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Abstract

This paper discusses the properties of the spaces of fuzzy sets in a metric
space with L,-type d, metrics, p > 1. The d, metrics are well-defined if
and only if the corresponding Haudorff distance functions are measurable.
In this paper, we give some fundamental conclusions on the measurability
of these Haudorff distance functions. Then we give the characterizations
of compactness in fuzzy set space with d, metrics. At last we present the
completions of fuzzy set spaces with d,, metrics.
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history of the results in this paper.

1. Introduction

The L,-type metrics are widely used in theoretical research and practical
applications. The class of d, metrics are a kind of L,-type metrics. The d,
metrics are commonly used metrics on fuzzy sets ﬂ, [%, ﬁ, @]

The d, metrics are well-defined if and only if the corresponding Haudorft
distance functions are measurable. So it is important to discuss the measur-
ability of these Haudorff distance functions. In NQ], we give some conclusions
on this topic. In this paper, we give proofs to the positive conclusions and
counterexamples to the negative conclusion. Further, we make great improve-
ments to these conclusions. The conclusions on measurability of the function
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in this paper pointed out the cases in which the d, metrics are well-defined,
and, therefore, indicate the properties of the L,-type metrics can be used in
these cases. So these conclusions are fundamental for relevant studies of the
d,, metrics.

Compactness is a fundamental property in both theory and applications
ﬂﬂ, 15, ﬂ The characterizations of compactness for fuzzy set space with d,
metrics have attracted attentions of scholars NE, , ] The completion of
a given metric space is an important topic in analysis.

In [8], we give the characterizations of total boundedness, relative com-
pactness and compactness for fuzzy set space with d, metrics. We also give
the completions of various fuzzy set spaces with d, metrics. All the fuzzy
sets involved in the conclusions in ﬂé] are fuzzy sets in the m-dimensional
Euclidean space R™.

It is natural to consider spaces of fuzzy sets in a metric space M, B, @] In
this paper, we discuss the properties spaces of fuzzy sets in a general metric
space with d, metrics.

We discuss the properties of the dj metric (d, metrics) and the Heng
metric including the relationship between them. Based on these results and
the characterizations of total boundedness, relative compactness and com-
pactness in fuzzy set space with d, metrics given in [10]. We present the
characterizations of total boundedness, relative compactness and compact-
ness for space of fuzzy sets in a metric space with d, metrics. These results
reveal a connection between a set being total bounded (respectively, rela-
tively compact, compact) in the sense of the d, metrics and this set being
total bounded (respectively, relatively compact, compact) in the sense of
the endograph metrics. The results on the characterizations of total bound-
edness, relative compactness and compactness in this paper generalize the
corresponding results in ﬂé] Furthermore, using the results in this paper, we
give new characterizations of total boundedness, relative compactness and
compactness for space of fuzzy sets in R™.

We construct completions of fuzzy set spaces in a metric space with d,
metrics. These conclusions on the completions of the spaces of fuzzy set in a
metric space (X, d) apply to not only the cases that X is a complete metric
space but also the cases that X is an incomplete metric space. The fuzzy
sets involved in the corresponding results in ﬂg] is fuzzy sets in R™, which
is a complete space. The results on completions of fuzzy set spaces in this
paper improve the corresponding results in B]

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we re-



call and give some basic notions and results related to fuzzy sets and metrics
on them. In Section 3] we give fundamental conclusions on the measurability
of the Hausdorff distance functions. In Section [, we discuss the properties
and relation of the d; metric and the Heyq metric. In Section [, we give the
characterizations of total boundedness, relative compactness and compact-
ness in (Fligoa(X)?,d,). In Section [ we pointed out that the results in
Section [l generalize the corresponding results in B] for (Flgoe(R™)P d,).
Furthermore, by using results in Sections d] and [ we give new charac-
terizations of total boundedness, relative compactness and compactness in
(Fhsoa(R™)P, dy). In Section 7, we construct completions of spaces of fuzzy
sets in a metric space according to d, metrics. In Section 8, we draw our
conclusions.

2. Fuzzy sets and metrics on them

In this section, we recall and give some notions and results related to fuzzy
sets and metrics on them. Readers can refer to ﬂ, E, , @, H, @, M] for
studies and applications of fuzzy theory.

Let N be the set of all positive integers, and let R™ be the m-dimensional
Euclidean space (R! is also written as R). We use p,, to denote the Euclidean
metric on R™. We use RT to denote the set {x € R: z > 0}.

In this paper, if not specifically mentioned, we suppose that X is a metric
space endowed with a metric d. For simplicity, we also use X to denote the
metric space (X, d).

