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Foreword

The present book gives a systematic overview of function theory and
the theory of Stieltjes integral. Most of the material in this book either
appeared only in journal articles or was not previously published, and is
the content of a number of special courses given by the author for graduate
and undergraduate students of Udmurt State University. The style of the
book differs significantly from the other books by the author (see [12],
[13], [17]), which contained, in addition to the theoretical material, a
large number of exercices of varying difficulty together with solutions to
most of these exercices. This book is a crossover between a textbook and
a monograph. It is the first part of the “big book” dedicated to selected
sections of the theory of functions of real variable and functional analysis.

To make the exposition more systematic and to avoid overloading the
reader with references, we included along with the new results a number
of classical results (at the same time, references to widely used textbooks
are not always given). For the same purpose, the book begins with a
functional-analytical introduction, which contains what is necessary for
reading the main body of the book (and for reading the aforementioned
“big book”).

Our account of the theory of functions of bounded variation is more
detailed than what can be found in the classical textbooks (see e.g.
[27],[37]). In particular, we included some not so well known results for the
functions of bounded variation from an article of
A Yu. Levin [34].

One of the central concepts in this book is that of a requlated or proper
function (that is, a function having finite one-sided limits at each point).
([22], [45], [49]; see [8] — [16], [20], [21], see also [3],[40] — [42]). The
theory of proper functions is presented in detail, including previously un-
published results. We describe dense subsets of the Banach space R of
proper functions, and discuss some useful subspaces of this space. We
introduce and study the space N of o-continuous functions (i.e. bounded
fonctions having at most countably many discontinuity points) and find
its dense subset. (One has R € N.) It turned out that spaces R and N
play an important role in the theory of the classical Riemann — Stieltjes
integral (RS-integral).

We present the most complete, in comparison with the classical text-
books, theory of the RS-integral. This includes the necessary and suf-
ficient condition for the existence of this integral (an analogue of the
Lebesgue theorem), as well as some sufficient conditions (for instance, we
prove integrability of a o-continuous function with respect to a continuous
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function of bounded variation). We also obtain some new limit theorems.
We introduce the notion of an exact pair (of spaces) for the existence of
the RS-integral and find sond previously unknown exact pairs.

The notion of “x-integral”, which allows one to integrate discontinuous
functions (integrable in the sense of Riemann) with respect to discontinu-
ous functions (of bounded variation), plays a central role in this book. As
is well known, the RS-integral does not exist if the integrated and the in-
tegrating functions have even a single common point of discontinuity (see,
for example, [27, sect.584]. Meanwhile, in applications, one often has to
integrate discontinuous functions with respect to discontinuous functions
(see [5], [28], [34] and many others). For this purpose, one can use the
Perron—Stieltjes integral (PS-integral). However, for all the complexity
of defining and handling it, it essentially requires that both functions —
the integrated and the integrating — have finite total variation (see [47],
see also [31], [32]). Moreover, for this integral there is no suitable limit
theorem of the form

b

/ £ (t) dga(t) = / w(t)dg(t) (0 — 00),

a

which is needed for applications (see, for example, [5], [14]). The Lebesgue—
Stieltjes integral (LS-integral) has similar disadvantages. A large body
of literature was devoted to various attempts to overcome these problems
(see, for example, [2], [5], [20], [28], [34], [40], [53] etc).

Strictly speaking, the *-integral is not an integral in the usual sense
(because it is not defined using the integral sum). It is defined as a
certain bilinear functional equal to the sum of two “real” integrals: 1)
RS-integral of a o-continuous function with respect to the continuous part
of a function of bounded variation, and 2) the sum of a series, which can
be interpreted as an LS-integral of the same o-continuous function with
respect to the discrete part of the same functions of bounded variation
(this is the sum of products of the values of the integrated function and
the jumps of the integrating function at the points of discontinuity of the
latter). The proposed *-integral retains some “good” properties of the
RS-integral. In particular, for this integral one has Helly’s limit thoerem,
which does not carry over to the general LS-integral (or PS-integral) (see
Theorems 14.6-14.7).

The specifics of the proposed definitions allows not to use any measure
theory. When dealing with the *-integral, one only needs the concept of
a set of zero measure. This circumstance makes possible to have the
improved limit theorems (in comparison with the limits theorems for LS-
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and PS-integrals). The general notion of (Lebesgue) measure is used only
to prove some auxiliary statements of general nature in Sec. 14.2, not
directly related to the *-integral theory. Moreover, all the properties of
the *-integral, all statements of the theory of this integral (see below) are
deduced from the above definition.

As a direct application of the *-integral, we present the scheme for con-
structing solution of ordinary linear differential equation with generalized
functions in the coefficients , first published in [5]. The scheme consists of
replacing the differential equation by a quasi-differential equaton whose
coefficients are ordinary functions. The LS-integral used in [5], [6], [14] is
now replaced by the *-integral, which allowed us to obtain a new theorem
on d-correctness of the solution.

Another application of *-integral is given in §16. There we show that
the general form of a continuous linear functional in spaces of proper or
o-continuous functions is given by *-integral.

To read the book, it is enough to have the basic understanding of
the set theory and linear algebra, differential calculus for functions of one
and several variables, the Riemann integral, the theory of series of real
numbers and functions.

The book is intended as a textbook for senior undergraduate and
graduate students in mathematics, as well as for young teachers. It will
be useful for beginning (and not only) researchers in the field of function
theory, integration theory, theory of differential equations.



Chapter I. Metric spaces

1. Metric spaces

1.1. Definition and examples

Let M be an arbitrary set. The function p : M x M — [0, 00) is called
a metric (or a metric function) if it has the following properties:

1) p(z,y) = 0 if and only if 2 = y (the identity axiom);

2) p(y,z) = p(z,y) for any x,y € M (the axiom of symmetry);

3p(z,y) < p(x, z) + p(z,y) for any z,y,z € M (the triangle inequal-
ity).

The pair (9, p) is called a metric space. If the metric p is clear form
the context, then we simply write 9. The elements of a metric space are
called points. The value of p(z,y) is called the distance between points x
and y.

From the triangle inequality, we obtain the following quadrilateral
inequality: for any x,x’,y,y € M

lp(z,y) — p(a’,y")| < pla.2") + p(y.y). (1.1)

Proof. Let z,y,2’,y’ € 9M. Applying the triangle inequality, we success-
ively obtain

plx,y) < plz,y') + p(v' y) < plz,y') + p(y',2") + p(a’, y),

pla’ y") < pla',y) + ply, y') < pla’,y) + ply, z) + p(z,y'),

where

plz,y)—pa’,y") < plx,y')+p(a',y), p(a',y)—plx,y) < plz, v )+p(', y).

The resulting inequalities are equivalent to the desired inequality (1.1).
O

Examples of metric spaces

1°. The set R (C) of real (complex) numbers endowed with the metric
pp(2,y) = |x —y| is a metric space. The axioms of identity and symmetry
are obvious. The triangle inequality follows from the properties of the
absolute value of a real number (of the modulus of a complex number,
respectively).
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2°. The sets R} (C}) of n-tuples & = (x1, 22, ...,7,) of n (n > 2) real
(complex) numbers with the metric

1
n P
oz, y) = (Z vk — yk|p> (1<p<o0)
k=1

The axioms of identity and symmetry are obvious. The triangle inequality
follows from the Minkowski inequality (see the Appendix). Example 1
follows from Example 2 upon taking n = 1.

3°. The set of sequences of real or complex numbers = = (21,22, ...)

o0
such that the series Y |zg|P (1 < p < oo0) converges. We define the
k=1

following metric:

p(z,y) = (Z |zk — yk|p> -
k=1

The first two axioms of the metric are obvious. The triangle inequality
is again a consequence of the Minkowski inequality. The resulting metric
space is denoted by 1,. We denote by 1., = m the set of bounded sequences
of real or complex numbers endowed with the metric

p(x,y) = sup|ry — yxl. (1.2)
keN

Let us verify the triangle inequality for (1.2) (axioms 1 and 2 are obvious).
For each k € N, by the properties of the absolute value of a real number
(modulus of a complex number), we have

|z — yi| = lor — 26 + 26 — Yi| < |2k — 28] + |28 — yi| <
< sup|zk — 2k| + sup|zr — Ykl
k k

Passing to the supremum in the left side, we obtain the triangle inequality
for (1.2).
4°. The set of convergent sequences of real or complex numbers
equipped with metric (1.2) is denoted by c; the set of sequences of real or
complex numbers that converge to zero is denoted by ¢y, cg C ¢ C m.
5°. The set of arbitrary sequences of real or complex numbers endowed
with metric
_ = 1 |xk - yk' 1 3)
pla,y) ;% T T— (1.
11



is denoted by s. The axioms of identity and symmetry for function (1.3)
are, clearly, satisfied. Let us prove the triangle inequality. Since function
t— 1L+t is increasing and |z — yr| < |zk — 2k| + |2k — Y&|, We have
e I e Bl el
X X
Tt fze —yul ~ 1+ [2e — 2] + |2k — yil
|2k — 2 |2k — Ykl
e N S T

Multiplying the left and the right side of the resulting inequality by 2%,
summing up in k from k =1 to k = N and taking N — oo, we arrive at
the triangle inequality for (1.3).

6°. The set Cla, b] of continuous functions z : [a,b] — R (C) equipped
with metric

p(z,y) = max [+(t) — y(2)]. (1.4)
t€la,b]

We will only verify the triangle inequality. For each ¢ € [a,b], using the

properties of the absolute value (modulus), we have

[2(t) —y(®)] < |2(t) = 2(O)] + [2(1) —y(B)] <
< t) —z(t)| + t) —y(t)|.
Jnax [o(t) = 2(t)] + max |2(t) — y(t)]
Taking the maximum in ¢ € [a,b] in the left-hand side of this inequality

ends the proof.
7°. The set M[a, b] of bounded functions « : [a,b] — R (C) with metric

p(r,y) = t:pr}I:v(t) —y(t)] (1.5)

The triangle inequality is proved in exactly the same way as in the previous
example.

1.2. Basic concepts in metric space

1°. The open ball of radius r centered at point a € 9 is defined to be
the set B(a,r) = {z € M : p(z,a) < r}. A point z is called an interior
point of the set A C 9 if there exists € > 0 such that B(z,e) C A, that
is, if = belongs to the set A together with some ball centered at the point
x; the set int A of interior points is called the interior of the set A; the
set A is called open if all its points are interior, that is, if A = int A. Any
open set containing point x € 9 is called a neighborhood of this point.

An open ball in space R (example 1) is an open interval:

B(a,r) = (a—7r,a+7).
12



In space R3 (example 2) an open ball is a disk, i.e.
Bla,r) = {(z,y) : 2* + > < r?}.

Open ball is an open set.

Proof. Put B = B(zo,7) (xo € M, r > 0). Let © € B be an arbitrary
point. The latter means that p(x,z¢) < r. Take ¢ < r — p(z, x0). Let
y € B(z,¢e); then p(zo,y) < p(zo,x) + p(z,y) < plxo,z) + < 1, ie.
y € B. This proves that B(z,e) C B. O

2°. A closed ball of radius r centered at a point a € 9 is defined to be
the set Bla,r] = {z € M : p(x,a) < r}

A closed ball in R is a closed interval Bla,r] = [a — r,a + r]; a closed
ball in R3 is a (closed) disk Bla,r] = {(z,y) : 2% + y* < r?}.

3°. We say that a sequence {z,}52, of points in a metric space 9
converges to the point © € M (we write: x,, — = or x = limx,) if the
sequence of numbers {p(z,,x)}52; converges to zero, p(zn,x) — 0. The
point z is called the limit of the sequence x,,.

A sequence {x,}22, in a metric space M can have only one limit.

Proof. Let z, — x and let z, — y. By the triangle inequality,
plx,y) < p(z,x,) + p(xn,y). Since on the right side of this inequality
both sequences tend to zero, we have p(z,y) = 0, which yields z =y. O

4°. A point o’ € M is called a limit point of the set A if any neighbor-
hood of 2’ contains another point of A (different from z’). Let r, — 0.
According to the definition of limit point, the ball B(z’,r,) has a point
xn € Az, # 2. Since p(x,,2’) < 7, we have x,, — a’. Thus, point
z' is a limit point of the set A if and only if there exists a sequence of
elements of this set that converges to x'.

The set of limit points of the set A is denoted by A’. The set A is
called closed if A’ C A.

The points of the set A\ A’ are called isolated.

The set cl A = A|J A’ is called the closure of the set A.

A set A is called perfect if A’ = A. A perfect set, therefore, does not
contain isolated points

Closed ball is a closed set.

Proof. Set B = Blxo,r] (zo0 € M,r > 0) and take an arbitrary point
x € B. This means that p(z,z¢) < r. Let 2* be a limit point of B. There
is a sequence {x,}52,; C B such that x, — z*. The last inclusion means
that p(zn,x) <7, n=1,2,... Letting n — oo, we obtain p(a*,z) < r,
i.e.z* € B. Hence B is a closed set. ]

The closure of a set is a closed set. The closure of a set is the smallest
closed set containing this set.
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Proof. By the definition of the closure, cl A = AU A’ (A C M). Any
neighborhood of each limit point of the set A’ contains points of this set,
and hence points of set A. Therefore, the limit points of set A’ are also
limit points of set A,, i.e. they belong to A’. Thus, (cl A) C A’ C cl A.

Let F be a closed set that contains A. The set F' contains all its limit
points, and hence the limit points of the set A. This means that F' D ¢l A.
O

5°. A subset M of a metric space (9, p) is called dense in a set A C M
if for any € > 0 and any = € A there exists y € M, such that p(x,y) < e.
If A =907, then we say that M is everywhere dense.

A set M is dense in A if and only if for every x € A there exists a
sequence {yn}>2, C M such that y, — x; M is dense in A if and only if
A CclM.

Proof. Let M be dense in A and let € A be an arbitrary point. By
the definition of a dense subset, for every n € N there is a point y, € M
such that p(x,y,) < % — 0, i.e. y, — x for n — oo.

Assume now that for any x € A there exists a sequence {y,}52; C M
such that y, — x. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. There is n € N such that
p(x,yn) < €. Clearly, y, is the required point.

Let M be dense in A. It follows from what was just proved that
every point of A is a limit point of M, i.e.it belongs to cl M. Hence,
A C cIM. Conversely, let A C clM,e > 0 and let € A. Then
r€ACcdM=MUM.Ifz € M, then we put y = z. If z € M’
(that is, = is a limit point M), then there is point y € M such that
p(x,y) < e. Hence M is dense in A. O

A subset A of a metric space (9, p) is called nowhere dense if any
open ball B C 91 contains an open ball B C B such that B NA=g.

6°. A set M of a metric space (9, p) is called bounded if there exists
a ball containing this set, i.e. if there are x € 91 and r > 0 such that
M C Blz,r].

If M C M can be covered the union of finitely many balls, i.e.

M c U Blzk, 7] (n € N), then M is a bounded set.
k=1
Proof. Let

n
M C ICLJIB[:E;C, gl (n€N), m= 2211}52(";)(1"1,1“;6), r= llélkagnrk

and let x € M C |J Blzg, k). Then x € Blzy, ri] for some k. Hence
k=1

p(x1,z) < p(z1,78) + p(TRy ) KM+ 7 = 2 € Blwy,m+r].
14



Thus, we have proved that M C B[zy, m + r], as needed. [l
A convergent sequence is bounded.
Proof. Let z,, — x. For ¢ = 1, there is a positive integer N; such that
for all n > Ny p(xn,z) < 1. Denote r = maX{1’1<H711%)§v1p(I’I">}' Then

we have, for all n € N, p(z,z,) <r, ie. {x,}22; C Blz,7]. O

7°. Let (9M, p) be a metric space, M C M, p’ is the restriction of p
on M. Then (N, p’) is also a metric space. It is called a subspace of the
space (O, p). For example, the line segment [a,b] (closed interval) is a
subspace of the metric space R. Since ¢, C ¢ C 1, and the metric in
these spaces is defined by the same formula (1.2), we obtain that ¢y and ¢
are subspaces of 1o, and ¢y is a subspace of c¢. Similarly, Cla,b] C M]a, b],
and the metric (1.5), after we restrict oursleves to the space of continuous
functions, becomes metric (1.4). Thus, Cla, b] is a subspace of M][a, b]. At
the same time, despite the inclusion 1, C cg, 1, is not a subspace of c,,
since metric (1.2) does not coincide with the metric in 1, upon restricting
to 1.

8°. Let (9, p) and (N, d) be metric spaces. We equip direct product
M x N with the metric

h((:l?, y)v (‘T/a y/)) = p(:E, ‘T/) + d(ya y/)'
The resulting metric space is called the direct product of metric spaces
(M, p) and (N, d).

h satisfies the azioms of a metric. Convergence of (Xn,yn) — (2,y) in
M XN means that x,, — x n M and y, —y in N, and convergence
T = to M and y, =y to N imply convergence (T, yn) — (x,y) in
M x N.

Proof. Let h((z,y),(z',y")) = 0. Then p(z,2') = 0, d(y,y’) = 0.
Hence, © = 2,y = ¢/, i.e. (x,y) = (¢/,y’). The axiom of symmetry is
obvious. Let us verify the triangle inequality:

h((x,y), (2, y") = plx,2") + d(y,y") < pl,2") + p(a”,2") + d(y, y")+
+d(y",y') = h((z,y), (", y") + (2", y"), (2’,y")).

Let (zn,yn) — (x,y) be in M x M. This means that

h((Tn, yn), (2,9)) = 0 = p(@n, ) + d(Yn,y) — 0 <=
<~ p(zn,z) = 0,d(yn,y) — 0.

O
9°. Let (M, p) and (M, d) be metric spaces. A mapping f : DM — N is
said to be continuous at a point z if, for any sequence z,, — = in 9, the
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sequence f(z,) — f(x) in M. The mapping is said to be continuous on
set M C 9, if it is continuous at every point of M.

Metric p is continuous (as a mapping from M x M to R). If x* € M,
then the function p(-,z*) : M — R is continuous.

Proof. Let z, — x, y, — y. We obtain from 1.1 that

(2, yn) — p(@,y)| < p(Tn, ) + p(Yn, y) = 0 = p(Tn, yn) — p(,y),

hence function p(-,-) is continuous.
Putting y, =y = z* in 1.1, we arrive at

(xn — a:) = (p(xn,x*) — p(x,x*)) (n = 00),

which gives the required. |

10°. Let (91, p) and (1, d) be two metric spaces. A mapping f : 9 — N
is called an isometry if d(f(z), f(y)) = p(z,y) for all z,y € M. In other
words, f is an isometry if it preserves distance between points. Metric
spaces (M, p) and (N, d) are said to be isometric if there exists a bijective
(that is, one-to-one) isometry f : 9t — 9. If 9 is isometric to N, then
we write 9 = M. Two isometric spaces are identified since they cannot
be distinguished within the framework of the theory of metric spaces.

1.3. Analysis of convergence in concrete spaces

1°. Spaces R} (Cp). In the course of Analysis one learns that the
convergence in space RY is the coordinate-wise convergence. In the same
way, one learns that the convergence in space R} (Cp), for every p > 1,
is the coordinate-wise convergence.

2°. Spaces C|a, b] and M|a,b]. Let x,, = = in C|a, b]. By definition, the
convergence in space C[a,b] means that for any € > 0 there is a number
N such that for all n > N one has inequality

max |z, (t) — z(t)| < e.

t€la,b]
The latter means that |z, (¢t) — z(t)| < e for all t € [a,b] at the same time,
that is, the sequence {x,, }°2 ; converges uniformly, x,,(t) = x(t). Arguing
in exactly the same way, one obtains that the convergence in the space of
bounded functions Ma, b] is the uniform convergence.

This means that for every € > 0 there exists a number N, such that

for all n > N one has

1
(Z o — $k|p> <e.
k=1
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Therefore, for all £k € N and for all n > N one has |:1:,(€") —xg| < &, which in
turn yields the uniform coordinate-wise convergence. Thus, convergence
in space 1, implies the uniform coordinate-wise convergence. However, the
converse is not true: the coordinate-wise convergence (even if uniform)
does not yet imply the convergence in 1,. Indeed, let p € N,

1 1
s™M == ...,=0,...,
n n
—_———
Here :E,(c") = % for kK = 1,2,...,nP, x,(:) = 0 for k > nP; ZC](:) < %

for all k, hence 3:2”) — 0 uniformly with respect to £ € N. However,

p(z(™ . 0) = (nP %)% =1,ie 2 =0,

4°. Spaces ls, ¢, ¢g. The metric in these spaces is defined by the
formula (1.2). So, we see immediately that z(™ — z if and only if

ZC](:) — 2 (n = oo) uniformly with respect to k. Thus, the convergence
in these spaces is the uniform coordinate-wise convergence.
5°. Space s. Let x,in) — x for n — oo in s. This means that for any

€ > 0 there exists N such that for all n > N one has

> (n)
1 —
P ) =3 L Clms ] (1.6)

_ < £
k 3
2 1+ |1171(€n) - Ik|
that is, for every k € N ZC](CH) — x for n — oo, and so convergence
in space s implies the coordinate-wise convergence. Conversely, suppose
that we have the coordinate-wise convergence: 3:2”) — x as n — oo, for
every k € N. Since the series in (1.6) converges uniformly in n (indeed,

o0
it is majorized by the convergent series > 2%), we can pass to the limit
k=1

n — oo under the sum. Thus, we obtain that 2™ — z, and so convergence
in space s is the coordinate-wise convergence.
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1.4. Complete metric spaces

Let (9, p) be a metric space. A sequence {x,} of elements of M is
called fundamental (or converging in itself, or a Cauchy sequence) if for
any € > 0 there exists N such that for all m,n > N one has p(z,, zm) < €.

Every convergent sequence is fundamental.

Proof. Let z,, — x. This means that for every ¢ > 0 there is a positive
integer N such that for all n > N one has p(z,,,x) < 5. Let m > N. Then
(@, ) < (2, ) + p(T,20) < 5+ 5 = ¢, 50 {z,}52, is fundamental.
O

Every fundamental sequence is bounded.

Proof. Let {z,}52; be a fundamental sequence. There is an N such
that p(@m,zny) < 1 for m > N. Denote M = 1£na<pr(xn,xN). Then

INX
{zp}52, C Blxn, M + 1], which, by definition, means that {z,}52, is
bounded. O

If a subsequence of a fundamental sequence converges, then the entire
sequence converges (to the same limit).

Proof. Let {z,}72, be a fundamental sequence such that its sub-
sequence {xn, }72, C {x,}52; converges: x,, — = as k — oco. We have
p(xn,x) < p(Tn, Tn,) + p(xpn,,z) = 0. The first term in the right-hand
side tends to zero as n — oo and k — oo since {x,}22; is fundamental.
The second term tends to zero since z,, — = (k — 00). |

A metric space is called complete if any of its fundamental sequences
has a limit in this space, i.e. for any sequence {z,} C 91 such that

(Ve > 0) 3N € N) (Vn,m > N) (p(2y, 2m) < €) (1.7)

one has (3z € M, z,, — z).

In the course of Analysis one proves completeness of the space of real
numbers R, as well as of the spaces R}, C}} (1 <p < +00,n > 1) (see the
Cauchy convergence principle [25, ¢. 83]).

Space M|a, b] of bounded functions is complete.

Proof. Let {z,}52; be a fundamental sequence in Ma,b], that is,
according to (1.7) and (1.5)

(Ve>0) 3N eN) (Vn,m> N) <Sup |a:n(t)—3:m(t)|<g>.
t€la,b]

Hence, for each t € [a,b], for all n,m > N, we have

|zn(t) — zm (1) <
18

(1.8)

N ™



This means that for each ¢t € [a, b] a sequence of real numbers {x,,(t)} 72, is
fundamental in R, i.e. for every t € [a, b] there is the limit z(t) = lim x,(t).
n—oo

Let us show that z(-) is a bounded function. Let us pass to the limit in
(1.8) as m — 00 : |w,(t) — x(t)| < 5 for all t € [a,b] and n > N. Then

sup |2, (t) — ()| <
t€la,b]

<e (1.9)

N ™

Fixing n > N, we find K such that |z, (t)] < K for all ¢ € [a,b]. Tak-
ing ¢ < 1, we have |z(t)] < |z(t) — 2, ()] + |zn(t)] < 1+ K, that is,
z() € Mla, b]. It follows from (1.9) that z, — = in M]a, b]. This proves
completeness of space M|a, b]. O

The following assertion is quite useful in the proofs of completeness of
metric spaces.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a subspace of a metric space M. The fol-
lowing 1is true:

1) if 9 is a complete space, then N is closed in IM;

2) if M is a complete space and N is closed in M, then N is a complete
space.

Proof. 1. Let 91 be a complete subspace of M. Let x* € 9 be its limit
point. The latter means that there is a sequence {x,}%2; C N, z, — x*
(in 9MN). Since this sequence is fundamental and 91 is complete, we have
x* € M. Therefore, N is closed.

2. Let 9 be complete, let 91 be closed, and let {z,}72,; C 91 be
an arbitrary fundamental sequence. Since 91 is complete, there exists
¥ € M, ¥ = limx,. Therefore, * is a limit point of M. Since M is
closed, * € M. Thus, N contains the limits of its fundamental sequences,
that is, 0N is complete. (|

Using this theorem, we now prove completeness of the space of con-
tinuous functions Cla, b].

Since Cla, b] is a subspace of M[a, b], it suffices to prove that Cla, b]
is closed in M[a, b]. Let «* be a limit point of Cla, b]. There is a sequence
{zp}52, C Cla,b] converging to z*. This means that x,(t) — z*(¢) uni-
formly on [a,b]. By one of the basic results in mathematical analysis,
the limit function 2*(-) is continuous, i.e. it belongs to Cla, b]. Therefore,
Cla, b] is closed. By Theorem 1.1, C[a,b] is a complete space.

Proofs of the completeness of spaces s, 1, (1 < p < 00),1s0, €o, € can
be found, for example, in [13, exerc. 1.24, 1.25].
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1.5. Completion theorem

Let (91, p) be a metric space. The smallest complete metric space
(ﬁ, p) that contains (91, p) as a subspace is called a completion of (9, p).
For example, R is a completion of Q.

The following Completion theorem is non-trivial only when applied to
incomplete spaces.

Theorem 1.2. Every metric space has a completion which is unique
up to isometry. Moreover, the original metric space is dense in its com-

pletion: cl M = .

Proof. To shorten the notation, we will write {z,, } instead of {x,,}22 ;.
Two fundamental sequences {x,} and {y,} from 9 are said to be equi-
valent (written as {x,} ~ {yn}), if p(zn,yn) = 0 (n = 00). The relation
~ is reflexive, symmetric and transitive, that is, it is an equivalence rela-
tion on the set of all fundamental sequences in 91. This relation allows us
to represent 9 as the union of disjoint classes of equivalent fundamental
sequences. Let us denote the set of these equivalence classes by M.

Let £ and n be two classes from M. Select arbitrary fundamental se-
quences {z,} € & and {y,} € 1. Due to the quadrilateral inequality

(11),
‘p(xmvym) - p(xnvyn)| < p(@n, Tm) + p(Yn, Ym) = 0 (0 — 00),

the sequence { p(xn, yn)} is fundamental in R. Since R is a complete metric

space, this  sequence  converges. Put  p(&,n) =

= lim p(zp,yn). If {2} and {y)} are some other representatives of the
n—oo

classes £ and 7, respectively, then applying again the inequality (1.1), we
obtain

lo(@h, yn) = p(n, yn)| < p(2), 20) + (Y, Yn) = 0 (n — 00),

that is, lim p(x,, y},) = lim p(2y, yn). This means that the function p does
not depend on the choice of representatives & and 7.

Let us show that p is a metric. If £ = i then, obviously, p(&,n) = 0. Let
p(&,m) = 0. Then lim p(zy, yn) = 0, i.e. {zn} ~ {yn}, which means £ = 7.
The symmetry of p follows immediately from the symmetry of p. Let
&n,C e 53\1, {zn},{yn}, {zn} be representatives of these classes. The tri-
angle inequality for M is  p(zn,yn) < p(Tn,zn) +
+p(zn, Yn). Passing to the limit as n — oo, we obtain

p&m) < p&¢) +p(¢,m),

that is, the triangle inequality is valid for p.
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Thus, (5’)\?, p) is a metric space.

Let us show that 9 is isometrically embedded in M. For a given
x € M, let us denote by & € M the class containing the sequence
&= (z,z,...,z,...). In fact, the class &, contains all sequences converging
to x :

(zn = 2) = (p(xn,2) = 0) = ({2n} ~ 2) = ({z,} € &).

The converse is also true: if {z,} € &;, then {z,} ~ &, i.e. p(xn, x) — 0.
Thus, since p(&z,&y) = p(z,y), 1dent1fy1ng the class &, € M with z € zm
we embed 9N 1sometrlcally into . Thus, up to an isometry, 9 C SJI,,
i.e. M is a subspace of M.

Let ¢ € M and {zn} be an arbitrary representative of . For an
arbitrarily chosen € > 0, let us fix a positive integer N such that for all
m,n > N p(xn,x,) < e. Consider the corresponding sequence of classes
of equivalence {&,,} (where &, is identified with z,). Let n > N. Since
p(&s,, &) = mliinoop(:zrn,xm) < g, we have £, (= z,) — £ in M. Thus, M

is dense in 9.
Let us show that 9t is complete Let {¢ (k)} be a fundamental sequence
in M. Since M i 1s dense in S)'JT for every k there exists z(*) € 90, such that
PlEpam, EF)) < +. We apply the triangle inequality:

P, 2™ = p(Eawr, € )) < P&, €1) + pE®, €+

A m 1 1 N m
+ p(e ),fm(m))<E+E+p(§(k),§( N =0 (m,k— o).

Thus, sequence {z,} is fundamental in 9. Hence there is a class £ € m
containing this sequence. We have

p(E® &) < pe™, &) + p(6a, &) = 0 (k= 00),

ie &) —{in M. The completeness of M is proved.

Let 9 be another complete metric space containing 20t. The space
M must contain the limits of fundamental sequences of elements of 9.
Identifying each such limit x* with the class of equivalent fundamental
sequences converging to x*, we obtain M C M. Thus, M is the desired
completion 1. (|

Note that a completion is unique up to an isometry. That is, various
completions can differ only by the descriptions of their elements. It is often
possible to describe a completion departing directly from the definition
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(as, for example, in the case of @ and R). The following assertion is
convenient in applications.
_ Let N be a subspace of a complete metric space M. Then the completion
N of the metric space N is its closure cl M.

1.6. Nested balls principle

A sequence {B,}32, of balls in 9 is called nested if B,+1 C By,
n=12,...

Theorem 1.3 (Nested balls principle). The following statements are
equivalent:

1) the space M is complete;

2) any sequence of closed nested balls whose radii tend to zero has a
non-empty intersection.

Proof. 1. Let space 9 be complete and let {B[zy,r,]}52, be an ar-
bitrary sequence of closed nested balls. The sequence of centers {x,}°2 ;
is fundamental, since p(zy, Tm) < max{r,,r,m} — 0. Since M is com-
plete, there exists x = lim x,, € 9. Since each ball contains all centers,
except perhaps for a finite number of them, we obtain that = is a limit
point of each ball. Since the balls are closed, we have x € B|x,,r,] for

alln e Ny ie. ) Blan,rn] # 2.
n=1

2. Assume that assertion 2) holds and let {z,,}°; be an arbitrary
fundamental sequence. Find a number ny such that p(x,,,z,) < % for
all n > ny. Let the numbers ny > ng_1 > ... > ng > ny be such that
p(Tn,;, Tn) < Qi for all n > n;, @ = 1,...,k. We choose ngi1 > ny so
that p(Tn,,,, Tn) < 2,6% for all n > ngy1. So we get a subsequence
{Zn, 132, C {zn}52 having the following property:

(T, Tn) < for all n > ny,. (1.10)

1
ok
Consider the closed balls By = B[y, , zr=1), k = 1,2,... (Note that the
radii of the balls have doubled compared to the right side of (1.10).)

Let us show that the sequence of balls {Bj};°, is nested. Let
@ € Bj41. This means that p(2y,,,, ) < 5%, so by (1.10) and the triangle
inequality

1 1 1
p(xnk7x) < p(xnk7xnk+l) +p(xnk+17x) < ok + ok = ok—1"
so ¢ € By. Thus, Byy1 C B, k=1,2,..., as claimed.

By our assumption, there exists a point z € 2 belonging to all balls
By. Since p(z,,,7) < 5= — 0, we have z = klim Zn, - According to the
— 00

2k—1
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third property of fundamental sequences, x = lim x,,. Thus, an arbitrary
n—oo

fundamental sequence in 9t has limit in 901, i.e. space N is complete. [

1.7. Separable metric spaces

A metric space MM is said to be separable if it contains a countable
everywhere dense set D. For example, the space R of real numbers with
p(x,y) = |z — y| is separable, since one can take as a countable every-
where dense subset the set of rational numbers D = Q. The space R} is
separable, D = Qj is the set of vectors with rational coordinates.

The space Cla,b] of continuous functions is separable, one can take
as a countable everywhere dense subset D the set of polynomials with
rational coefficients.

Indeed, according to the Weierstrass Approximation Theorem, for
every € > 0 and any continuous function x(-) on [a, b] there exists a polyno-
mial p(-) such that p(x, p) < 5. Further, there is a polynomial ¢(-) with ra-
tional coefficients such that p(p, ¢) < §. Thus, p(z,q) < p(z,p)+p(q,p) < €.

It is easy to verify that the set of finite sequences of rational num-
bers (“finite” means that the sequence contains only a finite number of
non-zero terms) constitutes a countable everywhere dense set in the spaces
of sequence 1, (1 < p < 00), ¢, ¢y, s, so these spaces are separable.

Let us present a criterion for non-separability of a metric space.

Theorem 1.4. If there exists an uncountable set S C 9 and a num-
ber a > 0, such that for any distinct elements x,y € S one has p(x,y) = «,
then the space M is not separable.

Proof. Let D be an arbitrary dense set in 9. Let us construct a
mapping f : S — D as follows. For every x € S we assign an element
f(x) € D such that p(z, f(z)) < 4. Since D is everywhere dense in 0,
there is such f(x). Let us show that the mapping f is injective. Let 2 # y.
Suppose that f(z) = f(y). Then

o < plary) < pla, F(2)) + (7). FW) +o(F)y) < 34045 =20

This is a contraction, which proves the injectivity of f. Thus, an
uncountable set S is in one-to-one correspondence with a part of the set
D. Hence D is uncountable. Consequently, the space 91 is not separable.
O

The space of bounded functions M(a,b] is not separable.

Proof. Let S = | {z.(-)}, where z.(t) = 0 for t # ¢, z.(c) = 1.

c€la,b]
Obviously, S is uncountable, S C M]Ja,b], and for any distinct = and
y p(z,y) = 1. By Theorem 1.4, M]a, b] is not separable. O

The space of bounded sequences m = lo, is not separable.
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Proof. According to Theorem 1.4, one needs to specify an uncountable
set S C ly such that the distance between any two points in .S is greater
or equal to some positive number. One can take as such set the set of
sequences whose components are zeros and ones. One can associate to
every sequence z € S a set X C N whose elements are the indices of the
entries of = that are equal to 1. And vice versa, to each subset X C N one
can associate the sequence z € S such that x; =1 for ¢ € X, x; = 0 for
i ¢ X. This establishes a one-to-one correspondence between the set S
and the set P(N) of all subsets of the set natural numbers. It is known that
P(N) is uncountable. Clearly, given any two elements z,y € M, = # y
one has p(z,y) = 1. O

1.8. Compact sets

1. Definition. Hausdorff’s Theorem

Let (9M, p) be a metric space. A set A C M is called compact if any
of its infinite subsets B C A has a limit point in A. This definition is
equivalent to the following: a set A is compact if any sequence {z,} C A
contains a subsequence that converges to an element of A.

Since a finite set cannot contain an infinite subset, all finite sets are
compact by definition.

A compact set is closed. Indeed, let A be compact and let xg be is its
limit point. The set A contains a sequence {x,,} converging to xo. By the
definition of compactness, xg € A. Hence A is closed.

A set A C M is called relatively compact if its closure ¢l A is compact.

By the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem, a bounded (bounded and closed)
subset of R} is relatively compact (compact).

Let A C 9. We say that B C 91 is an e-net for A if for every a € A
there exists b € B such that p(a,b) < e.

A set A C M is called totally bounded if 9 contains, for every € > 0,
a finite e-net for A.

Let us show that a totally bounded set is bounded.

Indeed, let A C 9 be totally bounded and let B = {by,ba,...,b,} be
an 1-net for A. For every x € A one can find by, such that p(z, by) < 1, that

is, © € Blbg,1]. Thus A C |J Blbg,1]. Clearly, a finite union of balls of
k=1

radius 1 is contained in a ball of finite radius. Therefore, A is a bounded
set.

The concept of compactness can also be applied to 9t itself. A compact
metric space is called a compact.

The following Hausdorff theorem is a criterion for relative compactness
of a subset of a metric space.
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Theorem 1.5. If A C M is relatively compact, then it is totally
bounded. Moreover, if M is complete, then a totally bounded set A C M
is relatively compact.

Proof. Necessity. Let A be relatively compact. Suppose that A is not
totally bounded. This means that for some e there is no finite eg-net
for A. Therefore, for every a; € A, there is an element as € A such that
play,az)>eq (otherwise {a1} is an gp-net for A consisting of a single ele-
ment, which contradicts to out hypothesis that A is not totally bounded).
Suppose that we already selected a1,aq, ..., ar such that p(a;, a;) > &9
for i« # j. Then there is an element ajy; such that p(a;,ax+1) > eo
for i = 1,2,...,k (if not, then {a1,aq,...,ax} is a gg-net for A). Thus,
we obtain an infinite sequence {ax}g; which has no limit point since
pla;,ax) > eo for i # k. This contradicts to the relative compactness of
A. Hence A is totally bounded.

Sufficiency. Let 9t be complete, let A C 91 be totally bounded,
Let C' be an arbitrary infinite subset of A, let C; = {z1,29,..., 2, }
be a finite 1-net for A. Consider balls Bz, 1], &k = 1,2,...,n1. These
balls cover all A. Since there are finitely many of them, at least one of
these balls contains an infinite set of points from C, say, the ball B[y;, 1]
(y1 = x, for some k). We can find a finite i-net for Bly;,1]. For every
element of this %—net, let us fix a ball of radius % containing this element.
One of these balls contains an infinite set of points from C. Denote it
by Blya, %] Continuing this process, at the k-th step we obtain a ball
By = Blyk, 5| containing an infinite set of points from C (k =1,2,...).
The balls By = Blys, 77=z] have radii twice as large. Each of them also
contain an infinite set of points from C. Moreover, these new balls are
nested: if y € Byi1, then p(y, yrr1) < 2,}—,1, S0

1 1 1
Py ) < (Y, Yerr) + p(Ykr1s 90) < 557 + 35T = e

ie.y € Bk, Bk+1 C Bk. Due to the Principle of nested balls (91 is com-
plete!) there exists = that belongs to all By, k =1,2,... Since each of
the balls contains an infinite set of points from C, z is a limit point of
C. Thus, an arbitrary infinite subset of A has a limit point. Hence A is
relatively compact. O

Corollary 1.1. A compact space is separable.

Proof. Let 9 be a compact set and let C), be a %-net for M. Then

oo
D = |J C, is a countable everywhere dense set in 9. O
n=1
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Corollary 1.2. Consider a subset of Ry. It is relatively compact
(compact), if and only if it is bounded (bounded and closed).

Proof. Sufficiency is a consequence of the Bolzano-Weierstrass the-
orem mentioned above. Necessity follows from the Hausdorff theorem,
since a totally bounded set is bounded. O

Corollary 1.3. For a set A C M to be relatively compact, it is
necessary, and if M is complete, then it is sufficient, that M contains,
for every e > 0, a relatively compact e-net for A.

Proof. Let B be a relatively compact 5-net for A, let C' be a finite
5-net for B. Then C is a finite e-net for A. 0

2. Criterion for compactness in Cla, b

A set @ C Cla, b] is called uniformly bounded if there exists a constant
K such that |z(t)] < K for all ¢ € [a,b] and for all x € ®. A uniformly
bounded set lies in the ball B[0, K], and, consequently, is bounded in
Cla, b].

A set @ is called equicontinuous if for any € > 0 there exists § > 0
such that for all ¢/t € [a,b], |’ — '] < ¢ and for all x € ® one has
|z(t') — x(t")| < e. That is,

(Ve > 0) (36 > 0) (V¢',t" € [a,b]: [t —t"| < &) (Vz € @) (Ja(t')—z(t")| < ).
The negation of the equicontinuity looks as follows:

(3eo > 0) (V6 > 0) (3t',t" € [a,b]: |t —t"] < &) (Fzp € D)
(Jzo(t)) — 2o(t")] = ). (1.11)

Let us consider an example. Let ® = {sinat},er C C[0,7]. The
set @ is uniformly bounded (K = 1), but it is not equicontinuous. Let
g0 =1, § > 0 be arbitrary, t’ =0, t/ = g, zo(t) = sinagt, a9 = 5. Then
' —t"|=% <6, |xo(t') — 2o (t")| = |0—sinZ- g’:singzl. According to
(1.11), ® is not equicontinuous.

On the contrary, the set ® = {sinat},e[—100,100] i equicontinuous:
given an arbitrary € > 0, we set 6 = 155. Then, if [t —¢”| < J, we obtain
using the Lagrange finite increments formula

€
|sinat’ —sinat”| = |acos&(t — ") <100 — =e.
100
Hence the set ® is equicontinuous.
The following theorem due to Arzela is a criterion for relative com-
pactness of a set in the space C|a, b].
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Theorem 1.6. A set ® C Cla,b] is relatively compact if and only if
it is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous.

Proof. Necessity. Let ® C Cla,b] be relatively compact. Then,
according to the Hausdorff theorem, it is totally bounded, and hence uni-
formly bounded. Let us prove its equicontinuity. Let € > 0 be arbitrary,
and let A = {a1,az,...,a,} be a 5-net for ®. Each function ay(-) is uni-
formly continuous on [a,b], so there are §; such that if |¢' — "] < o,

then .
‘ak(t’) — ak(t”)’ < 3
We set § = I<I}€1£1 0. Then, if |t/ —¢"] < 4, all inequalities (1.12) are
satisfied. o
Let 2(-) be an arbitrary function from ®. By the definition of an e-net,
there exists ag,(-) € A such that p(x,ax,) < &. This means that for all
t € [a,b] one has inequality

k=1,2,...,n. (1.12)

|2(t) — ax, (£)| < % (1.13)
Taking into account (1.12), (1.13), we obtain under the condition
=t <6 Ja(t) —a(t”)] < [2(t') — ar, ()] + [ar, (') — ar, (¢")] +
+|an, (") —2(t")| < £+ £+ £ =e. This proves that ® is equicontinuous.

Sufficiency. Let ® be uniformly bounded and equicontinuous, let £ > 0
be arbitrary, and let K and ¢ be from the definitions of the uniform
boundedness and the equicontinuity.

Let us divide the closed interval [a, b] into subintervals [t, tx4+1] whose
length is less than ¢. Next, we divide the closed interval [—K, K] of
the y-axis into subintervals whose length is less than . Let us draw
the corresponding vertical and horizontal lines. Thus, we obtain a grid.
Consider the set of piecewise linear curves with nodes at the nodes of the
grid. There is a finite number of such curves. For an arbitrary function
x(+) € ®, consider a continuous piecewise linear function y(-) (its graph is
one of the indicated piecewise linear curves) whose graph is situated, at
the nodes of the grid, at the distance no greater than ¢ from the graph of
x(+). The inequalities

|z(te) — x(tirr)| <&, |y(tr) —z(te)| <&, |y(trsr) — z(tepr)| <e
yield
ly(te) =y(tien) | < Jy(te) =2 () [ a(tr) =2 () Hy )= ()| < 3e.

