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Abstract

We study nonlinear n-term approximation in L,(R?) (0 < p < oo) from Courant
elements or (discontinuous) piecewise polynomials generated by multilevel nested tri-
angulations of R? which allow arbitrarily sharp angles. To characterize the rate of
approximation we introduce and develop three families of smoothness spaces gener-
ated by multilevel nested triangulations. We call them B-spaces because they can be
viewed as generalizations of Besov spaces. We use the B-spaces to prove Jackson and
Bernstein estimates for n-term piecewise polynomial approximation and consequently
characterize the corresponding approximation spaces by interpolation. We also develop
methods for n-term piecewise polynomial approximation which capture the rates of the
best approximation.

Keywords: Nonlinear approximation; Jackson and Bernstein estimates; Multivatiate
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1 Introduction

Nonlinear approximation from piecewise polynomials and splines is a central theme in nonlin-
ear approximation theory. The ultimate problem is to characterize the rate of approximation
in terms of certain smoothness conditions. In the univariate case and in the regular case
in d dimensions (d > 1), this problem has found a completely satisfactory solution involv-
ing a certain class of Besov spaces and the machinery of Jackson-Bernstein estimates and
interpolation (see [11], [6], [9], and also [2] and [5]).
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Our goal in this article is to study nonlinear approximation from piecewise polynomials
over triangulations consisting of n pieces. The difficulty of this problem stems from the
highly nonlinear nature of piecewise polynomials in dimensions d > 1. For instance, if S
and S, are two piecewise polynomials over two distinct triangulations of [0, 1]? consisting of
n pieces each, then, in general, S; + S, is a piecewise polynomial over more than n? triangles
(in the univariate case, the number of pieces is at most 2n). This makes the idea of using
a single smoothness space scale (like Besov spaces) and the recipe of proving Jackson and
Bernstein estimates, and interpolation (like in the univariate case) hopeless.

In this article, we take a different approach to this problem. First of all, we modify
the problem by considering nonlinear n-term approximation from piecewise polynomials
generated by multilevel nested triangulations of R?. We consider two types of such n-
term approximation: (a) from Courant elements (continuous piecewise linear elements) and
(b) from (discontinuous) piecewise polynomials over triangles. More precisely, we consider
nested triangulations {7, },ncz such that each level 7, is a partition of R? and a refinement of
the previous level 7,,_1, and define 7 := UmEZ 7T,,. Each nested triangulation 7 generates a
ladder of spaces - -- C S_1 C Sy C &1 C - - - (Multiresolution Analysis) consisting of piecewise
polynomials of a certain degree over the corresponding levels. In the case of continuous
piecewise linear functions, S, (m € Z) is spanned by Courant elements ¢y supported on
cells 6 at the m-th level 7,,,. We impose some natural mild conditions on the triangulations
in order to prevent them from possible deterioration. At the same time, these conditions
allow the triangles from 7 to have arbitrarily sharp angles and a lot of flexibility. After this
preliminary structuring, we consider nonlinear approximation from n-term piecewise linear
functions of the form S = Z;‘:l ag;pp; or piecewise polynomials of degree < k of the form
S = Z?’:l Ia; - Pa;, where 6; and A; may come from different levels and locations (Ia
denotes the characteristic function of A). Note that in both cases we have n-term nonlinear
approximation from redundant systems. So, by introducing such a multilevel structure, we
make the problem somewhat more accessible and simultaneously preserve a great deal of
flexibility.

Although the approximation problem has been tamed to some extent, it still remains
highly nonlinear. It is crystal clear to us that such highly nonlinear approximation cannot
be governed by a single (super) space scale like the Besov spaces in the univariate case. For
instance, it is well-known that in presence of functions supported on very “skinny” triangles
or long and narrow regions the Besov spaces are completely unsuitable and hence useless (see
§2.5 below). Thus the second important concept is to quantify the approximation process
by using a family of smoothness spaces, say, B“(7) depending on the triangulations. We
called them B-spaces. So, the idea is to measure the smoothness of the functions from a
family (library) of space scales {B*(7 )} instead of a single smoothness space scale.

The third important issue in our theory is the way we represent the functions. On the
one hand, all Courant elements as well as all polynomials restricted to triangles generated
by a nested triangulation form redundant systems. On the other hand, there are no good
bases available which consist of piecewise polynomials over general triangulations. On top
of this, we want to approximate in L,(R?), 0 < p < oo. There is, however, a good and
well-known means of representing functions by using suitable linear or nonlinear projectors
onto the spaces {S,,} (see §2.3 and §2.4). This is our way of representing the functions.

Our approximation scheme is the following:



(i) For a given function f, find the “right” B-space B*(7;) (that means the “right”
triangulation 77) in which f exhibits the highest smoothness (equivalently, in which f has
the sparsest representation).

(ii) Find an optimal (or near optimal) representation of f by Courant elements (or piece-
wise polynomials) generated by 7.

(iii) Using this representation of f, run an algorithm for n-term approximation that is
capable of achieving the rate of the best n-term approximation.

The first step in this scheme is the hardest one and we still do not have a satisfac-
tory algorithm for it. There is, however, an effective scalable algorithm for this step in the
case of nonlinear approximation from piecewise polynomials over dyadic partitions, see [12].
Once the triangulation 7 is determined, the machinery of Jackson and Bernstein estimates
combined with interpolation spaces works perfectly well. As we advance through the imple-
mentation of the above program, we shall see that all technological means exist or can be
created so that a coherent theory can be developed. The lack of good bases for our spaces
is the main obstacle that makes some proofs nonstandard. In particular, the Bernstein in-
equalities are the most troublesome and require fine analysis. We borrowed a few ideas
from [12], where similar results have been obtained in the much simpler setting of nonlinear
approximation from piecewise polynomials over dyadic boxes.

The B-spaces from this article can be considered as a generalization of Besov spaces (see
§2.5 below). They are also a generalization of the approximation spaces from §3.4 in [10]
(see the references therein).

There are several aspects of our theory that we do not even touch in this article, including
nonlinear piecewise polynomial approximation in the uniform norm (p = o0), interpolation of
B-spaces and other aspects of the harmonic analysis of B-spaces, n-term approximation from
smooth piecewise polynomials, and numerical algorithms for nonlinear piecewise polynomial
approximation and their implementation in practice. Some of them will be tackled in a
forthcoming article.

The outline of the paper is the following. Section 2 is devoted to the definition and de-
velopment of B-spaces. In §2.1, we introduce and study three types of nested triangulations
of R?, which later serve three different purposes. In §2.2, we give all necessary facts about
local polynomial and piecewise linear approximation. In §2.3, we introduce and develop
the first family of B-spaces, the slim B-spaces, which are later utilized for nonlinear n-term
Courant element approximation. In §2.4, we introduce the skinny B-spaces that are needed
for nonlinear n-term approximation from (discontinuous) piecewise polynomial. In §2.5, we
introduce the fat B-spaces which are the most immediate generalization of Besov spaces.
Section 3 contains our main results about nonlinear piecewise polynomial approximation. In
§3.1, we give some general guiding principles and results for nonlinear n-term approximation.
In §3.2, we state and prove our main results concerning n-term Courant element approxima-
tion except for the proof of the Bernstein inequality. In §3.3, we give our results on n-term
piecewise polynomial approximation. Subsection 3.4 is devoted to discussion of some aspects
of our theory and open problems. Section 4 is an appendix. In §4.1, we prove the Bernstein
estimates we need. Subsection 4.2 contains the proofs of some auxiliary results.

Throughout the article, the constants are denoted by ¢, cq,... and they may vary at
every occurrence. The constants usually depend on some parameters that will be sometimes
indicated explicitly. The notation A ~ B means that A and B are equivalent, i.e., there are



two constants c;,cy > 0 such that ;A < B < cpA. For G C R?, |G| denotes the Lebesgue
measure of G and 15 denotes the characteristic (indicator) function of G. We also use the
following notation: || - [|g := || - |1, ®2), L == L°(R?) (0 < ¢ < 00), and LE := C(R?).

2 B-spaces over triangulations

In this section, we introduce and explore three collections of smoothness spaces (B-spaces),
which will be needed in §3-4 for the characterization of the rates of nonlinear piecewise
polynomial approximation. The B-spaces can be defined on R? or on any polygonal domain
in R? as well as in R? (d # 2). We shall restrict our attention to the case of B-spaces on R?.
The B-spaces are defined using multilevel nested triangulations which we discuss below.

2.1 Multilevel triangulations

Here we introduce several types of multilevel nested triangulations.

Weak locally regular (WLR) triangulations. We call 7 = J,,.;, T a weak locally
reqular (WLR) triangulation of R? with levels {7, },nez if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(a) Every level 7,, defines a partition of R?, that is, R* = (J,.7. A and 7, consists of
closed triangles with disjoint interiors.

(b) The levels {7,,}mez of T are nested, i.e., 7,1 is a refinement of 7,,,.

(c) Each triangle A € 7,,, (m € Z) has at least two and at most M children (subtriangles)
in 7,1, where My > 2 is a constant.

(d) For any compact K C R? and any fixed m € Z, there is a finite collection of triangles
from 7,, which covers K.

(¢) There exist constants 0 < r < p < 1 (r < 3) such that for cach A € 7y, (m € Z) and
any child A" € 7,1 of A

Al < |A'] < plA] 2.1)

We denote by V,, and FE,, the sets of all vertices and edges of triangles in 7,,, respectively.
We also set V :=V(T) := U,eq Vm and E = E(T) := U, ez £

mez —m:

Locally regular (LR) triangulations. We call 7 = {J, ., 7 a locally regular (LR)
triangulation of R? if 7 is a WLR-triangulation of R? and satisfies the following additional
conditions:

(f) No hanging vertices (NHV) condition: No vertex of any triangle A € 7, lies in the
interior of an edge of another triangle from 7,,,.

(g) The valence N, of each vertex v of any triangle A € 7,, (the number of the triangles
from 7, which share v as a vertex) is at most Ny, where Ny is a constant.

(h) There exists a constant 0 < § < 1 independent of m such that for any A", A" € T,,
(m € Z) with a common edge

5§ < |A|/|AY| < 67 (2.2)

For v € V,, (m € Z), we denote by 6, := 6,(7) the cell associated with v, i.e., 0, is the
union of all triangles A € 7,,, which have v as a common vertex. We denote by 0,,, := ©,,(7)
the set of all cells generated by 7, and set © :=0(7) =, _, O

mezZ T m:



Strong locally regular (SLR) triangulations. We call 7 = |J,,.;, T a strong locally
reqular (SLR) triangulation of R? if 7 is an LR-triangulation of R? and satisfies the following
additional condition:

(i) Affine transform angle condition (ATA-condition): There exists a constant 5 = (3(7),
0 < 8 < m/3, such that if Ag € 7,,, m € Z, and A : R? — R? is an affine transform that
maps Ag one-to-one onto an equilateral reference triangle, then for every A € 7, which has
at least one common vertex with Ag and for every child A € 7,1 of Ay, we have

min angle (A(A)) > g, (2.3)

where A(A) is the image of A by the affine transform A, and minangle (A’) denotes the
magnitude of the minimal angle of A’.
Obviously, (i) implies (2.2) with some § = 6(53).

Regular (R) triangulations. By definition, 7 = J,,c, T is a regular (R) triangulation
if 7 is an LR-triangulation and 7 satisfies the following condition:

(j) There exists a constant § = (7)) > 0 such that the minimal angle of each triangle
AeTis>[.

Evidently, every regular triangulation is an SLR-triangulation.

Triangulations on compact polygonal domains in R2. A set £ C R? is said to be a
compact polygonal domain if E can be represented as the union of a finite set 7 of closed
triangles with disjoint interiors: E = J aer, A. Weak locally regular, locally regular, etc.,
triangulations 7 = |J~>, 7 of such domain E C R? are defined similarly as when £ = R%
The only essential distinctions are that the levels {7} m>0 now are consecutive refinements
of an initial (coarse) level 7y and, if a vertex v € V,, is on the boundary, we should include
in V,, as many copies of v as its multiplicity.

Remarks. It is a key observation that the collection of all SLR-triangulations with given
(fixed) parameters is invariant under affine transforms. The same is true for similar classes
of LR-triangulations or WLR-triangulations.

Each type of triangulation depends on several parameters which are not completely in-
dependent. For instance, the parameters of an LR-triangulation are M,, Ny, r, p, and 6. We
could set, e.g., My = % and p = 1 — r, and eliminate these as parameters, but this would
tend to obscure the actual dependence of the estimates upon given triangulations.

We shall need to know what happens with the levels 7, of a triangulation 7 as m — —oc.
The next lemma answers this question.

Lemma 2.1. For each WLR-triangulation T there exists a finite cover T_o, of R? consisting
of sets with disjoint interiors such that each triangle A € T and all its ancestors are contained
in aset Ay € T_oo. If Ay € T_, then Ay must be one of the following: the all of R?, a
half-plane, or an infinite triangle (all points on and between two rays that are not collinear
and have a common beginning). The only possible configurations for T_., are the following:

(a) R? only;

(b) finitely many infinite triangles with a common verte;

(c) two half-planes;



(d) a half-plane and finitely many infinite triangles which cover the other half-plane and
have a common vertex lying on the boundary between the two half-planes;

(e) two finite families of infinite triangles, each family covering one of two complimentary
half-planes, and such that all triangles from the same family have a common vertez lying on
the boundary between the two half-planes.

Moreover, if T satisfies the NHV-condition, then (a) and (b) are the only possible con-
figurations for T_ .