Let F(X) denote the set of all fuzzy sets in X. A fuzzy set u € F(X)
can be seen as a function u : X — [0,1]. A subset S of X can be seen as a
fuzzy set in X. If there is no confusion, the fuzzy set in X corresponding to
S is often denoted by xg; that is,

(z) = 1, z€8,
XSW= 90, ze X\ S

For simplicity, for € X, we will use Z to denote the fuzzy set xy,; in X.
In this paper, if we want to emphasize a specific metric space X, we will
write the fuzzy set in X corresponding to S as Sp(x), and the fuzzy set in X
corresponding to {z} as Tp(x).

For v € F(X), let [u], denote the a-cut of u, i.e.

y :{{xeX:u(:c)Za}, a € (0,1],

suppu = {z:u(x) >0}, «a=0,
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where S denotes the topological closure of S in (X, d).

For u € F(X), v is said to be normal if [u]; # (). We use F'(X) to denote
the family of all normal fuzzy sets in X.

For u € F(X), define

endu := {(z,t) € X x [0,1] : u(z) > t},
sendu = {(z,t) € X x [0,1] : u(x) >t} N ([ulo x [0,1]).

endu and sendu are called the endograph of u and the sendograph of u,
respectively.

If X is replaced by a nonempty set Y in the above four paragraphs, then
the definitions and notations in the above four paragraphs still apply except
for the notations [u]y and send u. If (X, d) is replaced by a topological space
(Y, 7) in the above four paragraphs, then the definitions and notations in the
above four paragraphs still apply.

Let (X,d) be a metric space. We use H to denote the Hausdorff dis-
tance on C(X) induced by d, i.e.,

H(U,V) = max{H"(U,V), H(V,U)} (1)
for each U,V € C(X), where

d(u,V) = inf d(u,v), H*(U,V) =sup d(u, V) = sup inf d (u, v).
veV wel uelU VeV
We call H* the Hausdorff pre-distance related to H.
In this paper, if we want to emphasize that H and H* are induced by a

specific metric A, we will write H and H* as Hy and H}, respectively.
The metric d on X x [0, 1] is defined as

d((z, a), (y, 8)) = d(x,y) + |o = B].

If not specifically mentioned, we suppose by default that the metric on X x
[0,1] is d. For simplicity, if there is no confusion, we also use X x [0, 1] to

denote the metric space (X x [0, 1], d), and also use H to denote the Hausdorft
distance on C'(X x [0, 1]) induced by d on X x [0, 1].

Remark 2.1. Let Y be a nonempty set. p is said to be a metric on Y if p
is a function from Y x Y into R satisfying positivity, symmetry and triangle
inequality. At this time, (Y, p) is said to be a metric space. p is said to be an
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extended metric on Y if p is a function from Y x Y into RU{+o0} satisfying
positivity, symmetry and triangle inequality. At this time, (Y, p) is said to
be an extended metric space. Clearly a metric space is an extended metric
space.

Let (Y,p) be an extended metric space, y € Y and ¢ > 0. We use
By (y,€) to denote the set {z € Y : p(y,2) < e} and use B(y,)(y,¢) to
denote the set {z € Y : p(y,2) < e}. If there is no confusion, we will write
By (y,e) as B(y,e) and write By, (y,¢) as B(y, ).

Let (Y,p) be an extended metric space. {B(y,e) : y € Y,e > 0} is a
basis for the topology induced by p on Y. The topological closure of a set
Ain (Y, p), denoted by A, refers to the closure of A in Y according to the
topology induced by p on Y. Then z € A if and only if there is a sequence
{x,} in A such that p(z,,7) — 0. So z € A if and only if p(z, A) = 0.

Let (Y, p) be an extended metric space and S a nonempty set in Y. we
use p|s to denote the induced metric on S by p. (5, p|s) is called a subspace
of (Y, p). If there is no confusion we also use p to denote p|s. Obviously,
if (Z,\) is an extended metric space (respectively, metric space) and A is
a subset of Z, then (A, \|4) is also an extended metric space (respectively,
metric space).

Remark 2.2. Let (X, d) be a metric space. The Hausdorff distance H on
K(X) induced by d on X is a metric. The Hausdorff distance H on C'(X)
induced by d on X is an extended metric. As (X x [0,1],d) is a metric
space, the Hausdorff distance H on K (X x [0, 1]) induced by d on X x [0, 1]
is a metric and the Hausdorff distance H on C(X x [0, 1]) induced by d on
X % [0,1] is an extended metric.

