
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

14
17

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

FA
] 

 2
0 

Ju
n 

20
24

DISJOINTLY STRICTLY SINGULAR INCLUSIONS BETWEEN VARIABLE

LEBESGUE SPACES

FRANCISCO L. HERNÁNDEZ∗, CÉSAR RUIZ∗ AND MAURO SANCHIZ∗∗

Abstract. Disjointly strictly singular inclusions between variable Lebesgue spaces Lp(·)(µ) on
finite measure are characterized. Suitable criteria in terms of the (bounded or unbounded)
exponents are given. It is proved the equivalence of L-weak compactness (also called almost
compactness) and disjoint strict singularity for variable Lebesgue space inclusions. For infinite

measure any inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is not disjointly strictly singular. No restrictions on
the exponent are imposed.

1. Introduction

A linear operator T between two Banach spaces E and F is strictly singular (or Kato) if T

fails to be an isomorphism on any infinite-dimensional (closed) subspace of E, i.e. given ǫ > 0

and an infinite dimensional subspace E0 of E there exists an unitary vector x ∈ E0 such that

‖Tx‖ ≤ ǫ. In the context of Banach lattices E a useful weaker notion is that an operator T from

E to F is said to be disjointly strictly singular (DSS in short) if there is no disjoint sequence of

non-null vectors (xn) in E such that the restriction of T to the (closed) subspace [xn] spanned

by (xn) is an isomorphism.

The study of strictly and disjointly strictly singular inclusions have been quite extensive for

symmetric (or rearrangement invariant) function spaces. Recall that for symmetric function

spaces E(µ) on finite measures the left canonic inclusions of L∞(µ) in E(µ) is always strictly

singular, while the right inclusion of E(µ) in L1(µ) is disjointly strictly singular. And this

inclusion E(µ) →֒ L1(µ) is strictly singular if and only if the Orlicz space Lexp x2

0 cannot be

included in E(µ). When considering two symmetric function spaces with E(µ) →֒ F (µ) this

inclusion i is strictly singular if and only if i is disjointly strictly singular and the norms of

E(µ) and F (µ) are not equivalent on [rn]E(µ) and [rn]F (µ), the subspaces spanned by the

Rademacher functions (rn) ([4, 12, 18]). This strengthens the interest in knowing characteri-

zations of disjointly strictly singular inclusions for distinguished classes of function spaces (see

[5, 15, 19] and references within).

One of the goals of this paper is to study the disjoint strict singularity of inclusion operators

between variable Lebesgue spaces (or Nakano spaces) Lp(·)(µ) for finite and infinite measures.

These non-symmetric classical function spaces Lp(·)(µ) have seen a strong renewed relevance in

the last decades due to their applications (cf. [8, 7]).
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2 HERNÁNDEZ, RUIZ AND SANCHIZ

In this context of variable spaces the inclusion behavior is more diverse than in the symmetric

case. Compact and weakly compact inclusions have been considered in [17, 11, 9, 22]. The

study of L-weak compactness of variable space inclusions is motivated by its applications to the

compactness of associated Sobolev embeddings (see [9, 11]). Recall that an operator T between

two Banach function lattices E and F on a measure space (Ω, µ) is said to be L-weakly compact

(or almost compact) whenever T (BE) is a equi-integrable subset in F for BE denoting the unit

ball of E, i.e.

lim
n→∞

sup
f∈BE

{||TfχAn ||F } = 0,

for every sequence (An) of measurable sets in Ω with χAn → 0 µ-a.e.. In [9] (Thm. 3.4)

Edmunds, Gogathisvili and Nekvinda have given the following L-weak compactness criterion for

bounded exponents defined on bounded open subsets Ω of R
n with Lebesgue measure | · |: an

inclusion Lp(·)(Ω) →֒ Lq(·)(Ω) is L-weakly compact if and only if for every a > 1,
∫ |Ω|

0
a

(

1
p−q

)∗
(x)
dx <∞,

where ( 1
p−q )

∗(x) denotes the decreasing rearrangement of ( 1
p−q )(t). Another L-weak compactness

criterion in Lp(·)(µ) (of De la Valleé-Pousin type) has been given in [22] (Prop. 3.3).

The study of disjointly strictly singular inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) was initiated in [13].

In the present paper we continue this research line obtaining now complete characterizations

of disjointly strictly singular inclusions and L-weakly compact inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ),

giving suitable conditions on the exponents. It comes out the equivalence of these two concepts

in this setting of variable Lebesgue space inclusions (a fact rather unexpected according with

the Orlicz space behavior, see Section 2). The strict singularity of inclusions L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ)

is also studied giving suitable criteria for it.

The paper is divided in 6 sections. Section 2 recall some definitions and basic results. Section

3 contains some useful preliminary results on Lp(·)(µ) spaces and decreasing rearrangement

functions. Thus Proposition 3.3 states, by an analysis of disjoint function sequences (
χEn

µ(En)
1

p(t)
),

that if an inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is disjointly strictly singular, then

lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)
(p−q

p q
)∗(x)

= 0.

In Section 4, disjointly strictly singular inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) for finite measures are

studied, looking for suitable criteria on the exponents. First we do under the hypothesis of

the exponent q(·) be bounded (Theorem 4.1). After that we consider the general case, thus

Theorem 4.8 claims the equivalence of the following statements for exponents q(·) < p(·) µ-a.e.
on a finite measure space:

(1) The inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is L-weakly compact.

(2) The inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is disjointly strictly singular.

(3) limx→µ(Ω)− (µ(Ω)− x)(
p−q
p q

)∗(x) = 0.
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(4)
∫ µ(Ω)
0 a

( p q
p−q

)∗(x)
dx <∞ for every a > 1.

Thus the above L-weak compactness inclusion criteria for bounded exponents in [9] is extended

to the general case. The useful limit condition (3) has not been considered earlier. In particular

a new weak compactness criterion for inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ L1(µ) is given (Corollary 4.2). The

strict singularity of inclusions L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ) is also studied obtaining the following criterion

lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)
( 1
p
)∗(x)

= 0,

which is equivalent to
∫ µ(Ω)
0 ap

∗(x)dx < ∞ for every a > 1. In other words, the exponent

p(·) must belong to the Orlicz space Lexp x0 (µ) (Theorem 4.6). Several illustrative examples are

included at the end of this section (Examples at 4.9).

In Section 5, the special exponent class of log-Holder continuous functions is considered, giving

a simpler disjoint strict singularity criterion, namely

ess inf(p(·) − q(·)) > 0 .

Finally, Section 6 is devoted to the infinite measure case. Inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) for

infinite measures forces that the exponents have a very close asymptotic behavior. This allows

to find suitable subspaces generated by disjoint functions with equivalence of norms. Thus

for infinite measures all the inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) are no disjointly strictly singular

(Theorem 6.3).

2. Preliminaries

We recall here some basic definitions and fix the notation used in the following sections.

An operator T : E → Y between a Banach lattice E and a Banach space F is disjointly

strictly singular (DSS in short) if the restriction T |[fn] is not an isomorphism for any (closed)

subspace [fn] spanned by a normalized pairwise disjoint sequence (fn) in E. This DSS notion

is useful in comparing the lattice structure of Banach lattices and studying strictly singular

operators between Banach lattices (cf. [20, 12]). Recall that an operator T between two Banach

spaces E and F is strictly singular (or Kato) if there is no infinite-dimensional subspace E1 of

E such that the restriction T|E1
is an isomorphism. Obviously every strictly singular operator

is DSS but the converse is not true. (f.i. the inclusions Lp[0, 1] →֒ Lq[0, 1], q < p <∞).

