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A TRICHOTOMY FOR A CLASS OF
EQUIVALENCE RELATIONS

LONGYUN DING

ABSTRACT. Let X,., n € N be a sequence of non-empty sets, ¥, : X2 —
R*. We consider the relation E((Xn,¥n)nen) on [, ey Xn by (z,y) €
E((Xn, n)nen) & 3, en ¥n(@(n),y(n)) < +oo. If E((Xn,¥n)nen) is a
Borel equivalence relation, we show a trichotomy that either RN/& <B
E, E1 <p E,or E<p Ejy.

We also prove that, for a rather general case, F((Xn,¥n)nen) is an
equivalence relation iff it is an ¢,-like equivalence relation.

1. INTRODUCTION

A topological space is called a Polish space if it is separable and completely
metrizable. Let X,Y be Polish spaces and FE, F' equivalence relations on
X, Y respectively. A Borel reduction of E to F' is a Borel function 6 : X — Y
such that (z,y) € E iff (0(z),0(y)) € F, for all x,y € X. We say that E is
Borel reducible to F', denoted E <pg F, if there is a Borel reduction of E to
F.If E<p F and F <p E, we say that F and F are Borel bireducible and
denote E ~p F. We refer to [4] and [§] for background on Borel reducibility.

There are several famous dichotomy theorems on Borel reducibility. The
first one is the Silver’s dichotomy theorem [13].

Theorem 1.1 (Silver). Let E be a I} equivalence relation. Then E has
either at most countably many or perfectly many equivalence classes, i.e.
E SB ld(N) or ld(R) SB E.

There are three dichotomy theorems concerning Ey. Before introducing

these theorems, we recall definitions of equivalence relations Ey, F'y, Ef .

(a) For x,y € 2N, (x,y) € Ey & 3Im¥n > m(z(n) = y(n)).

(b) For z,y € 2N (2,49) € By < ImVn > mVk(z(n, k) = y(n, k)).

(c) For z,y € 2N (2, y) € E§ < VkImVn > m(z(n, k) = y(n, k)).
Theorem 1.2. Let E be a Borel equivalence relation. Then

(a) (Harrington-Kechris-Louveau [5]) either E <p id(R) or Ey <p E;

(b) (Kechris-Louveau [9]) if E <p E1, then E <p Ey or E ~p Fy;

(c) (Hjorth-Kechris [7]) if E <p Ef, then E <p Ey or E ~p Ef.
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Another class of interesting Borel equivalence relations come from classical
Banach sequence spaces. Let p > 1. For z,y € RY, (x,9) € RN/EP &
x —y € {p. It was shown by G. Hjorth [6] that every Borel equivalence
relation E <p RY//; is either essentially countable or satisfies E ~p RY//;.
Kanovei asked whether the position of RY /¢1 in the <p-structure is similar
with Eq and EY (see [8], Question 5.7.5).

Question 1.3 (Kanovei). Does every Borel equivalence relation £ < RN /¢y
satisfy either E <p Fy or E ~5 RN/¢;?

Two kinds of £)-like equivalence relations were introduced by T. Matrai
[T1] and the author [I]. (1) Let f : [0,1] — R*. For 2,y € [0,1]N, (x,y) €
Er &> en f(z(n) —y(n)]) < 4+00. (2) Let (X,,d,), n € N be a sequence
of metric spaces, p > 1. For (z,y) € [[,,en Xn, (2,y) € E((Xn, dn)nen;p) &
ZnEN dn(‘r(n)7 y(n))p < +o0.

In this paper, we introduce a notion surpassing both (1) and (2). Let
X, n € N be a sequence of non-empty sets, ¥, : X2 — R*. For z,y €
TLex X, (,3) € E((Xn, )nen) € Sens tn(2(n), y(n)) < +00. Though
we did not find a natural necessary and sufficient condition that E(( X, ¥n)nen)
be an equivalence relation, we establish the following trichotomy.

