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PAWEUCKI-PLESNIAK EXTENSION OPERATOR FOR NON-MARKOV SETS
ALEXANDER GONCHAROV AND YAMAN PAKSOY

ABSTRACT. We show that Pawtucki-Plesniak’s operator is bounded for some non-Markov
sets.

1. INTRODUCTION

By Whitney’s extension theorem [[18]], for each compact set K C R?, there is a continuous
linear operator extending jets of finite order from &7 (K) to functions defined on the whole
space, preserving the order of differentiability. However, for p = o, such an operator does
not exist in the general case. Let us say that K has the extension property (EP) if there
exists a linear continuous extension operator W : &(K) — C*(RY). By Tidten ([17]), a
set K has EP if and only if the space &'(K) possesses the dominating norm. By [8]], there
is no complete description of EP in terms of densities of measures, Hausdorff contents or
related characteristics. For a short review of known extension operators we refer the reader
to Section 2 in []].

One of the approaches is due to W. Pawtucki and W. Plesniak. In [13], they present an
extension operator W in the form of a telescoping series containing Lagrange interpolating
polynomials with Fekete nodes. The operator initially was considered for uniformly polyno-
mially cuspidal compact sets. Later, in [[14], the result was extended to any Markov set. By
T.3.3 in [14]], for each C* determining compact set K, the suggested operator is continuous
in the so-called Jackson topology 7; (see [14] and Section 2 in [1] for the definition and some
properties of 77) if and only if 7; coincides with the natural topology 7 of the space & (K)
and this happens if and only if the set K is Markov. Since 7; is not stronger then 7, each
Markov set has EP. However, by [4] and [5], the inverse implication is not valid. Thus, in
the case of non-Markov compact set with EP, the Pawtucki-Plesniak extension operator is
not continuous in 7y, yet this does not exclude the possibility for it to be bounded in 7. Our
aim is to check continuity of the operator in the natural topology of the space.

In the construction of the extension operator in [14)], Plesniak used four main components:
1) Markov property of the set K, which implies
2) the possibility of a suitable individual extension of polynomials from the set K to some
neighborhood of the set, while preserving the norm of polynomials
3) a moderate growth of the Lebesgue constants corresponding to interpolation at Fekete
points
4) the classical Jackson theorem on the polynomial approximation of C*— functions on the
interval.
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We analyze these components for non-Markov sets with EP. The paper is organized as
follows. In Section 2, we repeat the argument from [14] for a Markov set K on the line
such that K contains an array of interpolating nodes with the polynomial growth of the cor-
responding Lebesgue constants. Section 3 considers the family K%, o > 1, of non-Markov
Cantor-type sets. They have EP provided o < 2. Endpoints of intervals in Cantor proce-
dure are enumerated in a special way. Some properties of the resulting sequence (x;);_,
are considered, which makes it possible to estimate the corresponding Lebesgue constants.

In Section 4, we introduce the Markov M,(\,p ) factor as the norm of the operator of p-fold
differentiation in the space of polynomials of degree at most N. In contrast to the Markov

case, for small sets, the value of MI(\,p Vis substantially less than the p—th power of the usual

Markov factor My. The fast growth of M,(\,p ) can be neutralized (Section 5) by an ultra-fast
rate of polynomial approximation of functions from & (K%). In Section 6 we show that the

boundedness of the operator depends not on the rate of growth of MI(\,p ) factors but rather
on the possibility of suitable individual extensions of polynomials. In the considered case,
the polynomials involved in the interpolation process form a topological basis in the space
& (K). This creates a bridge to Mityagin’s method of extension [11]. Section 7 contains the
main result: at least in the considered case, Pawtucki-Plesniak’s operator is continuous in
the natural topology of the space. Moreover, Plesniak’s argument can be used for the given
non-Markov set as well.

2. PAWLUCKI-PLESNIAK’S OPERATOR FOR MARKOV SETS

For the convenience of the reader, we repeat the main points of [[14]. We shall restrict the
discussion to a perfect compact subset K of the line with a closed interval / containing K.

Let &, denote the set of all polynomials of degree at most n and | - | (later | - | k) stand
for the uniform norm on K. We say that K is Markov (or K has Markov’s property (MP)) if
there are constants C; and r with

2.1) 10 |x < Cin™|Q|x forall Q€ P,,peN.

Given 0 > 0, let Kg denote {x € R : dist(x,K) < 8} and ug be a C* function with the proper-
ties: 0 <ug < 1l,us=1onK,us=0o0nR\Ks, and \u(sj)(x)\ <c¢;6 7/ foreach j e N,x € R.
The constants c¢; do not depend on K. Although the existence of such a function is well
known, a specific version of ug is considered in Section 6. Suppose K satisfies (2.1). For

each polynomial Q of degree n let us take 6 = n~". By means of Taylor’s expansion, it’s easy
to show that

(2.2) |0(x)| < C1e|Q|k for Q€ P, x €K,
In addition, if p < n then for each x € R we have
(2.3) (Q-ug)'P)(x)| < Con'|Qlk,

where C, depends only on p. Indeed, it is evident for x € K or x ¢ K5. Otherwise, by
Leibnitz’s rule,

P . .
(Q-us)P (x| < ¥ (’]’) ¢ ICel 0P < Con™ |0l
=0

with G := Cle X! (§)c;.
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Let ' = (ka)Zfl 4 be an infinite triangular matrix of points from K such that each row
Z, consists of distinct elements. For a fixed n, the points of .2, determine the polynomial
0, (x) = [1T}—; (x — x¢ ), the fundamental Lagrange polynomials /i ,(x) = % with
1 <k <n, the Lebesgue function A, (x) = ¥/, |lx »(x)|, and the Lebesgue constant A, (K) =
sup,cx Ax(x). Given function f defined on K, by L,(f,-; Z,) we denote the corresponding
Lagrange interpolating polynomial, by L, (-, Z},) the interpolating projection, so A,(K) is
the sup-norm of L,(-, Z,) in C(K). Here, Iy ,,L, € #,_1, so the index n of the Lebesgue
constant corresponds to the number of interpolating points. Suppose 2" is chosen in a such
way that the sequence (A,(K));_, has at most polynomial growth: there are constants C3
and R such that

(2.4) Any1(K) < C3nf forall neN.

Of course, Fekete points provide this condition with R = 1, see for instance Section 2 in [14].
Our main object is the operator W : & (K) — C*°(R) which is defined as follows

2.5)  W(f,x) = Li(f,521) - us, (x) + i L1 (f5 % Zngr) = La(f 5 Z0)] - us, (x).-

n=1
Recall that, by [18], the Whitney space & (K) consists of traces on K of functions from
C>(I) and the Whitney topology 7 is given by the seminorms

171l =l +sup {| RN ) - [x =31 vy € Kox vk = 0,109}

for g € Zy, where | f|,x = sup{|f®(x)| : x € K,k < g} and RLf(x) = f(x) — T, f(x) is the
Taylor remainder. By the open mapping theorem, for any ¢ there exists C such that

(2.6) inf |F g1 <Cl|fllg

where the infimum is taken over all extensions of f to F € C(I), see, e.g., (2.3) in [10].