An operator T : E → F between a Banach function lattice E and a Banach space F is said

to be M -weakly compact whenever limn→∞ ||T (fn)||F = 0, where (fn) is any norm bounded

disjoint sequence in E. It is clear that every M -weakly compact operator is a DSS operator.

An operator T : E → F between two Banach function lattices E and F on a measure space

(Ω, µ) is L-weakly compact (or almost compact or strict) whenever T (BE) is a equi-integrable

subset in F for BE the unit ball of E i.e.

lim
n→∞

sup
f∈BE

{||T (f)χAn ||F } = 0

for every sequence (An) of measurable sets in Ω such that χAn → 0 µ-a.e. (cf. [2, 6]).
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Let (Ω, µ) be a measure space. Given an exponent function p(·) on Ω (i.e. a real measurable

function p on Ω with 1 ≤ p(t) <∞) the variable Lebesgue space (or Nakano space) Lp(·)(µ) is

the space of all real measurable function classes f on Ω such that the modular ρp(·)(f/r) < ∞
for some r > 0, where

ρp(·)(f) =

∫

Ω
|f(t)|p(t)dµ.

The associated Luxemburg norm is defined by

||f ||p(·) = inf{r > 0 : ρp(·)

(

f

r

)

≤ 1}.

We denote p− := ess inf{p(t) : t ∈ Ω} and p+ := ess sup{p(t) : t ∈ Ω}. Equally, p+|A and p−|A
denote the essential supremum and infimum of p(·) over a measurable subset A of Ω. When

Ω = N with the counting measure and (pn) is a real sequence with 1 ≤ pn < ∞, we get the

Nakano sequence space ℓ(pn) i.e. the Banach space

ℓ(pn) =

{

(xn) ∈ R
N : ρ((xn)) =

∞
∑

n=1

∣

∣

∣

xn
r

∣

∣

∣

pn
<∞ for some r > 0

}

equipped with the corresponding Luxemburg norm.

The conjugate exponent function p′(·) of p(·) is defined by the equation 1
p(t) +

1
p′(t) = 1 almost

everywhere t ∈ Ω. When p+ < ∞, the topological dual of the space Lp(·)(µ) is the variable

Lebesgue space Lp
′(·)(Ω). An space Lp(·)(µ) is separable if and only if the measure space (Ω, µ)

is separable and p+ <∞. Moreover, Lp(·)(µ) is reflexive if and only if 1 < p− ≤ p+ <∞.

Recall that the associated space (Lp(·)(µ))′ is the space of all scalar measurable functions g

on Ω such that
∫

Ω fg dµ < ∞ for every f ∈ Lp(·)(µ). If 1 < p(·) < ∞ a.e. then (Lp(·)(µ))′ =

Lp
′(·)(µ) (cf. [7, 28]).

A sequence (fn) ⊂ Lp(·)(µ) verifies that ||fn||p(·) → 0 if and only if ρp(·)(λfn) → 0 for every

λ > 0. If p+ < ∞, then ρp(·)(fn) → 0 if and only if ||fn||p(·) → 0. Furthermore, ρp(·)(f) ≤ 1

if and only if ||f ||p(·) ≤ 1. Also, if ||f ||p(·) > 1, then 1 ≤ ||f ||p(·) ≤ ρp(·)(f) ([8] p.75, [7]).

The Hölder inequality ([7] Thm 2.26, [8] Lemma 3.2.20) states that there exists a constant

1 < K ≤ 4 such that for every two measurable functions f, g : Ω → R, it holds
∫

Ω
|f(t)g(t)|dµ ≤ K ||f ||p(·) ||g||p′(·).

A criterion for the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) to hold is the following:

Proposition 2.1. ([7] Thm 2.45, [8] Thm 3.3.1) Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless infinite measure space

and exponents p(·) and q(·). The inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) holds if and only if q(·) ≤ p(·)
µ-a.e. and there exists λ > 1 such that

∫

Ωd

λ
−
(

p q
p−q

)

(t)
dµ <∞,

where Ωd = {t ∈ Ω : p(t) > q(t)}.
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Note that, in contrast with classical Lebesgue spaces Lp, inclusions between variable Lebesgue

spaces on infinite measures Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) can hold. Also, for a finite measure space (Ω, µ),

the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) holds if and only if q(·) ≤ p(·) µ-a.e..
If (fn) is a disjoint sequence in Lp(·)(µ) and (gn) is another sequence such that

∑ ||fn −
gn||p(·) < ∞ then (fn) and (gn) are equivalent (unconditional) basic sequences, i.e.

∑

n xnfn ∈
Lp(·)(µ) if and only if

∑

n xngn ∈ Lp(·)(µ).

Proposition 2.2. ([30]) Let 1 ≤ pn, qn < ∞. Then ℓ(pn) = ℓ(qn) if and only if there exists

α > 0 such that
∑∞

n=1 α
pnqn

|pn−qn| <∞.

Recall that the decreasing rearrangement (cf. [6, 25, 27]) of a measurable function f is the

real function f∗ on [0, µ(Ω)) defined by

f∗(x) := inf{s ∈ [0, µ(Ω)] : µf (s) ≤ x},

where µf is the distribution function of f , µf (s) := µ({t ∈ Ω : |f(t)| > s}). For a measurable

f ≥ 0 on Ω, the functions f and f∗ are equi-distributed and
∫

Ω
f(t)dµ =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
f∗(x)dx.

A Banach function lattice is said to be rearrangement invariant if every two equi-distributed

functions have the same norm. Orlicz spaces (cf. [24, 29]) are examples of rearrangement invari-

ant spaces while variable Lebesgue spaces are not. If ϕ is a non-decreasing unbounded positive

convex function on [0,∞) with ϕ(0) = 0, the Orlicz space Lϕ(µ) consists of all measurable

functions classes f on (Ω, µ) such that for some r > 0
∫

Ω
ϕ(r|f |)dµ <∞.

In the class of Orlicz spaces there are examples of inclusions Lϕ(µ) →֒ Lψ(µ) for a finite

measure which are DSS but not L-weakly compact. Let us recall the DSS criterion and the

L-weak compactness criterion for inclusions between Orlicz spaces:

Proposition 2.3. ([20] Prop. 3.2). Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and ψ ≤ ϕ

Orlicz functions with the ∆2-condition. An inclusion Lϕ(µ) →֒ Lψ(µ) is DSS if and only if

for every natural n and any constant A > 0 there exist 1 ≤ x1 < x2 < ... < xn and ci > 0 for

i = 1, ..., n such that for t ≥ 1

n
∑

i=1

ci ψ(txi) ≤ A

n
∑

i=1

ci ϕ(txi)

Proposition 2.4. ([24], [5] p.1369) Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and Orlicz

functions ψ ≤ ϕ. An inclusion Lϕ(µ) →֒ Lψ(µ) is L-weakly compact if and only if

lim
t7→∞

ϕ−1(t)

ψ−1(t)
= 0.
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In particular this condition implies that lims 7→∞
ψ(s)
ϕ(s) = 0. Indeed, given 0 < ǫ < 1 there

exists s0 > 0 such that ϕ−1(s) ≤ ǫψ−1(s) for s > s0. So, for s = ψ(t) > s0, we have

ϕ−1(ψ(t)) ≤ ǫψ−1(ψ(t)) = ǫ, hence ψ(t) ≤ ϕ(ǫt) ≤ ǫ ϕ(t) for t > ϕ−1(s0).

