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We consider an extension of the best approximation operator from an Orlicz
space L? to the space LY, where ¢’ denotes the derivative of ¢, and we prove a
weak-type inequality in this space. Further, we obtain some strong inequalities
for suitable LY spaces.

1. Introduction

Let ¢ be a convex function from [0, c0) into itself such that ¢(0) = 0 and
@(x)/x tends to zero or infinity when x tends to zero or infinity, respectively.
Such a function is called an N-function according to [2]. Given a probability
space (€2, d, P), let L¥ be the space of all s{-measurable functions f such that

f«)(/\lfl)dP<oo, (1.1)

for some A > 0. Since we only deal with a A, function ¢, thatis, p(2x) < K¢ (x)
for all x > 0 and for some constant K, the space L¥ can be defined as the space
of all sd-measurable functions f where (1.1) holds for every positive number A.

Set L?(¥) for the set of $-measurable functions in LY, where £ C o is
a o-lattice, that is, a class of sets containing ¢ and €2, which is closed under
countable unions and intersections and where ¥£-measurable function means the
class of functions f : Q2 — R such that { f > a} € &, for all a e R.

It is well known that for every f € L¥ there exists an element f* € L?(¥)
such that

f<p(|f—f*|)dp = inf f¢(|f—h|)dP, (1.2)

heL?(¥)
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102 The best approximation operator in Orlicz spaces

we call f* the best g-approximation of the function f. If ¢ is a strictly convex
function we have uniqueness for the best ¢ approximation of the function f.

In Section 2, we set some properties for the best approximation operator in
an Orlicz space L¥, most of them are obtained in a similar way as in the L? case.
Further, we extend the best approximation operator in a monotone continuous
way to the space LY, where the space LY is defined in an analogous way as
the space L¥. Note that the function ¢’ may be a nonconvex function. For the
extended operator f* we get similar properties to those of the original best
approximation operator. In the case LY = L?”, where 1 < p < oo, the operator
f*, primarily defined in L? is extended to L?~! and it is proved that

If feL, then f*eL’, Vr>p—I1, (1.3)

(see [4, page 209]). A stronger result can be obtained using Theorem 3.4. Indeed,
from this theorem we get

1), < Cellfllr, ¥r>p—1. (1.4)
For the case r = p — 1 we obtain, again, the weaker version given in (1.3).

To prove (1.3), the homogeneity property (Af)* = Af™*, for every A > 0,
is used which holds in the L” case but has no counterpart in the L? spaces.
In order to obtain similar results for Orlicz spaces, we start with a weak-type
inequality for the best approximation operator and we obtain inequalities of the

type

/W(|f*|)dP§Cvf/Iﬁ(|fl)dP, (1.5)

for some class of functions . Finally, the main new results of this paper are
established in Section 3 where we get inequalities of the type (1.5) in an abstract
setup, on some Orlicz spaces, which plays the role of (1.4) for the L” case.

2. Extension of the best approximation operator and a weak-type inequality
We begin with some auxiliary results. The proof of the next lemma can be found
in [2, Theorem 4.1, page 24].

LEMMA 2.1. A necessary and sufficient condition for a differentiable N-function
Y to satisfy the Ay condition is that there exists a constant « > 1 such that

uy'(w) < ay(u), Vu=0. 2.1

From now on, we will always consider a function ¢ which is a C! strictly
convex N-function fulfilling the A; condition. In the assumptions of our results,
we just point out the necessary additional conditions on the function ¢.
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LEMMA 2.2. Let f,g be in LY. Then ¢'(|f|)g is an integrable function.

