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ABSTRACT. In this work we study the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order
a € (0,1/p) as an operator from LP(I;X) into LI([; X), with 1 < ¢ < p/(1 — pa),
whether I = [tg,t1] or I = [tp,00) and X is a Banach space. Our main result give
necessary and sufficient conditions to ensure the compactness of the Riemann-Liouville
fractional integral from LP(to,t1;X) into L9(to,t1; X ), when 1 < ¢ < p/(1 — pa).

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1928, Hardy and Littlewood proved that Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of
order a € (0,1/p) is a bounded operator from LP(I;R) into LP/(:=P)(I;R), whether
I = [to,t1] or I = [tg,00). To be more precise, let us enunciate their result bellow (see
|9, Theorem 4] for details on the proof).

(theofiL) Theorem 1. Consider p € (1,00), o € (0,1/p) and assume that I denotes [to,t1] or

to,00). If f € LP(I;R) we have that J* ,f(t) belongs to LP/—P*)(I;R) and that there
to,t
exists K > 0 such that

(1—pa)/p 1/p
{ [ ds} <K [ / |f<s>|pds] |
I I

The constant K above only depends on o and p.
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This theorem was one of the first results in the literature that helped us to better
understand the behavior of the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral. Of course that
this study is much more profound, since it gave birth to the classical Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev inequality, which is broadly used to study Partial Differential Equations.

There were other researchers that gave some new proofs to Theorem 1. We may
bring light to O’Neil in [12]| as a very interesting example. There he discuss some

generalizations of Holder’s inequality and Young’s Inequality for convolutions using
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Young’s functions and the Orlicz spaces. The result from which we can derive Theorem
1is |12, Theorem 4.7].

Nevertheless, in both papers (Hardy-Littlewood and O’Neil), the proof of Theorem
1 is complex. In fact, the absence of a more simple proof in the literature (as far
as the authors are aware) was what motivated the first stage of the study we have
made. Of course, it is worth to point that our main concern here is to deal with more
general spaces (Bochner-Lebesgue spaces; see Definition 4), therefore, the study itself
is essentially more general.

Our objective here is to give continuity to our later work [4]. There, we have focused in
the discussion of Riemann-Liouville fractional integral, when it is viewed as an operator
from a Bochner-Lebesgue space into itself, and discussed some properties associated to
it; like boundedness, compactness (the main topic of the work) and estimates of its
norm. Let us recall a small improvement of Theorem 1 bellow.

(minkowskiseq)

Theorem 2 (|1, Theorem 11]). Let « > 0, 1 < p < oo and f € LP(ty,t1;X). Then
Jis 1 f(t) is Bochner integrable and belongs to LP(to,t1; X ). Furthermore, it holds that

t1 » 1/p t1 — )%
[ maslr] < [ 1l

In other words, J7 , is a bounded operator from LP(to,t1; X) into itself.

It is important to note that Theorem 2 cannot be proved in the context of unbounded
intervals. In fact, the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral cannot even define a linear
operator from LP(ty, 00; X) into itself (see |4, Theorem 32| for details).

In the same work, the authors also gave a necessary and sufficient condition for the
compactness of Ji , as an operator from L? (to, t1; X) into itself, which was one of the
main results proved there.

(compactrieman)

Theorem 3 (|1, Theorems 15 and 19]). Let p € [1,00] and o > 0. The bounded
operator Jg o LP(to, t1; X) — LP(to, t1; X) is compact if, and only if, for any bounded
set F' C LP(to,t1; X) it holds that

{Jt{)ﬁ?{‘ (t7) — Jtl(;’t?a‘ (t5) : f € F} is relatively compact in X,

for every ty < t§ < tj <.

From this results, a natural question that arises is about the existence of a greatest

exponent ¢ € [1, 00| such that

Jz%,t (LX) — LY(I; X)),
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is a well-defined linear operator. Moreover, we may argue if it is bounded and compact,
regardless of whether I = [tg, ;] or I = [to, 00), like it was done by Hardy and Littlewood
when X = R.

Even though variations of the operator induced by the Riemann-Liouville fractional
integral have been extensively studied in the literature (when X = R), there are no
evidence of this results in the case of Bochner-Lebesgue spaces. In order to recall
some of these classical works, we may cite Stepanov in [15] where he addressed the

boundedness and compactness of operators K : LP(I;R) — L(I;R), where

Kf(t) = u(t) / K (t, s)u(s) £ (s)ds,

with v(¢) and wu(t) locally integrable functions and K (¢, s) satisfying some particular
conditions, or even Prokhorov in [13] where he addressed the same question, however
to the operators T,, : LP((0,00); R) — L7((0, 00); R), which were given by
10 = "0 [ = s,

0
where v(t) is also locally integrable. As it was observed above by these authors and
several others, the problem of compactness of these integral operators is much more
complex and trickier than it appears to be. This was what motivated our studies and
the discussion we promote with this work.

To be more accurate, in Section 2 we begin by using Interpolation Theory in order
to give a shorter proof to Hardy-Littlewood’s classical result on fractional integrals,
however here in the general context of Bochner-Lebesgue functions. We end this section
discussing the range of Riemann-Liouville fractional integral operator.

Section 3 is dedicated to address our main results. We begin introducing Riemann-
Liouville and Caputo fractional derivatives, some of their associated classical results,
an interpolation theorem and the classical Simon’s characterization of compact subsets
of LP(tg,t1; X). Then we use those results to prove that Riemann-Liouville fractional
integral operator from LP(tq,t;; X) into L9(tg,t1; X), with ¢ < p/(1 — pa), is a compact

operator.

2. ON THE CONTINUITY OF THE RIEMANN-LIOUVILLE FRACTIONAL INTEGRAL IN
BOCHNER-LEBESGUE SPACES

We already know that Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order o > 0 defines a

bounded operator from LP(t, t1; X) into itself. However, in this section we improve this
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result. In fact, we want to verify that if p € (1,00) and « € (0,1/p), then 1/(1 — pa)

is the greatest exponent such that
Je,  LP(1X) — LV X)),

is well defined and, in fact, defines a bounded operator, regardless of whether I = [t¢, 4]
or I = [tg,00). Here our objective is not only adapt this result to general Bochner-
Lebesgue spaces, but also give a more adequate proof.

First, let us fix some concepts (for more details on fractional calculus and the theory
of Bochner integrable functions, we may refer to |1, 4, 11]).

definitial eps )
(definitia >Deﬁnltlon 4. If p € [1,00], we represent the set of all Bochner measurable functions

f:I— X, for which || f||x € LP(I;R), by the symbol LP(I; X). Moreover, LP(I; X) is

a Banach space when considered with the norm

[seas) Y pelnoo,

1 fllzex) =
esssup,e; || f(s)llx, if p=o0.