Consider now the Orlicz function ψ defined in ([21] Thm. A) which verifies the inclusion

Lp[0, 1] →֒ Lψ[0, 1], for a fixed p > 1. Using the above criterion, it is proved that the inclusion

Lp[0, 1] →֒ Lψ[0, 1] is DSS and that

lim sup
t7→∞

ψ(t)

tp
≥ lim sup

n 7→∞

ψ(2n)

2np
> 0

(see [21] p.184). So we deduce, by above L-weak compactness criterion, that the inclusion

Lp[0, 1] →֒ Lψ[0, 1] is not L-weakly compact.

In the setting of variable Lebesgue spaces Lp(·)(µ), a L-weakly compact inclusion criterion

has been given by Edmunds, Gogathisvili and Nekvinda in ([9] Thm 3.4):

Proposition 2.5. ([9]) Let a bounded open subset Ω ⊂ R
n and bounded exponents q(·) ≤ p(·) ≤

p+ <∞. The inclusion Lp(·)(Ω) →֒ Lq(·)(Ω) is L-weakly compact if and only if for every a > 1
∫ |Ω|

0
a

(

1
p−q

)∗
(x)
dx <∞.

Other L-weak compactness inclusion characterization of Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) (De la Valleé-

Poussin type) is given in [22] (Prop. 3.3), [31].

3. Previous Results

We will study inclusion operators between variable Lebesgue spaces on a finite measure space

Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ), looking for suitable DSS characterizations in terms of the exponents. In

this section we collect some preliminary results. We will assume q(·) ≤ p(·) µ-a.e. with µ{t ∈
Ω : q(t) = p(t)} = 0 (otherwise the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) would be trivially non-DSS).

No restrictions on the exponents will be assumed.

Let r : Ω → [1,∞) be an exponent and consider the function ar(t) on Ω for some a > 1. It

holds that (ar(·))∗(x) = ar
∗(x) for all x > 0 (cf. [9] Lemma 2.10), hence

∫

Ω
ar(t)dµ =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
(ar(·))∗(x) dx =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
ar

∗(x)dx.

Lemma 3.1. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and r(·) be an exponent. If there

exists a > 1 such that
∫ µ(Ω)
0 ar

∗(x)dx = ∞, then there exist β > 0 and a disjoint measurable

sequence (En)
∞
n=1 such that, for every natural n,

||χEn ||r(·) ≥ β.

Proof. Let 0 < β < 1 with 1/β > a. Since the rearrangement r∗(·) is decreasing and
∫ µ(Ω)
0 ar

∗(x)dx = ∞ , there exists a positive sequence (tn), with tn ց 0 and t1 = µ(Ω) , such

that
∫ tn

tn+1

ar
∗(x) dx > 1.
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Now, for each tn > 0 we can find a measurable set Fn ⊂ Ω with µ(Fn) = tn such that

∫

Fn

ar(t) dµ =

∫ tn

0
(ar(·))∗(x) dx =

∫ tn

0
ar

∗(x) dx.

Moreover, the sets (Fn) can be defined so that Fn+1 ⊂ Fn since tn+1 < tn (cf. [6] Lemma

2.2.5).

Consider now the disjoint measurable sequence (En) where En := Fn\Fn+1. Then,

∫

Ω
(
χEn

β
)r(t) dµ ≥

∫

En

(aχEn)
r(t)dµ =

∫

Fn

(aχFn)
r(t)dµ −

∫

Fn+1

(aχFn+1)
r(t)dµ

=

∫ tn

0
ar

∗(x) dx −
∫ tn+1

0
ar

∗(x)dx =

∫ tn

tn+1

ar
∗(x) dx > 1

for every natural n. Hence, ||χEn ||r(·) ≥ β. �

Proposition 3.2. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and an exponent r(·). Then

every sequence (En)
∞
n=1 in Ω with χEn → 0 µ-a.e. satisfies ||χEn ||r(·) → 0 if and only if for

every a > 1,
∫ µ(Ω)

0
ar

∗(x)dx <∞.

Proof. The direct implication is above Lemma 3.1. Let us show the converse. Assume there

exist a measurable sequence (En) with χEn → 0 µ-a.e. (thus µ(En) → 0 ) and 0 < δ < 1 such

that ||χEn ||r(·) ≥ δ for every n. Taking 0 < β < δ, it follows from the norm definition that

1 <

∫

Ω
(
χEn

β
)r(t)dµ.

Now, by the hypotheses,

∫

Ω
(
χΩ

β
)r(t)dµ =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
(
1

β
)r

∗(x)dx <∞

and, as
χEn

β → 0µ − a.e., we conclude using the dominated convergence theorem that

∫

Ω
(
χEn

β
)r(t)dµ→ 0

as n 7→ ∞, which is a contradiction. �

The above equivalence, for bounded exponents, was crucial for proving Theorem 3.4 in [9]

(see also [10]).

Proposition 3.3. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(·) ≤ p(·). If

the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is DSS, then

lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)(
p−q
p q

)∗(x) = 0.
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Proof. Since the inclusion is DSS we have µ({t : p(t) = q(t)}) = 0. First note that if

ess inf(p−qpq )∗ > 0, then limx→µ(Ω)−(µ(Ω) − x)
(p−q

pq
)∗(x)

= 0. Hence (since the rearrangement

is decreasing), we can suppose

lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(
p − q

p q
)∗(x) = 0.

Let us assume that lim supx→µ(Ω)−(µ(Ω) − x)
(p−q

p q
)∗(x)

> 0. Then there exist r > 0 and a

scalar sequence (xn) ր µ(Ω) such that

(⋄) (µ(Ω)− xn)
(p−q

p q
)∗(xn) ≥ r

for every natural n. Furthermore it can be assumed w.l.o.g. that xn+µ(Ω)
2 < xn+1 and

(
p− q

p q
)∗(

xn + µ(Ω)

2
) > (

p− q

p q
)∗(xn+1)

for every natural n. Consider the sets

An =
(

(
p− q

p q
)∗
)−1

(

[(
p− q

p q
)∗(

xn + µ(Ω)

2
), (

p − q

p q
)∗(xn)]

)

k [xn,
xn + µ(Ω)

2
].

Thus (An) is a disjoint measurable sequence with Lebesgue measure

(⋄⋄) |An| ≥
µ(Ω)− xn

2
.

Let us define the sets

Bn = {t ∈ Ω : (
p− q

p q
)∗(

xn + µ(Ω)

2
) ≤ p− q

p q
(t) ≤ (

p − q

p q
)∗(xn)}.

Since the functions p−q
p q and (p−qp q )

∗ are equi-distributed we have µ(Bn) = |An|. The sets (Bn)

are disjoint and it can be assumed 0 < µ(Bn) < 1 for every n. Consider the disjoint normalized

sequence (sn) in Lp(·)(µ)

sn(t) :=
χBn

µ(Bn)
1

p(t)

and the (closed) subspace [sn]p(·). Note that
∑

n ansn ∈ [sn]p(·) if and only if

ρp(·)(λ
∑

n>N

ansn)
N→∞−−−−→ 0 for every λ > 0.