Proof. Let A € 7,, for some m € Z. Then there exist unique triangles {A;}j<m, A; € 75,
such that A =: A,, C A1 C ---. We let Ay = Uj<m A;. Clearly, if A’ A” € T then
either A/ = A”_or A_ and A”_ have disjoint interiors. To find out which subsets of R? can
be realized as A, we order the vertices of the triangles {A;};<,, in a sequence {vy}. If {v)}
does not have limit points we consider two cases. First, if for every A; there exists i < j
such that A; C A?, then using condition (d) from the definition of WLR-triangulations one
can easily see that A is all of R?. Alternatively, if there exists a Aj, which is not contained
in A for any j < jo, then each A;, j < jo, has an edge lying on a given line [. Since {vy}
does not have limit points, those edges grow infinitely in both directions, and therefore the
whole line [ must be contained in A.. Hence, since A, is always convex, it must be either
a half-plane or a strip. Using that {v;} does not have limit points and condition (d), one
can prove that sup,ca_ dist(z,l) = oo, which shows that A, cannot be a strip.

If the sequence {vy} has a limit point, say z, then using condition (d) we obtain that
there exists jo < m such that z( is a vertex of all A; with j < jy. From condition (d), it
follows that a vertex can have only finite valence at any given level. This fact readily implies
that {vx} cannot have more than one limit point and also that if {v;} has exactly one limit
point then A, is an infinite triangle.

Simple arguments utilizing condition (d) limit the possible configurations for 7_., to
those described in the lemma. There are straightforward examples showing that each of
those configurations can be realized. [

Examples of triangulations and refinement schemes. We begin with the description
of a standard refinement scheme that can be used to refine a given triangle A infinitely many
times. In the first step, we select a point on each edge of A and then join each pair of new
points by a line segment. This first step gives us four disjoint triangles, say, Ay, Ag, Az, Ay
which become the first generation of triangles (the children of A). In the second step, we
subdivide each A; in the way described in step one and obtain the second generation of
triangles. Proceeding inductively, we subdivide each triangle from a given generation in
the fashion of step one, thus producing the next generation of triangles. Let 7,,(A) denote
the set of all triangles from the m-th generation. Then 7 (A) := (J,-_, 7 (A) is a nested
triangulation of A.

Now, we describe a standard procedure for constructing triangulations of R%. We first
cover R? by a sequence of growing triangles Ag C Ay C Ay C ..., where every A; is a
child of A4, and then refine all children of all {A;} using the standard refinement scheme
described above. More precisely, let Ay be any initial triangle. We select a triangle A; so
that Ag is a child of A;. We similarly define Ay D Ay so that Ay is a child of Ay, etc. In
this way we obtain a growing sequence of triangles. The only additional condition that we



impose on {A;}, so far, is that R? = [J;2 A;. After having constructed the sequence {A;},
we subdivide the children of each A; (j = 1,2,...) as it was described above. We denote by
{7} mez the sets of triangles from each level and by 7 :=J  _, 7., the whole triangulation
of R2. Variety of other refinement schemes can be utilized.

mEZ

How fast can the elements of triangles change? We investigate how the elements (|A'],
min angle (A’), and max ¢(A’), the longest edge of A’) of a triangle A’ € 7,,, (m € Z) can
change as A’ moves away from a fixed triangle A” € 7,,, for different types of triangulations
7.

First, we consider the case of an arbitrary weak locally regular triangulation 7.
Clearly, even if 7 satisfies the NHV-condition of the LR-triangulations, it may happen that
A A" € T, (m € Z) are two adjacent triangles and at the same time each of the ratios
I‘ﬁ,l,l‘, 2:;‘5((2,/,)), and %m is arbitrarily large (or small) independently of the other two.
This is possible because the first common ancestor of A’ and A” may be at an extremely
distant level, or even A’ and A” may not have a common ancestor at all (see Lemma 2.1).
This fact makes the WLR-triangulations unsuitable for continuous piecewise polynomial
approximation.

Figure 1: A skewed cell

Secondly, we consider the case of an arbitrary locally regular triangulation 7. By

definition (see (2.2)), if A, A" € 7., and A" and A" have a common edge, then |A’| = |A"|.
max {(A) and min angle (A’)
max £(A") min angle (A")
(or small), see Figure 1. To show that this situation is possible we shall need the following

simple lemma.

However, it may happen that the ratios are uncontrollably large

Lemma 2.2. LetJ! _ . T, n € Z, satisfy the conditions of the WLR-triangulations or LR-
triangulations or SLR-triangulations with some fixed parameters. Assume also that level T,
is refined uniformly by introducing the midpoints on the edges of each A € T, and connecting
them by line segments (see the standard refinement scheme described above). Denote by 7,11
the set of all triangles obtained from the refinement of 71,. Then U:j:l_oo 71,, satisfies the

conditions of the corresponding type of triangulation with exactly the same parameters.

Proof. This lemma is fairly obvious and its proof will be omitted. [J

Armed with this lemma, one can easily construct the claimed example. We shall give only
a sketch of it. We start from a uniform triangulation 7  of R? generated by an equilateral
triangle Ay (see the examples of triangulations above). Let 7,, denote the levels of 7 for



m < 0. The incomplete triangulation U?n:_oo 7,, obviously satisfies the conditions of the
LR-triangulations with any parameters 0 < r < p < 1, r < i, p > %. We fix such r and p.
We now refine 7,. We choose any two triangles A’, A” € 7, with a common edge, say e. We
may assume that e is horizontal. It is not very hard to see (but it is not obvious) that 7y can
be refined twice so that Ufn:_oo 7., satisfies the conditions of the LR-triangulations with the
already selected parameters r and p, and that there are two grandchildren, say, A}, and Af of
A" and A" respectively, with the following properties: (a) A}, and AY have a common edge,
say, e2 C e of length ((ex) = l(e); (b) |AL] = |Af] = 5| A] (= %5|A"]); () A is equilateral
and Af is skewed to the right (or left) at € - £(ey) with € = €(r, p) > 0. More precisely, the
vertex of AJ, which does not belong to e, is shifted to the right from the midpoint of e; at
distance € - £(e3). We shall call the above an angle sharpening procedure. We next refine 7
sufficiently many times, by using only midpoints, until we reach a level, say, 75, at which
there exist two great-grandchildren, say, A} and A of Aj and A, respectively, such that
Al and A have a common edge, |A] | = |A7 |, A} is equilateral, A} is similar to Aj, and
most importantly the minimal number of edges from V, (edges of triangles in 7, ) which
connect an arbitrary vertex of A or AJ with any vertex of Aj or Aj is sufficiently large
(so, A} and A’ are located in the middle of A UAY). By Lemma 2.2, |J))____ 7T,, satisfies
the conditions of the LR-triangulations with the already fixed parameters p and r. Since, in
7;,, Al and A] are surrounded by triangles that are equivalent to A} or AJ , we can again
apply our angle sharpening procedure, followed by sufficiently many midpoint refinements,
and keep going on in the same fashion. We use induction to complete the construction of
the claimed example.

Let us consider now an arbitrary strong locally regular triangulation 7. From the
definition of SLR-triangulations, it follows that if A’ A” € 7,,, m € Z, and A" and A"
have a common vertex, then |A’| &~ |A”|, min angle (A’) ~ min angle (A”), and max ¢(A’) ~
max {(A”). However, this does not mean that 7 is regular or close to regular. It may happen
that some triangles of 7 have arbitrarily small angles, while others are equilateral.
Example of an SLR-triangulation 7 with the property

irelfT min angle (A) = 0.

We shall utilize the idea of the construction from the previous example. As above, we assume
that 7 = U?nzfoo 7,, is an incomplete uniform triangulation generated by an equilateral
triangle Ay. Clearly, 7 satisfies the conditions of the SLR-triangulations for My = 4 and
an arbitrary 0 < 8 < 7/3. We fix  and My. Choose A € 7,. It is readily seen that 7
can be refined so that Urln:—oo 7T, satisfies the conditions of the SLR-triangulations with the
fixed parameters 3 and My, and there exists at least one child, say, A; € 77 of A such that
min angle (A1) < ¢ - minangle (A) with ¢ = ¢() < 1. The next step is to refine 7; several
times by using only midpoints until we obtain a great-grandchild, say, Ay, € 7, of Ay which
is sufficiently far from the boundary of A; (in terms of number of edges from V;, needed
to connect it with the boundary). By Lemma 2.2, |J'_ 7, satisfies the conditions of the
SLR-triangulation with the fixed parameters 3 and M,. After that, we apply the above angle
sharpening procedure to A,, and then we again refine by midpoints for sufficiently many
levels, etc. Inductively, we obtain the needed triangulation.

We now introduce one more natural condition on triangulations:



Minimal angle condition (MA-condition): There exists a constant ¥ = 9(7), 0 < 9 < 1,
such that if Ag € 7,,,, m € Z, then for every A € 7, which has at least one common vertex
with Ag and for every A € 7,1 which is a child of A,

min angle (A)

9 < <9t 2.4

~ minangle (Ag) — (2.4)

Lemma 2.3. If T is an SLR-triangulation, then T satisfies the MA-condition above with
¥ =9(6). However, the MA-condition is weaker than the ATA-condition.

Proof. Suppose 7 is an SLR-triangulation and let Ay € 7,,,, m € Z. We may assume that
the largest edge of Aq is of length one. We introduce a coordinate system Oxyxs so that
the origin O is at the vertex of the sharpest angle of Ay and the largest edge of Ay lies on
the positive half of the zi-axis. Without loss of generality, we can assume that A, is in
the upper right quadrant of Ozz5. We select the equilateral reference triangle Af to be in
the upper right quadrant of Ox;x, and have one edge coinciding with the longest edge of
Ag. Evidently, both the affine (linear in this case) transform A which maps A, one-to-one

onto Aj, and its inverse A~! have matrices of the form Zl } . Suppose that the angle
2

0
of A} with vertex at the origin and magnitude of 7/3 is transformed by A~! into an angle
of magnitude 7, 0 < v < /3. In this setting, routine (but not trivial) calculations show
that A~! transforms any angle of magnitude > 3 into an angle of magnitude > cvy, where
¢ = ¢(pf) is a positive constant. We skip all details and only note that it suffices to prove
the above fact only for angles with vertex at the origin because the affine transforms map
parallel lines into parallel lines. This result implies that 7 satisfies the M A-condition.

The MA-condition does not imply the ATA-condition because the following configuration
of triangles is possible: Let A;:=[(0,0),(1,0),(c/2,ev/3/2)], where € > 0 is sufficiently small.
Denote by A, the triangle symmetric to A; with respect to the x;-axis. Further, let Az and
Ay be the images of A; and A, after rotation of —27/3 about the origin, and let As, and
Ag be the images of A; and A, after rotation of 27/3 about the origin. A triangulation
containing this kind of configuration on one level can be constructed for an arbitrary small ¢
by starting from some level of a uniform triangulation consisting of equilateral triangles and
“sharpening” the angles near a given node in three equiangular directions while refining the
rest of the triangulations uniformly, as in the previous example. Obviously, this configuration
does not violate the MA-condition but due to the presence of sharp angles in different
directions the ATA-condition fails. [

Our next theorem provides estimates for the rate of change of the elements of triangles
from a given level of a triangulation when moving away from a fixed triangle. For these
estimates, we need the following simple lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose T is an LR-triangulation. If A', A" € T,,, m € Z, and A" and A"
can be connected by < 2V intermediate triangles (with common vertices) from 7, then there
exist A1, Ay € T_on,, with a common vertex such that A" C Ay and A" C Aq, where Ny is
from condition (g) of LR-triangulations.

Proof. From conditions (c¢) and (g) on LR-triangualtions (§2.1), it follows that every edge
of a triangle from 7,, is subdivided at least once after 2N, steps of refinement. From this, we



infer that if G C R?, then Q™(Q™(G)) C Q™ 2N(@), where QY(G) := U{# € ©,: °NG # 0}
(6° denotes the interior of #). Applying this fact v times, we obtain that A” C Q™= 2Nov({y}),
where v is an appropriate vertex of A’. Then the existence of A; and A, follows readily.
O

Theorem 2.5. (a) Let T be an LR-triangulation with parameters 0 < r < p < 1 and Ny. If
AN € T, m € Z, and A" and A" can be connected by n (n > 1) intermediate triangles
from 7,,, then
-1, —s < ‘All < s (2 5)
on _|A”|_Cln .

with s := 2Nolog,2 and ¢y := 6~ No(2)*No,

(b) Let T be an SLR-triangulation with parameter 0 < < 7/3. If A", A" € T,,, m € Z,
and A" and A" can be connected by n (n > 1) intermediate triangles from 7,,, then

i le (A’
int min angle (A’)

< con' 2.6
~ minangle (A”) — n (2:6)
with t := 4Nology5 and ¢y == 9~*N~1 where Ny := [%’r] and ¥ = 9(B) is the constant from
the MA-condition whose ezistence is established by Lemma 2.3.

Proof. (a) Let v € Z be such that 2°~! < n < 2. By Lemma 2.4, there exist A;, A, €
Trn—oNyy With a common vertex such that A’ C Aj and A” C Ay, By (2.2), 6V < |A]/|As] <
6o and by (2.1), it follows that |A/| < p?M¥|A;] and |A”| > r2M¥|A,|. Combining the
above estimates, we obtain (2.5).

(b) The proof of (2.6) is quite similar to the proof of (2.5) and uses Lemma 2.3. We omit
it. [0

2.2 Local polynomial and piecewise linear approximation

We let 11, denote the set of all algebraic polynomials in two variables of total degree < k.
For a function f € L,(G), G CR? 0 < g < oo, and k > 1, we denote by Ei(f,G), the error
of L,(G)-approximation to f from IIj, i.e.,

Eelf, G)a = jnf 1 = Pl (27)
Also, we denote by wi(f, G), the k-th modulus of smoothness of f on G:
wi(f, G)q = sup [ AL(f, )l L,0); (2.8)
heR?

where Aj(f,z) = Aj(f, z,G) = Zfzo(—l)’”j (I;)f(:z: + jh) if the line segment [z, z + kh] is
enirely contained in G and Af(f,z) := 0 otherwise.
For an LR-triangulation 7 and A € 7, (m € Z), we denote by Qa the union of all

triangles A’ € 7,, which have a common vertex with A, i.e.,
Qp =U{A" €T, : A'nA # D} (2.9)
Also, we define

04 =U{A €T, : A'NQa # 0}, (2.10)

10



Lemma 2.6. [Whitney| Suppose G := A or G := Qa for some triangle A € T,, (m € Z),
where T is an SLR-triangulation of R?. If f € L,(G), 0 < ¢ < oo, and k > 1, then

Ei(f,G)g < cwn(f, G)q (2.11)

with ¢ = ¢(q, k) or ¢ = c(q, k, 3), where B is the parameter of T from (2.3).

