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Abstract

In this paper we consider L,-approximation, p € {2,00}, of periodic functions
from weighted Korobov spaces. In particular, we discuss tractability properties of
such problems, which means that we aim to relate the dependence of the information
complexity on the error demand e and the dimension d to the decay rate of the
weight sequence (7;);>1 assigned to the Korobov space. Some results have been
well known since the beginning of this millennium, others have been proven quite
recently. We give a survey of these findings and will add some new results on the
Lso-approximation problem. To conclude, we give a concise overview of results and
collect a number of interesting open problems.

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider L,-approximation, where p € {2,00}, of periodic functions
from a weighted Korobov space with smoothness parameter « from the viewpoint of
Information-Based Complexity. In particular, we study the information complexity n(e, d)
of these problems, which is the minimal number of information evaluations required to
push the approximation error below a certain error demand € € (0,1) for problems in
dimension d € N. The information classes considered are the class A*' consisting of
arbitrary continuous linear functionals and the class AS' consisting of point evaluations
only. Furthermore, we will distinguish between the absolute and the normalized error
criterion in the worst-case setting.

If the information complexity n(e,d) grows exponentially in d for d tending to in-
finity, the problem is said to suffer from the curse of dimensionality. Otherwise, for
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sub-exponential growth rates, the problem is said to be tractable. Initially, only the no-
tions of polynomial and strong polynomial tractability were introduced and studied in the
literature. An extensive overview of tractability of multivariate problems can be found in
the trilogy [10], 111 12].

For weighted function classes, one assigns real numbers (weights) to the coordinates
in order to model varying influence of the single variables on the approximation problem,
and one is interested in (matching) necessary and sufficient conditions on the weights
which guarantee tractability. In the particular case of Ly-approximation for the weighted
Korobov space, matching conditions can be found in the paper [14] by Wasilkowski and
Wozniakowski for the information class A?! and in the paper [9] by Novak, Sloan, and
Wozniakowski for A*'4. For L. -approximation, results on (strong) polynomial tractability
are due to Kuo, Wasilkowski, and Wozniakowski; see [5] for A" and [6] for As*d.

After (strong) polynomial tractability, more and finer notions of tractability of tractabil-
ity have been introduced with the aim of obtaining a more detailed and clearer picture
of the tractability of multivariate problems. Nowadays, there is a variety of finer notions
of tractability comprising quasi-polynomial tractability, weak tractability, and uniform
weak tractability. The exact definitions will be given in Definition [l Based on this de-
velopment, many multivariate problems need to be reconsidered in order to classify them
further with respect to the newer notions of tractability. This has been done recently in
[2] for the problem of Ls-approximation for weighted Korobov spaces. These results will
be summarized in Section [3 In the present paper we shall also study the L.-case. We
derive necessary and sufficient conditions for several notions of tractability (see Section []).
The presented conditions are tight, but unfortunately do not match exactly. Here, some
problems remain open.

In Section [ we give a concise survey of the current state of research in tractability
theory of approximation in weighted Korobov spaces and formulate some interesting open
questions.

Notation and basic definitions will be introduced in the following section.

2 Basic definitions

Function space setting

The Korobov space Hg o~ with weight sequence v = (;);>1 in RT is a reproducing kernel
Hilbert space with kernel function Ky~ : [0,1]% x [0,1]7 — R given by

Kion(@,y) =Y Taar(h)exp2rih- (x —y)),

hezd
44_77

where by we denote the usual dot product. The corresponding inner product and
norm are given by

ey = Y g FWVTR) 30 oy = /U D

r
hezd



Here, the Fourier coefficients of a function f € Hy,~ are given by

f(h) = (x) exp(—27ih - x) de,
[0,1]¢
and the decay function equals, for h = (hy, ..., hq), Ta0~(h) = H;l:l Tany, (h;), with a > 1
(the so-called smoothness parameter of the space), and
1 for h =0,
Tan(h) = .
~v/|h|® for h € Z )\ {0}.

