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Metric approximation of set-valued functions of bounded
variation by integral operators

Elena E. Berdysheva * Nira Dyn ! Elza Farkhi T Alona Mokhov $

Abstract. We introduce an adaptation of integral approximation operators to set-valued functions
(SVFs, multifunctions), mapping a compact interval [a, b] into the space of compact non-empty subsets
of R?. All operators are adapted by replacing the Riemann integral for real-valued functions by the
weighted metric integral for SVFs of bounded variation with compact graphs. For such a set-valued
function F', we obtain pointwise error estimates for sequences of integral operators at points of continuity,
leading to convergence at such points to F'. At points of discontinuity of F', we derive estimates, which
yield the convergence to a set, first described in our previous work on the metric Fourier operator. Our
analysis uses recently defined one-sided local quasi-moduli at points of discontinuity and several notions
of local Lipschitz property at points of continuity.

We also provide a global approach for error bounds. A multifunction F is represented by the set of
all its metric selections, while its approximation (its image under the operator) is represented by the
set of images of these metric selections under the operator. A bound on the Hausdorff distance between
these two sets of single-valued functions in L! provides our global estimates.

The theory is illustrated by presenting the examples of two concrete operators: the Bernstein-
Durrmeyer operator and the Kantorovich operator.
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1 Introduction

We study set-valued functions (SVFs, multifunctions) that map a compact interval [a,b] C R into the space of
compact non-empty subsets of R%. These functions appear in different fields such as dynamical systems, control
theory, optimization, game theory, differential inclusions, economy, geometric modeling. See the book [2] for
foundations of set-valued analysis.

Approximation methods for SVFs has been developing in the last decades. Older works deal mostly with
convex-valued multifunctions and their approximation based on Minkowski linear combinations, e.g., [24] [13]
15, 23, [51 @]. In [28], such an adapation of the classical Bernstein polynomial operator is proved to converge to
SVFs with convex compact images (values). Yet, it is shown that this adaptation fails to approximate general
SVFs (with general compact not necessarily convex images). In general, approximation methods developed for
multifunctions with convex images usually are not suitable for general SVFs.

A first successful attempt to approximate general SVFs from their samples is accomplished by Z. Artstein
in [1I], where piecewise linear approximants are constructed. This is done by replacing binary Minkowski average
of two sets with the metric average, which is further extended in [16] to the metric linear combination of several
sets. Based on the metric linear combination, N. Dyn, E. Farkhi and A. Mokhov developed in a series of
works [14] [20] [16] 17, [I8] adaptation of classical sample-based approximation operators to continuous general
SVFs. For these adapted operators, termed metric operators, error estimates are obtained, which for most
operators are similar to those obtained in the real-valued case. Special attention is given to Bernstein polynomial
operators, Schoenberg spline operators and polynomial interpolation operators. Later in [6], the above metric
approach is extended to SVF's of bounded variation.

The metric approach is applied in [19] to introduce and study the metric integral for general SVF's of bounded
variation. The metric integral is not necessarily convex in contrast to the Aumann integral, which is always
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convex, even if the integrand is not convex-valued [3]. In [7] the metric integral is extended to the weighted
metric integral, which is used, with the Dirichlet kernels as weight functions, to define metric Fourier partial
sums for SVF's of bounded variation. The convergence of these partial sums is analyzed at points of continuity of
a multifunction as well as at points of discontinuity. An important tool in the analysis at points of discontinuity
is the notion of one-sided local quasi-moduli of a function of bounded variation.

In this paper we adapt integral approximation operators for real-valued functions to general SVF's of bounded
variation. Previous adaptations of integral operators to SVF's are limited to convex-valued multifunctions and
are based on the Aumann integral (see e.g. [4, [I0]). Our adaptation is based on the weighted metric integral,
and its analysis applies and extends the techniques developed in [7].

The outline of the paper is as follows. Section [2] gives a short overview of notions we use in the paper,
and also discusses different regularity properties of functions with values in a metric space. In Section [3] we
refine known results concerning approximation of real-valued functions by sequences of integral approximation
operators, which are necessary for the adaptation of these operators to SVFs.

The core part of the paper is Section [l where we construct an adaptation of integral approximation operators
to general SVFs. For set-valued functions of bounded variation with compact graphs, we study pointwise
convergence, in the Hausdorff metric, of sequences of such operators at points of continuity of the function as
well as at points of discontinuity, and derive estimates for the rate of convergence. In Section [§ we illustrate our
theory by considering examples of two particular integral approximation operators, the Bernstein-Durrmeyer
operator and the Kantorovich operator.

In the final Section [6] we provide global error bounds. The multifunction F' is represented by the set of all
its metric selections (see [18] for more information on representations of SVFs), while its approximation (its
image under the operator) is represented by the set of images of these metric selections under the operator. A
bound of the Hausdorff distance between these two sets of single-valued functions in L' is obtained using results
from [§].

2 Preliminaries
In this section we introduce some notation and basic notions related to sets and set-valued functions. We discuss

notions of regularity of functions in metric spaces. We review the notions of metric selections and the metric
integral of set-valued functions.

2.1 On sets
All sets considered from now on are sets in R%. We denote by K(]Rd) the collection of all compact non-empty
subsets of R%. The metric in R? is of the form p(u,v) = |u — v|, where | - | is any fixed norm on R%. Recall

that R? endowed with this metric is a complete metric space and that all norms on R are equivalent.
To measure the distance between two non-empty sets A, B € K(]Rd)7 we use the Hausdorff metric based on p

haus(A, B), = max {sup dist(a, B),, sup dist(b, A)p} ,
a€A beB

where the distance from a point ¢ to a set D is dist(c, D), = infacp p(c, d). It is well known that K(R?) endowed
with the Hausdorfl metric is a complete metric space [25] [27].
In the following, we keep the metric in R? fixed, and omit the notation p as a subscript.
We denote by |A| = haus(A, {0}) the “norm” of the set A € K(R?). The set of projections of a € R% on a
set B € K(RY) is Ig(a) ={b€ B : |a— b| =dist(a, B)}, and the set of metric pairs of two sets 4, B € K(R?)
is
II(A,B) ={(a,b) e Ax B : a€lla(b) or b ellp(a)}.

Using metric pairs, we can rewrite
haus(A4, B) = max{|a — b| : (a,b) € II(A, B)}.
We recall the notions of a metric chain and of a metric linear combination [19].