Following Zerner [[19]], let us consider the given below seminorms in &'(K)

d1(f) = flk, do(f) = Eo(f,K), di(f) = sgllm"En(f,K) fork > 1,

where E,(f,K) := minpe », | f — P|k is the best approximation of f by n—th degree polyno-
mials. Since K is perfect, the Jackson topology T, given by (dy), is Hausdorff. By Jackson’s
theorem, 77 is well-defined and is not stronger than 7 (see [1] for more details). By PleSniak
(T.3.3 in [14]), the operator W is continuous in 77 < 177 = T < (&(K), 17) is complete < K
is Markov. We now extract a part of this theorem in the following form.

Theorem 2.1. ([14]) Let K C R be Markov and the operator W be given by an array Z
satisfying 2.4). Then W is bounded in .

Proof. Let G, denote the n—th term of the series (2.3) with 8, = n~", where r is taken from
. Fix p € N and x € R. The expression in square brackets is a polynomial of degree
n, so, by (2.3), |G,(,p)(x)\ < Con'P Ly (f) — Lo(f)|k- Lebesgue’s Lemma (see, e.g., [3,
Chapter 2, Prop. 4.1) now yields |L,1(f) — L.(f)|x < |Lnt1(f) — flk + Lo (f) — flx <
(An-i-l(K) + I)En(f7K) + (An(K) + 1)En—l(f7K)' By @’ ‘Glgp) ()C)| < C4nrp+REn—l(f7K)v
where C4 does not depend on n and f. Clearly, E,—(f,K) < E,_1(F,I), where F is any
extensions of f to F € C*(I). Jackson’s Theorem (see, e.g., [3], Chapter 7, Cor. 6.5) and
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(2.6) show that |G$lp ) (x)| is a term of a uniformly convergent series, which completes the
proof. U

We aim to show that a modified version of this theorem can also be applied to some non-
Markov sets.

3. NON-MARKOV SETS WITH THE EXTENSION PROPERTY

We consider the family K% of sets proposed in [3]. A geometrically symmetric Cantor

set K is the intersection () Es, where Ep = [0, 1] and for each s € N, the set E; is a union

s=0
of 2% closed basic intervals I, j = 1,2,...,2° of length /;. Recursively, Es, | is obtained
by replacing each interval I; ; by two adjacent subintervals I; 51 and sy, where the
distance between them is hy = 3 — 2/, 1.
For o > 1 and ¢; < 1/2 with 25‘1)‘_1 < 1, the set K% is the Cantor set associated to the

lengths of intervals satisfying £, = (% | = Z‘IXH for s > 2. By [15]], K% are not Markov. On
the other hand, by [5] and [6], the set K% has the extension property if and only if o < 2.

We follow the notation of [9]]. Let X, := {0, 1} and, for k € N, let X} be the set of endpoints
of intervals from Ej that are not endpoints of intervals from E; ;. Thus, X; := {{;,1 —
0}, Xy = {ly, 0 — by, 1 — U1 +4r, 1 — £r}, etc. We refer s—th type points to the elements of
X;. Set Y; = Uj_X;. Clearly, #(X,) = 2* for s € N and #(¥;) = 2°*! for s € Z.. Here and
below, #(Z) denotes the cardinality of a finite set Z.

Let Z = (z)", C Rand @y (x) =T} (x—2z). For a fixed x € R, by dy(x,Z) we denote the
distances |x —z;, | from x to points of Z, where these distances are arranged in the nondecreas-
ing order, so di (x,Z) < dj11(x,Z) fork=1,2,--- ,M —1. Then @y (x)| = 12X, dx(x,Z) and,

given p < M, the p—th derivative of wy, at the point x is the sum of ﬁ products, where
each product contains M — p terms of the type (x — z;). Hence
M
(3.1) ol @) <M ] dilx2).
k=p+1

Suppose we are given a finite set Z = (z;)X., C K*. Let m;(Z) :=#(ZN1;). We say
that points of Z are uniformly distributed on K% if for each k € Nand i, j € {1,2,...,2%} we
have

(3.2) imij(Z) —m; 1 (Z)| < 1.

As in [8], see also [9], we put all points from U7 X in order by the rule of increase
of type. First, we enumerate points from Yy = Xy : x; = 0,x, = 1. After this we include
points from X; by increase the index of each point by 2: x3 = ¢1,x4 = 1 —¢;. Thus, Y in
ascending order is {x;,x3,x4,x;}. Increasing the index of each point by 4 gives the order
X, = {x5,x7,x8,x¢} With Yo = {x1,x5,x7,X3,X4,Xg, X6, %2 }. Continuing in this fashion, we use
Vo1 = {xi,,xiy, - ,xizk} to define the ordering X, = {Xil+2k,xi2+2k, e ,Xi2k+2k}. We see that
the points with odd indices are on the left part of K%, whereas x,, € I ;. For each M, the
first M points chosen by the above rule are uniformly distributed on K%.

Let us consider the location of these points in more detail. Suppose k € Nand 1 < j <
2%, Then (x;)%, is Y;_, that is the set of all endpoints of types < k — 1, whereas x L=
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x; & £y, where the sign is determined as follows: if 2K+ j = 2K+ 2™ 4 ... 42" 4 1 with
Kk :=#{k,m,...,r} then the sign is (—1)%~1,
In what follows, we will interpolate polynomials at points of Z = (xk)ivjll: if 0 € Yy then

N+1

(3.3) Z O(x )
where a;(x) =T ﬁll y «(x—x;). Let us fix N with the binary decomposition for N + 1
(3.4) N+1=2" 42422 ... 4 2% with 0<5, <---<s1<S50:=5.
By the above,
(3.5) ango =L, — Vb, s, ,— -+ (—1)"l,.

The representation (3.4)) gives the decomposition
(3.6) Z=A;UA; U---UA,,
with #(Asj) = 2% for 0 < j < m. Here, Ay = (x¢)?_; = (xx5)7_,, With X, =0 < xp 5 =
by < -+ <xpss = 1. Similarly, Ay, = (xi)7_ b0, = (s )2t 3 Asy = ()N N gm0 =

(Xt5) 7 '"1 with x5, 7 as k increases and j is fixed.

