
ar
X

iv
:2

10
3.

06
14

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

FA
] 

 1
0 

M
ar

 2
02

1

TOWARD AN OPTIMAL THEORY OF INTEGRATION

FOR QUASI-BANACH-SPACE-VALUED FUNCTIONS

JOSÉ L. ANSORENA AND GLENIER BELLO

Abstract. We present a new approach to define a suitable inte-
gral for functions with values in quasi-Banach spaces. The integrals
of Bochner and Riemann have deficiencies in the non-locally convex
setting. The study of an integral for p-Banach spaces initiated by
Vogt is neither totally satisfactory, since there are quasi-Banach
spaces which are p-convex for all 0 < p < 1, so it is not always
possible to choose an optimal p to develop the integration. Our
method puts the emphasis on the galb of the space, which per-
mits a precise definition of its convexity. The integration works
for all spaces of galbs known in the literature. We finish with a
fundamental theorem of calculus for our integral.

1. Introduction

If X is a non-locally convex space, it is easy to construct a sequence of
simple functions

sn : [0, 1] → X, sn(t) =
n
∑

m=1

χAm,n(t)xm,n,

where (Am,n)
n
m=1 is a partition of the interval [0, 1] for each n ∈ N, and

χ denotes the characteristic function, such that

sup
1≤m≤n

‖xm,n‖ → 0,
n
∑

m=1

µ(Am,n)xm,n 9 0,

as n goes to infinity, where µ denotes the Lebesgue measure (cf. [26,
pp. 121-123]). Therefore, Bochner-Lebesgue integration cannot be ex-
tended to non-locally convex spaces. On the other hand, the definition
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2 J. L. ANSORENA AND G. BELLO

of the Riemann integral extends verbatim for functions defined on an
interval [a, b] with values in an F -space X. However, it has some prob-
lems in the non-locally convex setting. For example, Mazur and Orlicz
[23] proved that the F -space X is non-locally convex if and only if
there is a continuous function f : [0, 1] → X which is not Riemann inte-
grable. But the main drawback is that the Riemann integral operator
IR, acting from the set of X-valued simple functions S([a, b],X) to X

by

IR

(

n
∑

j=1

xjχ[tj−1,tj)

)

=

n
∑

j=1

(tj − tj−1)xj ,

is not continuous when X is not locally convex (see [1, Theorem 2.3]).
An important attempt (somehow missed in the literature) to develop

a theory of integration based on operators for functions with values in
a quasi-Banach-space (i.e. a locally bounded F -space) was initiated by
Vogt [34]. A remarkable theorem of Aoki and Rolewicz [5, 25] says
that any quasi-normed space is p-convex for some 0 < p ≤ 1. The
idea of Vogt was the following. Given a quasi-Banach space X, let
0 < p ≤ 1 be such that X is p-convex. For this fixed p, he developed
a theory of integration based on an identification of tensor spaces with
function spaces (see [34, Satz 4]). Among the papers that approach
integration of quasi-Banach-valued functions from Vogt’s point of view
we highlight [22].
The main advantage of Vogt’s integration with respect other ap-

proaches to integration in the non locally convex setting is that it pro-
vides a bounded operator from the space of integrable functions into the
target quasi-Banach space. Regarding the limitations, its main draw-
back is that it depends heavily on the convexity parameter p chosen,
and for some spaces there is no optimal choice of p. Take, for instance,
the weak Lorentz space L1,∞ = L1,∞(R). This classical space, despite
not being locally convex, is p-convex for any 0 < p < 1 (see [15, (2.3)
and (2.6)]).
The concept that permits a precise definition of the convexity of a

space was introduced and developed by Turpin in a series of papers
(cf. [31, 32]) and a monograph ([33]) in the early 1970’s. Given an F -
space X, its galb, denoted by G (X), is the vector space of all sequences
(an)

∞
n=1 of scalars such that whenever (xn)

∞
n=1 is a sequence in X with

lim xn = 0, the series
∑∞

n=1 an xn converges in X. We say that a
sequence space Y galbs X if Y ⊆ G (X). With this terminology, X is
p-convex if and only if ℓp ⊆ G (X).
The galb of certain classical spaces is known. Turpin [31] computed

the galb of locally bounded, non-locally convex Orlicz function spaces
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Lϕ(µ), where µ is either a nonatomic measure or the counting measure,
and showed that the result is an Orlicz sequence space ℓφ modeled after
a different Orlicz function φ. Hernández [12–14] continued the study
initiated by Turpin and computed, in particular, the galb of certain
vector-valued Orlicz spaces. The study of the convexity of Lorentz
spaces took a different route. Before Turpin invented the notion of
galb, Stein and Weiss [30] proved that the Orlicz sequence space ℓ log ℓ
galbs L1,∞, and used this result to achieve a Fourier multiplier theorem
for L1,∞. Sjögren [28] concluded the study by (implicitely) proving that
G (L1,∞) = ℓ log ℓ. Later on, the convexity type of Lorentz spaces L1,q

for 0 < q < ∞ was estudied (see [9, 29]). In [8], general weighted
Lorentz spaces were considered.
The geometry of spaces of galbs is quite unknown, however. Proba-

bly, the most significant advance in this direction since seminal Turpin
work was made in [16]. Solving a question raised in [33], Kalton proved
that if X is p-convex and is not q-convex for any q > p, then G (X) = ℓp.
In this paper, we use galbs to develop a theory of integration for

quasi-Banach-space-valued functions in the spirit of Vogt that fits as
well as possible the convexity of the target space. Our construction
is closely related to tensor products, and to carry out it we construct
topological tensor products adapted to our neeeds. More precisely,
for an appropriate function quasi-norm λ over N we define the tensor
product space X ⊗λ L1(µ) so that there are bounded linear canonical
maps

J : X⊗λ L1(µ) → L1(µ,X), x⊗ f 7→ xf, and

I : X⊗λ L1(µ) → X, x⊗ f 7→ x

∫

Ω

f dµ.

If I factors through J , that is, there is a map I (defined on the range
of J) such that the diagram

X⊗λ L1(µ)

J
��

I

**❯❯
❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

❯

Lλ
1(µ,X) := J(X⊗λ L1(µ)) I

// X

commutes, then I defines a suitable integral for functions in Lλ
1(X).

Thus, we say that (λ,X) is amenable if λ galbs X (i.e., (an)
∞
n=1 ∈ G (X)

whenever λ((an)
∞
n=1) < ∞) and I factors through J .

There is a tight connection between the existence of the integral I
and the injectivity of J . In fact, we will prove that if (λ,X) is amenable,
then J is one-to-one (see Theorem 6.5). This connection leads us to
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study the injectivity of J . More generally, we consider the map

J : X⊗λ Lρ → Lρ(X)

associated with the quasi-Banach space X, the function quasi-norm λ
and a function quasi-norm ρ over (Ω,Σ, µ), and we obtain results that
generalize those previously obtained for Lebesgue spaces Lq(µ) and
tensor quasi-norms in the sense of ℓp, 0 < p ≤ q ≤ ∞ (see [34, Satz 4]).
With the terminology of this paper, Vogt proved that if X is a p-

Banach space, 0 < p ≤ 1, then (ℓp,X) is amenable. So, in order to
exhibit the applicability of the theory of integration developed within
this paper, we must exhibit new examples of amenable pairs. Since the
space of galbs of the quasi-Banach space X arises from a function quasi-
norm on N, say λX, the question of whether the pair (λX,X) is amenable
arises. For answering it, one first need to know whether the space of
galbs G (X) is always 1-concave as a quasi-Banach lattice or not. See
Questions 6.6 and 4.15. As long as there is no general answer to these
questions, we focus on the spaces of galbs that have appeared in the
literature. In Theorem 6.7 we prove that for all of them Question 6.6
has a positive answer.
Once the theory is built, the first goal should be the study of its

integration properties. By construction, our integral behaves linearly
and has suitable convergence properties. Hence, we finish with a fun-
damental theorem of calculus for our integral (see Theorem 7.1).
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the

terminology and notation that will be employed. The theory of function
norms (i.e., the locally convex setting) has been deeply developed (cf.
[6, 21]). However, a systematic study in the non-locally convex setting
is missing. For that reason, in Section 3 we do a brief survey on function
quasi-norms covering the most relevant aspects, and all the results that
we need. Section 4 is devoted to galbs. In Section 5 we briefly collect
some results on tensor products. In Section 6 we present our main
results of integration for quasi-Banach-space-valued functions. Finally,
in Section 7 we give a fundamental theorem of calculus that improves
[1, Theorem 5.2].

2. Terminology

We use standard terminology and notation in Banach space theory
as can be found, e.g., in [2]. The unfamiliar reader will find general
information about quasi-Banach spaces in [20]. We next gather the
notation on quasi-Banach spaces that we will use.
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A quasi-normed space will be a vector space over the real or com-
plex field F endowed with a quasi-norm, i.e., a map ‖ · ‖ : X → [0,∞)
satisfying

(Q.1) ‖x‖ = 0 if and only if x = 0;
(Q.2) ‖tx‖ = |t|‖x‖ for t ∈ F and x ∈ X; and
(Q.3) there is a constant κ ≥ 1 so that for all x and y in X we have

‖x+ y‖ ≤ κ(‖x‖+ ‖y‖).

The smallest number κ in (Q.3) will be called the modulus of concavity
of the quasi-norm. If it is possible to take κ = 1 we obtain a norm.
A quasi-norm clearly defines a metrizable vector topology on X whose
base of neighborhoods of zero is given by sets of the form {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ <
1/n}, n ∈ N. Given 0 < p ≤ 1, a quasi-normed space is said to be
p-convex if it has an absolutely p-convex neighborhood of the origin.
A quasi-normed space X is p-convex if and only if there is a constant
C such that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

j=1

xj

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

≤ C

n
∑

j=1

‖xj‖
p, n ∈ N, xj ∈ X. (2.1)

If, besides (Q.1) and (Q.2), (2.1) holds with C = 1 we say that ‖ · ‖
is a p-norm. Any p-norm is a quasi-norm with modulus of concavity
at most 21/p−1. A p-normed space is a quasi-normed space endowed
with a p-norm. By the Aoki-Rolewicz theorem [5,25] any quasi-normed
space is p-convex for some 0 < p ≤ 1. In turn, any p-convex quasi-
normed space can be equipped with an equivalent p-norm. Hence, any
quasi-normed space becomes, for some 0 < p ≤ 1, a p-normed space
under suitable renorming.
A p-Banach (resp. quasi-Banach) space is a complete p-normed (resp.

quasi-normed) space. It is known that a p-convex quasi-normed space
is complete if and only if for every sequence (xn)

∞
n=1 in X such that

∑∞
n=1 ‖xn‖p < ∞ the series

∑∞
n=1 xn converges.

A semi-quasi-norm on a vector space X is a map ‖ · ‖ : X → [0,∞)
satisfying (Q.2) and (Q.3). A standard procedure, to which we refer as
the completion method allow us to manufacture a quasi-Banach from a
semi-quasi-norm (see e.g. [3, §2.2]).
As the Hahn-Banach Theorem depends heavily on convexity, it does

not pass through general quasi-Banach spaces. In fact, there are quasi-
Banach spaces as Lp([0, 1]) for 0 < p < 1 whose dual space is null (see
[10]). Following [20], we say that the quasi-Banach space X has point
separation property if for every f ∈ X \ {0} there is f ∗ ∈ X∗ such that
f ∗(f) 6= 0.
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For any subset A of a quasi-Banach space we denote by [A] its closed
linear span.
Given a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ) and a quasi-Banach space

X, we denote by L+
0 (µ) the set consisting of all measurable functions

from Ω into [0,∞], and by L0(µ,X) the vector space consisting of all
measurable functions from Ω into X. As usual, we identify almost ev-
erywhere (a.e. for short) coincident functions. We set L0(µ) = L0(µ,F)
and

Σ(µ) = {A ∈ Σ: µ(A) < ∞}.

We denote by S(µ,X) the vector space consisting of all integrable X-
valued simple functions. That is,

S(µ,X) = [xχE : E ∈ Σ(µ), x ∈ X].

We say that (Ω,Σ, µ) is infinite-dimensional if S(µ) = S(µ,F) is.
Given f ∈ L+

0 (µ) we set

Ωf (s) = {ω ∈ Ω: f(ω) > s} and ρf(s) = ρ(χΩf (s)), s ∈ [0,∞).

Set also Ωf (∞) = {ω ∈ Ω: f(ω) = ∞} and ρf (∞) = ρ(χΩf (∞)). If ρ
is the function quasi-norm associated with L1(µ), then µf := ρf is the
distribution function of f . We say f has a finite distribution function
if µf(s) < ∞ for all s > 0.
An order ideal in L0(µ) will be a (linear) subspace L of L0(µ) such

that f ∈ L whenever f ∈ L, and max{f, g} ∈ L whenever f and g
are real-valued functions in L. A cone in L+

0 (µ) will be a subset C of
L+
0 (µ) such that for all f, g ∈ C and all α, β ≥ 0 we have f < ∞ a.e.,

αf + βg ∈ C, and max{f, g} ∈ C. It is immediate that if L is an order
ideal in L0(µ), then

L+ := L ∩ L+
0 (µ)

is a cone in L+
0 (µ); and reciprocally, if C is a cone in L+

0 (µ), there is a
unique order ideal L with L+ = C. Namely,

L = {f ∈ L0(µ) : |f | ≤ g for some g ∈ C}

Given a quasi-Banach space X, we say that a quasi-Banach space U

is complemented in X via a map S : U → X if there is a map P : X → U

such that P ◦ S = IdU.
The unit vector system is the sequence (ek)

∞
k=1 in FN defined by

ek = (δk,n)
∞
n=1, where δk,n = 1 if k = n and δk,n = 0 otherwise. A block

basis sequence with respect to the unit vector system is a sequence
(fk)

∞
k=1 such that

fk =

nk
∑

n=1+nk−1

an en, k ∈ N
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for some sequence (an)
∞
n=1 in FN and some increasing sequence (nk)

∞
k=0

of non-negative scalars with n0 = 0.