Theorem 1.4. If E = E((X,,¥n)nen) is a Borel equivalence relation, then
either RN/€1 <pB E, El <pB E, or B <pB EO.

From this trichotomy, we can see that Kanovei’s problem is valid within
equivalence relations of the form E((X,,, ¥n)neN)-

It was shown by R. Dougherty and G. Hjorth [2] that, for p,q > 1,
RN/e, <p RN/¢, iff p < q. We complete a different picture for 0 < p < 1 by
showing that RN /¢, ~5 RN /¢;.

Via a process of metrization, we prove that, for a rather general case,
equivalence relations E((Xy,¢n)nen) coincide with £,-like equivalence rela-
tions E((Xy, dn)neN; p)-

2. A TRICHOTOMY FOR SUM-LIKE EQUIVALENCE RELATIONS
We denote the set of all non-negative real numbers by R¥.

Definition 2.1. Let X,,, n € N be a sequence of non-empty sets, 1, : X2 —
R*. We define a relation E((Xp,n)nen) on [,en Xn by

(2,y) € B((Xn, n)nen) <= > n(z(n),y(n)) < 400
neN
for z,y € [[enXn- If (Xn,¥n) = (X,9) for every n € N, we write
E(X,v) = E((Xn, ¥n)nen) for the sake of brevity.

It is hard to find a natural necessary and sufficient condition to determine
when E((X,,¥n)nen) is an equivalence relation. We need the following
definition:
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Definition 2.2. If E((X,,¥n)nen) is an equivalence relation, we call it a
sum-like equivalence relation. Furthermore, if X,, n € N is a sequence of
Polish spaces and every ), is Borel function, it is called a sum-like Borel
equivalence relation.

The following easy lemma is very useful for the study of sum-like equiva-
lence relations.

Lemma 2.3. Let E = E((Xy,Y¥n)nen) be a sum-like equivalence relation.
For x,y € [[,eny Xn, we have

(z,y) € B <= > tnla(n),y(n)) < +oo
z(n)#£y(n)

Proof. Since E' is an equivalence relation, (z,z) € E. It follows that

D talam),y(n) < vala(n),x(n)) < +oo.

z(n)=y(n) neN

Then the lemma follows. O
Definition 2.4. Let (X,,,d,,), n € N be a sequence of pseudo-metric spaces.
For p > 1, an €,,-like equivalence relation E((Xy, dn)nen;p) is E((Xn, ¥n)neN)
where ¥, (u,v) = dy(u,v)? for u,v € X,. If (X,,d,) = (X,d) for every
n € N, we write E(X,d;p) = E((Xy,dn)nen; p) for the sake of brevity.

Proposition 2.5. Let E((X,,,dn)nen;p) be an €y-like equivalence relation.
Then there exists metric d, on X,, for each n such that E((Xy,d,,)nen;p) =

E((Xn, dn)nel\ﬁp)'

Proof. We can see that following d},’s meet the requirements.

0, U=,
d, (u,v) =< 27" u# v,dy(u,v) <277
dn(u,v), dyp(u,v) >27",
for u,v € X,,. O

Proposition 2.6. Let E;, i € N be a sequence of Borel equivalence relations.
Then for every p > 1 there is an {,-like Borel equivalence relation E =
E((Xyn,dpn)nen; p) such that E; <p E for n € N.

