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Abstract

The Cesàro limit - the asymptotic average of a sequence of real numbers
- is an operator of fundamental importance in probability, statistics and
analysis. Surprisingly, spaces of sequences with Cesàro limits have not
previously been studied. This paper introduces spaces of such sequences,
denoted Kp(A), with the Cesàro limit acting as a kind of integral.
The space F comprised of all binary sequences with a Cesàro
limit is studied first, along with the associated functional ν :
F → [0, 1] mapping each such sequence to its Cesàro limit.
It is shown that F can be factored to produce a monotone
class on which ν induces a countably additive set function.
The space Kp(A) is then defined, and a quotient denoted Kp(A)
is shown to be isometrically isomorphic, under certain conditions,
to the function space Lp(N,A, ν), where A is a field of sets
isomorphic to a subset of F , and ν is a finitely additive mea-
sure induced by the functional mentioned above. The Cesàro limit
of an element of Kp(A) is shown to be equal to its integral.
The complete Lp(N,A, ν) spaces (and by implication, the
Kp(A) spaces isomorphic to them) are characterised, and a
sufficient condition for these spaces to be separable is identified.

Keywords: binary sequence, Cesàro limit, chain, finitely additive measure,
charge, Boolean algebra, monotone class theorem, Stone representation,
complete Lp space, separable Lp space
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2 A theory of integration for Cesàro limits

1 Introduction

Consider limits of the form

lim
N→∞

1

N

N
∑

n=1

xn

where xn ∈ R for n ∈ N (here and throughout this paper, N denotes the
natural numbers excluding 0). These are known as Cesàro limits (see [1] for
example) or sometimes as Cesàro means or Cesàro averages (as in [2]), and
arise naturally in multiple mathematical fields, including statistics, probabil-
ity, functional and general analysis, and in the study of stochastic processes,
particularly ergodic processes. They are important in many applications (see
list of references in [1]). They are named for mathematician Ernesto Cesàro
(1859-1906), who was not the first to consider the asymptotic properties of a
sequence of averages, but used them to define a generalised limit for divergent
series (see [3], and the references therein, for an interesting historical account).

Cesàro limits seem to be a kind of expectation - at any rate, ergodic the-
orems, for example that of Birkhoff [4], establish one kind of relationship
between a Cesàro limit and an expectation operator. Moreover, one may think
of any sequence of real numbers x = (x1, x2, . . .) as a function x : N → R. It
seems reasonable then to consider a space of such functions for which Cesàro
limits exist, and to identify conditions under which the Cesàro limit may be
regarded as a kind of integral, or expectation operator. Such spaces could
potentially be useful in the analysis of ergodic processes, especially if one can
construct complete, separable, normed (or pseudo-normed) linear spaces on
which an ergodic process may be regarded as a random element. This potential
application is the motivation for introducing the Kp function spaces analysed
in this paper, although connections to ergodic processes will not be explored
herein. At any rate, these spaces are of interest in their own right, and may
have wider applications than this original motivation.

This paper first considers binary sequences with Cesàro limits. The collec-
tion of such sequences may be identified with a collection F of subsets of N,
defined in Section 2. A set function ν that maps such subsets to their corre-
sponding Cesàro limits is also defined. The basic properties of F and ν are
enumerated in that section. It turns out that ν has many of the properties of a
finitely additive measure, also known as a charge (see [5]). However, F is not a
field, and thus ν is not a charge unless restricted to a field of sets contained in
F . Section 2 also introduces the collection of null sets N , comprised of subsets
of N that induce binary sequences with zero Cesàro limits.

Although ν is not countably additive on F , it turns out that chains (totally
ordered sets) in F on which ν is countably additive have a number of useful
properties. Two sections of the paper are devoted to exploring the properties
of such chains. Section 3 characterises such chains in terms of uniform conver-
gence to Cesàro limits. Section 5 develops a construction that is here called
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a null modification. This construction modifies the elements of a chain of sets
in F by adding and/or removing null sets to produce a new chain on which ν
is countably additive. This section makes frequent reference to Boolean alge-
bras and their quotients: a brief review of this topic is therefore included in
Section 4, with special attention to the Boolean quotient P(N)/N .

Section 6 considers the space [F ] - the image of F under the quotient map
ξ : P(N) → P(N)/N . The collection of equivalence classes [F ] is shown to be
a monotone class in the Boolean quotient P(N)/N . This is a useful insight
into the structure of F because it implies that every field of sets in F can
be extended in such a way that the extension maps to a countably complete
subalgebra of [F ], as a consequence of the monotone class theorem for Boolean
algebras, which is reviewed in Section 4. This version of the monotone class
theorem is an abstraction of the well known version for fields of sets, and is
a slight generalisation of similar results in the literature. Consequently, a full
proof is presented in the preprint version of this paper.

The function space Kp(A) is defined in Section 7, where A ⊂ F is a field of
sets (not necessarily a σ-field) and p ∈ [1,∞). The space Kp(A) contains real-
valued functions on a charge space (N,A, ν). Charge spaces are generalisations
of measure spaces, and are comprised of a sample space (here N), a field of
subsets of the sample space (here A ⊂ F), and a finitely additive measure, also
known as a charge. A comprehensive introduction to the theory of charges is
provided in [5]. A concise summary is provided in [6], including an introduction
to Lp spaces and their quotients under equivalence almost everywhere (denoted
Lp spaces). That paper also extends the theory of bounded charges, presenting
new characterisations of key properties that are applied in the present paper.

Section 7 explores the properties of Kp(A) spaces and their quotients
(denoted Kp(A) spaces). In particular, Kp(A) is shown to be a dense subspace
of Lp(N,A, ν), such that the integral of any function in Kp(A) corresponds
to the Cesàro limit of the corresponding sequence. In the rest of this paper,
the function space Lp(N,A, ν) and its quotient Lp(N,A, ν) will be abbreviated
as Lp(A) and Lp(A) respectively, since the sample space N and charge ν are
assumed throughout. Under certain conditions, the quotient spaces Kp(A) and
Lp(A) are shown to be isomorphic.

The remaining sections consider Lp(A) spaces that are complete and sepa-
rable. Section 8 characterises those Lp(A) spaces for which A is a σ-field and
ν is countably additive; these spaces have a particularly simple form, lacking
generality. Section 9 characterises more general Lp(A) spaces that are com-
plete, and identifies an isometric isomorphism between a complete Lp(A) space
and a conventional (ie. Lebesgue) function space. Section 10 identifies a suf-
ficient condition for an Lp(A) space to be separable, specifically if A is in a
certain sense generated by a chain, and shows that this is equivalent to being
generated (in a certain sense) by a countable sub-field of A.
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2 Cesàro limits of binary sequences

Let P(X) denote the power set of an arbitrary set X and consider the following
definitions.

Definition 2.1 For any A ∈ P(N), define a partial average

νN (A) :=
1

N

N∑
n=1

IA(n),

for each N ∈ N, where IA is the indicator function for the set A.

Definition 2.2 For any A ∈ P(N), define the upper and lower Cesàro limits
respectively as

ν+(A) := lim sup
N→∞

νN (A) and ν−(A) := lim inf
N→∞

νN (A).

Naturally, the sets upon which ν+ and ν− coincide are of particular interest,
motivating the following definition.

Definition 2.3 Let F be the collection of subsets A ⊆ N such that

ν(A) := lim
N→∞

νN (A)

exists in the interval [0, 1]. That is, F is the collection of subsets A of N for which
the Cesàro limit of the binary sequence xn := IA(n) (for each n ∈ N) exists, and
ν(A) is that limit for any A ∈ F.

Note that

1. 0 ≤ ν−(A) ≤ ν+(A) ≤ 1,
2. ν−(A) = ν+(A) ⇐⇒ A ∈ F and
3. A ∈ F =⇒ ν(A) = ν+(A).

While νN is a measure on the power set of N, being simply a scaling of
counting measure on a finite set, it is evident that ν is not; to see this, note
that any singleton set {k} will have ν({k}) = 0, but ∪k∈N{k} = N, so that ν
is not countably additive. It is, however, finitely additive, and is thus a charge
when restricted to fields of sets contained in F . It may be helpful to consider
specific examples of sets for which ν exists. If Dm is the set of multiples of an
integer m, then ν(Dm) = 1

m . The same holds if Dr
m is the set of all numbers

equal to r modulo m, and by taking unions of such sets one can obtain a
set with any rational number as its charge. To obtain an irrational number
s as a charge is only slightly harder, and it can be achieved by the following
algorithm. Start with A1 := {1}, then for N ≥ 2, if 1

N

∑N
n=1 IAN (n) < s let

AN+1 := AN ∪ {N + 1}, else let AN+1 := AN . It is straightforward to show
that if A := ∪n∈NAn, then ν(A) = s.
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The following method of describing sets is also useful for constructing spe-
cific examples. Let zn be a sequence of positive integers for n ≥ 2, and let z1
be a non-negative integer. Let Zn =

∑n
j=1 zn. Then let A be defined by

IA(n) :=

{

1 if Z2k−1 + 1 ≤ n ≤ Z2k for some k ≥ 1

0 if n ≤ z1 or Z2k + 1 ≤ n ≤ Z2k+1 for some k ≥ 1
.

In words, IA(n) is z1 zeroes, followed by z2 ones, followed by z3 zeroes, etc. It

may be checked that ν+(A) = lim supN→∞ νZ2N (A) = lim supN→∞

∑N
j=1 z2j

Z2N

and ν−(A) = lim infN→∞ νZ2N−1(A) = lim infN→∞

∑N−1
j=1 z2j

Z2N−1
. To form a simple

example of a set which is not in F , let zn = 2n−1. Then Zn = 2n − 1 and
∑N

j=1 z2j =
∑N

j=1 22j−1 = 2
3 (22N − 1). Furthermore,

ν+(A) = lim sup
N→∞

2
3 (22N − 1)

22N − 1
=

2

3

and

ν−(A) = lim inf
N→∞

2
3 (22(N−1) − 1)

22N−1 − 1
=

1

3
.

This set can then be used to construct two sets B,C ∈ F , such that
B ∩C /∈ F , thereby showing that F is not a field. Let B be the set of all even
numbers, and let C be defined by

IC(n) :=

{

1 if n is even and n
2 ∈ A, or n is odd and n+1

2 /∈ A

0 otherwise
.

It is clear B ∈ F , with ν(B) = 1
2 , and the same conclusion follows for C upon

noting that exactly one of {2k − 1, 2k} lies in C for every k ∈ N. However,
B ∩C = 2A, the set of the doubles of elements of A, and therefore B ∩C /∈ F .

For the purpose of intuition, it is profitable to think of sets in F in this
manner, as defined by the concatenation of alternating strings of zeroes and
ones of variable length. The following result describes the lengths of these
strings allowable for a set to be in F . Consider any A ⊆ N. For each N ∈ N,
define PA(N) to be the smallest integer k > 0 such that IA(N + k) = 1 or
define PA(N) = ∞ if no such integer exists. Similarly, define QA(N) to be the
smallest integer k > 0 such that IA(N + k) = 0 or define QA(N) = ∞ if no
such integer exists.

Proposition 2.4 Consider A ⊆ N.

1. If A contains F ∈ F such that ν(F ) > 0, then ν−(A) > 0 and PA is o(N).
2. If A is contained in F ∈ F such that ν(F ) < 1, then ν+(A) < 1 and QA is

o(N).
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Proof: Suppose A contains F ∈ F such that ν(F ) > 0. Then ν−(A) ≥
ν−(F ) = ν(F ) > 0. Moreover F contains infinitely many integers, so PA(N) ≤
PF (N) < ∞ for all N ∈ N. If F excludes only finitely many integers then
PA(N) = PF (N) = 1 for large enough N , making PA(N) trivially o(N), so
assume F excludes infinitely many integers. There are thus infinitely many
positive integers N1 < N2 < . . . such that IF (Ni + 1) 6= IF (Ni). Note

ν(F ) = νN1(F ) +

∞
∑

i=1

(νNi+1(F ) − νNi(F ))

is a series consisting of alternating positive and negative terms corresponding
respectively to runs of ones and zeros in the sequence (IF (1), IF (2), . . .). Since
the series converges, terms corresponding to runs of zeros must decrease in
magnitude to 0.

Now consider any N with PF (N) = k + 1 > 0. Then

νN+k(F ) − νN (F ) = νN (F )
N

N + k
− νN (F ) = −νN(F )

(

k

N + k

)

.

In particular, if Ni corresponds to the end of a run of ones, then the subsequent
run of zeros contributes a term

−νNi(F )

(

PF (Ni) − 1

N + PF (Ni) − 1

)

to the above series, and since νNi(F ) → ν(F ) > 0, these terms can only go to
0 if

PF (Ni) − 1

N + PF (Ni) − 1
→ 0

implying PA(N) ≤ PF (N) is o(N). The second part of the lemma follows by
applying the first part to Ac. �

It can be shown that the term o(N) in Proposition 2.4 cannot be replaced by
o(N1−ǫ) for any ǫ > 0, as follows. For positive integer q let zn = nq, and form a
set A by the method described earlier in this section. Then, by comparing the

sum with an integral, the easy estimates Nq+1

q+1 ≤ ZN ≤ (N+1)q+1

q+1 are obtained,

and since
∑N

j=1 z2j = 2q
∑N

j=1 zj it follows also that 2qNq+1

q+1 ≤
∑N

j=1 z2j ≤

2q(N+1)q+1

q+1 . Thus, ν+(A) = lim supN→∞

∑N
j=1 z2j

Z2N
≤ lim supN→∞

2q(N+1)q+1

(2N)q+1 =

1
2 , and ν−(A) = lim infN→∞

∑N−1
j=1 z2j

Z2N−1
≥ lim infN→∞

2q(N−1)q+1

(2N−1)q+1 = 1
2 , so

A ∈ F . However, PA(Z2N ) = (2N + 1)q + 1, and Z2N ≤ (2N+1)q+1

q+1 , hence

PA(Z2N )(q+1)/q

Z2N
is bounded below by a positive constant for any q > 0, giving

the result.
Sets that ν maps to zero play an important role in this paper.
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Definition 2.5 The null sets in F are the elements of N := {A ∈ F : ν(A) = 0}.

Null sets are easy to find. The set of square numbers is a null set, as is the
set of cubes, etc. The set of powers of 2, or of any other base, is a null set. The
set of primes is shown to be a null set by the prime number theorem.

The next proposition, which describes key properties of F and the Cesáro
limits of its elements, is of fundamental importance in subsequent sections.

Proposition 2.6 The collection F and set functions ν+, ν− and ν have the following
properties.

1. ∅,N ∈ F , with ν(∅) = 0 and ν(N) = 1.
2. For all A ∈ F , Ac ∈ F with ν(Ac) = 1 − ν(A).
3. For all A,B ∈ F , A∪B ∈ F if and only if A∩B ∈ F , and if either is true

then ν(A ∪B) = ν(A) + ν(B) − ν(A ∩B).
4. If A,B ∈ P(N), then ν+(A∪B) ≤ ν+(A) + ν+(B). If A, B, and A∪B are

all in F , then ν(A ∪B) ≤ ν(A) + ν(B).
5. For A,B ∈ P(N) such that A ⊆ B,
(a) ν+(A) ≤ ν+(B),
(b) ν+(B \A) ≥ ν+(B) − ν+(A),
(c) ν−(A) ≤ ν−(B), and
(d) ν−(B \A) ≤ ν−(B) − ν−(A).
If in addition A,B ∈ F , then

(a) ν(A) ≤ ν(B),
(b) B \A ∈ F ,
(c) ν(B \A) = ν(B) − ν(A), and
(d) ν(A) = ν(B) ⇐⇒ B \A ∈ N .

6. If A ∈ N , then any B ⊆ A satisfies B ∈ N . Consequently, for any C ∈
P(N),

(a) A ∩C,A \ C ∈ N , and
(b) ν+(A ∪ C) = ν+(C \A) = ν+(C).
If C ∈ F , then A ∪ C,C \A ∈ F .

7. For pairwise disjoint sets A1, . . . , AK ∈ F , A1 ∪ . . . ∪ AK ∈ F with

ν(A1 ∪ . . . ∪ AK) =

K
∑

k=1

ν(Ak).

8. Consider C ⊆ P(N). Then

ν−(
⋃

C) ≥ sup{ν−(A) : A ∈ C}.
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In particular, if {Ak}∞k=1 ⊂ F are pairwise disjoint, then

ν−(∪∞
k=1Ak) ≥

∞
∑

k=1

ν(Ak).

9. Consider a chain C ⊂ P(N) such that νN (A) ≤ ν+(A) for all N ∈ N and
A ∈ C. Then

(a) ν+(
⋃

C) = supA∈C ν
+(A), and

(b) if C ⊂ F , then
⋃

C ∈ F with ν(
⋃

C) = supA∈C ν(A).
In particular, if {Ak}∞k=1 ⊂ F are pairwise disjoint with νN (Ak) ≤ ν(Ak)
for all k,N ∈ N, then ∪∞

k=1Ak ∈ F and ν(∪∞
k=1Ak) =

∑∞
k=1 ν(Ak).

10. Consider C ⊆ F . If sup{ν(A) : A ∈ C} = 1, then
⋃

C ∈ F and ν(
⋃

C) = 1.
In particular, if {Ak}∞k=1 ⊂ F are pairwise disjoint with

∑∞
k=1 ν(Ak) = 1,

then ∪∞
k=1Ak ∈ F and ν(∪∞

k=1Ak) = 1.

Proof: Property 1 is trivial. For Property 2, consider any A ∈ F and note

lim
N→∞

νN (Ac) = lim
N→∞

1

N

N
∑

n=1

(1 − IA(n)) = 1 − lim
N→∞

νN (A)

hence Ac ∈ F and ν(Ac) = 1 − ν(A).
For 3, consider A,B ∈ F and note IA∪B = IA + IB − IA∩B, hence

lim
N→∞

νN (A ∪B) = ν(A) + ν(B) − lim
N→∞

νN (A ∩B)

if either limit exists, and the statement follows immediately.
For 4, note IA∪B ≤ IA + IB, hence νN (A ∪ B) ≤ νN (A) + νN (B) for all

N ∈ N. The first statement then follows by taking the lim sup and the second
by taking limits as N → ∞. (The second statement alternatively follows from
3).

For 5, note IA ≤ IB, hence ν+(A) ≤ ν+(B) and ν−(A) ≤ ν−(B). Also
IB = IA + IB\A, hence

lim sup
N→∞

νN (B) ≤ lim sup
N→∞

νN (A) + lim sup
N→∞

νN (B \A).

That is, ν+(B \ A) ≥ ν+(B) − ν+(A). That ν−(B \ A) ≤ ν−(B) − ν−(A) is
shown similarly. If A,B ∈ F , then ν(A) = ν+(A) ≤ ν+(B) = ν(B) and

lim
N→∞

νN (B \A) = lim
N→∞

νN (B) − lim
N→∞

νN (A) = ν(B) − ν(A)

thus B \ A ∈ F and ν(B \ A) = ν(B) − ν(A). Hence ν(B) − ν(A) = 0 ⇐⇒
ν(B \A) = 0.
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For 6, note for every N ∈ N,

0 ≤ νN (B) ≤ νN (A)

and B ∈ N follows by letting N → ∞. The consequences 6(a) follow because
A ∩ C ⊆ A and A \ C ⊆ A. For 6b, note

ν+(C) = ν+(C)−ν+(A) ≤ ν+(C\A) ≤ ν+(A∪C) ≤ ν+(A)+ν+(C) = ν+(C).

If C ∈ F , A ∪ C ∈ F by 3, and C \A ∈ F by 5.
For 7, use Property 3 with A1 ∩A2 = ∅, to conclude that A1 ∪A2 ∈ F and

ν(A1 ∪ A2) = ν(A1) + ν(A2). The property then follows by induction.
For 8, by Property 5, ν−(

⋃

C) ≥ ν−(A) for all A ∈ C. Hence ν−(
⋃

C) ≥
sup{ν−(A) : A ∈ C}. The second part of 8 follows by defining Bj := ∪j

k=1Ak,

so that by Property 7, Bj ∈ F with ν(Bj) =
∑j

k=1 ν(Ak) for each j ∈ N. Then
apply the first part of 8 to C := {Bj}∞j=1.