Proof. Let i be the complementary function of ¢. Then

/Iglw/(lfl)dPS/(p(lgl)dPJrflﬁ(w/(lfl))dP- (2.2)

But we always have ug’(u) = ¢(u) + ¥ (¢’ ()), u > 0. Then, by Lemma 2.1,
ug’' () < ap(u), forsome a > 1. Thus ¢ (u) + ¥ (¢’ (1)) < ap(u), which implies
that ¥ (¢’ (1)) < (e — 1)@(u). Then we get

/Iglw/(lfl)dP5/¢(|g|)dP+(a—1)/<p(|f|)dP. 2.3)
O

LEMMA 2.3. Let f € LY and f* be the best p-approximation of f. Then, for
every g € LY (%),

/ o (1F = £ (F* =) sign (f — f*)dP = 0. 2.4)

Proof. In order to obtain (2.4), it is enough to prove that 0 < d F(¢) /a’s‘ezo,
with F(g) = fQ¢(|f —(eg+ (1 —¢)f*)|)dP. By Lemma 2.2, and taking into
account the next inequality we can differentiate inside the integral,

o(|f = (eg+A =) f) ) =o(|f = 1*])]
<[ (|f—(eg+ A=) f))+&'(|f = *])]el r* —¢] 2.5)
<[ (IF =1+ lg= DI =g+ ([ f = DI =glle.

and the lemma follows. (|

Now we list some properties for the best approximation operator f* which
can be proved in a similar way as done in [4],

/sa/(|f—f*|)f*sgn(f—f*)dP=0, 2.6)
and using (2.4) we get
/ o'(|f—f*])gsen(f — f*)dP <0, VgeL?P), 2.7

and also

/ﬁf’/(|f—f*|)sgn(f—f*)dP=0. (2.8)
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Since ¢’ is a nondecreasing function, we have

y¢'(Ix1)sgnx = yg'(Jx — yl) sgn(x —y),  Vax,y. 2.9)
Further, for y # 0, we have strict inequality in (2.9) since ¢’ is a strictly increas-

ing function (recall that ¢ is a strictly convex function).
By (2.6) and (2.9), we have

/co/(f)f*sgnfdP > 0, (2.10)

if f and f* are nonzero functions.
For a proof of the next statement see [3, Theorem 18, page 227],

for f,g e L?, if f <gthen f* <g*. (2.11)
Using (2.11) and the uniqueness of best approximations, we get

if fu, f €LY, fu /' F(fa\ f) then f 7 f*(f N\ 7). (2.12)
Set £ ={A/A° € &}, the so-called dual o-lattice of £. Then
L?(%) = —L*(%). (2.13)

Let ¥ : R — [0,00) be a Borel measurable function, then for any f € L? it
holds that

f o' (|f=*))ev(f*)sen(f—f*)dpP <0, (2.14)

for all £-measurable function g, if the integral exists.

A proof of (2.14) can be found in [4, page 205], for the L? case, and the
extension to the L? case is straightforward.

Now we extend the best approximation operator f* to LY as in [4, Section
3]. First, observe that if ¢ satisfies the A, condition, then the function ¢’ also
fulfill the A, condition. In fact, by Lemma 2.1 we have

o (2x) @(x)
2x

<akK <aK¢'(x). (2.15)

¢'2x) <a — <
X
Now given two functions f and g, we denote f Vv g (f A g) the pointwise
maximum (minimum) of the functions. Let f € LY and n be a fixed positive
number. Thus, we define (—n Vv f)* as the increasing limit of ((—nV f) Am)*
as m tends to infinity, (2.12) was used here. The decreasing limit of (—n Vv f)*
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as n — oo will be, by definition, the extended best approximation operator of
f, which will be denoted again by f*. This operator satisfies the following
properties:

if feL?, then f*e LY, (2.16)

(F)" =1 (2.17)

if f <g, then f* <g*, (2.18)
(f+a)"=f*+a, aceR, (2.19)

I /' F () then £ 7 F5(f N ). (2.20)

Because of (2.20) we say that the operator is monotone continuous. We also
have

/ga/(yf—f*\)sgn(f—f*)dp=0, (2.21)
[ @5 =7 )ew(s7)sen(s - )P <o @22)
for g and W as in (2.14),
/‘P/(}f—f*|)‘1’(f*)sgn(f—f*)dP=0, (2.23)
if the integral exists and W is as in (2.14).