3. Function quasi-norms

As mentioned in the Introduction, in contrast to the theory of function
norms, there is no systematic study in the non-locally convex setting.
In this section we try to go one step forward in that direction. We
begin with the basic properties of function quasi-norms. Here, we do
not impose them to satisfy a Fatou property (something that Ben-
net and Sharpley [6] do for function norms). We devote a subsection
to the study of this property. Then we study the properties of ab-
solute continuity and domination for function quasi-norms, as well as
Minkowski-type inequalities. We also discuss the use of conditional
expectation (via the notion of leveling function quasi-norms), which
will be relevant for the proof of Theorem 6.5. We conclude the section
with some comments on function quasi-norms over N endowed with the
counting measure, a specially important particular case.

Definition 3.1. A function quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure space
(Ω,Σ, µ) is a mapping ρ : L+

0 (µ) → [0,∞] such that

(F.1) ρ(tf) = tρ(f) for all t ≥ 0 and f ∈ L+
0 (µ);

(F.2) if f ≤ g a.e., then ρ(f) ≤ ρ(g);
(F.3) if E ∈ Σ(µ), then ρ(χE) < ∞;
(F.4) for every E ∈ Σ(µ) and every ε > 0, there is δ > 0 such that

µ(A) ≤ ε whenever A ∈ Σ satisfies A ⊆ E and ρ(χA) ≤ δ; and
(F.5) there is a constant κ such that ρ(f + g) ≤ κ(ρ(f) + ρ(g)) for all

f , g ∈ L+
0 (µ).

The optimal κ in (F.5) is called the modulus of concavity of ρ.

Notice that (F.4) implies that ρ(χE) > 0 for all E ∈ Σ with µ(E) > 0.

Definition 3.2. A function norm is a function quasi-norm with modu-
lus of concavity 1. More generally, given 0 < p ≤ 1, a function p-norm
is a function ρ : L+

0 (µ) → [0,∞] which satisfies (F.1)–(F.4), and

(F.6) ρp(f + g) ≤ ρp(f) + ρp(g) for all f , g ∈ L+
0 (µ).

The inequality ap+bp ≤ 21−p(a+b)p for all a, b ∈ [0,∞] and p ∈ (0, 1]
yields that any function p-norm is a function quasi-norm with modulus
of concavity at most 21/p−1.
This generalization of the notion of a function norm follows ideas

from [6] and [21]. Asides (F.5), the main differences between our def-
inition and that adopted by Luxemburg and Zaanen in [21] lie in re-
stricting ourselves to σ-finite spaces, and in imposing condition (F.3),
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which, on the one hand, prevents from existing non null sets E on
which ρ is trivial (in the sense that if f ∈ L+

0 (µ) is null outside E then
ρ(f) is either 0 or ∞) and, on the other hand, guarantees the existence
of enough functions with finite quasi-norm. Regarding the approach in
[6], we point out that Bennet and Sharpley imposed a function norm
to satisfy

(F.7) for every E ∈ Σ(µ) there is a constant C = CE such that
∫

E

f dµ ≤ CEρ(f), f ∈ L+
0 (µ). (3.1)

The most natural examples of functions quasi-norms are Lp-quasi-
norms, 0 < p < ∞, defined by

f 7→

(
∫

Ω

f p dµ

)1/p

, f ∈ L+
0 (µ).

To avoid introducing cumbrous notations, sometimes the symbol Lp(µ)
will mean the function quasi-norm defining the space Lp(µ) instead of
the space itself, and the same convention will be used for Lorentz and
Orlicz spaces. Since, if µ is not purely atomic and 0 < p < 1, Lp(µ)
does not satisfy (F.7), imposing this condition to all function quasi-
norms is somewhat nonsense in the non-locally convex setting. Thus
we impose its natural substitute (F.4) instead. Also, unlike Bennet and
Sharpley, we do not a priori impose ρ to satisfy Fatou property (see
Section 3.1).

Definition 3.3. We say that a function quasi-norm ρ is rearrangement
invariant if every function f ∈ L+

0 (µ) with ρ(f) < ∞ has a finite
distribution function, and ρ(f) = ρ(g) whenever µf = µg.

The proof of the following lemma is based on the elementary inequal-
ity

sρf (s) ≤ ρ(f), f ∈ L+
0 (µ), s ∈ [0,∞].

Lemma 3.4. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure
space (Ω,Σ, µ).

(i) If f ∈ S(µ), then ρ(|f |) < ∞.
(ii) If f ∈ L+

0 (µ) satisfies ρ(f) < ∞, then f < ∞ a.e.
(iii) If f ∈ L+

0 (µ) satisfies ρ(f) = 0, then f = 0 a.e.
(iv) Let E ∈ Σ(µ), s > 0, and ε > 0. Then there is δ > 0 such that

for all f ∈ L+
0 (µ) with ρ(f) ≤ δ we have

µ({ω ∈ E : f(ω) > s}) ≤ ε.
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Proof. Statement (i) is clear. Now let f ∈ L+
0 (µ). If ρ(f) is finite, then

ρf(∞) = 0 and (ii) follows. If ρ(f) = 0, then ρf (s) = 0 for all s > 0.
Since Ωf (0) = ∪∞

n=1Ωf (2
−n), we obtain (iii). Finally, let E ∈ Σ(µ),

s > 0, and ε > 0. By (F.4), there is δ̃ > 0 such that if A ⊆ E with

ρ(χA) ≤ δ̃, then µ(A) ≤ ε. Take δ := sδ̃, and let f ∈ L+
0 (µ) with

ρ(f) ≤ δ. Set A := {ω ∈ E : f(ω) > s}. Since ρ(χA) ≤ ρ(f)/s ≤ δ̃, we
obtain (iv). �

Definition 3.5. A function quasi-norm ρ is said to be p-convex if there
is a constant C such that

ρp(
∑n

j=1 fj) ≤ C
∑n

j=1 ρ
p(fj), n ∈ N, fj ∈ L+

0 (µ).

Proposition 3.6 (Aoki-Rolewicz Theorem for function quasi-norms).
Any function quasi-norm is p-convex for some 0 < p ≤ 1. Indeed, if κ
is the modulus of concavity we can choose p such that 21/p−1 = κ.

Proof. It goes over the lines of the proof of the Aoki-Rolewicz Theorem
(see e.g. [20, Lemma 1.1]). So, we omit it. �

Definition 3.7. Given two function quasi-norms ρ and λ over a σ-
finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ), we say that ρ dominates λ if there is a
constant C such that λ(f) ≤ Cρ(f) for all f ∈ L+

0 (µ). If ρ dominates
and is dominated by λ, we say that ρ and λ are equivalent.

Lemma 3.8. Let 0 < p ≤ 1, and let ρ be a function quasi-norm. Then
ρ is equivalent to a function p-norm if and only if it is p-convex.

Proof. It is clear that any function p-norm is p-convex, and p-convexity
is inherited by passing to an equivalent function quasi norm. Recip-
rocally, if ρ is a p-convex function quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure
space (Ω,Σ, µ), then it is immediate that the map map λ : L+

0 (µ) →
[0,∞] given by

λ(f) = inf







(

n
∑

j=1

ρp(fj)

)1/p

: n ∈ N, fj ∈ L+
0 (µ), f =

n
∑

j=1

fj







is a function p-norm equivalent to ρ. �

Corollary 3.9. Any function quasi-norm is equivalent to a function
p-norm for some 0 < p ≤ 1.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.6 and Lemma 3.8. �

In light of Corollary 3.9, it is natural, and convenient in some sit-
uations, to restrict ourselves to function quasi-norms that are func-
tion p-norms for some p. However, we emphasize that some p-convex
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spaces arising naturally in Mathematical Analysis are given by a func-
tion quasi-norm that is not a p-norm. Take, for instance the 1-convex
(i.e., locally convex) function space Lr,∞, r > 1. So, when working in
the general framework of non-locally convex spaces, it is convenient to
know whether a given property pass to equivalent function quasi-norms.

Definition 3.10. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite mea-
sure space (Ω,Σ, µ), and let X be a quasi-Banach space. The space

Lρ(X) = {f ∈ L0(µ,X) : ‖f‖ρ := ρ(‖f‖) < ∞}.

endowed with the gauge ‖ · ‖ρ will be called the vector-valued Köthe
space associated with ρ and X. The space Lρ = Lρ(F) will be called
the Köthe space associated with ρ.

Note that we do not impose the functions in Lρ(X) to be strongly
measurable. If ρ is the function quasi-norm associated to the Lebesgue
space Lp(µ), 0 < p < ∞, we set Lp(µ,X) := Lρ(X). If A ∈ Σ, we set
Lp(A, µ,X) := Lp(µ|A,X), where µ|A is the restriction of µ to Σ∩P(A).

In general, if ρ|A is the function quasi-norm defined by ρ|A(f) = ρ(f̃),
where

f̃(ω) =

{

f(ω) if ω ∈ A,

0 otherwise,

we set Lρ(A,X) = Lρ|A(X).
It is clear that Lρ is an order ideal in L0(µ). By Lemma 3.4 (ii), its

cone is given by

L+
ρ = {f ∈ L+

0 (µ) : ρ(f) < ∞}.

Lemma 3.11. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure
space (Ω,Σ, µ) and X be a quasi-Banach space.

(i) Lρ(X) is a quasi-normed space.
(ii) S(µ,X) ⊆ Lρ(X).
(iii) If we endow L0(µ,X) with the vector topology of the local conver-

gence in measure, then Lρ(X) ⊆ L0(µ,X) continuously.
(iv) If K is a closed subset of X, then Lρ(K) := {f ∈ Lρ(X) : f(ω) ∈

K a.e. ω ∈ Ω} is closed in Lρ(X).

Proof. Statements (i), (ii), and (iii) are straightforward from the very
definition of function quasi-norm and Lemma 3.4. Now let K be a
closed subset of X, and let x be a function in Lρ(X) \Lρ(K) (assuming
that this set is non-empty). There is ε > 0 and A ⊆ Σ with µ(A) > 0
such that ‖x(a) − k‖ ≥ ε for all a ∈ A and all k ∈ K. Therefore
‖x− y‖ρ ≥ ερ(χA) > 0 for all y ∈ Lρ(K), and we obtain (iv). �
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Lemma 3.12. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm, and let X be a Banach
space. If a sequence (xn)

∞
n=1 converges to x in Lρ(X), then (‖xn‖)∞n=1

converges to ‖x‖ in Lρ.

Proof. It follows from the inequality |‖xn‖ − ‖x‖| ≤ ‖xn − x‖ for all
n ∈ N. �

Proposition 3.13. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite mea-
sure space (Ω,Σ, µ), let X be a quasi-Banach space, and let (xn)

∞
n=1

be a sequence in L0(µ,X) such that limn ‖xn − x‖ρ = 0 for some
x ∈ L0(µ,X). Then, there is a subsequence (yn)

∞
n=1 of (xn)

∞
n=1 such

that limn yn = x a.e.

Proof. Let (Aj)
∞
j=1 be an increasing sequence of finite-measure sets such

that xn is null outside A = ∪∞
j=1Aj for all n ∈ N. Then ρ(‖x‖χΩ\A) = 0.

Therefore x(ω) = 0 a.e. ω ∈ Ω\A. By Lemma 3.11 (iii), for each j ∈ N

there is an increasing sequence (nk)
∞
k=1 such that limk xnk

(ω) = x(ω)
a.e. ω ∈ Aj . The Cantor diagonal technique yields a subsequence
(yn)

∞
n=1 of (xn)

∞
n=1 such that limn yn(ω) = x(ω) a.e. ω ∈ A. �

3.1. The Fatou property.

Definition 3.14. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite mea-
sure space (Ω,Σ, µ). We say that ρ has the rough Fatou property if
there is a constant C such that ρ(limn fn) ≤ C limn ρ(fn) whenever
(fn)

∞
n=1 is non-decreasing sequence in L+

0 (µ). If the above holds with
C = 1 we say that ρ has the Fatou property. We say that ρ has the
weak Fatou property if ρ(limn fn) < ∞ whenever the non-decreasing
sequence (fn)

∞
n=1 in L+

0 (µ) satisfies limn ρ(fn) < ∞.

Fatou property does not pass to equivalent function quasi-norms. In
contrast, both rough and weak Fatou property are preserved. In fact,
these two notions are equivalent.

Proposition 3.15 (cf. [4, Lemma]). If ρ is a function quasi-norm with
the weak Fatou property, then it also has the rough Fatou property.

