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METRICAL APPROXIMATIONS OF FUNCTIONS

BELKACEM CHAOUCHI, MARKO KOSTIĆ, AND DANIEL VELINOV

Abstract. In this paper, we analyze metrical approximations of functions
F : Λ × X → Y by trigonometric polynomials and ρ-periodic type functions,
where ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ Rn, X and Y are complex Banach spaces, and ρ is a general
binary relation on Y . Besides the classical concept, we analyze Stepanov, Weyl,
Besicovitch and Doss generalized approaches to metrical approximations. We
clarify many structural properties of introduced spaces of functions and provide
several applications of our theoretical results to the abstract Volterra integro-
differential equations and the partial differential equations.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

The notion of almost periodicity was introduced by the Danish mathematician
H. Bohr around 1924-1926 and later generalized by many others (see the research
monographs [4], [8], [13], [14], [17], [18], [26], [27], [30] and [37] for further infor-
mation concerning almost periodic functions and their applications). Suppose that
(X, ‖ · ‖) is a complex Banach space, and F : Rn → X is a continuous function,
where n ∈ N. Then we say that F (·) is almost periodic if and only if for each
ǫ > 0 there exists a finite real number l > 0 such that for each t0 ∈ Rn there exists
τ ∈ B(t0, l) ≡ {t ∈ Rn : |t− t0| ≤ l} such that

∥

∥F (t+ τ) − F (t)
∥

∥ ≤ ǫ, t ∈ R
n;

here, | · − · | denotes the Euclidean distance in Rn. Equivalently, F (·) is almost
periodic if and only if for any sequence (bk) in R

n there exists a subsequence (ak)
of (bk) such that the sequence of translations (F (·+ ak)) converges in Cb(R

n : X),
the Banach space of all bounded continuous functions on Rn, equipped with the
sup-norm. Let us recall that any trigonometric polynomial in Rn is almost periodic,
as well as that a continuous function F (·) is almost periodic if and only if there
exists a sequence of trigonometric polynomials in Rn which converges uniformly to
F (·); see also [7, 12, 20] for some recent results about the multi-dimensional almost
periodic type functions.

The first systematic study of metrical almost periodicity was conducted by the
second named author in 2021 ([21]). The Stepanov, Weyl and Besicovitch classes
of metrical almost periodic functions were considered in [22], [23] and [24], respec-
tively. As already mentioned in the abstract, the main aim of this research study
is to consider the metrical approximations of functions F : Λ×X → Y by trigono-
metric polynomials and ρ-periodic type functions, where ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ Rn, X and Y are
complex Banach spaces and ρ is a general binary relation on Y (it would be very
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difficult to summarize here all relevant results concerning function spaces obtained
by the closures of the set of trigonometric polynomials in certain norms; see, e.g.,
the investigations of A. Oliaro, L. Rodino, P. Wahlberg [29] and M. A. Shubin [31]
for some non-trivial results established in this direction). We also investigate the
generalized Stepanov, Weyl, Besicovitch and Doss approaches to the metrical ap-
proximations of functions, and provide certain applications to the abstract Volterra
integro-differential equations. Besides many other novelties of this work, we would
like to emphasize here that this is probably the first research article which examines
the notion of metrical semi-periodicity, even in the one-dimensional framework.

The organization and main ideas of this research article can be briefly de-
scribed as follows. After collecting some preliminary material, we introduce the no-
tion of strong (φ,F,B,P)-almost periodicity (semi-(φ, ρ,F,B,P)-periodicity, semi-
(φ, ρj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodicity) in Definition 2.1. The main purpose of Proposition
2.2 is to consider the compositions of functions introduced here with the Lipschitz
type functions. After that, in Example 2.3, we provide many engaging examples
justifying the introduction of function spaces under our consideration (although the
main aim of this paper is to create the abstract theory of metrical approximations
of functions by trigonometric polynomials and ρ-periodic type functions, there are
many places where we consider some special pseudometric spaces and specify our
general notion; see also Example 3.3 and Example 3.4 below).

Subsection 2.1 is devoted to the study of metrical normality and metrical Bohr
type definitions. The notion of (φ,R,B,F,P)-normality is introduced in Definition
2.4 and later analyzed in Proposition 2.5. It is worth noting that the notion of
(φ,R,B,F,P)-normality generalizes many other notions of normality known in the
existing literature (see, e.g., [1, Definition 3.3, 4.2, 4.5, 5.17] for the one-dimensional
setting, and [18, Subsection 6.3.1] for the multi-dimensional setting). Definition
2.7 introduces the notions of the Bohr (φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,P)-almost periodicity and the
(φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,P)-uniform recurrence. The main aim of Proposition 2.8 is to indicate
that the notion of (φ,R,B, φ,F,P)-normality is very general as well as that any
function belonging to the introduced function space e− (B, φ,F)−BP·(Λ×X : Y )

[e−(B, φ,F)j∈Nn −BP·
I (Λ×X : Y )] is (φ,R,B, φ,F,P)-normal under certain logical

assumptions (cf. also Proposition 2.9, where we reconsider the statements of [21,
Proposition 3.7, Corollary 3.8] in our new framework).

Without going into full description of introduced definitions and established
results in Section 3, we will only emphasize that we investigate the generalized
Stepanov, Weyl, Besicovitch and Doss concepts to the metrical approximations of
functions here. The Stepanov and Weyl concepts are investigated in Subsection 3.1,
while the Besicovitch and Doss concepts are investigated in Subsection 3.2. Several
theoretical results about the convolution invariance of function spaces introduced in
this paper, and many new applications to the abstract Volterra integro-differential
equations are given in Section 4 (the actions of infinite convolution products are
specifically analyzed in Subsection 4.1). The final section of paper is reserved for
the concluding remarks and observations about the introduced classes of functions.

Notation and terminology. Suppose that X, Y, Z and T are given non-empty
sets. Let us recall that a binary relation between X into Y is any subset ρ ⊆ X×Y.
If ρ ⊆ X × Y and σ ⊆ Z × T with Y ∩Z 6= ∅, then we define σ · ρ = σ ◦ ρ ⊆ X × T
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by

σ ◦ ρ :=
{

(x, t) ∈ X × T : ∃y ∈ Y ∩ Z such that (x, y) ∈ ρ and (y, t) ∈ σ
}

.

As is well known, the domain and range of ρ are defined by D(ρ) := {x ∈ X :
∃y ∈ Y such that (x, y) ∈ X × Y } and R(ρ) := {y ∈ Y : ∃x ∈ X such that (x, y) ∈
X × Y }, respectively; ρ(x) := {y ∈ Y : (x, y) ∈ ρ} (x ∈ X), x ρ y ⇔ (x, y) ∈ ρ.
If ρ is a binary relation on X and n ∈ N, then we define ρn inductively. Set
ρ(X ′) := {y : y ∈ ρ(x) for some x ∈ X ′} (X ′ ⊆ X).

We will always assume henceforth that (X, ‖ · ‖), (Y, ‖ · ‖Y ) and (Z, ‖ · ‖Z) are
three complex Banach spaces, n ∈ N, ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ R

n, and B is a non-empty collection
of non-empty subsets of X satisfying that for each x ∈ X there exists B ∈ B such
that x ∈ B. For the sequel, we set

Λ′′ :=
{

τ ∈ R
n : τ + Λ ⊆ Λ

}

.

By L(X,Y ) we denote the Banach space of all bounded linear operators from X
into Y, L(X,X) ≡ L(X); I denotes the identity operator on Y. The Lebesgue
measure in Rn is denoted by m(·), and the Wright function of order γ ∈ (0, 1)
is denoted by Φγ(·); see, e.g., [17] for the notion. Define Nn := {1, ..., n}; the
standard basis of Rn is denoted by (e1, ..., en). If A and B are non-empty sets,
then we define BA := {f |f : A → B}. By ‖ · ‖∞ we denote the sup-norm; set also
⌈s⌉ := inf{k ∈ Z : s ≤ k} and ⌊s⌋ := sup{k ∈ Z : s ≥ k} for any s ∈ R.

In this paper, we use the weighted function spaces (for further information con-
cerning the Lebesgue spaces with variable exponents Lp(x), we refer the reader to
[9], [18] and references cited therein). Suppose first that the set Λ is Lebesgue
measurable and ν : Λ → (0,∞) is a Lebesgue measurable function. By P(Λ) we
denote the space of all Lebesgue measurable functions from Λ into [1,+∞]. In our
analysis, we employ the following Banach space

Lp(t)
ν (Λ : Y ) :=

{

u : Λ → Y ; u(·) is measurable and ||u||p(t) <∞
}

,

where p ∈ P(Λ) and
∥

∥u
∥

∥

p(t)
:=
∥

∥u(t)ν(t)
∥

∥

Lp(t)(Λ:Y )
.

Suppose now that ν : Λ → (0,∞) is an arbitrary function satisfying that the func-
tion 1/ν(·) is locally bounded. Then the vector space C0,ν(Λ : Y ) [Cb,ν(Λ : Y )] con-
sists of all continuous functions u : Λ → Y such that lim|t|→∞,t∈Λ ‖u(t)‖Y ν(t) = 0
[sup

t∈Λ ‖u(t)‖Y ν(t) < +∞]. Equipped with the norm ‖ · ‖ := sup
t∈Λ ‖ · (t)ν(t)‖Y ,

C0,ν(Λ : Y ) [Cb,ν(Λ : Y )] is a Banach space. Albeit it may look a little bit redun-
dant, we have decided to repeat certain conditions on the function φ(·) sometimes
for the sake of better readability.

Finally, we need to recall the following notion:

Definition 1.1. (i) Let ω ∈ R
n \{0}, ρ be a binary relation on Y and ω ∈ Λ′′.

A continuous function F : Λ × X → Y is said to be (ω, ρ)-periodic [ρ-
periodic] if and only if F (t+ ω;x) ∈ ρ(F (t;x)), t ∈ Λ, x ∈ X [there exists
ω ∈ (Rn \ {0}) ∩ Λ′′ such that F (·; ·) is (ω, ρ)-periodic].

(ii) Let ωj ∈ R \ {0}, ρj ∈ C \ {0} be a binary relation on Y and ωjej +
Λ ⊆ Λ (1 ≤ j ≤ n). A continuous function F : Λ × X → Y is said to
be (ωj , ρj)j∈Nn -periodic [(ρj)j∈Nn -periodic] if and only if F (t + ωjej ;x) ∈
ρj(F (t;x)), t ∈ Λ, x ∈ X, j ∈ Nn [there exist non-zero real numbers ωj

such that ωjej ∈ Λ′′ for all j ∈ Nn and F (·; ·) is (ωj , ρj)j∈Nn -periodic].
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(iii) Let ωj ∈ R \ {0}, and ωjej + Λ ⊆ Λ (1 ≤ j ≤ n). A continuous function
F : Λ×X → Y is said to be periodic if and only if F (·; ·) is (ρj)j∈Nn -periodic
with ρj = I for all j ∈ Nn.

By a trigonometric polynomial P : Λ×X → Y we mean any linear combination
of functions like

ei[λ1t1+λ2t2+···+λntn]c(x),

where λi are real numbers (1 ≤ i ≤ n) and c : X → Y is a continuous mapping.

2. Metrical approximations: the main concept

In this section, we assume that ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ Rn, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞), F : Λ → (0,∞),
P ⊆ [0,∞)Λ, the space of all functions from Λ into [0,∞), the zero function belongs
to P , and P = (P, d) is a pseudometric space.

We start by introducing the following notion:

Definition 2.1. Suppose that ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ R
n and F : Λ×X → Y. Then we say that

F (·; ·) is strongly (φ,F,B,P)-almost periodic (semi-(φ, ρ,F,B,P)-periodic, semi-
(φ, ρj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodic) if and only if for each B ∈ B there exists a sequence
(PB

k (t;x)) of trigonometric polynomials (ρ-periodic functions, (ρj)j∈Nn -periodic
functions) such that

lim
k→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥PB
k (·;x) − F (·;x)

∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

P
= 0.(2.1)

The usual notion of a strongly B-almost periodic function F : Λ → Y (semi-
(ρj)j∈Nn -periodic function F : Λ → Y ) is obtained by plugging F(·) ≡ 1, φ(x) ≡ x
and P = Cb(Λ : Y ).

Our first result reads as follows:

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ Rn, F : Λ × X → Y , h : Y → Z is
Lipschitz continuous, φ(·) is monotonically increasing and there exists a function
ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that φ(xy) ≤ ϕ(x)φ(y) for all x, y ≥ 0. Let the assumption
(C1) hold, where:

(C1) If f ∈ P, then d′f ∈ P for all reals d′ ≥ 0, and there exists a finite real
constant d > 0 such that ‖d′f‖P ≤ d(1 + d′)‖f‖P for all reals d′ ≥ 0 and
all functions f ∈ P.

Then we have the following:

(i) Suppose that F (·; ·) is semi-(φ, ρ,F,B,P)-periodic (semi-(φ, ρj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-
periodic), and h ◦ ρ ⊆ ρ ◦ h (h ◦ ρj ⊆ ρj ◦ h for 1 ≤ j ≤ n). Then the
function h ◦ F : Λ ×X → Y is likewise semi-(φ, ρ,F,B,P)-periodic (semi-
(φ, ρj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodic).