Our next objective is to determine the location of points from A s;- Letljp = @ik, bi i) for
1<i< 2k, Then As=Ys 1 = Ulz;}l {ai7s—l7bi7s—l}~
Each I; 5, _1 contains two points of A, that are symmetric with respect to the endpoints of
I; 5,—1. Forexample, x| 5, = xps 11 = {; is symmetric to xp 5, = €5, 1 — {5, Whichis xp, 5,1 .
The largest point of Ay, namely xps 5, = 1 — £, is x; with k =2°+2 = 2% + 20 4+ 1. Thus,
= 21 1{a, si—1 + L5, bi g —1 — Us}. Likewise, x1 5, = Xps 19141 = b5, — Ly is symmetric
. sy—1
in regard to Iy 5,—1 With x5 = Ly, 1 — L) + 45 = Xos sy 92— 1+1, 0 Ay, 2 2 {ais,—1+
by, —Ls,bi 5,1 — L5, + {5 }. Continuing in this fashion, we get A, 2 *l{al sm—1+Ls, | —
Zsm,z +- = ( ) gmbmm—l gsm,l + gsm,z +-- 4 ( )mz }
Each x € K% determines the increasing chain of basic intervals:
3.7 X € Ij7s C Ijhs—l C Ij27s_2 Cc---C Ijﬁ() = [O, 1].
Let J; and /; ; be the adjacent subintervals of /;, ;1 and, more generally, for 1 <n <s—1, let
Jn:=Uj,_.1n—1\1j,_,n) NE,. Obviously, #(A;N1; ) =#(A;NJs) = 1,... . #(A;NJ,) =277,
s—1
$0 [Tyea, X — x| < o := Esﬁs_léf_z Ez )
si—1
The same reasoning appliesto 1 < j <m. Let 7; := {;; {5, sz—z --£37 " Then |@n+1(x)| =
[o<j<m kaeASj v — x| <TT7 7j-
We shall use two more representations of the product above
N+1

(3.8) oy 1 () <[] == H@i = I1 re
=0 i=0 k=1

)N+1

where (py are all terms /; of the product arranged in nondecreasing order. We see that

the real multiplication in [T} OE starts at i = 1 because o = 1, so at least half of the terms
Py are 1.
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The inequality (3.8]) is exact in powers in the following sense

S
Ai
|on+1(xn42)] > Hhi .
i=0
s—1 . . .

Indeed, [y, ea, [Xnv12 —xk| > hshy h?_z . -h(z) . Taking into account (3.3)) and the location
of points in Ay;, we have a similar estimate of [T c4, |[xnv+2 — x| for 1 < j <m. By Lemma

J o

2.1 in [9]], the ratio h, /¢, increases with n. Hence, h,, > ¢, - hy. Therefore,

S S
(3.9) WY TR < o (avea)| < 6
i=0 i=0

As above, let Z = (xk)ivjll. Fix k with 1 <k <N+ 1 and /; ; containing x;. Our next goal

is to analyze the function ay. The chain (3.7) for x; determines intervals (J,,)$ _; and degrees
U =H#(Jp 1 NZ\{x}) for 0 <n <s—1,u, :=#(I; sNZ\ {xx}). Clearly, g =m;;—1 and

»—oMn = N. Let us consider the interval /; 5. If m;; = 1, then pi; = 0. Otherwise, m; ; = 2.
Here, by the choice procedure, d (xz,Z \ {x;}) = £;. In both cases this gives the factor /£ in
|a(xx)| corresponding to I; 5. If x; € J,,1-1 then hy, < |x; —x;| < ¢,,. It follows that

(3.10) my [T4" < lae(x)| < e
i=0 i=0

Suppose x € I 5, 50 x and x have the same degrees (1;)3_,. As above, |ax(x)| < TT5_ ¢1".
Thus, if x and x; are on the same interval of the s—th level, then |a(x)| < hy™ |ay(xy)].
Let us show that a similar upper bound holds for each x € K%.

Lemma 3.1. Given N € N, let Z = (xk)ivjll be chosen in K% as above, 1 <k <N+ 1. Then

<nN )
){g%lak(w_ o lax(x)l

Proof. Fix k and X such that max,cga |ag(x)| = |ax(%)|. For x; we take the chain (3.7) and
degrees (u,—)fzo as above. On the other hand, the point ¥ determines the chain ¥ € I js C
[j,s—1 C--- Clj,0=1[0,1] with the corresponding (J,)’_, and v, := #(J1-1 N Z\ {x;}) for
0<n<s—1,v(x) :==#(I;;NZ\ {xx}). We aim to show that for 1 <i <s

(3.11) Ms+ M1+ F 1 S Vs+ Vi1 +---+ V.

Let n be the largest level for each I;_, , = I}, , ». Then the intervals J; and J; coincide for
0<i<nand y; =v;for0 <i<n-—1.The interval I;_, , contains N — ZZ;(I) Hg which is

o=n g The same is valid for v,. Hence, is valid for i = n and we need only prove
it for i > n+ 1. We note that x; and X are on different subintervals of the n + 1—st level of
I; ., n, namely, x; € J~n+1 X € Jpt1-

Let us show (3.11) for i = s. Since the set Z is distributed uniformly, each interval of s—th
level may contain not less than one and not more that two points of Z. Thus, 1 < vy and
Us < 1, as the point x; is excluded. Similarly, by (3.2)),

Ms 4+ Us—1 =mj, s—1 — 1< #<I~j17s—1 ﬁZ) = #(ijhs—l ﬁZ\ {xk}) = Vs+ Vi1,

since x; ¢ I~j17 s—1. We can repeat the argument for other i > n+ 1, since for such values i the
interval /;_, ; does not contain x;. Thus, is valid for all i.
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We proceed to show that the desired assertion follows from (3.11). On the one hand,
. s—1 .
maxyege ay(x)] < [P l} = €)' "% ¥ On the other hand, |ay (x)| > ns ny =

;:Oﬁ?j- —o(hj/Lj)", where, as above, h;/{; > ho. Hence, |ax(x)| > hy 5“’ and it
remains to prove that
v L
(3.12) H£f<HO£j',

or, what is equivalent, that

Ao+ o gy < vitoava o+t g

The left side can be written as (y + fs—1 + -+ 1) + (00 — 1) (s + ts—1 + -+ o) +
-4 (! — a*~?) . Similar representation for the right side and (3.I1) completes the
proof. U

One may conjecture that the coefficient N in the above lemma can be reduced. However,
it cannot be replaced by a factor that increases polynomially with N. Let’s show this.

