] |2l and 3] A
the function uy being replaced with the function (—1)

r—k

ux(—z), z € L.

ointwise_t_O_representation

2.1 Proof of Lemma

Consider the space

L= {u eL? :u®(-1)=u®(1)=0,s=0,1,...,r — 1}
and linear operator A : Ly — Lo with domain £ mapping a function u € £ into
the function Au = (—1)"u®"). Operator A possesses the following properties:

o A is self-adjoint. Indeed, for u,v € L, integrating by parts, we obtain

1

1
(Au,v) = / (=) u®) (2)v(z) dz = / u(z)(=1)"v?) () dz = (u, Av).

-1 -1

o A is coercive. Indeed, for every u € L and z € I, expanding function u
with the help of the Taylor formula with the remainder in the integral
form and applying the Schwarz inequality, we obtain

/1 (r) 2",
X (é)d£'<\/§Hu

Hence, ||ully < 27 H“(T)Hz and, integrating by parts, we have

(2 -

|u(z)| = ‘/j (g)r)_lu(r)(g) df‘ <ot

r—1)! 2’

(Au,u) = / 1 (—1) ) (z)u(z) dz = / 11 (um (x))z dz > Il

1 22'r

o A~ is Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Since A is coercive, its inverse A1 is
well-defined on the range A(L). Moreover, A~! can be expressed explicitly
as follows: for every u € Ly and = € I,

1
A tu(z) = (-1)" [1 K(z,&u(f) d¢, (18) ’ integral_representation

with the kernel

(@—F " ((1 —F (12 =9

K(@.8) = 5= @r—10 " (2r—2) 7 4l )'F(x)’

where fy = max{f;0} and F(z) is the column-vector

-1

A 2 @t
! r—1)! te 1! !
T+l ( 2") 22 (1)t
1)! ol s 2r r+1)!
Fla)=| @ ()
92r—1 92r—2 or (w+1)27'71
@Cr—0)! (@r—2)! -~ ol (2r—1)!



egral_representation

Indeed, denote the right hand part of vy J. early, j(—1) =
(=) =...= fr=U(-1)=0. For s =0,1,...,7 — 1, F®)(1) is column-
vector having 1 in the (s + 1)-th row and 0’s in all other rows. Hence,
f®(1)=0,5s=0,1,...,7 — 1. Hence, f € £L and Af = (—=1)"f?") = u.
Next, since the kernel K is bounded, we have fil fil K?%(z,€&) dr d€ < co.
Therefore, operator A~! : Ly — £ is Hilbert-Schmidt operator.

Since .A is coercive self-adjoint operator whose range coincide with Lo, its
inverse A~! is positive self-adjoint operat sAaléo A~ is Hilbert-Schmidt op-
erator and, hence, compact operator By %Tectlon XI §9, Theorem 1] A1
has discrete spectrum v; > 72 > ... > 0 accumulating only at 0. Moreover,
the system ® = {p,,} —; C C®nN £ of normed eigen-functions, i.e. ||¢nly =1,
corresponding to eigen-values -, ’s is basis in Lo, and

A_lf:Z'yn(fvcpn)(pna Z f750n (anL2

Denoting \,, = v, *, we obtain that, for every function u € L,

Au = ZAH (4, Pn) P, Z U, Pn)

n=1

Observe that system @, = {gosf)} is orthogonal system and ®,. 1 P,_;.

n=1

Indeed, for every n € N and Q € P,_1,

/Q 7)dz = ( /Q“ 2)pn(w) dz = 0,

and, for every m,n € N,

1
(6068) = [ enl@) =172 @) de = (s om) = i

-1

Now, consider the case A = 0. Clearly, there exists 3 polynomlal ug € Por_1
rm-Liouville
satisfying the boundary conditions of problem en the polynomial u( ")

is extremal in the Markov-Nikolskii inequality

QW[ < MalQle,  QePt.

