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Equivalence between limit theorems for lattice group-valued

k-triangular set functions

A. Boccuto ∗ X. Dimitriou†

Abstract

We investigate some main properties of lattice group-valued k-triangular set functions and prove

some Brooks-Jewett, Nikodým, Vitali-Hahn-Saks and Schur-type theorems and their equivalence.

A Drewnowski-type theorem on existence of continuous restrictions of (s)-bounded set functions

is given. Furthermore we pose some open problems.

1 Introduction

In this paper we deal with k-triangular lattice group-valued set functions. We continue the inves-

tigation started in [7, 10, 11], where some limit theorems were proved for k-subadditive, positive

and monotone set functions. In particular we treat (s)-boundedness and continuity from above at

∅. Among the related literature, see for instance [17, 24, 25, 26, 28, 30, 31]. Some examples of

k-triangular set functions are the so-called “M -measures”, namely monotone set functions m with

m(∅) = 0, continuous from above and from below and compatible with respect to finite suprema

and infima, which have several applications, for example to intuitionistic fuzzy sets and observ-

ables (see also [2, 27]). A class of 1-triangular set functions which are not necessarily monotone is

that of the Saeki measuroids (see also [28]). We investigate some main properties and prove some

Brooks-Jewett, Nikodým, Vitali-Hahn-Saks and Schur-type theorem and their equivalence, by means

of sliding hump-type techniques. Here the notions of (uniform) (s)-boundedness, continuity from

above at ∅ and continuity with respect to a suitable Fréchet-Nikodým topology τ , as well as the

concept of pointwise convergence of the involved set functions, are intended with respect to a single

regulator. We deal with (D)-convergence and use the Fremlin theorem, a powerful tool which allows
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to reduce a sequence of regulators to a single (D)-sequence. We prove a Drewnowski-type theorem

about the existence of continuous restrictions of (s)-bounded k-triangular set functions, extending

earlier results proved in [5, 6, 22]. Note that in our setting, differently from [6], it is possible to use a

Drewnowski-type technique just because the involved (D)-convergence is always meant with respect

to a single (D)-sequence, and so it is possible to prove that the Nikodým convergence theorem im-

plies the Brooks-Jewett theorem, analogously as in [22], just by choosing a disjoint set sequence and

considering the behavior of suitable subsequences. We use a sliding-hump type technique (see also

[18, 19]) Furthermore, observe that here (s)-boundedness of the limit set function is proved as thesis,

while in [25, Theorem 1] and [26, Theorem 11.10] it is assumed as hypothesis. Some other versions of

limit theorems for lattice group-valued set functions in the recent literature are proved, for instance,

in [1, 6, 13, 15, 20] (see also [8, 12] for an overview). Finally we pose some open problems.

2 Preliminaries

We begin with recalling the following main properties of lattice groups (see also [8, 12, 16]).

Definitions 2.1 (a) A Dedekind complete lattice group R is said to be super Dedekind complete iff

for every nonempty set A ⊂ R, bounded from above, there is a countable subset A′, with
∨

A′ =
∨

A.

(b) A sequence (σp)p in R is called an (O)-sequence iff it is decreasing and
∧

p

σp = 0.

(c) A bounded double sequence (at,l)t,l in R is a (D)-sequence or a regulator iff (at,l)l is an

(O)-sequence for any t ∈ N.

(d) A lattice group R is weakly σ-distributive iff
∧

ϕ∈NN

(

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t)

)

= 0 for every (D)-sequence

(at,l)t,l in R.

(e) A sequence (xn)n in R is said to be order convergent (or (O)-convergent ) to x iff there exists

an (O)-sequence (σp)p in R such that for every p ∈ N there is a positive integer n0 with |xn−x| ≤ σp

for each n ≥ n0, and in this case we write (O) lim
n
xn = x.

(f) A sequence (xn)n in R is (D)-convergent to x iff there is a (D)-sequence (at,l)t,l in R such

that for every ϕ ∈ N
N there is n0 ∈ N with |xn − x| ≤

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) whenever n ≥ n0, and we write

(D) lim
n
xn = x.

(g) We call sum of a series

∞
∑

n=1

xn in R the limit (O) lim
n

n
∑

r=1

xr, if it exists in R.

Remark 2.2 Observe that in every Dedekind complete lattice group R any (O)-convergent sequence

is (D)-convergent too, while the converse is true if and only if R is weakly σ-distributive (see also

[12, 16]).

We now recall the Fremlin lemma, which has a fundamental importance in the setting of (D)-

convergence, because it allows to replace a sequence of regulators with a single (D)-sequence.
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Lemma 2.3 (see also [23, Lemma 1C], [27, Theorem 3.2.3]) Let R be any Dedekind complete lattice

group and (a
(n)
t,l )t,l, n ∈ N, be a sequence of regulators in R. Then for every u ∈ R, u ≥ 0 there is a

(D)-sequence (at,l)t,l in R with

u ∧
(

q
∑

n=1

(

∞
∨

t=1

a
(n)
t,ϕ(t+n)

))

≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) for every q ∈ N and ϕ ∈ N
N.

The following result links (O)-sequences and regulators.

Theorem 2.4 (see also [3, Theorem 3.4]) Given any Dedekind complete lattice group R and any

(O)-sequence (σl)l in R, the double sequence defined by at,l := σl, t, l ∈ N, is a (D)-sequence, and for

every ϕ ∈ N
N,

σl ≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t), (1)

where l = ϕ(1). Conversely, if R is super Dedekind complete and weakly σ-distributive, then for any

regulator (at,l)t,l in R there is an (O)-sequence (σp)p such that for each p ∈ N there is ϕp ∈ N
N with

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕp(t) ≤ σp. (2)

We now deal with some fundamental properties of non-additive lattice group-valued set functions

(see also [12, 26, 31] and the bibliographies therein).

