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Abstract

In this paper, we modify the classical Kantorovich operators, very well known in
Approximation Theory, by considering p-averages (whose expressions are of the form
of L? (quasi-)norms, p > 0). We establish convergence results, an asymptotic formula
covering the general setting; moreover, we show that, under suitable assumptions, our
operators perform better than the classical Kantorovich ones in approximating func-
tions. Because of the nature of the p-averages, the proposed operators are nonlinear,
so their study turns out to be more challenging.
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formula
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1 Introduction

The mathematical field of Approximation Theory aims to study how a given function
can be replaced, up to a prescribed precision, by a simpler one, typically belonging
to a specific class of functions (such as polynomials) or having a particular structure.
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The term approximation can be interpreted in several ways; for instance, it may refer
to pointwise convergence or convergence with respect to a norm (such as the uniform
or LP-norm, with p > 1). The areas and applications of Approximation Theory are
numerous, ranging from Signal Analysis [10], to Computer-Aided Geometric Design
[21], Image Processing [6], and even Neural Networks [16].

Classical examples of approximation processes for functions on the interval [0, 1]
are the Kantorovich operators [23], defined for integrable functions by

" T
Kn)) = (n+1)f f@dt)Bia),  xel01],n>1.

_k_
k=0 n+1

They act as polynomials expressed in the Bernstein basis

n

Bk,n(x) = (k

)xka — )"k 0<k<n, xelo01]

with coefficients given by the integral averages

k+1
1
n+1) . f@)dr. (1.1)
T
These averages can be interpreted as approximations of f(s) forany s € [nk? %],

and in particular of the values f (%) . In fact, the operators K,, were introduced, with the
aim of approximating integrable functions on [0, 1], as a modification of the Bernstein
operators [26], preserving the same structure but replacing the coefficients f (5) with
the above integral averages.

Several studies about Kantorovich operators and their generalizations have been
tackled over the decades; here we mention [3, 17, 29, 30], among many others. In
particular, Kantorovich operators have been modified by replacing the averages (1.1)
with weighted averages [18, 20, 31], averages over mobile intervals [11], or pointwise
evaluations only at the endpoints [1].

In this paper, we aim to explore a sequence of Kantorovich-type operators obtained
by replacing the averages (1.1) with the power averages of exponent p, in short p-

averages,
1

kil ;
Qn+1) f‘f@ﬁdﬁ . p>0.

k
n+1

Namely, for every n > 1, we will consider the operators given by

1

n

k+1 P
(K pn () =Z(<n+1> ' f(t)”dt) Bia(). xel01],

k
k=0

n+l
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for all non-negative functions f € L?(0, 1), and by

Kp,nf = Kp,n(f+) - Kp,n(f—)

for a function f € L?(0, 1) with arbitrary sign, where f and f_ are the non-negative
and non-positive parts of f. When p = 1, Kantorovich operators are recovered. We
stress that we consider p > 0 and not only p > 1, as more usually done when dealing
with L”-spaces. We remark also that L?-spaces have been objects of interest even
in the case 0 < p < 1 (for instance, in [5, 19, 25]), as well as this case has been
successfully considered for £,-minimization problems (see, for example, [27]).

Our study is motivated by the idea of finding better approximations of functions
than those provided by Kantorovich operators. More precisely, let f : [a, b] — R be
a non-negative bounded measurable function on an interval [a, b] and let s € [a, b].
All the averages

1 b ’
Ap(f) = <m/ f(z)/’dz) ., p>0, (1.2)

are different from each other, unless f is constanta.e. in [a, b]. Thus, a natural question
arises: for which values of p, does A, (f) gives an approximation of f(s) better than
Ai(f),ie [f(s) — Ap(H] < |f(s) — A1(f)|? A simple answer makes use of the
Holder inequality, which states that A,(f) < A4(f) if p < g. More precisely,
assuming that f is not constant a.e. in [a, b],

(@) if f(s)

every p > 1, since A1(f) < A,(f) < f(s) forevery p > 1;
@) if f(s) = min] f (), then A,(f) approximates f(s) better than A;(f) for

t€la,b

every 0 < p < 1,since f(s) < Ap(f) < A1(f) forevery 0 < p < 1.

n[la)l(ﬂ f (@), then A,(f) approximates f(s) better than A;(f) for
tela,

More generally,

(iii) if A1(f) < f(s), then there is a range of values of p > 1 for which A,(f)
approximates f(s) better than A{(f);

(iv) if A1(f) > f(s), then there is a range of values of 0 < p < 1 for which A, (f)
approximates f(s) better than A (f).

In conclusion, values of p # 1 may provide for a better approximation in different
situations and it is clear that this argument about the p-averages affects the approx-
imation of f by the operators K, ,. Indeed, as it is shown in Section 6, under some
assumptions on f and x € [0, 1], K, , f approximates f better than K, f at x.
Now, after having discussed the motivation, we point out one of the most peculiar
characteristics of the operators K, ,: for p # 1 they are nonlinear operators. This
makes the study much more challenging than the linear case, namely the classical
Kantorovich operators. Nonlinear operators have been arising an increasing interest
in Approximation Theory in recent years. For instance, [28] and many other works, e.g.
[4,7, 14, 15, 24, 32], studied operators expressed in terms of nonlinear kernels which
are suitably estimated; [8] considered nonlinear operators based on different algebraic
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structures and introduced, in particular, the max-product and max-min approximations
(modifications of these operators have been studied, e.g., in [9, 13, 22]). To the best of
our knowledge, nonlinear operators based on averages of type (1.2) were not previously
studied.

With more details, in this paper we investigate basic properties of the operators K, ,
like boundedness, continuity (Section 3), convergence at a point, uniformly on [0, 1] or
in LP-spaces asn — +o00 (Section 4). In addition, we establish an asymptotic formula
of Voronovskaya type, that is an explicit expression of nEToo n((Kpnf)x) — f(x))

(related then to the approximation error) when f is twice differentiable at x, in the
general setting. We would like to point out that the sum of several terms (specifically,
those arising from the Taylor expansion of f centered at x) must be handled in the
proof of such a formula. In the linear case, these terms can be treated separately, while
for nonlinear operators this separation is not straightforward and requires a more elab-
orated processing. To get an idea of the problem complexity, most of this paper (the
entire Section 5) is devoted to the proof of the asymptotic formula. As far as we are
aware, previous studies on nonlinear operators in Approximation Theory have mainly
provided asymptotic estimates (see, e.g., [7, 14, 24]), whereas explicit asymptotic for-
mulas like the one proved here seem to be new.

The asymptotic formula (Theorem 5.1) for the operators K, , has some curious prop-
erties, that are discussed after the statement. Here, we mention that it has a differential
expression on f and one of its coefficients is, under some assumption on f, discon-
tinuous at the endpoints. Differential equations with discontinuous coefficients are of
great interest for the modeling of heterogeneous processes [12, 33].

To conclude, nonlinearity plays a crucial role in many fields of Mathematics or
Science. For instance, many real phenomena are better modeled by nonlinear (rather
than linear) differential equations; in Image Processing, the so-called median filter
performs better than the linear mean filter in the reduction of particular noises; talking
about Machine Learning, classifiers based on nonlinear functions or operations often
provide improved results. In the same way, we believe that nonlinear operators in
Approximation Theory may offer better properties compared to linear operators and
this paper gives a contribution in this direction.

2 Preliminaries and notations

For every p > 0, we denote by L”(a, b) the space of all measurable functions f :
1

b P
[a,b] — R such that || f]l, := / | f(x)|Pdx < 00, by L*(a, b) the space

of all (classes of) essentially boundetzl measurable functions f : [a, b] — R and by
[ flloo := SUPycpq.p) |S (X)] < o0. In this paper, the symbols sup and inf stand for
the essential supremum and infimum, respectively. Finally, C(a, D) is the space of all
continuous functions on [a, b].