Indeed, integrating by parts and applying the Schwarz inequality, we obtain

QM (-] = ) / 11Q(x)u(() (@) do

Above inequality turns into equality on polynomial u(()r). Hence,

<o

IRl vQeP, .

u(()r)H2 =M




. . . rm-Liouville
Next, let A > 0. Substituting © = v + ug into problem 1'1 (;, we obfain that
the function v belongs to the space £ and satisfies equation

(_1)TU(2T) + Av = —Aug. (19) ’Sturm-Liouville-inhom

It is not difficult to see that the function

oo

o —A(UO,QOn)
v—; o

. . . . rm-Liouville-inhom
delivers the desired solution to equation . Indeed, v € L as

o] 2
A7 (w0, #n)|
2 n 05
lAvll; = 7 < A luoll3,

2
n=1 ()\+>\n)
and
o M (U0, 0n) = —A2(ug, ©n)
—1)" (2r) w=A v =
(-1 + \v v+ v ; XA, +7; 1A,

= =AY (w0, ¢n) on = —Aug.
n=1

. rm-Liouville
Therefore, the solution u) to the problem 1il / ; exists and can be represented
in the form of the series

> )\n (u07 Lpn)

Uy =V + U = PN Pn.-

(20) ’ series_representation

n=1

ies_representation .

Formula @ holds'in the case A = 0 as well. Uniqueness of uy follogs from the. .

fact that the difference of any two distinct solutions to problem 1i; (; belongs

to £ and is an eigen-function of operator A corresponding to some non-positive

elgenjvalue — A, which is impossible. . . ipointwise t_0_representation
Finally, we turn to the proof of other assertions in Lemma [I[ Note that:

2 = A2 (uo, )| ,
Il = 2 =0T )

n=1

and, since ugr) € Pr_1, ®, is orthogonal system and ®, | P,_1, we have

12 2 2 NP 0 A2\, , On 2
Hug\) 5 H“(() ) ) + HU(T) y HU(() ) ) + nz::l W (22) ’norm_derivative_equality
Evidently, ’uf\r)H continuously increases in A, ‘u(()r) = M_y and |Jus|ly
2 2

continuously decreases in A, and lim [juy|, =0. O
A—+o0

10



ointwise_t_0
2.2 Proofs of main results of Section i%

_ intwise_t_O_representation
Proof of Theorem |2 By or every A > (. there exists a function
uy € L2 delivering the solution to problem (i { . For every f € L5,
1
9] <) <| [ e e + 100 - [ @
-1

. . L. rm-Liouville
Integrating by parts and accounting for boundary conditions of problem 1'1 1 %,

/ 11 o) (@)f(x) do = guv (P @0@)|, + v [ 11 ur(@) /) (@) da

= I1 + .[2.

1

= (1) 4 (-1 / ur (@) f) () da

—1

Substituting above relation into I and applying the Schwarz inequality, we have

FOED] < [[al]] 171l + Tl £

(23) ’pointwise_inequality

2
. A ntwise_inequalit (r)
Let us show that inequality E%) 1s sharp. For X > 0, the function fy := uy
. in B3 e trpediity;) (1) _ ) _ r—1
is extremal in as [[ally = [[ay’]|| and f,7 = uy ' = (=1)"""Auy and
2

A7), = Al ana
1= [ @n@ant (1760~ [ @ @nea)

) z—I—(—l)T_l/_lu,\(a:)f)(\T)(m) dz

=

2 2
A a3 = [[uf”

= [u” Al + llua |77

m_derivative_equality

faar
In the case A = 0, consider the limit and apply relation (22)):

k
1) = [l

H (r)

()
NG

£l (el
2 = lim

n—0+ 1% ||u0||2

(- 11L)

45w, Huo" I,
= luoll,-

lim
n—0+ H f#T)

[

(r)

= lluoll, + Jim.

1 Z M >\ (U’Oa(pn)|2

uoll, ILHOJFFL (1 + An)?

. . intwise_inequalit (r) .
Therefore, inequality is sharp. It remains to show that attains all
2
X ifgt _t_O_re resentatlon
values in [M_1,+00). By Lemma u/\ continuously increases in A and
2

11

HU'OHQ 4H




H (r) ‘ Q)| = +o0o. For

= M_;. So, we need only to prove that lim
~>+oo

n € N, consider the function f, = cos (mn((-) + 1) + Z£). Cle.aurly7 I frllz < 1,
‘ # , < (7n)" and |f,(=1)| = (7n)*. Assume there exists C' > 0 such that

s

and

, < O, for every A > 0. Choose n € N and A > 0 such that (mn)¥ > 2C
)" Juall, < C. Then fé’“(—l)‘ >20 =C+C > HuA fully +

r A . . . intwise_inequalit [Ehm_pointwise_t_0
luxlly ‘ fn’|| , which contradicts to inequality € prootf o heorem U 1S
2

finished. O

landau_kolmogorov_t_0O

The proof of Theorem[_] Let us verify that the function

Hug\) H ()
FO) = e |
[us2r A
2

decrew at(};alns all Positive values. Indeed, taking into account rela-
i m_equa, erivatiyv
tions an we obtain