From now on, when it is not indicated elsewhere explicitly, R denotes a Dedekind complete and

weakly σ-distributive lattice group, R+ is the positive cone of R, G is an infinite set, L is an algebra

of subsets of G, m : L → R is a positive bounded set function and k is a fixed positive integer.

Definitions 2.5 (a) We say that m is k-subadditive on L iff m(∅) = 0 and

m(A ∪B) ≤ m(A) + km(B) whenever A,B ∈ L, A ∩B = ∅; (3)

k-triangular on L, iff m is k-subadditive and

m(A)− km(B) ≤ m(A ∪B) whenever A,B ∈ L, A ∩B = ∅. (4)

(b) We call semivariation of m, shortly v(m), the set function defined by

v(m)(A) :=
∨

{m(B) : B ∈ L, B ⊂ A}, A ∈ L. (5)

The following results will be useful in the sequel.

Proposition 2.6 If m : L → R is k-subadditive, then v(m) is k-triangular.

3



Proof: Pick any two disjoint sets A, B ∈ L. Fix arbitrarily C ⊂ A ∪ B and set C1 := A ∩ C,

C2 := B ∩ C. By k-subadditivity of m we get

m(C) ≤ m(C1) + km(C2),

and hence

m(C) ≤ v(m)(A) + k v(m)(B) (6)

By arbitrariness of C, from (6) we obtain k-subadditivity of v(m). Relation (4) follows from mono-

tonicity of v(m), taking into account that v(m)(∅) = 0. ✷

Proposition 2.7 Let m : L → R be a k-triangular set function. Then for every n ∈ N, n ≥ 2, and

for every pairwise disjoint sets E1, E2, . . . , En ∈ L it is

m(E1)− k

n
∑

q=2

m(Eq) ≤ m
(

n
⋃

q=1

Eq

)

≤ m(E1) + k

n
∑

q=2

m(Eq). (7)

In particular we have

m(E1) ≤ m
(

n
⋃

q=1

Eq

)

+ k

n
∑

q=2

m(Eq). (8)

Proof: Let us proceed by induction, and assume that (7) holds for n− 1. We get

m(E1)− k

n
∑

q=2

m(Eq) = m(E1)− k

n−1
∑

q=2

m(Eq)− km(En) ≤

≤ m
(

n−1
⋃

q=1

Eq

)

− km(En) ≤ m
(

n
⋃

q=1

Eq

)

≤ m
(

n−1
⋃

q=1

Eq

)

+ km(En) ≤

≤ m(E1) + k

n−1
∑

q=2

m(Eq) + km(En) = m(E1) + k

n
∑

q=2

m(Eq),

obtaining the assertion. ✷

Definitions 2.8 (a) A lattice E of subsets of G is said to satisfy property (E) iff every disjoint

sequence (Ch)h in E has a subsequence (Chr)r, such that E contains the σ-algebra generated by the

sets Chr , r ∈ N, in the set

∞
⋃

r=1

Chr (see also [29]).

From now on we assume that L ⊂ P(G) is an algebra, satisfying property (E).

(b) A set function m : L → R+ is (s)-bounded on L iff there exists a (D)-sequence (at,l)t,l such

that, for every disjoint sequence (Ch)h in L, (D) lim
h
m(Ch) = 0 with respect to (at,l)t,l.

(c) We say that the set functions mj : L → R+, j ∈ N, are uniformly (s)-bounded on L iff there

exists a (D)-sequence (at,l)t,l such that, for every disjoint sequence (Ch)h in L,

(D) lim
h

(

∨

j

mj(Ch)
)

= 0

4



with respect to (at,l)t,l.

(d) We say that a set functionm : L → R+ is continuous from above at ∅ iff there is a (D)-sequence

(at,l)t,l with (D) lim
n
m(Hn) = 0 with respect to (at,l)t,l whenever (Hn)n is a decreasing sequence in L

with

∞
⋂

n=1

Hn = ∅.

(e) The set functions mj : L → R+, j ∈ N, are said to be uniformly continuous from above at ∅ iff

there is a (D)-sequence (at,l)t,l with

(D) lim
n

(

∨

j

v(mj)(Hn)
)

= 0

with respect to (at,l)t,l for each decreasing sequence (Hn)n of elements of L with

∞
⋂

n=1

Hn = ∅.

(f) We say that the set functions mj : L → R, j ∈ N, are equibounded on L iff there is an element

u ∈ R with |mj(A)| ≤ u for all j ∈ N and A ∈ L.

Remark 2.9 Observe that continuity from above at ∅ of a k-triangular set function with respect

to a regulator (at,l)t,l implies its (s)-boundedness with respect to the (D)-sequence ((k + 1)at,l)t,l.

Otherwise there exist a disjoint sequence (Ch)h in L and an element ϕ ∈ N
N with

m(Ch) 6≤ (k + 1)
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) for every h ∈ N. (9)

Since L satisfies property (E), possibly passing to a suitable subsequence of (Ch)h, without loss of

generality we can suppose that
⋃

h∈P

Ch ∈ L for all P ⊂ N.

As m is k-triangular and continuous from above at ∅ with respect to the (D)-sequence (at,l)t,l, then

for each ϕ ∈ N
N there exists a positive integer h0 with

m(Ch) ≤ m
(

∞
⋃

i=h

Ci

)

+ km
(

∞
⋃

i=h+1

Ci

)

≤ (k + 1)

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) for any h ≥ h0,

getting a contradiction with (9). Analogously it is possible to check that uniform continuity from

above at ∅ implies uniform (s)-boundedness.

On the other hand, in general the converse implication is not true. For example observe that a

real-valued measure m defined on a σ-algebra Σ ⊂ P(G) is countably additive (resp. (s)-bounded)

if and only if the set function A 7→ |m(A)|, A ∈ Σ, which is by construction 1-triangular on Σ, is

continuous from above at ∅ (resp. (s)-bounded) (see also [28, Example (a)]).