Each of H on C'(X) induced by d on X and H on C(X x [0,1]) induced
by d on X x [0, 1] does not need to be a metric. Clearly H on C(X) induced
by d on X is a metric if and only if H on C(X x [0,1]) induced by d on
X % [0,1] is a metric.

Clearly H({0},[0,+00)) = +00. So H on C(R™) is an extended metric
but not a metric, and then this is also true for H on C'(R™ x [0, 1]).

When the Hausdorff distance H is an extended metric, it is also called the
Hausdorff extended metric. When the Hausdorff distance H is a metric, it is
also called the Hausdorff metric. In this paper, for simplicity, we refer to both
the Hausdorff extended metric and the Hausdorff metric as the Hausdorff
metric unless there is a need to specifically indicate what they are.

Let (Y, p) be an extended metric space. The symbols K(Y) and C(Y)
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are used to denote the set of all non-empty compact subsets of (Y, p) and the
set of all non-empty closed subsets of (Y, p), respectively.

Let u € F(Y). We say that u is an upper semi-continuous fuzzy set in
(Y, p) if u(z) > limsup, ,, u(y) for each z € Y. The following conditions
are equivalent: (i) w is an upper semi-continuous fuzzy set in (Y, p), (ii)
for each € R, {z € Y : u(z) > a} € C(Y) U {0}, and (iii) for each
a € (0,1, [uls € C(Y)U{0}. (i)<(ii) is well-known. Given v € F(Y).
If « >1then {z €Y :v(x) >a} =0 CY)U{0}. If @ <0 then
{reY v(x)>a}=Y € C(Y)U{D}. So (ii)<(iii). Thus (i)<(ii)<(iii).

Let Fysc(Y') denote the family of all upper semi-continuous fuzzy sets in
(Y, p) and let F gy (Y) denote the family of normal fuzzy sets in Fyrgo(Y),
ie.,

Fuse(Y) :={ue F(Y): [ul, € C(Y)U{0} for all a € (0, 1]},
Floo(Y) = Fysc(Y)NF(Y)={u€ F(Y) : [u], € C(Y) for all a € (0,1]}.
Obviously for each u € F(Y), [u]o € C(Y)U{0}, and for each u € F 4 (Y),
[ulo € C(Y). So a € (0,1] in the above definitions of Fyrgo(Y) and Fhgo(Y)
can be replaced by a € [0, 1].

In this paper, we mainly discuss the normal and upper semi-continuous

fuzzy sets in a metric space. Some of the discussion will also involve more
general fuzzy sets. Define

Fusep(X) = {u € F(X): [ulo € K(X)U {0} for all « € [0,1]},
Ulo €

K(X)
Fusoa(X) :={ue F(X):] K(X)U{0} for all & € (0,1},
Flocp(X) = FY(X)N Fysep(X) = {u € F(X) : [u]l, € K(X) for all a € [0, 1]},
Flrooa(X) = FY(X) N Fysca(X) = {u € F(X) : [u], € K(X) for all a € (0,1]}.

Clearly Fyscp(X) = {u € Fysc(X) : [ulp € K(X)U{0}} (“C” is obvious.
Let u € Fysce(X) with [u]y € K(X)U{0}. Then for each a € (0,1], [u], is a
closed subset of the compact set [u]y, and therefore [u], € K(X)U{0}. Thus
u € Fysep(X). Hence “2” holds.). So Flerp(X) = FY(X)N Fysep(X) =
{u S FI}SC(X) : [u]o € K(X)} Obviously FUSC’B(X) - FUSC’G(X) -

Fyso(X).
The supremum metric d,, the endograph metric H,,q and the sendograph
metric Heeng on Fhgo(X) are defined as follows. Kloeden [16] introduced the

endograph metric He,q. For each u,v € Fh¢o(X),
oo (11, 0) 1= sup{H([u], [1]) : o € [0, 1]},
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Hpa(u,v) := H(end u, endv),
Hena(u,v) := H(send u, send v),

where the first H refers to the Hausdorff metric on C'/(X) and the other two
Hs refer to the Hausdorff metric on C'(X x [0, 1]) induced by d on X x [0, 1].
Clearly

for each u,v € F}go(X), doo(t,v) > Heena(u,v) > Hepa(u,v).  (2)

Remark 2.3. We can see that each one of do, and He.,g on Fllec(X) is an
extended metric but does not need to be a metric. Both do and Hg.,g are
metrics on Fleop(X). By (@) and Example 25, the d, metric and Hgenq
metric on Ffgon(R™) could take the value +0o. So both do, and Hyeng on
F&SCG(R"”) are not metrics, they are extended metrics. H,q is a metric on
Floo(X) with Hepg(u,v) < 1 for all u,v € Fgo(X). See also Remark 3.3
in Ej (We made a misprint in the last sentence of Remark 3.3 in ﬂ@] The
“Heng” must be deleted from this sentence).