When I = [to,t1] (or I = [ty,00)) almost everywhere, we shall use the notation
LP(tg,t1; X) (or LP(tg, 00; X)) besides LP(I; X).

With the Bochner-Lebesgue spaces introduced above, we may present the classical

Riemann-Liouville fractional integral.

Definition 5. Assume that o € (0,00), I = [ty,t1] or I = [ty, 00) and consider function
f 1 — X. The Riemann-Liouville (RL for short) fractional integral of order o at t,
of function f is defined by

t
— (t — S)a_lf(s) ds, (1) fracinit
I(a) /to
for every t € I such that integral (1) exists. Above I' denotes the classical FEuler’s

Jt?),tf(t) =

gamma function.

(remarkb) . . .
Remark 6. For a > 0, consider function g, : R — R given by

ro=1IT'(a), r >0,
ga(r) ==
0, r <0.
If f € LY(to, t1; X), by defining f;, : R — X as equal to f in [to,t1] and equal to zero

otherwise, we deduce that

o f(t) = [ga * fi ] (t), for almost everyt € [to, t1],
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where the symbol % stands for the convolution. We omit the subscript to in the above
notation when it does not lead to any confusion. For more details on convolutions of

Bochner integrable functions see |11, Chapter XIV].

2.1. Critical Case. In order to prove the continuity of the RL fractional integral from
LP(I; X) into LP/(=P2)([; X), we find useful to begin this subsection by recalling some

theoretical framework about the weak LP spaces.

k1
(wea >Deﬁnition 7. Consider f : I — R a Lebesque measurable function. We define the

distribution function of f(t), i.e., Ay : (0,00) — [0, 00], by

M) = pft € T: |F(0)] > 1}

where (1 denotes the Lebesque measure. Now, if p € [1,00) we define the weak LP(I;R),
or just LP (I;R), to be the set of all Lebesgue measurable functions f : I — R (where

functions which agree almost everywhere are identified) such that

fleeam) = {sup [P Af(r)] }1/p < 0.

r>0

(weak2) Remark 8. [t is not our intention to discuss the L2 (I;R) spaces, for p € [1,00), as
a whole theory in this paper, since such discussion can be found, for instance, in |7,
Chapter 1|. Here, we just note that function [.]rp gy @ L5 (I;R) — [0,00) defines a

quasi-norm in LP (I;R), since instead of the triangular inequality it holds that
Lf + 9l ) < 21/p<[f]qu(I;R) + [g]pr(I;R)>-

Below we introduce a standard characterization of some linear operators from LP(/; R)

into L2 (I;R); more precisely, the weak-type (p, q);.

Definition 9. Suppose that p € [1,00] and q € [1,00). We say that a linear operator
T:LP(I;R) — L9 (I;R) is of weak-type (p,q)r if there exists ¢ = c¢(p, q) such that

Tflsam < cllflloar), Vfe LP(LR).

Also, we say that a linear operator T : LP(I;R) — L*>(I;R) is of weak-type (p,o0); if

there exists ¢ = ¢(p, 00) such that

| T fllzoorry < cllflloary, V€ LP(I;R).
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In either case, we define the weak-type (p,q)r norm of the operator T' by

T a7

Sup{m fe LP(I;R)\{O}}, if 1< q< oo,
1 fllzem)

HT||(p7q)1 =

{ |Tf | oo (1)
Sup{ ——————~

:feLp(LR)\{O}}, if g = oo
|1l o (z:m)

Remark 10. In general, the above notion is formulated in terms of sublinear operators.

However, since this work just address linear operators, we avoid this generalization.

The theory introduced above allow us to present the classical Chebyshev’s inequality

(see |7, Theorem 1.1.4] for details on the proof).

(chebychev) Theorem 11 (Chebyshev’s Inequality). Let p € [1,00) and f € LP(I;R). Then

/|f )P ds, Vr > 0.

(inclusoeslp) Remark 12. (i) As a consequence of Chebychev’s Inequality, if p € [1,00), it holds
that LP(I;R) is a proper vectorial subspace of L (I;R) and
e ary < I fllzram),

for every f € LP(I;R).
(17) Another three important relations between the LP spaces and the weak-LP spaces

are the following:

(a) If 1 < p < q < oo, it holds that L1 (ty,t1;R) C LP(tg,t1; R). Moreover, we have
that

1/p
q _
HfHLP(to,tl;R) < (q — p) (tl - tO)(q P)/(pq) [f]Lgu(tmtl;R)’

for every f € L1 (to,t1;R). See [7, Chapter 1] for details.

(b) If 1 < p < q < o0, it holds that L(tg,t1; R) C LP (to, t1;R). Moreover, we have
that

(t1 — to)(q »)/(pa) ||f||Lq(t0 t1;R); if ¢ < oo,
(t1 — to)YPI1 f | Lactotr:R)» if g =00

for every f € Li(tg,t1;R). This last inequality follows from item (i) of Remark

[fles to,0m) <

12 and Holder’s inequality.
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(¢) If 1 < p < q< o0, it holds that LI (to,t1;R) C L2 (to,t1; R). Moreover, we have

that
q 1/p
[f]Lﬁ(tOvtl%R) = (H) (t1 — to)(q_p)/(m) [f]Lgu(tO7t1§R)7
forevery f € L1 (to,t1;R). This follows from subitem (a) and item (i) of Remark
12.

Now we present a core result that is used in the proof of our version of Theorem 1,
when adapted to Bochner-Lebesgue spaces. It worths to emphasize that the ideas used
to prove this next result were inspired by Interpolation Theory (see |2, Theorem 4.18|
for details).

theoHLBochlemna) py o orem 13. Consider p € [1,00), o € (0,1/p) and assume that I = [ty,t1] or

I = [tg,00). Then RL fractional integral of order o defines an operator of weak-type
(p,p/(l — poz))l. More specifically, it holds that
[J%,tf]qu/(lfpa)([;R) < Ka,P||f||LP(I;R)>
for every f € LP(I;R), where
2(p — 1)

fp>1,
o D)1 — o UP
Kyp = 5 (2) equationauxcons:
_ fp=1.
al=T(a)’ iy

Proof. The Bochner integrability of Jg , f(t) follows from Theorem 2. Since for f =0
the inequality is trivial, let us assume that f € LP([;R)\ {0}. From Remark 6, we
already know that J2 ,f(t) = [ga * fi, ] (£), for almost every ¢ € I. Define, for cach
¢ > 0, functions ga1.¢, ga,coc : R = R, which are given by

doret) = { ga(t), i1 € (0,0),

0, otherwise,

0, if t € (0,0),
ga(t), otherwise.

and Gacoc(t) = {
Thus, since we may write

J%,tf@) = [ga,l,C * fto :| (t) + [ga,oo,C * fto :| (t>7
for almost every t € I, we deduce that for each r > 0
{t eq:|Je ft)] > r} c {t €1+ |[gonc * fu)(B)] > r/2}
U {t el: Hga,OQC * fto](t)‘ > 7‘/2}. (3) inclusionweak
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(i) For the case p € (1, 00).