(ii) Suppose that X = {0}, there exists a finite real constant c > 0 such that
φ(x + y) ≤ c[ϕ(x) + ϕ(y)] for all x, y ≥ 0, φ(·) is continuous at the point
zero,

F ∈ P and lim
ǫ→0+

‖ǫF(·)‖P = 0,(2.2)

the function F (·) is strongly (φ,F,B,P)-almost periodic and the assumption
(C2) holds, where:
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(C2) There exists a finite real constant e > 0 such that the assumptions
f, g ∈ P and 0 ≤ w ≤ d′[f + g] for some finite real constant d′ > 0
imply w ∈ P and ‖w‖P ≤ e(1 + d′)[‖f‖P + ‖g‖P ].

Then the function (h◦F )(·) is likewise strongly (φ,F,B,P)-almost periodic.

Proof. In order to prove (i), observe first that, if P : Λ×X → Y is (ω, ρ)-periodic
((ωj , ρj)j∈Nn -periodic), then the function h ◦ P : Λ × X → Z is likewise (ω, ρ)-
periodic ((ωj , ρj)j∈Nn -periodic) since we have assumed that h ◦ ρ ⊆ ρ ◦ h (h ◦ ρj ⊆
ρj ◦ h for 1 ≤ j ≤ n). Let L > 0 be the Lipschitzian constant of mapping h(·).
Then the required statement simply follows from our assumptions on the function
φ(·), the pseudometric space P and the subsequent computation (the set B ∈ B is
given in advance):

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥

(

h ◦ PB
k

)

(·;x) −
(

h ◦ F (·;x)
)
∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

P

≤
∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

L
∥

∥PB
k (·;x)− F (·;x)

∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

P

≤
∥

∥

∥
F(·)ϕ(L)φ

(

∥

∥PB
k (·;x)− F (·;x)

∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P

≤ d(1 + ϕ(L))
∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥PB
k (·;x) − F (·;x)

∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P
.

To prove (ii), observe first that the function (h ◦ P )(·) is strongly almost periodic
for every trigonometric polynomial P (·); hence, there exists a sequence (Pk) of
trigonometric polynomials such that limk→∞ ‖Pk−(h◦P )‖∞ = 0 ([18]). After that,
we can apply the argumentation used for proving (i), the additional assumptions
given and the next computation:
∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥Pk(·) −
(

h ◦ F
)

(·)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P

≤ e(1 + c)

[

∥

∥

∥F(·)φ
(

∥

∥Pk(·) −
(

h ◦ P
)

(·)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P
+

∥

∥

∥F(·)φ
(

∥

∥

(

h ◦ P
)

(·)−
(

h ◦ F
)

(·)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P

]

≤ e(1 + c)

[

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

ǫ
′
)

∥

∥

∥

P
+ d(1 + ϕ(L))

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥P (·)− F (·)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P

]

;

here, we first choose a finite real number ǫ0 > 0 such that ‖xF(·)‖P < ǫ/(2e(1+ c))
for 0 < x < ǫ0 (cf. (2.2)), and after that we choose a finite real number ǫ′ > 0 such
that φ(ǫ′) < ǫ0 due to the continuity of function φ(·) at the point zero. �

Without going into further details, we will only note here that Proposition 2.2 can
be reformulated for all other classes of functions analyzed in this paper. Condition
(C1) holds if P is a Banach space or P is a Fréchet space and d(·; ·) is a met-
ric induced by the fundamental system of increasing seminorms which defines the
topology of P ; note also that condition (2.2) does not hold in general metric spaces
P : for example, if d(·; ·) is a discrete unit metric on P, defined by d(f, g) := 0 if and
only if f = g, and d(f, g) := 1, otherwise, then (2.2) does not hold. With this choice
of metric space P , we have that a function F (·; ·) is strongly (x, 1,B,P)-almost pe-
riodic (semi-(x, ρ, 1,B,P)-periodic, semi-(x, ρj , 1,B,P)j∈Nn-periodic) if and only if
F (·; ·) is a trigonometric polynomial (ρ-periodic function, (ρj)j∈Nn -periodic func-
tion).

We continue by providing several illustrative examples:
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Example 2.3. (i) The spaces of Bohr almost periodic functions (semi-(cj)j∈Nn -
periodic functions; cf. [19, Subsection 2.1] and [6, Section 2]) F : Rn → Y
can be constricted if we use the pseudometric spaces P such that P is
continuously embedded into the space Cb(R

n : Y ). The obvious choice is
the space Cb,ν(R

n : Y ), where the function 1/ν(·) is locally bounded and
ν(x) ≥ c, x ∈ Rn for some positive real number c > 0.

Concerning the choice of this space, we will present the following example
appearing in [29]. If ∅ 6= Ω ⊆ Rn, then the space of all Gevrey functions
of order s ≥ 1, denoted by Gs(Ω), is defined as a collection of all infinitely
differentiable functions F : Rn → C such that for each compact set K ⊆ Rn

there exists a finite real constant CK > 0 such that

|DαF (t)| ≤ C
1+|α|
K α!s

for all t ∈ K and α ∈ Nn
0 . It is natural to ask whether an almost periodic

function F : Rn → C which belongs to the space Gs(Ω) obeys the property
of the existence of a global real constant C > 0 such that

|DαF (t)| ≤ C1+|α|α!s

for all t ∈ Rn and α ∈ Nn
0 ? An instructive counterexample in the one-

dimensional setting, with s > 1, is given in [29, Example 2.1], showing that
this is not true in general. We will reexamine this example for our purposes.

Set gs(x) := exp(−x1/(1−s)), x > 0, gs(x) := 0, x ≤ 0, ψs(x) :=
gs(x)gs(1−x), x ∈ R, ψs,n(x) := ψs(nx), x ∈ R and ϕs,n(x) :=

∑

k∈Z
ψs(x−

2n(2k + 1)), x ∈ R (n ∈ N). It has been shown that the function

Fs(x) :=

∞
∑

k=1

k−1/4ϕs,k(x), x ∈ R

is well defined, as well as that the above series is uniformly convergent in
the variable x ∈ R, so that the function Fs(·) is actually, semi-periodic,
since the function ϕs,n(·) is of period 2n+1 (n ∈ N). Moreover, it has been
shown that for each x ∈ R and N ∈ N we have the existence of an integer
n0 > N such that

∑

k>N

n−1/4ϕs,k(x) = n
−1/4
0 ϕs,n0(x) ≤ n

−1/4
0 ≤ (1 +N)−1/4.(2.3)

Let (xn0) be any strictly increasing sequence tending to plus infinity and
satisfying that xn0 ∈ ⋃

k∈Z
([0, n−1

0 ] + 2n0(1 + 2k)). Define the function

ν : R → (0,∞) by ν(x) := 1, if x /∈ {xn0 : n0 ∈ N} and ν(xn0 ) := n
1/8
0 . The

use of (2.3) implies that the function Fs(·) is semi-(x, I, 1,P)-periodic with
P = Cb,ν(R : [0,∞)).

It is worth noting that we can also use the metric spaces P equipped
with the distance of the form

d(f, g) = ‖f − g‖∞ + d1(f, g), f, g ∈ P,(2.4)

where P is a certain subspace of the space Cb(R
n : [0,∞)) and d1(·; ·) is a

pseudometric on P. In the one-dimensional setting, this approach has been
used in many research articles of S. Stóınski and his followers (see, e.g., [32]-
[36]). Concerning this problematic, we will first present here an example
of a p-semi-anti-periodic function in variation (1 ≤ p < +∞) based on our
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analysis from [18, Example 4.2.9] and the investigations carried out in [33]
and [36]. We already know that the function

f(x) :=

∞
∑

m=1

eix/(2m+1)

m2
, x ∈ R

is not periodic and f(·) is semi-anti-periodic (n = 1, c1 = −1) because it is
a uniform limit of [π · (2N + 1)!!]-anti-periodic functions

fN (x) :=

N
∑

m=1

eix/(2m+1)

m2
, x ∈ R (N ∈ N);

cf. also [19, Example 2.11] for the multi-dimensional analogue of this exam-
ple. Now we will prove that f(·) is p-semi-anti-periodic function in variation
(1 ≤ p < +∞), i.e., semi-(x,−I, 1,P)-periodic with P being the subspace
BVp(R : [0,∞)) of Cb(R : [0,∞)) consisting of those functions h(·) for
which the p-variation of h(·) on the interval [t− 1, t+ 1], defined by

Vp(h; t) := sup
Φ

(

s−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣h(ui+1)− h(ui)
∣

∣

p

)1/p

,

is finite for any t ∈ R (the supremum is taken over all finite partitions
Φ = {u0, ..., us}, t − 1 = u0 < u1 < ... < us = t + 1, of the interval
[t−1, t+1]) and supt∈R Vp(f ; t) < +∞.We equip the space BVp(R : [0,∞))
with the metric

d(f, g) := sup
t∈R

(

|f(t)− g(t)|+ Vp(f − g; t)
)

, f, g ∈ BVp(R : [0,∞));(2.5)

cf. also (2.4). Using the partial sums fN (·), it suffices to show that

lim
N→+∞

sup
t∈R

Vp

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

m=N+1

ei·/(2m+1)

m2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

; t

)

= 0.(2.6)
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Let t ∈ R be fixed, and let Φ = {u0, ..., us}, t − 1 = u0 < u1 < ... < us =
t+ 1, be any finite partition of the interval [t− 1, t+ 1]. Then we have:

sup
Φ

(

s−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

m=N+1

eiui+1/(2m+1)

m2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

m=N+1

eiui/(2m+1)

m2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p)1/p

≤ sup
Φ

(

s−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

m=N+1

eiui+1/(2m+1)

m2
−

∞
∑

m=N+1

eiui/(2m+1)

m2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p)1/p

≤ sup
Φ

(

s−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

m=N+1

∣

∣eiui+1/(2m+1) − eiui/(2m+1)
∣

∣

m2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p)1/p

≤ sup
Φ

(

s−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

m=N+1

∣

∣ui+1 − ui
∣

∣

m2(2m+ 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p)1/p

≤ sup
Φ

(

s−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣ui+1 − ui
∣

∣

p

)1/p ∞
∑

m=N+1

1

m2(2m+ 1)

≤ sup
Φ

s−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣ui+1 − ui
∣

∣

∞
∑

m=N+1

1

m2(2m+ 1)

= 2

∞
∑

m=N+1

1

m2(2m+ 1)
→ 0, N → +∞.

(ii) If we remove the term |f(t) − g(t)| in (2.5), then we obtain the concept
of slow p-semi-periodicity in variation (1 ≤ p < +∞); see also [35, pp.
563-564, Theorem 6]. For the sequel, let us recall that A. Haraux and P.
Souplet have proved, in [15, Theorem 1.1], that the function

f(t) :=

∞
∑

m=1

1

m
sin2

( t

2m

)

, t ∈ R,

is not Besicovitch-p-almost periodic for any finite exponent p ≥ 1, as well
as that f(·) is uniformly recurrent and uniformly continuous; see [17] for the
notion and more details. Now we will prove that the function f(·) is slowly
p-semi-periodic in variation (1 ≤ p < +∞). In our approach, we consider
the pseudometric space P := (P, d1), where P = BVp(R : [0,∞)) and
d1(f, g) := supt∈R Vp(f − g; t), f, g ∈ P ; then we actually want to show
that the function f(·) is (x, 1,P)-semi-periodic; but, this simply follows
from the equality

lim
N→+∞

sup
t∈R

Vp

(
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

m=N+1

sin2(·/2m)

m

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

; t

)

= 0,

which can be proved as in part (i), for the equality (2.6).
(iii) The spaces of Bohr almost periodic functions (semi-(cj)j∈Nn -periodic func-

tions) F : Rn → Y can be extended if we use the pseudometric spaces P
such that the space Cb(R

n : Y ) is continuously embedded into P . The ob-
vious choice is the space Cb,ν(R

n : Y ), where the function 1/ν(·) is locally
bounded and ν(x) ≤ c, x ∈ R

n for some finite real number c > 0. But, here
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we can also use the metric space P consisting of all continuous functions
from Rn into [0,∞), equipped with the distance

d(f, g) := sup
x∈Rn

∣

∣arctan(f(x)) − arctan(g(x))
∣

∣, f, g ∈ P.

Concerning the use of this metric space, we would like to note first that P
is not complete since the sequence

(

fn(·) := tan
(

(π/2)− [cos2 ·]− (1/n)
)

)

n∈N

of periodic functions is a Cauchy sequence in P but not convergent. Denote
by P = (P , d) the completion of P = (P, d). Then the limit function f(·)
of sequence (fn(·)) has the form f(x) = tan((π/2)− [cos2 x]) = cot(cos2 x),
x /∈ (π/2)+Zπ and f(x) = +∞, if x ∈ (π/2)+Zπ. Therefore, the function
f(·) is not locally integrable since

f(x) ∼ 1

cos2 x
∼ 1

((π/2) + kπ − x)2
, x→ (π/2) + kπ (k ∈ Z),

which implies that we cannot expect that the function f(·) is Besicovitch
(Weyl, Stepanov) almost periodic in the usual sense ([18]). On the other
hand, it is clear that we can extend the notion introduced in Definition 2.1
by replacing the limit equality (2.1) by

lim
k→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥PB
k (·;x) − F (·;x)

∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P
= 0.(2.7)

Then the function f(·) considered above will be (x, 1,P)-semi-periodic, with
the meaning clear. We will further analyze the approximation equality
(2.7) in our forthcoming research studies; this concept seems to be very
important because it allows one to consider, maybe for the first time in
existing literature, the generalized almost periodicity of functions f(·) which
are not locally integrable.

