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CHARACTERIZING COMPACT SETS IN Lp-SPACES AND ITS

APPLICATION

KATSUHISA KOSHINO

Abstract. In this paper, we give a characterization of compact sets in Lp-spaces on metric mea-
sure spaces, which is a generalization of the Kolmogorov-Riesz theorem. Using the criterion, we
investigate the topological type of the space consisting of lipschitz maps with bounded supports.

1. Introduction

Characterizations of compact sets in function spaces, for instance, the Ascoli-Arzelà theorem,
play important roles in the study of their topologies. In this paper, we shall give a necessary and
sufficient condition for subsets of Lp-spaces on metric measure spaces to be compact, and using it,
we will decide the topology on the space consisting of lipschitz maps with bounded supports. Let
X = (X, d,M, µ) be a metric measure space, where d is a metric on X , M is a σ-algebra of X ,
and µ is a measure on M. A measure space X is Borel if M contains the Borel sets of X . A Borel
measure space X is called to be Borel-regular if each E ⊂ X is contained in a Borel set B ⊂ X
such that µ(B) = µ(E). Throughout this paper, X is a Borel-regular Borel metric measure space
such that every open ball with positive radius has a positive and finite measure. Let R be the set
of real numbers, N be the set of positive integers and 1 ≤ p <∞. We put

Lp(X) =

{

f : X → R

∣

∣

∣

∣

f is M-measurable and

∫

X

|f(x)|pdµ(x) <∞

}

with the following norm

‖f‖p =

(
∫

X

|f(x)|pdµ(x)

)1/p

,

where two functions that are coincident almost everywhere are identified. The function space
Lp(X) is a Banach space, refer to [2, Theorem 4.8].

For a metric space Y , the symbol B(y, r) stands for the closed ball centered at y ∈ Y with radius
r > 0. Given a subset E ⊂ X , the characteristic function of E is denoted by χE, and more for a
function f : X → R, fχE is defined by fχE(x) = f(x) · χE(x). For each f : Rn → R and each
a ∈ R

n, where n ∈ N, let τaf be a function defined by τaf(x) = f(x− a). The following theorem
proven by A.N. Kolmogorov [12] and M. Riesz [15] is useful for detecting compact sets in Lp(Rn),
that is an Lp-version of the Ascoli-Arzelà theorem, refer to Theorem 5 of [9].

Theorem 1.1 (Kolmogorov-Riesz). A bounded set F ⊂ Lp(Rn), where R
n = (Rn, d,M, µ) is the

Euclidean space with the Euclidean metric d, the Lebesgue measurable sets M and the Lebesgue

measure µ, is relatively compact if and only if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) For each ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that ‖τaf − f‖p < ǫ for any f ∈ F and a ∈ R
n with

|a| < δ.
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(2) For each ǫ > 0, there exists r > 0 such that ‖fχRn\B(0,r)‖p < ǫ for any f ∈ F .

Fixing f ∈ Lp(X) and r > 0, we can define the following function Arf : X → R by

Arf(x) =
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

fχB(x,r)(y)dµ(y),

which is called the average function of f . It is known that average functions are M-measurable,
see [18, Theorem 8.3]. A space X is doubling provided that the following condition is satisfied.

• There exists γ ≥ 1 such that µ(B(x, 2r)) ≤ γµ(B(x, r)) for any point x ∈ X and any
positive number r > 0.

The above γ is called the doubling constant. P. Górka and A. Macios [7] generalized the Kolmogorov-
Riesz theorem for doubling metric measure spaces as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a doubling metric measure space, F ⊂ Lp(X) be a bounded subset and

p > 1. Suppose that

inf{µ(B(x, r)) | x ∈ X} > 0

for any r > 0. Then F is relatively compact if and only if the following hold.

(1) For every ǫ > 0, there is δ > 0 such that for each f ∈ F and each r ∈ (0, δ), ‖Arf−f‖p < ǫ.
(2) For each ǫ > 0, there exists a bounded set E in X such that ‖fχX\E‖p < ǫ for any f ∈ F .

In the proof of the above theorem, the Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequation, refer to [10,
Theorem 2.2], was applied. This inequation does not hold when p = 1, so it is assumed that p > 1
in the above theorem. On the other hand, the average function Arf of f ∈ Lp(X) can be estimated
by f , see Lemma 2.1. Combining this with the natural condition between the metric and measure
of X , which is used to give a criterion for subsets of Banach function spaces to be compact in [8],
but without the condition that p 6= 1, we shall establish the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let X be a doubling metric measure space and F be a bounded subset of Lp(X).
Suppose that for any x ∈ X and any r > 0,

µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) → 0

as y → x.1 Then F is relatively compact if and only if the following are satisfied.

(1) For every ǫ > 0, there is δ > 0 such that for each f ∈ F and each r ∈ (0, δ), ‖Arf−f‖p < ǫ.
(2) For each ǫ > 0, there exists a bounded set E in X such that ‖fχX\E‖p < ǫ for any f ∈ F .

In the theory of infinite-dimensional topology, it plays an important role to recognize typical
subspaces of the separable Hilbert space ℓ2 and the Hilbert cube Q among function spaces. Under
our assumption, the separability of Lp(X) follows from the one of X , see [4, Proposition 3.4.5].
Moreover, as is easily observed, when X is infinite, Lp(X) is infinite-dimensional. In the following
theorem, the latter part follows from the efforts by R.D. Anderson [1] and M.I. Kadec [11].