Let us prove that i|[sn]p(·) is an isomorphism showing that (sn) and (isn) are equivalent

basic sequences. Since i is continuous, we only need to show that
∑

ynsn ∈ [sn]q(·) implies
∑

ynsn ∈ [sn]p(·). First notice that

ρp(·)

(

∑

λynsn

)

=
∑

∫

Bn

|λyn|p(t)
χBn

µ(Bn)
dµ =

∑

∫

Bn

|λyn|q(t)|λyn|p−q(t)
χBn

|An|
q(t)
p(t) |An|1−

q(t)
p(t)

dµ.

Also, |λyn| < 1 up to a finite amount of terms for every λ > 0. Otherwise, since for large enough

N we have ρq(·)(λ
∑

n>N ynsn) <∞, taking λ0 >
2
r we get
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ρq(·)(
∑

n>N

λ0λ ynsn) ≥
∑

n>N

∫

Bn

λ
q(t)
0

1

|An|
q(t)
p(t)

dµ =
∑

n>N

1

|An|

∫

Bn

λ
q(t)
0 |An|1−

q(t)
p(t)dµ

=
∑

n>N

1

|An|

∫

Bn

[

λ0|An|
p(t)−q(t)
q(t)p(t)

]q(t)

dµ

and using (⋄⋄) and (⋄) we have

≥
∑

n>N

1

|An|

∫

Bn

[

λ0(
µ(Ω)− xn

2
)
p(t)−q(t)
q(t)p(t)

]q(t)

dµ

≥
∑

n>N

1

|An|

∫

Bn

[

λ0(
µ(Ω)− xn

2
)
(p(t)−q(t)

q(t)p(t)
)+
|Bn

]q(t)

dµ

≥
∑

n>N

1

|An|

∫

Bn

[

λ0(
µ(Ω)− xn

2
)(

p−q
qp

)∗(xn)
]q(t)

dµ

≥
∑

n>N

1

|An|

∫

Bn

[λ0r
1

2
]q(t)dµ = ∞,

which is a contradiction.

Now, using this fact and writing λ = λ′

λ0
, we have

ρp(·)(
∑

n>N

λynsn) =
∑

n>N

∫

Bn

| λ
′

λ0
yn|q(t)|

λ′

λ0
yn|p−q(t)

χBn

|An|
q(t)
p(t) |An|1−

q(t)
p(t)

dµ

≤
∑

n>N

∫

Bn

|λ′yn|q(t)
χBn

|An|
q(t)
p(t)





1

λ0(|An|)
p(t)−q(t)
p(t)q(t)





q(t)

dµ

≤
∑

n>N

∫

Bn

|λ′yn|q(t)
χBn

|An|
q(t)
p(t)





1

λ0(|An|)
(
p(t)−q(t)
p(t)q(t)

)+
|Bn





q(t)

dµ

≤
∑

n>N

∫

Bn

|λ′yn|q(t)
χBn

|An|
q(t)
p(t)





1

λ0(
µ(Ω)−xn

2 )(
p−q
pq

)∗(xn)





q(t)

dµ

≤
∑

n>N

∫

Bn

|λ′yn|q(t)
χBn

|An|
q(t)
p(t)





1

λ0r(
1
2)

(p−q
pq

)∗(xn)





q(t)

dµ

≤ ρq(·)(
∑

n>N

λ′ynsn)
N→∞−−−−→ 0.

This concludes the proof. �

Corollary 3.4. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(·) < p(·) µ-a.e.
If the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is DSS, then

lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)(
p−q
p

)∗(x) = 0.
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Moreover, if p+ <∞, then

lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)(p−q)
∗(x) = 0.

Proof. If follows from above proposition and when p+ < ∞ using that (p−q
p+

)(·) ≤ (p−qp )(·) ≤
(p−qp− )(·). �

The converse of the above proposition will be proved later. We will need some basic Lemmas:

Lemma 3.5. Let (Ω, µ) be a finite measure space and f : Ω → (0,∞) be a measurable function.

Then the functions 1/f and 1/f∗ are equi-distributed. Hence (1/f)∗ = (1/f∗)∗.

Proof. Let λ > 0. Since

µ1/f (λ) = µ({t ∈ Ω : 1/f(t) > λ }) = µ({t ∈ Ω : 1/λ > f(t) })
= µ(Ω)− µ({t ∈ Ω : f(t) ≥ 1/λ }) = µ(Ω)− |{t ∈ [0, µ(Ω)] : f∗(t) ≥ 1/λ }|
= | {t ∈ [0, µ(Ω)] : f∗(t) < 1/λ }| = |{t ∈ [0, µ(Ω)] : 1/f∗(t) > λ }| = | |1/f∗(λ),

the functions 1/f and 1/f∗ are equi-distributed. �

Lemma 3.6. If f : [0, µ(Ω)] → (0,∞) is an increasing measurable function then f∗(t) =

f(µ(Ω)− t).

Proof. Let λ > 0 and consider sλ := inf{t ∈ [0, µ(Ω)] : f(t) > λ }. Since f is increasing we have

µf (λ) = µ(Ω)− sλ. On the other hand, the function h(t) := f(µ(Ω)− t) is decreasing and

{t ∈ [0, µ(Ω)] : h(t) > λ } = (0 , µ(Ω) − sλ).

�

Lemma 3.7. Let f : [0, b) → (0,∞) be a decreasing measurable function with f(0) > 0 and

limx→b− f(x) = 0. If limx→b− (b− x)f(x) = 0, then, for every a > 1,
∫ b

0
a

1
f(x) dx < ∞.

Proof. Given a > 1, consider a natural N such that a < eN . Let us see
∫ b
0 e

N/f(x) dx <∞.

From the hypothesis it follows that limx→b− −f(x) ln(b − x) = ∞ . Hence there exists

0 < δN < 1 such that −f(x) ln(b − x) ≥ 2N for every x ∈ (b − δN , b), i.e.
1
2N ≥ 1

−f(x) ln(b−x) .

Thus
∫ b

0
a1/f(x)dx ≤

∫ b−δN

0
a1/f(x)dx+

∫ b

b−δN

(eN )1/f(x)dx < ∞,

since

∫ b

b−δN

(eN )1/f(x)dx =

∫ b

b−δN

(

eN
)

− ln(b−x)
−f(x) ln(b−x) dx ≤

∫ b

b−δN

(e)− ln(b−x)N ( 1
2N

) dx

=

∫ b

b−δN

(

1

(b− x)N

)
1

2N

dx =

∫ b

b−δN

1√
b− x

dx <∞.

�
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4. The finite measure case

In this section we give suitable criteria in terms of the exponents for the inclusions between

variable exponent Lebesgue spaces over finite measure spaces be DSS. First we consider the case

of inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) when q(·) is a bounded exponent. After that, we will do the

general case.

In particular we get the equivalence of the L-weak compactness and the DSS property for

inclusions between variable Lebesgue spaces (recall that this equivalence does not happen in

Orlicz spaces, see Section 2).

Theorem 4.1. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(·) < p(·) µ-a.e.
with q+ <∞. Denote i the inclusion i : Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ). TFAE:

(1)
∫ µ(Ω)
0 a(

p
p−q

)∗(x)dx <∞ for every a > 1.

(2) i is L-weakly compact.

(3) i is M -weakly compact.

(4) i is DSS.

(5) The restriction of the inclusion i on any subspace spanned by a disjoint sequence (
χEn

µ(En)
1

p(t)

)

is not an isomorphism.