(iv) The use of a complete metric space P = C(Rn) is completely irrelevant
in our analysis (the use of function spaces P = Ck(Rn), where k ∈ N,
P = C∞(Rn) and some ultradistributional analogues of these spaces is
much more important but we will not consider here this topic). More
precisely, let P be equipped with the metric

d(f, g) :=
∞
∑

k=1

2−k
supx∈[−k,k]n |f(x)− g(x)|

1 + supx∈[−k,k]n |f(x)− g(x)| , f, g ∈ P,

and let φ(x) ≡ x, F ≡ 1. Then a continuous function F : Rn → Y
is (x, 1,P)-almost periodic if and only if there exists a sequence (Pk) of
trigonometric polynomials which converges uniformly to F (·) on any com-
pact subset of Rn. Using the vector-valued version of the Weierstrass ap-
proximation theorem, we can simply prove that any continuous function
F : Rn → Y is (x, 1,P)-almost periodic; in actual fact, for every integer
k ∈ N, we can find a trigonometric polynomial Pk : Rn → Y such that
sup|t|≤k ‖Pk(t)−F (t)‖Y ≤ 1/k. Then (Pk) converges uniformly to F (·) on
any compact subset of Rn.
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2.1. Metrical normality and metrical Bohr type definitions. We refer the
reader to the survey article [1] by J. Andres, A. M. Bersani, R. F. Grande and the
monograph [18] for more details about various classes of normal type functions in
the theory of almost periodic functions. We start this subsection by introducing the
following notion, which generalizes the usual notion of Bohr normality (see, e.g.,
[1, Definition 2.6] for the one-dimensional setting):

Definition 2.4. Suppose that R is any collection of sequences in Λ′′, F : Λ×X → Y,
φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and F : Λ → (0,∞). Then we say that the function F (·; ·) is
(φ,R,B,F,P)-normal if and only if for every set B ∈ B and for every sequence
(bk)k∈N in R there exists a subsequence (bkm)m∈N of (bk)k∈N such that, for every
ǫ > 0, there exists an integer m0 ∈ N such that, for every integers m, m′ ≥ m0, we
have

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F (·+ bkm ;x)− F (·+ bkm′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ.(2.8)

The usual notion of (R,B,P)-normality is obtained by plugging F(·) ≡ 1, φ(x) ≡
x, R being a collection of sequences in Λ′′, and P = L∞(Λ); see also [21, Definition
2.1], where we have assumed that (2.8) holds for every set B′ of a collection L(B;b)
of certain subsets of B. The notion introduced in [21, Definition 2.1, Definition 2.2]
can be further strengthened by using the general functions F(·) and φ(x) therein.

The uniformly convergent sequences of almost periodic type functions and the
behaviour of its limit function have been examined in many structural results es-
tablished so far (see, e.g., [21, Proposition 2.7] for such a result regarding metrically
almost periodic type functions). In this paper, we will clarify only one result con-
cerning this issue:

Proposition 2.5. Suppose that R is any collection of sequences in Λ′′, Fj : Λ×X →
Y, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞), F : Λ → (0,∞), and the function Fj(·; ·) is (φ,R,B,F,P)-
normal for all j ∈ N. If F : Λ × X → Y and, for every set B ∈ B and for every
sequence (bk)k∈N in R, we have

lim
(j,k)→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥Fj(·+ bj ;x)− F (·+ bk;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

= 0,(2.9)

then the function F (·; ·) is likewise (φ,R,B,F,P)-normal, provided that:

(i) The function φ(·) is monotonically increasing and there exists a finite real
constant c > 0 such that φ(x+ y) ≤ c[φ(x) + φ(y)] for all x, y ≥ 0.

(ii) Condition (C3) holds, where:
(C3) There exists a finite real constant f > 0 such that the assumptions

f, g, h ∈ P and 0 ≤ w ≤ d′[f + g + h] for some finite real constant
d′ > 0 imply w ∈ P and ‖w‖P ≤ f(1 + d′)[‖f‖P + ‖g‖P + ‖h‖P ].

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that c = f = 1. Let a real number
ǫ > 0, a set B ∈ B and a sequence (bk)k∈N in R be given. Then there exists a
natural number N ∈ N such that the assumption min(j, k) ≥ N implies

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥Fj(·+ bj ;x)− F (·+ bk;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ/3.
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After that, we find a subsequence (bkm)m∈N of (bk)k∈N and a natural number
m0 ∈ N such that, for every integers m, m′ ≥ m0, we have:

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥FN (·+ bkm ;x)− FN (·+ bkm′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ/3.

Then the final conclusion simply follows from the last two estimates, conditions
(i)-(ii) and the next decomposition (m, m′ ≥ m0):

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F (·+ bkm ;x)− F (·+ bkm′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F (·+ bkm ;x)− FN (·+ bkm ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

+ sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥FN (·+ bkm ;x)− FN (·+ bkm′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

+ sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥FN (·+ bkm′ ;x) − F (·+ bkm′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

.

�

Remark 2.6. It is clear that condition (ii) from the formulations of Proposition 2.2
and Proposition 2.5 is a little bit inappropriate because it cannot detect a conti-
nuity or a measurability of function w(·). Despite of this, the proofs of Proposition
2.2, Proposition 2.5 and many other statements clarified below still work in con-
crete situations, so that our results are applicable if P is a solid Banach space, for
example.

We need the following extension of [21, Definition 3.1], where we have F(·) ≡ 1
and φ(x) ≡ x :

Definition 2.7. Suppose that ∅ 6= Λ′ ⊆ Rn, ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ Rn, F : Λ × X → Y is a
given function, ρ is a binary relation on Y, F : Λ → (0,∞) and Λ′ ⊆ Λ′′. Then we
say that:

(i) F (·; ·) is Bohr (φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic if and only if for every B ∈
B and ǫ > 0 there exists l > 0 such that for each t0 ∈ Λ′ there exists
τ ∈ B(t0, l) ∩ Λ′ such that, for every t ∈ Λ and x ∈ B, there exists an
element yt;x ∈ ρ(F (t;x)) such that

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F (·+ τ ;x) − y·;x
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ ǫ.

(ii) F (·; ·) is (φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,P)-uniformly recurrent if and only if for every B ∈ B
there exists a sequence (τk) in Λ′ such that limk→+∞ |τk| = +∞ and that,
for every t ∈ Λ and x ∈ B, there exists an element yt;x ∈ ρ(F (t;x)) such
that

lim
k→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F (·+ τk;x)− y·;x
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

= 0.
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For our purposes, the situation in which ρ = I will be the most important (the
consideration of notion of strong (φ, ρ,F,B,P)-almost periodicity with a general
binary relation ρ on Y is a bit misleading; cf. Definition 2.1).

We continue by clarifying the following result:

Proposition 2.8. (i) Suppose that R is any collection of sequences in Λ′′,
F : Λ ×X → Y, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and F : Λ → (0,∞). Let the following
conditions hold:
(a) The function φ(·) is monotonically increasing, continuous at the point

zero, and there exists a finite real constant c > 0 such that φ(x+ y) ≤
c[φ(x) + φ(y)] for all x, y ≥ 0.

(b) Condition (C3) holds.
(c) F(·)φ(‖P (·;x)‖Y ) ∈ P for any trigonometric polynomial (periodic func-

tion) P (·; ·) and x ∈ X.
(d) There exists a finite real constant g > 0 such that

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

‖P (·;x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

P
≤ g
∥

∥

∥
φ
(

‖P (·;x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

∞
,

for any any trigonometric polynomial (periodic function) P (·; ·) and
x ∈ X.

(e) There exists a finite real constant h > 0 such that, for every x ∈ X and
τ ∈ Λ′′, the assumption F(·)φ(‖H(·;x)‖Y ) ∈ P implies F(·)φ(‖H(· +
τ ;x)‖Y ) ∈ P and
∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

‖H(·+ τ ;x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

P
≤ h

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

‖H(·;x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

P
.

(f) Any set B of collection B is bounded.

If F ∈ e− (B, φ,F)−BP·(Λ×X : Y ) [e− (B, φ,F)j∈Nn −BP·
I (Λ×X : Y )],

then the function F (·; ·) is (φ,R,B, φ,F,P)-normal.
(ii) Suppose that ∅ 6= Λ′ ⊆ Rn, ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ Rn, F : Λ×X → Y is a given function,

and Λ′ ⊆ Λ′′. If F ∈ e − (B, φ,F) − BP·(Λ × X : Y ) [e − (B, φ,F)j∈Nn −
BP·

I (Λ × X : Y )] and the assumptions (a)-(f) given in the formulation of
(i) hold, then the function F (·; ·) is Bohr (φ,F,B,Λ′, I,P)-almost periodic.

Proof. We will prove (i) for the function F ∈ e − (B, φ,F) − BP·(Λ ×X : Y ). Let
a real number ǫ > 0, a set B ∈ B, and a sequence (bk)k∈N in R be fixed. Then we
can find a trigonometric polynomial P (·; ·) such that

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥P (·;x) − F (·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

P
< ǫ/3.

After that we can use condition (e) in order to see that

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥P (·+ τ ;x) − F (·+ τ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

P
< hǫ/3(2.10)

for all τ ∈ Λ′′. Since B is bounded, the Bochner criterion for almost periodic
functions in Rn ensures that there exist a subsequence (bkm)m∈N of (bk)k∈N and
a natural number m0 ∈ N such that, for every positive integers m′, m′′ ≥ m0, we
have

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
P
(

t+ bkm′ ;x
)

− P
(

t+ bkm′′ ;x
)

∥

∥

∥

Y
< ǫ/3, t ∈ R

n.
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Employing (c)-(d), we get:

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(
∥

∥

∥
P (t+ bkm′ ;x)− P (t+ bkm′′ ;x)

∥

∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ gφ(ǫ/3), m′, m′′ ≥ m0.

Then the final conclusion simply follows from conditions (a)-(b), the estimate (2.10)
and the next decomposition

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F (·+ bkm′ ;x)− F (·+ bkm′′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ c′
[
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F (·+ bkm′ ;x)− P (·+ bkm′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥P (·+ bkm′ ;x)− P (·+ bkm′′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥P (·+ bkm′′ ;x)− F (·+ bkm′′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

]

,

with a certain positive real constant c′ > 0. The proof of (ii) can be deduced
similarly and therefore omitted. �

The conclusions established in [21, Example 3.9] can be simply formulated for
Bohr (φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic functions and (φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,P)-uniformly re-
current functions. Furthermore, the statements of [21, Proposition 3.7, Corollary
3.8] can be extended in the following way:

Proposition 2.9. Suppose that ∅ 6= Λ′ ⊆ R
n, ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ R

n, Λ + Λ′ ⊆ Λ, and the
function F : Λ×X → Y is Bohr (φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic ((φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,P)-
uniformly recurrent), where ρ is a binary relation on Y satisfying R(F ) ⊆ D(ρ)
and ρ(y) is a singleton for any y ∈ R(F ). Suppose that for each τ ∈ Λ′ we have
τ + Λ = Λ, the function φ(·) is monotonically increasing, there exists a finite real
constant c > 0 such that φ(x+y) ≤ c[φ(x)+φ(y)] for all x, y ≥ 0, and the following
conditions hold:

(P) P1 = (P1, d1) is a pseudometric space, c′ ∈ (0,∞) and for every f ∈ P and
τ ∈ Λ′ we have f(· − τ) ∈ P1 and ‖f(· − τ)‖P1 ≤ c′‖f‖P .

(i) We have G : Λ → (0,∞) and G(·) ≤ infτ∈Λ′ F(· − τ).
(ii) Condition (C2) holds.
(iii) Condition (C0) holds, where:

(C0) There exists a finite real constant e > 0 such that the assumptions
g ∈ P1 and 0 ≤ f ≤ g imply ‖f‖P1 ≤ e‖g‖P1.

Then Λ+(Λ′−Λ′) ⊆ Λ and the function F (·; ·) is Bohr (φ,F,B,Λ′−Λ′, I,P)-almost
periodic ((φ,F,B,Λ′ − Λ′, I,P)-uniformly recurrent).

Proof. We will consider only Bohr (φ,F,B,Λ′ −Λ′, I,P)-almost periodic functions.
The inclusion Λ + (Λ′ − Λ′) ⊆ Λ can be simply verified. Let a real number ǫ > 0
and a set B ∈ B be given. Then there exists l > 0 such that for each t10, t20 ∈ Λ′

there exist two points τ1 ∈ B(t10, l) ∩ Λ′ and τ2 ∈ B(t20, l) ∩ Λ′ such that, for every
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x ∈ B, we have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F
(

·+ τ1;x
)

− ρ(F (·;x))
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ ǫ/2

and
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F
(

·+ τ2;x
)

− ρ(F (·;x))
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ ǫ/2.