Theorem 1.4. Let X be an infinite separable metric measure space. Then Lp(X) is an infinite-

dimensional separable Banach space, so it is homeomorphic to ℓ2.

Consider the topologies on subspaces of Lp(X). The following subspace of ℓ2,

ℓf2 = {(x(n)) ∈ ℓ2 | x(n) = 0 for almost all n ∈ N},

1For subsets A,B ⊂ X , let A△B = (A \B) ∪ (B \A). This continuous property of the measure µ with respect
to the metric d is investigated in [6].
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is detected among several function spaces as a factor. For example, the author [13] generalized
R. Cauty’s result [3] and recognized the topological type of the subspace

UC(X) = {f ∈ Lp(X) | f is uniformly continuous}

as follows:2

Theorem 1.5. Let X be a separable and locally compact metric measure space such that {x ∈ X |
µ({x}) 6= 0} is not dense in X. Then UC(X) is homeomorphic to (ℓf2)

N.

Let LIP(X) be the subspace in Lp(X) consisting of lipschitz maps. In this paper, we shall study
the following subspace:

LIPb(X) = {f ∈ LIP(X) | f has a bounded support}.

As an application of Theorem 1.3, we show the following:

Corollary 1.6. Let X be a metric measure space satisfying the following conditions: (1) X is

non-degenerate and separable; (2) X is doubling; (3) for each point x ∈ X, the function

(0,∞) ∋ r 7→ µ(B(x, r)) ∈ (0,∞)

is continuous. Then the pair (Lp(X),LIPb(X)) is homeomorphic to (ℓ2 ×Q, ℓf2 ×Q).3

2. Proof of Theorem 1.3

For any function f, g ∈ Lp(X), any point x ∈ X , and any positive number r > 0, observe that

Arf(x)−Arg(x) =
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

f(y)dµ(y)−
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

g(y)dµ(y)

=
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

(f(y)− g(y))dµ(y) = Ar(f(x)− g(x)).

For p ∈ [1,∞), denote the conjugate of p by q, that is, 1/p+ 1/q = 1. Due to Hölder’s inequality,

|Arf(x)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

f(y)dµ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

|f(y)|dµ(y)

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

(
∫

B(x,r)

|f(y)|pdµ(y)

)1/p(∫

B(x,r)

dµ(x)

)1/q

=
1

µ(B(x, r))

(
∫

X

|fχB(x,r)(y)|
pdµ(y)

)1/p

(µ(B(x, r)))1/q

= ‖fχB(x,r)‖p(µ(B(x, r)))−1/p.

Average functions can be uniformly bounded as follows:

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a doubling metric measure space with the doubling constant γ and f ∈
Lp(X). For each r > 0, ‖Arf‖p ≤ γ1/p‖f‖p.

2Let P be a property of functions. A function g ∈ {f ∈ Lp(X) | f satisfies P} if there is f : X → R such that f
satisfies P and g = f almost everywhere.

3For spaces Y1 ⊃ Y2 and Z1 ⊃ Z2, the pair (Y1, Y2) is homeomorphic to (Z1, Z2) if there is a homeomorphism
f : Y1 → Z1 such that f(Y2) = Z2.
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Proof. Since X is doubling, for any z, w ∈ X , if z ∈ B(w, r), then

µ(B(w, r)) ≤ µ(B(z, 2r)) ≤ γµ(B(z, r)),

and hence 1/µ(B(z, r)) ≤ γ/µ(B(w, r)). Applying the Fubini-Tonelli theorem, we have

‖Arf‖
p
p =

∫

X

|Arf(x)|
pdµ(x) ≤

∫

X

((
∫

X

|fχB(x,r)(y)|
pdµ(y)

)1/p

(µ(B(x, r)))−1/p

)p

dµ(x)

=

∫

X

1

µ(B(x, r))

(
∫

X

|fχB(x,r)(y)|
pdµ(y)

)

dµ(x)

=

∫

X

|f(y)|p
(
∫

X

χB(y,r)(x)

µ(B(x, r))
dµ(x)

)

dµ(y)

≤

∫

X

|f(y)|p
(
∫

X

γχB(y,r)(x)

µ(B(y, r))
dµ(x)

)

dµ(y)

=

∫

X

|f(y)|pγµ(B(y, r))

µ(B(y, r))
dµ(y) = γ‖f‖pp.

Consequently, ‖Arf‖p ≤ γ1/p‖f‖p. �

According to the above lemma, the condition (1) of Theorem 1.3 is shown to be necessary for a
subset in Lp(X) being relatively compact.

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a doubling metric measure space. If a subset F is relatively compact

in Lp(X), then the following holds.

• For any ǫ > 0, there is δ > 0 such that for each f ∈ F and each r ∈ (0, δ), ‖Arf − f‖p < ǫ.

Proof. Since F is relatively compact, and hence it is totally bounded, we can find finitely many
functions fi ∈ Lp(X), 1 ≤ i ≤ n, so that for each f ∈ F , there exists i ∈ {1, · · · , n} such that
‖f − fi‖p ≤ ǫγ−1/p/3, where γ is the doubling constant of X . Here we may assume that |fi| ≤ ci
for some ci > 0 and fi has a bounded support Ei ⊂ X . Using Lemma 2.1, we get

‖Arf − Arfi‖p = ‖Ar(f − fi)‖p ≤ γ1/p‖f − fi‖p < ǫ/3.

By Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem, see [10, Theorem 1.8], for each i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, Arfi → fi as
r → 0 almost everywhere. Set E =

⋃

x∈
⋃

n

i=1 Ei
B(x, 1), that is a bounded subset of X , and hence

µ(E) <∞. Fixing any r ∈ (0, 1), observe that fi(x) = Arfi(x) = 0 for all x ∈ X \ E, and

|Arfi(x)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

fi(y)dµ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

|fi(y)|dµ(y)

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

cidµ(y) =
ciµ(B(x, r))

µ(B(x, r))
= ci

for all x ∈ E. Applying the dominated convergence theorem, we can obtain that ‖Arfi − fi‖p → 0
as r → 0. So there is δi ∈ (0, 1) such that if r < δi, then ‖Arfi − fi‖p < ǫ/3. Let δ = min{δi | 1 ≤
i ≤ n}, so for any 0 < r < δ,

‖Arf − f‖p ≤ ‖Arf −Arfi‖p + ‖Arfi − fi‖p + ‖fi − f‖p < ǫ.

Thus the proof is completed. �

Measures of closed balls centered at points in a bounded subset with the same radius of a
doubling metric measure space are lower bounded.
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Lemma 2.3. If X is doubling and E ⊂ X is bounded, then for each r > 0,

inf{µ(B(x, r)) | x ∈ E} > 0.

Proof. Let R < ∞ be the diameter of E, so for any x ∈ E, E ⊂ B(x,R), which implies that
µ(E) ≤ µ(B(x,R)). Taking n ∈ N such that R ≤ 2nr, since X is doubling, we have that

µ(B(x, r)) ≥ γ−nµ(B(x, 2nr)) ≥ γ−nµ(B(x,R)) ≥ γ−nµ(E),

where γ is the doubling constant of X . �

Fix a point x ∈ X and a positive number r > 0. If µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) → 0 as a point y ∈ X
tends to x, then µ(B(y, r)) → µ(B(x, r)) because

|µ(B(x, r))− µ(B(y, r))| = |µ(B(x, r) \B(y, r))− µ(B(y, r) \B(x, r))|

≤ µ(B(x, r) \B(y, r)) + µ(B(y, r) \B(x, r)) = µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)).

We have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let x ∈ X and r > 0. Suppose that F is a bounded set in Lp(X) and that

µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) → 0 as y → x. If p > 1, then the following holds.

• For each ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if d(x, y) < δ, then |Arf(x)− Arf(y)| < ǫ for
any f ∈ F .

Additionally, if X is doubling, and for each λ > 0, there exists σ > 0 such that for any f ∈ F and

any s ∈ (0, σ), ‖Asf − f‖1 < λ, then the above holds even if p = 1.

Proof. Since F is bounded, there is c1 > 0 such that ‖f‖p < c1 for every f ∈ F . Let c2 = µ(B(x, r)).
When p = 1, by virtue of the additional hypothesis, we can find s > 0 such that ‖Asf−f‖1 < ǫc2/4
for every f ∈ F , and put c3 = inf{µ(B(z, s)) | z ∈ B(x, r + 1)} > 0 due to Lemma 2.3. By the
assumption, there is δ ∈ (0, 1) such that if d(x, y) < δ, then

µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) <

{
(

ǫc2
2c1

)q
if p > 1,

ǫc2c3
4c1

if p = 1.

Moreover, we may suppose that µ(B(y, r)) ≤ 2c2 and |1/µ(B(x, r))−1/µ(B(y, r))| < ǫ/(2c1(2c2)
1/q)

because µ(B(y, r)) → µ(B(x, r)) as y → x. To show that δ is desired, let y ∈ X with d(x, y) < δ.
As is easily observed,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B(x,r)

f(z)dµ(z)−

∫

B(y,r)

f(z)dµ(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)|dµ(z).
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Therefore due to Hölder’s inequality,

|Arf(x)− Arf(y)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

f(z)dµ(z)−
1

µ(B(y, r))

∫

B(y,r)

f(z)dµ(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B(x,r)

f(z)dµ(z)−

∫

B(y,r)

f(z)dµ(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

µ(B(x, r))
−

1

µ(B(y, r))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

B(y,r)

f(z)dµ(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)|dµ(z)

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

µ(B(x, r))
−

1

µ(B(y, r))

∣

∣

∣

∣

(
∫

B(y,r)

|f(z)|dµ(z)

)

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

(
∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)|pdµ(z)

)1/p(∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

dµ(z)

)1/q

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

µ(B(x, r))
−

1

µ(B(y, r))

∣

∣

∣

∣

(
∫

B(y,r)

|f(z)|pdµ(z)

)1/p(∫

B(y,r)

dµ(z)

)1/q

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

(
∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)|pdµ(z)

)1/p(∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

dµ(z)

)1/q

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

µ(B(x, r))
−

1

µ(B(y, r))

∣

∣

∣

∣

‖f‖p(µ(B(y, r)))1/q

<
1

µ(B(x, r))

(
∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)|pdµ(z)

)1/p(∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

dµ(z)

)1/q

+
ǫ

2c1(2c2)1/q
· c1(2c2)

1/q

<
1

µ(B(x, r))

(
∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)|pdµ(z)

)1/p(∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

dµ(z)

)1/q

+
ǫ

2
.

