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FUNCTIONS OF BOUNDED VARIATION FROM
IDEAL PERSPECTIVE

JACEK GULGOWSKI, ADAM KWELA, AND JACEK TRYBA

ABSTRACT. We present a unified approach to two classes of Ba-
nach spaces defined with the aid of variations: Waterman spaces
and Chanturia classes. Our method is based on some ideas coming
from the theory of ideals on the set of natural numbers.

1. INTRODUCTION

The concept of the variation of the function was introduced in 1881 by
Camille Jordan and found plenty of applications and generalizations
since that time. When we look closely at the definition of the vari-
ation of the function we can see its tight relation to the question of
(un)boundedness of the series. This becomes even more evident, when
we look at some of the generalizations of Jordan’s definition, namely
the A-variation introduced by Waterman in 1972 (see [23]) and Chan-
turia classes introduced in 1974 (see [6]).

The question of (un)boundedness of the series of real numbers naturally
appears also in the studies of the ideals on the set of natural numbers,
with the paper [10] as the very recent example of this perspective and
the concept of the summable ideal (introduced below), which is a very
basic notion in the theory of ideals on the set of natural numbers.

Looking at these two separate threads in the realm of mathematics it
appeared to be very appealing to us to join them: to look at different
spaces of functions of bounded variation from the perspective of the
theory of ideals defined on the set of natural numbers. The additional
inspiration arrived from the recent paper [4] by Borodulin-Nadzieja and
Farkas, who showed that the concept of ideals introduced by l.s.c. sub-
measure on N (see definitions below) naturally defines certain Banach
sequence spaces. On the other hand, these sequence spaces may be
used as a natural foundation for the definition of spaces of functions
of some type of bounded variation, with a concept of variation gen-
eralizing many different attitudes (especially Waterman variation and

Chanturia classes).
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In this paper we define the concept of the variation of the function de-
fined on a compact real interval originating from the l.s.c submeasure
¢ defined on N (this is laid out in Section 3). In the Section 4 we study
the inclusions between different spaces and corresponding relations be-
tween ideals generated by the submeasure, in a general setting. Then,
in Section 5 we show that for simple density ideals we recreate the
Chanturia classes; while in Section 6 we show that summable ideals
correspond directly to the concept of Waterman A-variation. It ap-
pears that in these two special cases the inclusions between the spaces
of functions of bounded variation may be nicely described by the re-
lation between corresponding ideals (in terms of inclusion or Katétov
order). One of these results also leads us to a new characterization of
Katétov order between summable ideals.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Basics about sequence spaces. By R we will denote the fam-
ily of all real-valued sequences.

We will refer to several standard Banach sequence spaces. Here we
will present a notation, and basic properties, which will be used in the
sequel. First of all, in the examples listed below we set a sequence
7 = (2,)nen € RY of real numbers.

e /., denotes the space of all bounded sequences equipped with
the supremum norm ||z|| = sup,,ex |Znl;

e ¢y denotes the subspace of I, consisting of all sequences such
that lim, 4o z, = 0.

e {; denotes the space of such sequences that ||z, = >, cy|Zn| <
+00.

2.2. Basics about ABV spaces. Let us assume that A = (a,)nen 1S
such nonincreasing sequence of positive real numbers that > >~ a, =
+0o. We call such sequence a Waterman sequence. If additionally
lim, ,, a, = 0, we say that the sequence A is a proper Waterman
sequence.

Remark 2.1. In many sources the Waterman sequence is defined in a

form (/\—ln)neN where (Ay)nen is nondecreasing and such that 7 ﬁ =
+oo. Then iflim, o A\, = +00 we have a proper Waterman sequence.
Of course by putting a,, = ﬁ we can see that the two definitions are

essentially identical.
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Let us denote the unit interval by I = [0,1]. Moreover, by P; we
denote the set of all sequences of nonoverlapping, closed subintervals
{I,I5,...,Iy,...} of I. The intervals may be degenerate, i.e. it may
happen that I,, consists of only one point.

Definition 2.2. Let A = (an)neny be a Waterman sequence and let
x: I — R. We say that x is of bounded A-variation if there exists
a positive constant M such that for any sequence of nonoverlapping
subintervals {1y, Is, I3, ..., } € Py, the following inequality holds

“+oo
Zan|x(ln)| <M,
n=1

where I, = [y, t,] and |z(1,)| = |x(t,) — x(s,)|. The supremum of the
above sums, taken over the family Py of all sequences of nonoverlapping
subintervals of I, is called the A-variation of x and it is denoted by

vara(z).

Remark 2.3. The special case of a sequence constantly equal to 1 cor-
responds to the classical Jordan variation of a function x, which will
later be denoted by var(z).

This concept was introduced by Waterman in [23]. Since then the
functions of bounded A-variation were intensively studied by many
authors — for an overview we refer to [1].

It is worth to mention that there are many equivalent ways to express
that the function x: I — R is of bounded A-variation (cf. [24, Theorem
1, p. 34] and [5, Proposition 1]), but we will not go into the details here.

The space of all functions defined on the interval I and of bounded
A-variation, endowed with the norm ||z||, 5y, :=[2(0)| + var(z) forms
a Banach space ABV (I) (see [24, Section 3]).

The spaces ABV(I) are proper subspaces of the space B(I) of all
bounded functions x: I — R. The space B(I) is equipped with the
standard supremum norm

2]l = sup |z(2)].
tel

2.3. Basics about ideals.
Definition 2.4. A family T C P(N) is called an ideal if

e N¢ 7T,
o if I C N is finite, then F € T,
e ifC el and D CC, then D € T,
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o ifCDeZ, then CUD €.

Definition 2.5. An ideal is called a summable ideal if it is of the form

IA:{CQNZZCL”<OO},

neC

for some sequence of positive real numbers A = (ay)nen such that
Yoy = 0.

Remark 2.6. Note that in the definition of summable ideals we do not
require that A is nonincreasing. However, in our paper we will only
consider summable ideals given by nonincreasing sequences.

By Fin we denote the smallest ideal, i.e., the one consisting only of all
finite subsets of N. Note that Fin is a summable ideal (given by the
sequence (a,) constantly equal to 1).

Definition 2.7. If Z and J are ideals then we say that I is below J
in the Katétov order and write T <y J whenever there is a function
f N — N such that f~[C] € J for every C € T.

Note that actually, despite its name, Katétov order is only a pre-order,
not a partial order (it is not antisymetric). Katétov order was intro-
duced in the 1970s in papers [12] and [13] by M. Katétov.

We say that an ideal 7 is tall if for every infinite C' C N there is an
infinite D C C such that D € Z. It is easy to see that Z is not tall
if and only if Z <x Fin. Consequently, all non-tall ideals are <g-
equivalent (i.e., Z <yx J and J <k Z for any two non-tall ideals Z and
J). If A = (an)nen is a sequence of positive real numbers such that
Yo an = 00, then Z, is tall if and only if lim,, . a, = 0.

