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SUFFICIENT CONDITION FOR BOUNDEDNESS OF

MAXIMAL OPERATOR ON WEIGHTED GENERALIZED

ORLICZ SPACES

VERTTI HIETANEN

Abstract. We prove that the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator is
bounded in the weighted generalized Orlicz space if the weight satisfies the
classical Muckenhoupt condition Ap and t → ϕ(x,t)

tp
is almost increasing

in addition to the standard conditions.

1. Introduction

Generalized Orlicz spaces have been studied since the 1940s. They are also
known as Musielak–Orlicz spaces due to more comprehensive presentation of
J. Musielak in his monograph published in 1983 [24]. Intuitively generalized
Orlicz space Lϕ consists of all measurable functions f such that

̺ϕ(f) :=

ˆ

Rn

ϕ(x, |f(x)|) dx <∞.

We call the function ̺ϕ(f) a modular. If the function ϕ does not de-
pend directly on x, ϕ(x, t) = ϕ(t), then we obtain Orlicz spaces. Function
ϕ(x, t) = tp gives us the Lebesgue space Lp and ϕ(x, t) = tp(x), the vari-

able exponent Lebesgue space Lp(·). Other important space is given by the
double phase functional ϕ(x, t) = tp + a(x)tq, where q > p. Apart from
being a natural generalization for many well-researched function spaces, the
study of generalized Orlicz spaces has applications to image processing, fluid
dynamics, and differential equations; see, e.g., [1, 2, 10, 17, 27].

The Hardy–Littlewood maximal operator M is a central tool in harmonic
analysis. It was proved by D. Gallardo in 1988 [11] that M : Lϕ → Lϕ

for an Orlicz function ϕ(x, t) = ϕ(t) if and only if ϕ satisfies (aInc)p with
p > 1. For an Orlicz function, condition (aInc)p implies the existence of an
equivalent convex function ψ1/p (see Lemma 2.2.1, [14]), for which a Jensen-
type inequality (Lemma 2.5) can be obtained. Jensen’s inequality is a helpful
tool in obtaining boundedness results, but the inequality does not hold as
such in the generalized Orlicz space.

In 2004, L. Diening proved the boundedness of M locally in the variable
exponent, with the exponent p being log-Hölder continuous [7]. The bound-
edness was a result of a trick that ϕ(x, t) = tp(x) satisfies Jensen’s inequality
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up to an error term independent of t. The technique was soon generalized
to the global case by D. Cruz-Uribe, A. Fiorenza, and C.J. Neugebauer [6],
and independently by A. Nekvinda [25]. In the book [8], Diening’s trick was
named as Key estimate and formulated into Theorem 4.2.4.

In 2013, F-Y. Maeda, Y. Mizuta, T. Ohno and T. Shimomura [22] provided
the first sufficient conditions for boundedness of M in generalized Orlicz
space using rather heavy machinery. In 2015, P. Hästö [16] proved a sharper
version with ϕ satisfying conditions (A0)-(A2) and (aInc) and simplified
the proof. The proof was based on generalized version of the key estimate
that was obtained by using (A1) to estimate the generalized ϕ function with
a regular Orlicz function locally and then using Jensen-type inequality 2.5.
Finally, we note that the condition (A0) excludes weighted norm inequalities,
both in the classical case ϕ(x, t) = tpω(x) and in the variable exponent case
ϕ(x, t) = tp(x)ω(x). In either case, the condition (A0) requires the weight to
be essentially constant.