Proof. For i € N, let E; be a Borel equivalence relation on a Polish space
Y;. We define x; : Y2 — R* by
' 0, (u,v) € E,,
Xi(u,v) = { 1, (u,v) ¢ E;.
Now fix a bijection (-,-) : N2 — N. For every 4,5 € N, if n = (4, j), we denote
X, =Y; and d,, = x;. It is easy to verify that £ = E((X,,d,)nen;p) is an
{,-like Borel equivalence relation. For i € N, define 0; : Y; — [],,cy Xn by

u, k=1,

0i(u)((k, j)) = { ap, k#i,
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where a; € Y}, is independent of u. Clearly 6; is a Borel reduction of E; to
E. O

Now suppose that E = E((X,,, ¥n)nen) is a sum-like Borel equivalence
relation. Its position in the <p-structure of Borel equivalence relations is
determined by the following condition:

(01) Ye > 032,y € [[,en Xn such that ImVn > m(yn(x(n),y(n)) < ¢
and

> tula(n),y(n)) = +oo.

neN

Lemma 2.7. If (1) holds, then RYN/¢; <p E.

Proof. Firstly, we show a well known fact: RN/¢; <p [0,1]V/¢;. Fix a
[

bijection (-,-)' : N x Z — N. For z € RN, we define 6/(z) € [0,1] as
0, z(m) < k,
0'(2)((m, k)") = ¢ z(m) =k, k<z(m)<k+1,
1, E+1<z(m).

Then ¢’ witness that RYN/¢; <p [0, 1]N/¢;.
Secondly, we construct a reduction of [0, 1]N /41 to E.
For [ € N, by condition (1), there exist x;,y € [],cny Xn such that

ImVn > m(y (z(n), yi(n)) <27 and Y, o ¥n(21(n), yi(n)) = +oo. Then
we can select two sequences of natural numbers (i;);en, (Ji)ien satisfying that

(i) 4y < 71 < iz for I € N;
(ii) Yn(zi(n), ya(n)) < 27" for iy < n < ji;
(iil) 1 <32 cnej, Ynl@i(n), yi(n)) <1+ 27t
Fix an element a, € X, for every n € N. For z € [0,1]", we define
9(z) € [],,eny Xn by

zi(n), i <1< Y <men Ym(@i(m), yi(m)) < 2(1);
I(z)(n) =4 un), i E n < i Y i <men Ym(@(m), yi(m)) > z(1);
Qp, otherwise.

Note that, for z,w € [0,1]Y and I € N, we have

=)~ =27 < Y @), Hw)m) < [2(0) —w()] +27
19(2)2(1572 3(ij)(n)

Therefore, by Lemma 2.3]

(W(2), d(w)) € B == 3 g0 (m)o(w)(m) ¥n(0(2) (1), d(w)(n)) < +00
= Denlz(l) —w(l)| < 400
<— z—w € /.

It follows that [0,1]N/¢; <p E. O
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If (1) fails, then there exists ¢ > 0 such that

Im¥n > m(gn(z(n),y(n)) <) = Y da(w(n),y(n)) < +oo
neN

for z,y € [],,cy Xn- Now we denote
F, = {(U,U) € XT2L : ¢n(u7v) < C}'

Lemma 2.8. If (¢1) fails, let ¢ > 0 and F,, n € N be defined as above.
Then

(1) fOT’ T,y € HnGN Xn;
(x,y) € E < Im¥n > m((z(n),y(n)) € F,);

(2) there exists Ny such that, for n > Ny, F),, is a Borel equivalence
relation on X,,.

Proof. Since (¢1) fails, clause (1) is trivial.

(2) Firstly, assume for contradiction that, there exist a strictly increasing
sequence of natural numbers (n)ren and ug € X, such that ¥y, (ug, ug) >
c. Select an x € [[,cnyXn with z(ng) = ug, for & € N. Then we have
Y nenUn(z(n),z(n)) = +oo. This is impossible, since E is an equiva-
lence relation. So there exists Ny such that, for n > Ny,u € X,,, we have
Un(u,u) < c, e (u,u) € F,.

