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LATTICE LIPSCHITZ SUPERPOSITION OPERATORS ON

BANACH FUNCTION SPACES

ROGER ARNAU∗, JOSE M. CALABUIG, EZGI ERDOĞAN,
ENRIQUE A. SÁNCHEZ PÉREZ

Abstract. We analyse and characterise the notion of lattice Lipschitz op-
erator (a class of superposition operators, diagonal Lipschitz maps) when
defined between Banach function spaces. After showing some general re-
sults, we restrict our attention to the case of those Lipschitz operators which
are representable by pointwise composition with a strongly measurable func-
tion. Mimicking the classical definition and characterizations of (linear) mul-
tiplication operators between Banach function spaces, we show that under
certain conditions the requirement for a diagonal Lipschitz operator to be
well-defined between two such spaces X(µ) and Y (µ) is that it can be repre-
sented by a strongly measurable function which belongs to the Bochner space
M(X,Y )

(

µ,Lip0(R)
)

. Here, M(X,Y ) is the space of multiplication operators
between X(µ) and Y (µ), and Lip0(R) is the space of real-valued Lipschitz
maps with real variable that are equal to 0 in 0. This opens the door to a
better understanding of these maps, as well as finding the relation of these
operators to some normed tensor products and other classes of maps.

1. Introduction and notation

Lipschitz functions, which appeared as a tool in mathematical analysis, have
found relevant applications in the field of differential equations from the beginning
of the 20th century. Today, they have become a fundamental tool also in many
fields of applied mathematics and artificial intelligence. Recently, more attention
has returned to this topic from pure analysis, in a stream of research that tries
to extend linear and multilinear issues and methods to the field of Lipschitz
functions [4, 15, 29, 23]: summability of operators [10, 33, 35], ideals of Lipschitz
operators [1, 2, 14, 16, 31], lattice geometric properties of Lipschitz maps [11, 17]
and many others are topics of current interest to the mathematical community.

Following this trend, we are interested in the Lipschitz version of diagonal
maps (which appeared in the Euclidean space context) or multiplication operators
(when working in the setting of function spaces). As can be easily seen this
diagonal property coincides with a pointwise domination requirement, for which
an order in the space is needed; since we are interested in the setting of the
Banach function spaces, the requirement on the order can be easily formulated
to provide the (equivalent) notion of lattice Lipschitz operator. No explanation is
needed when we state that diagonalization of operators between finite dimensional
spaces, and also multiplication operators, apply in a vast number of pure and
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applied contexts, and extensions of these genuine linear concepts to other classes
of operators are fully justified [24, 25]. Thus, our motivation for this research
is twofold. On the one hand, we want to study Lipschitz diagonal operators
to provide tools to extend the fundamental factorization theorems for operators
between function spaces, which are now at the core of functional analysis ([20],
see the last section of the article). On the other hand, guided by some recent
applications of Lipschitz functions in artificial intelligence algorithms (mainly in
reinforcement learning [9, 13, 22] but also in some separation techniques with
applications in clustering procedures [34]), we want to increase the mathematical
tools for this applied research.

The family of functions we are interested in are a particular case of what are
called superposition operators [6, 5]. Since the eighties of the last century there
have been some specific investigations on different properties of Lipschitz-type
operators that are also superposition operators. In fact, some relevant character-
izations of locally Lipschitz superposition operators involving inequalities such
as the ones we analyze here can be found in some papers on the subject (see
for example [6, Th. 1]). However, although these inequalities are interesting for
analyzing the properties of Lipschitz superposition operators, in this article we
face the problem of the functional representation of these maps. In other words,
in this paper we are interested in finding some general conditions to ensure that
a given lattice Lipschitz operator can be represented as a strongly measurable
vector function belonging to some special Köthe-Bochner space, by using a spe-
cific definition of how a vector function acts on a scalar function belonging to a
Banach function space.

Thus, we will devote the second part of the article to analyze how to relate
lattice Lipschitz operators and strongly measurable vector valued functions. In
the first part, we will present the main results on the structure of lattice Lipschitz
maps and diagonal Lipschitz operators on Banach function spaces. These spaces
are the natural extension of classical Lebesgue spaces (but also of Euclidean
spaces), and include, for example, Lorentz spaces of sequences and functions, as
well as Orlicz spaces. The direct translation of the notion of lattice Lipschitz
operator, which has originally been done in Euclidean spaces, gives a rather
vague concept, which we show could include some “pathological” maps, which
appear essentially due to the fact that the space of real-valued Lipschitz operators
Lip0(R) is not separable. To ensure a good behavior of the maps involved we
will focus on the case of superposition operators that allow a representation as a
pointwise composition with a strongly measurable function.

Starting from the description of the notion of “diagonal” operator between
Banach function spaces in the linear case (Section 2), we will show some gen-
eral properties, examples and counterexamples (Section 3), and, in the following
Section 4 we will focus the attention on lattice Lipschitz operators that allow rep-
resentations by strongly measurable functions, showing our main representation
theorems. Finally, in Section 5 we show some applications, in connection with
some classical normed tensor products and operator ideals.

Let us write the direct translation of the notion of lattice Lipschitz operator
that has been originally given in the framework of Euclidean spaces ([8, Definition
1]), to the setting of the Banach lattices. In the context of the paper [8], we say
that a Lipschitz operator T : L→ V on the Euclidean space L is lattice Lipschitz
if there is a constant K > 0 such that for every pair of elements x, y ∈ L,

∣∣T (x)− T (y)
∣∣ ≤ K

∣∣x− y
∣∣.
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Other notions related to this definition can be found in the literature on maps
on Banach lattices (see for example [18, Ch.3], [26]).

Before getting into the subject, let us recall some basic definitions and re-
sults from the theory of Banach function spaces and general functional analysis.
Throughout the paper (Ω,Σ, µ) will be a finite measure space. Every represen-
tation of a simple function f =

∑n
i=1 λiχAi is assumed to be disjoint, that is

Ai∩Aj = ∅ for i 6= j. We assume that all the measures in the current manuscript
are complete, meaning that every subset of a µ-null (measurable) set is again
measurable.

Given a Banach space E, let us review some basic definitions about measurabil-
ity of functions from Ω to X. A simple function is a function as ψ =

∑n
i=1 xiχAi ,

for x1, ..., xn ∈ E and disjoint A1, ..., An ∈ Σ. A vector valued function Ψ : Ω → E
is said to be weakly measurable if the real function given by the composition x∗◦Ψ
is measurable for every x∗ ∈ E∗. Φ is strongly measurable if it equals almost ev-
erywhere the limit of a sequence of simple functions, i.e.,

lim
n

‖Ψ(w)− ψn(w)‖X = 0 for almost every w ∈ Ω.

A function Ψ : Ω → E is essentially separably valued if there is a µ−null set A ∈
Σ such that the restricted range Ψ(Ω\A) is a separable set. Pettis measurability
theorem establishes that a vector valued function Ψ is strongly measurable if and
only if it is weakly measurable and essentially separably valued. In particular, if
E is separable we have that weak and strong measurability coincide.

If (Ω,Σ, µ) is a finite measure space, a Banach function space X(µ) is an ideal
in L0(µ) with the µ−a.e. order that is a Banach space, satisfying that for all
f, g ∈ X(µ) such that |f | ≤ |g| we have ‖f‖X(µ) ≤ ‖g‖X(µ). It is a Banach lattice,
and we always assume that χΩ ∈ X(µ) (and so this function is an order unit).
We say that a Banach function space X(µ) has the Fatou property if for every
increasing sequence (fn)n ∈ X(µ) that is norm bounded and converging µ−a.e.
to a measurable function f, we have that f ∈ X(µ) too.

Recall now some notions and notation on Köthe-Bochner spaces of vector val-
ued integrable functions. If E is a Banach space and X(µ) is a Banach function
space over the finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ), the Köthe-Bochner space X(µ,E)
is the Banach space of all the strongly measurable functions Ψ : Ω → E such
that the norm function w 7→ ‖Ψ(w)‖E belongs to X(µ). The norm in this space
is given in this case by

‖Ψ‖X(µ,E) =
∥∥∥ ‖Ψ(w)‖E

∥∥∥
X(µ)

.