Since y(-) is linear on the interval [t,tg4+1], we have |y(t) — y(tx)| < 3e
for all t € [tk,tk+1].
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Let t € [a,b] and let t; be the grid node closest to ¢t on the left. Then
|z (t) —y(t)| < |2 (t)—a(te)|+|x(tr) —y (te) | +|y (k) —y(t)| <e+e+3e = Be.

Thus, this set of piecewise linear functions forms a finite 5e-net for ®.
According to Hausdorff’s theorem, ® is relatively compact. 0

If the set ® C Cla, b] consists of differentiable functions, then from the
Arzela theorem we obtain the following sufficient condition for relative
compactness.

Theorem 1.7. Let ® C Cla,b]|. Assume that all functions from
® are differentiable and there exist constants My and M such that
|z(a)] < Mo, |2'(t)] < My for all x € ® and t € [a,b]. Then ® is rel-
atiwely compact.

Proof. Every function from ® admits representation
t
z(t) = z(a) + /x'(s) ds, t€a,b].
It follows from this representation that
¢
|lz(t)| = |z(a) + /x/(s) ds| < Mo+ M1(b—a), t€]Ja,b].

This proves the uniform boundedness of ®. Further,

g

lz(t") — z(t")| = /‘x/(s)| ds| < My|t' —t"], ¢ t" € [a,b].
t/

Taking, for an arbitrary € > 0, 6 := -, we obtain: if [t/ —t"| < 6, then

|z(t")—z(t")| < e. Hence, set @ is equicontinuous. By the Arzela theorem,
® is relatively compact. O
3. Equivalent definition of compactness
Let (9, p) be a metric space. We say that a family of sets {S,}

(Sa - 93?) is a cover of the set A C M if A C |JS,. If the sets S, are
open, then the cover is said to be open. If sets S, C A, then A =JS,. A
cover is said to be countable if it is a countable collection of sets: {S}22 ;.

We say that a family of sets {S,} (S’a C zm) is centered if any finite

n
intersection [ Sk is non-empty. A centered family can be countable.
k=1
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Lemma 1.1. The following statements are equivalent:

a) Any open (open countable) cover of set A C M contains a finite
subcover.

b ) Fuvery (countable) centered family of closed subsets of set A has
non-empty intersection.

Proof. Assume that a) is true. Let {G,} be an open cover of set A,
i.e. A = |JG,. Then the sets F,, = A\ G, are closed and, by the duality

laws, () F, = @. This means that the family {F,} cannot be centered,
that is, there is a finite subfamily {Fy, F», ..., F,} such that ﬂ F,=0

By the duality laws, UGk—A ie. Gy = A\ Fy, k=1,2,....,nisa

finite subcover for A. Therefore property b) holds. We argue in exactly
the same way if the original cover is countable.

Now, assume that b) holds, and let {F,} be a centered family of
closed subsets of the set A. Assume that () F, = &. By the duality laws,

UGa = A4, G, =A\F,,ie. {G,} forms an open cover of set A. By our

n
assumption, there exists a finite subcover G1,Gs,...,Gn, A= |J Gk.
k=1

But this means that (| Fy = @, Fr = T\ Gy = 1,2,...,n, which
k=1

contradicts to the fact that {F,} is centered. Hence () F,, # @. We argue

in exactly the same way if the centered family is countable. ([l

Theorem 1.8. A set A C M is compact if and only if condition a)
or condition b) in Lemma 1.1 is satisfied.

Proof. Sufficiency. Let one of the properties a) or b) hold (then,
by what was already proved, both of these properties hold). Let B C A
be an arbitrary infinite subset with no limit points. Then the count-
able set C = {c1,¢2,...} C B has no limit points either. The sets
Cn ={cn,cnt1,...}, n=1,2,... are closed (the sets of their limit points
are empty), each of their finite intersections is not empty. Therefore, the
family {C,,} is centered. But ﬂ Cp, = @. This contradicts to property

n=

a), which means that set B has at least one limit point, that is, the set A
is compact.
Necessity. (We will carry out the proof for countable covers only.) Let
o0

A be compact and let {G,,}2°; be an open cover for 4, i.e. A= J G,.
n=1
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Suppose that no finite subfamily {G1,Ga,...,G,} covers set A, that is,
U Gy # A. Let F,, = A\ G,,. Then, by the duality laws, ﬂ Fy, # @, i.e.

the family of closed sets {F}, }n 1 is centered (and countable) We must

prove that the intersection ﬂ F, # 2.
n=1

Consider sets ®,, = ﬂ Fy. Since {F,}52, is centered, we have

b, 492, n=1,2,... By the deﬁn1t1on
P DODyD ..., (N Fn=1[)2n (1.14)
n=1 n=1

We have to distinguish between two possibilities:
1) Starting from some number ng, ®,,’s coincide, i.e. @, = Ppryy1, - - -
o0
Then () @, = ¥, # @ and (1.14) proves the assertion.
n=1
2) There are infinitely many different ®,,’s. Without loss of gener-
ality, we may assume that all ®,’s are distinct. Let z, € ®, \ ®py1,
n = 1,2,... Since this sequence is an infinite set of different points
from A, then, since A is compact, this sequence has at least one limit
point. Let us denote this point by x*. Since every ®,, is closed, we have
x* € ®,, n=1,2,... According to (1.14), z* € ﬂ F,,, so this intersec-
nel
tion is not empty. O
Theorem 1.8 means that we could also take either property a) or prop-
erty b) as the definition of compactness. In the class of topological spaces,
which is wider than the class of metric spaces, a set is called compact if
any open cover has a finite subcover. As Theorem 1.8 states, for metric
spaces, both of these definitions are equivalent. We can even assume that
the original cover is countable.

4. Criteria for compactness in spaces of sequences
1°. Space ], (1 < p < )

Proposition 1.1. A set M C 1, is relatively compact if and only if
1) it is bounded, and
2) for any € > 0 there exists a number N such that the following

[ee]
inequality holds simultaneously for all x € M: > |axgx/P < P (the
k=N+1

o0
remainder of the series > |zx|P tends to zero uniformly with respect to

k=1
z e M).
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Proof. Sufficiency. Let conditions 1) , 2) be satisfied, let € > 0 be ar-
bitrary and suppose that N € N corresponds to § in condition 2). Denote
by lj(DO’N) the set of finite sequences with xp, =0 for k=N +1, N +2,.
Consider the bijective mapping F' : 1(O N RN, which associates to
sequence r = (x1,...,2n,0,...) € Z(O N) the vector (z1,...,2n) € R,
Denote by F the extension of F to l by continuity (this extension is
no longer injective). Since set M = F(M) C RY is bounded, it is re-
latively compact, so it has a finite 5-net A = {a(Z ™y, C RY. Let
a = F~1a®) (i = 1,2,...,m). Let us show that A = {a(®}™,
an e-net for M. }

Let © € M. Then & = F(x) € R]. There exists io (1 < ig < m) such

that pry (2, ")) < £. Therefore,

N )
i e\P e\P eP
(e )" =3l =+ 3l <(5)+ (5) = e e
k=1 k=N+1

ie. p(r,al)) < e Hence A = {aW}™, is an e-net for M. By the
Hausdorff theorem, M is relatively compact in L.
Necessity. Let M be relatively compact in 1,, let € > 0 be arbit-
rary Then M is bounded (condition 1)) and there exists a finite $-net
= {aW}m, C, for M For each i (i=1,2,...,m) there exists natural

numbers NV; such that Z |a |p< (%)p.Let be N = max{Ny,...,Np}.
k=

Then the inequality Z |a |p < (E)p holds for alls = 1,2,...,m. Taking

this inequality into account we have for every z € M

>l < 3 w30 |l <
k=N+1 k=N+1 k=N+1
N+ (5) <) +E) <
<plza)+(5) <(3) t13) <"
that is, condition 2) is satisfied. O

2°. Spaces cg, €

Proposition 1.2. A set M C cq is relatively compact if and only if

1) it is bounded, and

2) for any € > 0 there exists N such that inequality |xy| < € holds for
allz € M.
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Sufficiency. We use notations introduced in Proposition 1.1 for p = oo.
Let conditions 1) , 2) be satisfied, let € > 0 be arbitrary and suppose that
N € N corresponds to e in condition 2). Since set M = F(M) c RY
is bounded, it is relatively compact, so it admits a finite e-net in RY,
A= {aDym  Let a® = F~1(a®) (i = 1,2,...,m). Let us show that
A ={aD1 is an e-net for M.

Let z € M. Then & = F(z) € RY. There exists ig (1 < 79 < m) such
that ppy (2, alio)) < e.

peo () = mae { o o — ], supll} <=,
AN

ie. A={a®}" is an e-net for M.

By the Hausdorff theorem, M is relatively compact in cp.

Necessity. Let M be relatively compact in ¢y and let € > 0 be arbit-
rary. Then M is bounded (condition 1)) and there exists a finite 5-net
A = {aW}m, C cq for M. For each i(i = 1,2,...,m) there exists N;
such that ks>u]€ |al(f)| < 5. Let N = max{Ny,..., Ny,}. Then inequality

sup |al(f)| <
E>N
account, we have for all t € M and k > N

=2

5 holds for all i = 1,2,...,m. Taking this inequality into

; ; ; ; E €
2| < o — al?| + |al”] < sup |z — ol + suplal’] < = + = =&,
kSN kSN 2 2

which yields condition 2). O

One proves the following result in exactly the same way as the previous
one.

Proposition 1.3. A set M C c is relatively compact if and only if

1) it is bounded, and

2) for any € > 0 there exists N such that inequality |xy — klirn xRl <e
— 00

holds for all z € M.
3°. Space 1,
A let ACR, ap: A= R, n=1,2,...,
M ={a(a) = (a1(a), az(a),...), a€ A} Clx.

Theorem 1.9. Let A be compact and let the function sequence a(-)
be continuous on A. Then the set M is compact.
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Proof. An arbitrary infinite sequence from M has form

{a(ar)} ey (1.15)

where {a;}%2, is an arbitrary infinite sequence from A. Since A is com-
pact, there exists a convergent subsequence

{on, 521 C{ar}ply, lim ag, =a” € A
J—0

Since a(-) is continuous, lim a(ay,) = a(a*) (meaning the limit in the
j—o00

space o). By the definition of M, we have a(a*) € M, so M is closed.
So, an arbitrary sequence (1.15) has a limit point in M, that is, M is
compact. O

Comment 1.1. The continuity condition for a(-) in the theorem is
not necessary.

Indeed, let a,, (o) = 0 for n > m for all a (m is a fixed natural number),
an(-) (n < m) are characteristic functions of various subsets of .A. Then
a(-) can have an infinite set of discontinuity points, while M is compact
since it contains a finite number of points (2™). O

B. The following is a proposition from [23, IV.5.6]

Proposition 1.4. A bounded set M C 1y, is relatively compact
if and only if if for each ¢ > 0 there exist a finite number of pair-

m

wise disjoint sets N1, Na, ..., Ny, from N, U Ny = N, and there are
k=1

n; € Ni, i =1,2,...,m, such that

sup‘am—an‘ <e, a€eM, i=12,...,m.
neN;

1.9. Open and closed sets
In subsections 1-3 below (91, p) is an arbitrary metric space. The
distance p(t, A) from a point t € M to a set A C M is defined as
p(t, A) = jnf;lp(t,t/). The distance p(A, B) between sets A, B C M
t'e

is defined as
p(A, B)=  inf ot t)).
t'cA,t"eB
1. Opensets. 1°. Let A C M andletd > 0. Then D = {t: p(t, A) < d}
is an open set and A C D.
Proof. Since for the points from A one has p(t, A) = 0, we have
A C D. Let tg € D. Since p(tg, A) < d, there is a point t' € A such that
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p(t'  to) < d. Let § = d — p(to, t ) and let s be an arbitrary point in the
ball B(tg,d). Then

p(t,s) < plt, to) + plto, s) =d— 8+ plte, s) < d— b+ 6 = d.

Since p(t,, s) < d, we have furthermore p(s, A) < d, i.e. s € D. Therefore,
B(tp, §) C D, i.e. D is an open set. O

2°. Let ABCWM, A+ @, B+# &, where p(A,B) = r > 0. Let,
furthermore,

Ay = {t:p(t, A) < g}, By ={t:p(t,B) < g}.

Then A1 mBl = .

Proof. Suppose that A; (| B1 # @ and z € A; () By. Then p(z, A) < £,
z,B) < % and there are points t; € A, to € B such that p(z,t;) < %,
z,t3) < 5. By the triangle inequality, this yields p(t1,%2) < r, and hence
A, B) < r, which contradicts to the definition of r. Hence A; () B1 = @.

p
p

oxx=>=

3°. The union of any number of open sets is an open set. The inter-
section of a finite number of open sets is an open set. The intersection of
an infinite number of open sets may not be open.

Proof. Let G, (o € A, A is an infinite set) be open sets, G = |J G,
acA

and x € G. Then z € G for some o’ € A. Since G is open, there exists
€ > 0 such that B(z,e) C G . Hence, B(z,e) C G, that is, G is an open
set. .

Let G = [\ G, where Gy, are open sets and € G. Then x € Gy, for

k=1

k=1,2,...,n. There are e, > 0, k= 1,2,...,n such that B(z,ex) C Gi
fork=1,2,...,n.Lete = mig eg. Then B(z,e) C Gpfork =1,2,...,n,

RN

that is, B(z,e) C G. This means that G is an open set. |

An infinite intersection of open sets may not be open. This is seen

from the following example M =R : ) (—7,1+ 1) = [0,1]. O
k=1

o0
Let G (k=1,2,...) be open sets. Then the set (| G is called a set
k=1
of type G5. Obviously, a finite or countable intersection of sets of type G
is a set of type Gs.

2. Closed sets. 1°. A closed set is a set of type Gs.
34



Proof. Let F be a closed set. Put G, = {t: p(t, ) < L}; By the
results of subsection 1.1, G,, are open sets. The assertion now follows
o0
from the representation F = |J G,. O
n=1
2°. The intersection of any number of closed sets is a closed set. The
union of a finite number of closed sets is a closed set. The union of an
infinite collection of closed sets may not be a closed set.
Proof. Let F,, (o € A, A is aninfinite set) be closed sets, F' = (] F,

acA
and z* be a limit point of F. There is a sequence {x,,}7%; C F such that

xn, — x*. By the definition of intersection, {x,}>2; C F, for all a € A.
Therefore, z* is a limit point of all sets F,, and, since they are closed,
x* € F, for all @ € A. This means that x* € F, that is, F is closed.

n
Let F'= |J Fy, where Fy, are closed sets and z* is a limit point of F.
k=1
There is a sequence {z,}52; C F such that z,, — 2*. This means that
{2n}224 C Fy, for some ko (1 < ko < n). Therefore, z* is a limit point of
Fy,, . Since Fy, is a closed set, we have z* € Fy,,. Hence 2* € F, i.e. F'is
closed.

An infinite union of closed sets may not be closed. This is seen from

the example M =R: J [£,2— 1] = (0,2). O
k=1

Let Fi, (k=1,2,...) be closed sets. Then the set |J Fj is said to be
k=1
a set of type F,. Clearly, a finite or countable union of sets of type Fy is
a set of type Fy.

3°. The complement of an open (closed) set is a closed (open) set.
Proof. Let G C 9 be an open set, and let z* be a limit point of the
complement G = M \ G Assume that z* # G. Hence z* € G. Since G is

an open set, there exists € > 0, such that ball B(z*, alc G. Consequently,
the ball B(z*, ) does not contain points in the set G,, which contradicts

definition of the limit point. Hence z* € G, i.e. G is closed.

Let F C M be a closed set and let € F. Assume that the set F
is not open. This means that for any n € N set B(z, L)\ F # @. Let
Tn € Bz, L)\ F for n = 1,2,... It is obvious that {z,}52, C F and
Zp — . This means that x is a limit point of F, and that x € F, which
contradicts to x € F. Hence the set F is open. O

3. Sets of type F,. 1°. The intersection of sets of type F, is a set
of type Fy.
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Proof. Let

1= (Ua)n{Us)
k=1 j=1
where Ay and B; are closed sets. Then A= |J (Ax(Bj)- O
k,j=1

2°. The complement of a set of type F, (G(;) is a set of type

%(E)

Proof. Let A be a set of type Fy,, i.e. A = |J F,, where F,, are

n=1

J— oo —_
closed sets. Then A = [\ F,. According to subsection 3.1, the sets
n=1
F,, are open. This proves the first assertion. The second assertion is
proved similarly. O

3°. From the results of subsections 3.2, 2.1 and 2.3 we obtain the
following statement:

An open set is a set of type F,.

4°. The difference of closed sets is a set of type Fy.
Proof. Since A\ B = A B, and set B is open, see subsection 2.3,
we have, in view of subsection 3.3, that the set A\ B is of type F,. O

5°. Let
n
M= | Ay,
k=1
where Ay, are some sets of type F,. Then there is another representation
n
M = |J By, where By, are also sets of type F,, moreover
k=1

By CAp (k=1,2,...,n), B[ |B; =@ at j#k.

n
Proof. Intheend M = |J Fj, where F); are closed sets, each of which
k=1
is entirely contained in one of the sets A;. We assume (see subsection 3.4)

k—1
Si=F, S=R\F, .. S.=F\JF
i=1
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By construction, Sy are sets of type F,, they are pairwise disjoint and
n
M= Sk

k=1
Let us divide the collection T of all Sy into n parts Ty, T5,...,T,. We
do it as follows. In T} we include those sets Sy which are contained in A,
in Ty we include those Sy, € T'\ T} that are contained in As,, etc. Putting

B, = U Sk, we get the required representation. (I
SkeT;

4. The structure of open and closed sets in R. 1°. A non-empty
bounded open set in R can be represented the union of at most countably
many non-intersecting (= pairwise disjoint) open intervals.

Proof. Let G be a non-empty open bounded set and let g be an arbit-
rary point in G. Consider the set F' = [ty, +00) NG, where G = R\ G is
the complement G. Since the complement of an open set is closed, F' is
the intersection of closed sets, and hence itself is a closed set. Since G
is bounded, F' is non-empty. It is also obvious that F' is bounded from
below (for example, by tg). Let § = inf F. Due to the closedness F, we
have 3 € F, 8 > to. Since ty € G (so to € G), to # B, i.e. to < B and
B & G (because 8 € F C G).

Suppose that there is s € [tg, 8), s € G. Then s € F and s < f3,
which contradicts to the definition of 8. Hence, [to, 5) C G.

In the same way, we prove the existence of a < tg, a &€ G,
(e, to] C G. Thus, each point of set G is contained in some interval whose
endpoints are not contained in GG. This means that G is an open interval
or a union of non-intersecting open intervals.

Moreover, there can be only finitely many or countably many in-
tervals that constitute G. Indeed, let us fix in each of the constituent
intervals a rational point. This puts the set of intervals that constitute
G in a one-to-one correspondence with a subset of the set of rational
numbers Q, which yields the result. ([

2°. A non-empty closed bounded set in R is either a closed inter-
val, or is obtained from a closed interval by deleting a finite or countable
collection of non-intersecting open intervals.

Proof. Let F' be a non-empty bounded closed set. It follows from
the boundedness of F' that there is a closed interval [a, b] D F, a = inf F,
b=supF. If F # [a, b], then G = [a, b] \ F is a non-empty open bounded
set. By the previous result, G = |J(ax, Bi), where intervals (ag, 8i) are

k

pairwise disjoint and their are only finitely many or countably many of
them. Therefore, F = [a, b] \ G = [a, b] \ U(ak, Br). O
k

3°. A perfect bounded set in R is either a closed interval or is
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obtained from a closed interval by removing finitely or countably many
disjoint open intervals that do not have common ends and do not have
common ends with the original closed interval.
Proof. Let C' be a bounded perfect set in R. Since C' is closed, it
has form C = [a, b] or C' = [a, b]\ (o, Br) (see the previous statement).
k

If any of the two open intervals would have a common endpoint, or the
endpoints of one or two intervals are points a or b, then all these points
would be isolated. But this contradicts to the hypothesis that C is a
perfect set. O

5. Cantor open and perfect sets. Let us divide interval
J = [0, 1] into three equal parts by points Y; and %; and remove the
middle interval from it G1 = (Y5, %;). We divide each of the remain-
ing closed intervals [0, %3] and [%5, 1] into three equal parts by points
and %, (first) and 7, and ¥, (second) and remove the middle intervals,
i.e. the set G = (Yo, %) U (Y, &y). In the third step, we will remove the
middle parts (intervals) of the four remaining closed intervals, that is, the
set G3 = (Yar, %or) U (Vazs Yar) U (Yo, *far) U (a7, 2%a7). We continue
this process indefinitely: at the k-th step we remove 2¢~1 intervals, the
middle parts of the closed interval, remaining from the previous steps,
that is, the set G = (Yo, ) U... U (3k_2/3k, 3k_1/3k).

As a result, we will remove the open set Gy = G Gy The sets Gg
and K = J\ Gy are called Cantor sets. The intervals tkhait make up G}, are
called adjacent intervals of the k-th rank (there are only 2¥~! of them).
The endpoints of adjacent intervals are called the points of the first kind.
The remaining points I are called the points of the second kind. It is clear
that 0 and 1 are points of the second kind. We also denote by I' = [.j Vi
the set of points of the first kind, numbered in ascending order of ;;nk
and from left to right within the same rank.

Let us prove the following statements.

a) K is a perfect nowhere dense set;

b) K has the cardinality of continuum;

¢) I is everywhere dense in K, i.e., clT = K;

d) Gy is everywhere dense in [0, 1], i.e., ¢/ Gy = [0, 1];

e) the sum of the lengths of all adjacent intervals (‘length’ of set
Gy) is equal to 1.

Proof. a) Since K = [0, 1]\ 6 G, and the intervals constituting

k=1
G do not have common ends, then, by statement 3° (see subsection
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1.9.4), K is perfect.
Let (o, f) C [0, 1] be an arbitrary interval. There is a number

N such that ', < 8 —afor k > N (N = [log3 ﬂ%}) For such k,

(a, B) contains an interval to be removed, that is, an interval that does
not contain points of the set K. Thus, K is nowhere dense.
b) Each point ¢ of interval (0, 1) can be represented as

t=—4+ =+ —=+...,

where a; take one of the values 0,1,2. This representation is written as
an infinite ternary fraction ¢t = 0, a1, a9, as, . ..
For example,

1 1 1

1

S 44— =0 111...
5379 a7 T ’ ’
L2 2 2 20, 020202
49 "8 "729 7
3 2 2 2

L Syt L =0.20202...
4 3+27+243+ 0,2020

In this case, the ends of the removed intervals are ternary rational num-
bers. They admit two representations as a ternary fraction:

=0,1000...=0,0222...;
=0,2000...=0,1222...;
=0,0100...=0,00222...
=0,02000...=0,001222. . .;
=0,2100...=0,20222. . .;

=0,022000...=0,21222...

OO TWINO| =Wl W

For the points of the interval (O, 1/3) one has a; = 0. For the points
of interval (Y3, %;) one has a; = 1, and for the points of interval (%5, 1)
a1 = 2.

At the first step of the process that gave us K, i.e. when we re-
moved interval (Y5, %;), we have in fact removed from (0, 1) the numbers
whose ternary representation has a; = 1. At the second step, when we
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removed intervals (Y, %) and (%, %), we actually removed from (0, 1)
the numbers whose ternary representation has as = 1. At the k-th step,
when we removed 2°~! intervals of length Y/,., we removed from (0, 1)
those numbers that have ar = 1 in the ternary representation. Thus,
the set Gy consists of numbers, whose ternary representation necessarily
contains ones, and K consists of numbers having a ternary representation
that does not contain 1, while 0 = 0,00..., 1 = 0, 2222... (obviously,
0e K and 1eK).

Note now that each point of the interval (0, 1) can also be repres-
ented as a binary fraction:

by by b3
t:?+§+§+...:(), bibabs .. .,

where b; take values 0 or 1 (with 1 =0, 111...).

Let ¢ : K — [0, 1] be defined as follows: for ¢ = 0, ajagas... € K
(a; =0 or a; = 2) we set

gD(t) =0,b1bobs... € [O, 1]

(b; =0o0r b; =1), where b; =0, if a; =0, b; = 1, if a; = 2. Clearly, p(-) is
a bijection between K and [0, 1], so K has the cardinality of continuum.
¢) By construction, any neighborhood of each point ¢ € K contains
an infinite set of points from TI'. So, t is a limit point for I', i.e.clT = K.
d) Arguing similarly, we obtain that clGo = [0, 1], i.e. Gy is dense
in [0, 1].
e) The sum of the lengths of adjacent (removed) intervals is equal

to

1 1 1 1 2, gk—1 1
24— 2 =Y =3 1 [
gTegtdigr et 35t ; 3k 1-2

1.10. Continuous functions. Interchanging limits
1. Continuous functions.
1°. Let (M, p) be a metric space, let Fy, Fy, ..., F,, C 9N be closed,
n
pairwise disjoint sets, and let F'= |J Fy. Then, if function z : F — R is

k=1
constant on each of the sets Fy, it is continuous on set F.

Proof. Let ty € F and let t,,, — to (m — o0). There exists kg such
that to € Fy,. Since sets Fj, are pairwise disjoint, tg ¢ Fy for k # ko,
and tp is not a limit point of F} (since it is closed). Therefore, sequence
{tm }$°_1 can contain only a finite number of points belonging to F}, for
k # ko. Let t,,, be the last term of this sequence included in one of
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the sets Fi, ..., Fro—1, Fkot+1, - -, Fn. Then, for m > mg, z(t,,) = z(to).
Therefore, x(-) is continuous at the point tg. O

2°. Let (M, p) be a metric space. Given n pairwise disjoint closed
sets Fy, Fy, ..., F, (C sm) and n real numbers yi,ys, ..., Yn, there exists
a continuous function x : M — R such that x(t) = y, fort € F, (k=
=1,2,...,n) and

sup [e(t) < max - funl-

Proof. According to what was said in subsection 1.2,9°, the func-
tion g(t) = p(t, A) (A C 9M) is continuous on the whole space M. Now it
is easy to verify that the function

Y (t, _UkFi>
()= z
M= p(t, Fy) +p <t, U F>

i#k

satisfies our requirements. (I

3°. Continuity theorem for the sum of a series
(cf. [26, sect. 431].) Let (M, p) be a metric space, let functions

ap :M—->R, n=12,...,

[e.°]

be continuous on M,, assume that the series Y an(-) converges uniformly
n=1

on M. Then the sum of the series

S(t) = an(t)
n=1

s continuous on M
Proof. Let ty € 9 be an arbitrary point. Due to the uniform
convergence of the series, for every ¢ > 0 there exists a positive integer
(o]
n such that the remainder of the series r,(t) = > a(t) satisfies in-
k=n+1
5 €
equality |r,(¢)] < 3 for all ¢ € M. In particular, |r, (to)] < 3 For this n,
n
the finite sum S, (t) = > ax(t) of continuous functions is a continuous
k=1
function. Therefore, there exists & > 0 such that for all t € M satisfying
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inequality p(t,to) < ¢, the inequality |Sy(t) — Sn(to)| < % is satisfied.
Since
S(t) = Sn(t) + rn(t)v S(to) = Sn(to) + T“n(to)7

subtracting from the first representation the second one, we obtain
|S(t) = S(to)| < [Sn(t) — Sn(to)| + |rn ()] + |[ra(to)] <e,
i.e. function S(+) is continuous at point to. O

4°. Passing to limit under the series sign ([26, sect. 433])
Taking in the previous subsection MM = N, p(z,y) = |z — y|, we
obtain the following statement.

Let a:NXN =R, apm — ane (Mm — 00) for everyn € N, assume

o0
that the series >, anm converges uniformly with respect to m € N. Then
n=1

o0
1) the series converges Yy ane, and
n=1

2) lim > Gpm = Y. Gne-
n=1

m—o0 .9

5°. Theorem on extension by continuity (cf. [23, 1.5.3])

Let F' be a closed set in a metric space (M, p), let x : FF — R be
a continuous function on F. Then there exists a function y : M — R with
the following properties:

1) y(+) is continuous on IM;

2) y(t) = x(t) fort e F;

3) sup y(t)] = supla(t)].

teM teF

Proof. (cf. [23, 1.5.3].) Without loss of generality, we can assume
that 2(-) is not identically zero (the assertion is trivial for such z(-)). Put

: . . m
zo(t) = x(t), mo =sup|zo(t)|, Fo— ={t€ F: z(t) < —?0},
teF
For ={te F: zot) > %}.

The sets Fy—, Fot are closed and have empty intersection. By the state-
ment in 3°, there exists a continuous function g : 99 — R such that

m, m™m,
wo(t) == (t€Foo), wolt) = > (t€ Foy),
- <wlt) <5 (tem).
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We put z1(t) = zo(t) —yo(t) (¢t € F). The function x1(-) is continuous on
F and my = sup|z1(¢)| < =mo.
teF 3

The same argument, applied to x1 and m; instead of zy and my,
gives us function g (-) defined and continuous everywhere on 9t. Continu-
ing this process, we obtain a sequence {y,}52, of continuous functions,
defined on the entire space 91 and having properties

n 92 n+1
z(t) = > yk(t)] < (g) my, teF (1.16)
k=0
and
1 /2\"
sup [y (t) < 3-(5) mo- (1.17)
teM

Inequalities (1.17) mean that the series

y(t) = ye(t) (1.18)
n=0

converges uniformly on 9, hence, according to the result of paragraph 3,
its sum y(-) is continuous on M. Inequalities (1.16) imply that for ¢t € F
y(t) = z(t). Condition 3) follows from the proposition in paragraph 2. OJ

2. Interchanging limits. Let (9, p) be a complete vector met-
ric space. Here we will discuss functions

x:J— M, where J C R" is a domain (possibly closed) (n > 1)
(1.19)

For the functions of this type, one can define the basic concepts of
mathematical analysis (limit, continuity, uniform continuity, derivative,
Riemann integral, etc.).

So, for example, a point a € 9 is called the limit of function
x : J — M at ty where ty is a limit point of J, if, for any sequence
{tn}>2, C J, t, — to one has z,(t) — a in M. The analytic concepts
are transferred similarly. Most of the facts of the differential and integral
calculus of a scalar function of a scalar argument remain valid for the such
functions. (Except the mean value theorems!)

Let (9, p) be a complete vector metric space, let

{Znm }mom=1 (1.20)
be a sequence of its elements (essentially, a function of type (1.19) with
J=NxNc R?).
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1°. The following results serves as the basis for changing the order
of limits (Moore-Shatunovsky Lemma, see [23, 1.6.6]).

Theorem 1.10. Assume that the following conditions are satis-

fied:

a) for every m € N there is limit Tem = 1iM Tpm;
n—oo

b) limit x,, = Um 2y, exists uniformly with respect to n € N.
m—0o0

Then the repeated limits

lim Tem and lim Zye (1.21)
m—00 n— o0
and the double limit
li?lz T (1.22)

erist and are equal.
Proof. Let e > 0 be arbitrary. According to condition b), there is

€
a natural number mg such that, for m = mg  p(Tpm, Tne) < 3 for all

n € N. It follows that
&
P Znm, Tnome) < P(Tnms Tne) + P(Tne, Tnyme) < 1

for n € N, m > my. Due to condition a), there exists a positive integer

€
ng such that for n = ng p(Tn,mes Teme) < 3’ therefore

g
p($n,m0, Inoymo) < p(xn,mov x'mo) + p(IOmov Inoymo) < 1

and

N ™

P(Tnms Tnomo) < P(Tnms Tnmo) + 2(Tn,mo Tnoumo) <

. ’ ’
Thus, if n, n > ng, m, m > mg, then
p(xnma xn/,m') < p(xnma xno,mo) + p(xng,mou $n/7m/) <eg,

that is, the sequence {Znm }5°,—1 is fundamental. This means that there
exists the double limit (1.22): p= lim Zpm.

n,m—0o0
Passing to the limit n,m — oo in inequality p(aznm, x, m/) < e

gives us

= 1 = 1 <
PP @ ) = p( B @, @ ) = B p (T, T ) < €
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’

for n’ > ng, m = mg. Consequently,
P(D; Topr) = p(ps lim s ,0) <e
n —oo

atm’ = mo. Therefore, lim x4, = p. One proved in the same way
m—00

lim T,e =DP. O
n— o0

2°. We will show below (subsection 5.5.3) that the uniform conver-
gence of sequence (1.20) in one of its indices is only a sufficient condition
for changing the order of limits. The basis for obtaining the necessary and
sufficient conditions for changing the order of limit is the Arzela theorem
(see [23, IV.6.11], [26, sect. 432]; see also [19]). Let us state it here for
functions 9 — R.

Let us say that the sequence {zy(-)}22; of functions 9t — R con-
verges to a function z(-) of the same type quasi-uniformly on I

(write: xn(t) = z(t) (QU) on M),

' 2 (t) = 2(t) for all t € M
and
(Ve>0) (VnoeN) (I3peN) (3Ing, ..., ny(=no)) (V€M)
_min_ [z, (t) = 2(t)] < <.

In what follows, it will be convenient sometimes to state this defin-
ition in the language of the series.
Let us say that the series

iak(t) (teMm) (i akn (n € N))
k=1 k=1

converges quasi-uniformly with respect to t € M, (n € N) if it converges
for all ¢ € [a,b] (n € N) and

(V£>O) (Vno EN) (HpEN) (Hnl, O no)) (Vtefm) (VnEN)

oo oo
‘ r{un E ap(t)| <e _min E agn| <€ .
The P k=n;+1 = P k=n;+1




Theorem 1.11. Let M be a metric compact, x,(-) € C(M),
n=12,..., and
n(t) = x(t) for all t € M.
Then for the continuity of x(-) on 9 it is necessary and sufficient that
n(t) = 2(t) (QU) on M.

Proof. Necessity. Let z(-) be continuous on 9. For arbitrary
ng, € > 0 and arbitrary ¢ € 9, there exists n(t) > ng, such that

|Tn ) (1) — 2(t)] < € (1.23)

Denote G(t) = {s: |z, (s) —x(s)| < e}. Since z(-) is continuous, G(t) is
an open set and t € G(t). Since M is compact, it is covered by a finite

number of sets G(t1), ..., G(tp). The numbers n; =n(t;), i =1, ... psat-
isfy the definition of the quasi-uniform convergence. Hence x,(t) — z(t)
(QU) on M.

Sufficiency. Let z,(t) — x(t) (QU) on 9M. Given arbitrary
t € M and e > 0, there exists ny such that inequality (1.23) holds for

n > ng. We choose n; > ng (i = 1,...,p) from the definition of
quasi-uniform convergence and denote G;(t) = {s : |zn,(s) — z(t)| < €},
t=1,..., p. Since x,(-) is continuous, the sets G;(t) are open. The set

p
G(t) = ) Gi(t) (3 t) is also open. Let s € G(t) be arbitrary and let
i=1

number i be such that |z, (8) — x(s)| < e. Then
|2(s) = 2(8)] < [(s) = 2, ()] + |20, (5) — 2, ()] + [0, (8) — 2(8)] < 3e.

Hence () is continuous at point ¢. 0

2. Linear normed spaces

2.1. Definition and examples

Let R denote, as usual, the field of real numbers, let X be a linear
(vector) space over the field R. A function || - || : X — R4 = [0, +00) is
called a norm, if it has the properties:

1) ||z|| = 0 <= x = 0 (we denote by 0 both the number zero and
the zero element of the space X);

2) Azl = (Al [lz] (A € R, z € X);

3) Nz +yll < llzll + llyll (z,y € X).

Properties 1) — 3) are called the axioms of norm. Namely: 1) is
the axiom of identity, 2) is the axiom of positive homogeneity, 3) is the
triangle inequality. A linear space endowed with a norm is called a linear
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normed space (LNS). If we need to emphasize that we are talking about
the norm in space X, then we write ||z x.

1°. For any x,y € &, |||z — yll| < = - yll.

Proof. We apply the triangle inequality and use the positive
homogeneity of the norm:

el = I = v) +yll < llz =yl + lyll = =l =yl < llz = yll;

lyll =ty — ) + 2l < lly — 2l + llzll = [yl = llzll < lly — =
These two inequalities combined give us the required. (I

2°. Fvery LNS is a metric space

Proof. Let p(x,y) = ||z — y||. The identity axiom for the metric
follows from the identity axiom for the norm, the axiom of symmetry
follows from the positive homogeneity of the norm. The triangle inequality
for the metric is obtained from the triangle inequality for the norm as
follows:

p(,y) = lz—yl = [[(z—2)+(—y)| < |[z—2[|+[z—yll = p(z, 2)+p(z,9).

O

The latter implies that ||z|| = p(z,0) (the norm of an element is its

distance to zero). This means that all concepts and statements that were
introduced and proved for metric spaces extend to LNS.

3°. The norm is a continuous function on X.

Proof. Let x, — « (n — oo). This means that ||z, —z| — 0. From
the statement 1 we see that |||z, | — [|lz]|| < |lzn — 2| =0
(n — 00); hence ||, || — ||z, i.e. norm is a continuous function. O

A complete LNS is called a Banach space (B-space) in honor of the
Polish mathematician S. Banach, who introduced this concept.

As some examples of Banach spaces we mention the following
spaces that were introduced earlier: R}, 1, co, ¢, m, , Cla,b], M[a, b].
The norms in all these LNSs are defined by the equality ||z| = p(z,0).

4°. Linear operations in LNS are continuous.
Proof. Let z,y,xn,yn (n € N) be LNS elements, let a, 8 be real
numbers, and let z,, = =, ¥, = y (n = 00). Then

[(azn + Byn) — (lax + By)ll = [lelzn — 2) + Blyn — y)||
< lalflzn =zl + [Blllyn =yl = 0.

This means that az, + By, — ax + By n — oo. Therefore, algebraic
operations are continuous. (|
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Let us consider another example. Denote by C(™[a,b] the set of
n times (n € N) continuously differentiable functions endowed with the

norm
n

) =) max 2™ (6)] = 2™ cpa,y-
P t€la,b] P

5°. C™[a,b] is a Banach space.
n
Proof. Since one can write ||z||ce = Y. 2| c, the axiom of

positive homogeneity holds and the triangle inequality is obvious. Let
lz]lcey = 0. Then ||z |c = 0 for & = 0,1,...,n, which is possible
only if z is identically equal to zero, i.e.we have ||z||gm) =0 = 2 =0
holds. The reverse implication is obvious. Thus, we have proved that
C™[a,b] is an LNS.

Let 2, —  in C™[a,b], i.e. ||z, — 2||gey — 0. This means
that Hxsylf) —z®|c — 0 or xsylf)(t) = 2™ (t) (k = 0,1,...,n). Thus,
the convergence of a sequence of functions in the space C(™) [a,b] is the
uniform convergence of all derivatives up to (including) order n.

We will prove the completeness of this space by the induction in
n. For n =0 C™]a,b] = Cla,b] is a complete space. Suppose that the
space C("~1[a, b] is complete. Let {z,,}5°_; € C]a,b] be an arbitrary
fundamental sequence. This means that ||z, —2p||ce — 0 for m,p — oo,
S0

n—1
Dol —2Ple =0, |2l —afM| =0, (m,p—o0). (2.1)
k=0

The first convergence in (2.1) means that the original sequence is fun-
damental in space C(®~Da,b], which, by our hypothesis, is complete.
Therefore, there exists = € C"~1[a, b] such that x,, — x in C~Y[a,d].
The second limit in (2.1) means that there exists a continuous function y
such that z{}" (t) = y(t) (m — o). Now we recall the representation of a
continuously differentiable function in terms of its derivative:

t

s @) = 2o+ [ (5 ds (2:2)

a

In view of the uniform convergence of P (t) = y(t), we can pass to the

limit m — oo in this representation, obtaining
t

V() =2V (a) + /y(s) ds.
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It follows that 2™ = y € Cla,b], or * € C™[a,b] and, since

xgi)(t) =z (k=0,1,...,n, m = o0), we have z,, — z in C™]a,b].
By induction, the space C(™[a,b] is complete for every n € N. O

2.2. Finite-dimensional LNS

Let X be a linear space equipped with two functions |- ||; and || -||2
satisfying the axioms of the norm. We say that the norms || - ||; and || - |2
are equivalent (written as || - |1 ~ || - ||2) if there are positive numbers «
and ( such that the inequalities

allzflz < flzfly < Bll=ll2 (2:3)

hold for all z € X.

1°. The relation ~ on the set of all norms that are defined on the
same linear space is an equivalence relation, that is, it is reflexive, sym-
metric and transitive.

Proof. Reflexivity: for any norm ||z < ||z|| < [|z||. Symmetry: if
allzllz < ||zl < B||z]2, where a > 0,5 > 0, then

1 1
Flel <llzllz < Zllzfl-

5
Transitivity: if
allzlz < flzfly < Bllzlle and  Allzlls < [lzfls < 5|zl

(o, 8,7,0 > 0), then aylzlls < [lz]x < 6Blx]s. 0

2°. If a sequence of elements of a linear space X converges with
respect to one of the two equivalent norms, then it converges with respect
to both norms.

Proof. Let a|z|l2 < ||z]|1 < Bllz|l2 (o > 0,5 > 0) and ||z, —2]2 — 0
(n — o0). It follows from inequality ||z|; < B||z|]2 that ||z, —z|1 — 0. If
|z — z|l1 — 0, then inequality «||x||2 < ||z||; implies that ||x, —z|2 — 0.
O

3°. If a sequence of elements of a linear space X is fundamental
with respect to one of the two equivalent norms, then it is fundamental
with respect to both norms.

Proof. Let afzl2 < |z < Bllzllz2 (@ > 0,8 > 0). Assume
that sequence {x,}22; is fundamental with respect to norm || - ||z, that
is, ||zn — Tmll2 = 0 (n,m — o0). Then it follows from inequality
lz]l1 < Bllz|l2 that ||z, — zm|1 = 0 (n,m — o0), i.e.the sequence is
fundamental with respect to norm || - ||;. If this sequence is fundamental
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with respect to norm || - ||1,, then we prove in the same way, using inequal-
ity af|z]l2 < ||z]|1 <, that it is fundamental with respect to norm || - ||2.
O

4°. If space X is complete with respect to one of the two equivalent
norms, then it is complete with respect to both norms.