Since it holds that
} [gavOQC * fto] (t)‘ < / ‘ga 00 C fto ‘ dS,

Young’s Inequality for convolutions ensures the estimate

‘ [ga,OO,C * fto} (t)} < Hga,OO,C * fto HLOO(R;R) < Hga,oo,CHLP/(P*U(R;R) Hfto HLP(R;R)
Ca—(l/P)

[F(a) (1= ap)/(p— )]

for almost every ¢ € I. Thus, if we choose (. > 0 (in fact, there is only one)
such that

1 fll ey,

Q?é—(l/p) ]
» =1r/2 4) espcons
[rm) [ —anp—p)7 ] e = e
we would obtain that
u({t el: Hga,OQCr * fto](t)‘ > 7”/2}) =0, (5) inclusionweakl

where 1 above is the Lebesgue measure. Thus, from (3) we deduce that

{tel: } i f( }>r}\{t€[:}gaoo<r*fto }>r/2}
C{tG[:HgalCT*ftO }>T’/2}, (6) inclusionweak?

and consequently from (5) and (6) we obtain

,u({t el: ‘ i f( ‘ > T}) < u({t el HgalCr x fio](t ‘ > 7”/2}). (7) quasefim00

Finally, since Young’s inequality to convolutions ensures that

a

9016 % ol < sl Wfollmas = | g | Iflirus. () auasetinos

for any ¢ > 0, by applying Theorem 11 in the right side of (7) and by considering

(8), we achieve the estimate

({te[ ‘Jotf ‘>r})§(7’/2)— [F(Ca ):|p||fHLP(IR) Vr > 0.
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But then, taking into account (4), we deduce that

p({rer:|ug.rw]>r})

<[ 201 leram
" Lrat @)1 - ap)/(p - 1]

Hence, we deduce the estimate

p/(1—pa)
] ,  Vr>0.

(1=pa)/p
{Sup /e ({te 1: |7 A \w})]} < Kopllfll o).

r>0

where
o 2Ap— e
= QT T()(1 - ap)

For the case p = 1.

We follow the ideas presented above. Let us start by noting that

Ca 1
|Ga00,¢ * fro(B)] < M| Gaso0.cllzoe@my | froll L1 i) = [ o) 11|z rmys

for almost t € I. Hence, if we define ¢, > 0 as a solution of the equality

Ca 1
{ I'(« )] Il aimy = 7/2, (9) aquasefim00121

we would obtain that {¢ € I : |[ga,c0c, * fio](t)| > r/2} has Lebesgue measure

zero. Like before, we deduce that

({te] et ‘>r}>§u<{t€]:“ga1<r*fto \>r/2}) (10) aquasefin00|

Finally, since Young’s inequality to convolutions ensures that

¢ .
garc * frollLrmmr)y < |gancllor@mll froll L1 rimy = {F( ) [fllzrrmy,  (11) aquasefimo1

for any ¢ > 0, by applying Theorem 11 in the right side of (10) and by consid-

ering (11) and (9), we achieve the estimate

({tef [T S \>r})s<r/2>‘1 [F( Cil)]nfuwm

2l ]
— [ral=eT(a) '
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Therefore
. . l1—a 9
{ililo) |:7,1/(1 )/J,({t - I: ‘Jto,tf(t)‘ > T})]} S {m} HfHLl(I;R)'

chlemmarameark)?

Remark 14. A consequence of Theorem 13 is that

||Jz%,t||(p7p/(1—pa))1 < Kap,
for every p € [1,00) and o € (0,1/p), whether I = [to,t1] or I = [ty,00). Recall that
K., is given in (2).

Remark 15. For each p € [1,00), we may define the vectorial spaces LP (I; X) (which
are quasi-normed vectorial spaces), by following the same ideas used to define the vec-
torial spaces LP (I;R); see Definition 7 and Remark 8.

(a) As a consequence of Theorem 11, it holds that LP(1; X) C LP(I; X) and

e ax) < e,
for each f € LP(I; X).

(b) If p € [1,00) and a € (0,1/p), a consequence of Theorem 183 is that

[ig, e S gy 0=r0) 1.5y < Kapll fllo:x),

for every f € LP(I; X)), where K, is given in (2). In fact, just observe that for
any f € LP(I; X), we have by Theorem 13 that

[J%,tf]qu/(lfpa)([;X) = [Jg),t||f||X]Li/(1*W)([;R)S
Kopllllflx oz = Kapll flloraix)-

The above argument allows us to conclude that RL fractional integral of or-
der « defines a “bounded” operator from LP(I; X) into qu/(l_pa)(I;X). The
term bounded is placed between quotation marks because the quasi-norm of the
qu/(l_pa)(l; X) does not make it a Banach space.

Let us now recall Marcinkiewicz’s interpolation theorem (for details on the classical

proof of this result see |16, Theorem 1]).

(marcinkievicz) Theorem 16 (Marcinkiewicz’s Interpolation). Consider real numbers p1,ps, q1, g2 such

that 1 < p; < q; < o0, fori=1,2, and ¢ # qo. Suppose that T is a linear operator that
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is simultaneously of weak type (p1,q1); and (pa, qe)r. If 0 < 0 < 1 and the real numbers

Do, Qo are such that

1 1—-6 60 1 1-60 0
= +— and — = + —,
DPe b1 b2 qe q1 q2

then there exists My > 0 such that

1T fllzooamy < Mol f | oo 1wy,

for every f € LPo(I;R).

? k t
(minkuconst)? Remark 17. It is possible to compute the value My introduced in the above theorem.