Particular cases of these spaces are the Bochner spaces of p−integrable functions
for 1 ≤ p <∞, that are given whenX(µ) = Lp(µ). In this case, the space Lp(µ,E)
can be represented as the completion of the tensor product Lp(µ)⊗̂∆pE, where
∆p is the norm for the tensor product inherited from this identification.

The space M(X(µ), Y (µ)) is the space of multiplication operators from X(µ)
to Y (µ) with the usual operator norm (see [12, 28]). We identify each of these
operators with the function that defines it, although we sometimes use the no-
tation Mg for the operator defined by the function g to distinguish it from the
function g itself. If the measure µ is fixed in the context, we will write M(X,Y )
for this space for simplicity.

We refer to [18] for main issues on Lipschitz operators, to [27, 32] for defi-
nitions and results on Banach function spaces, to [19, 20] for general issues on
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factorization in spaces of linear operators and normed tensor products, and to
[21] for (vector-valued) strongly measurable functions.

2. Main reference: the linear case

Let (Ω,Σ, µ) be a finite measure space, and X(µ) and Y (µ) two Banach
function spaces. Consider the space of measurable functions M(X(µ), Y (µ)),
that define multiplication operators Mh : X(µ) → Y (µ) given by Mh(f)(w) =
h(w) · f(w), f ∈ X(µ). Recall that, depending on X(µ) and Y (µ), that space
could only contain the 0 function. We will see that the adaptation of this notion
to the Lipschitz case fits the concept of lattice Lipschitz operator, that can be
more specified for the concrete case of operators between Banach function spaces.

Definition 2.1. We say that a (non-linear) operator between Banach function
spaces T : X(µ) → Y (µ) is lattice Lipschitz if there exists a real-valued non-
negative function K(·) such that for every pair of functions f, g ∈ X(µ) and
w ∈ Ω, ∣∣T (f)(w)− T (g)(w)

∣∣ ≤ K(w)
∣∣f(w)− g(w)

∣∣ µ− a.e.

In case K(·) is µ-measurable, the condition can be expressed as |T (f)− T (g)| ≤
K|f − g| with the pointwise order on L0(µ). Extending the classical terminology
for constants appearing in Lipschitz inequalities, the function K will be called a
bound or associated function for T . We will call also lattice Lipschitz operators
to maps T : X(µ) → L0(µ).

We start by a basic property, which gives a relation between lattice Lipschitz
operators and the linear ones. A related result, but given in a different framework,
can be found in [7, Lemma 1.1] and the comments after it.

Proposition 2.2. Let (Ω,Σ, µ) be a measure space and X(µ), Y (µ) be two Ba-
nach function spaces (or, eventually, Y (µ) = L0(µ)). Consider a lattice Lisp-
chitz T : X(µ) → Y (µ) operator that satisfies that T (0) = 0. Then, for every
f, g ∈ X(µ) and disjoint sets A,B ∈ Σ,

(i) T (fχA) = T (f)χA µ−a.e., and so
(ii) T (fχA + gχB) = T (fχA) + T (gχB) µ−a.e.

Proof. Let f and A be as in the statement. Since fχA ∈ X(µ), there exists a
null set N such that

|T (f)− T (fχA)|(w) ≤ K(w) · |f − fχA|(w), w ∈ Ω \N,
and another null set N ′ that |T (fχA)|(w) ≤ K(w)|fχA|(w) for each w ∈ Ω \N ′.
Let w ∈ Ω \ (N ∪N ′). If w 6∈ A,

|T (f)χA − T (fχA)|(w) = |0− T (fχA)(w)| ≤ K(w) · |f(w)|χA(w) = 0.

If w ∈ A,

|T (f)χA − T (fχA)|(w) = |T (f)(w) − T (fχA)(w)|
≤ K(w)|f(w) − (fχA)(w)| = 0.

Then, T (f)χA = T (fχA) µ−a.e. This gives (i). For (ii), just note that using (i)
we get µ−a.e.

T (fχA + gχB) = T
(
(fχA + gχB)(χA + χB)

)
= T (fχA + gχB)(χA + χB)

= T (fχA + gχB)χA + T (fχA + gχB)χB

= T
(
(fχA + gχB)χA

)
+ T

(
(fχA + gχB)χB

)
= T (fχA) + T (gχB).
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�

We start by giving the linear reference, that is, the characterization of the
lattice Lipschitz maps for the simplest case when the map is linear. Of course it
is essentially known, but it will help to find what we can expect for the non-linear
case.

Proposition 2.3. Let T : X(µ) → Y (µ) be a linear continuous map. Then it is
a lattice Lipschitz operator if and only if there is a function h ∈ M(X(µ), Y (µ))
such that T =Mh. In this case, K(w) = |h(w)| is a bound function for T .

Proof. A well-known Radon-Nikodym Theorem argument proves the result; let
us write the detailed proof for the aim of completeness, since some of the ideas
in it will be used for the non-linear case.

Suppose first that T is lattice Lipschitz. Assume without loss of generality that
the measure µ is finite. Since T is linear, T (0) = 0 and we can use the lattice
Lipschitz order inequality for single functions, and not necessarily for differences
of functions. All the inequalities below are defined for concrete functions of the
equivalence classes of the functions involved and has to be understood µ−a.e.,
even if this is not explicitly written. Consider the set function ν : Σ → R given
by A 7→ ν(A) :=

∫
Ω T (χA)dµ. Note that T (χΩ) = h ∈ Y (µ) ⊂ L1(µ), since µ is

finite, and so ν(A) =
∫
A T (χΩ) for all A ∈ Σ by Proposition 2.2.

1) As h is a µ-measurable function, we assume that is non-negative. Otherwise
consider it as a difference of two positive functions and repeat the reasoning for
the difference of two integrals in the above equation. Let f ∈ X(µ) be a simple
function and take B ∈ Σ. Again by Proposition 2.2 and the linearity of T , we get∫

B
T (f)dµ =

∫

Ω
T (f)χBdµ =

∫

Ω
T (fχB)dµ =

∫

Ω
h fχB dµ =

∫

B
h f dµ.

As a consequence, T (f) = h · f
2) Fix now f ∈ X(µ) and assume without loss of generality that f ≥ 0. Take

an increasing sequence of simple function such that fn ↑ f pointwise and observe
that, by the non negativity of h, T (fn) = h · fn ↑ h · f = T (fn). Then, by the
Monotone Convergence Theorem and the previous paragraph we get that∫

B
T (f) dµ = lim

n

∫

B
T (fn) dµ = lim

n

∫

B
fn dν =

∫

B
f dν,

for any B ∈ Σ. Then, T (f) = h · f = Mh(f) Moreover, since it is defined for
every f ∈ X(µ), we get that h ∈ M(X(µ), Y (µ)).

For the converse implication, given a multiplication operatorMh ∈ M(X(µ), Y (µ)),
we only need to consider the following direct inequalities, for f, g ∈ X(µ);
∣∣Mh(f)−Mh(g)

∣∣(w) = |Mh(f−g)|(w) = |h(w)(f−g)(w)| ≤ |h(w)|
∣∣f(w)−g(w)

∣∣,
and so the result holds for K(w) = |h(w)| µ−a.e.

�

3. Pointwise diagonal Lipschitz operators

Following the idea that suggests the case of multiplication operators, we es-
tablish in this section what would be the Lipschitz version of a multiplication
operator. Let us show the arguments to find it. Before starting to explain our
ideas, let us recall some fundamental definitions and results.

We will find the fundamental functions to represent this class of operators as
Bochner integrable functions. Consider the vector space of all the real-valued
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functions of one real variable RV(R). Let F(R) ⊂ RV(R) be a Banach space and
take a vector valued function Φ : Ω → F(R) (for example a strongly measurable
function). Let Z be a Banach space of (classes of a.e. equal) real functions; we
are mainly (but not only) thinking on Z = Y (µ), a Banach function space over
µ. We want to show that we can define an operator T : X(µ) → Z using Φ and
when it satisfies Definition 2.1.

Example 3.1. Consider F(R) = Lip(R), the space of Lipschitz real functions
of one real variable. Consider the constant function Φ : Ω → Lip(R) given by
Φ(w)(v) := 1

1+|v| for all w ∈ Ω. Let X(µ) be any Banach function space in a

finite measure space and define T : X(µ) → X(µ) as

T (f)(w) =
(
Φ(w)◦f

)
(w) = Φ(w)

(
f(w)

)
=

1

1 + |f(w)| , f ∈ X(µ), w ∈ Ω µ−a.e.