An ideal Z is a P-ideal if for every sequence (A,,)nen of elements of Z
there is A € Z such that A, \ A is finite for all n € N. It is easy to

verify that all summable ideals are P-ideals.

3. SUBMEASURES AND OBJECTS INDUCED BY THEM
3.1. Submeasures. A function ¢ : P(N) — [0, 00| is called a submea-
sure if (0) =0, ¢p({n}) < 0o for every n € N, and
¢(C) < o(CUD) < (C)+ (D)

for all C;D C N. A submeasure ¢ is lower semicontinuous (lsc, in
short) if ¢(C') = lim,, 0 ¢(C N{1,2,...,n}) for each C' C N.
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An Isc submeasure ¢ is non-pathological, if
¢(C) = sup{u(C) : p is a measure such that pu < ¢},

for all C' C N. Not every lIsc submeasure is non-pathological — see [7,
Section 1.9], [9, Theorem 4.12], [16, Section 6.2], [17] or [22, Theo-
rem 4.7] for such examples.

Given an Isc submeasure ¢, let M, be the family of all measures p on
N such that 4 < ¢. Then, by definition, ¢ is non-pathological if and
only if ¢(C) = sup{pu(C) : p € M} for all C C N.

3.2. Ideals induced by submeasures. By identifying subsets of N
with their characteristic functions, we can treat ideals as subsets of the
Cantor space {0,1}N. Mazur in [18, Lemma 1.2] proved that an ideal
is F, if and only if it is of the form:

Fin(¢) = {C CN: ¢(C) < oo}

for some lower semicontinuous submeasure ¢ such that N ¢ Fin(¢) (see
also [8, Theorem 1.2.5]).

Solecki in [21, Theorem 3.1] showed that an ideal is an analytic P-ideal
if and only if it is of the form:

Exh(¢) = {cgN: nli_)n;logb(C\{l,Z...,n}):O}

for some lower semicontinuous submeasure ¢ such that N ¢ Exh(¢)
(see also [8, Theorem 1.2.5]).

It is easy to see that Exh(¢) C Fin(¢) for every Isc submeasure ¢.
Moreover, for every lsc submeasure ¢ we can find an Isc submeasure
¢’ such that Fin(¢) = Fin(¢'), Exh(¢) = Exh(¢') and additionally
&' ({k}) > 0 for all £ € N (it suffices, for instance, to put ¢'(C) =
(C)+ >, 3= for all C C N).

Note that every summable ideal is of the form Exh(¢4) as well as of the
form Fin(¢,), where ¢p4(C) = >, o an. For more examples of ideals
induced by submeasures see [8, Example 1.2.3].

3.3. Banach spaces of real sequences.

Definition 3.1. Let ¢ be a non-pathological lsc submeasure. Define a
function ¢ : RN — [0, 00| by:

$(w) = sup {Z p{n})za] :pe M¢}

neN
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for all z = (z,)nen € RY. Define also:

FIN(¢) = {x cRY: d(z) < OO};

EXH(¢) = {x € " lim §(x - xXnnsr,.p) =0}

Moreover, let mFIN(¢) = FIN(¢) N Mon and mEXH(¢) = EXH(¢) N
Mon, where

Mon = {(2,)nen € R : |2p41| < |24] for all n € N},

Spaces FIN(¢) and EXH(¢) were introduced in [4, Section 5]. Note that
d(x) = im0 (T - X{1,2,...n}) for every a € RY (see [4, Proposition
5.3]).

Example 3.2 ([4, Examples 5.6 and 5.7]).

o (Consider the submeasure given by:

if C
-1 4

for every C C N. Then FIN(¢) = l, and EXH(¢) = ¢o.
o Consider the submeasure given by ¢(C) = |C| for every C' C N.
Then FIN($) = EXH(¢) = (1.

Remark 3.3. Notice that for every x = (2,)neny € RY and k € N we
have ¢(x - xy) = ¢({k}) - |xx|. Therefore, for any A C N we have

sup (G({k}) - |2x]) < O - xa) < Sup o] -y o({k})

keA

Remark 3.4. Observe that C' € Fin(¢) if and only if xc € FIN(¢),
where x¢o denotes the characteristic function of C. Similar equivalence
holds for Exh(¢) and EXH(¢).

Proposition 3.5. [4, Propositions 5.1 and 5.3] Suppose that ¢ is a
non-pathological lsc submeasure. Then FIN(¢) and EXH(¢) are Banach

spaces normed by ¢. Moreover, EXH(¢) C FIN(¢).

Proposition 3.6. Let ¢ be a non-pathological lsc submeasure such that
o({k}) > 0 for all k € N. Then mFIN(¢) is a closed subspace of
FIN(¢) and mEXH(¢) is a closed subspace of EXH(¢). In particular,
mFIN(¢) and mEXH(¢) are Banach spaces normed by ¢. Moreover,
mEXH(4) € mFIN(¢).
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Proof. The inclusion mEXH(¢) € mFIN(¢) follows from Proposition
3.5.

Actually, it suffices to show that Mon is closed in FIN(¢) and in
EXH(¢). Let x = (z,) € RY\ Mon. Then there is n € N such
that |2,41] > |,]. Define r = Enttllalminfd(e,), dle 1)}, where
e, € RN is the sequence given by:

1, ifi=mn,
(€n>i = {

0, otherwise.

Note that 7 > 0 since ¢(e) = ¢({k}) > 0 for all k € N.

We claim that if y € RY is such that ¢(z —y) < r, then r ¢ Mon
(which shows that Mon is closed in FIN(¢) and in EXH(¢)). Indeed,
if ¢(z —y) < r, then:

1~ nlen) < 9l —y) < 7 < Lol g

SO Ty — Y| < W Similarly, |z,411 — Yna1| < W Hence,

[Yns1| — |yn| > W and we get that |y,41| > |y.|, which shows

y ¢ Mon. O

Proposition 3.7. [4, Theorem 5.4] The following are equivalent for
any non-pathological lsc submeasure ¢:

e Exh(¢) = Fin(¢);
o EXH(¢) = FIN(6);
e FIN(¢) is separable.

Remark 3.8. Obviously, if EXH(¢) = FIN(¢), then also mEXH(¢) =
mFIN(¢).

3.4. Variations.

Definition 3.9. Let ¢ be a non-pathological lsc submeasure. For J =
(Jn) € Pr denote by x(J) the sequence (|z(J,,)|). Define:

BV(¢) = {x e B(I) : sup o(z(J)) < oo} .
JePr
Remark 3.10. The requirement x € B(I) may be removed. Indeed,
assume that there exists such a sequence (t,) C I that |x(t,)] — +oc.
Fiz any k € N such that ¢({k}) > 0. Then if we take for each n € N
any J"* = (JI') € Pr such that J = [0,t,] we have

sup §(z(J)) = |z(tn) —(0)[¢({k}) = +oo,
JEP;



FUNCTIONS OF BOUNDED VARIATION FROM IDEAL PERSPECTIVE 8

which means that the condition sup jcp, d(z(J)) < oo will not be satis-
fied anyway.

