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A LATTICE APPROACH TO MATRIX WEIGHTS

ZOE NIERAETH

ABSTRACT. In this paper we recontextualize the theory of matrix weights within the
setting of Banach lattices. We define an intrinsic notion of directional Banach function
spaces, generalizing matrix weighted Lebesgue spaces. Moreover, we prove an extrapola-
tion theorem for these spaces based on the boundedness of the convex-set valued maximal
operator. We also provide bounds and equivalences related to the convex body sparse
operator. Finally, we introduce a weak-type analogue of directional Banach function
spaces. In particular, we show that the weak-type boundedness of the convex-set val-
ued maximal operator on matrix weighted Lebesgue spaces is equivalent to the matrix
Muckenhoupt condition, with equivalent constants.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Matrix weighted Lebesgue spaces. Given a Calderén-Zygmund operator T and
a space of functions X modeling the initial data of a given partial differential equation, the
question whether 7" maps X to itself is fundamental to the theory of singular integrals.
This question has been fully answered when X is a weighted Lebesgue space L, (RY).
Here, w is an a.e. positive measurable function, and we say that f € L%, (RY) if

/ lwf|Pdz < oo.
RA

Then we have T : LL,(R?) — L%, (RY) precisely when 1 < p < oo, and w satisfies the
Muckenhoupt A,, condition, i.e.,
1

[w], = sgp (ﬁ /prdw> <ﬁ /Qw_p, dw)p < 00,

see, e.g., [Gral4]. Here the supremum is taken over all cubes @ in R%, and p’ is the Holder
conjugate of p. Note that our normalization of the constant is due to us having introduced
our weights using the multiplier approach, see [LN24].

In the ‘90s, this theory has been extended to the setting of so-called matrix weights. We
let F denote either the field R or C. A matrix valued mapping W : R — F™*" is called
a matrix weight if it is Hermitian and positive definite. For an exponent 0 < p < oo,
we define LY, (R4 F") as the space of measurable functions f : R? — F" for which
|W f| € LP(RY), i.e., for which

B =

1

gy = ([ W@l de)” <o,

where the integral is replaced by an essential supremum when p = co. We have normalized
the weight as a natural extension of the multiplier notation in the scalar-valued case;
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see also [BC23]. For a linear operator T acting on functions taking values in F and a
measurable function f = (f1,..., fn) : R = F", we define

Tf(z) := (Tfi(z),...,Tfa(z)).

When T is a Calderén-Zygmund operator, finding an alternative to the Muckenhoupt
condition for matrix weights was initiated by Nazarov, Treil, and Volberg in the ‘90s, see
[NT96, Tre89, TVI97a, TVITh, Vol97]. In these works, they studied the boundedness of
H on L’;V(R; R"), where H is the Hilbert transform. The theory was extended to general
Calderén-Zygmund operators by Christ and Goldberg [CG01]. Though usually written in
a more involved way using function norms, the matrix A, condition can be formulated by
saying that there is a constant C' > 0 such that for every cube @ and for every u € F"

there is a non-zero v € F™ such that
1

(1.1) <6/Q|W(x)u|pdx)%(ﬁ/Q|W1(x)v|p/ dz)” < Clu-],

where u-v = Y )_; ui0f is the standard scalar product in F"”. We denote the optimal
constant C' by [W],,.

In [NPTV17] it was shown that Calderén-Zygmund operators satisfy a so-called convex
body domination. More precisely, if T" is a Calderén-Zygmund operator, then there is a
constant Cp > 0 such that for every bounded function f with bounded support there is a
sparse collection of cubes S for which for a.e. € R?* we have

Tf(z)eCr Y {(flolo(),
QES

where
(1.2 (e = {1y |1 de < Ihllmmey < 1},

where scalar multiples of a set are considered pointwise, and where the sum of the sets is
interpreted as a Minkowski sum. Using this, they showed the bound

(1.3) HffHL%V(Rd;F") < [WBHJCHL‘%V(Rd;F")'

for the Hilbert transform T' = H, which was later generalized to all Calderén-Zygmnd
operators by Culiuc, Di Plinio, and Ou in [CDO18]. When n > 1, the third power
dependence of [W], was very recently shown to be sharp for the Hilbert transform by
Domelevo, Petermichl, Treil, and Volberg in [DPTV24]. This is in stark contrast with the
n = 1 case, where sparse domination yields the sharp square dependence of [w]s:

(1.4) ITf Nl mey S Wl3N Nl r, mey:

see, e.g., [Ler13]. Furthermore, one can apply the sharp version of the Rubio de Francia
extrapolation theorem of [DGPPO05] to (1.4) to obtain the sharp bound

HTfHLﬁ,(Rd) S [w];?a"{””’ }HfHLﬁ,(Rd),
valid for every 1 < p < oo. This extrapolation theorem was very recently extended to
the matrix weight setting n > 1 by Bownik and Cruz-Uribe in [BC23]. Their quantitative
bounds match the one of the scalar-valued case n = 1. Due to the failure of the bound
(1.4) when n > 2, applying their result to (1.3) yields

~ 2 max{p,p'}
T, gy S (W] 07

1Flzp, e
which does not recover the known bound

171l oseny < VIl ag, ey



A LATTICE APPROACH TO MATRIX WEIGHTS 3

by Cruz-Uribe, Isralowitz, and Moen in [CIM18, Corollary 1.16]. Thus, finding the sharp
bounds outside of p = 2 remains open. We refer the reader to [Cru24] for an overview of the
history of this problem. Qualitatively, the paper [BC23] marks a significant development
in the theory of matrix weights. They fully develop the theory of convex-set valued
mappings to define an analogue of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator adapted to
matrix weights.

Denote the collection of non-empty, closed, convex, and symmetric subsets of F" by /.
Given a mapping F : R¢ — K, one can define its set of measurable selections

SORLF) :={f e L°%RELFM) : f(z) € F(z) ae.},

where LY(R%; F") denotes the space of measurable functions f : RY — F". Moreover, we
can define the average (F')g through the so-called Aumann integral as

(Pl =gy [ 7de: £ € SPREE)}

This generalizes (1.2) in the sense that if C(f)(x) denotes the smallest set in K containing
the vector f(x) € F", then
(K(fe ={e-

One can now define MXF : R — K by letting M F(z) be the smallest set in X containing

U e

Q>
Defining LY, (R%; K) as the space of those F' : R? — K for which the function

h(z) == sup |[W(x)ul
ueF (z)

satisfies h € LP(R?), it was shown in [BC23, Theorem 6.9] that

1M Fl e mage) S WD IF s, mec)
for all 1 < p < oo. This completely recovering Buckley’s sharp bound [Buc93] when n = 1.
Moreover, defining ToF(z) := (F)q 1g(z), they showed in [BC23, Proposition 6.6] that
for all 1 < p < oo we have

(1.5) Sgp HTQHL’V’V(Rd;KHL’V’V(Rd;K) ~ Wl

Even beyond the setting of weighted Lebesgue spaces, this condition of uniformly bounding
the averaging operators over all cubes serves as a useful generalization of the Muckenhoupt
condition. We refer the reader to [Nie24] and references therein for an overview.

1.2. Banach function spaces. The theory of singular integrals in more general spaces
of functions has received considerable attention in the past years. A space X is called
a Banach function space if it is a complete normed subspace of the space LO(R?) of
measurable F-valued functions, and satisfies:

e The ideal property: if f € X and |g| < |f] a.e., then g € X with ||g||x < ||flx;
e The saturation property: if £ C R satisfies |E| > 0, then there is a subset F C E
with |F| >0 and 1p € X.
The saturation property is equivalent to the existence of a function p € X satisfying p > 0
a.e., or to the non-degeneracy property that if

fgdx =0
Rd
for all f € X, then g = 0. A detailed survey of why these are the right assumptions to make
in the definition of a Banach function space can be found in the survey of Lorist and the
author in [LN24]. This framework allows one to tackle the theory of singular integrals in
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spaces such as weighted Morrey spaces and weighted variable Lebesgue spaces, which are
spaces that respectively appear as boundary data of elliptic PDESs, or as non-homogeneous
date of PDEs within areas such as image processing and quasi-Newtonian fluids.

In order to extend this framework to the setting of matrix weights, one can define a
space Xy as the space of those f € L(R%; F") for which |Wf| € X for a given matrix
weight . Exactly as was done in [BC23] for X = LP(R?), one can study the boundedness
properties of singular integrals in these spaces by extending them to spaces of convex-set
valued functions. We can define the space Xy[K] as those ' : R? — K for which

h(z) := sup |W(z)u|
ueF (z)
belongs to X. While this allows one to define spaces such as matrix weight analogues
of Morrey spaces and variable Lebesgue spaces, it is unsatisfactory in the sense that
the definition of a function space should be intrinsic, i.e., it should not be defined in
terms of a given matrix weight. Even in the case n = 1, studying properties such as the
Muckenhoupt condition and boundedness of singular integrals has a very rich theory in
intrinsically defined spaces, see [Nie24] and references therein for an overview.

In the scalar-valued case n = 1, the ideal property states that a Banach function space
X is a Banach lattice in the sense that the norm preserves the a.e. partial ordering of
functions |g(x)| < |f(x)|. When n > 1, however, there are many natural partial orderings
one can give to F™. To create a theory compatible with matrix weights, we need to
partially order F™ in such a way that a vector u dominating a vector v should imply
that |Av| < |Au| for every matrix A € F"*". As it turns out, this has a very elegantly
characterization in terms of convex bodies. Given u € F", define

K(u):={ u: A€ F, |\ <1},

which is the smallest set in I containing u. As a (non-strict) partial ordering, we interpret
the inclusion (v) C K(u) as u dominating v. This can be extended to functions f,g €

LOY(R% F™) through writing IC(f)(x) := K(f(x)), and asking that
K(g)(x) € K(f)(=)

for a.e. € R%. This ordering can be characterized as follows:

Proposition. Let f,g € L°(R%F™). The following are equivalent:
(i) K(9)(z) € K(f)(x) for a.e x € RY;
(ii) g(x) € K(f)(x) for a.e. x € RY;
(iii) |g-u| < |f-u| a.e. for all u € F*;
(iv) g = hf for some h € L™®(R%) with [/l oo ey < 1.

For a proof, see Proposition 2.4 below. In essence, the ordering K(g)(z) C K(f)(x)
means that for a.e. € R%, g(z) points in the same direction as f(z), but with a smaller
magnitude. We propose the following definition of an F™-directional Banach function
space:

Definition. We say that X is an F"-directional Banach function space if it is a complete
normed subspace of L°(R%; F") and satisfies the following properties:
e The directional ideal property: For all f € X and g € L°(R%; F") satisfying K(g) C
K(f) a.e., we have g € X with ||g|lx < [|f]Ix;
e Non-degeneracy: If g € LO(R?%; F™) satisfies Jgaf-gdxz =0 forall fe X, then g=0.

The non-degeneracy property allows us to define the Kothe dual X’ of X through

lollx: == sup [ If-glda.

Ifllx=1R
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which again satisfies the directional ideal property. We call X Kothe reflezive if X" = X.
When n = 1, Kothe reflexivity is characterized by the Fatou property through the Lorentz-
Luxemburg theorem. A similar assertion is true for F"-directional quasi-Banach function
spaces under a stronger saturation condition, see Theorem 3.4.

These spaces can be naturally extended to spaces of convex-set valued mappings F' :
R? — K. We define LO(R%; K) as the space of F : R? — K that are measurable in the
sense that for every measurable £ C F", the set

FYE):={zecR¥: F(z)NE # o}

is also measurable. Then we define X[K] as the space of those F' € L°(R%; K) for which
its space of measurable selections S°(R%; F') is a bounded subset of X, with

IFllxpe == sup - |[f]lx.
FESO(REF)

This space naturally contains X through the isometric embedding f — K(f), see Proposi-
tion 3.5 below. Working with the general definition of X[K] in terms of the selections
SOR4; F) is facilitated by the so-called Filippov selection theorem. It states that if
¢ : R x F* — R is measurable in its first coordinate and continuous in its second,
then for any h € L°(R?) for which for a.e. = € R, h(z) is of the form ¢(x,u) for some
(z,u) satisfying u € F(z), then there is a selection f € S°(R?; F) for which

hx) = ¢(z, f(2)).

For example, this can be used to show that if F'(x) is a bounded set for a.e. z € R?, then,
for a given matrix weight W : R? — F™*", there is a selection fy € S°(R?; F) such that
[fo(@)| = sup [W(z)ul.
ueF (x)

As a consequence, when X is a Banach function space with the Fatou property, the space
Xw[K] coincides exactly with our earlier defined space of F' € LY(R%;K) for which the
function

h(z) == sup |[W(x)ul
ueF (x)

belongs to X, see Proposition 3.10 below.

1.3. Main results. Our first main result is a generalization of the extrapolation theorem
of Bownik and Cruz-Uribe [BC23] to F"-directional Banach function spaces.