Note that, for all f, g ∈ X(µ) and w ∈ Ω,

∣∣T (f)(w)− T (g)(w)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣ 1

1 + |f(w)| −
1

1 + |g(w)|
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣ |g(w)| − |f(w)|
(1 + |f(w)|)(1 + |g(w)|)

∣∣∣

≤
∣∣g(w) − f(w)

∣∣
(1 + |f(w)|)(1 + |g(w)|) ≤

∣∣g(w) − f(w)
∣∣.

Therefore, it is lattice Lipschitz, and K(w) can be defined to be the constant
function 1. The function g in Remark ?? is in this case the constant function 1,
since T (0) = 1.

Remark 3.2. Let us show first that this covers the linear case explained in
Proposition 2.3. If F(R) = L(R) ⊆ Lip0(R), the space of linear real functions of
one real variable, of course this space can be identified with the space of the real
numbers R by means of the map R ∋ r 7→ fr(·) = r · (·) ∈ L(R).

Take now a function h ∈ M(X(µ), Y (µ)) and consider the Bochner integrable
function

Φh : Ω → L(R)

w 7→ Φh(w)(·) = fh(w)(·) = h(w) · (·).
That is, it takes at each w the value provided by the multiplication of the real
number h(w) and the variable. Then the operator can be given by the composition

T (f)(w) =
(
Φh(w) ◦ f

)
(w) = h(w) · f(w) =Mh(f)(w), f ∈ X(µ),

that is well-defined µ−a.e. Recall that, by Proposition 2.3, the class of operators
above that are also linear coincides with the class of linear lattice Lipschitz oper-
ators, that is, those satisfying that for all f ∈ X(µ),

∣∣T (f)(w)
∣∣ ≤ K(w) |f(w)|,

for a certain function K(w) belonging to M(X(µ), Y (µ)).

Let us restrict our attention to vector valued functions for the case that F(R) =
Lip0(R) with its Lipschitz constant as norm. The following results illustrate
the construction of lattice Lipschitz operators from a vector-valued function, as
in the cases above. The conditions of the map Φ : Ω → Lip0(R) in terms of
measurability needed for having a well defined lattice Lipschitz operator will be
discussed hereafter.

Consider for the moment Φ : Ω → Lip0(R) a strongly mesurable function, as
an almost everywhere limit of a sequence of simple functions defined by ψ(w) =∑n

i=1 χAi(w)φi. As for the notation, and to facilitate the understanding of the
arguments we will also write these functions as ψ(w) =

∑n
i=1 φiχAi(w). It is
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relevant to mention that such a function ψ defines an operator Tψ : X(µ) → Y (µ)
acting as a superposition operator, that is, by the natural formula

Tψ(f)(w) =

n∑

i=1

χAi(w)φi
(
f(w)

)
, w ∈ Ω (1)

whenever for each i = 1, ..., n, the functions w 7→ φi(f(w)) belong to Y (µ). This
formula has to be understood as defined µ−a.e.; indeed, if f and g are measurable
functions that are equal but in a µ−null set A ∈ Σ and its equivalence class
belongs to X(µ), we clearly have that Tψ(f)(w) = Tψ(g)(w) for w ∈ Ω \ A, and
so Tψ(f) ∈ Y (µ). In other words, the map Tψ is defined independently of the
representative we take for the function f.

Lemma 3.3. Using the notation above, every simple function ψ =
∑n

i=1 φiχAi ∈
X(µ,Lip0(R)) gives a lattice Lipschitz operator Tψ : X(µ) → X(µ) with bound
function

KTψ =

n∑

i=1

χAiLip(φi) ∈ L∞(µ).

Proof. Note first that the composition of a measurable function f with a Lipschitz
(and so continuous) map φ ∈ Lip0(R) gives also a measurable function, and

|φ ◦ f(w)| = |φ ◦ f(w)− φ ◦ 0(w)| = |φ(f(w)) − φ(0)| ≤ Lip(φ) |f(w)|,
where the inequality is defined µ−a.e., and so φ ◦ f ∈ X(µ) too due to the ideal
property of the Banach function spaces.

Let us compute the value of the Lipschitz bound function for the operator
Tψ : X(µ) → X(µ) associated to a simple function ψ =

∑n
i=1 φiχAi , φi ∈ Lip0(R).

For every f, g ∈ X(µ), we have

|Tψ(f)(w)− Tψ(g)(w)| =
∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

i=1

χAi(w) ·
(
φi(f(w))− φi(g(w))

)
∣∣∣∣∣

≤
n∑

i=1

χAi(w)
∣∣φi(f(w))− φi(g(w))

∣∣

≤
n∑

i=1

χAi(w)Lip(φi)
∣∣f(w)− g(w)

∣∣

=

(
n∑

i=1

χAi(w)Lip(φi)

)
·
∣∣f(w)− g(w)

∣∣.

�

Note that the next result gives a constructive procedure for finding well-defined
superposition operators as limits of simple functions. This is not the usual way of
introducing such superposition maps ([6, 5]), and opens the door to a new point
of view for understanding superposition operators as vector-valued integrable
functions.

Proposition 3.4. Let X(µ) and Y (µ) be Banach function spaces and let Φ :
Ω → Lip0(R) be a strongly measurable function. Then

(i) the composition (superposition) formula

TΦ(f)(w) =
(
Φ(w) ◦ f

)
(w), w ∈ Ω

gives a well-defined map TΦ : X(µ) → L0(µ), and
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(ii) if (ψn)n is a sequence of simple functions converging µ−a.e. to Φ with
bound functions KTψn

such that

sup
n
KTψn

∈ M(X(µ), Y (µ)),

then TΦ gives a lattice Lipschitz map TΦ : X(µ) → Y (µ).

Proof. (i) We only need to prove that the composition with a certain function f
is well-defined as a representative of a µ−a.e. class of functions of Y (µ). Since
Φ is strongly measurable, we get that there is a µ−null set B and a sequence of
simple functions ψn such that for every w ∈ Ω \B

Φ(w) = lim
n
ψn(w).

Since ψn(w) are simple functions with values in Lip0(R), by Lemma 3.3 the maps
Tψn : X(µ) → X(µ) ⊂ L0(µ) are well-defined. We have that for 0 ∈ X(µ) and
every n, ψn(w)(0) = 0 for all w ∈ Ω, and so Φ(w)(0) = 0 µ−a.e. Thus, for every
f ∈ X(µ) and almost all w ∈ Ω,
∣∣Φ(w)(f(w)) − ψn(w)(f(w))

∣∣ =
∣∣Φ(w)(f(w)) − ψn(w)(f(w)) −Φ(w)(0) − ψn(w)(0)

∣∣

≤ Lip
(
Φ(w)− ψn(w)

)
|f(w)− 0| →n 0.

Therefore, limn ψn(w)(f(w)) = Φ(w)(f(w)) µ−a.e., and so the operator TΦ is
defined at least pointwise for all f ∈ X(µ), giving a measurable function for each
such f that is an a.e. pointwise limit of functions in X(µ).

(ii) For a.e. every w ∈ Ω and n ∈ N,

|Φ(w)(f(w))| ≤
∣∣Φ(w)(f(w)) − ψn(w)(f(w))

∣∣ + |ψn(w)(f(w))|
≤ Lip

(
Φ(w)− ψn(w)

)
|f(w)|+ sup

n
KTψn

(w) · |f(w)|.

Since Lip
(
Φ(w)−ψn(w)

)
→n 0 and supnKTψn

(w) · |f(w)| ∈ Y (µ) by hypothesis,
we have that |Φ(w)(f(w))| is a measurable function a.e. bounded by a function
in Y (µ). By the ideal property of the Banach function space Y (µ), we get that
the operator is well-defined.