2 S A U rFn

‘w()r) ) Z ‘ifi)\”),}l
W S 222 |(uo,pn)|? S A2 |(uo,0n) 2 1(A) + f2(A)
(AAn)? = (A FAn)?

Clearly, fi decreases in A. Let us show that f5 is non-increasing in A. Consider
derivative fi:

S Anl(woen)® | o2 A2(uoen)> o2 Anl(uoen)l® | o A2|(uo,pn)?
Zl oY DD D Dl O Iy A Dl et W
fo(A) = -2 = n= = =
n=1 tAn)?
> (el Nltwen)l il lGee)?)
et A AR (A+Am)? OFAn)? FAm)®
J— _2 . 7 _
2
S A2 |(u0.pn)
OOAn)\mu,n2u’m2
> Aiesestall (i = An)
— _2 . n,m
2
S A2 (w0,
nle
[e] Oo)\n)\mu,nQU,mz
3 Aipsafesell . O - A)?
— _o, m=ntln= <0

2
o A2 (uo,pn)|?
()

12



pointwise_t_any ‘

Henc.e, fg is non-increasing and, as res%lﬁ;cinfwil%esttr_igﬂ%pcligggggas%g&lon (0, +00).
Continuity of f follows from Lemma [I[- Consider Limit cases A — 01 and
A — 400. Observe that as ug € L, it follows that

o0
SN (g, on)|? = 400,
n=1

Hence,
2
[+,
m f(\)=——"%5=+
IV =5 luoll3
and
o A2 (10,00 [
L, oy N
lim f(A) = lim = < lim 2 =
Ao Ao i A222 |(uo,pn)|? A—+o0 o A2A2 | (0,002
= (A +An)2 nZ::l OFAn)2

From the above and continuity, and monotony of f it follows that, for every
d > 0, there exists unique A > 0 such that 92 z_rf(})\g ..We conclude the
ntwise_ineguality

argument by observing that by inequality (23]),

2-1(0) < |l 6+ Nualls.
G
and recalling that the function f = /\|1|2

f € W3. It remains to apply equalities

echkin_pointwise_%_0
The proof of Theorem@. Clearly, En UENWQ’”) = 400, for every N < M_1.

ointwise_t_0O (r)
For every N > M_;, by Theorem ere exists A > 0 such that N = Hu)\
lpointwise_stechkin_equality

By (4]}, we have

2.

L
Ex Dk wg) > 0oy (A2t | - A2l ),
Auall, Aual,

. . . intwise_inequalit
To finish the proof, we follow the proof of inequality @mﬂaﬁ%—l

£ (1) - / o (@) f(z) de

-1

U(DEI;SN,_HWQT) = sup
Fewy

<lually- O

3 Casete(—1,1)
In this section we will follow the ideas from the previous section. For A > 0,

consider boundary value problem

(=1)"u®") (z) 4+ lu(z) = 0, x € (=1,t)U(t1),
u®) (1) =u) (1) = 0, s=0,1,...,r—1, (24)
w4+ 0) —u®(t —0) = (1)1 _p_16, 5=0,1,...,2r —1.

13
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~Liouville_t
By ux; € L3"((—1,t)) N L37((¢,1)) denote a solution to problem 1&% . Note

that functions uf\sl, s=0,1,....,r—k—2,r—k,...,2r — 1, can be extended by

continuity on the interval I. For brevity, we keep notation ul )\ 1 ) for this extension.
Some properties of uy ; are summarized in the following proposmon.

ointwise_t_representation| Lemma 2. LetreN, k€ Z,, k<r—1, andt e (-1,1). Then

rm-Liouville_t o
1. problem 15%; has a umque solution uy, € L3"((—1,t)) N L3"((¢,1)), for

every A =0

2. the function Hug\rz , continuously increases in A and Hu((fz = M;;