Our assumptions on the function φ(·) and condition (ii) simply imply:
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

∥

∥F
(

·+ τ1;x
)

− F
(

·+ τ2;x
)∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ c′ǫ, x ∈ B,

with a certain positive real constant c′ > 0. Using (P) and translation for the vector
−τ2, we get

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F
(

· − τ2
)

φ
(

∥

∥F
(

·+
[

τ2 − τ1
]

;x
)

− F
(

·;x
)∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

≤ c′′ǫ, x ∈ B,

with a certain positive real constant c′′ > 0. Clearly, τ2−τ1 ∈ B(t20−t10, 2l)∩(Λ′−Λ′);
keeping in mind the assumptions (i) and (iii), the last inclusion simply implies the
required. �

2.2. Metrical semi-(cj,B)j∈Nn-periodic functions. Let us recall that the notion
of semi-periodicity (sometimes also called limit-periodicity) has been thoroughly
analyzed by J. Andres and D. Pennequin in [2]. The main aim of this subsection
is to continue our recent analysis of semi-(cj,B)j∈Nn -periodic functions carried out
in [19, Subsection 2.1]; for simplicity, we will not consider general binary relations
here, and we will assume that cj ∈ {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} for all j ∈ Nn.

We start by introducing the following metrical analogue of [19, Definition 2.9]:

Definition 2.10. Suppose that ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ Rn and F : Λ×X → Y. Then we say that
F (·; ·) is semi-(φ, cj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodic of type 1 if and only if for each B ∈ B
and ǫ > 0 there exist non-zero real numbers ωj such that ωjej ∈ Λ′′ for all j ∈ Nn

and

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥F (·+mωjej ;x)− cmj F (·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P
< ǫ, m ∈ N, j ∈ Nn.(2.11)

In the metrical framework, the use of (2.11) with m ∈ N is not satisfactorily
enough if we use the (pseudo-)metric spaces P different from l∞(Λ). The following
definition suggests the use of (2.11) with m ∈ Z and the region Λ = Rn :

Definition 2.11. Suppose that F : Rn ×X → Y. Then we say that F (·; ·) is semi-
(φ, cj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodic of type 2 if and only if for each B ∈ B and ǫ > 0 there
exist non-zero real numbers ωj such that (2.11) holds for all m ∈ Z and j ∈ Nn.

In what follows, we investigate the relationship between the notions of semi-
(φ, cj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodicity and the semi-(φ, cj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodicity of type
1 (2); cf. also [19, Theorem 2.10]:

Proposition 2.12. Suppose that condition (C3) holds, φ(0) = 0 and there exists
a finite real constant c > 0 such that φ(x + y) ≤ c[φ(x) + φ(y)] for all x, y ≥ 0.
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If, for every x ∈ X and τ ∈ Λ′′, the assumption F(·)φ(‖G(·;x)‖Y ) ∈ P implies
F(·)φ(‖G(·+ τ ;x)‖Y ) ∈ P and

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

‖G(·+ τ ;x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

P
≤
∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

‖G(·;x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

P
,(2.12)

and the function F : Λ × X → Y is semi-(φ, cj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodic (Λ = R
n),

then F (·; ·) is semi-(φ, cj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodic of type 1 (type 2).

Proof. We will consider the semi-(φ, cj ,F,B,P)j∈Nn-periodic functions of type 1,
only. Let ǫ > 0 and B ∈ B be fixed. Then there exists a (cj)j∈Nn -periodic function
P (·; ·) and non-zero real numbers ωj such that ωjej ∈ Λ′′ for all j ∈ Nn and

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥P (·;x) − F (·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P
< ǫ/2.(2.13)

Using the prescribed assumptions, we have the existence of a finite real constant
c′ > 0 such that:

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥F (·+mωjej ;x)− cmj F (·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P

≤ c′
[

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥F (·+mωjej ;x)− P (·+mωjej ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

P

+ sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥P (·+mωjej ;x)− cmj P (·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P

+ sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥cmj P (·;x)− cmj F (·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P

]

= c′
[

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥F (·+mωjej ;x)− P (·+mωjej ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P

+ sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

∥

∥P (·;x)− F (·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

P

]

, m ∈ N, j ∈ Nn.

Then the estimate (2.11) simply follows using the assumption (2.12) and the esti-
mate (2.13). �

Remark 2.13. It is worth noting that, in the usually considered situation when
φ(x) ≡ x and F(·) ≡ 1, the assumptions of Proposition 2.12 are satisfied for the
p-semi-c-periodic functions F : R → Y in variation (1 ≤ p < +∞) since the metric
d(·; ·) introduced in (2.5) is translation invariant, i.e., for every τ ∈ R we have
d(f, g) = d(f(·+ τ), g(· + τ)), with the meaning clear.

The converse of Proposition 2.12 cannot be so simply formulate in the metrical
framework because the authors of [2] has used, in the proof of [2, Lemma 1], the
linearizations of periodic functions which approximates F (·). Concerning this issue,
we will only formulate one research result without proof, because it is very similar
to the proof of [2, Theorem 1]:

Proposition 2.14. Suppose that P = Cb,ν(R
n : [0,∞)), the function F : Rn → Y

is continuous and semi-(φ, cj , 1,P)j∈Nn-periodic of type 2, where the function ν(·) is
bounded from above, the function φ(·) is monotonically increasing, and there exists
a finite real constant c > 0 such that φ(x + y) ≤ c[φ(x) + φ(y)] for all x, y ≥ 0.
Then the function F (·) is semi-(φ, cj , 1,P)j∈Nn-periodic.
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3. Metrical approximations: Stepanov, Weyl, Besicovitch and Doss

concepts

In this section, we will consider the generalized Stepanov, Weyl, Besicovitch and
Doss metrical approximations by trigonometric polynomials and ρ-almost periodic
type functions.

3.1. Stepanov and Weyl metrical approximations. In this part, we will as-
sume that condition (S) holds, where:

(S) Let Ω be any compact subset of Rn with positive Lebesgue measure such
that Λ + Ω ⊆ Λ. We assume that PΩ ⊆ [0,∞)Ω, the zero function belongs
to PΩ, and PΩ = (PΩ, dΩ) is a pseudometric space. Let P ⊆ [0,∞)Λ, let
the zero function belong to P , and let P = (P, d) be a pseudometric space.

By · and ·· we denote the arguments from Ω and Λ, respectively. We will use a
similar notation in the analysis of Weyl metrical approximations.

We will first introduce the following notion:

Definition 3.1. Suppose that (S) holds, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and F : Ω × Λ →
(0,∞). Then we say that the function F (·; ·) belongs to the class e − (F,B) −
SPΩ(Λ ×X : Y ) [e − (F,B)− SPΩ

ρ (Λ ×X : Y ); e − (F,B)j∈Nn − SPΩ
ρj

(Λ ×X : Y )]
if and only if for every B ∈ B and for every ǫ > 0 there exists a trigonometric
polynomial [ρ-periodic function; (ρj)j∈Nn -periodic function] P (·; ·) such that

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F(·, ··)φ

(

∥

∥P (· ·+·;x)− F (· ·+·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

PΩ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ.

The most important subclass of the general class introduced above is obtained
by plugging F(·, ··) ≡ 1, P = L∞(Λ) and PΩ = Lp(Ω), where 1 ≤ p <∞.

Besides the notion introduced in Definition 3.1, we will consider the following
ones:

Definition 3.2. Suppose that (S) holds, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞), F : Ω× Λ → (0,∞),
and F : Λ×X → Y.

(i) Suppose that R is any collection of sequences in Λ′′. Then we say that the
function F (·; ·) is Stepanov (φ,R,B, φ,F,P)-normal if and only if for every
set B ∈ B and for every sequence (bk)k∈N in R there exists a subsequence
(bkm)m∈N of (bk)k∈N such that, for every ǫ > 0, there exists an integer
m0 ∈ N such that, for every integers m, m′ ≥ m0, we have

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F(·, ··)φ

(

∥

∥F (·+ · ·+bkm ;x)− F (·+ · ·+bkm′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

PΩ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ.

(ii) By S
(φ,F,ρ,PΩ,P)
Ω,Λ′,B (Λ × X : Y ) we denote the set consisting of all functions

F : Λ×X → Y such that, for every ǫ > 0 and B ∈ B, there exists a finite
real number L > 0 such that for each t0 ∈ Λ′ there exists τ ∈ B(t0, L)∩Λ′

such that, for every x ∈ B, the mapping u 7→ Gx(u) ∈ ρ(F (u;x)), u ∈ Ω+Λ
is well defined, and

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F(·; ··)φ

(

∥

∥F (τ + ·+ ··;x)−Gx(·+ ··)
∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

PΩ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ.



METRICAL APPROXIMATIONS OF FUNCTIONS 17

The notion introduced in Definition 3.1 is stronger than the notion introduced in
Definition 3.2; the interested reader may simply clarify some sufficient conditions
under which a function F ∈ e − (F,B) − SPΩ(Λ × X : Y ) [F ∈ e − (F,B)j∈Nn −
SPΩ

I (Λ × X : Y )] is Stepanov (φ,R,B, φ,F,PΩ,P)-normal or belongs to the class

S
(φ,F,ρ,PΩ,P)
Ω,Λ′,B (Λ × X : Y ). In the usual context, we have already discussed this

question in Proposition 2.8 (a uniformly recurrent analogue of the notion introduced
in Definition 3.2(ii) can be also analyzed).

In Definition 3.2(ii), we do not explicitly use the notion of multi-dimensional
Bochner transform ([18]). In the usual setting, this approach is commonly used
and it is a very special case of the general approach obeyed for the introduction of
function spaces in Definition 3.1 and Definition 3.2.

We have the following:

Example 3.3. Suppose that 1 ≤ p < ∞, c ∈ {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} and f ∈ Lp
loc(R :

Y ). The one-dimensional Bochner transform f̂ : R → Lp([0, 1] : Y ) is defined by

[f̂(t)](s) := f(t+ s), t ∈ R, s ∈ [0, 1]; a function f(·) is said to be Stepanov-(p, c)-

semi-periodic if and only if the function f̂(·) is semi-c-periodic ([17]).
Suppose now that Y = R, the function f(·) is semi-c-periodic and can be an-

alytically extended to a strip around the real axis. Then the function sign(f(·))
is Stepanov-(p, c)-semi-periodic. In actual fact, there exists a sequence (fk) of c-
periodic functions which converges uniformly to the function f(·) on the real line.

Then f̂k : R → Lp([0, 1] : R) is c-periodic and the required conclusion simply follows
if we prove that, for every ǫ > 0, there exists an integer k0 ∈ N such that, for every
k ≥ k0, we have

∫ t+1

t

∣

∣sign
(

fk(s)
)

− sign
(

f(s)
)∣

∣

p
ds ≤ ǫ, t ∈ R.(3.1)

By the proof of [26, Theorem 5.3.1], we have that there exists a sufficiently small
real number ǫ0 > 0 such that m({x ∈ [t, t+ 1] : |f(x)| ≤ ǫ0}) ≤ 2−pǫ for all t ∈ R.
Let k0 ∈ N be such that |fk(t)−f(t)| ≤ ǫ0/2 for all k ≥ k0 and t ∈ R. If |f(s)| ≥ ǫ0,
then we have |fk(s)| ≥ ǫ0/2 and sign(fk(s)) = sign(f(s)) for all k ≥ k0 (s ∈ R).
Therefore,

∫ t+1

t

∣

∣sign
(

fk(s)
)

− sign
(

f(s)
)
∣

∣

p
ds

=

∫

{x∈[t,t+1]:|f(x)|≤ǫ0}

∣

∣sign
(

fk(s)
)

− sign
(

f(s)
)∣

∣

p
ds

≤ 2pm
({

x ∈ [t, t+ 1] : |f(x)| ≤ ǫ0
})

≤ ǫ,

so that (3.1) holds.

We continue our exposition with the following example:

Example 3.4. Suppose that 1 ≤ p <∞. It is well known that the function

f(t) := sin

(

1

2 + cos t+ cos(
√
2t)

)

, t ∈ R

is Stepanov-p-almost periodic (Sp-almost periodic); see [17]. Now we will prove
that the function f(·) is not Lipschitz Sp-almost periodic, i.e., that the Bochner

transform f̂ : R → Lp([0, 1] : C) is not Lipschitz almost periodic (see [34] for the
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notion and more details). Suppose the contrary; then for each ǫ > 0 there exists a
relatively dense set R ⊆ R such that, for every τ ∈ R and t ∈ R, we have

lim
δ→0+

sup
x 6=y;x,y∈[t−δ,t+δ]

(

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

sin 1
ζ(s+x)

− sin 1
ζ(s+y)

]

−
[

sin 1
ζ(s+x+τ)

− sin 1
ζ(s+y+τ)

]

x− y

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

)1/p

≤ ǫ,

(3.2)

where we have put ζ(t) := 2+ cos t+ cos(
√
2t), t ∈ R. If τ ∈ R and t ∈ R, then we

can put x = t and y = t+ δ in (3.2) in order to see that

lim
δ→0+

(

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

sin 1
ζ(s+t) − sin 1

ζ(s+t+δ)

]

−
[

sin 1
ζ(s+t+τ) − sin 1

ζ(s+t+δ+τ)

]

δ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

)1/p

≤ ǫ.

(3.3)

Applying the Lagrange mean value theorem, we have

lim
δ→0+

sin 1
ζ(s+t) − sin 1

ζ(s+t+δ)

δ
= − ζ′(s+ t)

ζ2(s+ t)
cos

1

ζ(s+ t)
, s ∈ [0, 1], t ∈ R.