Proposition 3.11. Let ¢ be a non-pathological lsc submeasure. Then
BV (¢) is a Banach space normed by

lzlls = 1=(0)] + sup oz (),
for all x € BV(¢).

Proof. Let us assume that x € B(I) is such that  # 0 and x(0) = 0.
Then, there exists such ¢ € [ that x(t) # 0. Let us assume that
®({k}) > 0 for certain k£ € N and let J € P; be such sequence of
intervals that J, = [0,¢]. Then

S(|z(D)]) > |z(t) — 2(0)|p({k}) > 0.

Let ¢ € R be any constant. The condition ¢(|c - z(J)]) = co(|z(J)]) is
obvious for any .J € P;. Similarly the triangle inequality

Sl +y) (D) < d|=(D]) + o(ly())])

for any functions x,y: I — R. Passing to the supremum for J € Py
keeps these conditions.

Now it remains to prove that the space is complete. The proof will be
a standard one. Let us take a Cauchy sequence (z,,) C BV(¢). Let us
fix € > 0 and take such n,m > N that

|2,(0) — 2 (0)] + 52713) QE((In —zn)(J)) <e.

First of all, let us observe that it means that the sequence (z,(0)) is
a real Cauchy sequence so it converges to some real number x(0). We
can also observe that the sequence x,,(t) converges to x(t) for any ¢ € I.
Indeed, fix any ¢t € I and as before, let us assume that ¢({k}) > 0 for
certain k € N. Let J € P; be such sequence of intervals that J, = [0, t].
Then

[(2n — ) (Ji)|0({k}) < e

1
¢({K})

which eventually proves that (z,(t)) is a Cauchy sequence, so it con-
verges to some x(t).

and

|2n(t) = 2 ()] < &+ |2n(0) = 2m(0)],

Now, as we have the pointwise limit x(t), we are going to show that
x € BV(¢) and that ||z, — x|y — 0 as n — +o00. Let us take any
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i € My, any natural number K € N and any sequence of intervals
J € P;. Then we have

ZI n = Tm) (Ji) [u({k}) <

and we may pass to the limit with m — 400 (as we know the sequence
Tm(t)) converges pointwise to x(t)). This gives us

ZI n—2)(Jo)|n({k}) <

Since the inequality holds for all K, p and J we can see that

sup o((z, — 2)(J)) < e.

JEPr
To show that © € BV(¢) it is enough to take any fixed z,, € BV (¢)
such that

sup ¢((a, — 2)(J)) < 1
JEP;

and refer to seminorm properties to see that

sup G((J)) = sup d(an(J)) < sup G((w, —2)(J)) < 1

JePr JePr JePr

Proposition 3.12. Let ¢ be a non-pathological lsc submeasure.

(a) If the sequence ¢p({k}) is unbounded, then BV (¢) reduces to the
space of constant functions.

(b) If the sequence ¢({k}) is bounded, then the space BV(¢) con-
tains the space of functions of bounded classical Jordan varia-
tion as a subset.

Proof. (a): If x € B(I) is such that |z(s) — z(t)| = a > 0 for some
[ t] € (0,1), then taking for each k € N such J* = (J¥),.cy € P; that
= [s,t] we get

Sz () > ad({k}).
Thus the variation sup jcp, o(|z(J)|) is unbounded.

(b): Let us take any z € BV(/) and any J € P;. Then
Slz(N) <D d{kD]a(J)]) < M var(z).
keN

The last inequality actually shows that the space BV(I) is continuously
embedded in BV(¢). O
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Remark 3.13. Let us observe that if $(N) < +oo, then BV (¢) =
B(I). To see this let us take any bounded function x € B(I) such
that |x(t)| < M for allt € I. Then for any interval J C I we get
lz(J)| < 2M and for any p € My and any (Ji) € Pr we have

S le(Jo)lugk} < 2Mu(N)
keEN

leading to ¢(z) < 2M(N) < +oc.

Proposition 3.14. Let ¢ be a non-pathological Isc submeasure such
that (N) = +00. Then the space BV (¢) is a subset of the space of all
bounded regulated functions (i.e. bounded functions having finite left
and right limit in every point of their domain).

Proof. Assume, contrary to our claim, that there exist monotone se-
quences (t,) C I and (s,) C I converging to a € I from the same side
and such that z(s,) — z(t,,) > ¢ > 0 for all n,m € N. Then, taking
subsequences if necessary, we have the sequence of nonoverlapping in-
tervals I, = [s,,t,] C I such that |x(I,)| > 0. Then for any p € M,
we have

> le(L)|u{n}) > sp(N)

neN

d(|2(L,)]) > 6p(N) = +oo.

SO

0

Remark 3.15. For any non-pathological lsc submeasure ¢ and any
permutation m: N — N, the function ¢ : P(N) — [0, 00] given by

P(C) = o(x[C]),

for all C C N, also is a non-pathological lsc submeasure. What is more,
we can easily see that BV(¢) = BV ().

Proposition 3.16. Let ¢ and v be two non-pathological submeasures.
If there exists M > 0 such that for every A C N we have |p(A) —
Y(A)| < M then BV(¢) = BV(¥).

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there exists x € BV () \ BV(¢).
Then z is bounded by some N > 0 and there exists M; > 0 such that
for every J € P; we have ¢(z(J)) < M;.

On the other hand, there exists a measure p < ¢, J € Pr and k €
N such that > _, p({n})|z(Jn)] > 2NM + 2N + M,. Meanwhile,
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there exists a measure v < ¢ such that ) _ v({n}) =¢({1,...,k}).
Clearly, we have ) _, v({n})|z(J,)| < M;. Therefore, we obtain

> (u({n}) = v({n})|x(Jn)| > 2NM + 2N + My — My = 2N (M + 1).

Since |z(J,)| < 2N for every n, it follows that

2nsi({n}) —v({n}))lz(Jn)]

> (u{n}) - vifnh)) 2 SR > M+
Therefore,
o({1,...,k}) —v({ Z ({n}) —v({n})) =2 M +1> M,
a contradiction. ]

Corollary 3.17. For every non-pathological submeasure ¢ there exists
a non-pathological submeasure 1 such that BV(¢) = BV (¢) and the
sequence (({n})) does not tend to zero.

Proof. Define the function § : P(N) — [0, co] by

o, ifA=0,
5(A)_{1, if A£9Q.