In the case where p > 1,

1

µ(B(x, r))

(
∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)|pdµ(z)

)1/p(∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

dµ(z)

)1/q

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))
‖f‖p(µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r))1/q <

1

c2
· c1 ·

ǫc2
2c1

=
ǫ

2
.
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In the case where p = 1,
∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)|dµ(z) ≤

∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)− Asf(z)|dµ(z) +

∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|Asf(z)|dµ(z)

≤ ‖Asf − f‖1 +

∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

(

1

µ(B(z, s))

∫

B(z,s)

|f(w)|dµ(w)

)

dµ(z)

≤ ‖Asf − f‖1 +

∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

1

c3
‖f‖1dµ(z)

≤ ‖Asf − f‖1 +
1

c3
‖f‖1µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) <

ǫc2
4

+
1

c3
· c1 ·

ǫc2c3
4c1

=
ǫc2
2
,

and hence

1

µ(B(x, r))

(
∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

|f(z)|pdµ(z)

)1/p(∫

B(x,r)△B(y,r)

dµ(z)

)1/q

≤
1

c2
·
ǫc2
2

=
ǫ

2
.

It follows that |Arf(x)−Arf(y)| < ǫ. We complete the proof. �

The next lemma will be used in the proof of Proposition 2.6.

Lemma 2.5. Let x ∈ X and r > 0. Suppose that F is a bounded subset of Lp(X). Then the set

{Arf(x) | f ∈ F} is relatively compact in R.

Proof. Because F is bounded, we can choose c > 0 so that ‖f‖p < c for every f ∈ F . Then

|Arf(x)| ≤ ‖fχB(x,r)‖p(µ(B(x, r)))−1/p < c(µ(B(x, r)))−1/p.

Hence {Arf(x) | f ∈ F} is bounded in R, so it is relatively compact. �

The following proposition is a key ingredient in proving the “if” part of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 2.6. Let X be a doubling metric measure space, F ⊂ Lp(X) be a bounded subset and

r > 0. Suppose that E ⊂ X is bounded and that for each x ∈ X, µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) → 0 as y
tends to x. Then {(Arf)χE | f ∈ F} is relatively compact in Lp(X) when p > 1. Additionally, if

for every ǫ > 0, there is δ > 0 such that for any f ∈ F and any r ∈ (0, δ), ‖Arf − f‖1 < ǫ, then
the above is valid even if p = 1.

Proof. We need only to show that {(Arf)χE | f ∈ F} is totally bounded in Lp(X). To prove it, fix
any ǫ. Recall that µ(E) <∞. Because F is bonded, there is c > 0 such that ‖f‖p < c for all f ∈ F .
According to Lemma 2.3, put a = inf{µ(B(x, r)) | x ∈ E} > 0. By Proposition 2.4, for each x ∈ X ,
there is δ(x) ∈ (0, 1) such that if d(x, y) < δ(x), then |Arf(x) − Arf(y)| < ǫ(µ(E))−1/p/4. Using
Vitali’s covering theorem, refer to [18, Theorem 6.20], we can obtain finitely many points xi ∈ E
and positive numbers 0 < ri < δ(xi), i = 1, · · · , n so that µ(E \

⋃n
i=1B(xi, ri)) < aǫp/(2c)p and

{B(xi, ri) | i = 1, · · · , n} is pairwise disjoint.
Due to Lemma 2.5, for each i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, the subset {Arf(xi) | f ∈ F} is totally bounded in

R, and hence we can choose a(i,j(i)) ∈ R, j(i) = 1, · · · , m(i), so that

{Arf(xi) | f ∈ F} ⊂

m(i)
⋃

j(i)=1

B(a(i,j(i)), ǫ(µ(E))
−1/p/4).

Now let

K =

{

n
∑

i=1

a(i,j(i))χB(xi,ri)∩E

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

for each i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, j(i) ∈ {1, · · · , m(i)}

}
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be a finitely many collection of simple functions. It remains to show that {(Arf)χE | f ∈ F} ⊂
⋃

φ∈K B(φ, ǫ). Take any f ∈ F . For every i = 1, · · · , n, there is j(i) such that |Arf(xi)−a(i,j(i))| <

ǫ(µ(E))−1/p/4. Since ri < δ(xi), for any x ∈ B(xi, ri),

|Arf(x)− a(i,j(i))| ≤ |Arf(x)−Arf(xi)|+ |Arf(xi)− a(i,j(i))| <
ǫ(µ(E))−1/p

2
.

Therefore we have that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

(Arf)χB(xi,ri)∩E −
n
∑

i=1

a(i,j(i))χB(xi,ri)∩E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

=

(

n
∑

i=1

∫

B(xi,ri)∩E

|Arf(x)− a(i,j(i))|
pdµ(x)

)1/p

≤

(

n
∑

i=1

∫

B(xi,ri)∩E

(

ǫ(µ(E))−1/p

2

)p

dµ(x)

)1/p

=

(

ǫ(µ(E))−1/p

2

)

(

n
∑

i=1

µ(B(xi, ri) ∩ E)

)1/p

≤

(

ǫ(µ(E))−1/p

2

)

(µ(E))1/p =
ǫ

2
.

Set A = E \
⋃n

i=1B(xi, ri). Observe that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(Arf)χE −
n
∑

i=1

(Arf)χB(xi,ri)∩E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

=

(
∫

A

|Arf(x)|
pdµ(x)

)1/p

≤

(
∫

A

(‖fχB(x,r)‖p(µ(B(x, r)))−1/p)pdµ(x)

)1/p

≤ ‖f‖p

(
∫

A

1

µ(B(x, r))
dµ(x)

)1/p

≤ c

(

µ(A)

a

)1/p

<
ǫ

2
.