Proof. Let a|zllz < |lz|i < Bllzllz (e« > 0,8 > 0). Sup-
pose that space X is complete with respect to norm | - |1, and sup-
pose that sequence {z,}52, is fundamental with respect to norm || - ||2,
ie ||zn — Tml2 = 0(n,m — o0). According to 3, it is fundamental
with respect to norm || - ||;. Therefore, there exists x € X such that
|zn —x|]]1 = 0 (n — o0). In view of inequality «||z||2 < ||z||1, we have
|z, — 2|2 = 0 (n — o0), which means that space X is complete with
respect to norm || - ||2. We argue in exactly the same way if space X is
complete with respect to norm || - [|o. O

Let X be a finite-dimensional linear space (dim X = n). Let
{gr}}_, be its basis, let {ex}}_; be a fixed basis in R%. Each element of

n

x € X can be expanded uniquely in basis {gr}}_;: == > gk, zr € R,
k=1

Let us associate with this x the element £ € R} according to the rule

n
& = 3 wgeg. This correspondence is an isomorphism.
k=1

Lemma 2.1. There are positive numbers a and [ such that the
following inequality is true:

allzfley < lzllx < Bl2||ey- (2.4)

Proof. Using the triangle inequality for the norm, and the Holder
inequality (p = 2), we obtain

n n
lellx = 1S argelle <
k=1 k=

n 1/2
|| gkl < 5 (Z |Ik|2> = Bl /ey
k=1

1

n 1/2
where 3 = <Z ||gk||2> . This proves the right inequality in (2.4). The
k=1
assertion 1 and what has already been proved imply the inequalities
2l = ll="ll2] < llo” = 2"l < BlIZ" — 2" ||y (2.5)
Consider function f(z) = ||z||x defined on set

S={x: [|zllpy =1} C X;
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The set S can be viewed as the unit sphere in space Py. It follows from

(2.5) that this function is continuous. Since S is a bounded closed set in

RY, there is a point on the sphere where f is equal to its infimum. We

denote this value by . Since S does not contain zero, we have a > 0.
Thus, for any x € X,

|l

[E4(r23

which yields the left inequality in (2.4). O

la = a,

5°. All norms in R™ are equivalent.
Proof. Let us take as X' in (2.4) the space R™ endowed with any

norm. ]
6°. Let X be a finite-dimensional linear space. All norms in X are
equivalent.
Proof. Let || -1, || - ||z be two arbitrary norms in X'. According to

inequality (2.4), we have
allzllry < llzlls < Bll2lrg, YZlry < llzll2 < 3]2[rg,

which gives us $|z]l2 < |z < Z][]|2. O
Theorem 2.1. All finite-dimensional LNS are complete.

Proof. Let X be a LNS, n = dim X, let {gx}}_,; be a basis in
X, {z(™}2 | C X isan arbitrary fundamental sequence. Let us construct
sequence {#("}2°  C R} as above. It follows from the left inequality in
(2.4) that
a”i(") _ j(m)”Rg < Hx(n) _ l’(m)Hx-

This means that sequence {2(™}°2 , is fundamental in the LNS R% and,
since R} is complete, has limit in it. Thus, there exists z € X such that
|#") —&|lry — O (n — oo). The right inequality in (2.4) implies that
|z — z||x < B2 — 2|ry, ie. |20 —z|x = 0 (n — oo). This
means that X is complete. O

A closed linear manifold in X is called a subspace of X. We draw
reader’s attention to the difference between the concept of a subspace in
the theory of metric spaces and in the theory of LNS. In the theory of
metric spaces, the concept a subspace is not an embedded closure.

Let us consider an example. Let P[a,b] denote the linear space of
algebraic polynomials with the same norm as in C[a.b]. Obviously, P[a, b]
is a linear manifold in Cla.b], but Pla,b] is not closed in C[a.b]. Indeed,

x(t) = > ’;—k, = x(t) = €', i.e. @, converges to x in Cla.b]; z, € Pla,]
k=0

(n eN), but = ¢ Pla,b]. Therefore, Pla,b] is not a subspace of Cla, b].
o1



7°. All finite-dimensional linear manifolds in an infinite-dimensional
LNS X are closed, and thus they are subspaces.

Proof. Let Y C X be a finite-dimensional linear manifold. By
Theorem 1, it is closed. Therefore, by Theorem 1.1, it is complete. 0

8°. The set P,la,b] of polynomials of degree at most n is a subspace
of the LNS Cla, b).
Proof. Each polynomial p(t) = agt™ + a1t" t + -+ + an_1t + ay, is

defined by an (n+ 1)-dimensional vector (ag, a1, ..., ay) of its coefficients.
Therefore, P,[a,b] is a (n+ 1)-dimensional linear manifold in Cla, b]. By
assertion 7, P,[a,b] is a subspace of Cla,b]. O

2.3. Direct product. Direct sum. Isometric isomorphism
The direct product X x ) of LNSs X and ) is a linear space

Z={z=(x,y): z€ X, ye Y} withnorm |z]= |zlx+ |vly

Let X and Y be two LNSs such that X (Y = {0} (these can be two
subspaces of the same LNS). The direct sum W = X+Y is the linear
space

W={w=z+ty:xecX,ye)} withnorm [wl|=z|x+ylly.

1°. X x )Y (2@}3}) 18 a Banach space if and only if spaces X and
Y are Banach.

Proof. Let Z = X x Y be a Banach space. Let {z,}52,
and {yn}52; be fundamental sequences in X and ), respectively. Let
2n=(Zn,yn). Then

l2n = 2mllz =20 — Tl x +[|Yn — Ymlly =0 (n,m = o0).

Therefore, sequence {z,}> ; is fundamental in Z. Since this space is com-
plete, there exists z = (z,y) € Z, z, — z. Since

0 llzn = 2llz = lzn = 2llx + [lyn — ylly,

we have ||z, — z||lx = 0, ||yn — y|ly — 0. This means that spaces X and
Y are complete.

The reverse implication is proved by arguing similarly: complete-
ness of X and ) implies completeness of Z. Similar arguments work for
the direct sum. ]

The LNSs X and Y are called isometrically isomorphic (we write
X 22 ) if there exists a mapping ¢ : X — Y (an isometric isomorphism)
with the properties:

52



1) ¢ is an isomorphism (recall: this means that ¢ is bijective and

o(r+y) = o) + oY), p(Ar) = Ap(z)

for all z,y € X and A € ]P’);

2) ¢ is an isometry; this means that ||¢(x)||y = ||| x-

Obviously, the direct sum is isometrically isomorphic to the direct
product.

2°. Isometric isomorphism is a continuous mapping.

Proof. Let p: X — Y (X, Y are LNSs) be an isometric isomorph-
ism and let x, — z in X. Since p(z,) — ¢(z) = ¢(x, — x), we have
lo(an) —o(@)lly =
= lle(en —2)lly = [len — zllx = 0 (n = 00), ie. p(zn) = @(z) in V.
This means that ¢ is continuous ]

3°. The inverse of an isometric isomorphism is also an isometric
isomorphism.

Proof. Let p: X = Y (X, Y are LNSs) be an isometric isomorph-
ism. Since ¢ is bijective, there exists its inverse, which is a bijective
mapping ¢! :) — X.

Let us show that =1 is an isomorphism. Let y; € Y, x; = ¢~ (y;);
which means y; = ¢(x;) (i = 1,2). Then

1

ay1 + By2 = ap(r1) + Be(x2) = p(ax, + fr2) =

= ¢ oy + By2) = az1 + Pz = ap”(y1) + B (y2).

It remains to show that =1 is an isometry. Let y € Y, x = »~1(y); this

means that y = ¢(z). We have |l¢~ (y)|lx = ||z||lx =
= lle@)lly = llylly- O

4°. If X 2 Y, then X is complete if and only if the Y is complete.

Proof. Let X =2 ), and let ¢ : X — )Y be the corresponding
isometric isomorphism. Since ||p(z) — p(y)|ly = ||z — y||x, i-e. the iso-
metric isomorphism preserves distances between elements, a fundamental
sequence in space X (y) corresponds to a fundamental sequence in space
Yy (X ); and a convergent sequence in space X (y) corresponds to a con-
vergent sequence in space ) (X ) This yields the required. (|

Isometric isomorphism between LNSs is obviously an equivalence
relation. Such spaces may differ from each other only by the nature of
their elements. However, in the LNS theory, isometrically isomorphic
spaces are treated as identical. R

Let X be an LNS with norm || - ||. The smallest Banach space X
that contains X as a subspace is called a completion of the LNS X. For
example, R is a completion of Q.
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The following completion theorem is meaningful only for incomplete
space.

Theorem 2.2. Every LNS has a unique completion up to an iso-
metric isomorphism. Moreover, the original LNS is dense in its comple-
tion: cl X = X.

Proof. To prove this theorem, we only need to add to the proof
of Theorem 1.2 the verification that the classes of equivalent fundamental
sequences constructed there constitute a linear space, which is fairly ob-
vious. g

As in the case of metric spaces, a completion can often be described
by starting directly from the definition (see, for example, the remark at
the end of paragraph 1.4).

Let X be an LNS, let ) be its subspace. The quotient space
X/ Y ={t: x,ye &< x—y e Y}is, as is well known, a linear space
(its elements & are called cosets with respect to the subspace ), the zero
element is ). itself) Let # € X'/Y. Put ||Z[|x/y = ;21;”35”95

5°. If X is a Banach space, then X /Y is also a Banach space.
Proof. Let & be the zero element of the quotient space X /),
ie. &= Yil|2l|lx/y = in§)||3:||;( = 0. Conversely, if ||#||x;y = 0, then
€

there exists a sequence {z,} C & such that x,, — 0. Since, due to the
closedness of ), the coset £ = = + ) is also closed, it contains the limit of
this sequence, that is, 0 € Z. This means that £ = 0. The identity axiom
is proved.

Since Az = {y : y = Az, x € &}, we have

INellasy = inf llellx = it Azl = [N inf el = A ]2/

It remains to verify the validity of the triangle inequality. Since Z+§ = = + v,
where x € Z, y € ¢, we have from the definition of the norm:

12 + 9l sy = Iz + yllasy < llo+y lx <llzllx+ [yl

We now pass on the right side to the infimums. We arrive at the required
inequality.

Thus, the axioms of the norm are satisfied.

Let us prove completeness of the quotient space.

Let ¢ : X — X/Y be a natural homomorphism of the space X to
the factor space X/Y, ie., ¥(z) = & = x + Y. For any & € X/), there
exists © € X such that ¢(x) = &, and, by the property of the infimum,

. 1
12l /9 = 5 Nl (2.6)
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Let X be a complete LNS, {£,}52, C X/Y is a fundamental
sequence. This means that [|Z, — Z,[lx/y — 0 (m,n — 00). Since

Ty — Ty, = :vn/—\:vm, there exist

Tn € Eny Tm € Tm, Tn — Tm € T — Tm
such that, due to (2.6), 0 « ||Zn — Zmllx/y = 3ll2n — Tm|x. Thus,
sequence {z, }52; is fundamental in complete space X'. Therefore, there

exists x € X such that ||z, —z||lx — 0 (n— o0). We put & = ¢(z). From
the definition of the norm in X' /Y, we have

[#n —Zl|x/p = inf [[zlx <l[lzn —2zlx = 0,
ZETn—X
that is, &, — & € X/Y. The quotient space is complete. (|

2.4. Splitting of B-spaces. Compactness of constituent
subspaces

Let X be a B-space, X1, X5 are its subspaces (X1 NXz = {0}),
X =X;+X2,AC X and A; C X; are “projections” of set A onto
X; (i=1,2), ie.

Alz{IleXll (V.IEA) (El.IQeXQ), T =1 —|—{E2},
AQZ{LL'QEXQZ (VLL'EA) (HxlEXl), xr =21 —I—LL'Q}

Let us ask ourselves the following question: what is the relationship

between properties of closedness (compactness, relative compactness) of
sets A and Ay, A?

Lemma 2.2. If A is closed, then A; (i =1,2) are also closed.
Proof. Let 2} be limit points of sets A; and let {xl(n)}j’f:l C A
be sequences converging to these limit points (i = 1,2). We put (™ (¢) =
= :an) () + xén) (t). Then z(™ (t) — x%(t) + x5 = 2*(t). Since A is closed,
we have z* € A, is closed, and by the definition of sets A; z} € A;, i.e.
A; (i =1,2) are closed. O
Already the example

X =R? A= {(x1,22): 27+ 25 <1}\{(z1,22) : 2 =1/1— 23,
—1<xz <0}

shows that the converse is not true: the sets A;, As are closed, but the
set A is not.
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Lemma 2.3. If A; C X; (i = 1,2) are relatively compact, then
A s relatively compact.

Proof. Let sets A; (i = 1,2) be relatively compact, let € be ar-
bitrary, let E; = {y¥}}¥, (i = 1,2) be the corresponding %-nets
for A; in X; (i = 1,2). We set y* = o 495 (j = 1,...,my,
k=1,...,mz2). Then H = {y*},_1 i k=1,..m» C X is an e-net
for A to X.

Indeed, let x € A. Put = 21 + 22 (a; € A;). There are yf e FE;

such that [|z; — y¥|

€ Q.
x; < 3 Since y*k2 € H, we have

=" 7 | x = llor + 22 — ¥ — 952l x = (21— yp) + (22 — 95?) || x <
<o — vt x + llee — 5% lx = llon — it llx, + ll22 — 5% [|x, <.

By Theorem 1.5 (Hausdorfl), A is relatively compact in X. O

It can be seen directly from the proofs that the assertions of Lem-
mas 2.2 and 2.3 extend to an arbitrary number m of the constituent
subspaces. Let X be a B-space, X1,...,X,, are its subspaces such that
XzﬂXz = {O} for i #_], and

X=X1+...+X,,, ACX,
and A; C X; are the “projections” A onto the subspace X; (i =1,...,m),

ie.

Ai={zi€X;: VazeA) Bz €X;),j#i, v=)Y x;},
j=1
t=1,...,m.
Thus, we have the following final result:

Theorem 2.3. If A is closed and A; (i =1,...,m) are relat-
iely compact, then the sets A, A1,..., Ay are compact.

2.5. Examples of B-spaces of sequences

Consider the following linear normed spaces of sequences of num-
bers (see [23, VIII1.2.8-11)):

oo
bv = {2 = (a1,22,...) ¢ e = [aa] + 3 [ensr — au] < +oo);
k=1

oo
bvo = {z = (z1,x2,...) : ||z|| = > |zk+1—2k| < 400, lim z = 0};
k=1 k—oo
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n
bs = {z = (z1,22,...) : ||z|| = sup ‘ > x| < o0}
n k=1
o0 n
cs ={z = (x1,22,...) : series Y. xj converges,||z| =sup | =k
k=1 n |k=1

Below we prove a number of results for these spaces.

1°. There following (set-theoretic) inclusions take place:
1 C bvg C bv C c, 13 C cs C c, cs C bs C 1y

Proof. Let us first show that for any LNS & and any sequence
o0

{2,}22, C X of its elements, the convergence of the series > || Zn41—2n]|
n=1

implies that this sequence is fundamental.

Indeed, by Cauchy’s convergence principle, it follows from the con-
vergence of the series that for any € > 0 there exists a natural number N
such that for all n,m > N, m >n

m—1
Z |lzg — zrs1] < e.
k=n

Using the triangle inequality, we obtain
m—1
|20 = 2|l < Y ok — 2]l <o,
k=n

which means that the sequence is fundamental {x,}5 ;.

Note that the reverse implication does not take place: the fact that
the sequence is fundamental does not, in general, imply the convergence
of the indicated series. Let us consider an example. The sequence

since
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(as the remainder of a convergent series). So, the sequence {z(™1% , is

o0 o0
fundamental. However, the series Y. [z —2(+D| = 32 %_H diverges.

n= =
The inclusion bv C ¢ now follows from the above implication and
the completeness of space R. The remaining inclusions are obvious. [

2°. There is an isometric isomorphism between spaces
bvg and 1;; csandc; bsandly;
Proof. We define mapping
p:bvg =13
as follows: for = (z1, z2,...) € bvp, we put
y = o(x) = (xo — o1, 23 — T2,...).

It follows from the definition of space bvg that ¢(z) € l;. Since the
inverse mapping is given by

r=¢'y), w=-) y, k=12,
j=k

we have z;, — 0 (K — o0) (as the remainder of the convergent series).
So, mapping ¢ is bijective. The linearity ¢ is obvious. Hence ¢ is an
isomorphism. Since

o0

le@)ly =Y lerst = ol = [llbvo,

k=1

we obtain that ¢ is an isometry.
We define mapping
p:ics—c

n
as follows: for z = (x1,22,...) € cs we set y = ¢(z), yn = D xk, n € N.
k=1

o0
Due to the convergence of the series > xj there exists the limit S = lim y,,
k=1 n—oo
i.e. p(z) € c. The inverse mapping is defined by the equality

=0 'Y, T1=y1, Th=Yp—Yh-1, k=2,3,...(y € ).
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o0
The n-th partial sum of the series Y xj is equal to y,. Thus, ¢ is

k=1
bijective and, due to its obvious linearity, is an isomorphism. Since
le(@)|le = sup|yn| = ||z||cs, we obtain that ¢ is an isometry.
neN

The mapping
p:bs =1y

is defined as follows: for = (z1,z2,...) € bs, we put y = ¢(z),
n

Yn = Y. Tk, n € N. The inverse mapping is defined as in the previous
k=1

case. Thus, as above, we obtain that ¢ is an isomorphism. Since

n
[#]lbs = sup | > ax| = suplyn| = [l¢()|1..,
neN | neN
mapping ¢ is an isometry; (I

3°. bv = R+bvyg;
Proof. Let x = (z1,22,...) € bvg. From the proof of 1 and the
completeness of space R, we obtain the existence of the limit o = klirn Tk,
— 00

S0 one can represent © = ae + y, where

e=(1,1,...)€bv, y= (1 —a, z2 — a,...) € bvg).
The uniqueness of this representation follows from the uniqueness of the
limit. The required representation follows. ([l

4°. bv, bvy, bs, cs are Banach spaces.

Proof. The completeness of spaces bvg, bs, cs follows from state-
ments 2 and 2.3.4, the completeness of bv follows from statement 3.
O
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Chapter II. Functions of bounded variation

3. Monotone functions

3.1. Definitions

Here we are discuss functions f : J — R defined at each point of
an interval J C R of the real axis, and taking real values.

Let us recall some definitions from mathematical analysis.

A function f(-) is called increasing (decreasing) on interval J if, for
every t,s € J, t <s,

f)<f@s)  (F) = f(s)). (3.1)

Thus, we will understand the increase (decrease) in the non-strict sense. If
in (3.1) one has strict inequalities for all ¢ and s specified there, then f(-)
will be called strictly increasing (strictly decreasing).

A function f() is called monotonic (strictly monotonic) on an in-
terval J if it is increasing on this interval or decreasing (strictly increasing
or strictly decreasing).

Let us also recall some properties of the monotone functions. A
monotonie function has finite one-sided limits

fltot) = tiitrﬂof(t)’ f(to—) = ti&?fof(t%

at each interior point of the interval J. That is, a monotone function can
have only first kind discontinuities.

Denote by oy, (f) (ot (f), o, (f)) the jump (right jump, left jump)
of function f(-) at point #g :

oty (f) = f(to+) = f(to=), o3 (f) = f(tot) — f(to),

o5, (f) = f(to) — f(to—).
Clearly,

a1, () = 03 (f) + 04, (f)-
If ot (f) = 0 (0y,(f) = 0), then f(-) is continuous on the right (left)
at point ¢o. Since f(-) is monotone, either f(to—) < f(to) < f(to+) or
f(to—) = f(to) = f(to+), so if o1, (f) = 0, then f(-) is continuous at t.
If J = [a, b], then at point a (b) one can only talk about about o7 (f)
(0, (f)) and right (left) continuity.

If f(-) is a decreasing function, then g(¢t) = — f(¢) is an increasing

function. So, below we consider only increasing functions.
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3.2. Auxiliary assertions

Lemma 3.1. Let J = [a, b], let f(-) be an increasing function,
t1, ..., t, are distinct interior points of J. Then
)+ Zo—tk +o, (f) < f(b) — f(a). (3.2)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢; are
ordered: t; < to < ... <t,. Put ty = a, t,+1 = b and select arbitrarily sg
so that t < s <ti+1, k=0,1,...,n

Since f(-) is increasing, we have inequalities

flat) = fla) < f(s0) = f(a);
f

flrt) = ft=) < flse) = flsr1), k=1,2,...,n.
f(0) = f(b=) < f(b) = f(sn)-
Adding these inequalities, we obtain estimate (3.2). (]
Lemma 3.2. Let J = [a, b], let f(-) be an increasing function.

For every € > 0, there exist only finitely many points of discontinuity of
function f(-) where its jump exceeds €. (In other words, for every e > 0
the set T.(f) = {t € J : ou(f) > €} 1is finite.)

Proof. Fix arbitrarily n points t1, ..., t, from T.(f). Then, ac-
cording to Lemma 3.1,

ne <Y o, (f) < f(b) - f(a).
k=1

M. And this is what was needed to be proved. [

Theorem 3.1. Let J = [a, b]. The set T(f) of points of discon-
tinuity of an increasing function f(-) is at most countable. If {tx}3, C
C T'(f) is the set of interior discontinuity points, then

Therefore, n <

)+ Z on (f) + 0y (£) < £(b) = f(a). (33)

Proof. The first assertion follows from Lemma 3.2 and the rep-
resentation T'(f) = U,—; Ty (f). Lemma 3.1 yields that the sequence of
partial sums of the series (having positive terms) from (3.3) is bounded.
Therefore, taking n in (3.2) to +00, we obtain (3.3). O
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If J = (a,b) (in particular, « = —oco or (and) b = 4o00) and
T(f) = {tx}32,, then inequality (3.3) takes form

teJ

> o (f) < sup f(t) — inf f(2). (3.4)
Pt te.

3.3. Example of an increasing function discontinuous on Q

The fact that the set of points of discontinuity of a monotone func-
tion is at most countable can give an impression that such functions are
rather unsophisticated. However, a countable set can have a structure that
is quite complex. In this regard, let us consider the following example.

Ezample 1. Let Q = {ry1, ro, ...} be the set of rational numbers.
For each ¢ € R, we put

= 5 (35)

k:rp<t
(here the summation extends to those k for which ry < ). Obviously
infg f(t) = 0, supg f(t) = > 1/2k =1
k=1

Let us show that

1) f(+) is strictly increasing on all R;

2) f(-) has discontinuity on the right at every rational point r,, € Q,
moreover o, (f) = Yyn;

3) f(-) is left continuous on R;

4) f(-) is continuous at irrational points.

Indeed, let ¢t > t;. There is a rational number ¢; < 7, < t2 such
that

1 1 1 1 1 1
f(tQ):Zﬁ:Z?k"'Z 2—k>z2—k+270:f(t1)+270,

re<ts re<ti t1<rp<ts re<ti
1
f(tg) — f(tl) > QTO > 0. (36)

Thus, assertion 1) is proved.
Let r,, € Q be arbitrary. For ¢ > r, as above, we have f(t) > f(r,)+
+Y,n. Hence for t — 7, +0 we have o;F (f) = f(rn+)— f(rn) = Yn. This

proves that f(-) is discontinuous from the right at every rational point.
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Since the sum of jumps over all discontinuity points f(-) is larger
or equals to Y oy, (f) and Y o, (f) = > ot (f), we have by inequal-
k=1 k=1 k=1
ity (3.4)

oo 1 oo oo
1= o <D0 (NS on(f) <L
k=1 k=1 k=1
Therefore, all series above sum to exactly 1, o;f (f) = or (f) = Yy,

o, (f) =0, and o¢(f) = 0 for every irrational point. So, all statements
above for f(-) defined by equality (3.5) are proved.

Comment 3.1. 1. One can carry out a similar to (3.5) con-
struction of a strictly increasing function, discontinuous at all points of
a prespecified countable set {t1, ta, ...} C J, left continuous at points ¢y,

o0
having jumps at these points equal to aj > 0, where Y ap < oco.

k=1
2. If we define
gty =Y a, (3.7)

k:tp <t

then we obtain a function g(-) that is discontinuous at all points of the
set {t1, ta, ...}, is right continuous at points t; with jumps ay.

3.4. Continuous and discrete parts

Let J = [a, b], let f(-) be an increasing function, T'(f) = {tx} is
its set of discontinuities. We define function fg(-) in the following way.
Let f4(a) =0. Put for t > a

fa(t) = o (f)+ Y ou () + o7 (f). (3.8)

trp<t

We immediately see from definition (3.8) that f4(-) jumps when we
pass through the points of discontinuity of f(-).

Let us show that fq(-) is an increasing function.

Indeed, let s > t. Then

fa(s) = fa®) = D oo, (f)+o; (f)—o; (f) =

1<t <s

= > on () + ftH) = ft=) + oy (f) = f(O) + f(t—) =

t<tp<s

=o/(H)+ D on(f)+os(f)=0, (3.9

t<tp<s
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which means that fg(-) is increasing.
Next, put

fe(t) = f(t) — fa(t). (3.10)
Let us show that f.(-) is an increasing continuous function.

Let ¢ € J be arbitrary, let s > t. We obtain from (3.9) and the
inequality (3.3), applied on closed interval [t, s]:

fals) = fa() < f(s) — F(0), (3.11)
S0 fult) = f() = falt) < f(s) = fa(s) = fu(s), e fu() is indeed an

increasing function.
On the other hand, we also see from (3.9) that

o (f) = f(t+) = f(t) < fa(s) = fa(t)

(all terms are non-negative, so one term does not exceed the sum). Letting
s — t + 0 here and in (3.11), we obtain

f+) = f(t) = fa(t+) — fa(t), (3.12)
50 fo(t+) = f(t+) — fa(t+) = f(t) — fa(t) = fo(t), i.e. fo(+) is continuous

on the right at point ¢. Taking s < ¢, interchainging in the argument
above s and ¢, and then taking s — ¢t — 0, we establish continuity of f.(-)
at t on the left.

Along the way, we proved (see7 for example, (3.12)) that the jumps
(left jumps, right jumps) of f4(-) and f(-) coincide.

Definition (3.10) can be rewritten as follows: f(t) = fc(t) + fa(¢).
Thus, we have proved the following assertion.

Theorem 3.2. An increasing function can be represented as the
sum of an increasing continuous function f.(-) (continuous part f(-)) and
an increasing jump function fq(-) (discrete parts f(-)). The value f(:) at
point a is “inherited” from its continuous part: f.(a) = f(a).

Note that in the example considered in Section 1.2 fq(t) = f(¢),
fe(t) = 0.

3.5. Cantor’s ladder

Here it will be convenient to define a special function (the so-called
Cantor’s “ladder”), which we will need later in the book. First, we prove
an auxiliary assertion.

Let f(-) be an increasing function that takes all values from set A
that is everywhere dense in [f(a), f(b)]. Then f(-) is continuous on [a, b].
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Proof. Assume that f(-) has a discontinuity point to in [a, b]
Since f(-) is an increasing function, to can only be a jump discontinuity.
This means that at least one of intervals (f(to—), f(to)) or (f(to), f(to+))
does not contain values of function f(-). Hence this interval contains no
points of set A, which contradicts to the hypothesis that A is dense in
[f(a), f(b)]. Therefore, f(-) is continuous on [a, b]. O

Ezample 2. We define function 6 : [0, 1] — [0, 1] as follows (see
Section 1.7.7). We set 0(t) = Y, for t € Gy, 0(t) = Y, for t € (Yo, %),
6(t) =3, for t € (o, %), and, in general, §(t) = 251 on the i-th adjacent
interval of k-th rank (counting from left to right), i = 1,2, ..., 2L
Function 6(-) is defined on the Cantor open set Gg. Let us define it on the

Cantor perfect set K. We put (0) =0, 0(t) = sup 60(7) for the other
7<t, TEGY

points in K. Clearly, 6(1)=1. Now 6(-) is defined everywhere on [0, 1].

Let us show that:

a) 0(-) is an increasing function;

b) 0(-) is continuous on [0, 1].

Proof. By construction, 6(-) increases (in a non-strict sense) on
the set Gy. The extension of 6(-) to the entire interval [0, 1] preserves its
property of being increasing, since the supremum can only become larger
as the set over which the supremum is taken expands.

Already on Gy, function 6(-) takes all binary rational values. Since
the set of binary rational numbers is dense in [0, 1], the previous result
implies continuity of 6(-). O

3.6. Sets of measure zero

Everywhere below, for the sake of the uniformity of notation of
various sums of jumps, we extend function f : [a, b], originally defined on
[a, b], to the left of ¢ = a and to the right of t = b as follows:

ft)=f(a) ont<a, f(t)=Ff(b) ont>b. (3.13)

This gives us o, (f) = 0 and o} (f) = 0.
Let g : [a,b] = R be an arbitrary increasing function. We say that
A C [a,b] is a g-measure zero set if for any € > 0 there is an open set
G = U(ak, bx) D A such that
k

1g(G) = (g(be—) — glan+)) <e.

k

The fact that A C [a,b] is a set of g-measure zero is also denoted by
pg(A) = 0. If g(t) = ¢, then we say that A is a set of Lebesque measure
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zero (null-set) and write

mes(G) =Y (b —ax), mes(A) =0.
k

Thus, for an open set G = |J(ay, b), mes(G) is the sum of the lengths of
k

the constituent intervals (we assume from now on that these intervals do

not intersect each other, although they may have common endpoints).

Theorem 3.3. Let an increasing function g : [a,b] — R be con-
tinuous. Then all finite and countable sets from [a,b] are sets of g-measure
zero.

Proof. Let, for example, A = {t1,%2,...} C [a,b], and let € > 0 be
fixed arbitrarily. Due to the uniform continuity of g(-), for every t; there
exists an interval (ax, b) > ty such that g(by—)—g(ar+) = g(bx)—g(ar) < 5.

Put G = U (ak, bg), which yields the required. O
k=1
The Cantor perfect set IC (see p. 1.7.7) is a set of Lebesgue measure

zero, mesKC = 0.
Proof. For notation, see 1.7.7. Let € > 0 be arbitrary, let
I' = U v« be the set of points of the first kind, enumerated as in 1.7.7.

k=1
According to statement c) from 1.7.7, the open set

. > 9 9
G—H('Yk_?vvk+2—k)

covers C, and mes(G) < ¢, i.e., mes K = 0. O

Theorem 3.4. Let g(-) be an arbitrary increasing function. Fi-
nite or countable union of sets g-measure zero is a set of g-measure zero.

Proof. Let A,, n =1,2,... be sets of g-measure zero, let € > 0

oo
be arbitrary. We cover each A, with the open set G, = |J (ank, bnk)
k=1

k,n=1,2,... Then A= |J A, is

n=1

e

so that g(bnk_) - g(ank+) < 2n+/€’

covered by the open set G = |J G, 1e(G) < e. O
1

n=
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4. Functions of bounded variation

4.1. Total variation of a function

Let J = [a, b], f : J — R. Consider a partition 7 = {t;}}_, of the
interval [a, b], a = tg < t; < ... <t, =b. Let us consider the sum of the
absolute values of the increments of function f(-) corresponding to this
partition:

vr =0, (f) = or(f; [a, b)) =D [f(te) — f(te1)| (= 0).
k=1

There are two possible cases:

1) The set of sums {v.(f)},, corresponding to all partitions, is
bounded from above, that is, there is a constant C' such that v, (f) < C
for all 7; in this case we say that function f(-) has finite total variation
(finite change) on [a, b], and define the total variation of function f(-) on

interval [a, b] as
b

V() = Sgva(f)
a
(the supremum here is taken over all partitions 7). We also say that f(-)
s a function of bounded variation.
2) The set of sums {v-(f)}- is not bounded, that is, for any C' > 0
there is a partition 7 such that v, (f) > C. Then we say that f(-) is not
a function of bounded variation or that its total variation f(-) is infinite,

b
V(f) = +oc.
’ Obviously, the total variation of a function is zero if and only if this
function is identically equal to a constant.

Suppose that partitions 7’ and 7 differ only by one point, so that
'=7U{t} and t € (tgy—1, tk,)- Then by the properties of the absolute
value of a real number,

[f(tro) = ftro—1)] = [(f (tro) = F(B)) + (f(E) = f(tro—1))] <
< 1f (o) = FOL+ 1) = f(tro-1)]-
The number on the left is included in the sum v,, both terms on the right

are included in sum v,/. The rest of the terms in both sums are the same,
so v, < v,r. Thus, adding new points to some partition can only increase

b
the sum of the absolute values of the increments. Since v,(f) <V (f) for

a
any partition, we may assume that a given partition includes all points
that are of interest to us.
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4.2. Example of a continuous function with infinite total
variation

Ezample 3. Let ¢(t) =0 fort =0, c(t) =t-cosg; for 0 <t<1.
Consider the partition 7, of interval [0, 1] by points

0< ! < 1 < <1<1<1
2n 2n—1 7 73 "2 '
1 T 1 T 1 T
UTH(][’)—'%COS@—O‘—F 2n_1COS2.2n171—%COSﬁ —+.. .+
n ™ 1 ™ +h ™ 1 ™
— COS —— — = COS - CO0S —— — — COS ——| .
2 % 3 2. % 2.1 2 %
Since cos Tk = (—1)*, cos @ =0, we have
1+1+ 1 +— 1 +. +1+1+1+1 1+1—|— +1
Vy = — + — Z = -
" 2n 2n 2n—2 2n-—2 4 4 2

Since the partial sum of the harmonic series tends to 400 as n — oo, for

1
every ¢ > 0 there is n such that v, (c) > ¢. Thus, V/(c) = +oo.
0

4.3. Vector space of functions of bounded variation
Let us introduce some classes of functions of bounded variation and

study their basic properties.

Theorem 4.1. Monotone functions have finite total variation,
b
and \/(f) = |f(b) = f(a)|.

Proof. Let f(-) be an increasing function on [a, b], let 7 be an
arbitrary partition. Since f(tx) > f(tx—1), we have

Z Flte—0)l =Y (f(tr) = f(ti-1)) = f(b) = f(a).

k=1

b
Here v,(f) does not even depend on the partition, so \/(f) =

a

= 1) — f(a). O
Theorem 4.2. If f(-) satisfies the Lipschitz condition, then it

b
has finite total variation, and \/(f) < L(b — a), where L is a Lipschitz

a
constant of function f(-).
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Proof. The Lipschitz condition means that for all ¢ and s from
[a, b] |f(t) — f(s)] < L|t — s|. For an arbitrary partition 7 we have

vr(f) = D1 (t) = flti-a)] <
k=1

<Y Ltk —tue1) =LY (tk —tu1) = L(b—a),
k=1 k=1

so the assertion of theorem follows. O

Corollary 4.1. If function f(-) is differentiable at each point [a, b]
and its derivative is bounded, then f(-) is a function of bounded variation.

Proof. Let |f/(t)] < M. By the Lagrange finite increment formula,

1f (&) = f) =€)t =) = £ () - [t — s| < M|t — s
(¢ is a point strictly between t and s), i.e. f(-) satisfies the Lipschitz
condition with constant M. O
Theorem 4.3. A function of bounded variation is bounded.

Proof. Note first that for any two points ¢ and s from [a, ], one
has inequality

£ = £ < \()- (4.1)

Indeed, let a < t < s < b and let partition 7 consists of points a, t, s, b
(for t = a or s = b there are only 2 or 3 points).

b
vr(f) = 1F() = fla)[ + |f(s) = F()] + 1 £ (D) <\

o (4.1) follows. Let t € [a, b] be arbitrary. We have from (4.1)

LF @ = @] < [F(0) = fa)l <\ (),

50 10 < 7@+ V(). =

Theorem 4.4. Let f(-) and g(-) be functions of bounded
variation on [a, b]. Then the following functions also have finite variation:
1) aft)+Bg(t) (a, B €R),
2) f(t)-g(t),
3) f(t)/g(t) under the additional assumption that g(t)>=c>0.
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Proof. Let 7 be an arbitrary partition of interval [a, b]. We have
vr(af + 89) = D (af (tx) +Bg(t)) = (af (te—1) +Bg(tr-1))| =

=D la(f(tr) = fte-1)) + Bla(tr) — g(te—1))| <

b b
<laf - or(f) + 18] - vr(g) < lal - /() + 18-\ (9)

This implies that a f + Bg has finite Varlatlon and the following useful
estimate is valid: \/(af—i—ﬁg) laf - \/( )+ 18] - \/( ).

Theorem 4.3 implies that there are constants My and M, such that
f®)| < Ms and |g(t)] < M, for all ¢t € [a, b]. We have
! 9

n

vr(fg) =D 1F () - g(tk) = Fteon) - g(th—)| =

k=1

=Y 1(( = f(te)g(te-1)) + (f(tr)g(t-1) — f(tr-1)g(tk-1))| <

k=1
<D Elgtr) = glte-1)| + Y lg(ti-1)| - [f(tk) = f(tx-1)] <
k=1

k=1

b b
< Myor(g) + Mgvr (f) < My \/(9) + M, \/(F)

Therefore, the product f(-) - g(-) has finite total variation, and

b b b
V(£ -9) < Mp\/(9) + My \/(f)-

Let us prove that ﬁ is a function of bounded variation. We have

()-Eh

g(t

//\

\

1
2

- 9(te—1)|
kz:: g(tk-1) s
b

V)
a
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The finiteness of the total variation of the fraction % follows from rep-

resentation % = f(t)- ﬁ and statement 2). O

Note that condition g(t) > ¢ > 0 cannot be replaced by condi-
tion g(t) > 0. For example, put ¢g(t) =1 — {t} on [0, 1], where {t} is the
1

fractional part of number ¢. Obviously, g(¢) > 0 and (prove this) \/(g) = 2.
0

However, function g(%) is not bounded and, therefore, by Theorem 4.3, it
cannot be a function of bounded variation.

Let us denote the set of functions of bounded variation on [a, b] by
BV]a, b]. Then assertion 1) of Theorem 4.4 means that
BV]a, b] is a vector space, and statements 1) and 2) imply that BV|[a, b] is
an algebra (the axioms of algebra follow from the fact that the operations
on functions are defined pointwise).

4.4. Additivity property of the total variation

Total variation is an additive function of the interval:
Theorem 4.5. Let c € (a, b). Then
BV]a, b = BV][a, (N BV]c, b], (4.2)
and if f € BVa, b], then

b

c b
V=V +\Vu. (4.3)

a a

Proof. Let f € BVia, b], 7" = {tx}}", is a partition of interval
la, ], 7" = {sk}}_, is a partition of interval [c, b]. Then 7 =7/ U 7" is
a partition of interval [a, b] containing point ¢ = ¢,, = sg, and

vrr () + v (F) =D 1F(tk) = Flte) |+ £ (s8) = Flskmr)| =
=1

k=1

b

Since the terms on the left hand side are non-negative, we have

b b
’U-,—/(f) < \/(f) u U‘r”(f) < \/(f)7
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ie. f€BVia, c](VBV]e, b]. So, the left hand side in (4.2) is included in
the right hand side. Moreover, passing in inequality

b
v (f) + oo () <\ ()

to the supremum over all partitions 7 of interval [a, ¢| and over all par-
titions 7/ of interval [c, b], we obtain inequality

c b b
Vi +V <V (4.4)

Let now f € BV]a, ¢](VBV]c, b] and let 7 be an arbitrary partition
of the closed interval [a, b]. As was already noted, we may assume without
loss of generality that ¢ € 7. Let 7 = {tx}}_, and ¢ = t,. Put 7" = {tx }_,
and 7" = {t;}7_,; 7" and 7" are partitions of intervals [a, c| and [c, b],
respectively. Then

vr(f) =D 1) = flten) = D £ fltr-1)l+
=1

k=1

+ >0 f k) = Ftre1)| = v (f) + v (F) <\ (F) \/
k=p+1 a .

c b
Inequality v-(f) < V(f) + \/( f) means that f € BV|, ;) and hence the

right hand side in (4.2) is contalned in the left hand side, and passing
in this inequality to the supremum, we obtain the inequality which is
opposite to (4.4).

Therefore, equalities (4.2) and (4.3) hold. O
Corollary 4.2. If f(-) is piecewise monotone on [a, b] (that is,
if [a, b] can be split by points cx, a < ¢1 < ... < ¢p < b into inter-
vals [ck—1, ck], k=1, ..., p+ 1, co = a, cp41 = b, so that on each such

interval f(-) is monotone), then f € BV]a, b]. Moreover,
b p+1 cp
k=1ck—1

Proof. Since f(-) is monotone on [cx_1, ¢k], we have by The-
orem 2.1 f € BV][cg_1, ¢x]. By induction, equality (4.3) can be extended
to any finite number of terms. O
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4.5. Criterion for finiteness of total variation

Theorem 4.6. A function f : J[a,b] — R has finite
total wvariation if and only if it can be represented as the
difference of two increasing functions.

Proof. Sufficiency. Let f(t) = f1(t) — fa(t), where f1(-) and fa()
are increasing functions. By Theorem 4.1, f; € BV]a, b] (i = 1, 2), and,
by assertion 1) of Theorem 4.4, f1 — fo € BV]a, b].

Necessity. We associate to every f € BV]a, b] functions fr()
and f,(-) as follows:

fal@) =0, fo(t) =\/(f) for t>a, (4.5)
fl/(t) = fﬂ'(t) - f(t) (46)

Let us show that these functions are increasing.
Let a <t < s < b. We apply equality (4.3) in Theorem 4.5 to
interval [a, s|, taking point ¢ as ¢. Then

f=(s) = £ =\ (H -V =V +V&FH -V =

Further, using (4.7) and (4.1), we see that
fu(8) = fu(t) = (fx(s) = f(5)) = (fx(t) = f(t)) =
— (a3 = F2(0) = (1) = £0) N () = () — 1)) = o

Thus, f(-) and f,(-) are indeed increasing functions. From definition
(4.6) we have

f@) = fx(t) = fu(®), (4.8)

as needed O

Comment 4.1. In the representation of a function of bounded

variation as the difference of two increasing functions, both of these func-
tions can be chosen to be strictly increasing.

Indeed, let g : [a, b] = R be an arbitrary strictly increasing func-
tion. By (4.8),

F@&) = fx(t) = fu(t) = (f2(t) + (1) = (fu(t) + 9(2));
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where the functions in brackets are strictly increasing.
It is also possible to ensure that in this representation both functions
are non-negative.

Corollary 4.3. A function of bounded variation can can have at
most countable set of points of discontinuity.

Proof. Let f(t) = fi(t) — f2(t), where fi and fo are increasing
functions. Then T'(f) C T(f1) UT(f2) and Corollary 4.3 follows from
Theorem 3.1. 0

Corollary 4.4. A  function of bounded wariation can
be represented as the sum of a continuous function of bounded variation
and a jump function, which is also a function of bounded variation.

Proof. Let us represent f(¢) by the formula (4.8) and apply The-
orem 3.2 to functions fr(-) and f,(-) :

fﬂ'(t) = fﬂ'c(t) + fﬂ'd(t)7 fV(t) = fl/c(t) + fl/d(t)7 (49)

where fre(-) (fue(+)) is the continuous part, and frq(-) (fra(:)) is the
discrete part fr(-) (fu(-)). Subtracting from the first equality in (4.9) the
second equality, we obtain:

fﬂ'(t) - fl/(t) = (fﬂ'c(t) - fuc(t)) + (fﬂ'd(t) - f nud(t))'

Therefore,
f(t) = fe(t) + fa(t), (4.10)

where, by Theorem 4.6, f.(-) is a continuous function of bounded vari-
ation, and fg(-) is a jump function, which also has finite total variation.
O

Note that due to the convention f;(a) = 0 the representation (4.10)
is unique.

Note also that fi(-) and f.(-) can be found directly using formulas
(3.8) and (3.10). We define the unit function as follows:

0 for t<ec (a<ec<d),
he(t) =< 1 for t>c (a<c<b),
1 for t=5b (¢=0).

Function h.(+) is left continuous at all points of interval [a,b). By means
of this function, the representation (3.8) can be written as

fal@) =0, fa(t)= Y ou(fbs() + oy (f) (t>a), (4.11)
s€T(f)
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Corollary 4.5. A function of bounded variation is Riemann in-
tegrable.

To conclude this section, we present one more criterion of finiteness
of total variation.

Theorem 4.7. f(-) is a function of bounded variation on [a, b] if
and only if there is an increasing function F(-) such that for every pair
t, s € [a, b], s > t, we have inequality

|f(s) = F(®)] < F(s) — F(t).
Proof. Sufficiency. Let 7 = {t;}72, be an arbitrary partition of
interval [a, b]. We have

Z|f (tr) = F(te—1)| < D_(F(tx) — F(tx-1)) = F(b) — F(a).
k=1
Hence f € BV[a,b].
Sufficiency. Let f € BVJa,b]. We set F(t) = f(t). Let s > t.
Then [f(s) = f(O)] S V(f) = f=(t) = fx(s) = F(t) — F(s). O

S

4.6. Continuous functions of bounded variation

1. Let us begin with the following result.

Theorem 4.8. Let function f(-) € BV]a, b] be continuous from
the right (continuous from the left) at point to € [a, b) (to € (a, b]).
Then fr(-) is also continuous from the right (from the left) at this point.