For 9, note for any N ∈ N, νN (
⋃

C) = supA∈C νN (A) ≤ supA∈C ν
+(A),

hence ν+(
⋃

C) ≤ supA∈C ν
+(A). Moreover, for any ǫ > 0, one can choose

C ∈ C such that ν+(
⋃

C) ≥ ν+(C) > supA∈C ν
+(A) − ǫ. Letting ǫ → 0 gives

ν+(
⋃

C) = supA∈C ν
+(A). If C ⊂ F , then by 8,

ν−(
⋃

C) ≥ sup
A∈C

ν(A) = ν+(
⋃

C),

hence
⋃

C ∈ F with ν(
⋃

C) = supA∈C ν(A). The last part of 9 follows by
setting C := {Bj}∞j=1 as defined in the proof of 8. Then 9b gives ∪∞

k=1Ak =
∪∞
k=1Bk ∈ F with ν(∪∞

k=1Ak) = supk ν(Bk) =
∑∞

k=1 ν(Ak).
For 10, note that 1 ≥ ν+(

⋃

C) ≥ ν−(
⋃

C) ≥ sup{ν(A) : A ∈ C} = 1, using
Property 8. Hence ν+(

⋃

C) = ν−(
⋃

C) and the first part follows. The second
part of 10 follows by applying the first part to C = {Bj}∞j=1 defined above in
the proof of 8. �

Property 9 is particularly important in what follows, so it may be helpful
to discuss an example. Let O denote the set of odd numbers which are at least
3, and for k ∈ N∪ {0} set Dk = {2km : m ∈ O}. Then it may be checked that
νN (Dk) ≤ ν(Dk) for all N and ν(Dk) = 1

2k+1 . The set D := ∪k∈NDk is all of N
with a null set (the powers of 2) removed, and thus ν(D) = 1 =

∑∞
k=0 ν(Dk),

so that Property 9 holds. If 1 were included in O the same conclusion would
hold, even though the sufficient condition νN (Dk) ≤ ν(Dk) would not (it
is evident, however, that this or some other condition is needed to ensure
countable additivity, since ν is not a measure). This example will appear briefly
again in Section 5, which contains a method for modifying sets by removing a
null set so that Property 9 can be applied.

Since F contains ∅ and is closed under complements and finite disjoint
unions, it is an object known as an additive class.
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3 Uniform convergence of chains in F

A real-valued function on any set X generates a chain of subsets consisting of
inverse images of rays in R. Thus the properties of chains consisting of subsets
of X are relevant to the study of real-valued functions on X . In this section
and Section 5, two analysis tools for studying chains in F are developed. The
first of these is a characterisation of a certain class of chains in F in terms of
uniform convergence of partial averages over the sets in the chain.

The following notation is helpful to describe this characterisation. Consider
a chain of sets T ⊂ P(N) (that is, a collection of sets that is totally ordered
by set inclusion). Let T∪ and T∩ denote the closure of T under unions and
intersections, respectively. That is, T∪ := {

⋃

C : C ⊆ T } and T∩ := {
⋂

C : C ⊆
T }. Also set T∗ := T∪ ∪ T∩. Some basic properties of T∗, T∪, and T∩ are the
following.

Proposition 3.1 Suppose T ⊂ P(N) is a chain. Then

1. T∪, T∩, and T∗ are chains.
2. T∗ is closed under unions and intersections.

Proof: To prove 1, first consider T∪. If A ∈ T and B =
⋃

C with C ⊆ T , then
either (i) A ⊆ C for some C ∈ C, in which case A ⊆ B, or (ii) A ⊇ C for all
C ∈ C, in which case A ⊇ B. Alternatively, suppose A =

⋃

C1 and B =
⋃

C2
with C1, C2 ⊆ T . By the previous argument, for every C ∈ C1 either C ⊆

⋃

C2
or C ⊇

⋃

C2; if C ⊆
⋃

C2 for every C ∈ C1 then
⋃

C1 ⊆
⋃

C2, otherwise
C ⊇

⋃

C2 for some C ∈ C1, in which case
⋃

C1 ⊇
⋃

C2. Thus T∪ is a chain.
A complementary argument shows T∩ is a chain. To show T∗ is a chain, one
must identify an ordering between A =

⋂

C1 ∈ T∩ and B =
⋃

C2 ∈ T∪ with
C1, C2 ⊆ T . If C ⊇ D for every C ∈ C1, D ∈ C2, then B ⊆ A, otherwise C ⊆ D
for some C ∈ C1, D ∈ C2, in which case A ⊆ B.

As for 2, suppose first that C ⊆ T∩ and consider B =
⋃

C. It is possible
B ∈ T∩, but in this case there is nothing to prove since T∩ ⊆ T∗, so assume
B /∈ T∩. Any A ∈ C can be expressed as an intersection of sets in T , and if
each of these sets contained B then one would have B ⊆ A and hence B = A,
contradicting B /∈ T∩. Hence there exists A′ ∈ T that contains A but not B.
Then A ⊆ A′ ⊆ B, since (T∩)∪ is a chain by the first part of this lemma.
It follows that B =

⋃

{A′ ∈ T : A′ ⊆ B}, and hence B ∈ T∪. This shows
(T∩)∪ ⊆ T∩ ∪ T∪ = T∗. Now suppose C ⊆ T∗. Then

⋃

C = B1 ∪ B2 where
B1 ∈ (T∩)∪ ⊆ T∗ and B2 ∈ (T∪)∪ = T∪ ⊆ T∗. But T∗ is a chain, hence B1 ∪B2

is either B1 or B2. Either way
⋃

C ∈ T∗, hence T∗ is closed under unions. A
complementary argument shows T∗ is closed under intersections. �

The following theorem identifies three alternative characterisations of a
class of well behaved chains in F . The first characterisation implies countable
additivity of the restriction of ν to the chain: it thus identifies chains in F
on which ν behaves like a measure. The other characterisations identify other
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useful properties of such chains, in particular, uniform convergence of partial
averages of elements of the chain.

Theorem 3.2 Let T ⊂ F be a chain of sets. Then the following statements are
logically equivalent.

1. T∗ ⊂ F and for any C ⊆ T , ν(
⋃

C) = supC∈C ν(C) and ν(
⋂

C) =
infC∈C ν(C).

2. There exists a chain U ⊂ F such that T ⊆ U and ν(U) := {ν(A) : A ∈ U}
is dense in [0, 1].

3. For every ǫ > 0 there exists Nǫ ∈ N such that |νN (A) − ν(A)| < ǫ for all
A ∈ T and all N > Nǫ.

Moreover, if any of the three statements holds then

1. U∗ ⊂ F and for any C ⊆ U∗, ν(
⋃

C) = supC∈C ν(C) and ν(
⋂

C) =
infC∈C ν(C),

2. ν(U∗) = [0, 1],
3. For every ǫ > 0 there exists Nǫ ∈ N such that |νN (A) − ν(A)| < ǫ for all

A ∈ U∗ and all N > Nǫ.

Proof: (1 =⇒ 2) Set T0 = T . If there is no open interval (b, c) ⊂ [0, 1]
of width at least 2−1 such that (b, c) ∩ ν(T0) = ∅, then set T1 := T0. If there
is exactly one such open interval, define sets B :=

⋃

{A ∈ T0 : ν(A) < b}
and C :=

⋂

{A ∈ T0 : ν(A) > c}. Statement 1 implies B,C ∈ T∗ ⊂ F ,
ν(B) ≤ b < c ≤ ν(C) and (ν(B), ν(C)) ∩ ν(T0) = ∅. Form a set A (called a
midpoint set) containing B and every second element of the sequence generated
by listing the elements of C \B in increasing order. Then B ⊂ A ⊂ C and it is
straightforward to show A ∈ F with ν(A) = (ν(B) + ν(C))/2. Set T1 to be T0
plus the midpoint set thus formed. If there are two disjoint open intervals of
width at least 2−1, both of which have empty intersection with ν(T0), then find
the midpoint sets for both intervals and add them to T0 to form T1. Note there
cannot be more than two such intervals. Then T1 ⊂ F is a chain that satisfies
T ∗
1 ⊂ F and for any C ⊆ T1, ν(

⋃

C) = supC∈C ν(C) and ν(
⋂

C) = infC∈C ν(C).
Moreover, ν(T1) ⊆ [0, 1] does not exclude any open intervals in [0, 1] of width at
least 2−1. Proceeding inductively, one can generate a non-decreasing sequence
of chains T1 ⊆ T2 ⊆ . . . such that ν(Tk) does not exclude any open intervals
in [0, 1] of width at least 2−k. (Note ν(Tk−1) cannot exclude more than 2k

disjoint open intervals in [0, 1] of width at least 2−k, so at most 2k mid-point
sets are added to Tk−1 to form Tk.) Thus the chain U :=

⋃∞
k=1 Tk contains T

and ν(U) is dense in [0, 1].
(2 =⇒ 3) Suppose without loss of generality that ∅,N ∈ U (if not, simply

add them). Fix ǫ > 0. Then there exists finite F ⊆ ν(U) such that for every
x ∈ [0, 1] there are b, c ∈ F with b ≤ x ≤ c and c − b < ǫ/2, since ν(U) us
dense in [0, 1]. For each b ∈ F , there exists Ab ∈ U such that ν(Ab) = b.
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Since F is finite, there exists Nǫ ∈ N such that |νN (Ab) − ν(Ab)| < ǫ/2
for all N > Nǫ and all b ∈ F . Now for any A ∈ U , there exist b, c ∈ F with
Ab ⊆ A ⊆ Ac, b ≤ ν(A) ≤ c and c− b < ǫ/2. Thus,

|νN (Ab) − ν(A)| ≤ |νN (Ab) − b| + |ν(A) − b| ≤ |νN (Ab) − ν(Ab)| + |c− b| < ǫ

and similarly |νN (Ac) − ν(A)| < ǫ.
Since Ab ⊆ A ⊆ Ac,

ν(A) − ǫ < νN (Ab) ≤ νN (A) ≤ νN (Ac) < ν(A) + ǫ,

which implies |νN (A)− ν(A)| < ǫ. Hence Condition 3 holds for all A ∈ U , and
thus for all A ∈ T .

(3 =⇒ 1) Consider A ∈ T∪ and fix ǫ > 0. Define ν∪(A) := sup{ν(C) : C ∈
T , C ⊆ A}. Then there exists C1 ∈ T such that C1 ⊆ A and |ν(C)− ν∪(A)| <
ǫ/2 for all C ∈ T such that C1 ⊆ C ⊆ A. By assumption, there exists Nǫ ∈ N

such that |νN (C) − ν(C)| < ǫ/2 for all C ∈ T and for all N > Nǫ. For any
N > Nǫ, there exists C2 ∈ T such that C1 ⊆ C2 ⊆ A and IA(n) = IC2(n) for
n = 1, . . . , N , so that |νN (A) − νN (C2)| = 0. Thus

|νN (A)−ν∪(A)| ≤ |νN (A)−νN (C2)|+ |νN (C2)−ν(C2)|+ |ν(C2)−ν∪(A)| < ǫ.

Hence νN (A) → ν∪(A), implying A ∈ F with ν(A) = ν∪(A). Similarly, for
all A ∈ T∩, A ∈ F with ν(A) = ν∩(A) := inf{ν(C) : C ∈ T , A ⊆ C}. Hence
T∗ = T∪ ∪ T∩ ⊂ F .

Now consider C ⊆ T and define A :=
⋃

C. Then A ∈ T∪ ⊂ F and ν(A) =
ν∪(A) as shown in the preceding paragraph. It is straightforward to check
ν∪(A) = supC∈C ν(C). Similarly, ν(

⋂

C) = infC∈C ν(C).
If any of the three statements hold for T , then Statement 2 also holds with

T replaced by U , since trivially U ⊆ U . Thus U∗ ⊂ F , by Statement 1. But then
Statement 2 holds with both T and U replaced by U∗. Hence Statements 1 and 3
hold with T replaced by U∗. Finally, ν(U∗) = [0, 1], since for any x ∈ [0, 1], the
set Ax :=

⋃

{A ∈ U : ν(A) ≤ x} ∈ U∗ with ν(Ax) = x. �

Theorem 3.2 is used in the proof of Theorem 7.12 (more specifically, it is
used in the proof of Lemma 7.1, on which the proof of Theorem 7.12 depends).

The following two corollaries respectively provide a simplification of
Theorem 3.2 for chains that are also sequences (Corollary 3.3), and a fourth
characterisation of the class of chains described in Theorem 3.2 in terms of
maximal chains (Corollary 3.4).

Corollary 3.3 Consider pairwise disjoint sets {Ak}
∞
k=1 in F. Let Bk = ∪k

i=1Ai for
each k and let B = ∪∞

i=1Ai. The following conditions are logically equivalent:

1. B ∈ F and ν(B) =
∑∞

k=1 ν(Ak).
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2. For any ǫ > 0 there exists a positive integer Nǫ = Nǫ(B1, B2, . . .) such that

|νN (Bk) − ν(Bk)| < ǫ

for all N ≥ Nǫ and for all k.

Moreover, if either statement holds then |νN (B)− ν(B)| < ǫ for all N ≥ Nǫ.

Proof: Note T = {Bk}∞k=1 is a chain in F . Note also T∩ = T and T∗ = T∪ =
T ∪ {B}.

(1 =⇒ 2) Statement 1 gives T∗ = T ∪ {B} ⊂ F . For any C ⊆ T ,
⋂

C
is the smallest element of C, hence ν(

⋂

C) = infC∈C ν(C). If there is a largest
element of C, then

⋃

C is that largest element, otherwise
⋃

C = B. In the case
of a largest element, ν(

⋃

C) = supC∈C ν(C). In the case
⋃

C = B, ν(
⋃

C) =
ν(B) =

∑∞
k=1 ν(Ak) = supC∈C ν(C) again. Hence the uniform convergence

condition holds on all T∗ by Theorem 3.2.
(2 =⇒ 1) Statement 2 is the uniform convergence condition of

Theorem 3.2 as it applies to T . Hence B ∈ T∗ ⊂ F and ν(B) = sup∞
k=1 ν(Bk) =

∑∞
k=1 ν(Ak). �

Corollary 3.4 Let T ⊂ F be a chain of sets. Then T satisfies the equivalent condi-
tions of Theorem 3.2 if and only if there exists a maximal chain U∗∗ ⊂ F (maximal
in the sense that it is not a proper subset of any other chain in P(N)) such that
T ⊆ U∗∗ and ν(U∗∗) = [0, 1].

Proof: ( =⇒ ) First define the chain U∗ as described in Theorem 3.2, and
assume without loss of generality that ∅,N ∈ U∗. For every k ∈ N, let Bk :=
⋃

{A ∈ U∗ : k /∈ A} and Ck :=
⋂

{A ∈ U∗ : k ∈ A}. Let Dk = Ck \ Bk

(it is straightforward to verify Bk ⊂ Ck). Note Ck is the smallest set in U∗

containing k, and Bk is the largest set in U∗ not containing k. These sets have
the following properties, which are left to the reader to verify.

1. If k′ ∈ Dk, then Dk = Dk′ .
2. If Bk ⊆ A ⊆ Ck for some A ∈ U∗, k ∈ N, then either A = Bk or A = Ck.
3. If A ∈ U∗, then for any k ∈ N either A ⊆ Bk or Ck ⊆ A.

For each k ∈ N, let Dk = {xk1, xk2, . . .}, ordered by increasing magnitude;
this set may be finite or infinite. Now let U∗∗ be U∗ together with all sets of the
form Bk ∪{xk1, . . . , xkN}, for any k ∈ N and N ∈ N (if Dk is finite, restrict N
accordingly). Then U∗∗ is a maximal chain, shown as follows. Let E,F ∈ U∗∗.
If E,F ∈ U∗, they are comparable since U∗ is a chain. If E ∈ U∗, F ∈ U∗∗ \ U∗,
then choose k ∈ N so that F is of the form Bk ∪ {xk1, . . . , xkN}. By 3 above
either E ⊆ Bk, in which case E ⊆ F , or Ck ⊆ E, in which case F ⊆ E, so in
either case E and F are comparable. If E,F ∈ U∗∗ \ U∗, then they must be of
the form E = Bk ∪{xk1, . . . , xkN} and F = Bk′ ∪{xk′1, . . . , xk′N ′}; if k′ ∈ Dk

then one must contain the other by 1 above, whereas if k′ /∈ Dk the result
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follows by noting that in this case either Ck ⊆ Bk′ or Ck′ ⊆ Bk (by 2 above).
Thus U∗∗ is a chain.

Suppose there exists a chain V ⊆ P(N) with U∗∗ ⊆ V , and let E ∈ V .
Suppose Ck ⊆ E for all k ∈ E. Then ∪k∈ECk ⊆ E, implying E = ∪k∈ECk ∈
U∗. Alternatively, suppose there exists k ∈ E such that E ⊆ Ck. Then Bk ⊆
E ⊆ Ck, since k /∈ Bk. Either E ∈ {Bk, Ck} ⊂ U∗, or there is a largest N such
that xkN ∈ E, in which case E = Bk ∪ {xk1, . . . , xkN} ∈ U∗∗. Hence U∗∗ is
maximal.

Finally, U∗∗ ⊆ F , since U∗ ⊆ F , and every set in U∗∗ differs from a set in
U∗ by at most a finite (and therefore null) set.

( ⇐= ) This is immediate from Statement 2 of Theorem 3.2. �

4 Boolean algebras, quotients and the
monotone class theorem

The set F can in a certain sense be factored by the null sets N to produce a
simple structure known as a monotone class, on which the induced function
ν is countably additive. This useful result is Corollary 6.5 below. The proof
involves a technique for manipulating chains in P(N) that is here called null
modification, described in Section 5. Both sections involve Boolean quotients,
and while the theory of Boolean algebras and their quotients will be familiar to
many readers, it may nevertheless be helpful to briefly review key definitions
and results. That is the purpose of this section. There are no new results in
this section, but it does contain a slight generalisation of the monotone class
theorem for Boolean algebras (Theorem 4.1), based on the proof for fields of
sets given in Paul Halmos’ classic text on Measure Theory.

A Boolean algebra [7] is an abstraction of a field of sets consisting of a non-
empty set A equipped with two binary operators called join ∨ and meet ∧, a
unary complement operator ′ and containing special elements called the zero
0 and unit (or one) 1, satisfying the following axioms:

p ∧ 1 = p, p ∨ 0 = p,

p ∧ p′ = 0, p ∨ p′ = 1,

p ∧ q = q ∧ p, p ∨ q = q ∨ p,

p ∧ (q ∨ r) = (p ∧ q) ∨ (p ∧ r), p ∨ (q ∧ r) = (p ∨ q) ∧ (p ∨ r).

These four pairs of axioms are known as the identity laws, complement laws,
commutative laws and distributive laws respectively, and entail a number of
other well known identities including associative laws and De Morgan’s laws.
Other common Boolean operators and relations can be composed from the
meet, join and complement, for example p− q := p∧ q′ and p+ q := (p∧ q′)∨
(p′ ∧ q). Another example is the partial order defined by p ≤ q ⇐⇒ p∨ q = q.
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The simplest example of a Boolean algebra is the set {0, 1}, with basic
Boolean operations defined by

0 ∧ 0 = 0, 1 ∧ 1 = 1, 0 ∧ 1 = 1 ∧ 0 = 0,

0 ∨ 0 = 0, 1 ∨ 1 = 1, 0 ∨ 1 = 1 ∨ 0 = 1,

0′ = 1, 1′ = 0.

Any field of sets A ⊆ P(X) on an arbitrary set X is a Boolean algebra
with pairwise intersection ∩ as the meet operator, pairwise union ∪ as the join
operator, set complement c as the Boolean complement operator, the empty
set ∅ as the zero and X as the unit. Note also p− q is the set difference p \ q,
p+ q is the symmetric difference p△q and the partial order p ≤ q is the subset
relation p ⊆ q.

A Boolean homomorphism is a mapping f : A → A′ between Boolean
algebras A and A′ that respects the basic set operations. Specifically, a
homomorphism satisfies

f(A ∨B) = f(A) ∨ f(B),

f(A ∧B) = f(A) ∧ f(B),

f(0) = 0, and

f(1) = 1,

for all A,B ∈ A. It follows that f(A′) = f(A)′, and indeed all finite combi-
nations of basic Boolean operations are respected, including the partial order,
that is p ≤ q =⇒ f(p) ≤ f(q). A Boolean isomorphism is a homomorphism
with an inverse homomorphism.