It follows that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(Arf)χE −
n
∑

i=1

a(i,j(i))χB(xi,ri)∩E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(Arf)χE −
n
∑

i=1

(Arf)χB(xi,ri)∩E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

(Arf)χB(xi,ri)∩E −
n
∑

i=1

a(i,j(i))χB(xi,ri)∩E

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

< ǫ.

The proof is completed. �

Now we shall prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Firstly, we will show the “only if” part. The condition (1) follows from
Proposition 2.2. It remains to show (2). Fix any ǫ > 0. Since F is relatively compact, so totally
bounded, we can obtain finitely many functions fi ∈ Lp(X), 1 ≤ i ≤ n, with a bounded support
Ei so that for each f ∈ F , there is i ∈ {1, · · · , n} such that ‖f − fi‖p ≤ ǫ. Then the union
E =

⋃n
i=1Ei is the desired bounded set. Indeed,

‖fχX\E‖p ≤ ‖fχX\E − fiχX\E‖p + ‖fiχX\E‖p ≤ ‖f − fi‖p ≤ ǫ,

which means that (2) holds.
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Next, we prove the “if” part. We shall show that F is totally bounded. To prove it, fix any
ǫ > 0. By the condition (2), we can find a bounded subset E ⊂ X such that ‖fχX\E‖p < ǫ/2 for all
f ∈ F . Observe that there is δ > 0 such that for each f ∈ F and each r ∈ (0, δ), ‖f −Arf‖p < ǫ/2
by (1), and hence we get

‖f − (Arf)χE‖p ≤ ‖fχE − (Arf)χE‖p + ‖fχX\E‖p ≤ ‖f − Arf‖p + ‖fχX\E‖p < ǫ.

On the other hand, {(Arf)χE | f ∈ F} is totally bounded in Lp(X) due to Proposition 2.6. This
means that F is relatively compact. �

3. Topological properties of the space LIPb(X)

In this section, we shall prove that LIPb(X) ⊂ Lp(X) is a σ-compact subset containing topo-
logical copies of Q under our assumption. From now on, assume that X is non-empty and fix any
point x0 ∈ X . Given a positive integer n ∈ N, set

L(n) = {f ∈ LIP(X) | ‖f‖p ≤ n, lip f ≤ n and supp f ⊂ B(x0, n)},

where lip f is the lipschitz constant of f and supp f is the support of f . As is easily observed, the
space LIPb(X) =

⋃

n∈N L(n). Using Theorem 1.3, we can prove the following:

Proposition 3.1. Let X be a doubling metric measure space such that for each point x ∈ X and

each positive number r > 0, µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) → 0 as y → x. Then each L(n) is compact, and

hence LIPb(X) is σ-compact.

Proof. Let n ∈ N. To prove that L(n) is closed in Lp(X), fix any sequence {fk} in L(n) convergeing
to f ∈ Lp(X). We will verify that f ∈ L(n). Observe that ‖f‖p ≤ n and supp f ⊂ B(x0, n). Since
‖f − fk‖p → 0, we can replace {fk} with a subsequence so that fk → f almost everywhere due
to Theorem 4.9 of [2]. Then there is E ⊂ X such that µ(E) = 0 and fk(x) → f(x) for every
x ∈ X \ E. Because each lip fk ≤ n, for any x, y ∈ X \ E, |fk(x) − fk(y)| ≤ nd(x, y), which
implies that |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ nd(x, y). Hence f |X\E is an n-lipschitz map, so it is a uniformly
continuous map. Since µ(B(x, r)) > 0 for any x ∈ X and any r > 0, X \ E is dense in X . It

follows that the restriction f |X\E can be extended to a uniformly continuous map f̃ . Then f̃ is an
n-lipschitz map. Indeed, take any x, y ∈ X . For each ǫ > 0, we can choose x′, y′ ∈ X \ E so that

d(x′, y′) ≤ d(x, y) + ǫ/(3n), |f̃(x)− f̃(x′)| ≤ ǫ/3, and |f̃(y)− f̃(y′)| ≤ ǫ/3. Then

|f̃(x)− f̃(y)| ≤ |f̃(x)− f̃(x′)|+ |f̃(x′)− f̃(y′)|+ |f̃(y′)− f̃(y)|

≤
ǫ

3
+ nd(x′, y′) +

ǫ

3
≤ nd(x, y) + ǫ.

Therefore |f̃(x) − f̃(y)| ≤ nd(x, y), and hence f̃ is n-lipschitz. Note that f̃ is coincident with f .
Thus f ∈ L(n).

By the definition of L(n), it is bounded. Since for every f ∈ L(n), the support supp f ⊂ B(x0, n),
L(n) satisfies the condition (2) of Theorem 1.3. It remains to show that the condition (1) holds.
For each 0 < ǫ < 1, let δ = ǫ/(nµ(B(x0, n+ 1))1/p). Taking any f ∈ L(n) and any r ∈ (0, δ), since
f is n-lipschitz, we have that

|Arf(x)− f(x)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

fχB(x,r)(y)dµ(y)− f(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

|f(y)− f(x)|dµ(y) ≤
1

µ(B(x, r))

∫

B(x,r)

nd(x, y)dµ(y)

≤ nr < nδ =
ǫ

µ(B(x0, n+ 1))1/p
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for each point x ∈ X . Remark that suppArf ⊂ B(x0, n+ 1). Then

‖Arf − f‖p =

(
∫

B(x0,n+1)

|Arf(x)− f(x)|pdµ(x)

)1/p

<

(
∫

B(x0,n+1)

(

ǫ

µ(B(x0, n+ 1))1/p

)p

dµ(x)

)1/p

= ǫ.