Proof. Let f(-) be continuous from the right at ty € [a, b). Let
e > 0 is arbitrary. Consider a partition 7 = {t;}}_, of interval [to, b] such
that

n b c c

Z|f(tk)—f(tk—1)|>\/(f)—§, |f(t1)—f(t0)|<§-

k=1 to
(The first inequality follows from the property of the supremum. If the
second inequality is not satisfied, then we add a new point ¢; to satisfy
the second inequality, while the first inequality remains valid.) We obtain
from these inequalities:

\/ <Z|ftk Flte—1)| + = <S+Z|ftk Flte-1)l <

to

<g+\/( \/ \/ <s:\/ ) <e= faltr) — falte) < e

(0]



This proves continuity of fr(-) from the right at point ¢y € [a, b). In
the case of continuity from the left, we consider interval [a, o] and argue
similarly. O

Corollary 4.6. A continuous function of bounded variation can
be represented in as the difference of increasing continuous functions. It
is possible to ensure that in this representation both continuous functions
are strictly increasing.

Proof. Let f(-) be a continuous function of bounded variation. By
the previous theorem, f(-) is also continuous on [a, b], and so is continu-

ous fl/(t) :fﬂ'(t)_f(t)' O
Regarding continuous functions of bounded variation, see also 5.4.
2. Let G = J(ak, br) be an open set, let f(-) be a continuous func-

k

tion of bounded variation. Then f;(-) and f,(-) are increasing continuous
functions and

b
pr (G) = (folbn) = frlar)) =Y V(). pn(G) =
k ap

k

=3 (fu0) = fulaw)) = D2 ((falbr) = £(b)) = (Falar) = Flar)) ) =
k

k

by
=Y VW) =D (fbr) = flar)) <207, (G).
k ag

k

Therefore, a set of fr-measure zero is also a set f,-measures zero.
3. The definition of total variation can be extended to unbounded
intervals [a, +00), (—00, b], (—00, +00) as follows:

+oo b b b

\a/(f) =, V. _\{O(f) = g@m\!(f>,
+o0 a +o0 b
VH=Vwn+ V= lm \/().

4.7. Banach space BV|q, }]
For an element z of vector space BV|a, b], define

b

lzll = le(a)] + \/ (2)- (4.12)

a
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1°. FEquality (4.12) defines a norm on BV|a,b], i.e. BV]a,b] is
an LNS.
Proof. Axiom of identity. If = 0, then, clearly, ||z|| = 0. Let

b
lz]] = 0. Then simultaneously |z(a)] = 0 and \/(z) = 0. The second

a

equality means that z(t) = C = const, and the first equality means that
C=0,iex=0.

Positive homogeneity and the triangle inequality follow from the
first assertion of Theorem 4.4. O

2°. BV]a,b] is a Banach space.

Proof. Let {z,()}52; be a fundamental sequence of functions of
bounded variation, that is,

(Ve > 0) (3N €N) (Vn,m > N)(||zn — zm|| < ).
Denote for brevity ypm () = xn(t) — 2m (t). Then

|20 (t) = T ()| = |y ()| < Y (8) = Yrum (@) bigr| + |ynm(a)] <
b
< |ynm(a)} + \/(ynm) = [ynml| = l|on — zm|| <e.

a
Thus, for every ¢ € [a, b], the sequence {z,(t)}5, of real numbers is
fundamental, so there exists pointwise limit z(¢) = lim x, (¢).
n—00

Now, two facts need to be established: a) x € BV]a, b] and b)
ZTn = 2 (n — 00) in BV]a, b].

Let 7 = {t;}}_, be an arbitrary partition of [a, b] :
a=ty <t <---<t,=0

P
|ynm(a)| + Z|ynm(tk) - ynm(tk—l)‘ < ||:En - xm” <e.
k=1

Letting m — oo, we get
(@) = 2(@)| + | (ealte) = 2(te)) = (2nlte) = 2(te-1))| <e.
k=1

This implies that 2, () — x(+) is a function of bounded variation and

b
|zn(a) — z(a)| + \/(:vm —z) = ||z, —2|| <& (4.13)

a

i



Since x(t) = zn(t) — (zn(t) — z(t)), we have z(-) € BV[a, b],and in view

of (4.13) z,, — = in BV]a, b]. O
3°. Space BVa, b] is not separable.
Proof. Put

S={zc: [a,b] 2 R: z(t) =0, t < ¢, z.(t) =1, t > ¢, c € [a,bl]}.

Set S C BV]a, b] is uncountable and ||z, — x| = 2 for ¢ # . By
Theorem 1.4, BV]a, b] is not separable. O

In view of Theorem 4.3, the norm in space BV|a, b] can be defined
differently. Namely, define

b

lel* = sup [2()] + \/ (). (4.14)

te(a,b] a

Since both terms have the properties of a norm, (4.14) is indeed a norm
on the space of functions of bounded variation.

4°. Norms || - || and || - ||*, defined by equalities (4.12) and (4.14)
respectively, are equivalent.

Proof. Since the value of a function at a point cannot exceed its
supremum on the entire interval, we have ||z| < ||z|*. On the other hand,

b

b
l2(t)] = le(a)] < |2(t) = 2(@)] < V(@) = |2(t)] < |z(@)] + / (@),

a

which yields

b

b
sup [2(t)] < |z(a)] + \/ (@) = Jl2" < |z(a)] +2\/(2) < 2]].

te(a,b] a

Thus, 3lz])* < o]l < Jlz]. -

5°. Define
CBV/[a,b] = Cla.b|[ |BV]a, b]

with norm (4.14) :
b
[ellepy = max [2(t)] + V().
t€la,b] a

CBV]a,b] is a Banach space and hence is a subspace of Banach
space BVa, b].
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Proof. Let xx € BV]a,b] be a limit point of CBV][a,b]. Then
there is a sequence {z,}22, C CBV]a,b],z, = * (n — o0) in BV]a, b].
By assertion 4, z,(t) = 2*(t), and hence z,(-) is continuous, i.e.
xz* € CBV]a,b]. Thus, CBV]a,b] is closed. By Theorem 1.1, CBV]|a, ]
is complete and is a subspace of BV]a, b]. O

5. Functions of bounded variation-2
5.1. Boundary. Module. Superposition

We begin with a few simple results.

1. Let A C [a,b],let A be the boundary of set A, xa(t) = ka(t) =
=1forte A, xa(t)=0, rka(t)=—1 fort ¢ A (xa(-) is the character-
istic function of set A).

Functions x a, ka have finite total variation if and only if 0A is a
finite set.

Proof. Let A contain m points, let 7 be an arbitrary partition of

interval [a, b]. All terms in the sum v-(xa) = > |xa(tx) — xa(tk—1)| are
k=1

either equal to 0 (when points t;_1 and ¢, either both belong to A, or both
belong to [a, b]\ A), or equal 1 (when one of points t;_1 or t; belongs to A,
and the other one belongs to [a, b] \ A). Therefore, v, (xa) < m, which
means that the total variation of y4(-) is finite. Analogous argument
works for k4.

Now let DA be an infinite set. Let us choose a partition 7 = {tx}}_,
which alternates points belonging to A, and points not belonging to A.
Since any neighborhood of a bundary point contains points of both types,
such a partition exists for any large n. For such partition,

vr(xa) = Ixalts) = xalts-1)| = n,
k=1

vr(a) = |Ea(ts) = Kalte-1)| = 2n.

k=1

b b
Therefore, \/(xa) = 400, V(ka) =400 -

a a

For example, Dirichlet function D(t) = xq(t) has infinite total
variation.
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2. If f(-) is a function of bounded variation, then |f(-)| is also
b b
a function of bounded variation, and \/(|f]) < \/(f). The converse is in

a a
general not true.

Proof. Let f(-) be a function of bounded variation on [a, b]. We
have for any partition 7

T(If]) = ‘|ffk|—|ffk1 Z‘ffk fkl} \b/

b b
Therefore, |f(-)| has finite total variation on [a, b] and \/(|f]) < V().

a

b
Let A C [a,b], and let A be an infinite set. Then \/(k4) = 400,

b
but \/(|kal) = 0. O
However, if f(-) is continuous, then the converse is also true, where
b b
V) = V)

a
Proof. It remains to prove the opposite to the previously proven
inequality. So, let |f(-)| have finite total variation on [a b], and let 7 be

an arbitrary partition of this closed interval, v, (f)= Z |f(tr) — f(te—1)]-

Let us divide all terms in this sum into two groups The first group
includes the terms for which f(¢x) - f(tgx—1) = 0. For the terms of this

group
() = Fltamn)| = |17t = 1 ()]

The second group includes the terms for which f(¢x) - f(tx—1) < 0. For
each of these terms, due to the continuity of f(-) there is at least one
point ¢} € (tg—1, tx) where f(t}) = 0. For the terms in this group

() = Flonmn)| <[] + | £ )
= [lF @l = 17| + 1] = 1F te)|

Let us denote the partition obtained by adding to 7 the points t},,
corresponding to the terms of the second group, by 7/. Then

’ ” b
H=3"+> <o) < VUFD-
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b b
This implies that f(-) has finite total variation on [a, b] and \/(f) < V(| f]).

Together with the opposite inequality proved earlier thisayields t%he re-
quired. O

3. Is the superposition of functions of bounded variation a function
of bounded variation? Let us consider the following example.

Example 4. Both functions f(t) = /t and g(t) = t*sin t?> for
t > 0, g(0) = 0, have finite total variation on [0,1] (the first one is
strictly increasing, the second one has bounded derivative), and the func-
tion f(g(t)) = t|sin 1| fort >0, f(g(0)) = 0, has infinite total variation
on [0, 1]. To see this, it suffices to show, in view of assertion 2, that func-
tion h(t) =t sin 1 for t > 0, h(0)) = 0 has infinite total variation. For
this purpose, we take the following partition 7 :

2 1 2 1 2
< < <... <

0 sl z
<2n—|—1 n<2n—1 n—1 3

<1,

and then argue as in paragraph 4.2.
Nevertheless, the following assertion is true.

Theorem 5.1. Let f(-) have finite total variation on [a, b], let
g(+) be a strictly increasing function continuous on [a, 8], g(a) = a,

g(B) = b. Then F(t) = f(g(t)) is a function of bounded variation on
b

B
interval [a, B, with \/(F) = V(f).

a

Proof. Let o = {v;}}_, be an arbitrary partition of closed interval
[, B]. Weset t, = g(vi) (k =0, 1, ..., n). Since g(-) is strictly increasing,
T = {tr}}_, is a partition of interval [a, b]. Then

v (F) =Y |F(n) = F(re—1)|= Y [£(9(vw)) = flg(v—1))|=
k=1 k=1

n b
=17 (t) = f ()| =v- () <V (F):
k=1 e

B
Therefore, F(-) has finite total variation on [a, 8], and \/(F) <

Now, let 7 = {tx}}_, be an arbitrary partition of interval [a, b].
The continuity and strict monotonicity of function g(-) imply that there
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exists the inverse function g~!(-), which is continuous and is strictly in-
creasing on interval [a, b]. Put vy = g7 (tx). Then o = {y}7_, is a
partition of [«, 8], and tx = g(vx). Therefore,

Z Ft-)l= D 1 (gmw) = flo(ve-))| =
k=1 k=1

n B
:Z |F(vk) — F(vg—1)|=v(F) < \/(F),
k=1 @

b B

ie. V(f) < V(F). Together with the opposite inequality proved earlier,
a «@ 5 ,

this implies that \/(F) = \/(f). O

5.2. Representations of function and its total variation

Recall that convention (3.13) applies everywhere below.

1. Using Corollary 4.4 and representation (3.8) (see also (4.11)),
we see that f4(-) can be represented, up to the values at the interior points
of discontinuity, as the sum of series

Zack Vb, (t (5.1)

(recall, T(f) = {c1,c2,...} is the set of discontinuity points of function

f(-); if this set is finite, then the series in (5.1) is replaced by a finite sum).

The representation (5.1) thus takes place for ¢ € [a,b] \ T'(f). According

o (3.8), fa(ck,) differs from the sum of the series in (5.1) by the term
b

ey (f), P (H)] < V(f). Let us show that

a

oo

\/fd = (loo, (NI + ok () = 5. (5.2)

k

(The series in (5.2) converges because fq(-) is a function of bounded
variation.)

First, let T'(f) = {c1, ca, - . ., cn }. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that ¢; < co < ... < c¢,. We can also assume that ¢; = a, ¢, = b.
For n = 1,2 representation (5.2) is obvious. Let n > 3. Since function
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fa(+) is constant between the points of discontinuity, taking as a partition
= {tk}2(" , where

to=c1 <t1 <cy1=1a,..., tag = Ci41 (kzO,l,...,n—l),
togh—1) < tok—1 <ta (k=1,...,n—1), (5.3)

and taking into account convention (3.13), we have

b n
V(fa) = sup vr(fa) = vrr(fa) = Y (o | + 1o 1)
a T k

i.e.in this case representation (5.2) is true.
For a countable T'(f), the series in the representation of fa(+) is

b
majorized by a convergent series of real numbers \/( )+ Z lok(f)], so it

converges absolutely and uniformly. Define at the points of continuity

Z 079 ka (54)

and at the discontinuity points c;

n

gu(ei) =Y on(fpeles) +o,(f) (G EN). (5.5)
k=1
Then
gn(t) = fat)  (n — o0). (5.6)
Moreover, for any partition 7 (indepdendent of n),
vr(gn) = v (fa) (n — 00), (5.7)
and for any natural n
U7 (gn) < vr(fa). (5.8)
For a fixed n, we construct a partition 7, = {t }2(" Y where t;

are defined in the same way as in (5.3). Then, according to what was
proved above,

b 2(n—1)
\/(gn):’Ule (gn): Z |gn(tk) _gn(tk—l)|:
a k=1

zn: Sl let) =S (5.9)

k=1
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and
b

\(gn) <8 (5.10)

a

b
In view of (5.8) — (5.10), we have inequality \/(fq) = S.

b
Suppose that \/(fs) > S. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that

b
V(fa) > S+e. There also exists partition 7. such that v-_(fq) > S+ g

It follows from (5.7) that there exists ng such that v, (gno) > S+ %,

which contradicts to (5.10). So, equality (5.2) holds. O

If a function of bounded variation is such that its values at points
of discontinuity are situated (non-strictly) between its one-sided limits at
these points, then the total variation of this function does not depend on
these values (see exercise 5.1; see also [12, exercise 2.6]). In this case,
the left and the right jumps of this function are of the same signs, so
loo | + ot | = |o;, (f) + o (f)] = lon(f)|, and the equality (5.2) takes

form
b

V2 = low(f)l- (5.11)
k=1

a

For example, this is the case for the total variation of fy(-) if f(-) is
continuous on the left or on the right at each point of discontinuity.
2. The following theorem corresponds to representation (4.10).

Theorem 5.2. Let f(-) be a function of bounded variation. Then

b b b
V) =V + V) (5.12)

Proof. The finiteness of the variations of the components f.(-) and
fa(+) is shown in Corollary 4.4. Let us prove equality (5.12).

Consider first the case when f(-) has a single point of discontinuity
¢, say, ¢ € (a,b). Let h > 0 be sufficiently small. By Theorem 4.5,

b c—h c+h b
VO =NVnH+Vun+\Vu. (5.13)
a a c—h c+h

Since f(-) is continuous on [a,c) and (c,b], the total variation f(-) on
[a,c— h] and [c+ h, b] is the same as the total variation f.(-) on these seg-
ments. For this reason, the first and third terms in (5.13) tend, as h — 0+,
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\/( fe) and \/( fe), respectively. It is also clear that the continuity of f

on the 1ndlcated intervals yields equality

c+h b
i, C\/}l(f) = lod (N + oz (£l = \a/(fd)-

The required equality is now obtained from (5.13) by taking h — 0+.
Let T(f) = {c1,¢2,...,¢n} be a finite set. Let us sub-divide in-
terval [a,b] so that each sub-interval contains one point of discontinuity.
Applying Theorem 4.5 and what was proved above, we obtain the sought
equality.
Finally, let T(f) = {cx}32,. Define g,(-) as in (5.4) or in (5.5),
respectively, and put g, (t) = fc(t) + gn(¢). Then

o0

F@) = Gn(t) = fa(t) = gn(®) = Y on(f)pe, (1),
k=n+1
b 0o
V(I =30) = D loeh (Dl +lo(Hl =0
a k=n-+1

as n — oo (as the remainder of a convergent series). Therefore,

\a/ \i/gn

(Inequality in (5.14) is a consequence of inequality ||o — |8]| < |a = A]).
Thus,

b
\/ f—=3gn) =0 (n— o0). (5.14)

b b
V@a) = V() (n = o0). (5.15)

Moreover (see 5.2.1),

n b
\/ =D (ol (NI + oo, (N) = V(fa) (0= o).

k=1
Since ¢y, (+) has finitely many points of discontinuity, we have

b b b
\/(gn) = \/(fc) + \/(gn)
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The required equality now follows by taking n — oo. O

3. The following question arises in connection with the proof of
Theorem 5.2. Suppose that a sequence of functions of bounded vari-
ation {fn(-)}o2, converges to a function of bounded variation f(-). Does
b

V(fn) always converge to \b/(f)?

a a
Consider the following example.

Ezample 5.
1 1 1
fn(t) = 27171 — ‘t - 277,71 ‘ when t € |:0, 271—72i|,

1 1
fn(t):fn(t—F) when t € (271—72, 2:|, TL:1,2,...

Here r[l(t)la;]( fa(t) = 5i=r — 0,ie. fu(t) = f(t) =0, but

2 2
\(f)=2n=12.. \(H)=o0
0 0

However, the following statement is true.

Theorem 5.3. Let f,(t) — f(t) (n — oo, ¢t € [a,b]) and
b b

V() < V() (W), Then V() = V) (0 o0)

a
Proof. For every § > 0 there is a partition 75 = {si}}~, such

that v, (f) = in: If(sk) — f(sk=1)] > \b/(f) — 0. We fix such a partition
k=1 a

and consider v, (f,). Due to the pointwise convergence, v, (fn) — v (f)
as n — oo (we passed to the limit in a finite sum for each fixed sg).

b
There is Ny € N such that, for all n > Ny, v-(fn) > V(f) — 0. So, for all

b b b
n> Ny V()= <v:(fn) <V(fn) <V(f). Since 0 is arbitrary, this
yields the gssertion of the theoretlltn. ’ O

4. Let us consider Example 1 in greater detail (see Remark 3.1).
Let
T= {tl, to, .. } - [ab] (T = {tl,tg, . ,tn} - [ab])

be an at most countable set, and let numbers ai > 0 be such that the

series i ay converges. Let us put
k=1
fila) =0, fi(t) = Zak (t>a), fot)= Z Q. (5.16)

tp<t a<tp<t
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As was mentioned in 3.1, an increasing jump function fi(-) (fg()) is
left continuous on [a,b) (right continuous of [a,b]). Let us generalize this
example.

o0
Ezample 6. Let real numbers ay be such that the series Y «y
k=1
converges absolutely. We can represent oy = ag — oy, oz;' >0, a, >0

so that the series > o and ) a; converge. Let us define as in (5.16)
k=1 k=1

the functions fi1(-) and f;_(-) (i = 1,2) using o and «; , respectively,

and let us put f;(t) = fir(t) — fi—(t) (¢ =1,2). Then the jump function

f1(-) (f2(:)) is left continuous on [a,b) (right continuous [a, b]).

Let f(-) be a function of bounded variation. We define
= 0 ol W =T0 - fe®). (517)
SET(f), a<s<t
Then, clearly, T(fy) = T(f-) = T(f). Function fi(-) is a jump function
whose jumps are equal to the left jumps of function f(-):

oo () =05 (f) (h=12,.).

According to Example 6, function f(-) is right continuous.
Using successively representations (5.17), (4.10) and (3.8), we ob-
tain

F-() = F(t) = f+(t) = fat) + folt) = f4(t) =
=o.(f)+ Y. oH+o(H+ft)— > o (f)=

sET(f), s<t s€T(f), a<s<t

=f+ D orf).

seT(f), s<t

In view of what was said in Example 6, f_(-) is left continuous.
From definitions (5.17) we obtain

f) = f+(t) + f- (). (5.18)
Thus, we arrive at the following assertion.

Theorem 5.4. A function of bounded variation can be represen-
ted as the sum of left-continuous and right-continuous functions so that

b b b
V=V + V). (5.19)
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Proof. It remains to prove equality (5.19).
Let us represent f_(-) as a sum of discrete and continuous parts
according to (4.10):

f=(t) = (£=) ) + (F-) (0)
Then, according to (5.18) (since (f),(t) = f(t)),

FO) = f+() + (f-) ;) + (f-) () = fa(®) + (/=) (1),
Le. fo(t) = (f-),(t). Now, by Theorem 5.2, (5.19) is true. O

5.3. Banach space H]qa, ]
1. Consider the vector space Hla,b] of functions z € BV]a, b
admitting representation (see (4.11))

w(a) =0, a(t)= Y os(@hs(t)+o; (x) (t>a) (5.20)

seT(x)

where we define a norm by the formula

b
lzl = Y (lov (@) + lo¥ (2)]) <— \/(I))- (5:21)

seT(x) a

The normed space H[a, b] is isometrically isomorphic to the space
of sequences 1.
Indeed, the isometric isomorphism ® : Hfa,b] — 1 is defined by

(T(z) ={c1,c2,...})
O(x) = (U; (x), U:l (z), o, (x), 02; (2),.. ) (E l). (5.22)

The bijectivity of the mapping ® is not violated by the fact that the same
sequence from [ corresponds to an infinite set of jump functions having the
same jumps possibly at different points of discontinuity since the “iden-
tifier” T'(x) always singles out the function we need. The existence of an
isometric isomorphism Hla,b] ~ 1 yields completeness of space Ha, b].
Thus, the Banach space H[a, b] consists of all possible jump functions and
is a subspace of BV]a, b], and

BV = CBV|a,b] + H[a, ]. (5.23)
2. It was shown in subsection 5.2.2 that the convergence of total
variations (5.15) is ensured by the convergence

b
\/(f —0n) =0 (n—00) (see (5.14)). (5.24)

a
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Example 5 shows that the uniform convergence g,(t) = f(t) (n — o0) is
not sufficient to ensure convergence (5.15).

The uniform convergence is not sufficient even for finiteness of the
total variation of the limit function.

Let us construct the corresponding example by departing from Ex-
ample 3.

Ezample 7. Let ¢(t) =t cos 57 for 0 < [t| <1, ¢(0) =0,
0 for |t] < 5=
(1) = 2n—17 n € N.
9n(t) { ot) for 7o < |t <1,

Then g,(-) (n € N) have finite total variations since these are
1
piecewise monotone functions. According to 4.2 (see example 3) \/(c) =

= +o0, and for all t € [-1, 1] |ga(t) — ¢(t)] < 525 — 0(n — 0), ie.
gn(t) = c(t) (n — o).

5.4. Space CH]a, b]
Put
CH{a, b] = Cla, b]+H]a, b]. (5.25)

The functions « € CH]Ja,b] are thus uniquely representable in the form
(see 4.11) (see also (4.10)):

x(t) = 2o (t) + x(¢), (5.26)

where xy € Ha,b], and continuous function z.(-) can now have infinite
total variation. Let us also put

lzllcn = sup [z + Y lou(@)];

t€fab] teT(z)

CH is a Banach space with respect to this norm (see 2.3). Thus, we
have strict inclusions

Hia,b] € BV[a,b] ¢ CHJa, }] (5.27)

where the underlined inclusion is an embedding of Banach spaces.

We obtain from Theorem 5.4 and the definition of space CH the
following result.

Corollary 5.1. A function f € CH can be represented as the
sum of left-continuous and right-continuous functions so that

b b b
V) =\ (), +V(hH) . (5.28)
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In the representations (5.25),(5.26), the discrete part of a func-
tion is written explicitly (see (5.20), and let us recall that the series in
(5.20) converges absolutely and uniformly). According to the discussion
in subsection 5.3.1,

CH|a, b] ~ Cla, b]+1. (5.29)
Therefore, one can define the discrete part of a function by specifying

the set of points of discontinuity T'(x) = {¢1, ¢a,...} and the sequence of
jumps (see (5.22)) :

o(x) = (0’; (z), Ujl (z), o, (), O':; (2),.. ) cl (5.30)

At the same time, one should keep in mind that by specifying a countable
set T'(x) one already fixed the method of enumeration of its elements (we
will say: particularly numbered set). If we interchange two elements of a
particularly numbered set, we obtain another particularly numbered set.
In what follows, we will assume that the notation T'(x) always means
particularly numbered set.

Thus, each function from CH][a, b] defines a triple

(xc(~), T(z), J(a:)). (5.31)

Conversely, each triple (y(), T, a), where y € Cla,b], T ={c1,c2,...}1s
at most countable specifically enumerated seta = (a1, as,...) € 1 defines
a function x € CH]a, b] for which

ze(t) = y(t), T(x)=T, o (z) = azj-1, ol(x) =ay, j=1,2,...
(5.32)

5.5. Preservation of convergence
1. Let g(-), gn(-) € CHJa,b] (n = 1,2,...). It will be convenient
to assume that all these functions have common set of points of discon-
tinuity T (one can always put T = T'(g) |J ( U T(gn)>) Assume that
k=1

convergence
gn(t) = g(t), with n — oo (t € [a,b]) (5.33)

takes place. Consider the representation (5.26)
9(t) = go(t) + gc(t) (5.34)

of a function from CHJa,b] (recall that functions of bounded variation
have the same representation, see (4.10)).

Note that the pointwise convergence (5.33), generally speaking,
does not entail pointwise convergence for the components g,+g.(¢). In
this regard, let us consider the following example.
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Ezample 8. Let p,(t), n € N be continuous functions of bounded
variation, pn(a) = 0; p € H, p(a) =0, pn(t) — p(t) (n = o0); qn(t),
n € N are “step” functions, ¢,(a) = 0,¢,(t) = q(t) (n —» o0), ¢ isa
continuous function of bounded variation, ¢(a) = 0. Further,

gn(t) = pn(t) +an(t), g(t) =p(t) +q(t).

Then g, (t) = g(t), however, for n — co

(gn)c(t) = pu(t) = p(t) = go(t), (gn)o(t) = qn(t) — q(t) = gc(t).

Let us indicate a specific example from the previous “family” of
sequences.

Let [a,b] = [0,1], and let sequence {ci}32, be such that ¢y = 0,
k+1 > Ck, cx — 1 (kK — o0). Put

c1 (é) for t € [0, ¢1],

Palt) = ¢ o1+ (e — o) (5221 ) fort € (e, ol b =2,.0m,

C’,]:—Ck71
en+ (1 —cp) (%) fort e (en, 1]
(pn, are continuous strictly increasing functions). Then
| k=1 fort € eg—1, k), k=1,2,..., . . . .
p(t) = { 1 fort =1 p is an increasing (in
non-strict sense) function from H, T(p) = {e1,ca,...}. Let further
n=1,2... Then we even have ¢, (t) = ¢(t) (n — o0).
We say that in the representation (5.26) convergence is preserved
if convergence (5.33) implies convergence

(gn)b(t) = ga(t), (gn)c(t) = g:(t) (n— o0). (5.35)

When needed, we will specify the type of preserved convergence. Note
also that this term refers to specific sequences

{gn(')}:ozl’ {(gn)c(')}zo:l’ {(gn)a(')}:ozl'
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2. Uniform convergence of sequence {g,(-)}>2,

Lemma 5.1. If convergence in (5.33) is uniform on [a,b], then
convergence of right jumps  (left jumps, jumps) is also uniform onT ([a, b]) :

o (9n) = 0/ (9), oy (gn) = 07 (9), 0elgn) = olg) (n— o0).
Proof. Let g,(t) = g(t) on [a, b]. This means:

(Ve>0) (BnoeN) (Yn=ng) (Vtel[ab]) |gn(t)—g(t)|<

N ™

Let us show that the sequence of right jumps also converges uniformly on
T ([a,b]).

lof (gn) — o (9)]= |(gn(t+) — gn(t) — g(t+) + g(t)|=
= [(gn(t+) — g(t4)) = (gn(t) — g(1))|< |gn(t+) — g(t4)|+]gn(t) — g(t)]

The smallness of the second term is evident from the inequality in the
previous line. Since g, (t+) = liTtrﬁr gn(8),, we have by Theorem 1.10
5—

lim g,(t+) = lim lim g,(s) = lim lim g,(s) = lim g(s) = g(t+).
n—oo

n—oo s—t+ s—t+ n—oo s—t+

In detail, there is number nq such that for n > n; the first term will also
be less than % Let n > maz {ng, n1}. Then |0} (gn) —0; (9)|< e, t€T
(it can also be assumed that ¢ € [a,b]). Therefore,

o/ (gn) = 0/ (9) on T (to [a,b]). (5.36)

The uniform convergence of left jumps (jumps) is proved in exactly the
same way. O

However, the uniform convergence of the sequence of jumps is not
sufficient for the preservation of convergence. Consider the following ex-
ample (see subsection 1.3.3 for p = 1).

1
Ezample 9. Let [a,b] = [0,1], ckzl—E, k=1,2,...
1
g, = — for k< n, ag, =0 for k> n,
n

(9n),() = gn(®) =" an.  (ga) () =0 (t€]0,1]).

cp<t
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Here
_ 1
0. (gn) =0, k=1,2,...,0< Ujk(gn) = 0¢, (gn) < - =0 (n— )

(the sequence of jumps tends to zero uniformly with respect to k),
go(t) = 0 (t € [a,b]). However, (g,)2(b) =1, i.e. go(t) - go(2).
Theorem 5.5. Let convergence in (5.33) be uniform on [a, b], and

oo
let the series Y ‘O’Ck (gn)’ converge uniformly in n € N. Then we have the
k=1

preservation of(uniform) convergence in the representation (5.26).

Proof. It suffices to show the uniform convergence of sequence
{(gn)o(-)}2;. By Lemma 5.1, the sequence of jumps converges
uniformly in k¥ € N (right jumps, left jumps). By our assumptions, the

o0
series Y o¢, (gn)he, (t) converges absolutely and uniformly in n € N and

t € [a,b]. Therefore, one can pass to the limit as n — oo under the series
sign. Thus, (gn)o(t) = go(t) on [a,b]. O

3. Quasi-uniform convergence
We begin with some auxiliary statements. Let {cg,}3°,_; be a
sequence of real numbers in two indices, ¢: N x N—R.

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ — cre forn — 0o (k=1,2,...), assume
that the series

Z ckn (n=1,2,...) and Z Che (5.37)
k=1 k=1

converge. Then
nlL?’(T)LO ; Chin, = ,; Cl o (5.38)

if and only if the first series in (5.37) converges quasi-uniformly with
respect to n € N.

Proof. Let us put, for k=1,2,...,

1
01(0) = cre, Ok <E> =cgn (n=1,2,...),

1 1
o, (t) = cin + 0n(t) (c;m+1 — c;m) for t € ( ) ,

n+1’ n

93



where

-

3=

Oult) = 20 — (n+ D)L —nt) (0<0u(t) <1).
n+1

Clearly, o(-) are continuous on (0, 1]. Since

t1—1>%1+ O'k(t) = nliﬂgo (Ckn —+ Gn(t) (Ck,nJrl — Ckn)) = CLe = O'k(O),
functions oy (+) are continuous on [0, 1].

Let Se,, and S be the sums of the first and second series in (5.37),
respectively,

o(0) =15, ot) = iak(t), t € (0,1].
k=1

Since

U(t):SOn+9n(t)(S-n+l_Son)7 tE(L 1)7 7’L=1,2,...,

TL+1, E

function o(+) is piecewise linear and continuous in (0, 1]. In view of equal-
ities

tgrél+ o(t) = nhﬂngo Sen =5 =0(0) (5.39)
the validity of the limit relation (5.38) is equivalent to the continuity of
o(-) for ¢ = 0, and hence continuity of this function on [0,1]. By the
Arzela Theorem [26, sect. 432] (see also 1.10.6.2°) the validity of the
limit relation (5.38) is equivalent to the quasi-uniform convergence of the
series > oy (t) to [0,1].

k=1

The latter is equivalent to the quasi-uniform convergence of the
series

gok (%) - gc;m (5.40)

with respect to n € N.

Indeed, since {%}2021 C [0,1], in one direction this assertion is
obvious.

Let series (5.40) converge quasi-uniformly. This means (see subsec-
tion 1.10.6.2°, here we use the formulation of quasi-uniform convergence
in terms of series),

(Ve>0) (VkoeN) (3peN) (3ki, ..., ky(>ko)) ;(VneN)
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oo

D cen

k=k;

man < e.
i=1,...,p

Since oy(+) are piecewise linear, we have for ¢ € [0, 1]

o0 o0
Zak(t) < chn , i=1...,p.
k= i k= i
o0
That is, series Y ox(t) also converges quasi-uniformly. O
k=1

It will be convenient for what follows to reformulate Lemma 5.2 in
the language of sequences. Let {C;m }20":1 be a sequence of real numbers
in two indices, C : N x N — R.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that for each n € N

Cin = Conn  (k— ) (5.41)
and that for every k € N there exists the limit Cye = lim Ck,. Then the
n—o0
limits lim Cq, and lim Cy,e exist and are equal, that is,
n— o0 k—o0
lim lim Cy, = lim lim Cyy, (5.42)
n—o00 k—o0 k—00 n—00

if and only if convergence in (5.41) is quasi-uniform with respect ton € N.
Let g()u gn() ECH[avb] (n:1727)
Lemma 5.4. We have

A, Jimm, 9a(s) = Jim,  Hm ga(s)

(: limi g(s) (te T(g))) (5.43)

s—t

if and only if convergence in (5.33) is quasi-uniform on [a,b)].
Proof. Let ¢ € [a,b) (t € (a,b]), sk —t+ (s — t—) for k — oc.
In view of Lemma 5.41, it suffices to put Ck,, = gn(sk). O
Corollary 5.2. We have
lim 07 (g2) = 07°(9),  lim o1(gn) = 0e(9) (tE€T(g),  (5.44)

n—oo n—oo

if and only if the convergence in (5.33) is quasi- uniform on [a,b]. In
which case the convergence in (5.44) is also quasi- uniform on [a,b).
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Proof. We only need to prove the last statement. Let g, (t) — g(¢)
quasi-uniformly on [a, b]. This means that g, (t) — g(t) for all ¢ € [a,b]
and

(Ve>0) (VYnoeN) (3peN) (In, ..., ny (=n0)) (Vt € [a,b]) (5.45)
min Jga, (1) = g(0)] < 3.

Index ig, where the minimum is attained, depends on ¢, iy = ig(t).
Let t € T and, for example, s — ¢ 4+ . For each such s, the minimum
an, (8) = |gn;(8) — g(s)| is attained at index 1 < ig(s) < p; and although
this index may change when s changes, the inequality a,,(s) < 3 contin-

ues to hold for all s sufficiently close to ¢t. Therefore,

min |ga, (t+) — g(t+)] < = (5.46)
=1,...,p 2
i.e. if (5.45) holds,
lo (gn) — o/ (9)|= |(gn(t+) gn(t) 9t+ +9(t)]=
= |(gn(t+)— ( )= (gn(t) =g ()| < |gn(t+)—g(t+)|+]gn(t)—g(t)| < e.

\_/\_/

Consequently, convergence o; (g,,) — o (g) is quasi-uniform on [a, b]. The
quasi-uniform convergence of left jumps (jumps) is proved similarly. O
Let us now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.6. Assume that the following conditions are satisfied:
a) gn(t) = g(t) (n — o0) quasi-uniformly on [a,bl;
o]
b) the series Y. |oc, (gn)| converges uniformly with respect ton € N.
k=1
Then the preservation of (quasi-uniform) convergence takes place
in the representation (5.26).

Proof. Condition a) of the theorem is equivalent to the assertions
of Lemmas 5.2, 5.3, 5.4 and Corollary 5.2. Condition b) of the theorem
implies absolute and uniform with respect to n € N and ¢ € [a, b] conver-

gence of the series
o0
> e (9n)be, (1)
k=1

that is, the possibility of passing to the limit under the sign of this series
as n — oo. Therefore, (gn)o(t) — ¢o(t)) quasi-uniformly on [a,b] and,
hence, (gn)c(t) = gc(t) (¢t € [a,b]). By Theorem 1.11 (Arzela) the last
convergence is quasi-uniform on [a, b]. O
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5.6. Continuous functions of bounded variation-2
1. If function f(-) has finite total variation on [a, b] and is continu-

b t
ous at point b (at point a), then \/(f) = tlgrio\/(f)

b b
V() = , lin_}_o\/(f)) . These limits are infinite if and only if the vari-
a —a t
ation of f(-) is infinite.
Proof. This assertion follows immediately from Theorem 4.8 and
the properties of function fr(-). O

2. Letwri(f) = sup f(t)— inf  f(t)denote the oscillation
tE€[tr_1,tx] te[tr—1,tx]

of function f(-) on the interval [tx_1,tx] of a partition 7 = {tx}}_,.
If f(-) is a continuous function of bounded variation, then

b

V() = lim v.(f).

d(T)—0

Proof. After adding a point ¢ to partition 7 = {¢x}}_, the sum v, (f) can
only increase. Since

| (k) = fte—)| < |F(t) = @]+ [£E) = f(tr1)| < 2w7i(f),

adding a point to the partition can increase v, (f) no more than by twice
the oscillation of the function on the interval that contains this new point.

Let € > 0 be arbitrary. Let us fix a partition 7% = {¢}}7, such
that the sum v* = v« (f) satisfies inequality

v*>\/(f)—5iA.

a

Since f(-) is also uniformly continuous on [a, b], there exists § > 0 such

that if [t — '] < 4, then |f(t') — f(t")| < ”jh_nA. Let 7 be an arbitrary

partition whose diameter is d(7) < ¢ and v = v-(f). Then w, < ”1;1‘4.
Consider partition 70 = 7 U 7%, vo = vr(f). Since we have

added at most m points to 7, we have vg —v < 2 - ”4mA -m =
v —A

= #—=. Therefore,

R A g SEL SN B V7 S

2 7 2 2

b b
Thus, for d(t) <0 \(f) —e <v < V(f), as claimed. O
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b n
3. Let f € BV][a,b]. Then \/(f) =sup > wri(f).
a T k=1
Proof. Given an arbitrary partition 7 = {t;}}_, of interval [a, b]

let us denote Q. (f) = > w,x(f). Clearly,
k=1

Z (tk) — —f(tr-1) Zwﬂc Q- (f)-
k=1 k=1

b
Hence \/( ) < supQ (f). It follows from the properties of the infimum

and the supremum that for any ¢ > 0 and any kE (1 <k<n) there
are points & and 7, belonging to interval (Ag) = [tk_l, tr], such that
f(&k) > sup f(t) = Fan, f(m) < inf f(t) + Py, Thus,

(Ag) (Ak)

O, (f) = Zn: (sup Ft) — inf)f(t)) Zn: (f(ﬁk) fOnw) + 5) =

k=1 n
n b
=3 |6 = fom)| +e <vnn(h) e <\(f) +e

where the partition 7/ is obtained by adding to partition 7 all points &
b
and n; (k = 1,..., n). Since ¢ was arbitrary, we have Q. (f) < V(f).

a
Together the opposite inequality proved earlier, we obtain the required.
O

If f() is a continuous function of bounded variation, then

b

\/ = lzm ZwTk
a
Proof. It was shown above that for an arbitrary ¢

vr(f) < Q- (f) < v (f) + e,

where partition 7/ was obtained by adding to 7 at most 2n points. The
assertion now follows from 2. O

4. Let f(-) be continuous on [a, b], assume that the derivat-
we f'(-) exists everywhere except perhaps finitely many points of [a,b],
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1'(*) is Riemann integrable in the proper sense. Then f € BV]a,b|, and
b

V() = I

Proof. Consider partition 7 = {tx}}_; containing all points where
the derivative does not exist, so that f(-) is differentiable on all inter-
vals (tg—1, tx). This allows us to apply on each of these intervals the
Lagrange finite increment formula, so

Ur(f):Z‘f(tk) f(tr-1) Z |(tr — te-1),

k=1 k=1

where & € (tk—1, tx) (k =1, ..., n). The sast sum is the corresponding
to the partition 7 Riemann sum for function |f’(¢)| on interval [a, b]. We
obtain from the result in 2.

b b

\./(f):d(lggov :d(h?lozu (€0l — te-s) = /}fl(t)}dt' .

5.7. Rectifiability of a Jordan curve

The concept of total variation of a function was introduced in con-
nection with the need to resolve the issue of existence of a finite length
for a Jordan curve, i.e. a curve x = p(t), y = ¥(t), z = x(t), a <t < B,
where functions ¢, 9, x are assumed to be continuous on [a, 3].

Theorem 5.7 (Jordan’s theorem). A Jordan curve is rectifiable
if and only if the corresponding functions ¢(-), ¥(-) and x(-) have finite
total variation on [a, 3.

Proof. Necessity. Let 7 = {tx}}!_, be an arbitrary partition of
interval [«, B8], let P. be the length of the broken line inscribed in the
curve corresponding to the partition 7. Since the curve is rectifiable, we
have

where ¢ is the length of the curve. Clearly,

le(vr) — o(vr—1)|

2

</ (e m) =)+ () = (1) + (x(v) —x(r-1))
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where

(7=
5
<
=
|
s
<
T
N
o
VAN
S

vr(ip) =
k=1

B
ie. ¢(-) has finite total variation on [«, ] and \/(¢) < ¢. We prove

«
similarly the finiteness of the total variation of ¥(-) and x(-).
Sufficiency. We first prove that for any {tx}3,

Since, clearly,
n 2 m m m
(tl) =X bl -l > 3 bl
k=1 k=1 j=1 k=1

we have inequality (x).
Let o(-), ¥(-), x(-) be functions of bounded variations. Given an
arbitrary partition 7, we have, due to (x),

P,

V(0 =) 1+ () — 1)+ () —x (1))

I
M=

k=1
< (I =0 e-) |+ [ (0) =) [+ () =x(we-) )
k=1
B B B
= vr(9) + 0 (1) + 000 < V() + V(@) + V(0.

Since P, increases as we decrease the diameter of the partition, the res-

B B B
ulting inequality means that P, has finite limit ¢ < \/(¢) + \/ (%) + V (x)-

O

Exercises

5.1. For what values of ¢ the total variation of function f defined
on interval [—1, 1] by f(t) = t—signt for 0 < [t| < 1, f(0) = ¢ is minimal?
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5.2. Express the total variation of function F(t) = k- f(¢) + m in
terms of the total function variation of f(-).

5.3. Let f(-) and g(-) be functions of bounded variation. Prove
that

h(t)=max{f(t), g(t)}, t€[a, ]
and
m(t) = min{f(t), g(t)}, t€[a,b]
are also functions of bounded variation.
5.4. Prove that if f(-) is a function of bounded variation on [a, b],

¢
then function F(t) = - [ f(s)ds for t > a, F(a) = 0 has finite total

variation.

5.5. Let g(0) =0, g(%lil) =0, g(%) =1, g(+) is linear on each
interval [2n+1’ 21n and {%, inil}, n =1,2,... Does g(-) have finite
total variation on [0, 1].