For the proof of this lemma, see the appendix (§4.2).
We shall often use the following lemma, which establishes relations between different
norms of polynomials over different sets.

Lemma 2.7. Let Pellg, k> 1, and 0 < p,q < 0.
(a) Let A" C A be two triangles such that |A| < ¢1|A’|. Then

Pl a) < cllPllL,an (2.12)

with ¢ = ¢(p, k, c1).
(b) Suppose A" C A are two triangles such that |A'| < p|A| with 0 < p <1 or A" = ().
Then
1P|z, a) < el Pll,aan = APV 1, avan (2.13)

with constants depending only on p, q, k, and p.
(¢) If T is an LR-triangulation and A € T, then
1Pl Ly0a) = QY779 P4y = A7V P 04 (2.14)

with constants of equivalence depending only on p, q, k, Ny, and §.
(d) If P €11y and A = [x1, 29, 3] C R? is a triangle, then

1Pl a) ~ |A]Y max | P(x;)], (2.15)

1<5<3
with constants of equivalence depending only on q.

Proof. Estimates (2.12)-(2.15) are invariant under affine transforms and hence they follow
from the case when A is an equilateral triangle with |A| = 1 by change of variables. The
details will be omitted. [

We find useful the concept of near best approximation which we borrowed from [DP].
A polynomial Px € Il is said to be a near best L,(A)-approximation to f from II, with
constant A if

If = Pallr,a) < AE(f, A)g. (2.16)

Note that if ¢ > 1, then a near best L,(A)-approximation Pn = Pa(f) can be easily realized
by a linear projector.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose 0 < q < p and Pa is a near best L,(A)-approzimation to f € L,(A)
from I1,. Then Pa is a near best L,(A)-approzimation to f.

11



Proof. See Lemma 3.2 from [DP] and also the proof of Lemma 2.12 in the appendix (§4.2).
O

We next introduce some necessary notation. Let 7 = J,,.; Trn be a WLR-triangulation.
For m € Z and k > 1, we let S* := S*(7,,) denote the set of all piecewise polynomial
functions over 7,, of degree < k, ie., S € Sk if § = ZAGTM 1A - Pa, where 1, is the
characteristic function of A and Pa € I1;.

Now, let 7 = J,,cz Tm be an LR-triangulation. For v € V,, (m € Z), we let 6, denote
the cell in 7,, associated with v (§2.1). The NHV-condition on LR-triangulations (§2.1)
guarantees the existence of a Courant element py, supported on 6, which is a continuous
piecewise linear function that takes the value one at v.

For m € Z, we denote by S, := S(T,,) the set of all continuous piecewise linear functions
over T,,, i.e., S = S§2 N C(R?). From the NHV-condition on 7, each S € S, has the
representation: S =) ), S(v)py, and hence S, = span{py : 0 € O,,}.

Throughout the rest of this section, we assume that 7 is an LR-triangulation of R? with
parameters My, Ny, r, p, and ¢ (see §2.1).

Lemma 2.9. Suppose {ag}oce,,, m € Z, is a sequence of real numbers and S := ) .o appy.
Let also 0 < ¢ < 0o. Then, for every A € 71,,, we have

1/q
IS~ (D lasgllt) (2.17)

0€O,,: ACOH

and, hence,
1/q
1801 zagez) ~ (D llaopolly) (2.18)
0€Om

with constants of equivalence depending only on q, Ny, and 0. In the case ¢ = oo, the {4-norm
above is replaced by the sup-norm.

Proof. Clearly, S(vg) = ag (vg is the “central point” of ) and |||, ~ |0|'/9. Therefore,
using Lemma 2.7, (d) and the regularity of 7, we have, for A € 7,,,

15 L,a) = ]A|1/q max |ag| &~ 11315:1>A(c9|a9|]9]1/q

0€O,: ACH 0cO
1/q
~ (Y ||a9<p9HZ) . O
0€©,,: ACO

Quasi-interpolant. We shall utilize the following well-known quasi-interpolant for con-
structing projectors into spaces of continuous piecewise linear functions:

Qu(f) = Qu(f,T) =D _ (f,0)%0, (2.19)

0€Om,

where (f, g) := [z fg and {@g} are duals of {¢y} defined by

©Dp = g NP YN
AET, ACO
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with :\Aﬁ the linear polynomial which assumes values NLW at vy (the “central point” of 0)
vo

and at the other two vertices of A (here NN, is the valence of vg). Evidently,

—_3
NU9|A|
(P, Por) = Opgr, 0,0 € O,.

It is easily seen that the quasi-interpolant @, satisfies the following:
(a) Qm : LY — Sy, is a linear operator. )
(b) @, is a projector into S,,, i.e., @,,(S) = S for S € S,,..

Other properties will be given in the following.

Lemma 2.10. If f € L!°°, 1 <n < oo, and A € T,,, m € Z, then

"
1Qm (L) < cllfllLy@a)
with ¢ = ¢(n, Ny, ).
Proof. It is readily seen that
[(f. 0| < I flzy@ I @ally < el fllz,@lI@ollocl 01" < clO] = flIL, 0
and ||gll, < ¢|0]/7, where 1/n' := 1 — 1/n. Therefore, for every A € 7,,,

1Qu(Nllya) < D K @lleelly < e D Iflzye < el fllz@s- O

0€O0,,0CQA 0€Om,0CQA
Lemma 2.11. If S € 8%, 0<n < oo, and A € T,,, m € Z, then
1Qm () Lya) < cllSz,@a)
with ¢ = ¢(n, Ny, ).

Proof. If n > 1, then the estimate follows by Lemma 2.10. Let 0 < n < 1. We use the
estimate ||gll, < ¢|0]/7, properties of LR-triangulations (§2.1), and Lemma 2.7, (b), to
obtain

1Qu(Slrya < ¢ > (S @allgslls<e D l@aloollSlliolol

0€OMm,0CQA 0€Om,0CQA
4l 4l
< e YT SILe < D> IATFS Ly
0€O,,0CQA A €Tm, ACOA
< e > SNz <clSllL,@a O

A €T, A'CQA

Local piecewise linear approximation. For a given f € L%OC, n>0,and AeT,, meZ
(recall that 7 is an LR-triangulation), we define the error of L,-approximation to f on Qx

from §,,, by -
SA(f)n :==Salf, 1), = Slel}s*f 1f =S|z, a)- (2.20)

Similarly as in the polynomial case, we say that S eS8, is a near best L,-approximation
to f on QA from S, with a constant A if

1f = Sl ) < ASa(f)y-

13



Lemma 2.12. Suppose 0 < pp < n and S is a near best L,-approzimation to f € L,(Qa) on
Qa from S,,. Then S is a near best Ly-approximation to f on Qa from S,,.

The proof of this lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2 of [8] (see also Lemma 2.8
above). For completeness, we give it in the appendix (§4.2).

The quasi-interpolant (defined above) is a simple and useful tool for constructing projec-
tors into S,, with good localization properties. For n > 0 and f € L%OC, let Pa, = Pay(f)
be a near best L, (A)-approximation to f from II,. Note that if n > 1, then P ,(-) can be
realized as a linear projector into the space of linear polynomials restricted on A. However,
Pa (+) is nonlinear if n < 1. Let

Smalf) =Y 1a-Pay(f) formeZ

AET,

Clearly, S,,,(f) € 8% and S,,,(S) = S for every S € S2. We set

Toin(f) = Ty (f, T) := Qun(Smn(f))- (2.21)

This construction is well-known and is needed when working in L, with 0 <7 < 1. Evidently,
Tonn(f) € Spyoand 1), ,,(S) = S for S € S,,,.

The next lemma establishes the good local approximation properties of the operators @,
and T,,.

Lemma 2.13. (a) If f € L%OC, 1<n<oo, and A €T, m>0, then

1f = Qu(N)lz,a) < cSalf)y (2.22)
(b) IffGL}fC,O<77§oo, and A € T,,, m >0, then
Hf - Tm,n(f)HLn(A) < CSA(f)n' (2'23)

The constants above depend only on n and the parameters of T .

Proof. To show that (2.23) holds, we choose Sx € S, for which Sa(f)y, is attained, i.e.,
|f = Sallz,@a) = Sa(f)y- Then

If = TNy = IIf = Qu(Sm(F)lL,a)

= ||f = Sa+Sa = Qu( SNz, a)

cllf = Sallz,a) + cll@m(Sa = Su( )L, a)

¢Sa(f)n +cllSa — S ()l Lo0a)

Sa(f)y +ellf = Sally@s) +ellf = Su(Fllz,@a)
cSalf)n,

where we used that @,,(Sa) = Sa on A, Lemma 2.11, and the obvious inequality ||f —

Sz, I = SAHLW(QA). Thus (2.23) is proved.
The proof of (2.22) is similar and will be omitted. [

VAN VAN VANRR VAN
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Lemma 2.14. (a) If f € L)*°, 1 <n < oo, then for Ae T

If = Qu(H)llz,a) — 0 as m — oo. (2.24)

(b) If f € Ll°¢, 0 < n < oo, then for A €T

n

1f = Tn(F)llz,2) — 0 as m — oc. (2.25)

Proof. Using (2.1) and simple geometric arguments, one can show that if e is an edge of a
descendant of A, and e does not emanate from a vertex of A, then |e| < (1 —r)diam(A). By
condition (g) on LR-triangulations (§2.1), at any given level there can be at most 3Ny edges
starting from the vertices of A. From conditions (c¢) and (g), it follows that every edge e is
subdivided within less than 2N, levels after its first appearance, and by (2.1) each of the
pieces of e has length < (1 — r)diam(A). Combining the above observations, we conclude
that after less than 6N levels of refinement all edges of descendants of A will have lengths
< (1 —r)diam(A). From this we derive that

max{diam(A’) : A" € 7,,, A" C Qa} — 0 as m — oc.

Hence, [|f — Sm(f)llz, s — 0 and ||f — gm(f)HLn(QA) — 0 as m — oo, where S,,(f) is a
(the) best L,-approximation to f on Qa from S,,. Therefore,

1f = TNz ca) elf = Sy + ellQu(Sm(f) = Sm ()l a)

clf = Sjm(f)HLMA) + S (f) = SNz, @a)
cllf = Sm(Nlzy@a) +ellf = Sm(HllL,@a) =0

ININ TN

as m — 0o, where we used that Q,,(Sa) = Sa on A and Lemma 2.11. Thus (2.25) is proved.
The proof of (2.24) is similar. [

2.3 Slim B-spaces

In this section, we introduce a collection of smoothness spaces (B-spaces) which we later
used for characterization of nonlinear n-term Courant element approximation. Throughout
the section, we assume that 7 is an arbitrary locally regular triangulation of R? (see §2.1).
The B-spaces will depend on 7. This dependence may or may not be indicated explicitly.

Definition of slim B-spaces via local approximation. We define the slim B-space
B (T), «>0,0<p,q< o0, as the set of all f € L,(R?) such that

Al =17+ (S 2 sam) ) <o 29)

meZ AT, 2-m<|Al<2—m+]

where SA(f)y := Sa(f,7T),, for A € 7,,, denotes the error of L, -approximation to f on Qa
from S,, (see (2.20)), and the £,-norm is replaced by the sup-norm if ¢ = oco.

We shall further study only a specific class of slim B-spaces which are exactly the smooth-
ness spaces needed for nonlinear Courant L,-approximation (see §3.2). We assume that

15



0 <p<ooand a > 0, and define 7 by the identity 1/7 := a4+ 1/p. We shall need the slim
B-space B := B®(7T), which is a slightly modified version of the space B® (7) from above.
We define B¥(7) as the set of all functions f € L,(R?) (in place of f € L,(R?)) such that

7152 = 17 lssr = (3041 8a()7) " < o0 (2.27)

AeT

Remark. In the above definition, the condition f € L,(R?) is not restrictive since B%(7)
is embedded in L, (see Theorems 2.15-2.16 below). Its only role is to eliminate a possible
component S, of f, which is a piecewise polynomial on infinite triangles A, € 7_, (see
Lemma 2.1). This condition can be replaced, e.g., by the condition: [{z : |f(x)| > s}| < o0
for each s > 0 (see Theorem 2.15 below). It also can be replaced by the condition f € L, (R?)
as in the definition of B (7") (see (2.26)), which is a little bit restrictive since the spaces
L,(R?) and L,(R?) (7 # p) are not embedded into one another. However, this condition
is not too restrictive since our approximation tool in §3.2 consists of compactly supported
piecewise polynomials and hence all theorems from §3.2 would hold if it is used.

Evidently,

1f + 9ll5e < If15e + lgll5e, 7= min{r,1}.

Also, if || f||pe = 0, then SA(f); = 0 for each A € 7. From this, it readily follows that f
coincides with a linear polynomial on each A, € 7_,. Therefore, using that f € L,, we
infer that f = 0 a.e. Thus, for a fixed LR-triangulation 7, || - || ga(7) is a norm if 7 > 1 and
a quasi-norm if 7 < 1. In the following “norm” will stand for “norm” or “quasi-norm”.