A Boolean ideal M [7] is a non-empty subset of a Boolean algebra A
satisfying the following axioms:

p, q ∈ M =⇒ p ∨ q ∈ M,

p ∈ M, q ∈ A =⇒ p ∧ q ∈ M.

For example, for any charge space (X,A, µ), the set µ−1(0) := {A ∈ A :
µ(A) = 0}, called the kernel of µ, is an ideal of A, and the set {A ∈ P(X) :
µ∗(A) = 0}, where µ∗(A) := inf{µ(B) : B ∈ A, A ⊆ B}, forms an ideal of
P(X). The set N defined in Definition 2.5 is a Boolean ideal of P(N), since
by Proposition 2.6(6), A ∪ B ∈ N for all A,B ∈ N , and A ∩ C ∈ N for all
A ∈ N and C ∈ P(N).

A Boolean ideal M induces an equivalence relation ∼ on the containing
Boolean algebra A such that

p ∼ q ⇐⇒ p+ q ∈ M.

The collection of equivalence classes A/M := {[p] : p ∈ A}, where [p] denotes
the equivalence class of p under the equivalence relation induced by M, is called
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the quotient of A by M. When the Boolean algebra in question is ambiguous
it is convenient to write [p]A/M to identify both the underlying algebra A and
the ideal M.

A key example in this paper is the Boolean quotient

P(N)/N := {[A] : A ∈ P(N)},

where [A] denotes the equivalence class of A under the equivalence relation
A ∼ B ⇐⇒ A△B ∈ N .

A quotient is itself a Boolean algebra when equipped with the Boolean
operators [p]∧ [q] := [p∧q], [p]∨ [q] := [p∨q], [p]′ := [p′], and with [0] and [1] as
the zero and unit respectively. The map p 7→ [p] is a Boolean homomorphism.
This map respects the partial order, and in fact [p] ≤ [q] if and only if there
exists p∗ ∈ [p] such that p∗ ≤ q, or equivalently there exists q∗ ∈ [q] such that
p ≤ q∗.

For any A′ ⊆ A (not necessarily a sub-algebra), define [A′] := {[A] : A ∈
A′}. If (X,A, µ) is a charge space and M is the kernel of µ, the induced
function µ : A/M → R given by µ[A] := µ(A) for all A ∈ A is finitely additive.
(Here and throughout the paper, parentheses delimiting a function argument
are omitted when the argument is contained in square brackets.)

A new version of the monotone class theorem, which generalises the version
in [8], is presented below. The new result makes use of the following definitions,
some of which are non-standard.

A Boolean algebra A is said to be countably complete if every countable
subset {pk}∞k=1 in A has a least upper bound in A. A subalgebra B ⊆ A will
here be called countably complete if every countable subset {pk}∞k=1 in B has
an upper bound in B that is less than any other upper bound of this subset
in A. This upper bound is called the supremum of the subset and denoted
∨∞
k=1pk. In that case, it is straightforward to show (by taking complements)

that every countable subset also has a lower bound in B that is greater than
any other lower bound of the subset in A, called the infimum of the subset
and denoted ∧∞

k=1pk. By definition these two elements are unique.
An important subtlety is that a proper subalgebra B ⊂ A will not here be

called countably complete if it is only true that every countable subset of B has
an upper bound in B that is less than any other upper bound of that subset in
B: it must be less than any other upper bound of that subset in A. The reason
for this requirement is that, without it, the supremum of a countable subset
C of a subalgebra B1 could differ from the supremum of C when viewed as a
subset of a distinct subalgebra B2. This can occur even if B1 and B2 are both
countably complete algebras when the containing algebra A is ignored. Thus
the requirement is needed to ensure the supremum of C is uniquely defined
across all countably complete subalgebras of A.

A subset M of A will be called a monotone class if:
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1. for any non-decreasing sequence p1 ≤ p2 ≤ . . . in M, there is an upper
bound in M that is less than any other upper bound of the sequence in A,
and

2. for any non-increasing sequence p1 ≥ p2 ≥ . . . in M, there is a lower bound
in M that is greater than any other lower bound of the sequence in A.

Similarly to countably complete subalgebras, this least upper bound will be
called the supremum of the sequence, denoted ∨∞

k=1pk, and this greatest lower
bound will be called the infimum of the sequence, denoted ∧∞

k=1pk. The same
word of caution is necessary here as for countably complete subalgebras:
∨∞
k=1pk must be less than any other upper bound of the sequence in A, not

just in M, and similarly ∧∞
k=1pk must be greater than any other lower bound

in A, not just in M.
In fact, the version of the monotone class theorem presented in [8] also

requires countably complete subalgebras and monotone classes to be under-
stood in this sense, though this is not explicitly stated. Note the version of the
monotone class theorem presented in that paper differs from the one below in
requiring the containing algebra A to be countably complete.

As stated above, the version of the monotone class theorem below is
adapted from [8]. There it is claimed that the result is proved in [9]; however
this may be an example of mathematical folklore, as the result in that refer-
ence applies only to fields of sets, which are less general than Boolean algebras.
A full proof is therefore provided.

Theorem 4.1 Let A be a Boolean algebra and let M ⊆ A be a monotone class. Let
A0 ⊆ M be a subalgebra of A, and define σ(A0) ⊆ M to be the smallest monotone
class in A that contains A0. Then σ(A0) is also the smallest countably complete
subalgebra of A that contains A0.

Proof of the monotone class theorem depends on the following lemma,
which is analogous to [9, Thm. A, p. 27].

Lemma 4.1 Suppose A is a Boolean algebra, and M is a subalgebra that is also a
monotone class. Then M is a countably complete subalgebra.

Proof: Let C = {p1, p2, . . .}. Then, since M is a Boolean algebra, the elements
p1, p1 ∨ p2, p1 ∨ p2 ∨ p3, . . . are also in M. These elements form an increasing
sequence, hence this sequence has an upper bound in M that is less than
any other upper bound in A. It may be checked this upper bound is also the
supremum of C, implying M is countably complete. �

The following proof is derived from the proof of [9, Thm. B, p. 27].
Proof of Theorem 4.1: It will be sufficient to show that σ := σ(A0) is a
Boolean subalgebra, for then it will be countably complete by Lemma 4.1, and
in fact it will be the smallest countably complete subalgebra containing A0
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because any smaller countably complete subalgebra containing A0 would also
be a smaller monotone class containing A0.

For q ∈ A, let

K(q) = {p ∈ A : p− q, q − p, q ∨ p ∈ σ}.

These sets possess a convenient symmetry: p ∈ K(q) if, and only if, q ∈ K(p).
Suppose p1 ≤ p2 ≤ . . . is a non-decreasing sequence of elements in K(q). Then
pk ∨ q ∈ σ for all k, and since σ is a monotone class it follows that

∨∞
k=1(pk ∨ q) =

(

∨∞
k=1 pk

)

∨ q ∈ σ.

Similar arguments show that ∨∞
k=1pk − q, q − ∨∞

k=1pk ∈ σ as well, and it
follows that ∨∞

k=1pk ∈ K(q). A parallel argument shows that ∧∞
k=1pk ∈ K(q),

and thus K(q) is a monotone class. If q ∈ A0, then A0 ⊆ K(q), and thus,
since K(q) is a monotone class, σ ⊆ K(q). However, the symmetry mentioned
above now implies that if p ∈ σ then q ∈ K(p) for any q ∈ A0, and then, since
K(p) is a monotone class, that σ ⊆ K(p). This implies in particular that, for
any p, q ∈ σ, the elements p− q, q − p, q ∨ p are all in σ, and hence q ∧ p ∈ σ
as well, since q ∧ p = (q ∨ p) − (p− q) − (q − p). It follows that σ is a Boolean
subalgebra. �

5 Null modification

This section develops another analytic tool for studying chains in P(N): a
construction that is here called a null modification. A null modification takes
a set in P(N) and constructs a new set of a form described in Property 9 of
Proposition 2.6, using Algorithm 1.

Proposition 5.1 For any A ∈ P(N), Algorithm 1 decomposes A into disjoint sets
A′ ∈ P(N) and F ∈ N such that

1. A = A′ ∪ F ,
2. ν+(A′) = ν+(A), and
3. νN (A′) ≤ ν+(A′) for all N ∈ N .

Moreover, if A ∈ F, then A′ ∈ F.

Algorithm 1 Given A ∈ P(N), construct A′ ∈ P(N) and F ∈ N
Set A′ = F = ∅.
for N = 1, 2, . . .

if N ∈ A then
Add N to A′

if νN (A′) > ν+(A) then
Remove N from A′ and add it to F .

endif
endif

endfor
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Proof: Algorithm 1 trivially ensures A′ and F are disjoint, A = A′ ∪ F and
νN (A′) ≤ ν+(A) for all N . Moreover, if N ∈ F , then

νN (A′) > ν+(A) −
1

N
.

Next show F ∈ N as follows. This is trivial if F is a finite set, so suppose it is
infinite. Fix ǫ > 0 and choose Nǫ so that the following conditions are met:

1. Nǫ ∈ F ,
2. Nǫ > 2/ǫ, and
3. νN (A) < ν+(A) + ǫ/2 for all N ≥ Nǫ.

Now for any N ≥ Nǫ, if N ∈ F then

νN (F ) = νN (A) − νN (A′)

< ν+(A) +
ǫ

2
−

(

ν+(A) −
1

N

)

≤
ǫ

2
+

1

Nǫ

< ǫ.

If N /∈ F then
νN (F ) < νN ′(F ) < ǫ

where N ′ is the largest integer less than N for which N ′ ∈ F , noting that
N ′ ≥ Nǫ. Hence limN→∞ νN (F ) = 0, implying F ∈ N . Proposition 2.6(6) gives
ν+(A′) = ν+(A). If A ∈ F , Proposition 2.6(6) givesA′ ∈ F with ν(A′) = ν(A).

�

Recalling the example given at the end of Section 2, it can be checked that
the set O defined there, the set of all odd numbers at least 3, can be obtained
by applying this algorithm to the set of all odd numbers. The null set removed
by the algorithm is simply {1}.

Null modification can be used to transform chains in F to acquire a use-
ful topological property, defined in terms of the following pseudo-metric. Let
dν(B,C) := ν+(B△C) for all B,C ∈ P(N). Trivially, dν(B,B) = 0 and
dν(B,C) = dν(C,B). The triangle inequality dν(A,B) + dν(B,C) ≥ dν(A,C)
follows from the fact that

A△C = (A \ C) ∪ (C \A) ⊆ (A \B ∪B \ C) ∪ (C \B ∪B \A)

= (A \B ∪B \A) ∪ (C \B ∪B \C) = (A△B) ∪ (B△C),

so that νN (A△C) ≤ νN (A△B) + νN (B△C).
This pseudo-metric is related to the continuity of the set functions ν+, ν−

and ν on chains in P(N) or F in the following sense.

Proposition 5.2 Consider a chain S ⊆ P(N). Then
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1. if inf{dν(
⋃

S, A) : A ∈ S} = 0, then ν+(
⋃

S) = sup{ν+(A) : A ∈ S}, and
2. if inf{dν(A,

⋂

S) : A ∈ S} = 0, then ν−(
⋂

S) = inf{ν−(A) : A ∈ S}.

Moreover, if S ⊆ F and
⋃

S ∈ F, the converse of the first result holds, and if S ⊆ F
and

⋂
S ∈ F, the converse of the second result holds.

Proof: For 1, first note sup{ν+(A) : A ∈ S} ≤ ν+(
⋃

S), since ν+(A) ≤
ν+(

⋃

S) for all A ∈ S. To show the reverse inequality, fix ǫ > 0 and choose A ∈
S such that dν(

⋃

S, A) < ǫ. By Proposition 2.6(5), dν(
⋃

S, A) ≥ ν+(
⋃

S) −
ν+(A), hence

ν+(
⋃

S) < ν+(A) + ǫ ≤ sup{ν+(A) : A ∈ S} + ǫ.

Let ǫ→ 0 to obtain the first result. Then 2 follows by taking complements.
If S ⊆ F and

⋃

S ∈ F , then
⋃

S \A ∈ F with ν(
⋃

S \A) = ν(
⋃

S)− ν(A)
for all A ∈ S, by Proposition 2.6(5). Taking infima gives

inf{dν(
⋃

S, A) : A ∈ S} = ν(
⋃

S) − sup{ν(A) : A ∈ S},

implying the converse of 1. The converse of 2 follows by taking complements.
�

The following theorem is the main result in this section, and it establishes
that any chain T in F can be modified to produce a chain satisfying the
conditions of Proposition 5.2 on all subchains S ⊆ T . This technique will later
be used to show that any integrable function f ∈  Lp(A) can be modified to
construct a sequence with a Cesàro limit h that is equal to f almost everywhere.
To be specific, Theorem 5.3 is invoked in the proof of Lemma 7.2, which in
turn is key to the proof of Theorem 7.12 below.

Theorem 5.3 refers to equivalence classes in P(N): these are elements of the
Boolean quotient P(N)/N . The subscripted asterisk appearing in the theorem
reprises the notation introduced in the paragraph before Proposition 3.1.

Theorem 5.3 Given a chain T ⊂ F, there exists a map φ : T∗ ∩F → F such that:

1. for all A ∈ T∗ ∩ F , φ(A)△A ∈ N ,
2. for all A,B ∈ T∗ ∩ F ,

[A] = [B] ⇐⇒ φ(A) = φ(B) and

[A] < [B] ⇐⇒ φ(A) ⊂ φ(B),

3. for all S ⊆ T∗ ∩ F ,
(a)

⋃

φ(S) ∈ F with ν(
⋃

φ(S)) = sup{ν(A) : A ∈ φ(S)}, and
(b)

⋂

φ(S) ∈ F with ν(
⋂

φ(S)) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ φ(S)},
4. for all A ∈ φ(T∗ ∩ F)∗ and N ∈ N, νN (A) ≤ ν(A),
5. if there exists a second map ρ : T∗ ∩F → F such that ρ(A)△A ∈ N for all

A ∈ T∗ ∩ F , then for all S ⊆ T∗ ∩ F ,
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(a) if
⋃

ρ(S) ∈ F with ν(
⋃

ρ(S)) = sup{ν(A) : A ∈ ρ(S)}, then

(

⋃

φ(S)
)

△
(

⋃

ρ(S)
)

∈ N , and

(b) if
⋂

ρ(S) ∈ F with ν(
⋂

ρ(S)) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ ρ(S)}, then

(

⋂

φ(S)
)

△
(

⋂

ρ(S)
)

∈ N .

The construction of the map φ involves first modifying the chain so that the
conditions of Proposition 5.2(1) hold for all subsets of the chain. To describe
this construction, it will be convenient to introduce the following notation.
Define

C(A,B] := {C ∈ C : A ⊂ C ⊆ B}

to represent sub-intervals of a chain C ⊂ P(N). Here A,B ∈ P(N) but are not
necessarily elements of C.

It will also be convenient to define the left end-points of a chain C ⊂ F to
be sets of the form

⋂

S, where S ⊂ C, such that:

1.
⋂

S ∈ F , and
2. ∃ǫ > 0 such that for any A ∈ C, dν(A,

⋂

S) < ǫ =⇒ A ⊇
⋂

S.

In other words, there is a “gap” of width at least ǫ to the left of ν(
⋂

S) in
ν(C). A chain C can have at most countably many left endpoints because there
can be at most countably many disjoint sub-intervals in the interval [0, 1],
corresponding to these gaps.

The subscripted ∪ in Property 4 of the following lemma represents clo-
sure under unions, reprising the notation introduced in the paragraph before
Proposition 3.1.

Lemma 5.1 Consider a countable chain C ⊂ F such that ν(A) 6= ν(B) for distinct
A,B ∈ C. There exists a map ψ : C → F such that:

1. for all A ∈ C, ψ(A) ⊆ A with A \ ψ(A) ∈ N ,
2. for all A,B ∈ C, A ⊆ B =⇒ ψ(A) ⊆ ψ(B),
3. for all S ⊆ C,
(a)

⋃

ψ(S) ∈ F with ν(
⋃

ψ(S)) = sup{ν(A) : A ∈ ψ(S)},
(b) if

⋂

S ∈ F with ν(
⋂

S) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ S}, then
⋂

ψ(S) ∈ F with
ν(
⋂

ψ(S)) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ ψ(S)},
4. for all A ∈ ψ(C)∪ and N ∈ N, νN (A) ≤ ν(A), and
5. if there exists a second map ρ : C → F such that ρ(A)△A ∈ N for all

A ∈ C, then for any S ⊆ C with
⋃

ρ(S) ∈ F and ν(
⋃

ρ(S)) = sup{ν(A) :
A ∈ ρ(S)},

(

⋃

ψ(S)
)

△
(

⋃

ρ(S)
)

∈ N .
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Proof: Without loss of generality, suppose C contains its left end-points. Note
the chain remains countable if its left end-points are added, and also retains the
property ν(A) 6= ν(B) for distinct A,B ∈ C. To see the latter claim, note that
if a left end-point has the same charge as some A ∈ C, then in fact A is already
a left end-point of C, and no new set need be added. The added end-points
and their images under ψ can be discarded at the end of the construction, and
the stated properties will be retained.

Arbitrarily order the elements of C as a sequence {Ck}∞k=1. (This assumes
C is infinite, but the proof that follows also applies if C is finite, with minimal
modification.) For each k ∈ N, define Bk to be the largest set in the sequence
C1, . . . , Ck−1 that is a proper subset of Ck, if such a set exists (that is, Bk :=
⋃

{Cj : j < k,Cj ⊂ Ck}). Otherwise, set Bk := ∅.
Set ψ0(C) = C for all C ∈ C, and assume inductively that ψk−1(C) ⊂ F .

This is trivially true for k = 1, since C ⊂ F . Sequentially define ψk for each
k ∈ N as follows:

1. Apply Algorithm 1 to decompose Ak := ψk−1(Ck) \ ψk−1(Bk) into disjoint
sets A′

k ∈ F and Fk ∈ N .
2. For each C ∈ C, define

ψk(C) :=

{

ψk−1(C) \ Fk if C ∈ C(Bk, Ck]
ψk−1(C) otherwise.

Note ψk(C) differs from C by the removal of at most k null sets for each k ∈ N

and C ∈ C. Hence ψk(C) ⊂ F .
For each k ∈ N, define ψ(Ck) := ψk(Ck). Then ψ(Ck) ∈ F and Property 1

holds.
Also note that for all A,B ∈ C and k ∈ N, A ⊆ B =⇒ ψk(A) ⊆ ψk(B).

Moreover, ψj(Ck) = ψk(Ck) for all j > k. Hence Property 2 holds because if
Cj ⊆ Ck, then

ψ(Cj) = ψmax{j,k}(Cj) ⊆ ψmax{j,k}(Ck) = ψ(Ck).

Next note that for all k ∈ N,

ψ(Ck) =
⋃

{A′
j : j ≤ k, Cj ⊆ Ck},

where the components of the union are disjoint. This is shown by induction.
It is trivially true for k = 1, since ψ(C1) = A′

1. Given it is true for all j < k,
then since Bk ∈ {∅, C1, . . . , Ck−1},

ψk−1(Bk) =
⋃

{A′
j : j ≤ k − 1, Cj ⊆ Bk},

where the union is disjoint. Moreover,

ψ(Ck) = ψk(Ck) = ψk−1(Ck) \ Fk = ψk−1(Bk) ∪ A′
k
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=
⋃

{A′
j : j ≤ k, Cj ⊆ Ck}

with A′
k disjoint from ψk−1(Bk).