(6) limx→µ(Ω)− (µ(Ω)− x)
(p−q

p
)∗(x)

= 0.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) It is similar to Lemma 3.3 in [9]. Suppose that (1) is true and (2) is not. Hence

lim
n→∞

sup
f∈B

Lp(·)(µ)

{||fχAn ||q(·)} 6= 0

for certain sequence (An) in Ω such that χAn → 0 µ-a.e.. Then there exist 0 < δ < 1, a

sequence (fk)k ⊂ BLp(·)(µ) and a subsequence (Ank
)k such that

||fkχAnk
||q(·) > δ

for every natural k. This implies

1 < ‖
fkχAnk

δ
‖q(·) ≤ ρq(·)(

fkχAnk

δ
) ≤ 1

δq+
ρq(·)(fkχAnk

).

Hence,

δq
+
< ρq(·)(fkχAnk

) =

∫

Ω
|fkχAnk

(t)|q(t)dµ

for every k. Now considering the exponent r(t) := p(t)
q(t) > 1 µ-a.e. and its conjugate r′(t) =

p(t)
p(t)−q(t) we have, by Hölder inequality, that

ρq(·)(fkχAnk
) ≤ K ||χAnk

||r′(·) ||f q(·)k ||r(·).

And, since || fk ||p(·) ≤ 1, we have || f q(·)k ||r(·) ≤ 1. Indeed, if ρp(·)(
f
λ ) ≤ 1 for every λ > 1, then

ρr(·)

(

f q

λ

)

≤
∫

Ω

|f(t)|p(t)
(λ1/q+)p(t)

dµ ≤ 1.



12 HERNÁNDEZ, RUIZ AND SANCHIZ

Thus,

δq
+ ≤ K ||χAnk

||r′(·).

But by hypotheses (1) and Proposition 3.2 we get ||χAnk
||r′(·) → 0, which is a contradiction.

(2) ⇒ (3) Let (fn) be a pairwise disjoint normalized sequence in Lp(·)(µ). As µ(Ω) <∞ we

have µ(supp(fn)) → 0 as n→ ∞, hence

lim
n→∞

‖fn‖q(·) ≤ lim
n 7→∞

sup
k

‖fkχsupp(fn)‖q(·) ≤ lim
µ(A)→0

sup
k

‖fkχA‖q(·) = 0.

It is clear that (3) ⇒ (4) ⇒ (5).

(5) ⇒ (6) It is the proof of Proposition 3.3 (and Corollary 3.4)

(6) ⇒ (1) Consider the function f(t) = (p−qp )(t). From Lemma 3.5, we have that the functions
1

(p−q
p

)∗(x)
and 1

(p−q
p

)(t)
= ( p

p−q )(t) are equi-distributed. Thus ( p
p−q )

∗ = (1/f∗)∗ and

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

(

p
p−q

)∗
(x)
dx =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

(

1

(
p−q
p )∗

)∗

(x)

dx,

Now, as 1/f∗ is an increasing function, it follows by Lemma 3.6 that (1/f)∗(x) = (1/f∗)∗(x) =

(1/f∗)(µ(Ω)− x) so we have

=

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

1

(
p−q
p )∗

(µ(Ω)−x)

dx =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

1

(
p−q
p )∗(y)dy.

Finally the boundedness of this integral follows from Lemma 3.7 for µ(Ω) = b, since (p−qp )∗(·)
is decreasing and the hypothesis. �

It is clear that under the hypotheses of ess inf(p − q) > 0 and p+ <∞ we have

lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)(
p−q
p

)∗(x) = 0,

so the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is DSS (theses hypotheses are not necessary conditions, see

Example 4.9).

For variable Lebesgue spaces on finite measures Lp(·)(µ) we have the canonical extreme

inclusions L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ) →֒ L1(µ) (cf. [8, 7]).

If follows from the above a DSS criterion for the right extreme case of L1(µ) ≡ Lq(·)(µ) (recall

that weakly compact subsets in L1(µ) are the same as equi-integrable sets by Dunford-Pettis

Theorem, cf. [1]):

Corollary 4.2. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and an exponent p(·). TFAE:

(1)
∫ µ(Ω)
0 a

( p
p−1

)∗(x)
dx <∞ for every a > 1.

(2) The inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ L1(µ) is weakly compact.

(3) The inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ L1(µ) is DSS.

(4) limx→µ(Ω)−(µ(Ω)− x)
(p−1

p
)∗(x)

= 0.

Remark 4.3. Notice that the above inclusions i : Lp(·)(µ) →֒ L1(µ), are not strictly singular.
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Indeed, in the constant exponent case p− = p+ it is well-known (Khintchine inequality, cf.

[26] p.66). Assume now p− ≤ r < p+ ≤ ∞ and consider the set Ωr = {t ∈ Ω : p(t) < r}, which
have µ(Ωr) > 0. The restricted variable Lebesgue space Lp(·)(Ωr) can be canonically identified

with a closed band-subspace of Lp(·)(µ). Now as p|+Ωr
≤ r <∞ it follows easily from Khintchine

inequalities in Lp-spaces (cf. [3, 26]) that the Rademacher function system (rn) in Lp(·)(Ωr)

and in L1(µ) are equivalent to the canonical basis of ℓ2. Hence the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ L1(µ)

is not strictly singular.

A similar argument shows also that all the inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) (for q(·) ≤ p(·)) are
not strictly singular.

We consider now the left extreme inclusions L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ). In this case the DSS property

is equivalent to the strict singularity:

Theorem 4.4. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and an exponent p(t). Denote i

the inclusion i : L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ). TFAE:

(1)
∫ µ(Ω)
0 ap

∗(x)dx <∞ for every a > 1.

(2) Every measurable set sequence (En)n with χEn → 0 a.e. satisfies ||χEn ||p(·) → 0.

(3) i is L-weakly compact.

(4) i is M -weakly compact.

(5) i is weakly compact.

(6) i is strictly singular.

(7) i is DSS.

Proof. (1) ⇔ (2). It is Proposition 3.2.

(2) ⇒ (3). If f ∈ L∞(µ), as ||f ||p(·) ≤ ‖(||f ||∞)χΩ‖p(·) = ||f ||∞||χΩ||p(·), we have

lim
µ(A)→0

sup{||fχA||p(·) : ||f ||∞ ≤ 1 } ≤ lim
µ(A)→0

||χA||p(·) = 0.

(3) ⇒ (4). It is clear.

(4) ⇔ (5). Since L∞(µ) is an AM -space (cf. [2] Thm. 18.11),

(5) ⇒ (6). Since L∞(µ) has the Dunford-Pettis property and the inclusion i is weakly compact

(cf. [16] Thm. 3.3.5).

(6) ⇒ (7). It is obvious.

(7) ⇒ (1). Assume that there exists a > 1 such that
∫ µ(Ω)
0 ap

∗(x)dx = ∞. Then, by

Lemma 3.1, there exists β > 0 and a sequence of disjoint measurable sets (En)n verify-

ing ||χEn ||p(·) ≥ β for every n. Now the basic sequence (χEn)n in L∞(µ) and in Lp(·)(µ)

are equivalent. Indeed, since the inclusion i : L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ) is continuous, we have

||∑∞
n=1 anχEn ||p(·) ≤ C||∑∞

n=1 anχEn ||∞ for some C > 0. And for every natural k we have

||
k

∑

n=1

anχEn ||∞ = max
1≤n≤k

|an| ≤
1

β
||

k
∑

n=1

anχEn ||p(·).

