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ON APPROXIMATION OF HYPERSINGULAR INTEGRAL

OPERATORS BY BOUNDED ONES

VLADYSLAV BABENKO, OLEG KOVALENKO, AND NATALIIA PARFINOVYCH

Abstract. We solve the Stechkin problem about approximation of generally
speaking unbounded hypersingular integral operators by bounded ones. As a
part of the proof, we also solve several related and interesting on their own
problems. In particular, we obtain sharp Landau-Kolmogorov type inequalities
in both additive and multiplicative forms for hypersingular integral operators
and prove a sharp Ostrowski type inequality for multivatiate Sobolev classes.
We also give some applications of the obtained results, in particular study the
modulus of continuity of the hypersingular integral operators, and solve the
problem of optimal recovery of the value of a hypersingular integral operator
based on the argument known with an error.

1. Introduction

Let X and Y be Banach spaces, L(X, Y ) be the space of linear bounded oper-
ators S : X → Y , and let A : X → Y be an operator (not necessarily linear) with
the domain DA ⊂ X. Let also Q ⊂ DA be some class of elements.

The problem to find the quantity

(1) U(A, S;Q) = sup
x∈Q

‖Ax− Sx‖Y

plays an important role in Approximation Theory and Numerical Analysis. Such
problem occurs, for example, in the studies of the approximation of functional
classes by linear methods, in estimates of the error of various numeric methods, in
particular in formulae of numeric integration, and other investigations.

Quantity (1) is connected to a series of optimization problems. For example,
treating an operator A as given, we may want to find an operator S from some
family of operators that minimizes the right-hand side of (1). A classical example
of this kind is the problem to find the best linear method of approximation of a
given functional class by a given approximating set.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 26D10, 41A17, 41A44, 41A55.
Key words and phrases. Hypersingular integral operator, Stechkin’s problem, Landau-

Kolmogorov type inequality.
1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.13892v1


2 V. BABENKO, O. KOVALENKO, AND N. PARFINOVYCH

In this article we are interested in approximation of a generally speaking un-
bounded hypersingular integral operator by linear operators with norm not ex-
ceeding a given number N . The problem is to find the quantity

EN (A,Q) = inf {U(A, S;Q) : S ∈ L(X, Y ), ‖S‖ ≤ N} .

This problem first arose in Stechkin’s investigations in 1965. The statement of
the problem, first important results, and solutions to this problem for differential
operators of small orders are presented in [1]. For a survey of further results on
this problem see [2].

Inequalities that estimate norms of the intermediate derivatives of univariate or
multivariate functions using the norms of the functions and their derivatives of
higher order play an important role in many branches of Analysis and its applica-
tions. It appears that the richest applications are obtained from sharp inequalities
of this kind, which attracts much interest to the inequalities with the smallest
possible constants. For univariate functions, the results by Landau [3], and Kol-
mogorov [4], are among the brightest ones in this topic. Inequalities of this kind
are often called the Landau-Kolmogorov type inequalities. A survey on the results
for univariate and multivariate functions for the case of derivatives of integer order
and further references can be found in [2, 5–11].

In many questions of Analysis, the necessity to deal with fractional deriva-
tives [12] , hypersingular and more general integral operators occurs. Some results
and further references related to Landau-Kolmogorov type inequalities for such
operators can be found in [13–26].

The Stechkin problem, in turn, is intimately connected to Landau-Kolmogorov
type inequalities. We briefly describe this connection, since such scheme of argu-
ments, (which is minor generalization of Stechkin’s techniques) will be used during
the proof of the main results of this article.

Knowing the value of the quantity in (1), one can immediately write a Landau-
Kolmogorov type inequality in the additive form:

∀x ∈ Q, ‖Ax‖ ≤ ‖Ax− Sx‖+ ‖Sx‖ ≤ U(A, S;Q) + ‖S‖ · ‖x‖.

If in addition there exist an operator S ∈ L(X, Y ) and a bounded sequence of
elements {xn} ⊂ Q such that

(2) ‖Axn‖ =
(

U(A, S;Q) + ‖S‖ · ‖xn‖
)

(1 + o(1)) as n→ ∞,

then

E‖S‖(A,Q) = U(A, S;Q).

Indeed, for each operator S with ‖S‖ ≤ ‖S‖, one has

(3) ‖Axn‖ ≤ U(A, S;Q) + ‖S‖ · ‖xn‖ ≤ U(A, S;Q) + ‖S‖ · ‖xn‖.

Passing to a limit as n → ∞, due to boudedness of {xn}, equalities (2) and (3),
we obtain U(A, S;Q) ≤ U(A, S;Q), as required.
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The article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give necessary definitions
and formulate our main results. In Section 3 we compute norms of deviation of
a hypersingular integral operator from bounded operators of a particular family;
this result can also be considered as a sharp Ostrowski type inequality [27] (see
e.g. the survey [28] for other results in this area and further references) for the
integral with rather general weight, and is a generalization of the one from [29]. In
Section 4, we obtain a sharp Landau-Kolmogorov type inequality for a large class of
hypersingular integral operators, which in particular includes the Riesz fractional
derivatives. This result generalizes [22]. Following the described above scheme, we
also give a proof of our main result Theorem 1 in this section. In Section 5 we give
several applications of the obtained results. In particular, we solve the problem of
computation of the modulus of continuity for the hypersingular integral operators,
as well as the problem of recovery of such operators on the class of known with
error elements. Finally, in order not to shadow the main ideas of the proofs of our
results, we transfer several auxiliary technical proofs into Appendices.

2. Notations and the main results

For x, y ∈ R
d denote by (x, y) the dot product of x and y. Let K ⊂ R

d be an
open convex symmetric with respect to θ bounded set with θ ∈ intK. Denote by
K the family of all such sets K. For K ∈ K and x ∈ R

d denote by |x|K the norm
of x generated by the set K, i.e.

|x|K := inf{λ > 0: x ∈ λK}.

If K is the unit ball in R
d
p, p ∈ [1,∞], then we write | · |p instead of |x|K . For a

set K ∈ K, denote by K◦ its polar set,

K◦ =

{

y ∈ R
d : sup

x∈K
(x, y) ≤ 1

}

.

It is well known that the norm | · |K◦ is the dual to | · |K norm, i.e.

|z|K◦ = sup{(x, z) : |x|K ≤ 1}.

In particular for all x, y ∈ R
d, (x, y) ≤ |x|K · |y|K◦.