On the other hand, if f, g ∈ X(µ) we have that for a.e. w,

|Φ(w)(f(w)) −Φ(w)(g(w))|
≤
∣∣Φ(w)(f(w)) − ψn(w)(f(w)) − Φ(w)(g(w)) + ψn(w)(g(w))

∣∣
+ |ψn(w)(f(w)) − ψn(w)(g(w))|

≤ Lip
(
Φ(w)− ψn(w)

)
· |f(w)− g(w)| + sup

n
KTψn

(w) · |f(w)− g(w)|,

and since this holds for every n, we obtain

|TΦ(f(w))− TΦ(g(w))| ≤ sup
n
KTψn

(w) · |f(w)− g(w)|

and so TΦ is a lattice Lipschitz operator for which we can get a bound function
that defines a multiplication operator from X(µ) to Y (µ), since

KΦ ≤ sup
n
KTψn

∈ M(X(µ), Y (µ)).

�

The operator T (f)(w) = Φ(w)(f(w)) used in Example 3.1 and Proposition 3.4
will be called superposition operator an will be denoted by TΦ(f) = Φ ◦ f by
abuse of notation.
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It is relevant to mention that we can define lattice Lipschitz operators for which
it is not possible to provide a representation by means of a vector-valued function
Φ. We show an example of this situation below.

Example 3.5. Consider the Lebesgue measure space ([0, 1],Σ, µ) and take a
pointwise bounded non-measurable function h : [0, 1] → R that is positive and
with pointwise bound K > 0 (for example, the function given by 1 plus the char-
acteristic function of a non-measurable set). Consider the space of essentially
bounded measurable functions X(µ) = L∞(µ) and consider the multiplication op-
erator Mh : X(µ) → F(R), where Mh(f) = h · f, and F(R) is the space of all
classes of real functions with real variable that are equal µ−a.e. Note that this
map is well-defined when defined from a Banach function space X(µ) over µ.

This means that we can consider Mh defined from X(µ) to the space F(R)µ
of all the equivalence classes of functions that are equal µ−a.e. A Banach lattice
structure can be given for a subspace Z of this space by dividing every function
in it by h; for example, the (classes of) functions that satisfy that F(R)µ ∋ v 7→
v/h ∈ X(µ) defines a Banach lattice with µ−a.e. order and the norm given by
this map. Mh : X(µ) → Z is clearly well-defined. On the other hand, for every
w and every pair of measurable functions f, g,

|Mh(f)(w) −Mh(g)(w)| = h(w) · |f(w)− g(w)| ≤ K |f(w)− g(w)|
and so it is a lattice Lipschitz map. The vector valued function Φ that represents
the lattice Lipschitz operator is w 7→ h(w)(·), where the real number h(w) is con-
sidered as a constant that defines a Lipschitz map in Lip0(R), which cannot be, by
construction, measurable: in other case, the scalar function w 7→ ‖Φ(w)‖Lip(R) =
h(w) would be measurable.

Let us explain an example in which a non-measurable Lipschitz valued function
is constructed using a typical cardinality argument. In order to do it, let us
recall that the spaces of Lipschitz functions ares not separable in general, as a
consequence of the fact that R is not totally bounded.

Remark 3.6. The space of Lipschitz bounded funrction (Lipb(R), ‖ · ‖∞) and the
space of Lipschitz functions that vanish at 0 (Lip0(R), Lip(·)) are not separable.
To see this, consider the set of natural numbers N as a subset of R. For every
subset S ⊂ N \ {0}, define the function fS : R → R given by

r 7→ min
{1
4
,min{|r − s| : s ∈ S ∪ {0}}

}
= min

{1
4
, |r|, d(r, S)}

}
,

which are 1-Lispchitz functions bounded by 1/4.
It is immediate to notice that ‖fS − fD‖∞ ≥ 1/4, which implies that these

functions are separated, what, together with the fact that there are as many func-
tions as subsets of N \ {0}, gives that the family H := {fS : S ⊂ N} cannot the
approximated by any countable family of functions. So, (Lipb(R), ‖ · ‖∞) is not
separable.

Note also that the same construction can be used to prove that (Lip0(R), Lip(·))
is not separable. Indeed, for all the functions fS we have that fS(0) = 0 and
Lip(fS − fD) = 1 for all S,D ⊂ N \ {0} such that S 6= D.

Let us show some examples of non-strongly measurable functions that still de-
fine lattice Lipschitz operators. We will show examples in (non σ−finite) discrete
measure spaces as well as in finite measure spaces (Lebesgue measure).
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Example 3.7. Consider the measure space (BLipb(R),P(BLipb(R)), c), where c is
the counting (extended) measure. Since Lipb(R) is not separable, take a non-
countable set N in it that cannot be approximated by any countable set (for ex-
ample, as in Remark 3.6).

Define the vector valued function Φ : BLipb(R) → BLipb(R) by Φ = id · χN that
is,

Φ(τ) =
∑

h∈N

h · χ{h}(τ) =

{
τ if τ ∈ N
0 if τ /∈ N .

It cannot be strongly measurable, since if there is a sequence (sn)
∞
n=1 of simple

functions such that sn =
∑mn

i=1 η
i
nχAin → Φ pointwise, then for all τ ∈ N , sn(τ) =

ηinn → Φ(τ) = τ .
Note, however, that we can define a lattice Lipschitz operator

TΦ : ℓ∞(BLipb(R)) → ℓ∞(BLipb(R))

by pointwise composition, as we have done in the representation lemma 3.4. In-
deed,

TΦ
(
(rτ )τ∈BLipb(R)

)
= (Φ(τ)(rτ ))τ∈BLipb(R)

,

Therefore, for any r, t ∈ ℓ∞(BLipb(R)) and η ∈ BLipb(R),∣∣∣TΦ(r)(η)− TΦ(t)(η)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣Φ(η)(r(η)) − Φ(η)(t(η))
∣∣∣ ≤ Lip(Φ(η))

∣∣r(η)− t(η)
∣∣.

Thus, TΦ is lattice Lipschitz, with bound function K = Lip(Φ(·)) = χN . Note
that the same construction can be done for Lip0(R) instead of Lipb(R).

This example allows a general version, taking into account Pettis measurability
theorem. Note first that the only condition required in the example above with
the counting measure is the existence of a bijection relating any element of the
measure space with an element of the set H defined by the functions fS. If (Ω,Σ, µ)
is a measure space, any function Φ that satisfies that Φ(Ω\A)∩H is uncountable
for any µ−null set A ∈ Σ gives a similar example. For instance, consider the
measure space (P(N \ {0}),P

(
P(N \ {0})

)
, ν), where ν is given by

ν({S}) =
∑

n∈S

1

2n
, and ν(Λ) =

∑

S∈Λ

ν({S}).

The function Φ : P(N \ {0}) → Lip0(R) given by Φ(S) = fS is well-defined, and
obviously non-strongly measurable, due to the non-countable nature of P(N\{0}).

Next results shows where it could be ensured that the range of T is a space of
measurable functions in therms of Φ.

Lemma 3.8. Let (Ω,Σ, µ) be a measure space and T : X(µ) → L0(µ) a lattice
Lipschitz operator. Then, there exists Φ : R× Ω → R such that

Φ(·)(λ) = T (λχΩ), λ ∈ R,

(that is, Φ(·)(λ) is a particular representative of T (λχΩ)), and for any w ∈ Ω,
Φ(w) : R → R is a K(w)-Lipschitz function.

Proof. Denote by M the set of all real µ-measurable functions defined in all Ω
without the usual µ-almost everywhere equivalence. That is, all possible repre-
sentatives of classes of functions in L0(µ). We claim that there exists Ψ : Q → M

such that Ψ(λ) is a representative of T (λχΩ) defined in all Ω and for any λ, ξ ∈ Q

|Ψ(λ)(w) −Ψ(ξ)(w)| ≤ K(w)|λ− ξ| for all w ∈ Ω. (2)
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That is, for any w ∈ Ω, Ψ(·)(w) : Q → R is a K(w)-Lipschitz function.
LetQ = (λn)

∞
n=1, and choose Ψ(λ1) to be any representative of T (λ1χΩ) defined

in all Ω. Assume now that Ψ is defined in {λn}m−1
n=1 satisfying the given property.

Choose σ : Ω → R to be any representative of T (λmχΩ). By hypothesis, there
exists Nn

m null sets such that

|Ψ(λn)(w) − σ(w)| ≤ |λnχΩ(w)− λmχΩ(w)| = K(w)|λn − λm|
for any w 6∈ Nn

m, n ≤ m. Let Nm = N1
m ∪ N2

m ∪ · · · ∪Nn−1
m and define Ψ(λm) :

Ω → R as

Ψ(λm)(w) =





σ(w) w 6∈ Nm

Ψ(λ1)(w) w ∈ N1
m

Ψ(λ2)(w) w ∈ N2
m \N1

m
...