The kernel Ky, ~ is well-defined for @ > 1 and for all ,y € [0, 1]¢, since

d

Kaam(@9)| < D raaq(h) = [T (1 +2¢(a)y) < oo,

hezd Jj=1

where ( is the Riemann zeta function (note that ((a) < oo since a > 1).
Furthermore, we assume here that the weights are ordered and satisfy

1>y >27m=>--->0.

The weighted Korobov space is a popular reference space for quasi-Monte Carlo rules,
in particular for lattice rules. See, e.g., [7 Chapter 4] or [10, Appendix A] and the
references therein.

Approximation in Hg,

In this paper we consider L,-approximation of functions from the weighted Korobov space
Hio~ for p € {2,00}. We consider the operator APPy, : Haa~r — Ly([0,1]%) with
APP,,(f) = f for all f € Hyn~. The operator APP,, is the embedding from the
weighted Korobov space Hg o~ to the space L,([0, 1]9).

In order to approximate APPy, with respect to the L,-norm || - ||z, over [0,1]% p €
{2, 00}, it suffices to employ linear algorithms A, 4 that use n information evaluations
and are of the form

Ana(f) =D _Tf) g for | € iy (1)
i=1
with functions g; € Ly([0, 1) and bounded linear functionals T; € M}, fori=1,...,n;

see [I] and also [8,[10]. We will assume that the functionals T; belong to some permissible
class of information A. In particular, we study the class A*! consisting of the entire dual
space M, ., and the class A®* which consists only of point evaluation functionals. Recall
that Hg,q,~ is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space, which means that point evaluations are
continuous linear functionals and therefore A*? is a subclass of A*'. With some abuse
of notation we will write A, 4 € A if A, 4 is a linear algorithm of the form (Il) using

3



information from the class A.

We remark that in both cases p = 2 and p = oo, the embedding operator APP,, is
continuous for all d € N, which can be seen as follows.

e For p =2, we have for all f € Hy,~ that

IAPPua(H)7, = If117, = D 1F(R)?

heZd

<> R =111l 0 < o0

hezd d‘“’( )

By considering the choice f = 1, it follows that the above inequality is sharp such
that the operator norm of APP,, is given by

|APP 5| = 1.

e For p = oo, we have for all f € Hy,, that

[APPg ()l = [l = sup |f(2)] = sup [{f, Kiar (- ®))d.0n]

xz€[0,1])¢ x€[0,1]¢
< fllaany sup [[Kaaqy(2)llaaq
x€[0,1]4

= [fllaanr sup \/Kaaq(z, )
x€[0,1]4

1/2
= [|flla.cv (Z Td,a,'y(”’))

heZd
d 1/2

= [l flla.0n (H(1+2C(a)%—)> < 0.
j=1

By considering the choice f = Kya~(-, ), it follows that the above inequality is
sharp such that the operator norm of APP, ., is given by

d 1/2
|APP || = (H 1+2¢(a ) .

Jj=1

The worst-case setting

The worst-case error of an algorithm A, 4 as in () is defined as

e(Ang, APPyy) = sup  [|[APPq,(f) = Ana(f)llL,,
fEHd,a,-y
”f”d,a,—ySl
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and the n-th minimal worst-case error with respect to the information class A is given by

6(72,, APPdm, A) = inf €(An’d, APPd’p) s

An,dEA

where the infimum is extended over all linear algorithms of the form (I]) with information
from the class A. In the case p = oo the essential supremum is used in the calculation of

[APP 00 (f) = Ana( )l Lo

The initial error, i.e., the error obtained by approximating f by zero, equals

e(0,APPg,) = sup [|[APPg,(f)lz,

fEHd,a,-y
”f”d,oz,-ygl
1 if p=2,
= |APP,,| = .
T (Mo 42 @) i p=oc,

Note that for p = oo the initial error e(0, APP, ) may be exponential in d if it is not
properly normalized. In the following analysis, we will therefore consider the normalized
as well as the absolute error criterion.