By virtue of Theorem 1.3, L(n) is compact. �

Next we will show that each L(n) ⊂ Lp(X) is homeomorphic to Q by using the following
characterization [17].

Theorem 3.2 (H. Toruńczyk). A compact AR Y is homeomorphic to Q if and only if the following

condition holds.

(∗) For each continuous map f : Q × {0, 1} → Y and each ǫ > 0, there exists a continuous

map g : Q× {0, 1} → Y such that g is ǫ-close to f and g(Q× {0}) ∩ g(Q× {1}) = ∅.

Recall that for a metric space Y = (Y, dY ), for functions f : Z → Y and g : Z → Y , and for a
positive number ǫ > 0, f is ǫ-close to g provided that for each z ∈ Z, dY (f(z), g(z)) ≤ ǫ. It follows
from the following lemma that L(n) satisfies condition (∗) of Theorem 3.2 immediately.

Lemma 3.3. Let X be a doubling metric measure space with µ({x0}) = 0. For any n ∈ N and

0 < ǫ < 1, there exist maps Φ : L(n) → {f ∈ L(n) | lip f < n} and Ψ : L(n) → {f ∈ L(n) | lip f =
n} which are ǫ-close to the identity map on L(n).

Proof. First we shall construct the map Φ. Let Φ(f) = (1 − ǫ/n)f for each f ∈ L(n). Obviously
suppΦ(f) ⊂ B(x0, n). Since f is n-lipschitz, for any x, y ∈ X ,

|Φ(f)(x)− Φ(f)(y)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

f(x)−

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

f(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

|f(x)− f(y)|

≤ (n− ǫ)d(x, y).

It follows that lipΦ(f) ≤ n− ǫ. Because ‖f‖p ≤ n for all f ∈ L(n), we have that

‖Φ(f)‖p =

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

f

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

=

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

‖f‖p ≤ n− ǫ,

and more that

‖Φ(f)− f‖p =

(
∫

X

|Φ(f)(x)− f(x)|pdµ(x)

)1/p

=

(
∫

X

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

f(x)− f(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dµ(x)

)1/p

=
ǫ

n

(
∫

X

|f(x)|pdµ(x)

)1/p

≤
ǫ

n
‖f‖p ≤ ǫ.

For each λ ∈ (0, 1), letting δ = nλ/(n− ǫ), we have that if ‖f − g‖p ≤ δ, then

‖Φ(f)− Φ(g)‖p =

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

f −

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

g

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

=

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

‖f − g‖p ≤

(

1−
ǫ

n

)

δ = λ,

which implies the continuity of Φ. As a result, Φ is the desired map.
Next we will construct the map Ψ. Due to the similar argument as the above, we may assume

that there is m < n such that ‖f‖p ≤ m and lip f ≤ m for every f ∈ L(n), and that ǫ ≤ n −m.
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Taking a point y0 ∈ X \ {x0}, let

r1 = min

{

ǫ

3n(µ(B(x0, n)))1/p
, d(x0, y0), n

}

and r2 = (n−m)r1/n. For each f ∈ L(n), we define a function ψ(f) : X\(B(x0, r1)\B(x0, r2)) → R

by

ψ(f)(x) =

{

f(x0) + n(r2 − d(x, x0)) if x ∈ B(x0, r2),
f(x) if otherwise.

Verify that lipψ(f) = n. Indeed, when x, y ∈ X \B(x0, r1),

|ψ(f)(x)− ψ(f)(y)| = |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ md(x, y) < nd(x, y),

and when x ∈ B(x0, r2) and y ∈ X \B(x0, r1),

|ψ(f)(x)− ψ(f)(y)| = |f(x0) + n(r2 − d(x, x0))− f(y)|

≤ |f(x0)− f(x)|+ |f(x)− f(y)|+ n(r2 − d(x, x0))

≤ md(x, x0) +md(x, y) + n(r2 − d(x, x0))

= md(x, y) + (n−m)(r1 − d(x, x0))

≤ md(x, y) + (n−m)(d(y, x0)− d(x, x0))

≤ md(x, y) + (n−m)d(x, y) = nd(x, y).

Since µ({x0}) = 0 and µ(B(x0, r2)) > 0, the cardinality of B(x0, r2) is greater than or equal to 2.
Then for any x, y ∈ B(x0, r2),

|ψ(f)(x)− ψ(f)(y)| = |f(x0) + n(r2 − d(x, x0))− f(x0)− n(r2 − d(y, x0))|

= n|d(y, x0)− d(x, x0)| ≤ nd(x, y),

and taking any z ∈ B(x0, r2) \ {x0}, we have that

|ψ(f)(x0)− ψ(f)(z)| = |f(x0) + n(r2 − d(x0, x0))− f(x0)− n(r2 − d(z, x0))| = nd(z, x0).

Hence lipψ(f) = n.
According to McShane’s lipschitz extension [14] (cf. [18, Theorem 13.12]), the desired map

Ψ : L(n) → L(n) can be defined as follows:

Ψ(f)(x) =

{

ψ(f)(x) if x ∈ X \ (B(x0, r1) \B(x0, r2)),
infa∈X\(B(x0 ,r1)\B(x0,r2))(ψ(f)(a) + nd(a, x)) if otherwise.