Definition 2.1. [19] Given a finite sequence of sets Ao, ..., An € K(R?), n > 1, a metric chain of Ao, ..., An
is an (n + 1)-tuple (ao,...,an) such that (ai,a;+1) € H(Ai,AiH), 1 =0,1,...,n — 1. The collection of all
metric chains of Ao,...,An is denoted by

CH(A07...7A7L):{(ao7...7an) : (a¢7ai+1)€H(Ai7Ai+1)7 i:0717...7n—1}.



The metric linear combination of the sets Ao, ..., A, € K(R?Y), n > 1, is

@)\ZAZ = {Z)\Zal : (ag,...,an) € CH(A(),...,An)}, Aoy -y An €ERL

i=0 i=0
Remark 2.2. For any j € N, 0 < j < n and for any a € A; there exists a metric chain (ao,...,an) €
CH(Ay, ..., Ayn) such that a; = a. For a possible construction see [16], Figure 3.2.

Note that the metric linear combination depends on the order of the sets, in contrast to the Minkowski
linear combination of sets which is defined by

i)\lAl_{i)\lal : aiEAi}, n > 1.
=0 1=0

The upper Kuratowski limit of a sequence of sets { A, } e is the set of all limit points of converging subsequences
{an;, }721, where an, € An,, k € N, namely

limsup A, = {a o I{nk}r=1, nk+1 > nk, k €N, Jan, € Ay, such that klim an,, = a}. (1)
:— 00

n—o00

2.2 Notions of regularity of functions with values in a metric space

In this paper we consider functions defined on a fixed compact interval [a,b] C R with values in a complete
metric space (X, p), where X is either R or K(R?).

We recall the notion of the variation of f : [a,b] = X. Let x = {xo,...,2n},a =20 <21 < - < Tp = b,
be a partition of the interval [a,b] with the norm

Ix| = omax (Tit1 — &i).

The variation of f on the partition x is defined as V(f,x) = >, p(f(xi), f(xi=1)) . The total variation of f
on [a,b] is

V2(f) =sup V(f,X),

where the supremum is taken over all partitions of [a, b].

A function f is said to be of bounded variation on [a, ] if V2(f) < co. We call functions of bounded variation
BV functions and write f € BV]a, b]. If f is also continuous, we write f € CBV]a,b].

For f € BV]a, b] the function vy : [a,b] = R, ve(z) = V7 (f) is called the variation function of f. Note that

VI(f) =vp(z) —vp(z) for a<z<z<b,
and that vy is monotone non-decreasing.

For a BV function f: R — X the following property holds (see e.g. Lemma 2.4 in [6]),

/ b VIR (f)dw < 26V, (f). (2)

We recall the notion of the local modulus of continuity [26], which is central to the approximation of functions
at continuity points.
For f : [a,b] — X the local modulus of continuity at * € [a, b] is

w(f,x",8) =sup{p(f(z1), f(®2)) : z1,m2 € [#" —6/2,2" +6/2]N[a,b]}, &>0.
It follows from the definition of the variation that
Result 2.3. For a function f :[a,b] = X, f € BV]a,b],
w(f,z",8) <w(vy,z*,8), z* €la,b], §>0.
Moreover, f is continuous at x* € [a,b] if and only if vy is continuous at z*.

Result 2.4. A function f : [a,b] = X, f € BV]a,b] is left continuous at z* € (a,b] if and only if vy is left
continuous at =*. The function f is right continuous at x* € [a,b) if and only if vy is right continuous at x*.



A function f : [a,b] — X of bounded variation with values in a complete metric space (X, p) is not necessarily
continuous, but has right and left limits at any point z [II]. We denote the one-sided limits by

flz+) = lim f(), f(z—)= lm f(t).

t—x+0 t—x—0

In [7], we introduced the notion of the left and right local quasi-moduli. For a function f : [a,b] — X of
bounded variation, the left local quasi-modulus at point z* is

w~ (f7 1:*76) = sup {p(f(m*—)7f(1:)) sz et —4,z°)N [(Lb]}7 §>0, x" €(a,b). (3)
Similarly, the right local quasi-modulus is

w+(f,:c*,5) =sup{p(f(z*+), f(z)) : z€(z",2"+6]NJa,b]}, >0, 2" €[a,b). (4)
Clearly, for f € BV]a, b] the local quasi-moduli satisfy

lim @ (f,z",6) =0, "€ (a,b], and lim w+(f,:c*,5) =0, " ¢€]a,b).

50+ 5—0+
Defining
@ (f,2",8) = max{w ™ (f, x*75)7w+(f7:c*75)}7
we obtain
i w(f,2",6) =0. (5)

Lemma 2.5. Let f :[a,b] = X, f € BV]a,b], then for any z* € (a,b] or [a,b), respectively, and 6 > 0 we have
@ (f,2",8) <@ (vs,2%,0), = (f,2",8) <w" (vy,2",9).
Proof. The first inequality follows from the fact that for z* € (a,b] and max{z* — §,a} < x < 2™ we have

p(f@" =) f@) < lim Vi(f)= lim vs(t) —vs(x) = plos(a”=), vs(x)).

Ttz — t—x*—0
Similarly one can show the second inequality.
a

Below we discuss several notions of Lipschitz regularity. A functions f : [a,b] — (X, p) is Lipschitz continuous
with a constant £ > 0, if

p(f(x), f(y)) < Llz —yl, Va,y € [a,b].
Definition 2.6. Let f : [a,b] — (X, p).

(a) We say that f is locally Lipschitz around a point x with the Lipschitz constant £ > 0 if there exists
0 > 0 such that

p(f(@1), f(x2)) < Llwr — w2|, V1,22 € (v —6/2,2+6/2) N a, b]. (6)

(b) A function f is locally Lipschitz at a point x with the Lipschitz constant £ > 0 if there exists § > 0
such that
p(f(2), f(@)) < Llz— x|, Vze(r—5/2,2+6/2)N]a,b]. (7)

We denote by Lip{z, L} the collection of all functions [ satisfying (@).
(c) A function f is globally Lipschitz at a point x if there exists L > 0 such that
p(f(2), f(z)) < L]z — x|, Vz¢€la,b (8)

Remark 2.7. Note that if f is locally Lipschitz around a point x with the Lipschitz constant L, then f €
Lip{z, L}, but the inverse implication does not hold. For example, the function f(x) = xzsin(1/z) for x # 0 and
f(0) =0 is not locally Lipschitz around x = 0, while f € Lip{0, 1}.

We say that f : [a,b] — X is bounded on [a, b] if there exists y* € X such that

M(f,y") = sup p(f(z),y") < oo.

z€la,b]

The following lemmas deal with relations between the above notions.