THEOREM 2.4. Let f € LY and let m be a strictly increasing function such that
m(f*) is bounded. Then g = f* ifand only if g € L¥ (£), m(g) is bounded and

@) f(p’(|f —ghsgn(f —g)dP <0, for all bounded ¥-measurable func-
tions h,

(i) [¢'(1f — g sgn(f —g)m(g)d P =0.
Proof. The proof follows the same pattern as in [4, Theorem 3.4, page 207]. O

Again, as in [4], we can get the following properties.
Given f € L¥ . a function g€ LY (%) is the best approximation f* if and
only if the following two conditions hold:

/co/(lf—gl)Sgn(f—g)dP <0, vCes,

‘ (2.24)

/{ }w’(lf—gl)Sgn(f—g)dP =0, VacR.
g=a

ForDe¥%,C e (f*)~ (), where B denotes the Borel o-field in R,

/ o' (|f = f*])sen (f = f*)dP =0. (2.25)
CcND
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Setting f* for the best p-approximation operator (or its extension) when the
approximation class is L? (), we get the following:

ff=—(fr" fel?,
(f—af*) ' =(U—-a)f*, fora<l, fel?,
| f*| < max (1 f*,17T).

for each interval I C R, f €I a.e. implies f* €I ae.

(2.26)

The next result is the L? version of [4, Lemma 7.2(i) and (ii)].

LEmMMA 2.5. Let y : R — [0, 00) be a nondecreasing function and assume that
there exists ¢ > 1 such that y(x +y) <c(y(x)+y(»)), for all x,y > 0. Then

y(a) —I—cy(lx —a|) sgn(x —a) < (c+Dyx), Vx,a=0. 2.27)

Proof. We consider two cases. In the first one, letx > a > Othenas y (a) < y(x)
and y(x —a) <yx),weget y(a)+cy(x—a) <(c+1)yx).

In the second case, we have 0 < x <a and y(a) =y(@—x+x) <cy(a—
x)4cy(x). Thus y(a) —cy(a—x) < (c+ 1)y (x). O

If fe L¥ then f*is also in LY by (2.16), but we do not know an estimate
of the type [¢'(|f*DdP < C [¢'(| f])d P, with a constant C independent of

f. However, the next theorem establishes a weak-type inequality for f*.

THEOREM 2.6. If f € LY and f > 0, then

P{f*>a) < c+l / o' (f)dP, Va>0. (2.28)
'(a) {f*>a}

1

Provided ¢'(x +y) < c(¢'(x) +¢'(y)), x,y > 0, for some fixed constant ¢ > 0.

Proof. For C = {f* > a} and D = Q we get from (2.25),
/ o'(|f—f*])sen(f— f*)dP = 0. (2.29)
{f*>a}
Now since sgnt¢’(|¢]) is a nondecreasing function, we have

/ ¢'(If —al)sen(f —a)d P > 0. (2.30)
{f*—a>0}
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By Lemma 2.5, applied to ¢’, we have

¢ (@) +c¢'(|f —al)sgn(f —a) < (c+D¢'(f). (2.31)

And now if we integrate (2.31), we get

(c+1) ¢'(fdP
r=al (2.32)
2@ > al) e [ (17 —a)sents P,
*>a
and using (2.30) the last integral is greater than ¢’(a) P{f* > a}. ]

We stated Theorem 2.6 only for a nonnegative function f. Now it is easy to
obtain a version of this theorem for general functions. In fact, given f € LY,
by the third inequality in (2.26) we have

P{IfI*>2a} < P{IfI*+|f* > 2a} < P{IfI* > a}+ P{I fI* > a}. (2.33)
Thus, using (2.28), we obtain

c+1
¢'(@) J(ifF>a)

¢'(1f1)dP.