Keeping this equality and (3.3) in mind, the dominated convergence theorem implies
that

sup
t∈R

(

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ζ′(s+ t+ τ)

ζ2(s+ t+ τ)
cos

1

ζ(s+ t+ τ)
− ζ′(s+ t)

ζ2(s+ t)
cos

1

ζ(s+ t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

ds

)1/p

≤ ǫ,

which implies that the function

g(t) :=
ζ′(t)

ζ2(t)
cos

1

ζ(t)
=

sin t+
√
2 sin(

√
2t)

(2 + cos t+ cos(
√
2t))2

cos
1

2 + cos t+ cos(
√
2t)

, t ∈ R

is Sp-almost periodic. This cannot be true because the function g(·) is not Stepanov
(p-)bounded, i.e.,

sup
t∈R

∫ t+2π

t

|g(s)| ds = +∞.

Let us prove this. Applying the substitutions v = ζ(t) and u = 1/v after that, it
readily follows that for each t ∈ R we have:

∫ t+2π

t

|g(s)| ds =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1
2+cos t+cos(

√
2t)

1
2+cos(t+2π)+cos(

√
2(t+2π))

| cosu| du
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Therefore, there exist two finite real constants c > 0 and c1 > 0 such that

∫ t+2π

t

|g(s)| ds ≥ c

⌊

∣

∣

∣

1
2+cos t+cos(

√
2t)

− 1
2+cos(t+2π)+cos(

√
2(t+2π))

∣

∣

∣

π/2

⌋

= c

⌊

4| sin(
√
2π)| · | sin(

√
2(t+ π))|

π · [2 + cos t+ cos(
√
2t)] · [2 + cos(t+ 2π) + cos(

√
2(t+ 2π))]

⌋

≥ c

⌊

| sin(
√
2π)| · | sin(

√
2(t+ π))|

π · [2 + cos t+ cos(
√
2t)]

⌋

≥ c1
| sin(

√
2(t+ π))|

2 + cos t+ cos(
√
2t)

, t→ +∞.(3.4)

We proceed by using some arguments given in the remarkable paper [28] by A.
Nawrocki. Let Q2m be the odd natural number from the proof of [28, Theorem 4];
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then we have limm→+∞Q2m = +∞ and

1

2 + cosxm + cos(
√
2xm)

≥ 2
x2m
π4

, m ∈ N,(3.5)

where we have put xm := Q2mπ (m ∈ N). Suppose that
√
2(Q2m+1)π = kmπ+am,

where km ∈ N and |am| ≤ π/2 (m ∈ N). Since
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

√
2− km

Q2m + 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
|am|

(Q2m + 1)π
, m ∈ N,

the Liouville theorem (see, e.g., [28, Theorem 1]) implies the existence of a finite
real number d > 0 such that |am| ≥ dπ/(Q2m + 1) for all m ∈ N. Then we can
apply the Jensen inequality in order to see that

∣

∣sin(am)
∣

∣ ≥ 2

π

∣

∣am
∣

∣ ≥ 2d

1 +Q2m
=

2d

1 + (xm/π)
, m ∈ N.(3.6)

Keeping in mind (3.5)-(3.6), we get

lim sup
m→+∞

| sin(
√
2(xm + π))|

2 + cosxm + cos(
√
2xm)

= +∞,

contradicting (3.4).
Finally, we would like to ask whether the function f(·) is Sp-almost periodic in

variation, i.e., whether the function f̂(·) is almost periodic in variation.

It is well known that any uniformly continuous Stepanov-p-almost periodic func-
tion F : Rn → Y is almost periodic ([18]). The interested reader may try to prove
a metrical analogue of this result.

Before proceeding to the study of Weyl metrical approximations, we will state
and prove the following simple result:

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that F : Λ × X → C, c ∈ C \ {0} and the following
conditions hold:

(i) The function φ(·) is monotonically increasing and there exists a function
ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that φ(xy) ≤ φ(x)ϕ(y) for all x, y ≥ 0.

(ii) For every set B ∈ B, there exists a finite real constant cB > 0 such that
|F (t;x)| ≥ cB, t ∈ Λ, x ∈ B.

(iii) The assumptions 0 ≤ f ≤ g and g ∈ PΩ (g ∈ P ) imply f ∈ PΩ (f ∈ P ).
(iv) Condition (C1) holds for PΩ and P.

Then we have the following:

(a) If F (·; ·) is Stepanov (φ,R,B, φ,F,P)-normal, then the function (1/F )(·; ·)
is Stepanov (φ,R,B, φ,F,P)-normal.

(b) If F ∈ S
(φ,F,cI,PΩ,P)
Ω,Λ′,B (Λ ×X : Y ), then (1/F ) ∈ S

(φ,F,c−1I,PΩ,P)
Ω,Λ′,B (Λ×X : Y ).

Proof. We will prove only (a). Due to (ii), we have |F (t;x)| 6= 0, t ∈ Λ, x ∈ X.
Let a set B ∈ B and a sequence (bk)k∈N in R be given. Then we know that there
exists a subsequence (bkm)m∈N of (bk)k∈N such that, for every ǫ > 0, there exists an
integer m0 ∈ N such that, for every integers m, m′ ≥ m0, we have (3.7). Denote by
dΩ > 0 and d > 0 the corresponding constants from condition (C1) for the spaces
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PΩ and P, respectively. Then we have:

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F(·, ··)φ

(

∣

∣(1/F )(· + · · +bkm ;x) − (1/F )(· + · ·+bk
m′ ; x)

∣

∣

)∥

∥

∥

PΩ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

= sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·, ··)φ
(
∣

∣F (· + · · +bkm ;x) − F (· + · ·+bk
m′ ;x)

∣

∣

∣

∣F (· + · · +bkm ;x) · F (· + · · +bkm′ ;x)
∣

∣

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

PΩ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥F(·, ··)ϕ
(

c
−2
B

)

φ
(

∣

∣F (· + · · +bkm ;x) − F (·+ · · +bkm′ ;x)
∣

∣

)
∥

∥

∥

PΩ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

dΩ

(

1 + ϕ
(

c−2
B

))

∥

∥

∥
F(·, ··)φ

(

∣

∣F (· + · · +bkm ;x) − F (· + · · +bk
m′ ;x)

∣

∣

)
∥

∥

∥

PΩ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

≤ d
(

1 + dΩ

(

1 + ϕ
(

c−2
B

))

)

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F(·, ··)φ

(

∣

∣F (· + · · +bkm ;x) − F (· + · ·+bk
m′ ;x)

∣

∣

)
∥

∥

∥

PΩ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

,

which simply implies the required. �

2. Weyl metrical approximations. In this part, we will assume that condition
(L) holds, where:

(L) Let Ω be any compact subset of Rn with positive Lebesgue measure such
that Λ + Ω ⊆ Λ. We assume that for each real number l > 0 we have
that Pl ⊆ [0,∞)lΩ, the zero function belongs to Pl, and Pl = (Pl, dl) is a
pseudometric space. Let P ⊆ [0,∞)Λ, let the zero function belong to P ,
and let P = (P, d) be a pseudometric space.

Now we are ready to introduce the following notion:

Definition 3.6. Suppose that (L) holds, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and F : (0,∞) ×
(∪l>0lΩ)× Λ → (0,∞). Then we say that the function F (·; ·) belongs to the class
e− (F, φ,B)−WP·(Λ×X : Y ) [e− (F, φ,B)−WP·

ρ (Λ×X : Y ); e− (F, φ,B)j∈Nn −
WP·

ρj
(Λ ×X : Y )] if and only if for every B ∈ B and for every ǫ > 0 there exist a

real number l0 > 0 and a trigonometric polynomial [ρ-periodic function; (ρj)j∈Nn -
periodic function] P (·; ·) such that

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F(l, ·, ··)φ

(

∥

∥P (· ·+·;x)− F (· ·+·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

Pl

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ, l ≥ l0.

The usual notion of class e − B −WP·(Λ × X : Y ), introduced and analyzed
in [18, Subsection 6.3.1], is obtained by plugging F(l, ·, ··) ≡ l−n/p, P = L∞(Λ)
and Pl = Lp(lΩ) for all l > 0. The classes e − (F, φ,B) −WP·

ω,ρ(Λ × X : Y ) and

e− (F, φ,B)j∈Nn −WP·
ωj ,ρj

(Λ ×X : Y ) have not been considered elsewhere even in
the one-dimensional setting, with this choice of metric spaces.

Besides the notion introduced in Definition 3.6, we will consider the following
ones (cf. also Definition 3.2):

Definition 3.7. Suppose that (L) holds, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞), and F : (0,∞) ×
(∪l>0lΩ)× Λ → (0,∞).

(i) Suppose that R is any collection of sequences in Λ′′. Then we say that the
function F (·; ·) is Weyl (φ,R,B, φ,F,P)-normal if and only if for every set
B ∈ B and for every sequence (bk)k∈N in R there exists a subsequence
(bkm)m∈N of (bk)k∈N such that, for every ǫ > 0, there exists an integer
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m0 ∈ N such that, for every integers m, m′ ≥ m0, we have

lim sup
l→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F(l, ·, ··)φ

(

∥

∥F (·+ · ·+bkm ;x)− F (·+ · ·+bkm′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

Pl

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ.

(3.7)

(ii) By e−W (φ,F,ρ,PΩ,P)
Ω,Λ′,B (Λ×X : Y ) we denote the set consisting of all functions

F : Λ×X → Y such that, for every ǫ > 0 and B ∈ B, there exist two finite
real numbers l > 0 and L > 0 such that for each t0 ∈ Λ′ there exists
τ ∈ B(t0, L) ∩ Λ′ such that, for every x ∈ B, the mapping u 7→ Gx(u) ∈
ρ(F (u;x)), u ∈ (∪l>0lΩ) + Λ is well defined, and

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F(l, ·, ··)φ

(

∥

∥F (τ + ·+ ··;x)−Gx(·+ ··)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

Pl

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ.

(iii) By W
(φ,F,ρ,PΩ,P)
Ω,Λ′,B (Λ ×X : Y ) we denote the set consisting of all functions

F : Λ×X → Y such that, for every ǫ > 0 and B ∈ B, there exists a finite
real number L > 0 such that for each t0 ∈ Λ′ there exists τ ∈ B(t0, L)∩Λ′

such that, for every x ∈ B, the mapping u 7→ Gx(u) ∈ ρ(F (u;x)), u ∈
(∪l>0lΩ) + Λ is well defined, and

lim sup
l→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F(l, ·, ··)φ

(

∥

∥F (τ + ·+ ··;x)−Gx(·+ ··)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

Pl

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

< ǫ.

The notion introduced in Definition 3.6 is stronger than the notion introduced in
Definition 3.7; the interested reader may simply clarify some reasons justifying this
(cf. also Proposition 2.8). As already emphasized for the Stepanov metrical ap-
proximations, a uniformly recurrent analogue of the notion introduced in Definition
3.7(ii)-(iii) can be also analyzed.

Concerning the linear structure of introduced function spaces, we will only note
the following: Suppose that the function φ(·) is monotonically increasing and there
exists a finite real constant c > 0 such that φ(x+y) ≤ c[φ(x)+φ(y)] for all x, y ≥ 0.
Then we have the following:

(i) Equipped with the usual operations, the set of all strongly (φ,F,B,P)-
almost periodic functions forms a vector space provided that condition (C2)
holds.

(ii) Equipped with the usual operations, the set e − (F,B)− SPΩ(Λ ×X : Y )
forms a vector space provided that condition (C2) holds and condition (C2)
holds for the pseudometric space PΩ.

(iii) Equipped with the usual operations, the set e− (F, φ,B)−WP·(Λ×X : Y )
forms a vector space provided that condition (C2) holds and condition (C2)
holds for the pseudometric space PlΩ, for any l > 0.

The interested reader may try to reformulate the statements of [23, Proposition
3.5, Corollary 3.6] in our new context. Concerning the embeddings of Stepanov
classes introduced in this paper into the equi-Weyl classes of functions introduced
in this paper, we will clarify the following result, only:

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that Λ = Rn and the following conditions hold:

(i) P1 is a Banach space and condition (C0) holds for P1.
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(ii) PΩ = Lp
ν(Ω : [0,∞)) for some p ∈ [1,∞) and a Lebesgue measurable func-

tion ν : Ω → (0,∞); P = C0,w(Λ : [0,∞)) for some function w : Λ → (0,∞)
such that the function 1/w(·) is locally bounded.

(iii) There exists a real number l0 > 0 such that, for every l ≥ l0, we have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

k∈(N
⌈l⌉−1
0 )n

1

w(· ·+k)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

≤ Const.

(iv) There exists a real number l0 > 0 such that, for every l ≥ l0, we have
∥

∥

∥
F1(l, ·, ··)W (·, ··;x)

∥

∥

∥

P 1
l

≤
∑

k∈(N
⌈l⌉−1
0 )n

∥

∥

∥
F(·, · ·+k)W (·, · ·+k;x)

∥

∥

∥

PΩ

,

provided that the above terms are well-defined.

If F ∈ e− (F,B)− SPΩ(Λ×X : Y ), then F ∈ e− (F1, φ,B)−WP1
· (Λ×X : Y ).