5.6. Let g(0) = ( nl_l) =0, g(%) = 5, 9(-) is linear on
each interval [m, %} and {%, 2n1_1}, n = 1,2, ... Does g(-) have

finite total variation on [0, 1]?
5.7. Let g(0) =0, g(ln) =0, g(t) = - in the middle of interval

on

1 3
(2n+1= Qn), g(-) is linear on intervals [2n+1, 2n+2] and [QHQ, Qn} Does

g(-) have finite total variation on [0, 1]?
5.8. Let {¢,}52, be a sequence of real numbers such that ¢; = 1,
tnit <tnym=1,2 ..., tn — +0;

tn +tn
g(0) =0, glt) =0, g(*—5") =1,

tnttnt1
2

g(-) is linear on each interval |:tn+1, and {%, tnt+1|. What

are the conditions on sequence {t,, }>° ; so that the total variation of g(-)
is finite?
5.9. Show that function g(t) = (n + 1)(t - n+_1) on — <t<

n+1
n=1,2,..., ¢g(0) =0, has infinite total variation on [0, 1].
5.10. Let {t,}>2; be the same sequence of real numbers as
in problem 5.8. Put g(t) = tn—t;lﬂ (t — tpy1) for thpr < t < ty,
n=1,2 ..., g(0) = 0. What condition need to be imposed on {¢,}52,

so that g(-) had finite variation on [0, 1]?
5.11. Prove that function f(t) = ¢t*sin % for 0<t<1, f(0) =0,
B>0 has finite total variation if and only if o > 5.

101



5.12. Let ¢(-) be proper Riemann integrable, f(¢t) =
¢ b b
= [p(s)ds, t € [a, b]. Prove that \/(f) = [|p(s)|ds. Prove that the

same is true if ¢(-) is absolutely integrable on [a, b] in the improper sense.
5.13. Let f(-) be continuously differentiable on [a, b]. Prove that

5.14. Let f(-) be a function of bounded variation on [0, 1]. By
1 n
the rectangles formula, [ f(t)dt ~ = f(%) Estimate the error in this
0 k=1
approximate equality: show that

1

[rwa- L5 s(5) < Ly
k=1

0 0
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Chapter III. Riemann—Stieltjes integral

6. Definition of the Riemann—Stieltjes
integral

6.1. Definitions

Let us start with the following definition.

Let f, g : [a, ] — R. Consider a partition 7 = {tx}7_, of the
interval [a, b],a =t) <t1 < ... <t, =b. Let d(7) = 1%?%(”(@ —tr—1) be

the diameter of the partition. In each of the intervals [tx_1, tx] select a
point & and consider the sum

S, =6.(f, 9) =D F(&)(g(tr) — g(tr)). (6.1)
k=1
This sum is called Stieltjes integral sum. It resembles Riemann integral
sum: instead of Aty = ¢ —tr_1 we have increments Agy, = g(tx)—g(tk—1).
If g(t) = ¢, then the Stieltjes sum becomes the Riemann sum.

We say that the sum &, (f, g) has limit as D(7) — 0 if there exists
a real number J such that for every € > 0 there is § > 0 such that for any
partition 7 whose diameter d(7) < § we have |S.(f, g)—J| < €, regardless
of the choice of points &. The notation for this limit is the usual one:

J= lim &.(f,g). 6.2
o (f, 9) (6.2)

It is easy to see that the limit (6.2) has all the properties of the
limit of a sequence of real number. In particular, the Bolzano-Cauchy
principle of convergence is formulated in the following form.

For the limit (6.2) to exist, it is necessary and sufficient that for
any € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that for any partitions 7, 7" inequalities
d(r') < 4, d(1") < & imply inequality |S, — Srn| < €.

If the indicated limit exists, then we say that the function f(-)
is integrable with respect to the function ¢(-) in the sense of Stieltjes.
This limit is called the Stieltjes integral (more precisely, the Riemann —
Stieltjes integral) of function f(-) with respect to function g(-) over the
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segment [a, b]. Thus,

/f ) dg(1) /f )dgs —/f()dg(t)id(lj)rgOGT(f,g)-

In this case f(-) is called the integrated function, and g(-) is called the
integrating function.
Obviously, if g(t) = t, then (S’)ff(t) dg(t) = (R)fb f(t)dt. There-
fore, the Stieltjes integral is a generaliZation of the Rierr;lann integral.
Note also that for g(t) = ¢ = const (S’)fbf(t) dg(t) = 0 (all
sums (6.1) are equal to 0) for any partition, and ;or f(t) = K = const

S)[ f(t)dg(t) = K(g(b) — g(a)), since for any partition T

=" K(g(tr) — g(tr-1) :ICZ (tr) = 9(tr—1)) =
n)

k=1
= ’C(g(t —g(to)) = K(g(b) — g(a)).

We warn the reader that the symbol dg(t) is not a differential:
function g(t) is, generally speaking, not assumed to be differentiable. Ex-
pression f(t)dg(t) only follows the form of the term in the sum (6.1):

f(&k) Ag.

In what follows, we omit the sign (S) in front of the integral.

It follows directly from the definition (6.2), the linearity of sums (6.1)
and the linearity of limit (6.2) that the Stieltjes integral is linear with re-
spect to the integrated and integrating functions:

b

b
s+ pE@) drg(0) + 56(0) = oy [ £(0)dgte)+

a

b b b
+ad / F()dG(t) + By / F(t)dg(t) + 85 / F(t)dG(t)

(a, B, 7y, & are real numbers).
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6.2. Basic properties of the integral

Let us establish here some properties of the integral introduced
in the previous subsection. The additivity of the Stieltjes integral as a
function of an interval takes has the following form.

b
Theorem 6.1. If the integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists, then for every

c b
c € (a, b) the integrals [ f(t)dg(t) and [ f(t)dg(t) exist as well, and the
following equality holds(:l ‘

b c b
/ £(t) dg(t)= / £(t) dg(t)+ / £(t) . dg(t) (6.3)

b
Proof. Assume that the integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists. Let € > 0 be

a
arbitrary, and let § > 0 be from the principle of convergence. Further, let
71, 77 be some partitions of interval [a, ¢] and 72 a partition of interval
[c, b] such that d(r{) < 6, d(7{) < 0, d(m2) < 0. Then 7" = 74 U 1,
7" = 7{'Uty are partitions of interval [a, b] such that d(7') < §, d(7"") < 4.
Therefore, by the principle of convergence, |&,/ —&,~| < e. If in the terms
in the sums &, and &,~ corresponding to the interval [c, b] we choose

identical &, then 6, — &, = 67{ — 67.1”. Therefore,
|67-{ — GT{/| = |67-/ — 67-//| <eg,

which, by the principle of convergence, yields the existence of the integral
c b
J F(t) dg(t). The existence of the integral [ f(t) dg(t) is proved in the same
way. ‘

To prove equality (6.3) it suffices to include point ¢ in all partitions,
split sum (6.1) into two sums which correspond to the intervals [a, (]

and [e, b], respectively, and pass to the limit as d(7) — 0. The existence
of the two limits in the right-hand side was proved above. O

Comment 6.1. The converse to Theorem 6.1 is in general not
c b
true: the existence of the integrals [ f(t)dg(t) and [ f(t)dg(t) does not
b
imply the existence of the integral [ f(t) dg(t).

In this regard, let us consider the following example.
105



Ezample 10. Let functions f, g : [-1, 1] — R be defined as follows:

0 when —-1<t<0, 0 when —-1<t<0,
f(t) = S gt) =
1 when 0<t<1; 1 when 0<t<1.

0 1
The integrals [ f(¢)dg(t) and | f(t)dg(t) exist and are equal to 0
-1 0

since 6. = &,» =0 (7', 7" are arbitrary partitions of intervals [—1, 0]
and [0, 1], respectively). Let 7 be an arbitrary partition of interval [—1, 1]
not containing 0. Let 0 € (¢3,—1, tk,). Then

GT(fv g) :f(gko)(g(tko)_g(tko 1)) f(gko)

Hence we see that f(&k,) = 0 if &, < 0 and f(&,) = 1 if &, > 0.
b
This means that the limit &.(f, g) (that is, the integral [ f(¢) dg(t))

does not exist.

The non-existence of the integral in the previous example is related
to the fact that functions f(-) and g(-) have a common point of discon-
tinuity.

b

Theorem 6.2. The existence of one of the integrals [ f(t)dg(t)

a

b
f (t) df (t) implies the existence of the other, and yields equality

/f ) dg(t) /()df() f()g(b)—fla)g(a)=f(t)g(t) (6.4)

a
(the integration by parts formula).

b
Proof. Assume that the integral [ g(¢)df(t) exists. Consider an

a
arbitrary partition 7 of interval [a, b], and fix points & € [tx—1, tx] arbit-
rarily. Thus, we have

a=1t <& <t << <, =0.
Let § = a, &up1 = 0.

M:

(&) (g(tr) — g(tk-1)) =

f( §)g(t) + f(&)g(t2) + ... + f(En)g(tn)—
- (f(¢ )(to)+f(€2)( )+ f(En)g(tn-1)).
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Let us add to the right side

F(E0)9(to) — F(Ensn)olta) + F()g(b) — F(a)g(a) =0.
Then

&-(f. 9) = = (9(to)(F(&2) = F(&)) + 9(t1)(F(&2) = (&) +--.

() (Enn) — 1) + 1090

= (g, 1) + 1090 -

a

where 7/ = {&}705 is a partition of the interval [a, b]. The fact that

some of the “neighbors” & can be equal to each other does not play any
role since the coresponding terms in the above sum will be equal to 0. So,
we get the equality

S-(f. ) = ~&-(g, )+ ()]

Since the limit of sums &.(g, f) exists by our assumption, the limit
S (f, g) also exists (d(7) — 0 is equivalent to d(7') — 0). Hence we
get equality (6.4). O

6.3. Existence criterion

Let us present a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence
of the Stieltjes integral, similar to the criterion for the existence of the
Riemann integral.

We will assume that g(-) is an increasing function. Let T = {ti}}_,
be a partition of interval [a, b], Agr = g(tx) — g(tk—1) = 0. Let us define
for the Stieltjes integral the lower (s,) and the upper (S,) Darbouz sums:

sr=5:(f,9) = mpAge, Sy =5:(f,9) =Y MpAgy,
k=1

k=1

where
m = inf f(t), M= sup f(b).
[th—1,tk] [te—1,tk]
Obviously, 1) s; < 6, < S;; 2) s, = iglf S., S; = sup&,, where the
k &k
infimum/supremum are taken over all possible choices of points & in a

fixed partition. Moreover, 3) when new points are added to the partition
the lower sum can only increase, and the upper sum can only decrease; 4) a
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lower sum does not exceed an upper sum, even corresponding to another
partition: if 7/ and 7" are two arbitrary partitions, then s, < S;n.

Let us prove property 3) for the lower sums; for the upper sums the
proof is similar. It suffices to inspect what happens to the lower sum after
we add a new point to the partition. Let 7 be an arbitrary partition,
t &7, t€ (thy—1, thy), 7 = TU{t}. Then the term my,Agyg, in the sum s,
corresponds to two terms:

my (9(F) — g(tro—1)) +mi, (9(tr,) — 9(1)),

where mj, and mj,  are infimums of f(-) on the intervals [ty,_1, f] and
[¢, tk,], respectively.

Since, clearly, mj > my,, mj > my, (when we make the set
smaller the infimum can only increase), we have

Miy (9(8) = 9(tko—1)) +mig, (9(tke) — 9(1)) = Mg (9(tho) — 9(tro—1))-

Since the other terms do not change as we transition from partition 7 to
partition 7/, assertion 3) is proved.

Let 7 and 7" be two arbitrary partitions. Denote 7 = 7/ U 7”.
Applying successively properties 3), 1) and again 3), given that 7 is smaller
than 7" and 7"/, we obtain

S < 87 < 8F < S,

which proves property 4).
Since the set {s;}, of lower sums is bounded from above (for ex-
ample, by any upper sum), there exists J, = sup s,. We have s, < J. < S
T

for all 7 and 7/. The set {S;} of upper sums is bounded from below by
J«, so there exists J* = inf S, and

sr <J. <J°< Sy (6.5)

for all 7 and 7. The numbers J, and J* are called the lower and the upper
Stieltjes integrals, respectively.

Theorem 6.3. Let g(-) be an increasing function. Integral
b

[ f(t)dg(t) exists if and only if

a

lim (S, —s,)=0.
d(1)—0
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Proof. Sufficiency. Let d(li§n O(ST — ;) = 0 and let € > 0 be
T)—>

arbitrarily. Then there is ¢ > 0 such that for D(7) < § S, — s, < ¢,
and it follows from 6.5 that J* — J, < S, — s, < &. Since ¢ is arbitrary,
this means that J* — J, = 0. Denote J = J* = J,. Then s, < J < S;.
From this and property 1) of Darboux sums, we obtain that |&, — J| < ¢,

b
ie. J is the integral [ f(t)dg(t).

b
Necessity. Suppose that integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists, let £ > 0 be ar-

bitrary. By the definition of the integral, there exists § > 0 such that that
if d(1) < 0, then |6, — J| < ¥, or, put differently, J — %3 < &, < J + ;.
The latter, property 2) of Darboux sums, yield J—%5 < s, < S; < J+,

ie. Sy —s; <% <e Hence lim (S; —s,)=0. O
d(T)—0

Theorem 6.3 admits the following two equivalent reformulations.
Denote by wrr(f) = My — my, the oscillation of function f(-) on

the interval [tg_1, tx]. Then S; — s, = > wrr(f) Agg.
k=1

Theorem 6.4 (6.3°). Let g(-) be an increasing function. Integral
b

[ f(t)dg(t) exists if and only if

a

n

li o(f) Agy = 0.
dd)rﬂok:l“’“(f) g

Theorem 6.5 (6.3”). Let g(-) be an increasing function. Stieltjes

b
integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists if and only if the lower J. and the upper J*

a
Stieltjes integrals coincide.

6.4. Sufficient conditions for the existence

We provide several sufficient conditions for the existence of the
Stieltjes integral.

Theorem 6.6. If f(-) is continuous on [a, b], and g(-) is of
b

bounded variation on [a, b], then integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists.

Proof. First, let g(-) be an increasing function. Then we may as-
sume that g(b) > g(a), because if g(b)=g(a), then g(t)=g(a), and the in-
tegral exists (and is equal to 0, see subsection 6.1). Fix an arbitrary € > 0.
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By Cantor’s theorem, f(-) is uniformly continuous on [a, b]. This means
that there exists § > 0 such that if d(7) < ¢, then w,(f) < e/(g9(b)—g(a)).
Therefore,

n e n
wre(f)Agy < ——F= > Agip=c¢.
Z; (MM—QWDZ;
b
By Theorem 3.3', integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists.

In the general case, by Theorem 4.6, g(t) = g1 (t)—g2(¢), where g1 (*)
and g¢o(+) are increasing functions. By what has been proved above, in-

b b b
tegrals [ f(t) dg:(t) and [ f(t) dga(t) exist, so integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists
and is e(aual to the differgnce of the previous two integr?ﬂs. O

Let X and Y be two classes of functions f : [a, b] — R. We say that
(X, Y) is a pair of existence classes for the Stieltjes integral (we also say:
an RS-pair) if any f(-) € X is integrable with respect to any g(-) € V.

In these terms, Theorem 3.4 states that (Cla, b], BV]a, b]) is a
pair of existence classes of the Stieltjes integral (an RS-pair), and tak-

ing into account Theorem 6.2, the same can be said about the pair
(BV(a, b], Cla, b]).

A pair (X, Y) of existence classes for the Stieltjes integral is called
ezact, if none of these classes can be extended without narrowing the other
one. In other words, this pair is exact if the fact that f is integrable with

b

respect to any g € Y implies that f € X, and if the integral [ f(¢)dg(t)

exists for any f € X, then g € ). Below (see Theorem 7.3) we will
show that the pair (C[a, b], BV]a, b]) is exact, and hence so is the pair
(BV]a, b], Cla, b]).

Theorem 6.7. If f(-) is Riemann integrable in the proper sense,
b
and g(-) satisfies the Lipschitz condition, then integral [ f(t)dg(t) ewist.
Proof. Assume that for all ¢, s € [a, b] (L > 0) we have

l9(t) = g(s)] < LIt — s]. (6.6)

First, let g(-) be an increasing function, and let 7 an arbitrary
partition [a, b]. Then Agy = g(tx) — g(tx—1) < LAt and

> wer(£)Ag < LY wri(f)Aty =0 (d() — 0)
k=1 k=1
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according to the Riemann’s integrability criterion applied to f(-). So
n b
> wek(f)Age — 0 as d(t) — 0. By Theorem 3.3', integral [ f(t)dg(t)
k=1 a

exists.
In the general case, put

9(t) = Lt — (Lt = g(t)) = 91(t) — g2(t)-

Function g1(t) = Lt is increasing (this is a linear function with posit-
ive angular coefficient) and satisfies Lipschitz’ condition with constant L
(with the equality in (6.6)).

Let us show that go(t) = Lt — g(t) also increases and satisfies
Lipschitz’ condition with constant 2L.

Let s > t. By 6.6, ga(s) —g2(t) = Ls — g(s) — Lt + g(t) = L(s —t) —
—(g(s) — g(t)) = 0. Therefore,

192(s) — g2(t)| < Ls — t[ +[g(s) — g(t)| < 2L[s — |.

b
By what was proved above, there exist integrals [ f(t)dg:(t) and

b b
J F(t) dga(t). Therefore, integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists and is equal to the

?ﬁfference of the previous two integrals. O
Denote by Rm|a, b] the class of functions that are Riemann integ-
rable in the proper sense, and by Lip[a, b] the class of Lipschitz continuous
functions. Then Theorems 6.7 and 6.2 yield that (Rm[a, b], Lip|a, b])
and (Lip[a, b], Rm]a, b]) are RS-pairs.
As the following theorem shows, these pairs are not exact.
Theorem 6.8. If f(-) is Riemann integrable in the proper sense,
and g(-) can be represnted in the form

t

glt) =c+ /(p(s)ds, (6.7)

a
where ¢(+) is absolutely integrable on [a, b] at least in the improper sense,

b
then integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists and we have equality

b b

®) [ 10)dgtt) = (B) [ 1®)p(0) . (65)
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Proof. We carry out the proof in several steps.

1. First, let ©(-) be absolutely integrable in the proper sense.
Then ¢(-) is bounded on [a, b], that is, there exists constant I such that
lp(s)| < K for all s € [a, b]. For any ¢, s € [a, b]

S

99) = 900l =| [ wlo)do| < [ o)l do < Kls—dl,

t

hence, in this case g(-) satisfies Lipschitz condition and the existence of
b

integral [ f(t)dg(t) follows from the previous theorems.

a
2. Let o(t) > 0 be integrable only in the improper sense. We
restrict our consideration to the case when ¢(-) has only one singularity.
Let ¢(-) be integrable in the proper sense on any interval [a, h], h < b and

b
let p(t) = +oo for t = b—0, [p(t)dt < +oo.
Fix an arbitrary € > 0 alulnd let us find § > 0 such that

b
€
d — 6.9
[ etsrds < o, (6.9)
b=5
where Q@ = sup f(t)—[inlf)] f(t) is the oscillation of f(-) on [a, b]; || < +o0,
[a7 b] @
since f(-) is bounded as a Riemann integrable in the proper sense function.
Consider a partition 7 of interval [a, b] such that d(7) < %,. For this
partition, we represent

S en(Hag =3+ Y
k=1

where sum . corresponds to the intervals [ty_1, t] that lie entirely
in [a, b — %], the 32" corresponds the other intervals (i.e.those that
lie in [b— 4, b]). For the latter

wrk(f)Agr < QAgr = / o(v)dv,

so due to (6.9)

b

S <0 / plv)dv < = (6.10)
s
1



Function ¢(-) is integrable in the proper sense on interval [a, b—%,],
so there exists 61, 0 < 61 < %,, such that if d(7) < 61, then >’ < ¥/,. This,

together with (6.10), implies that > w,x(f)Agr < e. By Theorem 3.3/,
k=1

b
integral ff(t) dg(t) exists.

3. In the general case, we put T (t) = M > 0, ¢ ()=

= leWle® 5 0 (1) = c—|—f<p s)ds, ga(t fga . Then

o(t) = T () — o (1), g(t) = ( ) — g2(t). By what was proved above,
b b

there exist integrals [ f(¢)dg:(t) and [ f(t)dgo(t), and hence integral

b
[ F(t) dg(t) exists and is equal to the difference of the previous two.

4. Let us now prove equality (6.8). Note that the integral in the
right-hand side of (6.8) exists under the assumptions of the theorem. Let
us denote it by J. First, let ¢(t) > 0, which means that g(-) is increasing.
As was already proved, the integral in the left-hand side of (6.8) exists,
so by Theorem 3.3', given an arbitrary € > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that

for any partitions 7 such that d(7) < § we have > wri(f)Agi < €.
k=1

Let 7 be such a partition. We successivelyiobtain that

—];ﬂsk)tk/l <p<s>ds—;tk/l F(s)ls)ds| =
—]kzijltk/j (f(@)—f(s))w(s)dskék/j 1£(8) ~ F($)le(s) ds<
<Swlh) [ o= 3 wne(d <

k=1 tho 1 k=1

(We put the constant on the interval [tx_1, tx] value f(&x) under the integ-
ral sign, write down the difference of the integrals as the integral of the dif-
ference and use inequality | f(§x)— f(8)] < wri(f) for s € [tr—1, tx].) Thus,
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lim &,(f,g) = J Since, by definition, lim &,(f, ¢) =
d(q}ﬁo (f, 9) ince, by definition d(q}ﬁo (f, 9)

b
= [ f(t)dg(t), this proves equality 6.8 for ¢(t) > 0.

In the general case, we introduce again ™ (-), ¢~ (+), 91(-) and ga(-)
(as above in part 3 of the proof). Having obtained equalities (6.8)
for p*(-), g1(-) and ¢~ (), g2(-), we subtract the second equality from
the first one. As a result, we arrive at (6.8). O

Corollary 6.1. Let f(-) be Riemann integrable in the proper
sense, let g(-) be continuous and such that its derivative ¢'(-) exists at
all points, except, possibly, on some finite set. Further, assume that
g'(+) is absolutely integrable (at least in the improper sense). Then integral

b
J F(t)dg(t) exists and

b b
() [ 10ydgtt) = () [ 1090 at. (6.11)

This corollary follows from the representation

6.5. Reduction to a Riemann integral and a finite sum

We define the identity function h.(-) as in Section 4.5. Note that

\/Z(hC) =1
b
Let f(-) be continuous on [a,b]. Integral [f(t)dh.(t) exists since

be(+) is of bounded variation.

1. Let a < ¢ < b. Since we already proved that the integral exists,
partitions 7 can be chosen so that they do not contain point ¢, i.e. let
¢ € (thg—1, th ). Then, by the continuity of f(-),

S-(f, be) = f(€ko)(1 = 0) = f(c) (d(7) = 0).
2. If ¢ = a, then

S-(f, ba) = f(&1)(1 = bala)) = (&) = fla) (d(7) = 0).
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3. Similarly, if ¢ = b, then

S-(f, bp) = f(&n)(Bo(b) = 0) = f(&n) — f(b)-

d(T)—0

Thus, in all three cases,

b
/ F(0) dbo(t) = f(). (6.12)

As we have seen above, the integral does not depend on the values of the
integrating function at its points of discontinuity that lie in the interior
of the interval of integration. Therefore, up to these values, we can write
the jump function g4(-) using h.(-) as follows (according to convention
(3.13)):

gat) = > ou(9)hu(t) (6.13)

tr€T(g)

(recall that T(g) = {tx}r denotes the set of points of discontinuity of
g(+)). Combined with the corollary of Theorem 6.8, representations (3.8)
and (6.13) allows us to state the following result, which can be used to
calculate the Stieltjes integral.

Let f(-) be continuous on [a, b], let g(-) have at most finitely many
points of discontinuity, T(g) = {t1, ..., tn}. Assume that everywhere on
[a, b], except, perhaps, some finite set, there exists derivative g'(-) which
1s absolutely Riemann integrable, at least in the improper sense. Then

b b n
®) [ 1@ydg(0 = ®) [ £ @ dt+ Y 1t o) (010
a a k=1
Proof. We define g4(t) by formula (6.13), that is, we set
9a(t) = Y 00, (9)be (1), ge(t) = g(t) — ga(?).
k=1

Clearly, g.(-) is continuous. Also, g.(-) exists at all points where ¢'()
exists, and at these points ¢.(t) = ¢'(t) (because g¢,(t) = 0 at these
points). Therefore, g.(-) satisfies the conditions of the corollary of The-

b b
orem 6.8, and [ f(t)g.(t)dt = [ f(t)g'(t)dt. Consequently, using repres-
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entation g(t) = g.(t) + ga(t), equality (6.12) and the linearity of the in-
tegral, we obtain

b b b b

[ r0raste) = [ 1i6)dtact)+a0) = / £(0) dge(0)+ / (0 dgalt) =

a a

/f )gL(t dt+/f dZatk Vhe ( /f t) dt+
—I—Zatk /f ) dbe, (t) /f dt+Zatk

6.6. Integral over infinite intervals

Stieltjes integrals over infinite intervals are defined in the usual way:

+oco b
[ rods = tim_ [ sdgte

b

b
[ rodg = tim_ [ re)dgte

[ swag = im, / 7(6) dg(®).

—o0 b—+oo
a

7. Further properties of Riemann —
Stieltjes integral
7.1. First exact RS-pair

Here we will supplement Theorem 6.1 and prove the exactness of
pair (Cla,b], BV[a,b]) (see above item 6.4).

Theorem 7.1. If at point ¢ € (a, b) one of the functions f(-)
or g(+) is continuous and the other one is bounded in a neighborhood of

c b
¢, then the existence of integrals [ f(t)dg(t) and [ f(t)dg(t) implies the
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b
existence of integral [ f(t)dg(t).

Proof. Let 7 = {tx}}_, be an arbitrary partition [a, b]. If ¢ € T
(¢ = tn), then, denoting 7" = {tx}7r,, 7 = {tx}}_,,, We obtain
S (f, 9) = 6(f, g) + S+(f, g). This yields the existene of the limit
as d(1) = 0,

b
i &,(f,9) = [ £(t)dgto) (7.1)

d(T)—0

and equality (6.12).
Now, let ¢ € 7. Denote 7° = 7 U {c}. According to what was

b
said above, &.o(f, g) = [ fdg  (d(r) — 0). Let ¢ € (tx—1, tg). In-

stead of the term f(&)(g(tx) — g(tk—1)) from &, & o includes the sum
F(E)(g(tn) — 9(8) + FED(() — gltr)) (ter < & < ¢ < & < t).
Since the existence of the limit of &.. as d(7) — 0 has been already
established, we can choose &}, = & = ¢, so

16 = &, = |£(6) = ()] - |gts) — glti-)].

Here one of the factors can be made arbitrarily small due to the continuity,
while the other one remains bounded. Therefore, the difference ‘67—0 —GT‘
can be made as small as needed provided that d(7) is sufficiently small.
This implies the existence of limit (7.1) in this case as well. (]

Theorem 7.2. If integrated (f) function and an integrating (g)
b

function have a common point of discontinuity, then integral [ f(t) dg(t)
a

does not ezist.

Proof. Let ¢ be a common point of discontinuity for f and g,
a < c<b,glct) # glc—). We will consider only those partitions 7 that
do not contain point c. For such partitions, we consider two sums &,
and &.: in one of these sums we include & = ¢ (tx—1 < ¢ < ;) and in
the other one & > c or & < ¢ depending on whether f(-) is discontinuous
at point ¢ on the right or on the left. As in the proof of the previous
theorem, we obtain

&, — &

= [ £(&) = F()] - |a(te) — g(tr-1)]. (7.2)

Since as d(7) — 0 the right side can be made as close to numbers

[f(et) = f(0)] - |g(e+) — gle=)|or [f(c=) = f(e)| - [g(et) — g(c—)]
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as ond needs, and since at least one of these numbers is strictly positive,
b
integral [ fdg cannot exist.

If g(c—) = g(e+) # g(e), or ¢ = a and g(a+) # g(a), or ¢ = b and
g(b—) # g(b), then, on the contrary, we include point ¢ in all partitions

(c = tx), and again choose ¢, differently in sums &,/ and &,. As a result,
b

we again obtain equality (7.2), which again implies that integral [ fdg
a
cannot exist. |

Theorem 7.3. The pair (Cla, b], BV([a, b]) of Stieltjes integral
ezistence classes is exact.

Proof. The class of integrated functions cannot be extended
without narrowing the class integrating functions. If f(-) has a discon-
tinuity at point ¢, then it is obviously not integrable with respect to the
function of bounded variation h.(-) (see Theorem 7.2).

The class of integrating functions cannot be extended without nar-

b
rowing the class integrated functions. Let \/(g) = +o0. There exists point

a
¢ € [a, b] such that in any of its neighborhoods the total variation of func-
tion g(-) is infinite. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢ = b.
Then we can construct such sequence {t,}5 , t =to < t1 < ... <t, <b,

tn — b, that > |g(tx) — g(tk—1)| = +oo. There also exists a sequence
k=1
{ck}2, such that ¢, =0, ¢, >0 (k=0,1,2,...), but

oo

> erlg(te) = g(tr—1)| = +o0

k=1
n
(one can put ¢, = 1/ > |g(tr) — g(te—1)|, since it is known ([26, sect.
k=1

375]) that both series > an/sn (s = Y, ar), Y. an diverge). We define
n=1 k=1 n=1
a continuous function f(-) as follows:

f(tk) = Ck 'Sign(g(tk) _g(tkfl)) k=0,1,2,..., f(b> =0,

ft) = f(tk—1)+%(t—tk—l) (thoy <t <tp),k=1,2 ...
Then, for 7, = {tx}}_,,

n

Ftr)(g(te) — g(te—1)) = > er|g(ts) — g(te—1)| = +o0
1 k=1
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b
as n — 0o, so integral [ fdg does not exist. O

a
7.2. Reduction to the Riemann integral

Here we discuss Stieltjes integral with respect to an increasing in-
tegrating function.

Theorem 7.4 (On the change of variable). Let f(-) be continu-
ous on [a, b], g(+) increasing on [a, b], ¢(-) continuous strictly increasing

on [a, B], ¢(a) = a, p(B8) =b. Then

b B
/ £(t) dg(t) = / £(o(s)) dg((s)).

Proof. Let F(s) = f(p(s)), G(s) = g(¢(s)). F(-) is continuous
on [« (] as a superposition of continuous functions, and G(+) is a function
of bounded variation due to Theorem 5.1. In these notations the sought
equality takes form

b B
/ £(t) dg(t) = / F(s) dG(s). (+)

Let 7 = {tx}}_, be a partition of interval [a, b], & € [tp—1, til,
sk =@ '(tr), pr = ©(&). Then 7/ = {s}7_, is a partition of interval
[, B] (see the proof of Theorem 5.1). Obviously, d(7) — 0 if and only if
d(t") — 0. We have

&, (f, 9) = Z F(&r) (g(tr) — gltr—1)) =

k=1

n

n

=3 Fle(u) (9emr) — gle(ve-1))) =

=1

F(,uk)(G(sk) — G(Skfl)) = GT/(F, G)

k=1

Hence, taking d(7) — 0, we obtain equality (). U

Theorem 7.5 (On the reduction to Riemann integral). Let
() be continuous and let g(-) be strictly increasing. Then

b g(b)
(9) / F(t)dg(t) = (R) / f(g7(s)) ds,
a g(a)
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where g~1(+) s the inverse function of g(-).

Proof. Since g(-) is strictly increasing, the inverse function g—*, act-

ing from [g(a), g(b)] to [a, b], exists, it is increasing (in a non-strict sense,
if g(-) is not continuous). If g(-) is continuous at point ', then g~1(-)
is continuous at point s’ = g(¢'). If g(-) has a discontinuity at point ¢,
that is, the interval [g(t”—), g(t""+)] does not degenerate to a point, then
g s) = t" for all s € [g(t"—), g(t"+)]. Thus g~'(-) is continuous
on [g(a), g(b)]. Therefore, function F(s) = f(g~1(s)) is also continuous on
this interval. This ensures the existence of the integral on the right-hand
side of the equality being proved. (The existence of the integral in the
left-hand side was established earlier.)

If 7, is a partition of interval [a, ], 75 is the corresponding partition
of interval [g(a), g(b)], then, generally speaking, from d(r:) — 0 it does
not follow that d(7) — 0. This situation differs from what was considered
in Theorem 7.3. So, let us consider an arbitrary partition 7, = {si}}_,
of interval [g(a), g(b)] and put ¢, = g~!(sr). Some t; can coincide, so we
will remove the “extra” elements from {g~'(sy)}7_,, so that the remaining
points form a partition of interval [a, b], which we denote by 7;. Now, we
have implication d(7s) — 0 = d(r,) — 0. The a priori established
existence of the integrals in both parts of the equality being proved allows
us to choose points &, in the most convenient way.

k=1
=" Flg7 s0)) (50— sp-1) = S, (F).

1

(We kept the “old” notation for sum &, because for those ¢ that coin-
cide the corresponding terms are equal to zero; &, (F) is the Riemann
sum for F(-)). Letting d(7s) — 0in &, (f, g) = &,,(F), we obtain the
required equality. O
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7.3. Analogue of Leibniz’ formula
The following two statements can be called a generalization of the
Leibniz formula for the derivative of a product.

Theorem 7.6. Let f,g € CBV]a,b], let h € Cla,b] orh € BV]a,b].
Then

b b b

/ h(t) d(g(t) () = / h(t)g(t) df (t) + / WO dgt).  (73)

a a a

Proof. Since h (respectively hg and hf) is either continuous or
has finite total variation, and gf (respectively f and g) is a continuous
function of bounded variation, then by Theorem 6.6 all three integrals in
(7.3) exist. So, we can choose partition 7 = {t;}}'_, of interval [a,b] and
point & in the way that is the most convenient for us.

Due to the uniform continuity of function f, for every € > 0 there
exists 0 > 0 such that, if the diameter of partition d(7) < §, then the
oscillation w,k(f) < , where Mj, = sup |h(t)|. We put & =t in

M V(9) t€(a,b]

all three sums below. Let d(7) < 6. Then

Ar =6,(h,gf) — &+ (hg, f) — S-(hf,g) bigr| =

= At Fte) = g(tr—1)f(ts-1)) —
k=1
= h(tR)g(tr) (F(tr) = fte—1)) = > hltx) g(tk) — g(tkl))| =
k=1 k=1

<

— f(te=1)) (9(tr) — g(te-1))

(Dtr) — g(te—1)| < My - ——\/(9) = ¢
Mp\(g) @

a

i

Therefore,

b

b b
A A= [0 gt £0)- [ b0 are- [ w0 dgto)| <o,

that is, equality (7.3) is valid. O
121



Theorem 7.7. Let any two among three functions f,g,h be con-
tinuous functions of bounded variation, and let the third one be continuous
or have finite total variation. Then equality (7.3) holds.

Proof. The case when h is continuous or has finite total variation
was considered in the previous theorem. Now, let g be a continuous func-
tion or a function of bounded variation, and let f,h € CBV][a,b]. In this
case, in each pairs of functions (h,gf), (hg, f), (hf,g) one is continuous
and the other one is a function of bounded variation, therefore, by The-
orem 6.6, all three integrals in (7.3) exist. In the notations used in the
proof of the previous theorem we have again

n

Ar YRS ) = fte-D)llg(te) — g(te1)l <&, (74)

k=1

which is equivalent to equality (7.3). Finally, let f be a continuous func-
tion or a function of bounded variation, while g,h € CBV. If f € CJa, ],
then our reasoning remains the same. If f € BV]a,b], then we use the
uniform continuity of function g and, choosing a partition of interval [a, b]
with a sufficiently small diameter, we ensure that the oscillation w,4(g)
of g satisfies wri(g) < £ . Thus, inequality (7.4) holds, which is

My \/(f)
equivalent to equality (7.3). O

8. Passing to the limit in Riemann —
Stieltjes integral

8.1. Mean value theorem
First, let us show that the Mean value theorem and the Estimation
theorem are valid for the Stieltjes integral.

Theorem 8.1 (Mean value theorem). Let f(-) be a bounded func-
tion, let m < f(t) < M, g(-) be an increasing function, and assume that

b
integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists. Then there exists p € [m, M] such that

b

/ F(6) dg(t) = ulg(d) — g(a)). (8.1)
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If, moreover, f(-) is continuous, then there exists & € [a, b] such that

b
/f(t) dg(t) = f(£)(g(b) — g(a)). (8.2)

If in addition to the above conditions g(-) is a strictly increasing function,
then in equality (8.2) one has a < £ < b.

Proof. If g(b) = g(a), then g(t) = const, the integral vanishes, and
in (8.1) one can take any p. Let g(b) > g(a) and let 7 be an arbitrary
partition of interval [a, b]. It is easy to see that

m(g(b) — g(a)) < &-(f, g) < M(g(b) — g(a)).

Since the integral exists by our assumption, passing here to the limit as
D(7) — 0, we obtain

b
b J f(t)dg(t)
(o) =g(@)< [ £0)da()< M g0)=g(0)) and m< s <M.
[0 d(t
Putting here p = 75—, we arrive at (8.1).
Let f(-) be continuous, m = [1n£]f( ), M = sup f(t). By the
@ [a, b]

Intermediate value theorem for continuous functions, there is £ € [a, b]
such that f(£) = p, which implies equality (8.2).
If f(t) = const, then the last assertion of the theorem is obvious.
Let f(t) # const, let g(-) be strictly increasing on [a, b], and let o and 3
(a<a < B<b) be such that m’ = [in[fj] f@)>m, M" = sup f(t)<M. Then
% [a,8]

5

m(g(B) — g(a)) <m/(g(B) — g(e)) < [ f(t)dg(t) <
< M’( (aa)) ( ) g9(a)),

m(g(a) ) Jf@) M (g(e) - g(a)),

m(g(b) )<gf M (g(b) — g(B))-

Adding up these inequalities, we obtain

b
m(g(b) — g(a)) < / F(t)dg(t) < M(g(b) - g(a)).

123



J £ dg(®
i.e.quE(m,M),hencea<§<b. O

Theorem 8.2 (Estimation theorem). Let f € Cla, b], g € BV]a, b].
Then

b

b b
/ F(t)dg(t)| < / ()] dga(t) < My - \/(g), (3.3)

where g (t) = V4 (g) (see § 4. My = max| /(1)

Proof. By Theorem 6.6, both integrals in (8.3) exist. Given an
arbitrary partition 7, we have

S-(f, )l = D> FE)AGR| <D 1F(E)] - lg(tr) — g(ti—1)| <
k=1 =1
<@V (9) = X 1€ (9n(t) — ga(ti1)) <
k=1 th—1 k=1

b

< My Y (gn(tr) = gu(ti-1)) = My - \/ (9)-

k=1 a
Passing to the limit d(7) — 0 in inequality

b
16.(f, 9)| <16-(If], g=)| < Ms\/(9),

a

we obtain (8.3). O
Corollary 8.1. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 8.2 are
satisfied and let partition T be such that w(f) <~ for allk =1, ..., n.
Then
b b
S 9)~ [ £ do(o)] <7+ V(o). (8.4)

a
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Proof.

Jrwdg fe)da=y" [ 10 dglo)] -
k:%kfl
iy / (6) - 1) dgo)| <3 [ 176 - 10l don(t)<
k= %k 1 k:%kfl
n tr n b
<Y wnn(f) [ dgolt) <23 Jonl00) = guti2)) =2 V(o).
k=1 th1 k=1 a

8.2. Limit theorems

Let us start with two classical limit theorems. Later we will prove
some other theorems of this type.

Theorem 8.3. Let f, € Cla, b, n = 1,2, ..., fo(t) = f(t)
(n — o0) uniformly on [a, b], g € BV]a, b]. Then

lim fn /f ) dg(t) (8.5)

n—00
a

Proof. By the well-known theorem in analysis, f € Cla, b]. There-
fore, the integral in the right-hand side of (8.5) exists. The uniform con-
vergence of sequence {f,(-)}>2; means that for an arbitrary ¢ > 0 there
exists N € N such that for alln > N and for all ¢t € [a, b] |fn(t)— f(t)| <

< m. Therefore, by Theorem 8.2, for n > N
b b b
[ #awdste) - [ 10dg0)] =| [ (hate) - 10 dato)] <
a a a ) ,
< b . \/(g) =g,
Vig)
which is equivalent to (8.5). O

125



Theorem 8.4 (Helly). Let f € Cla, b], g, € BV]a, b], n > 1,

\/Z(gn) <K,n=1,2,..., and let g,(t) — g(t) for every t € [a, b]. Then
b
Jim [ f(2) dgn(t) / f(t)dg(t) (8.6)

a

Proof. Let us first prove that the limit function g(-) also has finite

total variation, and that \/Z(g) < K.
Let 7 be an arbitrary partition of [a, b], 7 = {tx}}",. For every
n=1,2,..., we have

b

v (gn) = Z |gn(tk —dn tk 1 \/
k=1

a

Thus, given an arbitrary partition 7, we have estimate
Z|gn tk) — gn(te—1)| <K,

therefore, due to the pointwise convergence of sequence {g,(-)}2; as

n — oo, we obtain Y |g(tx) — g(tk—1)] < K. So, g € BV]a, ]
k=1

and \/;(9) < K.

Let € > 0 be arbitrary. The uniform continuity of f(-) on [a, b]
implies that there exists 6 > 0 such that if D(7) < 6, then w,1(f) < %gc-
Let us fix such a partition 7. According to the corollary of Theorem 8.2,

b

U‘r(f7 g) - ff(t) dg(t)

a

b
< 3% Valg) <

wlm

b

b
7.0 90 [ 5040 0)] < = V(g0 <

Wl ™

a
By the pointwise convergence of sequence {g,(-)}22 4,
lim UT(fv gn) = UT(f; g)a
n—oo
so there is N € N such that for n > N

o7 (f, 9) = or (£, gn)| <.
126



Hence, for n > N,

/f ) dgn () /f ) dg(t) /f ) dgn(t) — o= (f, gn)| +

o (f, gn) = oo (F. 9|+ |0+ (£, 9) /f dg(t)] < S+ 545 =

Thus, (8.6) is true. O
8.3. Reduction to a Riemann integral and a series

Helly’s theorem allows us to obtain a more general than (6.14) for-
mula for calculating Stieltjes integral in the case when T'(g) = {t1, t2, ...},
i.e. the set of points of discontinuity of the integrating function g(-), is
countable.