Let Q ⊂ R
d be an open set. By W 1,p(Q), p ∈ [1,∞], we denote the Sobolev

space of functions f : Q → R such that f and all their (distributional) partial
derivatives of the first order belong to Lp(Q). Let K ∈ K be fixed. Since all norms
in the finite dimensional space R

d are equivalent, and obviously |∇f |1 ∈ Lp(Q) for
all f ∈ W 1,p(Q), one has |∇f |K ∈ Lp(Q). For p ∈ [1,∞] set

WK
p (Q) :=

{

f ∈ W 1,p(Q) : ‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(Q) ≤ 1
}

.
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By C we denote the set of all open convex cones generated by a finite number
of points, i.e. the family of non-empty sets of the form

int

{

n
∑

k=1

ckxk : ck ≥ 0, k = 1, . . . , n

}

⊂ R
d

with n ∈ N and x1, . . . , xn ∈ R
d. Note that the family C contains the whole space

R
d as an element, and for each C ∈ C and polytope K ∈ K (by a polytope, we

mean a convex hull of a finite set of points from R
d) the set K ∩ C, is also a

polytope.
Everywhere below we consider the case d ≥ 2, p ∈ (d,∞] and p′ is such that

p−1 + (p′)−1 = 1. We also fix a cone C ∈ C.
As the set Q, we consider either the sets of the form K ∩ C or finite unions of

shifts of a set from K. Both types of sets satisfy the cone condition, and hence
the imbedding of the class W 1,p(Q) into the space of bounded continuous on Q

functions holds, see [30, Chapter 4]. Thus the values f(x), x ∈ Q and f ∈ W 1,p(Q)
are well defined.

For C ∈ C by L1
∞,p(C), p ∈ [1,∞], we denote the space of functions f : C → R

such that f ∈ L∞(C) and all their (distributional) partial derivatives of the first
order belong to Lp(C). For p ∈ [1,∞] and C ∈ C set

WK
∞,p =WK

∞,p(C) :=
{

f ∈ L1
∞,p(C) : ‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C) ≤ 1

}

.

In the article we approximate the following hypersingular integral operator
DK,w : L

1
∞,p(C) → L∞(C)

(4) (DK,wf)(x) :=

∫

C

w(|t|K)(f(x)− f(x+ t))dt, x ∈ C,

by bounded operators, where the ”radial” weight w(|t|K) is generated by a uni-
variate function w : (0,∞) → [0,∞). Note that in the case when K is the unit
ball in R

d, C = R
d and w(t) = t−(d+α), 0 < α < 1, we obtain the Riesz derivative

Dα of order α, see [12, §26.7]. It is worth mentioning that the Riesz derivative Dα

corresponds [12, §25.4] to the fractional degree (−∆)α/2 of the Laplace operator.
In order to specify the class of considered weights, we need the following defini-

tions.

Definition 1. For 0 ≤ a < b ≤ +∞ and p ∈ [1,∞], denote by Lp(a, b) the space

of all measurable functions w : (a, b) → R+ with finite norm

‖w‖Lp(a,b) =







(

∫ b

a
td−1wp(t)dt

)1/p

, p <∞,

ess supt∈(a,b) t
d−1w(t), p = ∞.

Note that the condition w ∈ Lp(0, 1) in the case p ∈ [1,∞) guarantees that the
integral

∫

K∩C
wp(|t|K)dt exists for arbitrary polytope K ∈ K and cone C ∈ C, see

Lemma 3 below.
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Definition 2. For h > 0 and p ∈ [1,∞] denote by Wp(0, h) the space of all non-

negative functions w : (0, h] → R such that w ∈ L1(u, h) for all u ∈ (0, h) and the

function

(5) gw,h(u) = gw(u) =
1

ud−1

h
∫

u

w(t)td−1dt

belongs to Lp(0, h).

Definition 3. For h > 0 and p ∈ [1,∞] denote by W∗
p (0, h) the space of all non-

negative functions w : (0, h] → R such that w ∈ Lp(u, h) for all u ∈ (0, h), for all

ν close enough to 1 from the left, the function

(6) wν(u) = sup
t∈[νu,u]

|w(t)− w(u)|

belongs to Wp(0, h), and

(7) lim
ν→1−0

‖gwν ,h‖Lp(0,h) = 0.

As it can be proved (using the arguments from the proof of Lemma 10 below), the
operator DK,w defined in (4) is unbounded whenever the integral

∫∞

0
w(ρ)ρd−1 dρ

diverges and is bounded with norm equal to 2d · meas (K ∩ C)
∫∞

0
w(ρ)ρd−1 dρ

otherwise. In the statements of the theorems below we use the function gw,h that
is defined in (5). The main result of the article is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let p ∈ (d,∞], C ∈ C, K ∈ K be a polytope and w ∈ Wp′(0, 1) ∩
L1(1,∞), or K ∈ K and w ∈ W∗

p′(0, 1) ∩ L1(1,∞). For all

N ∈

{

(0,∞), DK,w is unbounded,

(0, ‖DK,w‖) , otherwise,

let hN be such that 2d ·meas (K ∩ C)
∫∞

hN
w(ρ)ρd−1 dρ = N. Then

EN (DK,w,W
K
∞,p) = (d ·meas (K ∩ C))

1
p′ ‖gw,hN

‖Lp′(0,hN ).

Moreover, the extremal operator is

(8) (DK,w,hN
f)(x) :=

∫

C\hNK

w(|t|K)(f(x)− f(x+ t))dt, x ∈ C.

In order to use the outlined above scheme of the proof for Theorem 1, we prove
several results, which are interesting on their own. First, we compute the norms
of the deviation DK,w −DK,w,h between the operators (4) and (8) (with arbitrary
h > 0 instead of hN). This result can also be considered as a sharp Ostrowski type
inequality.
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Theorem 2. Let p ∈ (d,∞], C ∈ C, K ∈ K be a polytope, h > 0 and f ∈
W 1,p(hK ∩ C). For each w ∈ Wp′(0, h) one has

(9)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hK∩C

w(|y|K)[f(y)− f(θ)]dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(hK∩C).

The inequality is sharp. It becomes equality for the functions a · fe + b, where

a, b ∈ R and

(10) fe(y) = fe,h(y) =

|y|K
∫

0

g
p′−1
w,h (u)du, y ∈ hK ∩ C.

If additionally w ∈ W∗
p′(0, h), then inequality (9) holds and is sharp for arbitrary

K ∈ K.

Next we prove the following sharp Landau-Kolmogorov type inequality in the
additive form.

Theorem 3. Let p ∈ (d,∞], C ∈ C, K ∈ K be a polytope, h > 0, w ∈ Wp′(0, h)∩
L1(h,∞). For each f ∈ L1

∞,p(C) one has

(11) ‖DK,wf‖L∞(C) ≤ (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

· ‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C)

+ 2d ·meas (K ∩ C)





∞
∫

h

w(ρ)ρd−1 dρ



 ‖f‖L∞(C).

