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DISJOINTLY STRICTLY SINGULAR INCLUSIONS BETWEEN VARIABLE
LEBESGUE SPACES

FRANCISCO L. HERNANDEZ*, CESAR RUIZ* AND MAURO SANCHIZ**

ABSTRACT. Disjointly strictly singular inclusions between variable Lebesgue spaces LP © (1) 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 LPO)(u) < L) (1) 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 € > 0
and an infinite dimensional subspace Fy of E there exists an unitary vector x € Ej such that
|Tx| < e. 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 (z,,) in E such that the restriction of T" to the (closed) subspace [z;,] spanned
by (x,) 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 F(u) on finite measures the left canonic inclusions of L (u) in E(u) is always strictly
singular, while the right inclusion of E(u) in L'(u) is disjointly strictly singular. And this
inclusion E(p) < L(u) is strictly singular if and only if the Orlicz space Lg™® ** cannot be
included in E(p). When considering two symmetric function spaces with E(u) < F(u) this
inclusion 4 is strictly singular if and only if ¢ is disjointly strictly singular and the norms of
E(u) and F(u) are not equivalent on [r,]g(,) and [ry]r(,), the subspaces spanned by the
Rademacher functions (r,) ([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()(u) for finite and infinite measures.
These non-symmetric classical function spaces Lp(')(,u) have seen a strong renewed relevance in
the last decades due to their applications (cf. [8, 7]).
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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 F and F on a measure space (2, ) is said to be L-weakly compact
(or almost compact) whenever T'(Bg) is a equi-integrable subset in F' for Br denoting the unit
ball of F, i.e.

lim sup {||Tfxa,|lr} =0,
n—oo fEBE

for every sequence (A,) of measurable sets in Q with x4, — 0 p-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 2 of R™ with Lebesgue measure | - |: an

inclusion LPO)(Q) < LIO)(Q) is L-weakly compact if and only if for every a > 1,
1 -
/ a<ﬁ) (x)d:E < 00,
0
1

where (-=)*(z) denotes the decreasing rearrangement of (p—iq)(t). Another L-weak compactness
criterion in LP®) (1) (of De la Valleé-Pousin type) has been given in [22] (Prop. 3.3).

The study of disjointly strictly singular inclusions L) () < LI0) (1) 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()(p) < L90) (),
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 (u) < L) (p)
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 Lf”(')(,u) spaces and decreasing rearrangement
XEn
—En),

w(En) p(t)

functions. Thus Proposition 3.3 states, by an analysis of disjoint function sequences (
that if an inclusion LPC)(u) < L90) (1) is disjointly strictly singular, then

lim (p() —2) 70 =0,
= ()~
In Section 4, disjointly strictly singular inclusions LP() (1) < L) (1) for finite measures are
studied, looking for suitable criteria on the exponents. First we do under the hypothesis of
the exponent ¢(-) 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 ¢(-) < p(-) p-a.e.
on a finite measure space:

(1) The inclusion LPO) () < LIO) (1) is L-weakly compact.

(2) The inclusion LPO) (1) < L10) (1) is disjointly strictly singular.

(3) limg @) (@) — )" =0,
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(4) fO“(Q) a7 @y < 00 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()(u) < L'(u) is given (Corollary 4.2). The

strict singularity of inclusions L™ (u) < rt) (w) is also studied obtaining the following criterion

lim  (u() — 2)3)@ = o,
T—p()~

which is equivalent to fou @ " @ dy < oo for every a > 1. In other words, the exponent
p(-) must belong to the Orlicz space Ly™*(u) (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

essinf(p(-) —q(+)) > 0.

Finally, Section 6 is devoted to the infinite measure case. Inclusions LP()(u) < L0 () 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()(u) — L0)() 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 £ and a Banach space F is disjointly
strictly singular (DSS in short) if the restriction T'[j,; is not an isomorphism for any (closed)
subspace [f,] spanned by a normalized pairwise disjoint sequence (f,) 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 E; of
E such that the restriction 7|g, is an isomorphism. Obviously every strictly singular operator
is DSS but the converse is not true. (f.i. the inclusions LP[0,1] < L?[0,1], ¢ < p < 00).

An operator T : E — F between a Banach function lattice E and a Banach space F' is said
to be M-weakly compact whenever lim,_.o ||T(fn)||r = 0, where (f,) 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 £ and F' on a measure space
(Q, ) is L-weakly compact (or almost compact or strict) whenever T'(Bg) is a equi-integrable
subset in F' for Bg the unit ball of E i.e.

fim - sup {IT(f)xa.llr} =0

n—oo fe

for every sequence (A,) of measurable sets in Q such that x4, — 0 p-a.e. (cf. [2, 6]).
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Let (€, 1) be a measure space. Given an exponent function p(-) on 2 (i.e. a real measurable
function p on Q with 1 < p(t) < o) the variable Lebesgue space (or Nakano space) LPO)(u) is
the space of all real measurable function classes f on 2 such that the modular p,.)(f/r) < oo

for some r > 0, where
pooh) = [ 1£OF .

The associated Luxemburg norm is defined by
= inf : / <1
Hpr(,) =inf{r >0: Pp(-) )= }.
We denote p~ :=essinf{p(t) : t € Q} and pT := esssup{p(t) : t € Q}. Equally, p|tl and P4
denote the essential supremum and infimum of p(-) over a measurable subset A of Q2. When
Q = N with the counting measure and (p,) is a real sequence with 1 < p, < oo, we get the

Nakano sequence space £, i.e. the Banach space

[]}‘n Pn

r

lpn) = {(m) e R : p((za) = Y

< oo for some r > 0}
n=1
equipped with the corresponding Luxemburg norm.