Proof. The proof simply follows from the prescribed assumptions and the next
computation (the meaning of inequality in the fourth line of computation is clear
from the context):

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
F1(l, ·, ··)φ

(

∥

∥P (· · +·;x)− F (· · +·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

P
l1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

≤ j sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

k∈(N
⌈l⌉−1
0 )n

∥

∥

∥
F(·, · ·+k)φ

(

∥

∥P (· · +k + ·;x) − F (· · +k + ·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

PΩ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

= j sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

k∈(N
⌈l⌉−1
0

)n

(

∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣
F(u, · · +k)φ

(

∥

∥P (· · +k + u;x) − F (· · +k + u;x)
∥

∥

Y

)
∣

∣

∣

p
νp(u) du

)1/p
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

≤ j sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

k∈(N
⌈l⌉−1
0

)n

ǫ

w(· · +k)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

≤ j · ǫ · Const. .

�

3.2. Besicovitch and Doss metrical approximations. In this subsection, we
will assume that condition (B) holds, where:

(B) For each real number t > 0 we have Pt ⊆ [0,∞)Λt , the zero function belongs
to Pt, and Pt = (Pt, dt) is a pseudometric space.

We are ready to introduce the following notion:

Definition 3.9. Suppose that F : Λ × X → Y, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and F :
(0,∞) × Λ → (0,∞). Then we say that the function F (·; ·) belongs to the class
e− (B, φ,F)−BP·(Λ×X : Y ) [e− (B, φ,F)−BP·

ρ (Λ×X : Y ); e− (B, φ,F)j∈Nn −
BP·

ρj
(Λ×X : Y )] if and only if for each set B ∈ B there exists a sequence (Pk(·; ·)) of

trigonometric polynomials [ρ-periodic functions; (ρj)j∈Nn -periodic functions] such
that

lim
k→+∞

lim sup
t→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(t, ·)φ

(

∥

∥F (·;x) − Pk(·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

Pt

= 0.(3.8)

If φ(x) ≡ x, then we omit the term “φ” from the notation; if X = {0}, then we
omit the term “B” from the notation.

Immediately from definition, it follows that, for every F ∈ e−(B, φ,F)−BP·(Λ×
X : Y ) and λ ∈ Rn, we have ei〈λ,·〉F ∈ e − (B, φ,F) − BP·(Λ × X : Y ); this also
holds for the corresponding classes introduced in Definition 2.1, Definition 3.1 and
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Definition 3.6. The class e − (B, φ,F) − Bp(·)(Λ × X : Y ) considered in [24] is
nothing else but the class e − (B, φ,F) − BP·(Λ × X : Y ) with F(t, ·) ≡ F(t) and
Pt = Lp(·)(Λt) for all t > 0. The classes e − (B, φ,F) − BP·

ω,ρ(Λ × X : Y ) and

e − (B, φ,F)j∈Nn − BP·
ωj ,ρj

(Λ ×X : Y ) have not been considered elsewhere even in
the one-dimensional setting, with this choice of metric spaces.

We continue this part by extending the notion of Besicovitch−(R,B, φ,F)−Bp(·)-
normality, introduced recently in [24, Definition 2.11]:

Definition 3.10. Suppose that R is any collection of sequences in Λ′′, F : Λ×X →
Y, φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and F : (0,∞) → (0,∞). Then we say that the function F (·; ·)
is Besicovitch (φ,R,B, φ,F,P)-normal if and only if for every set B ∈ B and for
every sequence (bk)k∈N in R there exists a subsequence (bkm)m∈N of (bk)k∈N such
that, for every ǫ > 0, there exists an integer m0 ∈ N such that, for every integers
m, m′ ≥ m0, we have

lim sup
t→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(t, ·)φ
(

∥

∥F (·+ bkm ;x)− F (·+ bkm′ ;x)
∥

∥

Y

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Pt

< ǫ.

The interested reader may try to clarify some assumptions under which any
function e − (F, φ,B) −WP·(Λ × X : Y ) [e − (F, φ,B)j∈Nn −WP·

I (Λ × X : Y )] is
Besicovitch (φ,R,B, φ,F,P)-normal; as is well known, the converse statement does
not hold (cf. [24, Proposition 2.12, Example 2.15] and Proposition 2.8). A metrical
analogue of [24, Proposition 2.13] can be formulated without any substantial dif-
ficulties; for simplicity, we will not consider here any Bohr analogue of the notion
introduced in Definition 3.9 and Definition 3.10.

The following notion generalizes the notion introduced recently in [25, Definition
1]:

Definition 3.11. Let φ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) and F : (0,∞)× Λ → (0,∞).

(i) Suppose that the function F : Λ×X → Y satisfies that F(t; ·)φ(‖F (·;x)‖Y ) ∈
Pt for all t > 0 and x ∈ X. Then we say that the function F (·; ·) is
Besicovitch-(P , φ,F,B)-bounded if and only if, for every B ∈ B, there exists
a finite real number MB > 0 such that

lim sup
t→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(t; ·)φ

(

‖F (·;x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

Pt

≤MB.

(ii) Suppose that the function F : Λ × X → Y satisfies that F(t; ·)φ(‖F (· +
τ ;x) − y·;x‖Y ) ∈ Pt for all t > 0, x ∈ X, τ ∈ Λ′ and y·;x ∈ ρ(F (·;x)).
(a) We say that the function F : Λ×X → Y is Besicovitch-(P , φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ)-

continuous if and only if, for every B ∈ B as well as for every t > 0,
x ∈ B and · ∈ Λt, we have the existence of an element y·;x ∈ ρ(F (·;x))
such that

lim
τ→0,τ∈Λ′

lim sup
t→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(t; ·)φ

(

‖F (·+ τ ;x) − y·;x‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

Pt

= 0.

(b) We say that the function F (·; ·) is Doss-(P , φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ)-almost peri-
odic if and only if, for every B ∈ B and ǫ > 0, there exists l > 0 such
that for each t0 ∈ Λ′ there exists a point τ ∈ B(t0, l) ∩ Λ′ such that,
for every t > 0, x ∈ B and · ∈ Λt, we have the existence of an element



24 BELKACEM CHAOUCHI, MARKO KOSTIĆ, AND DANIEL VELINOV

y·;x ∈ ρ(F (·;x)) such that

lim sup
t→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(t; ·)φ

(

‖F (·+ τ ;x) − y·;x‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

Pt

< ǫ.

(c) We say that the function F (·; ·) is Doss-(P , φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ)-uniformly
recurrent if and only if, for every B ∈ B, there exists a sequence
(τk) ∈ Λ′ such that, for every t > 0, x ∈ B and · ∈ Λt, we have the
existence of an element y·;x ∈ ρ(F (·;x)) such that

lim
k→+∞

lim sup
t→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(t; ·)φ

(

‖F (·+ τk;x) − y·;x‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

Pt

= 0.

Let us note that the statement of Proposition 2.9 can be simply reformulated
for Doss-(P , φ,F,B,Λ′, ρ)-almost periodic type functions (cf. also [25, Proposition
1]). Furthermore, the following result can be deduced following the lines of proof
of [24, Proposition 2.4] (for simplicity, we assume here that the function F does not
depend on the second argument):

Proposition 3.12. Suppose that B consists of bounded subsets of X, F : Λ×X →
Y and, for every fixed element x ∈ X, the function F (·;x) is Lebesgue measurable.
Suppose, further, that the function φ(·) is monotonically increasing and there exists
a finite real constant c > 0 such that φ(x + y) ≤ c[φ(x) + φ(y)] for all x, y ≥ 0.

(i) Let the following conditions hold:
(a) For every t > 0, Pt contains all positive constants, and for every real

number d > 0, there exist two real numbers d′ > 0 and t0 > 0 such
that, for every t ≥ t0, we have ‖d‖Pt ≤ d′.

(b) There exist two real numbers t1 > 0 and M > 0 such that F(t)‖1‖Pt ≤
M, t ≥ t1.

(c) There exist two real numbers t2 > 0 such that condition (C2) holds for
any pseudometric space Pt, t ≥ t2.

Then, any function F ∈ e − (B, φ,F) − BP·(Λ × X : Y ) is Besicovitch-
(P , φ,F,B)-bounded.

(ii) Suppose that φ(·) is continuous at the point t = 0. Let the following condi-
tions hold:
(a) For every t > 0, the pseudometric space Pt contains all positive con-

stants and limǫ→0+ ‖ǫ‖Pt = 0.
(b) There exist two real numbers t1 > 0 and c > 0 such that condition

(C0) holds for Pt, t ≥ t1.
(c) There exist two real numbers t2 > 0 such that condition (C3) holds for

any pseudometric space Pt, t ≥ t2.
(d) There exist two finite real constants c > 0 and t2 > 0 such that, for

every t ≥ t2, the assumption F (·; ·) ∈ Pt implies F (·+ τ ; ·) ∈ Pt for all
τ ∈ Λ′ with |τ | ≤ 1, and ‖F (·+ τ ;x)‖Pt ≤ c‖F (·;x)‖Pt for all t ≥ t2,
x ∈ X and τ ∈ Λ′ with |τ | ≤ 1.

Then, any function F ∈ e − (B, φ,F) − BP·(Λ × X : Y ) is Besicovitch-
(P , φ,F,B,Λ′, I)-continuous for any set Λ′ ⊆ Λ′′.

(iii) Suppose that φ(·) is continuous at the point t = 0, conditions (a)-(c) of
(ii) hold and condition (d) of (ii) holds for every τ ∈ Λ′ = Λ. Let F ∈
e− (B, φ,F)−BP·(Λ×X : Y ). Then the following holds:
(a) The function F (·; ·) is Doss-(P , φ,F,B,Λ, I)-almost periodic, provided

that Λ + Λ ⊆ Λ and, for every points (t1, ..., tn) ∈ Λ and (τ1, ..., τn) ∈
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Λ, the points (t1, t2 + τ2, ..., tn + τn), (t1, t2, t3 + τ3, ..., tn + τn), ...,
(t1, t2, ..., tn−1, tn + τn), also belong to Λ.

(b) The function F (·; ·) is Doss-(P , φ,F,B,Λ∩∆n, I)-almost periodic, pro-
vided that Λ ∩ ∆n 6= ∅, Λ + (Λ ∩∆n) ⊆ Λ and that, for every points
(t1, ..., tn) ∈ Λ and (τ, ..., τ) ∈ Λ∩∆n, the points (t1, t2 + τ, ..., tn + τ),
(t1, t2, t3+τ, ..., tn+τ), ..., (t1, t2, ..., tn−1, tn+τ), also belong to Λ∩∆n.

Suppose that B consists of bounded subsets of X , F, G : Λ × X → Y , the
function φ(·) is monotonically increasing, φ(0) = 0 and φ(x + y) ≤ φ(x) + φ(y) for
all x, y ≥ 0. Let conditions (a)-(b) given in the formulation of Proposition 3.12(i),
and let condition (c) holds with d = 1, for the both functions F and G. Equipped
with the usual operations, the set e − (B, φ,F) − BP·(Λ × X : Y ) forms a vector
space on account of condition (c). Therefore, the functions F (·; ·) and G(·; ·) are
Besicovitch-(P , φ,F,B)-bounded. Let a set B ∈ B be fixed. Then

dB(F,G) := lim sup
t→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(t; ·)φ

(

∥

∥F (·;x)−G(·;x)
∥

∥

Y

)
∥

∥

∥

Pt

defines a pseudometric on the set e − (B, φ,F) − BP·(Λ × X : Y ). Using the idea
from the original proof of J. Marcinkiewicz (see also [26, pp. 249–252]), we have
recently proved that the pseudometric space (e− (B, φ,F)− Bp(·)(Λ×X : Y ), dB)
is complete (see [24, Theorem 2.5]). We will not consider here some sufficient
conditions ensuring that the pseudometric space e − (B, φ,F)−BP·(Λ ×X : Y ) is
complete.

In [25, Subsection 2.1], we have investigated the relationship between the Doss
almost periodiicty and Weyl almost periodicity and proved especially that every
Weyl-p-almost periodic function f : R → Y is Doss-p-almost periodic (1 ≤ p <
+∞). The multi-dimensional analogue of this statement has been clarified in [25,
Proposition 8] and we will only note that it could be interesting to formulate this
result in the metrical framework.

We continue our work by emphasizing the following facts:

(BE1) The reader can simply clarify some natural conditions under which the
introduced spaces of functions are translation invariant. Suppose, for ex-
ample, that τ ∈ Λ′′, x0 ∈ X and F ∈ e − (B, φ,F) − BP·(Λ × X : Y )
[e−(B, φ,F)−BP·

ρ (Λ×X : Y ); e−(B, φ,F)j∈Nn−BP·
ρj
(Λ×X : Y )]. Then we

have F (·+τ ; ·+x0) ∈ e−(Bx0 , φ,F)−BP·(Λ×X : Y ) [e−(B, φ,F)−BP·
ρ (Λ×

X : Y ); e− (B, φ,F)j∈Nn −BP·
ρj
(Λ×X : Y )] with Bx0 ≡ {−x0+B : B ∈ B},

provided that there exist a finite real constant cτ > 0 such that, for every
x ∈ B and t > 0, the assumption F(t+ |τ |, ·)φ(‖H(·, x)‖Y ) ∈ Pt+|τ | implies
F(t, ·)φ(‖H(·+ τ, x)‖Y ) ∈ Pt and
∥

∥

∥
F(t, ·)φ

(

‖H(·+ τ, x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

Pt

≤ cτ

∥

∥

∥
F(t+ |τ |, ·)φ

(

‖H(·, x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

Pt+|τ|
.

