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Duality properties and Riesz representation
theorem in Besicovitch-Musielak-Orlicz

space of almost periodic functions

A. Daoul, M. MoORSLI, M. SMAALI

Abstract. This paper is an extension of the work done in [Morsli M., Bedouhene F.,
Boulahia F., Duality properties and Riesz representation theorem in the Besicovitch-
Orlicz space of almost periodic functions, Comment. Math. Univ. Carolin. 43
(2002), no. 1, 103-117] to the Besicovitch-Musielak-Orlicz space of almost pe-
riodic functions. Necessary and sufficient conditions for the reflexivity of this
space are given. A Riesz type “duality representation theorem” is also stated.

Keywords: Orlicz norm, Amemiya norm, conjugate function, Besicovitch-Musielak-
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1. Introduction

The Besicovitch-Musielak-Orlicz space of almost periodic functions was re-
cently introduced in [9] and [10], where the authors characterized also some of its
metric properties with respect to the Luxemburg norm.

In the present work, this space is endowed with the so-called Orlicz norm.
Different properties and formulations of this norm are pointed out.

Next, necessary and sufficient conditions for the reflexivity of the space are
given. A Riesz type “duality representation theorem” is also stated in this space.

2. Preliminaries

Let ¢ be a Musielak-Orlicz function, i.e. ¢ : R x Rt — R™ is such that:
(1) Vt € R, ¢(t,-) is convex on RT;
(2) Vz € RT, ¢(-, ) is Lebesgue measurable on R and ¢(t,z) = 0 iff z = 0,
vVt € R;
(3) Vt€R, lim 2%%) — 40 and lim £%2) — 0,
T—+00 z—0

xr xr
In the sequel we assume that ¢ verifies also the following two conditions:
(4) ¢(-,-) is continuous on R x RT;
(5) Vx € RT, (-, ) is periodic with period T independent of x (we may
suppose T = 1).
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We denote by 1 the function complementary to ¢, i.e.

Y(t,r) = sup{zy — o(t,y)}, VtER, VzeR'.
y=>0

Recall that v is also a Musielak-Orlicz function (see [11]). The pair (¢, )
satisfies the Young inequality:

vy < o(t,x) +(t,y) forall t €R, and z,y € RT.

Let now M(R,C) = M be the set of all Lebesgue measurable functions on R
with values in C. The functional

pp: M — [0,400]

— 1 [ —
f— pe(f)=_lim ﬁ/ o(t, | f(O)]) dt = M[e(, [f()])]

T—+oo _T
is a convex pseudo-modular on M (see [1]). The associated modular space:

B? = {fEMiiil)%Pgo(@f)zo}
= {f€M:pys(Af) < +oo, for some A >0}

is called the Besicovitch-Musielak-Orlicz space. This space is naturally endowed
with the Luxemburg norm:

£l =inf{k -0, p, ({) < 1}.

We can also consider the so-called Amemiya norm defined as follows:

. 1
I£115 = lnf{E(pv(kf) +1), k> o} .
These two norms are in fact equivalent:

(2.1) £l < NI < 20fllg, for all f e B (see [7]).

Let A be the set of all generalized trigonometric polynomials, i.e.,
j=n

A={P,(t) = Zajew‘jt, a; €C, \j e R, n e N}
j=1

The Besicovitch-Musielak-Orlicz space of almost periodic functions denoted by
B¥a.p. is the closure of the set A with respect to the Luxemburg norm,

B%a.p. = {f € B? : I{pn} € As.t. ll)rf |f —pnully = O}.
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When ¢(t, ) = |z| the space B¥a.p. is denoted by B'a.p. The closure of the set
A with respect to the modular p, is the subspace of B¥ denoted by B¥a.p.:

B?a.p.={f € B : {p,} € Asit. EIE po(a(f —pn)) =0 for some a > 0}.