This contradicts the DSS property. �
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A direct consequence, by factorization, is the following:

Corollary 4.5. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(t) ≤ p(t) µ-a.e..

If
∫ µ(Ω)

0
aq

∗(x)dx = ∞ for some a > 1,

then the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is not DSS.

Let us give another strictly singular criteria for inclusions L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ). Recall that the

exponential Orlicz space Lexp0 (µ) defined by the function ϕ(x) = ex − 1 and a finite measure

is the space of all measurable functions f such that
∫

Ω
e|rf(t)| dµ <∞ for every r > 0.

Then, we have:

Theorem 4.6. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and an exponent p(t). TFAE:

(1) The inclusion L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ) is strictly singular.

(2) p(·) ∈ Lexp0 (µ).

(3) lim
x→0

∫ x
0 p

∗(s)ds

x ln( ex)
= 0.

(4) lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)(
1
p
)∗(x) = 0.

Proof. (1) ⇔ (2). Assume that the inclusion L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ) is strictly singular. Then, by

the above characterization,
∫ µ(Ω)

0
ap

∗(x)dx =

∫

Ω
ap(t)dµ =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
(ap(·))∗(x) dx <∞

for every a > 1. Since 1 < a = e
1
s for some 0 < s <∞, we have
∫

Ω
ap(t)dµ =

∫

Ω
e

p(t)
s dµ <∞

for every s > 0. Therefore p(·) ∈ Lexp0 (µ). The converse is equal.

The equivalence (2) ⇔ (3) follows from the following known fact: the order continuous expo-

nential Orlicz space Lexp0 (Ω) coincides with the order-continuous Marcinkiwiecz space M0(ϕ)

defined by the function ϕ(x) = x ln( ex) (cf. [25] p.116). Hence the exponent p(·) ∈ Lexp0 (Ω)

satisfies the condition

lim
x→0

∫ x
0 p

∗(s)ds

x ln( ex)
= 0.

(1) ⇒ (4). First assume 1 < p(t) µ-a.e.. Then, since 1 < p′(t) = p(t)
p(t)−1 < ∞, (1) says that

∫ µ(Ω)
0 a

( p′

p′−1
)∗(x)

dx <∞ for every a > 1. And Corollary 4.2 allows to get

lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)
(p

′−1
p′

)∗(x)
= 0.
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Assume now that Ω1 = {t ∈ Ω : p(t) = 1} has positive measure, take then the exponent

r(t) = 2χΩ1 + p(t)χΩc
1
. Thus

∫ µ(Ω)

0
ar

∗(x)dx =

∫

Ω
ar(t)dµ ≤

∫

Ω1

a2dµ +

∫

Ω\Ω1

ap(t)dµ <∞.

Now, since lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)(
1
r
)∗(x) = 0 and (1r )

∗(·) ≤ (1p)
∗(·), we conclude that

lim
x→µ(Ω)−

(µ(Ω)− x)(
1
p
)∗(x) = 0.

(4) ⇒ (1) The case p+ < ∞ is trivial. Assume now that p+ = ∞. Since (1p)
∗ is decreasing and

limx→µ(Ω)(
1
p)

∗(x) = 0, it follows from Lemma 3.7 that

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

1

( 1p )∗
(x)
dx <∞ for every a > 1.

Now, using Lemma 3.5, the functions p = 1
1
p

and 1
( 1
p
)∗

are equi-distributed, thus

∫ µ(Ω)

0
ap

∗(x)dx =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a
( 1

( 1p )∗
)∗(x)

dx =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

1

( 1p )∗
(x)
dx <∞.

�

We pass now to study the general case of DSS inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) for unbounded

exponents. First notice that now the condition (6) in above Theorem 4.1 is no enough for getting

disjoint strict singularity, as the following example shows:

Example 4.7. Let q(x) = 1
x with x ∈ (0, 1) and p(x) = (1 + ǫ)q(x) for some ǫ > 0. Since

∫ 1
0 a

1
x dx = ∞ for every a > 1, we have by Corollary 4.4 that the inclusion Lp(·) →֒ Lq(·) is not

DSS, in spite of

lim
x→1−

(1− x)(p−q/p)
∗(x) = lim

x→1−
(1− x)ǫ/1+ǫ = 0.

We wonder now what happens with the inclusions Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) whether q+ = ∞ and
∫ µ(Ω)

0
aq

∗(x)dx <∞ for every a > 1. Notice that, if for a > 1

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a
( p q
p−q

)∗(x)
dx <∞,

then also
∫ µ(Ω)
0 aq

∗(x)dx <∞. Indeed, for 1 < f(t) = p
q (t) we have

p q

p− q
(t) =

f(t)

f(t)− 1
q(t) > q(t),

so ( p qp−q )
∗(x) ≥ q∗(x). This leads to the following:

Theorem 4.8. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(·) < p(·) µ-a.e..
TFAE:

(1)
∫ µ(Ω)
0 a(

p q
p−q

)∗(x)dx <∞ for every a > 1.

(2) The inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is L-weakly compact.

(3) The inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is M -weakly compact.
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(4) The inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is DSS.

(5) The restriction of the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) on any subspace spanned by a dis-

joint sequence (
χEn

µ(En)
1

p(t)

) is not an isomorphism.

(6) limx→µ(Ω)− (µ(Ω)− x)
(p−q

p q
)∗(x)

= 0.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). Let us define the exponent s(t) := p(t) q(t)
p(t)−q(t) . Then 1/q(t) = 1/p(t) + 1/s(t)

and using Hölder norm inequality we have

‖f χA‖q(·) ≤ 2 ‖f‖p(·) ‖χA‖ p q
p−q

(·)

Hence by the hypothesis and Proposition 3.2 we get

lim
µ(An)→0

sup
f∈B

Lp(·)(µ)

‖fχAn‖q(·) ≤ 2 lim
µ(An)→0

‖χAn‖ p q
p−q

(·) = 0,

so the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) is L-weakly compact.

(2) ⇒ (3) ⇒ (4) ⇒ (5) are clear (see Theorem 4.1).

(5) ⇒ (6) is Proposition 3.3.

(6) ⇒ (1). Consider the function f(t) = p−q
p q (t). From Lemma 3.5 we have that the functions

1
p−q
pq

(t)
= pq

p−q (t) and 1
(p−q

pq
)∗(x)

are equi-distributed. Thus ( p qp−q )
∗ = (1/f∗)∗ and

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

(

pq
p−q

)∗
(x)
dx =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

(

1

(
p−q
pq )∗

)∗

(x)

dx

Now, as 1/f∗ is an increasing function it follows, by Lemma 3.6, that (1/f)∗(x) = (1/f∗)∗(x) =

(1/f∗)(µ(Ω)− x). Hence

=

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

1

(
p−q
pq )∗

(µ(Ω)−x)

dx =

∫ µ(Ω)

0
a

1

(
p−q
pq )∗(y)dy.

Finally, the boundedness of this integral follows now from the hypothesis and Lemma 3.7 for

µ(Ω) = b, since (p−qpq )∗(·) is decreasing. �

Notice that above extends the L-weak compactness criterion in [9] (Thm 3.4) including now

unbounded exponents.

Example 4.9. (1) Let p(t) = 1+ln(1−ln t) on (0, 1). The inclusion L∞(0, 1) →֒ Lp(·)(0, 1)

is strictly singular, since for every a > 1
∫ 1

0
a1+ln(1−ln t)dt <∞.

