NOTES ON INEQUALITIES WITH DOUBLING WEIGHTS

TaMAS ERDELYI

ABSTRACT. Various important weighted polynomial inequalities, such as Bernstein,
Marcinkiewicz, Nikolskii, Schur, Remez, etc. inequalities, have been proved re-
cently by Giuseppe Mastroianni and Vilmos Totik under minimal assumptions on
the weights. In most of the cases this minimal assumption is the doubling condition.
Sometimes however, like in the weighted Nikolskii inequality, the slightly stronger
A condition is used. Throughout their paper the L, norm is studied under the
assumption 1 < p < oco. In this note we show that their proofs can be modified so
that many of their inequalities hold even if 0 < p < 1. The crucial tool is an estimate
for quadrature sums for the pth power (0 < p < oo is arbitrary) of trigonometric
polynomials established by Lubinsky, Maté, and Nevai. For technical reasons we
discuss only the trigonometric cases.

1. THE WEIGHTS

For Introduction we refer to Sections 1 and 2 of the Mastroianni-Totik paper
[12] and the references therein. See [1] — [9], [11], and [13]. Here we just formulate
the original and some equivalent definitions that we shall use. In Sections 2 — 7 we
shall work with integrable, 2m-periodic weight functions W satisfying the so-called
doubling condition:

(1.1) W (2I) < LW(I)

for intervals I C R, where L is a constant independent of I, 21 is the interval
with length 2|I| (]| denotes the length of the interval I') and with midpoint at the
midpoint of I, and

W(I) = /IW(U) du.

In other words, W has the doubling property if the measure of a twice enlarged
interval is less than a constant times the measure of the original interval. An
integrable, 27 periodic weight function on R satisfying the doubling condition will
be called a doubling weight. We start with the following elementary observation.
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Lemma 1.1. Associated with an integrable, 2mw-periodic weight function W on R,
let
€ z+1/n
W (z) = n/ W (u) du.
z—1/n
Then W is a doubling weight if and only if there are constants s > 0 and K > 0
depending only on W such that

Waly) < K(1+nlz —y[)"Wa(z).

holds for alln € N and x,y € R. Here, if L is the doubling constant, then s = log, L
and K := L are suitable choices.

2. THE MAIN THEOREM

The following basic theorem is stated for 1 < p < oo in [12]. Here we extend its
validity to the case 0 < p < 1. The proof is a modification of Mastroianni’s and
Totik’s arguments, but for the sake of completeness we present the whole proof.
Also, note that the case 1 < p < oo follows immediately from the case 0 < p < 1.
Let 7, denote the class of all real trigonometric polynomials of degree at most n .

Theorem 2.1. Let W be a doubling weight, and let W,, be as in Lemma 1.1. Let
0 < p < o be arbitrary. Then there is a constant C > 0 depending only on p and
on the doubling constant L such that for every T, € T, we have

us T

(2.1) o1 |Tn|pW§/ i w, <o [ mrw

Seemingly we have not gained too much, but, as the next lemma shows, W,, is
very close to be a nonnegative trigonometric polynomial of degree at most n.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose W satisfies the doubling condition. Let 0 < p < oco. Then
there are constants By > 0, By > 0, and B3 > 0 depending only on p and on
the doubling constant L, and for each n € N there is a nonnegative trigonometric
polynomial Q,, of degree at most N := ((log, L)/p + 4)n so that

(2.2) Bi1W,(z) < Qn(x)? < BoW,(x)
and
(2.3) Q7 ()P < BynPWy(x)

uniformly in x € R.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We define 2m as the smallest even number not less than
(logy L)/p + 2. In particular 2m < (logy L)/p+ 4. Let

2.9 Sl = n-ond (S0 120
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be the Jackson kernel. Then S, is a trigonometric polynomial of degree at most
2mn < ((logy L)/p + 4)n . Tt is well known that

(2.5) 2-2m (o5 1)2n 1 < / /S (t) dt < dx2mp !
for each 0 <[ < 2m — 2. Indeed, the inequalities

Sp(t) <9Mn, [t| < 1/n,
Sn(t) 7T2mn—(2m—1)t—2m , 1/n < |t| <,

IN

are easy to establish, from where

i 27r2m
S, () dt < [ —— 4+ 2.9™ |t < 4g?mp !
/_Tr|| (t) _<|l—2m—|—1|+ )n < 47r*"n

is obvious for each 0 <1 < 2m — 2. On the other hand
Sp(t) > (cos1)*™n, It| < 1/n,

from where

/ |t|'S, (t) dt > 27 (cos 1)2™n "

—T

for each 0 < I < 2m — 2 follows. By this (2.5) is completely shown. It clearly
implies that with s = log, L we have

(2.6) 272 (cos 1)%™ < /ﬂ (14 n|t|)*/PS, (t) dt < 4(27)*™.
Now we define

(2.7) Qn(z) := ! Wi ()P 8, (x — t) dt .