The conjugate exponent function p'(-) of p(-) is defined by the equation Iﬁ + ﬁ = 1 almost
everywhere t € Q. When p™ < oo, the topological dual of the space Lp(')(,u) is the variable
Lebesgue space LP ()(Q). An space LP()(y) is separable if and only if the measure space (Q, 1)
is separable and p* < co. Moreover, LP()(p) is reflexive if and only if 1 < p~ < pT < occ.

Recall that the associated space (LP0)(u)) is the space of all scalar measurable functions g
on Q such that [, fgdu < oo for every f e LPO(p). If 1 < p(-) < oo a.e. then (LPO)(u)) =
LPO () (cf. [7, 28]).

A sequence (f,,) C LPC)(u) verifies that [ fallpey — 0 if and only if p,)(Afn) — O for every
A > 0. If p* < oo, then pyy(fn) = 0 if and only if ||fn|lp.y — 0. Furthermore, pp)(f) <1
if and only if [[f[|,) < 1. Also, if [|f|[,) > 1, then 1 < [[f[|,) < ppy(f) ([8] p-75, [7]).
The Hélder 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:Q — R, it holds
/Qlf(t)g(t)ldu < K| fllpey lgllp -
A criterion for the inclusion LP()(p) < L) (1) to hold is the following:

Proposition 2.1. ([7] Thm 2.45, [8] Thm 3.3.1) Let (2, ) be an atomless infinite measure space
and exponents p(-) and q(-). The inclusion LPO)(u) < L1O)(u) holds if and only if q(-) < p(-)
pu-a.e. and there exists A > 1 such that

/ )\_(ﬁ)(t) dp < 00,
Qq

where Qg = {t € Q: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() (1) < L2)(11) can hold. Also, for a finite measure space (£, u),
the inclusion LPO) () < L) (1) holds if and only if ¢(-) < p(-) p-a.e..

If (f,) is a disjoint sequence in LPO) () and (g,) is another sequence such that > ||f, —
Inllp(y < oo then (fy) and (gn) are equivalent (unconditional) basic sequences, i.e. Y o, fn €
LP0) () if and only if 3, x,gn € LPU) (1)

Proposition 2.2. (130]) Let 1 < pp, go < oo. Then L,y = L, if and only if there exists
a > 0 such that Ele a\Pz;nfgn\ < 0.

Recall that the decreasing rearrangement (cf. [6, 25, 27]) of a measurable function f is the
real function f* on [0, ;4(€2)) defined by

J*(@) = inf{s € [0, u(Q)] = uy(s) <z},

where p¢ is the distribution function of f, ps(s) :== p({t € Q : |f(¢t)| > s}). For a measurable
f >0 on Q, the functions f and f* are equi-distributed and

[ rwan = [ " wya

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 ¢ is a non-decreasing unbounded positive
convex function on [0,00) with ¢(0) = 0, the Orlicz space L¥(u) consists of all measurable

functions classes f on (€2, ) such that for some r > 0

/ (| fl)dps < oo,
Q

In the class of Orlicz spaces there are examples of inclusions L¥(u) < LY (u) 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 (2, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and ¢ < ¢
Orlicz functions with the Ao-condition. An inclusion L¥(p) < L¥(u) is DSS if and only if
for every natural n and any constant A > 0 there exist 1 < z1 < 29 < ... < xp, and ¢; > 0 for
i=1,...,n such that for t > 1

Zn:cﬂ/)(txi) <A Zn: ci p(tz;)
=1 i=1

Proposition 2.4. ([24], [5] p.1369) Let (Q, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and Orlicz
functions ¥ < . An inclusion L¥(p) < LY(u) is L-weakly compact if and only if

o)
i, o1(t)

= 0.
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In particular this condition implies that limg oo zg; = 0. Indeed, given 0 < € < 1 there

exists sop > 0 such that ¢~ !(s) < ep™1(s) for s > sg. So, for s = 9(t) > sg, we have
o () < W) = &, hence (1) < plet) < eplt) for t > ¢ (s0).

Consider now the Orlicz function v defined in ([21] Thm. A) which verifies the inclusion
LP[0,1] < L¥[0,1], for a fixed p > 1. Using the above criterion, it is proved that the inclusion
LP[0,1] = L¥[0,1] is DSS and that

¥(2")

o >0

t
lim sup m > lim sup

t—o00 n—o00

(see [21] p.184). So we deduce, by above L-weak compactness criterion, that the inclusion
LP[0,1] < L¥[0,1] is not L-weakly compact.

In the setting of variable Lebesgue spaces Lf”(')(,u), 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 @ C R™ and bounded exponents q(-) < p(-) <
pT < 0o. The inclusion Lp(')(Q) — Lq(')(Q) 18 L-weakly compact if and only if for every a > 1

/IQ a<ﬁ>*(x)d:n < 0.
0

Other L-weak compactness inclusion characterization of LP()(u) < L20) (1) (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
LPO) (1) — LIO) (), looking for suitable DSS characterizations in terms of the exponents. In
this section we collect some preliminary results. We will assume ¢(-) < p(-) p-a.e. with p{t €
Q: q(t) = p(t)} =0 (otherwise the inclusion L) () < L) () would be trivially non-DSS).
No restrictions on the exponents will be assumed.