Let {u.a.p.} denote the classical Bohr’s algebra of almost periodic functions. It
is known that {w.a.p.} is the closure of the set A with respect to the uniform
norm. It is easily seen that {u.a.p.} € B¥a.p. C Bla.p. Moreover, in view of
Theorem 2.8 in [2] we have the following property:

If f € {u.a.p.}, o(:,-) is continuous and ¢(-, z) is uniformly almost
periodic with respect to x then (-, |f(*)|) € {u.a.p.}.

Therefore a fortiori, this holds true for a Musielak-Orlicz function satisfying the
conditions (4) and (5) presented above.
A fundamental result concerning the functions in B¥a.p. is the following:

(2.2) If f€ B?a.p., then (-, |f(-)]) € B'a.p. (see [10]).

This property ensures the existence of the limit in the expression of p,(f).
In order to end this introductory section, we define the so-called Orlicz norm
in B¥a.p.,
1£11% = sup {M(|fg]), g€ BYap., pylg) <1}.
Using the Young inequality it is easy to see that
A
(2.3) IFIG < [Iflz, forall fe€ Bfa.p.

3. Auxiliary results

The fundamental convergence results of measure theory cannot be used directly
in B¥a.p. A key role in our computations is played by the set function &z defined
on the o-algebra ¥(R) = ¥ of Lebesgue measurable sets as follows:

_ — 1 [T — 1
A = T o [ xa@de= Fn (A0 =T 47)),

where p denotes the Lebesgue measure on R. Note that & is not a measure.
We list here definitions and some properties concerning convergence type results
with respect to the set function 7.

Let {fn} be a sequence in B¥. We say that:

e {fn} is I convergent to f (and denote by f, s f) when, Vn > 0,
lim 7{t eR:|fu— fI>n}=0;
e {f} is modular convergent to f when, 3o > 0 such that:
nlig_loopsa(a(fn - f)) =0.

We have the following relations between the different kinds of convergence:
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Lemma 1. (1) ngrfoo“fn —fllo =0 iff Va>0, ngrfoopg,(a(fn —f))=0
(see [11]).
(2) If Lim py(fn — f) =0 then f, - f (see Lemma 2 in [10]).

n——+oo

(3) Let {f,} C B¥ and f € B*. If f, -5 f and max(f,,f) < g with
g € B¥a.p., then p,(fn) — pe(f) (see Lemma 5 in [10]).

(4) Let {f,} C B¥ be such that f, -~ f and g(t,z) a continuous function
on R x R*, periodic with respect to t. Then g(-, fo(-)) == g(-, f(-)) (see
the proof of Proposition 1 in [10]).

The following two results are very useful in our computations and proofs:
Lemma 2. Let f € B%a.p., p,(f) > 0, and {f.} be a sequence I convergent
to f. Then we have:

(1) there exist o, B, 0 with 0 < a < 8; 0 €]0,1] and G = {t e R, < | f(t)] <
B} such that @(G) > 6 (see [10]);

(2) there exist a', 8, 6 with0 < o' < ;6 €0,1] and G,, = {t € R,a’ <
|fn(t)] < B'} such that w(G,) >0 (see [8]).

In the following we denote by L¥([0,1]) the usual Musielak-Orlicz space of
functions defined on [0, 1]. The proposition below shows that L#([0, 1]) is isomet-
rically imbedded into the Besicovitch-Musielak-Orlicz space of almost periodic
functions B¥a.p.

Proposition 1 ([10]). Let f € L¥([0,1]). Then,
(1) if f is the periodic extension of f to the whole R (with period T = 1),
we have f € B¥a.p.; B B
(2) the injection map i : L¥([0,1]) < B¥a.p., i(f) = f is an isometry with
respect to the modulars and for the respective Luxemburg norms.

Definition 1. e We say that a function f € B¥ is absolutely integrable
when:

Ve>0, 36>0 VQ e X, T(Q)<d= p,(fxq) Le.
e A sequence {f,} C B¥ is said equi-absolutely integrable when:
Ve>0, 36 >0 dIngeN VQeX, Q)< and n>ng= py,(faxo) <e.

Remark that all the functions in B¥a.p. are absolutely integrable [10].