Clearly, ¢ is a non-pathological submeasure. Define the function v :
P(N) — [0, 00] by ¢¥(A) = max{¢p(A),s(A)} for every A C N. Then ¢
is non-pathological submeasure as a maximum of two non-pathological
submeasures. It is also clear that (¢/({n})) does not tend to zero
because ¥({n}) > §({n}) = 1 for every n € N. Moreover, since
|p(A) — (A)] < 1 for every A C N, by Proposition 3.16 we obtain
BV(¢) = BV(1). 0

3.5. Basic results.

Proposition 3.18. For any non-pathological Isc submeasure ¢ the fol-
lowing are equivalent :

) ¢(N) < oo;
Fin(¢) = P(N);
FIN(¢) D lo;

)=

b)
g; mFIN(¢ Mon;
)
)

(
(
(
(
(e) mFIN(¢) & co;

(f) every bounded function x : [0,1] — R belongs to BV (¢).
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Proof. (a) = (¢): If x € {4, then there is M > 0 such that |z,| < M
for all n € N. Hence, if 1 € RY is the infinite sequence constantly equal
to 1, then

A~

Sla) < H(M -1) = M(1) = Mp(N) < oo.
Thus = € FIN(¢).
(c) = (d): If FIN(¢) D lw, then

Mon 2 mFIN(¢) = FIN(¢) N Mon D ¢, N Mon = Mon.

(d) = (e): The sequence constantly equal to one belongs to Mon =
mFIN(¢), but not to c.

() = (b): Since mFIN(¢) & c¢q, there is some x € mFIN(¢) \ c.
Since mFIN(¢) € Mon, |x| converges to some [ > 0 and |z,| > [ for
all n € N. Thus, if 1 denotes the infinite sequence constantly equal
to 1, then ¢(N) = ¢(1) = 3¢(I - 1) < 1¢(2) < o0, so N € Fin(¢) and
consequently Fin(¢) = P(N).

(b) = (f): If z : [0, 1] — R is bounded by some M > 0, then |z(J)] is
bounded by 2M for every interval J C I. Hence, since N € Fin(¢), we
have sup jcp, ¢(|2(J)]) < 2M¢(N) < oco.

(f) = (a): Consider the Dirichlet function zp : [0,1] — R given by:
1, ifteQn(o,1];
en(®) = { QN 0.1

0, otherwise.

Then zp is bounded, so it belongs to BV(¢). Note also that there
is J € Py such that xp(J) is constantly equal to 1. Thus, ¢(N) =

d(xp(J)) < 0. O

Proposition 3.19. The following are equivalent for any non-pathological
Isc submeasure ¢:

(a) lim, 6({n,n+1,...}) = 0;
b) Exh(¢) = P(N);
¢) EXH(¢) D o
d)
)

Proof. (a) = (¢): If x € {4, then there is M > 0 such that |z,| < M
for all n € N. Hence, if 1 € RY is the infinite sequence constantly equal
to 1, then

QAS(ZE ) X{n,n-l—l,...}) ¢( * X{n,n+1,.. }) Mgb({n, n + 1, . }) — 0.
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Thus x € EXH(¢).
(c) = (d): If EXH(¢) D lw, then
Mon O mEXH(¢) = EXH(¢) N Mon 2 /., N Mon = Mon.

(d) = (e): The sequence constantly equal to one is in Mon = mEXH(¢),
but not in cy.

() = (b): Since mEXH(¢) Z ¢, there is some x € mEXH(¢) \ ¢.
Since mEXH(¢) € Mon, x converges to some [ > 0 and z,, > [ for all
n € N. Thus, if 1 denotes the infinite sequence consicantly equal to 1,
thAGIl QSA(N \ {1a 2> e = 1A}) = ¢({n>n + 1> <. }) = ¢(1 : X{n,n—l—l,...}) -
%Qﬁ(l -1 X{n,n+1,...}) S %QS(ZE : X{n,n—l—l,...}) — Oa so N € EXh(¢) and
consequently Exh(¢) = P(N).

(b) = (a): Since Exh(¢) = P(N), N € Exh(¢), which means that
lim, ¢({n,n+1,...}) =0. O

4. INCLUSIONS IN THE GENERAL CASE

4.1. Two orders. Actually, qg is a function defined on infinite se-
quences of reals. However, for simplicity, we will sometimes write ¢(x)
even for finite sequences x — in such cases we mean ¢(z—0), where 270

is the infnite sequence starting with x and followed by zeros.

Definition 4.1. Let ¢ and ¢o be two non-pathological lsc submeasures.
We write:

e Oy = ¢y if there is M > 0 such that QASQ(ZL') < Magl(x) for every
finite sequence x € |, .y R"™;

e Oy =,, ¢1 if there is M > 0 such that Qgg(:z) < Mg, (x) for every
non-increasing finite sequence x € UneN R™.

4.2. Ideals.

Proposition 4.2. Let ¢; and ¢o be two non-pathological lsc submea-
sures.

(a) If ¢po < @1 then Exh(¢py) C Exh(¢s2) and Fin(¢1) C Fin(¢p,)

(b) If either Exh(¢,) C Exh(¢s) or Fin(¢1) C Fin(¢s), then Exh(¢;) C
Fin(¢,).

(c) Exh(ggl) C Fin(¢9) if and only if

1

Iv>0 Vrerin $1(F) > 7" $2(F) < M.
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Proof. (a): This is clear with the use of Remark 3.4.

(b): This follows from the inclusions Exh(¢;) C Fin(¢;) and Exh(¢s) C
Fin(¢) (see Proposition 3.5).

(c): Suppose first that there is M > 0 such that for all F' € Fin either
¢1(F) > 17 or ¢o(F) < M. Let C' € Exh(¢;). Then there is k € N
such that ¢, (C'\ {1,2,...,k}) < 57. Hence, if F C C'\ {1,2,...,k} is
finite, then ¢1(F) < i and ¢o(F) < M (by our assumption). Thus,
since ¢ is Isc, we have:

¢2(C) < ¢2(Cm{1’2>"'>k}) +¢2(C\{1a2>"'7k})

< (Z ¢2({Z})) + M < .

i<k

Suppose now that for each n € N there is F,, € Fin such that ¢;(F,) <
57 and ¢o(F,) > 2. Then clearly C = {J, oy Fi ¢ Fin(¢2). On the
other hand, we will show that C' € Exh(¢;). Given any ¢ > 0 there is
no € N such that 515 < e. Find ko € N such that FyU...UF,, C [1, k]
and observe that for each k > kg we have:

¢1(C\{1a2>"'7k})§¢1(C\{1a2>-'->k0})

oo

Siﬁbl(ﬂ)ﬁ 5 = o <€

i=ng+1 i=no+1

Remark 4.3. Observe that there are non-pathological lsc submeasures
¢1 and ¢9 such that Exh(¢1) C Exh(¢s), but Fin(¢y) € Fin(¢y). In-
deed, this is true for

if C
gbl(c):{(l)’ Z;Cig

and ¢2(C) = Y ,cc %, since in this case Exh(¢)) = Fin C Iy, =
Exh(¢;) and Fin(¢1) = P(N) € I/, = Fin(¢»).