(2.34)
We call weak-type inequalities to those given in (2.28) or more generally in
(2.34). It is important to point out here the difference between this sort of weak
type inequalities and the classical ones given for example in [5].

c+1
Pl f*]>2a} < — / o' (I f)dP+
=2 =S [ )

3. A strong inequality for the extension of the best approximation operator

LEmMA 3.1. Let (2, A, P) be a probability space and let £,1 : Q2 — [0, 00) be
two measurable functions such that

1
P{n>8}§—/ EdP, Ve=>O0. (3.1
€ J{n>e}
Then
Inll, < —Z— 111, (3.2)
r=, sl

for1 < p <oo, and ||nllcc = 1§ |loo-

A proof of Lemma 3.1 can be found in [1, Lemma 6.6.9, page 231].
In particular if the function n of Lemma 3.1 is given by an operator, say
n = T&, the inequality (3.1) implies

P{IT¢| > a) §é/|§|dP, VE,a > 0. (3.3)
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Now by taking p — 0o, we get, from Lemma 3.1, the next strong inequality

IT&lloo < 1€Moo, V5. (3.4)

Conversely, if subadditive operator 7" satisfies the weak inequality (3.3) and
the strong inequality (3.4), then, as it is easily seen, we have an inequality of
the type (3.1), indeed

P{|T§|>a}§%/ |EldP, V& a=>0. 3.5
@ J{iE1>a/2)

In the classical analysis there are many sublinear operator 7" fulfilling |7 (§)| >
|€|, almost everywhere, for example, the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function
(see [5]). In this case the last inequality implies a weak-type inequality as the
one given in (2.28), with ¢’(1) = 1.

The best approximation operators, in general, are not subadditive, so in deal-
ing with them it is important to prove inequalities of the type (3.1) rather than
the standard weak inequality (3.3).

Now we consider some extensions of Lemma 3.1 to Orlicz spaces. Instead
of (3.1) we assume the next weak-type inequality

C

¢/(€) {n>e}

Pin>e} < ¢’ (€)dP, (3.6)

for every ¢ > 0 and &, n two nonnegative fixed functions. Then we search for
inequalities of the type

/W(n)dP SCG/Iﬁ(S)dP, (3.7

for suitable functions v, with a constant ¢ independent of £ and 7.

Note 3.2. It is enough to prove (3.7) in the case f Y (n)dP < oo.
Otherwise set ny = n Ak, then
{k>¢el=>e}, ifk>e, {k>e}=0, ifk=<e. (3.8)

In any case, (3.6) holds for the pair of functions 7, &, for every k. Thus if (3.7)
is proved for the pair 1, & we get the inequality for the functions 7, £ by the
classical Fatou’s lemma. We have to assume that 1 is a continuous function.

In the next theorem we obtain a version of (3.7) where the function v is
equal to ¢.

THEOREM 3.3. Let ¢ be such that its complementary function N satisfies the Ay
condition. If the nonnegative functions n and & satisfy (3.6), then

/ odP <€ / 0(€)dP, (3.9)
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where the constant € depends on ¢ of (3.6) and on the constants of the Aj
conditions of the functions ¢ and N.

Proof. Set N for the complementary function of ¢ and assume the A, condition
on both functions N and ¢. Then by (3.6)

C

"(&)dPdt
</)/(f) {n>t}(p($)

/ o(NdP = /O o (OPly > 1)di < /0 o (0)

=c/n<p/($)dP 5cs/go(n)dP—i—c/N(é(p’(é))dP.
(3.10)

In the last inequality we have used uv < ¢(eu) +N((1/¢)v).
If K is the A, constant for the function N, then

/N(é(p’(é))dP < EZ/N(¢/(§))dP, (3.11)

where 2/~ < 1/¢ < 2.

Since ¢ is a positive C! strictly convex function it follows that ¢’ has an
inverse. Therefore by using [2, Theorem 4.3, page 27], it holds that the function
@ satisfies a A condition if and only if

1
N(¢'w) < a—lmﬂ'(u), (3.12)

for every u > 0. Thus, choosing ¢ = 1/2c¢ and taking into account that u¢’ (1) <
©Qu) < Ko(u), we get
=

/ omap < 2K

K
fw(é)dP. (3.13)
O

For the next theorem the function ¥ of (3.7) is (¢’)? with p > 1.