We next introduce other equivalent norms in B*(7") which will enable us to operate more
freely with B-spaces. For f € Lifc(]l@), n > 0, we define

1/7
Noolf) = Noy(£,T) = (3041155 (f),)7)
AeT
1/p—1/ Y7
= (> uaprrsan)) (2.28)
AeT
where we used that 1/7 = o+ 1/p. Clearly, Ns,(f) = || f||ze-
Atomic decomposition of BX(T). For f € L,(R?), we define
T 1/7
No(f) = No(f,T):= inf g~ ) 2.29
of) = Na(f,T) = | inf (S0 feopoll)) (2:29)

0coO

where the infimum is taken over all representations [ = Y, o cops With convergence in
L,(A) for each A € T. (The existence of such representations of f follows by Lemma 2.14.)
As will be seen in the proof of Theorem 2.15 below

§ (10]"*[lcopoll-)™ < oo implies H§ \00909(')|H <00
p
0cO

0cO
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and hence >, ¢ [coo(+)| converges a.e. and unconditionally in L,(R?). Therefore, the order
of the terms in the series above is not essential. By Lemma 2.7, it follows that

No(f) (Z Jesoll) (2:30)

f= Zeee CoPo

Definition of norms in B*(7') via projectors. We define, for m € Z,

qm = Qm - Qm—l and tm,n = Tmﬂ] - Tm—177]~ (231)

For a given function f € L)*°(R?), 1 <7 < oo, clearly gn(f) € S,, and we define uniquely
the sequence {by(f)}oco,, (M € Z) from the expression

=3 bl (2.32)

0O,

Also, if f € LP°(R?), 0 < n < oo, then t,,(f) € S,n. In this case, we define {by,(f)}oco,,

by
£ =" bou(f)eo- (2.33)

0€O,,

Evidently, {bs(-)} and {bg,(-)} with n > 1 are linear functionals, while {by,(-)} are nonlinear
if0<n<1.
We define

No+() = Noo (1) = (X081 o (Deoll)) (234

0cO

where by -(f) := bo(f) are from (2.32) (or from (2.33)) if 7 > 1 and by -(f) are from (2.33) if
7 < 1. More generally, we define

Noulf) = Noa(£.T) = (0017 b, (Deoll)) (2.35)

0cO

By Lemma 2.9, we have

1/7 )
Noalh) ~ (YA gn(H)llzya)) o iy =1, (2.36)
AeT
1/7 )
Noa(f) = (Z(]A\l/pfl/nntmm(f)HLW(A))T) , if0<n<1, (2.37)
AeT

and, in both cases,
Noalh) = (ot hraoli) (2.39)
)

Our next step is to show that the slim B-space B*(7) is embedded in L,(R?). To do
this, we invoke Theorem 3.3, proved later in §3.1, which is however completely independent
of this section, and can therefore safely be used.
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Theorem 2.15. If [{z : |f(z)| > s}| < oo for each s > 0 and Ng,(f,7T) < oo for some
0 <n<oo, then f € L,(R?),

f= Zbgm(f)goe absolutely a.e. on R? (2.39)

and unconditionally in L,(R?), and

171l < || 3 o Feo0)l| < eNoa(F) (2.40)
0co

with ¢ depending only on o, p, n, and the parameters of T .

Remark. Observe that the condition: [{x : |f(z)] > s}| < oo for each s > 0 is satisfied if
f € L,(R?) for an arbitrary ¢ < oco.

Proof. Let us consider the case when Ng,(f) is defined via the coefficients by, (f) from
(2.33). We introduce the following abbreviated notation: T3, := T, ,(f), tm = tm,(f),
by := bgy(f), and N(f) := (3 sco lbooll7)*. Note that Ng,(f) = N(f), by (2.38). Since
7 is an LR-triangulation, the sequence {®,,} := {bypp}oco satisfies requirements (i)-(ii) of
the general embedding Theorem 3.3 below. Therefore, Y, ¢ |bos(-)| < o0 a.e. on R? and

| S ttoeatcr]| < en . (2.41)
=
Hence
Z t;(:)] < oo a.e. on R? (2.42)
and
H Z |%‘(')|Hp < eN(f) < oo. (2.43)

Evidently, (2.39) and (2.41) imply (2.40). Therefore, it suffices to prove that (2.39) holds.
To this end, we first show that

f=To+ Z t; absolutely a.e. on R?. (2.44)

J=1

Set g := Ty + Z;’;l t; pointwise. By (2.42), it follows that g is well defined. Clearly,
9="Tn+ 1t ae for m € Z. Hence, by (2.43),

lo=Tully < | 3 WOI]| 0 s m— oo (2.45)

j=m+1
On the other hand, f € L*°(R?) and by Lemma 2.14 we have, for A € T,

If = Tollz,a) — 0 as m — oo.
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From this and (2.45), it follows that g = f a.e. and hence (2.44) holds.
We shall next prove that for every A, € 7_ (see Lemma 2.1) there exists a unique
linear polynomial Pa__ such that

0
To— Pa,, = Z t; absolutely a.e. on A. (2.46)

j=—o00

Using Lemma 2.7, we have that for any A € 7; (5 € Z)

_1 _1 _1
15l paiay < A7 5llpa) < A7 Y7 (bagolly < lATFN(S). (2.47)
0cO;: ACH

Since 7 is an LR-regular triangulation, if A C A/, A € 7y, and A’ € T;, then |A| < pF7I|A],
where 0 < p < 1 is the parameter of 7 from (2.1). Using this and (2.47), we obtain, for
AeT,, keZ,

k k
Y il S eNHOIATYP Y pE9 < o ATVPN(f) < oo (2.48)

j:—oo j:—OO

For A € T, we set Pa 1= Tk—2§:_m t; pointwise. By (2.42), the series converges absolutely
a.e. and, therefore, Pa is well-defined. Clearly, P» = T,, — Z;n:_oo t; for m < k and, hence,
by (2.48),

T = Pallrwia) < H j:zoo |tj(-)|HLOO(A) < jzzoo il — 0 as m— —co.  (2.49)

Since all t;’s, j < k, are linear polynomials on A € 7, so is Pan. Moreover, Pa is the
same polynomial for all A € 7 contained in a fixed Ay, € 7_. Indeed, let A, A" € T,
AA" C Ay (A" and A" are possibly from different levels). Since A, is an infinite union
of nested triangles, there exists A € 7 such that A, A” C A C A.. By (2.49),

| T — Parlloary — 0 and || 1o, — Pallnoay — 0 as m — —oo.

Hence Panr = Pa. Similarly, Pa» = Pa. Therefore, there exists a unique linear polynomial
Pa_, such that (2.46) holds.
Combining (2.44) with (2.46), we obtain

f—Pa, = th absolutely a.e. on Ay, Ay € To. (2.50)
jez

Using that > ._, t; € L,(R?) and the hypothesis of the theorem, we obtain

JET

{z € A [Pan(@)] > s} < ot |f (@)l > /2 + Ha: | ) ti(2)] > s/2}]

JEL.
p

Dt
p

< He: @l >s/2+ (/27

< 00,
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for each s > 0. Since A, is an infinite triangle or a half plane or R? and Pa__ is a polynomial,
this is only possible whenever P = 0. Thus (2.39) is established.

The proof of the theorem when Ng,(f) is defined via the coefficients by, (f) := bs(f)
from (2.32) is the same and will be omitted. [

Theorem 2.16. For f € BX(T), the norms ||f| o), Nsy(f) (0 < n < p), No(f), and
No,(f) (0 < n < p), defined in (2.27)-(2.29) and (2.35) are equivalent with constants of
equivalence depending only on p, o, n, and the parameters of T .

Proof. By (2.30), (2.38), and Theorem 2.15, it follows that

No(f) < eNgy(f)- (2.51)

Clearly, if A € 7,,, and A’ is the (unique) parent of A in 7;, 1, we have

[t Nzaa) < ellf = Tun(F)llLya) +cllf = Ton10(H)llz, a0
< CSA(f)n + CSA’(f)m

where we used (2.23). A similar estimate holds for || (f)||L, ), using (2.22). These imply

NQ,n(f) < CNS,n(f)- (2'52)

We next prove that if Ng(f) < 0o, then
Ns,.(f) <cNg(f) for 0 < pu<p. (2.53)
By Holder’s inequality, it follows that

Now(f) < Nos(f), 0<p<r.

Thus it suffices to prove (2.53) only for 7 < pu < p.
Suppose f € L, and Ng(f) < oo. Let f =, g copy be an arbitrary representation of
f, where the convergence is in L,(A) for every A. Recall that

1

Nou(f) = (DD (A E8a(£)0)7) (2.54)

AeT

where Sa(f), is defined in (2.20). Evidently, Sa(g), = 0 for A € T,, if g € S,,, and
Sa(@)u < l9llz.@n)- Now, fix A € T,, n € Z. Using the above properties of Sx(g), and
Theorem 3.3 with {®,,} := {cops : 0 € ©,0 C Q%} (for the definition of Q% see (2.10)), we
obtain

Sa(f), = SA( i 209909>;§ H i ZCW@

Jj=n+10c0O; Jj=n+10€06;
T

| 2 awf <c Xl

J=n+16€0;,0Cc03 0€0,0C0%

F(l_1 -
< ¢ S 1S eopollr,

0€0,0C0%

LH(QA)

IN
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where for the latter inequality we used that ||, ~ |0]'/, 0 < ¢ < co. Substituting the
above estimate in (2.54), we get

T\=—= T 11 T
Nsu(f)T < Z|A|( > 10 leogall?

AeT 0€0,0C0%

< ey S (01AN R0 fleopoll)T (2.55)

AeT 9€0,0C0%

< ey (0 T lleawall )T D (01/1ADT T,

CISC) AET:0CQL

where we once switched the order of summation. By condition (g) on LR-triangulations
(§2.1), we have, for 6 € O,

#{A€T;:0COX} < c(Ny),

and by (2.1)-(2.2), 0] < ¢(No,0)p?|Al, if 6 € QA with A € 7,,_; and 6 € O,,. Hence, for
0eo,

S NAyER <Y Y <e <o, (2.56)
AeT:6CO% 3=0
where we used that p < 1 and p < p. Finally, combining (2.56) with (2.55), we obtain
Nou(F)T < ey (101 llcopoll-)",

0cO

which implies (2.53). Evidently, (2.51)-(2.53) imply the theorem. [

Remark. The following simple example shows that, in general, Theorem 2.16 is not valid
for n > p. Let f := p for some 6 € ©. It is not hard to see that || f| zer) & [0]"7 = ||p0]|,
while N5, (f,T) = oo, if n > p. Therefore, Ns,(f,T) is not equivalent to || f|| ge(r) if n > p.

2.4 Skinny B-spaces

In this section, we define a second family of B-spaces which we shall use in §3.3 for the
characterization of nonlinear (discontinuous) piecewise polynomial approximation generated
by nested triangulations.

Throughout this section, we assume that 7 is an arbitrary weak locally regular triangu-
lation of R? (see §2.1). We define the skinny B-space Bg‘f(’]'), a>0,0<pg<oo, k>1,
as the set of all f € L,(R?) such that

1/p1ay\ 1/q
W llsgecry = 11+ (D2 [27( 3 wran) ) oo @a7)
meZ A€ET,2-m<|A|<2-m+1

where wi(f, A), is the local modulus of smoothness of f, defined in (2.8).
As for the slim B-spaces, we shall explore in more details only the skinny B-spaces that
are needed in nonlinear piecewise polynomial L,-approximation. Suppose 0 < p < 0o, a > 0,
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k> 1, and let 1/7 := o + 1/p. We shall need the skinny B-space B*(7), which is a slight
modification of B*(T) from above, and is defined as the set of all f € L,(R?) (in place of
f € L;(R?)) such that

1/7
[ fllger = [1fllgercr) = (Z(mrawk@ A)T)T> < 00. (2.58)

AeT
Whitney’s estimate (Lemma 2.6) implies

e ~ (A Eu(r.2))7) " (259

AeT

where Ej(f,A), is the error of L,-approximation to f on A from II; (see (2.7)).

If ||f]|gar = 0, then Ex(f,A), = 0 for each A € 7. From this, it readily follows that
f=1a, - Pa, (Pa, €1l;) on each Ay, € T_. Therefore, using that f € L,, we infer that
f=0ae. Thus, || - |[ger(7) is @ norm if 7 > 1 and a quasi-norm if 7 < 1.

Remark. The only difference between skinny B-spaces and slim B-spaces is that the local
approximation from continuous piecewise linear functions on sets 25, A € 7, is replaced by
local polynomial approximation on triangles from 7. The key is that the triangles from 7°
form a tree with respect to the inclusion relation, while the sets Qa, A € 7 do not form
a tree; they overlap more significantly. This fact allows for developing the theory of the
skinny B-spaces and their application to nonlinear (discontinuous) piecewise approximation
(see §3.3) under less restrictive conditions on the triangulations, namely, for weak locally
regular triangulations.

Next, we introduce two other equivalent “norms” in B*(7). For f € L (R?), n > 0,
we define

Noal£, T) = (Z(’A|_a+i_3’wk(f,A)n)T)i (2.60)
= (08 a0~ (08B G A7)

where we used that 1/7 = a + 1/p. Clearly, N, -(f,T) = || |l gor(7)-

For each A € T and n > 0, we let Pa,(f) be a near best L,(A)-approximation to f
from Il with a constant A which is the same for all A € 7 (see (2.16)). Note that if n > 1,
then Pa,(f) can be realized as a linear projector into the space of polynomials of degree
< k restricted on A. Let Pp,(f) := > acz, 1a - Pay(f). Clearly, B, ,(f) is a near best
L,-approximation to f from S%(7) and a projector into S* (7). We define

and set pa,(f) == 1a - pmy(f) for A € 7,,. We define

1/7

Nog(£.T) = (D UApay (Hll)7) (2.62)

AeT
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Using Lemma 2.7, we obtain

Nealt. Ty~ (08 IpanlD1) = (X IoaatPl) " 269

AeT

The following embedding theorem is pivotal for our theory of nonlinear piecewise poly-
nomial approximation.