Theorem A. Let 1 < p < oo and suppose
T: |J LY RLFT) - LO(RYGFT)
WeA,
is a map for which there is an increasing function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) such that for all
W e A, and all f € LY, (R F") we have
ITF s, ety < SIS on gt
Let X be a Kothe reflexive F"-directional Banach function space for which
MY X[K] = X[K], M*:X'[K] - X'[K].
Then T'f is well-defined for all f € X, and

1

1
HTfHX Sn (b(CnHMK M’C“)’k/[;c]ﬁx/[;c])”f”)(-

H%[IC]%X[IC]H
Ifp =00 orp=1, we can omit the bound M* : X'[K] — X'[K] or M* : X[K] — X[K]

respectively.
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This result is proven in a more general pairs of functions setting in Theorem 6.1 below.
Our proof is new, and distinct from the one of Bownik and Cruz-Uribe in how we use our
Rubio de Francia extrapolation theorem. In their work, they apply the Rubio de Francia
algorithm to an auxiliary operator

TF(x):= sup |W(x)u|W(z) B,
uEMKF(z)

where B is the closed unit ball in F™. Moreover, they explicitly use the fact that this
operator maps the space of scalar function multiples of the ellipsoid W (x)~!'B to itself.
As we have no matrix weight to work with, our proof of Theorem A instead relies on the
Filippov selection theorem and a function norm approach, yielding a very elegant intrinsic
argument. When n = 1, our approach is similar to the one used for Lebesgue spaces in
[CMP11]; in particular, it does not recover the sharp extrapolation theorem for matrix
weighted Lebesgue spaces. We do emphasize that our approach can be adapted to give
an intrinsic proof of the extrapolation theorem of [BC23]. We also note that when n = 1,
our result recovers the sharpest result known in the literature for general Banach function
spaces of [CMM22], see also [Nie23, Section 4.7].

If T is a Calderén-Zygmund operator, then we can apply Theorem A for p = 2 to (1.3)
to conclude that

3 3
K2 K2
(1-6) HTHXaX 5 ||M ||)2([/C]_>X{/C]HM ‘|)2(/[/c]_>x/[1q-
This, however, is certainly not sharp. Our second main theorem shows how the power %

can be reduced to 1 in this estimate using convex body domination.
For a collection of cubes P and a locally integrably bounded F : R¢ — K, we define
the averaging operator Tp as

TpF(z):= Y (F)qlg(a),
QEP

where scalar multiples of a set are considered pointwise, and the sum is interpreted as a
Minkowski sum. When F' = KC(f) for a function f integrable over the cubes in P, we have

Tp(K()(@) = > (o lo).
QEeP
A collection of cubes S is called sparse if for all QQ € S we have
U @l

Q'eS
Q'CQ

The boundedness properties of Ts in X[K] for sparse collections S dictate precisely on
which spaces X an operator satisfying convex body domination is bounded. Indeed, if

Tf(x)eCr> (fhol(x),

QeS

then, since [|KC(f)[lxp) = I fllx,

(1.7) ITfllx S ITsEUDxpg < I1Tslxpe-xpg £l x-

Thus, to study bounds for 7" in X, we need to study the behavior of Ts in X[K]. We have
the following result on the relationship between the boundedness of the sparse operator
Ts and of M*:

Theorem B. Let X be a Kdthe reflexive F™-directional Banach function space. Then the
following are equivalent:
(i) Ts : X[K] = X[K] and Ts : X'[K] = X'[K] uniformly for all sparse collection S;
(is) M* : X[K] — X[K] and M* : X'[K] — X'[K].
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Moreover, in this case we have
K
M| x i —xix) Sam 1T |Ixpe—xx);
K
I M™ | xx—xx) Sdon 1 Ts 1%k — %K)
K K
max{|| Tslxpc-xix) | Tsllx po—xrxgt Sn IM™ Ixpg—xpg 1M lxix - %11 -

The proof of this result can be found in Section 7. Surprisingly, it is not clear if the
two bounds in (i) are equivalent. This is in stark contrast with the fact that they are
equivalent when viewing the operator Ts as a linear operator on X and X’ instead of their
convex-set valued variants. Moreover, when S is pairwise disjoint, this symmetry is true
in X[K], see Theorem 4.4 below.

To prove Theorem B we need to establish a convex body domination result for M*,

which is interesting in its own right. Here, for a collection of cubes P, we define M7’§ in
the same way as M*, but with the union Ug(F)q 1q(w) taken only over the Q € P.

Theorem C. Let D be a dyadic grid and let F C D be finite. For each F € L°(R%;K)
satisfying F'1g € LY (R4 K) for all cubes Q, there is a sparse collection S C F for which
MEF(x) € C,M5F(z)

for a.e. x € RY.

This theorem can be found below as Theorem 7.2. As a consequence of Theorem B and
(1.7), we obtain the following improvement of (1.6):

Corollary D. Let T be an operator for which there is a constant Cr > 0 such that for
every f € L (R4, F") there is a sparse collection S for which

Tf(z) € Cr Y (fhelo(@).
Qes
Let X be a Kdthe reflexive F"-directional Banach function space for which

M*R XK = X[K], MF:X'K] = X'[K].
Then, for all f € L(R%F™) N X we have
ITfllx S CrlIM™ || xpeg x| M 1 ey s 1 f -

Finally, we initiate a study into the boundedness of averaging operators related to the
Muckenhoupt condition in F™-directional Banach function spaces X. As we noted in
(1.5), the matrix A, condition can be recovered through the uniform boundedness of the
averaging operators

ToF(z) := (F)q1q(x)
in L%, (R% K). Intriguingly, one does not need to bound Ty on LY, (R4 K) to recover the
matrix A, condition. Indeed, if we define T f := (f)g 1 for f € LO(R% F"), then we
already have

sgp HTQHL@V(Rd;F")HLﬁv(Rd;F”) = [W]p,
this time with a strict equality. In general, given a pairwise disjoint collection of cubes P
and Tp f = ZQ€P< )@ 1g, then, by a proof based on the John ellipsoid theorem, we have
Tpr: X=X & TPX[,C]—)X[IC]

with comparable operator norm, up to a constant depending only on n, see Theorem 4.4
below.
When n = 1, the Muckenhoupt condition X € A is defined as

[X]a = Sup QI 1o lxl 1o llx < oo,
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and the quantity |Q|7!||1¢ ||x||1¢ ||x’ is precisely the operator norm of T : X — X,
see [Nie24, Section 3]. Generalizing this to n > 1, we say that an F"-directional Banach
function space X satisfies the Muckenhoupt condition X € A if

X i=sup [ Tollx-x < ox.

As is the case for n = 1, we can determine a more or less exact expression for the operator
norm ||Tg|lx—x in terms of indicator functions. If X is K&the reflexive, then we have
X € A precisely if for all cubes @ we have 1gu € X, X’ for all v € F", and there is a
constant C' > 0 such that for every u € F™ and every cube @ there is a non-zero v € F"
for which
I1qulxl[1qulx < Clu-v|.

Moreover, the optimal C coincides with [X] 4, see Section 4 below. When X = L% (R4 F"),
then this is precisely the Muckenhoupt condition W &€ A,. Several further characteriza-
tions of X € A are given in Theorem 5.2 below.

To study the relationship between the boundedness of M* in X[K] and the Mucken-
houpt condition X € A, we also define an analogue of the strong Muckenhoupt condition.
We say that X satisfies the strong Muckenhoupt condition X € Agrong if

[X]Astrong = S%p ||TP||X‘>X < 0

where the supremum is taken over all pairwise disjoint collections of cubes P. As noted
in the above discussion, we have

[X]a ~n S‘ép 1Tollxk—xKk,  [X]a ~n S%P 1 TP x (k) —xK]-

Thus, it is not surprising that the (strong) Muckenhoupt condition is related to the bounds
of MX in X[K]. We say that M* : X[K] = Xyeak|K] if there is a constant C' > 0 such
that for all f € X[K] we have

SUP 111 eruerrer@y vlx = ClIF X
u n

Moreover, we denote the optimal constant C' by || M KHX[K] Xy [K]- Weak-type bounds

for M* in LP(R%; F") were also considered in [BC23], but their definition of a weak-type
space differs from ours: they considered the condition that the function

h(z):= sup |u
u€MKF(z)

satisfies h € LP>°(R%). It seems that our weak-type bound is better suited for the theory.
Indeed, we have the following result extending [Nie24, Theorem B]:

Theorem E. Let X be a Kdthe reflexive F™-directional Banach function space. Consider
the following statements:

(a) M* : X[K] — X[K];

(b) X S Astmng;

(C) M* X[IC] — Xweak[lc];'

(d) X € A.
Then (a)=(b)=(c)=(d) with

[X]A S HMKHX[’C]*)XUJBH‘]C[’C] S./d,n [X]Ast'mng S HMKHX[’C]*)X[’C]

Furthermore, if X there is a C > 1 such that for all pairwise disjoint collections of cubes
P and all f € X, g € X' we have

(1.8) > I flixl 1o glx: < CliflIxllgllx,
QeP



A LATTICE APPROACH TO MATRIX WEIGHTS 9
then (b)-(d) are equivalent, with

[X]Ast'mng ~ HMK:HX[’C]—)XWQ,L]C[’C] ~ [X]A

This result can be found as Theorem 5.6 below. The condition (1.8) when n = 1 is
often denoted as X € G. Moreover, if X € G, then for any matrix weight W, the estimate
(1.8) is satisfied by Xy. An application of Holder’s inequality shows that it holds for
X = LP(R%) with C' = 1. This yields the following corollary:

Corollary F. Let 1 < p < oo and let W : R* — F™*" be a matriz weight. Then the
following are equivalent:
(i) W e Ap;
(ii) M* : L%,(Rd;IC) — L%,(Rd;lC)weak.
Moreover, we have
W, = HMIC”L’V’V(Rd;IC)HL“';V(Rd;IC)wmk'

Further examples of spaces X satisfying X € G include variable Lebesgue spaces with
global log-Holder regular exponents. We refer the reader to [Nie24] and references therein
for a further overview of this condition.

Organization. This paper is organized as follows:

e In Section 2 we define the preliminary notions of convex bodies and convex-set valued
functions that we will require throughout this work.

e In Section 3 we introduce directional quasi-Banach function spaces and their convex-
set valued analogues, and prove basic equivalences and results for these spaces. The
directional analogue of the Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem is proven in Appendix A.

e In Section 4 we discuss the boundedness of averaging operators in directional Banach
function spaces and their convex-set valued analogues in general o-finite measure
spaces.

e In Section 5 we discuss the Muckenhoupt condition and its relations to the bounds of
the convex-set valued maximal operator.

e In Section 6 we prove Theorem A.

e In section 7 we prove Theorem B and Theorem C.

Notation. Throughout this work, d,n > 1 are fixed integers denoting dimension. We
let F denote either the field R or the field C. For u,v € F" we write u = (uq,...,uy),

v=(v1,...,0,), and we define the standard scalar product and norm
n
__ 1
u-v = Zukvk, lu| == |u - ulz.
k=1

We write A < B to mean that there is some constant C' for which A < C'B. If the constant
C' depends on parameters ai, as, ..., then we write A So, a,,... B. Moreover, A 2 B and
A Za1,a0,... B are defined similarly. We write A = B when both A < B and A 2 B, and
similarly with parameter subscripts.

2. CONVEX BODIES

Definition 2.1. We let C denote the collection of non-empty closed sets K C F". More-
over, we denote by K the subcollection of C of sets K that satisfy the following additional
properties:

o Converxity: If u,v € K, then for all 0 < ¢ <1 we have (1 —t)u +tv € K;

o Symmetry: If u € K, then Au € K for all A € F with |A| = 1;

We let K denote the bounded sets in IC.
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For K,L € C and A € F we define K + L and AK through
K+L:={u+v:ueK,vel}lelC, MK:={\:uekK}eCl.

Taking the closure in the definition of K + L is necessary, unless one of the K or L is
compact, in which case the Minkowski sum is closed.
As K is closed under arbitrary intersections, given a set B C F", we define

KB):=(|{Kek:BCK}eKk,
i.e., K(B) is the smallest set in K containing B. Note that if B is bounded, then K(B) € Kp.
Given a vector u € F", we write K(u) := K({u}).
Proposition 2.2. Let w € F". Then K(u) ={Au: X € F, |\ <1}.

Proof. Since K :={Au: A€ F, |\ <1} € K and u € K, we have K(u) C K. Conversely,
if v € K, then v = Au for some |A| < 1. Since u € K(u), symmetry implies that also
A7t —|A|7tv € K(u). Hence, setting ¢ := 1(1 — |)|) € [0,1], by convexity of K(u) we
have

v=(1-t)\ v —t|]\ v e Ku).
The result follows. O

The space Cp of closed and bounded subsets of F" is a complete metric space with
respect to the Hausdorff distance

dy(K, L) := sup inf |u — v|,sup inf |Ju— v|}.
(K, L) maX{ZgIg;ngu vl,vlelgunglu vl}

Moreover, K is a closed subset of C, with respect to this metric.

2.1. Convex-set valued mappings. Given a o-finite measure space (€2, 1), we define

L°%(2;C) as the space of mappings F' : 2 — C (modulo mappings a.e. equal to {0}) which

are measurable in the sense that for every measurable set £ C F” the set
FYE)={zeQ:Fx)NE # 2}

is also measurable. We let L°(2; K) denote the subset of L°(€2;C) consisting of the map-
pings F': 0 — K, and similarly for K. Measurability can be characterized as follows:

Proposition 2.3. Let F': Q — C. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) F € L%(Q;C);
(i1) =+ inf e p) lu —v| is measurable for all v € F";
(i) F~Y(U) is measurable for all open U C F";
(iv) F(z) = {fi(z) : k > 1} a.e. for a sequence (fx)k>1 in LO(Q;F™).
Moreover, if F': Q0 — Ky, then the above are also equivalent to

(v) F is measurable as a function from § into Ky equipped with the Borel o-algebra
induced by the Hausdorff distance.

The equivalences (i)-(iv) can be found in [AF09, Theorem 8.1.4]. For the equivalence
with (v), see [CV77, Theorem III.2].