Assume that f € Cla, b], ¢'(-) exists everywhere except, perhaps,
some countable set, ¢'(-) is Riemann integrable. Then

/f ) dg(t) /f dt+2ftkatk 9. (87)

Proof. It follows from our assumptions that ¢ € BV]a, b]. In view

of (6.14), it suffices to prove that [ £(£) dga(t) = 3> F(tx)ou. ().
a k=1

Let gan(t) = él 01, (9)b1, (£). Then (see (5.2))

b oo b
Van) =Y (ool +1od ) <> (loo |+ o) < V(9= K),
a k=1 a

k=1

S

an(®) — 9l < 3 I a)l 0.

oo
k=n-+1

that is, we even have the wuniform convergence of sequence
{9an(-)}22; to ga(+). By Helly’s theorem, taking into account (5.2),

b b n
[ 10doute) = i [ 10 dgn(®) = 1 31 (9)f(0) =
a a k=1
=3 o @)/ (1)

k=1
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8.4. A generalization of limit theorem 8.3

Theorem 8.5. Let f,, f € Cla,b],
falt) = f(t) asn— oo, tE€]la,bl],

let g € BV|a, b] and assume that there exists M > 0 such that | f,,(t)| < M.
b b
Then equality (8.5) holds:  lim [ f,(t)dg(t) = [ f(t)dg(t).
n—roo a a

Proof. Let first g() be strictly increasing. By Theorem 7.5, in view
of Arzela’s limit theorem from [26, p. 745],

b 9(b)
(S)/fn(t) dg(t) = (R) | fu(g™'(s))ds (n€N).
a g(a)

Since functions f,(g7'(s)) (n € N) are, clearly, R-integrable, by the
aforementioned Arzela limit theorem

g(b) g(b) b
®) [ fulg s+ () [ o7 ) ds = (S) [ F0)da(t) (0> c0).
g(a) g(a) a
In the general case, we represent g(-) as the difference of strictly increasing
functions (see Remark 4.1). For each function the result is already proved,

and so the required equality follows. O
8.5. Variable limit of integration

We note here some properties of the Stieltjes integral with variable
upper limit of integration (the indefinite Stieltjes integral).
Theorem 8.6. Let f(-) be continuous on [a, b] and let g(-) be a
t
function of bounded variation. Then function G(t) = [ f(s)dg(s)

a) has finite total variation;

b) continuous on the right (left) at the points of right (left) continu-
ity of function g(-); furthermore,

o (G) = f()a (9), o, (G)=[(t)o; (9), ou(G)=f(t)or(g). (8.8)

Proof. a) Given an arbitrary partition 7 = {¢x}7_, of interval
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[a, b], we have

0(6) = Y6t -Glon)| = 30| [ F6)dot)] <335\ ()=
k=1 k=17 k=1  tpa

= M;\/(g9), where M;= ma>]<|f(t)|.

la,b

e <~

b b
This implies that G(-) has finite total variation, and that \/(G) < My \/(g).
b) Let first g(-) be an increasing function. Let h > 0. By The-
t+h t t+h
orem4.1, G(t+h)—G(t) = [ f(s)dg(s)—[ f(s)dg(s) = [ f(s)dg(s) =
a a t
= f(€)(g(t + h) —g(t)). Hence, as h — 0+, due to the continuity of f(-),

G(t+) = G(t) = f(t) (g(t+) — 9(1))- (4)
Similarly, for h < 0 and h — 0—,
G(t) - G(t—) = f()(g(t) — g(t-)). (B)
Let us add up (A) and (B). We obtain
G(t+) = G(t—) = [(t)(g(t+) — g(t-)). (©)

In the general case, we represent g(t) = g-(t) — g.(¢), and, hav-
ing obtained equalities (A), (B), (C) for g-(-) and g,(-), let us subtract
from the second from the first one. As a result, we obtain equalit-
ies (A4), (B), (C) in the general case. From this we see that equalities
(8.8) hold and that G(-) is right (left) continuous. O

Comment 8.1. We will show in Theorem 14.8 below that, in
fact,

b b
WQ:ﬂmwmw

8.6. Substitution
Theorem 8.7. Assume that one of the following conditions is
satisfied:
1) f€BVa,b], g.h € Cla,b] or
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2) f € Cla,b], g € CBV]a,b|,h € BV[a,b|. Then

b t b
/ W) d ( / a(s) df(s)) - / h(t)g(t) df (t). (.9)

a a a

Proof. Let f € BV([a,b], g,h € C[a,b]. Denote F(t fg

According to Theorem 8.6, F' € BV]a,b], and by Theorem 6.6 the in-
tegrals in (8.9) exist. Let & > 0 be arbitrarily small. Then by The-
orem 6.3 there exists d; > 0 such that for all partitions 7 whose diameter
is d(7) < 41 we have inequality

Zwm (Folts) = fx(tsm)) < 337 (5.10)

where fr(t) = \/'(f) is an increasing function; regarding notation Mj,,
see the proof of Theorem 7.6.
For such partitions,

n

> h(¢ — F(tg-1))—

k=1

6+ (h, F) = &+(hyg, f)| =

3" h(&)g(€R) (f(tr) — F(ter)

k=1

i Z/tk h(&k)g

tr—1

9(&k)| df=(t) Mhzw'rk (fr(tr) = fa(te-1)) <

Wl M

Further, it follows from the deﬁmtlon of the RS-integral that there
exists d2 such that if D(7) < d2 then

<. (811

b
/hgdf—GT(hg,f) 3

b
/ hdF — &,(h, F)| <

Wl ™

Let D(1) < min{d1,02}. Then we have inequalities (8.11) and in-
equality
5
|6‘r(h7F) - 67'(]7’97 f)' < g

Consequently,

[rwa( [[sorae) - [ noso ) <

130




< /bh(t)dF(t) - 6T(h7F) + ‘67(h7F) - GT(hguf)‘—i_
b
+|&.(hg, ) —/a Mg df()] < S+ S+ =c

Since ¢ is arbitrarily small, this argument proves equality (8.9)

Now let condition 2) be satisfied. All integrals in (8.9) exist in
this case as well. Let us apply Theorem 6.2 to the inner integral on the
left-hand side of (8.9). Then

/ab h(t)d (/atg(s)df(s)) _ /ab h(t)d (gf|fl — /atf(s) dg(s)) _
_ / (e do(0)71) / oy < / t f(s)dg(s)> |

Applying Theorem 7.6 to the first term on the right-hand side of the last
equality, and applying to the second term what was already proved, we
obtain equality (8.9) in this case as well. (]

8.7. Change of the order of integration

Theorem 8.8. Assume that one of the following conditions is
satisfied:

1)f € BVia,b],g € BV|c,d], h(, s) € Cla, b], h(t,-) € Cle,d]
(s € [c,d],t € [a,b]) or
2)f € Cla,b],g € Cle,d], h(-,s) € BV]a, b, h(t, ) € BV[e,d]

(s € [c,d],t € [a,b]), and there exists M > 0 such that |h(t,s)] < M
(t € la,b],s € [c,d]). Then

b d d b

[ [nesags ) o= [ [nesao) de. s

a c C a

Proof. Let condition 1) be satisfied. Denote

d b
Hy(t) = [ hieo)dgo). Hyo) = [ bt dre
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By Theorem 7.5, H, € BV|a,b], H; € BV]c,d], hence all integrals in
(8.12) exist.

Let 7, = {tin} ", be a sequence of partitions of interval [a, b] such
that d(7,,) — 0 as n — oco. Consider Stieltjes sums for the left-hand side
integral (8.12) corresponding to these partitions:

S (Hyo f) =S Hy(€n) (f (tin) — F(tgo1yn)) =
k=1

M, d d
= / W(Exn, 8) dg(s) (f (tkn) = F(Ek—1)n)) = / &., (h(-, ), ) dg(s).
k=1"Y¢ c

Since for n - oo &, (h(:,s), f) — f h(t,s)df(t) (for all s € [c,d]) and
b
16, (h(-,s), )| < M\ (f), then, according to Exercise 8.3,

S (Hy £) [ Hy(s)dats)

for n — oo. This proves equality (8.12).
With the help of Theorem 6.2, condition 2) is reduced to what was
already proved. O

Exercises

Regarding solutions to exercices 8.1-8.3 see [12], regarding solution
to 8.4 see [30].

8.1. Prove the second Mean value theorem for the Riemann integ-
ral: if f(-) is Riemann integrable in the proper sense, and ¢(-) is monotone
on [a, b], then there exists £ € [a, b] such that

/bf(t)g(t /f Yt + 9(b) /bf
a 3

If g(-) is strictly monotone, then £ € (a, b).
8.2. Prove the following strengthening of Theorem 4.3 (weaken-
ing of the assumptions of a theorem while maintaining the statement
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means its strengthening). Assume that a sequence of continuous func-
tions { fn(-)}22, converges for every ¢ € [a, b] to a continuous function f(-)
and there is a constant M such that |f,(t)] < M for all ¢t € [a, b]. Let
g(+) be a function of bounded variation. Then

b

lim [ f.(t) / ft)dg(t)
n—oo

8.3. Using Theorem 4.3, Theorem 8.4 and Exercise 8.2, formulate
a theorem on the passage to the limit of the form

b

lim fn(t) dgn(t) / ft)dg(t)

n—r oo
a

Prove this theorem.
8.4. Prove V.Kondurariy’s theorem: if f(-) and g(-) satisfy condi-
tions

[f() = F(s)l S LIt =%, |g(t) — g(s)| < K[t —s|”,

b
a+pB>1(t s¢€la,b]), then integral [ f(t)dg(t) exists.
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Chapter IV. Classes of functions

9. Absolutely continuous functions

9.1. Definition. Basic properties
A function f : [a, b — R is said to be absolutely continuous on
interval [a, b] if for any € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that for any finite

n
systems of pairwise non-overlapping intervals |J (ax, bx) C [a, blone has
k=1

> (b — ax) <5:>Z|fbk flap)| < e (9.1)
k=1 k=1

Let us show that in this definition a finite system of intervals can be
replaced by a countable one.

Let f(-) be absolutely continuous in the sense of the above definition
and let ¢ correspond to § in (9.1). Next, let {(ax, bx)}72, be a countable

o0
system of non-overlapping intervals such that 3 (by —a) < d. Then, for

k=1
any n € N,
n n €
; (br —ax) < 0, and therefore ,; | f(br) — flak) |< 7

Since n is arbitrary, this means that Z | f(br) = flax) € 5 <e.

Suppose that for every e > O there is 4 > 0 such that, for any
counting system of non-overlapping intervals, we have the implication

> bk —ar) <d=> | fbe) = flax) |<e. (9.2)
k=1 k=1

Let {(ax, bx)}32, be a countable system non-overlapping intervals such

n
that for any n € N we have inequality > (b — ag) < %. Then inequality
k=1

18

p (b — ax) < g < 0 holds. In view of implication (9.2), inequality

1

S LFOk) = Flar) [< D | F(br) = flax) [< e
k=1 1
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holds as well. This means that f(-) is absolutely continuous in the sense
of the above definition. O

If we take n = 1 in the definition of absolute continuity, then we get
the definition of uniform continuity. Therefore, an absolutely continuous
function is uniformly continuous.

Theorem 9.1. Let f(-) and g(-) be absolutely continuous on
[a, b], @, B €R. Then

a) the function F(t) = af(t) + Bg(t) is absolutely continuous;
b) the function G(t) = f(t) - g(¢) is absolutely continuous;

¢) the function H(t) = f(t)/g(t) is absolutely continuous if g(¢) # 0
for all ¢ € [a, b].

Proof. Assertions a) and b) are proved in the same way as the
analogous results for the functions of bounded variation (see the proof
of Theorem 4.4). Let us prove assertion c). Since g(-) does not vanish
on [a, b], we may assume that g(¢) > 0 on [a, b]. The continuity of g(-)
implies the existence of ¢ > 0 such that ¢g(t) > o for all ¢ € [a, b]. (If
o = 0, then by the Weierstrass theorem we can find a point ¢y such that
g(to) = 0 = 0, which would contradict to inequality g(to) > 0.)

Let € > 0 be arbitrary and let 6 > 0 be such that implication (9.1)
holds with e replaced by € - o2. Then

& Jglbe) — glan)
=2 o o) S

5'0'2

1 n
S 2 Z l9(bk) — g(ak)| < o2 &
k=1

11
br)  glax)

>

k=1

g(

1
Therefore, function T) is absolutely continuous. Now, it follows
g .
1
from assertion b) that function H(t) = f(t) - 90 is also absolutely con-
g
tinuous. (|

Denote by AC(a, b] the set of all absolutely continuous functions
on [a, b]. The previous theorem implies that AC[a, b] is a vector space.
Since the addition and the multiplication by scalar functions are defined
pointwise, that is, it boils down to addition, multiplication and division
of real numbers, the axioms of vector space follow from the properties of
addition and multiplication of real numbers.
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9.2. Sufficient conditions. Necessary conditions

The following two theorems indicate the “place” of absolutely con-
tinuous functions among other classes of functions.

Theorem 9.2. If function f(-) satisfies the Lipschitz condition
on [a, b], then it is absolutely continuous on [a, b].

Proof. Let f(-) satisfy the Lipschitz condition on [a, b] with con-
stant L, let € > 0 be arbitrary, 6 = £ and let )~ (bx —ay) < 0. Then
k=1

L Fbr) = Flar) KLY (b — ax) <LE:
k=1 k=1

O

Corollary 9.1. If f(-) has bounded derivative, then it is abso-
lutely continuous.

Proof. Let | f/(¢) |[< M. Using the Lagrange finite increment for-
mula (¢, s € [a, b]):

[ f() = f(s) [=l ()t = s) IS M [t =5 ] (E € (ts)or & € (s,1)),
we obtain that the Lipschitz condition is satisfied by f with Lipschitz
constant L = M. 0

Theorem 9.3. A function that is absolutely continuous on [a, b]
has finite total variation on [a, b] (ACla, b] C CBV|a, b]; at the moment,
we consider this as an inclusion in the set-theoretic sense).

Proof. Let f € AC]|a, b]. Let us fix 6 > 0 from the definition of
absolute continuity corresponding to € = 1. Then, for any finite system of

n

non-overlapping intervals |J (ag, bg), we have
k=1

> (b — ax) <5:>Z|fbk flaw)| <1 (9.3)

k=1 k=1

y (9.3), for any partition 7 = {tx;}.%, of interval [t;_1, ], we
have v, (f) = E |f(te;) — f(tkj—1)] < 1 (regarding notation v (f),
j=1

see section 4.1). Therefore, for an arbitrary partition 7’ of interval [a, ]
(without loss of generality, we can assume that 7, C 7/, see 4.1), we have

o (f) = 32 vn, (F) < m. Therefore, f € BV[a, b and \/(f) <m. O
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Let AC = AC]Ja, b] be the normed linear space of absolutely
continuous functions with the norm induced from BV]a, b] (or, which
is the same, from CBV]a, b]). It can be proved (we will not do it at the
moment since we do not have use for it) that AC is a Banach space,
and hence, by virtue of Theorem 1.1, is a subspace of BV ( and also of
CBV).

9.3. Representation in the form of a difference

A function has finite total variation if and only if it can be repres-
ented as the difference of two increasing functions (Theorem 4.6). Tt is
possible to establish a similar criterion for the absolutely continuity of a
function.

Theorem 9.4. An absolutely continuous function can be
represented as a difference of two increasing absolutely continuous
Sfunctions.

Proof. Let f(-) be absolutely continuous on [a, b]. Then
f € CBV]a, b] and according to (4.8) f(t) = fx(t) — fu(t), where fr(-)
¢

and f,(-) are increasing continuous functions, fr(a) =0, f=(t) =V(f)

for ¢t > a. Therefore, it remains to prove that function f(-) is absolutely
continuous on [a, b].

Let € > 0 be arbitrary and let 6 > 0 be such that implication (9.1),
with e replaced by £/2 holds. Then, since f(-) is increasing,

n n by n
Z (fﬂ'(bk) - fﬂ'(ak?)) = Z\/(f) = Zsupvm(f)
k=1 k=1 ax k=1 Tk
where 7, = {t);}7, is a partition of interval [ay, bg], k =1,2,--- ,n
Since
n myg n
SN g —trj1) =D (b — ax)
k=1 j=1 k=1
we have Y v, (f) < = and, therefore, > supv, (f) < S <.
k=1 2 k=1 Tk 2
Consequently, > (fr(br) — fx(ar)) <e¢, ie. fr € AC]a, b].
k=1
Since f,(t) = fx(t) — f(t), we also have f, € AC, 4. O

137



10. Proper functions

10.1. Definition and basic properties

1. Let Rla,b] denote the set of functions f : [a,b] — R having
finite one-sided limits f(a+), f(b—), f(t+), f(t—) at each point ¢ € (a,b).
We will call the functions from Rla,b] proper. The original sources (see
[22], [45]; see also [50]) use term “regulated functions”, which does not
seem to us very fortunate. The Russian translation of book [45], article
[49]; see also [9], [12][14],[15], [20] and [3]) use Russian term “pravilniye
funktsii”, which is translated to English as “proper functions”. Con-
tinuous, piecewise continuous functions, functions of bounded variation,
functions from CH are proper functions.

Let us consider an example.

Ezample 11. Let {t,}52, be a sequence of real numbers such that

t1=1,th41 <tp,n=1,2,..., t, = +0. We assume
t_tn 1 tn
=0, g =Ltk
n — nt1l

o0
fortpi1 <t<t,, n=1,2,...1f the series }_ ¢, converges, then f(-) is a

n=1
1 o0
function of bounded variation, and \/(f) = 2 >_ ¢,. If this series diverges,
0 n=1
then the total variation of f(-) is infinite, f(-)
continuous) and f € R[a,b] \ BV][a,b].

Theorem 10.1. Proper  functions are  bounded (i.e.
Rla,b] C Mla,b])

Proof. Let f € Rla,b]. Suppose that f ¢ MJa,b]. Then there
is a sequence {t,}°2; C [a,b] such that f(t,) > n, and its subsequence
{tn, 372 such that t,, — t*+ or t,, — t* — (t* € [a,b]). It follows that
f(t*+) = 0o or f(t*—) = oo. This contradicts to the definition of proper
functions, which proves boundedness of f(-). O

Lemma 10.1. Let f € R[a,b], c € (a,b] (c € [a,b)). Then

is discontinuous (right

i fe) = fe) (i ries) = fe)).

Proof. Let us prove, for example, that tlirn f(t+) = f(c—). Func-
—c—

tion f(t) = f(t+) is right continuous and is different from f(-) only at
138



the points of discontinuity. If ¢ is a point of continuity of f(-) (and hence

of f(-)), then f(c—) = f(¢c) = f(c) = f(c—), that is, the statement is
true. Let ¢ be a discontinuity point of f(-) and f(-). There is a sequence
{tx}72, of points of continuity of f(-) such that ¢, — ¢ —0:

(Ve >0) (3N) (VkE > N) = (|f(c—) — f(tx)] < ©).
However, f(t) = f(t), so |f(c—) — f(t)| < € and, hence
fle=) = lim f(ty) == f(c-).
The other assertions are proved similarly. O

Theorem 10.2. The set T(f) of discontinuity points of a proper
function f(-) is at most countable.

Proof. Put

si(f) = max{lov(f)], lo (f)], lov ()]}

Let T.(f) denote the set of points of discontinuity of f(-) on [a,b] where
si(x) > e. Suppose that T (f) is an infinite set and that ¢, is its limit
point. Say, t. > a. Without loss of generality, we may assume that there
is an increasing sequence {¢x}7; of points from T (f), tk > tx — 0 as
k — oo. Passing to the limit k& — oo in inequality s¢(f) > 1 using
Lemma 10.1, we obtain 0 > %, which is impossible. Hence T (f) is a

finite set. The assertion of the theorem follows from the representation
7(5)= 0 T3 (). O

Corollary 10.1. Proper functions are R-integrable.

Theorem 10.3. Let f € Rla,b|, let t* be a limit point of set

T(f) and let sequence {tx}3>, C T(f) be such that ty — t* (k — o0).
Then

5, (f) =0 (k— ). (10.1)

Proof. According to the proof of Theorem 10.2, there is only a
finite number of points of discontinuity of f where s, (f) is greater than
a given value. Let €,, =+ 0 for n — oo, let € > 0 be arbitrary. Let us find
a number A such that for all n > N' ¢, < . For such n, for all terms
of sequence {t1}7°,, except, perhaps, finitely many of them, inequality
s, (f) < e is satisfied. Hence s;, (f) = 0 (k — o0). O

2. Denote

F() = max{f(t+), f(t=)},  f(t) = min{f(t+), f(t-)}.
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Theorem 10.4. Let f € Rla,bl. There are points t*,
te € [a,b] such that sup f(t) = f(t*), inf f(t) = f(t.).
te(a,b] te(a,b]
Proof. The proof basically follows the proof of the Weierstrass
theorem. Suppose, for instance, that sup f(s) > f(¢) for all ¢ € [a, b].
scla,b]

Consider function ¢(t)= ——————. According to our assump-
sup f(s)—f(t)
s€la,b]
tion, the denominator does not vanish, g(¢t) > 0, g € Rla, b]. By Theorem
1, there exists constant K > 0 such that for all ¢ € [a,b] g(¢t) < K. This
implies that for all ¢ € [a, b] inequality f(t) < sup f(s) — & is satisfied.
s€la,b)
But this inequality contradicts to the definition of the supremum. So,
there is point t* € [a,b] satisfying the conditions of the theorem. The

existence of point ¢, is proved in exactly the same way. O

10.2. Criterion for the properness of a function

Recall that function f : [a,b] — R is called a step function
if f(t) = ¢ for t € (tk—1,tx) (kK = 1,2,...n for some n € N,
a=ty <t <..<t,="0). Obviously, any step function is proper.

Theorem 10.5. For f : [a,b] — R to be proper, it is necessary
and sufficient that there exists a sequence of step functions that converges
to f(-) uniformly.

Necessity. Let f : [a,b] — R be a proper function. For any n € N
there is only a finite set T% (f) of points of discontinuity where s;(f) is
greater than or equal to % (see the proof of Theorem 10.2). We cover each
point of set T1 (f) with an open interval centered at this point and with
radius so small that each such interval contains only one point from set

T%(f)) (here and in what follows, if a € T (f) (b €T (f)) , then in-

stead of open intervals we will consider the corresponding half—intervals).
Denote the union of thus obtained intervals by G.

We cover each point of set [a,b] \ 71 (f) with an open interval in
such a way that

[f(E) = £t < - (10.2)

n
for any two points ¢/, " of this interval. Note that none of these intervals
contains points from 71 (f). Combined with the intervals from the union

G, we obtain an open cover of closed interval [a,b]. By the Borel —
Lebesgue lemma, we can extract from this cover a finite subcover that
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contains all intervals from the union G. After removing the latter, there
remains a finite cover I, ..., I, of set [a,b] \ T1(f) with property (10.2).
We may also assume that the intervals I, = (t;:l, tr2) of this finite cover
are numbered in the ascending order.

For the endpoints of the intervals I that coincide with points
t € Ta(f) we set fu(t) = f(t). Also, if i1 € Ta(f) (tk,,,Q e T%(f)),
then we set

trr 1+ ter 2

it = 1 (222

> for t € (tk/,la tk/72)

trr 1+ tir
(fn(t) = f (%) fOI' t e (tk”,l; tk//,2))7

Further, put for some kg

Tho = (tho, 15 tho,2) ﬂ(tko—i-l,la tho+1,2) # D and cr, € Ty

Note that Ty, (T (f) = @. Set

fa(t) = f(cry) for t € (ko1 thot1,2)-

As a result, we obtain that f,(-) (n € N) are step functions, and, by
(10.2), we have |f,(t) — f(t)] <+ — 0 as n— oo, ie., folt) = f(t).

Sufficiency. Let fn,(-), n = 1,2,... be step functions and let
fn(t) = f(t) as n — oo. Given an arbitrary ¢ > 0, there is a number n
such that inequality |f,, () — f(t)| < § holds for all ¢ € [a, b]. Further, let
to € (a, b]. There exists ¢ < ty such that, for any points t’,t" € (c, o),

[FE) = FEDN <) = )]+ [fnt) = Fult)] + [ fat)) = F(E)] <e.

By virtue of the Cauchy convergence principle, f(to—) exists. The exist-
ence of the right limit for any ¢, € [a,b) is proved in the same way. Thus,
f(+) is a proper function. O

10.3. Banach space R]a, ]

The set R]a, b] is, obviously, a vector space over field R with respect
to the operations of addition and multiplications by scalars from R. Let
us define the following norm in R]a, b]:

[zl = sup [(t)]. (10.3)

te(a,b]
The axioms of the norm are easily verified. It is also obvious that the
convergence with repsect to this norm is the uniform convergence on [a, b].
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Theorem 10.6. The linear normed space Rla,b] is a Banach
space with respect to norm (10.3).

Proof. Let {z,}52; C Rla,b] be a fundamental sequence. Ar-
guing in the same way as in the proof of completeness of space M]a, b]
(see section 1.3) we prove that for each ¢ € [a,b] there exists the limit
x(t) = nler;Oxn(t), and that z,(t) = z(t) on [a, b]. That is,

(Ve > 0) AN €N (Vn > N) (V¢ € [a,b]) (|:1cn(t) —a(t)] < Z) .

By our assumption, for every n € N, the limit 1irP+xn(s) exists for every
S—r

t € [a,b). Hence for t € [a,b)

(30> 0) (9 > t, 5~ < 8) (Jong(s) = @y (t4)] < Z) ,
where ng > N is fixed. Let s',s"” > t, s —t <4, s —t < § (so also
|s" —s"] < 6) .

|2(s") = 2(s")| < [2(s") = 2y ()| + |2ng (') = ng (1) |+

|y () = g (8")] + [y (8) = (5" < T+ 2+ + 2 =¢.
4 4 4 4

By the Cauchy convergence principle, there exists z(t+). We proved sim-
ilarly the existence of the limit on the left at every ¢ € (a,b]. Therefore,
x is a proper function. Since the convergence in R]a,b] is the uniform
convergence, this proves completeness of space R]a, b]. O

Denote by H|a, b] the vector space of step functions, equipped with
norm (10.3) (not to be confused with the Banach space H[a,b], see 5.3).
From Theorems 1.1, 10.1, 10.5 and 10.6, we immediately obtain:

Theorem 10.7. The wvector space Hla,b] is dense in B-space
Rla,b] (clH[a,b] = Rla,b]). Rla,b] is a subspace of B-space Mla,b].

We also mention the following important properties.

Theorem 10.8. Let {z,}52; C Rla,b], z,(t) = x(t). Then
lim lir{lixn(s) = z(t+) and hence (t € (a,b)),

n—oo s

nlirgoat(xn) = o¢(x) nlirgoai(xn) = ol (2), nlirgoag (xn) = 0y (2).
Proof. Theorem 10.6 implies that * € RJa,b], and the uniform
convergence means that ,, — x (n — c0) in RJa, b]. By Theorem 1.10 (the
Shatunovskii — Moore lemma [23, 1.6.6]) the limits can be interchanged:
lim lim x,(s) = lim lim x,(s) = z(tL). O

n—oo s—tt s—t+ n—oo
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Since for proper functions all arguments in the proof of Lemma 5.1
remain valid (they rely only on Theorem 1.10), we obtain the following
result.

Corollary 10.2. Under conditions of Theorem 10.8,
or(wn) S ou(2), o) (zn) = 0 (@)

at n — 00.
Theorem 10.9. Rja,b] is not separable.
Proof. Consider again the set from Section 1.6, S = | {z.(-)},
c€la,b]
where z.(t) = 0 for ¢ # ¢,z.(c) = 1. Obviously, S C Rla, b], and for any
distinct 2 and y ||z — y|| = 1. By Theorem 1.4, RJa, b] is not separable.
0

10.4. On the ri-representation of a proper function

1. By analogy with space CH (C R) (see Section 5.4, definitions
(5.25), (5.26) and the assertion formulated in Section 5.4), we define the
following normed linear space (C R).

Let T={c1,ca,...} be at most a countable, particularly numbered
set; the triple (y,T,a) is such that y(-) runs through space C, and

a = (a1, az,...) runs through the Banach space
[23, c. 260]. Let us denote the vector space of functions of the form

x(t) = y(t) + 2(t), (10.4)

n
D

k=1

o0
cs = {x = (21,x9,...) : series Zxk converges, ||z|| = sup
k=1 "

z(a) =0, 2(t) = Z Sj+ D, pj = agi-1, ¢ = a2, S5 = Pj + g5,

c;<t

j=12,..., (when t¢T p,=q =s=0), (10.5)

by Cs = Csla,b]. Then z(t) = y(t), T(z) =T, o (x) = ag;-1,
of(z) =az, j=1,2,..., o(z) =a. Definition (10.4) corresponds to
representation (5.26), definition (10.5) — to representation (5.20). Now
the series in (10.5) may also converge non-absolutely.

By our construction, we have (set-theoretic) inclusion Cs C R.
Vector space Cs endowed with norm ||z]lcs = ||y|lc + ||a|les is a Banach

space Cs = Csla, b]. Obviously, z € Cs satisfies inequality ||z||r < ||z cs-
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2. We say that function z : [a,b] — R is rl-representable (has an
rl-representation) if (see (5.18))

x(t) = x4 (t) + - (1), (10.6)

where () (x_(-)) is right-continuous (left-continuous).
The fact that a function has an rl-representation does not guarantee
its properness:

Example 12. Let
T(LL') = {0, R ST I 7SS 79 71 (Z 1)}, tny1 < tpy T — 0 (n — OO),

{ V1I—12 for —1<t<0,
z(t) =

(=)™ for tpi1 <t<tp, n=1,2,...

Obviously, xz(-) is left-continuous, which means that it has
rl-representation (the second term is zero), but 2 ¢ R (because z(0+)
does not exist). Moreover, a function that is left (right) continuous (and
therefore rl-representable) need not be bounded.

Denote by RL="RL[a, b] the vector space of functions z : [a,b] — R
representable in the form (10.6). Theorem 5.4 and Corollary 5.1 imply
inclusions BV € RL, CH C RL. Since for z € Cs Definition (5.17) and
all subsequent calculations remain valid, we have inclusion Cs C RL. Of
course, we do not have equalities (5.19) or (5.28) here.

The listed subsets of RL do not exhaust this space. Thus, the
function considered in Example 11, provided that the series there diverges,
belongs to set RL\ Cs (it is left continuous itself). Let us point out some
other examples of functions from RL\ Cs. We can modify Example 11 by
changing the values of the function at its points of discontinuity. Let o
be a real parameter, let a sequence of real numbers {¢,}52; be such that

o]
tl < 1; t'n,Jrl < tn; n= 17 27 sty tn — +O and SuCh that the Series E tn
n=1
diverges.
t—1 t
Ezample 13. We assume x,(0) =0, x,(t) = w for
tn - tn-i—l

tnp1 <t <tp, To(tn) =aty,, n=1,2,...

For @ = 1, we obtain the former function which is continuous on
the left. When o = 0, this function becomes continuous on the right. For
0 < a < 1, its value at a point of discontinuity is strictly between the
left and the right limits. For @ < 0 and o > 1, its value at a point of
discontinuity lies outside of the interval [z (t—), x(t+)]. It is important
that for any o  z4(tn) — 0 (n — o0). If this condition is violated,
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then the function is no longer proper. We also note that the function will
remain proper if its values are changed at a finite number of points.

3. Let us give an example of a proper function z(-) that is dis-
continuous at every rational points, i.e., T(x) = Q[)(0,1), but has an
rl-representation despite the divergence of the series of jumps (series of
type (10.5)). Note that here T'(z) is everywhere dense on [0, 1]).

The following table contains all rational numbers of interval (0,1)
once. The line with number m contains proper fractions with numerator
m, provided that the numbers that have already been listed in the previous
lines are omitted (for example, in the second line all fractions with an even
denominator are omitted, in the third line we omitted all fractions with
denominator that is a multiple of three, etc.)

—
—

O T s | L0 N =
e LA D IC
§ OOl

Ol oolexolnanl—
B e I e e [T

Let us denote by t,,, the number in the mth row and the nth column.

o0
Note that the series > tmn, m =1,2,... diverge. Let us construct func-

n=1
tions Ty, (@, ) (am € Rym =1,2,...) as in Example 13. By our con-
struction, function @, (am, -) is discontinuous at points ty,, (n =1.2....)
and continuous at the other points of interval [0, 1] (m = 1,2,...). Note
that at each rational point of interval (0, 1) only one of functions z, (ay,, -)
is discontinuous. Moreover, T, (@, -) € RL (m =1,2,...).

Ezxample 14. Let us put

= T (i, t)
z(a, t) = Z% (a=(a1,09,...)).
m=1
The series converges uniformly, so z(a,-) is continuous at all irra-
tional points (see Section 1.10.3)) and discontinuous at all rational points
(from interval (0,1)). Moreover, z(a, ) € RL.
As was already noted, 2, (qm, t) = (:vm)
Therefore, it suffices to put

+(O‘m7 t)+(xm)_(amv t),

© (zm), (am, t
x4, t) = Z %

m=1
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Since the series converge uniformly, we obtain the desired representation.

4. Below we prove the main assertion of this section.
Theorem 10.10. R C RL.

Proof. Let x € R. If T(x) is a finite set, then we may assume
that © € CH, and the required inclusion is proved. Therefore, we may
assume in what follows that T'(z) = {¢1, t2, ...} is an arbitrary countable
particularly numbered set. Function y(t) = z(t+) (y(t) = z(t—)) is
obviously right- continuous (left—continuous). Consider function (mapping

W)
ONwKﬂzix@)—%(x@+)+x@—».

It is easy to see that at the points of continuity of () we have (Wz)(t) = 0,
and for t € T'(z)

(o7 (@) o (@) = bi(a).

N~

Wa)(t) = 2lt) - 5 (a(t+) + 2(1-)) =

If we denote by H = Ha, b] the vector space of functions that differ
from the function identically equal to zero only on at most countable set,
then W : R — H, and since the right side of §,(z) is also equal to zero at
the points of continuity of function z(-), we have

(Wa)(t) = 6,(z) (¢ € [a,b]). (10.7)

1 1
Since z(t) = gx(t—l—)—l— §x(t—)+(Wa:) (t), then to prove inclusion x € RL

it is enough to show that
Wz € RL. (10.8)

Let us prove (10.8). Assume that for an arbitrary n
@n = {tlv s 7tn} C {tla ce 7tn7tn+1} = @n+1-

Note that t,41 can fall into any of the intervals determined by points of

set ©,. Let us select t;, >t; (j = 1,...,n) so that the interval (¢;, t;,,)

contains no points of set ©,,. When passing from n to n + 1, only one of

numbers ¢, can change (if ¢,41 < min {¢;} or t,+1 > max {¢;}) or two
Jmn 1<5< 1<j<n

IIN
(otherwise). For the other points t;-m 1= t;n. (When selecting points t;n
we take into account convention (3.13).) We put

’

0 for t<t; and t >t

rin(t) = t_tl ’
i (®) ¢, () T for t; <t <y,
tj—t,
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’

0 for t<t; and t >t

g
Lin(t) = t—t, . =1,....n.
() —6tj(x)t_ - I for t; <t <ty
J n
By our construction, rj,(-) (Lin(")) (j = 1,2,...,n) are right-continuous

(left-continuous) functions. Since z(-) is a proper function, we have by
Theorem 10.3 d;,(z) = 0 (n — o0), and so (since |7pn ()], |lnn(t)] are
less than |d¢, (x)]),

Tan(t), lnn(t) =0 at n — oo. (10.9)
Moreover, in a neighborhood of ¢, (see (10.7))7

04 1) = { ) ST~ oy

We put further
y+(t) = Z Tnn(t), y-(t) = Z lnn (2)-
n=1 n=1

In each of the partial sums of these series, for every ¢ € [a,b] there can
be only one term that is not identically equal to zero, therefore, due to
(10.9), the series converge uniformly. Moreover, y4(-) (y—(-)) is right-
(left- continuous), and since, obviously, y4(t)+y—_(t) = Wx)(t), relation
(10.8) and the theorem is proved. O

10.5. Other properties of proper functions
t
1. Let f(-) be a proper function, F(t) = [ f(s)ds. Then

Fl(t) = hlinil()% (F(t +h) — F(t)) = f(t£).

Proof. Let h > 0. By the Mean value theorem for the Riemann integral,

AF(t,h) =F(t+h) - F(t) = / f(s)ds = u(t) - h,
where inf ]f(s) < u(t) < sup f(s). Therefore,

[t,t+h [t,t+h]

1
inf f(s) < -AF(t,h) < su s),
06T < GAF@R) < s ()
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and taking h — 40 we obtain the required. The reasoning for h < 0 is similar.
a

2. Let f(-) be a proper function. Then

b

/(f(t+h)—f(t))dt:(f(bﬁ:)—f(ai))h—&-o(h) when  h — £0.

a

Proof. Let h > 0. We set f(t) = f(b) for t > b. Due to the previous res-

ult fb(f(t + h) — f(t))dt = bf:f(t)dt — fbf(t)dt =
a+ a

b+h ath

- [ r@dt— [ f@)dt = (f(t+) — f(a+))h + o(h) for b — +0. For h < 0,
b a

arguing similarly, we obtain the assertion with “lower” signs. O

3. Let f(-) be a proper function that is RS-integrable with respect to
c+h
g9 € BVla,b], c€ [a,b]. Then [ [f(t)dg(t) = f(c£)(g(ct) — g(c)) + v(h),

where y(h) — 0 for h — 0.
Proof. Let h > 0. By Theorem 4.1,

c+h

/ g df (1) = p(fe+ h) — £(e), (10.10)

where : infh]g(t) < p < sup g(t). This implies that as h — +0 p — g(c+)
c,c+ [e,e+h]

and, therefore, u = g(c+) + a(h), where a(h) — 0 as h — +0. Similarly,

fle+ h) = f(c+) + B(h), where B(h) — 0 as h — +0. Substituting these

equalities into (10.10), we obtain the required with

v(h) = a(h)(f(ct) = f(e)) + B(h)g(c+) + a(h)B(h).
For h < 0, similar arguments give us the statement with lower signs. [

4. The composition of two proper functions may not be a proper function.
Proof. Let f(t) = tcos & for t # 0, f(0) = 0 (see the example from
Section 4.2), g(t) = signt. Function f(-) is continuous on [—1, 1], and therefore
is proper on this interval. Function g(-) is also proper on this interval. However,
function F(t) = g(f(t)) = sign f(¢) is not proper on this segment since the limits
F(0+), F(0—) do not exist. O

5. Let h: [a,b] X [¢,d] = R be a function of two variables. Functions
h(-,s) (s € [¢,d]) and h(t,-) are called sections of h(,-). The following assertion
will be useful in what follows.

Let sections h(-,s) (s € [c,d]), h(t,-) (¢t € [a,b]) be proper functions.
Then there is constant M independent of t and s such that |h(t,s)| < M for all
(t,s) € [a,b] times]c, d].
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Proof. Suppose that the opposite is true: for any natural n there are t,,
and s, such that |h(tn,sn)| > n. Without loss of generality, we may assume
that

a) tn = te, Sn = S« (n— 00, (t«,s:) € [a,b] X [c,d]);

b) sequence {|A(tn, sn)|}nzt is increasing and hence
|h(tn, sn)| = 400 (n — 00);

C) tn = ti— Or tn — tut, Sn — Sx— OF Sp = Sx + (N — 00),
otherwise it is possible to pass in a)-c) to the corresponding subsequence.
Let, for example, t, — t+—,Sn — S«—. Since in any neighborhood of point
(t«, s«) function |h(tn, sn)| takes arbitrarily large values, there are no finite lim-
its |h(t—, s«)| and |h(t«,s—)|, which contradicts to the properness of sections
h(-,s), h(t,-). d

Comment 10.1. In the absence of properness, the boundedness of both
sections, generally speaking, does not imply boundedness of h(-,-).

In this regard, consider the following example. Let [a,b] = [¢,d] = [0, 1];

2mtis )
h(t,s) = tg G+ D11 ((t,s) € [0,1)%), then
0’ = 173 = 17
Ih(t, )| < R(s) = { to g (s € 0.D);
0, s=1;
mt
h ol <=1 “arn (€O
07 t=1.

However, h(t,s) — oo for t - 1, s — 1.

11. o-continuous functions

11.1. Spaces Nja,b] and Rm]a, b]

Denote by Na, b] the set of bounded functions z : [a,b] — R hav-
ing at most countable set T(x) of points of discontinuity. Obviously,
Nla,b] is a vector space. Let us endow it with norm (10.3). Functions
x € Nia,b] will be called o-continuous. Denote by Rmla, b] the vector
space of Riemann-integrable (and hence bounded) functions with norm
(10.3). Theorems 10.1, 10.2, Corollary 10.1 and the Lebesgue theorem
(a criterion for R-integrability of a function) imply inclusions of normed
linear spaces

R[a,b] C Nia,b] C Rmla,b] C Ma, b]. (11.1)

Inclusions (11.1) are strict and are inclusions of Banach spaces.
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Proof. The strictness of the inclusions is obvious. We only need to
prove completeness of spaces Rm/[a, b] and N]a, b].

Let us show that Rm|a, 0] (N[a, b]) is closed in M[a, b] (Rm[a, b])
Let {z,}2, C M]a,b|, z,(t) = z(t) (n = o0). Due to completeness of
Mia, b], the limit * € MJa,b], and due to the uniform convergence we
have the inclusion

T(x) C | T(an). (11.2)

Indeed, let C = [a,b] \ | T(2,). The points of this set are the points of
=1

continuity of all elemen‘?s of this sequence. Due to the uniform convergence
of the sequence, these are points of continuity of function x, which means
that the points of set C' do not contain points from 7T'(z). This proves
inclusion (11.2).

From this inclusion, Theorem 3.4 and the aforementioned Lebesgue
theorem (the fact that a countable union of countable sets is a countable

set), it follows that if {2, 12, © Rml[a, b] (c Na, b]), then € Rmla, b]
(6 N[a,b]). Hence Rml{a, b] (N[a,b]) is closed in M[a, b] (Rm[a,b]).

And this means that Rm[a,b] (N][a,b]) is a Banach space (note: we are

talking about norm ( 10.3)). O
Inclusions (11.1) imply that space Nla, b] is not separable.

11.2. Space NiJa, ]

To construct a set dense in NJa, b] (see Corollary 11.1 below), consider
a space that is wider than NJa,b]. To this end, we recall some elements of the
classification of functions by R. Baire (see [37, XV.1]). According to this clas-
sification, the zeroth class includes continuous functions, the first class includes
the functions that can be represented as the pointwise limits of continuous func-
tions, the second class includes functions representable as the pointwise limits
of the functions of the first class, etc. The vector space of bounded functions
that are not higher than the first class endowed with norm (10.3) is denoted by
Nila,b]. Let us list some properties of R. Baire classes.

1. The limit of a uniformly convergent sequence of functions of class at
most some k is a function of class at most k (Theorem 4 in [37, XV.1]).

2. For a function z : [a,b] — R to be a function not higher than the first
class it is necessary and sufficient that for any real y the Lebesgue sets

By (z) ={t:a(t) <y}, By (z)={t:z(t) <y}

were the sets of type F» (Lebesgue’s theorem [37, XV.1]).
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3. Characteristic function of a closed set F C [a,b](F # [a,b]) is a func-
tion of the first class [37, XV.3].

4. A function that has a finite (= 1) or a countable set of points of dis-
continuity is a function of the first class [37, XV.3].

Let us consider some examples.

Ezxample 15. Let K be Cantor’s perfect set. The set of points of the
second kind (that is, the Cantor set without the endpoints of the adjacent
intervals) will be denoted by S. Let

wi(t) = xic(t), wa(t) = xs(?).
Then T(w1) = T(w2) = K, therefore wi, wy ¢ NJ[0,1] (property 4), and
wy € Nila, b] \ Na, b] (property 3).
Ezxample 16. Let K, be a perfect set of Lebesgue measure a > 0
(see [12, c. 101]). We set ws(t) = xic, (). Then T'(ws) = Ko. Consequently,
w3 € Ni[a, b] \ N[a, b] (property 3), and by Lebesgue’s R-integrability criterion
ws ¢ \Rml]a, b].

Property 4 implies inclusion Nla,b] C Nifa,b]. Function wi(-) from
Example 15 shows that this inclusion is strict. Functions

wz € Rmla, b] \ N1[a,b], ws € N1[a,b] \ Rm][a, b]

show the relationship between classes N1la, b] and Rm|a, b].

Let us show that N1[a, b] is a Banach space.

Let {zn}nz1 be a fundamental sequence from this space. This sequence
is also fundamental in the Banach space MJa, b] of bounded functions. There-
fore, there exists function € MJa,b] such that z,(t) = x(¢). By property 1,
x € Nifa, b]. O

11.3. Dense sets in Nq|a, b]
Let us call a Fi, -partition of interval [a, b] a collection

Jm ={B1,Ba,...,Bn}

of sets of type F (see Sections 1.9.2 and 1.9.3) provided that
[a,b)=|JBx, Bi[|Be=2 if j#k
k=1

We call function z : [a,b] = R a F,-step function if it is constant on every set
By, from some F,-partition J,,. The set of F,-step functions with norm (10.3)
will be denoted by Fi[a, b] (2 Hla, b]).