While generalized Orlicz spaces have been actively studied during the last
twenty years, weighted generalized Orlicz spaces have got only a little atten-
tion. The weighted space is defined with a weighted modular

ˆ

Rn

ϕ(x, |f(x)|)ω(x) dx,

where ϕ satisfies (A0) and ω is a weight function. The crucial question is
to give a property for the weight ω so that the Hardy-Littlewood maximal
function is bounded. In 1972, B. Muckenhoupt [23] defined a class of weight
functions, denoted by Ap, for which the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function
is bounded in the weighted Lebesgue space Lp(Rn, ω). The functions in
this class bear the name Muckenhoupt weights. In variable exponent spaces,
power-type weights have been studied by V. Kokilashvili N. Samko and S.
Samko; see, e.g. [18–21]. Muckenhoupt-type weights have been studied by
D. Cruz-Uribe, L. Diening, and P. Hästö [4]. The latter two authors have
presented an alternative approach in preprint [9], where the weight ω is
treated as a measure instead of a multiplier.

It was proved by A. Gogatishvili and V. Kokilashvili [13] in 1994 that the
maximal operator M is bounded in weighted Orlicz space if and only if ϕ
satisfies (aInc)p and ω ∈ Ap. This condition for weight ω is also known to
be sufficient in the variable exponent space [9]. In this paper we prove the
sufficiency of this condition in generalized Orlicz space. We use a similar
approach as in [9] by treating the weight ω as a measure. We obtain a
weighted version of the key estimate (Theorem 4.3.2 from [14]), which plays
a major role in the proof of unweighted case. This requires generalizing
conditions (A1) and (A2) to (A1)ω and (A2)ω, which are in line with the
weighted space. At the end of this paper, we consider these new conditions
with functions ϕ(x, t) = tp(x) and ϕ(x, t) := tp + a(x)tq.

2. Preliminaries

Let Ω ⊂ R
n be an open set equipped with the n-dimensional Lebesgue

measure. By B we always denote an open ball in R
n. If there exists a
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constant C such that f(x) ≤ Cg(x) for almost every x, then we write f . g.
If g . f . g, then we write f ≈ g. We say that functions ϕ, ψ : Ω× [0,∞) →
[0,∞] are equivalent if there exists L ≥ 1 such that ψ(x, 1

L
t) ≤ ϕ(x, t) ≤

ψ(x, Lt). A function f : (0,∞) → R is called almost increasing if there
exists a constant a ≥ 1 such that f(s) ≤ af(t) for all 0 < s < t.

For a locally integrable function f ∈ L1
loc(Ω), we define the (Hardy-

Littlewood) maximal operator M by

Mf(x) = sup
B∋x

1

|B|

ˆ

B∩Ω

|f(y)| dy,

where the supremum is taken over all open balls B containing x.

Definition 2.1. Let p > 0. We say that a function ϕ : Ω× [0,∞) → [0,∞]

satisfies (aInc)p if t → ϕ(x,t)
tp

is almost increasing, i.e there exists a ≥ 1 such
that

ϕ(x, s)

sp
≤ a

ϕ(x, t)

tp

for all 0 < s < t.

Definition 2.2. A function ϕ : Ω × [0,∞) → [0,∞] is said to be a (gen-
eralized) Φ-prefunction if x → ϕ(x, |f(x)|) is measurable for every f ∈
L0(Ω) and t → ϕ(x, t) is increasing with ϕ(x, 0) = limt→0+ ϕ(x, t) = 0 and
limt→∞ ϕ(x, t) = ∞ for almost every x ∈ Ω.

We say that the Φ-prefunction is a weak Φ-function, and write ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω),
if it satisfies (aInc)1 on (0,∞) for a.e x ∈ Ω. If, in addition, ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω) is
convex and left-continuous with respect to t for almost every x, then we
write ϕ ∈ Φc(Ω).

For ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω) and B ⊂ R
n, we define

ϕ+
B(t) := ess sup

x∈B∩Ω
ϕ(x, t) and ϕ−

B(t) := ess inf
x∈B∩Ω

ϕ(x, t).

We say that ϕ ∈ Φ(Ω) is degenerate if ϕ|(0,∞) ≡ 0 or ϕ|(0,∞) ≡ ∞. If ϕ+
B or

ϕ−
B is non-degenerate, then it is a weak Φ-function ([14], Lemma 2.5.16).
By ω we always denote a weight, that is a non-negative and locally inte-

grable function. We often denote ω(Ω) :=
´

Ω
ω(x)dx, and in this sense we

treat ω as a measure.