Ψ(λm−1)(w) w ∈ Nm−1
m \ (N1

m ∪ · · · ∪Nm−2
m )

.

Clearly, (2) is satisfied for any λm, λn in all Ω, also for elements inNm. Proceeding
inductively, Ψ is correctly defined in Q.

Define Φ(w)(λ) = Ψ(λ)(w) in Ω×Q. Then, given any w ∈ Ω, Φ(w)↾Q is aK(w)-
Lipschitz function, so it can be extended to R keeping the Lipschitz constant, for
example following McShane formula, see [30]. For λ ∈ R\Q, consider T̃ (λχΩ)(w)
a representative of T (λχΩ)(w). By the continuity of Φ(w), if Q ∋ λn → λ,

|T̃ (λχΩ)(w)− Φ(w)(λ)| = lim
n→∞

|T̃ (λχΩ)(w) − Φ(w)(λn)|
≤ lim

n→∞
K(w)|λ− λn| = 0,

for almost every w ∈ Ω. Then, Φ(·)(λ) : Ω → R belongs to M and is a represen-
tative of T (λχΩ). �

Let us recall the construction of a predual of Lip0(M) for any pointed metric
space M . For each x ∈ M , consider the evaluation functional δx : Lip0(M) → R

defined as δx(f) = f(x) as an element in
(
Lip0(M)

)∗
. Define the so called

Lipschitz-free space F(M) = span{δx : x ∈ M} ⊆
(
Lip0(M)

)∗
using the

dual norm which, in fact, satisfies ‖δx − δy‖ = d(x, y) for x, y ∈ M . Then,(
F(M)

)∗
= Lip0(M). This construction is explained in detail in [18], where other

constructions of a predual of Lip0(M), such as the Arens-Eells space Æ(M), are
also studied.

Theorem 3.9. Let (Ω,Σ, µ) a measure space and X(µ) a Banach function space.
The operator T : X(µ) → L0(µ) is lattice Lipschitz if and only if there exists
Φ : Ω → Lip0(R) such that T (f)(w) = Φ(w)(f(w)) (for almost any w ∈ Ω) and
p ◦ Φ : Ω → R is µ-measurable for any p ∈ F(R).

Proof. Assume that T is lattice Lispchitz. Define Φ(w)(λ) as the concrete rep-
resentative of T (λχΩ) evaluated on w given by Lemma 3.8. For any λ ∈ R,
δλ ◦ Φ = Φ(·)(λ) is measurable since is a representative of T (λχΩ). By tak-
ing linear combinations and limits of function in L0(µ), we obtain that p ◦ Φ is
µ-measurable for any p ∈ F(R).

For the reciprocal, let us see first that T (f)(w) = Φ(w)(f(w)) is well defined
from X(µ) to L0(µ). Let f =

∑n
i=1 λiχAi ∈ X(µ) a simple function. Then,

T (f)(w) = Φ(w)

(
n∑

i=1

λiχAi(w)

)
=

n∑

i=1

Φ(w)(λi)χAi(w) ∈ L0(µ),
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since w 7→ Φ(w)(λi) = 〈Φ(w), δλi 〉 is µ-measurable for all i.
Since every limit of simple functions is measurable, we have that T (f) ∈ L0(µ)

for all f ∈ X(µ).Moreover, if f = g µ-a.e. in Ω, clearly T (f)(w) = Φ(w)(f(w)) =
Φ(w)(g(w)) = T (f)(w) µ-a.e., so T is well defined. To see that T satisfies the
lattice Lipschitz inequality, let f, g ∈ X. For any choose of the representatives,

|T (f)(w) − T (g)(w)| = |Φ(w)(f(w)) − Φ(w)(g(w))| ≤ Lip Φ(w) · |f(w)− g(w)|,
so we can select K(w) = Lip Φ(w). �

Corollary 3.10. If Φ : Ω → Lip0(R) is weakly µ-measurable (or strongly µ-
measurable) and X(µ) is any Banach function space, then T : X → L0(µ) defined
as T (f)(w) = Φ(w)(f(w)) is a lattice Lipschitz operator.

Proof. Assume that Φ is weakly measurable (since strong measurability implies
it). Given any p ∈ F(R), as p ∈

(
F(R)

)∗∗
= Lip0(R)

∗, p ◦ Φ is µ-measurable, so

by Theorem 3.9, T is a lattice Lipschitz operator from X to L0(µ). �

Example 3.11. Consider the Lebesgue measurable space ([0, 1],Σ, µ). Each real
number in [0, 1] can be identified with a subset of natural numbers via a binary
representation of its digits. Since that representation is not always unique, choose
the one that is eventually 0 rather that 1. Define Φ as

Φ : [0, 1] → Lip0(R)

w =

∞∑

i=1

ci
1

2i
7→
(
λ 7→ min

{
1

2
, |λ|, d(λ, {i ∈ N : ci = 0})

})
.

Let us see that T : L1(µ) → L1(µ) defined by T (f)(w) = Φ(w)(f(w)) is a well
defined lattice Lispchitz operator using Theorem 3.9. Let λ ∈ R and consider
δλ ∈ F(R), we claim that w 7→ 〈Φ(w), δλ〉 = Φ(w)(λ) is µ-measurable. Consider,
for simplicity, the function

ϕλ(w) = min

({
1

2

}
∪
{
|λ− i| : ci = 0, i ∈ N

})
,

where w =
∑∞

i=1 ci
1
2i

is the binary representation of w as before. Observe that

Φ(w)(λ) = min{|λ|, ϕλ(w)}, so it is enough to see that ϕλ : Ω → [0, 12 ] ⊆ R is

µ-measurable. Let 0 < s < 1
2 , and consider

ϕ−1
λ

(
]−∞, s[

)
=

{
w =

∞∑

i=1

ci
1

2i
∈ Ω : {0, 1} ∈ci 6→ 1, ∃ci0 = 0 : |λ− i0| < s

}
.

If d(λ,N) ≥ s, ϕ−1
λ

(
] − ∞, s[

)
= ∅ ∈ Σ. Alternatively, pick i0 to be the nearest

natural number to λ, so

ϕ−1
λ

(
]−∞, s[

)
=

{
w =

∞∑

i=1

ci
1

2i
∈ Ω : {0, 1} ∈ci 6→ 1, ci0 = 0

}

=

2i0−1−1⋃

j=0

[
2j

2i0
,
2j + 1

2i0

[
∈ Σ,

which proves that ϕλ is a Lebesgue measurable function. This situation, together
with the fact that Lip Φ(w) is bounded by 1, shows that T maps L1(µ) to L1(µ).

If w, τ ∈ [0, 1] are different, Lip(Φ(w) − Φ(τ)) = 1 (reasoning as in Remark
3.6). Then, Φ(Ω) is not separable, so Φ cannot be approximated by simple func-
tions.
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Observe that any Banach function space X(µ) can be considered instead of
L1(µ), having the same result.

4. Lattice Lipschitz operators that are representable by strongly
measurable functions

We now show a representation theorem for lattice Lipschitz operators on spaces
of Banach functions in terms of a vector-valued measurable function with val-
ues in Lip0(R). We will see that these operators can in general be written in
terms of pointwise diagonal Lipschitz maps, and sometimes a representation us-
ing a strongly measurable function is also available. The main technical problem
throughout this section is the handling of the µ−null sets appearing in Lipschitz-
type inequalities, which have to be properly understood: a µ−a.e. property
sometimes concerns the terms involved in different ways. Essentially, these in-
equalities concern both the real numbers and the elements of Ω, and exchanging
the roles of these variables is a delicate move.

Let us first prove the more general result, which does not explicitly require any
measurability property of the fundamental function ΦT . Instead, the function is
assumed to act only on a special class of subsets of functions of X(µ), which are
those of the type f = λχΩ for λ ∈ R.We show that the lattice Lipschitz operators
are disjoint, imitating the linear case and focusing on their “diagonal” nature.