Theorem 2.17. If [{z : |f(z)| > s}| < oo for each s > 0 and Np,(f,T) < oo (0 <n < 00),
then f € L,(R?),

f= mevn(f) absolutely a.e. on R? (2.64)

MEZ

and unconditionally in L,, and

£l < || 3 maPI]| < eNpal£.T) (2.65)
meZ

with ¢ depending only on o, k, p, n, and the parameters of T .

Proof. Since 7 is a WLR-triangulation, the sequence {®,,} := {pa,(f)}acr satisfies
requirements (i)-(ii) of Theorem 3.3 below. Therefore,

| S ], < (32 Maa)l) " = ey (.7 < . (2.66)
AeT AeT

From this, similarly as in the proof of Theorem 2.15, it follows that for every Ay € 7_«
(see Lemma 2.1) there exists a polynomial Pn_ € IIj such that

J—Pa, = me,n(f) absolutely a.e. on A.

mEZ

Using that [{z : |f(x)] > s}| < oo for s > 0 and (2.66), we infer Po__ = 0 and the theorem
follows. [
We next give the equivalence of the skinny B-norms introduced above.

Theorem 2.18. For each [ € B*(T), the norms || f| ger(ry, Now(f.T) (0 < n < p), and
Np,(f,T) (0 <n < p) are equivalent with constants of equivalence depending only on «, k,
p, 1, and the parameters of T .

Proof. The proof of this theorem is similar to (but easier than) the one of Theorem 2.16
and will be omitted. The difference is that the role of SA(f), is now played by wy(f, A),.
See also the proof of Theorem 2.20 below. [

Remark. The following simple example shows that, in general, N, (f,T) is not equivalent
to || fllger(ry if > p. Let f := 1A for some A € 7. It is easily seen that || f||gor) =
|A|1/p = ||f||p> while Nwm(fa T)=o0ifn>p.
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2.5 Fat B-spaces: The link to Besov spaces

Throughout this section, we assume that 7 is an arbitrary strong locally regular triangulation
of R? (§2.1). We define the fat B-space IB%%“(T), a>0,0<p,q<oo, k>1, as the set of all
f € L,(R?) such that

g =17+ (S X wreay) ) <.

meZ A€eT,2-m<|A|<2-m+1

where Q4 is defined in (2.9).

As in the previous sections, we shall focus our attention only on the scale of fat B-spaces
which naturally occur in nonlinear approximation, namely, the spaces B®*(7), where a > 0,
k>1,0<p<oo,and 1/7 := a+1/p. We define the space BY*(7) as the set of all functions
f € L,(R?) such that

1/7
1 llsgecry = (D (A (£, 2a),)7) " < oo, (2.67)

AeT

which is a modification of the space B®*(7) from above. By Whitney’s inequality (Lemma 2.6),
we have

/T
I Fllssry = (301 B(£00),)7)

AeT

where Ei(f,Qa), is the error of L -approximation to f on Qa from I (see (2.7)).
Note that the use of 2 in the definition of || f||gar (7 is not crucial. It is almost obvious
that, for instance,

/T
I lsercry ~ (2061wl 0).)7)

0cO

It is critical, however, that the neighboring sets in the collections {Qa }ae7 or {#}gco overlap
significantly. This makes the difference between the fat and skinny B-norms.

Clearly, for f € L.(R?) and A € 7, we have the inequalities Ey(f, A); < SA(f,T), <
E5(f,Qa)-, which yield the following comparison theorem.

Theorem 2.19. We have
I fllBer 7y < || f Bk ()
and
[fllse2r) < cllfllBea) < cllfllBe2(r):

We next introduce another norm in BY*(7). For f € L,*(R?), n > 0, we define

Moo T) = (D08 Hn(£.00),)7) ~ (S 0AFHEL2,)) . 269

AeT AeT

Q

Evidently, N, ,(f,7) = ||f||IBB$’<(T)'
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To prove the equivalence of || f||gex(7) and Ny, (f, 7) for 0 < < p, we need to introduce
one more norm in B* (7). For every A € T, we let Pa,(f) be a near best L,-approximation
to f on Qa from I with a constant A which is the same for all Qa, A € 7 (see (2.16)). We
define

Pm,n(f) —Pmn fT Z Ia- PAn

A€Ty,

and
Tan(f) = Loy - Posry(f) = Pay(f)), A€,

The new norm is defined by
B . 1/7
NeoF T) = (30 0AR (1)) ) (2.69)
A€eT
Clearly, since 7 is an SLR-triangulation,

N7 = (08 lman17) " = (3 a0l

AeT AeT

Theorem 2.20. For f € B2*(T), the norms || f|per(r), Nuy(f,T) (0 < n < p), and
Ny (f,7) (0 <n < p), defined in (2.67)-(2.69) are equivalent with constants of equivalence
depending only on o, p, k, n, and the parameters of T .

Proof. Using Holder’s inequality and the properties of the SLR-triangulations, we readily
obtain

Noy(f, T) € eNopu(f,T), 0<n<p. (2.70)
As we pointed out earlier, N, -(f,7) = || f||gor(7). Therefore, it suffices to show that

Nou(f; T) = Ny (f, T), forall 0<p,n<p.

From the definition of Pa ,(f) and ma ,(f), it follows that for any A’ € 7,

I7ara(Dlly < elf = Bocrn(Dll o + €llf = Parn(Fllzo@an
< ¢ Y= Pan(Dllnya) + cBe(f, Q)

A€Tmi1, ACQps

C Z Ek(f, QA)W —l—CEk(f, QA’)n-

A€Tm+1, ACQAs

IN

Substituting this estimate in the definition of N, ,(f,7) in (2.69), we easily obtain

Npw(f, T) < eNoy(f,T), 1> 0. (2.71)

We next prove that if N, (f,7) < oo, n > 0, then

Nopu(f,T) <eNg,(f,T), 7<p<p. (2.72)

Evidently, (2.70)-(2.72) yield the theorem.
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We introduce the following abbreviated notation: Pa := Pa,(f), Pp := Py, (f), and
A = Ta,(f). We also set pp, := Ppi1 — Py, and pa = 1a - py, = 1a - ma for A € T,,,.
Evidently, || pall, < ||7allp, and, hence,

(Z HPAH;T))UT < (Z H?TAHE)UT ~ N, (f,T) < oco.
AET AeT

It is readily seen that the sequence {®,,} := {pa}acr satisfies conditions (i)-(ii) of Theo-
rem 3.3. Therefore, >~ 5.7 [pa(-)| < oo a.e. on R?, and

1> |/’A(')\Hp < Ny (£, 7). (2.73)

On the other hand, since f € L*°(R?), ||f — PmllL,a) — 0 as m — oo for every A € 7.
Exactly as in the proof of Theorem 2.15, it follows that f — P,,,; € L,(R?) and

f=Pni= Z p; absolutely a.e. on R? (2.74)

Jj=m+1

and unconditionally in L,(R?). Now, fix A’ € 7,,, n € Z. Since Pas is a polynomial of degree
< k on Qa+, we have

wi(f, Qa)u = wi(f = Par, Qar)u < llf = Parllr,0a)- (2.75)
Using (2.75), (2.74), and Theorem 3.3 with {®,,,} := {pa : A € T, A C Qa/}, we obtain

wi(f, Q) < ¢|| Pt _PA’||EH(QA/)+C Z HPjHEH(QA,)

j=n+1
e T
<l +ed || X pa| Sclimalite Do leall;
j=n+l A€T;,ACQy AET, ACQ,,
1_1
<c Y dmalpse Y 1A maly,
AET, ACQ s AET, ACQu/

where we used Lemma 2.7 and the properties of the SLR-triangulations. Substituting the
above estimate in the definition of N, ,(f,7), we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 2.16,
to obtain (2.72). O

Comparison of regular B-spaces with Besov spaces. The Besov space Bg(Lp) =
B3 (Ly(R?)), s > 0, 1 < p,q < o0, is usually defined as the set of all functions f € L,(R?)

such that
R dt\ /4
gy = ([ a0 F) " <o (276)
0

with the L,-norm replaced by the sup-norm if ¢ = oo, where k := [s] + 1 and wg(f,t), is the
k-th modulus of smoothness of f in L,(R?), i.e., wp(f, 1), := supp,<; | A% (f,-)ll,- The norm
in B;(Ly) is defined by

1 B3,y = Ifllp + |

BS(LP)'
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It is well-known that if k£ in (2.76) is replaced by any other integer > s, then the resulting
space would be the same with an equivalent norm. However, the situation is different when
p < 1 (see [P1]). For this reason we introduce k as an independent parameter of the Besov
spaces in the next definition.

In this article, we are interested in nonlinear piecewise polynomial (spline) approximation
in L,(R?) (0 < p < o). The Besov spaces B**(L,) with a > 0 and 1/7 := o + 1/p play
a distinctive role in this theory. Taking into account that B**(L,) is embedded in L, and
the above observation regarding the independence of k and the smoothness parameter, we
naturally arrive at the following slightly modified version of the Besov space B2*(L,):

Assuming that 0 < p < 0o, « >0, k > 1, and 1/7 := a + 1/p, we define the Besov space
B2*F(L,) as the set of all functions f € L,(R?) (in place of f € L,) such that

0 di\ /7
e i= ([ 2atr007%) " < . (2.77)
Notice that the B-spaces and Besov spaces are normalized differently with respect to the
smoothness parameter. Thus, e.g., the fat B-space B*(7) corresponds to the Besov space
B2xk(L,).
From the properties of wg(f,t),, it readily follows that

1/7
I llpzerry ~ (D@l f,27™)7) (2.78)
meZ

Next, we give an equivalent norm for the Besov space B2**(L.) in terms of local poly-
nomial approximation. We let D] denote the set of all dyadic squares I of the form

v—1 v u—1 pu
[:|: 7_) |:—7_>7 ) Z?
gm gm) X |Tgm om ) PHE

and let D be the set of all shifts of I € D!, by the vector e := (271 27™71) ie,
Dy :={Il+e: 1€ D,}. Wedenote Dy, := D;, UD, and D := {J,,c;, Dm- We now
introduce the following norm

—« T 1/ —« T T
N() = (Sl £.07) ~ (B D)) (279)
IeD IeD
where Ey(f,I); is the error of L,(I)-approximation to f from II.

Lemma 2.21. If f € B>*k(L,), then

N(f) ~ ||fHBE‘““(L
with constants of equivalence depending only on p, o, and k.

Proof. This lemma is well-known and fairly easy to prove. Its proof hinges on the following
equivalence:

wi(f, 1) ~ /|A’“ frx, )| dx dh, (2.80)

|f| 0,61
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where ((I) := |I|'/? and AF(f,x,1) = Z?ZO(—l)kH(?)f(x + jh) if [x,x + kh] C I and
A¥(f,x, 1) := 0 otherwise (see [PP] for the proof of (2.80) in the univariate case; the same
proof applies to the multivariate case as well). (See also [15]). O

We next consider B-spaces over regular triangulations (see §2.1).

Theorem 2.22. If T* is a reqular triangulation then BO*(T*) = B2k (L,) with equivalent
norms.

Proof. This theorem is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.21 and the following lemma.
O

Lemma 2.23. Suppose T* is a reqular triangulation with minimal angle 3 > 0. Then there
exists ig = i0(3) such that the following hold:
(a) If I € D,, (m € Z), then there exists A € T* such that I C Qa and |A] < 272m+Fio,
(b) If A € T* and 272™ < |A| < 272™%2 then there exists I € D,,_;, such that Qa C I.

Proof. The proof of this obvious lemma will be omitted. [J

Exactly as in the case of B-spaces, we introduce the following norm in the Besov space
B2xk(L,):

1
=

N () = (D01 (1)) =~ (D 3B 1)) (2.81)

1eD IeD

1
p

which in integral form gives

1
p

N, () ~ ( /O h /R (B P, B, ¢ dwar), (2.82)

where By(z) :={y € R? : ||y — x||s <t} or By(z) :={y € R? : ||y — z||oc <t}
Proposition 2.24. The norms N, (-) with 0 <n <p and || - || gea;, , are equivalent.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.23 as in the proof of Theorem 2.22, one can show that N, (-) ~
Nuyn(-, 7%) if 7% is a regular triangulation. From Theorems 2.20 and 2.22, we obtain

Nwﬂ]('vT*> ~ “ : ||]B$k(7*) ~ “ : ||BZavk(LT)‘ L

Remark. This result is (in essence) well-known, see [15] and the references therein. The
equivalence of N, (-) and || - [| g2 () Clearly shows the intimate relation of B-spaces with
Besov spaces.