Proof. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure space
(Ω,Σ, µ). By Corollary 3.9, we can assume without loss of generality
that it is a function p-norm for some 0 < p ≤ 1. Suppose that ρ does
not have the rough Fatou property. Then, for each k ∈ N there is a
non-decreasing sequence (fk,n)

∞
n=1 in L+

0 (µ) with supn ρ(fk,n) ≤ 1 and
ρ(limn fk,n) > 22k/p. The sequence (gn)

∞
n=1 defined by

gn =
n
∑

k=1

2−k/pfk,n, n ∈ N,
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is non-decreasing, and we have

2−k/pfk,n ≤ g := lim
n

gn, k ≤ n.

Then ρ(g) ≥ 2−k/pρ(limn fk,n) > 2k/p for all k ∈ N. That is, ρ(g) = ∞.
On the other hand, since ρ is a function p-norm, ρp(gn) ≤

∑n
k=1 2

−k ≤ 1
for all n ∈ N. Therefore ρ does not have the weak Fatou property. �

Proposition 3.16 (cf. [6, Theorem 1.8]). Let λ and ρ be two function
quasi-norms over the same σ-finite measure space. Suppose that ρ has
the weak Fatou property. Then ρ dominates λ if and only if L+

ρ ⊆ L+
λ .

Proof. The direct implication is obvious. Suppose now that ρ does
not dominate λ. Then there is a sequence (fn)

∞
n=1 in L+

0 (µ) such that
4nρ(fn) < λ(fn) for all n ∈ N. Set

f =

∞
∑

n=1

2−n

ρ(fn)
fn.

Using that ρ has the rough Fatou property (due to Proposition 3.15)
and Proposition 3.6, we obtain that ρ(f) < ∞. Since

λ(f) ≥ sup
n

2−nλ(fn)

ρ(fn)
≥ sup

n
2n = ∞,

the space L+
ρ is not contained in L+

λ . �

Definition 3.17. Let 0 < p ≤ 1 and let ρ be a function quasi-norm over
a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ). We say that ρ has the Riesz-Fischer
p-property if for every sequence (fn)

∞
n=1 in L+

0 (µ) with
∑∞

n=1 ρ
p(fn) <

∞ we have ρ(
∑∞

n=1 fn) < ∞.

Lemma 3.18 (cf. [4, Theorem]). Let ρ be a p-convex function quasi-
norm with the weak Fatou property. Then ρ has the Riesz-Fischer
p-property.

Proof. Let (fn)
∞
n=1 be a sequence in L+

0 (µ) with A :=
∑∞

n=1 ρ
p(fn) < ∞.

If C denotes the p-convexity constant of ρ, then

ρ

(

m
∑

n=1

fn

)

≤ C1/p

(

m
∑

n=1

ρp(fn)

)1/p

≤ C1/pA1/p, m ∈ N.

Hence limm ρ(
∑m

n=1 fn) < ∞, and therefore ρ(
∑∞

n=1 fn) < ∞ (since
ρ has the weak Fatou property). That is, ρ has the Riesz-Fischer p-
property. �

Proposition 3.19. Let 0 < p ≤ 1 and let ρ be a function quasi-norm
over a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ). The following are equivalent.
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(i) ρ has the Riesz-Fischer p-property.
(ii) There is a constant C such that ρp(

∑∞
n=1 fn) ≤ C

∑∞
n=1 ρ

p(fn) for
every sequence (fn)

∞
n=1 in L+

0 (µ).
(iii) Lρ(X) is a quasi-Banach space for any (resp. some) nonzero quasi-

Banach space X.
(iv) Lρ is a p-convex quasi-Banach space.

Moreover, the optimal constant in (ii) is the p-convexity constant of
Lρ. In particular, Lρ is a p-Banach space if and only if (ii) holds with
C = 1.

Proof. Assume that (ii) does not hold. Then for every k ∈ N there is a
sequence (fk,n)

∞
n=1 in L+

0 (µ) such that

ρp

(

∞
∑

n=1

fk,n

)

≥ k and
∞
∑

n=1

ρp(fk,n) ≤ 2−k.

Then
∑

(k,n)∈N2 ρp(fk,n) ≤ 1, and also

ρp





∑

(k,n)∈N2

fk,n



 ≥ ρp

(

∞
∑

n=1

fk,n

)

≥ k

for all k ∈ N. That is, ρ(
∑

(k,n)∈N2 fk,n) = ∞. So (i) does not hold. In

other words, (i) implies (ii).
Now assume (ii). Let X be a nonzero quasi-Banach space with mod-

ulus of concavity κ. By Lemma 3.11 (i), we already know that Lρ(X)
is a quasi-normed space. Therefore, in order to obtain (iii), it suffices
to prove that the series

∑∞
n=1 fn converges in Lρ(X) for every sequence

(fn)
∞
n=1 in Lρ(X) such that

∞
∑

n=1

κnpρp(‖fn‖) < ∞. (3.2)

Using (ii) and Lemma 3.4 (ii), we obtain that
∑∞

n=1 κ
n‖fn‖ converges

a.e. in Ω; say it converges in Ω\N where µ(N ) = 0. Set gn := fnχΩ\N .
Obviously ‖gn‖ ≤ ‖fn‖, so ρ(‖gn‖) ≤ ρ(‖fn‖) for all n ∈ N. Then (3.2)
is also true if we put gn instead of fn.
For allM,N ∈ N withM ≥ N , we have ‖

∑M
n=N gn‖ ≤

∑M
n=N κn‖gn‖.

Since
∑∞

n=1 κ
n‖gn(t)‖ converges for all t ∈ Ω, (

∑m
n=1 gn(t))

∞
m=1 is a

Cauchy sequence in X. Therefore
∑∞

n=1 gn(t) =: f(t) converges for all
t ∈ Ω. Let us see that

∑∞
n=1 fn converges to f in Lρ(X).

Notice that if a sequence (xn)
∞
n=1 converges to x in X, since ‖x‖ ≤

κ‖xn‖ + κ‖x − xn‖, we have ‖x‖ ≤ κ lim infn‖xn‖. Recall that if two
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functions u, v in L+
0 (µ) are equal a.e., then ρ(u) = ρ(v). Hence

ρ

(∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

f −
m
∑

n=1

fn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

)

= ρ

(∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

f −
m
∑

n=1

gn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

)

= ρ

(∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

n=m+1

gn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

)

≤ ρ

(

κ lim inf
M→∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

M
∑

n=m+1

gn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

)

≤ κρ

(

∞
∑

n=m+1

κn‖gn‖

)

≤ κ

(

∞
∑

n=m+1

κnpρp(‖gn‖)

)1/p

−−−→
m→∞

0.

Therefore, we have proved that (ii) implies (iii).
Suppose that Lρ(X) is a quasi-Banach space for some nonzero quasi-

Banach space X. Take a nonzero vector x in X. Since obviously F is
isomorphic to {tx : t ∈ F}, which is a closed subset of X, it follows
that Lρ is a quasi-Banach space using Lemma 3.11 (iv). By the Aoki-
Rolewicz theorem, Lρ is p-convex for some 0 < p ≤ 1. Hence (iii)
implies (iv).
Finally, assume that (iv) holds. Let (fn)

∞
n=1 be a sequence in L+

0 (µ)
such that

∑∞
n=1 ρ

p(fn) < ∞. Since Lρ is p-convex (with constant C),
for all M,N ∈ N with M ≥ N we have

ρ

(

M
∑

n=N

fn

)

≤ C1/p

(

M
∑

n=N

ρp(fn)

)1/p

.

Therefore (
∑m

n=1 fn)
∞
m=1 is a Cauchy sequence in the quasi-Banach

space Lρ(X), so it converges to a function f in Lρ(X). By Proposi-
tion 3.13, there is a subsequence (

∑mj

n=1 fn)
∞
j=1 that converges to f a.e.,

say in Ω \ N where µ(N ) = 0. Since (
∑m

n=1 fn)
∞
m=1 is non-decreasing,

it follows that it converges to f in Ω \ N . That is,
∑∞

n=1 fn = f a.e.,
and therefore ρ(

∑∞
n=1 fn) = ρ(f) < ∞. Hence (iv) implies (i). �

3.2. Absolute continuity and domination.

Definition 3.20. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite mea-
sure space (Ω,Σ, µ). We say that f ∈ L+

ρ is absolutely continuous with
respect to ρ if

limn ρ(fn) = ρ(limn fn)

for every non-increasing sequence (fn)
∞
n=1 in L+

0 (µ) with f1 ≤ f . If
the above holds only in the case when limn fn = 0, we say that f
is dominating. We denote by La

ρ (resp. Ld
ρ) the set consisting of all

f ∈ L0(µ) such that |f | is absolutely continuous (resp. dominating).
We say that ρ is absolutely continuous (resp. dominating) if La

ρ = Lρ
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(resp. Ld
ρ = Lρ). If χE ∈ La

ρ (resp. Ld
ρ) for every E ∈ Σ(µ), we say

that ρ is locally absolutely continuous (resp. locally dominating).

Notice that domination is preserved under equivalence of function
quasi-norms, but absolute continuity is not. Propostion 3.21 below
yields that if the function quasi-norm is continuous (in the sense that
limn ‖xn‖ρ = ‖x‖ρ whenever (xn)

∞
n=1 and x in Lρ satisfy limn ‖xn −

x‖ρ = 0), then both concepts are equivalent. Notice that any function
p-norm, 0 < p ≤ 1, is continuous. So, the existence of non-continuous
function quasi-norms is a ‘pathology’ which only occurs in the non-
locally convex setting. We must point out that, since it is by no means
clear whether absolutely continuous norms are continuous, the termi-
nology could be somewhat confusing. Notwithstanding, we prefer to
use terminology similar to that it is customary within framework of
function norms.

Proposition 3.21. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite
measure space (Ω,Σ, µ). Suppose that f ∈ L+

ρ is dominating. Then
limn xn = x in Lρ(X) for every quasi-Banach space X and every se-
quence (xn)

∞
n=1 in L0(µ,X) with limn xn = x a.e. and ‖xn‖ ≤ f a.e. for

all n ∈ N.

Proof. Let N be a null set such that supn ‖xn(ω)‖ ≤ f(ω) < ∞ and
limn xn(ω) = x(ω) for all ω ∈ Ω \ N . Then ‖x(ω)‖ ≤ κf(ω) for all
ω ∈ Ω \N , where κ is the modulus of concavity of the quasi-norm ‖·‖.
Set

fn = sup
j≥n

‖xj − x‖χΩ\N , n ∈ N.

The sequence (fn)
∞
n=1 in L+

0 (µ) decreases to 0, and supn fn ≤ κ(κ+1)f .
Consequently, limn ρ(fn) = 0. Since ‖xj −x‖ρ ≤ ρ(fn) whenever j ≥ n
we are done. �

Proposition 3.22 (cf. [6, Proposition 3.6]). Let ρ be a function quasi-
norm over a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ), and let f be a function
in L+

ρ . Then, f is dominating if and only if

lim
n

ρ(fχAn) = 0

whenever the sequence (An)
∞
n=1 in Σ decreases to ∅.

Proof. The direct implication is obvious. Conversely, suppose that
ρ(fχAn) → 0 whenever (An)

∞
n=1 decreases to ∅. Let (fn)

∞
n=1 be a non-

increasing sequence of functions in L+
0 (µ) such that f1 ≤ f and fn → 0.

Let us prove that ρ(fn) → 0.
Let κ be the modulus of concavity of ρ, and fix ε > 0.
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Assume first that µ(Ω) < ∞. Then ρ(χΩ) < ∞, and we can set
s = ε/(2κρ(χΩ)). For each n ∈ N, let Bn = {fn < s} ⊆ Ω. It is a non-
decreasing sequence in Σ whose union is Ω. Since fn ≤ fχΩ\Bn + sχBn,
we have

ρ(fn) ≤ κρ(fχΩ\Bn) + κsρ(χBn) ≤ κρ(fχΩ\Bn) + ε/2 < ε

for n sufficiently large.
Now suppose that µ(Ω) = ∞. Let (Ωm)

∞
m=1 be a non-decreasing

sequence in Σ(µ) whose union is Ω. Take m such that κρ(fχΩ\Ωm) <
ε/2. Since fn ≤ fnχΩm + fχΩ\Ωm , using that µ(Ωm) < ∞ and the
previous case, we have

ρ(fn) ≤ κρ(fnχΩm) + κρ(fχΩ\Ωm) ≤ κρ(fnχΩm) + ε/2 < ε

for n sufficiently large. �

Given a function quasi-norm ρ and a set E ∈ Σ we define

Φ[E, ρ](t) = sup{ρ(χA) : A ∈ Σ, A ⊆ E, µ(A) ≤ t},

and we set Φ[ρ] = Φ[Ω, ρ]. Notice that the function Φ[E, ρ] is non-
negative and non-decreasing. In particular, there exists the limit of
Φ[E, ρ](t) when t → 0+.

Corollary 3.23. A function quasi-norm ρ is locally dominating if and
only if limt→0+ Φ[E, ρ](t) = 0 for every E ∈ Σ(µ).