Example 3.2. Let N =2°+2 a =2,/; < 1/4 and a constant r be fixed. Then for Z =
()R k= N+ 1,y =l — £ we have N" |ax(xi)| < |ax(y)| for large s.
Here, x; = {1 — {5, ax(x) = H’}' 1 (x —x;). We proceed to show that “ak ((y))” is exponentially

small (with respect to N) for large enough s. If the set (x 1)2 *2 is decomposed in the form
Yo 1 UA with A = (x;)750 | = {65, 1 — &5}, then |ax(x)| = TTyey, |x—xj|ijeA x —x;j].
[xe—x;| (01 =2L5)(1—4y) .
For the second part, we have ije A |y—x<,~j\ A 1 AT ﬁ;) <M := (1 %) that does not
depend on s. It remains to estimate [Ler, ‘I);k ;’” Iz =1 d x" , where for brevity, we
J

drop the argument Y;_; in d;(x,Y;_1). By symmetry, d;(x;) = d ( ) for 1 < j <252, that
is for the points x; on the nearest (to the argument of d;) interval of the second level. Let
us take y := {1 — £, + {5, which is symmetric to y with respect to 11 1 Then d;j(y) =d;(y)

sl
for 257241 < j <2571 Since x; —j = 52—2€g,wegetn 25 2+1d H? 95— 2+1( +

Uy —24 )
dj(y)
express the correspondmg products in terms of D; := dp—2,; with 1 <i < 2572 For these

intervals d;(xx) = d;(y) — {1 + (2.

= st 2(1 + L2 26 +). Here and for the remaining two intervals of the 2-nd level we

d; s—2 —
If.Xi c 1372 then dzxfl_H D +1 —261 +£s, SO H3_2v 1+1 djj((x;)) = le 1 (1 — m?fffé%)
s—2
If x; € I » then d3 2? zﬂ D; +1—£1 and [17_; 502 d =TI, (1 - p212r).
§=2 —20 4 ﬁ = :
Therefore, HJ | d =T1E, (1+ 5, ) (1= 5= 2gle)(l — p.r127;) With admis-

sible values ¢1 — 2¢» —i—Z < D; < ¥y — ¥+ {;. The general term of the product (we de-
note it briefly by b;) consists of three parts. It can be increased only if D; is replaced

by ¢, — 2/, in the first part and by the maximum D; in the 2nd and 3rd parts. Hence,

01—y 1201+l +1 1—lr+V . . . .
bi < 7' =i ——r77, 156207, For large s, the right side of the expression is as close

14 1220+, 1-4, . . .
0 0 = 1} ——7, 157,27, 8 We want it to be. A straightforward computation shows

that 0 < 1. Let 0 < 07 < 1. Then |“Z€k((xy"))“ <M 612‘&2, which is the desired conclusion.
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Remark 3.3. Here, /| may be arbitrary small.

o5}

Remark 3.4. The example shows that the sequence (x,);"_; is not Leja. Recall that a se-
quence (y,);_; C K has Leja’s property if |y; —y»| = diam(K) and, once y1,y2,...,y, have
been determined, y, 1 is chosen so that it provides the maximum modulus of the polyno-
mial (x—yp)---(x—y,) on K. In our case, |@s17(xps43)| < |@s12(y)|. However, using the
example technique, it can be shown that (x,,)_, is a Leja sequence for K% if o0 > 2.

Remark 3.5. Similarly, the set (xn)%: | is not a Fekete M —tuple for M = 2° 4 3. Indeed, let

Vo)l @]
. . |V(xl7"'7fol7y)| ‘a)ZSJrZ(y” !
whereas a Fekete M —tuple must realize the maximum modulus of the Vandermonde deter-

minant.

V(t1,--- ,ty) be the Vandermonde determinant. In our case,

4. MARKOV M\P) FACTORS

As a first application of Lemma[3.1l we can estimate the Lebesgue constants for Newton’s
interpolation at points (x,)5_;.

Proposition 4.1. Given N € N, let (xk)lkvill be chosen by the rule of increase of type and

An+1(K%*) be the corresponding Lebesgue constant. Then
An+1(K%) < g™ - (N+1).
Proof. Tt is evident in view of (3.3)) and Lemma 3.1l O
From now on, for any product Hﬁ”z 1t with 7 > 0 and p < M, we will use the symbol
»(IT?2, 1) to denote the product of p smallest terms #. Also, let (TT, #), be the original

product without p smallest terms, so [T\, tx =, (IT2L, #&) - (TT2Z t) -
Of course, in general, Hﬁ’lzl T < HQ/I: | tx does not imply

(4.1 (}ﬁ ”L'k)p < <lﬁtk>p.

But is trivially valid provided additional condition: 0 < 1, < # for all k.

Let us show that in (3.11) and (3.12) v, can be replaced by A;. The argument of Lemma
3.1l can be applied to each point x € K% instead of %. Let us apply it to xy- 2, for which we
have some degrees v and (3.11) with V; instead of v;. If we add the point x; to Z\ {x;} then
one of V; will increase by one and new powers become A;. Thus,

(4.2) U+ g1+ 1 < A+ A+ + A
for 1 <i<s. By this, as above, we have [T}_, E;Lj < TT5_o¢%. Note that the values of t;,V;
depend on k, while A; is only defined by N. The left product has N + 1 terms, and the right

product has N. Of course, we can start multiplication starting from j = 1. By (4.2)), it can be
started from each i. In fact, we can make a more general estimate. Let p < N. Then

4.3) , (Hﬁ?’) < <H£j-"'>.
=0 =0
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The proof is by induction on p. Let p = 1. The smallest term of the A —product is /; as
for each N with (3.4), the value of A is equal to one. On the other hand, y; = m; ¢ — 1 with
mj g € {1,2} as was discussed before Lemma[3.1l Hence, the smallest term of the y—product
is £; or £x_1 and (4.3)) is valid. Suppose it is true for some p > 1. Let p = A;+-- -+ A; + T with

Aj A ) .
0 <7 <A1 Then (,.y) (Hj';(ﬂf’) =p ( ;:Oﬁj") iy Injits turn, (4 ) (H}‘.:OZ?/) =
p ( ;:0 Z;‘f) -t. By @.2), s + ps—1 +- -+ 1; < p. Consequently, the product ,, < ;:0 gi,‘/)

consists of the corresponding powers of /s, . .., ¢;, possibly with some number of larger terms.
Therefore, for p + 1—st, the term ¢ cannot be less than ¢;_; and (4.3)) is valid for each p.

The (-) ,—version of (.3)

(4.4) (f[eﬁ“) < (f[eﬁ“)
=), =/,

is also correct. Let us first show a stronger result.

Lemma 4.2. Given N € N, let Z = ()ck)lkvjl1 be chosen in K% by the rule of increase of type.
Suppose 1 <k <N+1 and (U;)}_, are degrees corresponding to xi. For a fixed x € K%, let
(vj);-:o be defined as in Lemma 3 1\ with x instead of X. Then for 1 < p < N we have

(4.5) (f[zjv.f) < (f[z;‘f) .
=0/, =0/,

Proof. Let o,(1) = ts+ fs—1 + --- + Uy for 0 < g < s with a similar definition of o,(V).
Asin Lemma[l31l I;, , , =1, is the smallest basic interval containing both points x; and
x. Then o, (i) = 6,(v) as y; = v; for 0 < i < n— 1. It follows that (4.3) is the equality for
o,(1) < p < N. In particular, (H;:O 2?") = EZL”_]‘ ---Zgo = EZ"_]‘ ---E(‘)’O. For brevity, we
denote this product by A.