3. the function ||ux||, continuously decreases in X and lim ||ug|l, = 0.
A—~4o0

. . dulus_pointwise
The next result delivers the solution to problem in the Taikov case and

to the problem of the best recovery of Df on class W3 whose elements are given
with an error.

thm_landau_kolmogorov_t‘ Theorem 4. Let r € N, k € Zy, k <r—1,t € (-1,1), and Z = O or
H = L. For every 6 > 0 there exists a unique X\ = A(J) > 0 such that

oA~ unell, = [[u)

, and there hold the series of equalities

Qu(8) = 2 (6 DE: W3) = & (5 DF; W) = ||ull)||

0+ [lunelly -

) . L . L. inequality_pointwise
The set of pairs of sharp constants in additive inequalities can be de-

scribed as follows.

thm_pointwise_t| Theorem 5. Letr e N, ke Zy, k<r—1andte (—1,1). Then

re=r (of 1) = { ([[u521]

The following result delivers the solution to the problem on the best approx-
imation of functional DF : Ly — R by linear bounded ones on class W3

undlly) s A0}

stechkin_pointwise_t| Theorem 6. Letr e N, k € Zy, k<r—1andt e (=1,1). For N > M, let
AN, = 0 be such that N = Hu&? ot

and consider the functional Sy : Ly — R:
2

1
Snaf = / W) @) f@)ds,  fe L.
e

Then, for N € (0, M), En (Df,WQ’“) = 400 and, for N > My,

v (D3 W3) = U (Dy; S, W3 ) = [lusy el -

14



pointwise_t_representation

3.1 The proof of Lemma 2|

First, we consider the case A\ = 0. Clearly, there exists a f ction. ug . £

i X R iouville_t
Por—1((—1,t)) N Par_1((t, 1)) delivering the solution to problem (E% Note that
u(()z is polynomial of degree at most r — 1 and is extremal in pointwise version

of the Markov-Nikolskii inequality

QO] < MilIQle,  VQEP.

Indeed, for every @ € P,_1, there holds true inequality
' ()
o] = | [ @l as 1@l

which turns into equality on the polynomial u . Hence, u((ft)ﬂa' M;.

Liouville_t
Next, let A > 0. Substituting u = v —é—m%gtlmto problem @% we obtain that

v € L (see definition in Subsection i?l ; and there holds equality

o

(—I)TU(QT) + A = —Aug . (25) ’ Sturm-Liouville-inhom_t

emma_1
Following the arguments in Subsection ﬁ 1[ we see that

i _)\ UO tv@n
T A A,

and, hence,

(o]
A
Uyt =V + Uyt = Z M ©On- (26) ’ series_representation_t

=

ies_representation_t
Note that the formula @ also holds true in the case A = 0. Uniqueness of uy ¢

can be established with the %elg of th? same considerations as uniqueness of the

function wu) (see Subsection urthermore,
2
_ > )\EL |(U0,t7%0n)‘ (r) 2 _ )\ )\ UO ta(Pn)l
= Z —_— and uy |l = uo)75 Ot o)
— A+ ) 2 +
Evidently, ug\z continuously increases in A, uért) = M, and ||ux |, con-
2 g

tinuously decreases in A, and lim [ux |, = 0. O
A—~4o0 ’

ointwise_t_an
3.2 Proofs of main results of Section%

_pointwise_tjpointwise_t representatlon

The proof of Theorem |§| By Lemma 2] Tor every Ltglevrelf)ﬂgts the solution
uxt € L3"((—1,t)) N L37((¢,1)) to the problem 1'%%; Then, for every f € L},

f(k) ‘/ ug\’”z

1
+‘f(k)(t)_/1ug2( )f(x)d$ =1 + L.

15



. . s . rm-Liouville_t
Integrating by parts and accounting for boundary conditions in @mﬁw

-1

( (-1-3) )f(j)(x))’i1+2(—l) ( D (@) f9) (@ ))

j:O =0

,_.
I
<
I
—

r—

1

t+

1

=790 + (-1 [ @) @) d.