Each Fy,-partition J,, = {Bi,Ba,...,Bm} corresponds to m- dimen-
sional vector space Jp, of Fy-step functions. A function from 7, has representa-

tion 2(t) = > bex B, (t), where by, is the value of z:(-) on set By (k= 1,2,...,m).
k=1
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What does a sequence of functions from Fila,b] look like? There is a
sequence of Fi,-partitions

{Jmn,n}iozl = {Bl,m B2,7L7 ceey anyn}7

some of which (or even all) may be the same. The required sequence is

Tn(t) = Y bk XBy, (8)-
k=1

When increasing the number of the term of a F,-sequence, the partition may
change or may stay the same.

Theorem 11.1. The set Fila,b] is dense in Nila, b].

Proof. The proof of this theorem (in some other terms) is essentially
scattered in book [37, XV.3]. We present here the main arguments in order to
make it easier for the reader to follow the proof.

Let © € N1Ja, b]. According to property 2 of the previous subsection, for
any real y the Lebesgue sets

E, (x)={t:z(t) <y} and E;(z)={t:=z(t)>y}

are sets of type F,. Divide interval [—||z||, ||z||]] into n equal parts by fixing
points

Yo =—llzfl <y <yo <. <yn = 2], (ym — Yk = @)
and put
Ao=E,, Ax=E}  (\Ep,, k=12...,n-1) Ay =E; .
As was already noted, these are sets of type F,, and [a,b] = O Ag. Ac-
k=0

cording to statement 5 from subsection 1.9.3 there exists an F,-partition
{Bo, Bi,...,Bn} such that By C Ax (k = 0,1,...,n). We put z,(t) = vy«
fort € B, (k=0,1,...,n). Then z, € Fia,b], and for t € [a,b], t € B C A
Zn(t) = Yk, Yu—1 < z(t) < yr+1. It follows that

fea(t) — 2(t)] < 221,

that is, the sequence of F,-step functions x,(-) converges uniformly to z(-) as
n — 00 O

If we denote Fla, b] = Fi[a,b](|N]a,b], then we arrive at the following
statement.

Corollary 11.1. Set Fla,b] is dense in space Nia, b].
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In conclusion, we note that there are strict inclusions

H(a,b] € BV[a,b] € CHa,b] C
C Rla,b] C Nla,b] C Rm][a,b] C M]a,b], (11.3)

where underlined inclusions are embeddings of Banach spaces.
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Chapter V. RS-integrability

12. Criterion for RS-integrability

12.1. Lebesgue’s theorem

Theorem 12.1 (Analogue of Lebesgue’s theorem). Let f be a
bounded function on [a,b] (f € Mla,b]), let g be an increasing function.

The integral
b

<RS{/fa>mxw, (12.1)

a

exists if and only if the set T(f) of points of discontinuity of function f
is a set of g-measure zero.

Proof. Sufficiency. Let Q(f) be the oscillation of f(-) on the
whole interval [a, b] and let € > 0 be arbitrary. Let us cover T'(f) by such

open set G = J(ag, bg) that ug(G) < 00 (see Section 3.6). The set

F = [a, b]\ G is closed and f(-) is continuous, and thus uniformly continu-
ous on F. Therefore, there exists § > 0 such that for every ¢ty € F the oscil-
lation w(f) on set [to—d, to+0] () F satisfies inequality w(f) < 555wy

Consider an arbitrary partition 7 = {tx}}_, of interval [a, b] having
diameter d(7) < 0. Let Jj, ..., J, be the intervals [ty_1, t;] of this parti-
tion that contain at least one point of F, and let Jy',...,J," (p+¢q =n)
be the remaining intervals of partition 7. The intervals of the second type
are contained in G.

Since the set of points of discontinuity of g(+) is at most countable,
we may assume without loss of generality that all ¢, are points of con-

n

tinuity g(-). Let us split the sum S = > wi(f)Agr = zn: wi(f) g (Tx)

k=1 k=1
into two parts:
P q
S =Y wi(Nug(T) + D wf (Nug(T})-
i=1 j=1

(wi(f) (W5 (f)) are the oscillations on the intervals of the first (the second)
type). By our construction,

v WZ%WHQU);M(JJ”) <gtg=e
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By Theorem 6.3’, integral (12.1) exists.

Necessity. Assume that integral (12.1) exist. By Theorem 6.8,
T(9) NT(f) =

Let jeN be arbitrary, T;(f) = {t : |ow(f)] > %} By Theorem 6.3’,
given an arbitrary € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that for any partition 7
whose diameter d(7) is less than § we have inequality

3 wn(f) B < g (12.2)
k=1

Let 7 be one of such partitions and let [J1,..., J, be the intervals of this
partition containing the points of set T;(f) as their interior points. It
may turn out that some of the points of partition 7 also belong to T;(f).
However, pg{ty,, ..., tx } = 0 since tx, are points of continuity of g(-). We
obtain from (12.2)

n

Z Agk>jz,ugu7z— Z,Ug/uz—

hlm

1) - (0]

Thus, set A; = T;(f) \ {tk,, ..., tr, } is covered by open set

C-@

intJi, p1e(Gj) <e.
i=1

Consequently, 114(4;) = 1g(T3(f)) = 0 (j € N). Since T(f) = g T,(f).
we have u,T'(f) = 0. O

Corollary 12.1. Let f(-) be a bounded function on [a,b)
(f € MJa, b)), and let g(-) be a function of bounded variation (¢ € BV([a,b]).
For the existence of the integral (12.1) it is necessary and sufficient
that the set T(f) of points of discontinuity of function f(-) be a set of
Jr-measure zero.

Proof. According to Theorem 12.1 and the result of section 4.6.2,
condition tg. (T(f)) = 0 is equivalent to the existence of integrals

b
(RS) ff )dgx(t) and (RS)[ f(t)dg,(t), and thus of integral (12.1). O

Corollary 12.2. Let f € N, g € CBV]Ja,b]. Then integral
(12.1) exists.
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(In other words: o-continuous functions are RS-integrable with re-
spect to continuous functions of bounded wvariation, or (N, CBV) and
(CBV, N) are pairs of existence classes for the Riemann — Stiltjes

integral.)
Proof. The set of points of discontinuity 7'(f) is at most countable
and hence, by Theorem 3.3, is a set of g,-measure zero. O

12.2. An extension of the Lebesgue theorem
The following result is an extension of Theorem 12.1 which allows
to treat unbounded integrated functions.

Theorem 12.2. Let g(-) be an increasing function. For the ex-
istence of integral (12.1) it is necessary and sufficient that the following
conditions hold:

1) f(-) is bounded on the complements to a finite number of inter-
vals where which g(+) is constant; if g(-) is strictly increasing, then f(-) is
bounded on interval [a, b];

2) g (T(f)) = 0.

Proof. Sufficiency. First, let f(-) be bounded on [a, b], and let
Q(f) denote the oscillation of f(-) on [a, b]. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. Let
us cover T'(f) by open set G = [J(ax, bx) such that puy(G) < 36077 Lhe
complement F = [a, b] \ G is closed, f(-) is continuous on [a, b], so it is
uniformly continuous on F. Therefore, there exists > 0 such that for any
to € F the oscillation w(f) on set [to — 9, to + d] () F satisfies inequality
w(f) < sem gy

Consider an arbitrary partition 7 = {t;}}_, of interval [a, b] having
diameter d(7) < d. Let J7, ..., J, be the intervals [ty _1, tx] of this partition
that contain at least one point of F, and let Ji', ..., J;' (p+¢q = n) be the
remaining intervals of partition 7. The intervals of the second type are
contained in G.

Since the set of points of discontinuity of g(-) is at most countable,
we can, without loss of generality, assume that all ¢, are points of con-
tinuity of g(-). We split the sum S = > wi(f)Agr = > wi(f)pg(JT)) in

k=1

two:
q

P
8= &' (Nug(T) + D wi (Nng(T})-
i=1 j=1
(wi(f) (W7 (f)) are the oscillations of f on the intervals of the first (the
second) type). By our construction,

T 2~ e ;N"(‘m + Q(f);ug(%-”) <e.
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By Theorem 6.3, integral (12.1) exists.

Let f(-) be unbounded on [a, b] but bounded on intervals J1, ..., T,
Je = lak,bk], k = 1,..,m, which are in the complement of the finite
union of intervals where g(-) is constant. As was proved above, integrals

by
(RS) [ f(t)dg(t) exist, and integrals over intervals where g(-) is constant
ag

are equal to zero regardless of the values of function f(-) on these inter-
vals. Therefore, in this case too, integral (12.1) exists and is equal to

m b
35 (rS) £06)datt)

k
Necessity. Assume that integral (12.1) exist. Then, by Theorem
3.3, for every ¢ > 0 there exists § > 0 such that, for any partition
T = {ti}}_, of interval [a, b] having diameter d(7) < J, one has inequality
n

> wilf)Agr <e. (12.3)

k=1

Let 7 be any of these partitions. Suppose that f(-) is not bounded in
a neighborhood of point ¢’ € [tx,—1, tk,]. Then there is a sequence ¢t} — ¢’
such that f(t}) — oco. Therefore, wg,(f) = +oo and hence Agy, =0, i.e.,
since the partition is arbitrary, g(-) is constant on some interval. Thus, if
f(+) is unbounded on [a, b], then there exists a finite system of intervals
Jiy oy Tm where g(+) is constant, and on the complement to these intervals
function f(-) is bounded. Consequently, condition 1) of the theorem is
satisfied.

Since integral (12.1) exists, by Theorem 3.8 T'(g) T (f) = @.

Let j € Nbe arbitrary, T;(f) = {¢; |o.(f)| > %} Given an arbitrary
e > 0 we find § > 0 such that for any partition 7 whose diameter is
d(T) < ¢ an inequality of the form (12.3) is satisfied, where the right side
¢ is replaced by ? Let 7 be one of these partitions and let J1, ..., J, be the
intervals of this partition containing points of set T;(f) as their interior
points. It can happen that some of the partition points 7, for example
t1,...,t;, also belong to T;(f). Then, as noted above, pug{ti,...,t;} = 0,
since ti, are points of continuity of g(-). From (12.3) we get

£« 1< 1< 1 P
5> wk(f)Agk>;Z:ug( i)—E;ug(/ u%):;#g <H/~7z>

Thus, set A; = T;(f) \ {tky, ..., tr, } is covered by open set

p
- U) [ i) <
i=1
157



Therefore, p14(A;) = 0. Since T'(f) = U T;(f), then p,T(f) = 0. O

Note that the above proofs of Theorems 12.1 and 12.2 basically go
back to [29, 13.16].

12.3. Limit theorems for RS-pair (N,CBV)

It is clear from the proofs of Theorems 8.1 and 8.2 that for pair
(N,CBYV) assertion (8.1) of Theorem 8.1 and estimate (8.3) hold.

Theorem 12.3. Let f, € Nia,b],n € N, f,(t) = f(t)(n — o),
g € CBV]a,b]. Then

b
lim fn(t) / ft)dg(t) (12.4)
n—oo a
The proof follows the proof of Theorem 8.3 O

Theorem 12.4. Let ¢ € CBV]a,b|, f, € Nla,b], n € N,
fn(t) = f(B), t € la,b] (n — o0), f € Nla,b], |[full <M (n €N), for
some M. Then relation (12.4) holds.

Proof. For a strictly increasing function g(-), we argue as in the
proof of Theorem 8.5. Since in this case functions f, (97 (s)) (n € N) are
obviously R-integrable, all arguments of the proof of the cited theorem
go through. In the general case, we represent g(-) as the difference of two
strictly increasing functions (see Corollary 4.6). O

Theorem 12.5. Let g, € Nla,b], n € N, g,(t) = g(t) (n — o),
f € CBV]a,b]; then

b
lim f(t) dgn(t) /f ) dg(t) (12.5)

n—oo a

Proof. According to Theorems 6.2 and 12.3: fb f ) dgn(t) =

= F(Oga(t) 5= [} 9a(0 o0~ JL oty dre) = J 70

(n— oo). D
We represent function g € CBVJa,b] in the form (4.8). Then

b
Kg. (G) = Z \/(g) (G = U(ak, b), intervals do not intersect).
k

(12.6)
Theorem 12.6 (Helly’s theorem for pair (N, CBV)). Let

f € N[a,b], gn € CBV]a,b] (n € N), g,(t) = g(t) (t € [a,b], n — ),
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b
g € Cla,b]; \/(gn (V > 0).

Then (12.5) holds.

Proof. In the same way as in the proof of Theorem 8.4, we show
b
that g € BVJa, b], and hence g € CBV]a,b] and \/(g,) < V.
Define function g: A — [0, V], A={(t,s):0<s<t <V},

neN s

9(s,s)=0, andfor s<t  g(t, s) =sup {\/(g), \/(gn)} .

Obviously, g is continuous on A, and hence uniformly continuous on A.
For g the following statements are true:

a) for fized s, 0 < s <V g is increasing in t; for fized t, 0 <t <V
g 1s decreasing in s;

b) for anye >0 and c € (a,b) (c=a, c=0b) there exists interval
(a, B) 3 ¢ (half-interval [a, B), (a,b]) such that G(B, o) < e (§(B, a) <e
g(b, @) < ¢).

Let Q(f) be the oscillation of f on the whole interval [a, b], let
v > 0 be arbitrary and T(f) = {c1,ca,...}. According to a) and b) and

equality ( 1)im( )§(t’, s') = g(s,s) = 0 (see also 12.6) there is interval
t’,s')—(s,s

(ak, bi) D ek, such that g(bg, ag) < W, ; k=1,2,.... Thus, T(f) is

oo
covered by open set G = |J (ag, bx), so that

k=1
oo by 0o ~y

1o (G) = \(9) <D bk, ar) <3 (12.7)
k=1 ax k=1

as well as

oo by 00 y

pgo(G) = \(gn) <D 5(bk, ar) < (12.8)
k=1 ay k=1

(If ¢ky = a (cp, = b), then we have half-interval [a, by,) ((ak,, b]); G

is relatively open in this case.) Set F' = [a, b] \ G is closed and f(+)
is continuous, and therefore uniformly continuous on F. So, there exists
0 > 0 such that for any to € F' the oscillation w(f) of function f(-) on set
[to — 3. to + 3] N F satisfies inequality w(f) < 7.

159



We fix an arbitrary partition 7 = {t;}}", of interval [a, b] having
diameter d(7) < d. Let J7, ..., J, be the intervals [ty _1, tx] of this partition
that contain at least one point of F, and let J/’, ..., J,' (p+q = m) are be
the remaining intervals of partition 7. The intervals of the second type
are contained in G.

Then
/ f(t)dg(t)

ff[ (f(&x) -

k=1"tk-1

Z (€k)Agr — Z f(f) dg(t)
o

tr—1

j{jjfk: F(&0) — £(8)] dga(t) <

tr—1

m tr
g ZwTk(f)/ dgﬁ Zw‘rk Agrrk = S
k=1 th—1

Let us split S into two sums:

q

S = wi(fig. (T + >l (Hitg.,(T))-
=1

Jj=1

(wj(f) (wW/(f)) are the oscillations of function f(-) on the intervals of the

first (the second) type). By our construction, taking into account (12.7),

P q b
§< WZugﬂ(Ji’) +Q(f)Zugﬂ(Jj”) < (v\/(g) +”y> =~(V +1).

a

Thus, partition 7 satisfies the estimate

b
Self. )~ [ FOdgt)] <7 (v +1) (129)
Similarly, given (12.8), we obtain that
b
S (f, gn) —/ f®)dg, ()| <v-(V+1) (neN). (12.10)

Let € > 0 be arbitrary. In all previous arguments, we set v = ﬁ Due
to the pointwise convergence gy, (t) — g(t), we have &.(f, gn) = &-(f, g9)
(n — 00), so there is a positive integer N such that for n > N we have

inequality
€
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According to estimates (12.9)—(12.11), for such n

/fdgn /fdg

+6-(f, gn) = &:(f, 9)| + |©

/f ) dgn(t) — &-(f, gn)| +

—/f@@@

<t4t4i=c
3 3 3

13. Exact RS-pairs

13.1. Exactness of pair (Rm, AC’)

Theorem 13.1. If integral (12.1) exists for any Riemann integ-
rable function f(-), then function g(-) is absolutely continuous on [a, b].

Proof. Arguing as in the proofs of Theorems 7.2 and 7.3, we show
that g(-) is a continuous function of bounded variation.

First, assume that g(-) is increasing and integral (12.1) exists for
any Riemann integrable function f(-). Assume that g(-) is not absolutely
continuous on [a, b]. Then there exists g > 0 such that for any § > 0
there exists a finite system of non-intersecting intervals {(ax, bx)}7_; such

that that > (by —ar) < 6, but > (9(bx) — g(ax)) > €o. Consider func-
k=1 k=1

n

tion f(t) = Y. ok be, (t), where b(-) is the identity function (see 4.5),
k=1

cr = and oy > 1. Then f(-) is Riemann integrable (as a piecewise

continuous function) and by Theorem 6.3 for this ¢ there exists dg > 0

ar+by
2

such that if Z (br —ax) < do, then for any partition 7 = {#;}7.,, contain-
k=
ing points ag, bk (k=1,..,n) whose diameter is less than dy inequalities

80>ij( Ag]>z )>€0
j=1

are satisfied. The resulting contradiction implies that g(-) is absolutely
continuous.

The general case is reduced, with the help of Theorems 4.6 and 9.4,
to what has already been proved. (I

Theorem 13.2. If integral (12.1) exists for any absolutely con-
tinuous function g(-), then f(-) is Riemann integrable.

161



Proof. Since f(-) is integrable with respect to any absolutely con-
tinuous function, it follows that it is also integrable with respect to ab-

solutely continuous function g(t) = ¢, that is, f(-) is Riemann integrable.
O

Theorem 13.3. RS-pair (Rmla, b, AC[a, b]) is an ezact pair
of classes for the existence of integral (12.1).

Proof. The fact that (Rm[a7 b, ACq, b]) is an RS-pair follows from
Theorems 10.1 and 10.2. The exactness of this pair follows from Theorems
13.1 and 13.2.

13.2. Exactness of pair (N7 CBV)

Here we will have to use the definitions and notations from Section
3.6. In addition, let us extend notation mes A to finite or countable uni-
ons of arbitrary intervals from [a,b] (b > a) (not only of open intervals,
as in 3.6 ). Moreover, given an arbitrary set A C [a,b] and a continu-
ous increasing function g(-) we will say 4(A) > 0 if pg([a,b] \ A) = 0.
Obviously, if A C B and pg(A) > 0, then py(B) > 0.

Recall that, according to Corollary 12.2, the pair of function classes
(N7 CBV) is an RS-pair. To prove its exactness, we need a number of
auxiliary results.

Lemma 13.1. The set T(f) of points of discontinuity of function
f (), defined on a closed set, is a set of type Fy.

Proof. Let T, = {t : |o¢(f)] = £, n € N} be the set of points
of discontinuity of function f(-) where the absolute value of the jump is
greater than or equal to % Let ¢, be a limit point of this set. For every
n € N there exists a sequence {tms}55_; — by, |04, (f)] = L. Passing
to a subsequence, if needed, we obtain that |oy, (f)| > L. Therefore, set

T, is closed. The assertion of the lemma now follows from representation
T(f) = L_Jl T,. O
The proof of the following two general results can be found in [37].

Proposition 13.1. (Cantor — Bendixson theorem, see [37,11.6].)
An uncountable closed set F can be represented in the form F = P|JD,
where P is a perfect set, and D is only a countable set.

Proposition 13.2. A non-empty perfect set has the cardinality
of continuum. ( [37, I11.6].)

Lemma 13.2. A non-empty closed null-set F' is nowhere dense.

Proof. Let (a, 8) be an arbitrary interval. Since the length of
this interval is § — a > 0, and mes F' = 0, this interval contains points
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not belonging to F. Let ty be such a point. The complement of set F' is
an open set, so there is a neighborhood of point ¢y containing no points
of set F. The intersection of this neighborhood with interval (a, ) is
an interval that is free from points of set F. Therefore, set F' is nowhere
dense. (]

We obtain from statements 13.1-13.2 the following lemma.

Lemma 13.3. If set T(f) of points of discontinuity of function
f(-) is uncountable and mes T'(f) = 0, then there exists a perfect nowhere
dense set F' C T(f).

Lemma 13.4. Let F' be a perfect nowhere dense null-set. There
is a continuous increasing function g(-) having the following properties:

a) g (t) =1 for points t € F

b) g’ (t) =0 for points t € [a,b] \ F;

(Compare with [37, VIIIL.2].)

Proof. For every n € N we cover F' with an open set G,, D F such
that mesG,, < 5%, and consider function s, (t) = mes (G, ([a, t]). This
function has the following properties:

1) s,(t) 20 (t € [a, b]); 2) s,(-) is increasing; 3) sp(t) < 5=;
4) sp(+) is continuous on [a, b].

Properties 1) — 2) hold due to non-negativity and monotonicity of
the Lebesgue measure, property 3) is true by the construction.

Let us prove property 4). Let h > 0.

sn(t 4+ h) — s, (t) = mes (G m[a, t+ h]) —mes (G, ﬂ[a, t]) =
= meanﬂ(t, t+h| <h,

which implies continuity on the right. Continuity on the left is proved
similarly.

Let tg € F. For a fixed n € N and sufficiently small A > 0 we have
[to, to + h] C G,,. Hence

Sn(to —+ h) — Sn(to)

=1
h

Sn(to + h) = Sn(to) + h,

We obtain an analogous equality for h < 0. Thus, s},(t) =1 for all t € F.
If t; ¢ F for a fixed n € N, then ¢; falls into one of the adjacent
intervals (this interval is a component of open set G = [a, b] \ F'), and for
sufficiently small h > 0 interval [t1, 1 + k] lies entirely in this interval,
S0 sp(t1 4+ h) — sn(t1) = mes G, (t1, t1 +h] = 0, ie. s, (t1) = 0.
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Let -
s(t) = salt). (13.1)
n=1

Due to property 3), this series converges uniformly. Hence s(-) is a non-
negative continuous increasing function. Next, we set

1

gn(t) = 5osa(t) (MEN),  g(t) =D gald). (13.2)
n=1

27l

Then g, (t) = = for points t € F, and g,,(t) = 0 for points t infa,b] \ F
(n € N). The series in (13.2) can be differentiated term-wise, since the
series obtained by differentiation is majorized by a convergent series
> 5= = S or real numbers, and hence converges uniformly [26, c. 440].
n=1
Thus, g (t) = S = 1 for points t € F, g (t) = 0 for points t € [a,b] \ F,
i.e. function g(-) has properties a) and b). O
Lemma 13.5. Let set F' and function g(-) be as in Lemma 13.4.
Then pg(F) > 0.

Proof. We put G = [a,b]\F. Then G isanopenset, G = | (an, bn).

n=1
Due to property b), g(bn_)_g(an+) = g(bn)_g(an) =49 (Cn)(bn_an) = 07
s0 pge(G) =0, i.e., according to the definition pg,(F) > 0. O
Theorem 13.4. RS-pairs (N, CBV) and (CBV, N) are exact.

Proof. If the integrating function g(-) is discontinuous at a point
¢o € [a,b], then integral (12.1) does not exist for f(t) = b, (¢), where
function h.(-) was defined in section 4.5, f € N, since the integrated and
the integrating functions in this case have a common point of discontinuity
(see Theorem 7.2).

b
Assume that ¢ has infinite total variation, \/(g) = +o00. There is a

a
point ¢ € [a, b] such that in any of its neighborhoods the total variation of
g(+) is infinite. Without loss of generality, ¢ = b. Then we can construct

such a sequence {t,}22, t = tg < t1 < ... < t, < b, t, — b, that
o0
> |9(tk) — g(tk—1)| = 4o0. There is also a sequence of real numbers
k=1

{ck}2 such that ¢, =0, ¢, >0 (=0, 1,2, ...), but at the same time

oo

> erlg(te) — g(te—1)| = +o0
k=1
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n o0
(one can take ¢, = 1/ > |g(te) — g(te—1)|, since the series > an/sn
k=1

n=1
n o0
(here s, = > ay) diverges together with the series Y ay,).
k=1 n=1
We define continuous function f(-) in the following way:

f(ty) = cp -sign(g(te) — g(te—1)) £=0,1,2,..., f(b) =0,

f(t)Zf(tk_l)+M

(t—tg—1) (tg—1 <t <tp), k=1,2,...
ly — th—1

M=

Then for 7, = {tx}y_y  &7.(fs 9) = > f(te)(9(tx) — g(tk-1)) =

k=1

= Y cr|g(te) — g(tk—1)| — +00 as n — oo, so integral (12.1) does not

exist. Thus, the class of integrating functions cannot be enlarged without
narrowing the class of integrated functions.

Let f ¢ N. If f ¢ Rm, then f(-) is not integrable with respect to
absolutely continuous (that is, from CBYV) functions g(t) = ¢.

Let f € Rm\ N. Then T(f) is an uncountable null-set, so by
Lemma 13.3 there exists a perfect nowhere dense null-set F' C T'(f), and
by Lemma 13.4 there exists an increasing continuous (that is, from CBV)
function ¢(-) such that, according to Lemma 13.5, ug(F) > 0, and hence
tig(T(f)) > 0. By virtue of Theorem 12.1, integral (12.1) does not exist.

So, the class of integrable functions also cannot be enlarged without
narrowing the class of integrating functions. O

Corollary 13.1. RS-pair (R, CBV) 18 not exact.

to this concept brought ideas for work
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Chapter VI. (*)-Riemann—Stieltjes integral

14. Definition of (*)-integral

14.1. Definition and basic properties

1. (*)-integral was first introduced and studied in [15] (see also
[16]); some ideas from earlier works [8], [10], [21] led to it.

Let f € N[a,b], g € BV]a,b], a <b. Put

b b
(+) / F() dg(t) = / £(t) dge(t)+

+(f@os @)+ Y. fWoile) + fO)oy (). (14.1)

teT'(g) N(a;b)

The first term in the right-hand side of (14.1) is the Riemann-Stieltjes
integral over interval [a,b]. The existence of this integral is ensured by
Corollary 12.2. Since the total variation of function g is finite, the

series > ot(g) converges absolutely. The boundedness of function
teT(g) N(asb)

f (and, consequently, the boundedness of sequence { f (t)}teT(g)ﬂ(a,b))

yield the absolute convergence of the series in (14.1).
If the integrable function is continuous (f € Cla, b]), then, by the
proof of (8.7),

b

b
(+) / £(t) dg(t) = (RS) / £(t) dg ). (14.2)

a

Also, we set by definition

() [ £®)dgtt) =0, (143)
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2. The next properties follow directly from definition
(14.1):
a) The (*)-integral is linear with respect to the integrated function
(f). It is also linear with respect to the integrating function (g).
d
b) Let [¢,d] C [a,b] (¢ < d). The integral (x)[ f(t)dg(t) corres-

C
ponds to interval [¢, d] and is defined by formula (14.1), where a (b) stands
for ¢ (d). Of course, the continuous part of function g on interval [c, d]
differs from the continuous part of this function on interval [a,b] by a
constant. This constant is equal to

m= Y oidg)+o.(9)
s<c,s€T(g)

however, this does not affect the value of the Riemann-Stieltjes integral

f f dgc

c) (* ) integral is additive in the following sense: if a < ¢ < b,

then
/ £(t) dg(t) / F(t) dg(t) + () / £(t) dg(t) (14.4)

(this is the additivity of the integral as a function of an interval). This
fact requires a more detailed justification. As was already noted in part
¢), we can assume that in the Riemann—Stieltjes integrals

/f ) doe(t) /f ) doe() /f ) dge()

we have the same integrating function (actually, in the last integral the
integrating function differs by a constant m, but this does not affect the
value of the integral). So,

/f ) doe(t) /f ) dge() /f ) dge(t)

and since o.(g9) = o (g9) + o, (g), we have

Yo o= > fWalg+ D, fHoulg)

teT(g) teT(g), t<c teT(g), t>c

The last two equalities are equivalent to statement (14.4).
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3. The following estimates hold:

b b

<w/u@wwﬁwmev@ (14.5)

a

b
(ﬂ/ﬂﬂ@@

a

(3-(1) = V(0), sce (45)).

a
Proof. Due to estimate (8.3) (as was noted in Section 12.3, this

estimate is also valid for the pair (N,CBV)), the representation (5.12)
and the equality (5.1), we have

b
</f@%®+

b
(ﬂ/ﬂﬂ@@

<

flaer @)+ > foelg) + (b, (9)

teT(g) N(a;b)

teT(g) N(a;b)

b
/IﬂﬂM@J4w+(UWMdﬂm+ )DRRLCIEAGI

b b

+ If(b)llffb(g)l) = (*)/If(t)ldgw(t) < I£lln\/ (9)-

a
a

(We also use the obvious relations

lo¢(9)] = 01(gx), oz (9)] = (), (9¢) (1) = (9x) (1)) O

14.2. Integration by parts formula
Let f € CHla,b], g € BV]a,b]. Then the expression in the
right-hand side of equality

b b
() [ gty = [ gte)drito+
+ (9ot (N+ Y galH+9b)y () (146)
teT(f) N(a,b)

is well defined, which justifies its designation as a *-integral.
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Theorem 14.1. Let f € CHla,b], g € BV]a,b]. Then the fol-
lowing identity holds (the integration by parts formula):

b

() [ £®dgte) + ) [ a0 drce) =

a

where T =T(f)NT(g).

Proof. Throughout the proof, given any function, we extend it to
t < a by its value at point a, and to ¢ > b by its value at point b (see
convention (3.13)). Then

o0q () = 0a(x), 0} (x) = op().

Taking this into account, the out-of-integral terms in (14.1) and (14.6)
can be written as

Zf(t)at(g)a Zg(t)ot(f) (14.8)

teT teT

respectively (the reason why these simplifications in the notation were not
made right away in the definitions (14.1), (14.6) is the need to consider
integrals with variable limits, see, for example, Theorem 14.2).

From definitions (14.1), (14.6) ( taking into account notation (14.8))
and representations (3.8) and (3.10), we obtain

() [ f®dg)+ o) [ g dr)) = PG+ (149

where (see Theorem 6.2):
b

P [ 10+ [ a0 ao (=ooio])

b b
G= / fo(t) dge(t) + / go(t)dfe(t), H=> f(t)olg)+>_ gt)oi(f).

teT teT

By Theorem 6.2 and the formulas for computing Riemann-Stieltjes integ-
ral (see §6),

b b
[ 010ty = Fs)90)] = [ a0 a5s0) = F5010e0)- 3 e )

teT
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Similarly,

b b
/ gb(t)dfc(t):gb(t)fc(t)‘i_ / fe(t) dga(t) =go (b) fe(B)! = _ fe(t)oru(g).

teT

Adding up the last two equalities, we obtain
b b b b
F+G= g 0F0] + A0 +00010)] - [ g dtoto)-

Z — 92 () fo(D)=Y_ g f)=>_ fe(t)or(g) =

teT teT

b
- / F(t) dgo(t) =g(H) £ (1)

b
—H+S, where S = Z(ga(t)at(f)'f‘fa(f)at(g))—gv(b)fa(b)

a
teT

=9()f(t)

According to formula (3.8), taking into account our convention

f®) =D 0uf), 0®) = o)

teT teT
)= > o) +o (), wt)= > odg)+o; (9)
seT, s<t seT, s<t

Substituting these expressions in S, we obtain

S=>oi(f) ( > as(g)+0t(g)) +

teT SET, s<t

+zm<g>< > os<f>+ot<f>)—

teT seT, s<t

_Zot(9)< Z os(f)+o(f) + Z gs(f)):

teT seT, s<t seT, s>t

:Zo‘t(f) Z O'S(g)—FZUt(g) Z os(f)+

teT seT, s<t teT seT, s<t

+> oo (9)+ Y or(9)ar (f)—

teT teT

=Y o) Y os(f) =D a9oilf) =D oilg) D oulf)

teT seT, s<t teT teT seT, s>t
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The second and the fifth terms on the right side of the last equality cancel
out each other. So, what remains is

S=Y"oulf) Y. osla)+Y ooy (9)+ > oilg)a (f)—

teT seT, s<t teT teT
—Zat(g)at(f)—z:at(g) Z os(f). (14.10)
teT teT seT, s>t

Since the double series Y. o+(f)os(g) converges absolutely (the par-
t,seT

tial sums of the double series of absolute values are bounded by number

71l - llgll, where one of the norms is in space BV]a,b] and the other one

is in space CH]a, b]), one can change the order of summation in the last

term in (14.10). After doing this and re-ordering the index of summation,

we arrive at the equality
Yol 3 a=S o) 3 al)) =Sar) 3 el
teT SET, s>t s€T teT, t<s teT sET, s<t

Thus, in (14.10), the first term and the last term cancel out each other.
The remaining terms:

S =3 ouor (9)+ S ailg)or (H) = S orlg)on(f) =

teT teT teT

=> ou(for (9) = > _aulg)of (f)

teT teT

Let us transform the resulting expression:

S= (o (F) +or (N)or (9) = Y (07 (9) + 07 (9)oi (f) =

teT teT
- Z(at )+ 07 (Nor (9) = ot (9)ot () = o7 (9)ai ()
teT

The first and fourth terms cancel out each other. We obtain

$ =3 (o (foi (9) =i (Noi (9)) =

teT

Thus, finally,
F+G+ 1 = (00|, - (of (Dot ) —or (Do) ©
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Comment 14.1. The formula (14.7) can be put in exactly the
same form as the integration by parts formula for the PS-integral in
[47, 1.4.33].

Let f € CH[a,b], g € BV]a,b]; [¢,d] C [a,b]. Then

d

d
(+) / F(t) dg(t) + () / o(t) df (t) = F()g(t)

c

d

c

S @Dt @)+ S (o7 (Hor (9). (14.11)

teT, telc, d) teT, te(c, d)

14.3. Indefinite *-integral
1. First, let us take definition (14.1) and define
t

D(t) = (*)/:17(5) dg(s). (14.12)

a

Theorem 14.2. Let € NJa,b], g € BV][a,b]. Then ®(-) is a
function of bounded variation, moreover,

b b
V(@) < lllln \/(9),

o (®) = x(t)o (9), o~ (@) =x(t)oy (g9), 0u(®)=ux(t)or(g). (14.13)

Proof. For an arbitrary partition {t;}}_,, due to estimate 14.5,

tr

S lote) ~ attn)| = Yo |¢) [ atrdgte)

tr—1
n tr b
< llzlin >V (9) = llzlin \/(9)-
k=1tr_1 a

Let h > 0. Due to (14.4) and (14.1),
t+h t+h
Bt +h) - B(t) = (¥) / £(t) dg(t) = / £(t) dge () + (1) (g(t+) — g(1))
+ > 2(s)(g(s+) — g(s—)) +x(t + h) (g(t + k) — g(t + h—)).
s€T(g) N(t,t+h)
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The integral term in the right-hand side tends to zero as h — 0. This
follows from the estimate above and the continuity of function (gc)ﬁ(~).
The term ) in the second line tends to 0 as h — 0+. This is obvious
if ¢ is an isolated point of the set T'(g). In the case ¢ is a limit point
of this set then, by Lemma 10.1, Y tends to z(t) - (g(t+) — g(t+)) = 0
(the first multiple may not have a limit, but it is bounded). For the
same reason, the term in the last line also tends to zero. Thus, we get:
o (®) = x(t) - (9(t+) — g(t)). Considering the difference ®(t) — (¢t — h),
we see that o= (®) = z(t) - (g(t) — g(t—)). O

b
Below we will specify the exact value of \/(®) (see (14.25)).

2. Let us proceed to conditions (14.6).
Let x € BV]a,b], g € CHa,b], let ®(-) be defined by equality
(14.12). According to (14.7),

O(t) = —A(t) + B(t) - T(t), (14.14)

where

se€T N(a,t)
By Theorem 14.2, A € BV, B € CH, I"' € H. So, now we can only
guarantee that ® € CH (C R).
According to Theorem 14.2,

o/ (4) = g(t)o/ (x),0, (A) = g(t)o; (x),0(A) = —g(t)or(2).
It follows directly from the definitions that
0/ (B) = a(t+)g(t+) — z(t)g(t), oy (B) = z(t)g(t) — a(t-)g(t-),

01(B) = x(t+)g(t+) — 2(i=)g(t-),

function I'(+) is continuous at the points of continuity of at least one of
functions z(-) or g(-). At the points ¢ where both functions are discon-
tinuous,



(see also Example 6). According to (14.14),
ol () = z(t)o; (9), o (®) =z(t)oy (9), 0u(®)==(t)oe(g)-

Thus, assertion (14.13) of Theorem 14.2 is valid under conditions
(14.6) as well.

14.4. Change of the order of integration

Theorem 14.3. Assume that one of the following conditions is
satisfied:

I. f € BVia,b|, g € BVice,d], h(-,s) € Rla,b], h(t, ) € Rle,d] ;
or
II. f € BV]a,b], g € BV|a,b], h(-,s) € Nla,b], h(t,-) € N|e,d] ;

and there exists M > 0, such that |h(t,s)| < M (t € [a,b], s € [c,d]).

Then
b d d b
) [ | 0] nie.syagto) | arey = [ ) [ nie.s)yareo | gt

(14.15)

Proof. It suffices to carry out the proof in the case when condition
I is satisfied. If f and g are continuous functions of bounded variation,
then there is equality

b d d b
/ </ h(t,s)dg(s)) daf (t) :/ </ h(t,s)df(t)) dg(s) (14.16)

(in this case both integrals are treated in the sense of Riemann—Stieltjes).
By the result in subsection 10.5.5, conditions of the theorem imply
that there exists M > 0 such that |h(t,s)] < M (¢t € [a,b], s € [¢,d]. Let
condition I be satisfied. Then
a) the double series converges absolutely

b d
S = >kt s)as(g)oe(f) and [S] < MN\/(f)\(9),
s€T(9), t€T(f) @ ¢

since the partial sums of the following double series with non-negative
terms . J
Ih(t,5)] - |os(g)] - loe(f)| are bounded by M V/(f) V(g);
se€T(g), teT(f) a c
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b) by the Pringsheim theorem (see, for example, [52, 2.51]) the
corresponding repeated series converge absolutely, and

Z thsat Z thsas oe(f)-

teT(f) s€T(g) s inT(g) teT(f)

seT(g) teT(f)
solutely and uniformly with respect to ¢ (s) (the series are majorized
by convergent numerical series). Therefore, one can integrate the double
series term by term with respect to continuous function of bounded vari-

ation fe(t) (ge(s))-

Denote

c) the series > h(t,s)os(g) ( > h(t,s)ot(f)> converges ab-

b

Hy(s) = () [ hitso) dr(0) = Hyls) + Y s

o teT

In this notation, the statement of the theorem has the following form:

(%) / Hy(t) df (1) = () / Hy(s) dg(s). (14.17)



Let us prove equality (14.17).

b b
(%) / Hy(t) df (1) = / HO dfet) + 3 Hy(B)oulf) =
2 @ teT(f)

+ Z (Hq(ﬂ"’ Z h(t,s)as(g)) oi(f) =

teT(f) s€T(g)

/:/tha,s)dgc()dfc /(Z it )dfc()

s€T(g)
d
+ Z / (t,s)dgc(s Z Z os(g
teT(f) teT(f) s€T(g)

According to (14.16), the first term on the right-hand side can be written

as fcd f: h(t,s) dfc(t)dg.(s). In view of assertion c), the second (third)
term can be written as

b d
> ( / h(t,S)dfc(t)) 7:(9) ( / ( > s)at(f)) dgc<s>) .
s€T(9) \g ¢ teT(f)

Finally, by assertion b), the last term is writtenas >, > o¢(f)os(g).

s€T(g) teT(f)
Therefore,

/7—[ ) df (t) // (t, s) dfe(t) dge(s)+
/C(Zh )dg[ SeT(g)(/htsdfc )as)

teT(f)
d
+ Y Y alfesle) = () / Hy(s) d(s). O
S€T(g) tET(f) )
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14.5. Limit theorems

1. The “first” limit theorem (see Theorem 8.3) holds for the (*)-integral.

Theorem 14.4. Let f, € Nla,b],n € N, fp(t) = f(t) (n = o0),
g € BVia,b]. Then

lim ( /fn ) dg(t) /f ,dg(t) (14.18)

n—oo
Proof. Note that, by the assertions of Section 9.4.1, the condi-
tions of the theorem imply that f € N, f, — f in space Nla,b] and

Ifull < M (n € N) for some M > 0. Therefore, the integrals in both
sides of (14.18) exist. Convergence

b b
/ Fu(t) dge(t) — / FO)dge(®)  (n— o) (14.19)

follows from Theorem 12.3. Due to the uniform boundedness of sequence

{fn(t)}22,, the series > fn(t)oi(g) converges uniformly with re-
teT(g) N(a;b)
spect to n € N,, so one can pass to the limit n — oo under the series sign.

Consequently,

Yo faWalg = > fMolg) (n— o). (14.20)
teT(g) N(a,b) teT(g) N(a,b)
O

Corollary 14.1. Let g, € Nla,bl,n € N, g,(t) = g(t)
(n — ), f € BVia,b]. Then

b b
lim () / £(t) dga(t) = () / £(t) dg(t). (14.21)

Proof. We apply successively (14.15), (14.18) and again (14.15). O

There is also an analogue of Theorem 8.5.

Theorem 14.5. Let f,, f € Nla,b], ||fol] < M, n € N,
fn(t) = f(t), t € [a,b] (n = ), g € BV]a,b]. Then the limit rela-
tion (14.18) holds.

Proof. Theorem 8.5 implies convergence (14.19). Since the uni-
form boundedness of sequence { f,,(¢)}22; is now postulated, convergence

. also takes place.
(14.20) also takes pl O
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Corollary 14.2. Let g,, g € Nla,b],n € N, g,(t) — g(t),
t € la,b (n— o0), |lgnll < M, f € BV]a,b]. Then the limit rela-
tion (14.21) holds.

2. There is an analogue of Helly’s theorem for the (*)-integral.
Theorem 14.6. Let f € NJa,b],
gn(t) = g(t) (n — o0) quasi-uniformly on [a,b];

b

there exists a constant V. > 0 such that \/(gn) <V, n = 1,2,...; the
series ZO
> lot(gn)| (T = T(gn)) (14.22)
teT n=1

converges uniformly with respect ton € N. Then

b b

Jim () [ £(0)dgu(0) = () [ £0)dot) (14.23)
Proof. By (11.2), T(g) C T. Arguing as in the proof of Helly’s

theorem (see the proof of Theorem 12.6), one shows that g € BV|[a, b].
By Theorem 5.6,

(9n), () = g2 (1), (gn) (1) = gc(t) (n — o). (14.24)

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 14.1, we write down the definition of

the (*)-integral taking into account (14.8). The boundedness of f(-) and

the uniform convergence of series (14.22) give us the uniform with respect

to ¢ € [a,b] and n € N convergence of series > f(t)o¢(gn). Therefore, one
teT

can pass to the limit under the series sign as n — oo. Taking into account
Theorem 12.6 and Corollary 5.44, we obtain

b b
(+) / F(t) dga(t) = / F® d(gn) (B + Y fBoulgn) =

teT

b
b
=+ [ 10ds0+ 3 f00to) = () [ fOdgl) w00, O
@ teT 2
The following modification of Theorem 14.6 (following the previous
proof) is often more convenient.
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Theorem 14.6 (bis) Assume that f € Nla,b], there exists con-
b
stant V> 0 such that \/(gn) <V, n =1,2,...; convergence (14.24)

takes place and series (14.22) converges uniformly with respect to n € N.
Then the limit relation (14.23) holds.