We now prove that the semivariation inherits both (s)-boundedness and continuity from above at ∅.

Proposition 2.10 Let m : L → R+ be an (s)-bounded set function. Then v(m) is (s)-bounded too.
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Proof: Let (at,l)t,l be a regulator related with (s)-boundedness of m. If the thesis of the proposition

is not true, then we find a disjoint sequence (Ah)h in L and a ϕ ∈ N
N with

v(m)(Ah) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) for every h ∈ N. (10)

By (10) and the properties of the semivariation we find a sequence (Bh)h in L, with Bh ⊂ Ah for

every h and

m(Bh) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) for all h ∈ N. (11)

SinceBh ⊂ Ah for every h, then the sequence (Bh)h is disjoint, and so (11) contradicts (s)-boundedness

of m. This ends the proof. ✷

Analogously as in Proposition 2.10 it is possible to demonstrate the following

Proposition 2.11 Let mj : L → R+, j ∈ N, be a sequence of equibounded and uniformly (s)-bounded

set functions. Then the set functions v(mj) : L → R+, j ∈ N, are equibounded and uniformly (s)-

bounded too.

The next result extends [28, Lemma 2 (b)] to the lattice group setting.

Proposition 2.12 Let m : L → R+ be a k-triangular set function, continuous from above at ∅. Then

v(m) is continuous from above at ∅.

Proof: Let (at,l)t,l be a regulator, associated with continuity from above at ∅ of m. To get the

assertion, it will be enough to prove that v(m) is continuous from above at ∅ with respect to the

(D)-sequence ((k + 1)at,l)t,l. If not, then there are a decreasing sequence (An)n in L and an element

ϕ ∈ N
N with

∞
⋂

n=1

An = ∅ and

v(m)(An) 6≤ (k + 1)
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t). (12)

Now, proceeding by induction, similarly as in [28, Lemma 2 (b)], let D0 = 0, q0 = 1, and suppose

that q1 < . . . < qn−1 ∈ N and the pairwise disjoint sets D1, . . . ,Dn−1 ∈ L have been given. By (12)

and the properties of the semivariation we find a set Bn ⊂ Aqn−1 with

m(Bn) 6≤ (k + 1)
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t). (13)

By continuity from above at ∅ of m, for every ψ ∈ N
N there is q ∈ N (depending on ψ and n) with

m(Bn ∩Aq) ≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ψ(t) whenever q ≥ q,

6



and thus there exists qn > qn−1 with

m(Bn ∩Aqn) ≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ψ(t). (14)

Let now Dn := Bn \ Aqn . We get

m(Dn) 6≤ (k + 1)

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t). (15)

Indeed, if (15) is not true, then from (14), k-triangularity of m and weak σ-distributivity of R we get

m(Bn) ≤ m(Dn) + km(Bn ∩Aqn) ≤ (k + 1)
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) + k

∞
∨

t=1

at,ψ(t) ≤ (16)

≤ (k + 1)

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) + k
∧

ψ∈NN

(

∞
∨

t=1

at,ψ(t)

)

= (k + 1)

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t),

which contradicts (13). Since Dn ⊂ Aqn−1 \ Aqn , then we obtain that the Dn’s are pairwise disjoint

and satisfy (15). As L satisfies property (E), possibly taking a suitable subsequence of (Dn)n, without

loss of generality we can assume that L contains the σ-algebra generated by the Dn’s. Since m is

k-triangular and continuous from above at ∅ with respect to the regulator (at,l)t,l, then for every

ϕ ∈ N
N there is n ∈ N with

m(Dn) ≤ m
(

∞
⋃

s=n

Ds

)

+ km
(

∞
⋃

s=n+1

Ds

)

≤ (k + 1)

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t)

whenever n ≥ n, getting a contradiction with (15). This ends the proof. ✷.

Analogously as in Proposition 2.12, it is possible to prove the following

Proposition 2.13 Let mj : L → R, j ∈ N, be a sequence of equibounded k-triangular set functions,

uniformly continuous from above at ∅. Then the set functions µj := v(mj), j ∈ N, are uniformly

continuous from above at ∅.

We now give an example of 1-triangular and not monotone set function.

Example 2.14 Let R = R, and µ : P(N) → R be defined as

µ(A) :=
∑

n∈A

(−1)n

n2
, A ⊂ N. (17)

Since the series

∞
∑

n=1

(−1)n

n2
is absolutely convergent, then µ is a countably additive measure (see also [9,

Proposition 2.15]). From this and [28, Example (a) and Lemma 2 (b)] it follows that the set function

m : P(N) → R, defined as m(A) := |µ(A)|, is continuous from above at ∅. Moreover, by construction,

m is 1-triangular. However, m is not monotone: indeed, m({1, 3}) =
10

9
>

31

36
= m({1, 2, 3}).
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Definition 2.15 A topology τ on L is a Fréchet-Nikodým topology iff the functions (A,B) 7→ A∆B

and (A,B) 7→ A ∩B from L × L (endowed with the product topology) to L are continuous, and for

any τ -neighborhood V of ∅ in L there exists a τ -neighborhood U of ∅ in L such that, if E ∈ L is

contained in some suitable element of U , then E ∈ V (see also [22]).

Definitions 2.16 (a) Let τ be a Fréchet-Nikodým topology. A set function m : L → R+ is said to

be τ -continuous on L iff it is (s)-bounded on L and for each decreasing sequence (Hn)n in L with

τ -lim
n
Hn = ∅ we get (D) lim

n
m(Hn) = 0 with respect to a single regulator (see also [22]).