Lemma 2.8. If f € Lip{z, L} and [ is bounded on [a,b], then f is also globally Lipschitz at x.

Proof. By Definition 28] (b), there is § > 0 such that for |z — | < § we have p(f(z), f(z)) < L|z — z|. Also,
since f is bounded there is y* such that

p(f(2), (@) < p(f(2),y7) + p(y", () < 2M(f,y7).
If |z — 2| > £ we obtain from the above inequality the estimate p(f(2), f(z)) < %f’y*nz —x|.

Altogether (®) holds with £ = max (E, %f’y*)). |

Lemma 2.9. If f € BV]a,b] is locally Lipschitz around a point x with a constant £ > 0, then

(i) vy is locally Lipschitz around the point x with the same constant L,
(i1) vy € Lip{x, L}.
Proof. Assume that f satisfies (6) with some & > 0. To prove (i), let z — $ <y < z < + 3, then

n—1 n—1

vp(2) —vp(y) = Vi (f) =sup D p(f(z;), f(wjs1)) S sup »  Llaje — x5 = LIy — 2],
X 550 X 5
where the supremum is taken over all partitions x = {y = zo < --- < zn = 2} of [y, 2].
By (i) and Remark [Z77] we obtain (ii). d

Lemma 2.10. Let f € BV][a,b].

(i) If vy is locally Lipschitz around a point © with some £ > 0 and § > 0, then f is locally Lipschitz around
x with the same L and d.

(i) If vy € Lip{z, L}, then f € Lip{z, L}.
Proof. (i) For all z,y such that = — % <y<z<z+ % we have
p(f(2), f(y)) SV (f) =vs(z) —vr(y) < Lz —yl. (9)

To prove (ii) we replace either y or z in (@) by x.
O

Remark 2.11. The inverse implication of LemmalZ10 (ii) does not hold. Consider, for example, the function
f(z) = xsin(1/z) for x #0 and f(0) = 0. Clearly, f € Lip{0, L} with £ =1, but vy ¢ Lip{0, L} for any L > 0.

fi

In the following we consider f : [a,b] — RY, f = |- We recall that |- | is a fixed norm on R

fa

Lemma 2.12. Let f : [a,b] — R? be Riemann integrable. Then

/ab f(z)dx

< [1r@yas.

Proof. Consider a sequence of partitions xn = {a = 2§ < -+ < z;; = b} with lim |y»| = 0. Take some
n— o0
cf € [zf_1,2}], i=1,...,n. Using the triangle inequality in the estimate for the Riemann sums we obtain

/ab f(x)dx

We recall the notion of integral moduli of continuity for functions with values in R?. We extend a function
f : [a,b] = R? outside [a, b] in a simple way preserving its variation on [a, b]

Jim Zlf(cm(xz‘ — i)

n b
< Jim 317 - 2t = [ 15(@)id.
=1 a

|

fla), z<a,
f(@) =1 f(z), a<z<b,
f(b), x>b.



f1
For f:[a,b] = R, f = |, we write f € L'[a,b] if all its components f;, i =1,...,d, are in L'[a, b].

fa
The distance between two functions f,g € L'[a,b] is given by

17 = glls = / (@) — g(x)|de.

We denote || fllec = sup |f(z)].
z€la,b]

The first order integral modulus of continuity of f : [a,b] — R?, f € L'[a,b] is

9(£,8) = 01(£,0) = sup / f@+h) - f(@)ldz, 5> 0.

0<h<d

The second order integral modulus of continuity is

92(f,6) = sup / F( 4 h) — 20(2) + f(z — B)|dz, 6> 0.

0<h<é

It is easy to see that

Using (2)) one can easily obtain that for f € BV]a, b]
9(f.8) < VI (f)- (11)

2.3 Metric selections and the weighted metric integral of multifunctions

We consider set-valued functions (SVFs, multifunctions) mapping a compact interval [a,b] C R to K(R?). The
graph of a multifunction F is the set of points in R4*+?

Graph(F) = {(z,) : y € F(z), @ € [a,b]}.
It is easy to see that if F' € BV[a, b] then Graph(F’) is a bounded set and

[Fllec = sup [F(z)] < oc.
x€la,b]

We denote the class of SVF's of bounded variation with compact graphs by Fla, b].

For a set-valued function F : [a,b] — K(R?), a single-valued function s : [a,b] — R? such that s(z) € F(z)
for all z € [a,b] is called a selection of F.

The notions of the metric selections and of the weighted metric integral are central in our work. We recall
their definitions.

Given a multifunction F : [a,b] — K(R?), a partition x = {zo,...,2n} C [a,b], a =20 < -+ <z, = b, and a
corresponding metric chain ¢ = (yo,...,yn) € CH (F(x0),..., F(xn)) (see Definition 1)), the chain function
based on x and ¢ is

Yi T E (Ti, Tit1 1=0,...,n—1,
cus() = { U TE ) | (12)
A selection s of F' is called a metric selection, if there is a sequence of chain functions {cy,,e, }ren of F
with limg_ e | x| = 0 such that
s(z) = lim cy, ¢, (x) pointwisely on [a,b].
k— o0
We denote the set of all metric selections of F' by S(F).

Note that the definitions of chain functions and metric selections imply that a metric selection s of a
multifunction F' is constant in any open interval where the graph of s stays in the interior of Graph(F).

Below we quote some results from [I9] and [7] which are used in this paper.

Result 2.13. [19, Theorem 3.6]
Let s be a metric selection of F € Fla,b]. Then VE(s) < VE(F) and ||s]lco < || F|loo-



Result 2.14. [19, Corollary 3.7]
Let F € Fla,b]. Through any point o € Graph(F') there exists a metric selection which we denote by sq.
Moreover, F' has a representation by metric selections, namely

F(z) = {sa(z) : a € Graph(F)}.

Result 2.15. [7, Theorem 4.9]
Let F € Fla,b], s be a metric selection of F and ™ € [a,b]. Then

w(s,z",6) <w(vr,z",26), 6>0.
In particular, if F is continuous at x*, then s is continuous at x*.

Result 2.16. [7, Theorem 4.13]
For F € Fla,b], the pointwise limit (if ezxists) of a sequence of metric selections of F' is a metric selection of F'.

