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ON THE EMBEDDING BETWEEN THE VARIABLE LEBESGUE SPACE Lp(·)(Ω)
AND THE ORLICZ SPACE L(logL)α(Ω)

DAVID CRUZ-URIBE, OFS, AMIRAN GOGATISHVILI AND TENGIZ KOPALIANI

ABSTRACT. We give a sharp sufficient condition on the distribution function, |{x ∈ Ω : p(x) ≤
1 + λ}|, λ > 0, of the exponent function p(·) : Ω → [1,∞) that implies the embedding

of the variable Lebesgue space Lp(·)(Ω) into the Orlicz space L(logL)α(Ω), α > 0, where

Ω is an open set with finite Lebesgue measure. As applications of our results, we first give

conditions that imply the strong differentiation of integrals of functions in Lp(·)((0, 1)n), n > 1.

We then consider the integrability of the maximal function on variable Lebesgue spaces, where

the exponent function p(·) approaches 1 in value on some part of domain. This result is an

improvement of the result in [5].

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to give a sharp sufficient condition for the embedding of the vari-

able Lebesgue space Lp(·)(Ω), where p− = 1 and |Ω| <∞, into the Orlicz space L(logL)α(Ω),
where α > 0. This problem was originally motivated by attempts to generalize Wiener’s integra-

bility result for the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator [23] to the scale of variable Lebesgue

spaces (see [5, 14, 15, 18].

To state our result, we first give the definitions and some basic properties of the spaces we

are interested in. The variable Lebesgue spaces were introduced by Orlicz in 1931, and have

been studied extensively for the past thirty years. For more information and for proofs of the

properties we use, see [6, 10]. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be an open set; we will generally assume that Ω

has finite measure. Equip it with the Lebesgue measure. Let P(Ω) consist of all measurable

functions p(·) : Ω → [1,∞]. Given p(·) ∈ P(Ω) and E ⊂ Ω, let

p−(E) = ess inf
x∈E

p(x), p+(E) = ess sup
x∈E

p(x).

For brevity, we will write p− = p−(Ω) and p+ = p+(Ω). Note that p− ≥ 1; we will frequently

assume p+ < ∞, that is, that the exponent function p(·) is bounded. Define the space Lp(·)(Ω)
to be the space of measurable functions f on Ω such that for some λ > 0,

ρλ(f) =

∫

Ω∗

(|f(x)|/λ)p(·) dx+ λ−1‖f‖L∞(Ω∞) <∞,
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where Ω∞ = {x ∈ Ω : p(x) = ∞} and Ω∗ = Ω \ Ω∞. The set Lp(·)(Ω) becomes a Banach

space when equpped with the Luxemburg norm

‖f‖p(·) = inf{λ > 0; ρλ(f) ≤ 1}.

Define the exponent function q(·) pointwise by

(1.1)
1

p(x)
+

1

q(x)
= 1,

with the convention that 1/∞ = 0. Then Lq(·)(Ω) is the associate space (also referred to as the

Köthe dual) of Lp(·)(Ω). If p+ <∞, then the dual space of Lp(·)(Ω) is Lq(·)(Ω).
We now consider Orlicz spaces; for more information, we refer to [20] and [2, Chapter 8].

(For a brief summary, see [8, Chapter 5].) Let M : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a Young function,

that is, a strictly increasing, continuous, convex function on [0,∞) such that M(0) = 0 and

M(t)/t → ∞ as t → ∞. The Orlicz space LM(Ω) consists of all measurable functions f on

Ω such that the function M(f/λ) ∈ L1(Ω) for some λ > 0,. It becomes a Banach space when

equipped with the norm

‖f‖LM
= inf

{
λ > 0;

∫

Ω

M(|f(x)|/λ) dx ≤ 1

}
.

Associated to every Young function M is its associate function M̄ , defined by

M̄(t) = sup
s>0

{st−M(s)}.

This function is also a Young function, and LM̄ is the associate space of LM . If M satisfies the

∆2 condition–that is, M(2t) ≤ CM(t) for all t ≥ t0–then LM̄ is the dual space of LM .