On the other hand, there are also non-pathological lsc submeasures 1
and 1y such that Exh(v) € Exh(vs), but Fin(¢y) C Fin(es). This
is the case for {1 = ¢o and g = ¢1 (where ¢y and ¢o are as in the
previous paragraph,).
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4.3. Spaces of real sequences.

Lemma 4.4. Let ¢y and ¢ be two non-pathological lsc submeasures
and assume that ¢1({i}) > 0 and ¢2({i}) > 0 for every i € N. Then

for every m € N there is L > 0 such that ngSg(y) < La@l(y) for every
y e R™.

Proof. Define:

Zigm ¢2({Z})

ming<p, ¢1({i})
Then L > 0. Fix any y € R™. If y is constantly equal to zero, then
$2(y) = 0 < Loy (y) and we are done. Otherwise, find r = max;<,, |yi|
and let j < m be such that r = |y;|. Note that:

50 (L) <X anlli ] < 3 n((3)) = Lmin o (43

i<m i<m

< 0, n < £ (4).

Hence, after multiplying by r we get that qgg(y) < Ly (y). O

Theorem 4.5. Let ¢1 and ¢o be two non-pathological lsc submeasures
and assume that ¢1({i}) > 0 and ¢2({i}) > 0 for every i € N. The

following are equivalent:

(a) g2 = ¢1;
EXH(¢) C EXH(¢2);

(b)
(c) FIN(¢1) € FIN(¢2);
(d) EXH(¢1) C FIN(¢2),

Proof. (a) = (b) and (a) = (c) are clear, since ngS(:E) = lim,, o0 ngS(x
X{12,..n}) for every z € RN

(b) = (d) and (¢) = (d) follow from EXH(¢;) C FIN(¢;) and
EXH(¢2) C FIN(¢5) (see Proposition 3.5).

(d) = (a): Suppose that $2 A ¢1, i.e., for every n € N there is a finite
real sequence z such that ¢y(z) > 22”+1q51( ).

We will recursively construct sequences (ny), (mg), (Lr) € Nand (z;) C
U,en R™ such that for each k € N:

(i) ny = 1 and ngyq > ng;

( ) 22nk+1 > Lk7
(iii) ¢a(y) < Ly (y) for every y € R™;
(iv) my is the length of xy;
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(V) Qél(xkx{mk71+17mk71+277mk}> = 2%]@;

(Vi> ¢2(xkx{mk71+17mk71+277mk}) > 2”"7'

Start with n; = 1 (so that item (i) is met; item (ii) is empty in this
case), using our assumption we find some finite real sequence z; such

that ¢o(z) > 22171, (z1) and put 7 = 2n1§1(21). Let my be the length
of z1. Note that items (v) and (vi) are satisfied, since:

R n 22n1+1 n

Pa(71) = Pal2) > hila) _ 2mtl > o™,

N 2my (1) 2my (21)
Using Lemma 4.4, we can find L; € N satisfying item (iii).

If n;,m;, L; and x; for all i < k are already defined, we can find ngq
such that items (i) and (ii) are met. By our assumption, there is some

finite real sequence zjy; such that ¢o(z1) > 221410 (z,1). Let
my.1 be the length of z;.1. Observe that myy; > my (by items (ii)

and (iii)). Moreover, QEQA(Z]QJ’_:[ CXN\{1,2,. i }) > (2%t le(Zk;_i_l .
X\{1,2,m}) > 225001 (251 - X\{1,2,....m,})- Indeed, the second in-
equality follows from item (ii) and if the first one would be false, using
item (iii) we should get:
D2(2ks1) < G2(Zhs1 - X{12,me}) + P2(Zh1 - Xo\(1.2...mp})
< Lt (Zh1 - X{12,me)) + (27mtt — L) D1 (Zht1 - X\ {12y}
< (Li + (227t = Ly)) O1(2hs1) = 221y (2141),
which contradicts the choice of z;, ;. Put:

( ) {(:)sk)z, if i < my,
Tp41)i = (2r41)i : .
— if me <7< mpgy.
2"kt o1 (21 XN\ {12, ,mp,}) k = htl

Then we have:

n ng(ZkHX me+1,me+2,...,m ) n
¢2(Ik—i-lX{mk+l,mk+2,...,mk+1}) = ~ { i b k+1} > 2 k1
276411 (Zt1 * XN\{1,2,...:mp} )
Using Lemma 4.4, find L;,, satisfying item (iii) and observe that all
conditions are met.

Once the construction is completed, define x = |J, o 7x. We need to
show that o € EXH(¢;) \ FIN(¢2).

The fact that = ¢ FIN(¢9) follows from the observation that for each
k € N we have ¢a(2) > do(TrX{mp_141,mp 1+2,..my}) > 2™+ (by item

(vi)).
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On the other hand, x € EXH(¢,) follows from:

1 1
¢ (x - XN\{1,2,..., mk} ) < Z¢1 TiX{mi—1+1,mi_142,..., ml}) Z o < ok
i>k i>k
O

4.4. Variations.

Theorem 4.6. Let ¢1 and ¢o be two non-pathological lsc submeasures
and assume that ¢1({i}) > 0 and ¢o({i}) > 0 for every i € N. The
following are equivalent:

(a) @2 =m P15
(b) mEXH(¢;) € mEXH(¢,);,

(¢) mFIN(¢1) € mFIN(¢9);
(d) mEXH(6,) C mFIN(¢s).

Moreover, assuming that ¢1 and ¢o satisfy:

vj=1,2vgc,ye[RN (( neNZ ‘x1| < Z ‘%) = ¢J ) é](iU)) ) (1)

the above conditions are also equwalent to the following one:
(e) BV(¢1) € BV(¢2).

Proof. Firstly, we will show equivalence of items (a), (c) and (d). Sec-
ondly, we will show the implications (b) = (d) and (a) = (b).
Lastly, we will deal with item (e) by showing (a) = (e) and (¢) =

(c).

(a) = (c): Straightforward, since ngS(x) = lim,, 00 QAS(x “X{1,2,...n}) for
every v € RY,

(¢) = (d): This follows from the inclusion mEXH(¢;) € mFIN(¢,)
(see Proposition 3.6).

(d) = (a): Suppose that ¢y A, ¢1, i.e., for every n € N there is a
finite nonincreasing real sequence z such that ¢o(2) > 22" ¢, (2).

We will recursively construct sequences (ng), (my), (Lx) € Nand (z5) C
U,.ey RY such that for each k € N:

(i) ny = 1 and ngyq > ng;

( ) 22nk+1 > Lk7
(iii) da(y) < Ly (y) for every y € R™;
(iv) my is the length of xy;
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(v) Q? (ka{mk 1+HLmeg_1+2,.. m%}) 23%7
(Vi> ¢2(:Ckx{mk—l+17mk—1+27---7mk}) > 2nk7
(Vii) smer < &1 (emys125(my)) (here e; € RY is the sequence having
1 on ith coordinate and zeros on all other coordinates);
(viii) xp € Mon.