More precisely, if we recall that ||T ||, ), denotes the weak-type (pi,q;);r norm of the
operator T', for i = 1,2, then the proof of Theorem 16 gives us that (see identity (3.12)
in [16] for details)

My = K50 |7

(P2,92)1

where )
)l/qe) (Pl/pe)ql/pl n (p2/p6)42/p2 q0
EU q2 — qo

It is important to note that My may possibly be bigger than ||T'||z(Lre (1:r),L% (1;R))-

K= 2(%

Following from Theorem 13 and Theorem 16, we now present our version of Theorem
1 to Bochner-Lebesgue spaces. Note that it is a shorter proof using interpolation theory

of the already mentioned result o Hard-Littlewood applied to RL fractional integrals.

heoHLBoch
(theoHLBock) 1 corem 18. Consider p € (1,00), o € (0,1/p) and assume that I = [to, 1] or

I = [to,00). If f € LP(I;X), then Jg ,f(t) is Bochner integrable in I and belongs to
LP/=p) ([ X). Moreover, there exists Cy,,, > 0 such that

pl(1pay , TP e
[/ww | w} SQJ[W®ﬂﬂ |

In other words, J, defines a bounded operator from LP(I; X) into LP/("=P)(I; X).

Proof. The Bochner integrability of Jg , f(t) follows from Theorem 2. Since p € (1, 00)
and a € (0,1/p), choose p; € (1,p) and py € (p,1/a). Define ¢ = p1/(1 — p1a),
¢ = p2/(1 — paax), and observe that Theorem 13 ensures that Jg ; defines an operator
of weak-type (p1,q1)r and (pa, g2)1-

Hence, for each 6 € (0, 1), Theorem 16 ensures the existence of My := C,, > 0, that
depends of the variables py, po, p and «, such that

| i e |20 (r:r) < Coapll fllzrer:r),



12 P. M. CARVALHO-NETO AND R. FEHLBERG JUNIOR

for every f € LPo(I;R), where

1 1-6 6 1 1-6 0
= +— and — =
Po b1 D2 de q1 q2

By choosing 6 = ps(p — p1)/[p(p2 — p1)], we deduce that py = p and g9 = p/(1 — pe)
what lead us to

| Jig e f | Lora—varrir) < Copllfll ey, (12) auxcont01

for every f € LP(I;R).
Now, since for any f € LP(I; X) it holds that || f||x € LP(I;R), by 12 we deduce that

15 6 [ zora=sarrixy < i ell Il W[ pora-seo 1) SCapll | Fll x oy = Capll Fll o)

what completes the proof of our theorem. O

Remark 19. As pointed by Theorem 1, we emphasize that constant C,, of Theorem
18 does not depends on the length of I.

2.2. Remaining Cases. In the beginning of this section we stated that p/(1 — pa)
is the biggest exponent such that the operator induced by RL fractional integral can
define a linear (and also bounded) operator, regardless of whether I is equal to [to, ;]

or [ty,00). Let us now prove this fact.
(maXDIEE) Ty corem 20. Let p € (1,00) and o € (0,1/p).
(i) If g € [1,p/(1 — pa)], then
Ji it LP(to, t1; X) — Li(to, t1; X),
is a bounded operator and for every f € LP(to,t1; X) it holds that

15 ¢ Fllaey eriy < Cawltr = 10) T PUE Fll 1oy 01,5, (13) inenovas

where C,,,, is giwven in Theorem 18. Moreover, for anyn € (p/(1—pa), oo], there
exists f, € LP(to,t1; X) such that J . f,(t) does not belongs to L"(to,t1; X).

(ii) If n € [1,00], however n # p/(1 — pa), there exists f, € LP(ty, 00; X) such that
Jis o f(t) does not belongs to L"(tg, 00; X).

Proof. (i) Let ¢ € [1,p/(1 — pa)) and consider the bounded (embedding) operator

E: Lp/(l—poc)(to’tl;X> — Lq(t(]vtl;X)u
f(t) — f@),
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which satisfies, for any f € LP/(=P9) (¢4 ¢1; X), the estimate

IEf | Latorix) < (t1 = to) VP £l 1sampan .0, 5)-
Since
Jio oo LP(to, t1; X) — Li(to, t1; X)
is given by the composition of the bounded operator (see Theorem 18)
Iy LP(to, 1y X) = LP/O7P) (8, 4, X)),

with the bounded operator E, we deduce that it is bounded and that it satisfies (13).

To verify the second part of item (i), we consider:
(a) for n € (p/(1 —pa),o0), choose 3, € (a+ (1/n),1/p);
(b) for n = oo, choose f3, € (a,1/p).
Then, fix z € X, with ||z||x = 1, and let function f, : (fo,t1] — X be given by

folt) = (t —to) P,
Note that f, belongs to LP(ty,t1; X) and

« . F(l B 5 ) _ a—fy
Jto,t.fﬂ(t) - F(l +a _nﬁn) (t tO) z,

does not belongs to L"(ty,t1; X), since (av—f3,)n+1 < 0 (in the case (a)) and a— /3, < 0
(in the case (b)).
(it) If n € [1,p/(1 — pav)), consider 3, € (1/p,min{1,a+ (1/n)}), z € X and define
function f, : [ty, 00) = X by
0, if ¢ € [to, to + 1],

fn(t) = )
(t —to) Pz, ift € (to+1,00).

This set up allows us to conclude that f,, € LP(ty,00; X). On the other hand, observe
that

0, if t € [to, to + 1],

J%,tf (t) = — 1) P !

Hence, we have that

® =t [ [ g g
Fall Tty oo / [7 1—s)*s™Pnds| dt.
H to,t 77||L (to,00;X) to+1 F(a) 1/(t—to)( )
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However, since

! . ! . L ft—to— 1\
/ (1—5)*"tsPnds > / (1—-5)*""ds=a" (7) :
1/(t—to) 1/(t—to) t—to

for almost every ¢ € [ty + 1, 00), we obtain

Tt —ty— 1)t —to)Pn]"
il >{/t0+1 ey ]

By changing the variable t = w + ¢y, we obtain

1 n o]
I/, Ot.fn”Ln(tOooX > (m) {/1 (w— 1)0"710_5"77 dw}.