The inequality is sharp. It becomes equality on the functions a · ψ, where a ∈ R

and

(12) ψ(t) = ψK,w,h(t) =



















1
2

h
∫

0

g
p′−1
w,h (u)du−

|t|K
∫

0

g
p′−1
w,h (u)du, |t|K ≤ h,

−1
2

h
∫

0

g
p′−1
w,h (u)du, |t|K > h.

If additionally w ∈ W∗
p′(0, h), then inequality (11) holds and is sharp for arbitrary

K ∈ K.

If in addition the weight w is a power function, then Theorem 3 implies the
following Landau-Kolmogorov type inequality in the multiplicative form.

Corollary 1. Let p ∈ (d,∞], C ∈ C, K ∈ K, and

(13) w(t) =
1

td+γ
, t > 0, with 0 < γ < 1−

d

p
.
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Then for each f ∈ L1
∞,p(C) one has

(14) ‖DK,wf‖L∞(C) ≤
Xp′ + Y Z

X(p′−1)α · Z1−α
· ‖f‖1−α

L∞(C) · ‖|∇f |K◦‖αLp(C),

where α = pγ
p−d

, X = (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,1‖Lp′(0,1)

,

Y = 2d ·meas (K ∩ C)

∞
∫

1

w(ρ)ρd−1dρ =
2d ·meas (K ∩ C)

γ

and Z = 1
2

1
∫

0

g
p′−1
w,1 (u)du. The inequality is sharp. If K is a polytope, then for each

h > 0 it becomes equality on the function ψK,w,h defined in (12).

3. Ostrowski type inequality

3.1. Auxiliarly results. We need the following lemma, which follows from the
results in [31, Chapter 6.9].

Lemma 1. Suppose Q ⊂ R
d is an open convex set, f ∈ W 1,p(Q) and x, y ∈ Q.

Then

f(y)− f(x) =

1
∫

0

(y − x,∇f [(1− t)x+ ty]) dt.

The following consequence of the coarea (see e.g. [32, Theorem 3.2.12]) formula
is also needed.

Lemma 2. Let C ∈ C, K ∈ K be a polytope, γ be a face of K ∩ C that does not

contain the origin θ and δ be the distance between θ and the plane that contains γ.

Set

(15) Γ := conv({θ} ∪ γ).

For all h > 0 and integrable g : hK ∩ C → R

∫

hΓ

g(x)dx = δ

h
∫

0

ρd−1

∫

γ

g(ρy)dydρ.

Proof. Let n be the unit external normal of the face γ. Consider the function
u(x) = 1

δ
(n, x). Then |∇u(x)|2 = 1

δ
for all x ∈ R

d, γ ⊂ {x ∈ R
d : u(x) = 1}, and

using the coarea formula we obtain

∫

hΓ

g(x)dx = δ

∫

hΓ

g(x)|∇u(x)|2dx = δ

h
∫

0

∫

ρ·γ

g(y)dydρ = δ

h
∫

0

ρd−1

∫

γ

g(ρz)dzdρ.

�
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We need the following lemma.

Lemma 3. If C ∈ C, h > 0, p ∈ [1,∞) and w ∈ Lp(0, h), then for each polytope

K ∈ K

∫

hK∩C

wp(|y|K)dy = d ·meas (K ∩ C)

h
∫

0

wp(t)td−1dt.

Proof. Let γ1, . . . , γk be all faces of the polytope K ∩ C that do not contain θ,
δ1, . . . , δk be the distances from corresponding planes to the origin. Set Γs =
conv({θ} ∪ γs), s = 1, . . . , k. Then using Lemma 2, we obtain

∫

hK∩C

wp(|x|K)dx =
k

∑

s=1

∫

hΓs

wp(|x|K)dx =
k

∑

s=1

δs

h
∫

0

ρd−1

∫

γs

wp(|ρz|K)dzdρ

=

k
∑

s=1

d ·meas Γs

h
∫

0

ρd−1wp(ρ)dρ = d ·meas (K ∩ C)

h
∫

0

wp(ρ)ρd−1dρ.

�

Lemma 4. Let K ∈ K be a polytope, γ be its face, δ be the distance between the

origin θ and the plane that contains γ, and n be the external unit normal of the

face γ. Then |n|K◦ = δ.

Proof. Since K is convex, it lies from one side of the plane that contains γ, hence

|n|K◦ = sup{(x, n) : |x|K ≤ 1} ≤ δ.

On the other hand, if y ∈ γ, then |y|K = 1 and (y, n) = δ. �

Lemma 5. Let K ∈ K be a polytope, h > 0, p ∈ (d,∞], g ∈ Lp(0, h) and

f(y) =

|y|K
∫

0

g(u)du, y ∈ hK.

If γ is a face of K with external unit normal n, δ is the distance between the origin

θ and the plane that contains γ, and Γ is defined by (15), then for y ∈ int hΓ

(16) ∇f(y) =
g(|y|K)

δ
· n.

Moreover, for almost all y ∈ hK

(17) |∇f(y)|K◦ = g(|y|K).

If p <∞, then f ∈ W 1,p(hK).
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Proof. Note that for all y ∈ int hΓ,

(18) |y|K =
1

δ
(y, n).

Let n = (n1, . . . , nd) and for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, ej be the j-th element of the basis in
R

d. Using (18), we obtain

∂f

∂xj
(y) = lim

η→0

1

η

|y+ηej |K
∫

|y|K

g(u)du = lim
η→0

1

η

|y|K+ η
δ
nj

∫

|y|K

g(u)du = g(|y|K) ·
nj

δ
.

This implies (16), and hence, by Lemma 4, equality (17). Lemma 3 implies that
|∇f(·)|K◦ ∈ Lp(hK), if p <∞. �

Lemma 6. Let C ∈ C, p ∈ (d,∞], K ∈ K be a polytope, h > 0 and f ∈
W 1,p(hK ∩ C). For each w ∈ Wp′(0, h) one has

(19)

∫

hK∩C

1
∫

0

w(|y|K)|y|K|∇f(ty)|K◦dtdy =

∫

hK∩C

|∇f(y)|K◦gw,h(|y|K)dy.

Proof. Let γ, n, δ and Γ be as in Lemma 2. We split the set hK ∩ C into the
simplices hΓ and evaluate each of the obtained from the left-hand side of (19)
summands.