Note that items (i)-(vi) are exactly the same as in the proof of the
implication (d) = (a) in Theorem 4.5. Hence, we will omit some
details.

Start with n; = 1 (note that item (vii) is empty in the case of k =
1), find some finite nonincreasing real sequence z; such that QEQ(Zl) >
221+l (21) and put 2y = 7oy Note that item (viii) is satisfied,
since z; is nonincreasing. Let m; be the length of z;. Then items (v)

and (vi) are satisfied for the same reason as in the proof of Theorem
4.5. Moreover, using Lemma 4.4, we find L; € N as in (iii).

If n;,m;, L; and x; for all i < k are already defined, we can find ngyq
such that items (i), (ii) and (vii) are met. There is some finite non-
increasing real sequence 2,1 such that ¢o(zps1) > 22411 (211).
Let myy1 be the length of o1 - Similarly as in the proof of Theorem
4. 5 we have Mi1 > My and (bg(zk_H XN\{1,2,.. 7mk}) > 22nk+1¢1(2k+1
XN\{172,...7mk}) Put:

( ) {(l'k),, if’i S myg,
Th+1)i = (Zh+1)i . ,
R ifm, <1< mgiq.
2"k o1 (2h 41 XN\ {12, ,mp,}) k = htl

Then items (iv), (v) and (vi) are met. We will show that (viii) is
satisfied. Observe that xpy1 [ {1,...,m,} is nonincreasing by (viii)
applied to k and xgy1 [ {mg + 1,mg + 2,...} is nonincreasing, since
Z41 18. Thus, it suffices to check that |xg.1(myg)| > |xgr1(mg +1)| and
the latter follows from:

|1 (g, + D)|dr(emys1) = O1 (|21 (mg + 1)]€mps1)
1

ONk41

< ¢1(€mk+1$k(mk)) = |Ik+1(mk)|¢l(emk+l)'

< ¢1 (xk+1X{mk+1 me+2,.. 7mk+1})

To end the recursion step, use Lemma 4.4 to find Ly, as in (iii).

Once the construction is completed, define = |J, .y 2x. Then x € Mon
follows from (viii) and x € EXH(¢1)\FIN(¢2) can be shown in the same
way as in the proof of Theorem 4.5.
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(b) = (d): This follows from the inclusion mEXH(¢2) € mFIN(¢,)
(see Proposition 3.6).

(a) = (b): Assume that mEXH(¢;) € mEXH(¢,) and take any = €
mEXH(¢;)\mEXH(¢3). Then z € Mon\mEXH(¢,), thus mFIN(¢y) C
co (by Proposition 3.19). By the fact that mEXH(¢1) € mFIN(¢;)

(Proposition 3.6), we have b1 () < 00, thus, without losing generality,
we may assume that x is non-negative, non-increasing and ¢;(x) = 1.

There are two possible cases: either z € mFIN(¢y) or € mFIN(¢,).
In the case that 2 & mFIN(¢,), we have ¢o(2) = oo and ¢;(z) = 1.
Since ¢2($) = lim,, o0 ¢2($'X{1,2 ..... n}) and ¢, (1' " X{1.2,..., n}) < ¢ (1') =
1 for all n, we obtain:
lim ¢A2 (SL’ * X{1,2,..., n})
nTee gy (SL’ “X{1.2,..., n})
hence ¢z Zm ¢1.

In the case that x € mFIN(¢,), we know that x € cg, as mFIN(¢2) C ¢o.
Take a > 0 such that lim, o ¢2(2 - X{n,nt1,.}) = @ (such « exists, as

> nll_{l;lo s (2 X{1,2,.m)) = 00,

Qgg(llf * X{n;n+1,..}) 1S a non-increasing sequence in [0,q§2(a:)] and = ¢
mEXH(¢2)). Define recursively the sequence () in such way that for
all k € N we get ¢1( - Xgng+1mpt2,.3) < 1/k and
T(ngy1)
x(ny)
This is possible, because lim, .., z(n) = 0, z is non-increasing and
lim,, o <;§1(:c “Xfnn+1,.}) = 0.

Now, for any k& € N, we can define the sequence y, by yr(n) =
x(ngs1) for n < nyyy and yg(n) = x(n) otherwise. Clearly, yy is
non-increasing as x is non-increasing. Moreover, taking my such that

1
< -
~ k

€Z§2 (yk “X{1,2,..., mk}) ¢§2 (yk “X{ng1 g1 +2,, mk}) >
1 (U Xqr2miy) 1 (Uk - X(12m0)) T 01 (Uk * Xngt 1 42mi})

s (:5 “X{nigp1+1,nps142,..., mk}) S a2 _ ko
- %% (SL’ : X{1,2...,nk}) + ¢ (SL’ " X{nk+1ng+2,.., mk}) a % + % 4

hence ¢y 2y, 1.

(a) = (e): Assume that ¢o =<,, ¢, i.e. there is M > 0 such
that ¢o(y) < M¢,(y)for every non-increasing finite sequence y. Let
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x € BV(¢y) and fix any J = (J,) € P;. If ¢(N) < +oo, then
BV (¢1) = BV(¢2) = B(I) (by Proposition 3.18), so we may as-
sume that ¢;(N) = 40co. Then we have z(.J,) € ¢, and we can ap-
ply the procedure descrlbed below. Let o N — N be such that
[2(Jay)| = sup{|z(Ja)| : n € N} and [a(Jrgin)| = sup{|z(Ja)] - 1 €
N\ {n(1),...,7(k)}} for all k € N. Then J* = (Jy() € Pr and
x(J*) € Mon. Hence, by the condition imposed on ¢q, we have:

~

Ga(x(J)) < Ga(x(J%)) < My (x(J*)) < M sup ¢y (x(])).

JePr

Since J was arbitrary, we get that

sup ¢o(x(J)) < M sup ¢y (x(J)),

JEPs JETs
so z € BV(¢2).

(e) = (c): We will show that the condition mFIN(¢;) € mFIN(¢2)
implies BV (¢;1) Z BV(¢2).

Assume first that mFIN(¢;) = Mon. Since mFIN(¢;) € mFIN(¢,),
mFIN(¢2) # Mon. Then Proposition 3.18 gives us BV(¢) = B(I) €

BV(¢2).

Assume now that mFIN(¢;) # Mon. Fix x = (z,) € mFIN(¢;) \
mFIN(¢y). Let f:[0,1] — R be a piecewise linear function such that

F(1) =0, £(0) = 3202 (=1)" || and f(55) = 325, (—1)" | for
all k& € N. This function is well-defined as « € ¢, (by Proposition 3.18)..