Finally, since —f,n < 0, we have

1 Y r N B
7L777(t0,oo;X) > (m) {/1 (w—1)"w Bnn dw}

1 T(r — 1)entp=hun
> Y
- (F(a+1)) (an+1)
for any 1 < r < co. Therefore

O S s
1 OtanLn(to 00;X) T,gglo (F(a T 1>) (an + 1) = 00,

15,0

i.e., J2  fy(t) does not belongs to L"(to,t1; X).
Now assume that n € (p/(1 — pa), oo]. In this case we can proceed almost like it was

done in item (7). To be more specific, we consider:
(a) for n € (p/(1 — pa),c0), choose B, € (a+ (1/1),1/p);
(b) for = oo, choose 3, € (v, 1/p).
Then we fix x € X, with ||z||x = 1, and define function f, : (¢y, 00) = X by

(t —to) Prx, ift € [to, to + 1],

fo(t) = )
0, if t € (t0—|—1,00).
Like it was done before, we conclude that f, € LP(t(, 00; X). However, since
F(l B 577) — :
T (t —ty) ftelty,to+1
F(].-}-Oé—ﬁn)( 0) x, 1 6[0>0+ ]a

Jtc(;tfn(t> = to+1
/ (t— ) s —ty)Prds, ift e (ty+1,00),

F(O{) to
we deduce that

« F(l - B ) a—
HJtO,tanL"(to,oo;X) > Hm@ — to) ﬁ”x = 00,

L1 (to,to+1;X)
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ie., J¢  fy(t) does not belongs to L"(ty, 00; X). O

In the beginning of this section we have showed that Theorem 13 together with
Theorem 16 could be converted in Theorem 18. In other words, we have showed that
for any p € (1,00) and « € (0,1/p), RL fractional integral of order o defines a bounded
linear operator from LP([; X) into Lo/0=re) (I; X). Now, let us consider the critical case

p=1.

?(critcasepl)?

Theorem 21. Assume that a € (0,1).

(i) If f € L'(to, t1; X) we have that Jg ,f € Li(to, t1; X), for any q € [1,1/(1—a)),
and it also holds that

_(1— 1/q
N (t; — to)1—a0-a)]
HJto,tfHLq(tO,tl;R) < Kaa ( 1 — q(l _ a) Hf”Ll(to,tl;R%

where Ko 1s given in Theorem 13. In other words, Jg , defines a bounded
operator from L*(tg,t1; X) into Li(tg,t1; X), for any q € [1, 1/(1— a)).

(i) There exists a function f € L*(to,t1; X) such that J ,f & LYY= (2,115 X).

(iii) For anyn € [1,00], there exists f, € L'(to, 00; X) such that J , f & L"(to, 00; X).

Proof. (i) Note that subitem (a) of Remark 12 ensures that

(R el vl s
1 Y/ 1—q(1
< (W) (t1 = to) =W LTR N Fllx] - -

Thus, Theorem 13 ensures that

155 01| o e 1530y < K

[y

L v [1—q(1-a)]/
T 1N t; — to)tmam)l/a .
(1 —q(1— a)) (i —to) £ 22 (to,t25)

like we wanted.
(1) Inspired by [9, Section 3.5 - item (iii)], we choose § € (1,2 — ), x € X, with
|z||x = 1, and consider f : (ty,t;] — X given by

F(0) = {0t = to)/[2(t2 — t0)]} " {In [2(02 — 1) /(1 = t0)] } "



16 P. M. CARVALHO-NETO AND R. FEHLBERG JUNIOR

Observe that f € L* (to, ty; X), since
11 2 o) / {(t = t0) /120t — to)]} ™ {In [2(ty — t0) /(¢ — t)] } 7 dt

t=2(t1—to)s+to 1/2 1 ]
= 2(t) — to)/ s (logs™) " ds
0

1-5

u=Ins~ o0 2(t1 — t log 2

s o, — to)/ u P du = (t ;)( 1g ) < 00. (14) limitadolim
In2 -

On the other hand, observe that

N x [P E= )T 20t — to)/(s — to)] )
Jtoﬂff(t) / [ {hl [2 1_t0 (S_to }}5 ] d

822(t1_:to)w+t0 x[2(t1 — to)] /z(tl tO) ({7t —lo ] — w) " w L (ln w—l)_ﬁ dw
['(a) 0 2(t1 —to) ’

for almost every t € [to, t1]. Therefore we have

2(t — t0)]” —to \*! Tty . -
1 f x> <[ (F(a) ) )( (tl _’fto)) / "wt (lnw ) du

u=lnw! ( (t —to)(t—to)“‘l) /OO u=? du
() In[2(t1—t0)/ (t—to)]

_ 2(t —to)(t — o) {In [2(ts — to) /(t — to)]}' 7
I'(a)(8-1) 7

for almost every t € [to, t1]. Thus,

175 IR0 30
/(=) rty
> [%} /t (s — to) {2t — to) /(s — to)] } ™77 s
u=hnf2(t1—to)/(s—to)] { 2(ty — o) ]Wﬂ) / T L0-B/0-0) gy — oo
I'(e)(f—1) 1
In other words, Jg, f(t) does not belongs to L/~ (to, ¢;; X).
(17i) At first, assume that n € [1/(1 — «),00). Let us follow the steps of item (7).
To this end, choose 3, € (1,14 (1/n)), v € X, with ||z|[x =1, t; > ¢, and consider
[t (to,00) = X given by

{(t —to)/[2(t1 — to)]} " {log [2(t, — to)/(t — t0)] }_Bn x, ift € (to, 1],
0, if t € (t1,00).

n2

fn(t) =
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Note that f, € L' (t,00; X), since 1+ (1/n) < 2—a and inequality (14) ensures that

1l 21 o.00x) = Il to,0:) < 00

On the other hand, observe that

H otanLn toooX - || 0tf77||L’7(t0t1X
_ n o rt
> [t | [ =t tos 2 — )5 = )]s

u=log[2(t1 —to) /(s—to)] { [2(t — to)]o"+! } / a1y, (=81 gy — oo
() (B, = D]} Jy

If n = oo, choose 3, € (o, 1), x € X, with |[z||x =1, t; > ¢, and f, : ({p,00) = X

og2

given by

(t —to) P, ift e (to, 1],

fn(t) =

0, ift e (tl,OO).

Then f, € L*(to, 00; X), however
F(l - 577) :
— T (t— )P fteltt
X F(l—i—oz—ﬁn)( 0) x, 1 6[0) 1]7
Jto,tfn(t) = .

to+1
o a—1 . —Bn f
—F(a)/to (t—s)*"(s—tg) "ds, ift € (t1,00),

does not belongs to L>(tg, 00; X).
Finally, if n € [1,1/(1 — a)), consider 3, € (1, + (1/n)), € X and define function
It [to,00) = X by

0, ift e [to,tl],
(t —to) P, ift € (to+1,00).