Secondly, assume for contradiction that, there exist a strictly increasing
sequence of natural numbers (ny)geny and ug, vy € X, such that ¢, (ug, vi) <
¢, ¥n, (Vg ug) > c. Select x,y € [],, ey Xn such that z(ng) = ug, y(ng) = v
for k € N and x(n) = y(n) for other n. We have ¢, (xz(n),y(n)) < c for
n > Np. Since (1) fails, >° _y¥n(z(n),y(n)) < +oo, ie. (z,y) € E.
Clearly > n¥n(y(n),z(n)) = +o0, so (y,x) ¢ E. A contradiction! Hence
there exists Ny such that, for n > Na,u,v € X,,, we have ¢, (u,v) < ¢ =
Yn(v,u) <c, ie (u,v) € F,, = (v,u) € F,.

With a similar argument, we can prove that there exists N3 such that,
for n > N3, u,v,r € X,,, we have (u,v), (v,r) € F, = (u,r) € F,.

In summary, for n > Ny = max{Ny, N2, N3}, F,, is an equivalence rela-
tion. Since 1, is Borel, so is Fi,. O

Recall that Ey(N) is an equivalence relation on NN similar to Ey on 2.
For z,y € NN, (z,9) € Eg(N) & ImVn > m(z(n) = y(n)). It is well known
that Ey ~p Ep(N) (see Proposition 6.1.2 of [4]).

Lemma 2.9. For any equivalence relation E on [,y Xn, if there is a
sequence F,, C X2, n € N such that (1) and (2) of Lemma 28 hold, then
either By <p E, E ~p Ey, or E is trivial, i.e. all elements in || X, are
equivalent.

neN

Proof. For n > Ny, since F,, is a Borel equivalence relation on X,, from
the Silver dichotomy theorem [I3], either there are at most countably many
F,-equivalence classes or there are perfectly many F,-equivalence classes.
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Case 1. There exists a strictly increasing sequence of natural numbers
(ng)ken such that there are perfectly many F,, -equivalence classes. Then
there is a continuous embedding Ay : 2N — Xy, for every k € N such that
(hie(2), hi(w)) € Fy,, iff z=w. Define 6 : 2N — T] ¢ X, by

_ hk($(k7))v n = ng,
0(@)(n) = { A, otherwise,
where a,, € X, is independent of x. By Lemma [2.8](1), it is straightforward
to check that 6 is a reduction of F; to E.
Case 2. There exists N such that, for n > N, F,, has only one equivalence
class. From Lemma [2.8](1), we see that F is trivial.
Case 3. If case 1 fails, then there exists N’ such that, for n > N’, F}, has
at most countably many equivalence classes. So E <p FEy(N). If case 2 fails,
then there exists a strictly increasing sequence of natural numbers (ng)ren

such that F},, has more than one equivalence class. Thus Fy <p F. Since
E() ~pB E()(N), we have F ~B E(). O

Now we have already completed the proof of the following trichotomy.

Theorem 2.10. Let E = E((X,,¥n)nen) be a sum-like Borel equivalence
relation. Then either RN /61 <p E, F1 <p E, or E <p Ejy.

Corollary 2.11. Let E = E((X,,, ¥n)nen) be a sum-like Borel equivalence
relation. If E <g RN/ly, then either E <p Eo or E ~5 RY//;.

Proof. Tt is well known that F; €5 RY/¢; (see [9] Theorem 4.2), so if E <p
RN /¢y, then Fy £p E. Hence the corollary follows. O

It was shown by R. Dougherty and G. Hjorth [2] that, for p,q > 1,
RY/6, <p RN/t, <= p<q.
The following corollary shows that, for p < 1, the situation is different.
Corollary 2.12. For 0 < p <1, we have RN/, ~g RN /(.

Proof. Note that RY/¢, = E(R,v) where 1(u,v) = |u — v[P for u,v € R. Tt
is easy to see that (¢1) holds for E(R, ), so RN/¢; <p RN/(,.

For the other direction, we claim that RN /¢, <p RN /¢, for 0 < p < ¢ < 1.

We sketch the proof for Theorem 1.1 of [2], that RN/¢, <p RN/¢, for
1 < p < q, and check that it is also valid for 0 < p < g < 1.