Observe that f ¢ BV(¢s), since for the sequence of intervals J =

(J,) € J; given by J; = 3,1] and Jis1 = [2,}“, o for all k € N, we

have | f(Ji)| = |24|- Thus supez, ¢2(f () = ¢o(f(J)) = do(x) =
On the other hand, for each J € J; we have:

neNZ\f \<Z|f

This is actually a simple observation, which may either be proved di-
rectly or deduced from the general observation (see [20, Proposition
1.1]) stating that when selecting the ends of the intervals we should
select points of varying monotonicity to get higher value of the sum.

Hence, by the assumption imposed on ¢;, we have sup ;. 7, o1(f()) =

S1(f(])) = d1(x) < oo. [
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5. PARTICULAR CASE I: SIMPLE DENSITY IDEALS

In this Section we are interested in Isc submeasures of the form ¢,(C) =

SUD,,en W, where g : N — N satisfies the following conditions:

(a) (g(n)) is nondecreasing;

g(n)

)
(¢) =7~ does not tend to zero;
) 50 is nondecresing.

Ideals of the form Exh(¢,) (for functions ¢ satisfying all the above re-
quirements except the last one) have been extensively studied in [3],
[14] and [15]. For that reason, we decided to write the last item sep-
arately despite the fact that (c) follows from (d). We will denote by

G the set of all functions ¢ satisfying conditions (a)-(d). Note that in
this case ¢g4(x) = sup,,cy %

In 1974 Chanturia introduced the concept of the modulus of variation
of the bounded function (see [6]), which for x: I — R is given as a

sequence

v(a,n) = sup > (L)),
Pn =1

where P,, denotes the set of all n-element families of nonoverlapping
intervals of I. In the mentioned paper [6] the Author introduced set
of functions V[g|, for a given sequence g: N — R, as a family of those
functions for which v(z,n) = O(g(n)). These classes are now called
Chanturia (or Chanturiya) classes in literature. One of the statements
(see Theorem 1 in the mentioned paper) was that the necessary and
sufficient condition for a sequence to be v(z,n) for some function z is
that it is nondecreasing and concave. These classes were studied since
then in many papers, mainly in relation to a convergence of Fourier
series and relations to other families of functions of bounded variation
(see especially the relation between Chanturia classes and Waterman
spaces given by Avdispahi¢ in [2]).

The sequences defining Chanturia classes are defined as real valued se-
quences but as we can see we may redefine any real-valued sequence
h(n) to a sequence g(n) = [h(n)], which has values in natural numbers
and the same asymptotics as n — +00. One more important observa-
tion for nondecreasing and concave sequences h(n) as considered in a
context of Chanturia classes is that they are such that % are nonde-
creasing (as required by the definition of a family G above). Without
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the loss of generality we may assume that h(0) = 0 and then from
being concave we may deduce that for each k € {1,...,n — 1} we have

h(k) = h (%m (1 - %) 0) > %h(n) + (1 - %) h(0) = %h(n),

which gives

as desired.

Theorem 5.1. The following are equivalent for every g, h € G:

(a) g(n) = O(h(n)), i.e., there is 1 > 0 such that £7°5 < n for all
neN;
(b) ¢ = @y
Ph S Gg;
Fin (qbg) C Fin(¢n);
Exh(¢,) C Exh(¢y);
Exh(¢,) € Fin(¢);
FIN(¢,) € FIN(¢n);
EXH(@,) € EXH(6);
EXH(¢y) € FIN(¢n);
mEIN(¢,) € mFIN(¢p);
mEXH(¢,) € mEXH(¢);
mEXH(¢,) € mFIN(¢p);
BV(¢y) € BV(¢n)-

(c
(d
(e
(f
(g
(h
(i
(]
(k

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
(1)
m)

(

Proof. (a) => (b): We claim that ¢p,(z) < n¢o,(z) for every z € RY.
Indeed, for every n € N we have:

E:’L:l |1'z| Z:’L:l |1'z|
Wy = g

Items (b), (g), (h) and (i) are equivalent thanks to Theorem 4.5.

The (b) = (c) is obvious.

Items (c), (j), (k), (1) and (m) are equivalent thanks to Theorem 4.6,
since for any g € G and any z,y € RY such that Y »  |z;| < >0, |uil
for all n € N, it is easy to see that ¢4(z) < ¢,(y).

By Proposition 4.2, (b) = (d), (b) = (e), (d) = (f) and (¢) =
(f)-

Therefore, we only need to show (f) = (a) and (¢c) = (a).
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(¢) = (a): Assume that (a) does not hold. We need to show that
(c) does not hold, i.e., for every M > 0 there is a finite nonincreasing
sequence x such that ¢p(x) > Mo, (z).

Fix M > 0. Since (a) does not hold, there is n € N such that £25 > M.
Define = = (z;) € RY by:

9m) - if i <,
rp=9q " .
0, otherwise.

Then z is nonincreasing and

>y il g(n)
on(z) > W) h(n) > M.

Now we will show that ¢g4(x) < 1, which will finish the proof. Fix
m € N. There are three possibilities:

e Ifm=n, then%zl.
2ialzil _ g(n)

e If m > n, then < 1, since g is nondecreasing.

e If m < n, then

g(m) g(m)

il _ 5
g(m)  alm) =

m

N

since TZ) is nondecresing.

(f) = (a): Assume that (a) does not hold. We will use Proposition
4.2(c) to show that (f) does not hold.

Fix any & € N. We are looking for F E Fln such that ¢, (F) < 5r and
én(F) > 2% Let § > 1 be such that P ) > <. Note that —% % for all

: (l)
i € N (by the fact that G i nondecresmg).

Since (a) does not hold, there is n € N such that % > 2koktls,

Actually, there are infinitely many such n (given one such n we can

Wn)) > 2K2KFL§). Thus, without loss
of generality we may assume that n is big enough to guarantee that

ot < 355 < or (since lim, g(n) = o0).

Find j E N such that 277§ > g(n) > 27§ and note that j > k (as

Lo« L ) Moreover, since —— > = 1 , we have n > g( ) > 94, Hence,
g(n) 2k5 g(n)

we can find ¢ < n such that n —a = 2] k.
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Define F={n—a+1,n—a+2,...,n}. Then

noa n—Aggeg o 2 gugris ok,

W2 ) 7 gt 37;

In order to finish the proof, we need to show that

|[FN{l,...,m}| 1
F)=sup < —.
¢g( ) meN g(m> 2’9
Fix m € N. There are four possibilities:
m n—a j—k
. Ifm:n,then%:g—n)< 2;- <2l,c.
o If m > n, then ‘Fmi;{;‘)’m}' = ;‘(;n“) < Z(_nl; < 2%, since ¢ is nonde-
creasing.
° Ifmga,thenW:O.
|Fﬁ{17,m}| . m—a __ m _ a n_
o lfa<m <n, then 2™ = 0 = 2w ~ @ = 3m
ﬁ = Z(_n ‘; < 2%, since T’;) and g are nondecresing.