Let r: Q — [1,00) be an exponent and consider the function a"® on Q for some a > 1. Tt
holds that (a™))*(x) = a”"® for all > 0 (cf. [9] Lemma 2.10), hence

m(€2) n(€)
/a’"(t)d,u:/ (a" Y (z) da :/ a” @ dg.
Q 0 0

Lemma 3.1. Let (Q, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and r(-) be an exponent. If there
exists a > 1 such that fo"(ﬂ) a”" @) dr = 0o, then there exist >0 and a disjoint measurable

sequence (Ep)>2,  such that, for every natural n,
IxEnlr(y = B-

Proof. Let 0 < B < 1 with 1/8 > a. Since the rearrangement r*(-) is decreasing and
fou(ﬂ) a” @ dxr = oo, there exists a positive sequence (t,), with t, \, 0 and t; = p(Q) , such

that .
/ a” @) dy > 1.
t

n+1
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Now, for each t,, > 0 we can find a measurable set F,, C Q with u(F,) =t, such that

tn tn
/ a"® dp = / (@) (z) do = / a” @ d.
n 0 0

Moreover, the sets (F,,) can be defined so that F, 1 C F, since t,+1 < t, (cf. [6] Lemma
2.2.5).

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

[y Oz [ sy Ode = [ (oxnyOde— [ @O

n F, Fri1
tn tn+1 tn
:/ a”" @) dy —/ a’"*(x)dznz/ a”" @ dr > 1
0 0 tn+1
for every natural n. Hence, ||xE,||.) > B. O

Proposition 3.2. Let (2, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and an exponent r(-). Then
every sequence (Ey)ply in Q with xg, — 0 p-a.e. satisfies ||xg,|[) — 0 if and only if for

every a > 1,

we)
/ a”" ®)dy < 0.
0

Proof. The direct implication is above Lemma 3.1. Let us show the converse. Assume there
exist a measurable sequence (E,) with xg, — 0 p-a.e. (thus u(E,) - 0)and 0<dJ <1 such
that ||xg,|l;.) > ¢ for every n. Taking 0 < 3 < ¢, it follows from the norm definition that

1< /(Xﬂ)m)d%
Q

Now, by the hypotheses,

n(€2) .
/(ﬁ)r(t)dﬂ _ / (l)r @) g < oo
0 o B

g
and, as XE” — Op — a.e., we conclude using the dominated convergence theorem that
/ (XEn )T(t)d/,l/ 0
o B
as n — 0o, which is a contradiction. O

The above equivalence, for bounded exponents, was crucial for proving Theorem 3.4 in [9]
(see also [10]).

Proposition 3.3. Let (Q, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(-) < p(-). If
the inclusion LPC)(p) — LI0) (1) is DSS, then

lim ) —=x () @) — 0.
lim (@) )
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Proof. Since the inclusion is DSS we have u({t : p(t) = ¢(t)}) = 0. First note that if

P—g\x "E)

essinf(2-1)" > 0, then lim, )~ (1(€) — 2)(% "™ = 0. Hence (since the rearrangement

is decreasing), we can suppose
lim (——)"(z) =0.
I—W(Q)*( rq y(@)
Let us assume that limsup,_,,q)- (1(2) — x)(%)*(x) > 0. Then there exist » > 0 and a
scalar sequence (x,) ' u(2) such that

(0) (1) — @) e ") >

Tn+p(S2)
2

for every natural n. Furthermore it can be assumed w.l.o.g. that < Tpy1 and

P— G, Tn+ 1(Q) P—q..
(pq)( 5 )>(pq)(

$n+1)

for every natural n. Consider the sets

_ (P (P o ) Py o Tnt Q)
A= ()7 (1 (), () 2 o, 2

Thus (A,) is a disjoint measurable sequence with Lebesgue measure

(00) 4] > DT,

Let us define the sets

Bo=(req s (@) <220 < 22ty

Since the functions E=1 and (5-1)* are equi-distributed we have 1i(B;) = |A4,|. The sets (B,)
are disjoint and it can be assumed 0 < u(B,,) < 1 for every n. Consider the disjoint normalized
sequence (s,) in LPO)(u)

X Bn
H(B,) 70
and the (closed) subspace [sy],(.). Note that > ansy € [sn]y) if and only if

sp(t) ==

Pp() (A Z anSn,) N2 0 for every A > 0.
n>N

Let us prove that il is an isomorphism showing that (s,) and (is,) are equivalent

snlp()
basic sequences. Since ¢ is continuous, we only need to show that Y y,s, € [sy]

>~ Ynbn € [Sn]p(.)- First notice that

XBn _ XBn
Pp() <Z Ay”s”) - Z/B |/\yn|p(t)u(Bn)dM - Z/B Ayl ™ g P10 @ -

407 4, 1750

q( implies

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

N we have pg.y (A< § UnSn) < 00, taking Ag > % we get
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1 1 _a@®)
(X dohes) 2 3 [ 00— = 30 e [ g0 R
n>N n>N | Ay | P® sy [l By
1 p(t)—g(t) 19()
— Z Aol Ay | @) du
n>N |An| B,

and using (¢¢) and (¢) we have

2

[ — H—q(t) 19
/\O(M(Q)Z "E“)pé(z)p%))] du

v

pQ) — 2, (R0 r(“ da

-Ao( 5 )

v

VM M VM VM

dp

2

v

i,
bl
Gl

/\or 1Wqy = o,

which is a contradiction.