By the same arguments in the proof of item (i) of Theorem 20, we have f, € L*(t, 0o; X)
and J2 , f,(t) ¢ L"(to, 00; X).
0J

3. COMPACTNESS OF RL FRACTIONAL INTEGRAL

compactnessofJ)?
In this section we address the compactness of the RL fractional integral. More pre-

cisely, we consider p > 1, a« € (0,1/p) and ¢q € [1,p/(1 — pa)) in order to prove that
the bounded operator

Jt?),t : Lp(to,tl;X) — Lq(to,tl;X)

is compact. It worths to emphasize that:
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(i) When ¢ = p/(1 — pa) the compactness fails to hold. In fact, if we consider
v € X and the sequence of functions {f;(t)}32, C LP(to, t1; X) given by

GYPu, it € [ty to + [(t1 — to)/4]],

fi(t) =
0,  ifte (to+[(tr—to)/d],ta],

then || fillro,0:x) = (B — to)||v]|x, for every j € N, and for m,n € N with

n > m we deduce that

1
b= Tymlisomuenns 2 1= ()] G

In other words, we obtained that {f;(¢) : j € N} is bounded in LP(to,t;; X) and
{J f;(t) : j € N} does not have a cauchy subsequence in LP/1=P%) (tg, t;; X).
Therefore, {Jg,f;(t) : j € N} is not relatively compact in LF/("=P2) (¢, ¢1; X)),
what implies that Ji , is not a compact operator. The source of this counter
example is [3, Remark 4.3.1].

(ii) Also, with a slight adaptation, we may obtain the same conclusion when Jg ; is

viewed as a bounded operator from LP(ty, 0o; X) into LP/(1=7%) (¢, oc0; X).

Here we prove our results about the compactness of RL fractional integral. Firstly,

let us present some auxiliary notions and results.

Definition 22. Assume that o € (0,1) and f : [to,t1] = R is a given function.

(i) The Riemann-Liouville (RL for short) fractional derivative of order o at ty of
f is defined by
d
D () = = [ ()], (15) fracinit00]

for every t € [to, t1], such that (15) exists.

(ii) The Caputo fractional derivative of order o at ty of f is defined by
Dy f(t) == Dy [ f(t) = f(to)], (16) Fracinitool

for every t € [to, t1], such that (16) exists.

<diffcziputo>Remark 23. If f : [to,t1] — R is continuously differentiable in [to,t1], then cDy. ,f(t)

is continuous in [t,t1] and it holds that
CD%,tf(t) = Jtl(;ta ,(t)a

for every t € [to,t1]. This fact is a classical consequence of differentiation under the

integral sign.
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Now we recall Diethelm’s mean value theorem with Caputo fractional derivative to
real functions, which was proved in |5, 0].

(dithelnteo) Theorem 24 (Fractional Mean Value Theorem). Let o € (0,1) and consider a con-

tinuous function f : [to,t,] — R. If cDg  f(t) is also continuous in [to,t1], then there
exists some & € (to,t1) such that

ft) — f(to) _ cDif(?)
(th—to)*  T+a)|_

To facilitate the proof of our forward theorems, let us address the following corollary,
which is a natural consequence of Theorem 24.

(meancapu)

Corollary 25. Consider 0 < 8 < a <1 andl,x > 0. Then there exists &, € (0,1) and

a constant cq 3 > 0 such that

1
(14 z)* =2 =1°(&, + x)o‘_ﬁ_lcaﬁ / (1 —w) Pw*2dw
z/(€xtx)

Proof. Consider function ¢, : [0,1] — R given by ¢,(t) = (t + x)*" . Since ¢,(t) is

continuously differentiable in [0, /], Remark 23 ensures that cDgtqu(t) is continuous in

[0,1] and that
(DAl = R 00 = g [ = e
s=(t+z)w—z (OK — 1)(t + I)Q_B_l ! B -8 a_zd
B ['(1-7) /x/(t+gc)(1 Wy,

for every t € [0,1]. But then, Theorem 24 ensures the existence of &, € (0,1) such that

1Ple gt -
2 a1 = 0,0 — 0 = TP

Y

tzgm
and therefore

a—1 a—1] __ lﬁ(l B Oé)(é-x + x)a—ﬁ—l ! -3, ,a—2
‘(l—l—x) - ‘— T+ AT—7) /x/(gﬁx)(l—w) w* dw.

Now we recall the classical Interpolation Theorem (see |3, Theorem 5.1.1]).

. lati
(interpolation) Theorem 26 (Interpolation Theorem). Let 1 < p; < p < ps < 00 and assume that

fe L, (I;R)N LP2(I;R). Then f € LP(I;R) with the following estimate holding

1 oy < I I Wy



(simon)

(minkowski2)
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where 6 € (0,1) satisfies the identity
1 1-60 0

p b1 D2

Let us present the classical result of Simon about compactness in Bochner-Lebesgue

spaces (see |14, Theorem 1] for details).

Theorem 27 (Simon Compactness Theorem). Let 1 < p < co. A set of functions
F C LP(tg, t1; X) is relatively compact in LP(tg,t1; X) if, and only if:

(i) {ff f@t)ydt : f € F} is relatively compact in X, for every ty < t§ <ti <ty;
.. . t1—h p l/p
(i) limyor [supger (S 7+ D) = FOIE) | =0.

Bellow we present an intricate implication of the classical Minkowski’s inequality to

integrals (see |10, Theorem 202|), which we find important to give details of its proof.

Lemma 28. Assume that f : [to,t1] X [to,t1] = R is a Lebesgue measurable function
and that 1 < p < oo. If h € (0, (t; — to)/2), then

ti—h | pt+h p P to+h s 1/p
[ [ s dt] < [ [l o
to t to to
t1—h s 1/17 11 t1—h 1/]7
—I—/ [/ |f(t, s)|pdt] d8+/ [/ | f(t, s)|pdt} ds.
to+h s—h t1—h s—h

Proof. Consider function f : [to, t] X [to, 1] — R given by

7 f(t,s), ift<s<t+h,
f(t,s) =

0, otherwise.