The partial ordering with respect to inclusion of sets of X can be extended to L°(£2; K)
as follows: for F,G € L°(Q;K) we say that ' dominates G if

G(z) C F(x)
for a.e. z € Q. Moreover, given a function f € L%(Q;F"), we define K(f) : @ — K by
K(f)(x) == K(f(z)).

This is a measurable mapping, since for a countable dense subset (A;)r>1 of the set of
{AN e F : |\ <1} we have

K@) ={ ef(z): k> 1}
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For f,g € L°(Q; F") we say that f dominates g if

K(g)(z) € K(f)(x)

for a.e x € Q2. Note that this is not a strict partial ordering, since K(g) = K(f) a.e. does
not imply that ¢ = f a.e. When n = 1, this partial ordering is precisely the relation
lg| < |f| a.e. For general n, f dominates g if and only if |g-u| < |f-u| a.e. for all u € F™.
This follows from the following result:

Proposition 2.4. Let f,g € L°(Q;F"). The following are equivalent:

(i) K(g)(z) € K(f)(z) a.e;
(i) g(x) € K()(w) ac.;
(iii) |g-u| < |f-u| a.e. for all u € F*;
(iv) g = hf for some h € L>(Q) with ||h]|ze~q) < 1.

For the proof we use the following lemma:

Lemma 2.5. Let v,w € F™. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) |v-u| < |w-u| for all u € F*;

(i7) K(v) C K(w).
Proof. For (ii)=-(i), note that by Proposition 2.2 there is a |A| < 1 for which v = Aw.
Hence, for all © € F™ we have

v ul = [Aw-u| < |w-ul,
as desired.
For (i)=(ii), note that the inequality implies that w® C v*, and, hence,
span{v} = (v1)* C (wh)t = spanfw}.
Thus, there is a A € F such that v = Aw. Then
Allof? = [Allv - o] < [AJw - o] = o],

so |A| <1, proving the result by Proposition 2.2. O

Proof of Proposition 2.4. The equivalence (i)« (iii) follows from Lemma 2.5. Moreover, for
(1)< (ii), note that g(z) € K(f)(z) implies, per definition of K(g), that IC(g)(z) C KC(f)(x).

The implication (iv)=-(iii) follows by noting that |g - u| = |h||f - u| < |f - u| a.e. for
all u € F". Finally, for (ii)=(iv), note that by Proposition 2.2 for a.e. z € Q there is
a A, € F, [\;| <1, such that g(z) = Ay f(z), with A\, = 0 if f(z) = 0. It remains to

check that h(z) := A, is measurable. Writing f = (f1,...,fn), 9 = (91,.--gn), we have
supp(f) = Up_, supp(fx) and h(z) = g’;gg whenever x € supp(f). Define E; := supp(fi)
and iteratively define Ej, := supp(fi)\ U;:ll E; for k=2,...,n. Then

N k(@)
i) ;fk( Lo

)
which is measurable. The assertion follows. O

Remark 2.6. Denoting the standard basis of F" by (ex)}_;, the map
L LOQx {1, n}) = LA EY), f o Y f(sRer,
k=1

gives a natural one-to-one correspondence between L°(Q;F") and L°(Q x {1,...,n}),
where {1,...,n} is equipped with the counting measure, and Q x {1,...,n} with the
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product measure. One could be tempted to define f < g on L°(Q; F") by asking for the
component-wise ordering

(2.1) [f (@) - ex] < [g(x) - ex]

for a.e. x € 2. By Proposition 2.4, this partial ordering is weaker than the one we assume.
The biggest advantage of ordering vectors the way that we have, is that if (u) C K(v),
then |Au| < |Av| for any matrix A € F**". This fails under (2.1).

We can extend the set operations on K to L%(;K) pointwise. That is, for F,G €
L%(Q;K) and X € F we can define F + G and AF by

(F+G)@)i=Tutv ueF@), v eG@}, (\F)(x) = AF(x).
Definition 2.7. Let F' € L°(;K). We define the space of measurable selections of F' by
SO F) :={f € L°(Q;F") : f(x) € F(z) for ae. z € Q}.

Proposition 2.8. Let F' € L°(Q;K). Then the set S°(Q; F) is a non-empty, convex, and
symmetric subset of L°(Q; F™) that is closed with respect to convergence in measure.

Proof. To see that S°(€; F) is non-empty, note that it contains the 0 selection f = 0. For
convexity, if f,g € S°(Q; F), then for a.e. € Q and all 0 < ¢ < 1 we have (1 —t)f(z) +
tg(z) € F(z), since F(z) is convex. Thus, (1 —t)f +tg € S°(Q; F). Symmetry is proven
analogously.

To see that SO(2; F) is closed, let (fx)r>1 be a sequence in S°(Q; F) that converges in
measure to a function f € L°(Q; F"). Then there is a subsequence (fk;)j>1 that converges
pointwise a.e. to f. Hence, for a.e. = € €,

£(2) = tim i, (o) € F) = Fla),
since F(z) is closed. Thus, f € S°(Q; F), proving the assertion. O

Definition 2.9. We define L!(Q;K) as the space of F € L%(Q;K) for which S°(Q; F) is
a bounded subset of L'(Q;F"), with

[Flov ) == sup [ flloirn)-
FESO(LF)

For F € L'(9;K) we define the Aumann integral of F as

/QFdM::{/QfdM:fESO(Q;F)}.

If F € LY(;K) then, since the embedding L'(€;F") C L°(Q; F") is continuous, it
follows from Proposition 2.8 that S°(£2; F) is a non-empty, closed, convex, and symmetric
subset of L1(Q;F").

We say that F is integrably bounded if there exists a 0 < k € L(Q) for which for a.e.
x € Q we have

F(z) C{k(x)u e F": |u| < 1}.
It is shown in [BC23, Theorem 3.15] that if F' is integrably bounded, then fQF du € Ky.
This is the case for any F' € L'(Q;K):
Proposition 2.10. Let F € L°(Q;K). Then the following are equivalent:
(i) F € L'(;K);
(ii) F is integrably bounded;
(iii) h € LY(Q), where h(z) := SUPyep(z) [Ul-

Moreover, in this case we have ||F|[11 o) = [[hllz1()-
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Note that the function h is measurable, as it satisfies h(z) = supg>q |fx(x)| for any
sequence (fi)k>1 in LO(€; F™) satisfying
Fe) = Thi@) k= 1J.
For the proof, we will need [BC23, KNV24, Lemma 3.9]:

Lemma 2.11. Let F € L%(Q;Ky). Then there is a fo € S°(Q; F) for which for a.e. x € Q
we have |fo(x)| = SUDye F () .

Proof of Proposition 2.10. For (iii)=-(ii), note that for any v € F(x) we have
|v| < h(z).
h(z)~ ‘v, we have |u| <1 and v = h(x)u. We conclude that
F(z) C{h(z)u € F" : Ju| < 1}.

As h € L'(), this proves the assertion.
For (ii)=-(i), note that for any f € S°(Q; F) we have |f(x)| < k(x). Hence, f €
LY(Q; F") with 1l pm) < |IEl[L1 (). We conclude that F' € LY(Q; K) with

Hence, for u := 1g,pp(n)

1PN L) < Ikl
as desired.
To prove (i)=-(iii), define

Fi(z) :=={u € F(z) : [u| <k}.
Then Fj, € L°(Q;K3), so by Lemma 2.11 there is a selection f; € S(; F},) for which

hi(z) = |fr(x)| = sup |u].
u€EFy(x)

Note that hi(z) T h(z) := sup,ep(y) [u| a.e., and that

sup [|hgll 1) = sup || fell Ly @ipny < I1F k) < oo
k>1 k>1

Hence, by the monotone convergence theorem, h € L'(Q) with
Il 1) = sup (Al 1) < 1F ]| @ix)-
k>1
The result follows. U
Corollary 2.12. Let F € LY(Q;K). Then there is an fo € S°(Q; F) such that
1F] L1 o,0) = I foll -

Proof. By Proposition 2.10 the function h(x) = sup,cp(y) [u| lies in LY(Q). This implies
that |h(z)| < co a.e., and, hence F € LO(2; ). If we let fy be as in Lemma 2.11. Then,
by Proposition 2.10,

1 1 i) = IRl L) = [[follLr@pm)-
This proves the result. O

3. DIRECTIONAL QUASI-BANACH FUNCTION SPACES

We say that X is a quasi-Banach function space over § if it is a complete quasi-normed
vector space X C L2(Q2) that satisfies:

e The ideal property: for all f € X and g € L°(Q) with |g| < |f| a.e. we have g € X

with [lgllx < [[f]lx;
e The saturation property: for every E C Q with u(E) > 0 there is an F' C E with
u(F)>0and 1 € X.
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We let Kx denote the optimal constant in the quasi-triangle inequality

1+ gllx < Kx(Ifllx + llgllx)-

If Kx =1, i.e., the quasi-norm of X is a norm, then we call X a Banach function space
over ). The saturation property is equivalent to the property that the seminorm

lollx = sup / ol da
Ifllx=1/9

is a norm, or to the existence of a weak order unit, i.e., a function p € X satisfying p(z) > 0
for a.e. x € Q. See [LN24] for an overview.

Definition 3.1. We say that X is an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space over €2 if
it is a complete quasi-normed subspace of L?(€; F") and satisfies the following properties:
e The directional ideal property: For all f € X and g € L°(Q; F") satisfying K(g)(z) C
K(f)(x) a.e., we have g € X with ||g||x < ||f]lx;
e Non-degeneracy: 1f g € LO(Q; F™) satisfies [, f - gdp =0 for all f € X, then g = 0.

We let Kx denote the optimal constant in the quasi-triangle inequality. If Kx =1, i.e.,
the quasi-norm of X is a norm, then we call X an F"-directional Banach function space
over 2. Completeness is equivalent to the Riesz-Fischer property, i.e., for every (fx)r>1

for which C := >"° | K% || fxllx < oo, the partial sums Zle fr have a limit f € X with
Ifllx < KxC.

For verifying the directional ideal property, one can use any of the equivalences of
Proposition 2.4.

Given an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space X over 2, we define X’ as the
space of g € L°(Q; F") for which

ol = sup / 1 gldp < oo,

[fllx=1

The non-degeneracy property is equivalent to the assertion that the seminorm || - ||x is a
norm. This follows from the following proposition:

Proposition 3.2. Let X be an F™-directional quasi-Banach function space over 2. Then
we have g € X' if and only if there is a C > 0 such that for all f € X we have

| [ #-ad| < Clflx.
Moreover, in this case the smallest possible C' satisfies ||g||lxr = C.

Proof. If g € X', we have

[ r-adu] < [17glan < Il Il
Q Q
so it remains to prove the converse. Let f € X and define

f:: Lsupp(f-9) |§ ?f

Then, for all v € F", we have | f f(z)-v| < |f(z)-v], so that, by the directional ideal property
of X, we have f € X with ||f|lx < ||f|/x. Hence,

L1 -sldi=| [ F-adu| < Clflx < Clrx.

We conclude that g € X/, with ||g|[x, < C. The assertion follows. O



A LATTICE APPROACH TO MATRIX WEIGHTS 15

We prove several characterizations of non-degeneracy in Proposition A.1 in Appendix A.
Given a complete quasi-normed subspace X C L°(Q; F") and g € L°(Q; F"), we define
X, as the space of functions h € LO(€Y'), with €’ := supp(g), for which hg € X, and set

1Pllx, = [lhgllx-

Saturation of these spaces is equivalent to the directional saturation property:

e Directional saturation: For all non-zero g € LY(£;F™) there is a measurable set
E C supp(g) with p(F) > 0 such that 1pg € X.

When n = 1, directional saturation and non-degeneracy coincide. However, for n > 1, the
directional saturation property is stronger. We have the following characterizations:

Proposition 3.3. Let X be an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space over ). The
following are equivalent:

(i) X satisfies the directional saturation property;
(ii) X, is a quasi-Banach function space over supp(g) for all non-zero g € L°(Q; F™);
(iii) For all g € L°(S;F™) there is a sequence (fi)k>1 in X for which |fi - ul 1 |g - u
a.e. for allu € F™.

Proof. For (i)=(ii), let g € L°(Q;F") be non-zero and let E C supp(g) with pu(E) > 0.
Then 1g g is non-zero, so there is an F C F with u(F) > 0 and 1pg = 1plpg € X.
Thus, 1 € X, proving that X, is saturated and, hence, a quasi-Banach function space
over supp(g).

To see (ii)=(iii), for g € L°(£;F™) it follows from [LN24, Proposition 2.5(ii)] that
there is an increasing sequence of sets (Ej)r>1 with (Jy—; Ex = supp(g) and 15, € X,
for all £ > 1. The result then follows by setting f; := 1g,¢g € X and noting that
|fie -ul =1g, |g-u| 1T |g-ul ae. forall u e F".

Finally, for (iii)=(i), let g € L%(Q; F") be non-zero, and pick (fx)x>1 as in (iii). Then,
by Proposition 2.4(iv), there is a sequence (hg)g>1 in L°°(Q) with 0 < [hg| T Lypp(g)
and fr = hrg. This means that for K large enough, the set E := {|hg| > %} has positive
measure. Since

a.ce.