(2) Let pα(t) = 1
tα for α > 0 on (0, 1). The inclusions L∞(0, 1) →֒ Lpα(·)(0, 1) and

Lpα(·)(0, 1) →֒ L1(0, 1) are not DSS.

The inclusions Lpα(·)(0, 1) →֒ Lpβ(·)(0, 1), for 0 < α < β ≤ 1 or 1 ≤ β < α < ∞, are

not DSS.

(3) Let pα(t) = 1
(1−tα) on (0, 1) and α > 0. The inclusions Lpα(·)(0, 1) →֒ L1(0, 1) and

L∞(0, 1) →֒ Lpα(·)(0, 1) are not weakly compact.
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(4) Let pα(t) = lnα(1t ) for t ∈ (0, 1/e) and 0 < α < ∞. The inclusion L∞(0, 1/e) →֒
Lpα(·)(0, 1/e) is strictly singular if and only if 0 < α < 1. Indeed, this follows from

Theorem 4.6, since

lim
x→1/e

(1

e
− x

)

1

lnα( ( 1e−x)−1 ) = 0

if and only if 0 < α < 1. On the other side the inclusions Lpα(·)(0, 1/e) →֒ L1(0, 1/e),

for α > 0, are not DSS.

The inclusions Lpβ(·)(0, 1/e) →֒ Lpα(·)(0, 1/e) for 0 < α < β <∞ are not DSS.

(5) Let α > 0, t ∈ (0, 1/e) and

pα(t) :=
lnα(1t )

lnα(1t )− 1
.

The inclusion Lpα(·)(0, 1/e) →֒ L1(0, 1/e) is weakly compact if and only if 0 < α < 1.

(6) Let q(t) :=
√

ln(1t ) for t ∈ (0, 1e ) and p(t) := (1 + ǫ)q(t), for some ǫ > 0. The inclusion

Lp(·)(0, 1e ) →֒ Lq(·)(0, 1e ) is DSS. Indeed,

lim
x→ 1

e

(
1

e
− x)

(p−q
pq

)∗(x)
= lim

x→ 1
e

[

(
1

e
− x)

( 1
q
)∗(x)

]
ǫ

1+ǫ

= 0.

In case of p+ <∞, the condition ess inf(p−q)(·) > 0 is a sufficient condition for the inclusion

Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) be DSS ([13] Prop.3.3) or L-weakly compact ([9] Thm. 3.4). However this

fails when p+ = ∞, see Example 4.7 (and compare it with Example 4.9 (6)).

5. Regular exponents

In this section we assume some regularity for the exponents, getting then a simpler DSS

criterion. Recall that an scalar function f over a metric measure space (Ω, µ, d) is said to be

(locally) log-Hölder continuous if there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all x 6= y ∈ Ω,

|f(x)− f(y)| ≤ C

ln
(

e+ 1
d(x,y)

) .

The class of log-Hölder continuous exponents is very useful in applications of variable exponent

spaces (cf. [8, 7]).

Proposition 5.1. Let f : [0, 1] → [0,∞) be a log-Hölder continuous function. Then its decreas-

ing rearrangement f∗ is also log-Hölder continuous.

Proof. Assume that f∗ is not log-Hölder continuous, so there exist two sequences (xn) and (yn)

in [0, 1] such that, for every natural n,

|f∗(xn)− f∗(yn)| >
n

ln
(

e+ 1
|xn−yn|

) .
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We can suppose f∗(xn) > f∗(yn) for every n. We will look for sequences (an) and (bn) such

that |an − bn| ≤ |xn − yn| and |f(an)− f(bn)| ≥ |f∗(xn)− f∗(yn)|, since then

|f(an)− f(bn)| ≥ |f∗(xn)− f∗(yn)| >
n

ln
(

e+ 1
|xn−yn|

) ≥ n

ln
(

e+ 1
|an−bn)

) .

We know by the properties of f∗ that
∣

∣

∣

{

t ∈ [0, 1] : f∗(yn) < f∗(t) < f∗(xn)
}∣

∣

∣
≤ |xn − yn|,

and

(5.1)
∣

∣

∣

{

t ∈ [0, 1] : f∗(yn)} < f(t) < f∗(xn)
} ∣

∣

∣
≤ |xn − yn|.

For every natural n we define the disjoint compact sets An := f−1([0, f∗(yn)]) and Bn :=

f−1([f∗(xn),∞)). Thus there exist an ∈ An and bn ∈ Bn such that

|an − bn| = min{|r − s| : r ∈ An and s ∈ Bn}.

Since f is continuous we have

f(an) ≤ f∗(yn) and f(bn) ≥ f∗(xn).

Now, for t = λan + (1− λ)bn with 0 < λ < 1, it follows from the definition of an and bn that

f∗(yn) < f(t) < f∗(xn).

Using (5.1), we conclude that |an − bn| ≤ |xn − yn|. �

Proposition 5.2. Let p(·) ≥ q(·) log-Hölder continuous exponents on [0, 1]. If

lim
x→1−

(1− x)(p−q)
∗(x) = 0,

then ess inf(p − q) > 0.

Proof. Suppose that ess inf(p − q) = 0 (hence limx→1(p − q)∗(x) = 0). Then, given xn ∈ [0, 1),

we can take xn+1 close enough to 1 to get

(xn+1 − xn)
(p−q)∗(xn+1) ≃ (1− xn)

(p−q)∗(1) = (1− xn)
0 = 1.

Concretely, we take xn+1 so that (xn+1 − xn)
(p−q)∗(xn+1) ≥ 1

2 . So, by induction, for every

x0 ∈ [0, 1), we can construct a sequence (xn) ր 1 satisfying

(xn+1 − xn)
(p−q)∗(xn+1) ≥ 1

2
.

But, on the other side, p(·) and q(·) are log-Hölder continuous, so (p − q)(·) and (p − q)∗(·)
are log-Hölder too by above proposition. If we also suppose that limx→1(1 − x)(p−q)

∗(x) = 0 we

reach a contradiction, as

(xn+1 − xn)
(p−q)∗(xn+1) = (xn+1 − xn)

(p−q)∗(xn+1)−(p−q)∗(xn)+(p−q)∗(xn)

=

(

1

xn+1 − xn

)(p−q)∗(xn)−(p−q)∗(xn+1)

· (xn+1 − xn)
(p−q)∗(xn)

≤
(

1

xn+1 − xn

)

M

ln

(

e+ 1
xn+1−xn

)

· (1− xn)
(p−q)∗(xn) n→∞−−−→ 0,
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because (1− xn)
(p−q)∗(xn) n→∞−−−→ 0 and

(

1
xn+1−xn

)

M

ln

(

e+ 1
xn+1−xn

)

→ eM . �

Corollary 5.3. Let p(·) ≥ q(·) be log-Hölder continuous exponents on [0, 1] with p+ < ∞.

TFAE:

(1) ess inf(p(·)− q(·)) > 0.

(2) The inclusion Lp(·)[0, 1] →֒ Lq(·)[0, 1] is DSS.

(3) limx→1− (1− x)(p−q)
∗(x) = 0.

Proof. The above proposition shows that (1) and (3) are equivalent, and the others follows from

Theorem 4.1. �

Remark 5.4. Notice that every other statement at Theorem 4.1 is also equivalent.

Example 5.5. (i) Inclusions Lpα(·)[0, 1] →֒ Lp[0, 1] are not DSS , for pα(x) = p+ xα, α > 0

and 1 ≤ p <∞.