Then by the classical Minkowski’s inequality for integrals we have

ti—h | pt+h p 1/p ti—h| pt1 _ P 1/p
/ / f(t,s)ds dt] = [/ / f(t,s)ds dt}
to t to to
t1 t1—h N 1/p to+h t1—h N 1/p
< ["[[ T rworal as< [T geral] as
to to to to

t1—h t1—h 5 1/p t1 ti—h N 1/p
+/ [/ 72, s)\pdt} ds+/ U 7 (t, s)|Pdt} ds. (17) finaldesiqul
to+h to ti—h to
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To complete the proof of this result, we need to reinterpret the integrals on the right
side of the above inequality, as integrals of f(t, s) instead of f (t,s). In fact, Minkowski’s

inequality ensures that:

1/p
to+h [ pti—h 1/p to+h s
(2) / [/ |f(t,9)| dt] ds < / / | f(t,s)|Pdt ds
to to to to ~—~~—
:f(t7s)
to+h ti—h v to+h s 1/p
+/ / | f(t,s)|Pdt ds = / {/ |f(t, )| dt} ds.
to s \\_/—/ to to
ti—h [ pti—h 1/p t—h oh 1/p
() / [ / £, s)|pdt] ds < / / | f(t,s)[Pdt|  ds
to+h to to+h to \_Qf_/
1/p 1p
t1—h S N t1—h t1—h _
+/ / Pt s) Pt ds+/ / s | ds
to+h s—h S—~~—~~ to+h s ——
=f(ts) =0
ti—h s 1/p
= / [/ |f(t, )P dt} ds.
to+h s—h
t1 ti—h 1/p f —h 1/p
(vi1) / [/ |f(t,s)P dt} ds < / / | f(t,s)|Pdt ds
ti—h LJto ti—h | Jto \_f—/
1/p
t1 t1—h B t1 t1—h 1/p
o R A I A T
t1—h s—h SN—— t1—h s—h

=f(t.s)
Inequality (17) together with itens (7), (i7) and (7ii) given above, complete the proof
of the corollary. U

Finally we present a last important auxiliary result.

(compactlemma)

Lemma 29. Let p,q € [1,00) and o > 0. If the operator

Jta Lp(to,tl;X) —)Lq(to,tl;X)

ot -
is compact, then for any bounded set F' C LP(ty,t1; X) it holds that
{Jtloﬁ? (t7) — Jtloﬁ‘g (t5) : f € F} is relatively compact in X,

(18) novahip00

for every ty < t§ < t7 < 1.
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It worths to emphasize that the proof of Lemma 29 follows the same ideas presented
in the case ¢ = p, proved in |4, Theorem 15]. However, to facilitate the understanding

of Theorems 30 and 31, we prove it bellow.

Proof of Lemma 33. Assume that J2 , : LP(to,t1; X) — L%(to,t1; X) is a compact oper-

ator, consider ¢, < tj < tj < t; and define the linear operator
Jiz o Li(to, t1; X) — X,
o) ) ds
Observe that Jiz 47 18 a bounded operator with

HJ‘% < (& — tg)l—(l/II)_

ot Hﬁ(LQ(to,tl;X),X)
Since we are assuming that Jg ; is compact, we deduce that

Jug o Ji o LP(to, t; X) — X
fls) = [ T f(s) ds.

is a compact operator. However, notice that

/: o ()ds = s / ’ [ [ =ty o) ds

; ﬁ / ’ [ / (s — w) f(w) dw] ds

and therefore the classical Fubini theorem of Bochner-Lebesgue functions |11, Chapter

X - Theorem 2| ensures that

/j Ji,sf(s) ds = ﬁ /j [/t:(s —w)*! ds] Flw) dw

0

what is equivalent to

tr 1 tr t
/ T f6)ds = sty [ (6 =) = ot [ = w0 ) av.

Hence, if F' is any bounded subset of LP(t¢,%;; X), we know that

igar o Jin | (F) = { i f60) = T f (k) « f e F
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is a relatively compact set in X, as we wanted. U

Finally, let us prove our first compactness theorem.

compactrieman00)

Theorem 30. Let p € [1,00) and a € (0,1/p). If q € (p,p/(l —pa)), the operator
Jt?),t : Lp(to, t1; X) — Lq(to,tl; X)
is compact if, and only if, for any bounded set F' C LP(ty,t1; X) it holds that

{Jtlot‘ff(t*) Jtlti‘f(t?)) c fe F} is relatively compact in X,

(1 9) novahip00

for every ty < t§ < t7 < 1.

Proof. 1f we assume that Jg , : LP(to,t1; X) — L7(to,t1; X) is a compact operator and
F C LP(tg,t1; X) is a bounded subset, then the desired conclusion follows directly from
Lemma 29.

Conversely, let F' C LP(to,t1; X) be a bounded set. In order to prove that Jg ,(F) is
relatively compact in L9(tg, t1; X ), we need to verify that this set satisfies the conditions

given in items (i) and (77) of Theorem 27. Since

{/tj Jio,s I (5) S:fGF} {Jtlot'i‘f( N Jtl(ﬁ?ff(té):feF},

1

item () is a direct consequence of (19). Note that the last equality is a consequence of
Fubini’s Theorem (see |11, Chapter X - Theorem 2]|), as justified in the proof of Lemma
29. Therefore, to complete the proof of this result we just need to verify that Jg ,(F)
satisfies item (i) of Theorem 27.

To this end, observe that for each h > 0 (sufficiently small) and s € [ty,t; — h]

@2 o s + 1) = JE F($)]|, < /\s— (st b ) )l duo

s+h
+/ (s+h—w)* | f(w)]x dw.
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Therefore, Minkowski’s inequality ensures that

@) ([ Wit 0) - I T ds)l/q

([ {/}s— (s +h w17 (w) ||de]qu)l/q

+</ h[/:+h<s+h w)alf(w)xdwrdb‘)l/qi (T + Jh).

In a first moment, let us prove that sup ;. Z, — 0, when h — 0. Consider § € (0, a)

Bea- {u} |
qp
Then, if we set = s—w, Corollary 25 ensures the existence of &, € (0,h) and ¢, 3 > 0
such that

given by

‘(s —w)* ' —(s+h— w)o‘_l‘
1
= hﬁ(gs,w +5— w)a_ﬁ_lca,g/ (1 —w) Pw*2dw, (20) diethelm2
(s—w)/[€s,wt(s—w)]

for every ty < w < s < t; — h. Consider now function ¢ : [0, 1] — R given by
1
tﬁH_a/ (1 —w)Pw*?dw, ifte(0,1),
o(t) = t
0, ift=0or1.