Proof. If limt→0+ Φ[E, ρ](t) = 0 for every E ∈ Σ(µ), using Proposi-
tion 3.22 we obtain that ρ is locally dominating. Now assume that
s := limt→0+ Φ[E, ρ](t) > 0 for some E ∈ Σ(µ). Then there is a se-
quence (An)

∞
n=1 of measurable subsets of E such that µ(An) ≤ 1/2n

and ρ(χAn) > s/2 for all n ∈ N. Set Bn = ∪∞
k=nAk. The sequence

(Bn)
∞
n=1 decreases to a null set and ρ(χBn) ≥ s/2 for all n ∈ N, so χB1

is not dominating. Hence ρ is not locally dominating. �

Definition 3.24. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite mea-
sure space (Ω,Σ, µ). We say say L ⊆ Lρ is an order ideal with respect
to ρ if it is an order ideal and it is closed in Lρ.

Lemma 3.25 (cf. [6, Theorem 3.8]). Let ρ be a function quasi-norm
over a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ). Then Ld

ρ is an order ideal with
respect to ρ.

Proof. It is straightforward that Ld
ρ is a subspace of L0(µ). If a function

f belongs to Ld
ρ, obviously f also belongs to Ld

ρ. Let f and g be real-

valued functions in Ld
ρ. Set A = {ω ∈ Ω: |f(ω)| < |g(ω)|}. Let (hn)

∞
n=1

be a sequence in L+
0 (µ) decreasing to 0 with h1 ≤ max{|f |, |g|}. Since
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|f | and |g| are dominating, h1χA ≤ |g|, and h1χΩ\A ≤ |f |, we obtain
that limn ρ(hnχA) = 0 and limn ρ(hnχΩ\A) = 0. Hence limn ρ(hn) = 0.
Therefore max{|f |, |g|} is dominating. This implies that |max{f, g}| is
also dominating, so Ld

ρ is an order ideal.

Now we prove that Ld
ρ is closed in Lρ. Let (fj)

∞
j=1 be a sequence

in Ld
ρ that converges in Lρ to a function f . Let (gn)

∞
n=1 be a non-

increasing sequence in L+
0 (µ) with g1 ≤ |f | and limn gn = 0. Then

gn ≤ min{gn, |fj|} + |f − fj | for each j ∈ N. Consequently, if κ is the
modulus of concavity of ρ, we have

ρ(gn) ≤ κρ(min{gn, |fj|}) + κρ(|f − fj |).

Hence limn ρ(gn) = 0. So |f | is dominating, as we wanted to prove. �

Definition 3.26. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite mea-
sure space (Ω,Σ, µ). We denote by Lb

ρ the closure of S(µ) in Lρ. We

say that ρ is minimal if Lb
ρ = Lρ.

Lemma 3.27 (cf. [6, Proposition 3.10]). Let ρ be a function quasi-
norm over a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ). Then Lb

ρ is an order

ideal with respect to ρ. Moreover Lb,+
ρ is the closure in Lρ of

C = {f ∈ L+
0 (µ) : ‖f‖∞ < ∞, µf(0) < ∞}.

Proof. It is obvious that Lb
ρ is an order ideal in L0(µ), and it is closed

in Lρ by definition. Hence Lb
ρ is an order ideal with respect to ρ.

Let f be a function in C, and set E := {0 < f < ∞} ⊆ Ω. Since
µ(E) < ∞, we have ρ(χE) < ∞. Fix ε > 0, and let 0 ≤ g ≤ f be a
simple function such that ‖f − g‖∞ < ε/ρ(χE). Then

ρ(f − g) ≤ ‖f − g‖∞ρ(χE) < ε.

This means that C is contained in Lb,+
ρ . Therefore, the closure of C

in Lρ is also contained in Lb,+
ρ . On the other hand, it is obvious that

every non-negative simple function which is finite a.e. belongs to C. So
the second part of the statement follows. �

Proposition 3.28 (cf. [6, Theorem 3.11]). For any function quasi-
norm ρ over a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ) we have Ld

ρ ⊆ Lb
ρ.

Proof. It is enough to prove that Ld,+
ρ ⊆ Lb,+

ρ . Let f be a function

in Ld,+
ρ . Let (An)

∞
n=1 be an increasing sequence in Σ(µ) whose union

is {f > 0} ⊆ Ω. Pick an increasing sequence (fj)
∞
j=1 of measurable

positive simple functions with limn fn = f . We have limn ρ(f−fχAn) =
0 and limj ρ(fχAn − fjχAn) = 0 for each n ∈ N. Since fjχAn ∈ Lb,+

ρ

for all j, n ∈ N, we infer that f ∈ Lb,+
ρ . �
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Corollary 3.29. A function quasi-norm ρ is locally dominating if and
only if Ld

ρ = Lb
ρ. Moreover if ρ is dominating, then ρ is minimal.

Proof. It is a straightforward consequence of Proposition 3.28 �

Since we could need to deal with non-continuous function quasi-
norms, we give some results pointing to ensure that limn ‖xn‖ρ = ‖x‖ρ
under the assumption that (xn)

∞
n=1 converges to x.

Lemma 3.30. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure
space (Ω,Σ, µ) with the Fatou property, and let (fn)

∞
n=1 be a sequence

in L+
0 (µ). Then

ρ(lim inf
n

fn) ≤ lim inf
n

ρ(fn).

Proof. Just apply Fatou property to infk≥n fk, n ∈ N. �

Lemma 3.31. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm with the Fatou property
and X be a Banach space. If x ∈ Lρ(X) and (xn)

∞
n=1 ⊆ Lρ(X) satisfy

supn ‖xn‖ ≤ ‖x‖ and limn ρ(‖xn−x‖) = 0, then limn ρ(‖xn‖) = ρ(‖x‖).

Proof. Obviously, lim supn ρ(‖xn‖) ≤ ρ(‖x‖). Let us see now that
ρ(‖x‖) ≤ lim infn ρ(‖xn‖). Let (yn)

∞
n=1 be a subsequence of (xn)

∞
n=1

such that limn ρ(‖yn‖) = lim infn ρ(‖xn‖). Since limn ρ(‖x − yn‖) = 0,
by Lemma 3.12 we have limn ρ(‖x‖−‖yn‖) = 0. Then Proposition 3.13
guarantees the existence of a subsequence (zn)

∞
n=1 of (yn)

∞
n=1 such that

limn‖zn‖ = ‖x‖. Using Lemma 3.30 we obtain

ρ(‖x‖) = ρ(lim
n
‖zn‖) ≤ lim inf

n
ρ(‖zn‖) = lim

n
ρ(‖yn‖),

as we wanted to prove. �

Lemma 3.32. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure
space (Ω,Σ, µ) with the Fatou property, and let X be a Banach space.
If x ∈ L0(µ,X) and (xn)

∞
n=1 ⊆ L0(µ,X) satisfy limn xn = x a.e., and

supn ‖xn‖ ≤ g for some g ∈ La,+
ρ , then limn ρ(‖xn‖) = ρ(‖x‖).

Proof. Note that since limn xn = x a.e. and X is a Banach space, we
have limn‖xn‖ = ‖x‖ a.e. Consider two particular cases. First, suppose
that ‖xn‖ ≤ ‖x‖ for all n ∈ N. Obviously, lim supn ρ(‖xn‖) ≤ ρ(‖x‖).
Then, by Lemma 3.30, ρ(‖x‖) ≤ lim infn ρ(‖xn‖). Second, suppose
that ‖xn‖ ≥ ‖x‖ for all n ∈ N. Obviously, lim infn ρ(‖xn‖) ≥ ρ(‖x‖).
Set gn = supk≥n ‖xk‖. Then g ≥ g1 and (gn)

∞
n=1 is non-increasing

with limn gn = ‖x‖ a.e. Using the absolute continuity of g, we have
lim supn ρ(‖xn‖) ≤ lim ρ(gn) = ρ(‖x‖). In the general case, set gn =
min{‖xn‖, ‖x‖} and hn = max{‖xn‖, ‖x‖}. Then both (ρ(gn))

∞
n=1 and

(ρ(hn))
∞
n=1 converge to ρ(‖x‖). Since gn ≤ ‖xn‖ ≤ hn, the statement

follows. �
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Proposition 3.33. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite mea-
sure space (Ω,Σ, µ) with the Fatou property, and let X be a Banach
space. If x ∈ L0(µ,X) and (xn)

∞
n=1 ⊆ L0(µ,X) satisfy limn‖x− xn‖ρ =

0, and supn ‖xn‖ ≤ g for some g ∈ La,+
ρ , then limn ρ(‖xn‖) = ρ(‖x‖).

Proof. It suffices to prove that any subsequence of (xn)
∞
n=1 has a fur-

ther subsequence (yn)
∞
n=1 with limn ‖yn‖ρ = ‖x‖ρ. But this follows

combining Proposition 3.13 with Lemma 3.32. �

3.3. The role of lattice convexity and Minkowski-type inequal-

ities. Function spaces built from function quasi-norms have a lattice
structure. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure space
(Ω,Σ, µ). Given 0 < p ≤ ∞, we say that ρ is lattice p-convex (resp.
concave) if Lρ is. Equivalently, ρ is lattice p-convex (resp. concave) if
and only if there is a constant C such that G ≤ CH (resp. H ≤ CG)
for every n ∈ N and (fj)

n
j=1 in L+

0 (µ), where

G = ρ((
∑n

j=1 f
p
j )

1/p), H = (
∑n

j=1 ρ
p(fj))

1/p.

If the above holds for disjointly supported families, we say that ρ sat-
isfies an upper (resp. lower) p-estimate.
If ρ is lattice p-convex, then it is p-convex, where p = min{1, p}.

The notions of 1-convexity and lattice 1-convexity are equivalent. This
identification does not extend to p < 1 since there are function quasi-
norms over N which are lattice p-convex for no p > 0 (see [19]). Kalton
[18] characterized quasi-Banach lattices (in particular, function quasi-
norms) that are p-convex for some p as those that are L-convex. We
say that a function quasi-norm is L-convex if there is 0 < ε < 1 such
that if f and (fj)

n
j=1 in L+

0 (µ) satisfy

max
1≤j≤n

fj ≤ f and
1

n

n
∑

j=1

fj ≥ (1− ε)f,

then max1≤j≤n ρ(fj) ≥ ερ(f).
Given 0 < r < ∞, the r-convexified quasi-norm ρ(r) is defined by

ρ(r)(f) = ρ1/r(f r).

It is straightforward to check that ρ(r) is a function quasi-norm. If ρ
has the Fatou (resp. weak Fatou) property, then ρ(r) does have. If ρ
is p-convex (resp. concave), then ρ(r) is pr-convex (resp. concave). We
set

L(r)
ρ = Lρ(r).

A question implicit in Section 3.2 is whether any p-convex function
quasi-norm with the weak Fatou property is equivalent to a function
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p-norm with the Fatou property. For function norms the answer to this
question is positive, and its proof relies on using the associated gauge
ρ′ given by

ρ′(f) = sup

{
∫

Ω

fg dµ : g ∈ L+
0 (µ), ρ(g) ≤ 1

}

.

In fact, we have the following.

Lemma 3.34 (see [6, Theorem 2.2]). Let ρ be a function quasi-norm
fulfiling (F.7). Then ρ′ is a function norm with the Fatou property.

Proof. It is a routine checking. �

Theorem 3.35 (cf. [6] and [35, Theorem 112.2]). Let ρ be a function
norm with the weak Fatou property. Suppose that ρ satisfies (F.7).
Then ρ′′ is equivalent to ρ. Moreover, if ρ has the Fatou property, then
ρ′′ = ρ.

In the non-locally convex setting, it is hopeless to try to obtain full
information for ρ from the associated function norm ρ′. Nonetheless,
the following is a partial positive answer to the aforementoned question.

Proposition 3.36. Let 0 < p < ∞ and let ρ be a function quasi-norm
over a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ). Suppose that ρ is p-convex,
has the weak Fatou property, and that for every E ∈ Σ(µ) there is a
constant CE such that

∫

E
f p dµ ≤ CEρ(f) for all f ∈ L+

0 (µ). Then ρ is
equivalent to a function p-norm with the Fatou property. In fact, there
is G ⊂ L+

0 (µ) such that ρ is equivalent to the function quasi-norm λ
given by

λ(f) = sup
g∈G

(∫

Ω

f pg dµ

)1/p

.

Proof. The function quasi-norm ρ(1/p) is 1-convex and, then, equivalent
to a function norm σ. The properties of ρ yields that σ satisfies (F.7)
and has the weak Fatou property. By Theorem 3.35, σ is equivalent
to the function norm σ′′. Consequently, ρ is equivalent to the function
quasi-norm σ′′(p). �

Definition 3.37. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite mea-
sure space (Ω,Σ, µ), and let (Θ, T , ν) be another σ-finite measure space.
Given f ∈ L+

0 (µ⊗ ν) and g ∈ L+
0 (ν ⊗ µ) we set

ρ[1, f ] : Θ → [0,∞], ρ[1, f ](θ) = ρ(f(·, θ)); and

ρ[2, g] : Θ → [0,∞], ρ[2, g](θ) = ρ(g(θ, ·)).
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Proposition 3.38. Let ρ be a locally absolutely continuous function
quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ) with the Fatou prop-
erty. Let (Θ, T , ν) be another σ-finite measure space. Let f ∈ L+

0 (µ⊗ν)
and g ∈ L+

0 (ν ⊗ µ). Then ρ[1, f ] and ρ[2, g] are measurable functions.