Lemma 3. Let {f,} C B! be 1t convergent to f € Bla.p. Then, if {f,} is
equi-absolutely integrable we have p1(fn) —+> p1(f).
n—-+0oo

ProOF: Fix 6 > 0 and consider the set:

AL ={teR:[fult) - F()] > 6}.
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Since the sequence {f,} is T convergent to f, we have

(3.1) im(4%) =o0.
Now
pr(lfn = 1) < pr(lfn = flxae) + p1(Ifn = flxcas)
< pullfalxae) +p1(lflxas) + p1(Ifn — flXxcas)
<

p1(frxas) + p1(fxae) + 0.

Given any ¢ > 0, the equi-absolute integrability of {f,} ensures the existence of
ny € N and §; > 0 s.t.

(3.2) VQET, Q) <d and n>n = pi(faxe) < ;5

On the other hand the absolute integrability of f ensures the existence of a §; s.t.

(3.3) Q) < d2 = p1(fxq) <

N ™

Put 6 = min(d1,d2). Then by (3.1) there exists ng € N s.t. Vn > ny we have
A%) < §. Hence for ng = max(ny,na), we get ¥n > ng

=

)

N ™

max(p1(fxae); p1(faxae)) <

and then:
V€>O, EanENy VnZ”O: pl(|fn_f‘)§€+0
Letting n tending to infinity we get:

lim pr(fa—f) <0

n—-+o0o
Finally, since § > 0 is arbitrary we deduce that lir}rl p(fn — f) = 0, ie.
n—-+0oo
pilfn) =2 pi(f): O

Remark 1. Under the same hypothesis, the result of Lemma 3 remains true
when {f,} C B¥ and f € B¥a.p., i.e. po(fn) —> po(f)

n——+00
Corollary 1. Let {f,} C B¥ be such that ll)rf_l | fn— fll, =0, with f € B¥a.p.
Then py(fn) — pe(f).

n—-4oo

PROOF: Since the sequence {f,} is & convergent to f, it suffices to show that it
is equi-absolutely integrable. In fact: py(fn) < 205 (2(fn — f)) + 300 (2f).
Given any € > 0, since 2f € B¥a.p. there exists § > 0 s.t. V@ € ¥ we have
Q) <0 = py(2fxq) <e.
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On the other hand there exists ng € N s.t. po(2(fn — f)) <€, Vn > ng. Finally,
we have the following:

pelfixe) < 32520 — XQ) + 505(2xQ) S &, = mo, VQE Y.

O

Lemma 4. (1) If f € Bfa.p. with || f||, # 0, then pw(ﬁ) =1

(2) If f € B¥a.p., g € B¥a.p., then f-g € Bla.p. Moreover we have the
so-called Hélder’s inequality

M([f - gl) <20 Flle - llgll-
(3) If f € B?a.p., then || f||5 < 2| fl,.

PRrROOF: (1) follows immediately from the property: ||f|l, = 1 iff p,(f) = 1 for
f € B?a.p. (see [10]).

(2) Let f € B%a.p., g € B%ap., |fll, # 0, |lglly # 0. From the Young
inequality we have:

fO] 9@ ()] l9(0)]
17l Tlglle = SO( IIfIIgo) H/}( gll¢)

(g ) ( / ) ( g )
M| — _J
<||f||¢||gw =Pe\Trlo) TP\l ) =

M(If-gh) <20flle - llglly-

On the other hand f - g € Bla.p. Indeed, let {p,}, {g.} be two sequences in A
such that Eril llpr. — fI| = 0 and ll)rf llgn — g|| = 0. Then

Hence

Then

M(f-9=pn-aul) = M(f-9—fan+ ftn—Dn-nl)
< M(|f]-lg = gnl) + M(lgn| - |f = pul)
< 2(1fllg - lg = gulle + llgnlly - [If = palle)
< 2(Iflle - llg = anlle + (Slrllpllqnllzp) Af = pulle)-