Result 2.17. [7, Lemmas 6.7, 6.8]
Let F € Fla,b] and § > 0. Then any metric selection s € S(F') satisfies

@ (vs,2",8) <@ (ve,",26), 2" € (a,b], w+(vs,:c*,5) < w+(vp,:c*,6), x* € [a,b).
A direct consequence of Lemma [2.5] and Result 217 is
Corollary 2.18. Let F € Fla,b], s € S(F) and 6 > 0. Then
@ (s,2",0) <@ (ve,x",26), 2" € (a,b], w+(s,x*,5) < w+(vp,x*,5), x* € [a,b).
Now we show that the metric selections of F' inherit the Lipschitz regularity property at x from vp.
Lemma 2.19. Let F € Fla,b]. If ve € Lip{z, L} then s € Lip{z,4L} for all metric selections s € S(F).

Proof. Since v € Lip{z, £}, there is § > 0 such that |vr(z) — vr(2)| < Llz — 2|, Vz € (x — $, 2+ $) N [a, ],
implying that w(vr,z,n) < Ln for n < . Thus by Result ZI5 we have for all z € (z — %7 x+ %) N [a, b]

I5(@) - 5(2)| < w(s,@, 2l — 2|) < w(vr, @, 4lz — 2]) < 4L|x — 2],
Od

The metric integral of SVFs is introduced in [19] and extended to the weighted metric integral in [7]. We
recall its definition.

For a multifunction F : [a,b] — K(R?), a weight function & : [a,b] — R and for a partition x = {xo,...,Zn},
a=x0 <z <:-- <z, =0>b, we define the weighted metric Riemann sum of F' by
n—1
(M) S F = {Z(MH —zi)k(@i)yi (Yo, Yn—1) € CH(F($0)7«««7F(M1))}
i=0
n—1

= EB(:C,-H — x;) k(@) F ().

The weighted metric integral of F' with the weight function « is defined as the upper Kuratowski limit
of weighted metric Riemann sums

b
(M,{)/ k(z)F(xz)dz = lim sup (m,)Sy F.

[x[—0
The set (M) f: k(z)F(x)dz is non-empty whenever the set-valued function F' has a bounded range.

Result 2.20. [7] Let F' € Fla,b] and k € BV]a,b]. Then the set (Mm,) fab k(z)F(x)dz is compact and

(MK)/GI7 k(z)F(x)dz = {/ab k(z)s(z)dz : s € S(F)}

S1
Here and in such occasions below we understand that the integral is applied to each component of s =

Sd



3 Rate of pointwise convergence of integral operators for real-
valued functions

Let {Kn(z,t)}nen, Kn : [a,b] X [a,b] = R, be a sequence of functions that are integrable with respect to ¢ for
each z. We term the functions IC,, kernels. With the help of the sequence of the kernels we define a sequence
of linear integral operators {7}, },en on real-valued functions in L*°[a, b] by

b
x) :/ Kn(z,t)f(t)dt, z€la,b], neN. (13)
Remark 3.1. If f : [a,b] — R?, then T, f is obtained by the operation of T, on each component of f.
Next we introduce the following notation. For = € [a, b] let

an(z) =

b
/ Ko (z, t)dt — 1‘

and

,Bn(x,d):/ K (z, 0)|dt, 6> 0.
|lz—t|>68

Furthermore, for each x € [a,b] let M(z) € [0, o] be such that

/b K (2, t)|dt < M(z), neN. (14)

3.1 The case of continuity points

The theorem below can be considered as a refinement of Theorem 2.1 in [I2], Chapter 1]. For that we need the
following result [22] page 12]

Lemma 3.2. If the function f is defined on [a,b] and I C [a,b] is a closed interval such that f is continuous
at all the points of I, then for any € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

1f(y) = f(z)] <e
forallz €1,y € [a,b] and |y —z| < 4.

Theorem 3.3. Let f : [a,b] — R be bounded and measurable on [a,b], x € [a,b] and let M (z) be as in ([I4).
Then
(i) Foralld >0 andn €N

Tnf(z) = f(@)] < w(f, 2, 20)M(z) + || fllooc28n (2, 6) + [ f () ]evn (). (15)

(i) If lim an(xz) =0, lim Bn(z,0) = 0 for any sufficiently small § > 0, M(z) < oo, and if © is a point of
n— o0 n—o0
continuity of f, then
lim |7, f(x) — f(z)| =0. (16)
n— o0
(iit) If f is continuous at all points of a closed interval I C [a,b], if lm an(x) = 0 and lim By(z,d) =0
n—oo n— 00
uniformly in x € I for any sufficiently small § > 0, and if M(x) is bounded on I, then the convergence is
uniform in I.

Proof.
(i) We have

IC:ct dt—/IC (z,t) f(z)dt + f(z /IC (z,t)dt — f(x)

/IC xtdt—l‘

/‘t‘ql n (@, O f(t) — (fv)ldt+/ Ko (2, D)1 F(2) = f(@)|dt + | f()]n ().

|z—t|>48

T f(z) = f()] =

/vc (@ )IF(t) — f(2)|dt + |f(x



Using the fact that |f(t) — f(z)| < w(f,x,20) in the first integral and that |f(¢) — f(z)| < 2|/ f||cc, We obtain

T f (@) — f(2)] < w(f, 2, 20) / 1Ko, D)t + 21|l / Ko (a2, D)l + 1 (@) o ()

lz—t|<o |z—t|>8

w(f, 2, 20) M (x) + 2|| flloo Bn(x, 6) + | f (2)]on ()

which gives (IH).
(ii) Fix § > 0 and let n — oo in ([I5). With the assumption of (ii), it follows from (&) that

limsup [T, f(z) — f(z)| < w(f,z,20)M(z).

n—oo
Since this is valid for each § > 0 and since 611%1 w(f,z,26) = 0 when z is a point of continuity, we obtain (I6l).
—0+

(iii) By Lemma [32] w(f,,2d) tends to zero uniformly in « € I when § — 0+ and it follows from (I3]) that
the convergence is uniform in 1. O

In view of Lemma 212 estimates in the proof of Theorem 3] can be repeated verbatim for f : [a, b] — R?,
f € BV]a, b], since such f is Riemann integrable. We obtain

Corollary 3.4. If f : [a,b] — R?, f € BV[a,b] and K, (z,-) € BV[a,b] for each x € [a,b], then the estimates in
Theorem hold.

Remark 3.5. It is easy to see that if f : [a,b] — R? is bounded and measurable, then (I5) becomes
T f(z) = f(@)] < Cw(f,z,26) M (z) + O flloo2Bn(x,0) + C|f (x)|an(z), =z €[a,b], n €N, §>0,

where C' depends only on the underlying norm | - | in RY.