(BE2) Suppose that the function φ(·) is monotonically increasing, continuous at
the point zero, there exists a finite real constant c > 0 such that φ(x+y) ≤
c[φ(x) + φ(y)] for all x, y ≥ 0, the mapping t 7→ ‖F(t, ·)‖Pt , t > 0 is
bounded at plus infinity, and for each t > 0 we have that Pt has a linear
vector structure and contains all positive constants. Then F ∈ e−(B, φ,F)−
BP·(Λ ×X : Y ) if and only if for each set B ∈ B there exists a sequence
(Fk(·; ·)) of strongly B-almost periodic functions such that (3.8) holds with
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the polynomial Pk(·; ·) replaced therein with the function Fk(·; ·). We can
similarly consider the corresponding question for the classes introduced in
Definition 2.1, Definition 3.1 and Definition 3.6.

The pointwise multiplication of multi-dimensional Besicovitch almost periodic
type functions have recently been analyzed in [24, Proposition 2.7, Proposition
2.14]. Here we will clarify only one result concerning pointwise multiplication of
functions obtained as metrical approximations by trigonometric polynomials or ρ-
periodic type functions (the proof is very similar to the proof of the above-mentioned
statement and therefore omitted):

Proposition 3.13. Suppose that the following conditions hold:

(i) There exists a finite real constant c > 0 such that φ(x+ y) ≤ c[φ(x)+φ(y)]
for all x, y ≥ 0, and there exists a function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that
φ(xy) ≤ ϕ(x)φ(y) for all x, y ≥ 0.

(ii) Condition (B) holds with the pseudometric spaces P1
t = (P 1

t , d
1
t ) and P2

t =
(P 2

t , d
2
t ) as well as the assumptions f ∈ P 1

t and g ∈ P 2
t imply f · g ∈ Pt

(t > 0) and the existence of a finite real constant k > 0 such that
∥

∥f · g
∥

∥

Pt
≤ k

∥

∥f
∥

∥

P 1
t
·
∥

∥g
∥

∥

P 2
t
, t > 0, f ∈ P 1

t , g ∈ P 2
t .(3.9)

(iii) Condition (C0) holds for Pt, provided that t is sufficiently large.
(iv) For every set B ∈ B, there exists a real number t0 > 0 such that, for every

x ∈ B, the function F1(t, ·)ϕ(|P (·;x)|) belongs to P 1
t for any t > 0 and any

trigonometric polynomial [c-periodic function; (cj)j∈Nn -periodic function],
the function F2(t, ·)ϕ(‖G(·;x)‖Y ) belongs to P 2

t for any t > 0, and

lim sup
t→+∞

[

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F1(t, ·)ϕ(|P (·;x)|)

∥

∥

∥

P 1
t

+ sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F2(t, ·)ϕ

(

‖G(·;x)‖Y
)

∥

∥

∥

P 2
t

]

= 0,

for any trigonometric polynomial [c-periodic function; (cj)j∈Nn -periodic func-
tion] P (·; ·).

If F ∈ e − (B, φ,F1) − BP1
· (Λ × X : C) [e − (B, φ,F1) − B

P1
·

c1I
(Λ × X : C); e −

(B, φ,F1)j∈Nn − B
P1

·
cj1I

(Λ ×X : C)] and G ∈ e − (B, φ,F2) − BP2
· (Λ × X : Y ) [e −

(B, φ,F2) − B
P2

·
c2I

(Λ ×X : Y ); e − (B, φ,F2)j∈Nn − B
P2

·
cj2I

(Λ ×X : Y )], then F · G ∈
e− (B, φ,F)−BP·(Λ×X : Y ) [e− (B, φ,F)−BP·

c1I
(Λ×X : Y ); e− (B, φ,F)j∈Nn −

BP·
cjI

(Λ×X : Y )] with F = F1F2; here c1, c2 ∈ C \ {0} and cj1, c
j
2 ∈ C \ {0} for all

j ∈ Nn.

In connection with Proposition 3.13, let us notice that the existence and unique-
ness of Besicovitch-p-almost periodic solutions for certain classes of PDEs on some
proper subdomains of Rn have recently been analyzed in [24]. The interested reader
may try to provide some applications of Proposition 3.13 in the analysis of the ex-
istence and uniqueness of metrical Besicovitch almost periodic solutions for certain
classes of PDEs; see, e.g., the seventh application from [24, Section 4], where the
Besicovitch-p-almost periodicity of solutions is clarified for the equations depending
on two variables, on the sectors of form Λ = (−∞, 0] × R or Λ = [0,∞) × R. Let
us also emphasize that the equation (3.9) can be viewed as the abstract Hölder
inequality in pseudometric spaces.
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In [24, Section 3], we have revisited the important research studies [10]-[11] by
R. Doss. We close this section with the observation that we will not analyze here
the metrical analogues of conditions (A), (AS), (A)∞ and (B) considered therein.

4. Further results and applications

Concerning the convolution invariance of function spaces introduced in this pa-
per, we will only present here a few comments and a concrete application in the
study of the existence and uniqueness of metrically Besicovitch almost periodic so-
lutions of the heat equation in R

n; the theoretical analysis is very similar to the
analysis of the invariance under the actions of infinite convolution products carried
out in the next subsection (see [21, 22, 23] for some results obtained recently in this
direction).

It is well known that a unique solution of the heat equation ut(t, x) = uxx(t, x),
t ≥ 0, x ∈ Rn; u(0, x) = F (x), x ∈ Rn is given by the action of Gaussian semigroup

F 7→ (G(t)F )(x) ≡
(

4πt
)−n/2

∫

Rn

e−|y|2/4tF (x− y) dy, t > 0, x ∈ R
n.(4.1)

Suppose now that there exist two finite real numbers b ≥ 0 and c > 0 such that
|F (x)| ≤ c(1 + |x|)b, x ∈ Rn as well as that a > 0, α > 0, 1 ≤ p < +∞, αp ≥ 1,
and 1/(αp) + 1/q = 1. Suppose, further, that ν ∈ Lp

loc(R
n), there exist finite real

numbers M0 > 0 and t0 > 0 such that

∫

[−t,t]n
νp(s) ds ≤M0t

ap, t ≥ t0,(4.2)

as well as there exists a function ϕ : Rn → [0,∞) such that ν(x) ≤ ν(x − y)ϕ(y)
for all x, y ∈ Rn and

∫

Rn

e−c|y|2(1 + |y|ap
)

ϕp(y) dy < +∞,

for any c > 0. Let for each t > 0 we have Pt := Lp
ν([−t, t]n), and let dt be the metric

induced by the norm of this Banach space. Let us fix a real number t0 in (4.1), and
let F ∈ e − (xα, t−a) −BP·(Rn : C). Then the mapping x 7→ (G(t0)F )(x), x ∈ Rn

is well-defined and has the same growth as f(·); let us prove that this mapping
belongs to the class e − (xα, t−a) − BP·(Rn : C) as well. Let ǫ > 0 be given in
advance. Set, as in [24],

ct0 :=
(

4πt0
)−n/2

∥

∥

∥
e−|·|2/8t0

∥

∥

∥

αp

Lq(Rn)
.

By our assumption, there exist a trigonometric polynomial P (·) and a finite real
number t1 > 0 such that

∫

[−t,t]n

∣

∣F (x)− P (x)
∣

∣

αp
νp(x) dx < ǫ0t

ap, t ≥ t1.
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The function x 7→ (G(t0)P )(x), x ∈ Rn is Bohr almost periodic and the required
conclusion simply follows from the next computation:

1

tap

∫

[−t,t]n

∣

∣(G(t0)F )(x) − (G(t0)P )(x)
∣

∣

αp
νp(x) dx

≤ ct0
tap

∫

[−t,t]n

∫

Rn

e−|y|2αp/8t0
∣

∣F (x− y)− P (x− y)
∣

∣

αp
dy · νp(x) dx

(4.3)

=
ct0
tap

∫

Rn

e−|y|2αp/8t0
∫

[−t,t]n

∣

∣F (x− y)− P (x− y)
∣

∣

αp
νp(x) dx dy

≤ ct0
tap

∫

Rn

e−|y|2αp/8t0
∫

[−t+|y|,t+|y|]n

∣

∣F (x) − P (x)
∣

∣

αp
νp(x) dx dy

≤ ct0
tap

∫

Rn

e−|y|2αp/8t0

[

∫

[−t+|y|,t+|y|]n

∣

∣F (x)− P (x)
∣

∣

αp
νp(x− y) dx

]

ϕp(y) dy

≤ ct0
tap

∫

Rn

e−|y|2αp/8t0ǫ02
ap
(

tap + |y|ap
)

ϕp(y) dy, t ≥ t1.

The argumentation employed for proving the estimate (4.3) can be used to prove
some results about the invariance of certain types of metrical Besicovitch almost
periodicity under the actions of the usual convolution product

f 7→ F (x) ≡
∫

Rn

h(x− y)f(y) dy, x ∈ R
n,

provided that the function h ∈ L1(Rn) has a certain growth order. For instance,
an extension of [24, Theorem 4.6] can be proved in this context (the use of general
binary relations ρ is important, which can be seen from our recent applications
to the Gaussain semigroup given in [21]; we will not reconsider such applications
here). Furthermore, using a similar idea as above, we can consider the existence and
uniqueness of metrical Besicovitch almost periodic solutions for some special classes
of evolution equations of first order; for instance, we can analyze the evolution
systems in the space Y := Lr(Rn), where r ∈ [1,∞), generated by the family of
operators A(t) := ∆ + a(t)I, t ≥ 0, where ∆ is the Dirichlet Laplacian on Lr(Rn)
and a ∈ L∞([0,∞)). See the sixth application from [24, Section 4] for more details.

4.1. Invariance under the actions of infinite convolution products. In this
subsection, we will present a few results concerning the invariance of introduced
classes of functions under the actions of infinite convolution product

t 7→ F (t) :=

∫ t

−∞
R(t− s)f(s) ds, t ∈ R;(4.4)

for simplicity, we will not consider the multi-dimensional case here (cf. [18] for
more details).

Our first result considers (c,Λ′)-almost periodic functions in variation; we will
use the following notion: Suppose that ∅ 6= Λ′ ⊆ R and c ∈ C, |c| = 1. A continuous
function f : R → Y is called (c,Λ′)-almost periodic in variation if and only if for
each ǫ > 0 there exists a finite real number l > 0 such that, for each t0 ∈ Λ′, there
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exists a number τ ∈ [t0 − l, t0 + l] such that

sup
t∈R

(

|f(t+ τ)− cf(t)|+ V1(f(·+ τ) − cf(·); t)
)

< ǫ.(4.5)

We are ready to state the following simple result:

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that (R(t))t>0 ⊆ L(X,Y ) is a strongly continuous op-
erator family and

∫∞
0 ‖R(t)‖ dt < +∞. If the function f : R → X is (c,Λ′)-almost

periodic in variation (∅ 6= Λ′ ⊆ R; c ∈ C, |c| = 1), then the function F (·), given by
(4.4), is likewise (c,Λ′)-almost periodic in variation.

Proof. Let ǫ > 0 be given. Then there exists a finite real number l > 0 such that,
for each t0 ∈ Λ′, there exists a number τ ∈ [t0 − l, t0 + l] such that (4.5) holds (cf.
also [18, Theorem 6.1.53]). We need to show that (4.5) holds with the function
f(·) replaced by the function F (·) therein. But, keeping in mind the elementary
definitions, it is very elementary to prove that

sup
t∈R

(

‖f(t+ τ) − cf(t)‖+ V1(f(·+ τ)− cf(·); t)
)

≤ sup
t∈R

(

‖F (t+ τ) − cF (t)‖Y + V1(F (·+ τ) − cF (·); t)
)

·
∫ ∞

0

‖R(s)‖ ds.

This implies the required result. �

We continue by stating the following analogue of [21, Theorem 3.13]:

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that (R(s))s>0 ⊆ L(X,Y ) is a strongly continuous
operator family, c ∈ C \ {0} and ∅ 6= Λ′ ⊆ R. Let P := Cb,ν(R : [0,∞)) and
d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖Cb,ν(R:[0,∞)) for all f, g ∈ P, and let there exist a function
ϕ : R → [0,∞) continuous at the point zero and satisfying that φ(xy) ≤ φ(x)ϕ(y) for

all x, y ∈ R. Suppose, further, that
∫

(0,∞) ‖R(s)‖ ds <∞ and
∫

(0,∞)
‖R(s)‖
ν(x−s) ds <∞

for all x ∈ R. If f : R → X is a bounded, continuous and Bohr (φ,F,Λ′, c,P)-
almost periodic function, then the function F : R → Y, given by (4.4), is bounded,
continuous and Bohr (φ,F1,Λ

′, c,P1)-almost periodic, provided that P1 is a Banach
space,

F1(·)φ
(

∫ ∞

0

‖R(s)‖ ds

ν(· − s)

)

∈ P1(4.6)

and condition (C0) holds for P1.