Letting n tending to infinity, we get: liT M(|f-g—pn-qn|) = 0. Consequently
n—-+0oo

we have: f-g € B'ap. and M(f-g)=M(f-g) <2/l gl

(3) Let f € B?ap., ||f[|3 = sup{M(|fg]),g € BYap., py(g) < 1}.
In view of Holder’s inequality we have:

M(|f-gl) <2lfllg - lglly, Vf € Bap., Vg€ Bap.
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Hence

(3-4) 17115 < 2[f1le-

4. Equality between Orlicz norm and Amemiya norm
We are now ready to state the following comparison result:

Theorem 1. If f € B¥a.p., then

o _ 1
1912 =t { 11+ g, (k) > 0
Moreover,

1flg = (1 + py(kof)), for some ko > 0.

ProOF: I) We suppose first that ¢ is strictly convex with respect to x for all
t € R and has a continuous derivative ¢ (,z) = g—f(t, z) on R x RT. In this case

the conjugate function v verifies the same properties as .
We prove the theorem in several steps:

243

Step 1. Case where f = p is a generalized trigonometric polynomial. In view of

the inequality (2.3) it suffices to show the converse inequality:

I£115 > k_(l + pe(kof)), forsome ko > 0.

For, consider the function F'(k); k > 0 defined as follows,

+T

F(k) = py( (- klp(-))) = Tim L w(t,sol(t»k\p(t)l))dt

T—4oo 2T

We claim that khrf F(k) = +oo. Indeed, from Lemma 2 there exist a@ > 0,
c—r 00
6 €]0,1[ and a set G = {t € R: |p(t)| > a} such that 7(G) > 6. Then

F(k) > Tim — / (t, ¢ (t, ka))dt
T+T]ﬂG

T—+oo
>  lim
- TEIEOO 2T [-T,+T]NG tlg]lgw(t (t,ka))dt
> ﬁ(G)QZ}(tOv 2 (t07 ka))
> 0¢(t0a¢ (to,k&))
>

oo 1 200,
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Since lim 22 — 400 Vi€ R, we get klirf F(k) = +o0.
—+o00

r—=+oo T
We will show now that F' is continuous on [0, +o0o[. Let k. € [0, +oo[ and {ky}
be a sequence in [0, +o0o[ convergent to k.. It is clear that

knlp(-)| is & convergent to k.|p(-)|.

Moreover, using Lemma 1(4), we get:

0 (o kalp()) = @ (L Ralp())).

Since {ky} is bounded we have max (' (-, kn[p(-)]), ¢ (- kulp()]) < (-, M1p(-)])
with ¢ (-, M|p(-)]) € {w.a.p.} € B%a.p. Using Lemma 1(3), we deduce that
lim py(@ (- kalp(-)]) = pe(@ (-, ke|p(-)])). This proves the continuity of F.

n—-+oo

Consequently, since F(0) = 0 and i lirf F(k) = 400, there exists a kg €]0, 00|
—+00

such that py (¢ (-, ko|p(-)])) = 1. Now, considering the case of equality in Young’s
inequality we get

Iplly = 71 (Rolole . RoloC))
(4.1) > (pelholel) + 9ol Talp (1)

> (polholpl) +1)
0

Combining inequalities (4.1) and (2.3) we get

Il = inf {1 (0L oW1 | = - (ool + 1),

Note also that we have

(4.2) Ipllg = M(Ip()le (- kolp(-)]))-

Step 2. Now we will prove that the result remains true for f € B¥a.p.
Let {p,} C A be such that lirf P — fllp = 0.
n—-+0oo

From Step 1, for all n € N, there exists k,, €]0,+oo[ such that
o 1
(4.3) lpalle = = (o (kup) +1).