By decreasing induction on p, suppose that 6,1 (1) < p < 6, (1) s0 p = Gy1 (1) + T with

Cn (1)

0 < 7 < u,. Removing the smallest p terms from H‘]‘.:O 4“" gives <Hj-:0 6?"' =T AT
p

Jj=0"j
from £3° - --£¥». Since these terms do not exceed /,,, we have (.5)) for a given p.
Suppose, ([.3)) is valid with the subscript o,(u) forn+1 < g <s.Let p=o0y11(U)+7
with 0 < 7 < ptg. Then ([T)— ), = 04" " - (IT=0 ¢’ ) o, (u)- On the other hand, (IT— ¢}’), =
s Vj s Vj s j : :
ety (H‘jzoﬁj’)%(“), where (Hj:()ﬁj")cq(“) < (HFOE?")%(“) by the induction hy-
pothesis and (t,-)f:ql_r are the next descending members of £5* ---£,° after the largest (1)

terms have been removed. By (3.11)), these #; are among (3" - - -Z;", which completes the
proof. 0

follows that to get ( AL ) we must multiply the product A by the u, — 7 largest terms
p

Remark. Multiplying the left side of (4.5]) by some additional term ¢; can only reduce it.
This implies the inequality (4.4).

Now the task is to find an analog of the Markov property for the sets under consideration.
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Let K C R be a compact set of infinite cardinality. A sequence of Markov’s factors for K is
defined as My (K) = inf{M : |Q'|x <M |Q|k, Q € Pn} for N € N. Thus, there are constants
C and r with My (K) < CN" for all N under the Markov property of K. We see that My (K) is
the norm of the differentiation operator D in the space (P, |- |k)-

Given p,N € N, we define Markov’s N—th factor of p—th order as the norm of D?:

MV (K) =inf{M : |QP)|x <M|Q|x, Q € Py}.

Clearly, M 1(\,"7 ) (K) < My(K)P. This estimate is not rough for Markov sets. For example, if

K =[~1,1] then, see, e.g., [3]. p. 132, My (K) = S0 Vo021 with My (K) = N2,

For the Cantor sets under consideration, the difference between Ml(vp ) (K) and My(K)? is

essential. .
In the next lemma, given N € N, we use (3.4) and (3.8) for N+ 1,p1---p, =) < ;:Oﬁjj> )

Theorem 4.3. Given N and 1 < p < N, we have MI(\,p) (K% < th U;frlz)];/p

Proof. Fix Q € Py. There is no loss of generality in assuming |Q|ge = 1. In view of (3.3),
it suffices to show that

0" ()]
|ax (xk) |
Fix k and x. Let degrees (V;)}_, correspond to x, as it was in Lemma 3.1] for £. Then
la(x)| =TIV, di < T} with d; := di(x,Z\ {x}). Suppose v, > 1. Then 0 < d; < (.

Due to the choice of the degrees, for every 2 < i < N there exists n(i) with i n(i) < <d; </ n(i)-
If vy = 0 this is also true for i = 1 with n(1) = s — 1. Here x and x; belong to the same

Ij s withm;s = 1. Since p > 1, by @.1D, ([T} v])p < (IT di)p < ( }c':OZJv'j)P‘ By B.I.
la” (x)] < N7( *_o!;")p- Applying Lemma@2land (3.10) yields

(4.6) <NPhgN (py---pp)Hfor 1 <k<N+1,x€ K%

@@l Nty
lar(e)l WY TE_o Y hY p(IT— £)
which gives (4.6), by (4.3)). O

The inequality in the previous proposition is exact with respect to the terms p;.
Example. Let N = 2°. Consider a polynomial @y (x) = [I}_, (x —x;) that has zeros at all

points from Y;_1. Then |oy|ge = |0y (ls)| < lsls—1 53_2 . ~€(2)H = Hﬁvzl pi. The exact value
of |a)N|0 is 0TIN o di(x) with di(x) = di(x, (x¢)}_,). As above, hop; < di(x) < p; for i > 2.
Then \a)N (0)| > TI¥ * »+14i(0), because a)l(\,p)(O) is a sum of products of the same sign and

one of them is [T L »+1di(0). Consequently, M( )(KO‘) Loy’ ©) > hg_p(pl cepp) Tl

loy|ga =
5. JACKSON’S TYPE INEQUALITY BY MEANS OF FABER BASES

Suppose that X (K) is a space of functions on K, containing polynomials. A polynomial
topological basis (Q,);_, in X is called a Faber (or strict polynomial) basis if degQ, = n
for all n. Thus, for each f € X there is a unique number sequence (&,(f));>_; such that the
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series Y, &q(f) On converges to f in the topology of X. This gives an estimate of the best
uniform approximation of f by polynomials:

(5.1) Ey(f,K) <sup| Y &(f)Qn(x)].
xeK p=N+1
Example. By Lemma 25 in [L1], the Chebyshev polynomials (7;);_, form a basis in the
space C[—1, 1]. The corresponding biorthogonal functionals are given as follows &y(f) =
L[ f(cost)dt, &(f) = 2 [ f(cost)cosntdt, n € N. By (44) in [11] (Jackson’s theorem

is not used!), |&,(f)| < % for each k. Since the basis is absolute and |T,|o = 1, we get
oo o C
En(f,[=1,1)) € X7yt [60(F)]- This gives Ex(f,[~1,1]) < “45¢t for g € .

In the case of small sets K, the phenomenon of ultra-fast convergence of polynomials to
functions from &'(K) is observed. Let @y = 1 and w,(x) =[];_, (x —xx) for n € N, where the
points (xg)}_, are chosen in K% by the rule of increase of type. Given f € X(K) andn € Z,
by &.(f) we denote the divided difference [xi,x2,---,x,41]f. The functionals (&,)5_, are
biorthogonal to (@,);_,. If & > 2 then, by Theorem 1 in [7], the sequence (@, );_, is a basis
in the space &(K®). This allows us to evaluate Ey(f,K%) in terms of the values (p;)}"'
determined in (3.8)). In order to do this, we define analogous pi(n) for another n.