Proof. It suffices to prove the result for f . The Fatou property yields
that if the result holds for a non-decreasing sequence (fn)

∞
n=1, then

it also holds for limn fn. Consequently, we can suppose that µ(Ω) <
∞ and that f is a measurable simple function. Given a measurable
simple positive function f we denote by Mf the set consisting of all
E in the product σ-algebra Σ ⊗ T such that the result holds for f +
tχE for every t ≥ 0. The absolute continuity and the Fatou property
yields that Mf is a monotone class for any measurable simple function
f . Therefore, if R denotes the algebra consisting of all finite disjoint
unions of measurable rectangles, the monotone class theorem yields
that R ⊆ Mf implies Σ⊗T ⊆ Mf . Let Cr denote the cone consisting
of all positive functions measurable with respect to R. Given n ∈ N,
let C[n] be the cone consisting of all measurable non-negative functions
which take at most n−1 different positive values. It is straightforward
to check that the result holds for all functions in Cr = Cr+C[1]. Suppose
that the result holds for all functions in Cr + C[n]. Then R ⊆ Mf for
all f ∈ Cr + C[n]. Consequently, Σ ⊗ T ⊆ Mf for all f ∈ Cr + C[n].
In other words, the result holds for all functions in Cr + C[n + 1]. By
induction, the result holds for every f ∈ C := ∪∞

n=1Cr + C[n]. Since C
is the cone consisting of all measurable simple non-negative functions,
we are done. �

Proposition 3.38 allows us to iteratively apply function quasi-noms
to measurable functions defined on product spaces. A Minkowski-type
inequality is an inequality that compares the gauges that appear when
iterating in different ways.

Definition 3.39. Let ρ and λ be locally absolutely continuous func-
tion quasi-norms with the Fatou property over σ-finite measure spaces
(Ω,Σ, µ) and (Θ, T , ν) respectively. Given f ∈ L+

0 (µ⊗ ν) we set

(ρ, λ)[1, 2](f) = ρ(λ[2, f ]), (λ, ρ)[2, 1](f) = λ(ρ[1, f ]).

We say that the pair (ρ, λ) has the Minkowski’s integral inequality (MII
for short) property if there is a constant C such that

(ρ, λ)[1, 2](f) ≤ C(λ, ρ)[2, 1](f)

for all f ∈ L+
0 (µ⊗ ν).
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The following result is obtained from the corresponding one for func-
tion norms [27]. We do not know whether a direct proof which circum-
vent using lattice convexity is possible.

Theorem 3.40. Let ρ and λ be locally absolutely continuous L-convex
function quasi-norms with the Fatou property. Then (ρ, λ) has the MII
property if and only if there is 0 < p ≤ ∞ such that λ is lattice p-convex
and ρ is lattice p-concave.

Proof. Pick 0 < s < ∞ such that ρ(s) and λ(s) are 1-convex. Since

(ρ(s), λ(s))[1, 2](f) = ((ρ, λ)[1, 2](f s))1/s ,

(ρ, λ) has the MII property if and only if (ρ(s), λ(s)) does have. It turn,
by [27, Theorems 2.3 and 2.5], (ρ(s), λ(s)) has the MII property if and
only if there is q ∈ (0,∞] such that λ(s) is lattice q-convex and ρ(s) is
lattice q-concave. This latter condition is equivalent to the existence
of p ∈ (0,∞] (related with q by q = sp) as desired. �

Given 0 < p < ∞ and a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ), the
Lebesgue space Lp(µ) is absolutely continuous and lattice p-convex.
Moreover, if µ is infinite-dimensional, then Lp(µ) is not lattice q-concave
for any q < p. Consequently, we have the following.

Proposition 3.41. Let 0 < p < ∞ and ρ be a locally absolutely con-
tinuous L-convex function quasi-norm over an infinite-dimensional σ-
finite measure space. Given another σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ)
such that L0(µ) is infinite-dimensional, the pair (ρ, Lp(µ)) has the MII
property if and only if ρ is p-concave.

Another Köthe space of interest for us is the weak Lorentz space
L1,∞(µ) defined from the function quasi-norm

f 7→ sup
s>0

sµf(s) = sup
s>0

sµ{ω ∈ Ω: f(ω) ≥ s}, f ∈ L+
0 (µ).

We will denote by ‖·‖1,∞ the quasi-norm in L1,∞(µ). We infer from the
properties of the distribution function that L1,∞(µ) is continuous, has
the Fatou property, and it is locally dominating. Kalton [17] proved
that then L1,∞([0, 1]) is lattice p-convex for any p < 1. We emphasize
that the milestone paper [18] allows to achieve this convexity result
regardless the σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ). In fact, given 0 < p < 1,
the p−1/2-convexified of L1,∞(µ), namely the Lorentz space Lp−1/2,∞, is
locally convex [15]. Therefore, by [18, Theorem 2.2], Lp−1/2,∞ is lattice

p1/2-convex. Consequently, L1,∞(µ) is lattice p-convex. Since L1,∞(µ) is
not locally convex unless finite-dimensional [15], we have the following.
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Theorem 3.42. Let ρ be a locally absolutely continuous L-convex func-
tion quasi-norm, and let (Ω,Σ, µ) an infinite-dimensional σ-finite mea-
sure space. Then (ρ, L1,∞(µ)) has the MII property if and only if ρ is
p-concave for some p < 1.

3.4. Conditional expectation in quasi-Banach function spaces.

Given a sub-σ-algebra Σ0 ⊆ Σ, we denote by L+
0 (µ,Σ0) the set con-

sisting of all non-negative Σ0-measurable functions. Given f ∈ L+
0 (µ)

there is a unique g ∈ L+
0 (µ,Σ0) such that

∫

A
f dµ =

∫

A
g dµ for all

A ∈ Σ0. We say that g is the conditional expectation of f with respect
to Σ0, and we denote E(f,Σ0) := g.

Definition 3.43. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over a σ-finite mea-
sure space (Ω,Σ, µ). We say that ρ is leveling if there is a constant C
such that ρ(E(f,Σ0)) ≤ Cρ(f) for every finite sub-σ-algebra Σ0 and
every f ∈ L+

0 (µ).

This terminology follows that used in [11]. We remark that Ellis and
Halperin imposed leveling function norms to satisfy the above definition
with C = 1. Not imposing conditional expectations to be contractive
turns the notion stable under equivalence.
Given a function quasi-norm ρ, a sub-σ-algebra Σ0, and a quasi-

Banach space X, we denote by Lρ(Σ0,X) the space consisting of all
Σ0-measurable functions in Lρ(X). Note that, if ρ|Σ0 is the restriction
of ρ to Σ0, then Lρ(Σ0,X) = Lρ|Σ0

(X). For further reference, we write
down an elementary result.

Lemma 3.44. Let ρ be a leveling function quasi-norm over a σ-finite
measure space (Ω,Σ, µ). Then there is a constant C such that for any
finite sub-σ-algebra Σ0 there is positive projection T : Lρ → Lρ(Σ0)
such that ‖T‖ ≤ C and

∫

A
f dµ =

∫

A
T (f) dµ whenever f ≥ 0 or

∫

A
|f | dµ < ∞.

Definition 3.45. If ρ, Σ0 and T are as in Lemma 3.44, we denote
E[ρ,Σ0] := T .

Lemma 3.46. Leveling function quasi-norms satisfy (F.7).

Proof. Let ρ be a leveling function quasi-norm over a σ-finite measure
space (Ω,Σ, µ). Given A ∈ Σ(µ) with µ(A) > 0, let Σ0 be the smallest
σ-algebra containing A. For all f ∈ L+

0 (µ) we have
∫

A

f dµ ≤
µ(A)

ρ(χA)
ρ(E(f,Σ0)) ≤ C

µ(A)

ρ(χA)
ρ(f). �

It is known that, if q ≥ 1, Lq(µ) has the conditional expectation
property. Locally convex Lorentz and Orlicz spaces do have. More
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generally, we have the following. Recall that a measure space is said
to be resonant if either is non-atomic or it consists of equi-measurable
atoms.

Theorem 3.47. Let ρ be a rearrangement invariant function norm
over a resonant measure space. If ρ satisfies (F.7), then it is leveling.

Proof. By Calderón-Mitjagin Theorem (see [7, 24], and also [6, Theo-
rem 2.2]), Lρ is an interpolation space between L1 and L∞. Since both
L1 and L∞ are leveling, the result follows by interpolation. �

3.5. Function quasi-norms over N. Suppose that ρ is a function
quasi-norm over N endowed with the counting measure. In this partic-
ular case, ρ is locally dominating, and the space of integrable simple
functions is the space c00 consisting of all eventually null sequences.
Concerning the density of c00 in Lρ we have the following.

Proposition 3.48. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over N. Then ρ is
not minimal if and only if ℓ∞ is a subspace of Lρ, in which case Lρ

has block basic sequence equivalent to the unit vector system of ℓ∞.

Before tackling the proof of Proposition 3.48 we give an auxiliary
lemma that will be used a couple of times.

Lemma 3.49. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over N and let (an)
∞
n=1

be a sequence in Lρ. Then (an)
∞
n=1 does not belong to Lb

ρ if and only
there is an increasing sequence (mk)

∞
k=1 of non-negative integers such

that

infk∈N ρ((|an|)
m2k
n=1+m2k−1

) > 0.

Proof. Use that (an)
∞
n=1 ∈ Lρ \ Lb

ρ if and only if the series
∑∞

n=1 an en

does not converge. �

Proof of Proposition 3.48. Assume that Lb
ρ 6= Lρ. By Lemma 3.49,

there is (an)
∞
n=1 in [0,∞)N such that, if

xk =
∑m2k

n=1+m2k−1
an en, k ∈ N,

then infk ‖xk‖ρ > 0 and supm ‖
∑m

k=1 xk‖ < ∞. So, (xk)
∞
k=1 is a block

basic sequence as desired. �

Corollary 3.50. Let ρ be a function quasi-norm over N. If ρ satisfies
a lower p-estimate for some p < ∞, then ρ is minimal and L-convex.

Proof. Our assumptions yields that ℓ∞ is not finitely represented in Lρ

by means of block basic sequences. Then, result follows from Proposi-
tion 3.48 and [18, Theorem 4.1]. �
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Notice that function quasi-norms over N are closely related to un-
conditional bases. In fact, if ρ is a function quasi-norm over N, then
the unit vector system (en)

∞
n=1 is an unconditional basis of Lb

ρ. Recip-
rocally, if (xn)

∞
n=1 is an unconditional basis of a quasi-Banach space X,

then the mapping

ρ ((an)
∞
n=1) = sup

{∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

n=1

bn xn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

: (bn)
∞
n=1 ∈ c00, ∀n ∈ N |bn| ≤ |an|

}

defines a function quasi-norm over N, and the linear map given by
xn 7→ en extends to an isomorphism from X onto Lb

ρ.

4. The galb of a quasi-Banach space

In this section we deal with function quasi-norms associated with galbs
of quasi-Banach spaces.

Definition 4.1. A function quasi-norm over N is said to be symmetric
(or rearrangement invariant) if ρ(f) = ρ(g) whenever g = (bn)

∞
n=1 is a

rearrangement of f = (an)
∞
n=1, i.e., there is a permutation π of N such

that bn = aπ(n) for all n ∈ N.

The symmetry of ρ allows us to safely define ρ(f) for any countable
family of non-negative scalars f = (aj)j∈J . In the language of bases, if
ρ is a symmetric function-quasi-norm, then the unit vector system is a
1-symmetric basis of Lb

ρ.

Definition 4.2. Given a quasi-Banach space X and a sequence f =
(an)

∞
n=1 in [0,∞]N we define

λX(f) = sup

{∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

N
∑

n=1

anxn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

: N ∈ N, ‖xn‖ ≤ 1

}

if an < ∞ for all n ∈ N, and λX(f) = ∞ otherwise.

Proposition 4.3. Let X be a quasi-Banach space. Then λX is a sym-
metric function quasi-norm with modulus of concavity at most that of
X. Moreover,

(i) λX is locally absolutely continuous.
(ii) λX has the Fatou property.
(iii) If Y is a subspace of X, then λX dominates λY.
(iv) If X and Y are isomorphic, then λX and ρY are equivalent.
(v) (λX, λX)[1, 2] dominates λX (regarded as a function quasi-norm

over N2).
(vi) If X is a p-Banach space, 0 < p ≤ 1, then λX is a function p-norm.
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(vii) If X a p-convex quasi-Banach lattice, 0 < p ≤ 1, then λX is lattice
p-convex.

Proof. We will prove (vii), and we will leave the other assertions, which
are reformulations of results from [33], as an exercise for the reader.
Notice that ℓ1 is a p-convex lattice, that is, we have

∞
∑

n=1

(

J
∑

j=1

|an,j|
p

)1/p

≤

(

∑

j∈J

(

∞
∑

n=1

|an,j|
)p
)1/p

, an,j ∈ F.

Hence, the lattice defined by the quasi-norm

g = (xn)
∞
n=1 7→

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

n=1

|xn|

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, g ∈ XN,

is p-convex. Let C denote its p-convexity constant. Let fj = (aj,n)
∞
n=1 ∈

[0,∞)N, 1 ≤ j ≤ J . Given (xn)
N
n=1 ∈ BN

X we have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

N
∑

n=1

(

J
∑

j=1

apj,n

)1/p

xn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

N
∑

n=1

(

J
∑

j=1

(aj,n |xn|)
p

)1/p
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ C

(

J
∑

j=1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

N
∑

n=1

aj,n |xn|

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p)1/p

≤ C

(

J
∑

j=1

λp
X(fj)

)1/p

.