-1

Substituting above relation into I and applying the Schwarz inequality, we have
(r)

FO @) < [|us, 1712 + el |79

(27) ’pointwise_inequality_t

intwise_inequalit
Sharpness of inequality can be establis ed in a similar way as sharpness of

Jointwise_inequalihny pointwise_t_0

inequality (]2_5]) in Theorem 2| Similarly, to prove that HUA 3

attains all values
thm p01ntw1se t_0
in [M;, +00), we can follow the same ideas as in the proof of Theorem 2] with

function f, = cos (mn((-) —t) + Z£). O
landau_kolmo orov_t thm_landau_kolmogorov_t_0
The proof of Theorem @ The proof follows the proof of Theorem [I[with corre-

sponding change of the Fourier coefficients (uq, ¢, ) by coefficients (ug ¢, ¢n) and
of the function uy by the function wuy ;. O

chkin_pointwise_t echkin_pointwise_t_0

The proof of Theorem ﬁ The proof 1s identical to the proof of Theorem Efatter
corresponding change of the function uy with the function u), and operator
Sn,—1 with operator Sy +. O

4 Uniform case

First, we formulate the Karlin-type conjectures: for the modulus of continu-
ity (I of operator D* : Ly — Loy on the class W3

0(5) = 0 (5: D4 W5) =swp0,(0) =0, (3), W0, (29
tel
. 1i
and for the set I" of pairs of sharp constants A, B in additive inequalities @;e HalLt

O £

. lin_ol lin_gamma
Conjectures an are confirmed for small 7’s in the following results.

thm_landau_kolmogorov| Theorem 7. Let either r =1 and k=0 orr =2 and k € {0,1}, and Z = &

or# = C. Then, for § >0,
Q(8) := Q(6; D" W3) = & (%; D" W3) = Q_1(6).

16



Theorem 8. Let eitherr =1 and k=0 orr =2 and k € {0,1}. Then
[ =T (D" Ly =T_.

The key ingredient in proving above theorems is the conjecture on extrem 1emma .
properties of derivatives of eigen-functions ¢ of operator A (see Subsection i% g

Hso(rJrk)H - ‘SD(THC)(—U’ . (30) ’extremal_eigenfunctions‘

Here ¢ is non-zero function satisfying boundary value problem for some A > 0

(=17 (z) = Ap(x), =€ (-1,1),
0 (=1) = (1) =0, s=0,1,...,7—1.

(31) ’sturm_liouville_bvp‘

. remal_eigenfunctions lin_om lin_gamma
Conjecture (30 implies conjectures an , as the following proposi-
tion indicates.

lem_karlin_as_corollary| Lemma %fffoﬁeﬂfefbgpN an remaﬂ‘ o e}lf?:mctfo very e%%e JJynction o of
problem possesses property en equalities an old true.

_1 lem_karlin_as_corollary
Theorems [/[an ollow 1mmed1ately from Lemma [ and the next proposi-

tion.

lem_small_order| Lemma 4. Let eitherr = 1 an k = rr=
110uv1 le_bvp

2 and k {n very
non-zero solution  to problem (31 satzsﬁes pmper Y

1gen unctlons

Figure 1: Graphs of fourth order derivatives of the first six eigen-functions of

operator Au = u(®, case r =4 and k = 0.

15
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Figure 2: Graphs of sixth order derivatives of the first six eigen-functions of

operator Au = u(®, case r = 4 and k = 2.
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m_small_order
We suppose that Lemmaﬁ also holds true for r > 3 (see e.g., graphs of
derivatives of first several eigen-functions of operator Au = u(®)), but the proof
of this fact is ynknown to us. .
uniform . chkin
TheoremE allows solving the Stechkin problem orr=1and r=2.

Theorem 9. Let either r = 1 and k = 0 or v = 1 and k € {Q. 1}, For T intuise t 0

N = M, let Ay,—1 = An,1 = An, wher /\%kzs decﬁned mn Theorem and let
An, t € (—1,1), be defined in Theorem ]_)ejme opemtor bN Lo — Ly

1
Snf(t)=Snuf = /1u,\N,t,t(x)f(x) dax, f € Ls.

Then, for N € (0, M), En (Dk;WZT) = 400, and, for N > M = My,
En (D% W3) = U (D*; Sns Wy) = luay lly = En (DG; W3) -

. lin_o lin_gamma
For r > 3, conjectures 1'?;) and iEgi remain open. Nevertheless, the following

partial result can be established.

thm_additive_polynomial‘ Theorem 10. Let r = 3,4,... and either k =1 —2 or k =r — 1. Then, for

every f € Ly, there holds sharp inequality

[ < ], 002 + oty £
. . niform
4.1 The proof of main results of Sectlonﬁ
karlin_as_corollary

The proof of LemmaMmA me ﬁlaeggee\{l%rx gl%en-functlon On, % e, o of f oper-

ator A satisfies property (80]). First, we show that conjecture o 5 rue.