If M(t) = u(t)(log(e + t))α, α > 0, we denote the Orlicz space LM(Ω) by L(LogL)α(Ω).
If M(t) = exp(tα), we denote the Orlicz space LM by exp(Lα)(Ω). These spaces are the

associate spaces of one another; moreover, the dual space of L(LogL)α(Ω) is exp(L1/α)(Ω).
These spaces are often referred to as Zygmund spaces.

Our main result gives a sharp condition for the embedding Lp(·)(Ω) ⊂ L(logL)α(Ω) to hold.

Theorem 1.1. Fix an open set Ω ⊂ R
n, |Ω| <∞, and p(·) ∈ P(Ω), p+ <∞.

(a) Given α > 0, suppose there exists a constant C > 1 such that, for all λ > 0 sufficiently

small,

(1.2) |{x ∈ Ω : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| ≤ C
1
λλα/λ ln−α/λ(1/λ).

Then Lp(·)(Ω) ⊂ L(logL)α(Ω).
(b) Suppose θ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is an increasing, differentiable function such that θ(t) →

∞ as t → ∞, the function θ(1/λ)(1/λ)−α(ln(1/λ))−α is increasing for all λ > 0
sufficiently small. If

lim inf
λ→0

|{x ∈ Ω; : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}|θ(1/λ)−1/λλ−α/λ lnα/λ(1/λ) > 0,

then Lp(·)(Ω) 6⊂ L(logL)α(Ω).

As part of our proof we get an embedding theorem for the exponential Zygmund spaces.
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Theorem 1.2. Given an open set Ω ⊂ R
n and p(·) ∈ P(Ω). Fix α > 0 and suppose there exists

a constant C > 1 such that, for all λ > 0 sufficiently large,

(1.3) |{x ∈ Ω : p(x) ≥ λ}| ≤ Cλ(λ)−λ/α(ln(λ))−λ/α

Then exp(Lα)(Ω) ⊂ Lp(·)(Ω).

Such embeddings were previously considered by Astashkin and Mastyło [1, Theorem 3.1],

who showed that the embedding exp(L2)([0, 1]) ⊂ Lp(·)([0, 1]) holds if (1.3) holds with α = 2.

They showed that this embedding holds for an exponent function if and only if the sequence of

Rademacher functions forms a basic sequence in Lp(·)([0, 1]) that equivalent to the unit vector

basis in ℓ2.

Remark 1.3. The embedding of variable Lebesgue spaces into other spaces that are “infinitesi-

mally close” to the classical Lp spaces, the so-called grand and small Lebesgue spaces, has been

investigated by the first author, Fiorenza and Guzman [7].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove Theorems 1.1

and 1.2. Even though the Zygmund spaces are symmetric spaces (that is, rearrangement invari-

ant spaces) and the Lebesgue spaces are not, key to our proof is an application of rearrangement

techniques due to [13] that let us bridge this difference. In Section 3 we give an application

of our results to determine when the basis of rectangles is a differentiation basis for Lp(·). In

the classical setting, such results are closely linked to the boundedness properties of the strong

maximal operator; however, in the variable Lebesgue space setting the strong maximal operator

is never bounded on Lp(·) unless p(·) is constant [17]. By using our embedding theorem we can

avoid this problem. Finally, in Section 4 we consider the problem mentioned above that was

the original motivation for the study of these embeddings: finding conditions on an exponent

function p(·) such that for any ball B, ‖Mf‖L1(B) ≤ ‖f‖Lp(·)(Rn). We will review the known

results and show how our embedding theorem can be used to improve them.

2. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.1 AND 1.2

Hereafter, fix an open set Ω with |Ω| < ∞. Given a measurable function f : Ω → R, define

the distribution function of f to be df(λ) = |{t ∈ Ω : |f(t)| > λ}|, λ ≥ 0 and its decreasing

rearrangement by f ∗(t) = inf{s > 0 : df(s) ≤ t}, t > 0. We say that functions f and g are

equimeasurable if f ∗(t) = g∗(t) for all 0 < t < |Ω|, or equivalently, df(λ) = dg(λ), λ > 0.
For the proof we need two lemmas. The first gives an alternative expression for the norm in

exp(La)(Ω). For a proof, see [11, Corollary 3.4.28].