We are interested in how the approximation error of algorithms A, ; depends on the
number n of information evaluations used and how it depends on the problem dimension d.
To this end, we define the so-called information complexity as

n(e, APPg,, A) := min{n € Ny : e(n, APP;,,A) <ecCRIy,}

with ¢ € (0,1) and d € N, and where either CRI;, = 1 for the absolute error criterion (we
then write naus(e, APP4,, A)) and CRI,, = e(0,APP,,) = |APP,,|| for the normalized
error criterion (then, we write Nporm (g, APPy,, A)).

Useful relations

In the case of Ly-approximation we have (0, APP;5) = 1 and hence the absolute and the
normalized error criteria coincide. This means that

Nnorm (8, APPd’Q, A) = MNabs (8, APPd’Q, A)

and we just write n(e, APP4, A) for A € {A® Ast}
In the case of L.-approximation the situation is different, since e(0, APP, ) > 1.
Hence we only have

Nnorm (€, APPg oo, A) < maps(e, APPg oo, A)  for A € {AM A, (2)

Furthermore, it is well known, see, e.g., [3], that Ls-approximation is not harder than
Loo-approximation for the absolute error criterion, which means that for A € {A®! Astd}
we have

n(e, APPd72, A) S nabs(e, APPd,ooa A)

bt



Thus, necessary conditions for tractability of Ls-approximation in the weighted space
Haa~ are also necessary conditions for tractability of L.-approximation in Hg - for the
absolute error criterion.

For the information class A®!| L,-approximation for p € {2, 00} can be fully charac-
terized in terms of the eigenvalues of the self-adjoint, compact operator

Wy = APP;,APP ot Hyory — Haany-

The following well-known lemma (see, e.g., [10, p. 215]) provides information on the
eigenpairs of the operator Wj.

Lemma 1. The eigenpairs of the operator Wy are (rga~(k), ex) with k € Z2, where for
k€ 7% we set

ex(T) = eha~n(T) = \/Taa~(k) exp(2rik - x), forx €|0,1]%
Furthermore, denote the ordered eigenvalues of W, by (Agx)ken, where
Ad1 > Ad2 > Aag > .

Note that A\g; = 1, since 74,~(0) =1 and v; <1 for all j € N.
We then have the following relations (see, for example, [10, 3] for p = 2 and [5,
Theorem 2] for p = 0o) for the n-th minimal error with respect to A*!,

>‘z11,/3+1 if p=2,

e(n, APPg,, A™) = {
(ZZ';W )‘d,k)l/z if p = oco.

Consequently,
n(e, APP45, A) = min {n C A1 < 52}
for p =2, and
n(e, APP 4, A) = min {n : Z g < & CRI?LOO} (3)
k=n+1
for p = oo.

Relations to the average-case setting

Note that (@) is exactly the same as the information complexity for Ls-approximation in
the average-case setting for certain spaces (see [12, p. 190] for a general introduction to
the average-case setting). Indeed, following the outline in [4], assume that we are given
a sequence of spaces Fy, d € N, and study the operator 1@?@2 : Fy — Ly(]0,1]4) with
KI\DTDd,g( f) = f for f € Fy. Furthermore, we assume that F; is equipped with a Gaussian
probability measure pgy, which has mean zero and a covariance function that coincides
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with the reproducing kernel of the Korobov space Hgq ., with all parameters as above.
Le.,

; F@) f()pa(df) = Kiaq(a,y) Yo,y € [0,1]

Again, it is of interest to study approximation of fA\/PPdg by linear algorithms A, 4 of the
form (Il). The average-case error of such an algorithm A, ; is given by

2
(s W0Pas) = ([ JRPR1T) = At DI v 4D))