THEOREM 3.4. Let ¢ be a C? function. If the nonnegative functions 1 and &
satisfy (3.6), then

1/p
(/|<p’<n>|”dp) <c- L
p—1

Proof. By (3.6), we have

Y(ndP = Y () Pn>tldt<c [ ¢ (&) ——dt )dP, (3.15)
0 0o ¢'@)

1/p
</|¢’($)|”dP) . Vp>1. (3.14)



110 The best approximation operator in Orlicz spaces

but in this case

n a1/ n
/ w,(t)dt:p / ()P 2()g" (dt = —L— ()P (), (3.16)
0 @) 0 p—1

thus we get

/I/f(n)dP <c? I [(P'(E)((o/)p_l(n)dP- (3.17)

Now, using the Holder inequality, the last integral is less than or equal to

1/p (p—=1/p
( / |<o’(s>|”dP) < / |<p’(n>|”dP) : (3.18)

By Note 3.2 it is enough to consider f |’ (mM|PdP < oo. This completes the
proof. |

p
c
p—1

In order to prove the next theorem, we need some auxiliary results. Moreover,
from now on we set C¢ for the complementary function of ¢. Recall that we
are dealing with C! strictly convex functions. Then its complementary Cg is
also a C! strictly convex function.

When ¢ is a strictly convex function so is ¢?, for p > 1. Sometimes it will
be needed to look for p > 0 such that ¢? is a strictly convex function.

LEMMA 3.5. Let p > 0, M = (Cp)P be a strictly convex function and set
N = CM, then for any constant k > 0, it holds that

koP “i( p

where H = C.

Proof. Because of [2, page 13], we know that N (M (u)/u) < M(u), for all u.
Then, for v = M (1), we have N (v/M ' (v)) <v. Thus v < M~ ()N~ (v).
Taking into account that M~ 1(v) = H '(w/P), we get
kp? < M~ (ko? )N~ (ko?) = H™' (k'/P9) N~ (kpP). (3.20)
|

LEMMA 3.6. Let (M, N) be a pair of complementary N-functions, where M is a
C! strictly convex function. Given k and p, let s be such that s — 1 > k'/P, then

kP M) < N<s M;”), V. (3.21)
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Proof. In the inequality, uv < M(u) + N (v), we set v = N_l((k—r)x), U=
M~ (rx), where 0 < r < k, and we get MYrx)N~Y((k=r)x) <kx.

Then, for x =M (u)/r, the inequality (3.21) yields uN~! (k=r)Y(M(u)/r)) <
(k/r)M (u), thus, for s = k/r, it holds that NN =DM®uw) < s(M(u)/u),
which can be written as (s — )M (u) < N(s(M(u)/u)), and taking now into
account that k!/? < s — 1, we get the lemma. O

LEMMA 3.7. Let M = (Cp)? be a strictly convex function, p > 0 and let N be
its complementary function. Then, if k\P < s —1, it holds that

N(up? ™ (w)) < N<£N1(k<pp(u))>. (3.22)

Proof. By Lemma 3.6 with M = ¢ and N = C¢ we have k'/Pp(u) <
(Co)(s(p(u)/u). Thus, for H = Co, we get H™'(k"/Pp(u)) < s(p(u)/u),
and so u@? " 'w)H ' (k"/Pp(u)) < s¢P(u). Then the lemma follows using
Lemma 3.5. O

In particular, with the hypothesis of Lemma 3.7 and setting k = 1 and s = 3,
we have

N(up?~'w)) < N3N~ (¢? w))). (3.23)

Now we get an inequality of the type (3.7) with ¢y = @P, where the positive
number p is not necessarily greater than 1.