∫

hΓ

1
∫

0

w(|y|K)|y|K|∇f(ty)|K◦dtdy

(by Lemma 2) = δ

∫

γ

h
∫

0

1
∫

0

w(|ρz|K)ρ
d−1|ρz|K |∇f(ρtz)|K◦dtdρdz

(substitution t =
s

ρ
; note that |ρz|K = ρ for all z ∈ γ)

= δ

∫

γ

h
∫

0

ρ
∫

0

w(ρ)ρd−1|∇f(sz)|K◦dsdρdz

(change the order of integration in two internal integrals)

= δ

∫

γ

h
∫

0

|∇f(sz)|K◦

h
∫

s

w(ρ)ρd−1dρdsdz = δ

h
∫

0

sd−1

∫

γ

|∇f(sz)|K◦gw,h(|sz|K)dzds

(by Lemma 2) =

∫

hΓ

|∇f(y)|K◦gw,h(|y|K)dy.

Summing all such equalities we obtain the required. �
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We need the following technical lemma. Its proof will be given in Appendix A.1.

Lemma 7. Let C ∈ C, p ∈ (d,∞], K ∈ K h > 0, f ∈ W 1,p(hK ∩ C) and

w ∈ W∗
p′(0, h). For each ε > 0 choose a polytope Kε ∈ K, K ⊃ Kε such that

(20) max

{

sup
x∈K

inf
y∈Kε

|x− y|2, sup
x∈Kε

inf
y∈K

|x− y|2

}

< ε.

Then as ε → 0,

(21)

∫

hKε∩C

[w(|y|Kε)− w(|y|K)][f(y)− f(θ)]dy → 0

and

(22)

∫

h(K\Kε)∩C

w(|y|K)[f(y)− f(θ)]dy → 0.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.

Proof. We prove the statement of the theorem in the case, when K is a polytope
first. Using Lemma 1, Lemma 6 and the Hölder inequality, we obtain

(23)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hK∩C

w(|y|K)[f(y)− f(θ)]dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hK∩C

w(|y|K)

1
∫

0

(y,∇f(ty))dtdy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

hK∩C

1
∫

0

w(|y|K)|y|K|∇f(ty)|K◦dtdy =

∫

hK∩C

|∇f(y)|K◦gw,h(|y|K)dy

≤ ‖ |∇f |K◦ ‖Lp(hK∩C) ‖gw,h(| · |K)‖Lp′(hK∩C)

and inequality (9) follows from Lemma 3.
The fact that the function fe defined by equality (10) belongs to the class

W 1,p(hK ∩ C), follows from equality (p′ − 1)p = p′ and Lemmas 3 and 5.
In order to prove that the function fe turns inequality (9) into equality, we

examine the inequalities that were used during the proof. First of all note that
inside each set int Γ that partition the set hK∩C (see Lemma 2), due to Lemma 5,
we obtain

(y,∇fe(ty)) = (y, n)
g
p′−1
w,h (|ty|K)

δ
= |y|K · |∇fe(ty)|K◦,

and the first inequality in (23) becomes equality for fe. Next, since p(p′ − 1) = p′,

using Lemma 5 we obtain |∇fe(y)|
p
K◦ = g

p′

w,h(|y|K), and hence the second inequality
in (23) also becomes equality for fe. Hence fe turns inequality (9) into equality.
The theorem is proved in the case, when K is a polytope.
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Let now w ∈ W∗
p′(0, h) and K be an arbitrary set from K. For ε > 0 choose

a polytope Kε ∈ K, K ⊃ Kε such that inequality (20) holds. For arbitrary
f ∈ W 1,p(hK ∩ C)

(24)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hK∩C

w(|y|K)[f(y)− f(θ)]dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hKε∩C

w(|y|Kε)[f(y)− f(θ)]dy

+

∫

hKε∩C

[w(|y|K)− w(|y|Kε)][f(y)− f(θ)]dy +

∫

h(K\Kε)∩C

w(|y|K)[f(y)− f(θ)]dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Since Kε ⊂ K, one has K◦
ε ⊃ K◦, and hence

(25) |y|K◦

ε
≤ |y|K◦, y ∈ R

d.

Using inequalities (25) and (9), we obtain as ε → 0

(26)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hKε∩C

w(|y|Kε)[f(y)− f(θ)]dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ (d ·meas (Kε ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

‖|∇f |K◦

ε
‖Lp(hKε∩C)

≤ (d ·meas (Kε ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(hKε∩C)

= (1 + o(1)) (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(hK∩C).

The second and third summands on the right-hand side of (24) tend to zero as
ε → 0 due to Lemma 7. Thus we obtain that inequality (9) holds for arbitrary
f ∈ W 1,p(hK ∩ C). In order to see that inequality (9) is sharp, it is enough to
notice that in (26) for f = fe we actually have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hKε∩C

w(|y|Kε)[f(y)− f(θ)]dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= (1 + o(1)) (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(hK∩C),

and hence the constant on the right-hand side of (9) can’t be made smaller. �

4. On Landau–Kolmogorov type inequalities

4.1. Auxiliary results. We need the following lemmas. Their proofs are given
in Appendices A.2 and A.3.

Lemma 8. Let 0 < h < H, w ∈ L1(h,H), sets Kε ∈ K, ε ∈ [0, 1], be such

that Kε1 ⊂ Kε2 provided ε1 < ε2, and A ⊂ R
d be a measurable set such that
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|t|Kε ∈ [h,H ] for all t ∈ A and ε ∈ [0, 1]. Then for each γ > 0 there exists ν > 0
such that for all ε ∈ [0, 1] and B ⊂ A with measB < ν one has

∫

B

w(|t|Kε)dt < γ.

Lemma 9. Let K be an arbitrary set from K. For each ε ∈ (0, 1] choose a

polytope Kε ∈ K, such that Kε ⊃ K and inequality (20) holds. If Kε1 ⊂ Kε2

provided ε1 < ε2, h > 0 and w ∈ L1(h,+∞), then
∫

Rd\hKε

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt = o(1) as ε→ 0.

The following statement holds.

Lemma 10. Let C ∈ C, h > 0, K ∈ K and w ∈ L1(h,+∞). Then the operator

DK,w,h : L∞(C) → L∞(C)

defined by (8) is bounded and

‖DK,w,h‖ = 2d ·meas (K ∩ C)

∞
∫

h

ω(ρ)ρd−1 dρ.

If f ∈ L∞(C) is such that DK,w,hf is continuous at θ and such that f(θ) =
‖f‖L∞(C) and f(x) = −‖f‖L∞(C) for all x ∈ C \ hK, then

(27) ‖DK,w,hf‖L∞(C) = DK,w,hf(θ).

Proof. We prove the statement of the lemma in the case when K is a polytope
first. For f ∈ L∞(C) and x ∈ C

(28) |DK,w,hf(x)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

C\hK

w(|t|K)(f(x)− f(x+ t)) dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2‖f‖L∞(C)

∫

C\hK

w(|t|K) dt.