Now, using this fact and writing A\ = f\‘—;, we have

. X,
o) (D Aynsn) = > / I—ynl"(t yn P40 B dp

n>N n>N ‘A ‘ (t) ’A ‘ (t)
i q(t)
t XBn 1
< Z/ Ny |70 a® PO —a(®) dp
n>N |Ap|P® | Xo(]Ay]) P®a®
i q(t)
t XBn 1
= Z/ "1() a(t) (p(t)ﬂJ(t))Jr du
n>N | Ap|P® | Mo (|Ay|) P07 I,
i q(t)
1
< / 1) X _ du
,;V |An|% )\0(#(9)%%)(7’,71) (zn)
i q(t)
1
< / 900 X ] »
gz:v 4,50 | Agr(L) ()" @)

N—o0
< pq(_)(z NYpsn) —— 0.
n>N

This concludes the proof.

0

Corollary 3.4. Let (Q, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(-) < p(-) p-a.e.

If the inclusion LPC)(p) — L1C) (1) is DSS, then

lim ) —=x (5@ 0.
lim (@) )
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Moreover, if p* < oo, then

lim Q) — )P0 —
lm (@) -0

Proof. If follows from above proposition and when p*t < oo using that (%)(') < (Ef)() <

p—ay(.
(=0 (.). O
The converse of the above proposition will be proved later. We will need some basic Lemmas:

Lemma 3.5. Let (€2, 1) be a finite measure space and f: Q — (0,00) be a measurable function.
Then the functions 1/f and 1/f* are equi-distributed. Hence (1/f)* = (1/f*)*.

Proof. Let A > 0. Since
s = ({t€Q 1/f(1) > AN = p({te D - 1> f(H)})
= u(Q) —p({t € Q: f(1) 2 1/A}) = p(Q) = [{t € [0, u(Q)] : f(t) = 1/A}]
= [{t €0, )] = f7(t) <T/AH = [{t € [0,u()] = 1/57(t) > A} = | l1/p-(N),
the functions 1/f and 1/f* are equi-distributed. O

Lemma 3.6. If f : [0,u(2)] — (0,00) is an increasing measurable function then f*(t) =
f(u(Q2) —1).

Proof. Let A > 0 and consider sy := inf{t € [0, ()] : f(¢) > A }. Since f is increasing we have
pr(A) = u(2) — sx. On the other hand, the function h(t) := f(u(2) — t) is decreasing and

{te0.u@)] = h(t) > A} = (0, 1(Q) — s).
O

Lemma 3.7. Let f:[0,b) — (0,00) be a decreasing measurable function with f(0) >0 and
lim, ,,- f(z) = 0. If lim, ,,- (b—x)7®) =0, then, for every a > 1,

b 1
/ af@ dr < oo.
0

Proof. Given a > 1, consider a natural N such that a < eV. Let us see fob eN/I@) dr < 0.

From the hypothesis it follows that lim, ,,- —f(z)In(b — ) = oo. Hence there exists
0 < 6y < 1such that —f(z)In(b—z) > 2N for every x € (b — én,b), Le. 7% > m.
Thus

b b—dn b
/ M@ g < / @ g+ / (NI @y < oo,
0 0 b—on

since

—In(b—x)

b b b N1
/ (eN)l/f(x)dx — / (eN) —F@mt—2) Jp < / (e)—ln(b—x) (W) dx
b—dn b—45 b—6
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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 L) () «— L0 (1) when ¢(-) 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 (2, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(-) < p(-) p-a.e.
with q* < oo. Denote i the inclusion i : LPO) (p) < LIO) (). TFAE:

(1) fo”(ﬂ) a7 @dz < 00 for every a > 1.
(2)

(3)

(4) i is DSS.
(5)

1 1s L-weakly compact.
1 18 M -weakly compact.

The restriction of the inclusion i on any subspace spanned by a disjoint sequence (—2En—)

p(En) Pt

is not an isomorphism.
) (@)

(6) lim, o)~ (u(Q) —2) 7" =0,
Proof. (1) = (2) It is similar to Lemma 3.3 in [9]. Suppose that (1) is true and (2) is not. Hence

lim  sup {|[fxa.llg0)} #O

%
e fEBL”(')(M)

for certain sequence (A,) in © such that x4, — 0 p-a.e.. Then there exist 0 < § < 1, a
sequence (fi)r C Bp() () and a subsequence (Ap, )k such that

| feXan, llge) > 6

for every natural k. This implies

fexa, feXa,, 1
1< =5 gy < pg( 5 b) < 6(1—+pq(-)(kaAnk)'
Hence,
"
61 < pyy(frxan,) Z/Q|kaAnk (1)1 dp
for every k. Now considering the exponent r(t) := % > 1 p-a.e. and its conjugate r'(t) =

z% we have, by Holder inequality, that

Pa()(frxan, ) < K| Xangllr () ||f;3(')||r(-)-

And, since || fi ||p() < 1, we have || fg(') |lr() < 1. Indeed, if pp(.)(g) <1 for every A > 1, then

fa |f(t)P®)
Pre) <T> = /Q O/ e =1
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Thus,
+
61 < K |Ixangllr()-
But by hypotheses (1) and Proposition 3.2 we get ||xan, ||, — 0, which is a contradiction.