THEOREM 3.8. Let ¢ be such that its complementary function C¢ satisfies a Ay

condition with constant K. If the nonnegative functions n and & satisfy (3.6),
then

/ﬁo”(n)dP S‘G/W’(é)dﬂ (3.24)

where the constant € depends on K, K , p, and c of (3.6). Furthermore, ifp<l1
assume that (C)? is a strictly convex function and K'7P < 2.

Proof. We have again
o
/(ﬁp(n)df’ 2/ pe?~ (¢ (1) P > 1), (3.25)
0
which is bounded, using (3.6), by

o0 —1 /
e / w( f w/(é)dP)dt —ep / w/(é)( / "gol’”(r)dr)dP.
0 @'(1) (n>1) 0

(3.26)
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/ oP (P < c / w’(é)( / "pgol’—lmdr)dP. (3.27)
0

If p > 1, the last integral is bounded by

Thus,

cp / ¢ ©)?" N (mndP. (3.28)

For p < 1, we also obtain a similar inequality. In fact

n 00 pp/2!
/ peP~tdr =" / poP~ 1(r>dr<p221+1¢" 1<2,+1> (3.29)
0 1=0 '7/2’

Since ¢(21) < K¢(t), for every t, also P~ (1) < KHDU=Ppr=121+11) we
have the last sum bounded by

1-p +1
pZzHl PP ) = pug™ 1(n)Z( ) . (330)

Then, given the constant K of the A, condition on ¢ we allow those p fulfilling
K'=P <2,

Set
c, ifp>1,
b={22 /gl-r\+! (3.31)
Z( ) , if0<p<l.
1=0
Thus, in any case we have
[eranar <oy [ ¢ @mer-ar. (3:32)

For p < 1 we assume (C¢)? is a strictly convex function and we set M = (C¢)?
and N = CM. Since (M, N) is a pair of complementary functions, we have
uv < M(u)+ N (v), and so we obtain

/(pp(n)dP < pb/ [M(éd(é)) +N(gn(pp—1(n)):|dP =L+ (333
For the integral I, we have, for0 <e <1,
I = pb / N(eng? = (m)d P < epb / N (ng” = (n)d P, (3.34)
which is bounded, because of (3.23), by

8pb/N(3N_1(¢p(n)))dP §8pbK12/N(N_1(¢p(n)))dP, (3.35)
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where K is the constant of the A, condition on N. Thus we get

I < epbK?} / oP (n)d P. (3.36)

On the other hand, we have
1 _
I =pbe<—<p’(g))dP < KPlpb/M(<p’(§))dP, (3.37)
I3

where K is the constant that appears in the A, condition on M, and [ is choosen
in such a way that 2/~ < 1/e <2/, so M((1/e)x) < KP'M(x).
Taking into account vg’(v) = (Co) (¢’ (v)) +¢(v), we have

2v
(Co)(¢' () v/ (v) < / ¢ (dt < (2v). (3.38)
Since ¢ is Aj, we have

(Co)(¢'(x)) < Kop(x). (3.39)

Using (3.39) we get I] < kplpprf¢P(§)dP. Now, choosing ¢ such that
gpb[(l2 < 1/2, we finally have

/qﬂ’(n)dP < 2pb1<1’12pl/<pp(s)dp. (3.40)
O

Remark 3.9. The constant € in Theorem 3.8, or more explicitly, 2K ”! pbK P,
certainly is unbounded for large p. For small values of p the constant b may
increase. In fact if we assume that there exists p < 1 such that ¢” is a convex
function, then it is easy to see, at least, for ¢ a C? convex function, that the
set {p | ¢P is a convex function and K'=7 > 2} is an infinite interval starting
at po > 0. Now the constant b tends to infinity as p tends to po whenever
K'=ro =2,

Finally, note that, the abstract setting given by Theorems 3.4 and 3.8, can be
applied to estimate [ (f*)d P in terms of [ (f)dP by virtue of the weak-
type inequality given by Theorem 2.6.
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