We split the set hK ∩ C into simplices hΓi, i = 1, . . . , n, and by Ci denote the
cone that corresponds to hΓi. As in the proof of Lemma 3, we obtain

∫

C\hK

w(|t|K) dt =
n

∑

i=1

∫

Ci\hΓi

w(|t|K) dt =
n

∑

i=1

δi

∞
∫

h

ρd−1

∫

γi

w(|yρ|K) dy

=

n
∑

i=1

δi ·meas Γi

∞
∫

h

ρd−1w(ρ) dρ = d ·meas (K ∩ C)

∞
∫

h

ρd−1w(ρ) dρ.
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Using (28), we obtain the inequality

‖DK,w,hf‖L∞(C) ≤ 2‖f‖L∞(C)d ·meas (K ∩ C)

∞
∫

h

ρd−1w(ρ) dρ.(29)

An example of a function f that satisfies the described in the statement of the
lemma conditions can easily be constructed (the functions defined by (12) are of
this kind under additional assumption regarding w, see Lemma 11 below). Equal-
ity (27) can be obtained by direct calculations.

Let now K be an arbitrary set from K. Set K0 = K and choose a family of
polytopes Kε ∈ K, ε ∈ (0, 1], that satisfy the conditions of Lemma 9. For all
f ∈ L∞(C) and x ∈ C,

(30) |DK,w,hf(x)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

C\hK

w(|t|K)(f(x)− f(x+ t))dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

C\hKε

w(|t|Kε)(f(x)− f(x+ t)) dt+

∫

h(Kε\K)∩C

w(|t|K)(f(x)− f(x+ t)) dt

+

∫

C\hKε

(w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε))(f(x)− f(x+ t)) dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Next we estimate each of the summands on the right-hand side of equality (30).
By inequality (29) as ε → 0
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

C\hKε

w(|t|Kε)(f(x)− f(x+ t)) dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2‖f‖L∞(C)d ·meas (Kε∩C)

∞
∫

h

ρd−1w(ρ) dρ

= (1 + o(1))2‖f‖L∞(C)d ·meas (K ∩ C)

∞
∫

h

ρd−1w(ρ) dρ.

Moreover, the inequality in the latter formula becomes equality, if f = fε is an
extremal for the polytope Kε function. Using Lemma 8 we obtain as ε→ 0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

h(Kε\K)∩C

w(|t|K)(f(x)− f(x+ t))dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2‖f‖L∞(C)

∫

h(Kε\K)

w(|t|K)dt = o(1).

Finally, using Lemma 9, we obtain
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∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

C\hKε

(w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε))(f(x)− f(x+ t))dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2‖f‖L∞(C)

∫

Rd\hKε

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt = o(1) as ε→ 0.

�

Remark 1. During the proof of the estimate from below for arbitrary K ∈ K, we

approximated K by a family of polytopes Kε that contain K. If w ∈ L1(h− ν,∞)
for some ν > 0, then the same arguments can be applied to a family of polytopes

Kǫ ⊂ K that approximate K.

Lemma 11. Let C ∈ C, p ∈ (d,∞], K ∈ K be a polytope, h > 0 and w ∈
Wp′(0, h) ∩ L1(h,∞). Then DK,wψ and DK,w,hψ are continuous at θ, where ψ is

defined in (12).

Proof. The function ψ is continuous on R
d, and since it is constant outside of a

compact set, it is uniformly continuous on R
d. If ε > 0 and δ > 0 is chosen in such

a way that |ψ(x)− ψ(y)| < ε whenever |x− y|2 < δ, then for all |z|2 < δ

|DK,w,hψ(θ)−DK,w,hψ(z)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

C\hK

w(|t|K)(ψ(θ)− ψ(t)− ψ(z) + ψ(t + z))dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

C\hK

w(|t|K)(ψ(θ)− ψ(z))dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

C\hK

w(|t|K)(ψ(t + z)− ψ(t))dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2ε

∫

C\hK

w(|t|K)dt,

which implies continuity of DK,w,hψ at θ.
In order to prove continuity of DK,wψ at θ, it is sufficient to prove continuity

of (DK,w − DK,w,h)ψ at θ. Applying Theorem 2 to the function ψ(·) − ψ(· + z),
z ∈ hK ∩ C, we obtain

|(DK,w −DK,w,h)ψ(θ)− (DK,w −DK,w,h)ψ(z)|

≤ ‖ |∇ψ(·)−∇ψ(·+ z)|K◦ ‖Lp(hK∩C) ‖gw,h(| · |K)‖Lp′(hK∩C) → 0 as z → θ.

�

4.2. Proof of Theorem 3.
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Proof. For arbitrary f ∈ L1
∞,p(C)

‖DK,wf‖L∞(C) ≤ ‖DK,wf −DK,w,hf‖L∞(C) + ‖DK,w,hf‖L∞(C).

For all y ∈ C, using Theorem 2, one has

|DK,wf(y)−DK,w,hf(y)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hK∩C

w(|t|K)(f(y)− f(y + t))dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(y+hK∩C)

≤ (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C),

and hence

‖DK,wf −DK,w,hf‖L∞(C) ≤ (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C).

Taking into account this inequality and Lemma 10, we obtain inequality (11).
Next we prove its sharpness. Let K ∈ K be a polytope first. Consider the

function defined in (12). Note that

ψ(θ) =
1

2

h
∫

0

g
p′−1
w,h (u)du = ‖ψ‖L∞(C) = ‖ψ‖L∞(Rd),

and ψ(t) = −‖ψ‖L∞(C) for all t ∈ C \ hK. Hence by Lemmas 10 and 11 we obtain

‖DK,w,hψ‖L∞(C) = DK,w,hψ(θ).

Moreover, the restriction of ψ to hK ∩ C is extremal in Theorem 2, and hence

(DK,w −DK,w,h)ψ(θ) = (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

‖|∇ψ|K◦‖Lp(C).

Taking into account Lemma 11, we obtain the required.
Let now K ∈ K be an arbitrary set. From the conditions of the theorem it

follows that w ∈ L1(ν,∞) for all ν > 0. Consider a monotone by inclusion family
of polytopes Kε ⊂ K that approximate K. From Theorem 2, it follows that
the family of functions ψKε,w,h defined in (12) (more precisely, the family of their
restrictions to hK ∩C) is an extremal family for the operator DK,w−DK,w,h. Due
to Remark 1, the same family is extremal for the operator DK,w,h. This implies
shaprness of (11). �

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.

Proof. We use the scheme outlined in Section 2 with A = DK,w and S = DK,w,hN
.

In the case, when K is a polytope, the extremal sequence of {xn} can be chosen
to be constant, xn = ψK,w,hN

, n ∈ N. In the case, when K ∈ K is arbitrary, one
can consider the sequence of functions ψKεn ,w,hN

, where Kεn ⊂ K approximate K,
n ∈ N.