Proposition 4.1. Let Φ : Ω → Lip0(R) be a strongly measurable function
such that Φ ∈ M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R)). Consider the corresponding operator TΦ :
X(µ) → L0(µ), given by the pointwise composition TΦ(f)(w) = Φ(w)(f(w)).
Then, TΦ is

i) a well-defined operator TΦ : X(µ) → Y (µ),
ii) Lipschitz continous, and
iii) lattice Lipschitz with the best bound function appearing in the lattice Lips-

chitz inequality K(·) = Lip(Φ(·)); that is, if there is any other measurable
function h such that the lattice Lipschitz inequality holds for h(·) = K(·),
then Lip(Φ(·)) ≤ h(·) µ−a.e.

Moreover, if there is another function Ψ : Ω → Lip0(R) such that Φ = Ψ
µ−a.e., then TΦ = TΨ and the bound functions w 7→ Lip(Φ(w)) and w 7→
Lip(Ψ(w)) are µ−a.e. equal.

Proof. Given f ∈ X(µ), by Corollary 3.10, T (f) is a µ-measurable function. As
Φ(Ω) ⊆ Lip0(R), T (0) = 0 and so for almost any w ∈ Ω, |T (f)(w)| ≤ Lip(Φ(w)) ·
|f(w)|. Then, since Lip(Φ(·)) ∈ M(X(µ), Y (µ)), Lip(Φ(·)) · |f(w)| ∈ Y (µ) and,
by the ideal property of Y (µ), T (f) ∈ Y (µ). Moreover, given f, g ∈ X(µ)

‖T (f)− T (g)‖Y (µ) ≤ ‖Lip(Φ(·))‖M(X(µ),Y (µ)) · ‖f − g‖X(µ).

Consider now a pair of functions f, g ∈ X(µ) and w ∈ Ω,

|T (f)(w)− T (g)(w)| = |Φ(w)(f(w)) − Φ(w)(g(w))| ≤ Lip(Φ(w)) |f(w) − g(w)|
and so TΦ is lattice Lipschitz with bound function K(w) = Lip(Φ(w)). Note that
Φ(w) (and so Lip(Φ(w))) is defined µ−a.e.

We claim now that for every w ∈ Ω and every ε > 0 there are functions
f1, f2 ∈ X(µ) such that

|TΦ(f1)(w) − TΦ(f2)(w)| >= (Lip(Φ(w)) − ε) |f1 − f2|(w).
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Note that this implies that Lip(Φ(w)) is the best constant that can be written in
this inequality. Indeed, fix w ∈ Ω. Consider Φ(w) = ϕw ∈ Lip0(R). By definition
of the Lipschitz constant, there are two different real numbers r1 and r2 such that

|ϕw(r1)− ϕw(r2)|
|r1 − r2|

> Lip(ϕw)− ε.

Consider the measurable functions f̂1 = r1χΩ and f̂2 = r2χΩ. Then

|(Φ ◦ f̂1)(w) − (Φ ◦ f̂2)(w)| = |ϕw(r1)− ϕw(r2)| > (Lip(ϕw)− ε) |r1 − r2|.
Thus, since this can be done for all r1, r2 ∈ R for each ε > 0 and w there are
functions f1, f2 ∈ X(µ) having as representatives the defined above functions f̂1
and f̂2 in such a way that

|TΦ(f1)(w)−TΦ(f2)(w)| > (Lip(Φ(w))−ε) |r1 − r2| = (Lip(Φ(w))−ε) |f1 − f2|(w).
Since this holds for all ε, this means that the contant Lip(Φ(w)) cannot be im-
proved for this fixed w.

Suppose now that there is another function h ≤ Lip(Φ(·)) such that there is a
non-null set A satisfying hχA < Lip(Φ(·))χA and for all f1, f2 ∈ X(µ),

|Φ(f1)(w) − TΦ(f2)(w)| ≤ h(w) |f1(w)− f2(w)|, w ∈ A.

By the claim, this means that for every r1, r2 ∈ R,

|ϕw(r1)− ϕw(r2)| ≤ h(w)|r1 − r2| < Lip(Φ(w))|r1 − r2|,
for all w belonging to a non-null set, what contradicts the definition of Lip(Φ(w)).

Finally, suppose that the measurable functions Φ and Ψ on Lip(R) are equal

µ−a.e. and let f ∈ X(µ). Clearly, for two representatives f̂1 and f̂2 of f we get

Φ ◦ f̂1 = Ψ ◦ f̂2 µ−a.e. and so we clearly have that TΦ and TΨ are equal as
operators from X(µ) to Y (µ). The associated bound functions are equal µ−a.e.
as a consequence of the definition of the Köthe-Bochner spaces: the measurable
functions w 7→ ‖Φ(w)‖Lip0(R) = Lip(Φ(w)) and w 7→ ‖Ψ(w)‖Lip0(R) = Lip(Ψ(w))
are equal µ−a.e. �

Observe that, in contrast to this previous case, a general lattice Lipschitz
operator can be non-Lipschitz. For example, let ([0, 1],Σ, µ) be the Legesgue
measure space and consider X(µ) = Y (µ) = L1(µ), so M(X(µ), Y (µ)) = L∞(µ).
Define T : L1(µ) → L1(µ) as T (f) = inf{f2, 1/√·}. Then, |T (f)(w)−T (g)(w)| ≤
2/
√
w · |f(w) − g(w)|, but considering fn = nχ[0,1/n4] and the zero function, it

can be shown that T is not Lipschitz continous.
Moreover, if T : X(µ) → Y (µ) is a lattice Lipschitz operator such that

T (f)(w) = Φ(w)
(
f(w)

)
for a strongly measurable function Φ : Ω → Lip0(R),

there exists a sequence of simple vector-valued functions Φn : Ω → Lip0(R) such
that Lip(Φ(w) − Φn(w)) → 0 for almost any w ∈ Ω. But that convergence
has no relation with the norm in Y (µ), so it should not be possible to conclude
strong claims about the continuity of T without more hypothesis, as in the pre-
vious proposition. In fact, in more “pathological” cases as the ones provided by
L∞(µ), easy examples of lattice Lispchitz non continuous operators can be found.
For example, T : L1(µ) → L∞(µ) defined as T (f) = sup

{
inf{f, 1},−1

}
. There,

Φ is a constant function, so it is strongly measurable. This example does not
contradict Theorem 1 of [6], since that result requires, in our context, Lip Φ(w)
to belong to M(X(µ), Y (µ)) which is only composed of the null function in this
example.
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The result above motivates the following definition, that will provide some
representation results for the class of lattice Lipschitz operators with representing
functions Φ satisfying certain properties.

Definition 4.2. We say that a map T : X(µ) → Y (µ) is a strongly lattice
Lipschitz operator if it can be written as a pointwise composition T (f) = Φ◦f for
all f ∈ X(µ) with a strongly measurable function Φ : Ω → Lip0(R) belonging to
the Köthe-Bochner space M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R)). We will write SLL(X(µ), Y (µ))
for the space of all such operators endowed with the norm

‖TΦ‖SLL(X(µ),Y (µ)) :=
∥∥Lip(Φ(·))

∥∥
M(X,Y )

.

Note that, in particular, T (0) = 0.

For example, given any Banach function space X(µ) since M(X(µ),X(µ)) =
L∞(µ) (see [28, Th.1]) we have that SLL(X(µ),X(µ)) is the set of TΦ : X(µ) →
X(µ) for which Φ : Ω → Lip0(R) is a strongly measurable function such that
ess supLip(Φ(·)) is finite.

Next result gives a characterization of strongly lattice Lipschitz operators.
We will need the requirement that X(µ) ⊆ Y (µ); it is satisfied each time µ
a finite measure and χΩ ∈ M(X,Y ). For example, let µ be the Lebesgue
measure in [0, 1], X(µ) = Lp[0, 1] and Y (µ) = Lq[0, 1] for 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞.
If p < q, as Lp[0, 1] ⊃ Lq[0, 1], we have that SLL(Lp[0, 1], Lq [0, 1]) = {0}
(see for example [12, Ex.2.1]). But if p > q, Lp[0, 1] ⊂ Lq[0, 1], and is it
well known that M(Lp[0, 1], Lq [0, 1]) = Lr[0, 1], where 1/p + 1/r = 1/q, so
SLL(Lp[0, 1], Lq [0, 1]) = {TΦ : Φ ∈ Lr(µ,Lip0(R))}. Thus, for the Lp(µ) spaces
of finite measures, the condition X(µ) ⊆ Y (µ) is always satisfied when there are
more strong lattice Lispchitz operators than the null one.