Using the inequality (3.4), we get

1
— < |pally < 2[pnlle < 2sup [pnlle,
k’ﬂ n
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hence
> 1
2supy, [|pally
On the other hand {k,} is bounded from above. Indeed, in the opposite case, there
will exist a subsequence still denoted by {k,} such that lirJrrl kn = +o00. Then,
n—-—+0oo

=C; >0, VneN.

again from Lemma 2, there exist a > 0, 6 €]0,1[ and G, = {t € R : |p,(¢)| > o},
such that 7(G,) > 6. Thus,

! —_— 1 ’
= . . > i _
L=y (¢ ChalpnOD) 2 Fm on |l ()
_ 1 ,
. o= L .
- Tgr-‘yr-loo 2T [_T7+T]0Gnt12]lgw(t’sp(t’kna))dt
> @(@)(to, ¢ (to, k)
> 0y(to, ¢ (to, knt))
>

0y (to, M) ,
ko

and then 111}_1 Py (@ (5 knlpn()])) = +00, a contradiction.
n—r+00

Now {k,} being bounded, there exists a subsequence denoted again by {k,}
that converges to some ky > 0. We have lir}rl lknprn — kofll, = 0 and by
n—-+0oo

Corollary 1 we deduce that

lim ptp(knpn) = psa(kof)‘

n—-+oo

Finally, using inequality (3.4) and letting n tending to infinity in (4.3) we get:

o : 0 . 1 1
1915 = Jim loale = tim (5 (olhopa 1)) = 1 (oplbof) + 1.
II) To complete the proof of the theorem, we will prove that the result remains
true for a general Musielak-Orlicz function ¢.
Indeed, for all € > 0, we can find a Musielak-Orlicz function ¢. with a contin-

uous derivative ¢ = 5(;‘; = (t,z) on R x RT verifying the inequality

o(t,7) < pe(t,z) <p(t, (1+e)z), VEER, VoeR'.

An example of such a function ¢, is the following (see [3], [7]),

1 (14e)z QD(t S)
to) = ——— " d VieR, V. RT.
Pe(t, ) ln(l—l—e)/x - ds, €ER, Vze

*pe(t, z) verifies e (t,z) =0 iff x =0 for all ¢t € R.
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Moreover, defining the new function
O (t,2)T = p(t, (1 + )z — eln(x + 1)),

we can easily check that ¢° is strictly convex with respect to z € R for all £t € R
and satisfies the inequality

p(t,7) <@°(t,z) <t (1+e)z), VEER, VoeR'.

Summing up, we claim that for all e > 0, there exists a strictly convex Musielak-

Orlicz function ¢, with a continuous derivative o_(f, ) = 55“”9: (t,z) on R x RT
satisfying:
(4.4) o(t,z) < pe(t, x) < @(t, (1 +&)x).
From this, it follows immediately (see [3], [7]) that:
B¥a.p. = B¥=a.p.
and
(4.5) 115 < IAllG. < @A +lflls 5 IS < NFIG. < @+ FIE.

Recall that it was proved in Step 1 that,
(4.6) £, = 1£1I5.-

This equality remains true for ¢. Indeed, we already know that || f]|2 < ||f Hﬁ.
Then using (4.6) and (4.4) we can write

IF1S < 1F11Z < IAUZ = 111G, < (L +e)llFIIg.

Finally, since ¢ is arbitrarily small, we deduce that

112 = 1£115-
To end the proof, let us show that
1
1£15 = %o (pp(kof) +1) for some ko > 0.

For all ¢ > 0 we have

171, = ,} (po. (k) + 1),

for some k. > 0 such that
po.(po( ko)) = 1.

tSince the function (1 + &)z — eln(1 + ) is s.c. and @(t,2) = 0 iff & = 0 then ¢°(¢,z) is
strictly convex (see [5]).



On the Orlicz norm in B¥a.p. 247

Using the same reasoning as in the previous part, we can deduce that the se-
quence {k.} is bounded. Then we can extract a subsequence also denoted by
{k:} convergent to some ko > 0.

Now, we have from (4.5) that

o - 1
UG = lim = (e (ke f) + 1)

On the other hand

i pollf) +1) < ki (pp. (kef) +1) < ki (polke(1+e)f) +1).

Letting e tending to zero together with the continuity of the function a —
po(af) we deduce that:

1
li 2= (oo () + 1) = 1= (albof) + 1) = 7]

e—0
This completes the proof of Theorem 1. O

Lemma 5. The Orlicz norm is equivalent to the Luxemburg norm in B¥a.p.