[1Eg-ul <2hk|lg - ul = [2fK - ul

a.e. for all u € F", it follows from the directional ideal property of X that 1z g € X. The
assertion follows. O

We say that an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space X over {2 satisfies the Fatou
property if:

e For all (fi)r>1 in X for which there is an f € LY(Q;F") such that f;, — f a.e. and
liminfy o || fx]lx < 00, we have f € X, with

1flx < liminf || fi.[|Ix.
k—o0

We say that X satisfies the monotone convergence property if:
o For all (fi)r>1 in X with K(fx) € K(fr41) ae. for all k> 1, supg>q || frllx < 0o, and

U K = K(f)
k=1

for f € LO(Q; F"), we have f € X with || f||x = supy>1 | frllx-

Moreover, we say that X is Kothe reflexive if X” = X with equal norm.
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When n = 1, the Fatou and monotone convergence properties coincide and, if X is a
Banach function space, then these notions coincide wit Kéthe reflexivity by the Lorentz-
Luxemburg theorem. However, for n > 1, the Fatou property is stronger than the mono-
tone convergence property: the Fatou property is defined through pointwise a.e. conver-
gence and, hence, this includes sequences for which f; and f do not share a direction at
any point.

Note that for any F"-directional quasi-Banach function space X over (2, the space X’
satisfies the Fatou property by Fatou’s lemma of integration theory.

The following result is an F"-directional analogue of the Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem:

Theorem 3.4 (The directional Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem). Let X be an F"-directional
Banach function space over Q with the directional saturation property. Then the following
are equivalent:

(i) X satisfies the Fatou property;
(i) X is Kdothe reflezive.
The proof of this result can be found below as Theorem A.2 in Appendix A.

3.1. Convex-set valued quasi-Banach function spaces. Let X be an F"-directional
quasi-Banach function space over 2. We define X[K] as the space of F € L%(Q;K) for
which S°(Q; F) is a bounded subset of X. Moreover, we set

[Fllxp) == sup  [Iflx.
feSO(F)

The space X[K] satisfies the ideal property in the sense that if F' € X[K], then for any
G € L°(©;K) for which
G(z) € F(z)
for a.e. x € Q, we have G € X[K] with ||G|xx) < [|[Flxx)- This follows from the
observation that S°(Q; G) C S°(Q; F).
The space X[K]| naturally contains X through the embedding f — K(f). Indeed, we
have the following result:

Proposition 3.5. Let X be an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space over 2. Then
f e X if and only if K(f) € X[K], with

I Ixey = [1f[lx-
Proof. If K(f) € X[K], then, since f € S°(Q;K(f)), we have f € X with

[fllx < sup  lgllx = [IK(H)lIxi)-
gESO(LK(f))

Conversely, if f € X, then for any g € S%(Q;K(f)) we have g(z) € K(f)(z) for a.e.
x € Q. Thus, by Proposition 2.4 and the directional ideal property of X, we have g € X
with |lg]lx < ||f|lx. Taking a supremum over all g € S°(€;K(f)), we conclude that
K(f) € X[K] with

IK(Hlxpg = sup  lgllx < [[flIx-
gESO(K(S))

The assertion follows. 0
Given an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space X over 2, for a sequence (Fj)r>1

in X[K] we write Fj, T F, if Fi(z) C Fi41(z) a.e. for all £ > 1, and if

k=1
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Note that F' € L°(£2;K). Indeed, for any open U C F™ we have
FH(U) = [ FH),
k=1

which is measurable by measurability of the F}.

Proposition 3.6. Let X be an F™-directional quasi-Banach function space X over ) with
the monotone convergence property. If (Fy)i>1 is a bounded sequence in X[K] and Fj, 1 F,
then F' € X[K] with

HFHX[/C} = Sup HFkHX[IC]-
k>1
Proof. Let f € S°(Q; F). Since K(f) N Fy € L°(Q;K), by Lemma 2.11 there is an
fr € S9(Q; ) for which | fi(z)| = SUPyek(f)(x)NFy (2) [U]- Note that
K(fx) = K(f) N F t K(f) N EF = K(f).

Hence, by the monotone convergence property of X, f € X with

1fllx = sup || fillx < sup || Fillxpc-
k>1 k>1
We conclude that F' € X[K], with
I Fllxx) < sup || Fxllxpi)-
k>1
This proves the assertion. ]

3.2. Matrix weights. A measurable mapping W : Q — F"*™ is called a matriz weight
if for a.e. = € Q the matrix W (x) is Hermitian and positive definite, i.e., for all non-zero
u € F" we have W (z)u - u > 0.

Given a matrix weight W : Q — F™*" and a quasi-Banach function space X over €,
we define the F"-directional quasi-Banach function space Xy as the space of functions
f € L% : F*) for which

and set

1l = MW L

Then | - || x,, is indeed a norm, since ||f||x,, = 0 is equivalent to W f = 0 a.e., which
is equivalent to f = W™IWf = 0 a.e. To see that Xy satisfies the directional ideal
property, suppose that f € Xy and g € L(Q; F") satisfies K(g) € K(f) a.e. Then, by
Proposition 2.4, there is a h € L*°(Q) with |||z () < 1 such that g = hf. Hence,

Wyl = |hl[W f| < [Wf]
a.e., so that by the ideal property of X we have g € Xy, with
lgllxw = IWglllx < IV £lllx = [1f Lxv -
The non-degeneracy property follows from the fact that (X ) = (X' )y-1:

Proposition 3.7. Let W : Q — F™*™ be a matriz weight, and let X be a quasi-Banach
function space over Q. Then (Xw) = (X')y-1.

In particular, note that if X is a Banach function space with the Fatou property, then
(Xw)" = (X")w = Xw by the Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem.
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Proof. First, suppose that g € (X')y-1. Then for all f € Xy we have
it aldu= [ wew gl [ 1w tglde

<MW AW gllxe = 1w gl -
Hence, g € (Xw)" with ||gll(xyy < llgllxry,,_,- Conversely, suppose g € (Xw)". Let
k € X and define )
w- : -1 .
B o= kﬁ if W g 7é 0,
0 if W=lg=o0.
Then |h| < |k| a.e., so |h| € X by the ideal property of X. Setting f := W~1h € Xy, we

have

[fllxw = lllAlllx < [Elx-

Hence,
/Ik‘IIW‘lgldﬂz/Ih-W‘lgldﬂz/lf-gldM
Q Q Q
< 1 w9l ey < IRl gl oy -
Thus, g € (X")w-1 with [|gllx7),,_, < lgllxy )~ The result follows. O

As a matter of fact, Xy satisfies the directional saturation property. Indeed, for any

non-zero g € L°(Q; F") we have
12l (xw)y = 1hgllxw = IRIWglllx = 1Al xqw)),

showing that (Xw), = X(|Wg|). Here, for a function u > 0, we define X (u) through
Al x () = llhulx. Since [Wg| > 0 a.e. on supp(g), the space (Xw), is saturated by
[LN24, Proposition 3.17]. The directional saturation property of Xy now follows from
Proposition 3.3.

A very useful result for matrix weighted spaces is Filippov’s selection theorem. The
following version can be found in [AF(09, Theorem 8.2.10]:

Theorem 3.8 (Filippov). Let F € LY(Q;C) and ¢ : Q x F* — R a function for which
for all uw € F™ the function x — ¢(x,u) is measurable and for a.e. x € Q the function
u > ¢(x,u) is continuous. For each h € L°(Q) satisfying

h(z) € {p(x,u) :u € F(x)}
for a.e. © € Q, there is a selection f € SO(Q; F) for which
hz) = é(z, f(z))
for a.e. x € Q.

As a consequence, we can show that if X satisfies the Fatou property, then any F' €
Xw K] satisfies F(x) € K, a.e.

Proposition 3.9. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over § with the Fatou property,
and let W : Q — F™" be a matriz weight. Then Xy [K] C L°(; Ky).

Proof. Define
Fi(z) = {u € F(z) : [u] <k},
Then, by applying Theorem 3.8 with

d(z,u) == |W(x)u|, hi(x)= sup o(z,u),
u€ F(x)

there is a selection f;, € S°(Q; F) such that

hi(z) = |fr(z)| = Eslglz )\W(x)U\-
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Since
sup [|hg || x = sup [| fillxw < 1l x0 1105
k>1 k>1
it follows from the Fatou property of X that h(z) = supy>y hi(®) = sup,cp(e) [W(z)ul
satisfies h € X with
1Pl = sup [[Prllx < [1F[|xy, -
k>1

This implies that h(z) < oo a.e. and, hence,

sup Jul < W () h(z) < oo
ueF (x)

a.e., as desired. O
We can also prove the following result:

Proposition 3.10. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over ), let W : Q — F™*"
be a matriz weight, and let F € L°(Q;Ky). Then the following are equivalent:

(1) F e Xw[K];
(i) h € X, where h(x) := supyep(y) |W (2)ul.

Moreover, in this case there is an fo € S°(Q; F) such that
1E 0 xw 1) = lfollxw = lIRllx-

Note that if X satisfies the Fatou property, then any F' € Xy [K] satisfies F' € L°(2; k)
by Proposition 3.9.

Proof of Proposition 3.10. For (i)=-(ii), we apply Theorem 3.8 to

¢(z,u) = [W(x)u|, h(x) = sup ¢(z,u),
u€eF (x)

to find an fo € S°(%; F) for which

[fo(z)| = sup [W(z)ul
u€eF (x)
a.e. Then fy € Xy, so h = |W fy| € X, with

1Pllx = [lfollxw < I1Flxy
as desired. Conversely, for (ii)=(i), if f € S°(Q; F), then |Wf| < h a.e. Hence, by the
ideal property of X, we have f € Xy with ||f||x,, = [[|[W f|llx < ||h]lx. Thus, F € X [K]
with
IFlxwiy = sup [ fllxw < lI7llx.
FESO(LF)

The assertion follows. O

3.3. Infinite sums of convex-set valued mappings. Since we are interested in con-
structing a version of the Rubio de Francia algorithm in X[K], we need to be able to define
infinite sums of convex-set valued mappings. We first show that if F,G € L°(Q; ), then
their closed Minkowski sum F + G is again in L(Q; K).

Proposition 3.11. Let F,G € LY(Q;K). Then
(F+G)(z)={ut+v:ueF(z),veGx)}

satisfies F + G € L°(Q;K). Moreover, if h € S°(Q;F 4+ G), then there are sequences
(f)k>1 and (gi)r>1 respectively in S°(Q; F) and S°(Q; G) such that

Je+9x —h




A LATTICE APPROACH TO MATRIX WEIGHTS 20

a.e. Moreover, if X is an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space with the Fatou
property and F,G € X[K], then F + G € X[K]| with
I1F' + Gllxp) < Ex([Fllxx) + [1Gllxx)-
Proof. Let (fx)r>1 and (gx)r>1 be measurable selections of F' and G respectively such that
F(z) ={fu(z)  k=1}, G(x) ={gr(x): k> 1}
for a.e. € Q. Then the functions h;; := f; + g € S°( F + G) satisfy
(F+G)(x) ={hjr(x):j,k>1}

a.e. As (hjy);k>1 is countable, we conclude that F + G € L°(Q; K).
Now, suppose h € S°(Q; F + G). By applying Theorem 3.8 to

¢z, (u, ) = [h(x) = (u+v)], hx(r) = jvker{qirr}wm (W) = (fr(x) + g;())],

we find a selection (fx,gx) € SO%Q; F x G) = S%(Q; F) x $°(Q, G) for which

[h(z) = (fx(z) + Gr (@))] = elmm (W) = (fe(x) + g(x))|

a.e. Since the right-hand side converges to

inf, h(z) = (ful@) + (@) = 0,

we conclude that fK + gx — h a.e., as desired. If X has the Fatou property and F,G €
X[K], then also h € X with

Ihllx < liminf || fx + Gxllx < sup Kx (| fllx + g | x
k—o0 K>1
< Kx([[Fllxix) + 1Gllxix))-
Hence, F + G € X[K] with
I1F + Glixp < Ex([Flxx) + 1Gllxx)-
proving the result. O

Given a sequence (Fj)r>1 in X[K], their partial sums are defined through the closed
Minkowski sum

K K
Sk(x) = ZFk(CC) = {Zuk tuy € Fk(g:)}
k=1 k=1

If Sk 1T F, then we write Y ;- | Fj, := F. Per definition, this means that

00 "o 00 K
ZFk(x): U Sk(z) = U { ukukeFk(x)}
k=1 K=1 K=1 k=1

By Proposition 3.11 we have Sk € L°(Q; K). Hence, we also have Y 7 | Fy, € LO(;K).