Consequently, λX(
∑J

j=1 |fj|
p)1/p) ≤ C(

∑J
j=1 λ

p
X(fj))

1/p. �

Definition 4.4. Let X be a quasi-Banach space. We denote G (X) =
LλX

, and we say that G (X) is the galb of X. The positive cone of G (X)
will be denoted by G +(X), and Gb(X) stands for the closure of c00 in
G (X).

Roughly speaking, it could be said that the galb of a space is a mea-
sure of its convexity. The notion of galb was introduced and developed
by Turpin, within the more general setting of “espaces vectoriels à con-
vergence”, in a series of papers [31, 32] and a monograph [33]. In this
section we restrict ourselves to galbs of locally bounded spaces and
touch only a few aspects of the theory and summarize without proofs
the properties that are more relevant to our work.

Proposition 4.5 (see [33]). Let X be a quasi-Banach space. Then
G (X) ⊆ ℓ1, and G (X) = ℓ1 if and only if X is locally convex.
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Proposition 4.6 (see [33]). Let X be a quasi-Banach space. Then
G (G (X)) = G (X).

Proposition 4.7 (see [33]). Let X be a quasi-Banach space and 0 <
p ≤ 1. Then X is p-convex if and only if ℓp ⊆ G (X).

Proposition 4.8 (see [31]). Let X be a quasi-Banach space. Then the
mapping

B : G (X)× c0(X) → X, ((an)
∞
n=1, (xn)

∞
n=1) 7→

∞
∑

n=1

an xn

is well-defined, and defines a bounded bilinear map.

It is natural to wonder whether the map B defined as in Propo-
sition 4.8 can be extended to a continuous bilinear map defined on
G (X)× ℓ∞(X). In fact, the authors of [20], perhaps taking for granted
that the answer to this question is positive, defined a sequence (an)

∞
n=1

to be in the galb of X if
∑∞

n=1 an xn converges for every bounded se-
quence (xn)

∞
n=1. If we come to think of it, we obtain the following.

Lemma 4.9. Let X be a quasi-Banach space and let f = (an)
∞
n=1 ∈ FN.

Then, f ∈ Gb(X) if and only if
∑∞

n=1 an xn converges for every bounded
sequence (xn)

∞
n=1 in X.

Proof. Let G denote the set consisting of all sequences f = (an)
∞
n=1 ∈

FN such that
∑∞

n=1 an xn converges for every bounded sequence (xn)
∞
n=1

in X. It is routine to check that G is a closed subspace of G (X)
which contains c00. Consequently, Gb(X) ⊆ G. Assume that f =
(an)

∞
n=1 ∈ G (X) \ Gb(X). Then, by Lemma 3.49, there are δ > 0

and an increasing sequence (mk)
∞
k=1 of non-negative integers such that

ρ((|an|)
m2k
n=1+m2k−1

) > δ for all k ∈ N. Consequently, there is (xn)
∞
n=1 in

the unit ball of ℓ∞(X) such that
∥

∥

∥

∑m2k

n=1+m2k−1
an xn

∥

∥

∥
≥ δ, k ∈ N.

We infer that
∑∞

n=1 an xn does not converge. �

Corollary 4.10. Let X be a quasi-Banach space. Then the mapping

B′ : Gb(X)× ℓ∞(X) → X, ((an)
∞
n=1, (xn)

∞
n=1) 7→

∞
∑

n=1

an xn

is well-defined, and defines a continuous bilinear map. Moreover, if
Gb(X) ( G ⊆ G (X), then B′ can not be extended to a continuous
bilinear map defined on G× ℓ∞(X).
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Proof. It follows from Lemma 4.9 and, alike the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.8, the Open Mapping Theorem. �

In light of Corollary 4.10, the following question arise.

Question 4.11. Is G (X) minimal for any quasi-Banach space X?

Corollary 3.50 alerts us of the connection between Question 4.11 and
the existence of lower estimates for λX. Lattice concavity also plays a
key role when studying galbs of vector-valued spaces.

Definition 4.12. We say that a symmetric function quasi-norm λ over
N galbs a quasi-Banach space X if λ dominates λX, i.e., Lλ ⊆ G (X).
We say that λ galbs a function quasi-norm ρ if it galbs Lρ. If λ galbs
itself, we say that λ is self-galbed.

Remark 4.13. Given 0 < p ≤ 1, the function quasi-norm defining ℓp
is self-galbed. More generally, λX is self-galbed for any quasi-Banach
space X (see Proposition 4.6).

Proposition 4.14. Let ρ and λ be locally absolutely continuous L-
convex function quasi-norms with the Fatou property. Suppose that λ
galbs a quasi-Banach space X. If there is 0 < p < ∞ such that λ is
p-concave and ρ is p-convex, then λ galbs Lρ(X).

Proof. By Theorem 3.40, the pair (λ, ρ) has the MII property for some
constant C. Since λ galbs X, there is a constant K > 0 such that λ K-
dominates λX. Therefore, if (an)

∞
n=1 is a sequence in Lλ, and f1, . . . , fN

belong the unit ball of Lρ(X), we have

ρ

(∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

N
∑

n=1

an fn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

)

≤ ρ
(

λX

(

(an ‖fn‖)
N
n=1

))

≤ Kρ
(

λ
(

(an ‖fn‖)
N
n=1

))

≤ CKλ
(

ρ
(

(an ‖fn‖)
N
n=1

))

≤ CKλ
(

(an)
N
n=1

)

≤ CKλ((an)
∞
n=1).

Hence (an)
∞
n=1 belongs the galb of Lρ(X). �

Proposition 4.14 gives, in particular, that if λ is a 1-concave function
quasi-norm which galbsX, then it galbs L1(µ,X). As we plan to develop
an integral for functions belonging to a suitable subspace of L1(µ,X),
the following question arises.

Question 4.15. Is G (X) 1-concave for any quasi-Banach space X?
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Note that a positive answer to Question 4.15 would yield a positive
answer to Question 4.11. To properly understand Question 4.15, we
must go over the state-of-the-art of the theory galbs.
We point out that all known examples suggest a positive answer to

Question 4.15. Galbs of Lorentz spaces were explored through several
papers [8, 9, 28–30] within the study of convolution operators, and all
computed galbs occur to be Orlicz sequence spaces modeled after a
concave Orlicz function. Also, Turpin [33] proved that the galb of any
locally bounded Orlicz space is an Orlicz sequence space modeled after
a concave Orlicz function. Recall that an Orlicz function is a non-null
left-continuous non-decreasing function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that
limt→0+ ϕ(t) = 0. Given an Orlicz function ϕ, with the convention that
ϕ(∞) = ∞, the gauge

f = (an)
∞
n=1 7→ λϕ(f) = inf

{

t > 0:
∞
∑

n=1

ϕ
(an

t

)

≤ 1

}

, f ∈ [0,∞]N

is a function quasi-norm if and only if

lim
t→0+

sup
u∈(0,1]

ϕ(tu)

ϕ(u)
= 0. (4.1)

(see [33]), in which case λϕ has the Fatou property. If (4.1) holds, the
Orlicz sequence space ℓϕ is the Köthe space associated with λϕ.

Proposition 4.16. Let ϕ be a concave Orlicz function fulfilling (4.1).
Then λϕ is lattice 1-concave.

Proof. Let (fj)
J
j=1 be a finite family consisting of non-negative se-

quences. We will prove that

H :=
J
∑

j=1

λϕ(fj) ≤ G := λϕ

(

J
∑

j=1

fj

)

.

To that end, it suffices to prove that if G < ∞ and 0 < t < H , then,
t < G. Assume without loss of generality that λϕ(fj) > 0 for all j.

Then, pick (tj)
J
j=1 such that

∑J
j=1 tj = t and 0 < tj < ρ(fj). Then, if

fj = (aj,n)
∞
n=1, aj,n < ∞ for all n ∈ N, and

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ

(

aj,n
tj

)

> 1, j = 1, . . . , J.

Consequently,

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ

(

∑J
j=1 aj,n

t

)

=

∞
∑

n=1

ϕ

(

J
∑

j=1

tj
t

aj,n
tj

)

≥
∞
∑

n=1

J
∑

j=1

tj
t
ϕ

(

aj,n
tj

)

> 1.
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Therefore, t < G. �

The lattice convexity of spaces of galbs is also quite unknown. It
is known that if the gauge λϕ associated with an Orlicz function ϕ is
function quasi-norm, so that ℓϕ is a quasi-Banach lattice, then there is
p > 0 such that

sup
0<u,t≤1

ϕ(t u)

upϕ(t)
< ∞ (4.2)

(see [16, Proposition 4.2]). Moreover, if (4.2) holds for a given p, then
ℓϕ is a p-convex lattice. Therefore, ℓϕ is L-convex. The behavior of
general spaces of galbs is unknown.

Question 4.17. Is λX an L-convex function quasi-norm for any quasi-
Banach space X?

Note that Proposition 4.3 (vii) partially solves in the positive Ques-
tion 4.17.

5. Topological tensor products built by means of

symmetric function quasi-norms over N

Definition 5.1. Let X and Y be quasi-Banach spaces and λ be a
symmetric minimal function quasi-norm with the Fatou property. We
define

‖ · ‖X⊗λY : X⊗ Y → [0,∞)

by

‖τ‖X⊗λY = inf

{

λ
(

(‖xj‖ ‖yj‖)
n
j=1

)

: τ =
n
∑

j=1

xj ⊗ yj

}

.

It is clear that ‖ · ‖X⊗λY is a semi-quasi-norm whose modulus of
concavity is at most that of λ, and that ‖x⊗ y‖X⊗λY ≤ ‖x‖ ‖y‖ for all
x ∈ X and y ∈ Y.

Definition 5.2. Let X and Y be quasi-Banach spaces and λ be a
symmetric minimal function quasi-norm with the Fatou property. The
quasi-Banach space built from ‖ · ‖X⊗λY will be called the topological
tensor product of X and Y by λ, and will be denoted by X⊗λ Y. The
canonical norm-one bilinear map from X×Y to X⊗λY given by (x, y) 7→
x⊗ y will be denoted by Tλ[X,Y].

Proposition 5.3. Let X,Y,U and V be quasi-Banach spaces, and let λ
be a symmetric minimal function quasi-norm with the Fatou property.

(i) If λ is a function p-norm, 0 < p ≤ 1, then X⊗λ Y is a p-Banach
space.
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(ii) G (Lλ) ⊆ G (X⊗λ Y).
(iii) If λ galbs U, there is a constant C such that for every bounded

bilinear map B : X×Y → U there is a unique linear map Bλ : X⊗λ

Y → U such that Bλ ◦ Tλ[X,Y] = B and ‖Bλ‖ ≤ C‖B‖.
(iv) If R : X → U and S : Y → V are bounded linear operators, then

there is a unique bounded linear operator R⊗λS : X⊗λY → U⊗λV

such that (R⊗λ S) ◦ Tλ[X,Y] = Tλ[U,V] ◦ (R, S).
(v) If U is complemented in X through R and V is complemented in

Y through S, then U ⊗λ V is complemented in X ⊗λ Y through
R ⊗λ S. Moreover, if Uc and Vc are such that X ≃ U ⊕ Uc and
Y ≃ V⊕ Vc, then

X⊗λ Y ≃ (U⊗λ V)⊕ (U⊗λ V
c)⊕ (Uc ⊗λ V)⊕ (Uc ⊗λ V

c).

(vi) Let ρ be a symmetric minimal function quasi-norm with the Fatou
property. If ρ dominates λ, then there is a bounded linear map
I : X⊗ρ Y → X⊗λ Y such that I ◦ Tρ[X,Y] = Tλ[X,Y].

(vii) There is a constant C such that if (xj)
∞
j=1 in X and (yj)

∞
j=1 in Y

are such that

H = λ
(

(‖xj‖ ‖yj‖)
∞
j=1

)

< ∞. (5.1)

then
∑∞

j=1 xj ⊗ yj converges in X ⊗λ Y to a vector τ ∈ X ⊗λ Y

with ‖τ‖X⊗λY ≤ CH. Conversely, for all τ ∈ X⊗λ Y and ε > 0
there are (xn)

∞
n=1 in X and (yn)

∞
n=1 in Y such that, if

f := (‖xj‖ ‖yj‖)
∞
j=1,

then λ(f) ≤ ε + C‖τ‖X⊗λY and τ =
∑∞

j=1 xj ⊗ yj. Moreover, if
λ is a function p-norm, we can pick C = 1. And, if X0 and Y0

are dense subspaces of X and Y respectively, we can pick xj ∈ X0

and yj ∈ Y0 for all j ∈ N.
(viii) If λ galbs X and Y is finite dimensional, then X ⊗λ Y ≃ Xn,

where n = dim(Y). To be precise, if (yj)
n
j=1 is a basis of Y, the

map R : Xn → X ⊗λ Y given by (xj)
n
j=1 7→

∑n
j=1 xj ⊗ yj is an

isomorphism.
(ix) If λ galbs X and Y has the point separation property, then ‖·‖X⊗λY

is a quasi-norm on X⊗ Y.