Iflle < IF11S < 20flle. f € Bfap.

PROOF: This is an immediate consequence of (2.1) and Theorem 1. We give here
another and direct proof of this result. It remains only to prove the left inequality,
or equivalently that pcp(W) <1

@

First let p € A, p # 0 and let g € B¥a.p.; then we have to consider two cases:

e py(g) <1, in this case we have M(|p- g|) < [Ip||%;
o py(g) > 1, in this case we have py(

M(p- 4=1) < llpll%-
It follows that in each case we have

M (|p - g[) < max(1, py(9))llpll3-

Using the case of equality in Young’s inequality we get for a suitable g,

(IIppllo) *eul9) = (‘ﬁ 'QD < max(1, py(9)),

and then pcp(m) <1.

pw(g)) < pq,(g) - py(g) < 1, hence

Let now f € B¥a.p. satisty || f|| # 0 and take {p,} in A such that lirf llpr —
n—r+00

chp =0.
Let k

L. From inequality (3.4) we have lim k, = ko = I H" . Then
®

n = Tpallz o

nll)ar_loo“knpn - kOf“tP = Oa
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and using Corollary 1 we deduce that

Pn L)
Pe (npnn;) nSreo P9 (f:; ‘

Now since p,( T H") <1, for all n € N, it follows that pW(HJCT) < 1. Finally, we

have

I£lle < WSS <20 flle-

5. Duality in B¥a.p.
5.1 Reflexivity of the space E*"a.p.

Definition 2. We say that ¢ satisfies the A " condition if there exist a constant
k > 0 and a positive function h with p;(h) < 400 such that,

o(t,2z) < ko(t,z) + h(t), for almost all t € R, and all = € RT.

1
We say that ¢ is V231 if v is AD .

Definition 3. The function ¢ is uniformly convex on Rt (see [6]) when, Va €
10,1[,36(a) €]0,1], Vb € [0, a):

z+by o(t, ) + p(t, by)
o(t, ) < (1—6(a)) 5

)

for almost all ¢ € R and all x € RT.
Theorem 2. The space B¥a.p. is reflexive iff ¢ € Agl N Vfl.

PRrOOF: Necessity: suppose that Bfa.p. is reflexive. From [10] we know that
B¥a.p. contains an isometric copy of the Musielak-Orlicz space L#[0,1]. From [6]
a necessary and sufficient condition for the reflexivity of L¥[0, 1] is that ¢ satisfies
the AL VL' condition?. In this case ¢ satisfies also the AZ' N V3" conditions
(see the proof of Theorem 1 in [10, p.457]).

Sufficiency: Suppose that ¢ € AzBl N VzBl. One can see directly that ¢ €
AQLl N VQLl. Then from [6] there exists a Musielak-Orlicz function ¢; defined on
[0,1] x RT uniformly convex and equivalent to the restriction of ¢ on [0,1] x R*.
Now the l-periodic extension of ¢; denoted by 1%, defined on R x R is also
uniformly convex and equivalent to ¢. We deduce that (B®'a.p., | - |z,) is
uniformly convex (see [9]) and so reflexive. Hence B¥a.p. is reflexive. O

We say that ¢ is ALI if there exist a constant k > 0 and a positive function h with
fO t)dt < +oo s.t. o(t, 2z) < kp(t,xz) + h(t), for almost all ¢ € [0,1] and all z > 0.

§From the construction of ¢1 made in [6] page 61, we remark that @1 inherits the continuity
of p on R x RT.
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5.2 Riesz representation theorem in B¥a.p.. In view of (4.4), we may sup-
pose in the following that ¢ has a continuous derivative ¢ and is strictly convex
(or equivalently that ¢ (,z) is strictly increasing with respect to z € R and all
t e R).

Lemma 6. If f € B%a.p. then
1F11% sup{|M(f - g)l.g € B¥a.p., py(g) <1}
= sup{|M(f - g)l,g € {w.a.p.}, polg) <1}.