It will suffice to prove for the case 0 < § < p < ¢ < 1. We denote p = g
and r =477, Then 3+ < p<land 2 <r <31 In[2] p. 1838, the authors

constructed a continuous function K, : R — R?, and proved that there are
m/, M' > 0 such that

m/|s — 1 < | Ky (s) — Kn(t)ll2 < M'|s — )7,

for s,t € [i —1,i+1],i € Z. And || K,(s) — K.(t)||2 > 1 if s, are not in the
same interval [i — 1,7+ 1], € Z.
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Define a mapping 6 : RY — RN such that, for z € RN and k € N,
K (x(k)) = (0()(2k), 0(x )(% +1)).
For w = (s,t) € R?, denote ||wl|, = (|s|7 + [t]? ) Note that

1 1
—||W||2 < oo < lwlly < 28 ]jw]oo < 29 [

NG < <

For z,y € RY, we have
() = 0(y) € by = Lpen|lBr(@(k)) — Kr(y(k))]§ < 400
= Ppen | Er(z(k)) — K (y(k ))”2 < +0o0
= Lpen|r(k) —y(R)P <+
= T —y €l
Thus, 6 is a reduction of RN /¢, to RN /¢,. O

3. METRIZATION

In this section, we show that a sum-like equivalence relation E((X,,, ¥y )nen)
coincides with an /,-like equivalence relation if the following conditions hold.

(m1) Denote X = U,eny Xn. There is a unique function ¢ : X? — Rt
such that 1, = | X2 and (u,v) = 1 if no X,, contains both u,v.

(m2) For any u,v,r € X, if u,v,r € X,,, then there exists m > n such
that u,v,r € X,,.

Let v, = min{t,,, 1}. We can see that E((X,, ¥, )nen) = E(Xn, ¥n)nen)-
Therefore, we may assume v, < 1 if needed.

Lemma 3.1. Let (X, ¥n)nen satisfy (ml) and (m2). If 1, < 1, then
E((Xn,Yn)nen) is an equivalence relation iff the following conditions hold:
(1) Y(u,u) =0 foru e X;
(ii) there is a C > 1 such that for u,v,r € X,

(v, u) < CY(u,v); - d(u,r) < C(u,0) + (v, 7).

Proof. If conditions (i) and (ii) hold, it is trivial that E((X,,¥n)nen) is an
equivalence relation. We only need to prove the other direction.

Now assume that E((X,,%n)nen) is an equivalence relation.

Firstly, for any u € X, by (m2), there is an infinite set I C N such that
u € X, forn € I. Let v € [],cnyXn with 2(n) = u for n € I. Since
(z,7) € E((Xn,¥n)nen), we have ¥(u,u) = 0.

Secondly, for u,v € X, if ¢)(u,v) = 0, we claim that ¢)(v,u) = 0. By (m2),
there is an infinite set I C N such that u,v € X, for n € I. Therefore, for
any x,y € [[,eny Xn, if 2(n) = u,y(n) = v for n € I and z(n) = y(n) for
n ¢ I, we have (z,y) € E((Xn, ¥n)nen). Hence (y,z) € E((Xn, ¥n)nen). It
follows that ) ;(v,u) = > ;¥ (y(n),z(n)) < +oo. Thus ¥(v,u) = 0.

Now assume for contradiction that, for every k& € N there are ug, vy € X
such that 1 (vy, ug) > 289 (ug, vr) > 0. Since ¢, < 1, 0 < (ug,vg) < 27
By (m?2), there are infinitely many n such that ug, vy € X,.