Definition 2.3. Let ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω) and p ≥ 0. We say that ϕ satisfies

(A0): if there exists β0 ∈ (0, 1] such that ϕ(x, β0) ≤ 1 ≤ ϕ(x, 1
β0
) for almost

every x ∈ Ω.
(A1)ω: if there exists β1 ∈ (0, 1] such that ϕ(x, β1t) ≤ ϕ(y, t) for every

ϕ(y, t) ∈ [1, 1
ω(B)

], almost every x, y ∈ B ∩ Ω and every ball B with

ω(B) ≤ 1.
(A2)ω: if for every s > 0 there exist β2 ∈ (0, 1] and h ∈ L1(Ω, ω) ∩ L∞(Ω),

h ≥ 0, such that ϕ(x, β2t) ≤ ϕ(y, t) + h(x) + h(y) for almost every
x, y ∈ Ω when ϕ(y, t) ∈ [0, s].

If ω(x) = 1, then condition (A1)ω is equivalent to the standard condition
(A1′) presented in the book [14]. According to book’s Lemma 4.2.5, (A2)ω
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is equivalent to condition (A2), but the book formulation of (A2) contains a
flaw that was recently corrected in [15].

The following formulation of (A2)ω will be useful when considering the
condition in variable exponent spaces.

Lemma 2.4. Let ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω). Then ϕ satisfies (A2)ω if and only if there

exist ϕ∞ ∈ Φw, h ∈ L1(Ω, ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) and β ∈ (0, 1] such that

ϕ(x, βt) ≤ ϕ∞(t) + h(x) when ϕ∞(t) ∈ [0, 1],

and ϕ∞(βt) ≤ ϕ(x, t) + h(x) when ϕ(x, t) ∈ [0, 1]

for almost every x ∈ Ω.

Proof. The proof does not differ from the proofs of Lemmas 4.2.7 and 4.2.10
from [14], which cover the case ω(x) = 1. �

The next Jensen-type inequality is an important tool in obtaining the key

estimate, Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 2.5 ([14], Lemma 4.3.1). Let ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞] be a prefunction

that satisfies (aInc)p, p > 0. Then there exists β ∈ (0, 1] such that the

following inequality holds for every measurable set U , |U | ∈ (0,∞), and

every f ∈ L1(U):

ϕ

(

β

 

U

|f | dx

)
1
p

≤

 

U

ϕ(f)
1
p dx.

Next we give an exact definition of weighted generalized Orlicz space; start-
ing with the definition of modular ̺ωϕ.

Definition 2.6. Let ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω). We define the weighted modular ̺ωϕ(·) for

f ∈ L0(Ω) by

̺ωϕ(f) :=

ˆ

Ω

ϕ(x, |f(x)|)ω(x) dx.

The weighted generalized Orlicz space is defined as the set

Lϕ(Ω, ω) := {f ∈ L0(Ω) : ‖f‖Lϕ(Ω,ω) <∞},

where

‖f‖Lϕ(Ω,ω) := inf

{

λ > 0 : ̺ωϕ

(

f

λ

)

≤ 1

}

.

An useful relation between the modular and the norm is the so-called unit

ball property:

Lemma 2.7 ([14], Lemma 3.2.3). Let ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω). Then

‖f‖Lϕ(Ω,ω) < 1 =⇒ ̺ωϕ(f) ≤ 1 =⇒ ‖f‖Lϕ(Ω,ω) ≤ 1.

If ϕ is left-continuous, then ‖f‖ωLϕ(Ω,ω) ≤ 1 ⇐⇒ ̺ωϕ(f) ≤ 1.

The unit ball property holds for any weight ω and more general measures
as well.

For more information about generalized Orlicz spaces see the monograph
[14].
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3. Properties of Ap -weights

The classical Muckenhoupt condition can be stated as follows.