ProoOF: Consider the case f = p € A. From the Holder’s inequality we have:

(M(p-q)| < M(lp-ql) <lIplly,, Vg€ {uwap}, pylg) <1

From the proof of Theorem 1, we know that there exists kg > 0 such that
pe(¥ (- kolp()])) = 1, and

ol = 2 (Ip() (- Kolp()DI) = M (p() sign () (-, kolp()])) -
Note that signp(-)i (-, ko|p(-)|) € {u.a.p.}. Indeed, let

‘Z_|'1/}/ (t7k0|u‘) if ’LL#O,
0

else.

F(t,u) =

Then F is continuous on R x Rt and periodic in ¢ uniformly with respect to u.
Since

sign p(t)Y (1 kolp(1)]) = F(t,p(1))
the conclusion follows from Theorem 2.8 in ([2]). Summarizing all these, we have
Ipllg, = M(p- q), where ¢(-) = sign p(-)1' (-, ko|p(-)|). Then we can assert that:

(5.1) Iplly = sup{|M(p-q)l, q€{uwap}, plq) <1}

Now let us show that (5.1) remains true for f € B%a.p. Let {p,} C A be a
sequence such that: lirJrrl lpr. — fll¢ = 0 and consider the quantity
n—-+oo

I(f) =sup{|M(f-q)l, q€{uap}, pylg) <1}
It is clear that we have

I(f) < A1

Moreover, for a fixed e > 0, we have || f[|9, < [[pnll§, +¢, ¥n > ng, for some ng > 0.
Hence

1115 — & < pally = sup{[M(pn - g)l; ¢ € {ua.p-}, polq) <1}
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Using Holder’s inequality we assert that:

Ipnlly, < sup{llpn — fllv - lalle, g € {u.ap.}, polg) <1}

+sup{|M(fq)l, ¢ € {u.a.p.}, py(q) <1}
e+ I(f), Yn > ng.

IN

Then

1115 < I(f) + 2e.
Finally, since ¢ is arbitrary, we conclude that

1117 < ().
Consequently,

1117 = I(F)-
This completes the proof. O
Theorem 3. If p € AZ'NV5", then (B?a.p., |- lo)* is isomorphically isometric
to (B%a.p., || %) More precisely: if G is a linear continuous functional on B¥a.p.

then there exists a unique g € Ewa.p. such that:
e G(f) = M(fg),Vf € Bfa.p. and
° IGII = llgll5-

Conversely, the condition ¢ € A2B N V2B ! is necessary for this identification.
ProOOF: Consider the linear mapping

Az (BYap., |- 15) — (Bfap.l-[l,)*
g — Alg), Alf)=M(f-g)

A is well defined. Moreover, using Lemma 6 we have:

[A(g)ll = sup [A(g)(f) = sup [A(g)(F)] = llgll%-
Hf“upﬁl pup(f)fl

A is then an isometry.

It remains to show that A is surjective. Let E = A(BYa.p.). Then E is a
complete subspace of (B¥a.p.)*. From Banach’s classical results, it is sufficient to
show that for each F' € (B¥a.p.)** such that F(A(g)) =0, Vg € BYa.p., we have
F(h) =0, Vh € (B¥a.p.)*.

Let then F € (B®a.p.)** be such that F(A(g)) =0, Vg € B¥a.p. Since B¥a.p.
is reflexive, there exists f € B¥a.p. such that w(f) = F, i.e.

©(f)(A(g)) = A(g)(f) = M(f - 9) =0, Vg€ B ap.

Using Lemma 6 we deduce that || f[|?, = 0 and so || F'|| = 0.



So

(1]
(2]

(3]
(4]
[5]
[6]
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(8]

9

(10]

(11]

DE

On the Orlicz norm in B¥a.p.

Conversely, if the identification (Ewa.p.)* = Ewa.p. holds, we will also have
(B?a.p.)* = (B%a.p.)* = B%a.p.

E*"a.p. is reflexive and, consequently, ¢ € Af N VQB N O
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