3.2 The case of discontinuity points

In this section we follow and refine the analysis in [21] for real-valued functions.
Let f:[a,b] = R, f € BV][a,b]. Fix z € (a,b), following [2I] we introduce the function g, : [a,b] — R,

f(t)_f(x_)7 te [a71:)7
ge(t) = f(t) = f(x) =0, t=u,
@) — flz+), t € (z,b].

Note that f € BV]a, b] implies that g, is well defined and is continuous at x. It is easy to check that
F#) = g2(t) + f(#=)X(a,2) () + F@H)X(@.01 (V) + f(2)x (21 (1), T € [a,b],

where x4 denotes the characteristic function of a set A

A simple computation shows that for ¢ € [a, b]

1

1) = 5[ @H) + f@=)] = 9:(6) + 5 [F(a4) = f@=)] (X1 (8) = Xpa) (1)

+ (@) - e + 5] e @

N =

= 00(0) + o) — o) Jsignte — o) + (1) = 5[4 + 1] ) xinr 0

where
1, t>0,
sign(t) =4¢0, t=0,
-1, t<0.

Inserting this representation into the operator (I3)), we obtain

Tof() = f(@+) + ()] / (@, )t = Taga () + 5[f(@+) — f@=)|Ta(sign(- — )@ (7)



Taking into account that g,(z) = 0, the estimate (3] for T, g, (z) takes the form

Trgz(2)] = |Tnge(x) = gz (2)| < w(ge, 2, 20) M (2) + 2|9 || oo Bn (z, ). (18)

By the definition of the function g, we easily see that ||gz|lcc < 2||f]lec- By the definition of the local
modulus of continuity and the local quasi-moduli (see Section 22)), we get

w(ge,x,20) < 2max {w" (f71:75)7w+(f7:c75)} =2w(f,x,9). (19)
Clearly, 3| f(z+) — f(z—)| < || f|lo, since f € BV[a,b]. Combining this with (I7), (), (I3) we arrive at

Tnf(x) — ;[f(:m— )+ f(= / Kn(z,t) dt‘
< 2w(f,x,5)M( )+ 1 f oo (4Bn(:c,5 + ‘Tn sign(- —:c))(:c)‘) .

Thus we obtain the following result,

(20)

Theorem 3.6. Let f:[a,b] > R, f € BVia,b] and x € (a,b).
(i) For alld >0 and n € N we have
Tnf(z) — 2[
< 2w(f, 2, 8) M(z) + || flloo (4Bn(w, ) + an (@) + |Tu(sign(- — z))(x)]) .

(id) If lim an(x) =0, lim Bn(z,8) = 0 for any sufficiently small 6§ > 0, lim T, (sign(- — z))(z) =0, and
n— 00 n— 00 n—»00
M (z) < oo, then

L) + f(x—)]\

lim
n— o0

T.1(0) - 3@ + 1= =0,

Proof. By the triangle inequality and ([20) we have

T.1(0) - 5l + 1))

ngf()——[f(x—G- + f(z /IC (z,t)dt| + |f(x+ + f(z
< 2(f, 2, 8)M(z) + |l (480 (20) + |Tu(sign(- — £))(x)|) + | Flwrnz).

(@)t =1

which leads to the first claim. The second claim follows directly from it by applying (). O
Similarly to Corollary [3.4] for vector-valued functions we obtain

Corollary 3.7. Let f : [a,b] = R?, f € BV[a,b], Kn(2,-) € BV[a,b] for each z € [a,b], then for x € (a,b)
Tof(e) = A Ga+) + f(-)]

< 2w (f, ,0) M(2) + || flloo (48n(2,0) + an (@) + | Tn(sign(- — 2))(x)] ).

4 Rate of pointwise convergence of integral operators for set-
valued functions

Let F € Fla,b] and K, (z,-) € BV][a,b] for any = € [a,b]. Denoting kn,»(t) = Kn(z,t) and using the concept of
the weighted metric integral (see Section [23]), we define

b
ToF(z) = (MNn’z)/‘ bn,e () F(t)dt, x € [a,b], neN. (21)

By Result and since Kn,z(t) = Kn(z,t) we have for F € Fla, b

= {/ Kn(z,t)s(t)dt : s € S(F)} ={Tns(z) : s€S(F)}, z¢€la,b], (22)
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where S(F) is the set of metric selections of F'. By Result 214 we have as well

F(z)={s(z) : s€S(F)}, =z¢€lab]. (23)
It is easy to obtain from (22) and (23] that
haus (T F(z), F(z)) < sup {|Tns(z) — s(z)| : s € S(F)}. (24)

The arguments leading to (24)) are similar to those in the proof of Lemma [6.3] below.

Remark 4.1. Any bounded linear operator defined for single-valued functions can be extended to set-valued
functions from the class Fla,b] by

TF(z)={Ts(z) : s€ S(F)}, z¢€]Jab], F € Fla,b]

This approach was used for operators T defined on continuous real-valued functions in [18, Section 8.2].

4.1 The case of continuity points
Recall that by Results 213l and for each selection s € S(F') we have
Islloc < ||F|lec and w(s,z,d) < w(vr,z,26), = € [a,b], 6 > 0.
Thus for each s € S(F') the estimate in Corollary B4l turns into
Trs(z) — s(z)| < w(vr,2,46) M (x) 4 || F'[|oo (28 (2, 6) + an(x)). (25)
We arrive at

Theorem 4.2. Let F € Fla,b], z € [a,b], {Kn(z,t)}nen be a sequence of kernels on [a,b] X [a,b] such that
Kn(z,-) € BV]a,b] for any © € [a,b] and let an(x), Bn(x,d) and M(z) be as in Section[d Then
(i) Foralld >0 andn €N

haus(TuF (2), F(2)) < w(vr, @, 46)M(2) + | Flloo (284 (2,8) + an(a)), @ € [a, .

(i3) If lim an(z) =0, lim B.(z,8) = 0 for any sufficiently small § > 0, M(z) < oo and if x is a point of
n— oo n—r oo

continuity of I, then
lim haus (T, F(z), F(z)) = 0.
n— o0

(iit) If F is continuous at all points of a closed interval I C [a,b], if lim an(z) =0 and lim B,(z,d) =0
n— o0 n— o0

uniformly in x € I for any sufficiently small § > 0, and if M(x) is bounded on I, then the convergence is
uniform in I.

Proof. The statements (i) and (ii) follow from the first two claims of Theorem [B.3] combined with (24)) and (28).
The proof of the statements (iii) is based on Result 23] which implies that v is uniformly continuous on
compact intervals, and therefore w(vp, x,40) — 0 uniformly for z € I. O

4.2 The case of discontinuity points

For z € (a,b) we define the set (see also |7, Section 6.3])

Ap(z) = {% (s(z+) + s(z—)) : s € S(F)}.