Fa

and the initial error by

2
e™E(0, APD, ) i ( / I8P as (DI, o ud(df)) |
Fa

We can also define the n-th minimal average-case error of Lo-approximation in Fy for an
information class A by

e(n, APPys, A) = Jnf (A, APPys).
n,d

— —~1
Now define, for any Borel set G in Ly([0,1]%), the inverse image under APP 45 by APP,,(G) :

1
{f € Fa : APPgy(f) € G} and let vy := pgo APP,,. Then, vy is a Gaussian measure
on Ly([0,1]), again with mean zero, and a covariance operator C,,, given by

(Coof) () = [Ol}de,aq(w,y)f(y)dy va € [0,1]".

For more detailed information we refer to [4] and the references therein.

Using the notation just introduced, there are several relations to be observed between
the worst-case setting and the average-case setting. Indeed, it is known that the eigenval-
ues of the covariance operator C,, coincide with the eigenvalues (Agx)ren of the operator
Wy introduced above. Furthermore, by making use of the relation between the covariance
function of pq and the kernel Ky, ~, it can easily be shown that

1/2 . 1/2
ean(O,APPdQ) = (Z ’r’dﬂn(k)) == (Z )\d,k> .
k=1

keZy

Hence the initial error of average-case Ls-approximation in Fy is exactly the same as
the initial error of worst-case L..-approximation in Hgq~. What is more, if one allows
information from A*!, we have

- 1/2
e(n, lﬁm,/\au) = ( Z Ad,k)

k=n+1
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for the n-th minimal error, i.e., the n-th minimal error of average-case Lo-approximation
in F; equals the n-th minimal error of worst-case Lo-approximation in Hgq~. For the
derivation of these results and further details, we refer to [13| Chapter 6], see also [10].

These observations (which have been pointed out in the literature before) imply that
the results on L-approximation in H,, ~ presented here can also be interpreted as results
on average-case Lo-approximation in F;. Indeed some of the theorems presented on
Lo.-approximation below recover some of the results in [4] and the references therein,
formulated for the average-case setting there.

Notions of tractability

An important goal of tractability theory is to analyze which problems suffer from the curse
of dimensionality, i.e., whether there exist C,d§ > 0 such that n(e, APPy,, A) > C(1+ §)?
for infinitely many d € N, and which do not. In the latter case it is then an important task
to classify the growth rate of the information complexity with respect to the dimension d
tending to infinity (d — oo) and the error threshold e tending to zero (¢ — 0). Different
growth rates are characterized by means of various notions of tractability which are given
in the following definition.

Definition 1. Consider the approzimation problem APP, = (APPy,)a>1 for the infor-
mation class A. We say that for this problem we have:

(a) Strong polynomial tractability (SPT) if there exist non-negative numbers 7,C such
that
n(e,APPy,,A) < Ce™™ forallde N and all € € (0,1). (4)

The infimum of all exponents T > 0 such that [{l) holds for some C > 0 is called
the exponent of strong polynomial tractability and is denoted by 7*(A).

(b) Polynomial tractability (PT) if there exist non-negative numbers t,0,C such that

n(e, APPy,,A) < Ce™7d? foralld € N and all € € (0,1).

(¢) Quasi-polynomial tractability (QPT) if there exist non-negative numbers t,C such
that

n(e, APPy,, A) < C exp(t (1 +Ind)(1+1Ine™ "))
for alld € N and all € € (0,1). (5)

The infimum of all exponents t > 0 such that ([Bl) holds for some C' > 0 is called the
exponent of quasi-polynomial tractability and is denoted by t*(A).

(d) Weak tractability (WT) if

lim Inn(e, APPg,, A)

=0.
el 00 d+e!



(e) (o, 7)-weak tractability ((o,7)-WT) for positive numbers o, T if

lim Inn(e, APPg,, A)

= 0.
dte~ls00 d°+e7

(f) Uniform weak tractability (UWT) if (o, 7)-weak tractability holds for all o, 7 € (0, 1].