We write f > 0, as usual, to indicate that a function f : [a, b] — R isnon-negative.
Any function f € L?(a, b) with real values can be written as difference of two unique
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non-negative functions in L? (a, b),i.e. f = f+ — f—. The functions f,, f_ are called
the non-negative and the non-positive part of f, respectively.

As known, when the usual identification of measurable functions is made, || - ||, is
anorm if p > 1 and a quasi-norm if 0 < p < 1. In particular, in the latter case the
triangle inequality is lost. However, forany 0 < p < l and f, g € L?(a, b), it results
that

If+glh < IFIL+1glh, 2.1

and Jensen’s inequality in concave version entails the flipped triangle inequality for
non-negative functions

Ifllp +lgly < If +gllp. f.g=0. (2.2

The properties of || - || , and Holder’s inequality imply that the p-averages A, defined
by (1.2), verify the following statements:

(i) For any p > 0, A, is positively homogeneous, i.e. A,(Af) = LA, (f), for all
A>0and f € LP(a,b), f >=0.

(ii) For any p > 1, A, is subadditive, i.e. A,(f + g) < A,(f) + Ap(g) for all
f.g€LP(a,b), f,g=0.

(iii) Forany 0 < p <1, A, is superadditive, i.e. A, (f) + Ap(g) < Ap(f + g) for
all f,geLP(a,b), f,g>0.

(iv) For any p > 0, A, is monotone, i.e. A,(f) < A,(g) forall f,g € LP(a,b),
0<f=g

(v) Forany f € L®(a, b) suchthat f > 0, A,(f) is increasing w.r.t. the parameter,
ie. Ap(f) < Ay(f)forall0 < p <gq.

Finally, we recall some properties of the Bernstein basis that we will apply through-
out the paper [26]: for every x € [0, 1] and n > 1, we have

> Beax) =1, 2.3)
k=0
Y kBin(x)=nx, Y kK*Bin(x)=nx(l—x+nx), (2.4)
k=0 k=0
1
(n+ 1)/ B (x)dx = 1. (2.5)
0

3 Definition and basic properties

In this section we define the nonlinear version of the Kantorovich operators, quoted
in the introduction, and give some elementary properties.
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Definition 3.1 Let p > 0 and n > 1. For a non-negative function f € L7 (0, 1), we
define

1

n k+1 P
(Kp,nf><x)=z<<n+1) f(t)”dt> Bia(x), xe€[0.1]. (.

k=0

k
n+l1
If f € LP(0, 1) has an arbitrary sign, then we set

Kp,nf = Kp,n(f+) - Kp,n(ff)- (3~2)
We will refer to K, , as a Kantorovich operator with p-averages.

Explicitly, in (3.2) we have

n+1

k
n+l

(Kpu @) =) a+ D7 [ ([ fr@)Pdr) f-@Pdr) | Bia(x).

k=0

for x € [0, 1]. Obviously, when p = 1 we recover the Kantorovich operator [23]

(Kn f)(x) = Z(n +D [ f®dtBiy(x),  x€[0,1],
k=0 T

forany f € L'(0, 1). Other remarks that are immediate consequences of the definition

of K, ,, and the properties of the p-averages listed in Section 2 are stated below (and
hold for any n > 1).

Remarks 3.2 (i) Forany p > Oand p # 1, K, , is a nonlinear operator.

(ii) For any p > 0, K , is a positive operator, i.e. it maps non-negative functions
into non-negative functions.

(iii) For any p > 0, K, , preserves the constant functions.

(iv) For any p > 0, K, ,, is a homogeneous operator, i.e. K, ,(Af) = AK, , f, for
all 1 € R (not necessarily positive) and f € L”(0, 1).

(v) Forany p > 1, K, ,, is subadditive on the subspace of non-negative functions,
i.e. for every f,g € LP(0,1) such that f,g > 0 we have K, ,(f + g) <
Kpnf+Kpnug.

(vi) Forany 0 < p < 1, K, , is superadditive on the subspace of non-negative
functions, i.e. for every f, g € L?(0, 1) such that f, g > 0 we have K, , f +
Kpng < Kpu(f+8).

(vii) For any p > 0, K, , is monotone on the subspace of non-negative functions,
ie. forevery f,g € LP(0,1) suchthat 0 < f < g wehave K, , f < Kp 8.

(viii) Forany p > 0, f € L*(a, b) such that f > 0, K, , f is increasing w.r.t. to the
parameter, i.e. K, , f < Ky, f,forevery0 < p <gq.

In the next proposition we give some bounds for K, ,, f.
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Proposition 3.3 The following statements hold for any p > 0 andn > 1.

(i) Kpn:L>®(0,1) — L*>(0, 1) is a well-defined bounded operator. In particular,
forany f € L*(0, 1), we have that

lnff < Kpnf(x) <supf
[0,1]

SJorallx € [0,1]and | Kpn flloo < | fllco-
(ii) Kpn:LP(0,1) — LP(0, 1) is a well-defined bounded operator. In particular,

(@) if p = 1, then for any f € L?(0, 1) we have that
IKpnfllp = 1f1p:
(b) if0 < p < 1, then for any f € LP(0, 1) such that f > 0, we have that

IKpnfllp = 1f1lp-

Proof (i) The statements are a direct consequence of the fact that

, k+l ? k+l 1
inf f=@m+Dr ( f+(t)”dt> —( f- (t)pdt> < sup f,
[A A&ty _k_ _k_ ko k+l
e n+| pEn| ntl [ o)

forall f € L>®(0,1),n>1and0 <k <n.
(ii) We start with the case p > 1. By using the convexity of the function y +— y?,
equations (2.3) and (2.5), the reverse triangle inequality, we obtain, for f € L?”(0, 1),

k+1

1 L|P
k+1 v k+1 7
1K pon 111 s/ Z<n+1> (f f+(t)”dt) - (/Z“ f—(t)”dt) By (x) dx

n+1

k+1

L|P
1.n 5 P
5/0 Yo+ (/,{“ |f+(t)—f(t)lpdt) By (x)dx
k=0 n+1

n+l

1 n k+| k+|
< Z<n+1)/ |f(z>|PdtBkn<x)dx—Z/ o1 dr = 1£15,
k=0

k=0" n+1

which proves the boundedness of the operator and (a).
Now, let 0 < p < 1. Thanks to (2.1) we get, for f € LP(0, 1),

k+1

1
IKpn fl5 < / Z<n+1>( o f+(t)Pdr>Bk,n(x>de

n+1

1 n z-H
+/0 >+ 1)( e (t)”dt) By (x)P dx

k=0 n+l
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1
<@+ 1)(Z/k (f+OF + f~F) d )kj%axn/o By (x)? dx

1
—IFIZ (4 1) max / Bin(x)P dx,
k=0,....n Jo

so the operator is bounded. The inequality in (b) can be proved with similar steps as
for (a) and taking into account that the function y +— y” is concave. O

From numerical experiments we observed that the inequality in Proposition 3.3(ii.b)
does not necessarily hold when f has a variable sign.

Remarks 3.4 As in the proof of Proposition 3.3(ii) it follows that, for any p > 1 and
f.8€LPO1),f,g=0,

||Kp,nf_Kp,ng”p = ”f_g”p' (3.3)

Indeed,

(/ . f(t)”dt> —(/ i g(z)f’dz) Bin(x) d

n+1

1 n
1K ponf = Kpungll < / >
0 =0

/ Z(n-l- 1)/ |f(t) = g(0)IP dr By (x)dx = || f = gl}.

In general, if f, g € L?(0, 1), p > 1, then, by using the properties | f+ —g+| < | f—g|
and | f— — g_| < |f — gl|, which hold true in every Riesz space, we get that

NKpnf — Kpngllp <21f —gllp,

so that K, , : LP(0,1) — L?(0, 1) is a continuous operator.
Analogously, forany p > 0, f, g € L*°(0, 1)

”Kp,nf_ Kp,ng”oo <M f — gllcos

where M = 1if f, g > 0 and M = 2 otherwise.