Observe that 0(¢) is continuous in [0, 1], since L’Hopital’s rule ensures that

1
/ (1 —w)Pw* 2 dw
t

lim 6(t) = 1 Y —(1 —t)=Fto2 0
im = lim = lim —
t—0+ t—0+ to—p-1 t—0+ (a — - 1)ta—5—2
and the fact that w® 2 < t*~2? guarantees that
1 -1 1-8
t 1—1
lim 6(¢) < lim tﬁ—l/ (1—w)?dw= lim i Gl ) 0.
t—1- t—1- . t—1- 1-p
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Thus, there exists M, g > 0 such that |6(t)] < M, g, for every ¢t € [0,1]. With this,
by considering identity (20), we obtain

t1—h s o q 1/q
v [ [z oo o]

S hBCO{’BMa’BHJto(é)v_SBHf(S)HXHLq(to,tl;R)'
Since ¢ = p/[1 —p(a— )] and 0 < @ — < a < 1/p, Theorem 18 ensures that

Ty < 17 casMaCapp I f (D) Lrtoiit) < W Ko pll Fll oo,
KV

o,B,p

where ||F||zo(to,t1:x) := SUP e || fllr(to,11:x) < 00. The conclusion follows now directly
from the estimate

lim [Supzh] < hli)%lJr hﬁKa,@pHFHLP(to,m;X) = 0.

h—0% | fer

To complete the proof of this theorem, let us verify that supscr J, — 0, when
h — 0*. Choose k € (1,min{p,1/(1 — a)}) and 6 € (0,1) given by

=l

Since 1 < k < ¢ < p/(1 — pa) < oo, Theorem 26 gives us

t1—h s+h k (1-0)/k
I < (/ U (s+h—w)“‘1||f(w)||xdw} ds)
to S
t1—h s+h p/(1—pa) 0(1—pa)/p
x ( [ s ar il ds>
to S

= ICh X ,Ch.

Now observe that Lemma 28 ensures that
to+h w 1/k
1Cp, /=0 g/ U (s+h—w)’f(a—1>ds] £ (w) || x dw
to

to
t1—h w 1/k
+/ {/ (8+h—w)k(a_1)ds} | f(w)]| x dw
to+h w—

h

11 t1—h 1/k
+ / {/ (s+h— w)k(a_l)ds} | f(w)]| x dw,
t1—h

w—nh
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and since k(a — 1) +1 > 0, we obtain

toth [pk(a=D+1 _ (4 1 Jp _ g \ele=D+171/k
’Chl/(l—e) < / [ ( 0o+ 'LU) :| ||f(1U)||Xd'lU

o k(o —1)+1
ti—h hk(a—1)+1 1/k
koo — 1)+ 1 d
+/to+h [k‘(a—l)+1} | f(w) || x dw
BT — q)kle—D+171/F
+/ h {( llc(a —)1)_|_1 } | f(w)]|x dw.
t1—

But then we have

h(a_1)+(1/k) t1
1/(1-6) < ;
ko - ([k(a—1)+1]1/k) /to I1f (w)l[x dw,

what, by using Hélder’s inequality, gives us

B pla=1)+(1/k) (t, — to)l_(l/p)
s ( [Fa— 1)+ 1]/ )“f i

Thus, we deduce that

. he=D+W/R) (4 — g =N
ICh ~ [k(a — 1) + 1]1/k HFHLP(tO,tl;X)’

where, like before, || F||1r(g,:x) == SUD fe o | fllze(to,e0:x) < 00
On the other hand,

ti—h s+h p/(1—pa) 0(1—pa)/p
Ly, = (/ [/ (s—i—h—w)o‘_le(w)Hde} ds)
to to

t r p/(1—pa) 0(1=pa)/p
s=r—h oa—
- (/ =] dr)
to+h to
what implies

AT 01 7o
Lh = [F(O‘)} ||Jto,r’|f||XHip/(lfpa)(to.:,-hh;R) < [F(O‘)} ||Jto,rHfHXHip/(lfpa)(to,tl;R)’

Thus Theorem 18 ensures that

0 0
Ly < [D(@)Cop] 1 1Zoto t1:x) < [T(@)Cap] IF Lot 1)

again, like before, ||F||zo(t,t1:x) = supsep || fllLr(to.0:x) < 00

The above computations allow us to deduce

hla—=1)+(1/k) (t1 — to)l—(l/p)
{ [k = 1)+ 1]7*

what implies that sup s J5 — 0, when i — 07.

sup Jp, <

1-0
0
} 0(0)Coy] Il s
fer
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Recall now that the case ¢ = p was already discussed in a previous work; see Theorem
3. Hence, in what follows we present our next result which improves the conclusions of

Theorems 3 and 30 a little bit more.

compactrieman01)

Theorem 31. Let p € [1,00) and a > 0. If q € [1,p), the operator
Jt?),t : Lp(to, t1; X) — Lq(to,tl; X)
is compact if, and only if, for any bounded set F' C LP(to,t1; X) it holds that

{JHaf(t’{) —Jefty) - f € F} is relatively compact in X,

toﬂf? o,tg
for every ty < t§ < t] <.

Proof. The first part follows from Lemma 29.

Conversely, since we already know that J , : LP(to, t1; X) — LP(to, t1; X) is compact
(see Theorem 3) and that the embedding operator

E : Lp(to, tl; X) — Lq(to, tl; X),
f(t) — f(t),

is continuous, we conclude that F o J2 , = LP(ty,t1; X) — L(to,t1; X) is a compact
operator, as we wanted. 0]

We can summarize all the above compactness results in the following theorem.

tri final
pactriemantina >Theorem 32. Assume that one of the following assertions hold:

(i) pe[l,00), a € (0,00) and q € [1,p];
(ii) p € (1,00), € (0,1/p) and q € (p,p/(1 — pa));
(iii) p=1, € (0,1) and g € [1,1/(1 — a)).
Then JZ ,  LP(to, t1; X) — Li(to,t1; X) is a compact operator if, and only if, for any
bounded set I C LP(to,t1; X) it holds that

{JHO‘f(t’{) — Jef(ty) - f e F} is relatively compact in X,

toﬂf? o,tg
for every ty < t§ < t] <t.
A natural corollary of the above result to the finite dimensional case is the following:
Corollary 33. Assume that p, a and q satisfies (1), (it) or (iii) of Theorem 32. If X is

a finite dimensional Banach space, then J2 , : LP(to,t1; X) — Li(to, t1; X) is a compact

operator.
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Proof. Just observe that for f € LP(t,t1; X) and t* € (to,t1), Holder’s inequality
ensures that
<
X

- (r—1)/
/ (1 5)eP/D ds] 1l 2ogt0 0%
t

0

[ s

0

R .
:[Gziﬁti] (1" = 1) fll v

The above estimate allows us to conclude that for any F' C LP(to,t; X) bounded,
the set { tlot‘i‘ (t5) — Jef(t5) « f € F} is also bounded in X. Since the dimension of

t07

X is finite, then we deduce that
{ t10+t3¢ ( ) tloJthf(to) : f€ F}

is relatively compact in X. Thus, Theorem 32 gives us the compactness of the RL
fractional integral operator from LP(tq,t;; X) into L9(tg, t1; X). OJ
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