Then @y, is a nonnegative trigonometric polynomial of degree 2mn and
(2.8) Q' (x) = i W, (t)/PS! (z —t)dt.

—T

Applying Lemma 1.1 and (2.6), we obtain

Qn(z) = ’ W (z —t)Y/PS,(t) dt

—T

< [ Wa(z)YPEYP(A +n|t))*/PS,(t) dt
< LYP4(2m)os2 L)/pHayy ()P
The opposite inequality is simpler. For [¢| < 1/(2n), we have

Wy(z) < LW, (x —t)
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and
Sp(t) > (cos1)*™n,

therefore

1/(2n)
Qn(x) 2/ W (z —t)Y/PS,, () dt
—1/(2n)
1/(2n)
> L™P(cos 1)2’"Wn(:10)1/”/ ndt
—1/(2n)

> L’l/p(cos 1)(log2 L)/p+4Wn($)1/p ,
and the proof of (2.2) is complete. To prove (2.3), observe that

1S (1)] < 2-9™mn?, It| < 1/n,
1! (1)] < Tr?mmp~(Gm=2=2m I/n<|t) <,

which follows from direct differentiation and from Bernstein’s inequality

max |S! (t)] < 2mn max [S,(t)] <2-9"mn?,
—m<t<m —n<t<mw

since (2.4) implies

max |S,(t)] <9™n.
—m<t<m

We have

m 2. 7g2m
s dt < (=" 4+ 4.9m 1= < 18x2mmpl—t,
/ |t]"S;,(t) _<|l—2m—|—1|+ m)n < 187*"mn

It clearly implies that with s = log, L we have
(2.9) / (14 n|t|)*/PS! (t) dt < 18(27)*™mn.

Now combining (2.8) and (2.9), we obtain

Q' (x) = " W (z —t)Y/PS! (t) dt

n
—T

< [ Wu(x)YPKYP(1 +n|t))*/PS! (t) dt

—T

< [1/P18 (250008 L) /p+4 (10‘5_2L N 4) W ()17
P

By this (2.3) is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 2.1. As we have already remarked the case 1 < p < oo of the
theorem follows immediately from the case 0 < p < 1. To see this, if 1 < p <
then let m be the smallest integer not less than p. The 1 < p < oo part of the
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theorem now follows by applying our theorem with n and p replaced by nm and
p/m < 1, respectively.

So from now on let 0 < p < 1. However, our next observation is valid for all
0 < p < co. Namely we verify that there is a constant By depending only on p and
the doubling constant L such that for every T, € T, we have

(2.10) / (T [PW,, < Ban? / T, [PV,

—T —T

That is, Bernstein’s inequality in L,,0 < p < oo, holds for trigonometric polyno-
mials T, of degree at most n with the weight W,,. Indeed, by Theorem 2.2,

B / LW, < / IT1Qul” < B / T [PW,

Here
Ty/an = (TnQn)/ - TnQ;z )

therefore

/_7; [T [PW,, < 2P (/_7; (TQy)'|P + /_: |TnQ;|p)

<2 (n+ N / TuQulP + 27 Byn? / TP W,

S B4np/ |Tn|an

with a constant B4 > 0 depending only on p and on the doubling constant L, where
at the first inequality we used that (A+ B)P < 2P( AP+ BP) for arbitrary A, B, p > 0;
at the second inequality, to estimate the first term, we used Bernstein’s inequality
[1] in L, for 0 < p < oo and for trigonometric polynomials of degree at most n+ N
(N is defined in Theorem 2.2); while to estimate the second term, the bound for
|@7,| given by Theorem 2.2 has been used; in the third inequality Theorem 2.2 has
been used again. Thus the proof of (2.10) is complete.

Now let M be a large positive integer to be chosen later, and set

2km 2(k+ 1)m

I = k=0,1,... , Mn—1.
k |:M’I’L7 Mn :|7 s Ly ’ n

Let i € Ii be the place where |T,,| attains its maximum on I, and let 0y € Iy be a
place where W, attains its maximum on I, (note that W, is positive continuous).
Finally we define

Ry =) |Tu(Gi) P W (6s) ,

where, and in what follows, the summation is taken for k = 0,1,... ,Mn — 1. Let
&k € I, be arbitrary. Using 0 < p < 1, we have