(2) = (3) Let (f,) be a pairwise disjoint normalized sequence in LP()(p). As () < co we
have p(supp(fn)) — 0 as n — oo, hence

Jim [ fallge) < lim. Sup [ fiXsupp(fa) lg() < u(gr)gosgp [ fexallgey =0

It is clear that (3) = (4) = (5).
(5) = (6) Tt is the proof of Proposition 3.3 (and Corollary 3.4)

(6) = (1) Consider the function f(t) = (%)(t). From Lemma 3.5, we have that the functions
1 1 _(_P_ s A5 : P \x %\ *
e and =Om — (55;)(t) are equi-distributed. Thus (-£.)* = (1/f*)" and

Q * Q — L T
/u( ) () (m)dx:/u( >a<(ppq)*> “
0 0

Now, as 1/f* is an increasing function, it follows by Lemma 3.6 that (1/f)*(xz) = (1/f*)*(z) =
(L/f*)(p(2) — ) so we have

Q | _x 0 |
_ /u( )a(%)*(u(ﬂ) )dx _ /“( )a(%)*(y)dy.
0 0

Finally the boundedness of this integral follows from Lemma 3.7 for p() = b, since (24)*(")
is decreasing and the hypothesis. O

It is clear that under the hypotheses of essinf(p —¢q) >0 and p™ < oo we have

lim Q) — ) F@ g,
im () )

so the inclusion L) () < L) (1) is DSS (theses hypotheses are not necessary conditions, see
Example 4.9).

For variable Lebesgue spaces on finite measures LP()(y) we have the canonical extreme
inclusions L°(p) < LPO)(p) < L' () (cf. [8, 7]).

If follows from the above a DSS criterion for the right extreme case of L'(u) = LI0) (1) (recall
that weakly compact subsets in L!(x) are the same as equi-integrable sets by Dunford-Pettis
Theorem, cf. [1]):

Corollary 4.2. Let (2, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and an exponent p(-). TFAE:

f” o757 @ g < 0 for every a > 1.
(2) The inclusion LPC) () — L'(u) is weakly compact.
(3) The inclusion LPO)(p) < L' (p) is DSS.

1*1‘
(4) Timy o)~ (n(2) — 2)5 @) =0,

Remark 4.3. Notice that the above inclusions i : LP() (1) < L'(u), 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 < py < oo and consider the set Q, = {t € Q: p(t) < r}, which
have 1(€2,) > 0. The restricted variable Lebesgue space LP()(£,) can be canonically identified
with a closed band-subspace of LP()(1). Now as p\gr < r < oo it follows easily from Khintchine
inequalities in LP-spaces (cf. [3, 26]) that the Rademacher function system (r,) in LP()(€,)
and in L'(y) are equivalent to the canonical basis of f5. Hence the inclusion LPO) () < L'(p)
is not strictly singular.

A similar argument shows also that all the inclusions LP) () < L20) (1) (for q(-) < p(-)) are
not strictly singular.

We consider now the left extreme inclusions L™ (u) < LP0)(u). In this case the DSS property

is equivalent to the strict singularity:

Theorem 4.4. Let (0, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and an exponent p(t). Denote i
the inclusion i : L‘X’( ) LPO)(u). TFAE:

f”(Q dx < 0o for every a > 1.
2 Every measurable set sequence (Ep)n with xg, — 0 a.e. satisfies ||xg,|lp.) — 0.
3
4

)

) i is L-weakly compact.
)
5) i is weakly compact.
)
)

1 18 M -weakly compact.

6
7

1 1s strictly singular.
i is DSS.

o~ o~ o~ o~ o~ o~

Proof. (1) < (2). It is Proposition 3.2.
()= (3). T £ € L), 58 [1fllyy < N1Flls)xally = 1Fllllxal gy, we have

li 3 o <1< N =
“(;‘ggosup{!\fXAHpo [ flloe < }—H(A?LOHXAH”” 0

) = (4). It is clear.
4) < (5). Since L™ (u) is an AM-space (cf. [2] Thm. 18.11),
) = (6). Since L*°(u) has the Dunford-Pettis property and the inclusion i is weakly compact

6) = (7). It is obvious.
7) = (1). Assume that there exists a > 1 such that f“(Q P"@)dy = oo. Then, by

Lemma 3.1, there exists /S > 0 and a sequence of disjoint measurable sets (F,), verify-

(
(
(
(cf. [16] Thm. 3.3.5).
(
(

ing ||xg,llp) = B for every n. Now the basic sequence (xg,)n in L>(u) and in LP0) (1)
are equivalent. Indeed, since the inclusion i : L®(u) < LPO)(u) is continuous, we have

1> i anX B, llp) < ClIYn’i @nXE,|lee for some C' > 0. And for every natural k we have

k
1D anxe,llpe)-
n=1

This contradicts the DSS property. O

™| =

1> anxelloe = max, fan| <
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A direct consequence, by factorization, is the following:

Corollary 4.5. Let (2, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(t) < p(t) p-a.e..
If

IZC)
/ a? @ dy = 0o for some a > 1,
0
then the inclusion LPC) () < LI (1) is not DSS.

Let us give another strictly singular criteria for inclusions L (u) < LP()(11). Recall that the
ezponential Orlicz space Ly™ (1) defined by the function ¢(z) = €” — 1 and a finite measure

is the space of all measurable functions f such that
/ e ®Oldy < 0o for every r > 0.
Q

Then, we have:

Theorem 4.6. Let (Q, ) be an atomless finite measure space and an exponent p(t). TFAE:
(1) The inclusion L™®(u) < LPO)(u) s strictly singular.