We obviously have the following hierarchy of tractability notions:
SPT = PT = QPT = UWT = (0,7)-WT, for any choice of (o,7) € (0, 1]>.

Furthermore, WT coincides with (o, 7)-WT for (o,7) = (1,1).

The characterization of the applicable tractability classes will be done with respect
to decay conditions on the weight sequence v = (v;);>1. To this end, we introduce the
following notation.

e The infimum of the sequence v is denoted by ~; := inf;>1 7;.

e The sum exponent s, is defined as
o0
S~y ZIil’lf{H>O : ny<oo}.
j=1

e The exponent ¢, is defined as

d—o00

d
1
t, :=inf >0 : limsup ——— T <00y
=1 {H 1 UPln(d+1);VJ }
e The exponent u., ,, for o > 0, is defined as
&
(o inf{fi >0 : d&%@zlyf = O}.
‘]:
In the definitions of s., ¢, and u , we use the convention that inf () = oco.

3 The results for APP,

A complete overview of necessary and sufficient conditions for tractability of Le-approximation
in the weighted Korobov space has recently been published in [2].

Theorem 2. Consider the approzimation problem APPy = (APPy4)4>1 for the informa-
tion class A* and let o > 1. Then we have the following results.
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1. (Cf. [T]]) Strong polynomial tractability for the class A holds if and only if s, < 0o.
In this case the exponent of strong polynomial tractability is

* a 1
7 (A™) = 2 max <s,y, a) .
2. (Cf. ) Strong polynomial tractability and polynomial tractability for the class A

are equivalent.

3. Quasi-polynomial tractability, uniform weak tractability, and weak tractability for
the class A*' are equivalent and hold if and only if v; < 1.

4. If we have quasi-polynomial tractability, then the exponent of quasi-polynomial tractabil-
ity satisfies
1 1
t*(Aall) = 2max <—, 7_1) .
a In~y;
In particular, if v; = 0, we set (Inv;") ™' := 0 and we have that t*(A*") = %

5. For o > 1, (0, 7)-weak tractability for the class A* holds for all weights 1 > v >
Yo = -o>0.

Theorem 3. Consider multivariate approximation APPy = (APP;5)4>1 for the informa-
tion class A and o > 1. Then we have the following results.

1. (Cf. [9]) Strong polynomial tractability for the class A holds if and only if

00
Z fY] < 00,
j=1

which implies s, < 1. In this case the exponent of strong polynomial tractability
satisfies

1
7 (A¥) = 2max <s,y, —) :
o

2. (Cf. [9]) Polynomial tractability for the class A holds if and only if

d

1

lim sup ———— ;< 00.
oo In(d+ 1) ijl E

3. Polynomial and quasi-polynomial tractability for the class A**% are equivalent.

4. Weak tractability for the class A4 holds if and only if



5. For o € (0,1], (0,7)-weak tractability for the class A holds if and only if

i Z% -

For o > 1, (o, 7)-weak tractability for the class A holds for all weights 1 > ~; >
Yo = > 0.

6. Uniform weak tractability for the class A holds if and only if

lim —Z%—O for all o € (0,1].

Theorems 2 and [ imply that in the case of Lo-approximation no open questions
remain, at least for the currently most common tractability classes.

4 The results for APP

We have the following result for L.-approximation in the space Hq o -

Theorem 4. Consider multivariate approzimation APP. = (APP4o0)a>1 for the infor-
mation classes A* and A% for the normalized and absolute error criterion and o > 1.
Then we have the following results.

1. (Cf [3] for A2 and [6] for AS*Y) The approzimation problem is strongly polynomially
tractable if and only if s, < 1. If this holds, then for any T € (max(1/a, sy),1) we
have

e(n, APP o0, A™) = O (n=0=7/C7))  and
6(77,, APPdOO,AStd) -0 (n—(l—'r)/(27'(1+7'))) ’
where in both cases the implied factor is independent of n and d.