Ry — Z 1T (§) [P W (Or) = Z (1T (CR)IP = [T (&x)IP) Wi (1)
< ST (GO = [Ta€))? Wa(08) < 37 1T (Ge) — T ()P Wi (61)
<D ITm) (G = &)1 W (0) < (Mn) ™2 [T (1) [P W (61)
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with appropriate 7, € I. Using the fact that for uw,v € I, we have
LW, (w) < Wy (v) < LW, (u)
uniformly, then applying Theorem 2.2, we can continue
< (Mn) PLY Ty (i) [PWa () < (Mn) PLBy Y T (i) [P |Qn(7a) [

Now using Theorem 2 of Lubinsky, M&té, and Nevai from [10] (see Lemma 2.3 after
the proof), then applying Theorem 2.2, and (2.10), we can continue

27
< (Mn)*”LBflgMn / IT,,Qnl”
0
9 27
< (Mn)—PLB;1§BQMn / |T! |PW,,
0
9 27
< (Mn)’pLBf1§B2B4Mnnp / T, [P,
0
9 27
= LBl_1§BgB4M1_pn/ T |PW
0

where we assume that M > (logy, L)/p+5, that is Mn > ((logy L) /p+5)n > N+n,
(N is defined in Theorem 2.2), and where By and By are the same as in Theorem
2.2, while By is defined earlier in this proof.

Now it is clear that

27
Tnp n — / Tnp n
[ = [ e
< E |Ik||Tn(<k)|p”n(9k): o R, .
- Mn

So we have proven

from which it follows that

1
Ry = Y |T(€) P W (6k) < 5 Rn
provided
1/p
9 log, L
p

Using also that
L_lwn(ek) S Wn(nk) S LWn(ek)
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uniformly whenever 7y € Ij, we obtain that for any &, n, € I we have

> 1T (&) [P W (i) > ER

provided (2.11). In particular, this is true for the points & and 7, where |T,,|
and W,,, respectively, attain their minimum on Iy, from which we obtain that all
possible sums

> I Tk(ur) PWa(vk), g, vi € I

are uniformly of the same size (they are between (2L)"'R,, and R,,). If we also
observe that vy € I, implies

W < W, (vg,) < LM+, [y
Iy Iy

it follows that

2L Z/ <maXIT I”) W (u) du <Y [T (ug) Wi (v)

vely

< 218 M)HnZ/ (mlInT ) W (u) du
vEl}

whenever ug, vy € Ij. Setting up = v = 2kn/(Mn) + ¢ and integrating this with
respect to t € [0,1/(Mn)], it follows that

oML Z/ (EgﬂT )P )W(u) du < Z/Ik T (£)[PW,, (t) dit
L Z/ <5ré1112T >W(u) du .

We now conclude that
1
— T, (O)|PW (t) dt < T, () |PW,(t) dt
sz, morwa <Y [ morwe
L(logM)+1
X morwe

which we wanted to prove. [
We remark that the crucial step of the proof of Theorem 2.1 is two applications
of Theorem 2 of Lubinsky, M&té, and Nevai from [10]. This can be formulated as

follows.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < p < oo. Let ¥ be a convex, nonnegative, and nondecreasing
function on [0,00). Let

d:=min{m2 — 71,73 — T2y« yTm — Tm-1,27 — (T, — 1)} > 0.
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Then

Y 9(Sa(m)P) < (2n+671)(2m) ! ’ P(ISn(W)[P(p + 1)e/2) du

j=1 0

for every trigonometric polynomial Sy, of degree at most n.

To demonstrate the power of Theorem 2.1 (together with Theorem 2.2) we prove
Bernstein’s Inequality in L,,0 < p < oo, with doubling weighs. This has been done
in the case 1 < p < oo in the Mastroianni-Totik paper [12]. We state the extended
versions of most of the remaining results of [12]. The proofs are left to the reader
who needs to observe only that in the appropriate places of the proofs in [12], one
needs to apply our Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 rather than their Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.

3. BERNSTEIN’S INEQUALITY IN L,,0 < p < co, WITH DOUBLING WEIGHTS

Bernstein inequality plays a basic role in proving inverse theorems of approxima-
tion. The next result is a Bernstein-type inequality in L,,0 < p < oo, with respect
to doubling weights.