3. Theorems 14.4 and 14.6 allow us to prove the following result,
which finds immediate application in the theory of equations with gener-
alized functions in the coefficients (see, for example, [21], [14]).

Theorem 14.7. Let f, € N, n € N, f.(t) = f(t), gn(t) = g(t)
b
(n—00), V(gn) <V, V>0,n=1,2,.... Then

lim ( / Fult) dgn(t) / £(t) dg(t)
n—oo

Proof.Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrarily small. Since sequence {f,}5,
converges uniformly, there exists a natural number N; such that, for

n > Ny, || fo—fln < % Hence, by the estimate from subsection 14.1.3

ffn ) dgn(t) ff )dgn(t)| < 5. In view of Theorem 14.6, there

ex1sts a positive mteger Ns, such that, for n > Nj,

b b
9 [ 10 don(0) - ) [ 10 dg0)| < 5.

So, for n > max{N;, Na},

b b

() [ £a(0)dgn(®) = ) [ 101 dgt)] <

b b

< | / £2(0)dg(t) — () [ 1(0)dga(t) +

a

/f ) dgn(t) /f )dg(t)| < e. O

4. Theorem 14.4 allows to prove a formula for finding the total
variation of indefinite *-integral (for the definition of gr(-), see (4.5)).
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Theorem 14.8. Letx € N, g € BV,

= () [ #(s)dg(s), - o) / o(s) dgn (s
Then
b b b
Vi) = V@) = [ 0] dse(0) (1425)

Proof. Let 7= {s;},_; be an arbitrary partition of interval [a, b].
Let us estimate the sums v, (@), Uy (@(”)) :

=3 | [atrdg( - () [ w0ydg(o] =3 |) [ atdg(o)] <
a ) a . Sj7;
<) [l dge(t) = () [ 1a(0)] dga 1)
20 ] =10 o
Analogously,
v, (q)(ff)) — i (I)(W)( ) <I>(”)(SJ,1)‘ =
Sj p Sj b
=1 [ atdga()| < D) [ oO]dgat) = () [ [a(0)] doutt)

Therefore, the following estimates hold:

b b

b b
V(@) <) [ s@ldga(t), V(@) < () [ [o(0)] dg (0,

a
a

V(@) <\/(@™). (14.26)

a a
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Let us represent z(-) as the uniform limit of a sequence of step functions.
To do this, we consider the uniform partition

k
Tm = {te}io, B = a+ —(b—a), (14.27)
and put
Tm(a) = z(a), Tm(t) =z (tr) for tpor <t <tp, k=1,2,...,m;

then z,,(t) = x(t) on [a,b] and, by Theorem 14.4,

b b
() [ o0l dgs () @ tim () [fom(Oldost).  (10.28)

Let us also define

X(t) = (*)/xm(s) dg-(s) (= @™ (). (14.29)

a

The uniform convergence on [a, b] also follows from Theorem 14.4.
We have the following chain of statements (see explanation below)

b ty

() [ len®ldgott) 2 Y0 [ Lm0l dga(t) @



Explanations: (A) — Theorem 14.4; (B) — splitting the interval of
integration into m parts and the integral into m terms; (C) — substi-
tution of the definition of x,,; (D) — since the factor does not depend on
t, we take it out of the integral sign; (E) — since the integral is positive,
we bring it under the absolute value sign; (F) — since z(t;) does not
depend on ¢, we bring it under the integral sign; (G) — within the limits
of integration instead of x(tx) we write z,,(t); (H) — under the absolute
value sign we have the difference X,,(tx) — Xon(tk—1), that is, it is the
standard sum v, from the definition of the total variation of function X,,;

Let us show that

lim (’UTm (X)) =0y, (q><”>)) —0. (14.31)

m
m—r oo

To do this, we use inequality |o| — |8] < |a— 8] :

vy, (X)) — v, ((I)(ﬂ'))} =

=15 {9 ) dants)| = [ [ ats) dants)] | | <
[ sl
<[ [ (@) = o0)) doe(®)] < Yo [ lam()=20)] dgalt) =
k=1 .70, k=1 7,

b
= (*)/|117m(t) —z(t)| dg(t) = 0 (m — o0); (14.32)

the passage to the limit is done according to Theorem 14.4.
We obtain (14.28)—(14.31):

b b
(4) [ a0 dga 6) < \/ (2 (14.33)

Together with the second estimate in (14.26) this implies the second equal-
ity in (14.25).
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We will prove the first equality in (14.25). First, let x(t) = C.

t

w)=C(s) [ dg=C( [ datyratiorn Y alorror )=

a a s€T(g) N(a,b)
b b
C(ge(t) = g9e(a) + 9a(1)) = C(9() = 9(@), /(@) = 1CI\/(9);

V(@™) =1Clgx(b) ICI\/

a

that is, in this case, the first equality in (14.25) is true. Consider parti-

tion (14.27) and sequences {@m }o0_1, {Xm 50 4, {Xr(,f)}ﬁzl (see above).
According to what was just proved,

b m  tg
V) =3V (55) = Yok V )
a k=1tr_1 k=1 tk—1
m  ti b
=3V Xn) =\ (Xm). (14.34)
k=11tr_1 a

By the second equality in (14.25) and Theorem 14.4,

X(7T — /|xm )| dgx (t) /|3: )| dgx(t _\/(q)(ﬂ)).

(14.35)
(m — o0). To end the proof of the first equality in (14.25), we have to
show that

b b
V= lim V(X)) =\/(2)=F. (14.36)

(The existence of limit V follows from (14.34) and (14.35).)
b
If V< F, then, starting from some m, \/(Xm) < F, and, by
Theorem 5.3, V = F. ‘

Suppose that V' > F. Then o = V-
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Let 7 = {s;}_, be an arbitrary partition. Arguing as in (14.32),
we show that

"UT(XW) - ’UT((I))’ =

P

=12 (*)/ zm(t) dg(t)| — (*)/ z(t) dg(t)| || <

J:]" Sj—1 Sj—

’xm(t) - x(t)‘ dgr(t) =0

<%

Jj=1

i  dgn(t) = (*)/b

(+) / e (t) — (1)

(m — 00). Note that for every £ > 0 there is a number myg, not depending
on partition T, such that

|07 (Xm) — v (@) <& for m > my. (14.37)
Let us take ¢ < « and fix mg according to (14.37). Let us also fix number

b ’
my (= mg) such that |\/(Xm,) = V| < %; we finally fix a partition 7,

b
such that v,/ (Ximy) >V (Xm,) — % Then v, (Xm,) >V — €. Given that

v,/ (®) < F, we obtain a contradiction with the choice of ¢ :
€>UT{(Xm1) —UT{(‘I)) >F+a—-F=a>c¢.

So, V =F. O
Corollary 14.3. Let x € AC be such that 2’ € N. Then

b b

V(@) = / |z ()| ds (14.38)

a

(see Theorem 8 in [37, IX.4]).
14.6. Approximation by absolutely continuous functions

Often, when dealing with Stieltjes-type integrals, one needs to ap-
proximate discontinuous integrable and integrating functions by continu-
ous functions (see, for example, [5], [28], [34]), so that the integral remains
close to the original one. The limit theorems of the previous section can-
not be applied directly to the (*)-integral since they require quasi-uniform
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convergence. Using Theorem 10.10 below, we prove a limit theorem of the
required type.

It will be more convenient to pass from a discrete parameter
(n — o0) to a continuous one (¢ — 04). Since this transition does
not affect the subject matter, the results from the previous sections will
be used without any additional explanations.

Let y € R and, in addition, let y(-) be right- (left-) continuous.
According to Theorem 10.10, we put

t+e

e =2 [ueds w0 =1 [ueds] 0. (139)

In general, if y € R (y eBV, ye CH), then we put

t+e t
y(t) =y (t) +y—(1), ys(t)ié/er(s)ds—Fé /y,(s)ds. (14.40)

(e > 0). Clearly,

y. € AC, and y. € R (y; €BV, y. ¢ CH),
ye(t) = y(t) at e —0. (14.41)

Also, if y € BV (y € CH)7 then

V) = Ve (V). = V) o (14.42)

It suffices to prove the first assertion.
First, let y(-) be right continuous. Since y. € AC, we have

b b bt—i—a
— [1.lde == [l +2) - yiolar < g/vw:

bite bt b+5t
_é/\a/(y)dt—é/\a/(y) /\a/ dt——/\/
a - t anrEt a:—a a+€t )
= [Vwa-1 [Vea=\w-1 [Voas\o
@ a @ a a @ “
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We obtain by Theorem 5.3 convergence (14.42). We arrive at the same
conclusion for the left-continuous functions y(-). In the general case, con-
vergence (14.42) follows from definition (14.40). O

Theorem 14.9. Let x € R, g € BV. Define z-(-) and g(-)
according to (14.40), so that, due to (14.41),

ze(t) = z(t), g-(t) = g(t) (e —=0). (14.43)
Then
b b
(%) / 2o (8) dgo (t) = (%) / 2B dg(t) (e —0), (14.44)
b b
V(@) = \@) (=0, (14.45)
where

0.(0) = () [ 2.(6) don(s), B(0) = () [ a(s) dy(s).

The proof of this theorem is based on the following auxiliary result.

b b
Let Jo(w,g9) = (+) [ z(t)dge(t),  Ie(x,9) = (x) [ z=(t) dg(t).

Lemma 14.1. Under the assumptions of the theorem,

Je(z,9) = I (x,9) + o(1) at € — 0, (14.46)
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Proof. Assume first that x(-), g(-) are right continuous.
b b
Twg) = () [0 dgu(0) = [ (0 dgete) =

b 1 t+e 1 t+e
:/a (g/x(s)ds) d (g /g(s)dS) -
t+e

/bwdt E/x(s)ds

b _ a-+e
[z (1 pH_MP) i
g) —

b
([ ootz ).,

(reversing the order of integration in the iterated Riemann integral is
allowed according to [27, sect. 594]).

a+te

4]

a

b b t+e
/% g :wy’g/agw dg(t) =
/b 78 (p+t—a)dp | dg(t) =
—§7Emfﬂpu—@@@ ap

(the change in the order of integration is carrie out according to Theorem
(14.3)).
Consider the difference I.(z, g) — Je(

_1ate
= [ n(p, €)dp, where
€ a

/ b
- *)/x(p”‘“)dg(f)—/ w(p+t—a) 200
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Since
t+e

dt = dé /g(s) ds (14.47)

t

glt+¢) —g(t)

then, denoting G(t, €) = g(t) — g-(t), we arrive at equality

b t4e
n(p, 6):(*)/I(p+t—a)d Q(t)—é/g(s)ds =

b

b
= () [ alp+ £~ a)d(glt) ~ 9:(0) = () [ alp+ ¢~ 0) A6t )

a

According to Theorem 5.4,
G(t,e) >0 at ¢ — 0, t€[a,b], (14.48)

the jump function G(-, €) coincides with the jump function g(-), i.e. it
does not depend on ¢, so that the relations (14.24) hold for G(-, €) and
the series of jumps of function G(-, €) converges uniformly with respect to
e (it does not depend on this parameter at all). Further (see the definition
of norm | - ||* in (4.14)),

b

t+e
Vo) == [ latslds < sup loto),

t€la,b]
b b b
V(@) <V @)+ V() = lglay. (14.49)

Therefore, one can apply Helly’s theorem in form 14.6 (bis), which yields
n(p,e) = 0 for ¢ —» 0 and any p > a. Representation (14.46) for
right-continuous functions is thus proved. Arguing in a “dual” way, we
obtain representation (14.46) for left-continuous functions.

In the general case, according to Theorems 5.4 and 10.10,

b b
(4) [ w01 dg(t) = (5) [ (26) + 2 (1)) g+ (6) + 9- (1),
For integrals (*)fb x4 (t) dgy(¢), (*)fb x_(t) dg—(t) the validity of present-

ation (14.46) was established above.
188



Consider a pair of functions  (24(-), g—(-)). The argument for
(z—(-), g+()) is similar. Let us put, as above,

b b
J- (24,9 / 9-). (1), I(ry,g / ().

The difference
b

b
L(@4,9-) — Je(04,9 /x+ ) dg_(t) - ()/(m)g(t)d(gf)a(t)

is a difference of RS-integrals, which can be put in the form

a-+te

é / dp ((*)Abx+(p+t—a)dg—(t)> -

1a+s b . .
—g/dp/ :v+(p+t—a)g_()_g_( _E)dt:

a+e

b
— é / dp <(*)/ x+(p—|—t—a)d(G)a(t)> ,

a

where (G,)s(t) =g_(t)— (g,)s(t). Denote the inner integral by

B, 2) = (5) [ wslo+t-a)d(G-) (1)

Similarly to (14.48),(14.49), we establish that

b
(G-).(t) =0 (=0, teab]), \(G-), <l9lav

a

and also show the independence of the jump function and the jump series
(G_)E(-) from e. Therefore, by Helly’s theorem in form 14.6 (bis),

®(p,e) =0 if e >0 and any p > a. (14.50)

Let p — a+; for a fixed € > 0, by Theorem 14.5,

b
B(p, £) — (*)/ 2o (1) d(G) (1) = B(a, <), (14.51)
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So, function ®(-, €) is right continuous at point a.
Equality (14.46) is equivalent to

a+e
Lorg) = (org) = [ Bmedp0 (50 (1452)

a
Let us prove this. To this end, we will prove that

at+d
1
U(e, 6) = 3 /|<I>(p, e)|dp—0 ate—0,6—0 (14.53)

a

(meaning the double limit).
Let us suppose the opposite. This means that there are v > 0 and
sequences €, — 0, 4, (n — 00) such that

] a+dn,
5 / |®(p, €n)| dp = 70

a

In view of (14.50), there is a positive integer Ny such that |®(a, €,)] < %

for all n > Ny; due to (14.51) there is a positive integer Na (> Ni) such
that |®(p, en) — ®(a, en)| < 7—; for a < p < a+ 6, for all n > Ny; then

2
for all n > No | ®(p, en)| < |P(a, en)| + |P(p, en) — P(a, ,en)| < —;0
and

a+dn,
1 270

wes [ 1o e < g

a

We arrive at a contradiction. Therefore, (14.53), (14.52), and equality
(14.46) are true. O

Proof of the theorem. By Lemma 14.1, representation (14.46) is
valid, and by Theorem 14.5

b

L(e,9) = () [ a0 dg(t) > (5) [ a(0)dglt) (= > 0),

a

that is, (14.44) holds.
Since (see (14.42)) (gs)ﬂ(t) — g=(t) (¢ = 0), convergence (14.45)
follows from representation (14.25) and Theorem 14.5. O
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If z € BV, g € CH, then representation (14.40) remains valid, we
have (14.41), (14.43), therefore, by formula (14.7), we have the following
corollary.

Corollary 14.4. Let x € BV, g€ CH, ¢ — 0. Then

b

b
() [ a0 dgu(t) = () [ 2()dot) + 3 (o2 @it (0) = o7 ) (9)).

teT

a

15. On differential equations with
generalized functions

15.1. Statement of the problem

1. Ordinary differential equations with generalized functions in the
coefficients have been in the focus of researchers’ attention in the last few
decades of the twentieth century (see, for example, [1], [4] — [9], [14],
(18], [20], [24], [28], [31] — [36], [38], [39], [43], [44], [48], [53], and
also in this century (see the bibliography in [14], [42])). Let us illustrate
one of the problems that arises in the study of such equations using the
following example of a scalar ordinary linear differential equation of order
n (n > 2). Cauchy problem for such an equation is usually written in the
following form (see, for example, [28], [34]; see also [14]):

(Lz)(t) = 2™ + pi ()™ + .+ pl (D2 =l (1), 257D (a) =y,
k=1,....n, (15.1)

where the coefficients pj (-) are the derivatives in the sense of the theory
of generalized functions of, generally speaking, discontinuous functions.
Expression p) (t)z(™~1 (and with it the whole expression Lz) is devoid of
the classical meaning since, formally, there is a product of a generalized
function (p)(-)) and a discontinuous function (z("~1)(-)). Such multiplic-
ation is impossible in the theory of generalized functions. Each approach
to defining a solution to problem (15.1) is at the same time a way to define
such a product (see [5], [28], [34] for details). In [5], the author reduced
problem (15.1) to a Cauchy problem for a quasi-differential equation (see
below) with usual functions in the coefficients. This reduction is based on

t
the use of LS-integrals [ pi(s)dpi(s) (k =2,...,n+1). It is shown that if
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the anti-derivatives of coefficients py(-) are absolutely continuous (in this
case it is a classical problem), then the solution of problem (15.1) coincides
with the solution of the quasi-differential problem. If some conditions are
satisfied (see, for example, condition 2B below), then the quasi-differential
problem does not lose its meaning, and the solution of problem (15.1)
means the solution of the quasi-differential problem.

2. We will consider problem (15.1) under the following
assumptions: we say that condition

Ar (k=n,n+1) holds if p; € AC (i =1,...,k);

U holds if p, € BV (1 =1,...,n+1); if at the same time
pi() (i =2,...,n+ 1) have no common one-sided discontinuities with
p1(-), then we say that conditions Us hold;

B holds if p; is B-measurable and bounded, and p;, € BV (k =
=2,...,n+1);

Choldsifp; € N, pr € BV (k=2,...,n+1); we note as obvious
obvious: conditions € imply conditions *B;

¢sholdsifp; € R, pr € BV, (k=2,....,n+1);

D holds if p e BV, p, e CH (k=2,...,n+1).

If conditions 2,41 are satisfied, then problem (15.1) is classical
(the coefficients of the equation are summable functions). Conditions
U, Vs were thoroughly studied in [34]. There it is established that con-
ditions Us (in the terminology of [34] — “d-correctness”) are necessary
and sufficient for the solution of problem (15.1) to be obtained from the
solutions of a sequence of classical problems using one passage to the
limit (the necessity is due to the use of the Darboux—Stieltjes integral).
Conditions B were considered by the author in [5] — [7], [14]. There, in
absence of d-correctness for the aforementioned approximation, one needs
two passages to the limit. Conditions €, €5, ® are considered below.
The use of the *-integral allows to obtain the solution as the limit of a
sequence of classical problems using one passage to the limit.

15.2. Quasi-differential equations

1. Let P= (p“f)jk:o be a lower triangular matrix, p;x : [a,b] — R,
pii(t) >0 (i =0,...,n) a.e. to [a,b]. We assume that conditions P are
satisfied: functions

Upu() (i=1,...,n=1), pir(-)/pis(-) i =1,...,n, k=0,...,i—1)
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are summable on [a,b]. Let us define the quasi-derivatives of function
x : [a,b] = R by formulas (cf. [46]) :

k—1
bz = pooz, px ipkk% (5 'z) + Zpik (pz) (k=1,...,n). (152)
i=0
The equation
(;x)(t) =f@t), te€la,b] (f: [a,b] = R) (15.3)

is called a linear quasi-differential equation. A solution of equation (15.3)
is a function « : [a, b] — R having absolutely continuous quasi-derivatives
ka, k=1,...,n — 1 that satisfy a.e.on [a, b] equation (15.3).

If function f(-)/pnn(.) is summable on [a,b] (under conditions P),
then there is a unique solution to equation (15.3) satisfying initial condi-
tions

Ga)a) =& (G eR, k=0,...,n—1), (15.4)
see [5], [14]. In terms of the column-vectors
. 0 ne1 AT
52(507"'757171)177 P':C:(va"'vp 1':6)

(column of quasi-derivatives), initial conditions (15.4) are written as fol-
lows: pxz(a) = £. Note that the last raw of matrix P does not appear in
the definition of column pz. We will need the column of ordinary deriv-
atives gx = (x,x/, e ,:v("_l))T =p x for P = &,41, where &,41 is the
identity matrix of order n+ 1. The above statement from [5] follows from
the fact that problem (15.3), (15.4) is equivalent to the following Cauchy
problem with respect to z(t) = (7):0) (t):

2 =At)z+F(t) (tela,b]),  z(a)=¢, (15.5)
where
.
F(t) = (o, 0, piff()t)) AW = (ag(®)] . ay) =0
1

(t=1,...,n—=2, j=1i4+2,...,n), a;iy1(t) = i=1,...,n—1),

o Pii(t)
Dij—1(t .
a;i(t) = ——=—=> (1
i(f) pii(t) (
2. Assume that conditions € are satisfied. We construct lower trian-
gular matrices H = (hik)?kzl and P from the primitives of the coefficients

of equation (15.1) in the following way:

hll(t) = 1, hnn(t) = GXp(pl (t) —P1 (a)) = hn+11n+1(t), (156)
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t

B 11 (£) = (*)/h,m(s)dpk(s) (k=2,...m tel), (157

a

t
. hit1,k(s)
hiw(t) = — d 15.8
(1) exp/thrl,kJrl(S) % (158)

a
t

. Pk (8) Pkt k—it1
hiiin (£) = : ds, 15.9
k=it (t) / heie(s) (15.9)

k=n-1,...,2,i=2,...,k; t € I (for n = 2 equalities (15.8),(15.9)
are absent);
Further, we assume (for brevity, we omit argument )

poo =1, Dk = het1e+1/ P (K=1,...,n), (15.10)
B, = —hgpi (i=1,....k—1); b, =0,
i ik
b= by Bl it b Me—jrik—it (15.11)
ki = , blo=bl

Pie—j1,k—j+1 Pie—j1,k—j+1

—~
EN
I

i+ 1,...0k, g =1,...,k, for j = k the last equality disappears;

P1o :h/21; Pk,k—j = Pkk bllj(;_] (.] = 17"'5k7 k:2a"'7n7 te [a’ab])a
P = (pir); o (15.12)

3. The next properties follow directly from the definitions of matrices
H and P (in parentheses we list those properties that take place when

conditions 2l,, are satisfies):
n

1) hkk(t) >0, prr(t) >0, det H(t) = H hii(t) >0, H(a)=¢,
i=1

(t €la,b], k=1,...,n);

2) hun € N (hnn € AC), hpi € BV (hnr € AC),  hpi(-) are
continuous at the points of continuity p,—r+1 (k=1,...,n—1);

HA e N (WP e AC), KM e BV (b7 € AC)
(k=1,....n—1,i=1,...,k—1);

4) the elements of matrices H, ' (Hj, = (hs;)¥) have derivatives of
ordern—k (k=1,...,n) in N (AC);

5) 1/pkx(), Prk—;()/pri(-) have derivatives of order n — k — 1
(G=1,...)k; k=1,...,n—1), (k=1,...,n) in AC;

6) pun(t) =1, ppn—i € N (AC) (i=1,...,n);
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7) the properties of the elements of matrix A in (15.5), constructed
from the elements of matrix P, are determined by properties 5) and 6);
thus, the elements in the last row of matrix A are the “worst”: they belong
to B-space N (AC).

These properties mean that conditions P are satisfied for matrix
P. Therefore, Cauchy problem (15.3),(15.4) is uniquely solvable for any
¢ € R™ and any f € N. Equalities (15.9), (15.10) imply

Prk Pemizr = hisigmivs (=1, k k=2,...,n—1,n>2),
(15.13)
and the relations (15.11) are the formulas from Gauss’ method for solving
linear systems

k-1 k-1
> bk hus1a =0, > Prwchugrgon +pee b =0 (15.14)
v=0

nu=0

with respect to unknowns pgo, Pr,1,---,Pk k-1 (here, for every k
(k=2,...,n), one has associated a linear system of k equations, the first
of which (corresponding to j = 0) is written separately; j = 1,...,k—1 are
numbers of the other equations). It follows from definitions (15.7) and
(14.1) that if px(-) (kK = 1,...,n) are absolutely continuous (that is,
condition 2, is satisfied), then a.e. on [a, D]

honeir1 = hanpp (k=1,...,n). (15.15)
Lemma 15.1. If function x : [a,b] — R has derivative 2"~1(-),

then it also has quasi-derivatives (;Z:C)() (k =0,...,n—1) and the
following identities take place:

k

pr = Z hipt izt 27D (k=0,...,n—1), (Tx)
i=0

or, in the vector-matrix form, px = Hgx.

Proof. Identity (I'g) is trivial. The quasi-derivative Lz exists
and identity (I'7) is true: %,:v = hog - & + hoy - . Suppose that there
exist quasi-derivatives up to order k — 1 and identities (T'y),..., (Tx-1)
(k > 1) are valid. Then, by definition (15.2) and property 3),

k—1 k—1 v
]7315 = pkk'z (h;glk_ix(k_”l)+hk,k_iw(k_i)) +Z Dhv Z hl,+17,,_i+1x(”_i).
i=0 v=0 i=0
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Applying (15.13) and (15.10) successively, we regroup the terms and
change the order of summation in the double sum. As a result, we obtain

k k-1
b= heriroina® 0 42> prhpat
=0 =0
k1 k1
Y 2D proh nus g1 + prkhig
=1 v=j

Hence, due to linear system (15.14), which corresponds to this k, we obtain

identity (T'y). By induction, %x exist and all identities (') (k =1,...,n—1)

are satisfied. O
Properties 1)— 4) allow us to reverse the last result.

Lemma 15.2. If there exist absolutely continuous quasi-derivatives
%x, el gl_l)x, then there also exist ordinary derivatives up to order n—1,
z("~D e N, and e x=H"!px

Lemma 15.3. If 2, holds, then

(2) (1) = hon(t) (L) (£).

Proof. By definitions (15.6), (15.7), hpx, € AC (k = 1,...,n).
Therefore, we can substitute identities (I'y) (k = 1,...,n—1) in definition
(15.2) of a quasi-derivative of order n. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma
15.1 and using successively identities (15.13),(15.10),(15.14) for k = n,
we arrive at the assertion of the lemma. O

Thus, in this section we proved the following result.

Theorem 15.1. If conditions 2,41 are satisfied, then problem
(15.1) is equivalent to problem (15.3), (15.4) with matriz P constructed
in 2 and

FO) = Ban(t) X prar (1), €=H(@)y (v= (30,5 7m-1) -

15.3. Definition of solution of problem (15.1)
1. Consider a semi-homogeneous problem (15.1)

(Lz)(t) =0 (t € [a,b]), e,x(a)=1. (15.16)

As we already noted, under conditions € matrix P satisfies condition P.
Therefore, the semi-homogeneous problem

(pe) () =0 (t € [a,b]), pa(a) =¢ (15.17)
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has a unique solution Z(-), which, in view of Theorem 15.1, can naturally
be taken as the solution to problem (15.16). So, under conditions €, the
solution of problem (15.17) is defined as the solution of problem (15.16)
with matrix P and £ = H(a)y defined in 15.2.2.

This solution is uniquely determined, it exists and is unique.
According to Lemma 15.2

7D eN and 7™

is a generalized function.

Let X = (5

geneous equation  Hr = 0 that X(a) = &,. Then  (,7)(t) =
= X (t)H(a)y, and, according to Lemma 15.2,

(e,,, ) (1) = HTH ()X ()X~ (a) H(a)y.

:zrk)?kzl be such a fundamental matrix of homo-

(Note that although H(a), X(a) are identity matrices (see property 1)),
we keep this notation in case the initial conditions and the lower limit of
integration are different points.) If X (-) is the fundamental matrix of the

equation Lz =0 (X (a) = &,), then, according to Lemma 15.2,
X(t)=H')X(t). (15.18)

2. Le us return to the original problem (15.1). Let us first assume
that conditions 2,41 are satisfied. Let M = (mik)?kzl be the matrix
corresponding to equation Lz = 0, i.e.

’

miir1(t) =1 =1,...,n—=1), mu(t) = —p,_p1(t) (k=1,...,n),

and the remaining elements of this matrix are zero. Thus X = M(t)X.
Since X' = A(t)X (recall: matrix A is constructed from matrix P as was
shown in subsection 15.2.1, see (15.5)), then, due to equality (15.18) and
the fact that the fundamental matrix determines uniquely (continuous!)
matrix of the system, we obtain

A=(H + HM)H . (15.19)

We put
oo(8) = () [ han(5) dpia(5) (¢ € 1), (15.20)
ho = (O, ..., 0, hno)—r, ho(t) € R™, (t S [CL, b])
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Theorem 15.2. If conditions 2,41 are satisfied, then problem
(15.1) is equivalent to problem

’

y = AW+ F(),  yla)=¢ (15.21)
fO’f’ g = H(a)p)/a F= (hnO/hnn)(Oa ey _hnfl,nfla hn,nflyr, and
e.x=H (y+hp), (15.22)

where x s the solution of problem (15.1).

Proof. Let m = (0,...,0, p;l+1)—'—. Problem (15.1) can be written
as system

(gnx) = M(t)e,x + m(t), s, x(a) =1. (15.23)
Since now hz) = hppnm = Hm, Ahg = F, in view of equality (15.19),
we see that substitutions (15.22) and y = H(g,x — ho) transfer problem
(15.23) into problem (15.21) and vice versa. O

Let conditions € be satisfied. We define hpno(-), F(-), & as above.
Now, the components of F(-) belong to N. Problem (15.21) has unique
solution y(-). This solution has absolutely continuous components, and
the components of 3 (-) belong to N.

As above, in subsection 15.3.1, function x(-) defined by equality
(15.22) is said to be a solution of problem (15.1).

Thus defined solution ezists and is unique. Furthermore, its deriv-
ative of order n —1 is a function from N, and the derivative of order n is
a generalized function.

Under conditions s, solution of problem (15.1) defined above co-
incides with the solution in the sense of [34] since the *-integral, just like
the LS-integral, becomes the Darboux-Stieltjes integral (see, for example,
34)).

3. Our definition of solution of problem (15.1), defined in subsec-
tions 15.3.1,15.3.2 would be rather formal if it did not prove a continu-
ous dependence of the solution on the antiderivatives of the coeflicients of
(15.1). This kind of continuity can be obtained using Theorem 14.7 (as
was done in [5], [14]). However, in this case the “approximating” prob-
lems will also be problems with generalized functions in the coefficients,
since both the uniform and the quasi-uniform convergence in Theorem
14.7 do not allow to approximate discontinuous functions by absolutely
continuous functions. In order for the “approximating” problems to be
problems with summable coefficients, we will restrict slightly the class
of problems under consideration (15.1) (i.e.replace conditions € with €s)
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and will use Theorem 14.9. We will need the following result from article
[34], which we present here without proof.
Assertion U: Consider a sequence of Cauchy problems

X = A () X + Fin(t), Xp(a)=1, m=0,1,2,..., (15.24)

(a < t < b), where entries of matriz Ay(-) (components of vectors
]-"m(~)), m = 0,1,2,... are summable functions on [a,b], moreover,
entry-wise (component-wise)

A (t) = Ao(t), Fm(t) = Fo(t) (m — o0)

almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We also as-
sume that all function sequences have majorants summable in the sense
of Lebesgue. Then all problems (15.24) are uniquely solvable, the compon-
ents of solutions X, (-) (m = 0,1,2,...) are absolutely continuous, and
Xn(t) = X(b).

In order to be able to apply Theorem 14.9, let us go back to the
continuous parameterization.

Recall that if conditions €5 are satisfied, then conditions € and 8
also hold. Under these conditions, we represent p(-) (k=1,...,n+1)
as the sum of right-continuous and left-continuous functions and consider
functions (pg)e(-) (¢ >0, k=1,...,n+1), defined by equalities (14.40).

Consider a family of classical Cauchy problems

(@) +(p1)e (@) 0V A )L () (@)e = (Paga)2 (), (@) (@) =,
k=1,...,n.
Theorem 15.3. Let conditions €s be satisfied. Then
£, (2)e(t) = g,2(t) (e —0).
Proof. In view of (14.41), (14.42),

()e € AC, (m)e(t) = pu(t) (k=1,....,n+1, —=0) (15.25)

b b
(and also  \/((pr)e) — V(px) (k = 2,...,n+1)). Substituting in

definitions (15.6) — (15.12), (15.20) functions (pg)e (k =1,...,n+ 1)
instead of functions pg(-), we obtain functions (hi)e(+), (pir)e(+), and
also functions (a;)(-) and solution (x). of problem (15.1) according to
Theorem 15.2. As ¢ — 0, we have by (15.25)

(hnn)e() = hnn(t), (M n—kt+1)e(t) = hnn—kr1(t) (E=2,...,n+1),
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see Theorem 14.9), (hrk)e(t) = hrk(t),  (hk, k—i+1)e(t) = A, n—k+1)(t)
k=n-—1,...,2, i = 2,...,k; t € [a,b] (according to the Lebesgue
theorem). Moreover, (hrg)e(-) (k = 2,...,n) are bounded from above
and from below by positive constants. Further, due to the arithmetic

properties of the limit,
(pir)e(t) = pir(t) (i=1,...,n, k=0,1,...,%),

(air)e(t) = aix(t) (e—=0,i=1,...,n, k=1,...,i+1,t € [a,]]).

Moreover, (pgx)e(-) (k = 2,...,n) are bounded from above and from
below by positive constants (see (15.10)), and (ax)<(-) are bounded. Thus,
the conditions of Assertion U stated above are satisfied, so

e (@)e(t) = g, x(t).

O
If conditions of Theorem 15.3 are satisfied, we will say that solution
x(+) is d-correct. Conditions €5 thus entail §-correctness of the solution.

4. Now let conditions © be satisfied. The *-integrals in (15.7),
(15.20), which define the last row of matrix H(-) and vector ho(:) in
the right-hand side, exist (see (14.6)). The other definitions in sections
15.2.2, 15.3.1, 15.3.2 do not change. The properties and the results in
section 3 change (slightly) in an obvious way. The definitions of solutions
in sections 15.3.1, 15.3.2 do not change. However, in this case it is not

possible to prove the §-correctness of solution (see, for example, Corollary
14.4).

16. General form of continuous linear
functional
16.1. General form of continuous linear functionals in
spaces R, N

1. Let us consider linear continuous functionals on B-spaces BV,
R, N. Let us put

f(2) = () / f(t)de(t), TeN, (16.1)



and
b

glx) = (*)/x(t) dg(t), g€ BV. (16.2)

These are linear bounded (and, therefore, continuous) functionals on
spaces BV (in the case of (16.1)) and R, N (in the case of (16.2)).

Linearity follows from statement 14.1.2 a), boundedness follows
from statement 14.1.3:

I <lfllx - and gl < llgllBv- (16.3)

Let us find the norm of functional (16.1). To do this, it remains to
prove the inequality opposite to the first inequality from (16.3).

Since ||f||n = sup;e(q 4 [f(2)], for any & > 0 there is a point ¢ € [a, ]
such that [f(tc)] > || flln — &. We select Z(t) = by (¢). Then ||Z]|gv =1
and

b

Ifll="sup  [f(x)| = |f(@)] = (*)/f(f) dz(t)| = [f(t)] > [ flIn—el-
zeBV, ||z||=1 J

Due to the arbitrariness of & > 0, this means that ||f| > |/fl~, and,
together with (16.3), that || f]| = || f|I~-

Let us also find the norm of the functional (16.2).
For any € > 0 there exists partition 7; such that

b

v, (9c) > \/(90) -

a

| ™

Let us expand, if necessary, 7 to 7 = {t;}}", so that inequality

b
> low(@)] > \Viea) - 5,

b

(\/(gd) = > \US(Q)D

a s€T(g)

holds (see (5.2) ). The following inequality will also be satisfied:

b

vr(g) (> 0n(a0)) > Vo) - 5. (16.4)

a
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Further, we put

0 for teT=T(g)\,
z(t) =< signoy (g) for teT,
sign (g(tg) — g(tg—1)) for t € (tg—1, tx) \ 1.

Obviously, 7 € N, ||Z||n = 1. We have (taking into account (16.4))

A~

lgll = sup  |g(z)] = [9(Z)] =
z€N, ||z||=1

) [ 3t da)

b
_ / Bt dac(t) + Y B(t)oulg)| =

t€T(g)
= 1> Js(te) = s(te—)| + Y lon (9)]| =
k=1 k=0
b - b . b
:UT(gc)'i‘Z‘Ut(g)‘ >\/(gc)_§+ (gd)_§ :\/(Q)—E

(see the equality (5.12)). Since ¢ is arbitrary, we obtain the inequality
opposite to the second inequality from (16.3), that is, equality ||g|]| =
= HgHBV holds.

2. Let us show that equality (16.2) is the general form of a linear
continuous functional on spaces R, N (cf. [51]).

Below X denotes the subspace of a B-space X of functions z(-)
having property z(a) = 0.

Theorem 16.1. The space conjugate to the Banach spaces N and
R is the space BV

Proof. Equality (16.2) defines mapping
6:BVyg >N, &g =g (geBVy geN). (16.5)

Let us present the statement of the theorem in the form of the
following chain of simpler statements.

1. Mapping (16.5) is injective.

Let g1, g2 € BVy, g1 # g2. Let us denote h(¢t) = g1(t) — ga(t).

If h(t) = 0, then there is ty € [a,b] such that o = |oy,(h)] > 0.
Putting zo(t) = signoy,(h) for t = to, xo(t) = 0 for ¢ # ¢y, we obtain
(see ( 16.2)) that (g1 — g2)(zo) = |ow, ()| > 0.
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Let b.(¢) be not identically zero. Then there is a point 1 € [a,b]
such that h.(¢1) # 0. In this case we assume

1 for t €[0,t1]\ T(h),
0 for t € [0,t1) N T(H),
0 for t; <t <1,

zo(t) =

Then

b
[(91 — g2)(wo)| = (¥ /Io

- / w®)dbe®+ Y wo(s)osl) = blts) £ 0.

a SG[O,to] ﬂT(mo)

Thus, g1 # g2.
2. The mapping (16.5) is surjective.

Let f € L(N,R) (= N*).
Put ug(t) = 0. For s € (0,1],

(1) = 1 at 0<t<s,
Y=Y 0 at t<1.

For each s, us(-) € NJ[0,1]. Let us define function f : [0,1] — R by
f(s) = f(us). Note that f(0) = 0. Let

T={sk}trcg, 0=s50<81<..<8,=1,

be a partition of interval [0,1] and let o, = sign (f(sx) — f(sx—1)). Then

<A Nyl = 1AL

where y(t) = kzl ok (usk(t) — Usk,l(t)), yeN, |lyn=1
Thus, f € BV. We obtain mapping

H:N"=BV,, H(f)=Ff (feN', feBVy) (16.6)
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which assigns to each linear continuous functional on N the function
f € BV according to the procedure describe above, $(f) = f.
Let g € N*[0, 1] be defined by formula (16.2) using function § con-

structed from the functional f (g =6(f) = 6(.6(f))) We successively
obtain

— [0+ 3 i)+ o ()= ils) + uls) = F(s)
a teT () Nla,s)

This means that g = f, , that is, mapping & is surjective.

3. N* =R* = BV,.

Due to the linearity of the *-integral and equality | g|| = ||g/|lBv, ® is
an isometric isomorphism from BV to N*. This means that N* = BV .
Since C ¢ R C N, then N* ¢ R* ¢ C* = BVy. Therefore,
N* =R* = C* = BV,. O

From the proof of the last theorem, we obtain right away the fol-
lowing statements.

Corollary 16.1. The mappings & and § are inverses of each
other.

Corollary 16.2. Fquality (16.2) gives the general form of a linear
continuous functional on Banach spaces N and R.

It is interesting to compare the statement of Corollary 16.2 with
the accuracy of the *-pair (N, BV) (see [16]).

Note that B-space N is not reflexive:

N* =BV{ # N.

Let d(t) = xq(t) be the Dirichlet function, T'(d) = [a,b], ? ¢ Nia, b].

However, the LS integral
b
d(z) = (LS)/a(t) dz(t), (16.7)

exists for every x € BV, hence d is a linear continuous functional on
b

space BV, i.e. d € BV{. At the same time, (*)-integral (x) [ 9(t) dz(t)
a

does not exist.
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17. Appendix. Proofs of inequalities

17.1. Holder’s inequality
Let p, g € R satisfy relations

1
1<p<+oo, 1<g<+o0, 1—?—1-5:1, (17.1)
let T={1,2,...,n} or T=N=1{1,2,...}, 2%, yx (k €T) are complex

numbers. In the case T = N it is assumed that the series > xg, > yk
kET kET
converge absolutely. For such xg, yi, the following Holder’s inequality

holds: s
> lzkyr)] < <Z |11?k|p> : <Z |yk|q> : (17.2)

keT keT keT

o=

Proof. 1. First, we prove an auxiliary inequality between real numbers

b
av bi <242 (a>0,b>0). (17.3)
P q

Let 0 < o < 1. Consider function
f:[0,400) = R, f(t) =t*— at.

Since its derivative f/(t) = 0 at ¢ = 1, and when we pass through this
point the derivative changes its sign from + to —, the function f has a
maximum at this point equal to 1 — . Therefore,

t“—at<1l—-a t=>0,0<a<l).

Let a>0,b>0,putt=¢% f=1-a(0<pB<1, a+p=1). Then
from the above inequality we successively obtain

aOt

——04g <B, a*-bv® < aa+ B

b b

After substituting o = %, 8= %, we arrive at (17.3).
2. First let zx, yr (k € T) be such that

Dolal =Dl = 1. (17.4)
keT keT

Under this condition, inequality (17.2) takes form

> eyl < 1. (17.5)
keT
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Let us prove it.
Let us substitute |zx|? and |yx|? into inequality (17.3) instead of a
and b, respectively (for every k € T'). Then
: < lzl” lynl
|yl = (lzxl?)? - (lyal) < +=— (keT).
p q
Summing up the resulting inequality (for T' = N we also need to pass
to the limit) taking into account equalities (17.4) and (17.1), we obtain
(17.5).
3. Now let g, yr (k € T') be arbitrary. We put

~ . Tk ~ . Yk

Ty = 15 Yk = -
P
(Z |wj|p>
JET

(EZT w) q

Then, clearly, T and yi, (k € T') satisfy conditions (17.4). So, according
to what we already proved,

o
Z |1kyk| - <1,
q

ke ( = |wj|p>p - (zT |yj|q>

from which (17.2) immediately follows. O
A more general inequality

/ 2(t) y()| dg(t) / w(t)” dg(t) | (*)/b (B dg () |

(17.6)
where z, y € N, g € BV, is proved similarly. Inequality (17.2) can be
obtained from (17.6) by taking as g(-) appropriate jump function.

17.2. Minkowski’s inequality
Let z, y € N, g € BV, 1 < p < 0o. Then the following inequality
holds:

o=
Q

. :
(+) / () + y(B)P dg(t) | <

b % b

<| @[ woran| + (e [bordao) o
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It is called the Minkowski inequality.

Proof. Let ¢ = Ll (see (17.1)). Apply inequality (17.6):
p

b b

() [ 12(0) + P dot®) < () [ (120 + (o)) dgt®)

a a
b

b
= (*)/ Ix(t)l(lx(t)lJrly(t)l)p*ldg(t)+(*)/ (@) (l2(®)|+ly())" " dg(t)

b b %
<| @[ ordo] e [0+ o) e

a

B =

b b é
| @ [l ) e [ o]+ o) dgo

a

=

Since (p — 1)g = p, we can divide both sides of the resulting inequality by
the common factor of the right side, obtaining

1
b 1-g

(4) [ 1a(®) + y(e) dg(t)

b b %
<\ [rordn] + | [ worao) .

a

=

which, in view of equality 1 — % = %, yields (17.7). O
Choosing appropriate jump function in (17.7) as g(-), we obtain
Minkowski’s inequality in the form

(Z - ym) < (Z w) p+ (Z w) )

keT keT keT

However, inequality (17.8) can also be obtained directly from inequality
(17.2) by following the proof inequalities (17.7).
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