Theorem 3.12 (Directional Riesz-Fischer). Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over
Q with the Fatou property, and let (Fj,)r>1 be a sequence in X[K] satisfying

ZK§\|Fk\|X[K] < oo.
k=1
Then F := 72 F, € X[K] with

I1Flxx) < ZKQHFRHX[K]-
k=1
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Proof. By inductively applying Proposition 3.11, we find that Sk € X[K] with

K o)
1Skllxp) < ZK§(|’FI€|’X[K] < ZKQHFICHX[K}-
=1 =1

Since Sk T F and the Fatou property of X implies the monotone convergence property, it
follows from Proposition 3.6 that F' € X[K] with

1P llxpe) = sup 1Sk lxp < D K5l Fellxi-
K21 k=1

This proves the assertion. O
The space X[K] is not a quasi-normed vector space, as it lacks an additive structure

(there is no additive inverse to Minkowski summation of sets). Nonetheless, it is a quasi-
metric space with respect to

d F,G) :=max{ sup inf f—9llx, sup inf f—9lx}
x(k)(F, G) {feSO(Q;F)gESO(Q;G’)H Ix -y feSO(Q;F)H Ix}

Let Kp(X) denote the collection of closed, bounded, convex, and symmetric subsets of
X. Then dxx) is exactly the Hausdorff quasi-distance inherited from Kp[X] through the
embedding

X[K] = Kp[X], Fr— SO F).
Note that dxc)(F},{0}) = [ F'[|xx) and
(31)  dxp(F+H,G+H) <dxp(F.G), dxp(AF,AG) = [Ndx (F, G)
for all F,G,H € X[K] and A € F.
In [BC23] the metric defined on L, (R% K) is through a pointwise weighted Hausdorff

distance. In general, for matrix weighted spaces Xyy, this approach is equivalent. Indeed,
setting

dw(F,G)(z) ;= max{ sup inf |W(x)(u—v)|, sup inf |W(z)(u—v)l|},
u€F (z) v€G(z) veG(z) vEF (z)

we have the following:

Proposition 3.13. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over ) and let W :  — F™*"
be a matrix weight. Then

dxy k) (F, G) = |ldw (F, G)| x-
Proof of Proposition 5.13. Let f € S°(Q; F) and apply Theorem 3.8 with

8(z.0) = [W(@)f(@) = W], h(x) = inf o(r.v)

to find a g € S°(Q; G) such that

W (@)f (@) = W(a)o(x)] = d(£,G)(a) = inf [W(x)f(x) = Wl

a.e. Hence, by the ideal property of X,

If = gllxw = W = 9llx < lldw(f, G)lx.
We conclude that

sup inf ||f —gllxw < lldw(f,G)|lx
feSO(Q;F)QESO(Q;G)H Ixw < lldw (f,G)|l

Noting that dyw (f, G) < dw (F,G) a.e. and by repeating the same argument with the roles
of ' and G reversed, we conclude that

dxy ) (F, G) < |ldw (F, G| x -
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For the converse inequality, apply Theorem 3.8 with

¢(z,u) = inf |W(z)u—W(x)v|, h(x)= sup ¢(x,u),
veG(x) u€F(z)

where measurability of ¢(-,u) follows from Proposition 2.2. This yields an fy € SO(Q; F)
for which

inf |[W(x z) — W(x)v| = su inf |[W(z)(u—wv
W@ ole) =Wl = sup nf W (@)~ 0)

a.e. Thus, for any g € S°(Q2; G) we have

sup inf [W(z)(u —v)| < [W(z)fo(z) = W(x)g(x)]
u€F (z) vEG(®)

a.e. By the ideal property of X this implies

| sup inf |[W(z)(u—0)llx <Ilfo—glx-
ueF(z) vEG(T)

Taking an infimum over all g € S%(Q; G), we conclude that

sup inf |[W(u —v < inf —
Isup inf [IW(u = o)lllx < _int - [1fo—gllx

< sup inf |If = glx-
FESO(Q;F) 9€S(4G)

Repeating the argument with the roles of F' and G reversed, we conclude that

ldw (F, G)|lx < Kx/|[sup inf [W(u —v)[[x + Kx||sup inf [W(u—o)|l|x
ueF ve€G veGuer

< 2KXdXW[IC](F7 G).
This proves the assertion. O

Completeness of (X, dx,,[k]) can be proven analogously to [BC23, Theorem 4.8]. Even
without assuming the Fatou property, the space Xy satisfies the directional Riesz-Fischer
property of Theorem 3.12:

Proposition 3.14. Let X be a quasi-Banach function space over Q) and let W :  — F™*"
be a matriz weight. If (Fi)i>1 s a sequence in Xy K] satisfying

o0
C = K¥IIFkllxy ) < o0,
k=1

then F:= 3 02 Fr € XwK] with ||[F||x,, k) < KxC.

Proof. For f € S°(Q; F) we have

(3.2) W) f(@)] < sup  [W(x)uy
b1 upEFy ()

a.e. Since, by Proposition 3.10, the sequence hy(x) := supy,cp,(2) |W(z)ug| satisfies
7]l x = I1Fkll xyp (1) we have Y32 K& |[|hg||x < oo. Thus, by the Riesz-Fischer property
of X, the sum on the right-hand side of (3.2) belongs to X with

H ];thX = KX];K;C(Hhk”X =:C.

Hence, by the ideal property of X, f € Xy with

1f Iy = W flllx < C.
Thus, F € Xw (K] with [|[F|x,,x] < C, as asserted. 0
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We leave it as an open problem whether the Fatou property is necessary for Theo-
rem 3.12 or not.

3.4. Weak-type directional quasi-Banach function spaces. Given an F"-directional
quasi-Banach function space X over €2, we define a weak analogue Xyear as the space of
f € L°%(Q; F") for which Lic(p)-1(fup) v € X for all u € F", with

[ f 1 X eare == 8P || Liegp)=1(guy) ullx-
ueFn

When n = 1, this space satisfies the quasi-triangle inequality as a consequence of the fact
that for any K, L € K we have K+ L C 2(KUL). However, this inclusion fails when n > 2,
and, hence, Xyeax might not be a vector space. Moreover, we note that if || f||x,... =0,
then we can conclude that

weak

p{z e Q:ueK(f)(z)}) =0

for all non-zero u € F™. However, it is not clear if this implies that f = 0 a.e. Despite these
difficulties, Xeax does still satisfy the directional ideal and non-degeneracy properties, and
inherits the monotone convergence property from X in case it has it.

Proposition 3.15. Let X be an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space over 2. Then
Xuweak satisfies the directional ideal and non-degeneracy properties. Moreover, we have
X g Xweak with

Hf”xweak S HfHX7
and

11X o) = SUP || Lp—1(guy) ullx-
ueFn
Finally, if X satisfies the monotone convergence property, then so does X yeqk-

Proof. Note that if K(g) C K(f) a.e., then K(g) "' ({u}) € K(f)"'({u}) for all u € F", so
the directional ideal property of Xyeak follows from the directional ideal property of X.
For the non-degeneracy property, we first show that X C Xeax- Note that since
Ly -1 (qup) ()u = Lizeomer(f) @)} (2)u € K(f)(z)
a.e. for all u € F", it follows from the directional ideal property that X C Xeak With

11X e < 1111

as desired. Now, suppose g € L°(Q; F") and that fo -gdp =0 for all f € Xyeak- Then,
since X C Xyeak, this also holds for all f € X. Thus, by the non-degeneracy property of
X, we have g = 0 a.e., as desired.

If F € Xyeak[K], then for any f € S°(Q; F) and v € F" we have K(f)"'({u}) C
F~'({u}), so, by the directional ideal property,

I Ler)-1(qup vllx < 1 1p-1qup ullx < Sup | Lp—1(quy) ullx-
U n
Taking a supremum over all u € F" then shows F' € Xyeax[K] with

IENIX i) < sUP || 1p—1(quy) ullx.
ucFn
Conversely, let u € F" and define f := 1p-1(f,))u. Then f € S9(Q; F), and
K(H)™ {u}) = FH({u}).

Hence,
[ 1p1quy) ullx = [ L1 qup) vlx < 11X e < NFIX e [
Taking a supremum over all u € F" now proves the desired identity.



A LATTICE APPROACH TO MATRIX WEIGHTS 24

Next, suppose X has the monotone convergence property. If (fy)r>1 is such that
(K(fx))k>1 is an increasing sequence with union K(f), then

Liegro =1y T 1) = (quh)
for all u € F". Hence, 1x(p)-1({u}) v € X, with

1 -1 ul|lx =sup||1 1 x < sup || frll X e -

[ Ly (quy ull Sup [ Lic(ro) 1 (qu I Sup I frel X geac
Thus, taking a supremum over v € F", proves that f € Xyeak. We conclude that Xyeax
has the monotone convergence property. ]

Remark 3.16. When X is a quasi-Banach function space over Q and W : Q — F™ is a
matrix weight, then we can define the alternative weak-type space as follows. We define
Xyeak through

11| X weac 7= SUP [t 1g 1143 1l x-
t>0

As this is again a quasi-Banach function space over 2, the space (Xyeax)w is a well-
defined F"-directional quasi-Banach function space over € consisting of the f € LO(Q; F")
for which |[W f| € Xyeak-

The difference between the two spaces can be more easily illustrated when n = 1. If w
is a weight, X = LL,(R%), and f € L}, (R%), then for any u € F" we have

{r e R :ue K(f)(x)} = {z e RT: Ju| <|f(2)[}.
Hence, LfU(Rd)Weak as we have defined in this section is given by
1
1128 Ry geuse = SUP | Lic(p)=1 () ull o, (mey = sup twP ({|f] > t})7.
ueFn t>0
On the other hand, we have
Il zr ) o) = [0S [ L000 (1) = Suptl{lwfl > t}r.

Thus, the different approaches respectively yield a weak-type space with respect to a
change of measure, and a weak-type space with respect to a weight as a multiplier.
4. AVERAGING OPERATORS

4.1. Directional averaging operators. Throughout this section we let £ C Q be a
measurable set for which 0 < u(E) < oco. For f € LO(Q) we set

Tef = {fiele, (f) /f -

This can be extended component-wise to functions f € L°(Q; F"), which we also denote

by T f.
Given an F™-directional quasi-Banach function space €2, we note that for any u,v € F"
with 1gu € X, 1gv € X/, we have

1
n(E) Y 1pulx | 1pvlx = —= / ulpvlp|dp = |u-vl.
M(E) Q

A converse inequality characterizes the boundedness Tg : X — X.

Proposition 4.1. Let X be an F™-directional quasi-Banach function space over 2. Then
the following assertions hold:

(a) If Tg : X — X, then for all v € F™ we have 1gv € X'. Moreover, for all v € F"
and all € > 0 there is a non-zero w € F" for which 1pu € X and

wE) N 1pulx) 1pvlx < (1+e)|Tpllx-x|u - v]-
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(b) If for all w € F™ we have 1gu € X, and there is a C > 0 such that for all u € F™
there is a non-zero v € F" for which 1gv € X' and

uE) M 1pulx| 1evllx < Clu-vl,

then Tk : X — X with
ITe|x—-x < C.

Proof. Let v € F" let f € X with ||f|jx =1, and let u := (f)g. Then we have

| [ v = n® s ol = W e 1
E [1Eulx
u-v
< M(E)HTE”X—)XW
ju-v

<uB)|Te|lxsx sup ——.
weFm\{oy || 1B ullx
1pueX

Hence, by Proposition 3.2 we have 1z v € X’. Let € > 0 and let f € X such that

[1pvlx < (1 +6)‘ /Ef-vdu‘.

Setting u := (f)g, we have 1pu = Tgf € X, and, by the same computation as above,
e ulxl| Levlx < (14O 1 ulx] [ £ vdal
E

< (14 e)uB)||Tellx—xu - vl,

proving (a).
For (b), let f € X, let u:= (f)g. Pick v € F" with 1z v € X’ for which

wE) Hpulxl1pvllx < Cl{f)p-vl.

Since
(e ol < u(B)~ /Qlf poldu < p(B) 7 flxl 1evlx,
we obtain
ITefllx = I1pulx < Clflx,
as desired. m

For the following result, recall that by the directional Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem
(Theorem 3.4), if X has the Fatou property and the directional saturation property, then
X is Kothe reflexive.

Corollary 4.2. Let X be a Kdthe reflexive F™-directional Banach function space over €.
For E C Q with 0 < u(FE) < oo, the following are equivalent:
(i) T X — X;
(ii) T : X' — X'
(i1i) For all u € F™ we have 1gu € X, and there is a C1 > 0 such that for all u € F"
there is a v € F™ for which 1gv € X’ and

w(E) Y 1gu|x||1ev|x < Cilu-vl;

(iv) For all v € F™ we have 1gv € X', and there is a Cy > 0 such that for all v € F™
there is a u € F" for which 1gu € X' and

w(E) 1 ullx| 1 vllx < Colu-vl.
Moreover, the optimal constants Cy, Co satisfy

ITe|lx»x = |TE|lx'—x = C1 = Cs.
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Proof. Assuming (i), by Proposition 4.1 we have 15 vX’ for all v € F", and for a given
veEF"and e = %, there is a non-zero u; € F™ for which

w(E) N 1pwlx| 1pvlx < (14 PITelx-x|uk - v]-

By homogeneity, we may assume that |ug| = 1. Then, by compactness, there is a conver-
gent subsequence (ug;);j>1 with limit v € F". Since then 1puy;, — 1pu a.e., it follows
from the Fatou property that 1z u € X with

p(E) M 1gulx|1pv]x < 1ijfgi£fﬂ(E)_1H 1guk|lx|| 1Ev|lx

<liminf(1 + 7)| Tellx—x|uk; - o] = | Telx-x|u - vl.
J—00 J

This proves (iv) with Cy < ||[Tr|lx—x. Since X” = X, another application of Proposi-
tion 4.1 proves that (iv)=-(ii) with ||Tg|x/—x’ < C2. Repeating this argument with the
roles of X and X’ reversed, we have proven the chain of implications
(1) = (iv) = (i1) = (idi) = (3),
with
ITellx-x < C1 < ||Te|x»x < Co < || TE[x-x.
The result follows. O
Note that the above proposition implies that if X satisfies the directional saturation

property and the Fatou property, then T : X — X precisely when 1gu € X, X’ for all
u € F", and

ITellxx = sup inf [1pullxl|1pvlx b inf [1pullx| 1pv|x
x = —
=1 lvl=1  |u-v[p(E) =1 lul=1  |u-v[u(E)

If X satisfies the property that 1z u € X for all u € F™, then we can define a norm on

F™ through
u = H 1 uHX
Using the John ellipsoid theorem, there is a Hermitian positive definite matrix Ax g €
F™*" that satisfies .
’Avau’ S H 1E U,HX S n2 ]Ax,Eu].