Similarly to ([24) we have

haus (T F(x), Ar(x)) < sup {

Tos(x) — %(s(x—i—) + s(x—))‘ . se S(F)}. (26)

Recall that by Result ZI3] ||s[lcc < [|F|loc and i|s(z+) + s(z—)| < [|F|ls. In view of Corollary 2ZI8 we have
for each s € S(F)
w(s,x,5) < w(vp,:c,%).
By Corollary B7] and the above inequality we have for any s € S(F)
1
Tos(e) - 3ls(e+) + s(o-)]

< 2 (vr, 2, 26) M(2) + || Flloe (48 (2, 6) + () + | Tu(sign(- — 2))() |).
This together with (26]), by arguments as in the proof of (ii) of Theorem [3.3] leads to the following result

11



Theorem 4.3. Let F € Fla,b] and let {Kn(x,t)}nen be a sequence of kernels on [a,b] X [a,b] such that
Kn(z,-) € BV]a,b] for any x € [a,b]. Then for any x € (a,b) the following statements hold.

(i) Foralld >0 andn €N
haus(T, F(z), Ar(z)) < 2w (ve, ,26) M(2) + ||F||co (48n (2, 8) + o (z) + ’Tn(sign(- — :c))(:c)‘)

(i) If lim a,(z) = 0, lim Bn(z,d) = 0 for any sufficiently small 6 > 0, lim T,(sign(- — z))(z) =0, and
n— o0 n— o0 n—o0
M (z) < oo, then
lim haus (T F(z), Ar(z)) = 0.

n—oo

5 Specific operators

Here we apply the results of the previous sections to two specific integral operators. In particular, at points
of discontinuity we obtain error estimates that combine ideas from [21I] 29] with the local quasi-moduli of

continuity @), ).

5.1 Bernstein-Durrmeyer operators

For z € [0,1], n € N the Bernstein basis polynomials are defined as

Pri(z) = <Z>:ck(1—:c)"k7 k=0,1,...,n. (27)
Note that ank(:c) =1 and / Pn,k(z)de = 1

k=0 0
The Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator is defined for f € L'[0, 1] by

Maf(@) = (n+ 1) pusla) / Pk () f(£)dt = / Ku(z,t)f(t)dt, @€ 0,1], neN,
k=0 0 0

where .
Kn(z,t) = (n+1) ) pop(@)pns(t). (28)
k=0
The Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator for a set-valued function F' € F|0, 1] is
1
M, F(z) = (MNn’z)/ En,z(t)F(t)dt, x€[0,1], neN,
0

with Kn,2(t) = Kn(z,t), where K, (z,t) is given in (28)).
The properties of the Bernstein basis polynomials p, ; yield

1
Kn(z,t) >0, / Kn(z,t)dt =1,
0

so that an(z) =0 and M(z) =1, z € [0,1].
Denote e;(t) =t*, i = 0,1,2. A direct calculation shows that (see e.g. [21])

n — 1D + dnx + 2
(n+2)(n+3)

nr+ 1
n+ 2

Mpeo(z) =1, Mpei(x) = , Myea(x) = n

This implies
2[(n —3)z(1 —z) + 1]

2 —
Following S. Guo (see Lemma 6 in [21]), we estimate 8, (z,d) as follows:
z—t)>
Bn(z,0) = / Kn(z,t)dt < / < ) Kn(z,t)dt
lz—t|>6 |lz—t|>6 g

< & [ Kt = S o)) =
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< n+1 1
= 252(n+2)(n+3) ~ 2nd?’

1
Using the inequality z(1 — z) < 7 € [0, 1], we arrive at the estimate S, (z,d)
Thus, for the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator we have

1

M(z)=1, an(z) =0, Bn(x,d) < 552

z €10,1].

The case of continuity points

The assumptions of Theorem [3.3] are fulfilled for the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator. Thus we obtain the
following result, where part (i), which provides rate of convergence, is new in this form, while parts (ii) and
(iii) are already known.

Corollary 5.1. Let f € L'[0,1] be bounded on [0,1], = € [0,1]. Then
(i) Foralld >0 andn €N
Mo f(2) ~ F(@)] < 0, 2,28) + | f oo .
(i) If = is a point of continuity of f, then lim, oo | M, f(z) — f(x)| = 0.
(iit) If [ is continuous at all points of a closed interval I C [0,1], then the convergence is uniform in I.
From Theorem for the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator we get
Corollary 5.2. Let F' € F[0,1], = € [0,1]. Then
(i) Foralld >0 andn €N

haus(MaF(2), F(2)) < w(or, 7,46) + | Floo—.

(i) If x is a point of continuity of F, then lim,_ o haus (M, F(z), F(z)) = 0.
(it) If F is continuous at all points of a closed interval I C [0, 1], then the convergence is uniform in I.

The case of discontinuity points

Theorem for the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator leads to
1 2 .
M (@) = 51/ (e +) + f@=)]| < 2(f,2,0) + | fl]oe <W + [ M (sign(- - w))(w)\)

for € (0,1). S. Guo proved in [21] (see Proof of the Theorem) that

13
M, (sign(- —z))(2)| < ———
M (- = ) (0)] < 57— s
for z € (0,1) and n large enough. Thus we get
Corollary 5.3. Let f:[0,1] = R, f € BV]a,b] and x € (0,1). Then
(i) For all§ >0 and n € N large enough

’Mnf(:c) ~ Sl + f(:v—)]’ < 2w(f,2,0) + 1/l (% - %) ’

(i) Jim M f@) = 17(o+) + Fa)]| <o

Note that (ii) and an estimate for the order of convergence are obtained by S. Guo in [21].
Theorem [£3] for the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator results in

Corollary 5.4. Let F € F[0,1], z € (0,1). Then
(i) For alld >0 and large enough n € N

2 1
haus(M, F(z), A (z)) < 2 (vr, 2,28) + | Flloo <W + Wi_@) .

(i) HILH; haus (M, F(z), Ar(z)) = 0.
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5.2 Kantorovich operators
For f € L'[0,1] the Kantorovich operator is defined by

k+1
Knf(z n+1zpnk /”+1 t)dt = //c (z,0)f(t)dt, z€[0,1], neN,
where
Knle,t) = (n 1) ZPM Xty k)

and p, k(z) are defined in (27]).