Proof. A simple computation yields (i).
Let f = (ak)

∞
k=1 ∈ [0,∞)N, and let (τk)

m
k=1 in X ⊗ Y be such that

‖τk‖X⊗λY ≤ 1. Then, given ε > 0, for each k = 1, . . . , m there is an
expansion

τk =

nk
∑

j=1

bk,j xk,j ⊗ yk,j,
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with max{‖xk,j‖, ‖yk,j‖} ≤ 1 for all (k, j) ∈ N := {(k, j) ∈ N2 : 1 ≤
k ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ nk} and λ((bk,j)

nj

k=1) ≤ 1 + ε. The expansion

τ :=
m
∑

k=1

ak τk =
∑

(k,j)∈N

ak bk,j xk,j ⊗ yk,j

gives

‖τ‖X⊗λY ≤ ‖(ak bk,j)(k,j)∈N‖λ ≤ (1 + ε)λLλ
(f).

Consequently, λX⊗λY(f) ≤ λLλ
(f), and we obtain (ii).

Let us prove (iii). Let C be such that ‖
∑n

j=1 aj uj‖ ≤ Cλ((aj)
n
j=1)

for all (aj)
n
j=1 in [0,∞)n and (uj)

n
j=1 in BU. Given a bounded bilinear

map B : X× Y → U, let B0 : X⊗ Y → U be the linear map defined by
B(x⊗ y) = B(x, y). Given τ =

∑n
j=1 xk ⊗ yk ∈ X⊗ Y we have

‖B0(τ)‖ ≤ Cλ((‖B(xj, yj)‖)
n
j=1) ≤ C‖B‖λ((‖xj‖ ‖yj‖)

n
j=1).

Consequently, ‖B0(τ)‖ ≤ C‖B‖‖τ‖X⊗λY. We infer that B0 ‘extends’
to an operator as desired.
Now we prove (iv). Let τ ∈ X ⊗ Y. The mere definitions of the

semi-quasi-norms involved give

‖(R⊗λ S)τ‖U⊗λV ≤ inf
{

λ
(

(‖R(xj)‖ ‖S(yj)‖)
n
j=1

)

: τ =

n
∑

j=1

xj ⊗ yj

}

≤ ‖R‖ ‖S‖ ‖τ‖X⊗λY.

For statement (v), it suffices to consider the case when V = Y and
Sv = IdY. Let I : U → X and P : X → U be such that P ◦ I = IdU.
Then (P ⊗λ IdY)◦(I⊗λ IdY) = IdU⊗λY. Let J : U

c → X and Q : X → Uc

be such that Q ◦ J = IdUc and J ◦Q + I ◦ P = IdX. Then

(I ⊗λ IdY) ◦ (P ⊗λ IdY) + (J ⊗λ IdY) ◦ (Q⊗λ IdY) = IdX⊗λY.

Statement (vi) is immediate from definition.
Let us prove (vii). Assume without lost of generality that λ is func-

tion p-norm for some 0 < p ≤ 1. If (5.1) holds, then
∑∞

j=1 xj ⊗ yj is a
Cauchy series. Therefore, it converges to τ ∈ X⊗λ Y. The continuity
of the quasi-norm ‖ · ‖X⊗λY yields

‖τ‖X⊗λY = lim
m

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

j=1

xj ⊗ yj

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

X⊗λY

≤ H.

Conversely, let τ ∈ X ⊗λ Y and ε > 0. Assume that X0 and Y0 are
dense subspaces of X and Y respectively. Pick (τn)

∞
n=1 in X0 ⊗Y0 such
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that limn ‖τ − τn‖X⊗λY = 0, and pick a sequence (εn)
∞
n=1 of positive

numbers with

ε1 > ‖τ‖X⊗λY >

(

∞
∑

n=1

εpn

)1/p

− ε.

Passing to a subsequence we can suppose that ‖τn − τn−1‖X⊗λY < εn
for all n ∈ N, with the convention τ0 = τ . Therefore, for all n ∈ N, we
can write

τn − τn−1 =

jn
∑

j=1

xj,n ⊗ yj,n, Rn := λ
(

(‖xj,n‖ ‖yj,n‖)
jn
j=1

)

< εn.

Let N = {(j, n) ∈ N2 : 1 ≤ j ≤ jn}. Then

λ
(

(‖xj,n‖ ‖yj,n‖)(j,n)∈N

)

≤

(

∞
∑

n=1

Rp
n

)1/p

≤ ε+ ‖τ‖X⊗λY.

Hence, we can safely define τ ′ =
∑

(j,n)∈N xj,n ⊗ yj,n, and we have

τ ′ =

∞
∑

n=1

jn
∑

j=1

xj,n ⊗ yj,n =

∞
∑

n=1

(τn − τn−1) = lim
n

τn = τ.

Now we prove (viii). The mapping R is linear and bounded, and
R(Xn) spans X⊗λ Y. Since λ galbs X, there is a bounded linear map
S : X ⊗λ Y → Xn such that S(x ⊗ yj) = x ej for all x ∈ X and j =
1, . . . , n. Taking into account that S ◦R = IdXn, we are done.
Finally, let V be finite-dimensional subspace of Y. Since V is comple-

mented in Y, X⊗λV is complemented in X⊗λY via the canonical map.
Hence, it suffices to consider the case when Y is finite dimensional. In
this particular case, statement (ix) follows from (viii). �

6. Topological tensor products as spaces of functions

and integrals for spaces of vector-valued functions

Let us give another approach to the proof of Proposition 5.3 (ix). Given
quasi-Banach spaces X and Y, let B : X× Y → ℓ∞(BY∗ ,X) be defined
by B(x, y)(y∗) = y∗(y)x. Since B is linear and bounded, if λ galbs
X, there is a bounded linear map Bλ : X⊗λ Y → ℓ∞(BY∗ ,X) given by
Bλ(x⊗y)(y∗) = y∗(y)x. If Y has the point separation property, then Bλ

is one-to-one on X⊗Y. Consequently, no vector in X⊗Y is norm-zero.
Note the injectivity of Bλ on X⊗ Y does not implies the injectivity of
Bλ on its closure X⊗λY. That is, we can not, a priori, identify vectors
in X⊗λY with functions defined over BY∗ . More generally, if Y embeds
in FΩ for some set Ω, then X ⊗ Y embeds into XΩ, and it is natural
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to wonder if the character of the members of X⊗ Y is preserved when
taking the completions, that is, if we can regard the vectors in X⊗λ Y

as X-valued functions defined on Ω. In this section, we address this
question in the case when Y is a Köthe space.
Given a quasi-Banach space X and a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ)

we have a canonical linear map

J [X, µ] : X⊗ L0(µ) → L0(µ,X), x⊗ f 7→ xf.

It is routine to check that J [X, µ] is one-to-one. Suppose that λ is
a symmetric function quasi-norm and ρ is a function quasi-norm over
(Ω,Σ, µ) such that λ is p-concave and ρ is p-convex for some 0 < p < ∞.
Then λ is minimal (see Corollary 3.50). So, we can safely define X⊗λLρ.
If, moreover, λ galbs X, then λ also galbs Lρ(X) (see Proposition 4.14).
Hence, if ρ has the weak Fatou property, there is a bounded linear
canonical map

J [ρ,X, λ] : X⊗λ Lρ → Lρ(X), x⊗ f 7→ xf.

Consider the range

Lλ
ρ(X) := J [ρ,X, λ](X⊗λ Lρ)

of this operator endowed with the quotient topology. If J [ρ,X, λ] is
one-to-one, then Lλ

ρ(X) is a space isometric to X⊗λ Lρ which embeds
continuously into Lρ(X). This is our motivation to studying the injec-
tivity of J [ρ,X, λ]. Vogt [34] gave a positive answer to this question
in the case when λ is the function quasi-norm associated with ℓp for
some 0 < p ≤ 1 and ρ is the function quasi-norm associated with Lq(µ)
for some p ≤ q ≤ ∞. A detailed analysis of the proof of [34, Satz 4]
reveals that it depends heavily on the fact that λ is both p-convex and
p-concave and ρ is both q-convex and q-concave. So, it is hopeless to
try to extend this result using analogous ideas. In this paper, we use
an approach based on conditional expectations.
Before going on, let us mention that if λ is the function quasi-norm

associated with ℓ1 (and ρ and X are 1-convex), then a routine compu-
tation yields that J [ρ,X, λ] is an isometric embedding when restricted
to X ⊗ S(µ). We infer that J [ρ,X, λ] is an isometric embedding and
that Lλ

ρ(X) consists of all strongly measurable functions in Lρ(X).

Lemma 6.1. Let λ be a minimal symmetric function quasi-norm. For
i = 1, 2, let ρi be a function quasi-norm with the weak Fatou property
over a σ-finite measure space (Ωi,Σi, µi), and let Xi be a quasi-Banach
space galbed by λ. Suppose that the bounded linear operators S : X1 →
X2, T : Lρ1 → Lρ2 and R : Lρ1(X1) → Lρ2(X2) satisfy

R(x f) = S(x) T (f), x ∈ X1, f ∈ Lρ1 .
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Then, R restricts to a bounded linear map from Lλ
ρ1
(X1) → Lλ

ρ2
(X2).

Proof. Our assumptions yield a commutative diagram

X1 ⊗λ Lρ1

J [ρ1,X1,λ]
��

S⊗λT
// X2 ⊗λ Lρ2

J [ρ2,X2,λ]
��

Lρ1(X1)
R

// Lρ2(X2).

We infer that R maps the range of the map J [ρ1,X1, λ] into the range
of the map J [ρ2,X2, λ]. That is, there is a linear map R[λ] : Lρ1(X1) →
Lρ2(X2) such that the diagram

X1 ⊗λ Lρ1

J [ρ1,X1,λ]
��

S⊗λT
// X2 ⊗λ Lρ2

J [ρ2,X2,λ]
��

Lλ
ρ1
(X1)

R[λ]
// Lλ

ρ2
(X2)

commutes. Since both Lλ
ρ1(X1) and Lλ

ρ2(X2) are endowed with the
quotient topology and S ⊗λ T is continuous, so is R[λ]. �

Let λ be a 1-concave symmetric function quasi-norm that galbs a
quasi-Banach space X. Let (Ω,Σ, µ) be a σ-finite measure space. If ρ
is the function quasi-norm defining L1(µ), we denote L

λ
1(µ,X) = Lλ

ρ(X).

Given A ∈ Σ, we set Lλ
1(A, µ,X) = Lλ

1(µ|A,X). The bounded linear
operator

I[µ] : L1(µ) → F, f 7→

∫

Ω

f dµ

yields a bounded linear operator

I[µ,X, λ] : X⊗λ L1(µ) → X, x⊗ f 7→ x

∫

Ω

f dµ.

Definition 6.2. Suppose that a 1-concave symmetric function quasi-
norm λ galbs a quasi-Banach space X. We say that the pair (λ,X) is
amenable if I[µ,X, λ](τ) = 0 whenever (Ω,Σ, µ) is a σ-finite measure
and τ ∈ X⊗λ L1(µ) satisfies J [L1(µ),X, λ](τ) = 0.

In other words, (λ,X) is amenable if and only if for every σ-finite
measure µ there is an operator

I[µ,X, λ] : Lλ
1(µ,X) → X
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such that the diagram

X⊗λ L1(µ)

J [L1(µ),X,λ]
��

I[µ,X,λ]

((P
P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

P

Lλ
1(µ,X) I[µ,X,λ]

// X

commutes. The bounded linear operator I[µ,X, λ] satisfies

I[µ,X, λ](x f) = x

∫

Ω

f dµ, x ∈ X, f ∈ L1(µ).

So, we must regard it as ‘integral’ for functions in Lλ
1(µ,X). Loosely

speaking, that (λ,X) is amenable means that there is an integral for
functions in Lλ

1(µ,X).

Definition 6.3. Let X be a quasi-Banach space. We say that a net
(Ti)i∈I in L(X) is a bounded approximation of the identity if supi ‖Ti‖ <
∞ and limi Ti(x) = x for all x ∈ X. We say that X has the BAP if it
has a bounded approximation of the identity consisting of finite-rank
operators.

Note that if a net (Ti)i∈I in L(X) is uniformly bounded then the set
{x ∈ X : limi Ti(x) = x} is closed. This yields the following elementary
result.

Lemma 6.4. Let X be a quasi-Banach space. Let (Pi)i∈I be a net
consisting of uniformly bounded projections with Pj ◦ Pi = Pi if i ≤ j
and ∪i∈IPi(X) is dense in X. Then (Pi)i∈I is a bounded approximation
of the identity.

If ρ satisfies (F.7), then for every A ∈ Σ(µ) we have a bounded linear
map

S[A, ρ] : Lρ → L1(A, µ), f 7→ f |A.

Theorem 6.5. Let λ be a 1-concave symmetric function quasi-norm,
let ρ be a leveling function quasi-norm with the weak Fatou property
over a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ), and let X be a quasi-Banach
space. Suppose that (λ,X) is amenable. Then J [ρ,X, λ] is one-to-one.