Our last goal in this section is to find the range for the smoothness parameter o, where
the Besov B?*-spaces coincide with the corresponding slim or skinny B-spaces over regular
triangulations.
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Theorem 2.25. Suppose T* is a reqular triangulation of R?, 0 < p < oo, and k > 1.
(a) If0 < a < 1+1/p and 1/7 := a+1/p, then f € B*(T*) if and only if f € B***(L,),
and
[fl 2oz, = [ Boz) (2.83)

with constants of equivalence depending only on p, o and = B(T*). This equivalence is
no longer true if a > 1+ 1/p. Moreover, for every 6 € ©(T*) and o > 1+ 1/p, we have
[0l 2021, = 00, while |l@gllBg (7+) = | ollp-
(b) If0 < a < 1/p and 1/7 := a+ 1/p, then f € B&H(T*) if and only if f € B>***(L,),
and
1l pzesy = I s (2.84)

with constants of equivalence depending only on k, p, a and 3 = B(T*). This equivalence is
no longer true if a = 1/p. Moreover, for every A € T* and ov > 1/p, we have ||La|[ goawr () =
0o, while ||ILA||ng(T*) ~ || 1allp-

Proof. (a) From Theorems 2.19 and 2.22, we have || f||pe(7+) < c[| f| g2o2(; ) for a > 0. We
next show that
[l gzeeiry < cllfllBers), i 0<a<l+1/p. (2.85)

Let f € BY(7*). Then by Theorems 2.15-2.16, and (2.38), it follows that f can be repre-
sented in the form

f= Zbggpg absolutely a.e. on R? (2.86)
e
and y
1l ~ (D ogolly) (2.87)
=E

where © := O(77).
Denote Z; := {# € © : 272 < |9] < 2720-V}. Since 7* is regular, straightforward
calculations show that, for each 6 € O,

s 02T 0 <t < [0]12,
w2<9097t)7— ~ |9|7 if ¢ > ’9|1/27

and hence, for 6 € =; and ¢ > 0,

wa(bopo, t)7 ~ min{||bowpe||7 - 2771 TVPITET lpgep |7 - 277207} (2.88)

T

where we used that 1/7 = o+ 1/p.
Denote fj := > ez bopg. Since T is regular, #{0 € Z; : v € 0} < ¢(f) for z € R? and
j € Z. Therefore,

wa(fj, )T < e walboy,t)], € L. (2.89)

=

From (2.88)-(2.89), we derive that for any fixed m € Z

wa(fy, 275 < ey 27T gm0 i f < m, (2.90)

HGEJ'
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and
wa(f, 27T < e Y 27 lbyepy7, i § = m. (2.91)

965]'
Let A := min{7, 1}. Then, using (2.90)-(2.91), we have
w?(fa 2—m)7)) < Z WQ(fj, 2—m)i\

JEZL
A

m—1 A oo
< CZ (Z g—ila— 1—2)T—m(1+7) ||b SOGHIT;) Ty CZ ( Z 2—j2a7||b9909”;> -

j=—00 9€:j j=m 965]'

Substituting this in (2.78), we obtain

m N 7
T —= —jla—1-3)7 AR
I,y < eDo2m 7707 (3 (277N lbelly) ")
meZ Jj=—00 0€E;
X
+ 22m2a7—<22 J2a7—<z ||b9¢0|| > >
meZ 0cE;

where we used that 2a7 — 7 —1 = 7(aw — 1 — 1/p) since 1/7 = a+ 1/p. To estimate the
above sums, we use the well-known discrete Hardy inequalities. Namely, we apply, e.g., the
inequality from Lemma 3.10 of [PP] to estimate the first sum and Lemma 3.4 from [DL] to
the second sum. We obtain

1 oz, S e X > Ibapolly < el fllpe )

JEZ OE;
which completes the proof of (2.85).
Using (2.88), we obtain
. ® o _dt
ool = [ (¢ walent)) F
0
6|1/2 o0
~ |9|(1—'r)/2/ t(_2a+1)T dt + |9| t—?oa'r—l dt
0 ‘9'1/2

9‘1/2
~ |9|(1—7’)/2/ t(—2a+1)'r dt—i- |9|7‘/p
0

Therefore, [l¢g|| g2a2y, y = 00 if (=2 + 1)7 < —1 which is equivalent to a > 1+ 1/p, using
that 1/7 = a + 1/p. It is easily seen that |@g| pe(zr+) = |@sllp, Which follows from the

Bernstein inequality in Theorem 3.7 as well.
(b) Simple calculations show that wy(1a,t) ~ min{|A|'?¢,|A|} for A € T* and t > 0.
The rest of the proof is similar to the proof of part (a) and will be omitted. [J

Comparison between B-spaces over different triangulations and Besov spaces.
Suppose 7 is an arbitrary strong locally regular triangulation of R? (§2.1) and 0 < p < oo.
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It can be proved that there exists ag = ag(p, 5, Mpy) > 0 such that if 0 < a < «ap and
f € BX(T) with 1/7 := o+ 1/p, then

[ fllBe2(y < el fllBa(T)-

We leave the proof of this result for elsewhere since it is much longer and more involved than
the proof of Theorem 2.25. Thus the fat B-norm || f||ge2(7) is equivalent to the slim B-norm
| f|l Ba(7) for some relatively small range 0 < a < g and becomes much larger when a > «y.
The relationship between fat and skinny B-spaces is quite similar. We skip the details.

It is essential for our theory that the Courant elements ¢y, ¢ € ©(7), have infinite
smoothness (smoothness of order a > 0 for every «) in the slim B-space scale BS(7"). At the
same time each g has limited smoothness o < g in the corresponding fat B-space scale.

If one compares a B2-space over an arbitrary triangulation with the corresponding Besov
space B2%*(L.) (or two B-spaces over different triangulations with each other), then ev-
erything changes dramatically. As was shown in §2.1, there exist strong locally regular
triangulations with extremely skinny Courant elements which cause problems to Besov
spaces. More precisely, let ¢y be the Courant element associated with a cell § € © which
is convex, has length [ > 0 and width e/ with 0 < ¢ < 1. Simple calculations show
that wy(pg, )7 ~ min{e 71" 7t!*7 el?}. Furthermore, we have |[@g|| g2acz ;) = €™(|@oll, if
0 <a<1+1/pand [|gg| g2a2, = o0 if a > 1+1/p. At the same time, ||g| 52() = [0l
for each o > 0. Therefore, even for small o the Besov norm of a Courant element can be huge
in comparison to its L,-norm. This is why the Besov spaces are completely unsuitable for the
theory of n-term Courant element approximation in the case of nonregular triangulations.

B-spaces in dimensions d # 2. Slim, skinny, and fat B-spaces in d dimensions (d > 2)
can be defined and utilized similarly as in the two-dimensional case. We do not consider
them in the present article simply to avoid some complications that are unnecessary at this
point. Of course, the B-spaces can be defined in the univariate case as well. However, it
can be shown that the univariate slim, skinny, and fat B-spaces do not give anything better
than the corresponding Besov spaces if 0 < p < oo and, therefore, are useless. The point
is that in the univariate case the Bernstein inequality holds with no restrictions on o > 0
(see [P1]). In the case of p = oo, however, the B-spaces are different from the corresponding
Besov spaces.

3 Nonlinear piecewise polynomial approximation

In this section, we give our main results for nonlinear n-term approximation in L,(R?) (0 <
p < 00) from: (a) Courant elements generated by LR-triangulations and (b) discontinuous
piecewise polynomials over WLR-triangulations.

3.1 Nonlinear n-term approximation: General principles

We begin with a brief description of the general principles that will be guiding us in devel-
oping the theory of nonlinear n-term approximation by piecewise polynomials.

31



Let X be a normed or quasi-normed function space, where the approximation will take
place (in this article, X = L,(R?), 0 < p < o). Suppose ® = {py}sco is a collection of
elements in X which is, in general, redundant, and we are interested in nonlinear n-term
approximation from ®. We let ¥J,, denote the nonlinear set of all function S of the form

S = apPo,

where A, C O, #A,, < n, and A, varies with S. The error of n-term approximation to
f € X from ® is defined by

oulf) = inf |1 = Sllx.

Our main objective in this article is to describe the spaces of functions of given rates of
n-term approximation. More precisely, we want to characterize the approximation space
AY = AJ(®), v >0, 0 < g < oo, consisting of all functions f € X such that

171l = 0+ (o) < oo (3.)

with the ¢,-norm replaced by the sup-norm if ¢ = co. Thus A is the set of all f € X such
that o,(f) < en™7.

To achieve our goals, we shall use the machinery of Jackson and Bernstein estimates plus
interpolation spaces. Suppose B C X is a smoothness space with a (quasi-)norm || - ||z,
satisfying the A-triangle inequality: || f + g|l% < [[I£II% + |lgl|} with 0 < A < 1 (in our case,

B will be some B-space), and let ® C B. The K-functional is defined by

K(f.t):=K(f,t; X, B) == mf(|lf - gllx + tlgllz), ¢>0.

The interpolation space (X, B),, (real method of interpolation) is defined as the set of all
f € X such that

> 1/q
I llcemyn = 10 + (327K (f,27)) " <00, 0<p<,

m=0

where the ¢,-norm is replaced by the sup-norm if ¢ = oo (see, e.g., [3, 4]).
The well-known machinery of Jackson and Bernstein estimates allows to characterize the
rates of n-term approximation from ®:

Theorem 3.1. (a) Suppose the following Jackson estimate holds: There is a > 0 such that
for feB
on(f) < en | flls, n=>1. (3.2)

Then, for f € X,
on(f) <cK(f,n™®), n>1. (3.3)

(b) Suppose the following Bernstein inequality holds: There is a > 0 such that

1S]lp < en®||S||x, for S€X,, n>1 (3.4)

32



Then, for f € X,
1/x
K(fn) < en ([ S0 +17lx), n>1 (3.5)

Proof. For the proof of this theorem see, e.g., [13]. O

An immediate consequence of Theorem 3.1 is that if the Jackson and Bernstein inequali-
ties (3.2) and (3.4) hold, then 0,,(f) = O(n™7), 0 < v < a, ifand only if K(f,n™%) = O(n™7).
More generally, Theorem 3.1 readily yields the following characterization of the approxima-
tion spaces A](®):

Theorem 3.2. Suppose the Jackson and Bernstein inequalities (3.2) and (3.4) from Theo-
rem 3.1 hold. Then

AJ(®) = (X,B)%g, 0<y<a,0<qg<oo,
with equivalent norms.

General embedding theorem and Jackson estimate for nonlinear n-term approx-
imation.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose {®,,} is a sequence of functions in L,(RY), d > 1, 0 < p < oo,
which satisfies the following additional properties when 1 < p < oo :
(i) @, € Lo(R?), supp ®,, C E,, with 0 < |E,,| < oo, and

||<I>m”oo < Cl’Em|_1/p”(I)me'

(i) If x € E,,, then
Y. (BB < e

Ej>z, |Ej|2|Em|

where the summation is over all indices j for which E; satisfies the indicated conditions.
Denote (formally) f =", P and assume that for some 0 <1 < p

1/7
N = (D lonl;) " <. (3.6)
Then >, |®n(-)] < 0o a.e. on R, and hence, f is well-defined on R?, f € L,(RY), and

171 < || 2 12O < eN (), (3.7)

where ¢ = c(a, p,cy).
Furthermore, if 1 < p < 0o, condition (3.6) can be replaced by the weaker condition

N(f) = {1 ®mllp Hluwe, < oo, (3.8)

where ||{xm }||lwe, denotes the weak .-norm of the sequence {xp,} :

{Zm Hlwe, = inf{M : #{m : |z > Mn~V"} <n forn=1,2,...}. (3.9)
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Theorem 3.4. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 3.3, suppose {(I)jn};; 1S a rearrangement
of the sequence {®,,} such that || @[, > [|®5]|, > .... Denote S, := 3 7| ®5. Then

|f = Sull, <en™*N(f) with « =1/7 —1/p, (3.10)

where c =1 if 0 <p <1 and c=cla,p,c1) if 1 <p < oo.
Furthermore, the estimate remains valid if condition (3.6) is replaced by (3.8) when 1 <
p < 0.

Proof of Theorems 3.3 and 3.4. Case I: 0 < p < 1. Since 7 < p, we have

S @Ol < (S 1enl)” < (3 12nlr) " = N(p)
| l,=( )< ( )

which proves Theorem 3.3 in this case. To estimate ||f — S,||, we shall use the following
simple inequality: If x1 > 29 > ... > 0 and 0 < 7 < p, then

> 1/ s 17
(3 &) <t (Yar) (3.11)

j=n+1 Jj=1

*

The proof of this inequality is given in the appendix (§4.2). Applying (3.11) with z; := ||®7||,,
we obtain

IN

|5 wol, < (S o)

j=n+1 J=n+1

> 1/7
< (S @) =N ),
j=1

1f = Shll

which proves Theorem 3.4 in Case 1.
Case II: 1 < p < co. We need the following lemma:

Lemma 3.5. Let F':= ) ., |®;|, where #J, <n, and ||®;l|, < L for j € J,. Then
1F, < eLn'?
with ¢ = ¢(p, ¢y).
Proof. Let 1 < p < oo (the case p =1 is trivial). Using property (i) of the sequence {®,,},
we have
11, < | 32 1951 - 15,0)]| < ek 31877 15,0)]

JE€ETn JEIn
We define £ := {J;c; Ej and E(z) := min{|E;| : j € J, and E; > z} for z € E. Property
(i) yields Y., |E;| 717 - 1, (x) < c1€(x) /P for 2 € R?. Therefore,

1/p
1Pl < cLIE0) s, = cL( [ &) do)

_ 1/p
< cL( Z |E;| 1/]1%2 1g,(v) d:r) = cL(#TJ,)V? < cLn'?. O

JEIn
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We define Z,, := {j : 27*N(f) < [|[ @], < 27#*'N(f)}. Then U,., = ={j : ¥, >
27"N(f)} and hence, using (3.6) or (3.8), we derive

> #E=#(Us) <27, (3.12)

v<p v<p

Therefore,
#HE, <D #E, <27 (3.13)
v<p
We denote M :=}_ _  #E,. By (3.12), M <2™7. Let F, 1=}
and (3.13), we obtain

} |®;|. Using Lemma 3.5

==

I7=Sule < | 32 B < 3 15,
p=m+1

p=m+1

< oY DINDFENT <N 3D 2

/J,:m-i,-l ,u:m+1

= eN(f)27m=T/P) < eMYTHYPN(f) = eMTON(f).

This estimate readily implies (3.10). Evidently, (3.7) is also contained in the above result
(take Sy := 0). This completes the proofs of Theorems 3.3 and 3.4. [

As will be seen in §3.2 and §3.3, Theorem 3.4 easily gives the needed Jackson estimates
for piecewise polynomial approximation (see Theorems 3.6 and 3.10). However, there is no
simple recipe for proving Bernstein estimates (see §4.1).