(2) p() € L“”( )-
(3) fO

250 mln( )
@) lim  (u(Q) —2)@) @ = o
r—pu(2)~
Proof. (1) < (2). Assume that the inclusion L>(u) < LPU)(p) is strictly singular. Then, by

the above characterization,

we) n(€2)
/ " @dz = / a"®dy = / (aPV)" () do < o0
0 Q 0

. 1
for every a > 1. Since 1 < a = e for some 0 < s < 00, we have

/ap(t)d,u = / e@d,u < 00
Q Q

for every s > 0. Therefore p(-) € Lg™ (ut). The converse is equal.
The equivalence (2) < (3) follows from the following known fact: the order continuous expo-
nential Orlicz space Lg™ () coincides with the order-continuous Marcinkiwiecz space Mo(p)

defined by the function ¢(z) = zIn(£) (cf. [25] p.116). Hence the exponent p(-) € L5™ ()

satisfies the condition
X
hm f(] p*(S)dS

z—0 X 111(%) a

p(t)

(1) = (4). First assume 1 < p(t) p-a.e.. Then, since 1 < p/'(t) = ST

< 00, (1) says that

/

) (G ) dx < oo for every a > 1. And Corollary 4.2 allows to get

lim Q) —=x ()7 @) 0.
lim () —a)
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Assume now that @ = {t € Q : p(t) = 1} has positive measure, take then the exponent
r(t) = 2xa, + p(t)xas. Thus

m(€)
/ o @y = / a"Wdy < / a’dp —I—/ a"Ddy < co.
0 Q (951 Q\Ql

Now, since lim (u(Q2) — :E)(%)*(x) = 0 and (2)*(:) < (2)*(-), we conclude that
z—p()~ " b

li (u(Q) )(l)*(x) 0

im —x)'r = 0.

T—u(Q)~ :

(4) = (1) The case p™ < oo is trivial. Assume now that p™ = co. Since ( %)* is decreasing and

limxﬁu(g)(%)*(:p) = 0, it follows from Lemma 3.7 that

mw€) A (x)
/ a®” dr < oo for every a > 1.
0

% and 11 -
» ()

wey ) (L) (2) ) L (2)
/ a? (@) gy = / a »’ dx = / a®” dr < .
0 0 0

Now, using Lemma 3.5, the functions p = are equi-distributed, thus

0

We pass now to study the general case of DSS inclusions LP()(p) < L) (1) 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 g(z) = 2 with z € (0,1) and p(z) = (14 €)g(z) for some ¢ > 0. Since
fol azdz = oo for every a > 1, we have by Corollary 4.4 that the inclusion LP() < L40) is not
DSS, in spite of

lim (1 —z)P~/P"(®@) = Jim (1 — z)/1* = 0.

rz—1— rz—1~

We wonder now what happens with the inclusions LP0) (1) < L) (1) whether ¢t = oo and

n(&)
/ a?" ®)dx < oo for every a > 1. Notice that, if for a > 1
0

n(§2) .
/ o=@ gy < 00,
0

then also félm) a?" @ dr < co. Indeed, for 1 < f(t) = E(t) we have

rq ., f()
qu(t) -1 q(t) > q(t),

so (£L)*(z) > ¢*(x). This leads to the following:

Theorem 4.8. Let (2, 1) be an atomless finite measure space and exponents q(-) < p(-) p-a.e..
TFAE:

(1) fo”(ﬂ) a7 @ dr < 0o for everya > 1.
(2) The inclusion LPC)(p) — LIO) () is L-weakly compact.
(3) The inclusion LPO)(u) — L1 (1) is M-weakly compact.
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(4) The inclusion LPO)(u) < L0 () is DSS.
(5) The restriction of the inclusion LPC)(p) < L1C) (1) on any subspace spanned by a dis-

joint sequence (—XEn—) is not an isomorphism.

W(En) P
. p—q
(6) Timg_, () (1(R2) —2) 5 @) =,

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

and using Holder norm inequality we have

1 xallaey < 20 Fllpe) Ixall 22

Hence by the hypothesis and Proposition 3.2 we get

n

lim sup  [[fxanllqe) < 2u(}111§1 JIxanllze ) =0,

#(An)=0 feB () ()

so the inclusion LPC)(p) < L90) (1) 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) = %(t). From Lemma 3.5 we have that the functions
1 q

= P9 (¢) and m are equi-distributed. Thus (2L)* = (1/f*)* and
prq

u(Q) * w(€) ( = > (2)
/ a< o ) (@ )d:E —/ a ) dx
0 0

Now, as 1/f* is an increasing function it follows, by Lemma 3.6, that (1/f)*(x) = (1/f*)*(x) =
(1/77)(u(€2) — x). Hence

Q Q 1
_ /u( ) = q)*(u( )—z )dx _ /u( )a(pmq) gy,
0 0

Finally, the boundedness of this integral follows now from the hypothesis and Lemma 3.7 for
1(§2) = b, since  (E21)*(-) is decreasing. O

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) = 14+In(1—Int) on (0,1). The inclusion L*(0,1) < LP0)(0,1)

is strictly singular, since for every a > 1
1
/ G- gy o
0

(2) Let po(t) = & for & > 0 on (0,1). The inclusions L>(0,1) < LP=0)(0,1) and
LPa()(0,1) < L*(0,1) are not DSS.
The inclusions Lf”a(')(O, 1) — Lf”ﬁ(')(O, 1), for0<a<f<lorl<f<a<oo,are
not DSS.
(3) Let pu(t) = (1——1ta) on (0,1) and a > 0. The inclusions LP~()(0,1) < L'(0,1) and