Recall that lipΨ(f) = n. It immediately follows from the definition that Ψ(f)(x) = f(x) = 0
for all x ∈ X \ B(x0, n). We shall prove that ‖Ψ(f) − f‖p ≤ ǫ for every f ∈ L(n). Fix any
x ∈ B(x0, r2), so

|Ψ(f)(x)− f(x)| = |f(x0) + n(r2 − d(x, x0))− f(x)| ≤ |f(x0)− f(x)|+ n(r2 − d(x, x0))

≤ md(x, x0) + n(r2 − d(x, x0)) ≤ (m+ n)r2.

Taking each x ∈ X \B(x0, r1), we get that

|Ψ(f)(x)− f(x)| = |f(x)− f(x)| = 0.

Let any x ∈ B(x0, r1) \ B(x0, r2) and any a ∈ X \ (B(x0, r1) \ B(x0, r2)). In the case that
a ∈ B(x0, r2),

|ψ(f)(a)− f(x)| = |f(x0) + n(r2 − d(a, x0))− f(x)| ≤ |f(x0)− f(x)|+ n(r2 − d(a, x0))

≤ md(x, x0) + n(r2 − d(a, x0)) ≤ n(d(a, x) + r2).
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In the case that a ∈ X \B(x0, r1),

|ψ(f)(a)− f(x)| = |f(a)− f(x)| ≤ md(a, x).

Therefore we have

−nr2 ≤ ψ(f)(a) + nd(a, x)− f(x) ≤ 2nd(a, x) + nr2,

which implies that

|Ψ(f)(x)− f(x)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

inf
a∈X\(B(x0 ,r1)\B(x0,r2))

(ψ(f)(a) + nd(a, x))− f(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2nd(x, x0) + nr2 ≤ n(2r1 + r2) ≤ 3nr1.

It follows that

‖Ψ(f)− f‖p =

(
∫

X

|Ψ(f)(x)− f(x)|pdµ(x)

)1/p

≤

(
∫

B(x0,n)

(3nr1)
pdµ(x)

)1/p

= 3nr1(µ(B(x0, n)))
1/p ≤ ǫ,

and that
‖Ψ(f)‖p ≤ ‖Ψ(f)− f‖p + ‖f‖p ≤ ǫ+m ≤ n.

To show the continuity of Ψ, fix any f ∈ L(n) and any λ > 0. Set σ = λ/(µ(B(x0, n))
1/p

and τ = min{σ/(8m), 1}. By the same argument as Lemma 2.3, we can choose k ∈ N so that
γ−kµ(B(x0, n)) ≤ µ(B(x, τ)) for every x ∈ B(x0, n), where γ be the doubling constant of X . Let
δ = σγ−k/p(µ(B(x0, n)))

1/p/4. Taking every g ∈ L(n) such that ‖g − f‖p ≤ δ, we can obtain that
for each x ∈ B(x0, n), |f(x)− g(x)| ≤ σ/2. Indeed, suppose not, so there exists y ∈ B(x0, n) such
that |f(y)− g(y)| > σ/2. Then for all x ∈ B(y, τ),

|f(x)− g(x)| ≥ |f(y)− g(y)| − |f(x)− f(y)| − |g(x)− g(y)| >
σ

2
− 2md(x, y) ≥

σ

2
− 2mτ ≥

σ

4
because f and g are m-lipschiz. Thus

δ ≥ ‖f − g‖p ≥

(
∫

B(y,τ)

|f(x)− g(x)|pdµ(x)

)1/p

>
σ(µ(B(y, τ)))1/p

4

≥
σγ−k/p(µ(B(x0, n)))

1/p

4
= δ,

which is a contradiction. Hence for every x ∈ B(x0, r2),

|Ψ(f)(x)−Ψ(g)(x)| = |f(x0) + n(r2 − d(x, x0))− g(x0)− n(r2 − d(x, x0))|

= |f(x0)− g(x0)| ≤
σ

2
.

For any x ∈ B(x0, r1) \B(x0, r2), we can find b ∈ X \ (B(x0, r1) \B(x0, r2)) such that

Ψ(f)(x) = inf
a∈X\(B(x0 ,r1)\B(x0,r2))

(ψ(f)(a) + nd(a, x)) ≥ ψ(f)(b) + nd(b, x)− σ/2.

Verify that if b ∈ B(x0, r2), then

|ψ(f)(b)− ψ(g)(b)| = |f(x0) + n(r2 − d(b, x0))− g(x0)− n(r2 − d(b, x0))|

= |f(x0)− g(x0)| ≤
σ

2
,

and that if b ∈ X \B(x0, r1), then

|ψ(f)(b)− ψ(g)(b)| = |f(b)− g(b)| ≤
σ

2
.
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Thus we get

Ψ(f)(x) ≥ ψ(f)(b) + nd(b, x)−
σ

2
≥ ψ(g)(b) + nd(b, x)− σ

≥ inf
a∈X\(B(x0 ,r1)\B(x0,r2))

(ψ(g)(a) + nd(a, x))− σ = Ψ(g)(x)− σ.

Similarly, Ψ(g)(x) ≥ Ψ(f)(x) − σ, and hence |Ψ(f)(x) − Ψ(g)(x)| ≤ σ. Moreover, for each
x ∈ B(x0, n) \B(x0, r1),

|Ψ(f)(x)−Ψ(g)(x)| = |f(x)− g(x)| ≤
σ

2
.