Proof. Let A ∈ Σ(µ). By Lemma 3.46, ρ satisfies (F.7). Therefore, for
each quasi-Banach space Y there is a bounded linear operator

S[A, ρ,Y] : Lρ(Y) → L1(A, µ,Y), f 7→ f |A.
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Set S[A, ρ,F] = S[A, ρ]. It is routine to check that the diagram

X⊗λ Lρ

IdX⊗λS[A,ρ]
//

J [ρ,X,λ]

��

X⊗λ L1(A, µ)

J [L1(A,µ),X,λ]

��

Lρ(X)
S[A,ρ,X]

// L1(A, µ,X)

commutes. Using that (λ,X) is amenable we obtain the commutative
diagram

X⊗λ Lρ

IdX⊗λS[A,ρ]
//

J [ρ,X,λ]
��

X⊗λ L1(A, µ)

J [L1(A,µ),X,λ]
��

I[µ|A,X,λ]

((◗
◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

◗

Lλ
ρ(X) S[A,ρ,X]

// Lλ
1(A, µ,X) I[µ|A,X,λ]

// X

(6.1)

Suppose that µ(Ω) < ∞. Let Σ0 be a finite sub-σ-algebra. If Σ0 is
generated by the partition (Aj)

n
j=1 of Ω consisting of nonzero measure

sets, then

E(ρ,Σ0) =
n
∑

j=1

χAj

µ(Aj)
I[µ|Aj

] ◦ S[Aj , ρ].

By Proposition 5.3 (viii), there is an isomorphism S : Xn → X⊗λLρ(Σ0)
such that

S((xj)
n
j=1) =

n
∑

j=1

xj ⊗
χAj

µ(Aj)
, xj ∈ X.

Therefore,

IdX ⊗λ E(ρ,Σ0) = S ◦ (I[µ|Aj
,X, λ] ◦ (IdX ⊗ S[Aj, ρ]))

n
j=1.

Combining this identity with the commutative diagrams (6.1) asso-
ciated with each set Aj yields a bounded linear map R : Lλ

ρ(X) →
X⊗λ Lρ(Σ0) such that the diagram

X⊗λ Lρ

J [ρ,X,λ]
��

IdX⊗λE(ρ,Σ0)

))❙
❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

Lλ
ρ(X) R

// X⊗λ Lρ(Σ0)

commutes. The operators IdX ⊗λ E(ρ,Σ0) are uniformly bounded pro-
jections. Let (Σi)i∈I a non-decreasing net of finite σ-algebras whose
union generates Σ. By Lemma 6.4, (IdX ⊗λ E(ρ,Σi))i∈I is a bounded
approximation of the identity. We infer that J [ρ,X, λ] is one-to-one, as
wanted, in the particular case that µ(Ω) < ∞.
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In general, let R[A,X] : Lρ(X) → Lρ(A,X) be the canonical projec-
tion on a set A ∈ Σ(µ). Set R[A] = R[A,F]. Since R[A,X] is bounded,
applying Lemma 6.1 yields a bounded linear operator R[A,X, λ] such
that the diagram

X⊗λ Lρ

J [ρ,X,λ]
��

IdX⊗λR[A]
// X⊗λ Lρ(A)

J [ρ|A,X,λ]
��

Lλ
ρ(X) R[A,X,λ]

// Lλ
ρ(A,X)

commutes. Let (An)
∞
n=1 be a non-decreasing sequence in Σ(µ) whose

union is Ω. By Lemma 6.4, (IdX⊗λR[An])
∞
n=1 is a bounded approxima-

tion of the identity. Since J [ρ|An,X, λ] is one-to-one (by the previous
particular case), it follows that J [ρ,X, λ] is one-to-one. �

Notice that the applicability of Theorem 6.5 depends on the existence
of amenable pairs. In the optimal situation, we would be able to choose
λ to be the smallest symmetric function quasi-norm which galbs the
quasi-Banach space X. Thus, the following question arises.

Question 6.6. Let X be a quasi-Banach space. Is (λX,X) amenable?

As long as there is no general answer to Question 6.6, we will focus
on the spaces of galbs that have appeared in the literature. We next
prove that for all of them Question 6.6 has a positive answer.

Theorem 6.7. Let ϕ be a concave Orlicz function fulfilling (4.1). Sup-
pose that λϕ galbs a quasi-Banach space X. Then (λϕ,X) is amenable.

Proof. Assume that ϕ(1) = 1. Assume by contradiction that there is a
σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ), a positive sequence α = (aj)

∞
j=1 in ℓϕ,

a sequence (fj)
∞
j=1 in the unit ball of L1(µ), and a sequence (xj)

∞
j=1 in

the unit ball of X such that
∑∞

j=1 aj xj fj = 0 in Lϕ(X) and

x :=

∞
∑

j=1

aj xj

∫

Ω

fj dµ 6= 0.

The following claim will be used a couple of times.
Claim. If (Ωk)

∞
k=1 is a non-decreasing sequence in Σ(µ) such that

Ω \ ∪∞
k=1Ωk is a null set, then

∑∞
j=1 aj xj

∫

Ωk
fj dµ 6= 0 for some k ∈ N.

Proof of the claim. Since limk

∫

Ωk
fj dµ =

∫

Ω
fj dµ for all j ∈ N and λϕ

is dominating, we have

lim
k

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

aj

∫

Ω

fj dµ

)∞

j=1

−

(

aj

∫

Ωk

fj dµ

)∞

j=1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ϕ

= 0.
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Since ℓϕ embeds continuously in Gb(X),

lim
k

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

j=1

aj xj

∫

Ω

fj dµ−
∞
∑

j=1

aj xj

∫

Ωk

fj dµ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

= 0.

This limit readily gives our claim.
The claim allow us assume that µ(Ω) < ∞. By Proposition 5.3 (vii),

we can assume that fj ∈ S(µ) for all j ∈ N. Also, we can assume
without lost of generality that λϕ(α) < 1, so that

∑∞
j=1 ϕ(aj) < 1. Set

Fm =

∞
∑

j=m+1

ϕ(aj)|fj |, m ∈ N ∪ {0}.

We have
∫

Ω
F0 dµ < ∞. Therefore, F0 < ∞ a.e. By Severini–Egorov

theorem, limm Fm = 0 quasi-uniformly. By Proposition 3.13, there is
an increasing sequence (Jn)

∞
n=1 such that, if

Gn =

Jn
∑

j=1

aj xj fj, n ∈ N,

then limn Gn = 0 a.e. Taking into account the claim, we can as-
sume without lost of generality that limm Fm = 0 uniformly and that
limn Gn = 0 pointwise.
Pick 0 < ε < 1. There is m0 ∈ N such that λϕ((aj)

∞
m0+1) < ε, i.e.,

A :=

∞
∑

j=m0+1

ϕ
(aj
ε

)

< 1.

Let m ≥ m0 be such that

Fm(ω) ≤
ε(1−A)

µ(Ω)
, ω ∈ Ω.

Let Σ0 be a finite σ-algebra such that fj is Σ0-measurable for all 1 ≤
j ≤ m. Let (Ah)

H
h=1 be a partition of Ω which generates Σ0. Pick

points ωh ∈ Ah for each 1 ≤ h ≤ H , and set

gj = fj −
H
∑

h=1

fj(ωh)χAh
, j ∈ N.

Since gj = 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ m we have

x = lim
n

Jn
∑

j=1

ajxj

∫

Ω

fj dµ−
H
∑

h=1

µ(Ah) lim
n

Gn(ωh)
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= lim
n

Jn
∑

j=1

ajxj

∫

Ω

gj dµ = lim
n

Jn
∑

j=m+1

ajxj

∫

Ω

gj dµ.

Notice that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Jn
∑

j=m+1

ajxj

∫

Ω

gj dµ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ λX((ajbj)
∞
j=m+1),

where bj = |
∫

Ω
gj dµ|. Recall that if a sequence (un)

∞
n=1 converges to x

in X, then ‖x‖ ≤ κ lim inf‖un‖, where κ is the modulus of concavity of
X. Therefore, since λϕ galbs X, we have

‖x‖ ≤ κλX((ajbj)
∞
j=m+1) ≤ κCλϕ((ajbj)

∞
j=m+1),

for some constant C > 0. Now let us see that λϕ((ajbj)
∞
j=m+1) ≤ ε.

Using the concavity of ϕ and that ε < 1, we have
∞
∑

j=m+1

ϕ

(

ajbj
ε

)

≤
∞
∑

j=m+1

max{1, bj}ϕ
(aj
ε

)

≤
∞
∑

j=m+1

(

1 +
H
∑

h=1

|fj(ωh)|µ(Ah)

)

ϕ
(aj
ε

)

≤
∞
∑

j=m+1

ϕ
(aj
ε

)

+

H
∑

h=1

∞
∑

j=m+1

1

ε
µ(Ah)|fj(ωh)|ϕ(aj)

=

∞
∑

j=m+1

ϕ
(aj
ε

)

+
1

ε

H
∑

h=1

µ(Ah)Fm(ωh)

≤ A+
1

ε

H
∑

h=1

µ(Ah)
ε(1−A)

µ(Ω)
= 1.

Therefore ‖x‖ ≤ kCε. Letting ε tend to 0 we arise to absurdity. �

Given a quasi-Banach space X, a σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ), a
symmetric function quasi-norm λ such that (λ,X) is amenable, and a
function f : Ω → X, we say that f is λ-integrable if f ∈ Lλ

1(µ,X), and
we write

∫ λ

Ω

f dµ = I[µ,X, λ](f).

A natural question is whether
∫ λ

Ω
f dµ = I[µ,X, λ](f) really depends

on λ. That is, do we have I[µ,X, λ1](f) = I[µ,X, λ2](f) whenever
(λ1,X) and (λ2,X) are amenable pairs? This question is equivalent to
the following one. Given function quasi-norms ρ1 and ρ2 over the same
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σ-finite measure space (Ω,Σ, µ) we define a function quasi-norm ρ1∩ρ2
by

(ρ1 ∩ ρ2)(f) = inf{ρ1(g) + ρ2(h) : g, h ∈ L+
0 (µ), f = g + h},

for each f ∈ L+
0 (µ). It can be proved that if ρ1 and ρ2 are p-concave

(resp. p-convex), 0 < p < ∞, then ρ1∩ρ2 is p-concave (resp. p-convex).

Question 6.8. Let X be a quasi-Banach space, and let λ1 and λ2 be sym-
metric function quasi-norms such that (λ1,X) and (λ2,X) are amenable.
Is (λ1 ∩ λ2,X) amenable?

Of course, a positive answer to Question 6.6 would yield a positive
answer to Question 6.8.

7. The fundamental theorem of calculus

Let X be a quasi-Banach space and let λ be a symmetric function quasi-
norm such that (λ,X) is amenable. If d ∈ N, A ⊆ Rd is measurable, and
µ is the Lebesgue measure on A, we set Lλ

1(A,X) = Lλ
1(µ,X) and, for

f ∈ Lλ
1(A,X),

∫ λ

A
f(x) dx =

∫ λ

A
f dµ. A function f : Rd → X is said to

be locally λ-integrable if f |A ∈ Lλ
1(A,X) for every bounded measurable

A ⊆ Rd.
Given d ∈ N, we denote by Q the set consisting of all d-dimensional

open cubes. If y ∈ Rd, the set Q[y] consisting of all Q ∈ Q such that
y ∈ Q is a directed set when ordered by inverse inclusion. We denote
by “Q ∈ Q → y” the convergence with respect to that directed set.
The following improves [1, Theorem 5.2].

Theorem 7.1. Let X be a quasi-Banach space and λ be a symmetric
function quasi-norm. Suppose that λ is p-concave for some 0 < p < 1
and that (λ,X) is amenable. Then, for any locally λ-integrable function
f : Rd → X,

lim
Q∈Q→y

1

|Q|

∫ λ

Q

f(x) dx = f(y) a.e. y ∈ Rd.

Proof. Set

M [X, λ](f)(y) = sup
Q∈Q[y]

1

|Q|

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ λ

Q

f(x) dx

∥

∥

∥

∥

, f ∈ Lλ
1(R

d,X), y ∈ Rd.

If κ is the modulus of concavity of X, we have

M [X, λ](f + g) ≤ κM [X, λ](f) + κM [X, λ](g), f, g ∈ Lλ
1(R

d,X).

The result holds for functions in the set

F = {xχQ : x ∈ X, Q ∈ Q}.
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Since [F ] = Lλ
1(R

d,X), it suffices to prove that the maximal func-
tion M [X, λ] is bounded from Lλ

1(R
d,X) into L1,∞(Rd). Let M be

the classical Hardy-Littlewood maximal function. Let f =
∑∞

j=1 xjfj,

where (xj)
∞
j=1 is in the unit ball of X and (fj)

∞
j=1 in L1(R

d) satisfies

λ((‖fj‖1)∞j=1) < ∞, be an expansion of f ∈ Lλ
1(R

d,X). We have

M [X, λ](f) ≤ λ((M(fj))
∞
j=1).

By Theorem 3.42, the pair (λ, L1,∞(Rd)) has the MII property. Since
M maps L1(R

d) into L1,∞(Rd),

‖M [X, λ](f)‖1,∞ ≤ C1λ((‖M(fj)‖1,∞)∞j=1) ≤ C1C2λ((‖fj‖1)
∞
j=1),

where the constants C1 and C2 do not depend on f . Consequently,
there is constant C such that ‖M [X, λ](f)‖1,∞ ≤ C‖f‖Lλ

1 (R
d,X) for all

f ∈ Lλ
1(R

d,X). �
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