Lemma 2.1. For all α > 0,

(2.1) ‖f‖exp(Lα)(Ω) ≈ sup
0<t≤|Ω|

(ln(|Ω|e/t))−1/αf ∗(t).

The second is a rearrangment inequality of variable Lebesgue spaces. For a proof, see [13,

Theorem 3].

Lemma 2.2. Given p(·) ∈ P(Ω) and f ∈ Lp(·)(Ω),

‖f‖Lp(·)(Ω) ≤ (1 + |Ω|)‖f ∗‖Lp∗(·)([0,|Ω|]).
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Proof of Theorem 1.1, Part (a). Fix an exponent function p(·) that satisfies (1.2). Let q(·) be

the dual exponent defined by (1.1). Then we have that

{x ∈ Ω : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ} = {x ∈ Ω : q(x) ≥ (λ+ 1)/λ};

hence, the condition (1.2) is, after a change of variables λ 7→ 1/λ, equivalent to

(2.2) |{x ∈ Ω : q(x) ≥ λ}| ≤ Cλ−1(λ− 1)−α(λ−1)(ln(λ− 1))−α(λ−1)

for sufficiently large λ. As we noted above, L(logL)α(Ω) and exp(L1/α)(Ω) are associate

spaces. Therefore, by [2, Proposition 2.10, p. 13], Lp(·)(Ω) ⊂ L(logL)α(Ω) if and only if

exp(L1/α)(Ω) ⊂ Lq(·)(Ω). Consequently, to complete the proof it is sufficient to prove the

embedding exp(L1/α)(Ω) ⊂ Lq(·)(Ω) assuming that (2.2) holds.

Without loss of generality, by rescaling we may assume that |Ω| = 1. Fix x0 > 1 sufficiently

large and a constant C1 > 1 such that

Cx−1((x− 1) ln(x− 1))−α(x−1) ≤ Cx
1 (x ln x)

−αx := F (x)

and the function F is decreasing if x ≥ x0. Let l = F−1 be the inverse of F on the interval

(0, t0], where l(t0) = x0. From (2.2) and the definition of decreasing rearrangements, we have

q∗(t) ≤ l(t) for all 0 < t ≤ t0. By (1.2), if f ∈ exp(L1/α)(Ω), then f ∗(t) ≤ c lnα(e/t)). By

Lemma 2.2 we need to prove ‖f ∗‖Lp∗(·)([0,1]) <∞; to show this it suffices to prove that for some

λ > 0,
∫ t0

0

(
f ∗(t)

λ

)p∗(t)

dt ≤

∫ t0

0

(
lnα(e/t)

λ

)l(t)

dt = Iλ <∞.

But we can estimate as follows: making the change of variables x 7→ F (x),

Iλ = −

∫ ∞

x0

(λ−1(ln(eC−x
1 (x ln x)αx))α)x dF (x)

= α

∫ ∞

x0

λ−x(αx)αx lnαx(e
1
αxC

−1/α
1 x ln x)

× Cx
1 (x ln x)

−αx

(
ln(C

− 1
α

1 x ln x) +
lnx+ 1

ln x

)
dx

≤ C2

∫ ∞

x0

(
C3

λ

)x(
ln(x ln x) +

ln x+ 1

ln x

)
dx

<∞;

the last inequality holds provided that we choose λ > C3,. This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Our hypothesis (1.3) can be rewritten as

|{x ∈ Ω : p(x) ≥ λ} ≤ G(x),

where G(x) = Cx(x ln(x)|−x/α. Therefore, we can repeat the above argument, replacing F by

G (and so α by 1/α), and we get the desired embedding.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1, Part (b). By our hypothesis, there exists λ0, γ ∈ (0, 1) such that for all

0 < λ ≤ λ0 we have

|{x ∈ Ω : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| ≥ γ(θ(1/λ)λα(ln(1/λ))−α)1/λ.