Therefore we have that

‖Ψ(f)−Ψ(g)‖pp =

∫

B(x0,n)

|Ψ(f)(x)−Ψ(g)(x)|pdµ(x) +

∫

X\B(x0,n)

|Ψ(f)(x)−Ψ(g)(x)|pdµ(x)

=

∫

B(x0,n)

σpdµ(x) ≤ σpµ(B(x0, n)) ≤ λp,

so ‖Ψ(f)−Ψ(g)‖p ≤ λ. Consequently, Ψ is continuous. Thus the proof is completed. �

Now we show the following:

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a doubling metric measure space with µ({x0}) = 0 such that for all

x ∈ X and r > 0, µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) → 0 as y tends to x. Then for every n ∈ N, the subset L(n)
is homeomorphic to Q.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, each L(n) is compact. As is easily observed, L(n) is a convex subset
of the Banach space Lp(X), and hence it is an AR, refer to [16, Theorem 6.1.1]. According to
Lemma 3.3, L(n) satisfies condition (∗) of Theorem 3.2, so it is homeomorphic to Q. �

4. Proof of Corollary 1.6

Applying the following criterion, which was proven by D. Curtis, T. Dobrowolski and J. Mogilski
[5], we shall establish Corollary 1.6.

Theorem 4.1. Let C be a σ-compact convex set in a completely metrizable linear space E. Suppose
that the closure clE C is an AR and not locally compact. Then the pair (clE C,C) is homeomorphic

to (ℓ2 ×Q, ℓf2 ×Q) if C contains an infinite-dimensional locally compact convex set.

We show the density of LIPb(X) in Lp(X).

Proposition 4.2. Let X be a doubling metric measure space. Suppose that for every point x ∈ X,

the function (0,∞) ∋ r 7→ µ(B(x, r)) ∈ (0,∞) is continuous. The subspace LIPb(X) is dense in

Lp(X).

Proof. To show the density of LIPb(X) ⊂ Lp(X), fix any f ∈ Lp(X) and any ǫ > 0. By virtue of
Vitali’s covering theorem, see [18, Theorem 6.20], we can choose a simple function

∑n
i=1 aiχB(xi,ri),

where each ai 6= 0, each ri > 0 and {B(xi, ri) | i = 1, · · · , n} is pairwise disjoint, so that
‖
∑n

i=1 aiχB(xi,ri) − f‖p ≤ ǫ/3. Moreover, due to the assumption, for each i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, there
exists δi ∈ (0, ri) such that ‖

∑n
i=1 aiχB(xi,δi)−

∑n
i=1 aiχB(xi,ri)‖p ≤ ǫ/3. Then we can define a map

g : X → R as follows:

g(x) =







ai if x ∈ B(xi, δi), i = 1, · · · , n,
−ai(d(x,xi)−δi)

ri−δi
+ ai if x ∈ B(xi, ri) \B(xi, δi), i = 1, · · · , n,

0 if otherwise.
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As is easily observed, g ∈ LIPb(X). Since
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

g(x)−
n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,δi)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,δi)(x)−
n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,ri)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

for every x ∈ X ,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

g −
n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,δi)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

=

(

∫

X

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

g(x)−
n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,δi)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dµ(x)

)1/p

≤

(

∫

X

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,δi)(x)−
n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,ri)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dµ(x)

)1/p

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,δi) −
n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,ri)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

≤
ǫ

3
,

we get that

‖g − f‖p ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

g −
n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,δi)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,δi) −
n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,ri)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

aiχB(xi,ri) − f

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

≤ ǫ.

Thus the proof is completed. �

Remark that for any x, y ∈ X and any 0 < δ < r, if d(x, y) < δ, then

B(x, r)△B(y, r) ⊂ B(x, r + δ) \B(x, r − δ).

Hence as y tends to x,

µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) ≤ µ(B(x, r + δ) \B(x, r − δ)) → 0

when (0,∞) ∋ r 7→ µ(B(x, r)) ∈ (0,∞) is continuous. Now we shall prove Corollary 1.6.

Proof of Corollary 1.6. Since X is doubling and the function (0,∞) ∋ r 7→ µ(B(x, r)) ∈ (0,∞) is
continuous for each fixed point x ∈ X , we have that µ({y ∈ X | d(x, y) = r}) = 0 for all x ∈ X
and r > 0 by [18, Lemma 8.5]. Moreover, because X is non-degenerate, µ({x}) = 0 for every
x ∈ X , in particular µ({x0}) = 0 for the fixed point x0 ∈ X . Additionally, every open ball with
positive radius is of positive measure, so X has no isolated points, which implies that X is infinite.
Since X is separable, the space Lp(X) is homeomorphic to ℓ2 by Theorem 1.4. Observe that for
each x ∈ X and each r > 0, µ(B(x, r)△B(y, r)) → 0 as y → x. By Proposition 3.1, the subspace
LIPb(X) is σ-compact. As is easily observed, LIPb(X) is convex in Lp(X). Due to Proposition 3.4,
LIPb(X) contains the infinite-dimensional compact convex set L(n) which is homeomorphic to
Q. According to Proposition 4.2, LIPb(X) is dense in Lp(X). Applying Theorem 4.1, the pair

(Lp(X),LIPb(X)) is homeomorphic to (ℓ2 ×Q, ℓf2 ×Q). �
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