Definition 3.1. Let 1 < q <∞ and q′ satisfy 1
q
+ 1

q′
= 1. If a non-negative

and locally integrable weight function ω satisfies

[ω]Aq := sup
B∈B

|B|−qω(B)

(
ˆ

B

ω(x)−q′/q dx

)q−1

<∞,

where B denotes the family of all open balls B ⊂ R
n, then we say that

ω ∈ Aq.

We define the class A∞ as the union of all classes Aq, q ∈ [1,∞), and the
class A1 to consist of all weights ω satisfying Mω . ω.

In a paper [23], published in 1972, B. Muckenhoupt showed the following
famous result for weights satisfying the above condition.

Lemma 3.2 ([23], Theorem 9). Let 1 < q <∞. Then ω ∈ Aq if and only if

M : Lq(Ω, ω) → Lq(Ω, ω).

The next lemma gives us an alternative definition for the class Aq, which
is more closely related to boundedness of M .

Lemma 3.3 ([12], Theorem 1.12). Let 1 < q <∞ and [ω]Aq be the constant

from Aq condition. Then ω ∈ Aq if and only if
(

1

|B|

ˆ

B

f(x) dx

)q

≤
[ω]Aq

ω(B)

ˆ

B

f(x)qω(x) dx

for all measurable f ≥ 0 and for all open balls B ⊂ R
n.

The following property of weights in Aq classes is often useful in controlling
ω(B) with various operations; see, e.g., Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 3.4. Let 1 < q <∞. If ω ∈ Aq, then

ω(B(x, r)) & ω(B(y, R))

(

r

|x− y|+ r +R

)qn

,

for every x, y ∈ R
n and R, r > 0.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ R
n and R, r > 0. Since ω ∈ Aq, we have by Lemma 3.2

that M : Lq(Rn, ω) → Lq(Rn, ω). Then

ω(B(x, r)) =

ˆ

Rn

(χB(x,r)(z))
qω(z)dz &

ˆ

Rn

(MχB(x,r)(z))
qω(z)dz

=

ˆ

Rn

(

sup
B∋z

|B ∩ B(x, r)|

|B|

)q

ω(z)dz.

Let us choose B = B(y, |x− y|+ r +R). Then
ˆ

Rn

(

sup
B∋z

|B ∩ B(x, r)|

|B|

)q

ω(z)dz ≥

ˆ

B(y,R)

(

|B(x, r)|

|B(y, |x− y|+ r +R)|

)q

ω(z)dz

= ω(B(y, R))

(

r

|x− y|+ r +R

)qn

.

�
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Remark 3.5. We can observe that the weight ω ∈ Aq is doubling as a measure
since by Lemma 3.4 it follows that ω(B(x, r)) & ω(B(x, 2r))3−qn.

Remark 3.6. We can also notice that by Lemma 3.4 the weight ω ∈ A∞ has
as at most polynomial growth i.e ω(0, r) . ω(B(0, 1))(1 + r)qn . rqn for
some q ∈ [1,∞) when r > 1.

4. Boundedness

Next we prove the key estimate in weighted generalized Orlicz space. We
extend the techniques from [14] to the weighted case.

Theorem 4.1. Let ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω) satisfy (A0), (A1)ω, (A2)ω and (aInc)p, with

p ∈ (0,∞). Let ω ∈ Ap. Then there exists β > 0 and h ∈ L1(Ω, ω) ∩ L∞(Ω)
such that

ϕ

(

x,
β

|B|

ˆ

B∩Ω

|f | dy

)
1
p

≤
1

|B|

ˆ

B∩Ω

ϕ(y, |f |)
1
p dy+h(x)

1
p+

1

|B|

ˆ

B∩Ω

h(y)
1
p dy

for every ball B, x ∈ B ∩ Ω and f ∈ Lϕ(Ω, ω) with ̺ωϕ(f) ≤ 1.