In general ess inf(p − q)(·) > 0 is not an equivalence for an inclusion be DSS but just a

sufficient condition (even in the case of be p(·) continuous and q(·) log-Hölder continuous):
(ii) Take a log-Hölder continuous exponent q(·), the continuous function

r(x) =
ln

(

[log2(1− x)]2j
)

− log2(1− x)
,

(for j natural) and the exponent p(·) = q(·)+r(1−2−e)χ[0,1−2−e)+r(·)χ[1−2−e,1]. Then ess inf(p−
q)(·) = 0 but the inclusion Lp(·)[0, 1] →֒ Lq(·)[0, 1] is M -weakly compact for big enough j ≥ p+

and hence DSS (see [22] p.9).

We do not know whether above criteria can be extended to bounded open subsets in Rn

(n ≥ 2).

6. The infinite measure case

In order to study DSS inclusions on an infinite measure, we can always assume that µ(Ωd) =

∞ (in Proposition 2.1), avoiding trivial cases of non-DSS inclusions.

If the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) holds and p+ < ∞, then the sets Dε (for every ε > 0)

has infinite measure, where

Dε := {t ∈ Ωd : p(t) < q(t) + ε}.

Indeed, assume that there exists ε > 0 such that µ(Dε) <∞. Then, µ(Ωd \Dε) = ∞ and if

r(t) := p q
p−q (t), we have r+|Ωd\Dε

≤ p+q+

ε <∞. Hence, for every λ > 1,
∫

Ωd

λ−r(t)dµ ≥
∫

Ωd\Dε

λ−r(t)dµ ≥ λ−
p+q+

ε µ(Ωd \Dε) = ∞

which, using Proposition 2.1, gives a contradiction.
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Proposition 6.1. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless infinite measure space and exponents p(·) and q(·).
If the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) holds and p+ <∞, then the inclusion is non-DSS.

Proof. We shall proceed in a similar way as in [23] Thm 3.4. It is enough to find a disjoint

sequence (fn) generating the same infinite dimensional (closed) subspace in Lp(·)(µ) as well as

in Lq(·)(µ). To do so, if we could take functions fn := χAn , where (An) is a disjoint sequence

with µ(An) = 1 verifying that p+|An
− q−|An

< 1
n , the proof would be finished.

Indeed, under these hypotheses we have the inclusions

ℓp−
|An

→֒ [fn]p(·) →֒ ℓp+
|An

and

ℓq−
|An

→֒ [fn]q(·) →֒ ℓq+
|An

.

Using now Proposition 2.2 we have that the Nakano sequence spaces ℓp−
|An

∼= ℓp+
|An

∼= ℓq−
|An

∼=
ℓq+

|An

. Hence, we deduce that [fn]p(·) ∼= [fn]q(·).

Let us now construct such disjoint sequence (An) with the above properties. We remarked

above that for every natural n we have µ(D 1
2n
) = ∞ (or either p(·)|A ≡ q(·)|A over a positive

measure subset A ⊂ Ω and then the proof is trivial). Thus, if we make a finite partition

{[xi, xi+1)} of the interval [1, p+) where 1 = x1 < x2 < ... < xk = p+ and xi+1 − xi <
1
2n for

every natural i, we can assure that, for some j,

µ
(

D 1
2n

∩ p−1 ([xj , xj+1))
)

= ∞.

Even more, by the definition of D 1
2n
, it is also true that

µ

(

D 1
2n

∩ p−1 ([xj , xj+1)) ∩ q−1([xj −
1

2n
, xj+1))

)

= ∞.

Thus, we conclude that there exists a set En (the above set) with infinite measure such that

p+En
− q−En

≤ xj+1 − (xj −
1

2n
) ≤ 1

n
.

Now, since µ(En) = ∞ for each natural n, we can take An ⊂
(

En ∩ (
⋃n−1
i=1 Ai)

c
)

with µ(An) = 1

getting so the needed disjoint sequence (An). �

Proposition 6.2. Let (Ω, µ) be an atomless infinite measure space and exponents p(·) and

q(·). If the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) holds and the distribution function of q(·) verifies

µq(·)(n) = ∞ for every natural n, then the inclusion is not DSS.

Proof. Consider the sets

Dn = { t ∈ Ω : q(t) > n } ⊂ En = { t ∈ Ω : p(t) > n }.

Since µ(Dn) = ∞, the increasing sequence (Dn\Em)m verifies µ(Dn\Em) ր ∞ as m→ ∞.

Hence, by the hypotheses, it is possible to find a strictly increasing sequence (nk)k of natural

numbers and a disjoint sequence of measurable sets (Ak)k with µ(Ak) = 1 such that

nk ≤ q−|Ak
≤ p−|Ak

and q+|Ak
≤ p+|Ak

≤ nk+1.
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Consider now the (closed) subspace [χAk
]p(·), formed by all functions of the form

∑

k λkχAk
∈

Lp(·)(µ) such that ρp(·)(λ
∑

k>N λkχAk
)
N→∞−−−−→ 0 for every λ > 0.

If
∑

k λkχAk
∈ Lp(·)(µ), then, for some r > 0,

∑

k

|λk
r
|nk+1 ≤

∑

k

|λk
r
|p

+
|Ak ≤ ρp(·)

(

∑

k λkχAk

r

)

≤
∑

k

|λk
r
|p

−
|Ak ≤

∑

k

|λk
r
|nk .

Hence, since the Nakano sequence spaces ℓ(nk)
∼= ℓ∞ ∼= ℓ(nk+1), we deduce that the subspace

[χAk
]p(·) ∼= c0.

Analogously the corresponding subspace defined similarly [χAk
]q(·) in Lq(·)(µ) satisfies that

[χAk
]q(·) ∼= c0. Therefore we conclude that [χAk

]p(·) ∼= [χAk
]q(·) ∼= c0. �

Combining now the two above propositions we cover the different cases for the the following

statement (notice that the case q+ < p+ = ∞ and µp(·)(n) = ∞ for every natural n is not

possible according with Proposition 2.1).

Theorem 6.3. Let (Ω, µ) be a non-atomic infinite measure space and exponents p(·) and q(·).
If the inclusion Lp(·)(µ) →֒ Lq(·)(µ) holds, then it is not DSS.

Proof. In the case of the existence of a subset Ω0 ⊂ Ω with µ(Ω0) = ∞ and p+|Ω0
< ∞, the

above Proposition 6.1 gives the result. For the other possible cases we can use now Proposition

6.2. �

Remark 6.4. The non-DSS property of inclusions between variable Lebesgue spaces on infinite

measures is not true in the class of Orlicz spaces. For example the inclusions Lϕ(0,∞) →֒
Lψ(0,∞) are DSS for the Orlicz functions ϕ(x) = xr ∨ xs and ψ(x) = xp ∨ xq, (r < p ≤ q < s)

(cf. [14] Ex. 4.9).

Remark 6.5. Note that also for infinite measures if the inclusion L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ) holds then

it is non-DSS.

Indeed, assume that for an exponent function p(·) the inclusion L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ) holds.

Then, χΩ ∈ Lp(·)(µ), so there exists λ > 1 such that
∫

Ω
dµ
λp(t)

< ∞. It follows that the sets

Dn = {t ∈ Ω : p(t) > n} has infinite measure for every natural n (since µ(Dc
n) < ∞). Now

reasoning as in above Proposition 6.2, we can easily deduce that the inclusion L∞(µ) →֒ Lp(·)(µ)

is non-DSS.
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