(b) The set functions mj : L → R+, j ∈ N, are uniformly τ -continuous on L iff they are

uniformly (s)-bounded and for every decreasing sequence (Hn)n in L with τ -lim
n
Hn = ∅ we get

(D) lim
n

(

∨

j

mj(Hn)
)

= 0 with respect to a single regulator.

3 The main results

We begin with the following proposition, which will be useful in the sequel.

Proposition 3.1 Let R be any Dedekind complete lattice group, x ∈ R, (xn)n be any sequence in R,

such that

3.1.1) every subsequence (xnq)q of (xn)n has a sub-subsequence (xnqr
)r, (D)-convergent to x with

respect to a single (D)-sequence (at,l)t,l.

Then (D) lim
n
xn = x with respect to (at,l)t,l.

Proof: If we deny the thesis, then there exist ϕ ∈ N
N and a strictly increasing sequence (nq)q with

|xnq − x| 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) for each q ∈ N. So any subsequence of (xnq)q does not (D)-converge to x with

respect to (at,l)t,l, getting a contradiction with 3.1.1). This ends the proof. ✷

Remarks 3.2 (a) With similar techniques as in Proposition 3.1, it is possible to prove an analogous

result also when it is dealt with (O)-convergence.

(b) Observe that, in general, Theorem 3.1 is not true without convergence of sub-subsequences

with respect to a single regulator. Indeed, if ν is the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1], M is the σ-algebra

of all ν-measurable subsets of [0, 1] and R = L0([0, 1],M, ν) is the space of all ν-measurable real-

valued functions with identification up to ν-null sets, then both order- and (D)-convergence coincide

with convergence almost everywhere. Let (xn)n be a sequence in R, convergent in measure but not

almost everywhere to 0: note that each subsequence (xnq )q of (xn)n has a sub-subsequence (xnqr
)r,

convergent almost everywhere to 0 (see also [12]).

Now, using the sliding hump technique, we prove the following Brooks-Jewett-type theorem, which

extends [4, Theorem 5.4], [18, Theorem 2.6], [25, Theorem 1] and [26, Theorem 11.10].
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Theorem 3.3 (BJ) Let E ⊂ L be a lattice, satisfying property (E), and mj : L → R, j ∈ N, be a

sequence of equibounded k-triangular set functions, whose restrictions on E are (s)-bounded on E. If

the limit m0(E) := (D) lim
j
mj(E) exists in R for every E ∈ E with respect to a single regulator, then

the mj’s are uniformly (s)-bounded on E, and m0 is k-triangular and (s)-bounded.

Proof: Let u :=
∨

j∈N

v(mj)(G). Note that u ∈ R, thanks to equiboundedness of the mj’s. For each

j ∈ N let (a
(j)
t,l )t,l be a (D)-sequence related with (s)-boundedness of mj. By the Fremlin lemma 2.3

there exist a (D)-sequence (at,l)t,l with

u ∧
(

∨

q

(

q
∑

j=1

(

∞
∨

t=1

a
(j)
t,ϕ(t+j)

)))

≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t)

and a regulator (αt,l)t,l with

u ∧
(

∨

q

(

q
∑

j=1

(

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t+j+1)

)))

≤
∞
∨

t=1

αt,ϕ(t) (18)

for every ϕ ∈ N
N. Let (bt,l)t,l be a regulator associated with pointwise (D)-convergence of the mj ’s

on E . We now prove that the regulator (ct,l)t,l, defined by ct,l = 2(k + 2)2(at,l + bt,l), t, l ∈ N, satifies

the condition of uniform (s)-boundedness of the mj’s. Otherwise we find a disjoint sequence (Cn)n

in E and a function ϕ ∈ N
N such that for each n there are qn ≥ n and jn ∈ N with

mjn(Cqn) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

ct,ϕ(t). (19)

We claim that both the qn’s and the jn’s can be taken strictly increasing. Indeed, if we have found

q1 < . . . < qn−1 and j1 < . . . < jn−1 satisfying (19), then at the n-th step, by virtue of (s)-boundedness

of the mj’s, there is an integer in > qn−1 with

mj(Ci) ≤
∞
∨

t=1

ct,ϕ(t) for each j = 1, . . . , jn−1 and i ≥ in. (20)

By (19), in correspondence with in there are qn > in and jn ∈ N, fulfilling (19). Since qn > in, from

(20) it follows that jn > jn−1, getting the claim.

For each n ∈ N, let Hn := Cqn . By property (E), passing to subsequences, without loss of

generality we can assume that
⋃

n∈P

Hn ∈ E for every P ⊂ N. By (s)-boundedness of mj1 , we find

two sets P1 ⊂ N and F1 ∈ E , with F1 =
⋃

l∈P1

Hl and v(mj1)(F1) ≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t+1). Put l1 = minP1: in

correspondence with Hl1 there is n1 > l1 with |mi(Hl1)−mj(Hl1)| ≤
∞
∨

t=1

2 bt,ϕ(t) for each i, j ≥ n1.

By (s)-boundedness of mjl1
, there are an infinite set P2 ⊂ P1, with l2 = minP2 > l1, and a set

F2 ∈ E , with F2 =
⋃

l∈P2

Hl and v(mjl1
)(F2) ≤

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t+2). In correspondence with Hl2 there exists

9



a natural number n2 > l2 with |mi(Hl2)−mj(Hl2)| ≤
∞
∨

t=1

2 bt,ϕ(t) for any i, j ≥ n2. Proceeding by

induction, we find two decreasing sequences (Ph)h, (Fh)h of infinite sets and two strictly increasing

sequences (nh)h, (lh)h in N, satisfying the following conditions, for every h ∈ N:

3.3.1.) lh = minPh, nh > lh, lh+1 > nh + lh;

3.3.2.) Fh =
⋃

l∈Ph

Hl;

3.3.3.) v(mjlh
)(Fh+1) ≤

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t+h+1) ≤
∞
∨

t=1

αt,ϕ(t);

3.3.4.) |mi(Hjlh
)−mj(Hjlh

)| ≤
∞
∨

t=1

2 bt,ϕ(t) for each i, j ≥ nh.