3.2 Nonlinear n-term Courant element approximation

In this section, we assume that 7 is a locally regular triangulation of R2. We denote by
&+ the collection of all Courant elements ¢y generated by 7 (see §2.1). Notice that & is
not a basis; @7 is redundant. We consider the nonlinear n-term approximation in L,(R?)
(0 < p < o) from ®7. Our main goal is to characterize the approximation spaces generated
by this approximation. We let 3,(7) denote the nonlinear set consisting of all continuous
piecewise linear functions S of the form

S = agPy,

where A, C O(T), #A, < n, and A, may vary with S. We denote by G,,(f,7T), the error of
L,-approximation to f € L,(R?) from %, (7):

&n<f7 T)P = i}lf Hf_SHP
7)

SeXn(

Throughout this section, we assume that 0 < p < 0o, « > 0, and 1/7 := a+1/p, and denote
by B®(7T) the slim B-space introduced in §2.3. We next prove a pair of companion Jackson
and Bernstein estimates.
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Theorem 3.6. [Jackson estimate] If f € B*(7), then

n(f, T)p < en” [ fllBa(r) (3.14)
with ¢ depending only on o, p, and the parameters of T .

Remark. Estimate (3.14) remains valid if || f|| ge(7) is replaced by ||{||bagsllp} ||we, With {bg}
from (2.32) or (2.33) as in the definition of Ng (f) (see (2.34)), where || - ||pe. is the weak
¢-norm defined in (3.9).

Proof. By Theorem 2.15, it follows that

f= Z bo(f)pe absolutely a.e. on R?,

where {bp} are from (2.32) or (2.33). We use Theorem 3.4, (2.38), and Theorem 2.16 to
obtain

5. T)y < en= (S I N)eolly) ~ en™*No () & en~| e

0co
Theorem 3.7. [Bernstein estimate] If S € 3,(7), then
151 Bg(x) < en®[|S]lp (3.15)
with ¢ depending only on o, p, and the parameters of T .

The proof of this theorem is more involved than the one of Theorem 3.6. We shall give
it in the appendix (§4.1).

We denote by A7 = AV(LP,’T ) the approximation space generated by n-term Courant
element approx1mat10n (see (3.1)). The Jackson and Bernstein estimates from Theorems 3.6
and 3.7 yield the following characterization of the approximation spaces flg(Lp,T) (see
Theorem 3.2):

Theorem 3.8. If0 < v < a and 0 < g < oo, then
AZ(Lm T) = (Lyp, B}(T))

Q’q
with equivalent norms.

“Algorithm” for nonlinear n-term Courant element approximation. One of our
primary motivations for this work was the development of methods for n-term Courant
element approximation which capture the rates of the best approximation. The proofs of
Theorems 3.3 and 3.6 suggest the following approximation scheme, where we assume that
f€L,(R?,1<p<oo,and 7 is a fixed LR-triangulation of R*:

Step 1. We use the operators ¢, (f) := gm(f,7) induced by the quasi-interpolant (see
(2.31)) to find the following decomposition of f:

F=am(H)=D_> belf)es,

meZ meEZ €O,
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where {by(f)} are defined by (2.32) and the identity was established by Theorem 2.15.
Step 2. We order the terms {bg(f)@s}oco in a sequence {by, (f)py, }32, such that

||b91 (f)gpel ||p > ||b92(f)§002||17 >
Then we define the n-term approximant by

An(f)p = An(fv T)y = Zb9]‘ (f>909j'

This procedure becomes practically feasible in the setting of approximation of functions
defined on compact polygonal domains.
By Theorem 3.4, it follows that

If = Au(Dpllp < en™ N1 £l Ba(r).

If 0 < p <1, we use the more complicated nonlinear operators t,, ,(f) (7 < p) from (2.31)
instead of g,,,(f) and the coefficients by(f) := by, defined in (2.33). The same estimate for
the error holds again by Theorem 3.4.

These results imply that the above algorithm achieves the rates of the best n-term
Courant element approximation. We shall further elaborate on this in a forthcoming ar-
ticle.

n-term approximation from the library {®7}. We denote by &,(f), the error of
n-term approximation to f € L,(R?) from the best Courant element collection, i.e.,

On(£)p = i0f 60 (f, T)p,

where the infimum is taken over all LR-triangulations 7 with some fixed parameters My,
Ny, r, p, and 9. The following result is immediate from Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 3.9. Suppose infr ||f| pa(ry < 00, where the infimum is taken over all LR-
triangulations with some fized parameters My, Ny, 7, p, and 8§, and let f € L,(R?). Then

on(f)p <en™® inf 1f Nl Be (1),
where ¢ depends on «, p, and the parameters My, Ny, 1, p, 0.

It is an open problem to characterize the rates of approximation generated by {,(f),}.
The difficulty stems from the highly nonlinear structure of approximation from the library

{Pr}r.

3.3 Nonlinear approximation from (discontinuous)
piecewise polynomials

In this section, we assume that 7 is a weak locally regular triangulation of R? (§2.1). We
denote by ¥*(7), k > 1, the nonlinear set of all n-term piecewise polynomial function of the

form
S=Y 1a-Pa,
AEA,
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where Pa € I, A, C 7T, #A,, <n, and A, may vary with S. We denote by o, (f,7T), the
error of L,-approximation to f € L,(R?) from X¥(7):

Un(faT)p:: inf [|f— S”p

Sexk(T)

We want to characterize the approximation spaces generated by o, (f,7),. To this end we
shall proceed according to the recipe from §3.1. We shall first prove Jackson and Bernstein
estimates. Throughout the rest of the section, we assume that 0 < p < oo, &k > 1, a > 0,
and 1/7 = o+ 1/p. Recall that B**(T) denotes for the skinny B-space introduced in §2.4.

Theorem 3.10. [Jackson estimate] If f € B®*(T), then
on(f, T)p < en™ || fllper(r)

with ¢ depending only on p, o, k, and the parameters of T .

Remark. The conclusion of Theorem 3.10 remains valid if || f|| gax (7 is replaced by the weak
C-norm ||{pa,(f)}aer|lwe. of the sequence {pa,(f)}aer, 0 < n < p, defined in (2.61) (see
also (3.9) for the definition of || - ||ue,)-

Proof. By Theorem 2.17, we have f = 3, 7 pa absolutely a.e. on R* and ||f| ges(7) ~
(> ner ||pA||;)1/T, where pa == pa,(f) (0 <n < p) are from (2.61). Evidently, the sequence
{®;} := {pa}aer satisfies the requirements of Theorem 3.3 and, therefore,

ol £ Ty < en( S pally) " < en ™ Fllgerery. O
AeT

Theorem 3.11. [Bernstein estimate] If S € 3¢(7), then
15l () < en®[IS]lp (3.16)

with ¢ depending only on p, o, k, and the parameters of T .

We shall give the proof of this theorem together with the proof of Theorem 3.7 in the
appendix (§4.1).

Now, we denote by A} := AJ(L,, 7T) the approximation space generated by {o,(f,7),}
(see (3.1)). The following characterization of the approximation spaces A] follows by Theo-
rems 3.10 and 3.11 (see Theorems 3.1 and 3.2):

Theorem 3.12. [f0 <~y <« and 0 < q < o0, then
Ag(LIHT) = (LP7B$k<T>>1

Ot7q
with equivalent norms.

Similarly as in the previous section, we set
Un(f)p = igl.f Un(f7 T)p?

where the infimum is taken over all WLR-triangulations 7" with some fixed parameters r
and p. The following result is immediate from Theorem 3.10.
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Theorem 3.13. Suppose infr || f||ger(7) < 00, where the infimum is taken over all WLR-
triangulations with some fized parameters r and p, and let f € L,(R?). Then

on(f)p <en™ if,}f |f || gk (7)-
It is an open problem to characterize the rates of approximation generated by {o,(f),}-

“Algorithm” for nonlinear n-term piecewise polynomial approximation. We as-
sume that f € L,(R?), 0 < p < oo, and 7 is an arbitrary WLR-triangulation of R?. The
proofs of Theorems 3.3 and 3.10 suggest the following approximation scheme:

Step 1. We use the local polynomial approximation to obtain the following decomposition

of f:
f= meyn(f) = ZPA,n(f)7

meZ AeT

where pa,(f) = 1a - pmy(f) if A € 7., and 1 < p (see Theorem 2.17).
Step 2. We order the terms {pa ,(f)}aer in a sequence {pa,,(f)}52, such that

[Pssn( Dl = [Psan( Dl = -

Then we define the n-term approximant by
An(f)p = Aalf. Ty =D pasulf)-
j=1

By Theorem 3.10 and its proof, it follows that, for f € B*(7T),
1f = An(fpllp < en™ [ fllser(r)-

Haar bases generated by general triangulations. An important point in this article
is that we carry out here nonlinear n-term approximation without using bases. In the
exceptional case of nonlinear approximation from piecewise constants, however, Haar bases
can be constructed and utilized for nonlinear n-term approximation in L,, 1 < p < oo.
To make it simple, suppose that 7 is a weak locally regular triangulation of R? which is
obtained by the standard refinement scheme described in §2.1: Every triangle A € 7 has
four children obtained by choosing a point on each edge of A and joining these points by line
segments. Denote by Ay, ..., Ay the children of A so that A, is the triangle in the middle
(with its vertices on the three edges of A). We associate with A the following three Haar
functions: HA,l = ’A1|_1]1A1 — |A \ Al‘_l]lA\Al, HAQ = ’A2|_11A2 — |A3 U A4‘_11A3UA47
and Ha 3 := |Az|7'1a, — |A4|7'La,. The way we order the children of A is not important.
Clearly, 1a, Ha;1, Hap, and Ha 3 form an orthogonal system which spans the set of all
piecewise constants over {A;}_;. Then

Hr :={Ha1,Hao, Hastaer

is a Haar basis associated with 7. Tt is easily seen that Hr is an orthogonal basis in Ly(R?).
It can be proved by a standard technique that Hz is an unconditional basis for L,(R?),
1 < p < oo, and that Hr characterizes the skinny B®!(7)-norm, o > 0, 1/7 = a + 1/p.
As a consequence, the nonlinear n-term L,-approximation from Hz can be characterized as
above (compare with [12]). We skip the details of these results.
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3.4 Conclusions and open problems

We bring forward again the fundamental question of how to measure the smoothness of the
functions. There is a close connection between sparsity of representation and smoothness
of functions that we also wish to discuss here. As we mentioned in the Introduction, we
believe that in highly nonlinear approximation as well as in some other nonlinear problems
the smoothness of the functions should not be measured using a single space scale (like
Besov spaces) but by a family (library) of suitable space scales. To explain this concept
more precisely we return to n-term Courant element approximation considered in §3.2. For
this type of approximation, a function f should naturally be considered of smoothness order
a > 0 if inf7 || f|| pe(7) < 00, which means that there exists an LR-triangulation 77 such that
| fll Ba(z;) < oo. Then the rate of the n-term L,-approximation of f from the library {®7} is
at least O(n™%). It is an open problem to develop effective procedures that: (a) determine (or
estimate) the maximal smoothness « of a given function f and (b) for a given function f, find
an LR-triangulation 7y such that || f||pa(z;) = infr || f||pa(r). Another related open problem
is to determine whether for each function f € L, there exists a single LR-triangulation 7;
such that the n-term L,-approximation of f from the library {®7} can be characterized
using the B-spaces BZ(7y).

An important issue for discussion is the smoothness of the approximating tool &7 :=
{wo}oco(r). Clearly, in nonlinear approximation, there is no saturation, which means that
the corresponding approximation spaces A} are nontrivial for all 0 < v < co. Therefore,
the smoothness spaces to be used should naturally be designed so that the basis functions
{@g} are infinitely smooth. This was one of the guiding principles to us in constructing the
B-spaces. For instance, the Courant elements {¢g}oco(r) are infinitely smooth with respect
to the B (T) space scale, namely, ||¢g| pa(7) < ¢f|¢sll, for 0 < a < oo (see §2.3). This makes
it possible that our direct, inverse, and characterization theorems impose no restrictions on
the rate of approximation 0 < a < oo (see §3.2-3.3). Also, this explains the complete success
of Besov spaces in the univariate nonlinear piecewise polynomial (spline) approximation
in L, (p < oo0). The important fact is that, any univariate piecewise polynomial (with
finitely many pieces) is infinitely smooth with respect to the corresponding Besov spaces.
More precisely, for univariate discontinuous piecewise polynomials, the Bernstein inequality
holds without any restriction on the smoothness parameter a@ (0 < a < o0) if p < o0
(see Theorem 2.2 from [11]). In dimensions d > 1, however, the situation is totally different.
Even for nonlinear approximation from regular piecewise polynomials (piecewise polynomials
generated by regular triangulations, in our terms), the Besov spaces are not exactly the right
smoothness spaces. Namely, the Besov spaces coincide with the right smoothness spaces
only for some range of the smoothness parameter «. For instance, for nonlinear n-term L,-
approximation from Courant elements generated by a regular triangulation of R?, the Besov
spaces B2*?(L,), 1/7 := a+1/p, 0 < p < oo, are the right spaces only for 0 < a < 1+ 1/p.
In the case of discontinuous piecewise polynomial approximation, the range is 0 < o < 1/p
(see §2.5). For the same reason, the fat B-spaces (§2.5) are not exactly the right spaces for
characterization of n-term Courant element approximation over general triangulations.

In nonlinear n-term approximation, it is natural to work with bases. Except for the
simplest case of n-term piecewise constant approximation (see the end of §3.3), we are not
aware of good (unconditional) bases for L,(R?) (1 < p < co0) and the B-spaces over general
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triangulations. However, as was shown in the previous sections there are equally powerful
means to tackle the problems. Namely, using simple projectors into subspaces of piecewise
polynomials, one can get sufficiently spars representations of the functions, which allow to
capture the rates of the best nonlinear n-term spline approximation. It is an open problem
to construct good bases consisting of continuous or smooth compactly supported piecewise
polynomials (or other functions) over general triangulations.

Methods and algorithms for piecewise polynomial approximation are in demand. This
was one of the primary motivations for this work.

4 Appendix

4.1 Appendix 1: Proof of the Bernstein estimates

In this subsection, we prove Theorems 3.7 and 3.11. We recall our assumptions: 0 < p < oo,
a>0,and 7:= (o +1/p)~".