2. (Cf. [3] for A¥ and [G] for A**Y) The approximation problem is polynomially tractable
if and only if t, < 1. If this holds, then for any 7 € (max(1/w,ty),1) and any § > 0
we have

e(n, APP o0, AM) = O (=7 @n @i clenia/7) - g
e(n, APP o0, A*) = O (n~(1=7/@r(Hm) gotclanin/7y |

where in both cases the implied factor is independent of n and d.
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3. A necessary condition for quasi-polynomial tractability is

d
1
lim sup ———— - < 00,
1d—>olip In(d + 1) ;%

which implies t < 1.

4. A necessary condition for weak tractability is

which implies uy 1 < 1, and a sufficient condition for weak tractability is u, < 1.

5. A necessary condition for (o, T)-weak tractability for o € (0,1] is

d

.1

Jim G5 2 =0
J:

which implies uy, < 1, and a sufficient condition for (o,T)-weak tractability is
Uy o < 1.
For o > 1, (o, 7)-weak tractability holds for all weights 1 > 1 > 5 > -+ > 0.

6. A necessary condition for uniform weak tractability is

d—oo d° -

d
1
lim —Z%— =0 forallo € (0,1],
7j=1

which implies u , < 1 for all o € (0,1], and a sufficient condition for uniform weak
tractability is
Uyo <1 forallo € (0,1].

Remark 5. Some remarks on Theorem[{] are in order.
1. So far we only have a necessary condition for QPT, which is

d
1
1i - .
im sup 1) ;21 vj < 00, (6)

d—o00

and which in turn implies t, < 1. However, this condition is very close to the “if
and only if "-condition for PT, which ist, < 1. It is an interesting question whether
[@) is already strong enough to imply QPT or whether t, < 1 is really necessary.
The latter case would imply that PT and QPT are equivalent.
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2. The necessary and sufficient conditions for the notions of weak tractability in Items 4—
6 are very tight, although mot matching exactly. How to close these gaps is an-
other interesting problem. Regarding Item 4, we also refer to [10, Section 6.3],
where a corresponding result for Lo-approximation in the average-case setting is
shown, and this is—as pointed out in our remarks above—equivalent to our result
for L.-approzimation in the worst-case setting. There, the same gap is observed,
but the authors of [10] point out that at least for general weights the condition
limg_, 0 é Z;l:l v; = 0 is not sufficient for weak tractability. Whether a similar
observation also holds for the special case of product weights, which are considered
in the present paper, remains open.

of Theorem[j] Proofs of the results on (strong) polynomial tractability in Items 1 and 2
can be found in [5 Theorem 11] for the class A*!" and in [6, Theorem 11] for As*.

Now we consider QPT. From (B) and the fact that A\ < 1 for all £ € N, we have for
N = Nporm (€, APPg o, A that

Z)\dk_n< Z Mg < € Z)\dk

k=n-+1

Hence,
> (1= Mp=(1-¢) H (1 +2¢(a)y)) - (7)

Assume that we have QPT for L..-approximation for A®! and the normalized error crite-
rion. Then there exist positive ¢t and C' such that

d
Cet(l—i—lnd)(l—i—lna ) > nnorm(f APPdOO,AaH H 1 _|_2<-
7j=1

for all d € N and all € € (0, 1).
Fixing ¢ € (0, 1), e.g., choosing € = e~! and taking the logarithm implies the condition

1nC+2t(1+1nd)21n<e _1>+Zln1+2§ (@)y5)

7j=1

(1+:c)

for all d € N. This implies lim; o y; = 0. Since — 1 for  — 0, this then implies

d
1
li — i < 00. 8
A 2 ?

Thus we have shown that (§) is a necessary condition for QPT for A*!" and the normalized

error criterion. Since QPT for A**d implies QPT for A®!', we find that (8] is also a necessary
condition for QPT for A**® and the normalized error criterion.
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Assume that we have QPT for L..-approximation for A € {A*! A5} and the absolute
error criterion. Then, according to (), we have QPT for L..-approximation for A and
the normalized error criterion, and hence () holds. Thus the proof of Item 3 is complete.