For all k,N ∈ N, νN (A′
k) ≤ ν(A′

k) by Lemma 5.1. Hence

νN (ψ(Ck)) =
∑

j≤k:Cj⊆Ck

νN (A′
j) ≤

∑

j≤k:Cj⊆Ck

ν(A′
j) = ν(ψ(Ck))

by Proposition 2.6(7). Property 3a thus follows by Proposition 2.6(9).
To show 3b, first suppose

⋂

S is a left end-point of C. Then
⋂

S ∈ C. Also
note ψ(

⋂

S) ⊆
⋂

ψ(S), since ψ(
⋂

S) ⊆ ψ(A) for all A ∈ S. Hence

ν(
⋂

S) = ν(ψ(
⋂

S))

≤ ν−(
⋂

ψ(S))

≤ ν+(
⋂

ψ(S))

≤ inf{ν(ψ(A)) : A ∈ S}

= inf{ν(A) : A ∈ S},

implying
⋂

ψ(S) ∈ F with ν(
⋂

ψ(S)) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ ψ(S)}. On the other
hand, if

⋂

S is not a left end-point of C, then for any ǫ > 0 there is A ∈ C with
A ⊂

⋂

S and ν(A) > ν(
⋂

S) − ǫ. Hence

ν(
⋂

S) − ǫ < ν(A)

= ν(ψ(A))

≤ ν−(
⋂

ψ(S))

≤ ν+(
⋂

ψ(S))

≤ inf{ν(ψ(A)) : A ∈ S}

= inf{ν(A) : A ∈ S},

again implying
⋂

ψ(S) ∈ F with ν(
⋂

ψ(S)) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ ψ(S)}.
Consider any S ⊆ C, and define

A :=
⋃

{ψ(C) : C ∈ S} = ∪∞
i=1ψ(Cki)

where k1 is the smallest positive integer k such that ψ(Ck) ⊆ A, k2 is the
smallest positive integer k such that ψ(C1) ⊂ ψ(Ck) ⊆ A and so on. This
sequence is infinite for A 6∈ C. It follows that A = ∪∞

j=1A
′
kj

, where the union

is disjoint, since for each i ∈ N, ψ(Cki ) = ∪i
j=1A

′
kj

is a disjoint union. Hence
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Property 4 holds because

νN (A) =

∞
∑

j=1

νN (A′
kj

) ≤
∞
∑

j=1

ν(A′
kj

) ≤ ν(A)

by Proposition 2.6(8).
For 5, define a third map τ(A) := ψ(A) ∩ ρ(A) for all A ∈ C. Then since

ψ(A)△A ∈ N and ρ(A)△A ∈ N , one must have ψ(A)△ρ(A) ∈ N and then
also τ(A)△ψ(A) ∈ N , using Proposition 2.6(6). Moreover, ρ(A) ∈ F and
τ(A) ∈ F for A ∈ C, again by Proposition 2.6(6). Now, for any S ⊆ C,

ν+
(

⋃

ψ(S) \
⋃

τ(S)
)

≤ inf
{

ν
(

⋃

ψ(S) \ τ(A)
)

: A ∈ S
}

= ν(
⋃

ψ(S)) − sup{ν(τ(A)) : A ∈ S}

= ν(
⋃

ψ(S)) − sup{ν(ψ(A)) : A ∈ S}

= 0,

using 3a. Noting
⋃

τ(S) ⊆
⋃

ψ(S), this implies

(

⋃

ψ(S)
)

△
(

⋃

τ(S)
)

∈ N .

If
⋃

ρ(S) ∈ F with ν(
⋃

ρ(S)) = sup{ν(A) : A ∈ ρ(S)}, then one may apply a
similar argument to ρ instead of ψ, giving (

⋃

ρ(S))△ (
⋃

τ(S)) ∈ N , and hence

(

⋃

ψ(S)
)

△
(

⋃

ρ(S)
)

∈ N .

�

One can now apply Lemma 5.1 twice - to a given chain and to the cor-
responding chain of complements - to obtain a chain that satisfies both the
sufficient conditions of Proposition 5.2(1) and (2): this strategy will be used
to prove Theorem 5.3 below. The requirement that the chain be countable can
also be removed, by an argument involving the following real analysis lemma.

Lemma 5.2 Totally ordered sets have the following properties.

1. Any T ⊆ R contains a countable subset C such that for a ∈ T and ǫ > 0,
there exist b, c ∈ C with b ≤ a ≤ c and c− b < ǫ.

2. Consider a totally ordered set T and a strictly increasing function µ : T →
R. Then T contains a countable subset C such that for A ∈ T and ǫ > 0,
there exist B,C ∈ C with B ≤ A ≤ C and µ(C) − µ(B) < ǫ.

Proof: For 1, let C0 be a countable, dense subset of T . (Such a subset exists
since any subset of the reals is separable. Standard proofs of this invoke the
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axiom of countable choice.) Define

C1 := {c ∈ C : ∃ǫ > 0 with (c− ǫ/2, c) ∩ C0 = ∅}, and

C2 := {c ∈ C : ∃ǫ > 0 with (c, c+ ǫ/2) ∩ C0 = ∅}.

Then C1 and C2 are both countable, since there cannot be an uncountable
number of pairwise disjoint intervals of non-zero width contained in R (each
must contain a distinct rational). Thus C := C0 ∪ C1 ∪ C2 is a countable set
with the claimed property.

Claim 2 then follows by applying Claim 1 to µ(T ), and noting µ is one-to-
one and order preserving, as a consequence of being strictly increasing. �

Theorem 5.3 can now be proved as follows.
Proof of Theorem 5.3: Without loss of generality, suppose T = T∗ ∩ F .
(No generality is lost because for any chain T ⊂ F , the chain S := T∗ ∩F has
the property S = S∗ ∩F . Moreover, if the lemma holds for S, it holds for T .)

Let [C] be the countable subchain of [T ] := {[A] : A ∈ T } obtained by
applying Lemma 5.2(2) to the totally ordered set [T ] and the strictly increasing
function ν : [T ] → R given by ν[A] := ν(A). Then let C ⊆ T be obtained by
selecting exactly one element of T from each of the equivalence classes in [C].
(This implicitly invokes the axiom of countable choice, in general.)

Construct a map ψ : Cc → F as in the proof of Lemma 5.1, and then a map
ψ′ : ψ(Cc)c → F also as in the proof of Lemma 5.1. Define φ′(A) := ψ′(ψ(Ac)c)
for each A ∈ C.

The map φ′ inherits Properties 2, 3a, and 4 of Lemma 5.1 from ψ′ and
ψ. Property 1 of that lemma must be weakened to φ′(A)△A for all A ∈ C,
because φ′ effectively adds a null set to A and then removes a null set. However,
Property 3b of that lemma can be strengthened to the unconditional claim
⋂

φ′(S) ∈ F with ν(
⋂

φ′(S)) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ φ′(S)} for all S ⊆ C. This
follows because

⋃

ψ(Sc) ∈ F with ν(
⋃

ψ(Sc)) = sup{ν(A) : A ∈ ψ(Sc)}, by
Lemma 5.1(3a) as it applies to ψ. Hence the condition of Lemma 5.1(3b), as
it applies to ψ′, is satisfied for any S ⊆ C, that is

⋂

ψ(Sc)c ∈ F with

ν(
⋂

ψ(Sc)c) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ ψ(Sc)c}.

Define
φ(A) :=

⋃

{φ′(B) : B ∈ C, [B] ≤ [A]}

for each A ∈ T . Then φ is an extension of φ′, because for any A,B ∈ C with
[B] ≤ [A], one must have B ⊆ A, since C contains at most one element from
each equivalence class. Hence φ(A) = φ′(A).

Note that for any A,B ∈ T ,

[A] = [B] =⇒ φ(A) = φ(B) and

[A] < [B] =⇒ φ(A) ⊆ φ(B).
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This is immediate from the definition of φ, and entails that φ is order
preserving.

To show 1, consider A ∈ T and ǫ > 0. There exist B,C ∈ C with [B] ≤
[A] ≤ [C] and ν(C) − ν(B) < ǫ/2. If [A] = [B] then A△B ∈ N and φ(A) =
φ′(B). Moreover, φ′(B)△B ∈ N . Hence φ(A)△A ∈ N . Similarly, if [A] = [C]
then φ(A)△A ∈ N . Suppose [B] < [A] < [C], implying B ⊂ A ⊂ C. Then
φ′(B) ⊆ φ(A) ⊆ φ′(C), since φ is order preserving, and ν(φ′(C))− ν(φ′(B)) <
ǫ/2, using Proposition 2.6(6). It follows that

φ(A)△A ⊆ (φ′(B)△B) ∪ (φ′(C) \ φ′(B)) ∪ (C \B),

and

ν+(φ(A)△A) ≤ ν(φ(B)△B) + ν(φ′(C)) − ν(φ′(B)) + ν(C) − ν(B) < ǫ.

Letting ǫ → 0 gives φ(A)△A ∈ N . This also implies φ(T ) ⊂ F , using
Proposition 2.6(6).

For 2, note

φ(A) = φ(B) =⇒ [φ(A)] = [φ(B)] =⇒ [A] = [B],

since A ∈ [φ(A)] and B ∈ [φ(B)]. This in turn gives

[A] < [B] =⇒ φ(A) 6= φ(B) =⇒ φ(A) ⊂ φ(B)

since it is already established that [A] < [B] =⇒ φ(A) ⊆ φ(B). Moreover,

φ(A) ⊂ φ(B) =⇒ φ(A) 6= φ(B) and φ(B) 6⊂ φ(A)

=⇒ [A] 6= [B] and [B] 6< [A]

=⇒ [A] < [B].

For 3a, consider S ⊆ T . If
⋃

φ(S) = φ(A) for any A ∈ S, then the result
holds trivially, so assume

⋃

φ(S) ⊃ φ(A) for all A ∈ S. But then for any A ∈ S,
there is B ∈ S with φ(A) ⊂ φ(B) ⊂

⋃

φ(S) and C ∈ C with φ(B) ⊆ φ′(C) ⊂
⋃

φ(S). Define B := {C ∈ C : φ′(C) ⊂
⋃

φ(S)}, then
⋃

φ(S) =
⋃

φ′(B) ∈ F
and

ν

(

⋃

φ(S)

)

= ν

(

⋃

φ′(B)

)

= sup{ν(φ′(C)) : C ∈ B}

= sup{ν(φ(A)) : A ∈ S}.

Property 3b follows by a similar argument.
For 4, considerA ∈ φ(T )∗,N ∈ N and ǫ > 0. Consider the caseA :=

⋃

φ(S)
for some S ⊆ T . If νN (A) = 0 then trivially νN (A) ≤ ν(A), so assume
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A contains some element of {1, . . . , N}. Then there is B ∈ S such that
νN (φ(B)) = νN (A), since each element of A ∩ {1, . . . , N} must be contained
in some member of φ(S). Moreover, there exists C ∈ C such that [B] ≤ [C]
and ν(C) − ν(B) ≤ ǫ. Putting this all together,

νN (A) = νN (φ(B)) ≤ νN (φ(C)) ≤ ν(φ(C)) ≤ ν(φ(B)) + ǫ ≤ ν(A) + ǫ.

Letting ǫ→ 0 gives νN (A) ≤ ν(A).
On the other hand, if A :=

⋂

φ(S) for some S ⊆ T , then there is B ∈ S
with ν(φ(B)) − ν(A) < ǫ, by Property 3b. Hence

νN (A) − ν(A) =
(

νN (A) − νN (φ(B))
)

+
(

νN (φ(B)) − ν(φ(B))
)

+
(

ν(φ(B)) − ν(A)
)

≤ 0 + 0 + ǫ,

where the first summand is less than or equal 0 because A ⊆ φ(B), and the
second summand is less than or equal 0 by the first case. Letting ǫ → 0 gives
νN (A) ≤ ν+(A).

Property 5a follows by essentially the same argument as Lemma 5.1(5),
merely replacing ψ with φ. Property 5b also follows by a similar argument,
but using Property 3b instead of 3a. �

In the process of proving Theorem 5.3, the following corollary emerges as
an additional benefit. In essence, it establishes that any countable, pairwise
disjoint collection of sets in F can be transformed into a similar collection on
which ν is countably additive. This corollary will later be used in the proofs
of Theorems 6.4 and 8.1.

Corollary 5.4 Consider pairwise disjoint sets {Ak}
∞
k=1 in F. For each k, there

exists A′
k ∈ F such that

1. A′
k ⊆ Ak with Fk := Ak \A′

k ∈ N ,
2. A := ∪∞

k=jA
′
k ∈ F with ν(A) =

∑∞
k=1 ν(A′

k),
3. νN (A′

k) ≤ ν(A′
k) for all k,N ∈ N , and νN (A) ≤ ν(A) for all N ∈ N ,

4. if there exists {A′′
k}

∞
k=1 ⊂ F such that

(a) Ak△A′′
k ∈ N for each k ∈ N, and

(b) ∪∞
k=jA

′′
k ∈ F with ν(∪∞

k=jA
′′
k) =

∑∞
k=1 ν(A′′

k),
then (∪∞

k=1A
′
k)△ (∪∞

k=1A
′′
k) ∈ N .

Proof: First consider the case ν(Ak) > 0 for all k ∈ N. Then one may
apply Lemma 5.1 to the chain C := {Bj}

∞
j=1, where Bj := ∪j

k=1Ak for j ∈ N,
A′

1 = ψ(B1) and A′
k+1 := ψ(Bk+1) \ ψ(Bk) for k ∈ N.

Property 1 follows because the construction in the proof of Lemma 5.1
uses Algorithm 1 to remove the null set Fk from Ak to produce A′

k. Prop-
erty 2 follows from Lemma 5.1(3a) with S = C. Property 3 is immediate from
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Lemma 5.1(4). Property 4 follows from Lemma 5.1(5), with ρ(Bj) := ∪j
k=1A

′′
k

for j ∈ N.
Now consider the case ν(Ak) = 0 for some k ∈ N. For each such k, set

A′
k := ∅ and apply Lemma 5.1 as above to the remaining elements of {Ak}∞k=1

(ie. those with non-zero charge). Then Properties 1 and the first part of 3 hold
for A′

k = ∅, as for the sets with non-zero charge. Property 2 and the latter
part of 3 are properties of A := ∪∞

k=jA
′
k, to which sets with A′

k = ∅ make
no contribution. Property 4 is also a property of A, and will therefore hold
provided

ν

(

⋃

{A′′
k : ν(Ak) = 0}

)

= 0.

This must be the case, otherwise condition 4b could not hold. �

6 The space [F ]

This section reveals a useful property of the set F , specifically that the quotient
map ξ : P(N) → P(N)/N maps F to a monotone class of P(N)/N .

Recall the notation

[F ] := {[A] ∈ P(N)/N : A ∈ F}.

The set function ν : F → [0, 1] induces a corresponding function on [F ] defined
by

ν[A] := ν(A),

This function is well defined, since if [A] = [B] and A ∈ F , then A△B ∈ N and
B ∈ F with ν(A) = ν(B) by Properties 5 and 6 of Proposition 2.6. Similarly
the set functions ν+ : P(N) → [0, 1] and ν− : P(N) → [0, 1] induce functions
on P(N)/N defined by

ν+[A] := ν+(A) and ν−[A] := ν−(A).

These set functions are well defined as a consequence of the following result.

Proposition 6.1 If A△B ∈ N then ν+(A) = ν+(B) and ν−(A) = ν−(B).

Proof: For any N ∈ N,

νN (A ∪B) = νN (A) + νN (B \A) = νN (B) + νN (A \B).

Consequently,

|νN (A)−νN (B)| = |νN (A\B)−νN (B\A)| ≤ νN (A\B)+νN (B\A) = νN (A△B).
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But then

νN (A) ≤ νN (B) + |νN (A) − νN (B)| ≤ νN (B) + νN (A△B).

Taking the lim sup as N → ∞ gives

ν+(A) ≤ ν+(B) + ν(A△B) = ν+(B).

Similarly ν+(B) ≤ ν+(A) and thus ν+(A) = ν+(B). To show the corre-
sponding result for ν−, note that A△B ∈ N implies Ac△Bc ∈ N , and
so

ν−(A) = 1 − ν+(Ac) = 1 − ν+(Bc) = ν−(B).

�

Note ν+[A] = ν−[A] if and only if [A] ∈ [F ], and if either statement holds
then ν[A] = ν+[A]. These properties are inherited from the corresponding set
functions on P(N).

As Proposition 6.1 and the preceding discussion suggest, many of the prop-
erties of F carry over naturally to [F ], in some cases with simplified or stronger
statements. These are summarized in Proposition 6.3 below, the proof of which
is straightforward and omitted. Note in particular that the final claim of State-
ment 5 below differs from the corresponding claim in Proposition 2.6, because
ν[A] = 0 ⇐⇒ [A] = [∅] for A ∈ F .

Property 7 below refers to disjoint elements in P(N)/N . This is conven-
tional terminology for elements of an abstract Boolean algebra that have a
meet of 0, but nevertheless the following definition may clarify the meaning of
‘disjoint’ in the present context.

Definition 6.2 Equivalence classes [A], [B] ∈ P(N)/N are said to be disjoint if
[A] ∧ [B] = [∅], or equivalently A ∩B ∈ N .

Note the two definitions are equivalent because [A] ∧ [B] = [A ∩ B], and
the latter is equal to [∅] if and only if A ∩B ∈ N .

Proposition 6.3 The collection [F ] and functions ν+, ν− and ν have the following
properties.

1. [∅], [N] ∈ [F ], with ν[∅] = 0 and ν[N] = 1.
2. For all [A] ∈ [F ], [A]c ∈ [F ] with ν([A]c) = 1 − ν[A].
3. For all [A], [B] ∈ [F ], [A] ∨ [B] ∈ [F ] if and only if [A] ∧ [B] ∈ [F ], and if

either is true then ν([A] ∨ [B]) = ν[A] + ν[B] − ν([A] ∧ [B]).
4. If [A], [B] ∈ P(N)/N , then ν+([A] ∨ [B]) ≤ ν+[A] + ν+[B]. If [A], [B], and

[A] ∨ [B] are all in F , then ν([A] ∨ [B]) ≤ ν[A] + ν[B].
5. For [A], [B] ∈ P(N)/N such that [A] ≤ [B],
(a) ν+[A] ≤ ν+[B],
(b) ν+([B] − [A]) ≥ ν+[B] − ν+[A],
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(c) ν−[A] ≤ ν−[B], and
(d) ν−([B] − [A]) ≤ ν−[B] − ν−[A].
If in addition [A], [B] ∈ [F ], then

(a) ν[A] ≤ ν[B],
(b) [B] − [A] ∈ [F ],
(c) ν([B] − [A]) = ν[B] − ν[A], and
(d) ν[A] = ν[B] ⇐⇒ [A] = [B].

6. For [A] ∈ P(N)/N , ν+[A] = 0 ⇐⇒ [A] = [∅].
7. For pairwise disjoint elements [A1], . . . , [AK ] ∈ [F ], ∨K

k=1[Ak] ∈ [F ] with

ν(∨K
k=1[Ak]) =

K
∑

k=1

ν[Ak].

The properties related to countable additivity - Properties 8 to 10 of Propo-
sition 2.6 - are not carried over to this setting because Theorem 6.4 below
establishes something stronger: that ν is countably additive on pairwise disjoint
sequences in [F ].

Theorem 6.4 For pairwise disjoint equivalence classes {[Ak]}
∞
k=1 ⊂ [F ], the

representative sets {Ak}
∞
k=1 ⊂ F can be chosen so that

1. {Ak}∞k=1 are pairwise disjoint, and
2. A := ∪∞

k=1Ak ∈ F with ν(A) =
∑∞

k=1 ν(Ak).

Moreover, [A] is the least upper bound of {[Ak ]}
∞
k=1 in P(N)/N .

Proof: Consider pairwise disjoint {[Ak]}∞k=1 ⊂ [F ]. Then Aj ∩ Ak ∈ N for
j, k ∈ N with j 6= k, hence Ak ∩ (∪k−1

j=1Aj) ∈ N and [Ak] = [Ak \ (∪k−1
j=1Aj)].

Thus one may instead choose {Ak \ (∪k−1
j=1Aj)}∞k=1 to be the representative

sets from each equivalence class to ensure Claim 1 holds. One may then use
Corollary 5.4 to replace each representative set with a subset in the same
equivalence class to ensure Claim 2 holds.

To see that [A] is the least upper bound of {[Ak]}∞k=1 in P(N)/N , first note
[A] is an upper bound for this set because Ak ⊆ A for all k, and the quotient
map respects the partial order. Suppose there is some other B ∈ P(N) such
that [Ak] ≤ [B] for all k. Define A′

k := B ∩ Ak for each k, and A′ := ∪∞
k=1A

′
k.