4 Convergence theorems

In this section we study the convergence of the operators K, , as n — +00, in the
sense of pointwise/uniform convergence or in L”-norm, as it was classically done for
Kantorovich operators [26]. We begin the section with some asymptotic estimates that
will be needed throughout the paper.
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Lemma 4.1 For any real number j > 1, we have

I lk+1

n—+1

)

j .
—x )Bk,n(x) —Om 1) 4.1)

as n — +o00 and uniformly w.r.t. x € [0, 1].

Proof The left hand side in (4.1) can be bounded by

le

k=0

j—1
(n+1)J°

- —X Bkn(x) +

in view of the triangular and Jensen’s inequalities and of (2.3). Hence, the conclu-

J .
= x| Binx) = O %) asn — +oo (see [2,

n
sion follows by the fact that %

k=0
Theorem 1]). O

In what follows, we present a result about the pointwise and uniform convergence
for the operators K ;.
Theorem 4.2 Let f € L°°(0, 1) and p > 0. Then, lirj_l (Kpnf)(x) = f(x) at any
n—+0oo
point x of continuity of f. Moreover, if f € C(0, 1), then 1ir+n IKpnf— flloo=0.
n—+00

Proof We first consider f to be non-negative. Let € > 0. There exists § > 0 such that
|f() — f(x)] < eforallt € [0, 1] with | — x| < §. Then

n ktl %
(K pn H)0) = F)] = D <(n+ o[ f(r)Pdr) Bin(x) — f(x)

_k_
k=0 n+1

1

<Z ((n+1)/: f(t)”dt) - fx) Bkn<x><Z+Z
e =

+T
where ' o
Ji=1k=0,...,n:max ——x,i—x <34
n—+1 n—+1
and ' o
=1k =0,...,n:max — ,L—x >87.
n—+1 n—+1

Let us estimate the first sum. Since f is essentially bounded and continuous at x
we obtain

A+l
> ((n+1) " f(t)”dt> — f ()| Bia(x)

_k_
J1 n+l1
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< ZmaX(lik,n(f) — FL Iskn(f) = fFODBia(x) < €

Ji

where, in particular, we set i ,(f) = 1nf o kel Sfand si . (f) = SUpy _k_ kbl f.
n+1’n+

Regarding the second sum, by Lemma 4 1 there exists C independent of n, x such
that

_k_

1
k+l >
> ((n+1> " f(t)”dt> — f(x)|Bin(x)

I 1
k+1 ks
= Z ((n + 1)/A f(t)l’dt> + f(x) | Bra(x) < 2||f||ooZBk’n(x)
n+1 7
2l Yomax (| [ [ ) 8 I/l
= 0052 n n+1 , nrl 2,

This completes the proof of the case where f is non-negative. The general case follows
by the inequality

I(Kpn f)(x) = fFOO] < [(Kpa(f3))(xX) = fr (O] + [(Kpn(f)) () = f-(0)].
If f € C(0, 1), reasoning in a similar way we get the second statement. O

About the convergence in L?-spaces, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3 Let n > 1 and suppose that one of the following conditions hold

(i) p>1land f € LP(0, 1),
(ii) p>0and f € C(0, 1).

Then tim || Kpnf = flly =0.
Proof (i) We start by considering f € L”(0, 1), f > 0, and ¢ > 0; then, there exists

g€C(0,1),g >0,suchthat | f —gll, < &/3.
From Theorem 4.2, there exists n € N such that, forany n € N, n > 7,

I1Kpng —gllp < IKpng — &lloo < €/3. (4.2)
Hence, for n > 7, taking (4.2) and (3.3) into account,
IKpnf = fllp = 1Kpnf — Kpngllp +11Kpng —gllp+I1f =gl <e.
Now letassume f € L?(0, 1). By what proved in the first part and by the inequality

”Kp,nf - f”p = ||Kpn(f+) - Kp,n(f—) - (f-i- - f—)”p
S WK pn(f4) = follp + 1K pn(f2) = f=llp,
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the proof is complete.

(ii) In this case the statement follows by the inequality || K, , f — fllp < | Kpn f —
flloo and from Theorem 4.2. O
5 Asymptotic formula
In this section we will state and prove an asymptotic formula of Voronovskaya type
for the operators K, , covering any case of p > 0, x € [0, 1] and sign of f(x). The

result is the following.

Theorem 5.1 Let f € L°°(0, 1), x € [0, 1] such that f is two times differentiable at
x, and p > 0. Then

Vi) = nl}rfoon((lfp,nf)(x) - f(x) (5.1
exists. Moreover,
(i) if0 <x < l,orifx =0,1and f(x) #0, then

—2x 1—
VI = foOE 4 )x( Y, (5.2)

(ii) if x =0and f(0) =0, then

1'(0)

Vi) = L (53)
(p+1r
(iii) ifx = land f(1) =0, then
(1
VE) = —f;)l. (5.4)
(p+1Dr

Before attacking the proof of Theorem 5.1, we want to highlight some curious

and unexpected features of the above mentioned asymptotic formula for the operators
Kpn.
Leﬁ f be two times differentiable at x € [0, 1]. First, restricting on the interval ]0, 1[,
V f does not depend on p (in other words, (5.1) coincides with the corresponding
formula of the Kantorovich operator). In particular, V' is linear on f on the interval
10, 1[, even though the operator K, , is nonlinear for p # 1.

Asymptotically, the nonlinearity is preserved at x = 0 and x = 1. Indeed, if for
instance f, g : [0, 1] — R are given by f(x) = 2x + 1 and g(x) = —x — 1 for
x €0, 1], then f(0) # 0, g(0) # 0, (f +g)(0) = 0and (f + g)"(0) # 0, s0

V(f+8)(0) # V) + Vg().
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Moreover, V is linear on the space of two times differentiable functions on [0, 1] which
vanish at the endpoints.

Finally, when f is two times differentiable in a neighborhood of xo = 0 or 1,
f(xo) = 0and f/'(xg) # 0, then the function V f is discontinuous at xo and exactly

2
lim Vf(x) = ———Vf(x0).
e (p+1)r

This implies that the convergence in (5.1) is not necessarily uniform with respect to x.
Furthermore, as it will be shown in Corollary 6.5, the discontinuity has some indirect
positive implications about values of p for better approximations. More generally, we
will discuss some consequences of Theorem 5.1 in Section 6.

As one can see, the statement of Theorem 5.1 is very simple. Nevertheless, the non-
linearity of the operators K, , makes the proof decisively more difficult in comparison
to the case of the linear operators K. This is why we formulate some preparatory lem-
mas and we organize the section into different parts, to facilitate the understanding of
the proof, which is in Subsection 5.3.

5.1 Arecurrent Taylor’s formula and the remainder estimate
In many parts of the proof we will use the following Taylor’s formula and the corre-

sponding estimate of the remainder, in order to approximate a recurrent function with
a polynomial of a certain degree. As usual, we denote by

o) |1 i=0
i - ot(otfl)..i.!(o:fi+l) i >0,

for any « € ]0, +o0[ and any non-negative integer i.
Lemma5.2 Leta € 10, 400l and g € N such that f > max(«, g + 1). Then

q

o .
(1+ )"~ =Z(,-)y’ +R,(y), Vy=-—I, (5.5)
i=0
where
IRy < r(yP +1y19™h, vy > -1, (5.6)

and r depends only of «, B, and q.

Proof Let o € ]0, +oo[ and ¢ € N. By Taylor’s formula centered at 0, it is possible
to write (5.5) with Lagrange form remainder

_ a a—q—1, q+1
Ry(y) = <q+ 1)(1 +z() y
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for any y > —1, z(y) being a number satisfying
y<z(y) <0,if —1<y<0, z(0) =0, 0<z(y) <y, ify>0. (5.7

Taking (5.7) into account, in the case where @ > g + 1, we have

e (I+yeat ify>0
1 a—q—1
(1 +:20)) =h if —1<y<0.

Now, for any 8 > max(«, g + 1) we can further write by Jensen’s inequality
I+ <A+ <2720 4 P77l vy =0,
so the estimate
(14 20y < 287072 y)f 4 2f 72y et

holds for all y > —1, which implies (5.6). Moreover, the statement is true also for
y = —1 by continuity.