Proof. Let β0 be the constant from (A0), β1 the constant from (A1)ω, and β2
from (A2)ω. Let βJ be the constant from the Jensen-type inequality Lemma
2.5. We may assume without loss of generality that f ≥ 0. Fix a ball B,
denote B̂ := B∩Ω and choose x ∈ B̂. Denote f1 := fχ{f>1/β0}, f2 := f −f1,
and Di :=

1
|B|

´

B̂
fi dy.

We first estimate D1. Let cω := max{1, [ω]Ap}. Now ϕ satisfies (aInc)1
and thus ϕ−

B(
1
a
c−1
ω f1) ≤ c−1

ω ϕ−
B(f1). Then by Lemmas 2.5 and 3.3, assuming

̺ωϕ(f1) ≤ ̺ωϕ(f) ≤ 1, we obtain that

ϕ−
B(

1
2a
c−1
ω βJD1) ≤

(

1

|B|

ˆ

B̂

ϕ−
B(

1
2a
c−1
ω f1)

1
p dy

)p

≤
[ω]Ap

ω(B)

ˆ

B̂

ϕ−
B(

1
2a
c−1
ω f1)ω(y) dy

≤
1

ω(B)

ˆ

B̂

1

2
ϕ−
B(f1)ω(y) dy

≤
1

2ω(B)

ˆ

B̂

ϕ(y, f1)ω(y) dy <
1

ω(B)
,

where we used (aInc)1 for the third inequality. Denote β ′
J := 1

2a
c−1
ω βJ , and

we have ϕ−
B(β

′
JD1) <

1
ω(B)

. We may also note that β ′
J ≤ 1.

Suppose first that ϕ−
B(β

′
JD1) ≥ 1. This implies ω(B) < 1. Then there

exists y ∈ B̂ with ϕ(y, β ′
JD1) ∈ [1, 1

ω(B)
] and ϕ(y, β ′

JD1) ≤ 2ϕ−
B(β

′
JD1).

Then by (A1)ω and Lemma 2.5 for the third inequality we obtain

ϕ(x, β1β
′
JD1)

1
p ≤ ϕ(y, β ′

JD1)
1
p ≤ 2ϕ−

B(β
′
JD1)

1
p

≤
2

|B|

ˆ

B̂

ϕ−
B(f1)

1
p dy ≤

2

|B|

ˆ

B̂

ϕ(y, f1)
1
p dy.
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Next we consider the case ϕ−
B(β

′
JD1) < 1. By (A0), this implies that β ′

JD1 ≤
1
β0

. By (aInc)p and (A0), we conclude that

ϕ(x, β2
0β

′
JD1)

1
p ≤ a

1
pβ0β

′
JD1ϕ(x, β0)

1
p ≤ a

1
pβ0β

′
JD1 ≤ a

1
pD1.

By (A0), 1 ≤ ϕ(y, 1/β0). Since f1 > 1/β0, when it is non-zero, we find by
(aInc)p for the second inequality, that

D1 =
1

|B|

ˆ

B̂

f1 dy ≤
1

|B|

ˆ

B̂

f1ϕ(y,
1

β0
)
1
p dy ≤

a
1
p

β0|B|

ˆ

B̂

ϕ(y, f1)
1
p dy.

In view of this and the conclusion of previous paragraph, we obtain final
estimate for f1

ϕ(x,
β0

2a
3
p

β2
0β1β

′
JD1)

1
p ≤

β0

2a
2
p

ϕ(x, β2
0β1β

′
JD1)

1
p ≤

1

|B|

ˆ

B̂

ϕ(y, f1)
1
p dy,

where we also used (aInc)p for the first inequality.
Let us move to f2. Since f2 ≤ 1

β0
, by (A0) we obtain ϕ(y, β2

0f2) ≤

ϕ(y, β0) ≤ 1. This allows us to use (A2)ω, and with Lemma 2.5 for ϕ(x, ·)
1
p

(with x fixed) we obtain

ϕ(x, βJβ
2
0β2D2)

1
p ≤

1

|B|

ˆ

B̂

ϕ(x, β2
0β2f2(y))

1
p dy

≤
1

|B|

ˆ

B̂

ϕ(y, β2
0f2)

1
p + h(x)

1
p + h(y)

1
p dy

≤
1

|B|

ˆ

B̂

ϕ(y, f2)
1
p + h(x)

1
p + h(y)

1
p dy.