We call the matrix Ax g the reducing matriz in X of E. Reducing matrices can be used
to give another characterization of the boundedness of Tg:

Proposition 4.3. Let X be a Kothe reflexive F™-directional Banach function space over
Q. Then Ty : X — X if and only if 1gu € X, X' for all u € F"*. Moreover, we have
ITElIx—x ~n 1(E) | Ax, 5 A 5[5
We note that since Ax g and Axs g are Hermitian, we have
A%,z A Bllpron = [[(Ax,2Ax )" |[Fnxn
= [ A%/ g Ax g llpnxn
= [|Axr 5 Ax Bl[prn-
Proof of Proposition /.3. First assume that T : X — X. Then, by Corollary 4.2 we have

lpu e X, X' for all u € F". Let w € F” and set u := Ax/ pw. By Corollary 4.2(iii) there

is a non-zero v € F" such that

uU-v
A s Ascs o] < | 15 ullx < (B Tallxox -t
[ 1gv|x

]w . AX’ E’U‘
< uw(E)||T —_—_
< WE)|Tellx-x Ax 0]
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< (B Tk || x—x|w].

Hence, u(E) ™| Ax s Ax/ gllpnxn < | TE[x-x.
For the converse, let f € X and set v := (Ax gf)g. Then

w(B)(Ax g f)e* = /EAX,Ef'UdMZ /Ef'AX,EvdM

1
< flxl11e Ax pollx < n2[Ax g Ax Bll| fllx

1
< n2||Ax pAx gl [(Ax e ) Bl flIX,

so that
ITeflx < n2[(Ax.pf)pl < nu(E) | Axr e Ax, 5w | f]x.
Since
[Ax/, BAX El[Fnxn = [[(Ax, 2 AX,B)" [Frxn = [|Ax B AX E|[Fnxn,
this proves the assertion. O

4.2. Convex-set valued averaging operators. Given a measurable set F C ) with
0 < u(E) < ooand F € L°(£;K), we define F 15 pointwise by

F(z) ifxeE;
{0} ifz¢FE.

If F1p € LY(Q;K), we use the Aumann integral to define

- 1 _ . 0/0.
F)g = (B) /QFlE dp={(f)p: fe S (L Flg)}.
The averaging operator Tg of F' is defined as
TpF(z) = (F)plg(z) = {Tpf(z): f € SO F1g)}.
We note that if for a function f € L°(€; F?) with f 1x € L}(Q; F") we define
(e ={{hf)e:he L=(Q), [AllLe@) <1},

(F15)(z) = 1p(@)F(z) = {

then we have
Tp(K(f)) =(flels.
This follows from the observation that by Proposition 2.4 the measurable selections of
K(f) are given by
SUK(f)) = {hf : Al () < 1}
Perhaps unexpectedly, it turns out that the boundedness properties of T in a space X
are equivalent to its boundedness properties in X[K]. We will prove this equivalence for

more general averaging operators. Given a collection P measurable sets in 2 satisfying
0 < u(E) <ooforall E€P, wedefine Tp:=3> ppTk,ie.,

TpF = Z<F>E1E
EeP
Then we have the following result.
Theorem 4.4. Let X be an F™-directional Banach function space over ), and let P be a

pairwise disjoint collection of measurable sets in Q for which 0 < u(E) < oo for all E € P.
Then the following are equivalent:

(2) Tp: X = X;
(i) Tp : X[K] — X[K].

Moreover, in this case we have

TP llx—x =n [ITP x> X[K)-
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Proof. For (i)=(ii), Let f € X. Since, by Proposition 3.5, we have K(f) € X[K] with
IC(f)llxpx) = |1 fllx, noting that Tp f € S°(Q; Tp(K(f))), we have

1Tpfllx < ITp(K(f)lIx < I Trllxp—xp ICU)Ixx)
= TP Ixx-xp 1 f 1 x-
Thus, Tp : X — X with [|Tp[x-x < || Tpllx(cj-xx)-
For (ii)=(i), let F' € X[K]. We claim that (F)g is a bounded set in F" for all E € P.
Indeed, since Ty = 1gTp : X — X, the mapping u — [[1gulx is a norm on F".
Thus, there is a constant ¢ = c¢x g > 0 for which || 1gu|x > clu| for all v € F". Let

f eS8 F1g) and set u = |§f§ - Then

d(Nel <Nelllpulx = Tefllx < [Telx-x[Fllxx)

proving the claim. We conclude that (F')p € K. Thus, by the John ellipsoid theorem (see
INPTV17, Section 2.2.1] for a more precise definition), there is a matrix Ag € F"*" for
which

(4.1) {Apu:|ul <1} C (F)p C {Apu: |u| < n2}.

Denoting the columns of Ag by (vF)?_,, since v = Agey, € (F)g by the first inclusion in
(4.1), we have vf = (fF)p for some fF € S°(Q; F1g). Now, let g € S°(; TpF). Then,
we have g = Y pepgr Withgp = glp € SY(Q; T F), and by the second inclusion in (4.1),

gg is of the form
= Z h (@) (fF) e 1e(2),

where h” = (hf ... hE) satisfies |hE( )| < nz. Since P is pairwise disjoint, setting
1
hi (@) ==Y pep he () 1p(2) and fi(z) :== Y pep [E (@) 1p(z), we have |hy(z)| < nz and

= > @ {f)e1 th )Tp fr(x

EcP k=1
Hence, by the directional ideal property and the fact that fi,..., f, € S°(Q; F),

n n
1
lgllx <Y 1mTrfillx <nz > 1 Tpfellx

k=1 k=1

n
1 3
<n2|Tplxox Y Ifellx < n2 | Tellx-x|1Fllxpg-
k=1

This proves that TpF € X[K] with

1T Fllxp) Sn lITPlIx-x(1Fllx(x),
as desired. m

As a consequence, we obtain the following characterizations:

Corollary 4.5. Let X be a Kdthe reflexive F™-directional Banach function space over Q.
Then the following are equivalent:
(i) Tg : X[K] = X[K];
(1) Tp : X'[K] = X'[K];
(iii) Tp : X — X;
(w) Tg : X' = X/
(v) For all uw € F" we have 1gu € X, and there is a C1 > 0 such that for all u € F"
there is a v € F™ for which 1gv € X' and

wE) N 1pulxl 1pvlx < Cilu-vl;
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(vi) or all v € F"™ we have 1gv € X', and there is a Co > 0 such that for all v € F™
there is a u € F™ for which 1gu € X' and
uE) M 1pulx| 1evllx < Colu-vl.
(vii) 1gu € X, X' for all u € F™.

Moreover, in this case all the associated constants (where for (vii) the associated constant
is ||Ax g Ax: g||[pnxn ) are equivalent up to a factor only depending on n.

Proof. The equivalences (1)< (iii) and (ii)<(iv) follows from Theorem 4.4 with P = {E'}.
The remaining equivalences follows from Corollary 4.2 and Proposition 4.3. O
5. THE MUCKENHOUPT CONDITION

We now specify to @ = R? with the Lebesgue measure. By a cube Q we will mean
a cube in R? whose sides are parallel to the coordinate axes. We define the Mucken-
houpt condition of an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space through the averaging

operators To f = (f)g 1o.

Definition 5.1. We say that an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space over R?
satisfies the Muckenhoupt condition if T : X — X for all cubes @), and

X i=sup [ Tollx-+x < ox.

In this case we write X € A.
By Corollary 4.5 we have the following characterizations of the Muckenhoupt condition:

Theorem 5.2. Let X be a Kithe reflexive F™-directional Banach function space over RY.
Then the following are equivalent:
(i) X € A;
(i) X' € A;
(iit) Tg : X[K] = X[K] for all cubes Q, and

[X]A[/q = Sgp HTQ\|X[K}—>X[1¢} < o0

() T : X'[K] = X'[K] for all cubes Q, and

(X' apq = Sgp 1Tq 1%/ —xx) < 00

(v) 1gu € X, X’ for all cubes @ and u € F", and

[X]AR = Sgp |Q|_1||AX,QAX’7Q||F7L><7L < 00;

(vi) 1gv € X! for all cubes Q and v € F", and there is a constant C; > 0 such that
for all cubes QQ and all v € F™ there is a non-zero u € F" such that 1gu € X, and

QI L ullxll 1gvllxs < Cilu - vl;

vii) 1ou € X for all cubes Q and u € F™, and there is a constant Cy > 0 such that for
Q
all cubes Q and all uw € F™ there is a non-zero v € F" such that 1gv € X/, and

QI I 1q ullxll 1gvllx < Calu-v].
Moreover, for the optimal Cy, Co we have
(X]a = [X]a=C1 =Cy,

and
(X]a ~n [X]ag ~n [Xlag) =n [Xax:
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Proof. For the equivalence (i)«<(ii) with equal constant, combining the identity

/QTQf'ng: QI - (9e Z/Qf-Tdiu
with Proposition 3.2 and X” = X proves that

1Tollx—x = [Tollx —»x-

The equivalence then follows from taking a supremum over all cubes ). The equivalences
of (i) and (iii)-(vii) follow from Corollary 4.5. O

As is done in [Nie24], we can define the strong Muckenhoupt condition X € Agtrong
through

[X]Astrong = S%p HTPHX—>Xa

where the supremum is taken over all pairwise disjoint collections of cubes P, and where
Tpf =3 gep(f)qlq. Moreover, we also set

[X] AstronglK] = Sup TP llx - %K)
Analogously to the Muckenhoupt condition, we have the following result:

Proposition 5.3. Let X be an F"-directional Banach function space over 2. Then X €
Agtrong if and only if Tp : X[K] — X[K] uniformly for all pairwise disjoint collections P,
with

[X]Astmng ~n [X]Astmng[’q'
Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 4.4. O

Remark 5.4. The proof of Theorem 4.4 fails for sparse collections P. Thus, it is not clear
if such an equivalence holds for sparse collections as well.
We define Li (R% K) to be the space of F € L°(R%;K) for which F1¢ € L*(R%K)

loc

for all cubes Q.

Proposition 5.5. We have
Ll (R%K) € LY(REK).

loc

Moreover, suppose that X be an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space over R% with
X e A. Then

X[K] € L (R4 K).

loc

Proof. Let F € LI _(R%K). Then for each cube @ we have F1g € L*(R%K), so by
Proposition 3.9 we have F(x) € K for a.e. z € Q. Partitioning R? into a countable
collection of cubes, we conclude that F(z) € K for a.e. x € R%, as desired.

For the second assertion, by Theorem 5.2, we have T : X[K] — X][K] for all cubes
Q). In particular, this means that if F' € X[K], then ToF' is well-defined. Hence, F'1¢ €

L' (R4 K). We conclude that X[K] C Li. (R%K). O

loc

5.1. The convex-set valued maximal operator. Given a collection of cubes P and
F € L°(Q;K) satisfying F € L _(R% K), we define

loc

MEF(x) = sup(F)q Lo(e),

where the supremum is taken with respect to the partial ordering given by set inclusion
in K, i.e., M5 F(z) is the smallest closed convex set containing Ugep ToF (x). When P is

the collection of all cubes, then we drop the subscript P and denote the operator by M*.
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Just like in the scalar-valued case, to prove the boundedness of M¥ it suffices to prove
the boundedness Mg for 3¢ translated dyadic grids D. For the details, we refer the reader
to [BC23, Lemma 5.9].

Note that when P is finite, the set (Jgep TF () is bounded, from which we conclude
that M5 F(z) € K. However, if P is infinite, this need not be the case. Nonetheless, if an

F"-directional quasi-Banach function space X over R¢ satisfies the monotone convergence
property, then we have

M* : X[K] — X[K]
if and only if we have
MY : X[K] = X[K]

uniformly for all finite collections of cubes F, and
1Ml x - x k) = Sup || M [|x ey x i)

As an analogue to [Nie24, Theorem B]|, we prove the following result:

Theorem 5.6. Let X be an F*-directional Banach function space over R® with the Fatou
property. Consider the following statements:

(a) M* : X[K] — X[K];

(b) X S Astmng;

(C) Mk X[IC] — Xweak[lc];'

(d) X € A.
Then (a)=(b)=(c)=(d) with

X4 < IMMxpox ] Sdn (X Awmns < 1M Ixp0-x 50

Furthermore, if there is a C > 1 such that for all pairwise disjoint collections of cubes P
and all f € X, g € X" we have

> 1o flixlitq gl < CllfIxlglxr,
QeP

then (b)-(d) are equivalent, with
[X]Astrong S C[X]A

Proof. For (a)=(b), let P be a pairwise disjoint collection of cubes and let f € X. If
z € R satisfies x € Q for some Q € P, then Tpf(z) = (f)glo(x) € Uo( e 1o(z).