Finally, in the case that 0 < a < ¢ + 1, the function y +— (1 4+ z(y))*~ 97! is
bounded in the interval ] — 1, 0] since the function y — (1 + y)¢ is so, and it is
bounded in the interval [0, +-00[ because (1 + z(y))*~4~! < 1 by (5.7). Therefore,
(5.6) is true for y > —1 and by continuity also for y = —1, even in the case where
O<a<g+1. O

Remarks 5.3 Actually, a careful reading of the proof of Lemma 5.2 shows that a
stronger estimate than (5.6) holds, i.e. there exist r1, rp depending only on «, g such
that
r(y+ Iyt ifa > g +1
IRy(y)] < B :
ra|y|9Tr, f0<a<g+1

for all y > —1. However, we prefer to state Lemma 5.2 with (5.6) to uniform the proof
of Theorem 5.1, with respect to any p > 0.

5.2 Asymptotic behavior of suitable moments

In the proof of Theorem 5.1 we will manage the asymptotic behavior of certain func-
tions, which are combinations of particular coefficients (in form of integral of suitable
powers of ¥, (t) =t — x, where x is fixed) and of the Bernstein basis. Those func-
tions are sometimes (but not always) moments or absolute moments of the operators
K ., so we generally call them, by an abuse of terminology, "moments". The type of
moments required for the proof is determined according to the fact the approximating
function and some of its derivatives vanish or not at a certain point x. In what follows,
n>1landk =0,...,n,asusual.
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First of all, in the case f(x) # 0, the terms

T 2k + 1
Clk’n(x) = (n+ 1)/ ([—X)dt = m —

_k_
n+l1

X, (5.8)

k+1
T 3k 4+3k+1  2k+1
b = 1 t—x)dt = - 2
k,n(x) (n+ )/7 ( X) 3(n+1)2 n4+1 X+

k
n+l

(5.9)

are needed, while in the case f(x) = f/(x) = 0and f”(x) # 0 only the coefficient

ketl »
dpjn(x) = ((n + 1)/'1+ |z —XIz”dt> (5.10)

k
n+1

is involved. The following lemma gives the expressions of the moment limit with these
coefficients.

Lemma 5.4 Uniformly w.r.t x € [0, 1], it holds that

lim_n (g(:)ak,n(xwk,n(x)) = 1_22)‘, (5.11)

lim_n (Z bk,n(x)Bk,n(x)> = x(1 —x), (5.12)
k=0

tim_n (Z ak,n(x)sz,nu)) = x(1 - x), (5.13)
k=0

lim_n (,; d,,,k,n(x)Bk,n(x)> = x(1—x). (5.14)

Proof Equations (5.11) and (5.12) are well-known [26], while (5.13) follows from

2 4k +4k+1 2k +1 2
a, X = — X X
ko 400+ 1) nt1

and the identities (2.4).
To prove (5.14), we observe that, by mean value theorem for integrals, for every

k=0,...,n there exists & , € ]nkﬁ, %[ such that
kel »
n+l 2p 2
dpkn(x)=(m+1) . [t —x[*Pdr ] = (kn —X)".
Eny
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Hence,
k 2 k k k kK k
dp,k,n(x) —\-—X = sk,n - - Sk,n + - —2x| = Ek,n - = gk,n - —+2-—-2x
n n n n n n
e k|? ol k PR S S 1
Rl kn = n T m+D?2 n+1|n '
Therefore,

n

1 1

< — 4+ —
T (n+1)2 n+1k§)

- =X

Bk,n(x)-
n

n n k 2
de,k,n(x)Bk,n(x) - Z (; _x> Bk,n(x)

k=0 k=0

n

. . k . kY
Since nEToo];) - — x| Brn(x) = 0 and ngl}rloon <,; (; — x) Bk,n(x)> =
x (1 —x) both uniformly w.r.t. to x (see, for instance [26, Sect. 1.5]), the last inequality

implies (5.14). O

We remark that dj x , = by, for all n, k, and

Y akn (@) Bia() = Kia(W), Y bkn(0)Ben(x) = Kin(¥7),

k=0 k=0
n

> dpion(X)Bin(x) = Kpu(Y7).

k=0
Further moments will appear in the proof of Theorem 5.1 when f(x) = Oand f’(x) #
0 for 0 < x < 1, namely

n n
D apn@Bin), D bpin(x)Biax), (5.15)

k=0 k=0

where

T » T »
apjn(x) = <(n +h | - x)+pdt) — <(n +1) . (t— x)J’dt) ,
n+l1 (516)

_k_
n+1
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and
k+1 %— ki]
bpin(x) = <(n +1 (t—x),? dt) (n+1) (t —x) P dr
i} 5! el
((n +1) (t—x)_ pdt) n+1 (t —x)_P*ldr.
(5.17)
Note that
n
Zap,k,n(x)Bk,n(x) = Kp,n(wx),
k=0
1
kil -
and in (5.17) we mean that ((n +1) /k (t—x).? dt) =0ifx > ﬁ%}, and
ey
k+1 117—1
similarly [ (n + 1)/ (t —x)_Pdr =0if x < #, even when p > 1

n+1
(situations where the standard meanings are lost). Furthermore, a1y, = ax, and

b1 kn = by forall n, k.
The following lemma allows us to evaluate the asymptotic behavior of the moments
(5.15). The proof, which is rather difficult, is based on Lemma 5.2.

Lemma5.5 Forany p > 0and 0 < x < 1 we have

n
. —2x
im0y ap k() Bea() = — =, (5.18)
k=0
ngrfngbp,k,n(x)Bk,n(x) = x(1 — x). (5.19)
k=0
Proof We start to prove (5.18). Let 0 < x < I,n > 1l and k = 0, ..., n be fixed.
There are different possibilities about the respective positions of x, nkﬁ and l’ifl, SO
we need to consider different cases
Firstly, let us suppose that x < ;. Then, a direct calculation from (5.16) leads to
n+1\s [ (k+1 \PH k P10
ap fn(x) = —X — — X
p+1 n+1 n+1
Since
| 1 pt+l
k+1 Pt 2k +1 i 1
1) “Garn ) M ’
n 200+ 1) (4 - x)
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by applying Lemma 5.2 with
1

) (5.20)
2Ut1
2(n+ 1 (2(nil) - x)

o =p+1landg =2, we get

k+1 P 2k + 1 P p el 2k+1 P
—X == —x + —X
n+1 2(n+1) 2n+1) \2(n+ 1)
(p+Dp [ 2k+1 p=l 2k +1 p+l
- = R
CESACTESY) X + T D x 2(Vk,n),

where
1R e, )| < 71 (Uykenl? + 1yl (5.21)

B > max(p + 1, 3) and r{ depends only on p, 8. Similarly,

< ko )”“_(2k+1 ~ >"+1_ p+1 <2k+1 ~ >"
i1 ) TQarny T 2n+1) 2+
(p+Dp [ 2k+1 p-1 2k +1 AL
8(n + 1)2 <2(n T _x> + (2(n ) ”) Ra(ien),

where 3., = —

S Th

. erefore
2k+1 ’

2(n+1)(2(nil) —x)

2% + 1 P 1/ 2k+1 ptl -
ap,k,n(x>=[( * x) +"+( * —x) (Rz(}’k,n)—Rz()’k,n)):|

1
P

2n+1) p+1\ 20+ 1)

2k +1 n+1 ( 2k+1 B
B <2(n+ 1) _x> [1 o (2(n+ ) —X> (B2 (Ven) — Rz(yk,n))]

2k + 1 2k +1
= ( X> + ( X>R0(Yk,n),

==

2n+1) 2n+1)
(5.22)
where in the last row we applied again Lemma 5.2 with o« = %, g =0and
Viw = 0 (2L ) (Rotk) = RoGin) (5.23)
= — X - . .
k.n b+ 1 2+ 1) 2Vk,n 2k,n