By formula (2]) we can extend this operator to set-valued functions F' € F[0,1]. Using the properties of
Dn,k(z), we obtain, as in the case of the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator, that ICn(x,t) > 0, fo (z,t)dt =1,
leading to an(z) =0 and M(z) =1, z € [0,1].

Calculating Kne;(z), i = 0,1,2 one can get (see e.g. [29])

2nx +1 ~ 3n(n—1)2° +6nx +1

Kneo(z) =1, Kpei(z) = 2n+1)’ Knex(z) = 3(n+1)2 ’

and
K =) (@) = L O

Thus, estimating B, (z,d) as in the case of the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator, we obtain

(30)

Bula.8) < g5 H((- = 2)) (o) = IS <

The case of continuity points

Theorem B3] takes for the Kantorovich operator the following form, where part (i) is new in this form
(providing rate of convergence), while parts (ii) and (iii) are well-known.

Corollary 5.5. Let f € L'[0,1] be bounded on [0,1], = € [0,1]. Then
(i) Foralld >0 andn €N
K f (@) = ()] < w(f,2,28) + | flloo s
(i) If = is a point of continuity of f, then limp— oo |Kn f(z) — f(z)| = 0.
(iit) If [ is continuous at all points of a closed interval I C [0,1], then the convergence is uniform in I.
Applying Theorem [.2] we get
Corollary 5.6. Let F' € F[0,1], z € [0,1]. Then
(i) Foralld >0 andn €N

L
2né2’
(ii) If x is a point of continuity of F, then lim,_ o haus (K, F(z), F(x)) = 0.

haus(K,F (), F(z)) < w(vr, z,40) + || F|lo

(i) If F is continuous at all points of a closed interval I C [0, 1], then the convergence is uniform in I.

The case of discontinuity points

Theorem for the Kantorovich operator gives the estimate
1 1 .
Knf(@) = 5[f(at) + fz=)]| < 20(f,,8) + [ lloo (W + |Kn(sign(- - x>>(x>!>

for z € (0,1). An estimate for |Kn(sign(- — z))(z)| is given in [29]. Closely following the consideration of

Zeng and Piriou in [29], we derive here a very similar estimate in a slightly different form. We also replace the
; 1 1 . . .

estimate py, k(x) < 5 i used in [29] and quoted there from an unpublished paper, by the estimate

k() < ﬁ (31)
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of Guo, which is published in [2I] with a full proof.
Let z € [L M) with a certain £ € {0,1,...,n}, then

n+1’ n+1
n k_ﬂ
K, (sign(- — z))(z) = (n+ 1) ank(:c)/ sign(t — x)dt
k=0 =
£—1 n 041 ¢
= - n + n,k + n + 1 - - -
I G Gy

=2 ) pok(@) = 14 2pne(@)[(C+1) = (n+ 1)a],
k=£+1

and, since £ < (n+ 1)z < £+ 1,

. 1
|[Kn(sign(- —2)@)| <2 D prr(@) = 5|+ 2pne(w).
(n+l)z<k<n

It was proved in [29] (see proof of Lemma 2) that

1| _ 0.8(22> —2z+1) 1
Pnk(z) — 5| < < ,
mcgk:gn ) 2 nr(l —x) vnz(l—x)
where the last inequality is easy to check. Combining this with (3I), we obtain
1 7
o psl®) - 5| < o—
(n+D)z<k<n 2y/na(1 —x)
and finally
. 12
| Kn(sign(- — 2))(z)| < ——=——=
nz(l —x)

for x € (0,1). Thus we obtain
Corollary 5.7. Let f:[0,1] = R, f € BV]a,b] and x € (0,1). Then
(i) Foralld >0 andn €N

‘an(x) - %[f(:c+) +f(x_)]‘ < 20 (f,2,0) + ||f]l <% n %-@) 7

(i) Jim |Kef(o) = 3l + 1] =0,

Note that (ii) is known (see [29] and the bibliography therein), this is also the case for the order of conver-

gence 1/4/n.

Theorem [4.3] for the Kantorovich operator takes the following form.
Corollary 5.8. Let F € F[0,1], = € (0,1). Then
(i) Foralld >0 andn €N

1 12
haus(K, F(x), Ar(z)) < 2w (vr, 2, 26) + || F|lc <W + m) .

(i) nlggo haus (K, F(z), Ar(z)) = 0.
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5.3 Rate of convergence of the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operators and the
Kantorovich operators for locally Lipschitz functions

In this section the sequence {75} is the sequence of Bernstein-Durrmeyer operators {M, } or the sequence of

Kantorovich operators {K,, }.
Using the notion of locally Lipschitz functions we can state the following result.

Theorem 5.9. Let F € F[0,1] be locally Lipschitz around a point x € [0,1]. Then

haus (T F(z), F(2)) = O (%) , n— oo,

Proof. By 24)
haus (T, F(z), F(z)) < sup{|Tns(z) — s(x)| : s € S(F)}.
Since F' is Lipschitz around the point z with some £ > 0, by (ii) of Lemma 29| vp € Lip{z,£} and by

Lemma [2.T9] each metric selection s € S(F') satisfies s € Lip{z,4L}. By Lemma [Z§] there exists £ > 0 such
that

|s(z) — s(z)| < L|z — x|, Vze[0,1]. (32)
Using Lemma [Z12] (B2)), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and 29) for {M,} or (B0) for {K,}, we get

|Tns(z) —s(z)] < /(; [s(t) — s(x)|Cn(x,t)dt < Z/o [t — z|Cn(z, t)dt

< E(/Ol It — gc|2/cn(gc,t)dt)é (/01 /cn(gc,t)dt)é 0 <%> . n— oo,

and the statement follows. |

6 Approximation of the set of metric selections in L'[a, b]

In this section we consider the sequence of operators {T),} defined in ([I3) and study two sets of functions, S(F')
and the set

ToS(F)={Ths: s € S(F)}.
Note that for F' € Fla, b], the set S(F) C L'[a, b], since it consists of functions of bounded variation. We assume
that KCn (-, -) € C([a,b]?). This condition guaranties that T, : S(F) — Cla,b] C L*[a, b].

Motivated by (22), we regard the set of functions T,,S(F') as an approximant to F, represented, in view of
Result [Z14] by the set of functions S(F'). We show below that S(F') and T,S(F') are elements of the metric
space H of compact non-empty subsets of Ll[a, b], endowed with the Hausdorfl metric. We use this metric to
measure the approximation error of S(F') by TnS(F).