6. PARTICULAR CASE II: SUMMABLE IDEALS AND ABV SPACES

In this Section we are interested in Isc submeasures of the form ¢ 4(C') =
Y nec On, Where A = (a,) is a Waterman sequence (i.e., A is a nonin-
creasing sequence of positive real numbers such that ) a, = 00).
Note that in this case ¢ is actually a measure and ¢ 4(z) = 3
In such case:

neN CLZ|LE‘Z|

o Fin(ps) = Exh(¢a) is the summable ideal Z, given by the
sequence A (see Definition 2.5 and [8, Example 1.2.3]);

e FIN(¢4) = EXH(¢4) and mFIN(¢4) = mEXH(¢4) (by the
previous item, Proposition 3.7 and Remark 3.8);

e BV(¢p,) is the space ABV of functions of bounded A-variation.

We will need the following result.

Theorem 6.1 ([11, Theorem 4.1]). Assume we have two Waterman
sequences A = (ap)neny and B = (by)nen. The following statements are
equivalent:

(a) Ta <k Ip;
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(b) There exist positive numbers m, M and a partition of N into
consecutive nonempty finite intervals (I,,)nen Such that

ma, < Z b, < Ma,
el

for every n € N;
(¢) There exists M > 0 such that

k l
ZbizMZaiﬁkaMal

i=1 i=1
for all k,1 € N.

Theorem 6.2. Assume we have two Waterman sequences A = (ap)nen
and B = (by)nen. The following statements are equivalent:

(a) D27 b =00>"" a;), i.e., there is n > 0 such that
271'7/21 bl S ,'7
D i @i
for alln € N;

)
) (bB jm (bA;

) ABV C BBV ;

) mEXH(¢4) C mEXH(¢p).
) mFIN(¢4) € mFIN(¢p);

)

Proof. The equivalence of items (c)-(g) follows from Theorem 4.6, since
given any Waterman sequence A = (a,)neny and any z,y € RY such
that > " o] < >°F |yl for all n € N, using the fact that (a,) is
nonincreasing we have:

Zak|$k| = i (Z \$z|> (ar — ag41) —|—CLnZ |24 <

k=1 k=1 \i=1 i=1

n—1 k n n
<> (Z \yz|> (ak = k1) +an > Jyil = > axlyel-
k=1 1 1=1 k=1

Hence, ¢pa(x) < ¢a(y).

The equivalence of items (a) and (d) is proved in [19, Theorem 3], so
it remains to show that (a) and (b) are equivalent.
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(b) = (a): By the previous theorem, we can find M > 0 and a partition
of N into consecutive nonempty intervals (1, ),en such that for alln € N

we have
Z’ie.[n bl

Qn

§M7

thus

max I,
M < M.
D e

Let us put n = M and take n € N. Then there exists 7 € N such that
n € I;. It follows that n > j, thus

n max [;

- b 7 b,
2;21 7 S szl S M =.
Zi:l a”i i=1 az

(a) = (b): Suppose that T4 £x Zp and fix n > 0. Let M = 2n. By the
previous theorem, we can find &, € N such that Zle b; > MZﬁzl a
and b, > Ma;. We have two cases.

If £ < then
k k
C b C b
Zli:l Z le_l Z M > n.
Do G D G
If £ > [ then
k k kg k k
k
D <) a Z T Z Z ,
i=l+1 i=l+1 i—1
thus

k

l k k k k
> i i bi 2> .b
o= et d e SRS g = TR

i=1 i=l+1

hence
Z?:l bi M
2

> — =
%
D i1 @i

Therefore, in both cases condition (a) does not hold. O
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7. COMPARISON OF TWO PARTICULAR CASES

The next theorem is an interesting comment to the paper [2] giving
different inclusions between Chanturia classes and Waterman spaces:
this is a general proof that many of the inclusions given there are strict
(these, for which the assumption on monotonicity of (g(n+ 1) — g(n))
is satisfied).

Theorem 7.1. Let g € G be such that (g(n+1) — g(n)) monotonically
tends to 0. Then BV(¢,) is not equal to any ABV .

Proof. Let A = (a,) be a Waterman sequence. We will obtain the thesis
by showing that mFIN(¢,) # mFIN(¢4) and applying Theorem 4.6.

Define the sequence z = (x,,) by the formula )"  x, = g(n). Clearly,

2 is nonincreasing, tends to 0 and belongs to mFIN(¢y) as ¢g(x) = 1.
We have two cases:

In the first case we assume that >~ | a,, = co. Then x € mFIN(¢y)\
mFIN($4).

In the second case we assume that fozl anx, < oco. Notice that then
for every k € N we have Y 2 jan(k-x,) = k- > o0 apx, < co. We
will show that mFIN(¢4) \ mFIN(¢,) # 0.

We will now define recursively sequences (n;) and (m;) of natural num-
bers. We put as n; the smallest N such that 2-" _ \ a,z, < i. Next,
we put as my the smallest N > ny such that 2xy < x,,. We can find
such because lim,,_,o z,, = 0.

Now, suppose we have already defined n; and m; for some ¢ € N. Then
we define n;,; as the smallest N > m; such that

N .
. 1 . 1+ 1
(z+2)2anajn < 5z and (i + 1) Z Ty > 5 g(N).

n>N n=m,

apx, = 0and (i+1) A

We can find such NV, since lim; 00 3 2, ; 1

(1 + 1)g(j), which tends to infinity, thus
G+1)37_

i .n:mi
j00 9(j)
Next, we define m;y; as the smallest N > n;,; such that (i + 2)xy <
(0 + 1),
We can now proceed to defining the sequence y = (y,,) such that y €
mFIN(¢4) \ mFIN(¢,), which will end the proof. We put

=i+ 1.
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Tp, if n < mnyq,
Yn = { (1 4+ 1)xp,, if n; <n <m; for some i,

(i + )z, if m; <n <n;q for some i.
First, notice that y is nonincreasing as (x,,) is nonincreasing and (i +
Dy, <1i-x,, for every i € N. Next, observe that y € mFIN(¢,) as

R Yo (i Dw, i1

bg(y) = >
9(“@+1) 2
for every i € N. Finally, we obtain y € mFIN(¢4) by the fact that

MNi41

Zanyns ZananrZ > an(i+ 1)z, <

n<ni i=1 n=n;+1

< Zanxn—i—zz i+ Dayx, < Za“x”+221+1:

n<ni i=1 n>n; n<ni

:Zanxn+§<oo.

n<ni

O

Example 7.2. The sequence g(n) = +/n belongs to G and is such that
g(n + 1) — g(n) monotonically tends to 0. Therefore, BV(¢,) is not
equal to any ABV .
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