Put m′
h = mjlh

and H ′
h = Hlh , h ∈ N. Let hr := 2 r, r ∈ N, and F :=

∞
⋃

r=1

H ′
hr
. Note that

∞
⋃

s=r+1

H ′
hs

⊂ Fhr+1 and lhr−1 > nhr−2 ≥ nhr−1 for each r ∈ N (see also [18]). So we have

|m′
hr
(H ′

hs
)−m′

hr−1(H
′
hs
)| ≤

∞
∨

t=1

2 bt,ϕ(t) for every s = 1, . . . , r − 1.

By pointwise convergence of the mj’s with respect to the regulator (bt,l)t,l, we find a positive integer

r with

m′
hr
(F ) ≤

∞
∨

t=1

bt,ϕ(t) whenever r ≥ r.

Since Fhr ⊂ Fhr−1, we have

m′
hr

(

∞
⋃

s=r+1

H ′
hs

)

≤
∞
∨

t=1

αt,ϕ(t) and m
′
hr−1

(

∞
⋃

s=r+1

H ′
hs

)

≤
∞
∨

t=1

αt,ϕ(t).

From this and Proposition 2.7 we get

m′
hr

(

r−1
⋃

s=1

H ′
hs

)

≤ m′
hr
(H ′

h1
) + k

r−1
∑

s=2

m′
hr
(H ′

hs
) ≤

≤ k
(

u ∧
(

∨

q

(

q
∑

h=1

(

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t+h)

))))

≤ k

∞
∨

t=1

αt,ϕ(t),

m′
hr−1

(

r−1
⋃

s=1

H ′
hs

)

≤ m′
hr−1(H

′
h1
) + k

r−1
∑

s=2

m′
hr−1(H

′
hs
) ≤

≤ k
(

u ∧
(

∨

q

(

q
∑

h=1

(

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t+h)

))))

≤ k

∞
∨

t=1

αt,ϕ(t).

10



From this and (8) used with q = 3, E1 = H ′
hr
, E2 =

∞
⋃

s=r+1

H ′
hs
, E3 =

r−1
⋃

s=1

H ′
hs
, since F = E1 ∪E2 ∪E3

and the mj’s are k-triangular, we obtain

m′
hr
(H ′

hr
) ≤ k(k + 2)

(

∞
∨

t=1

(αt,ϕ(t) + bt,ϕ(t))
)

,

m′
hr−1(H

′
hr
) ≤ k(k + 2)

(

∞
∨

t=1

(αt,ϕ(t) + bt,ϕ(t))
)

,

and hence

|m′
hr
(H ′

hr
)−m′

hr−1(H
′
hr
)| ≤ 2 k(k + 2)

(

∞
∨

t=1

(αt,ϕ(t) + bt,ϕ(t))
)

. (21)

Furthermore, thanks to 3.3.3.), we get

m′
hr−1(H

′
hr
) ≤

∞
∨

t=1

αt,ϕ(t). (22)

From (21) and (22) we obtain

m′
hr
(H ′

hr
) ≤ 2(k + 2)2

(

∞
∨

t=1

(at,ϕ(t) + bt,ϕ(t))
)

,

which contradicts (19). Thus the mj ’s are uniformly (s)-bounded on E . From this it is not difficult

to deduce that m0 is k-triangular and (s)-bounded on E . ✷

The following result will be useful to prove our versions of the Vitali-Hahn-Saks and Nikodým

theorem, and extends [4, Corollaries 3.5 and 5.5] and [19, Lemma 3.13].

Lemma 3.4 Let G and H be two sublattices of L, such that the complement of every element of H

belongs to G, mj : L → R, j ∈ N, be a sequence of k-triangular set functions, uniformly (s)-bounded

on G. Fix W ∈ H and a decreasing sequence (Hn)n in G, with W ⊂ Hn for each n ∈ N. If

(D) lim
n

(

∨

A∈G,A⊂Hn\W

mj(A)
)

=
∧

n

(

∨

A∈G,A⊂Hn\W

mj(A)
)

= 0 for every j ∈ N (23)

with respect to a single (D)-sequence (at,l)t,l, then

(D) lim
n

(

∨

j

(

∨

A∈G,A⊂Hn\W

mj(A)
))

=
∧

n

(

∨

j

(

∨

A∈G,A⊂Hn\W

mj(A)
))

= 0

with respect to (at,l)t,l.

Proof: Put W := {A ∈ G : A∩W = ∅}. By k-triangularity of mj, for any A ∈ W, j, q ∈ N, we have

mj(A \Hq) ≤ kmj(A ∩Hq) +mj(A),

mj(A) ≤ mj(A \Hq) + kmj(A ∩Hq),
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and hence

0 ≤ |mj(A) −mj(A \Hq)| = (24)

= (mj(A)−mj(A \Hq)) ∨ (mj(A \Hq)−mj(A)) ≤ kmj(A ∩Hq).

From (23) and (24), since A ∩Hq ⊂ Hq−1 \W for every q ∈ N, we get

mj(A) = (D) lim
q
mj(A \Hq) for each A ∈ W and j ∈ N. (25)

If we deny the thesis of the lemma, then there is a ϕ ∈ N such that for every r ∈ N there are j, n ∈ N

with n > r and A ∈ G with A ⊂ Hn \W , mj(A) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t), and thus, thanks to (25),

mj(A \Hq) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t)

for q large enough.