Thus, we have
Tp f(x) € MN(K(f))(x)
a.e. Hence, by the ideal property in X[K] and Proposition 3.5, we have

17w fllx < M) Ixprg < I x - xpr L f 1 x-

Thus, X € Astrong and [X]Astrong < HM’C‘|X[IC}—>X[IC}-

For (b)=>(c), first note that by the monotone convergence property and a 3%lattice
reduction, it suffices to prove that M% : X[K] — Xyeax[K] uniformly for finite collections F
contained in a dyadic grid D. Let u € F” be non-zero and suppose that z € MXF~1({u}).
Since the convex hull of a compact set in F* is compact — a consequence of Caratheodory’s

convexity theorem — we have

ue MEF(z) = conv( U (P 1Q(x)>.
QEF
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Thus, there are 61,...,0; > 0 with ijl 0; = 1 and non-zero uy,...,u; € F" with
uj € Uger(F)q such that u = Z}'le Oju;. For each j we let P; denote the collection of
maximal cubes ) € F for which u; € (F')g. Then

J
Lyp-1(fup v € Zej Z (Fo1q,
J=1  QE€P;

so, by the triangle inequality (Proposition 3.11, the directional ideal property of X[K],

and the fact that each P; is pairwise disjoint,

J

1L are gy wlix < D 0517, Fllxie) < X asponglicl | Fllx-
j=1

Taking a supremum over all © € F” now proves the result.
For (c)=>(d), let @ be a cube and let f € X. If x € @, then (f)g € MX(K(f))(x).
Hence, for u = (f)o we have
Tof(z) = (flqle(®) € Ly (r) -1 (up) (@)u
a.e. It follows from the ideal property of X[K| and Proposition 3.5 that

1T fllx < MM UMK el < I x5 X e 1115

proving that X € A with [X]a4 < |M*|/xx)-x,...[k]- The result follows.
Finally, let X € A and let P be a pairwise disjoint collection of cubes. Then

[ tergas| < Y [ (Tof1qsde < Y [Toflxl 1aglx:
R QepP R

QeP

< [X]a Y 1o fllxl 1o glx < CX]all flixllgllx -
QeP

Thus, by Proposition 3.2 and Lemma A.3, X € Agtrong With [X] 4 < C[X]a. O

strong —

For matrix weighted spaces, this yields the following corollary:

Corollary 5.7. Let X be a Banach function space over R® for which there is a C > 1
such that for all pairwise disjoint P and all f € X, g € X' we have

(5.1) > I1te flixlteglx < Cliflixligllx -
QeP

IfWw: RY — F"™" 45 q matriz weight, then then the following are equivalent:
(i) Xw € A;
(ZZ) XW S Astmng;
(222} ]\4’C : XW[K] — (XW)weak[,C]'

Moreover, in this case we have
— K
[(Xwla = [Xw]awom, =dn 1M X0 1K (X0 wearlK]-

Proof. By Proposition 3.7 we have

Yoo fllxwll legloawy = X 11 W llx] 1o W™ glllx
QeP QeP

< CIW I NIW ™ glllx = CllFllxw gl -

Hence, the result follows from Theorem 5.6. ]
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Ezample 5.8. If X = LP(RY), then (5.1) is satisfies with C = 1 by Hélder’s inequality.
Thus, Corollary 5.7 implies that

M| P (R4C)— LY, (RE) yare ~din (Wlp.

In the work [Nie24] the property (5.1) is referred to as property X € G, and we refer
the reader to this work for an overview of further spaces with this property.

Finally, we prove that if M* is bounded on a space X[K], then every F € X[K] satisfies
F(z) € Ky for a.e. x € RY.

Proposition 5.9. Let X be an F"-directional quasi-Banach function space for which
M"* : X[K] — X[K]. Then € X[K] C LY(R%;Ky).

Proof. Since M* : X[K] — X[K] implies X € A by Theorem 5.6, this follows from
Proposition 5.5. ]

6. EXTRAPOLATION
Theorem 6.1. Let 1 < p < oo, let V be a set, and let S : V — LO(Q; F™). Suppose
T: | ST RGFY) - LOREF)
WeA,

is a map for which there is an increasing function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) such that for all
W e A, and all f €V with Sf € LY, (R4 F™) we have

ITfllze, ®awny < S(WIp)ISS e, maen)-
Let X be a Kithe reflexive F™-directional Banach function space over R¢ for which
MR X[K] = X[K], MF:X'[K] = X'[K].
Then T f is well-defined for all f € V with Sf € X, and

4 1
||Tf||X fm ¢(Cn||MK||§([/q_>x[/qHMK‘|§(/[/c]_>x/[;q)||5f‘|x-

When p = 0o or p = 1, we can omit the bound M* : X'[K] — X'[K] or M* : X[K] — X[K]
respectively.

The proof follows from two abstract theorems. The first is the following generalization
of the Rubio de Francia algorithm of [BC23, Theorem 7.6]. Recall that we have defined
the sum F' + G through the closed Minkowski sum

(F+G)(z) ={ut+v:ue F(x),veGx)}.
Unlike [BC23, Theorem 7.6], we do not require the operator 7" to be monotone.

Theorem 6.2 (Rubio de Francia algorithm). Let X be an F"-directional Banach function
space over R with the Fatou property, and let T : X[K] — X[K] be an operator that is
sublinear in the sense that
T(F+G)(x) CTF(x) +TG(z), T\F)(x)=TF(z)

a.e. forall F,G € X[IC] and X\ € F. Then there is a measurable mapping R : X[K] — X[K]
for which ||R||xx)—xx) < 2, and for all F' € X[K]

(a) F(x )QRF( ) a.e.;

(b) T(RF)(x) < 2|Tlxx)»x ) RF () a.e

For the proof, we require a lemma on nested sets in K:

Lemma 6.3. Let (By)r>1 be a sequence in K satisfying By11 C By for all k > 1. If
Miey Br = {0}, then there is a K > 1 such that for all k > K the set By is compact.
Moreover, if (zk)r>1 ts a sequence for which xy, € By, for all k > 1, then zj — 0.
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Proof. Arguing by contrapositive, suppose that By, is unbounded for all & > 1. Set S*~1 :=
{u € F" : |u| = 1} and, for k > 1,

Cy = sl B;..

Then C}, is an intersection of closed sets, and hence, closed. Moreover, as each B} is
unbounded, Oy # @. As Cj4q1 C Oy for all k > 1 and S ! is compact, we have

SnilﬂﬁBk:ﬁCk%@.

k=1 k=1

Thus, (N, Br # {0}, as asserted.

For the second assertion, let (z;, )r>1 be a subsequence. Since for j large enough, B;
is compact, this subsequence has a further convergent subsequence. As this sequence
eventually lies in Bj for all j > 1, the limit is contained in (-, By # {0}. Hence,
every subsequence of (z)r>1 has a further subsequence converging to 0. This proves that
xp, — 0, as desired. O

Proof of Theorem 6.2. Let F € X[K] and define
Fi(z) = Q_kHTH;(][C;C]%X[;C]TkF(m%
where T is iteratively defined as TOF := F and T**!'F := T(T*F). Then

S I Fellxpe < Y27 I Fllxpg = 2I1F I xp»
pa k=0

so, by Theorem 3.12, the series

o] K

(6.1) RF(x):=) Fp(z)= U { up U € Fk(ac)}
k=0 K=0 k=0

satisfies RF € X[K] with
IRFlxix) < 21F|Ixx)-

The assertion (a) follows from the fact that the K = 0 term of the union in (6.1) is equal
to F'(x). For (b), sublinearity of 7" implies that

TFi(z) = 27M Tl xpo T F @) = 20T o o (2)

a.e. so that, since for all J > 1 we have RF = ZZ:O Fy. + S5 where Sy := ZZO:J—H Fy,

J
(6.2) T(RF)(z) € 2||Tx[c)-»x[K) Z Fi1(x) + TSy ()
’ k=0
C 2| Tlxp)—xRF () + TS (x).
Note that
< <
H Ql TSJHXUq <|ITSslxpx) < HTHX[’CHX[’C]HkZJ;rleHx[/q
< | Tllx ) —x(x) Z I1F%llxx) — 0
k—=J+1

as J — oo and, hence, (7, T'Ss(x) = {0}.

Since T'S;(z) € K, by Lemma 6.3 there is a Jy > 1 such that for all J > Jy, the set
TSj(z) is compact. Let w € T(FF)(x). Since the Minkowski sum of a closed and a
compact set is closed, this means that, by (6.2), for all J > Jy we can write u = v; + wy,



A LATTICE APPROACH TO MATRIX WEIGHTS 35

with vy € 2||T|xx)—xx)RF(z) and wy € T'S;(z). Then, since w; — 0 as J — oo, we
have vy = u—w; — u. Hence, u € 2||T||xxj-x xR F (x). This proves (b), as desired. [

The second theorem we need for the extrapolation result is the following application of
the Rubio de Francia algorithm:

Theorem 6.4. Let X be a Kithe reflexive F™-directional Banach function space over R¢
for which

MF XK = X[K], MF:X'[K] = X'[K].
Let 1 < p < oco. Then for all f € X, g € X/, there exists a matriz weight W € A, with
the following properties:

1 1
Ki» K .
hd [W]p S |M ‘|§q;q_>x[;cﬂ|M ||§/[;q_>xl[;q’
o 1712, ey 190 eny S 17 gl
W— y

When p = 0o or p = 1, we can omit the bound M* : X'[K] — X'[K] or M* : X[K] — X[K]
respectively.

For the proof, we adopt a function norm approach. We call a mapping p : R x F* —
[0,00) a function norm if for a.e. € R? the mapping u + p(x,u) is a norm, and for
all u € F" the mapping = + p(z,u) is measurable. We define L5(R?) as the space of
functions f € LO(R% F™) for which p(z, f(x)) € LP(R?), with

1

sz = ([ plas@)raz)”

Then, for 1 < p < oo, Lg(Rd) is an F"-directional Banach function space over RZ.
Moreover, LH(R%) = L]Z; (R%), where p* : R x F™ — [0, 00) is defined as

|u - vl

p(x,v) = sup .
(z:2) weFm\ {0} P(T,u)

If W:R% — F™*" is a matrix weight, then
pw (. 0) = W (2)ul

is a norm function, and L}, (R?) = L7, (R% F"). Conversely, for any norm function p it
follows from the John ellipsoid theorem that there is a matrix weight W for which

(6.3) pw (@) < plz,u) < n2pw(z,u).
We will write p € A, if there is a constant C' > 1 such that for all cubes ) and all u € F"

there is a non-zero v € F™ such that
1

1 p(x,u)P dz z L p*(z,v)? dz)” < Clu- |,
Ql Jg @l Jo

where for an infinite exponent the integral is interpreted as an essential supremum. The
smallest possible C is denoted by [p],. As this condition is precisely the condition L5(R%) €
A, it follows from Theorem 5.2 that p € A, if and only if p* € A,/, with [p], = [p*],.

If W is a matrix weight, then [pw ], = [W],. In general, we have p € A, if and only if
W e A, for W satisfying (6.3), with [p], =p [W],.

Before we get to the proof of Theorem 6.4, we will need an interpolation result. The
following lemma is a version of the direct implication in [BC23, Theorem 7.3], as well as
a norm function version of [BC23, Proposition 8.7]:

Lemma 6.5. Let Fy, I} € LY(Q;K) satisfy Fo 1g, F1 1g € L*(R%K) for all cubes Q, and
suppose there are Cy,Cy > 0 such that for a.e. x € R% we have
MY Fy(x) € CoFo(x),  M*Fi(z) € C1Fi(x)
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Then

polew)i= sup [u-vl, pr(eu)i= sup |u-o
vEFy(x) vEF ()

satisfy po, p1 € A1 with [pol1 Sn Co, [p1] Sn C1-
Moreover, for all 1 < p < oo, there exists a norm function p satisfying

11
(a) p € Ay with [pl, S CF CF;
1
(b) p(z,u) < pa(x,u)ypl(x,u)% a.e. for alluw € F*;
1
(c) p*(x,v) < po(x,v)gp“{(x,v)% a.e. for allv e F".
Proof. For the first assertion, by Proposition 5.9 we have Fy(z), F} (x) € K for a.e. z € R,
proving that pg and p; are finite a.e. Thus, we may apply [BC23, Theorem 7.3] to conclude
that pg, p1 € Ay with
[pol1 =n Co,  [p1]1 S Ch.

For the second assertion, set
1 1
K (@) = K({u € B : i, u)¥ pa(w,u)7 < 1)),

This set is an absorbing set in K, so we may define p : R?x F™ — [0, 00) as the Minkowski
functional
p(z,u) = inf{t >0:t tue K(z)}.

=

1
p1(z,u)?, we have

1 1
Then, since ttu € {u € F™ : pj(x,u)? p1(z,u)r < 1} for t = pf(x,u)»
1 1
p(x,u) < pa(w7u)p, pl(xau)pa
proving (b). For (c), note that

4 1 * 4 * 1
- v = fu- o] ju-o]r < (pp(x, u)po(e, 0)) 7 (pr(z, w)py (2, 0)) 7.
It follows that if ¢+ > 0 satisfies tlu € K(z), i.e., t7lu = Zszl Oruy, for Zszl O = 1,
1 1
po(x, ug)? p1(x,ur)? < 1, we have

1
ol

1 1
7 1, 0)F = p(a,0)7

K K
1
™ u - v Szek!uk'v\ SZHWS(%U) "pr(z,v)7.
k=1 k=1
1

1
This implies that |u - v| < p§(z,v)? p1(z,v)? p(x,u) and, hence,

“(@,0) = sup 1 < oo, )7 pi(a, )
p \T,V) = sup =~ pol\T,v p1\x,v)?,
u0 P(; 1) '
as desired. Finally, for (a), it follows from [BC23, Remark 2.16, Remark 8.10] that p € A4,
with the desired bound. The assertion follows. g

Proof of Theorem 6.4. It suffices to construct a p € A, instead of W € A, for which
the desired bounds hold. By applying Theorem 6.2 to M* in X and X', we obtain the
respective operators R : X[K] — X[K] and R’ : X'[K] — X'[K] satisfying (a) and (b).
Applying Lemma 6.5 with Fy = R(K(f)), F1 = R'(K(g)), we obtain a norm function
p € A, for which

4 1
[lo S IMM 1% e I N s s i
and (b) and (c) hold for
po(wu)i=  sup  |u-vl, pi(zu)i=  sup  Ju-ol.
veR(K(f))(x) veER!(K(9))(x)

By applying Theorem 3.8 with
¢(z,v) = [f(x) -vl, h(z)=pi(z, f(x)),
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we can find a k € SY(R%; R/(K(g))) for which
[f (@) - k(z)| = pr(z, f(x)).