Then [A′] = [B ∩ A] = [B] ∧ [A], giving [A′] ≤ [B]. Moreover, since both [A]
and [B] are upper bounds for [Ak], so is [A′], which implies Ak \ A′ ∈ N for
all k ∈ N. Now, for any K ∈ N,

ν+(A \A′) ≤ ν+(A \ ∪K
k=1Ak) + ν+(∪K

k=1Ak \A′)

= ν(∪∞
k=K+1Ak)

= lim
K→∞

∞
∑

k=K+1

ν(Ak).
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Letting K → ∞ gives ν+(A \A′) = 0 and hence [A] ≤ [A′] ≤ [B]. �

This theorem has the following useful corollary.

Corollary 6.5 [F ] is a monotone class in P(N)/N on which ν is countably additive.

Proof: If B1 ≤ B2 ≤ . . . is a non-decreasing sequence in [F ], Theorem 6.4
implies the sequence has a supremum B ∈ [F ]. Similarly, if C1 ≥ C2 ≥ . . .
is a non-increasing sequence in [F ], then C′

1 ≤ C′
2 ≤ . . . is a non-decreasing

sequence in [F ] with supremum C′ ∈ [F ], and then C is the infimum for
{Ck}∞k=1. Thus [F ] is a monotone class. Countable additivity of ν on [F ] follows
from Theorem 6.4(2). �

As a consequence of this corollary and the monotone class theorem for
Boolean algebras (Theorem 4.1), [F ] contains the countably complete Boolean
algebras generated by any Boolean algebra contained in [F ]. This fact is used
in the proofs of Theorem 9.1, Theorem 10.3 and Corollary 10.4 to construct
complete and separable Lp spaces.

7 Cesàro limits as integrals

Up to this point, the paper has focused on binary sequences with Cesàro limits,
but this and the remaining sections study general real-valued sequences with
Cesàro limits. First, the definitions of νN , ν+, ν− and ν can be generalised as
follows.

Definition 7.1 For any function f : N → R, define

νN (f) :=
1

N

N∑
n=1

f(n).

Also define
ν+(f) := lim sup

N→∞
νN (f),

and
ν−(f) := lim inf

N→∞
νN (f).

If the limit as N → ∞ exists, or equivalently if ν+(f) = ν−(f), define

ν(f) := lim
N→∞

νN (f) = ν+(f) = ν−(f).

Note νN (IA) = νN (A), ν+(IA) = ν+(A) and ν−(IA) = ν−(A) for all
A ∈ P(N). Similarly, ν(IA) = ν(A) for all A ∈ F .

Some key concepts from the theory of charges will be required through-
out what follows: Peano-Jordan completion, outer charges, null functions,
equivalence almost everywhere (a.e.) and dominance almost everywhere. The
following definitions are reproduced from [6]. Similar definitions are standard
in the literature on charges (see for example [5] and [10]).
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Definition 7.2 Let (X,A, µ) be a charge space. The Peano-Jordan completion of
(X,A, µ) is the charge space (X,A, µ) where

A := {A ⊆ X : ∀ǫ > 0, ∃B,C ∈ A such that B ⊆ A ⊆ C and µ(C \ B) < ǫ}

and
µ(A) := sup{µ(B) : B ⊆ A,B ∈ A} = inf{µ(C) : A ⊆ C,C ∈ A}.

A charge space is said to be Peano-Jordan complete if it is equal to its Peano-Jordan
completion.

Peano-Jordan completion respects F and ν in the following sense.

Proposition 7.3 Consider any field of sets A ⊂ F. Then

1. A ⊂ F ,
2. For all A ∈ A,

ν(A) = sup{ν(B) : B ⊆ A,B ∈ A}

= inf{ν(C) : A ⊆ C,C ∈ A}, and

3. (N,A, ν) is the Peano-Jordan completion of (N,A, ν).

Proof: Given A ∈ A and ǫ > 0, choose B,C ∈ A such that B ⊆ A ⊆
C and ν(C \B) < ǫ. Then ν(B) = ν−(B) ≤ ν−(A) ≤ ν+(A) ≤ ν+(C) = ν(C).
Since ν+(A) − ν−(A) ≤ ν(C) − ν(B) < ǫ, letting ǫ→ 0 gives ν+(A) = ν−(A),
and thus A ∈ F .

For 2, given A ∈ A and ǫ > 0, choose B,C ∈ A as before. Then ν(C)− ǫ <
ν(B) ≤ ν(A) ≤ ν(C) < ν(B) + ǫ. Taking ǫ to 0 yields the result.

For 3, it is enough to note Statement 2 implies ν = ν on A. �

Definition 7.4 A charge µ on a field of subsets A of a set X can be extended to an
outer charge on P(X) as follows

µ∗(A) := inf{µ(B) : B ∈ A, A ⊆ B}

for all A ∈ P(X).

Definition 7.5 Let (X,A, µ) be a charge space. A null function is a function f :
X → R such that

µ∗({x ∈ X : |f(x)| > ǫ}) = 0

for all ǫ > 0.

Definition 7.6 Let (X,A, µ) be a charge space. Two functions f, g : X → R are said
to be equal almost everywhere (abbreviated as f = g a.e.) if f − g is a null function.
The function f is said to be dominated almost everywhere by g (abbreviated as f ≤ g
a.e.) if f ≤ g + h, where h is a null function.
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The Kp(A) function spaces that are the focus of this paper can now be
defined.

Definition 7.7 Let A be a field of subsets of N and let p ∈ [1,∞). Define Kp(A) to
be the space consisting of all functions h : N → R such that the following conditions
hold.

1. There exists a countable set C ⊂ R such that

{h−1(y,∞) : y ∈ R \ C} ⊆ A.

2. For all ǫ > 0, there exists y ∈ (0,∞) such that

ν+(gIg−1(yp,∞)) < ǫ,

where g := |h|p.

Let Kp(A) := Kp(A)/ ∼, that is, the collection of equivalence classes of Kp(A) under
the equivalence relation h1 ∼ h2 ⇐⇒ h1 = h2 a.e., for h1, h2 ∈ Kp(A).

The two conditions above resemble the characterisation of an integrable
function in Theorem 3.9 of [6]. The importance of the second condition can be
seen in the following example. Let f(k) = 0 for all k ∈ N, and define

g(k) :=

{

m if k = m2 is a perfect square

0 if k is not a perfect square
.

Then f and g differ only on the set of squares, which is a null set. Thus,
f = g a.e. However, clearly ν(f) = 0, while ν(g) = 1

2 , as can be shown in
the following way. Given any k ∈ N, let m2 be the largest perfect square that
is no bigger than k. Since g(k) = 0 for m2 < k < (m + 1)2, it follows that
ν(m+1)2−1(g) ≤ νk(g) ≤ νm2(g). But then

νm2(g) =
1

m2

m
∑

j=1

j =
m(m+ 1)

2m2
,

and

ν(m+1)2−1(g) =
1

(m+ 1)2 − 1

m
∑

j=1

j =
m(m+ 1)

2((m+ 1)2 − 1)
,

so limm→∞ νm2(g) = limm→∞ ν(m+1)2−1(g) = 1
2 , and it follows that ν(g) = 1

2 .
Thus the analogy between Cesàro limits and integrals fails for some sequences,
in the sense that two sequences that are equal almost everywhere may have
different Cesàro limits. But the second condition in Definition 7.7 excludes
g (and similar anomalies) from Kp(A) for any field of sets A ⊂ F , since
limN→∞ νN (gIg−1(y,∞)) = 1

2 for all y ∈ (0,∞).
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Many of the properties of Lp spaces also hold for Kp spaces. To describe
some of these, further definitions used in the theory of charges are required
(again see [5, 6] for more details).

Definition 7.8 A simple function on a charge space (X,A, µ) is a function f : X →

R of the form
∑K

k=1 ckIAk
, for K ∈ N, real numbers c1, . . . , cK and a partition of

X into subsets {A1, . . . , AK} ⊆ A.

Definition 7.9 Let f and {fn}
∞
n=1 be real-valued functions on a charge space

(X,A, µ). The sequence {fn}
∞
n=1 is said to converge hazily to f , abbreviated as

fn
h,A
−−−→ f or fn

h
−→ f if A is clear from the context, if for every ǫ > 0,

µ∗({x : |fn(x)− f(x)| > ǫ}) → 0

as n→ ∞. If {fn}
∞
n=1 is a sequence of simple functions with fn

h
−→ f , then f is said

to be T1-measurable. The set of all T1-measurable functions on (X,A, µ) is denoted
L0(X,A, µ).

Definition 7.10 Any simple function on a charge space (X,A, µ) is integrable with
integral ∫ K∑

k=1

ckIAk
:=

K∑
k=1

ckµ(Ak).

A general function f : X → R is said to be integrable if there is a sequence of simple
functions {fn}

∞
n=1 such that:

1. fn
h
−→ f , and

2.
∫

|fn − fm|dµ → 0 as n,m→ ∞.

The integral is given by ∫
fdµ := lim

n→∞

∫
fndµ.

For p ∈ [1,∞), the function space Lp(X,A, µ) is the set of all T1-measurable
functions f : X → R such that |f |p is integrable.

In what follows, X = N and µ is the restriction of ν to A, hence L0(N,A, ν)
will be abbreviated as L0(A) and Lp(N,A, ν) will be abbreviated as Lp(A).

Proposition 7.11 Consider a field A ⊂ F. Let r, p ∈ [1,∞). Let h ∈ Kp(A) and
suppose f is a real-valued function on N.

1. Kp(A) contains the simple functions with respect to A.
2. Kp(A) = Kp(A).
3. if A′ ⊆ A is a field, then Kp(A′) ⊆ Kp(A).
4. h is T1-measurable.
5. Kp(A) ⊆ Lp(A).
6. If r ≤ p then Kr(A) ⊇ Kp(A).
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7. If |f | ≤ h, then f ∈ Kp(A) if and only if it is T1-measurable.
8. f ∈ Kp(A) if and only if fIA ∈ Kp(A) for all A ∈ A.
9. |h| ∈ Kp(A) and |h|p ∈ K1(A).

10. f ∈ Kp(A) ⇐⇒ (f+)p, (f−)p ∈ K1(A) ⇐⇒ f+, f− ∈ Kp(A).
11. Kp(A) is a real vector space.

The standard notation f+ := max{f, 0} and f− := max{−f, 0} is used in
Property 10, and throughout the rest of the paper.
Proof: Properties 1 to 3 are immediate from Definition 7.7.

For 4, note h immediately satisfies Statement 2a of Theorem 3.4 in [6], since
it is the same as the first condition in Definition 7.7. Moreover, h is smooth,
since

ν∗(|h|−1(y,∞)) = ν(|h|−1(y,∞)) = ν+(g−1(yp,∞)) ≤ ν+(gIg−1(yp,∞)))

for any y ∈ [1,∞) \ C, where g := |h|p and C is the countable set referenced
in Definition 7.7. (The first equality follows by Proposition 7.3.) Thus h is
T1-measurable, by Theorem 3.4 in [6].

For 5, use the fact h is T1-measurable by Property 4. Let {h+n }
∞
n=1 and

{h−n }
∞
n=1 be the sequences obtained by applying Statement 3 of Theorem 3.4

in [6] to h and let Y := {yn,j : n ∈ N, j ∈ {1, . . . ,Kn}} where yn,j is as
described in that statement. Let yn := yn,Kn .

First note h+n
h,A
−−→ h+, hence (h+n )p

h,A
−−→ (h+)p. Moreover, given ǫ > 0,

one may choose m sufficiently large that

1. |(h+m)p(x) − (h+)p(x)| < ǫ/2 for x ∈ (h+)−1[0, ypm], and
2. ν+(gIg−1(yp

m,∞)) < ǫ/2,

where g := |h|p. (To see 1, recall ym,1 ≤ 2−m and ym,j+1 − ym,j ≤ 21−m for
j ∈ {1, . . . ,Km−1}. Hence ypm,1 ≤ 2−mp for any p ∈ [1,∞). Also, yp is convex,

hence by the mean value theorem ypm,j+1−y
p
m,j ≤ 21−mpmp−1, since ym ≤ m.)

Hence for n > m,

∫

|(h+m)p − (h+n )p|dνA ≤

∫

|(h+m)p − (h+)p|Ig−1 [0,yp
m]dνA

+

∫

(h+n )pIg−1(yp
m,∞)dνA

≤
ǫ

2
ν(|h|−1([0, ym])) + ν((h+n )pIg−1(yp

m,∞))

≤
ǫ

2
+ ν+(gIg−1(yp

m,∞))

< ǫ,

where the second inequality uses the fact that (h+n )p is a simple function with
respect to A, and the definition of the integral of a simple function. Hence
{(h+n )p}∞n=1 is a determining sequence for (h+)p with respect to A, and h+ ∈
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Lp(A). By similar reasoning, h− ∈ Lp(A), and thus h ∈ Lp(A). Finally, h ∈
Lp(A) by Proposition 1.8 of [10].

For 6, note the first condition in Definition 7.7 is the same for both Kr(A)
and Kp(A). Also,

grIg−1
r (yr,∞) ≤ gpIg−1

p (yp,∞)

for y ∈ (1,∞), where gp := |h|p and gr := |h|r. Hence

ν+(grIg−1
r (yr,∞)) ≤ ν+(gpIg−1

p (yp,∞)),

and the second condition in the definition of Kr(A) holds for h.
For 7, the forward implication is immediate from Property 4. For the reverse

implication, first consider the case p = 1, and observe that since both f and h
are T1-measurable (h by Property 4), there is a countable set C ⊂ R such that
for y ∈ R \C, both f−1(y,∞) and h−1(y,∞) are in A, by Theorem 3.4 in [6].
Fix ǫ > 0. Then there exists y ∈ (0,∞) such that ν+(hIh−1(y,∞)) < ǫ. Note

|f |I|f |−1(y,∞) ≤ hIh−1(y,∞)

and hence ν+(|f |I|f |−1(y,∞)) < ǫ. Thus f ∈ K1(A). The case p > 1 will be
proved after Properties 9 and 10.

Property 8 can be shown by a similar argument to Corollary 2.28 of [6],
using Property 7.

For 9, recall h is T1-measurable by Property 4, hence |h| is T1-measurable,
and by Theorem 3.4 of [6] there exists a countable set C ⊂ (0,∞) such that
for y ∈ (0,∞) \ C, |h|−1(y,∞) ∈ A. The second condition of Definition 7.7
is satisfied for |h| since it is satisfied for h, hence |h| ∈ Kp(A). But then |h|p

satisfies the conditions for membership of K1(A), with the required countable
set being Cp := {yp : y ∈ C}.

For 10, the first claim implies the second because if f ∈ Kp(A) then f
is T1-measurable by Property 4, hence (f+)p and (f−)p are T1-measurable.
Moreover, (f+)p and (f−)p are dominated by |f |p, hence (f+)p, (f−)p ∈ K1(A)
by Property 7. The second claim implies the third by the definition of Kp(A).
The third claim implies the first because h is T1-measurable, since h := h+−h−,
and hence the first condition of Definition 7.7 holds by Theorem 3.4 of [6]. The
second condition of that theorem holds because

gIg−1(yp,∞) = g+Ig−1
+ (yp,∞) + g−Ig−1

−
(yp,∞)

where g := |h|p, g+ := (h+)p and g− := (h−)p.
Returning to 7, consider the case p > 1 and suppose f is T1-measurable.

Then (f+)p and (f−)p are T1-measurable, |f |p ≤ hp, and hp ∈ K1(A) by
Property 9. Thus Property 7 with p = 1 (proved above) gives (f+)p, (f−)p ∈
K1(A). But then Property 10 gives f ∈ Kp(A).

For 11, consider h1, h2 ∈ Kp(A), and let C1, C2 be the respective countable
sets asserted by Definition 7.7. Then h1, h2 are T1-measurable by Property 4,
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hence h3 := h1 + h2 is T1-measurable. By Theorem 3.4 of [6], there exists
countable C3 ⊂ R such that h−1

3 (y,∞) ∈ A for y ∈ R \ C3.
Fix ǫ > 0, then there exists y ∈ (0,∞) such that

ν+(g1Ig−1
1 (yp/2,∞)) <

ǫ

3 · 2p
, and

ν+(g2Ig−1
2 (yp/2,∞)) <

ǫ

3 · 2p

where g1 := |h1|p and g2 := |h2|p. Set g3 := |h3|p, then

g−1
3 (yp,∞) ⊆ g−1

1 (yp/2,∞) ∪ g−1
2 (yp/2,∞).

For p ∈ [1,∞), the map x 7→ |x|p is convex, and hence

∣

∣

∣

∣

h1 + h2
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

≤
|h1|p + |h2|p

2
.

That is, g3 ≤ 2p−1(g1 + g2). Putting this together gives

g3Ig−1
3 (yp,∞) ≤ 2p−1(g1 + g2)(Ig−1

1 (yp/2,∞) + Ig−1
2 (yp/2,∞))

= 2p−1(g1Ig−1
1 (yp/2,∞) + g1Ig−1

2 (yp/2,∞) +

g2Ig−1
1 (yp/2,∞) + g2Ig−1

2 (yp/2,∞))

≤ 3 · 2p−1(g1Ig−1
1 (yp/2,∞) + g2Ig−1

2 (yp/2,∞))

where the last line follows because

g1Ig−1
2 (yp/2,∞) ≤ g1Ig−1

1 (yp/2,∞) + g2Ig−1
2 (yp/2,∞)

since either g1(x) ≤ g2(x) or Ig−1
2 (yp/2,∞)(x) ≤ Ig−1

1 (yp/2,∞)(x), and similarly

g2Ig−1
1 (yp/2,∞) ≤ g1Ig−1

1 (yp/2,∞) + g2Ig−1
2 (yp/2,∞)

since either g2(x) ≤ g1(x) or Ig−1
1 (yp/2,∞)(x) ≤ Ig−1

2 (yp/2,∞)(x). But then

ν+(g3Ig−1
3 (yp,∞)) < ǫ.

Thus Kp(A) is closed under addition. The other axioms of a real vector space
are straightforward to prove. �

Proposition 7.11(7) requires strict dominance of |f | by g: the condition
|f | ≤ g a.e. is not sufficient. To see this, let h be a null function that is not in
K1(A) (an example of such a null function is given following Definition 7.7).
Let f := g + h. Then f ≤ g a.e., but one cannot have both f and g in K1(A),
by Proposition 7.11(11).
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The next theorem extends the concept of null modification to integrable
functions, adding to the null modifications obtained for sets (Proposition 5.1),
chains (Theorem 5.3), and sequences (Corollary 5.4) in Section 5. The value of
this null modification for functions is that it maps any f ∈ Lp(A) to a sequence
h with a Cesàro limit, equal to f almost everywhere. Thus every equivalence
class in Lp(A) contains at least one sequence with a Cesàro limit. Moreover,
that Cesàro limit must be equal to the integral of f (since functions that are
equal almost everywhere have the same integral).

Here and throughout the rest of the paper, the notation α(C) represents
the field of sets generated by a collection of sets C, that is, the smallest field
of sets containing C.

Theorem 7.12 Consider a field of sets A ⊂ F and f ∈ Lp(A) for some p ∈ [1,∞).
There exists h ∈ Kp(α(A ∪N )) such that:

1. h = f a.e. with respect to α(A ∪N ),
2. νN (|h|p) converges as N → ∞, with

∫

|h|pdν = ν(|h|p), and
3. νN (h) converges as N → ∞, with

∫

hdν = ν(h).

The proof requires several lemmas. To begin with, the following lemma
identifies special conditions under which an element of a Kp space can be
shown to have a Cesàro limit equal to its integral.

Lemma 7.1 Consider a field A ⊂ F, p ∈ [1,∞) and a function h ∈ Lp(A) such that

1. R := {h−1(y,∞) : y ∈ R} ⊂ F ,
2. for any C ⊆ R,
(a)

⋃

C ∈ F with ν(
⋃

C) = sup{ν(A) : A ∈ C},
(b)

⋂

C ∈ F with ν(
⋂

C) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ C}, and
3. νN (A) ≤ ν(A) for all A ∈ R and N ∈ N.