We now estimate the last term in (5.22). Firstly, we note that for any y > max(%, 1)
and some r, depending only on p, y,

[Ro(Yi,)| < r2(1 Y nl” + [ Yinl)-
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Hence, taking also (5.23), (5.21) and (5.20) into account, by Jensen’s inequality there
exists ¢ independent of k, n, x such that

2k + 1
’<—+ X> Ro(Yk,n)

2n+1)
2k + 1 ==Ly 2k +1 =2y
< 1 _(ﬁ_l)y - 1 _2)/ -
_61<(n+ ) st +@m+1) CETN
2k 41 2-p 2k +1 !
DAl = — N2 —— — .
e+l ‘Z(n—i-l) o R TP T )
(5.24)
In the case x > % similar arguments lead to

1
) T 2k+1 2% +1 =
J—— — P — — -
apkn(x) = ((n+1)/ni] x =1 dt) = (2(n+1) X>+ (2(n+1) X>R0(Yk,n)s

where (% — x) RO(? k.n) satisfies an estimate similar to (5.24). Therefore, for any

0<x <,
n n
. . 2k + 1
nEIqILloo n(z al’,k,n(x)Bk,n ()C)) = nEToo n (Z <m - x) By n ()C))
k=0 k=0
. 2k +1
+ nEToon Z <m - x) Ro(Yk,n) Bk,n(x)

k#k
. 2%k +1
+ nlg{loo" (ap,E,n(x) - (m - x)) By (%),
ksl

where  is the unique integer (depending on n) satisfying % <x <77

Now, we prove that the second and third limits after the equality sign of (5.25) are
null.

In particular, for the second one we use the inequality (5.24), in which the right hand

(5.25)

o | 2+ o .
side is a sum of terms of the form (n + 1) — — X Bi ., (x), for suitable
2(n+1) '
m > 1. This enables us to evaluate the general terms of that type. Let % <a < land
define
~ | 2k+1
I =1k=0,...,n:k #k, —+—x <n %%
2(n+1)
~ | 2k+1
L=31k=0,....,n:k #k, —+—x >n"%}.
2(n+1)
Since

2k + 1 ~
' + fork # k

2(n+1) “2(n+1)
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and 1 —m < 0, we have

B 2k +1 1=m
(m+1)™" i) By n (%)
k
B 2%k +1 1—m _ 2k + 1 t=m
=+ - Bin) +(m+17" Y - Byen (%)
= 2+ 1) iehh 2n+ 1
2m 1 1
n+1 7 Bpn() + (n+ ymeThe
kel

Therefore, for some C independent of k, n, x,

2k + 1 Ra(Y,
. (m —X) 0( k,n)

n _ _
Ben(@) = Comg 37 Bin(0) + Cu 4 DO DED,
kel

Now, by a result that can be found in [26] (after Theorem 1.5.2, page 18),

hm ZBk,,(x) =0.

n—400
kel

Hence, recalling thatm > l and @ < 1,

li 2k+1 Ro(Yi )| Bin(x) =0
no 2+ 1) ) Ok Bl =T
Finally, about the last limit in (5.25), we note that -i1 — x < a4, (x) < E5b — ¢,
i.e. ~
W41 1
ay i, =\ 07— x| < 07—
Pk, 20+ 1) 20+ 1)
Moreover, -
% 1
- —x| < —. (5.26)
n n

By [26, Theorem 1.5.2], we obtain B;’n(x) = C’)(n’%) as n — +oo uniformly w.r.t. k
satisfying (5.26). These remarks imply that

2k + 1
nl&m n(apkn(x) <m—x>> B;’n(x)zo.

In conclusion, taking formula (5.11) into account, (5.25) reduces to (5.18).

Now we move to (5.19). For x < n+1 , the quantity

kel kel -1 kel ksl —1
n+ n+ n+ n+
(/ (z—x)l’“dz)(/ (t—x)pdt> :(/ (t—x)”(z—x)dt)(/ (t—x)pdt>
o) ) i i
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1

kel ?
n+1
is between nL-H — x and % — x. The same holds for ((n +1D /; (t—x)? dt)

n+1

k 2 k+1 2
- <b <|——— R
<n+1 X> <bpinx) = (n+1 x)

sothatby, ¢ (x) = (§.n —x)? for some &, € 157, 5[ This also holds if x > &4,

since analogous steps can be done in that case. With the calculation in Lemma 5.4,
one can see that

and hence

— k 2 S k 3

x)—|——x - =X < —.
pokon n “m+D? n+1|n (n+1)2
Finally, if £ < x < &80

k 2 k 2
bp,k,n(x) - (; - x> =< |bp,k,n(x)| + <’_l — x)

_(_k 2+ k41 2+ k 3
—x — —x - —x —.
“\n+1 n+1 n T (n+1)2

In conclusion,

n n k 2 3
pr,k,n(x)Bk,n(x) - Z (_ - X) Bk,n(x) =< PRIV
k=0 oo \ (n+1)
which proves (5.19). O

Finally, other moments that will appear in the proof of Theorem 5.1 have a decay
faster than % as n — +00. Therefore, we collect here some useful results.

Lemma 5.6 Let £ € L°°(0, 1) be such that limOE(s) =0. Forany j > 0and p > 0,
Nad

we define

k I lk+1 J ki .
k() = max (‘——x ’ —x| J(n+ 1D £(t — x)(t — x)°dt,
k+1
n+1
k 2 lk+1 2 /k et —x)|t —x|Pdr
Vp ko (¥) =max | |[—— — x| , —x T _ ’
SK, n+1 n+1 /nil
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1
k+1 )

T 14
e = ||t — x 2P dt)
T

Op,k,n (x) = <(I’l + 1)

Then,

n
dim " Oe,kn(x)Bkn(x)—o ngrgoonkzov,,,k,n<x)3k,n<x)=0,

n
im0y o kn (@) Bea(x) =0,

k=0
uniformly w.rt. x € [0, 1].
Proof We prove the result only for 6; ;. , because of the similarity of arguments.

Moreover, note that it is sufficient to prove the statement for j = 0.
For every € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that [£(s)] < € for |s| < §. We define

={k=0,....n:max(l;5; — x5 —x) < 8}and , =k =0,....n
max(|n+1 x|, |% —x|) > 8}. By splitting the sum for k € J; and k € J, applying

the estimate

2 lk+1

n—+1

— X

’

k
[br,n(x)] < max (‘m —X

)

and Lemma 4.1, we obtain

n

> 00kn () Bin ()| < € Y benBin () + [€loo D binBrn(x)
k=0 keJ; ke,

x(l x) k 2 lk+1 P
<e——— +||z||ooZmax<?—x o | ) B

ke

<€ x(l_x) ”E”OOZ ‘——x4 k+1—x4 Bk (X)
B ke , n+1 "

x(1—x C
_e¥+_2

n n

for some C independent of n. Hence, for n — 400 and given the arbitrariness of e,
we get the conclusion. O

5.3 The proof of the asymptotic formula

After the previous preparatory results, we are now able to prove the asymptotic formula
for the operators K ;.

@ Springer



47  Page220f36 M. Cappelletti Montano et al.

Proof of Theorem 5.1 Let f € L°°(0,1) and x € [0, 1] such that f is two times
differentiable at x. As a preliminary fact, the following Taylor’s formula,

1
f@) = f)+ fe—x)+ Ef”(x)(t — X+ ht =0 —x)? (528

holds for all # € [0, 1], where 4 is an essentially bounded function such that A(s) — 0
as s — 0. When x = 0 or 1, clearly we mean the derivatives on one side only.

In the first part we assume that f is non-negative and we divide the proof according
to these cases:

1) x € [0, 1]and f(x) # 0;

2) x=0o0rx =1, f(x) =0and f'(x) # 0;

3) x €[0,1], f(x) = f/(x) =0and f"(x) > 0;

4) x €[0,1]and f(x) = f'(x) = f"(x) =0.