Arguing as before, this inequality is equivalent to following inequality for the dual exponent

q(·):

(2.3) |{x ∈ Ω : q(x) ≥ λ}| ≥ γ(θ(λ− 1)((λ− 1) ln(λ− 1))−α)λ−1,

for all λ ≥ 1 + 1/λ0. Again by duality, it will suffice to show that exp(L1/α)(Ω) 6⊂ Lq(·)(Ω).
Without loss of generality we will assume that |Ω| = 1. Note that given a measure preserving

transformation ω : Ω → (0, 1], for all t ∈ (0, 1],
(
lnα

(
e

ω(·)

))∗

(t) = lnα(e/t);

hence, by Lemma (2.1), lnα(e/ω(x)) ∈ exp(L1/α)(Ω). We will show that for every c > 0 there

exists a measure preserving transformation ω : Ω → (0, 1] such that

(2.4)

∫

Ω

(c−1 lnα(e/ω(x)))q(x)dx = ∞.

It follows at once from (2.4) and the definition of the norm that ‖ lnα(e/ω)‖q(·) > c; conse-

quently, the inequality ‖f‖q(·) ≤ C‖f‖exp(L1/α) cannot hold for every f ∈ exp(L1/α) with C is

independent of f .

To prove (2.4), fix c > 0 large. Without loss of generality, we may assume that for all λ
sufficiently large,

(2.5) θ(λ− 1) ≤ lnα(λ− 1);

otherwise, instead of θ(λ− 1) we can take the function min{θ(λ− 1), lnα(λ− 1)}. Moreover,

our hypotheses on θ imply
(

θ
1
α (λ− 1)

(λ− 1) ln(λ− 1)

)′

= θ
1
α (λ− 1)(λ− 1)−2 ln−2(λ− 1)

×

(
θ′(λ− 1)

αθ(λ− 1)
(λ− 1) ln(λ− 1)− (1 + ln(λ− 1))

)

≤ 0,

and so for λ ≥ λ̃0,

(2.6)
(λ− 1)θ′(λ− 1)

αθ(λ− 1)
≤

1 + ln(λ− 1)

ln(λ− 1)
, ,

provided we fix λ̃0 sufficiently large.

Define ψ(λ) = θ(λ)(λ ln(λ))−α, and let g be the inverse function to the function γψ(λ−1)λ−1

when λ ≥ λ̃0. It follows from (2.3) that for some t0 ∈ (0, 1].

(2.7) q∗(t) ≥ g(t), 0 < t ≤ t0,

We may assume that, for a given c, the inequality lnα(e/t) ≥ c is valid for all t ∈ (0, t0].
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By Ryff’s theorem [2, Theorem 7.5, p. 82], there exists a measure preserving transformation

ω : Ω → (0, 1] such that q(x) = q∗(ω(x)) almost everywhere. If we define E = ω−1([0, t0]),
then it follows from inequality (2.7) that for almost every x ∈ E,

q(x) ≥ g(ω(x)).

Therefore,

Ic =

∫

E

(c−1 lnα(e/ω(x)))q(x) dx

≥

∫

E

(c−1 lnα(e/ω(x)))g(ω(x)) dx =

∫ t0

0

(c−1 lnα(e/t))g(t) dt;

if we make the change of variables λ = g(t), we obtain

Ic ≥ −γ

∫ ∞

g(t0)

c−λ lnαλ

(
e

γ(ψ(λ− 1))λ−1

)
d((ψ(λ− 1))λ−1).

To estimate this integral, note first that

((ψ(λ− 1))λ−1)′ =
(
exp

(
−α(λ− 1) ln(θ−

1
α (λ− 1)(λ− 1) ln(λ− 1))

))′

= −α(ψ(λ− 1))λ−1

(
ln

(λ− 1) ln(λ− 1)

θ1/α(λ− 1)
+

1 + ln(λ− 1)

ln(λ− 1)
−

(λ− 1)θ′((λ− 1))

αθ(λ− 1)

)
.

But then, by (2.6), we have that for λ̃0 sufficiently large and all λ ≥ λ̃0,

((ψ(λ− 1))λ−1)′ ≤ −αψ(λ− 1)λ−1 ln
(λ− 1) ln(λ− 1)

θ1/α(λ− 1)
.