18



Integratén% bvy Sgagts and taking into account definition of function wg: (see
E —

Section ,1), we obtain

1 1 [t %Hkr) ¢
(woason) = [ woelaen@yar = S [ ug )o@y ar = 20,

intwise_t_0
Similarly, (Hk)( 1) = =\ (uo, ¢n), where ug was defined in Sectionlﬁ gi gﬁgg,

[(wo,t, n)| < |(uo,¢n)| and by series representation of the norms of functions
(r) (r) intwise_t_re sehwaséoh O_representation
Uz, Uy 4, ux and uy ’ (see proof of Lemma P[and Lemma|[I]], for every X > 0,

<

H (r) and

U
At
. cond_relation_t
Then by relation (9)), for every 0 > 0,
- (r)
- (i o) < g

A>0
1
As a result, Q(J) = Q_1(9) and relati@n Wue.

Now, let us show that fure olds true as well. Let ¢ € (—1,1). It
was proved by G. Labelle 37]__fhat M = M. Hence, for every A > M, there

rs Ehm_pointwise_t_0
exist A > 0 such that Hu/\ = A. Then by relations Worem EI,
2

|

2 < flually -

(r)
A

2) —Q_1(5).

B(A) = sup (©(8) — Ad) = sup (2-1(6) — Ad) = [[uxll, -

6>0 6>0

. lin_gamma
Therefore, I' = I'y and conjecture 1&?) is proved. O

m_small_order 2
The proof of Lemma ﬁ Let r =1 and k = 0. Then, for n € N, \,, = 4” and,

for m € N, @o,—1(x) = cos (7rm — 5) x and Qo (z ) = sinmma, x € I. Clearly,

the. function @(r+ )(nal elféh(fr);c ttains its extremal value on I at the endpoints,

which proves . rm_liouville_bvp
Let r =2 and k € {0,1}. Assume ¢ satisfies boundary value problem @

with some A > 0, and to € (—1,1) is the extremum of ¢+ Clearly,

@Bk () = 0. Then integrating by parts we have

(90(2+k) (to))2 B (@(2%)(_1))2 _ 2/% PR (2)oB3F) (1) da
-1

to tO
=2 [ @ @) dr = =2 [ @) o) da

= -\ <(<P(k)(to)>2 - (w(’“)(l)f) = -\ (so(’“)(to))2

Hence,

(@(2+k)(_1)>2 = (<p(2+k) (to))2 +A (so(k)(to))2 > (@(2+k)(to))2

and extremums of p(2t#) inside T do not exceed in magnitute its values at the
end-points of I, which finishes the proof. O
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Stechkin

operator Sy is well-defined for N > M. By

En (D" W3) < U (D*; Sn;Wy) = sup U (Dy; Sy, W)

tel
= sup ||u)\N,t7t||2 = ||u>\N||2 .
tel
. . chkin_lower_est ami or;
In turn, by inequality (ﬁ and Theorem 7W27") > [Jury |l ]

ddltlve _polynomial
The proof of Theoremﬁl Let ¢ € (—1,1) and the functions uy and uy: be

intwise_t_O intwise_t_an
defined in Section 2[and Secfion

respectively. Since H Uy )H =My > M, =
b_69 santulse
Hugrg (see H‘%Dﬁnd by Theorems koo

S e e to prove that [|ug ||, <
lluolly- Also, due to symmetrical considerations, it is enough to consider the case
te(—1,0].

Eirst. we consider the case k = r—1. Set p_1 := (—1)"uo and p; := (—1)"uo,-
By 1 is clear that

©) 1 1 o
() =12 [ ey e = [ @)

YJ- -1
rm-Liquville_t . Lo L.
By pi(®) = p_1(x) — X|=1,1), Where xg is the characteristic (indicator)

function of measurable set E C I. Since ¢ < 0, for every x € [—1,1),

1—pa(z) = —pu(x) = [pe(2)],

p-1(z) > %

and p_i(z) = pi(z), for every x € [t,1]. Hence, ||p_1|l, < |[pt|ly, which finishes
the proof in this case.