Select a finite set I, C N for every k satisfying that
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(i) ug,vx € X, for n € Iy;
(i) 27F < [Tl (up, o) < 27F7;
(iii) if k1 < ko, then max I}, < min Ij,.
Now we define z,y € [], ey Xn by
x(n) = uk,y(n) =vk, n€lpkeN,
x(n) =y(n) = an, otherwise,
where a, € X, is independent of x and y. Then we have
> o w(x(n),y(n) =Y [Tl (up,ve) < D27 < oo,
neN keN keN
so (z,y) € E((Xn,¥n)nen). On the other hand, we have
D wy(n),x(n) =Y 1kl (v, ur) > 28 el (ug, o) > Y 1= +o0,
neN kEN kEN kEN

so (y,z) ¢ E((Xn,¥n)nen). A Contradiction! We complete the proof of
that there is C7 > 1 such that ¥(u,v) < C1¢(v,u) for u,v € X.

With a similar argument, we can prove that there is Co > 1 such that
Y(u,r) < Co((u,v) + (v, r)) for u,v,r € X. O

Lemma 3.2. Let E((Xy, ¥n)nen), E((Xn, ©n)nen) be two sum-like equiva-
lence relations, both satisfying (m1) and (m2). If ¢, < 1, then

E((XTH wn)HEN) - E((er Spn)nEN)
< JA> 1Vu,v € X(p(u,v) < AY(u,v)).

Proof. “<” is trivial. “=" follows similarly as the proof of LemmaBIl [

Corollary 3.3. Let E((X,, ¥n)nen)s E((Xn, ©n)nen) be two sum-like equiv-
alence relations, both satisfying (m1) and (m2). If P, pn < 1, then

E((Xnv wn)HEN) = E((Xna (Pn)nEN)
< JA>1Vu,v € X(AY(u,v) < ¢(u,v) < A(u,v)).

Before introducing the Metrization lemma, we recall several basic notions
on relations. Let X be a non-empty set, we denote A(X) = {(u,u) : u € X}.
A subset U C X2 is called symmetric if (u,v) € U = (v,u) € U for u,v € X.
For U,V C X? we define U oV C X? by

(u,r) €U0V <= Fu((u,v) €U, (v,r) € V) (Yu,v,r € X).
Lemma 3.4 (Metrization lemma [10], p. 185). Let Uy, n € N be a sequence
of subsets of X2 such that

(i) Uo = X?;
(ii) each U, is symmetric and A(X) C Uy;
(iii) Upt1 0 Upy1 0 Upy1 C U, for each n.
Then there is a pseudo-metric d on X satisfying that

Un C{(u,v) : d(u,v) <27"} CUp—1 (Yn>1).
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Theorem 3.5. Let (X, ¥n)nen satisfy (ml) and (m2). Then E((X,, ¥ )neN)
is an equivalence relation iff it is an l,-like equivalence relation.

Proof. Assume that E((X,, ¥, )nen) is an equivalence relation. Without loss
of generality, we may assume that 1, < 1. From Lemma [3.I] there is C' > 1
such that, for u,v,r € X,

P(v,u) < CP(u,v) and Y(u,r) < C(Y(u,v) +Y(v, 7).
Therefore, if ¥(u,v), ¥ (v,7),1(r,s) < e, then
Y(u, ) < C(W(u,v) + C(W(v,r) +(r,5))) < (2C° + C)e.
Now denote B = 2C? 4+ C. We define Uy = X? and
U, = {(u,v) : Y(u,v) < B"",¢(v,u) < B~"} (n>1).

It follows that, for each n, U, is symmetric and U, 110Uy 4+10U,+1 C U,. By
Lemma B11(i), A(X) C U,. Then the metrization lemma gives a pseudo-
metric d on X such that U,, C {(u,v) : d(u,v) < 27"} C U,_;.