6.1 Two compact sets of functions

In the the next two lemmas we prove that the sets S(F), T,S(F) are compact in L'[a, b], thus they are elements
of H. It is enough to show that they are sequentially compact, i.e. that every sequence in S(F) (in T5,S(F),
respectively) has a convergent subsequence with a limit in S(F) (in T,S(F'), respectively).

Lemma 6.1. For F € Fla,b] the set S(F) is compact in L*[a,b].

Proof. By Result ZT3] any metric selection s € S(F) satisfies ||s|lcc < [|[F|loo and V2(s) < V2(F). Applying
Helly’s selection principle, we conclude that for any sequence of metric selections there is a subsequence con-
verging pointwisely at all points « € [a,b]. By Result the pointwise limit function of such a subsequence
is a metric selection. Thus by Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem this subsequence converges in the
L'-norm to the same limit metric selection. O

Lemma 6.2. Let F' € Fla,b] and assume that K, (-,-) € C([a,b]?). Then the set T,S(F) is compact in L'[a,b].
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Proof. We have to show that any sequence {o}}%2; C T,,S(F) has a subsequence converging in the L'-norm
and that its L'-limit is in T, S(F).
By definition

b
ox(x) = Tnse(x) = / Kn(z,t)sk(t)dt,
for some s, € S(F).
By Helly’s selection principle there exists a subsequence {sy, }3<; such that Zlim sk, (t) = s™(t) pointwisely
— 00
for all ¢ € [a,b]. By Result s € S(F). Since K, is bounded, we have Zlim Kn(z,t)sk, (t) = Kn(z, t)s™(t),
— 00

for all z,t € [a,b]. Clearly, the functions K, (x,t)sk,(t), £ € N are dominated by [|[Kn|loo|/F|loc. Applying
Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem we get

b b
Zlim ok, (T) = Zlim Kn(z,t)sk, (t)dt = / Kn(z,t)s™(t)dt = ™ (), x € [a,b]. (33)
— 00 — 00 a a
Thus, we have that {ox,(x)}72; converges pointwisely to o°(x) for all = € [a, b]. Also the sequence {ok, }72; is
dominated by || F|oo ||l |loc (b — @), indeed

b b
low, ()] S/ (K (2, 1) |5k, () |dt < ||F||oo/ IKn (2, )] dt < [|[Flloo [KCnlloo (b —a), @ € [a,b].

It follows that the sequence of functions {ow,(x)}, £ € N, x € [a,b] satisfies the assumptions of the Lebesgue
Dominated Convergence Theorem and we get

b
lim / |ok, () — o™ (x)|dz = 0.
L—oo [,
To finish the proof, note that by [B3) o> € T,S(F), since s> € S(F). |
The Hausdorff distance between the sets S(F') and T,,S(F) is
haus(S(F),T,S(F)) = max su inf |ls—o , su inf s—o0 .
(S(F), Tu8(F)) {UETHEW it ol sup et ||L1}

Lemma 6.3. Let F € Fla,b]. For the sets S(F) and TS(F)

haus(S(F), TnS(F)) < sup ||s —Tns|p1-
sES(F)

Proof. For any fixed s* € S(F') we have

inf |[s* — ol < |Is* = Tns ||z < sup ||s — Tusl|p1-
o €Ty S(F) SES(F)

Similarly, for any fixed o™ € T,,S(F) there is s* € S(F) with T,,s* = ¢ and we get

inf ||ls—o"||p1 <||s" —Tns™||p1 < sup ||s — Thws||p1.
SES(F) SES(F)

Now the statement follows easily. O

6.2 Error estimates

For ¢;(z) = 2*, denote A, = (1@8,}% | The: — ei||L1)1/2. Here we use the integral moduli ¥ and ¥2 defined in

Section In light of the Theorem in [8] we get for real-valued functions (as a special case of the statement
in [§] for p =1)

Result 6.4. Let T, be a positive linear operator satisfying ||Tngllz1 < |lgllp1 for any g € L*[a,b]. Then

1T f = fllor < Cr (Al fllpr +92(f, M), f € L'a, b). (34)
If, in addition Theo = eo, then
T f — fllpr < C2 (ALO(f,0—a) +92(f,\n)), f€L'[a,b]. (35)

Here the constants C;, i = 0,1 depend only on the interval [a,b].
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Applying (34)) and (3E) on a metric selection s € S(F') and using (I0) and (1) we get
1Ts = sllia < G (A2 sl +20(s. M) < Co (A2l +220V2(s))
and in the case when Theq = eg
[ Ts — sl|z1 < Co (A2 9(s,b— a) +29(s, An)) < Co (Ai (b—a)V2(s) + 2)\an(3)) :

where 51-, ¢ = 0,1 depend only on [a, b] and on the underlying norm in R,
Since by Result I3 V2 (s) < V2(F), we obtain for any s € S(F)

sup || Ts — sl < Ci [ A sup [|sllzn + 20V (F) |, (36)
SES(F) SES(F)
and if Th,eg = eg -
sup [ Tns — sll1 < C2 (AL (b— a) + 2\, Vi (F). (37)
SES(F)

Thus in view of Lemma [6.3] (36]) and ([B7) we arrive at
Theorem 6.5. Let Ty, be a positive linear operator satisfying || Tngllzr < |lgllz1 for any g € L'[a,b] and let
F € Fla,b]. Then

haus(S(F), TuS(F)) < Ch (Ai sup |lsll,1 + 2Aan(F)> <0 (Ai [ Flloo (b — a) + 2)\7LVab(F)) .
SES(F)

If, in addition, Tneo = eo, then
haus(S(F), TaS(F)) < C2 (A2 (b— a) + 2X\,) V2 (F).

Here éi, i1 =0,1 depend only on [a,b] and on the underlying norm in R,

6.3 Examples

We apply the results of Section to the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator M, and the Kantorovich operator K,,.
As was shown in Section [B] these operators satisfy Mpeq = eo , Kneo = eg. Moreover,
n:c—l—l_ _1-2z _ 2nx+1 1—2x

Myei(z) —ei(x) = nr2 Ty Knel(:c)—el(:c)—m—fvzm-

Combining this with the second claim of Theorem we end up with the following result.
Theorem 6.6. Let F' € F[0,1] and let T,, be the Bernstein-Durrmeyer operator or the Kantorovich operator.
Then

haus(S(F), ToS(F)) < CVY(F) (A% (b—a) +2X\,) = O (%) . n— oo,

with C depending only on the underlying norm in R%.

Note that the rate O (%) here is obtained for any F' € F[0, 1], while in the pointwise estimates of Section 53]
we obtain this rate under the assumption of local Lipschitz continuity of F' € F|0, 1].
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