Since (θ−1/α(1/λ)(1/λ)(ln(1/λ)))−α is increasing for small enough λ, we have that θ−
1
α (λ −

1)(λ−1) ln(λ−1)) is increasing for large λ. If we combine this with inequality (2.5), we obtain

(for is sufficiently large λ̃0)

Ic ≥ γα

∫ ∞

g(t0)

c−λ(α(λ− 1))αλ lnαλ(γ−
1

α(λ−1) e
1

α(λ−1) θ−
1
α (λ− 1)(λ− 1) ln(λ− 1))

× θλ−1(λ− 1)(λ− 1)−α(λ−1) ln−α(λ−1)(λ− 1) ln
(λ− 1) ln(λ− 1)

θ
1
α (λ− 1)

dλ

≥ γα

∫ ∞

g(t0)

(cα−α)−λθλ−1(λ− 1) ln(λ− 1) dλ.

Since θ(x) → ∞ as x → ∞, it dominates the exponential term in the last integral, and it

follows that Ic = ∞, which implies (2.4). This completes the proof.

3. STRONG DIFFERENTIATION OF FUNCTIONS FROM VARIABLE LEBESGUE SPACES

Lp(·)((0, 1)n)

In this section we apply Theorem 1.1 to give a sufficient condition on the exponent p(·) for the

basis of rectangles to be a differentiation basis of Lp(·)(Ω). We first recall some basic definitions

and results. The family B = {B(x) : x ∈ Ω} is called a basis in Ω if, for each x ∈ Ω, B(x) is a
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collection of bounded, open sets that contain x and there exists a sequence {Bk} ⊂ B(x), such

that diam(Bk) → 0 as k → ∞.
Given f ∈ L1

loc, the numbers

DB

(∫
f, x

)
= sup

{{Bk}⊂B(x)}

lim sup
diam(Bk)→0

|Bk|
−1

∫

Bk

f(y) dy,

DB

(∫
f, x

)
= inf

{{Bk}⊂B(x)}
lim inf

diam(Bk)→0
|Bk|

−1

∫

Bk

f(y) dy

are called, respectively, the upper and the lower derivatives of the integral of f at the point x.
If the upper and lower derivatives coincide, then their common value is called the derivative of

the integral of f at the point x and denoted by DB

(∫
f, x
)
. A basis B is said to differentiate the

integral of f if DB

(∫
f, x
)
= f(x) for almost all x.

We are interested in the basis of rectangles, that is, the basis B1 where for each x, B(x)
contains all rectangles with the sides parallel to the axes containing x and contained in Ω. For

simplicity, let Ω = T
n = (0, 1)n, (n ≥ 1). By the Jessen-Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund theorem

[16] (see also [9, p. 50]), for n > 1 the basis B1 differentiates functions from L(logL)n−1(Tn).
On the other hand Saks [21] proved that for each function σ(t) that decreases monotonically to

zero, there exists a function f ∈ σ(L)L(logL)n−1(Tn), (n > 1) such that DB1

(∫
f, x
)
= +∞

a.e. on T
n.

Closely related to the differentiation properties of B1 are the boundedness properties of MSf ,

the maximal operator corresponding to B1, also known as the strong maximal function:

MSf(x) = sup
x∈I∈B1

|I|−1

∫

I

|f(y)|dy.

The strong maximal operator is bounded on Lp(Tn), for p > 1 [16], but is not bounded on

Lp(·)(Tn), n > 1, if p(·) is not constant [17]. Now if p− > 1, then Lp(·)(Tn) ⊂ Lp−(Tn) and

consequently, if f ∈ Lp(·)(Tn), DB1

(∫
f, x
)
= f(x) a.e. We are interested in finding conditions

on p(·) for which p(x) > 1 a.e. on T
n but p− = 1, and indeed p−(E) = 1 for any open set

E ⊂ T
n. For this problem it is natural find conditions on the function |{x : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}|,

λ > 0, that guarantee the differentiation of functions from Lp(·)(Tn), (n > 1). From part (a) of

Theorem 1.1 and the Jessen-Marcinkiewicz-Zigmund theorem we immediately obtain following

result.

Theorem 3.1. Given p(·) ∈ P(Tn), n > 1, suppose that for some C > 1 and for all λ > 0
sufficiently small,

|{x ∈ T
n : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| ≤ C1/λλ(n−1)/λ(ln(1/λ))−(n−1)/λ.

Then for f ∈ Lp(·)(Tn) and almost every x ∈ T
n, DB1

(∫
f, x
)
= f(x).