It is easy to check that, d(u,v) = 0 iff ¥ (u,v) = 0. If ¥(u,v) > B~2, then
(u,v) & U, d(u,v) > 273,

Denote p = logy B > 1. If 0 < t(u,v) < B~2, assume that Bt <
Y(u,v) < B~ for some n > 2. Then ¢(v,u) < CB~" < B~("=1_ Tt follows
that (u,v) € Up_1, (u,v) ¢ Upy1, 272 < d(u,v) < 27D, So

B~ 2d(u,v)? < B72(2="DYP < p(u,v) < B2~ "2\ < B2d(u,v)P.
Therefore, we have E((X,, ¥n)nen) = E((Xn,d | Xn);p). O

Corollary 3.6. Let (X, ¥n)nen satisfy that, for n < m, X,, C X, and
U = U | X2. Then E((Xn,%¥n)nen) is an equivalence relation iff it is an
Lp-like equivalence relation.

In particular, E(X,v) is an equivalence relation iff there are pseudo-
metric d on X and p > 1 such that E(X,v¢) = E(X,d;p).

4. FURTHER REMARKS

Let us consider a special case of sum-like equivalence relation. Let ¢ f(u,v) =
f(Ju—v|) where f: Rt — R*. Then conditions (i) and (ii) for E(R,¢y) in
Lemma [31] read as (see also [11], Proposition 2).

(i) £(0) =0;
(ii) there is a C > 1 such that for s,t € RT,

fls+1) <C(f(s) + f(1), f(s) <C(f(s+1)+ f(1)).

Denote Ny = {z € RN : 3 f(Jz(n)|) < +oc}. Then E(R,¢y) is an
equivalence relation iff Ny is a subgroup of (RN, +). Furthermore, another

interesting problem is to determine when N7 is a linear subspace of RN,
This problem was studied by S. Mazur and W. Orlicz (see [12], 1.7). It was
also considered in [I2] that when N’s are Banach spaces.
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Theorem 4.1 (Mazur-Orlicz). Let f : RT — R* satisfy that, as n — oo,
f(tn) — 0 iff t,, = 0. The necessary and sufficient condition for Ny to be a
linear space is that

(a) there exist constants C > 0,e > 0 such that f(s+t) < C(f(s)+ f(t))
for s, t <e;

(b) for every p > 0 there are constants D > 0,0 > 0 such that f(s) <
Df(t) fort < d,s < pt.

Note that for ¢, > min{e,d} > 0, n € N, we have f(¢,) /4 0. Thus there
is ¢ > 0 such that f(¢) > c for t > min{e, §}. If we assume that f <1, then
conditions (a) and (b) in this theorem turn to

(a)’ there exists a constant C' > 0 such that f(2s) < C'f(s) for s € RT;

(b) there exists a constant D' > 0 such that f(s) < D'f(t) for s < t.

For almost all known examples of sum-like equivalence relations E(R,v¢),
Ny’s are linear spaces. In the end, we present an example in which N is
not linear as follows.

Ezample 4.2. Let g : RT — R* be an increasing function with g(0) = 0, such
that ¢’(t) is decreasing with lim;_,o ¢'(t) = 4o00. For example, g(z) = /x
is such a function. Let (ay)nen be a strictly decreasing sequence of positive
numbers with lim,, . a, = 0.

Denote k,, = %:). Then k, < kpt1. We consider equations y = kpx
and y — g(ap+1) = —knpy1(x — apg1). Their solution is (by,, kyb,) where
b, = 2knt10n41 e can see that apt1 < by < ap.

kn+kn+1
Now define f: R™ — R by
0, t=0,
ft) = —knp1(t — ang1) + 9(ang1), anp1 <t < by,
knt, by, <t < ap,
9(ao), ag < t.

It is easy to check that, for s, € RT,
fls+t) < f(s)+ f(t), f(s) < fls+1)+ f(t).

Note that £l@nt1) — % <1 + kZ—:l) Since limy_o &2 = lim,_q g'(t) = +oo,

fbn) t
we can find a sequence (a,)nen such that k};—:l — +00, fgca(’g:)l) — +o00 as

n — oo. Then condition (b) in Theorem [4.]] fails.
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