Since ϕ
1
p is increasing,

ϕ

(

x,
β

|B|

ˆ

B̂

f dy

)
1
p

≤ ϕ(x, 2βmax{D1, D2})
1
p

≤ ϕ(x, 2βD1)
1
p + ϕ(x, 2βD2)

1
p

for any β > 0. Adding the estimates for f1 and f2, we conclude the proof by
choosing β := 1

2
min{2−1a−3/pβ3

0β1β
′
J , βJβ

2
0β2}. �

This key estimate gives us the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2. Let ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω) satisfy (A0), (A1)ω, (A2)ω and (aInc)p with

p ∈ (0,∞). Let ω ∈ Ap. Then there exists β > 0 and h ∈ L1(Ω, ω) ∩ L∞(Ω)
such that

ϕ(x, βMf(x))
1
p .M(ϕ(·, f)

1
p )(x) +M(h

1
p )(x)

for every f ∈ Lϕ(Ω, ω) with ̺ωϕ(f) ≤ 1.

Now we are ready to prove the main result.

Theorem 4.3. Let ϕ ∈ Φw(Ω) satisfy (A0), (A1)ω, (A2)ω and (aInc)p, with

p ∈ (1,∞). If ω ∈ Ap, then for all f ∈ Lϕ(Ω, ω),

‖Mf‖Lϕ(Ω,ω) . ‖f‖Lϕ(Ω,ω).
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Proof. Let us assume that ‖f‖Lϕ(Ω,ω) < 1. From the unit ball property

(Lemma 2.7) we have that ̺ωϕ(f) ≤ 1. Then by Corollary 4.2 we obtain

ϕ(x, βMf(x))
1
p .M(ϕ(·, f)

1
p )(x) +M(h

1
p )(x).

Multiplying both sides with ω1/p, raising to the power p and integrating, we
find that

ˆ

Ω

ϕ(x, βMf(x))ω(x) dx .

ˆ

Ω

[M(ϕ(·, f)
1
p )(x)]pω(x) dx

+

ˆ

Ω

[M(h
1
p )(x)]pω(x) dx

Since ω ∈ Ap we have by Lemma 3.2 that
ˆ

Ω

ϕ(x, βMf(x))ω(x) dx .

ˆ

Ω

ϕ(x, f)ω(x) dx+

ˆ

Ω

h(x)ω(x) dx

= ̺ωϕ(f) + ‖h‖L1(Ω,ω) .

Thus ̺ωϕ(βMf) ≤ c(1 + ‖h‖L1(Ω,ω)) =: c1 and by (aInc)1, ̺
ω
ϕ(

β
ac1
Mf) ≤ 1.

Again by the unit ball property we have that ‖Mf‖Lϕ(Ω,ω) ≤ ac1
β

. 1 and

the case ‖f‖Lϕ(Ω,ω) < 1 is complete.

If ‖f‖Lϕ(Ω,ω) ≥ 1, then we can reduce the claim to the previous case by

considering the function g := f
2‖f‖Lϕ(Ω,ω)

with norm less than one. �

5. Special cases

Variable exponent Lebesgue spaces. We obtain variable exponent
Lebesgue spaces when ϕ(x, t) = tp(x) for some measurable function p : Ω →

[1,∞]. Here we interpret t∞ := ∞χ(1,∞)(t) and t
1
∞ := χ(0,∞)(t). Next,

we present the standard assumptions for the exponent p: local log-Hölder
continuity and log-Hölder decay. If we assume any weaker modulus of con-
tinuity than log-Hölder continuity, then the maximal operator M need not
be bounded [26]. In this sense the log-Hölder continuity is necessary for
boundedness of M . For more information on variable exponent spaces, see
[5, 8].