Let 2" <n<2™*! Thenn=2"+2"14 - 42" with0<rp, < ---<r <ry:=r
In the same way as 7; for N+ 1, we define 7;(n) and (4;(n))’_ so that [T} 7;(n) =

"0 Z?i(") = [1;_, px(n) with nondecreasing pi(n). Let us point out some obvious proper-
ties of the degrees A;(n). First, Aj(n) < A;(n+1) with A;(n) = A;(n+1) for all j except some
Jjo for which A4, (n+1) = 4;,(n) + 1. Secondly, [T}, Zl{l,»(zr) =m(2") =l by 02, .5(2)’71,

roo M@= ) 0 g4 2
whereas [i_y¢; =Ll O A

Therefore, if n is as above, then A,;(2") < 4;(n) < A;(2""! — 1) with A,(n) = 1 and

21 < 2i(n) <27 for0 < j<r—1.1f g=2" < n then

(5.2) q (H gj’/(”)) < g <H£f}(2’)> — Erfr—l e g%i;:
j=0 j=0

As in Proposition for a given N with 2° < N +1 < 2! we use (3.4) and (3.8) for
N + 1 and the corresponding (p;)V! with p; = p;(N +1).

Theorem 5.1. Suppose o« > 2 and ¢ < 1/4. Let N be as above. Then for each f € &(K%)
and g =2" withw < s—8we have Ex(f,K%) <Cypi1---pq||fllq, where C, does not depend
on fand N,q; =2"8 +1.

Proof. Fix N,q and f as above. By (5.1), En(f,K%) < Yoy |6a(f)] - |@n|o with the de-
.. oo s+1_ oo r+1_
composition }.° n . | = Z%:NJFII +Y i1 23:2, l= 2 +5,.

Let 2" < n < 2! with r > s+ 1. To estimate |&,(f)|-|®,]o from above, we use the
arguments of Theorem 1 in [7]] with minor modifications. For each x € K%, the estimate
o (x)| <TT}=0 Z?j ") holds true. We apply (2) in [7] with g; instead of g using the following
two improvements. The Open Mapping Theorem can be applied to the space &7 (K%),
giving the ¢; version of (2.6) instead of (3) in [7]. And three lines above (3) in [[7] we do not
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replace 1 —2¢; = hg by £;. This gives |, (f)| < C|| f|]4,2" - ho"( ;:OE?"M));. Hence,

2\" i
& ()] lonlo <11 £l (h—o) , (H@ﬂ >>.
j=0

, riog (2" Aj(n) A;(27) S R |
Let’s show that }.- (%> " ( ;':()Ejj <4 ;:Ogjj . By condition, 2<t,
n r+1 .
SO (%) < 61_2 o On the other hand, the second term of the product in the sum above takes

. . _ortl Ai(2"
maximum value if n = 2". Therefore the whole sum does not exceed 2"¢] 2 a1 < ;‘:0 12 j’ ( )> )

r—w—1" rwS

Here the last term is ( " ) {2 L2 ly_y—g}. Of course, 270, _,, g < 1

for sufficiently large r. Also we have in braces 8 terms of the type Z%’ikfl. Since o > 2, for
a~ k— 22k

r—2 . . _or+l
each of them we have E w1 =4 < Z% , 80 their product neutralizes ¢, 2" From

this

ZzﬁCllfllql): <H€ )

r=s+1 j=0

It is easy to check that the first term in the above sum dominates, so the whole sum does
not exceed twice the first term. By monotonicity, A;(257!) > A;(N + 1) for all j. Therefore,

J(N+1)
% <2C)| £l q<Hz + >=2CHqu1P1~-~pq.

Similar arguments apply to X1 with N+ 1 < n < 257!, but now we estimate |&,(f)]| - |@x|o
directly using , ( OE (NH)) . This gives the desired result. U

Remark. The condition ¢; < 1/4 is not particularly restrictive. Enlarging ¢; allows us to

n
neutralize <%) for larger values of /; as well. However, the condition & > 2 is important

here since the sequence (®,);_ is not a basis in &(K%) for o < 2. We believe that these
spaces also have Faber interpolation bases with a different, more complex choice of interpo-
lation nodes, but we cannot present them. For this reason, our main result is given only for
&(K?).

Comparison of Theorems and [5.1] shows that Eyx(f,K%*) successfully neutralizes the
fast growth of factors M 1(\,1’ ) (K%*) for all o > 2. Let us show that an even stronger fact holds
for o0 = 2.

Proposition 5.2. For each p and r > p there exists ri such that

M) (K?) - En-1(£,K2) < ppt (N+1) - p(N+ 1) || £]
for sufficiently large N. Here we assume ¢} < 1/3.
Proof. As above, 2° < N+ 1 < 21, Recall that Ml(vp ) (K?) is determined by pi(N + 1),

whereas Ey_1(f,K?) is given in terms of pi(N). Fix p and r > p. There is no loss of gen-
erality in assuming r = 2". Set r; = 2"10. We apply Theorem [5.1] with r instead of g. We



PAWEUCKI-PLESNIAK EXTENSION OPERATOR FOR NON-MARKOV SETS 13

need to show

Cr(N+1)NPhg™ pl(N)"'I:)rl(N)

or equivalently

C,(N+1)N"hg Nplg\lﬁr)l)"p;r(l](\,]vj1)pr(N)---Pr1(N) <L

(N
(T 7
The fraction in the middle is T
( M +1)

Jj=0%j

1

of the numerator, so the fraction is 7 with some 0 < j <'s. In the worst case it is él. In
J s

) , where the denominator contains all the factors

addition, g > ¢; and N < 2°T! imply hy N < Efzm = (%, Tt suffices to prove that
(5.3) C-(N+1)NPp,(N)---pr, (N) < £3.

Since N >2° — 1, we have [TY_op;(N) < [T¥_opj(2° — 1) = (€2 -+ 2" ) - 02" |- 43,
where the product in parentheses contains » — 1 terms. We can only enlarge the left side
of (5.3) by replacing p,(N)---pr (N) with Z?ﬁw_l . ~€§§j_10 -ls__11, containing exactly
ri —r+ 1 terms. Now the product C,(N + 1)N? - ¢;_,,_1; does not exceed 1 for sufficiently
large N. Also, E?k_k_l = E%H, and we have 10 such terms, so their product is ¢ %0'2&2, which
is equal to £3. This is the desired conclusion. U

6. SIMULTANEOUS EXTENSIONS OF BASIC POLYNOMIALS

How does K2 with the extension property differ from K%, o > 2, without it? Let us show
that the difference depends mainly on the possibility of suitable individual extensions of the
basic interpolation polynomials.

Let K and Q € &y be such as in Section 2. We fix 6 > 0 and a segment / containing K.
Write O = Q- us. Clearly, |Q|o.x < |0]o.. We will use the notation O ~ Q if |0]os < C|Qlox
with some C independent of Q and N. If K is Markov, then by (2.2)) the choice § = N~
provides |Qlo; < C|Qok. In addition, suppose that Q realizes Ml(vp ) (K) for p < N. This
means that the converse of is true with some constant ¢ instead of Cl, similar to how
Chebyshev polynomials implement M z(vp ) ([=1,1]). Then by 2.3), 0») , S0 there exists
0 = 0(N) which can be applied to extend both Q and its derivatives.