Remark 3.2. The case when exponent p(x) > 1 a.e, and the set {x : p(x) = 1} is "irregular" has

other interesting applications. For instance, in [12] the authors constructed an exponent p(·) ∈
P([0, 2π]) such that p(x) > 1 a.e., and the space Lp(·)[0, 2π] contains both the Kolmogorov and

the Marcinkiewicz examples of functions in L1 with a.e. divergent Fourier series.

We can also give examples of exponents for which B1 fails to be a differentiation basis for

Lp(·)(Tn). Stokolos [22] in case n = 2 and Oniani [19] in case n > 2 proved following result.
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Theorem 3.3. For each function f ∈ L1(Tn) such that f 6∈ L(logL)n−1(Tn), there exists a

function g that is equimeasurable with f such that DB1

(∫
f, x
)
= +∞ a.e.

In fact the function g in Theorem 3.3 has the form g(x) = f(ω(x)), where ω : Tn → T
n is

an invertible, measure-preserving transformation. Therefore, from part (b) of Theorem 1.1 and

Theorem 3.3 we obtain get the following result.

Theorem 3.4. For n > 1, let p(·) ∈ P(Tn) be such that for some 0 ≤ ǫ < n− 1,

|{x ∈ T
n : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| ≥ Cλǫ/λ(ln(1/λ))−(n−1)/λ;

alternatively, let p(·) be such htat

|{x ∈ T
n : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| ≥ Cλ(n−1)/λ(ln(1/λ))−ǫ/λ.

Then there exists p̄(·) ∈ P(Tn) equimeasurable with p(·), and f ∈ Lp̄(·)(Tn) such thatDB1

(∫
f, x
)
=

+∞ a.e.

For specific examples of such exponent functions, see Examples 4.5 and 4.8 below.

4. FURTHER REMARKS ON THE EMBEDDING Lp(·)(Ω) ⊂ L(logL)α(Ω).

In this section we consider one of the original motivations for studying the embeddingLp(·)(Ω) ⊂
L(logL)α(Ω): the generalization of Weiner’s theorem to variable Lebesgue spaces. We recall

some background information. Given an open set Ω ⊂ R
n and f ∈ L1

loc(Ω), we define the

Hardy-Littlewood maximal function by

Mf(x) = sup
x∈B

1

|B|

∫

B∩Ω

|f(y)| dy,

where the supremum is taken over balls containing x. It is well known that for 1 < p < ∞,

M : Lp(Ω) → Lp(Ω),; on the other hand, given any f ∈ L1(Rn), f 6= 0, Mf 6∈ L1(Rn). In

fact, Mf need not even be locally integrable. Wiener [23] proved that Mf is locally integrable

if f ∈ L logL(Rn). More precisely, he showed that given any ball B,

(4.1) ‖Mf‖L1(B) ≤ C‖f‖L logL(Rn).

The question arose to determine conditions on an exponent p(·) ∈ P(Rn) so that for a set

Ω ∈ R
n with finite measure,

(4.2) ‖Mf‖L1(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖p(·).

In particular, if p− = 1, determine when (4.2) holds.

The first result in this direction was due to Hästö [15]. Fix numbers a > 0 and b ∈ R, and

define the function

(4.3) Λ(r) = Λ(r, a, b) = 1 +
a ln ln(1/r)

ln(1/r)
+

b

ln(1/r)

for 0 < r < r0 and Λ(r) = Λ(r0) for r > r0. For a compact set K in R
n, define

K(r) = {x ∈ R
n : δK(x) < r},

where δK(x) denotes the distance from x to setK. For β > 0,we say that the Minkowski (n−β)
content ofK is finite if |K(r)| ≤ Crβ for all r > 0 sufficiently small. Now we define a variable

exponent p(·) by

(4.4) p(x) = Λ(δK(x))
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for x ∈ R
n; set p(x) = 1 on K.

Theorem 4.1. Let K be a compact subset of a bounded, open set Ω, and let p(·) be a given by

(4.4). If a > 1 and the Minkowski (n− 1)-content of K is finite, then (4.2) holds.

The heart of the proof of Theorem 4.1 is to show that given these hypotheses, Lp(·)(Ω) ⊂
L logL(Ω). The desired conclusion then follows immediately from inequality (4.1). Later,

Futamura and Mizuta [14] proved that the conclusion is still valid when a = 1 and b = 0.