Definition 5.1. If there exists c1 > 0 such that the measurable function
p : Ω → [1,∞] satisfies

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

p(x)
−

1

p(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
c1

log(e + 1/|x− y|)

for every x, y ∈ Ω, then we say that 1
p

is locally log-Hölder continuous on Ω,
1
p
∈ C log.

If there exist p∞ ∈ [1,∞] and c2 > 0 such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

p(x)
−

1

p∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
c2

log(e + |x|)

for every x ∈ Ω, then we say that 1
p

satisfies the log-Hölder decay condition.
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If 1
p

satisfies both of the conditions above, we denote 1
p
∈ P log(Ω). We also

denote p+B := ess supx∈B∩Ω p(x) and p−B := ess infx∈B∩Ω p(x).

Remark 5.2. The log-Hölder decay condition can be weakened by a condition
introduced by A. Nekvinda in [25]. The decay condition implies Nekvinda’s
condition which states that there exists β > 0 such that

ˆ

Ω

β
1

| 1
p(x)

− 1
p∞

|
dx <∞.

This remains true also in the weighted case, as will be seen in Lemma 5.6.

Next we are going to link these conditions to the ones used in weighted
generalized Orlicz space.

Lemma 5.3 (Lemma 7.1.1, [14]). Let 1
p
∈ P log(Ω). Then the Φ-function

ϕ(x, t) = tp(x) satisfies (A0) and (Inc)1.

Lemma 5.4. Let 1
p
∈ P log(Ω) and ω ∈ A∞. Then for all B ⊂ R

n we have

ω(B)
1

p+
B

− 1

p−
B . 1.

Proof. Let B := B(x, r). Since ω ∈ A∞, there exists q > 1 such that ω ∈ Aq.
By Lemma 3.4

ω(B(x, r)) & ω(B(0, 1))

(

r

|x|+ r + 1

)qn

.

With estimate r
|x|+r+1

≥ r
|x|+2max{r,1}

≥ 1
2

r
max{r,1}

(|x|+ 1)−1 we have that

ω(B(x, r))
1

p+
B

− 1

p−
B . ω(B(0, 1))

1

p+
B

− 1

p−
B ( r

max{r,1}
)

(

1

p+
B

− 1

p−
B

)

qn
(|x|+ 1)

(

1

p−
B

− 1

p+
B

)

qn
.

Now the first term is a constant, second is either 1 or bounded by log-Hölder
continuity, and the last term is bounded by log-Hölder decay condition. �

Lemma 5.5. Let ω ∈ A∞ and ϕ(x, t) = tp(x), where 1
p
∈ P log(Ω). Then ϕ

satisfies (A1)ω.

Proof. Assume that B is a ball with ω(B) ≤ 1 and x, y ∈ B ∩ Ω. We need
to show that there exists β1 such that ϕ(x, β1t) ≤ ϕ(y, t) when ϕ(y, t) ∈

[1, 1
ω(B)

]. This is equivalent to showing that t
p(x)−p(y)

p(x) . 1 when tp(y) ∈

[1, 1
ω(B)

]. We may assume that p(x) > p(y), since the other case follows

directly from t > 1. Then by Lemma 5.4,

t
p(x)−p(y)

p(x) ≤ ω(B)
p(y)−p(x)
p(x)p(y) ≤ ω(B)p

−
B−p+B . 1,

and the claim follows. �

The next lemma shows that the weighted Nekvinda decay condition fol-
lows.