In general, & depends on p. Let us illustrate this with an apparent example. From now on,
ug is determined by the function ¢ with @(x) =1 for x <0, ¢(x) =0 for x > 1 and

o ot =on [ Lyesn (1)

for 0 < x < 1. We see that ¢ € C*(R) with ¢(%) > 3. Given & > 0, let @5(x) = @(x/3).
Given K with a complementary interval (a,b) with b —a > 28, we define ug = 1 on K,
us(x) = @s(x—a) fora <x <a+8,u5(x) =b—xfor b— 8 < x < b, and ug(x) = 0 for
a+06 <x<b—9.1fb—a <29 then ug =1 on (a,b). Then ug has the desired properties
indicated in Section 2.
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Example. Let K = [—¢,¢| for a small €. Of course, K is Markov, bu~t with the con-
stant Cy in depending essentially on €. Indeed, fix 0 > 0. As above, Q = Q- ug. Sup-
pose that |Qlo; < C|Qlox and |Q”]o; < Cn?|Q|2x hold for 0 6 Py, where I = [—1,1].
Then for Q(x) = x we have |Qlo; > O(e + g) > (8+ 94> 4 as (pg( ) > 1. On the
other hand, Q’(s) =1,0'(e+6) =0, so, by the mean value theorem, |Q”|071 > 1. Here,
¢ <Ceand § <C, which

means that C >
\f

An extension of polynomials that provides the above equivalence can be called strong
simultaneous extensions. The term simultaneous extensions was used in [[12] for the exis-
tence of a linear extension operator. In our case, instead of (2.2)), we consider the following
condition for the sequence (@, );_, defined in Section 5

(6.2) 3(6p)peyt 1 VpIq,C: |@y]p < Clwylg, neN.

Proposition 6.1. Choosing 8, = {, for 2° < n < 25*! provides (6.2)) on K*. Here we assume
/< 1/3.

Proof. The previous formulas are given mainly for N + 1, so we prove (6.2) forn =N + 1.
Both parts of (6.2)) will be expressed in terms of px(N + 1) with N as in (3.4). Thus, dy11 =
{s. Since 8y is not included in the right-hand side of (6.2)), we first estimate ||wy.1]|4 for
a given 1 < g < N+ 1. Henceforth ¢ = 2" 4 1, where w will be defined later depending on
p. Our claim is that

(6.3) |wN+1| > hy T pg Py

Recall that y-41(x) = [T (x — x;), where Z = (x;)]' are chosen by the rule of increase
of type, so x; = 0. Then al( ) =TI¥E (x — x;). Let dy := di(0,Z). Then, of course, d; =0
and dy 1 = dy(0,Z\{0}) for 1 <k <N. The function a; determines the powers (i;)%_, such
that (3.10) holds for |a;(0)| = [Ty, dx(0,Z\ {0}). As in Theorem 4.3, for each 1 <k < N
there is an index j with 7; < di(0,Z\ {0}) < ¢;. Removing the g — 1 smallest terms from the
above product gives Hlk\':q di(0,Z\{0}) > (H}‘.ZO ht_‘f)ql > hg\/H—q ( 5 4}/‘)

We now turn to wz(vq}rl’ It is a sum of ( Aslflri)q‘), products, each containing N + 1 — g terms,

so they all have the same sign, and one of them is dy 1 - - - dy1. Therefore,

\a)NH\> Iﬁl dy = Hdk 0,2\ {0}) > hy ™'~ q(]’[(&“f) :
q—1

k=q+1 k=

g-1

Applying yields (6.3).

We proceed to estimate from above \d)lg,ljzl(x)\ for fixed p and x. It is clear that only
x outside the set should be considered. Fix x with 0 < dist(x,K?) = |x —y| < £,. By (3.8),
|on+1(3)] TR pry 50 [@n1(x)] <TIN (px+£5). Here, py = €5, p2 = €1 and p3 = {5
or {;_», depending on the value of N + 1. In a fairly stralghtforward way, one can show that

T (px + £5) < 21TV} pe. This and B.I) give |wN+1( x)| <4N+1) HN“Hpk Also,
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|ug13+1 (x)| < cit,". Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢; increases with i. Then,
by Leibnitz’s rule,

|(CON+1 u5 |<4sz<)N—|—1]l‘J,

where ¢ := ;P + H;(V:JL | Pr- We see that tg = t; = £ prl -P2- - PN+1, While the following

terms decrease very rapidly. Hence, |(@n 1 -ug)P) (x)| < 4cpto[1+p(N+1)+0(1)] < c,Nto,
where c}, does not depend on N. Combining this with (6.3)) we reduce the desired inequality

tON-p2---pg—1 < Céllvﬂfq 7 71, because ¢; < ho by condition. Let us replace pj with p;
determined by 2°. Then HZ;; p; =4l 10, 2> HZ;; Pk It remains to prove that

(6.4) Nl 2y 02 <oV gt

In the case under consideration, we have ¢, = Z%H. Therefore, the left side of (6.4) is
NZ{VZH and CZJIVH*"HPA)ZH is on the right. Since N + 1 < 2°T!, we reduce (©.4) to
25412 20w "20640) < ¢ which holds for s > 3 provided w = 2p + 6.

Small values of s do not cause problems, since |a),(\,qll| = (N+1)! for such s and given ¢
and |@,|, < ¢}, Ntg with N <6 and 1o < /,". O

Proposition 6.2. If o > 2 then (6.2) is not valid on K*.

Proof. By [1], the polynomials (®,);,_, form an absolute topological basis in the space
& (K%). If (6.2) holds then

©.5) W) =Y &(f)a
n=0

is a linear continuous extension operator. However, by [5], &(K%) does not have EP for
o> 2. O

The following example illustrates the above proposition. We will directly show the ab-
sence of (6.2) for o > 2. We restrict ourselves to the same value of d as in Proposition [6.1]
Let us consider the function ¢ in more detail. Let 7(x) :=exp (—1),Qp(x) :=x— 1 —x

Then ¢'(x) = ¢(x) T(x) (x — x*) ~2Qo(x) and by induction
(6.6) 9 (@) = () T(x) (x —2%) H Qe (7())

for k > 2. Here, Qy(t(x)) = Qo(x)Qi—1(7(x))T(x) + Q1 (T(x))ri(x) + (1 — x)? L 1)
with 7y (x) := (1 —x)? 4 2kx(1 — x)(2x — 1) for k € N. From this it follows that the signs of
@™ (x) and Q1 (7(x)) coincide and Qk(1(1)) = (—1)*1e~*. Assume that k € N is even.
Then ¢® (x) > 0 and @~ (x) < 0 near point 1.