Proof. Since
∫∞
0

‖R(s)‖ ds < ∞, a very simple argumentation from our previous
research studies shows that the function F (·) is bounded and continuous. Let us
show that F (·) is Bohr (φ,F1,Λ

′, c,P1)-almost periodic. Let ǫ > 0 be arbitrary and
let τ ∈ Λ′ be a corresponding ǫ-period of the function f(·). Then the final conclusion

simply follows from the next computation involving the conditions
∫∞
0

‖R(s)‖
ν(x−s) ds <
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∞ for all x ∈ R, (4.6) and the continuity of function ϕ(·) at the point zero:
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F1(·)φ
(

∥

∥

∥

∫ ∞

0

R(s)[f(·+ τ − s)− cf(· − s)] ds
∥

∥

∥

Y

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F1(·)φ
(

∫ ∞

0

‖R(s)‖ · ‖f(·+ τ − s)− cf(· − s)‖ ds
)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F1(·)φ
(

∫ ∞

0

‖R(s)‖ · ǫ

ν(· − s)
ds

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F1(·)ϕ(ǫ)φ
(

∫ ∞

0

‖R(s)‖ · ds

ν(· − s)

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

P1

.

�

Now we will assume that the operator family (R(t))t>0 ⊆ L(X,Y ) satisfies that
there exist finite real constants M > 0, β ∈ (0, 1] and γ > 1 such that

∥

∥R(t)
∥

∥

L(X,Y )
≤M

tβ−1

1 + tγ
, t > 0.(4.7)

The following result is a slight extension of [24, Proposition 4.1]:

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that the operator family (R(t))t>0 ⊆ L(X,Y ) satisfies
(4.7), as well as that a > 0, α > 0, 1 ≤ p < +∞, αp ≥ 1, ap ≥ 1, αp(β − 1)/(αp−
1) > −1 if αp > 1, and β = 1 if αp = 1. Suppose, further, that the function
f : R → X is Stepanov-(αp)-bounded, i.e.,

∥

∥f
∥

∥

Sp := sup
t∈R

∫ t+1

t

∥

∥f(s)
∥

∥

αp
ds < +∞,

as well as that the function ν : R → (0,∞) is monotonically decreasing, Stepanov-
p-bounded and satisfies that the function f(·)ν1/α(·) is Stepanov-(αp)-bounded as
well as that there exist finite real numbers M0 > 0 and t0 > 0 such that (4.2) holds
with n = 1. Let for each t > 0 we have Pt := Lp

ν([−t, t]), and let dt be the metric
induced by the norm of this Banach space. If f ∈ e− (xα, t−a)−BP·(R : X), then
the function F (·), given by (4.4), is bounded, continuous and belongs to the class
e− (xα, t−a)−BP·(R : Y ).

Proof. The proof of [17, Proposition 2.6.11] indicates that the function F (·) is
well-defined, bounded and continuous. Let (Pk) be a sequence of trigonometric
polynomials such that

lim
k→+∞

lim sup
t→+∞

1

2tap

∫ t

−t

∥

∥f(s)− Pk(s)
∥

∥

αp
νp(s) ds = 0.

The function t 7→ Fk(t) ≡
∫ t

−∞R(t − s)Pk(s) ds, t ∈ R is almost periodic due to
the above-mentioned proposition. Since there exist finite real numbers M > 0 and
t0 > 0 such that (4.2) is true with n = 1, the conclusions established in (BE2) hold.
Hence, we need to prove that

lim
k→+∞

lim sup
t→+∞

1

2tap

∫ t

−t

∥

∥F (s)− Fk(s)
∥

∥

αp
νp(s) ds = 0.(4.8)
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In the remainder of the proof, we will only consider case αp > 1. Suppose that
ζ ∈ (1/(αp), (1/(αp)) + γ − β). Then the function s 7→ |s|β−1(1 + |s|)ζ/(1 + |s|γ),
s ∈ R belongs to the space Lαp/(αp−1)((−∞, 0)); further on, since we have assumed
that the function ν(·) is Stepanov-p-bounded and the functions f(·), f(·)ν1/α(·) are
Stepanov-(αp)-bounded, the argumentation contained in the proof of [17, Theorem
2.11.4] shows that the function s 7→ (1 + |s|)−ζ‖Pk(s + z)− f(s + z)‖ν1/α(s + z),
s ∈ R belongs to the space Lαp((−∞, 0)) for all k ∈ N and z ∈ R.We have (M1 > 0
is a finite real constant, t > 0):

1

2tap

∫ t

−t

∥

∥F (s)− Fk(s)
∥

∥

αp
ν
p(s) ds

≤
1

2tap

∫ t

−t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

0

−∞

‖R(−z)‖ ·
∥

∥Pk(s+ z)− f(s+ z)
∥

∥ dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

αp

ν
p(s) ds

≤
M

2tap

∫ t

−t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

0

−∞

|z|β−1(1 + |z|)ζ

(1 + |z|γ)
· (1 + |z|)−ζ

∥

∥Pk(s+ z)− f(s+ z)
∥

∥ν
1/α(s+ z) dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

αp

ds

≤
M1

2tap

∫ t

−t

∫

0

−∞

1

(1 + |z|αζ)p
∥

∥Pk(s+ z)− f(s+ z)
∥

∥

αp
ν
p(s+ z) dz ds.

The estimate (4.8) then follows from the remainder of the long computation carried
out in the proof of [24, Proposition 4.1]. �

In the following slight extension of [24, Proposition 4.2], the inhomogeneity f(·)
is not necessarily Stepanov-(αp)-bounded and the weight ν(·) is not necessarily
Stepanov-p-bounded. The proof is almost the same as the proof of Proposition 4.3
and the above-mentioned results from [24]:

Proposition 4.4. Suppose that the operator family (R(t))t>0 ⊆ L(X,Y ) satisfies
(4.7), as well as that a > 0, α > 0, 1 ≤ p < +∞, αp ≥ 1, ap ≥ 1, αp(β −
1)/(αp − 1) > −1 if αp > 1, and β = 1 if αp = 1. Suppose, further, that there
exists a finite real constant M > 0 such that ‖f(t)‖ ≤ M(1 + |t|)b, t ∈ R for some
real constant b ∈ [0, γ − β) and a Lebesgue measurable function f(·), the function
ν : R → (0,∞) is monotonically decreasing, there exists a finite real constant
M ′ > 0 such that ‖ν(t)‖ ≤M ′(1 + |t|)b/α, t ∈ R and there exist finite real numbers
M0 > 0 and t0 > 0 such that (4.2) holds with n = 1. Let for each t > 0 we have
Pt := Lp

ν([−t, t]), and let dt be the metric induced by the norm of this Banach
space. If f ∈ e− (xα, t−a)−BP·(R : X), then the function F (·), given by (4.4), is
continuous, belongs to the class e− (xα, t−a)−BP· (R : Y ), and there exists a finite
real constant M ′ > 0 such that ‖F (t)‖Y ≤M ′(1 + |t|)b, t ∈ R.

As mentioned in a great number of our recent research articles, Proposition 4.1,
Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.4 can be applied to a large class of the abstract
(degenerate) Volterra integro-differential equations without initial conditions. Here
we will only note that we can apply these results in the analysis of the existence
and uniqueness of metrical Besicovitch-p-almost periodic type solutions of the initial
value problems with constant coefficients

Dγ
t,+u(t, x) =

∑

|α|≤k aαf
(α)(t, x) + f(t, x), t ∈ R, x ∈ Rn

in the space Lp(Rn), where γ ∈ (0, 1), Dγ
t,+u(t) denotes the Weyl-Liouville fractional

derivative of order γ and 1 ≤ p < ∞. See also [17] for many other applications of
this type.
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The statement of [24, Theorem 4.5], which concerns the existence and uniqueness
of Besicovitch-p-almost periodic solutions of the abstract nonautonomous differen-
tial equations of first order, can be simply reformulated in our new context, with
the use of the same pivot Banach spaces Pt = Lp

ν([−t, t]) for all t > 0.
For simplicity, we will not consider here the invariance of various classes of

metrical Stepanov almost periodic type functions and metrical Weyl almost periodic
type functions under the actions of infinite convolution products; see [22, Subsection
2.1] and [23, Subsection 3.1] for some results obtained in this direction. Because of
a certain similarity with our previous research studies, we will not reconsider here
the classical solutions of the inhomogeneous wave equation given by the famous
d’Alembert formula (the Poisson formula; the Kirchhoff formula), as well; see [18]
for more details about the subject.

5. Conclusions and final remarks

In this paper, we have investigated metrical approximations by trigonometric
polynomials and ρ-periodic type functions, providing also certain applications to
the abstract Volterra integro-differential equations and the partial differential equa-
tions. In this section, we will provide several comments and final remarks about
the introduced notion and the obtained results.

First of all, we would like to emphasize that, in our definitions given in Section
2, we have taken the norm in Y of certain terms and assumed that P ⊆ [0,∞)Λ.
Without going into full details, we will only note here that we can also consider
the following notion: Assume that ∅ 6= Λ ⊆ Rn, φY : Y → Y, F : Λ → (0,∞),
PY ⊆ Y Λ, the zero function belongs to PY , and PY = (PY , dY ) is a pseudometric
space.

(i) We say that the function F (·; ·) is strongly (φY ,F,B,PY )-almost peri-
odic (semi-(φY , ρ,F,B,PY )-periodic, semi-(φY , ρj ,F,B,PY )j∈Nn -periodic)
if and only if for each B ∈ B there exists a sequence (PB

k (t;x)) of trigono-
metric polynomials (ρ-periodic functions, (ρj)j∈Nn -periodic functions) such
that

lim
k→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F(·)φ

(

PB
k (·;x)− F (·;x)

)∥

∥

∥

PY

= 0.

(ii) We say that the function F (·; ·) is Bohr (φY ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,PY )-almost periodic
if and only if for every B ∈ B and ǫ > 0 there exists l > 0 such that for
each t0 ∈ Λ′ there exists τ ∈ B(t0, l) ∩ Λ′ such that, for every t ∈ Λ and
x ∈ B, there exists an element yt;x ∈ ρ(F (t;x)) such that

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

F (·+ τ ;x) − y·;x
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

PY

≤ ǫ.

(iii) We say that the function F (·; ·) is (φY ,F,B,Λ′, ρ,PY )-uniformly recurrent
if and only if for every B ∈ B there exists a sequence (τk) in Λ′ such that
limk→+∞ |τk| = +∞ and that, for every t ∈ Λ and x ∈ B, there exists an
element yt;x ∈ ρ(F (t;x)) such that

lim
k→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

F(·)φ
(

F (·+ τk;x)− y·;x
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

PY

= 0.

It seems very plausible that many structural results from Section 2 can be refor-
mulated for these classes of functions. Details can be left to the interested readers.
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It is our strong belief that this paper is only a beginning of serious investigations
of metrical approximations of functions and their applications. At the end of paper,
we will only mention a few more topics not considered here:

1. In this paper, we have not considered extensions of functions obtained as met-
rical approximations by trigonometric polynomials and ρ-periodic type functions.

2. There are several different ways to introduce the notion of a function of
bounded variation in multiple dimensions; for more details about this important
subject, we refer the reader to the master thesis [5] by S. Breneis and references
cited therein. We will analyze multi-dimensional (metrical) almost periodic type
functions in variation and multi-dimensional (metrical) Hölder almost periodic type
functions somewhere else.

3. In our analysis, we do not require that the set Λ is unbounded. If the set
Λ is bounded, the situation is completely without control and a series of further
investigations can be carried out; in both situations, we need to further explore
several new classes of functions obtained by specifying the considered pseudometric
spaces P .

4. Let us recall that the composition principles for the metrical Stepanov c-
almost periodic type functions and the metrical Weyl c-almost periodic type func-
tions have been considered in [22, Theorem 2.6] and [23, Theorem 3.7], respectively;
a composition principle for Besicovitch-p-almost periodic type functions has been
deduced in [24, Theorem 2.10] following the approach of M. Ayachi and J. Blot [3,
Lemma 4.1]. It is also worth noting that the notion of a (c,Λ′)-uniformly recurrent
function in p-variation can be also introduced (1 ≤ p < +∞); then an analogue
of the composition principle stated in [16, Theorem 2.28] can be proved under cer-
tain very restrictive assumptions (the interested reader may try to reconsider the
results established in our recent research study [16] by M. T. Khalladi et al. for
c-almost periodic type functions in p-variation and Hölder c-almost periodic type
functions, which can defined in a similar fashion). We will not analyze the compo-
sition principles for the introduced classes of functions and related applications to
the semilinear Cauchy problems here.
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[32] S. Stóınski, A connection between H-almost periodic functions and almost periodic functions

of other types, Funct. Approx. Comment. Math. 3 (1976), 205–223.
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[35] S. Stóınski, A note on H-almost periodic functions and SP -almost periodic functions, Demon-

stratio Math. 29 (1996), 557–564.
[36] S. Stóınski, Some remarks on spaces of almost periodic functions, Fasc. Math. No. 31 (2001),

105–1115.
[37] S. Zaidman, Almost-Periodic Functions in Abstract Spaces, Pitman Research Notes in Math,

Vol. 126, Pitman, Boston, 1985.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.10223
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.14614
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.10521


METRICAL APPROXIMATIONS OF FUNCTIONS 35
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