Lemma 5.6. Let ω ∈ A∞ and ϕ(x, t) = tp(x), where 1
p

satisfies the log-Hölder

decay condition. Then there exists λ ∈ (0, 1) such that
ˆ

Ω

λ
1

| 1
p(x)

− 1
p∞

|
ω(x) dx <∞.
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Proof. By the log-Hölder decay condition, | 1
p(x)

− 1
p∞

| ≤ c
log(e+|x|)

. Since ω ∈

A∞, there exists q > 1 such that ω ∈ Aq. Then by Lemma 3.4, ω(B(0, r)) .
rqn when r > 1. It follows that

ˆ

Ω

λ
1

| 1
p(x)

− 1
p∞

|
ω(x) dx ≤

∞
∑

j=1

ˆ

B(0,j)\B(0,j−1)

λ
1

| 1
p(x)

− 1
p∞

|
ω(x) dx

≤
∞
∑

j=1

λc log(e+j−1)

ˆ

B(0,j)\B(0,j−1)

ω(x) dx

≤

∞
∑

j=1

jc log λω(B(0, j))

.

∞
∑

j=1

jc log λ+qn <∞,

by choosing λ < e−( qn+1
c

). �

Lemma 5.7. Let ω ∈ A∞ and ϕ(x, t) = tp(x), where 1
p

satisfies the log-Hölder

decay condition.. Then ϕ satisfies (A2)ω.

Proof. By Lemma 5.6, there exist λ ∈ (0, 1) and p∞ ∈ [1,∞] such that
ˆ

Ω

λ
1

| 1
p(x)

− 1
p∞

|
ω(x) dx <∞.

Let us assume that ϕ∞(t) := tp∞ ≤ 1. If p(x) ≥ p∞, then (λt)p(x) ≤ tp∞.
When p(x) < p∞ <∞, it follows from Young’s inequality that

(λt)p(x) ≤ tp∞ + λ
1

| 1
p(x)

− 1
p∞

|
.

If p∞ = ∞, then tp∞ = 0 and λ
1

| 1
p(x)

− 1
p∞

|
= λp(x). The other case, where

ϕ(x, t) = tp(x) ≤ 1, is analogous. By Lemma 2.4 with

h(x) := λ
1

| 1
p(x)

− 1
p∞

|
,

ϕ satisfies (A2)ω. �

Double phase spaces. In the double phase case ϕ(x, t) = tp+a(x)tq, with
1 ≤ p < q < ∞, the central issue is the behavior of a around the zero set
{x : a(x) = 0}. M. Colombo and C. Mingione [3] found that the critical
Hölder exponent with which a must approach zero is n

p
(q − p), which also

gives a sufficient condition for (A1) to hold [16]. A similar observation applies
in the weighted double phase case.

Lemma 5.8. Let ϕ(x, t) = tp + a(x)tq with 1 ≤ p < q < ∞ and a ∈ L∞(Ω)
non-negative. Then ϕ satisfies (A0), (A2)ω, and (Inc)p.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Proposition 7.2.1 from [14]. �
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Lemma 5.9. Let ϕ(x, t) = tp + a(x)tq with 1 ≤ p < q < ∞ and a ∈ L∞(Ω)
be non-negative. Then ϕ satisfies (A1)ω if and only if

a(x) . a(y) + ω(B)
q−p
p

for every x, y ∈ B ∩ Ω.

Proof. We may notice that ϕ(x, t) ≈ max{tp, a(x)tq}. Then (A1)ω becomes

max{βp
1t

p, a(x)βq
1t

q} ≤ max{tp, a(y)tq}

for x, y ∈ B ∩ Ω, ω(B) ≤ 1 and ϕ(y, t) ∈ [1, 1
ω(B)

]. Dividing the inequality

by tq we get

max{βp
1t

p−q, a(x)βq
1} ≤ max{tp−q, a(y)}.

This holds trivially if a(x)βq
1 ≤ βp

1t
p−q, and thus the condition is equivalent

to

a(x)βq
1 ≤ max{tp−q, a(y)}

for a(x)βq
1 > βp

1t
p−q.

From ϕ(y, t) ∈ [1, 1
ω(B)

] it follows that t ≤ 1
ω(B)1/p

. Since p−q < 0 it suffices

to use only the upper bound for t. Thus, the inequality above becomes

a(x) . max{a(y), ω(B)
q−p
p } ≈ a(y) + ω(B)

q−p
p . �
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