Note that the above conditions cover any possibility for a non-negative function.
Indeed, if 0 < x < 1 and f(x) = O, then f'(x) = 0; if x € [0,1] and

f(x) = f'(x) =0then f”(x) > 0.
Let us start with case 1). From (5.28) it follows that

B e L0 ha=x) 5
f(t)p_f(x)p<1+f(x)(t x)+2f(x) (t—x)"+ I (t x)) .

By applying Lemma 5.2 with @ = p, g = 2 and

f/(x) 1 f"(x) 5 h(t—x) 2
= ,X) = — — — , 5.29
y =y, x) f(x) )+2f()( x)° + 70 (t—x) (5.29)
we obtain
P — p f ( ) _ 7f _ 2 h(t _x) _ 2)
f@® f) <1+p7f( )(t )+2 700 (t x)" + 7f(x) (t—x)
p(p p<f<> A PN TG P 2)2
+ P F PO ) -
+ f(X)pRz(y(I,X))-
Therefore,
k+1 > .
((n+ DN f(t)”dt) = f)1 4+ Y ()7, (5.30)
T
putting
) p(p— 1 f'(x)? J )]
Yin(x)=p 700 ak,n(x)+< 7 )2 +3 o )>bk,n(x) + cien (),

(5.31)
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where ax , and by , are defined by (5.8) and (5.9), respectively, and ¢, is a combina-
tion of integrals of the functions (r — x)3, (r — x)*, h(t — x)(t —x)?, h(t — x)(t — x)3,
h(t — x)(t — x)* h(t — x)>(t — x)* and Ro(y(z, x)). Using, in particular, the estimate
for the reminder R in Lemma 5.2, we note that

k+1

n+l
lckn(x)] < (m+1) ’ 0t —x)(t — x)*de (5.32)
T
for some essentially bounded non-negative function £ such that £(s) — 0. By applying
again Lemma 5.2 with o = % g =2,and y = Y} ,(x), we find that

f'(x)

p=1f@ 1f'x
F® -

2 S0 2
P1f @ 1w
2 S 2 W

A+ Yen)? =1+ 22 ) + ( )bk,nm + %ck,nu)

1 2
)bk,nm + ;ck,,xx)) + Ro(Yiu ().
(5.33)

Hence, by (5.30) and (5.33), the expression of (K, , f)(x) — f(x) is a linear combi-
nation of terms of the form

1—p<ﬂu)

(Lt + (

n

D @k () bg () 2k n (1) Brn (x), (5.34)
k=0

n
for integers iy, i, i3 > 0 such that i; + i 4+ i3 < 2, and of Z Ro(Yk (X)) Bie.n (x).
k=0
Now, formula (5.32), the estimates

()] < ma k k+1
a X X s — X s
k.n - n+1 n-+1
k 2 lk+1 2
|bk . (x)] < max <‘m - x|, P —X ,
ek (0] < 1] LSRN S SN
m —_— — J—
Cen(X)] < 0o Max w1 X o P X N

1

as

together with Lemmas 4.1 and 5.6, imply that all terms of the form (5.34) are 0(
n — 400, except for

Y akn @ Bia(®), Y akn()*Bia(x), Y brn(¥)Bin(x).

k=0 k=0 k=0
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n

1

Moreover, also Z Ry (Yin(x)) By n(x) = o<—) asn — +00,by (5.31), the estimate

n
k=0

for R, of Lemma 5.2, Jensen’s inequality, the estimates for ay ,, bk », ck,» above and

Lemma 4.1. In conclusion, making use of (5.11)-(5.13), we have that

V)

T - -1 f (X)Z 17 P f ()C) 2
—ngrfoonkzo(f (x)a, n(x)+< 7 ) + f (x ))bkn(X)+7 I g, (X) >Bk,n(x)
o l=2e (p=1f? 1, -r f'@)?

= f'(x) 5 +< " ) +5f (X)>X(I—X)+T e x(1—x)

1-2 1-—
G S i

In case 2), let x = 0. We first note that

L P
&mf®%=0n+D/WHfUVm)
0

Moreover, by hypothesis, f is non-negative, so f'(0) > 0. From (5.28) we get

e [0, 1].

1" P
FO)P = £10)P1P (1 LSO o t) |

270 f(0)

By Lemma 5.2 with « = p and ¢ = 0, we can write

m+n/ fm%t(mHU®V/+WU+M@me
1

for +(n +1)f(0)”/ PRy (y(0y) dr,
0

T (Do DY
where y(1) = {791 + A1, By the estimate | Ro(y(1)] < r(Iy(@)IF + |y(0)]), for
some r depending only on p and B > max(p, 1), it is possible to see that there exists
C independent of n such that

T 1 1
P P
(n+1)f'(0) ‘/' 1P Ro (y(1)) dt < ((n_kl)p+ﬁ-+ 014_1)p+1)-

All these considerations prove (5.3). The arguments when x = 1 are similar (note that

in this case (1) < 0).
Now we move to case 3), where Taylor’s formula (5.28) reduces to

f) = %f”(x)(r — )2+ h(t —x)(t —x)%.
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Therefore,

fr =

" _ P
P <1+2h(t X)> It — x|,
2r f7(x)

and, by Lemma 5.2 with @ = p,

"(x)P _

where Ry is a function satisfying |Ry(y)| < r(|y|? + |y|) for some B > max(p, 1), r
(depending only on p, 8) and all y > —1. Hence

kil P
<<n+1) " f(t)”dt> _J ;x)dp,k,n(x)(l+Yk,n(x)>%,

k
n+1

where d) i, is defined by (5.10) and

k+1 k+1 —1
n+1 2h(t — n+1

Yk,n(x)=</ - Ro(—(,/ x))lt—xlz”dt) (/ ’ |t—x|2'”dt> .
T I T

Another use of Lemma 5.2, with o = % and ¢ = 0, yields to

k+1

((n +D /m f(t)”dt> = #dp,k,n(X) + ! Z(X)dp,k,n(x)RO(Yk,n(x))-

k
n+1

Therefore, (V f)(x) is the sum of two terms. The first one is

” n 1 —
lim (nf W de,k,n(x)Bk,n(x)) =f”(x)¥,

n——+00 2
k=0

by Lemma 5.4, while the second contribution is null by Lemma 5.6 (see (5.27)).
In conclusion, (5.2) holds true, i.e., (Vf)(x) = f”(x)@.

n
Finally, the case 4). Since (K, , f)(x) = Z 0 p.k,n Bi,n(x), where
k=0

1

kil 7
Opn(x) = ((n +1) h(t — x)P|t — x|*P dt) .

k
n+1
Lemma 5.6 gives (V f)(x) = 0, hence (5.2) holds true.
This concludes the proof when f is non-negative, so we now move to a function f
with an arbitrary sign (possibly changing in the interval). Continuing the enumeration
started earlier in the proof, we may fall into one of the following cases:
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5) x € [0, 1]and f(x) # O;

6) x=0o0rx =1, f(x) =0and f'(x) #0;

7 0<x <1, f(x) =0and f'(x) #0;

8) x €[0,1], f(x) = f'(x) =0and f"(x) #0;
9) x € [0,1]and f(x) = f'(x) = f"(x) =0.