Theorem 3.1. Let W be a doubling weight, and let 0 < p < oo arbitrary. Then
there is a constant C > 0 depending only on p and on the doubling constant L so
that

/ T |PW < Cnp/ [T |PW

—T —T

holds for every T,, € Ty,.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. With the help of Theorem 2.1 and with a piece of its proof,
the proof of the theorem is a triviality now. We have already proven the theorem
with W replaced by W,,, see (2.9). What remains to observe is that Theorem 2.1
allows us to replace W,, by W. 0O

4. THE CHRISTOFFEL FUNCTION FOR 0 < p < co WITH DOUBLING WEIGHTS

For 0 < p < 0o and x € R, we define

() = A (W,p,x) := inf / T,|PW,
@ = MWp)i= it [ 7]

—T

where the infimum is taken for all T,, € 7, for which |7, (z)] = 1. Estimates for
the Christoffel functions are useful in comparing different norms of trigonometric
polynomials, and (in the algebraic case) their magnitude plays an important role
in the study of orthogonal polynomials (mostly in the classical p = 2 setting). The
size of A, (W, p,x), where W is a doubling weight and 0 < p < oo is arbitrary is
given by the next theorem.
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Theorem 4.1. Let W be a doubling weight, and let 0 < p < co be arbitrary. Then
there is a constant C > 0 depending only on p and on the doubling constant L so
that for alln € N and z € R, we have

-1
n n

Q

5. THE MARCINKIEWICZ INEQUALITIES FOR
0 < p < oo WITH DOUBLING WEIGHTS

Marcinkiewicz-type inequalities offer a basic tool by which the (weighted) L,
norm of a trigonometric polynomial can be replaced by a finite sum. The next
theorem offers such inequalities involving doubling weights.

Theorem 5.1. Let W be a doubling weight, and let 0 < p < oo be arbitrary. Then
there are two constants M > 0 and C' > 0 depending only on p and on the doubling
constant L such that

™ C S
| ompw < 23 T pwae)
. 2

and €s > & + 2w, Furthermore, for every M > 0 there is a constant C' > 0
depending only on p, M and on the doubling constant L such that

for every T, € Ty, provided the points & < &1 < --- < &g satisfy {41 —& < 1/(Mn)

1S ™
n Z |Tn(§j)|an(§j) <C |Tn|pW
Jj=0 -

for every T, € T, provided the points & < &1 < --- < &g satisfy {41 —&; > 1/(Mn)
and £s < & + 2.

6. SCHUR INEQUALITY FOR 0 < p < co WITH DOUBLING WEIGHTS

Sometimes we need to get rid of a factor in an algebraic polynomial or trigono-
metric polynomial and one needs an estimate to see how the norm changes under
such a transformation. Schur-type inequalities are used in such a situation. The
next theorem offers a Schur-type inequality involving doubling weights and gener-
alized Jacobi weights.

Theorem 6.1. Let W be a doubling weight, and let 0 < p < oo be arbitrary. Let
H be a generalized Jacobi weight of the form

k
Hit)=ht)[[lt—a;7,  =ztel-mm), >0,
j=1

where h is a positive measurable function bounded away from 0 and co. Then

/ |Tn|”W§CnF/ |T,|PWH ,

for every T,, € Tp, where I' := max{y; : j = 1,2,... ,k} and C is a constant
independent of n.
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7. REMEZ INEQUALITY FOR 0 < p < 0o WITH A, WEIGHTS

The periodic weight W on R is called an A, weight (or is said to satisfy the A
condition) if for every « > 0 there is a § > 0 such that

W(E) = pW(I)
for any interval I C R and any measurable set E C I with |E| > «|I|. Similarly to
doubling weights, many equivalent definitions are known, see [12], for instance. A
weights are obviously doubling weights; the A, condition is slightly stronger than
the doubling condition. The following full analogue of the trigonometric Remez
inequality [6] (see also [12]) holds with A, weights.

Theorem 7.1. Let W be an Ay weight, and let 0 < p < oo be arbitrary. Then
there is a constant C > 0 depending only on p and on the weight W so that if
T, € Tn and E is a measurable subset of [0,27n] of measure at most s € (0,1], then

/ T, |PW < O”"S/ T, |PWV .

-7 [0,27]\E

The same inequality with doubling weights holds provided that the exceptional
set E is not too complicated. We have

Theorem 7.2. Let W be a doubling weight, and let 0 < p < co be arbitrary. Then
there is a constant C > 0 depending only on p and on the doubling constant L so
that if T, € T,, and E is a measurable subset of [0,27] of measure at most s € (0, 1]
that is a union of intervals of length at least ¢/n, then

™ 1+ns
/ T |PW < (g) / T, |PW .
-7 c [0,27]\E

8. NIKOLSKII INEQUALITY FOR 0 < p < ¢ < 00 WITH An, WEIGHTS
Sometimes we would like to compare the L, and L, norms of trigonometric

polynomials. The following theorem offers such Nikolskii-type inequalities with
respect to A, weights.

Theorem 8.1. Let W be an A weight and let 0 < p < q < oo be arbitrary. Then
there is a constant C' > 0 depending only on p and q and on the weight W so that

T 1/q T 1/p
</ |Tn|W) < Ccnlt/P—1/a (/ |Tn|pr/q)

for all T, € Tp,.
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