At the first step, we find a set A1 ∈ G and three integers n1 > 1, j1 ∈ N and q1 > max{j1, n1}, with

A1 ⊂ Hn1 \W , mj1(A1) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) and mj1(A1 \Hq1) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t). From (23), in correspondence

with j = 1, 2, . . . , j1 there exists h1 > q1 with

mj(A) ≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) (26)

whenever n ≥ h1 and A ⊂ Hn \W .

At the second step, there are A2 ∈ G, n2 > h1, j2 ∈ N and q2 > max{j2, n2}, with A2 ⊂ Hk2 \W

and

mj2(A2) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t); mj2(A2 \Hq2) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t). (27)

From (26) and (27) it follows that j2 > j1.

Proceeding by induction, we find a sequence (Ar)r in G and three strictly increasing sequences in N,

(hr)r, (jr)r, (qr)r, with qr > nr > qr−1 for any r ≥ 2; qr > jr, Ar ⊂ Hnr\W ,mjr(Ar \Hqr) 6≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t)

for each r ∈ N. But this is impossible, since the sets Ar \Hqr , r ∈ N, are disjoint elements of G and

the measures mj , j ∈ N, are globally uniformly (s)-bounded on G with respect to (at,l)t,l. This ends

the proof. ✷

As a consequence of Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 3.4, we deduce the following Nikodým-type theorem.

Theorem 3.5 (N) Let L satisfy property (E), mj : L → R, j ∈ N, be a sequence of equibounded k-

triangular set functions, continuous from above at ∅. Suppose that the limit m0(E) := (D) lim
j
mj(E)

exists in R for each E ∈ L with respect to a single regulator.

Then the mj ’s are uniformly continuous from above at ∅, and m0 is k-triangular and continuous

from above at ∅ on L.
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Proof: First of all, observe that the mj ’s are (s)-bounded on L: indeed, if (Ch)h is any disjoint

sequence in L, then we have

0 ≤ v(mj)(Ch) ≤ v(mj)
(

∞
⋃

n=h

Cn

)

for every j, h ∈ N. (28)

From (28), continuity from above at ∅ of mj and monotonicity of v(mj) we get (D) lim
h
v(mj)(Ch) = 0,

namely (s)-boundedness of mj. From this and Theorem 3.3 used with E = L we deduce uniform (s)-

boundedness of the mj’s.

Choose arbitrarily j ∈ N and a decreasing sequence (Hn)n in L with

∞
⋂

n=1

Hn = ∅. Since mj is

continuous from above at ∅, we have

(D) lim
n
v(mj)(Hn) =

∧

n

v(mj)(Hn) = 0.

By Lemma 3.4 used with G = H = L and W = ∅ and taking into account uniform (s)-boundedness

of the mj’s, we have

(D) lim
n

(

∨

j

v(mj)(Hn)
)

=
∧

n

(

∨

j

v(mj)(Hn)
)

= 0.

By arbitrariness of the sequence (Hn)n, we get uniform continuity from above at ∅ of the mj’s. From

this it follows easily that m0 is k-triangular and continuous from above at ∅. ✷

Analogously as Theorem 3.5, it is possible to prove the following Vitali-Hahn-Saks-type theorem.

Theorem 3.6 (VHS) Let R, G, L be as in Theorem 3.5, τ be a Fréchet-Nikodým topology on L,

mj : L → R, j ∈ N, be a sequence of equibounded τ -continuous k-triangular set functions. Let

m0(E) := (D) lim
j
mj(E) exist in R for every E ∈ L with respect to a single regulator.

Then the mj’s are uniformly τ -continuous on L, and m0 is k-triangular and τ -continuous on L.

We now prove a Schur-type theorem, which extends [4, Corollary 5.6].

Theorem 3.7 (S) Let R be any Dedekind complete and weakly σ-distributive lattice group, mj :

P(N) → R+, j ∈ N, be a sequence of equibounded, continuous from above at ∅ and k-triangular set

functions, and let there exist a set function m0 : P(N) → R with (D) lim
j
mj(E) = m0(E) for every

E ⊂ N with respect to a single (D)-sequence.

Then the mj’s are uniformly continuous from above at ∅ and m0 is k-triangular and continuous

from above at ∅. Furthermore we get

(D) lim
j

(

∨

E⊂N

|mj(E) −m0(E)|
)

= 0. (29)

Proof: Uniform continuity from above at ∅ of the mj’s, k-triangularity and continuity from above

at ∅ of m0 follow from Theorem 3.5. In particular, there exists a regulator (at,l)t,l such that for each
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ϕ ∈ N
N there is h0 ∈ N with

mj(E ∩ [h0,+∞[) ≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) (30)

for any j ∈ N ∪ {0} and E ⊂ N. Let now (bt,l)t,l be a (D)-sequence associated with (pointwise)

convergence of (mj)j to m0. We will prove that the regulator ((2 k+2)(at,l+ bt,l))t,l, t, l ∈ N, satisfies

the condition of (D)-limit in (29). In correspondence with ϕ and h0 as in (30) there exists a positive

integer j0 with

|mj(E ∩ [1, h0 − 1])−m0(E ∩ [1, h0 − 1])| ≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) (31)

whenever j ≥ j0 and E ⊂ N. Since mj is k-triangular for every j ∈ N ∪ {0}, we get

−kmj(E ∩ [h0,+∞[)− km0(E ∩ [h0,+∞[) ≤

≤ mj(E)−m0(E) −mj(E ∩ [1, h0 − 1]) +m0(E ∩ [1, h0 − 1]) ≤

≤ kmj(E ∩ [h0,+∞[) + km0(E ∩ [h0,+∞[),

and hence

|mj(E)−m0(E)| ≤ |mj(E ∩ [1, h0 − 1]) +m0(E ∩ [1, h0 − 1])|+

+ kmj(E ∩ [h0,+∞[) + km0(E ∩ [h0,+∞[) ≤
∞
∨

t=1

(2 k + 2)(at,ϕ(t) + bt,ϕ(t))

for every j ≥ j0 and E ⊂ N, getting the assertion. ✷

We now prove the following Drewnowski-type theorem, which extends [19, Lemma 2.3] and [5,

Theorem 5.3] to non-additive lattice group-valued set functions.