We will denote by 7 the number min{n : |Qx(7(x)) — Ox(7(1))] < Z—Lk for n <x<1}.

Let 6 := max{ng, Mk_1,1 — 4%/@} Then

67) 0.0 1(2(60)) — 2K(60 — 627101 (2(80)] > 717
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Indeed, 6; > § for k> 2, Qr_1(7(6x)) > 571 and |Qc2(7(6)))| < 57 Also, 67 < 1 and

(1-6)%< 16k Therefore, the left side of (6.7) exceeds 7,{ — 1 63,{,1, which gives the
desired inequality. Let Ay := @(6;)T(6;) (6, — 67) % 2lk'

Example. Assume that @ > 2. Let N = 2°, 6 = /. Then there is p and z such that for each
g and C we have for sufficiently large s

(6.8) @y (2)| > Clawl,.

Let, as above, Z = (x)Y_,di(x) := di(x,Z). In view of the structure of the set, we have
di(1) > dy(x) for each x € KO‘ if k > 2, so, by (3.1), \a)N\q <N‘1H§(V qﬂdk(l) forg > 1.

\a)N (z)| from below.
Since us(x) = (5 1y for l <x<1+46,we have u(g)( ) =05 @l )(8),). It follows that

&) (2) = on(2) (797 (8,)+ oy (2) (7 +z() g (6,).

Since p is even, the first term on the right-hand side is positive and the second is negative. In

our case, all values a)IE,J ) (z) are positive. In particular oy (z ) [T, di(2) = 6,45 - TIY_, di(2)

and o)y (z) =YV, Hiv:rk;éi di(z) =TI, di(2)[1 +d1(2) TN, d; ' ()], where the expression

in square brackets is smaller than 2, as is easy to check. By (3.1)), a)js, J) (z) < NI i41dk(2),
(p)

so the modulus of the last sum in the above representation of @,/ (z) can be estimated from
i )—P+i N

above by C1 Y\, 1;, where C1 = maxo<j<p—2 9| 0,1 and t; = ()N 67Ty di(2). 1t

is a simple matter to show 2¢; | <¢;. Hence, C; Z?:g tj < 2Cyt,. Therefore,

N
oy (2) > (7 [T du(2) 8,017 (8,) — 2p01" 1) (8,) —2C1p*Ntds ' (2)]
k=2

By (6.6), 6,07)(6,) —2ppP~1)(6,) = A,,. The last term in brackets is arbitrarily small
for sufficiently large s. It remains to prove that for each C and ¢ there is sg such that

;P! Vo di(z) > CNYTTY. g+1dk(1) for s > so. Of course, di(z) > di(1) for each k, so
we reduce the desired inequality to CN9/% S szz di(1). Let 2¥~! < ¢ < 2" for some
w. Then szzdk( ) > sz di(1). Here, da(1) = £s—1 In its turn, €5_p — U5y < d3,ds <

U gyl =Ly it <dpwor gy ydyw <Ly Thus [T di (1) > Mo - by 102 502"

S—w?

2k
where 7,, = H;V;f (1 — ﬂfji 1) . An easy computation shows that ,, > %, so (6.8)) holds if
2025900~V < 0 (0% 502

Here, the right side is £f with K = as 2420573 —|— —|— wlgs=w=l = o5 =2[1 + % 4.t

( )"~1] < £ On the other hand, ¢§ b= Z(p D ith (p—Dor ' —x> a1, dueto
the choice of p Clearly, 2C2%/; < 1 for sufﬁcrently large s.
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7. CONTINUITY OF PAWEUCKI-PLESNIAK’S OPERATOR FOR A NON-MARKOV SET

Let points Zy = (xk)fcvzl be chosen in K2 by the rule of increase of type and

o5}

(7.1 W(fx) =Li(f,x:21) us, (0) + Y Ly (-2 Zn01) — Ln(f 6 2Zw)] - usy (%),
N=1

where Sy = /, for 25 < N < 25+1,

Compare the proofs of the following theorem and T2.1l
Theorem 7.1. The operator W : & (K?) — C([—2,2]) is bounded.

Proof. Let Gy denote the N—th term of the series (Z.I). Fix f € &(K?),p € Nand x € R.
By Newton’s form of the interpolation operator, Gy/(f,x) = Ev(f)®y. We aim to show that

\Gl(f) (f,x)| is a term of a series that converges uniformly with respect to x. Proposition
6.1 gives ¢ and C with |Gy (f,x)| < C|&n(f)] |\ o < CM - |Ey(f)| - |owlo. Here and

below, to simplify the writing, we omit the argument K2 of Ml(vq ) (),Aj(-),and E;(f,-).
Next, [Sn ()| -|@wlo = [Ln+1(f) =Ln (/)] < (An+1+1DEN(f) 4+ (Av+1)Ey—1(f) by the

argument from Lebesgue’s Lemma, so |Ex (f)] - |on]o < (An+1+AN+2)En—1(f). Applying

Propositiond.1lyields Ay;1 + Ay +2 < 2hy NN, as is easy to check. Therefore,

G (f.x)] <2CN ™ M- En_ (f).
By Proposition[3.2], for each r > g there exists r; such that

MO Ex1(£) < it (N4 1)y (N + 1) 1]

Arguing in the same way as in the proof of Proposition [5.2] we can take a sufficiently
large number of terms p;(N + 1) in such a way that p, (N +1)---pp(N+1) < 4 and

2CN N Pi1 (N+1)---po(N + 1) < 1. This gives |G\ (f,x)| < L] £]|,,. Of course, the
series Y .- ; 2°/; converges. O

Conclusions. At least for the considered case,
1. The operator W is continuous not only in 77, but also in the stronger Whitney topology.
2. This can be shown by a modification of Plesniak’s argument.
3. The difference between sets K% with and without the extension property does not depend
on the growth rate of Markov’s factors but rather on the existence of suitable individual ex-
tensions of wy.
4. Since these polynomials form a topological basis in the corresponding Whitney space, the
operator given by the interpolation method coincides with the operator (6.3)) obtained
by extensions of the basis elements. This method goes back to Mityagin [11].

This coincidence can be clearly observed in the following model case.
Example. Fekete points 2, are known for K = [—1, 1], see, e.g., [16], p.382. They are

zeros of m,(x) := (1 —xz)P,:;lz (x), where Pnlfz is the Jacobi polynomial with the parameters
o = B = 1. By [2], for any admissible parameters, the Jacobi polynomials form a basis in

C[—1,1]. The value §, = n~2 defines @, and the extension operator that can be written

as W(f) = L1 Sv(f) v -
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