Let {h+n }∞n=1 and {h−n }∞n=1 be the sequences of functions obtained by applying
Statement 3 of Theorem 3.4 in [6] to h. Then the following statements hold:

1. νN ((h+n )p) and νN ((h−n )p) converge uniformly over n ∈ N as N → ∞,
2. νN ((h+)p) converges as N → ∞, with

∫

(h+)pdν = ν((h+)p),
3. νN ((h−)p) converges as N → ∞, with

∫

(h−)pdν = ν((h−)p),
4. νN (|h|p) converges as N → ∞, with

∫

|h|pdν = ν(|h|p),
5. νN (h) converges as N → ∞, with

∫

hdν = ν(h), and
6. h ∈ Kp(A).
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Proof: Let Y := {yn,j : n ∈ N, j ∈ {1, . . . ,Kn}} where yn,j is as described in
Theorem 3.4 of [6]. Let yn := yn,Kn . Then

h+n :=

Kn−1
∑

j=1

yn,jIC+
n,j\C

+
n,j+1

+ ynIC+
n

and h−n :=

Kn−1
∑

j=1

yn,jIC−

n,j\C
−

n,j+1
+ ynIC−

n

where C+
n,j := (h+)−1(yn,j ,∞), C+

n := (h+)−1(yn,∞), C−
n,j :=

(h−)−1(yn,j ,∞) and C−
n := (h−)−1(yn,∞) for n ∈ N and j ∈ {1, . . . ,Kn}.

Fix ǫ > 0. By Property 2b of Theorem 3.9 in [6], there exists k ∈ N such
that

∫

(h+)pIC+
k
dν <

ǫ

4
.

Moreover, by Theorem 3.2 and Condition 2 above, there exists Nǫ ∈ N such
that

|(νN − ν)
(

C+
n,j

)

| = |νN (C+
n,j) − ν(C+

n,j)| <
ǫ

2ypk
for all n ∈ N, j ∈ {1, . . . ,Kn} and N > Nǫ. Choose N > Nǫ and n ∈ N. Let J
be the largest integer in the set {1, . . . ,Kn} such that yn,J ≤ yk. Note J = Kn

for n ≤ k and yn,J = yk for n ≥ k. Then

∣

∣

∣
(νN − ν)

(

(h+n )pI(C+
k )c

)

∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

J−1
∑

j=1

ypn,j(νN − ν)
(

C+
n,j \ C

+
n,j+1

)

+ypn(νN − ν)
(

C+
n

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

ypn,1(νN − ν)
(

C+
n,1

)

+

J
∑

j=2

(ypn,j − ypn,j−1)(νN − ν)
(

C+
n,j

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

<
ǫ

2ypk

(

ypn,1 +

J
∑

j=2

(

ypn,j − ypn,j−1

)

)

≤
ǫ

2
.

For n ≤ k, (h+n )pIC+
k

= ypnIC+
k

, hence

∣

∣(νN − ν)
(

(h+n )pIC+
k

)∣

∣ = ypn|(νN − ν)(C+
k )| < ypn

ǫ

2ypk
≤
ǫ

2
.

For n > k,

∣

∣

∣
(νN − ν)

(

(h+n )pIC+
k

)

∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(h+n )pIC+
k
dνN −

∫

(h+n )pIC+
k
dν

∣

∣

∣

∣
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≤

∫

(h+)pIC+
k
dνN +

∫

(h+)pIC+
k
dν

≤ 2

∫

(h+)pIC+
k
dν

<
ǫ

2

where Line 1 uses the fact that (h+n )pIC+
k

is a simple function and Line 3 uses

Corollary 3.10 of [6] with E = Y (recalling that νN is a measure, and hence a
charge). Putting these inequalities together gives |νN ((h+n )p) − ν((h+n )p)| < ǫ,
as required. Uniform convergence of νN ((h−n )p) follows by similar reasoning.

To show Statement 2, fix ǫ > 0. By Statement 1, there exists Nǫ such that

|νN ((h+n )p) − ν((h+n )p)| <
ǫ

3

for N > Nǫ and all n ∈ N. For any N > Nǫ, one may choose k sufficiently
large that the following conditions are met.

1.
∣

∣νN ((h+)p) − νN ((h+k )p)
∣

∣ < ǫ/3, and

2.
∣

∣

∫

(h+k )pdν −
∫

(h+)pdν
∣

∣ < ǫ/3,

where the former condition holds because (h+k )p can approximate (h+)p arbi-
trarily closely on the finite set {1, . . . , N} and the latter condition holds by
dominated convergence (Theorem 4.6.14 of [5]) with (h+)p as the dominating
function. Then

∣

∣

∣

∣

νN((h+)p) −

∫

(h+)pdν

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |νN ((h+)p) − νN ((h+k )p)|

+|νN ((h+k )p) − ν((h+k )p)|

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν((h+k )p) −

∫

(h+k )pdν

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(h+k )pdν −

∫

(h+)pdν

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ǫ

The third summand is zero by the definition of the integral of a simple func-
tion. The other three terms are each smaller than ǫ/3 by construction. Hence
νN ((h+)p) converges to a finite limit ν((h+)p) =

∫

(h+)pdν as N → ∞.
Statement 3 follows by similar reasoning. Statement 4 follows by the addi-

tivity of integrals and limits, noting that |h|p = (h+)p + (h−)p. Statement 5
follows since h ∈ L1(A) by Corollary 4.6.5 of [5] and h = h+ − h−.

For 6, note the first condition of Definition 7.7 holds for h by Theorem 3.9
of [6]. To show the second condition, fix ǫ > 0, then by Theorem 3.9 of [6] there
exists z ∈ (0,∞) such that

∫

|h|pI(|h|p)−1(zp,∞)dν < ǫ. By Theorem 3.4 of [6],
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there exists y > z such that h−1(yp,∞) ∈ A and h−1(−yp,∞) ∈ A. Hence

h1 := hIh−1(yp,∞) ∈ Lp(A) and

h2 := hIh−1(−yp,∞) ∈ Lp(A),

by Corollary 2.28 of [6]. Define

R1 := {h−1
1 (y,∞) : y ∈ R}, and

R2 := {h−1
2 (y,∞) : y ∈ R}

and note R1 ⊆ R and R2 ⊆ R. Thus Statement 4 of this lemma may be
applied to h1 and h2, giving that νN (|h1|p) and νN (|h2|p) converge to

∫

|h1|pdν
and

∫

|h2|pdν, respectively. It follows that:

ν+
(

|h|pI(|h|p)−1(zp,∞)

)

≤ ν(|h|p) −
(

ν(|h2|
p) − ν(|h1|

p)
)

=

∫

|h|pdν −

(
∫

|h2|
pdν −

∫

|h1|
pdν

)

=

∫

|h|pI(|h|p)−1(yp,∞)dν

< ǫ,

as required. �

The question remains whether non-trivial functions satisfying the condi-
tions of Lemma 7.1 exist. The next lemma uses null modification for chains
(Theorem 5.3) to construct functions with the desired properties.

Lemma 7.2 Consider a field of sets A ⊂ F and a non-negative function f ∈ L0(A).
Then there exists a non-negative function h ∈ L0(α(A ∪N )) such that:

1. f = h a.e. (with respect to α(A ∪N )),
2. R := {h−1(y,∞) : y ∈ [0,∞)} ⊂ F ,
3. for any C ⊆ R,
(a)

⋃

C ∈ F with ν(
⋃

C) = sup{ν(A) : A ∈ C},
(b)

⋂

C ∈ F with ν(
⋂

C) = inf{ν(A) : A ∈ C}, and
4. νN (A) ≤ ν(A) for all A ∈ R and N ∈ N.

Moreover, if f ∈ Lp(A) for p ∈ [1,∞), then h ∈ Kp(α(A ∪N )).

Proof: Without loss of generality, one may assume A = A and N ⊂ A, since
if the lemma is proved with A replaced by α(A ∪N ), then it is true also for A.
To see this, note the condition f ∈ Lp(A) implies f ∈ L0(α(A ∪N )) for any

p ∈ {0}∪[1,∞), and the conclusions h ∈ L0(α(A ∪N )) and h ∈ Kp(α(A ∪N ))
respectively imply h ∈ L0(α(A ∪ N )) (by Proposition 1.8 of [10]) and h ∈
Kp(α(A ∪N )) (by Property 2 of Proposition 7.11).



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

42 A theory of integration for Cesàro limits

As in the proof of Lemma 5.9 of [6], define

Ay := f−1(y,∞) for each y ∈ (0,∞) \ C, and

T := {Ay : y ∈ (0,∞) \ C},

where C is the countable set referenced in Statement 2a of Theorem 3.4 in [6],
hence T ⊆ A. The overall strategy in what follows is to use null modification
to modify T to create a new chain R for which Properties 2 to 4 hold, and
then construct a new function h from R.

Let φ : T → F be the order preserving map asserted in Theorem 5.3, as it
applies to T . Define

By := φ(Ay) for each y ∈ (0,∞) \ C,

S := {By : y ∈ (0,∞) \ C}, and

Sy := {B ∈ S : B ⊂ By} for each y ∈ (0,∞).

Then, for each y ∈ (0,∞)\C, By△Ay ∈ N and νN (By) ≤ ν(By) for all N ∈ N.
Moreover, S ⊆ A, since N ⊂ A, and Properties 3a and 3b hold for any C ⊆ S.

Next define:

Cy :=
⋃

Sy \
⋂

S for each y ∈ (0,∞),

R := {Cy : y ∈ (0,∞)}, and

Ry := {C ∈ R : C ⊂ Cy} for each y ∈ (0,∞).

Note the following properties:

1. Cy ∈ A for each y ∈ (0,∞) \ C,
2. Cy =

⋃

Ry for each y ∈ (0,∞),
3.

⋂

R = ∅,
4. Cy△Ay ∈ N for each y ∈ (0,∞) \ C,
5. Properties 3a and 3b of the lemma hold for any C ⊆ R, and
6. νN (Cy) ≤ ν(Cy) for each y ∈ (0,∞) and N ∈ N.

Claims 1 to 4 (of the preceding list) follow as in the proof of Lemma 5.9
in [6], and also

⋂

S ∈ A with ν(
⋂

S) = 0, as in that proof.
For 5, note that for any Y ⊆ (0,∞) \ C,

⋃

{Cy : y ∈ Y } =
⋃

{

⋃

Sy : y ∈ Y
}

\
⋂

S,

which is in F , since Properties 3a and 3b (of this lemma) hold for any C ⊆ S.
Moreover,

ν
(

⋃

{Cy : y ∈ Y }
)

= ν
(

⋃

{
⋃

Sy : y ∈ Y }
)

− ν
(

⋂

S
)

= sup{sup {ν(B) : B ∈ Sy} : y ∈ Y }
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= sup {ν(Cy) : y ∈ Y } .

Similarly
⋂

{Cy : y ∈ Y } ∈ F with ν(
⋂

{Cy : y ∈ Y }) = inf{ν(Cy) : y ∈ Y }.
For 6, observe that Cy ⊆

⋃

Sy ⊆ By and ν(Cy) = ν(
⋃

Sy) = ν(By), hence

νN (Cy) ≤ νN (By) ≤ ν(By) = ν(Cy)

for each y ∈ (0,∞) \ C and N ∈ N. Moreover,

νN (Cy) = sup{νN(Cz) : z ∈ (y,∞) \ C}

≤ sup{ν(Cz) : z ∈ (y,∞) \ C}

= ν(Cy)

for each y ∈ C and N ∈ N. (The first equality holds because for any N there
is z > y such that ICz (n) = ICy (n) for n ∈ {1, . . . , N}. The last equality holds
by 5.)

By Lemma 5.8 of [6], there is a function h : N → [0,∞) such that Cy =
h−1(y,∞) for each y ∈ (0,∞). As in the proof of Lemma 5.9 in [6], h = f a.e.
(with respect to α(A ∪N )), and h ∈ L0(A).

Finally, if f ∈ Lp(A), then f ∈ Lp(α(A ∪ N )), hence h ∈ Lp(α(A ∪ N )),
and then h ∈ Kp(α(A ∪N )) by Lemma 7.1. �

Lemmas 7.1 and 7.2 can be combined to give a proof of Theorem 7.12, as
follows.
Proof of Theorem 7.12: Applying Lemma 7.2 to f+ and f− yields non-
negative functions h+, h− ∈ Kp(α(A ∪ N )) that satisfy the conditions of
Lemma 7.1. Then h := h+ − h− ∈ Kp(α(A ∪N )) has the required properties.

�

Armed with this null modification, one of the main theorems of this paper
can now be proved. Informally, the theorem establishes that Kp spaces are
comprised of sequences for which Cesàro limits exist, that these limits deter-
mine a natural pseudonorm on Kp(A) and a norm on Kp(A), and that Kp(A)
can be isometrically embedded in Lp(A).

To state this theorem, the following notation is required. Let [h]Kp(A)

denote the equivalence class of h in Kp(A) (under equality almost everywhere),
to distinguish it from the equivalence class [h]Lp(A) of h in Lp(A). In a similar
manner, the pseudonorm of h in Lp(A) will sometimes be denoted ‖h‖Lp(A)

and the norm of [h] in Lp(A) will sometimes be denoted ‖[h]‖Lp(A), where
needed to distinguish them from the pseudonorm and norm defined in the
following theorem.

Theorem 7.13 Let A ⊂ F be a field of sets and p ∈ [1,∞). Then the following
statements hold.

1. Kp(A) is a vector subspace of Lp(A).
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2. For all h ∈ Kp(A), νN (|h|p) converges to
∫

|h|pdν and νN (h) converges to
∫

hdν as N → ∞.
3. The function ‖ · ‖Kp(A) : Kp(A) → R given by:

‖h‖Kp(A) := (ν(|h|p))1/p

is a pseudonorm on Kp(A).
4. For all h ∈ Kp(A),

‖h‖Kp(A) =

(
∫

|h|pdν

)1/p

= ‖h‖Lp(A).

That is, the embedding of Kp(A) in Lp(A) is an isometry.
5. For h1, h2 ∈ Kp(A), ‖h1 − h2‖Kp(A) = 0 if and only if h1 and h2 are equal

a.e.
6. The quotient space Kp(A) is a vector space with norm

‖[h]‖Kp(A) := ‖h‖Kp(A).

The proof requires the following lemma, which establishes that Cesàro lim-
its exist for all elements of Kp(A), not just those that satisfy the conditions
of Lemma 7.1.

Lemma 7.3 Consider a field of sets A ⊂ F. Then

1. ν+(A) ≤ ν∗A(A) for all A ∈ P(N),
2. for any null function h ∈ K1(A), νN (h) and νN (|h|) converge as N → ∞,

with ν(h) = ν(|h|) = 0,
3. for any f, g ∈ K1(A) with f = g a.e.
(a) ν+(f) = ν+(g),
(b) ν−(f) = ν−(g), and
(c) νN (f) converges if and only if νN (g) converges, in which case ν(f) =

ν(g).

Proof: For 1, note for any B ∈ A with A ⊆ B, ν+(A) ≤ ν(B). Hence

ν+(A) ≤ inf{ν(B) : B ∈ A, A ⊆ B} = ν∗A(A).

For 2, it will be sufficient to prove the statement for h ≥ 0, since then it
applies to h+ and h−, and thus to h+−h−. Fix ǫ > 0. Since h ∈ K1(A), there
is y ∈ (0,∞) such that ν+(hIh−1(y,∞)) < ǫ/2. Then

0 ≤ ν−(h) ≤ ν+(h) ≤ ν+(hIh−1(0,ǫ/2)) + ν+(hIh−1(ǫ/2,y)) + ν+(hIh−1(y,∞))

<
ǫ

2
+ yν+(h−1(ǫ/2, y)) +

ǫ

2
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= ǫ,

where ν+(h−1(ǫ/2, y)) ≤ ν∗(h−1(ǫ/2,∞)) = 0, since h is a null function. Let
ǫ→ 0 to obtain the result.

For 3, note that if f = g a.e., then h := f − g is a null function. Moreover,
h ∈ K1(A) by Proposition 7.11(11). Thus ν+(f) ≤ ν+(g) + ν(h) = ν+(g) and
ν−(f) ≥ ν−(g) + ν(h) = ν−(g). Similarly, ν+(g) ≤ ν+(f) and ν−(g) ≥ ν−(f),
giving 3a and 3b, which together imply 3c. �

Theorem 7.13 can now be proved as follows.
Proof of Theorem 7.13: For 1, Proposition 7.11(11) gives that Kp(A) is a
vector space, and Proposition 7.11(5) gives Kp(A) ⊆ Lp(A).

For 2, consider h ∈ Kp(A) ⊆ Lp(A). Then by Theorem 7.12, there is
h′ ∈ Kp(α(A ∪N )) such that h = h′ a.e. with respect to α(A ∪N ), νN (|h′|p)
converges to

∫

|h′|pdνα(A∪N ) and νN (h′) converges to
∫

h′dνα(A∪N ) asN → ∞.
But h ∈ Kp(α(A ∪N )), and thus Lemma 7.3 gives the result.

Properties 3 and 4 follow from 2, since (ν(|h|p))
1/p

inherits the properties

of a pseudonorm from
(∫

|h|pdν
)1/p

.
For 5, note h1, h2 ∈ Lp(A) with ‖h1 − h2‖Lp(A) = ‖h1 − h2‖Kp(A). The

result then follows by Theorem 4.4.13(ix) of [5] (see also Comment 1.5 of [10]).
Claim 6 follows from 5, since then the equivalence relation ∼ used in Defi-

nition 7.7 (ie. almost everywhere equivalence) is the same equivalence relation
induced by the pseudonorm ‖ · ‖p. �

The next proposition lists additional properties of Kp spaces that are sim-
ilar to familiar properties of Lp spaces. The proof of these is facilitated by
Theorem 7.13.

Proposition 7.14 Consider a field of subsets A ⊂ F, and let f and g be real-valued
functions on N.

1. If f, g ∈ K1(A) and c, d ∈ R, then ν(cf + dg) = cν(f) + dν(g).
2. If f, g ∈ K1(A) and f ≤ g a.e., then ν(f) ≤ ν(g).
3. If f, g ∈ K1(A) and f = g a.e. then ν(f) = ν(g).
4. (Dominated Convergence Theorem I) Suppose g ∈ Kp(A) for some

p ∈ [1,∞), and let {fk}∞k=1 be a sequence of T1-measurable functions on N

such that |fk| ≤ g for each k ∈ N. Then fk
h
−→ f if and only if f ∈ Kp(A)

and ‖fk − f‖Kp(A) → 0.
5. (Dominated Convergence Theorem II) Suppose f, g ∈ Kp(A) for some

p ∈ [1,∞), and let {fk}∞k=1 ⊆ Kp(A) satisfy |fk| ≤ g a.e. for each k ∈ N.

Then fk
h
−→ f if and only if ‖fk − f‖Kp(A) → 0.

Proof: For 1, recall cf+dg ∈ K1(A) by Proposition 7.11(11). The convergence
of νN (f), νN (g) and νN (cf + dg) as N → ∞ follows from Theorem 7.13(2),
and then ν(cf + dg) = cν(f) + dν(g) by the linearity of limits.
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For 2, Theorem 7.13(2) gives ν(f) =
∫

fdν ≤
∫

gdν = ν(g). Property 3
then follows straightforwardly from Property 2.

For 4, note Proposition 7.11(7) gives {fk}∞k=1 ⊆ Kp(A) and Propo-
sition 7.11(5) gives g ∈ Lp(A) and {fk}∞k=1 ⊆ Lp(A). For the forward
implication, Corollary 4.4.9 of [5] gives that f is T1-measurable, and then
Proposition 7.11(7) gives f ∈ Kp(A) ⊆ Lp(A). Hence

‖fk − f‖Kp(A) = ‖fk − f‖Lp(A) → 0.

where the first equality follows by Theorem 7.13, and convergence to zero
follows by the dominated convergence theorem for Lp spaces (Theorem 4.6.14
of [5]). For the reverse implication, Theorem 7.13 gives ‖fk − f‖Lp(A) = ‖fk −

f‖Kp(A) for each k ∈ N, hence dominated convergence gives fk
h
−→ f . The proof

of 5 is similar to that of Property 4. �

Theorem 7.13 provides an isometric embedding of Kp(A) in Lp(A), and
by implication, of Kp(A) in Lp(A). However, it leaves open the question of
whether this embedding is surjective, and thus an isomorphism. The next
theorem characterises fields of sets for which this embedding is surjective.

Theorem 7.15 Let A ⊂ F be a field of sets and let p ∈ [1,∞).

1. If N ⊂ A, then Kp(A) ∼= Lp(A) with the isomorphism given by [h]Kp(A) 7→
[h]Lp(A) for each h ∈ Kp(A).

2. The following statements are logically equivalent.
(a) Lp(A) ∼= Kp(α(A ∪ N )) with the isomorphism mapping [f ]Lp(A) to

[h]Kp(α(A∪N )), where f and h are as described in Theorem 7.12.