Moreover, since f(z) € R(K(f))(z) a.e., we have po(z,u) > |f(x) - u| a.e., and, hence,
po(z, f(x)) < 1.

)
(

Thus, we have

pla, f(@)P < pi(x, f(2)P o, f(2)) < | f(x) - k(z)],
or p(z, f(z)) = pi(z, f(z)) < 1if p = co. We conclude that f € LhH(R?) with

/ p(z, f(x)) dz S/ |f(z) - k()| dz < || fllx 1%
R R
< xR () lIx ey < 20 lIxlgllx,

or || fll L (R4) < 1 when p = co. For the term involving g, an analogous argument as the

one for f with the roles of pg, p1, and of p, p’ reversed, shows that g € LZ; (R?) with

L

i 4 ;
9l gy < 27 IF1K N9
P

In conclusion, f € Lp(RY), g € Lb.(R?), and
HfHLg(Rd)HgHLz;; ey = 27 Ixlgllx,
as asserted. O

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Let f € V for which Sf € X, and let g € X’. By Theorem 6.4 we
can pick a W € A, for which

1 1
K7 K v
Wlo < Cal M e o 1™ e ey i

and
1S Fllzy, wallgllr (gay Sn ISFlIxllglx
w
Thus,

/R JTF - alde < ITflgy w9l oy < SOVIDIS gy 9l

1 1
Sn ¢(Cn||MK||§([/q_>x[/q‘|M’CH§(/[/¢]_>X/[/C])||SfHX||9HX’-

As X is Kothe reflexive, taking a supremum over all g € X' with ||g||xs = 1 proves the
result. O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM B

First, we prove the implication (ii)=-(i). This follows from the following result:

Theorem 7.1. Let X be a Kithe reflexive F™-directional Banach function space over RY.
Suppose

M*X[K] = X[K], M*:X'[K] - X'[K].
Then for any sparse collection S, we have Ts : X[K] — X[K] with

ITs I xpc—xpc) Sn 1M xpe—xpa 1 x e —x i -
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Proof. By the monotone convergence property of X, we may assume that S is finite. Let

g € SO R TsF). First, assume that g = >_0es 9@ With gg € SORY; (F)g1g). Asin the
proof of Theorem 4.4, by the John ellipsoid theorem, each gq is of the form

=Y n2@)(f2)q 10(x),
k=1

where h@ = (h?, . 7hg) satisfies |h9 (x)| < nZ, and ka € SOR% F1g). Let ¢ € X/, and
set

o _ <fk o (hit)a q
g (W2l "
so that B

e (h2v)o =1fq - (hv)ql-

Then, noting that (EQ¢>Q € Cr(v)a,

‘/ - ¢dx‘<2‘2/thk Q,Z)dx‘

k=1 QeS8
3 | S 90 tuelal
k=1 Q€S
SQZ/ Z fk 1EQ Z 1EQ dz
Qes QcsS

S S et || S oo,
k=1 QeS8 QeS

S IMEF ey | M (K (0) i
< MM x e x| s e x| g 1Dl -

For a general g € S°(R%; TsF), by Proposition 3.11, for each Q € S there is a sequence
(ghQ)kZl with 9k,Q € SO(Rd : <F>Q 1Q) for which

Z gr.Q(x) = g(x)

Qes

for a.e. z € R%. As X is Kothe reflexive, it satisfies the Fatou property. Thus,
| aal],
Qes

We conclude that TsF € X[K], with

S 1M ey xpeg 1M e ey —x i 1P

llgllx < liminf
k—o0

ITsFllxpe Sn M5 xpe—xia 1M e - x| F lx ) -
The assertion follows. 0
For the implication (i)=>(ii) we have to prove convex body domination of M*:

Theorem 7.2. Let D be a dyadic grid and let F C D be finite. For each F € Lloc(Rd;IC)
there is a sparse collection S C F for which

MKF(z) C 203 MEF(2)

for a.e. z € RY.
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Proof. Let F* denote the maximal cubes in F and fix Qg € F*. By the John ellipsoid
theorem there is an orthonormal basis (ex)}_; of F™ and Ay,... A, > 0 such that

E(Qo) == {Zn:uk)\kek Hul < 1}

satisfies .
E(Qo) € (F)q, € n2&(Qo)-
For each k € {1,...,n} we let chx(Qo) denote the collection of maximal cubes Q € F
contained in g satisfying
(" er)ql > 2n(|F - ex[)qo,
where
[(F-er)ol = sup [(f-er)ql, ([F-exlgo = (&> sup |u-exl)q
fESOREF) ueF(z)

Moreover, we let ch(Qo) denote the maximal cubes in (J;_; chx(Qo). Applying this same
procedure to each of the cubes in ch(Qq), we iteratively obtain the collections S;11(Qo) :=

Uoes; @, ch(Q), where Sy(Qo) := {Qo}. Setting S := Ug,c#- U720 Sj(Qo), we note that
for each ) € S we have

> |Q|<Z >

Q’ech(Q) k=1Q’'€ech;(Q)

n
gkz%; Z // sup \u ex|dx

<|F : 6k| Q Q' €chy( ueF (x

n

IN

@l
2

[ s Jueld
—_— sup |u-ep|dzr =
= 20(|F - ex])Q Jquer(x)

Hence, S is sparse.

For each Q' € F we let m5(Q’) denote the smallest cube @ € S containing it. If Q' € F
satisfies Ts(Q') = Q and Q' # @, then @’ fails the stopping condition for all k € {1,...,n},
ie.,

[(F - ex)qr| < 2n(|F - ex])q,
where (ey)}_; is the orthonormal basis of associated to £(Q). Furthermore, this estimate
remains true when Q' = Q. Thus, we have

n

(F)or =Y (F-ex)qrer C2n Y (IF - exl)oK(ex) C 2n3 (F)q.
k=1 k=1

To see this last inclusion, pick an f € SO(R%; F) for which (|F - exl)o = (|f - ekD
Multiplying f by a unit, we may assume that f -e; > 0. Since (f)g € (F)g C 25(@),

we can write
n
1
Q =n2 E uk)\kek,
k=1

where |ug| < 1. Hence,

(IF - exl)ger = (f)q - ex)er = nFupdper € n2E(Q) C n

NI
3
o

as desired.
In conclusion, we obtain

UFlate@) =) U (Flole) C2ni | (Folg)C 2niMEF(2),
QEF QES7T q()ée/)};Q QeS
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As MEF(z) € K, we find that MXF(z) C Qn%MéCF(x), as desired. O

Proof of Theorem B. For the implication (ii)=-(i), the bound Ts : X[K] — X][K] follows
from Theorem 7.1. Likewise, as X is Kothe reflexive, the dual bound Ts : X'[K] — X'[K]
follows from Theorem 7.1 applied with X’ instead of X.

It remains to prove (i)=(ii). By symmetry, we need only prove that M* : X[K] —
X[K]. By the Fatou property and the 3% lattice theorem, it suffices to prove that M § :
X[K] — X]K] for all finite collections F contained in a dyadic grid D. Let F' € X[K]. By
Theorem 7.2, there is a sparse collection & C F such that

MFF(z) C CoMEF(z) C CnTs(x),

where the last inclusion follows from the fact that Uges(F)q 1o(7) C X ges(F)q 1o(@).
Thus, by the directional ideal property of X, we have

IMEF xS ITsFlix) < 1 Tslxpe—xp | Fllxix
proving the desired bound. O

APPENDIX A. BASIC PROPERTIES OF F"-DIRECTIONAL QUASI-BANACH FUNCTION
SPACES

Proposition A.1. Let X be a complete quasi-normed subspace of L°(€2; F™) satisfying the
directional ideal property. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) X satisfies the non-degeneracy property;

(ii) | - llxe s @ norm;

(iii) X N L2(Q; F") is dense in L*(Q; F™);

(iv) For all g € L°(Q; F™) there is a sequence (fi)k>1 in X for which fr — g a.e.
Proof. The equivalence (i)« (ii) follows from Proposition 3.2, as it implies that [, f-gdu =
0 for all f € X if and only if [,|f - g|du =0 for all f e X.

To see (i)=-(iii), we note that the statement is equivalent to showing that

(XN L2 F™))+ = {0},
where

(XN L@ F)E = {g e 2Q:F") /f g =0 for all f € XN LHQE ).
Q

Let f € X, let (E)r>1 be a sequence of sets for which p(Ej) < oo for all £ > 1 and
Ure, Ex = Q. Setting

Ir = Yaem f2)<ky >
we have fp € X N L%(Q;F"), and, by the monotone convergence theorem, for any g €

L?(Q; F™) we have
[ roodu] < [17-glan=sup [ 15i-gldu=0.
Q Q k>1Ja

Hence, g = 0 by the non-degeneracy property of X, as desired.

For (iii)=>(iv), let Y denote the closure of XNL2(; F") in L°(Q; F™) with respect to a.e.
pointwise convergence. Since L?(2; F™) convergence implies a.e. pointwise convergence of
a subsequence, it follows from (iii) that

L*(Q;F") CY.
For any g € L°(2; F"), the sequence
Jie = Yaem|g(x)| <k} 9
satisfies fr € L?(2;F"), and fr — g a.e. We conclude that
Y = LO(Q; F™),
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as desired.
Finally, for (iv)=-(ii), suppose that ||g||x» = 0, and let (fx)r>1 in X be such that fi, — g
a.e. By Fatou’s lemma, we have

[ 1o au < timint [ 15 gldu =0,
Q k—oo [
Hence, g = 0, as asserted. ]

Next, we prove the F™-directional analogue of the Lorentz-Luxemburg theorem. Recall
that Kothe reflexivity means that X” = X.

Theorem A.2. Let X be an F™-directional Banach function space over Q with the direc-
tional saturation property. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) X satisfies the Fatou property;

(i) X is Kéthe reflezive.

To prove this, we use the following result:

Lemma A.3. Let X be an F"-directional Banach function space over Q. If X satisfies
the Fatou property, then

Iflx = sup / f - gldp
£l||x/:1

for all f € X.

Proof. We define the seminorm

1l = sup /Q f - gldp,

llgllxr=1
and will show that ||f|x» = ||f|lx for all f € X if X has the Fatou property. Since
X C X" with || - ||lx# < || - ||x, it remains to prove the converse inequality.

Let Bx :=={f € X :||fllx <1} and let
Y := Bx N L*(; F™).

Then Y is a convex set. We claim that Y is a closed subset of L?(€2; F"). Indeed, if (fx)r>1
is a sequence in Y that converges to a function f € L2(€;F") in L2(£; F"), then for some
subsequence fy; we have fy, — f a.e so that by the Fatou property of X we have f € X
with
[fllx < liminf [| fi fx < 1.
J—00

Hence, f € Y, as desired.

Now, let f € X N L2(;F™) with |[f|lx = 1, let € > 0, and set fo := (1 +¢)f. Then
fo € L?(S; F™), but, since || fo||x = 1+& > 1, fo ¢ Y. Since Y is convex, it follows from the
Hahn-Banach separation theorem, the Riesz representation theorem, and Proposition 3.2,
that there is a g € L?(Q; F") such that

/‘fO'g‘dM>17 /\h-g\d,u<1 forall heY.
Q Q

We claim that g € X’ with ||g||x; < 1. Indeed, let h € X with ||h||x = 1. Since Q is o-finite
we can pick an increasing sequence of sets (Ej)i>1 with (Jy—; Ex = Q and p(Ey) < oo
and set

hi := h Lizepy:|n(z) <k} € Y-

/\hk-g\du<1-
Q

Then
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Since |hg - u| 1 |h-u| a.e. for all u € F™, it follows from the monotone convergence theorem

that
/|h‘9|dM:SUP/|hk'g|dM§1-
Q k>1JQ

Thus indeed, g € X’ with [|g||x, < 1. Noting that

1<(l+¢) /Qlf gldp < (T+ o)l fllxrllgllx < (1 + &) flx,

letting € | 0, we conclude that

[fllxr = 1=1fllx,
and, thus, || fllx» = [|flx for all f € X 1 L2(Q; F").
Finally, let f € X and set

Ji = Yepp)<i f

so that |fx - u| T |f - u| a.e. for all w € F™. Then, by the monotone convergence property
of X and X", f € X with

[AN

sup | fillx = sup || fullx» = || fllx~
k>1 k>1

The assertion follows. O

Proof of Theorem A.2. If X = X" then X has the Fatou property by Fatou’s lemma.
Conversely, by Lemma A.3, the Fatou property of X implies that || f|x = ||f||x~ for all
f € X. Let f € X"”. By the directional saturation property and Proposition 3.3(iii) there
is a sequence (fy)r>1 in X for which |fy - u| 1 |f - u| a.e. for all v € F". By the monotone
convergence property of X and X” we conclude that f € X, and

I fllx = sup || frllx = sup || fellx~ = || fllx~-
k>1 k>1
The assertion follows. O
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