�
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4.4. Proof of Corollary 1. Here we sketch the proof of Corollary 1. Technical
details can be found in Appendix B.

First of all, Lemma 12 from Appendix B shows that Theorem 3 is applicable
for the weight w defined in (13). Using homogenuity of w, the inequality from
Theorem 3 can be rewritten as

(31) ‖DK,wf‖L∞(C) ≤ X‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C)h
1+β+ d

p′ + Y ‖f‖L∞(C)h
d+β ,

where β := −(d+ γ). Setting

(32) h =

(

‖f‖L∞(C)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C)

·
Xp′−1

Z

)

p
p−d

in inequality (31), we obtain the required. In the case, when K is a polytope,
direct computations show that functions (12) turn the inequality into equality.

5. Applications

The function
Ω(δ) := sup

f∈WK
∞,p

‖f‖L∞(C)≤δ

‖Dw,Kf‖L∞(C), δ ≥ 0,

is called the modulus of continuity of the operator Dw,K on the set WK
∞,p. The

problem of finding the function Ω(δ) for a given operator on a given set can be
considered as an abstract version of the problem on the Landau-Kolmogorov type
inequality.

Another related problem is as follows. Let O be the set of all operators

A : L∞(C) → L∞(C)

and R ⊂ O. For δ ≥ 0 set

(33) Eδ(R) = inf
T∈R

sup
f∈WK

∞,p, g∈L∞(C)

‖f−g‖L∞(C)≤δ

‖DK,wf − Tg‖L∞(C).

The problem of optimal recovery of the operator DK,w with the help of methods
from the class R on the set of elements WK

∞,p given with error δ, consists in finding
the value of quantity (33) and the optimal method of recovery T , if it exists.

Denote by L the set of all bounded linear operators T : L∞(C) → L∞(C). The
following result shows the relation between the considered extremal properties.

Corollary 2. Let C ∈ C, p ∈ (d,∞], K ∈ K be a polytope, h > 0, w ∈ Wp′(0, h)∩
L1(h,∞). Then

(34) Eδh(O) = Eδh(L) = Ω(δh)

= (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

+ 2d ·meas (K ∩ C)





∞
∫

h

w(ρ)ρd−1 dρ



 δh,
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where gw,h is defined in (5) and

δh =
1
2

∫ h

0
g
p′−1
w,h (u)du

(

d ·meas (K ∩ C)‖gw,h‖
p′

Lp′(0,h)

)1/p
.

If w ∈ W∗
p′(0, h), then equality (34) holds for arbitrary K ∈ K. If w is the weight

defined in (13), then for all δ > 0

(35) Eδ(O) = Eδ(L) = Ω(δ) =
Xp′ + Y Z

X(p′−1)α · Z1−α
· δ1−α,

where the numbers X, Y, Z and α are as in Corollary 1.

Having the tools developed above, this result can be proved by standard argu-
ments, see e.g. [5, Theorem 7.1.2]. For completeness, we also give a direct proof
in Appendix C.

A. Approximation of convex bodies by polytopes

A.1. Proof of Lemma 7.

Proof. We prove (21) first. Since θ ∈ intKε and Kε ⊂ K, there exists ν = ν(ε) ∈
(0, 1) such that for all y ∈ K,

ν|y|Kε ≤ |y|K ≤ |y|Kε,

and ν(ε) → 1 as ε→ 0. Applying Lemma 1, we obtain
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hKε∩C

[w(|y|Kε)− w(|y|K)][f(y)− f(θ)]dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hKε∩C

[w(|y|Kε)− w(|y|K)]

1
∫

0

(y,∇f(ty))dtdy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

hKε∩C

1
∫

0

|w(|y|Kε)− w(|y|K)||y|Kε|∇f(ty)|K◦

ε
dtdy

≤

∫

hKε∩C

1
∫

0

wν(|y|Kε)|y|Kε|∇f(ty)|K◦
ε
dtdy,

where wν is defined in (6). Applying Lemma 6 and the Hölder inequality, we obtain
the estimate

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hKε∩C

[w(|y|Kε)− w(|y|K)][f(y)− f(θ)]dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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≤ ‖|∇f |K◦
ε
‖Lp(hKε∩C) ‖gwν ,h(| · |Kε)‖Lp′ (hKε∩C) .

Applying inequality (25), Lemma 3 and assumption (7), we obtain the required.
Next we prove (22).
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

h(K\Kε)∩C

w(|y|K)[f(y)− f(θ)]dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

1
∫

0

∫

h(K\Kε)∩C

w(|y|K)|y|K|∇f(ty)|K◦dydt

≤

1
∫

0







∫

h(K\Kε)∩C

(w(|y|K)|y|K)
p′dy







1
p′






∫

h(K\Kε)∩C

|∇f(ty)|pK◦dy







1
p

dt

=







∫

h(K\Kε)∩C

(w(|y|K)|y|K)
p′dy







1
p′ 1
∫

0

t
− d

p







∫

ht(K\Kε)∩C

|∇f(z)|pK◦dz







1
p

dt.

Since p > d, and hence −d
p
> −1, and measht(K \Kε) ≤ meas h(K \Kε) → 0, as

ε→ 0, we obtain that

1
∫

0

t
− d

p







∫

ht(K\Kε)∩C

|∇f(z)|pK◦dz







1
p

dt→ 0, as ε → 0.

The set h(K \Kε) is separated from θ for all small enough ε > 0, so the integral
∫

h(K\Kε)∩C

(w(|y|K)|y|K)
p′dy is finite, since w ∈ Lp′(η, h) for all η > 0. �

A.2. Proof of Lemma 8.

Proof. Since Kε ∈ K and K0 ⊂ Kε ⊂ K1 for all ε ∈ [0, 1], there exist 0 < r < R

such that Br ⊂ Kε ⊂ BR, for all ε ∈ [0.1], where Br and BR are balls in R
d with

center θ and radii r and R respectively.
We show that all functions w(| · |Kε) are integrable on A, ε ∈ [0, 1].
Observe that for each ε > 0 the function t→ |t|Kε : R

d → R is Lipshitz. Indeed,
for arbtitrary t, s ∈ R

d, |t|Kε = |t− s+ s|Kε ≤ |t− s|Kε + |s|Kε, and hence, due to
equivalence of finite dimensional norms,

|t|Kε − |s|Kε ≤ |t− s|Kε ≤ C|t− s|2

with some C > 0. Interchanging t and s, we obtain the required. By the
Rademacher theorem, we obtain that the gradient ∇| · |Kε exists almost every-
where. For arbitrary θ 6= x ∈ R

d such that ∇|x|Kε exists, set v = x
|x|2

. Then

(36) |∇|x|Kε|2 ≥ (∇|x|Kε, v) = lim
s→0

|x+ s · v|Kε − |x|Kε

s
≥

1

R
.
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Using the coarea formula and (36), we obtain