Consider the case r > 2 and k = r — 2. Denote p_;(z) = (—1)""tug(x),
p1(z) = p_1(—z) and p(x) = (—1)"lug(x), z € I. Recall that from the defi-
nition of functions uy and wug ¢, it follows that p_1 € Par_1, pr € Par_1(—1,t) N
Par—1(t,1) and

pE(=1) =b1., PPA)=0, s=01,...,r—1,

and
P (1) = pi” (1) =0, s=0,1,...,r—1,
pgs) (tt) _pgs) (t—l) =015 s=0,1,...,2r—1.

Straightforward calculations show that

(1—1t)-p_1(z) + (1 +1) - p1(x) + d()

pe(x) = zel,

where



1

Clearly, p, < 5% -p_q + 1

-p1 as 6; < 0. Let us show that

1-t¢ 1+¢

p@) > == pa(e) - - m@),  wel

or, equivalently,

dp(x) = 64 (x), z el (32) ’main_inequality

First, we show that p;(t) < 0. Assume to the contrary that ps(¢) > 0. Then
there exist points —1 < & <t < & < 1 such that p} (§&1) > 0 and p} (&) < 0. If
P} (t7) < 0 then there exist three points —1 <71 < &§ < T <t <& < T2 <1
such that p} (1) = 0, p{ (12) < 0 and p} (11) > 0. Hence, the continuous
extension of p} on the interval I (also denoted as p}') has at least 2 zeros inside
I, and at least 2(r —2)+2 = 2r —2 zeros (counting multiplicities) on the interval
I. However, py is the algebraic polynomial of degree at most 2r — 3 and cannot
have 2r — 2 or more zeros. Next, if p} (t7) > 0 then p} (t*) =1+ p, (t7) > 0.
Hence, there exist three points 1< <& <t< T <& <19 <1 such that
py (11) 2 0, p/ (12) < 0 and p} (71) > 0, and following previous arguments we
arrive to contradiction.

Next, we observe that p;(z) > p.(¢) - 11%”, x € [—1,t]. Indeed, assume to the

contrary that there exists a point £ € (—1,¢) such that p,(§) = p(t) - %ig Slnce
pi(—1) = 0, there exist 2 points —1 < & < £ < & < t such that p} (&) <

and p} (&) > 0. Also, since p(t) < 0, there exists a point &3 € (¢,1) such
that py (&) < 0. Hence, p} has at least 2(r — 2) + 2 = 2r — 2 zeros (counting
multiplicities), which contradicts to the fact that p}’ is a polynomial of degree at
most 2r — 3. Using similar arguments we can also prove that p;(z) > p:(t)- %,
z €[t 1]. - .

n_inequalit

Based on the abovei 151 gy?ﬁ(*fept to prove inequality @?i only 1n the case

x = t, in which case can be rewritten as

2(1 — t) . p_l(t) + 2(1 + t) - p1 (t) > —(575(75) =1-¢. (33) ’main_inequality_Q‘

Evidently, p_i(z) > pi(z) on [-1,0] and p_1(2) < p1(x) on [0,1]. Hence, . ..
21 =1t) - p_1(t) +2(1+¢t) - p1(t) = 2p_1(¢) + 2p1(¢). So, to prove inequality E?% - -

it is sufficient to show that

2p_1(t) +2p1(t) > 1 — 12, (34) ’main_inequality_S ‘

Clearly, the function f(z) = 2p_1(x) + 2p1(z) is even polynomial of degree
at most 2r — 2 such that f(-1) = f(1) =0, f'(-1) = 2, f'(1) = —2 and

" = in_i lity_3
f(z) = =4 (1-2?) 2 Wwhere v = Lll (1 2?) 2 de. Then inequality @MM

turns into equality for r = 2. For r > 3, the difference g(x) = f(x) — 1+ 22 has

the following properties: g(—1) = g(1) = ¢'(—1) = ¢’(1) = 0 and ¢"(z) is even, . 3
has only one zero on (—1,0), and g’gmlg dgltqvere nee inequality ollows,
which finishes the proof of Theorem ILOf O
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