About cases 5), 6) and 8), we first note that f; and f_ are two times differentiable
at x (actually, a function between f; and f_ is null in a neighborhood of x and the
other one coincides with f in the same neighborhood). Then, the asymptotic formula
simply follows by the identity

(Kpn HX) = f(x) = (Kpn fr)(x) = fr(x) = (Kp.n f)(x) + f-(x)

and by the case proved for non-negative functions.
As far as case 9) is concerned, we observe that from (5.28)

o) =hy(t —x)(t —x)?,  fo()=h_(t—x)(t —x)?, 1€]0,1],

and |hy(t — x)|, |h—(t — x)| < |h(t — x)|, so it is sufficient to apply Lemma 5.6,

} n ’;T{ 5 ?
[(Kpn )(x) = Ol = [(Kpn )] < 22 (n+ 1)fk |h(t —)|P]t —x|"Pdt ) Bin(x).

k=0 n+T

Finally, the proof of case 7) needs a significant elaboration, because the asymptotic
formula cannot be derived from the non-negative case (indeed fi and f_ are not
differentiable at x). We start by pointing out that in the last steps of the proof we
will make use of the rapid decay of the series Z By n(x) as n — 400, where

ke,
Jy=1{k=0,....n:max(|;& — x|, |"=} — x|) = 8} and § is fixed. This allows us
to confine our arguments on a neighborhood Jx — §, x + §[ of x. In particular, without
loss of generality, we may suppose that f'(x) > 0 and then we can choose § so that
f(@)>=0forx <t <x+4,while f(tf) <Oforx —§ <t < x.
Now,ifk € J1 ={k =0,...,n: max(|# — x|, |% — x|) < 48}, then three
instances may occur:

k+1 k+1
B s

A) x < ,
n—+1 n—+1 n—+1 n—+1

> X.

From now on, we set

kel 5 kel 5
Fk,n:((n—i—l) ! f+(t)pdt> —((n+l) " f_(t)pdt> .

k
n+1

k
n+1
We will prove that, for k € J; and in any of cases A), B) and C),

Fen = f/(x)ap,k,n(x) + S )

bp,k,n(x) +Cp,k,n(x)s (5.35)
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where ap ., and b, i , are defined in (5.16)-(5.17) and ¢, 1, gives a negligible con-
tribution. We make again use of Taylor’s formula (5.28) of f which can be written
as

1
FO = 0 =x) + S [0 = x)? + hit = 0@ = 0%
Let us start by case A). First of all, it follows that

k+l

_k_
n+1

Fin = ((n +1) f(t)Pdr)

Moreover, by applying Lemma 5.2 withoe = pand g = 1,

for=f (x)”(t—X)”< ff(x) (t—x)+ hii/( ))( —X))
= ')’ —x)! <1 + psz/(( ))( —x)+ %(r —x) + R1(y(t, x))) ,
where y = y(t, x) = sz/((z“_") h(;( >)(t‘X> and [R ()] < r(Iyl? +1y[%)
for some 8 > max(p, 2). Thus, we obtain
i J"(x) it
. P n+ _ ) n+l1 _ [7+1
Fk,n—f(x)<(n+1) . (t x) dt+p2f/(x)(n+1) . (t —x)P"dr
+p ntl h(t —0)t =)t + (n+ 1) ot Ri(y(t, x))(t —x)f’clt)l
f( ) % A
, F'@) bpan®)  p cp,k,n(x)>f"
- ; 1
Fapk (x)( TP apin @) | T apin@)

where a, x , and b, i , are given by (5.16)-(5.17) and

k+l ;—1 %
Cpin(x) = <(n +1) . (t —x)? dt) n+1) . h(t —x)(t —x)Pdr
n+1 n+1

k+l lfl k+l
<(n + 1)/ @t —x)? dt) (n+ 1)/ Ri(y(t, x))( — x)Pdr.

By applying again Lemma 5.2 with o = % and g = 1, we get

Fin = f/(X)apgn(x) + &b

) p,k,n(x) + Cp.k.n (x) + f/(x)ap,k,n(x)Rl(Yk,n)v
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where

Y :pf//(x) bp,k,n(x) p Cp,k,n(x)
T2 apra(x) (X)) appn(x)

and |Ri(Yxn)| < ra(|[Yenl¥ + |Yk,,,|2) for some y > max(%,Z). Thus, we
have proved (5.35). We further make a remark about Cpx ,(x) = cpin(x) +
f’(x)ap,k,n(x)Rl(Yk,,,). The term c¢p  ,(x) can be bounded by a linear combina-
tion of elements of the form (5.27). For this step it is useful to write the terms in ¢,
in a suitable way: for instance

jas} 51 jas}

n+1 n+1 +1
((n + l)fk (t —x)pdt> (n + 1)/k h(t —x)(@t —x)P7 dt

n+1 n+l

=<(n+1)f: (t—x)pdt> (/k h(t—x)(t—x)f’“dt) (fk (t—x)pdt)
Eay e T
2 2 ktl k+1 -1
k 1 n n
<max | |—— — x| , + —x /+I h(t —x)(t —x)Pdt /+l(t—x)pdt ,
n+1 n+1 # nk?

and so on. In addition, |ap x, (x) R1 (Yk n)| < C(% — )c)3 for some C independent
of k, n, x. Moving to case C), we get

1

kel g
Fin=— <(n + 1)/n+1 (—f(t))”dt> ;

k-
n+l
then from (5.28) writing
1
—fO === @0 - 0% —h(t — x)(x —1)%,

we have by Lemma 5.2 that

. £/ ) h(t — x) ’
(—f @) = [/ (x — 1) (1 0T o z))

IR DY ()
2f/(x) F1)

= /)P (x = n)f (1 - (x—0+ R1(y(t,X))> ;

B f//(x) _ h(t—x) _ 8 )
_2f/(x)(t x) + 700 (t—x)and |Ri ()| < ri(lyl” +1yI)

for some B > max(p, 2). Proceeding with similar steps as in the previous case, we
arrive to

where y = y(t, x)

Fk,n = f/(x)ap,k,n(x) + %bp,k,n(x) + Cp.ieon (x) + f/(x)ap,k,n(x)Rl(Yk,n)v
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where ap, ., and b i , are given by (5.16)-(5.17),

kel p1 kel
n+1 n+l1 +1
Cphon(x) = <(n +1) . (x —n? dt) n+1 . h(t —x)(x — )P de
e e

K+l =1 k+1
1 n+l1 4 n+l1
+ > ((n +1) (x — t)”dt> (n+1) Ri(y(t, x))(x — )P dt,

k k

n+1 n+1

and Cp g n(x) == cpin(x) + f'(x)apin(x)Ri1(Yx,) can be bounded following a
similar argument as before. Finally, reasoning as above and gathering the similar
terms, (5.35) and a corresponding bound for 'c“p,k,n (x) hold also in case B).

Once we have proved that (5.35) is always true, we note that by Lemma 4.1

lim 1|3 FenBen(0)| < [ flloo lim n Y | Bin(x)

n—-+00

keJy kel
k Yolk+1
§”f”°° lim n max | |—— — , + —Xx Bi,(x) =0,
84 n—>+oo 1 n+1 ’
ke
and
lim n| Y (f(a w+ L ‘@, ) ) Bi (%)
n—+00 p.k.n 5 Upkn k,n
ke
Ll | 1f" @)l . k 2 lk+1 2
(AU atd) - _ — B
5( 5 T2 nEToonk;maX w1 Y| e Y ) Ben®
2
L/l 1@ k k41 P B
5( 53 T2 n—liToo"Zmax a1t | ) B =0
ke,
Moreover, by the property of ¢}, x ,(x) and Lemma 5.6,
i kzj: Cpken () Bip(x) = 0. (5.36)
eJi

Therefore, taking (5.35) and (5.36) into account, by means of Lemma 4.1 with j =3
and Lemma 5.5, we have

(VA = Tim n(K,,f)(x) = lim n (Z Fk,an,n(x)>

k=0

n——+00

= lim n| Y FenBin(O) + Y FenBen()| = tim n| 7 FenBen(x)
kel kel kel
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()
2

= lim n Z(f/(x)ap,k‘n(x)‘F

n— 400
ke

" " 1-2
= HBIEoon(kX_(:) <f/(x)ap,k,n(x)+#b[),k,n(x)> Bk,n(x)):f/(x) ) a

bp,k,n (x)> Bk‘n (x)

x(1—x
et
2
The proof of 7) is concluded and this completes the entire proof of the asymptotic
formula. O

6 Comparisons between K, , and K,

In this final section we establish some comparison results about the approximation
of functions on a given point by means of the operators K, , and K,,. We will make
use of the monotonicity property of the operators K, , with respect to the parameter
p stated in Remarks 3.2 and consequence of Holder’s inequality: for any n > 1 and
f € L*°(0, 1) such that f > 0,

Kpnf <Kynf, 0O0<p<q. 6.1)

Changing the sign and order, an analogous monotonicity result holds for non-
positive functions. This proposition implies a benefit in the use of K, , rather than K,
in the pointwise approximation of a non-negative function in many situations. Before
stating the results, we specify the terminology. Let x € [0, 1]; we say that K, , f
approximates f at x better than K, f if the approximation error by K, ,, f is less than
the one by K, f, i.e.

|(Kpn f)(xX) = fFOO)] < [(Kn f)(x) = f(x)].