(37)

∫

A

w(|t|Kε)dt ≤ R

∫

A

w(|t|Kε)|∇|t|Kε|2dt

≤ R

∫ H

h

∫

|s|Kε=ρ

w(|s|Kε)dsdρ = R ·meas ∂Kε

∫ H

h

w(ρ)ρd−1dρ,

which implies integrability of w(| · |Kε). Due to absolute continuity of the inte-
gral, for each γ > 0 there exists ν0(γ) > 0 such that

∫

B
w(|t|K0)dt < γ provided

measB ≤ ν0(γ).
Since K0 ⊂ Kε for all ε ∈ [0, 1] and Kε ∈ K, there exists β ∈ (0, 1] such that

β|t|K0 ≤ |t|Kε ≤ |t|K0 for all t ∈ R
d. For each ε ∈ [0, 1] and ρ from the unit sphere

Sd−1 of Rd, set α(ρ, ε) =
|ρ|Kε

|ρ|K0
. Then 1 ≥ α(ρ, ε) ≥ β > 0 for all ρ ∈ Sd−1 and

ε ∈ [0, 1].
Let B ⊂ A be a measurable set. For ρ ∈ Sd−1 and ε ∈ [0, 1], let l(B; ρ, ε) be

the set of values |t|Kε for points t ∈ B that belong to the ray with origin at θ and
direction ρ.

Let ε ∈ [0, 1]. Together with the set B we consider the set Bε such that
l(Bε; ρ, ε) = α(ρ, ε)l(B; ρ, ε) for all ρ ∈ Sd−1. Then measBε ≤ measB and

∫

B

w(|t|Kε)dt =

∫

Sd−1

∫

l(B;ρ,ε)

sd−1w(s)dsdρ

=

∫

Sd−1

∫

α(ρ,ε)l(B;ρ,ε)

ud−1

αd(ρ, ε)
w

(

u

α(ρ, ε)

)

dudρ

≤
1

βd

∫

Sd−1

∫

l(Bε;ρ,ε)

ud−1w

(

u

α(ρ, ε)

)

dudρ =
1

βd

∫

Bε

w(|t|K0)dt.

Hence for each γ > 0 and ε ∈ [0, 1], one has
∫

B

w(|t|Kε)dt ≤
1

βd

∫

Bε

w(|t|K0) ≤ γ,

provided measB < ν0(γ · β
d). �

A.3. Proof of Lemma 9.

Proof. For convenience we set K0 = K. Since w ∈ L1(h,+∞), we have

(38)

∫ ∞

H

w(r)rd−1dr = o(1) as H → ∞.

For all H > h,
∫

Rd\hKε

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt
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=

∫

HKε\hKε

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt+

∫

Rd\HKε

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt

≤

∫

HKε\hKε

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt+

∫

Rd\HK

w(|t|K)dt+

∫

Rd\HKε

w(|t|Kε)dt.

Using (38) and the same arguments as in the proof of (37), one can prove that
the last two summands tend to 0 as H → ∞ uniformly on ε. Hence for arbitrary
γ > 0 one can choose H such that the sum of the two last summands is less than
γ for all ε ∈ [0, 1].

Next, having the chosen above H fixed, we estimate the first summand.
Using the Luzin theorem, we find a continuous on A :=

[

h, supt∈HK1\hK |t|K
]

function w that is different from w on a set of points E ⊂ A such that

meas ∂K1

∫

E

sd−1ds < ν,

where, using Lemma 8, ν > 0 is chosen in a such a way that
∫

B

w(|t|Kε)dt < γ for

all ε ∈ [0, 1] and for each measurable B ⊂ HK1 \ hK, provided measB < 2ν. For
ε ∈ [0, 1] set Eε := {t ∈ HK1 \ hK : |t|Kε ∈ E}. Since the sets Kε are embedded
and convex, meas ∂Kε is a non-decreasing function of ε ∈ [0, 1], see e.g. [33, §7].
Hence for each ε ∈ [0, 1],
(39)

measEε =

∫

E

meas ∂(sKε)ds =

∫

E

sd−1meas ∂Kεds ≤ meas ∂K1

∫

E

sd−1ds < ν.

Then for each ε ∈ (0, 1], one has
∫

HKε\hKε

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt

≤

∫

(HKε\hKε)\(E0∪Eε)

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt+

∫

E0∪Eε

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt

≤

∫

HK1\hK

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt+

∫

E0∪Eε

w(|t|K)dt+

∫

E0∪Eε

w(|t|Kε)dt.

By the choice of ν and (39), we obtain that
∫

E0∪Eε

w(|t|K)dt+

∫

E0∪Eε

w(|t|Kε)dt ≤ 2γ

for all ε ∈ [0, 1]. Since w is continuous on a compact set A, it is uniformly
continuous on it. Hence there exists δ > 0 such that |w(t1)−w(t2)| <

γ
measHK1\hK

,
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provided |t1 − t2|2 < δ. For all small ε > 0 one has ||t|K − |t|Kε| < δ for all
t ∈ HK1 \ hK, hence for such ε we obtain

∫

HKε\hKε

|w(|t|K)− w(|t|Kε)|dt < γ.

This implies the required. �

B. Case of homogeneous weight w

B.1. Examples of functions from Wp′(0, h) and W∗
p′(0, h).

Lemma 12. Let p > d, h > 0, and w be non-negative and such that w(t) · td+α

is bounded on (0, h) for some 0 < α < 1 − d
p
. Then w ∈ Wp′(0, h). The function

w(t) = 1
td+α belongs to W∗

p′(0, h).

Proof. The following inequalities are valid with some constants C1, C2 > 0

h
∫

0

g
p′

w,h(u)u
d−1du =

h
∫

0





1

ud−1

h
∫

u

w(t)td−1dt





p′

ud−1du

≤ C1

h
∫

0





1

ud−1

h
∫

u

1

t1+α
dt





p′

ud−1du = C2

h
∫

0

(

u−α − h−α

ud−1

)p′

ud−1du

= C2

h
∫

0

(

u−α − h−α
)p′
u(1−p′)(d−1)du <∞,

since

(1− p′)(d− 1)− αp′ > d− 1− p′d+ p′ − p′ +
p′d

p
= −1.

To prove the last statment of the lemma, it is enough to notice, that

sup
s∈[tν,t]

|w(t)− w(s)| =
1

td+α
·

(

1−
1

νd+α

)

.

�

B.2. Proof of Corollary 1.