Theorem 3.8 Let R be a super Dedekind complete and weakly σ-distributive lattice group, G, L be

as in Theorem 3.5, and m : L → R be any positive (s)-bounded set function. Then for every disjoint

sequence (Cn)n in L there exists a subsequence (Cnh
)h such that m is continuous from above at ∅ on

the σ-algebra generated by (Cnh
)h in the set

∞
⋃

h=1

Cnh
.

Proof: Let (at,l)t,l be a regulator associated with (s)-boundedness of m, and set

Φ :=
{

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) : ϕ ∈ N
N

}

.

Since R is weakly σ-distributive, we get
∧

Φ = 0. By super Dedekind completeness of R there is

a sequence (ϕl)l in N
N (which without loss of generality we can take increasing, similarly as in [5,

Theorem 5.3]), with

0 =
∧

Φ =
∧

{

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕl(t) : l ∈ N

}

.
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Set bl :=
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕl(t), l ∈ N. It is not difficult to see that (bl)l is an (O)-sequence in R. Put now

bt,l := bl, t, l ∈ N. It is readily seen that (bt,l)t,l is a regulator (see also [3]): we will show that it

satisfies the assertion.

Choose arbitrarily any disjoint sequence (Cn)n in L. By property (E), there is a subsequence

(Hn)n of (Cn)n, such that L contains the σ-algebra generated by the Hn’s in the set
∞
⋃

n=1

Hn. Choose

any disjoint sequence (P 1
r )r of infinite subsets of N, and for each r ∈ N define H1

r :=
⋃

{Hn : n ∈ P 1
r }.

The sequence (H1
r )r is a disjoint sequence in L, and by (s)-boundedness of m we find r1 ∈ N with

v(m)(H1
r ) ≤

∞
∨

i=1

ai,ϕ1(i) = b1

for all r ≥ r1. We now consider P 1
r1
, and choose any infinite partition of it into a sequence of disjoint

infinite subsets (P 2
r )r. For each r ∈ N set H2

r :=
⋃

{Hn : n ∈ P 2
r }. Note that the H2

r ’s are pairwise

disjoint, and each of them is contained in H1
r1

by construction. Again by (s)-boundedness of m,

there exists an integer r2 > r1 with v(m)(H2
r ) ≤ b2 for any r ≥ r2. Proceeding by induction, we

obtain a decreasing sequence (P lrl)l of infinite subsets of N, and a corresponding sequence (H l
rl
)l,

H l
rl
= ∪{Hn : n ∈ P lrl}, satisfying v(m)(H l

rl
) ≤ bl for any l. Let us denote by n1 the first element of

P 1
r1
, by n2 the first element of P 2

r2
larger than n1, and so on. We claim that the sequence (Hnh

)h is

the requested one.

Indeed, observe that Hnh+p
⊂ Hh

nh
for every h, p ∈ N. Set H∗ =

∞
⋃

h=1

Hnh
: note that, thanks to

property (E), H∗ ∈ L. Choose any decreasing sequence (Fs)s in the σ-algebra generated in H∗ by

the sets Hnh
, with

∞
⋂

s=1

Fs = ∅. For every s there exists an integer j(s) with Fs ⊂
⋃

h≥j(s)

Hnh
. Note

that lim
s
j(s) = +∞. Choose now ϕ ∈ N

N and pick any integer s0 with j(s0) ≥ ϕ(1). For every s ≥ s0

we get

v(m)(Fs) ≤ v(m)(
⋃

h≥j(s0)

Hnh
) ≤ v(m)(Hj(s0)

rj(s0)
) ≤ bj(s0) ≤ bϕ(1) ≤

∞
∨

t=1

bt,ϕ(t).

This ends the proof. ✷

A consequence of Theorem 3.8 is the following

Theorem 3.9 Let R, G, L be as in Theorem 3.8, mj : L → R, n ∈ N, be a sequence of equibounded,

positive and (s)-bounded set functions. Then for every disjoint sequence (Ch)h in L there is a subse-

quence (Cnh
)h such that every mj is continuous from above at ∅ on the σ-algebra generated by (Cnh

)h

in the set

∞
⋃

h=1

Cnh
.

Proof: Let u :=
∨

j∈N

v(mj)(G): by equiboundedness of the mj ’s we get that u ∈ R. For every j ∈ N

let (a
(j)
t,l )t,l be a (D)-sequence related with (s)-boundedness of mj. By the Fremlin lemma 2.3 there
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exist a (D)-sequence (at,l)t,l with

u ∧
(

∨

q

(

q
∑

j=1

(

∞
∨

t=1

a
(j)
t,ϕ(t+j)

)))

≤
∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t).

Set now Ψ :=
{

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕ(t) : ϕ ∈ N
N

}

. Since R is weakly σ-distributive, we get
∧

Ψ = 0. Arguing

analogously as in Theorem 3.8, we find an increasing sequence (ϕl)l in N
N, with

0 =
∧

Ψ =
∧

{

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕl(t) : l ∈ N

}

.

Set bl :=

∞
∨

t=1

at,ϕl(t), l ∈ N. Then (bl)l is an (O)-sequence in R, and the double sequence (bt,l)t,l,

defined by setting bt,l := bl, t, l ∈ N, is a (D)-sequence. We now prove that it fulfils the assertion.

By property (E), the sequence (Cn)n admits a subsequence (Hn)n, such that L contains the σ-

algebra generated by the Hn’s in

∞
⋃

n=1

Hn. By Theorem 3.8 there exist an infinite subset P1 ⊂ N and

a positive integer h1 with

v(m1)
(

⋃

j∈P1,j≥h

Hj

)

≤ b1 whenever h ≥ h1.