Mizuta, Ohno, and Shimomura [18] proved the following embedding theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let K be a compact subset of bounded open set Ω whose Minkowski (n − β)-
content is finite. Set p(x) = Λ(δK(x)), x ∈ Ω. If a > 0, then Lp(·)(Ω) ⊂ L(logL)aβ(Ω).

If we set a = 1/β in Theorem 4.2, we get a generalization of Theorem 4.1.

Subsequently, the first author and Fiorenza [5] proved the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Given p(·) ∈ P(Rn), suppose there exist constants ǫ, 0 < ǫ < 1, C0 > 0, and δ,

0 < δ < e−e, such that for 0 < λ ≤ δ,

(4.5) |{x ∈ R
n : p(x) ≤ Λ(λ, 1 + ǫ, 0)}| ≤ C0λ.

Then given any ballB, there exists a constantC (depending on |B|, p(·), ǫ, and δ) such that (4.2)

holds (with Ω replaced by B).

One feature of their proof is that they did not pass through the embedding Lp(·)(Ω) ⊂
L logL(Ω); rather they gave a direct proof of (4.2). Here we will show that we can use The-

orem 1.1 to give a small improvement of Theorem 4.3 which is analogous to the results of

Futamura and Mizuta, and Mizuta, et al.

To do so, we will use the Lambert W -function to find a relationship between estimates of the

form (4.5) and (1.2). The Lambert W -function is the solution of the equation

W (x) exp(W (x)) = x.

Here we summarize some of its properties; for complete information see [3, 4]. Note that

W (−1/e) = −1. On the interval [0,∞) there is one real solution and on the interval (−1/e, 0)
there are two real solutions. Call the solution for which W (x) ≥W (−1/e) the principal branch

and denote it by Wp(x). This function is defined on [−1/e;∞) and Wp : [−1/e; +∞) →
[−1,+∞) is increasing bijection. Denote the other solutionWm(x). This function is defined on

(−1/e; 0) and Wm : (−1/e; 0) → [−∞,−1) is a decreasing bijection. Moreover, we have that

as x→ +∞,

(4.6) Wp(x) = ξ − ln ξ +
ln ξ

ξ
+

(ln ξ)2

2ξ2
−

(ln ξ)

ξ2
+O

(
(ln ξ)3

ξ3

)
,

where ξ = ln x. Similarly, we have that as x→ 0,

(4.7) Wm(x) = −µ − lnµ−
lnµ

η
−

(lnµ)2

2µ2
−

(lnµ)

2µ2
+O

(
(lnµ)3

µ3

)
,

where µ = ln(−1/x).
Fix a, b ∈ R with a > 0. For 0 < r ≤ r0 (r0 a small positive number) we will find the inverse

function of the function Λ(r, a, b)− 1. The equation Λ(r, a, b)− 1 = x may rewritten as

− ln(k ln(1/r)) exp(− ln(k ln(1/r))) = −
x

ak
,
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where k = exp(b/a). Since − ln(k ln(1/r)) → −∞ as r → 0+, for r > 0 small we have that

r = exp

(
−
1

k
exp

(
−Wm

(
−
x

ak

)))
.

Using the fact that exp(W (x)) = x/W (x), we obtain

(4.8) r = exp
(a
x
Wm

(
−
x

ak

))
=
( x
ak

) a
x
(
−Wm

(
−
x

ak

))− a
x
.

If we apply Theorem 1.1 using (4.8), (4.7), we get the following result.

Theorem 4.4. Fix Ω ⊂ R
n, |Ω| < ∞, and p(·) ∈ P(Ω), p+ < ∞. Given a > 0, suppose there

exists a constant C > 1 such that, for all λ > 0 sufficiently small,

(4.9) |{x ∈ Ω : p(x) ≤ 1 + Λ(λ, a, b)}| ≤ Cλ.

Then Lp(·)(Ω) ⊂ L(logL)a(Ω). In particular, if a = 1 and b ∈ R, then inequality (4.2) holds.

We can see directly that the hypothesis of Theorem 4.3 is stronger than that of Theorem 1.1.