We now discuss (o, 7)-WT and first consider the necessary conditions. Assume that
we have (o,7)-WT for o € (0,1] for L.-approximation for A*! and the normalized error
criterion. Then, according to (),

N Nporm (€, APP g o, A1)

d+e—1—=00 de 477
g2 (1 +2 :
(02 | Xm0y
dtelooo \ d° 4+ &7 de +e 7

For fixed € € (0, 1) this implies

hm—Zlnl—l—Q( V) =

d—oo d

which in turn implies that
i Z %5 =0 Y

So (@) is a necessary condition for (o, T)-WT for o € (0,1] for A*!" and the normalized
error criterion. In the same way as for QPT we see that (d]) is a necessary condition for
(0,7)-WT for o € (0,1] for A € {A* A9} and the normalized and the absolute error
criterion. Note that () implies u~, < 1. This finishes the proof of the necessary condi-
tions in Items 4-6.

Next, we discuss sufficient conditions for (o, 7)-WT. In [I5] Zeng, Kritzer, and Hick-
ernell constructed a spline algorithm ASphne based on lattice rules with a prime number n
of nodes, for which for arbitrary A € (1 / 2,a/2)

d
spline Q @ 2
e(Anl?iz ,APP; ) < )\(2)\ D/(@r—1) H (1 +2%T 1/(2A)C (ﬁ)) ' (10)

Jj=1

Assume that u,, < 1. Then there exists a A € (1/2, a/2) such that
1
lim — /Y =0 (11)

We show that () implies (o, 7)-WT for the class As* and the absolute error criterion
(and therefore also for the class A*' and, because of (@), the same holds true for the
normalized error criterion).
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\/§ o (4X—1)/(A(2x-1))
o 2041 _1/(2)) a
M = (?H(”? ¢ (55)) )

J=1

and let n be the smallest prime number that is greater than or equal to M. Note that
then, according to Bertrand’s postulate, n € [M,2M]. Hence, according to (I0) we have

e(n, APP4 o, A*) < ¢,

and therefore

n(e, APPy 0, A¥) < n

\/§ o (4X—1)/(A(2x-1))
«

<om <42 (1 g2a+1,1/(2) (-)) .

<2M < (E T (02210 (5

J=1

Taking the logarithm and using that In(1 + x) < z for = > 0 yields

d
4N—1 |In2 «
1 APP - Astd <lnd+ 2 = |24 -1 22(a+1))\ (_) %/(2>\)
nn(e; APPgoc, A7) < In Yoo 2 et A\ ;%
and hence
. Inn(e, APPg o, A59)
lim ’
d4e=1—00 d° +e7
AN -1 Ine! Q 1 d
P AR 1 _ME L 92a)y (_) i 1/(22)
- )\(2)\ — 1) d+511;n—>oo de 4+ e 7 + C 2\ d—l—sllln—mo de + e 7 ;fyj
= 0’

where we used (III) for the case o € (0,1] in the last step. If ¢ > 1 then (1) is not
required, since 7; < 1 for all j € N, and so the limit relation holds anyway. Thus the
proof of Items 46 is finished. O

Remark 6. Let us briefly comment on the L,-approzimation problem APP, = (APPy,) 1
for p € (2,00) and the absolute error criterion. As for the relation between the minimal
errors of Lao- and Ls.-approximation, it can be shown that

e(n,APPs2,A) <e(n,APP,,, A) < e(n,APP,,A) forall n,deN,

and

n(e, APPga, A) < n(e,APP4,, A) < n(e, APPy o, A).
foralle € (0,1), and all d € N.