(b) α(A ∪N ) = α(A ∪N ).

Proof: For 1, Theorem 7.13 gives that [h]Kp(A) 7→ [h]Lp(A) is an isometry,

and Theorem 7.12 implies this map is surjective. Hence Kp(A) ∼= Lp(A). The
result then follows by Proposition 1.8 of [10] and Proposition 7.11(2) (of this
paper).

For 2, first suppose 2a. Then Statement 1 implies Kp(α(A ∪ N )) ∼=
Lp(α(A∪N )), with the isomorphism given by [h]Kp(α(A∪N )) 7→ [h]Lp(α(A∪N ))

for each h ∈ Kp(α(A ∪ N )). But Theorem 7.12 gives f = h a.e. with
respect to α(A ∪ N ), hence [h]Lp(α(A∪N )) = [f ]Lp(α(A∪N )). Chaining the iso-
morphisms gives Lp(A) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪ N )) with the isomorphism given by
[f ]Lp(A) 7→ [f ]Lp(α(A∪N )), and then Theorem 5.10(2) of [6] gives 2b.

Conversely, suppose 2b. Then Theorem 5.10(2) of [6] gives Lp(A) ∼=
Lp(α(A ∪ N )) with the isomorphism given by [f ]Lp(A) 7→ [f ]Lp(α(A∪N )) for
each f ∈ Lp(A). Apply Theorem 7.12 to f to construct h ∈ Kp(α(A ∪
N )), then [f ]Lp(α(A∪N )) = [h]Lp(α(A∪N )). Statement 1 then gives Kp(α(A ∪
N )) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪ N )), with the isomorphism mapping [h]Kp(α(A∪N )) 7→
[h]Lp(α(A∪N )) = [f ]Lp(α(A∪N )). Inverting the latter isomorphism and chaining
the isomorphisms gives 2a. �
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Statement 2 of Theorem 7.15 identifies conditions under which Lp(A) is
isomorphic to Kp(α(A∪N )), but this requires augmenting the null sets to A.
It leaves unanswered whether Kp(α(A ∪ N )) is in turn isomorphic to Kp(A).
The final theorem of this section addresses this question.

Theorem 7.16 Consider a field of sets A ⊂ F and p ∈ [1,∞). Then Kp(A) is a
dense subspace of Kp(α(A ∪N )). Moreover,

1. Kp(α(A ∪N )) = Kp(A) if and only if N ⊂ A, and
2. Kp(A) ∼= Kp(α(A∪N )) with isomorphism [h]Kp(A) 7→ [h]Kp(α(A∪N )) if and

only if both of the following conditions hold:
(a) α(A ∪N ) = α(A ∪N ), and
(b) Kp(A) ∼= Lp(A) with isomorphism [h]Kp(A) 7→ [h]Lp(A).

Proof: As argued in the proof of Theorem 5.10 in [6], for every simple function
s with respect to α(A∪N ), there is a simple function s′ with respect to A, such
that ‖s−s′‖Lp(A) = 0. Recall Kp(α(A∪N )) contains the simple functions with
respect to α(A ∪ N ) (and therefore also the simple functions with respect to
A) by Proposition 7.11(1). Also note Theorem 7.13(5) gives ‖s−s′‖Kp(A) = 0.
Simple functions with respect to α(A ∪ N ) are dense in Lp(α(A ∪ N )) by
Theorem 4.6.15 of [5], and hence also dense in the subspace Kp(α(A ∪ N )).
But then so are simple functions with respect to A, implying Kp(A) is dense
in Kp(α(A ∪N )).

To show 1, first note N ⊂ A if and only if α(A ∪N ) = A (Lemma 5.7
of [6]). So suppose α(A ∪N ) = A. Proposition 7.11(2) gives

Kp(α(A ∪N )) = Kp(α(A ∪N )) = Kp(A) = Kp(A).

Conversely, suppose Kp(α(A ∪ N )) = Kp(A), and consider A ∈ α(A ∪N ).
Then IA ∈ Kp(α(A ∪ N )) by Proposition 7.11(1), hence IA ∈ Kp(A). By
Definition 7.7, there is y ∈ (0, 1) such that A = I−1

A (y,∞) ∈ A.
For 2, first suppose Kp(α(A ∪ N )) ∼= Kp(A) with the isomorphism given

by [h]Kp(A) 7→ [h]Kp(α(A∪N )), and consider A ∈ α(A ∪N ). As in the proof
of 1, IA ∈ Kp(α(A ∪ N )), hence [IA] ∈ Kp(α(A ∪ N )). By assumption, there
exists h ∈ Kp(A) such that [h]Kp(α(A∪N )) = [IA]Kp(α(A∪N )), which implies
h = IA a.e. with respect to α(A ∪ N ). There exists some y ∈ (0, 1) such
that I−1

A (y,∞)△h−1(y,∞) ∈ N (by Theorem 3.11 of [6]) and also such that
h−1(y,∞) ∈ A (by Theorem 3.4 of [6], since h is T1-measurable with respect
to A). Hence A = I−1

A (y,∞) differs from a set in A by a null set. This implies

A ∈ α(A ∪N ), by Lemma 5.3 of [6]. Thus α(A ∪N ) ⊆ α(A ∪ N ). Moreover,
α(A ∪ N ) ⊆ α(A ∪N ), since A ⊆ α(A ∪N ) and N ⊆ α(A ∪N ), giving
α(A ∪N ) = α(A ∪N ).
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By Theorem 5.10 of [6], Lp(A) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪ N )) with isomorphism
[h]Lp(A) 7→ [h]Lp(α(A∪N )), and then by Theorem 7.15,

Kp(A) ∼= Kp(α(A ∪N )) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪N )) ∼= Lp(A).

Moreover, the first two isomorphisms map

[h]Kp(A) 7→ [h]Kp(α(A∪N )) 7→ [h]Lp(α(A∪N ))

for h ∈ Kp(A). Since Kp(A) ⊆ Lp(A) (Proposition 7.11(5)), the third
isomorphism maps [h]Lp(A) 7→ [h]Lp(α(A∪N )), and hence its inverse maps
[h]Lp(α(A∪N )) 7→ [h]Lp(A). The combined isomorphism maps [h]Kp(A) 7→
[h]Lp(A).

For the converse, 2(a) implies Lp(A) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪ N )) with isomor-
phism [h]Lp(A) 7→ [h]Lp(α(A∪N )), by Theorem 5.10 of [6]. Combining this
with 2(b) gives Kp(A) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪ N )), with the isomorphism given by
[h]Kp(A) 7→ [h]Lp(α(A∪N )). Theorem 7.15 gives Kp(α(A∪N )) ∼= Lp(α(A∪N ))
with isomorphism [h]Kp(α(A∪N )) 7→ [h]Lp(α(A∪N )) for h ∈ Kp(α(A ∪ N )).
Since Kp(A) ⊆ Kp(α(A ∪ N )) ⊆ Lp(α(A ∪ N )) (by Proposition 7.11(5)), the
inverse of the latter isomorphism maps [h]Lp(α(A∪N )) 7→ [h]Kp(α(A∪N )) for each
h ∈ Kp(A). Hence chaining these isomorphisms gives Kp(α(A∪N )) ∼= Kp(A)
with isomorphism [h]Kp(A) 7→ [h]Kp(α(A∪N )). �

Theorems 7.15 and 7.16 imply that many of the properties of Kp(A) spaces
can be learned through study of Lp(A) spaces. However, as several of the
results in this section have demonstrated, care must be taken in adapting the-
orems for Lp spaces to obtain theorems for Kp spaces, when those theorems
involve equality or dominance of functions almost everywhere (as many do).
The Kp spaces are in general proper subsets of Lp spaces, and this may neces-
sitate modifying the conditions or conclusions of key theorems when adapting
them for Kp spaces.

The remainder of this paper focuses on the completeness and separability
of Lp(A) spaces, and by implication the Kp(A) spaces isomorphic to them.

8 Lp spaces over σ-fields on which ν is
countably additive

This short section considers the situation in which (N,A, ν) is a measure space,
that is, A is a σ-field and ν is countably additive. The Lp spaces in this case
have a particularly simple form. Theorem 8.1 characterises those fields of sets
for which this situation occurs, and Theorem 8.2 characterises functions that
are measurable (in the standard measure theory sense) with respect to such a
field.

Theorem 8.1 Suppose A ⊆ P(N) is a σ-field. Then the following statements are
logically equivalent.
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1. A ⊂ F and ν is countably additive on A.
2. A is generated by a countable partition S of N (that is, A = σ(S)) such

that S ⊂ F and
∑

A∈S ν(A) = 1.

Theorem 8.2 Suppose (N,A, ν) is a measure space, where A ⊂ F. Then measurable
functions on (N,A, ν) are of the form

f =

J∑
j=1

ajIAj
+ g,

where J may be finite or (countably) infinite, aj ∈ R and Aj ∈ A with ν(Aj) > 0 for

each j, the sets {Aj}
J
j=1 are pairwise disjoint, and g is non-zero only on a null set

disjoint from ∪J
j=1Aj .

The proofs of these two theorems take advantage of the fact N is countable.
The following two lemmas identify consequences of this for all σ-fields in N.

Lemma 8.1 Any σ-field A comprised of subsets of N is closed under arbitrary unions
(that is, including uncountable unions).

Proof: Consider C ⊆ A and let C :=
⋃

C. For each n ∈ C, there exists some
Cn ∈ C such that n ∈ Cn ⊆ C. Hence C = ∪n∈CCn. Since C is countable, this
is a countable union and hence C ∈ A. �

Lemma 8.2 Any σ-field A ⊆ P(N) is generated by a countable partition of N.

Proof: For each k ∈ N, let Ak be the intersection of all sets in A that
contain k. Then Ak ∈ A by Lemma 8.1. The collection {Ak}∞k=1 generates
a σ-field {∪k∈IAk : I ⊆ N} that contains every element of A and hence
A = {∪k∈IAk : I ⊆ N}. For distinct j, k ∈ N, either Aj = Ak or Aj ∩ Ak = ∅,
otherwise Aj \ Ak ∈ A would be a proper subset of Aj containing j. Thus
{Ak}∞k=1 forms a partition of N. �

These properties of σ-fields over N entail that requiring (N,A, ν) to be a
measure space imposes severe restrictions on the structure of A. These are
described in Theorem 8.1, which can now be proved.
Proof of Theorem 8.1: (1 =⇒ 2) By Lemma 8.2, A is generated by a
countable partition S of N. Thus

∑

A∈S ν(A) = ν(N) = 1 by the countable
additivity of ν on A.

(2 =⇒ 1) Suppose S = {Ak}∞k=1. (This assumes S is infinite, but the
proof that follows also works for finite S, with minor modifications.) Recall
A = {∪k∈IAk : I ⊆ N}. Thus it is sufficient to show ∪k∈IAk ∈ F with
ν(∪k∈IAk) =

∑

k∈I ν(Ak) for any I ⊆ N.
Apply Corollary 5.4 to obtain sets {A′

k}
∞
k=1 ⊂ F and {Fk}∞k=1 ⊂ N such

that for each k ∈ N:
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1. Ak = A′
k ∪ Fk,

2. ν(A′
k) = ν(Ak),

3. νN (A′
k) ≤ ν(A′

k) for all N ∈ N, and
4. ∪∞

k=1Fk ∈ F with

ν(∪∞
k=1Fk) = ν(∪∞

k=1Ak \ ∪∞
k=1A

′
k) = ν(N) −

∞
∑

k=1

ν(Ak) = 0.

By Proposition 2.6(9), ∪k∈IA
′
k ∈ F with

ν(∪k∈IA
′
k) =

∑

k∈I

ν(A′
k) =

∑

k∈I

ν(Ak),

for any I ⊆ N. Hence

∪∞
k=1Ak = (∪k∈IA

′
k) ∪ (∪k∈IFk) ∈ F

with
ν(∪k∈IAk) = ν(∪k∈IA

′
k) + ν(∪k∈IFk) =

∑

k∈I

ν(Ak)

as required. �

As a consequence, Lp(A) spaces are rather simple when (N,A, ν) is a mea-
sure space, since all functions have the form described in Theorem 8.2. This
can be proved as follows.
Proof of Theorem 8.2: Let f ∈ L0(A). Then the sets {f−1(a)}a∈R form
a partition of N, and only countably many of them can be non-empty by
Theorem 8.1. Hence

f =

J
∑

j=1

ajIAj +

K
∑

j=1

bjIBj ,

where J and K may be finite or infinite, {aj}Jj=1∪{bj}Kj=1 ⊂ R, and {Aj}Jj=1∪

{Bj}Kj=1 ⊂ A are disjoint sets with ν(Aj) > 0 for each j and ν(Bj) = 0 for

each j. But then ∪K
j=1Bj ∈ N by countable additivity. �

The Lp spaces comprised of such functions provide first examples of com-
plete, separable Lp(A) spaces. For any p ∈ {0} ∪ [1,∞), these spaces are
complete by Corollary 3.7 of [6]. They are also separable, since the simple
functions with rational coefficients form a countable, dense subset of Lp(A).

9 Completeness of Lp(A)

This section characterises complete Lp(A) spaces. It contains two complemen-
tary theorems. The first of these embeds Lp(A) in a conventional Lebesgue
function space, and thus provides access to the familiar properties and the-
orems of Lebesgue integration for application to functions in Lp(A). This
is desirable, because although many of the properties and theorems of the
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Lebesgue integral have analogues in charge spaces (see [11], [12], [13], [14]
and [15] for some examples), these analogous results typically have different
or additional conditions that make them more difficult to use, or at least less
familiar.

The first theorem and its proof refer to the concept of a representation of the
Boolean quotient P(N)/N , that is, a Boolean isomorphism φ mapping P(N)/N
to a field of subsets of some set Y . Stone’s representation theorem (originally
proved in [16], but [7] and [17] contain helpful expositions) is a fundamental
result asserting that every abstract Boolean algebra A is isomorphic to a field
of sets. More specifically, A can be embedded in P(SA), where SA is a set called
the Stone space of A. Stone spaces can be constructed in various equivalent
ways, but the details are not needed here. It will be sufficient throughout what
follows to work with an unspecified representation of P(N)/N .

The theorem and proof also refer to the set [F ] defined in Section 6, and
the set 〈F〉φ := {〈A〉φ : A ∈ F}, where 〈A〉φ := φ[A].

Theorem 9.1 Consider a field of sets A ⊂ F and p ∈ {0} ∪ [1,∞). Let φ :
P(N)/N → P(Y ) be a representation of the Boolean algebra P(N)/N . Then

1. φ(σ[A]) ⊂ 〈F〉φ,

2.
(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

is a complete measure space,

3. Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

is a Lebesgue function space,

4. Lp(A) is isometrically isomorphic to a dense subspace of Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

,
and

5. Lp(A) is complete if and only if Lp(A) ∼= Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

.

The proof uses the following lemma, which resembles a well known result
sometimes set as an exercise for students of measure theory. Recall that the
symbol ‘+’ in this context represents exclusive disjunction, that is p + q =
(p ∧ q′) ∨ (p′ ∧ q), where p and q are elements of a Boolean algebra.

Lemma 9.1 Suppose A is a Boolean algebra, and M ⊆ A is a monotone class on
which a non-negative, bounded, countably additive function µ is defined. Let A0 ⊆ M
be a sub-algebra. Then for any B ∈ σ(A0) and ǫ > 0, there exists A ∈ A0 such that
µ(B + A) < ǫ.

Proof: Let B be the collection of elements B ∈ M such that for any ǫ > 0,
there exists A ∈ A0 with µ(B + A) < ǫ. Let {Bk}∞k=1 be a non-decreasing
sequence in B and choose ǫ > 0. Set B := ∨∞

k=1Bk. Then there is Bk with
µ(B + Bk) < ǫ/2 and A ∈ A0 with µ(Bk + A) < ǫ/2. Hence µ(B + A) ≤ ǫ,
implying B is a monotone class containing A0, and hence σ(A0) ⊆ B by the
monotone class theorem (Theorem 4.1). �

Proof of Theorem 9.1: First note σ[A] ⊂ [F ] with ν countably additive on
σ[A], by Corollary 6.5 and the monotone class theorem for Boolean algebras
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(Theorem 4.1). Then φ(σ[A]) ⊂ 〈F〉φ. Moreover
(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

is a complete
measure space by Lemma 4.1 of [6]. Corollaries 3.5 and 3.6 of [6] give that
Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

is a Lebesgue function space, which is therefore complete

(Corollary 3.7 of [6]). Proposition 1.8 of [10] then gives Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

=

Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

.

Define a map ρ : Lp(A) → Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

in two stages: first for equiva-
lence classes of simple functions, then for general equivalence classes of Lp(A).

To define ρ for the equivalence class of a simple function f =
∑K

k=1 ckIAk
,

suppose without loss of generality that ν(Ak) > 0 and ck 6= 0 for each k, and
that the {ck} are distinct and in increasing order. (One can discard terms for
which ν(Ak) = 0 or ck = 0, merge sets with equal coefficients and reorder to
obtain a simple function with these properties in the same equivalence class
[f ].) Then define

ρ[f ] :=

K
∑

k=1

ck[I〈Ak〉].

This mapping is well defined since if [f ] contains another simple function f ′ =
∑K′

k=1 c
′
kIA′

k
(again with ν(A′

k) > 0 and c′k 6= 0 for each k and distinct {c′k} in
increasing order) then

K′

∑

k=1

c′k[I〈A′

k〉
] =

K
∑

k=1

ck[I〈Ak〉].

To see this, observe that since there are only finitely many values of {ck} and
{c′k}, for sufficiently small ǫ > 0 one must have

ν∗({n ∈ N : f(n) 6= f ′(n)}) = ν∗({n ∈ N : |f(n) − f ′(n)| > ǫ}) = 0,

since f and f ′ are equal a.e. But this is only possible if K = K ′, ck = c′k, and
Ak△A′

k ∈ N (hence 〈A′
k〉 = 〈Ak〉) for k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}.

The mapping ρ is an isometry for simple functions in the case p ∈ [1,∞),
since

‖ρ[f ]‖pp =

∫ K
∑

k=1

|ck|
pI〈Ak〉dν =

K
∑

k=1

|ck|
pν〈Ak〉

=

K
∑

k=1

|ck|
pν(Ak) = ‖f‖pp = ‖[f ]‖pp.

Likewise, ρ is an isometry for simple functions in the case p = 0, where the
metrics on L0(A) and L0

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

are of the form described immediately
following Definition 2.10 of [6]. To see this, note that for simple functions
f, f ′ ∈ L0(A), one can express d(ρ[f ], ρ[f ′]) and d(f, f ′) as parallel functions of
finite sets of real numbers of the form {ν〈Ak〉}Kk=1 and {ν(Ak)}Kk=1 respectively,
and then use ν〈Ak〉 = ν(Ak) for each k.
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To define ρ for general [f ] ∈ Lp(A), note there is a sequence of simple
functions {fn}∞n=1 with respect to A that converges hazily to f . Then

d(ρ([fn]), ρ([fm])) = d(fn, fm) → 0

as m,n → 0. Thus {ρ([fn])}n≥1 is a Cauchy sequence in the metric space
L0

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

, which is complete. Define ρ([f ]) to be the limit of this
Cauchy sequence. Then ρ is well defined, since if there is some other sequence
of simple functions {f ′

n}
∞
n=1 that converges to f ′ ∈ [f ], it follows that

d(ρ([fn]), ρ([f ′
n])) = d(fn, f

′
n)

≤ d(fn, f) + d(f, f ′) + d(f ′
n, f

′).

The middle summand is identically zero since f ∼ f ′, and the other two terms
converge to zero as n → ∞. Hence ρ([f ′

n]) converges to the same limit as
ρ([fn]).