Remark 4.3. Since Φ is strongly measurable we can approximate it pointwise

with a sequence of simple functions Φn(w) =
∑kn

i=1 ϕ
n
i χAni (w) but in a µ−null set

N. Fix a function f ∈ X(µ) and recall that we have assumed that X(µ) ⊆ Y (µ).
Then for every w ∈ Ω,

|Φn(w)(f(w))| =
∣∣∣∣∣

kn∑

i=1

ϕni (f(w))χAni (w)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
kn∑

i=1

Lip(ϕni )|f(w)|χAni (w) ∈ X(µ),

and so Φn(w)(f(w)) belongs to Y (µ). Note also that

kn∑

i=1

Lip(ϕni )|f(w)|χAni (w) = Lip(Φn(w)) |f(w)|

for every w. Consider now the (non-negative) functions

hn(·) := inf
{
Lip(Φk(·)) |f(·)| : k ≥ n

}
.

Since every Banach function space is order complete, the functions hn belong to
Y (µ). On the other hand, Lip(Φ(w)−Φn(w)) →n 0 for w ∈ Ω \N. This gives for
every w /∈ N,∣∣∣Lip(Φ(w)) · f(w)− Lip(Φn(w)) · f(w)

∣∣∣ ≤ Lip(Φ(w)− Φn(w)) ·
∣∣f(w)

∣∣→n 0,

what implies that hn(·) →n Lip(Φ(·)) |f(·)| µ−a.e. The problem is that, in gen-
eral, a sequence of measurable functions converging pointwise to a function in a
Banach function space does not necessarily converges in norm to this function.
So we need further requirements, both in the space and in the properties of the
functions involved.
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Theorem 4.4. Let X(µ) and Y (µ) be Banach function spaces such that X(µ) ⊆
Y (µ) and Y (µ) has the Fatou property. The following facts are equivalent for an
operator T : X(µ) → Y (µ).

(i) T is strongly lattice Lipschitz.
(ii) There exist a strongly measurable function Φ : Ω → Lip0(R) such that T =

TΦ and a sequence of essentially bounded functions (Φn)n ⊂ L∞(µ,Lip0(R)),
Φn : Ω → Lip0(R) such that

sup
n

∥∥Lip(Φn(·))
∥∥
M(X,Y )

<∞

and converges µ−a.e. to Φ.

Moreover, the sequence (Φn)n can be chosen in such a way that

sup
n

∥∥Φn(·)
∥∥
M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R))

= ‖Φ‖M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R)).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) If T is strongly lattice Lipschitz it can be written as TΦ for
a certain strongly measurable function belonging to M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R)). Also,

there is a sequence of simple functions as Φn(w) =
∑kn

i=1 ϕ
n
i χAni (w) that converges

µ−a.e. to Φ. Then for every n ∈ N consider the measurable set

Bn = {w : Lip(Φn(w)) < Lip(Φ(w))}
and the measurable function

ψn(w) := Φn(w)χBn +Φ(w)χBcn .

Clearly,

Lip(ψn(·)) = Lip(Φn(·))χBn + Lip(Φ(·))χBcn ≤ Lip(Φn(·))
µ−a.e. and so it is bounded µ−a.e. Also, by the ideal property of the norm
of the Banach function space M(X,Y ), we obtain the uniform bound for the
norms ‖ψn‖M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R)) ≤ ‖Φ‖M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R)). Finally, it is also clear that
the sequence (ψn)n converges µ−a.e. to Φ, what gives the result.

(ii) ⇒ (i) By hypothesis, there is a strongly measurable function Φ representing
T and we have to prove that Φ ∈ M(X,Y )

(
µ,Lip0(R)

)
, that is ‖Φ(·)‖Lip0(R) =

Lip(Φ(·)) ∈ M(X,Y ).

By hypothesis, we can approximate Φ µ−a.e. with a sequence of simple func-
tions Φn that are bounded but in a µ−null set N. Take a function f ∈ X(µ).
Since X(µ) ⊆ Y (µ), we have for µ−almost all w

|Φn(w)(f(w))| ≤ Lip(Φn(w))|f(w)| ≤ ‖Lip(Φn(w))‖L∞(µ) |f(w)| ∈ X(µ) ⊂ Y (µ),

and so Φn(w)(f(w)) belongs to Y (µ). Take the (non-negative classes of) functions

hn(·) := inf
{
Lip(Φk(·)) |f(·)| : k ≥ n

}
.

Note that the infimum of every sequence of measurable functions that is bounded
by below is again measurable, and every Banach function space is order complete,
so for every n ∈ N, the (equivalence class of the) function hn belongs to Y (µ).
Since we have Lip(Φ(w) −Φn(w)) →n 0 µ−a.e. we get
∣∣∣Lip(Φ(w)) · f(w)− Lip(Φn(w)) · f(w)

∣∣∣ ≤ Lip(Φ(w)− Φn(w)) ·
∣∣f(w)

∣∣→n 0,
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and so hn(·) →n Lip(Φ(·)) |f(·)| µ−a.e. In addition, the sequence (hn)n is in-
creasing and positive. Recall that by hypothesis supn ‖Lip(Φn)(·))‖M(X,Y ) <∞,
and so

sup
n

‖hn(·)‖Y (µ) ≤ sup
n

‖Lip(Φn)(·) · |f(·)|‖Y (µ)

≤ sup
n

‖Lip(Φn)(·)‖M(X,Y ) · ‖f‖X(µ) <∞.

Since Y (µ) has the Fatou property, we conclude that the µ−a.e. limit of the
sequence defined by the functions hn (that is, Lip(Φ(·)) |f(·)|), belongs to Y (µ)
too. Since Φ is strongly measurable, we know that TΦ(f) that is given by (the
equivalence class of) Φ(·)(f(·)) is a measurable function belonging to L0(µ), and

|Φ(·)(f(·))| ≤ Lip(Φ(·)) |f(·)|.
Since we have shown that Lip(Φ(·)) |f(·)| ∈ Y (µ), we obtain by the ideal property
of Y (µ) that Φ(·)(f(·)) ∈ Y (µ). Note that all the arguments above are indepen-
dent of the representative. This shows that the operator TΦ is well-defined from
X(µ) to Y (µ).

Note that in fact we have shown more. We have proved that for every function
f ∈ X(µ), the multiplication Lip(Φ(·)) |f(·)| belongs to Y (µ). Since a well-defined
operator defined by the product with a (positive) function is always continuous,
we have that the multiplication operator MLip(Φ) : X(µ) → Y (µ) given by the
function Lip(Φ)(·) is well-defined and, since it is positive, it is continuous (see [3,
Th.4.3]). This means that Lip(Φ(·)) ∈ M(X,Y ). Since Φ is strongly measurable,
we get that Φ ∈ M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R)), as desired.

Finally, in order to prove the “moreover part” of the result, consider the se-
quence (ψn)n of vector valued functions and the associate sequence of real valued
measurable functions (Lip(ψn(·)))n that has been constructed in the proof of (i)
⇒(ii). The functions ψn will play the role of the functions Φn appearing in the
last statement of the result. Since (ψn)n converges µ−a.e. to Φ, we get that
(Lip(ψn(·)))n also converges µ−a.e. to Lip(Φ(·)). Consider now the sequence of
real valued functions (τn)n, where for each n

τn(·) = inf
{
Lip(ψk)(·) : k ≥ n

}
.

Clearly, τn(·) ↑ Lip(Φ(·)) µ−a.e. and, due to the ideal property of the space we
also have τn(·) ∈ M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R)). Thus, we have that

∥∥τn(·)
∥∥
M(X,Y )

≤
∥∥ψn(·)

∥∥
M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R))

≤
∥∥Φ(·)

∥∥
M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R))

Since Y (µ) has the Fatou property we get that M(X,Y ) has the Fatou property
too ([12, Prop. 3.3]), what gives that

sup
n

∥∥τn
∥∥
M(X,Y )

= sup
n

∥∥ψn
∥∥
M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R))

=
∥∥Φ
∥∥
M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R))

.