15



Therefore, we can conclude that a sufficient condition on the weights for a certain
tractability notion for L..-approximation is also sufficient for the same tractability notion
for the L,-approzimation problem. The other way round, every necessary condition on
the weights for a certain tractability notion for Lo-approximation is also necessary for
the same tractability notion for the Ly,-approzimation problem. We summarize the results
that are implied by this insight in Table[3 in Section[d. However, many of the sufficient
and necessary conditions which we obtain in this way are far from matching each other
(especially the ones for the class A*™). Whether a similar observation is also true for the
normalized error criterion and for p € (2,00) remains an open question.

5 Overview and formulation of open problems

In Tables MH3] below, we give a concise overview of the known results and conditions for
the various tractability notions. Table [Il is concerned with Ls-approximation, Table
with L..-approximation, and Table B] with L,-approximation for p € (2, 00).

Open problems

While we have a full picture of the characterizations of the currently most common notions
of tractability for the Lo-approximation problem, the L..-case is only partially solved and
several details remain open. In particular, for QPT a sufficient condition is still missing,
and for the (o, 7)-weak tractability notions the necessary and sufficient conditions are
tight, but do not match (see Remark [5]). These cases remain open for the moment.

Furthermore, also the more general L,-approximation problem for arbitrary p € (2, c0)
remains unsolved. While there are some fragmentary results for the absolute error crite-
rion, the case of the normalized criterion is completely open (see Remark [G]).
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Table 1: Overview of the conditions for tractability of the Ls-approximation problem
APP, for product weights satisfying 1 > v, > 75 > --+ > 0 (recall that normalized and
absolute criterion coincide for APP,).

Aall Astd
SPT Sy < 00 Z;‘;l v; < 00
PT Sy < 00 limsup,_, m Z;l:l v; < 00
QPT v <1 limsup,_, m Z;l:l v; < 00
UWT v, <1 limgeo & 30,17 = 0 Vo €

(0,1]

(0, 7)-WT, o € (0,1] vr <1 im0 77 Z;'lzl 75 =0
WT v, <1 limg oo 2370 17, =0
(o,7)-WT, 0 > 1 no extra condition no extra condition on

on ~

Table 2: Overview of the conditions for tractability of the L. .-approximation problem
APP,, for product weights satisfying 1 > 7, > 75 > -+ > 0 (normalized and absolute

criterion).

Aall and Astd

SPT
PT

QPT

UWT

(0,7)-WT, o € (0, 1]

WT

(0,7)-WT, 0 > 1

sy <1
ty <1
d .
nec.: limsup, . % <0

4
nec.: limg_ o Zj;} Y =) Vo € (0, 1]

suff.: uy, <1 Vo € (0,1]

Z?:l i 0
de o

nec.: limg_ oo

suff.: uy o <1

Z?:l i =0

nec.: limg oo =55

suff.: uy 1 <1

no extra condition on ~y
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Table 3: Overview of the conditions for tractability of the L,-approximation problem
APP,, p € (2,00), for product weights satisfying 1 > ~; > 72 > --- > 0 (absolute
criterion).

Aall Astd
nec.: sy < 00 nec.: s, <1
SPT
{ suff.: s <1 { suff.: s <1
d
PT { nec.: sy <1 nec.: limsup, ., EZ;}F;Y)J < 00
suff.: £, <1 suff.: t, < 1
Y
QPT nec.: yy < 1 nec.: limsup,_, . ﬁ}rl)] < 00
suff.: 7 suff.: ?
d
nec.: yy <1 nec.: limg o Z’;} 5=
UWT suff.: uy, <1 Vo € (0,1]
Vo € (0,1] suff.: uy, <1 Vo € (0,1]
. RRT S
(0,7)-WT, o € (0,1] { e nec.: limy oo == =0
suff.: uy, <1 suff.: uy, <1
d
WT { nec.: 77 <1 nec.: limg oo ZJ? RERER))
suff.: uyy <1 suff.: uy 1 <1
(0,7)-WT, 0 > 1 no extra condition no extra condition on

on =y
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