If we use (4.8) with a = 1 + ǫ and b = 0, and then apply estimate(4.7), we can rewrite (4.5) as

|{x ∈ Ω : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}|

≤ C0

(
λ

1 + ǫ

) 1+ǫ
λ
(
−Wm

(
−

λ

1 + ǫ

))− 1+ǫ
λ

≤ Cλ
1+ǫ
λ (ln(1/λ))−

1+ǫ
λ .

In other words, if for some ǫ > 0, (4.5) holds, then

|{x ∈ Ω : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| ≤ Cλ
1+ǫ
λ (ln(1/λ))−

1+ǫ
λ

for sufficiently small λ. However, we also have that

C
1
λλ

1
λ (ln(1/λ))−

1
λ

λ
1+ǫ
λ (ln(1/λ))−

1+ǫ
λ

→ +∞ as λ→ 0.

Thus, the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1 are weaker than those of Theorem 4.3.

We conclude this section with three examples of exponents for which parts (a) or (b) of

Theorem 1.1 hold for Ω ⊂ R, Ω = [0, x0] for some x0 > 0.

Example 4.5. Let α > 0, 0 ≤ ǫ < α, θ(x) = (ln x)α−ǫ, and suppose the exponent p(·) satisfies

|{x : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| ≥ Cλα/λ ln−ǫ/λ(1/λ).

Then the conditions part (b) of Theorem 1.1 are valid, and so Lp(·)(Ω) 6⊂ L(logL)α(Ω).

We further consider the case ǫ = 0 in Example 4.5. By using the Lambert W -function we

may find (arguing as we did above) the inverse function of λα/λ on 0 < λ ≤ λ0, for sufficiently

small λ0. We have that if λα/λ = x, 0 < x ≤ λ
α/λ0

0 = x0, then

ln(1/λ) exp(ln(1/λ)) =
1

α
ln(1/x).

Again using the fact that exp(W (x)) = x/W (x), we obtain

λ =
αWp

(
1
α
ln(1/x)

)

ln(1/x)
:= p0(x).
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Consequently, for exponent p(x) = 1 + p0(x) we have that for 0 < λ ≤ λ0,

|{x ∈ [0, x0] : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| = λα/λ,

and Lp(·)([0, x0]) 6⊂ L(logL)α([0, x0]). If we apply (4.6), we obtain following expression for

p(x):

p(x) = 1 +
α ln

(
1
α
ln
(
1
x

))

ln
(
1
x

) −
α ln ln

(
1
α
ln
(
1
x

))

ln
(
1
x

) + o

(
α ln ln

(
1
α
ln
(
1
x

))

ln
(
1
x

)
)

as x→ 0.

Example 4.6. For sufficiently small x0, define for 0 < x < x0 the exponent function

p(x) = 1 +
α ln

(
1
α
ln
(
1
x

))

ln
(
1
x

) = 1 +
ln
(
ln
(

1
x1/α

))

ln
(

1
x1/α

) , (α > 0).

Then, using (4.8), we have that for 0 < λ ≤ λ0,

|{x ∈ [0, x0] : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| = λα/λ(−Wm(−λ))
−α/λ ≤ Cλα/λ ln−α/λ(1/λ);

hence, Lp(·)([0, x0]) ⊂ L(logL)α([0, x0]).

Remark 4.7. Let K be a compact subset of Ω such that

C−1rα ≤ |K(r)| ≤ Crα for 0 < r < r0 (α > 0)

and define

p(x) = 1 +
b log log(1/δ(x))

log(1/δ(x))
−
c log log log(1/δ(x))

log(1/δ(x))
,

where b > 0, c > 0, δ(x) ≤ r0 and inf{x, δ(x)>r0} p(x) > 1. In [18] (see also [14]) the authors

constructed a function f ∈ Lp(·)(Ω) such that f 6∈ L(logL)αb(Ω).

Example 4.8. Let α > 0, 0 ≤ ǫ < α, θ(x) = xα−ǫ, and suppose exponent function p(·) satisfies

|{x : p(x) ≤ 1 + λ}| ≥ Cλǫ/λ ln−α/λ(1/λ).

Then the conditions of part (b) of Theorem 1.1 are valid, and so Lp(·)(Ω) 6⊂ L(logL)α(Ω).
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