Corollary 6.1 Let f € L*°(0, 1), f > 0, be such that it is not constant a.e. on [0,1]
and it is continuous at x € [0, 1]. It results that

() if (Kuf)(x) < f(x), then Ky, ,, f approximates f at x better than K, f, for all
1<p<Dp;s

(i) if (Kn f)(x) > f(x), then K, ,, f approximates f at x better than K, f, for all
p<p<l,

where p, p are such that 1 < p < +00, 0 < p < 1 and are depending on f and x.

In particular,

(iii) if f(x) is the maximum of f, then K, ,, f approximates f at x better than K,, f,
foralln > 1and 1 < p < ooy

(iv) if f(x) is the minimum of f, then K, ,, f approximates f at x better than K, f,
foralln > 1and0 < p < 1.
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Fig.1 Comparison between the graphs of the function f, given by f(x) = sin(;rx), and its approximations
Kp,n f for different values of p > 1 (and n = 10) in a neighborhood of the maximum point x = % The
best approximation is a consequence of the monotonicity with respect to p

Proof Let us consider statement (i). Inequality (6.1) implies two possibilities about
the function E : [1, +o0o[ — R, E(p) = [(Kp.» f)(x) — f(x)], i.e.

(a) there exists p; > 1 such that E is decreasing in [1, p1], E(p1) = 0, and E is
increasing in [ p1, 400[ or,
(b) E is decreasing in [1, +oo[.

In the first case, let p be the real number greater than p; such that E(p) =
[(K, f)(x) — f(x)] if this number exists, otherwise let p = +o00. Then, E(p) <
EQ) =|(K,f)(x)— f(x)|forall 1 < p < p.Inthe second case we define p = +00
and obtain the same conclusion.

Statement (ii) can be proved in analogous way. The final statements are direct conse-
quences of the previous ones and of Proposition 3.3. O

Figure 1 shows an application of this corollary for the function f(x) = sin(wx).

The following comparison result between the nonlinear and linear Kantorovich
operators is instead a consequence of inequality (6.1) and the asymptotic formula
(5.2).

Corollary 6.2 Let f € L*(0, 1) be a non-negative function such that f is two times
differentiable at x where 0 < x < 1 orx =0, 1 and f(x) # 0. Moreover; let p > 0.
If one of the following conditions is satisfied

(1) f/(x)% + f”(x))@ >0and0 < p <1,

(i) £+ 02 < 0and p > 1,

then K, ,, f approximates f at x better than K, f for n large enough. In particular, if
X is a relative extreme point and one of the following conditions is satisfied
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(iii) f is strictly convex in a neighborhood of x and 0 < p < 1,
(iv) f is strictly concave in a neighborhood of x and p > 1,

then K, ,, f approximates f at x better than K, f for n large enough.

Remarks 6.3 Theorem 5.1 and inequality 6.1 imply also the following consideration.
Let f € L®(0, 1) be a non-negative function such that f is two times differentiable
atx, where 0 <x < l,orx =0, 1and f(x) # 0.

() If f/(x)% + f”(x)# > 0, then the lower p is, the better (K, , f)(x)
approximates f(x) for n large enough.

(i) If f/(0) 152 4+ 7)== < 0, then the higher p is, the better (K, f)(x)
approximates f(x) for n large enough.

Example 6.4 Let us consider the function f : [0, 1] — R given by f(x) = x* with
a > 0 and its approximations K, ,, f for p > 0 which are given by

1
n k+ 1 ap+1 _kap+1 ?
(Kpn)x) =) ¢+ T )
k=0 (axp+1Drm+ 1%

Bk,n(x) .

Since
) (an_l

, 1 —=2x g X —x) !
SO ——+ )7 =—F—(@=(«+Dx),

we can make the following consideration by Corollary 6.2:

(i) Kpnf with0 < p < 1, gives for n large enough, a better approximation than
K, f at any point x such that 0 < x < a"‘?;

(ii) Kp nf with p > 1, gives for n large enough, a better approximation than K, f
at any point x such that ;57 <x < L.

This result can be seen in Figures 2a and 2b for the function f(x) = x2. The
graphs of f and some approximations K, ,, f are plotted around the points x = 0.655
and x = 0.705. For x = 0.655 (which is less than -%- %), the operator K ,

+1 = 3
with p = 0.01, 0.1, 0.5 < 1 approximates f (x) better ?han K, (Figure 2a), while for
x = 0.705 (which is greater than a‘)‘? = %), the operator K, , with p = 2,5, 10 >

1 approximates f(x) better than K, (Figure 2b). More generally, in Figure 2a the
best approximation is given by the lowest value of p, while in Figure 2b the best
approximation is given by the highest value of p, as observed by Remark 6.3.

Finally, concerning an interval endpoint and a function vanishing on it, with deriva-
tive not null on it, we find that the best values of p are those less than 1. This is stated
in the next result which is a consequence of Theorem 5.1 and the fact that the function

1

p> —
(p+1r

is increasing. It gives additional interest to the case 0 < p < 1, that curiously is the
case of LP-spaces which are not normed.
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0.4295 — p=001
p=0.1
—p=20.5
0.4294 —p=
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0.496
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0.494
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0.702 0.703 0.704 0.705 0.706 0.707 0.708
(b)

Fig. 2 Comparison between the graphs of the function f, given by f(x) = x2, and its approximations
K p,n f for different values of p (and n = 20) in neighborhoods of x = 0.655 and x = 0.705, which are on

opposite sides with respect to QLH = %

Corollary 6.5 Ler f € L°°(0, 1) be two times differentiable at x = 0 or 1 and such
that f(x) =0and f'(x) # 0. Then, forany 0 < p < 1, K, , f approximates f at x
better than K,, f for n large enough.

As an example of application, we consider the function f defined by f(x) =
—x 4 2x2, for x € [0, 1]. It satisfies the assumptions of Corollary 6.5 and Figure 3
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Fig.3 Comparison between the graphs of the function f, givenby f(x) = —x+2x2, andits approximations
Kp,n f for different values of p (and n = 20) in a neighborhood of x = 0. The best approximation is a
consequence of the asymptotic formula at x = 0

shows that the values of p less than 1 give approximations (K , f)(0) of f(0) =0
better than (K, f)(0). Note that for this example Corollary 6.1 cannot be applied since,
first of all, f is not non-negative (actually, neither non-positive) and moreover f at
x = 0 has a local but not global maximum.

7 Conclusion

In this paper we studied operators of Kantorovich-type on [0, 1], denoted by K, ,
involving new kind of averages (the p-averages) in their definitions. In other words,
these operators provide approximations in terms of L”-norms (or quasi-norms) of the
functions on subintervals. We did not confine ourselves to the case p > 1, but we
actually considered p > 0, noting the universality of many results (like Theorems 4.2
and 5.1) and the duality of others (like Corollary 6.2) between the cases 0 < p < 1
and p > 1. Furthermore, we remark that the p-averages could be considered in
generalizing other classes of approximation processes, acting on spaces of functions
on unbounded intervals or on the real line.

As a crucial property, the operators under investigation in the present paper are
nonlinear for p # 1 and consequently their study presents more challenges. Among
the results in this paper, the main one is an asymptotic formula covering the complete
setting and, to the best of our knowledge, it is the first one in its kind provided for
nonlinear operators in Approximation Theory. Finally, we would like to mention that
there are other topics to examine concerning the operators K, , (for instance, their
rate of convergence) and this will be the subject of a forthcoming paper.
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