�

5. Applications: approximation formulas for strongly lattice
Lipschitz operators

In the case of strongly lattice Lipschitz operators we can obtain a good rep-
resentation in terms of tensor products (and consequently good approximation
formulas) under some mild requirements. In this section we will show how to do
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so; we will also write down results for the case of Lp−spaces of finite measure
to illustrate the procedure. These results will complement the analysis of lattice
Lipschitz operators for the case of infinite measure spaces, which are known to
be defined on Euclidean spaces and on C(K)−-spaces as a particular subclass
of superposition operators. As we explained in the Introduction, the good rep-
resentation of these operators playing the role of multiplication operators in the
linear context is the key to use them as useful tools in analysis and to find good
applications in other branches of applied mathematics such as Machine Learning.

Since we are working in the context of Köthe-Bochner spaces and operators
between Banach function spaces, it is natural to consider tensor product rep-
resentations for the space of strongly lattice Lipschitz operators. Each simple
tensor t =

∑n
i=1 ϕi ⊗ hi ∈ Lip0(R) ⊗M(X,Y ) could be seen as an operator, in

this case by pointwise composition,

Tt(f)(w) =
( n∑

i=1

ϕi ⊗ hi

)
(f)(w) =

n∑

i=1

ϕi
(
f(w)

)
· hi(w), w ∈ Ω.

We can define a sort of canonical representation of the tensor, based on the
existence of standard representation of simple functions given by disjoint sums of
single tensors as t =

∑n
i=1 ϕi⊗χAi , what gives when acts on a function f ∈ X(µ)

Tt(f)(w) =
n∑

i=1

ϕi ⊗ χAi(w)(f(w)) =
n∑

i=1

ϕi
(
f(w)

)
χAi(w), f ∈ X(µ), w ∈ Ω,

for disjoint measurable sets A1, ..., An. Write SX,Y for the subspace of the simple
functions in M(X,Y ) (which can always be represented as above), and endow
the tensor product Lip0(R)⊗̂SX,Y with the natural norm ∆M(X,Y ) provided by

the identification Lip0(R)⊗̂SX,Y ∋ t 7→ Tt ∈ SLL(X,Y ). Assuming that simple
functions are dense in M(X,Y ), we can obtain that the set of tensors as above
is dense in

Lip0(R)⊗̂∆M(X,Y )
M(X,Y ).

This directly gives the following

Corollary 5.1. Let X(µ) and Y (µ) be Banach function spaces such that simple
functions are dense in M(X,Y )

(
µ,Lip0(R)

)
. Then

Lip0(R)⊗̂∆M(X,Y )
M(X,Y ) = M(X,Y )

(
µ,Lip0(R)

)
= SLL(X,Y ).

Therefore, for each strongly lattice Lipschitz operator T there is a sequence of

simple tensors tn =
∑kn

i=1 ϕ
kn ⊗ χAni such that

lim
n

‖T −
kn∑

i=1

ϕkn ⊗ χAni ‖M(X,Y )(µ,Lip0(R)) = 0.

Proof. The identification of the closure of the tensor product with the space
M(X,Y )

(
µ,Lip0(R)

)
is immediate, due to the fact that the map

∑
i=1 ϕi⊗χAi 7→∑

i=1 ϕiχAi is injective, where
∑

i=1 ϕi ⊗ χAi is any simple tensor in Lip0(R) ⊗
M(X,Y ) with {Ai}i disjoint measurable sets. Density of simple functions and
coincidence of the norm for the set of simple functions in both spaces gives the
equality.

The identification of M(X,Y )
(
µ,Lip0(R)

)
with SLL(X,Y ) is a consequence

of requirements in Definition 4.2 and the injectivity of the map that carries each
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function Φ ∈ M(X,Y )
(
µ,Lip0(R)

)
to the operator TΦ that is defined in Propo-

sition 4.1. The injectivity is also given by the last statement in this proposition.
This proves the result.

�

It is well known that simple functions are dense in Bochner spaces Lp(µ,E)
where E is any Banach space, provided that 1 ≤ p < ∞ (see for example [19,
S.7 .2], which are particular cases of multiplication operator spaces such as those
we are concerned with for E = Lip0(R). However, if E is an infinite dimensional
Banach space, simple functions are not dense in L∞(µ,E); in fact, the tensor
product L∞(µ)⊗E is not dense in L∞(µ,E) ([19, Ex.4 .9]). Let us write as usual
∆p for the norm on the tensor product of Lip0(R) and L

p(µ) inherited from the
Bochner space Lp(µ,Lip0(R). Recall that for µ finite, 1 ≤ q ≤ p <∞ and r such
that 1/q = 1/p+1/r, we have that Lp(µ) ⊆ Lq(µ) and M(Lp(µ), Lq(µ)) = Lr(µ).

Corollary 5.2. Let µ be a finite measure, 1 ≤ q ≤ p < ∞ and 1/q = 1/p + 1/r.
Then an operator T : Lp(µ) → Lq(µ) is strongly lattice Lipschitz if and only if
there is a function Φ ∈ Lr

(
µ,Lip0(R)

)
such that

T (f)(w) = Φ(w) ◦ f(w) for w ∈ Ω µ−a.e and for all f ∈ X(µ).

In other words, we have the isometries

Lip0(R)⊗̂∆rL
r(µ) = Lr

(
µ,Lip0(R)

)
= SLL(Lp, Lq).

Using Theorem 4.4 we can easily get the next result on Lp−spaces over finite
measures. The spaces Lp(µ) for 1 ≤ p < ∞ have the Fatou property. In accor-
dance with the initial purpose of the paper, next corollary shows the similarities
with the description of multiplication operators between Lp−spaces.

Corollary 5.3. Let µ be a finite measure, 1 ≤ q ≤ p < ∞ and 1/q = 1/p + 1/r.
Then an operator T : Lp(µ) → Lq(µ) is strongly lattice Lipschitz if and only if
there exists a sequence of simple functions (Φn)n ⊂ Lr

(
µ,Lip0(R)

)
that converges

pointwise µ−a.e. to the representing function Φ(w)(λ) = T (λχΩ)(w) and such
that

sup
n

∥∥Lip(Φn(·))
∥∥
Lr(µ)

<∞.

Although ∆p is not a tensor norm, we always have that the inequalities ε ≤
∆r ≤ π hold for tensor products as the one above, where ǫ is the injective tensor
norm and π the projective one (see [19, Ch.7]). For example, there is a surjection
from the tensor product F ⊗̂πE

′ onto the nuclear operators N (E,F ) between E
and F. On the other hand, it is also known that the dual of the Arens-Ells space
Æ(R) is Lip0(R). Taking into account the inequality ∆r ≤ π we have that we
can identify every nuclear operator N : Æ(R) → Lr(µ) with a strongly lattice
Lipschitz operator TN : Lp(µ) → Lq(µ) through the isomorphisms written above.

Let us finish the paper with some comments on the suitable applications of the
results in pure analysis. It is well-known that multiplication operators are the
key in the contexts of the spaces of integrable functions to obtain good diagonal-
ization settings for operators between infinite dimensional function spaces. For
example, they allow to get some fundamental tools for the geometry of function
spaces, as the circle of ideas that permits to relate lattice geometric properties
of function spaces (p-convexity, p-concavity, Boyd indexes,...) with factorization
of operators through Lp−spaces. Some classical results, as the famous Rosen-
thal Theorem, as well as the factorization theorems of Krivine, Maurey, Nikishin,
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Pietsch, Pisier and many others are in the center of, for example, summability
theory for operators or the geometry of the Banach spaces. We are then intended
to search for the generalization of the above mentioned results in the context of
the Lipschitz operators, for which it seems to be necessary to know the main
properties of the particular class of superposition operators which we call lattice
Lipschitz operators.

A lot of questions are still open regarding the results presented in this paper.
Although we have shown some representation tools, we believe that it is possible
to obtain more general results. We write below two open questions.

• Which requirements are needed to assure that all lattice Lipschitz oper-
ators are strongly lattice Lipschitz? Which are the spaces—others than
the trivial ones—for which this holds?

• Are all the strongly lattice Lipschitz operators between Banach function
spaces X(µ) and Y (µ) representable by strongly measurable functions in
M(X,Y ) with weaker requirements on Y (µ)?
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