L>®(0,1) < LP=()(0,1) are not weakly compact.
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(4) Let pa(t) = In*(7) for ¢t € (0,1/e) and 0 < @ < oo. The inclusion L*°(0,1/e) —
Lre()(0,1/e) is strictly singular if and only if 0 < a < 1. Indeed, this follows from

Theorem 4.6, since
1

lim (l—a:)lna((%’“”)fl) =0
z—1l/e "€

if and only if 0 < a < 1. On the other side the inclusions LP()(0,1/e) < L*(0,1/e),
for ao > 0, are not DSS.
The inclusions LP5()(0,1/e) < LP=()(0,1/e) for 0 < a < B < oo are not DSS.
(5) Let « >0, t € (0,1/e) and
In“(1)

pa(t) == m

The inclusion LP=()(0,1/e) < L'(0,1/e) is weakly compact if and only if 0 < a < 1.
(6) Let q(t) := y/In(1) for t € (0,2) and p(t) := (1 + €)q(t), for some € > 0. The inclusion
Lr0)(0, )~ L10)(0, 1) is DSS. Indeed,
lim (l _ x)(i,;qq)*(m) — lim [(l o x)(%)*(w)] e —0.
e

z—l e z—1
€ e

In case of p* < oo, the condition essinf(p—q)(-) > 0 is a sufficient condition for the inclusion
LPO) (1) — L0 (1) be DSS ([13] Prop.3.3) or L-weakly compact ([9] Thm. 3.4). However this
fails when p* = oo, 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 (€2, i, d) is said to be

(locally) log-Hdlder continuous if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for all z # y € Q,

C
|f(x) = f(y)] < m-

The class of log-Hélder continuous exponents is very useful in applications of variable exponent
spaces (cf. [8, 7]).

Proposition 5.1. Let f:[0,1] — [0,00) be a log-Hélder continuous function. Then its decreas-

ing rearrangement f* is also log-Hélder continuous.

Proof. Assume that f* is not log-Holder continuous, so there exist two sequences (x,) and (y;,)
in [0, 1] such that, for every natural n,

n

[f*(@n) = " (yn) > :
In <€ + m)
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We can suppose f*(z,) > f*(yn) for every n. We will look for sequences (a,,) and (b,) such
that [an —bn| < |zn —yn| and [f(an) — f(bn)| = [f*(zn) — f*(yn)], since then

n

In (e + Imniyn\> - In <e + m) .

We know by the properties of f* that
[{te0.1: £ () < 0 < (@) || < lan =,

and
(5.1 {tela: Fuy < £ < 7@} < e -l

For every natural n we define the disjoint compact sets A, := f~1([0, f*(y,)]) and B, :=
Y [f*(x,),00)). Thus there exist a, € A, and b, € B,, such that

lan, —bp| = min{|r —s| : r € A, and s € B, }.

Since f is continuous we have

flan) < f*(yn) and  f(bn) = f*(2n).
Now, for t = Aa,, + (1 — A\)b, with 0 < A < 1, it follows from the definition of a,, and b,, that
f (yn) < f(8) < F7(2n)-
Using (5.1), we conclude that |a, — by| < |z, — ynl. O
Proposition 5.2. Let p(-) > q(-) log-Holder continuous exponents on [0,1]. If
lim (1—a)P~9"® =,

rz—1—

then essinf(p —q) > 0.

Proof. Suppose that essinf(p — ¢) = 0 (hence lim,_,1(p — ¢)*(x) = 0). Then, given z,, € [0,1),

we can take x,41 close enough to 1 to get

(Tng1 — $n)(p_q)*($n+1) ~(1— xn)(p—q)*(l) =(1—z,)"=1.

Concretely, we take x,y; so that (x,41 — xn)(p_q)*(w"“)

v

%. So, by induction, for every

xo € [0,1), we can construct a sequence (x,) 1 satisfying

(xn—l—l - $n)(p—q)*(mn+1) > 9
But, on the other side, p(-) and ¢(-) are log-Holder continuous, so (p — ¢)(-) and (p — q)*(*)
are log-Holder too by above proposition. If we also suppose that lim,_,1(1 — x)(p_q)*(m) =0 we

reach a contradiction, as
(Tng1 — )P0 @) = (g ) — )P~ @nt1)=(P=a)" (@n)+(P=)" (2n)
< 1 > (r—a)* (@n)—(p—q)" (Tn+1)

(Tpp1 — Ty) PO (@)
Tp41 — Tn

M

<;> () (1= )00 22 g

Tp41 — Tn

IN
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M
n—oo

because (1 — z,,)P~9"(#n) 2% ( and ( L >ln<e+”n+11’””") — eM. O

Tn+1—Tn

Corollary 5.3. Let p(-) > q(-) be log-Hélder continuous exponents on [0,1] with pT < oo.
TFAE:

(1) essinf(p() —q()) > 0.

(2) The inclusion LP0)[0,1] — L20)[0,1] is DSS.

(3) lim,_,;- (1 —z)®P~9"(@) =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 LP«()[0,1] < LP[0,1] are not DSS , for pe(z) =p+ 2% a >0
and 1< p < 0.

In general essinf(p — ¢)(-) > 0 is not an equivalence for an inclusion be DSS but just a
sufficient condition (even in the case of be p(-) continuous and ¢(-) log-Ho6lder continuous):

(ii) Take a log-Holder continuous exponent ¢(-), the continuous function

In (flogs(1 — )1 )
)= g

(for j natural) and the exponent p(-) = q(-)+7r(1-27%)x[0,1—2-¢)+7(-)X[1—2-¢,1]- Then essinf(p—
¢)(-) = 0 but the inclusion LP()[0,1] — LI)[0,1] is M-weakly compact for big enough j > p*t
and hence DSS (see [22] p.9).