Tree structure in 7 generated by A C 7. Suppose 7 is a multilevel triangulation
(WLR or better), and let A C 7 and #A < co. The set A induces a tree structure in 7 that
we want to bring forward here and utilize in the proof later on. We shall use the parent-child
relation in 7 induced by the inclusion relation: Each triangle A € 7, has (contains) < M,
children in 7,,,; and has a single parent in 7,, ;.

Let T'g be the set of all A € 7 such that A D A’ for some A’ € A. We denote by T, the
set of all branching triangles in T'y (triangles with more than one child in ') and by I'; the
set of all children in T of branching triangles (each of them may or may not belong to I'y).
Now, we extend Iy to ' := Ty UT}. We also extend A to A := AUT, UT}. In addition,
we introduce the following subsets of I I'y the set of all final triangles in I' (triangles in
[’ containing no other triangles in I') and 'y, := T\ A the set of all chain triangles. Note
that each triangle A € I', has exactly one child in I'. Since the final triangles in I'y belong
to A, then #I'y, < #A and hence #I'y) < My#I'y < c#A, #I'y < #A + #I') < c#A, and
#A < #A + H#I, + #I', < c#A. Note that #I'., can be uncontrolably larger than #A.

We next introduce chains in T'y,. By definition A = {Aq,..., Ay} C Ty, (€ > 1) is a finite
chain in Ty, if AY D A; D --- D Ay D A} for some Ay, AY € A, Ay is a child of AY, A; is a
child of Aj_y, j =2,...,¢, and A is a child of A,. Notice that A ¢ I';, and hence A, is the
only child of AY in I'. We let £ denote the set of all finite chains in I's,. Also, by definition
A={...,A 5 A} C 'y is an infinite chain in Iy, if we have --- D Ay D Ay D A}
for some A € A, Ajis a child of A;_4, j = —1,-2,..., and A is a child of A_;. We let
L>* denote the set of all infinite chains in I'.;,. Clearly, £ U £* consists of disjoint chains of
triangles, I'cp, = Uy e A, and #(L U LX) < H#A.

Finally, we use the above sets to introduce rings generated by A. First, for each A €
I'\ (I, UTy), we denote by A (A # A) the unique largest triangle from A contained in A.
We associate with each A € T'\ (T, UT) a ring Ka defined by Ka := A\ A. Also, we
define Kp :=Aif A eT;and Kp:=0if A e, U(7 \T). Notice that if A € X for some
A€ LUL®, then A = A} Tt is readily seen that K3, N K, = 0 if A’ A” € A and A" # A",

A= | Ka, for AeA, (4.1)
A’el, A'CA
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and hence

Ua= ] K. (4.2)

Aeh Arel
For the proof of both theorems, we need the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1. Suppose S = Y acpla - Pa, where Py € I (k > 1), A C T with T a
WLR-triangulation, and #A < oco. Then
—aT T T o
(D 1A USIE, @) < @A)
AeA

with ¢ depending only on p, o, and the parameters of 7T .

Proof. We adopt all necessary notation from “Tree structure in 7 generated by A C 77
developed above with 7 and A from the hypotheses of the lemma. We may assume that

S:ZHA-PA.

AcA

It is an important observation that S is a polynomial of degree < k on each ring K = A\A
Hence, using Lemma 2.7,

1SNz, xa) 2 LKAl PN Ly 0a) = [AINS |, (r0a)- (4.3)

We shall also need the obvious estimate (see (2.1)):

> (IA/IA]) < elpy) < o0, >0 (4.4)
A€T, ADA!

We use (4.1)-(4.4) to obtain

DA T )= D 1A Y IS IE )

A€l A€l A'eN, A'CA
= ISk D, A
A’el A€A, ADA/
< ST |1 Y (A ADT
A’el A€ET, ADA’
7/p ANL—T ot T
< e 3 IS < o 30 IS ) BT < eI,
A’el A’el

where we once switched the order of summation and applied Holder’s inequality. [

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Let S € %,(7) with 7 an LR-triangulation and suppose that
S =13 per Cos, where M C O(T) and #M < n. Let A be the set of all triangles A € T
which are involved in all § € M. Then S = ZAeA Sa, where S =: 1A - Pa, Pa € 1ls.
Evidently, #A < Ny#M < cn. For the rest of the proof, we adopt all the notation from
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“Tree structure in 7 generated by A C 77, given in the beginning of this section, with 7°
and A from the above. In addition, we denote

X ={AeT,:ACQp for some A" € Aﬂ’]’m},
X ={AcT,: AcQi forsome A’ € ANT,}, where, for A € T,,,
Qa = J{A €T : A NA 0} and QF == {A € T, : AN Qa # 0}
Also, we denote X* := J _, X* and X** = |J _, X Evidently, we have #X* <

- mez *-m mezZ ‘- -m
3No#A < cn and #X** < 3NZ#A < cn. )
For m € Z, we denote S,, := ZOGM,level (0)<m CO%0- Clearly, S,, € S,, and, therefore, for
AeT,, -

Sa(S)r =8Sa(S = Sw)r < 15— SmHLT(QA)’ (4.5)
We shall also use the obvious inequality Sa(S): < [|S]| L, @a)-
Next, we estimate [|S[|5a(r) = Doaer [A[7*7Sa(S)7 by splitting up 7 into two subsets,
namely, X* and 7 \ X™*. 3
(i) If A € X%, then A C Qar for some A’ € AN 7, and hence Qa C Q3%,. From this, we
find

SalS)F < IS0 = D ISILans D STy

A*ET, A*CQA A*€Ty, A*CO2,

and hence, using (2.2),

ATSAS) < Y [ATTISIT e
A*ETy, A*CQQA,

Therefore,

> IATSAS)I < > IATTISI,

AeXy, AeX;:
and, summing over m € Z, we find

D TIATSAS)L < e > ATTSIT o

AeX* AcX**

< e(#AXT)TIS|E < en® IS5 (4.6)
where we applied Lemma 4.1 to S with A replaced by X** which is legitimate since X** D A

and hence S has the required representation.
(i) Let A € 7., \ &,,. Then Qa =: ;2 A; for some A; € (e, N 7o) U (7, \ 1),

j=1,...,na, with nao < 3Ny. We have, using (4.5),
na

Sa(S)7 = Sa(S = Sn)7 < D 1S = SullZ.(a,)- (4.7)
j=1

Note that if Aj € 7, \ ', then S|a;, = Sim|a, and hence ||S — Sp,[|z,a,) = 0.
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Suppose A; € I'c, N 7,,. It is an important observation that, in this case, S|KAj =
S[”|KAJ-~: ]lKAj - Pa; and Sp|a;, = 14, - Pa,, for some Py, € Iy, where Ka; := A; \ Aj
(A; € A) is the ring associated with A;. Using this, we find

1S = Smllz. 2y = IS =5ml a,) <clSIL, a +C||PA-||ZT(A].)
clISI7, & +C|A 1A% 1HSHLP Ka,) (4.8)

IN

For the last inequality in (4.8) we used that
1PAIT 5, < 1AGIPA T ay) < el IPA IT ) (4.9)
< DA T Pa T ka, ) < edBNAGTTHISIIT, (k)

where we applied Lemma 2.7 and used that S]KAJ_ = PAj|KA].- From (4.7)-(4.8), we infer

S A Ear < eSS (IS o + 2lisi e
Al

AeT\X* meZ AET ., N T,
< c Z [AITTISTT, &)+ ¢ Z |A\H 1L, (ka)
A€l ., A€l .y,
Bl 21 + 22.

Switching the order of summation and applying (4.4), we obtain

X = CZHSHL(A') Z AV

A€l A€T ., ADA!
< e ST AT D (AADT (4.10)
AeA A€el, ADA/
< e > NATTSIT an < c(#N)IS]]
A’elA

where for the latter estimate we applied Lemma 4.1 to S with A in place of A.

To estimate X5, we shall use the representation of I',, as a disjoint union of chains: 'y, =
Userues A Let A € £ and suppose A = {Ay, ..., Az}, where AY D A} D --- D Ay D A)
with A}, AY € A (AY ¢ T}). Then

S IANAIT S s < 1SN, anay >Z|A 1A,
AEN
0

< MISIE, ) > o< clISIZ, (-
j=1

N

If A€ L2 and A € A, then S|k, = 0 and hence ||S||z,x,) = 0.
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Summing the above inequalities over all A € L, we obtain

T/ - ~
Ba <0 30 IS uea < (X0 IS ep) R T < @RS (1)

A*el A*el

where we used Holder’s inequality and (4.2). Estimates (4.10)-(4.11) yield

Y 1ATSA(S); < c(#A)™IS < enT|S])5-

AT\ X+
This and (4.6) imply [|S|[3a(r) < en®7[|S|[;. O

Proof of Theorem 3.11. Let 7 be a WLR-triangulation and S € ¥*(7). Then S can be
written in the form S = ., 1a - Pa, where Py € II;, A C 7, and #A < n. As in the
previous proof, we adopt all the notation from “Tree structure in 7 generated by A C 77
with 7 and A from the above.

To estimate || S|z (1) = 2oaer [A7*7wi(S, A)7, we shall split 7" into three subsets:

(i) If A € T\ T, then S is a polynomial of degree < k on A and hence wy(S,A), = 0.

(i) If A € A, then evidently wy(S,A), < ¢||S].(a) and hence

DA Tw(S, A)7 S e Y IAITTIIS T, a) < c(#M) TSI (4.12)

A€A AcA

where for the last inequality we used Lemma 4.1 (with A replaced by A).
(iii) Let A € T'ep, (recall that I'y, :=I'\ A). Clearly, S|k, = 1k, - Pa for some Px € Il,
where Kx := A\ A is the ring associated with A. Therefore,
(8B = wn(S — Pa, A < clISI 5, + cllPal] s,
< cllSI7 &) + AANALTHISIL, k). (4.13)

where we used that HPAHZT(A) < c|A||A|*TY| Pa I, () Which follows by Lemma 2.7 exactly
as in (4.9). From (4.13), we infer

Do AT Tw(S, A < e AITISIT &) Fe Y IAIAITISIE, k)

A€l A€l NS
=: X7 + 2.

We estimate ¥} and ¥} exactly as the sums ¥, and ¥y were estimated in (4.10) and (4.11),
respectively. We obtain

Y 1AW (S, A)7 < e(#A)1S ] < en®T|S];.

A€l

Combining this estimate with (4.12), we find ||S||ge(7)y < en®7||S||, and the proof of Theo-
rem 3.11 is complete. [
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4.2 Appendix 2

Proof of Lemma 2.6 [Whitney]. Suppose P C R? is a parallelogram and f € L,(P).
Evidently, there exists an affine transform A which maps P one-to-one onto [0, 1]2. Whitney’s
estimate

Ei(f,P)g < cwr(f, P)q (4.14)

is invariant under affine transforms and, hence, follows from the case P := [0,1]?. For the
proof of Whitney’s inequality on [0, 1]2, we refer the reader to [B] (for the case of ¢ > 1) and
[SO] (for the case of 0 < ¢ < 1).

Now, having (4.14), we can prove Whitney’s estimate for a triangle as well. Fix an
arbitrary triangle A = [z1, 29, 23]. Let vy := (22 + 23)/2, yo := (1 + x3)/2, and y3 :=
(x1 4+ 22)/2 be the midpoints of its edges, and let A" := [y1, y2, y3]. Consider now the three
parallelograms Py = [71,Y3,Y1,Y2], P2 = [T2,91,Y2,¥3], and Pz := [x3,92,y3,41]. Clearly,
A = U?Zl P; and A’ = ﬂ?zl P;. We select polynomials Pas, P, P, P3 € IIj, such that
|f = Parllzyany = Ex(f, A)g and || f — Pjllz,cp;) = Er(f, Pj)q for j = 1,2,3. Evidently, since
A’ C P; and |P;| = 2|A'|, using Lemma 2.7 and (4.14), we have

c|Pj — Parllpyan < cllf = PillLgan +cllf — Parllzyan
cllf = PjllL,py) + cE(f, A)q < cER(f,P;)q
ka(f7 7Dj)q S ka(f? A)q

with ¢ = ¢(q, k). From this, we obtain

|1P; — ParllL,cp))

IA A IA

3
EW(f,A)g < If = Parlliga) < e > I = Parllige,

j=1
3 3

< e N = Pilleyry + D 1Par = Pillnyey < cwrlf, A),,
j=1 j=1

where we again used (4.14). Thus (2.11) is proved for a triangle.

To prove (2.11) in the second case one can proceed similarly, using that the estimate is
invariant under affine transforms and most importantly that 7 is an SLR-triangulation (see
§2.1). We omit the details. [

Proof of Lemma 2.12. Let S € S,, be an element of best L,-approximation to f on €2a
from S,,,. Using Lemma 2.7,(c) and Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

1S = Sllz,0a) cllf = Sley@a) +ellS = Sl @a)

cSa(f)n + lQalY"VEIS = SIL, 4

cSa(f)y +eQal”"H( f = Slip.@a) + 1f = Slu@a))
cSA(f)y + e Qal" VN f = SlLa)
)n

cSalfn+ellf = Sl < eSalf)y,. O

Proof of inequality (3.11). We shall use the obvious inequality

VAN VAN VAN VAR VAN

a’t’ " * < (a+b)?° if0<a<s and a,b>0, (4.15)
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which is immediate from (a/b)* < (a/b+ 1) < (a/b+ 1)°. Now, set « := 1/7 — 1/p,

s:=1/7>a,a:=nz],and b := Z;’inﬂ x}. Applying inequality (4.15), we find
> 1/p > 1/p > 1/p
(3 )"< (a7 3 )" = 5 )
J=n+l j=n+1 j=n+1

> 1/7
_ n—aaabl/r—a < n—a(a + b)l/r < n—a(Zx}'> '

J=1
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