Proof. If w is defined in (13), then w(hs) = hβw(s) for all h, s > 0, where β =
−(d + γ). Hence for the function gw,h defined in (5), one has

gw,h(h · u) =
1

(hu)d−1

h
∫

hu

w(t)td−1dt =
1

(hu)d−1

1
∫

u

w(hs)(hs)d−1d(hs)
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=
h1+β

ud−1

1
∫

u

w(s)sd−1ds = h1+βgw,1(u), u ∈ [0, 1],

(40) ‖gw,h‖
p′

Lp′(0,h)
=

∫ h

0

g
p′

w,h(u)u
d−1du =

∫ 1

0

g
p′

w,h(hv)(hv)
d−1d(hv)

= h(1+β)p′+d

∫ 1

0

g
p′

w,1(v)v
d−1dv = h(1+β)p′+d‖gw,1‖

p′

Lp′(0,1)
,

(41)

∫ h

0

g
p′−1
w,h (u)du =

∫ 1

0

g
p′−1
w,h (hv)d(hv) = h(1+β)(p′−1)+1

∫ 1

0

g
p′−1
w,1 (v)dv

and

(42)

∫ ∞

h

w(ρ)ρd−1dρ = hd+β

∫ ∞

1

w(r)rd−1dr =
hd+β

γ
.

Hence the inequality from Theorem 3 can be rewritten as (31). Set h according
to (32) and using equalities

1−

(

1 + β +
d

p′

)

·
p

p− d
=
p− d−

(

p+ pβ + p
p′
d
)

p− d
= −

pβ + pd

p− d
= α,

we obtain

‖DK,wf‖L∞(C) ≤ X‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C)

(

‖f‖L∞(C)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C)

·
Xp′−1

Z

)1−α

+Y ‖f‖L∞(C)

(

‖f‖L∞(C)

‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C)
·
Xp′−1

Z

)−α

=
Xp′ + Y Z

X(p′−1)α · Z1−α
‖f‖1−α

L∞(C)‖|∇f |K◦‖αLp(C),

which proves (14).
Let K be a polytope now. We prove that inequality (14) becomes equality for

each function ψK,w,h defined in (12). Using (41), we obtain

(43) ‖ψK,w,h‖L∞(C) = ψK,w,h(θ) =
1

2

∫ h

0

g
p′−1
w,h (u)du = h(1+β)(p′−1)+1Z.

From Lemmas 3 and 5 and equality (40) it follows that

(44) ‖|∇ψK,w,h|K◦‖Lp(C) =

(
∫

hK∩C

g
(p′−1)p
w,h (|y|K)dy

)1/p

=

(
∫

hK∩C

g
p′

w,h(|y|K)dy

)1/p

=
(

d ·meas (K ∩ C)‖gw,h‖
p′

Lp′(0,h)

)1/p
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=
(

d ·meas (K ∩ C)h(1+β)p′+d‖gw,1‖
p′

Lp′(0,1)

)1/p

= X
p′

p h
(1+β)p′+d

p = Xp′−1h
(1+β)p′+d

p .

Since the function ψK,w,h is extremal in Theorem 3, using (42) we obtain

(45) ‖DK,wψK,w,h‖L∞(C) = X‖|∇ψK,w,h|K◦‖Lp(C)h
1+β+ d

p′ + Y ‖ψK,w,h‖L∞(C)h
d+β

= Xp′h
1+β+ d

p′
+

(1+β)p′+d

p + Y Zhd+β+(1+β)(p′−1)+1 = (Xp′ + Y Z)hd+(1+β)p′ .

Using the latter three equalities and direct computations, we obtains that (14)
becomes equality for the function ψK,w,h.

Sharpness of inequality (14) with arbitrary K ∈ K can be obtained using ap-
proximation of K by polytopes. �

C. Proof of Corollary 2

Proof. Assume that K is a polytope. First, we prove the statement about the
quantity Ω. The fact, that Ω(δh) and Ω(δ) on left-hand sides of (34) and (35) do
not exceed corresponding right-hand sides follows from Theorem 3 and Corollary 1
respectively.

For each h > 0, the function

ψK,w,h =
ψK,w,h

‖|∇ψK,w,h|K◦‖Lp(hK∩C)

is extremal in inequality (11), where ψK,w,h is defined in (12). Moreover,

‖|∇ψK,w,h|K◦‖Lp(C) = ‖|∇ψK,w,h|K◦‖Lp(hK∩C) = 1,

and using the first three equalities in (44) we obtain ‖ψK,w,h‖L∞(C) = δh, which
implies the last equality in (34).

Let w be the power function (13) and β = −(d + γ). Then the exponents on
the right-hand sides of (43) and (45) are distinct, and hence for each δ > 0 one
can find ν, h > 0 such that for the function f = νψK,w,h one has ‖f‖L∞(C) = δ and
‖|∇f |K◦‖Lp(C) = 1. Since each such function f is extremal in (14), this proves the
last equality in (35).

Denote by 0 the identical zero function. For arbitrary δ > 0 and T ∈ O,

sup
f∈WK

∞,p, g∈L∞(C)

‖f−g‖L∞(C)≤δ

‖DK,wf − Tg‖L∞(C) ≥ sup
f∈WK

∞,p,‖f‖L∞(C)≤δ

‖DK,wf − T0‖L∞(C)

= sup
f∈WK

∞,p,‖f‖L∞(C)≤δ

max
{

‖DK,wf − T0‖L∞(C), ‖DK,w(−f)− T0‖L∞(C)

}

≥
1

2
sup

f∈WK
∞,p,‖f‖L∞(C)≤δ

(

‖DK,wf − T0‖L∞(C) + ‖DK,wf + T0‖L∞(C)

)

≥ sup
f∈WK

∞,p,‖f‖L∞(C)≤δ

‖DK,wf‖L∞(C) = Ω(δ),
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and hence

(46) Eδ(O) ≥ Ω(δ).

On the other hand, for each h, δ > 0,

(47) Eδ(O) ≤ Eδ(L) ≤ sup
f∈WK

∞,p

‖DK,wf −DK,w,hf‖L∞(C) + ‖DK,w,h‖ · δ

= (d ·meas (K ∩ C))
1
p′ ‖gw,h‖Lp′(0,h)

+ 2d ·meas (K ∩ C)





∞
∫

h

w(ρ)ρd−1 dρ



 δ,

which together with (46) finishes the proof of (34).
In the case of w defined by (13), setting in (47)

h =

(

δ ·
Xp′−1

Z

)

p
p−d

,

and applying the same computations as in the proof of Corollary 1, we obtain
Eδ(O) ≤ Ω(δ), which together with (46) finishes the proof of (35).

The case of arbitrary K ∈ K can be proved using approximation of K by
polytopes. �
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