There are an infinite subset P2 ⊂ P1 and a h2 > h1 with

v(m2)
(

⋃

j∈P2,j≥h

Hj

)

≤ b2 for each h ≥ h2.

Without loss of generality, we can and do suppose minP2 > minP1.

Proceeding by induction, we find a decreasing sequence (Pn)n of infinite subsets of N, a strictly

increasing sequence (pn)n in N, with pn = minPn for all n, and a sequence (hn)n with hn < hn+1

for each n ∈ N, and v(mn)
(

⋃

j∈Pn,j≥h

Hj

)

≤ bn for every h ≥ hn. Let P := {pn : n ∈ N}, and set

qn := max{hn, pn}. For each n and h ≥ qn, we get

0 ≤ v(mn)
(

⋃

j∈P,j≥h

Hj

)

≤ v(mn)
(

⋃

j∈Pn,j≥h

Hj

)

≤ bn.

From this it follows that

(D) lim
n
v(mn)

(

⋃

j∈P,j≥h

Hj

)

= 0 =
∧

n

v(mn)
(

⋃

j∈P,j≥h

Hj

)

for each n ∈ N, getting the assertion. ✷

We now prove the equivalence between Theorems (BJ), (N), (V HS) and (S), extending [22,

Theorem, p. 726].
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(BJ) =⇒ (V HS) See Theorem 3.6.

(V HS) =⇒ (N) (see also [6, 22]) Let τ be the Fréchet-Nikodým topology generated by the family

of all order continuous submeasures, that is all 1-subadditive, increasing and continuous from above

at ∅ real-valued set functions defined on L (see also [21, 22]). If (Hn)n is any decreasing sequence in

L with τ -lim
n
Hn = ∅ and H =

∞
⋂

n=1

Hn ∈ L, then η(H) = 0 for every order continuous submeasure η,

and so H = ∅. From this and Remark 2.9 it follows that, if mj : L → R, j ∈ N, is a sequence of set

functions, continuous from above at ∅, then they are τ -continuous. By (V HS), they are uniformly

τ -continuous. From this and Lemma 3.4 it follows that the mj’s are also uniformly continuous from

above at ∅. Thus, (V HS) implies (N).

(N) =⇒ (BJ) Let (Ch)h be any disjoint sequence in L and mj : L → R, j ∈ N, be a sequence of

equibounded k-triangular (s)-bounded set functions. Fix arbitrarily a subsequence (Chr)r of (Ch)h.

By Theorem 3.9 there is a sub-subsequence (Chrs )s of (Chr)r such that every mj is continuous from

above at ∅ on the σ-algebra generated by the Chrs ’s in the set

∞
⋃

s=1

Chrs . From this and (N) it follows

that (D) lim
s

(

∨

j

v(mj)(Chrs )
)

= 0 with respect to a suitable regulator (bt,l)t,l, independent of (Chr)r.

By arbitrariness of (Chr)r and Proposition 3.1 we get

(D) lim
h

(

∨

j

v(mj)(Ch)
)

= 0

with respect to (bt,l)t,l, that is the assertion.

(N) =⇒ (S) See Theorem 3.7.

(S) =⇒ (N) Let L and mj , j ∈ N, be as in the hypotheses of Theorem 3.5 and (An)n be a

disjoint sequence in L. Choose arbitrarily a subsequence (Ch)h of (Ah)h. By property (E) there is a

subsequence (Chr)r of (Ch)h, such that L contains the σ-algebra generated by the Chr ’s in

∞
⋃

r=1

Chr .

For every j ∈ N and A ⊂ N, set

µj(A) = mj

(

⋃

r∈A

Chr

)

. (32)

We claim that µj is continuous from above at ∅ for every j ∈ N. Fix any decreasing sequence (Kn)n in

P(N). Without loss of generality, we can suppose that (Kn)n is strictly decreasing, and Kn ⊂ [n,+∞[

for each n ∈ N, getting

0 ≤ v(µj)(Kn) ≤ v(µj)([n,+∞[) ≤ v(mj)(
∞
⋃

r=n

Chr)

for every j, n ∈ N. From (33), Proposition 2.12 and continuity from above at ∅ of mj (with respect

to a single regulator (at,l)t,l, which without loss of generality can be taken independent of (Ch)h and

17



of j, arguing analogously as in (18) ) we get

(D) lim
n
v(mj)(

∞
⋃

r=n

Chr) = 0

with respect to (at,l)t,l, and thus we have also (D) lim
n
v(µj)(Kn) = 0 with respect to (at,l)t,l, proving

the claim. Moreover, it is not difficult to check pointwise convergence of the µj’s with respect to

a single regulator (bt,l)t,l. By Theorem 3.7 the µj’s are uniformly continuous from above at ∅. In

particular, we get

0 ≤ (D) lim
n

(

∨

j

v(mj)(Chn)
)

≤ (D) lim
n

(

∨

j

µj([n,+∞[)
)

= 0,

namely

(D) lim
n

(

∨

j

v(mj)(Chn)
)

= 0 (33)

with respect to a regulator, which by construction can be taken independent of the chosen sequence

(Ch)h. By arbitrariness of (Ch)h, (33) and Proposition 3.1 we get

(D) lim
h

(

∨

j

v(mj)(Ah)
)

= 0.

Thus the mj ’s are uniformly (s)-bounded. From this and Lemma 3.4 we get uniform continuity from

above at ∅ of the mj ’s, and hence (N). ✷

Open problems:

(a) Prove some limit theorems for k-triangular set functions with respect to other kinds of (s)-

boundedness and continuity, and/or relatively to some other types of convergence.

(b) Investigate some other property of non-additive set functions and their (semi)variations (see

also [2, 26]).
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