To show ρ is an isometry for general [f ] ∈ Lp(A) in the case p ∈ [1,∞),
note that for any n,

|‖ρ[f ]‖p − ‖[f ]‖p| ≤ |‖ρ[f ]‖p − ‖ρ[fn]‖p| + |‖ρ[fn]‖p − ‖[fn]‖p|

+|‖[fn]‖p − ‖[f ]‖p|

≤ ‖ρ[f ] − ρ[fn]‖p + ‖f − fn‖p

where the middle summand on the right hand side of the first inequality is
identically zero since ρ is an isometry for simple functions. But the final line
goes to zero as n → ∞. In particular, the first summand goes to zero by
dominated convergence (Theorem 4.6.14 of [5]), noting {fn}∞n=1 can be chosen
to be dominated by f , using Theorem 3.4 of [6]. Hence ‖ρ[f ]‖p = ‖[f ]‖p. For
p = 0 and general [f ], [g] ∈ Lp(A),

d(ρ[f ], ρ[g]) ≤ d(ρ[f ], ρ[fn]) + d(ρ[fn], ρ[gn]) + d(ρ[gn], ρ[g])

= d(ρ[f ], ρ[fn]) + d([fn], [gn]) + d(ρ[gn], ρ[g])

→ lim
n→∞

d([fn], [gn])

= d([f ], [g]).

By a similar argument, d([f ], [g]) ≤ d(ρ[f ], ρ[g]).
Lemma 9.1 implies any [A] ∈ σ[A] can be approximated arbitrarily closely

by some [Aǫ] ∈ [A]. Hence any simple function with respect to φ(σ[A]) can
be approximated arbitrarily closely (in the p pseudo-norm or pseudo-metric d)
by a simple function with respect to φ[A]. The simple functions with respect
to φ(σ[A]) are dense in Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

by Theorem 4.6.15 of [5], hence
so are the simple functions with respect to φ[A]. But then the equivalence
classes of simple functions with respect to φ[A] are dense in Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

,
that is, the images under ρ of the equivalence classes of simple functions with
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respect to A are dense in Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

. Consequently, ρ(Lp(A)) is dense

in Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

.

Suppose Lp(A) is complete. Then Lp(A) ∼= Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

, since Lp(A)

is dense in Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

. Conversely, suppose Lp(A) ∼= Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

.

Then Lp(A) is complete because Lp

(

Y, φ(σ[A]), ν
)

is complete. �

The above theorem entails that Lp spaces, and the Kp spaces to which
they are isomorphic, can ultimately be embedded in conventional Lebesgue
function spaces on a complete measure space. Alternatively, instead of being
“mapped forward” using a representation φ, σ[A] can be “mapped back” into
F , from which a complete Lp space on N can be constructed.

Recall the definition ξ(A) := [A] for all A ∈ P(N). Note ξ−1[B] = α(B∪N )
for any field of sets B ⊆ P(N), by Lemma 5.3 of [6], since ξ−1[B] = {A ∈
P(N) : A△B ∈ N for some B ∈ B}.

Theorem 9.2 Consider a field of subsets A ⊂ F and p ∈ {0} ∪ [1,∞). Define
λ(A) := ξ−1(σ[A]). Then the following claims hold.

1. λ(A) ⊂ F .
2. Lp(λ(A)) is complete.
3. Lp(A) is isometrically isomorphic to a dense subspace of Lp(λ(A)), with

the isomorphism mapping [f ]Lp(A) 7→ [f ]Lp(λ(A)).
4. The following statements are logically equivalent:
(a) Lp(A) is complete,
(b) Lp(λ(A)) ∼= Lp(A) with isomorphism [f ]Lp(A) 7→ [f ]Lp(λ(A)),

(c) λ(A) = α(A ∪N ), and
(d) Kp(α(A ∪N )) is complete and α(A ∪N ) = α(A ∪N ).
Moreover, if any of 4(a)-(d) holds, then

Lp(A) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪N )) ∼= Kp(α(A ∪N )).

Proof: As in the proof of Theorem 9.1, σ[A] ⊂ [F ], hence ξ−1(σ[A]) ⊂ F .
Since λ(A)/N = [λ(A)] = σ[A] and ν is countably additive on σ[A],

Lp(λ(A)) is complete by Theorem 4.2(2) of [6] (noting Lp(λ(A)) is com-
plete if and only if L1(λ(A)) is complete by Theorem 3.4 of [10]). Let
φ : P(N)/N → P(Y ) be a representation of the Boolean algebra P(N)/N .
By Theorem 9.1, Lp(λ(A)) ∼= Lp(Y, φ(σ[A]), ν) and Lp(A) is isometrically iso-
morphic to a dense subspace of Lp(Y, φ(σ[A]), ν). Hence Lp(A) is isometrically
isomorphic to a dense subspace of Lp(λ(A)). Also note the former two isomor-
phisms map [f ]Lp(A) and [f ]Lp(λ(A)) to the same element of Lp(Y, φ(σ[A]), ν),
for each f ∈ Lp(A), hence the latter isomorphism maps [f ]Lp(A) 7→ [f ]Lp(λ(A)).

(4a =⇒ 4b) Suppose Lp(A) is complete. Then Lp(A) ∼= Lp(λ(A)) because
Lp(A) is isometrically isomorphic to a dense subspace of Lp(λ(A)).

(4b =⇒ 4a) This is immediate from the fact Lp(λ(A)) is complete.
(4b =⇒ 4c) This follows by an argument familiar from the proof of

Theorem 7.16(2) (and also Theorem 5.10(2) of [6]). Consider A ∈ λ(A),
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which implies IA ∈ Lp(λ(A)) by Proposition 1.8 of [10]. By assumption,
there exists f ∈ Lp(A) such that [f ]Lp(λ(A)) = [IA]Lp(λ(A)), which implies
f = IA a.e. with respect to λ(A). There exists some y ∈ (0, 1) such that
I−1
A (y,∞)△f−1(y,∞) ∈ N (by Theorem 3.11 of [6]) and also such that
f−1(y,∞) ∈ A (by Theorem 3.4 of [6], since f is T1-measurable with respect
to A). Hence A = I−1

A (y,∞) differs from a set in A by a null set. This implies

A ∈ α(A ∪ N ), by Lemma 5.3 of [6]. Thus λ(A) ⊆ α(A ∪ N ). Moreover,
α(A ∪N ) ⊆ λ(A), since A ⊆ λ(A) and N ⊆ λ(A), giving λ(A) = α(A ∪N ).

(4c =⇒ 4b) If λ(A) = α(A∪N ) then α(A∪N ) is Peano-Jordan complete,
hence α(A ∪N ) = α(A ∪ N ) by Lemma 5.7(2) of [6]. By Theorem 5.10(2)
of [6], Lp(A) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪ N )) with isomorphism [f ]Lp(A) 7→ [f ]Lp(α(A∪N )),
and by Proposition 1.8 of [10],

Lp(α(A ∪N )) = Lp(α(A ∪N )) = Lp(α(A ∪N )) = Lp(λ(A)) = Lp(λ(A)),

giving 4b. Moreover, α(A ∪N ) = α(A ∪ N ) is also Condition 2b of
Theorem 7.15, hence Lp(A) ∼= Kp(α(A ∪N ))

(4a =⇒ 4d) The preceding parts already establish 4a implies Lp(A) ∼=

Kp(α(A∪N )) and α(A ∪N ) = α(A∪N ). But then Kp(α(A∪N )) must also
be complete.

(4d =⇒ 4a) By Theorem 7.15(1), Kp(α(A∪N )) ∼= Lp(α(A∪N )), and by

Theorem 5.10(2) of [6], Lp(A) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪N )), since α(A ∪N ) = α(A∪N ).
Hence Lp(A) is complete. �

Condition 4c of Theorem 9.2 is a convenient and surprising characterisa-
tion of complete Lp(A) spaces, which also implies Kp(α(A ∪N )) is complete.
Condition 4c does not appear to imply Kp(A) is complete, but if it is, then
Condition 4c implies

Kp(A) ∼= Lp(A) ∼= Lp(α(A ∪N )) ∼= Kp(α(A ∪N )),

because Kp(A) is dense in Kp(α(A ∪N )), by Theorem 7.16.

10 Separability of Lp(A)

This section concerns sufficient conditions for Lp(A) to be separable, that is,
to have a countable dense subset. Even conventional Lebesgue function spaces
are not separable in general; however, there is a well known sufficient condition,
described in the following definition and proposition.

Definition 10.1 A charge space (X,A, µ) is said to be separable if there is a count-
able subset C ⊆ A such that for any A ∈ A and ǫ > 0, there is Aǫ ∈ C with
µ(A△Aǫ) < ǫ.

Proposition 10.2 If a charge space (X,A, µ) is separable, then Lp(X,A, µ) is
separable for p ∈ {0} ∪ [1,∞).
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Proving the preceding lemma for measure spaces is sometimes set as an
exercise for students of measure theory. The proof also applies with minimal
modification to the Lp spaces constructed on a charge space, and involves
constructing a countable dense subset of Lp(X,A, µ), comprised of simple
functions with rational coefficients and indicator functions only for sets in the
countable set C ⊆ A described in Definition 10.1. Proving these simple func-
tions are dense in Lp(X,A, µ) is straightforward with the aid of Theorem 4.6.15
of [5].

One natural way to generate a field in F for which the corresponding Lp

and Kp spaces are complete and separable, is to start with a countable field
A ⊂ F , generate the countably complete Boolean algebra σ[A], and then map
it back to the inverse image ξ−1(σ[A]). This strategy is implemented in the
following theorem.

Theorem 10.3 Consider a field of sets A ⊂ F. The following statements are
logically equivalent.

1. There is a chain T ⊆ A such that [A] = σ[α(T )].
2. There is a countable set C ⊆ A such that [A] = σ[α(C)].

Moreover, if either statement holds then A is separable.

The proof of Theorem 10.3 requires the following lemma, which provides
several alternative characterisations of countable fields. The lemma requires
the following definitions. Consider a Boolean algebra A. A partition of 1 is a
collection ∆ of pairwise disjoint elements of A with supremum 1. A partition
of 1 ∆1 is said to be a refinement of a partition of 1 ∆2, written ∆1 ≤ ∆2, if
for every p1 ∈ ∆1 there is p2 ∈ ∆2 such that p1 ≤ p2.

Statement 4 of the following lemma uses the notation α(C) to represent the
subalgebra of A generated by C ⊆ A, generalising notation used earlier in this
paper for fields of sets.

Lemma 10.1 Consider a Boolean algebra A. The following statements are logically
equivalent.

1. A is countable.
2. A has a countable generating set.
3. There is a non-decreasing sequence of finite subalgebras {Ak}

∞
k=1 ⊆ A such

that A = ∪∞
k=1Ak.

4. There is a sequence {∆k}
∞
k=1 of finite partitions of 1 such that ∆k+1 ≤ ∆k

for each k ∈ N, and A = α(∪∞
k=1∆k).

5. A is generated by a countable chain T ⊆ A.

Proof: (1 =⇒ 2) This is trivial, since A can be its own generating set.
(2 =⇒ 3) Let C := {pk}∞k=1 ⊆ A be a countable generating set for A.

(Note C may be finite, since pj need not be distinct from pk for j 6= k.) For
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k ∈ N, define Ak = α(p1, . . . , pk). Then A1 ⊆ A2 ⊆ . . . is a non-decreasing
sequence of finite subalgebras. Moreover, A = α(C) = ∪∞

k=1Ak, since each
element of A may be expressed in terms of elementary operations applied to
a finite subset of C.

(3 =⇒ 4) Since Ak is finite, the atoms of Ak form a finite partition
∆k of 1. Then each element of Ak is a finite disjunction of elements of ∆k,
so α(∪∞

k=1∆k) = ∪∞
k=1Ak. Also, since Ak ⊆ Ak+1, each element of ∆k is a

disjunction of atoms of Ak+1, so ∆k+1 ≤ ∆k.
(4 =⇒ 5) For each k ∈ N, ∆k := {∆k,1, . . . ,∆k,nk

}, with {nk}∞k=1 a
non-decreasing sequence. Without loss of generality, suppose each partition
is ordered so that the elements of ∆k+1 that form ∆k,1 by disjunction are
enumerated first, then the elements of ∆k+1 that form ∆k,2 by disjunction,
and so on. Then the set

T := {∨i
j=1∆k,j : k ∈ N, i ∈ {1, . . . , nk}}

forms a countable chain in A. Moreover, ∆k,j is a difference of elements of T
for every k ∈ N and j ∈ {1, . . . , nk}, and every A ∈ T is a finite disjunction of
elements of ∪∞

k=1∆k. Thus α(∪∞
k=1∆k) = α(T ).

(5 =⇒ 1) Each element of A is formed by performing basic operations
on a finite subset of T , and thus the elements of A can be systematically
enumerated. �

Theorem 10.3 can now be proved as follows.
Proof of Theorem 10.3: (1 =⇒ 2) Given T ⊆ A, one may obtain a
countable subchain C ⊆ T such that for any A ∈ T and ǫ > 0 there are
B,C ∈ C with [B] ≤ [A] ≤ [C] and ν(C) − ν(B) < ǫ, as in the proof of
Theorem 5.3. Clearly σ[α(C)] ⊆ σ[α(T )]. Now consider A ∈ T , and define
B0 :=

∨

{[B] : B ∈ C, [B] ≤ [A]} and C0 :=
∧

{[C] : C ∈ C, [A] ≤ [C]}, where
∨

and
∧

represent supremum and infimum respectively. Note the supremum
and infimum exist and are elements of [F ] by Theorem 6.4. Moreover, B0 ≤
[A] ≤ C0 and ν(C0−B0) < ǫ for any ǫ > 0. But this implies B0 = [A] = C0, by
Proposition 6.3(5). Hence [A] ∈ σ[α(C)], [T ] ⊆ σ[α(C)] and [A] = σ[α(T )] =
σ[α(C)].

(2 =⇒ 1) Given a countable set C ⊆ A, Lemma 10.1 implies there is
a countable chain T ′ ⊆ [A] such that α(T ′) = α[C]. But then σ(α(T ′)) =
σ(α[C]). Suppose T ′ := {[A′

k] : k ∈ N} for some {A′
k}

∞
k=1 ⊆ A. (This implicitly

invokes the axiom of countable choice.) Set A1 := A′
1 so that trivially [A1] =

[A′
1] and {A1} forms a chain in A. Inductively define for each k ≥ 2 the sets

Bk :=
⋃

{Aj : j < k, [Aj ] ≤ [A′
k]} and Ck := N ∩

⋂

{Aj : j < k, [Aj ] ≥ [A′
k]}.

That is, Bk is the largest element of the finite sequence A1, . . . , Ak−1 with
[Aj ] ≤ [A′

k] or ∅ if no such set exists, and Ck is the smallest element of
that finite sequence with [Aj ] ≥ [A′

k] or N if no such set exists. Set Ak :=
(A′

k ∪ Bk) ∩ Ck and note Ak \ A′
k ⊆ Bk \ A′

k and A′
k \ Ak ⊆ A′

k \ Ck. But
then since [Bk] ≤ [A′

k] ≤ [Ck], one must have Bk \ A′
k ∈ N , A′

k \ Ck ∈ N
and Ak△A′

k ∈ N . Thus [Ak] = [A′
k] and {A1, . . . , Ak} forms a chain in A. It
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follows that T := {Ak}∞k=1 ⊆ A is a chain with [T ] = T ′. Moreover, [A] =
σ[α(C)] = σ[α(T )], since [α(C)] = α[C] = α(T ′) = α[T ] = [α(T )].

If either statement holds, then Lemma 9.1 and Corollary 6.5 together imply
that for any A ∈ A and ǫ > 0 there is Aǫ ∈ α(C) with ν([A] + [Aǫ]) < ǫ. But
then ν(A△Aǫ) < ǫ, implying A is separable, since α(C) is countable. �

Corollary 10.4 If A ⊂ F is a field of sets and T ⊆ A is a chain such that [A] =
σ[α(T )], then Lp(A) is a Polish space for p ∈ {0} ∪ [1,∞).

Proof: The function space L1(A) is complete by Corollary 6.5 and
Theorem 4.2(2) of [6], noting [A] = α(A ∪ N )/N . Hence Lp(A) is complete
by Theorem 3.4 of [10]. Moreover, A is separable by Theorem 10.3, and then
Lp(A) is separable by Proposition 10.2. �

Note for any chain T ⊂ F , the above corollary applies to the field of sets
A := ξ−1(σ[α(T )]).

Since any T1-measurable function f induces a chain of inverse images of the
form f−1(a,∞), where a ∈ R, the above theorem opens the door to exploring
complete, separable Kp and Lp spaces induced by T1-measurable functions. Of
particular interest are the Kp and Lp spaces generated by the maximal chains
in F discussed in Corollary 3.4, since all Lp spaces generated by chains in
F are closed subspaces of the Lp spaces generated by such maximal chains.
Exploring Kp and Lp spaces generated by chains in this manner may form the
subject of a future paper.

11 Conclusion

A common strategy in mathematics is to study objects of interest in aggre-
grate, to uncover structural properties of the class that shed light on the
inter-relationships between members. This has been a fruitful approach in
probability, much of which is concerned with random variables and their var-
ious modes of convergence. Surprisingly, sequences with a Cesàro limit have
not been studied in aggregrate, despite their obvious relevance to many top-
ics in probability and analysis, particularly the study of ergodic processes. A
discrete-time, real-valued ergodic process may be regarded as a map from a
probability space into the space of real sequences with a Cesàro limit, with
probability one. It is therefore appropriate to investigate the nature of that
latter space.

This paper represents a first step in that direction. The space F of binary
sequences with a Cesàro limit has been studied in Sections 2 to 6. The main
structural property to emerge from this part of the paper is Corollary 6.5,
which establishes that F can be factored to produce a monotone class [F ]. This
finding is significant in light of the monotone class theorem for Boolean alge-
bras (Theorem 4.1): it implies that algebras embedded in [F ] can be expanded
to countably complete algebras in [F ].



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

A theory of integration for Cesàro limits 59

Spaces of more general sequences with a Cesàro limit are studied in
Sections 7 to 10. These spaces, dubbed Kp(A) spaces, are comprised of
sequences with a kind of measurability property (Condition 1 of Definition 7.7)
with respect to a field of sets A ⊂ F , and also a kind of integrability prop-
erty (Condition 2 of Definition 7.7). One of the main results in this second
part of the paper is that Kp(A) spaces are vector spaces with a pseudonorm
defined in terms of the Cesàro limit, and an isometric embedding into a Lp(A)
space. In particular, for sequences in these spaces, the Cesàro limit is equal to
an integral. Conditions under which this embedding (or the induced isometric
embedding of the normed vector space Kp(A) into Lp(A)) is an isomorphism
are identified in Theorems 7.15 and 7.16.

Sections 8, 9 and 10 identify conditions under which Lp spaces and the Kp

spaces isomorhpic to them are complete and separable. Section 8 clarifies why
Lp(A) and Kp(A) are appropriately studied using finitely additive measure
theory: the cases in which these reduce to (countably additive) measure spaces
are of a highly specific form, but are nevertheless complete and separable. More
generally, Theorems 9.1 and 9.2 provide complementary characterisations of
complete Lp(A) spaces, the first in terms of an embedding in a conventional
Lebesgue function space (constructed on a countably additive measure space),
and the second in terms of an expansion of the underlying field A to a field
λ(A), based on Corollary 6.5. Section 10 proposes a strategy for generating
Lp(A) spaces that are Polish spaces (complete, separable metric spaces), using
a chain of sets in F , such as that consisting of the inverse images of a T1-
measurable function. This is flagged as a potential topic for further research.

In the process of proving the results contained in this paper, an analytical
tool dubbed null modification has been developed (a form of this technique is
also described in the companion paper [6]). The technique involves manipulat-
ing sets (Proposition 5.1), chains (Theorem 5.3), sequences (Corollary 5.4) or
functions (Theorem 7.12) by adding and/or deleting null sets in such a man-
ner as to imbue the modified object with desirable properties. This technique
may be useful in other contexts.

The theory developed herein pertains to certain spaces of sequences with
Cesàro limits, defined in terms of some field of sets A ⊂ F . An interesting
direction for future research is to study in aggregate the space of all sequences
with Cesàro limits, or at least those that satisfy Definition 7.7 with the field A
replaced by the additive class F . Spaces of this latter form are appropriately
dubbed Kp(F) spaces, and may form the subject of a future paper.

Supplementary information. All proofs are provided in the preprint ver-
sion of this paper, together with additional lemmas on which these proofs
depend. There is no data associated with this manuscript.

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful to the Australian Research
Council Centre of Excellence for Mathematical and Statistical Frontiers
(CE140100049) for their (non-financial) support.



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

60 A theory of integration for Cesàro limits
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