We do not know whether above criteria can be extended to bounded open subsets in R"
(n>2).

6. THE INFINITE MEASURE CASE

In order to study DSS inclusions on an infinite measure, we can always assume that p(Qq) =
oo (in Proposition 2.1), avoiding trivial cases of non-DSS inclusions.
If the inclusion LPO) () < LIO) (1) holds and pt < oo, then the sets D, (for every £ > 0)

has infinite measure, where
D.:={teQq:pt) <qt)+e}.

Indeed, assume that there exists € > 0 such that p(D.) < oo. Then, u(24\ D) = oo and if
r(t) == ;2L (t), we have T‘—Ed\Ds < # < oo. Hence, for every A > 1,

+ot
[ A0 gy > /Q . AT Odp > A= 1(Qy \ DL = oo
d d\Te

which, using Proposition 2.1, gives a contradiction.
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Proposition 6.1. Let (2, 1) be an atomless infinite measure space and exponents p(-) and q(-).
If the inclusion LPC)(p) < L1O) (1) holds and pt < oo, 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 (f,) generating the same infinite dimensional (closed) subspace in LP() (1) as well as
in Lq(')(,u). To do so, if we could take functions f, := x4,, where (A,) is a disjoint sequence
with p(A,) = 1 verifying that pr;n — q‘;n < %, the proof would be finished.

Indeed, under these hypotheses we have the inclusions

Bp& — [fn]p(,) — €p+

lan
and
b = [falg) = G+
‘An ‘An
Using now Proposition 2.2 we have that the Nakano sequence spaces ¢ - = /¢, =/(_ =

Pl Py 9
€q‘+ . Hence, we deduce that [fn]p) = [falg()-
An
Let us now construct such disjoint sequence (A, ) with the above properties. We remarked
above that for every natural n we have u(D 1) =00 (or either p(-)|4 = ¢(-)|a over a positive
2n

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

1

{[zs, zi1+1)} of the interval [1,pT) where 1 =21 <x9 < ... < xp =p" and 311 —; < 5= for

every natural 7, we can assure that, for some 7,
i (D o™ ([, 2501))) = oo
Even more, by the definition of D1 , it is also true that
2n

- _ 1
p <D;n Np~" ([, 2541)) Mg ([ — %ﬁcﬁl))) = oo.

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

_ 1 1
PE, — g, < T+ — (25— o) S o
Now, since p(E,,) = oo for each natural n, we can take A, C (En N (U Ai)c> with u(4,) =1

getting so the needed disjoint sequence (A,). O

Proposition 6.2. Let (Q,u) be an atomless infinite measure space and exponents p(-) and
q(-). If the inclusion LPC)(p) < LiC)(u) holds and the distribution function of q(-) wverifies
,uq(.)(n) = oo for every natural n, then the inclusion is not DSS.
Proof. Consider the sets

D,={teQ : qt)>n} C E,={teQ : p(t)>n}

Since u(D,,) = oo, the increasing sequence (D,\E,,), verifies u(D,\E,,) /oo as m — oo.
Hence, by the hypotheses, it is possible to find a strictly increasing sequence (ng); of natural

numbers and a disjoint sequence of measurable sets (Ay)r with p(Ax) =1 such that

- — + +
e <y, <P, ad gl <SP S g
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Consider now the (closed) subspace [x4,]y(.), formed by all functions of the form , Axxa, €
LP0) (1) such that Pp() (A D ks N AkXAy) A2 0 for every A > 0.
If 3, Axa, € LPO)(u), then, for some r > 0,

Ak XA Ak b7 Ak

Nkt1 < p‘Ak < Zk,‘ k < p‘Ak: < Nk

Z’ | Z’ po) (55 )_Ek:\—rl _Ek b=

Hence, since the Nakano sequence spaces () = log = £y, 1)+ we deduce that the subspace

XA lp() = co-
Analogously the corresponding subspace defined similarly [y Ak]q(') in Lq(')(,u) satisfies that
[XA4lq() = co. Therefore we conclude that [xa,]p) = [xa,lq() = co- O

Combining now the two above propositions we cover the different cases for the the following
statement (notice that the case ¢* < p* = oo and pp(y(n) = oo for every natural n is not

possible according with Proposition 2.1).

Theorem 6.3. Let (Q, 1) be a non-atomic infinite measure space and exponents p(-) and q(-).
If the inclusion LPC) () < LIO) () holds, then it is not DSS.

Proof. In the case of the existence of a subset Q¢ C Q with u(£20) = oo and p‘EO < 00, the
above Proposition 6.1 gives the result. For the other possible cases we can use now Proposition
6.2. d

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 L%(0,00) <
L¥(0,00) are DSS for the Orlicz functions ¢(z) = 2"V 2° and (x) = 2P Vi, (r < p < q < s)
(cf. [14] Ex. 4.9).

Remark 6.5. Note that also for infinite measures if the inclusion L () < LP()(1) holds then
it is non-DSS.

Indeed, assume that for an exponent function p(-) the inclusion L% (u) < LPO) (1) holds.
Then, xq € LPO)(u), so there exists A > 1 such that Jo % < oo. It follows that the sets
D,, = {t € Q: p(t) > n} has infinite measure for every natural n (since u(D) < 00). Now
reasoning as in above Proposition 6.2, we can easily deduce that the inclusion L (u) < LP0) (1)
is non-DSS.
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