For simplicity, in this paper, we call Hypnq on Ffh g (X) the Hgenq metric
or the sendograph metric Hyenq, and call do, on Flgo(X) the d,, metric or
the supremum metric d...

We will often use the following known facts directly without quoting.
Fact 1: Let f be a function from an interval [, v] to RTU{0} and p > 0. Then
the following conditions are equivalent to each other: (i) f is measurable on
[, ], (ii) f? is measurable on [, v], and (iii) ([} f ()" da)/? is well-defined.
Fact 2: Let p > 0. For each : = 1,...,n, let f; be functions from an interval
(i, vi] to RTU{0}. Then the following conditions are equivalent to each other:
(i) for each ¢ = 1,...,n, f; is measurable on [u;, 1], (ii) for each i = 1,... n,
(. fila)” da)'/? is well-defined, (iii) S () file)” da)'/? is well-defined.
(By Fact 1, (i) (ii). Note that for each i = 1,...,n, if ([} fi()’ do)/? is
well-defined, then (f: fi(@)P da)"/? > 0. So (ii)=(iii). (iii)=-(ii) is obvious.
So (i), (ii) and (iii) are equivalent to each other.)

For each u,v € F}g-(X), the d, distance of u,v given by

o) = ([ o1 o) ”

is well-defined if and only if H([u]a,[v]s) is a measurable function of « on
[0,1]. Here we see H([ulq,[v]a) as a function of [0,1] into R with « as the
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independent variable. We suppose that, in the sequel, “p”, which appears in

the mathematical expressions such as dp, etc., satisfies p 2 1.

In Section B we will give some fundamental conclusions for the measur-
ability of the function H([u]a, [v]a) of a on [0,1]. Since H([u]a, [v]s) could
be a non-measurable function of @ on [0. 1] (see Example B.20]), we introduce
the d} distance on Fjgo(X), p > 1, in E which is defined by

1 1/p
d;(u, v) = inf{ (/0 fla)? da) : f is a measurable function from [0, 1] to RT U {400} satisfying f(a) > H([u]a, [v]a) for all a € [0, 1] }

for each u,v € Fgo(X).
Conclusions (i) and (ii) below have been shown in ﬂ§ (see Theorem 3.1
and Remarks 3.2 and 3.3 in ﬂﬁ])
(i) d; on Fj50(X) is an extended metric but does not need to be a metric.
(ii) For each u,v € F g0 (X), if dp(u,v) is well-defined then clearly d;(u,v) =
dy(u,v). So the d; distance is an expansion of the d,, distance on Fyjgo(X).
The d, distance is well-defined on Fji4-(R™) (see Theorem [3.8). The d,,
distance is well-defined on F} g (X) (see Section 6 of HE] or Proposition
BI4)). In Section Bl we also give further results on the measurability of the
function H ([u]a, [v]) of o on [0, 1].

Remark 2.4. In this paper, for simplicity, we also call the d distance as
the dj metric when the d distance is an extended metric, and also call the
d, distance as the d, metric when the d, distance is an extended metric.

In m], we showed that for each u,v € Fjgo(X), doo(u,v) > di(u,v).
The following example shows that the d, metric and Hge,q metric on
(R™) could take the value +oo. This example comes from Section 6
of @G The symbol || - || is used to denote the Euclidean norm on R™.

Example 2.5. Denote the origin of R™ by o. Clearly op@m) € Figop(R™) &
Flooa(R™). Let u € Flgoq(R™) be defined by putting [u], = {z € R™ :
|z|| < n} for each n € N and each o € (1/(n+1),1/n]. Then dy(u, 0Op@rm)) =
+o0o (this fact has been given in [10]). Given n € N. Pick an z, € R™
with [|z,|| = n. Then z, € [u];/,. This means that (z,,1/n) € sendu.
Note that 7y, ((2n, 1/n), send 0p@m)) = p_m((a:n, 1/n), {o} x[0,1]) = n. Thus
400 > H*(send u,send 0p@my) > sup, 2 om((2,, 1/n), {0} x [0,1]) = +oo0.
Hence H*(send u, send 0p@m)) = +00, and s0 Hyend (U, Op@m)) = +00.

We introduce the following subset of Fjgq(X)



o Flooa(X)P = {u € Flgoa(X) : dy(u, %) = (fy H([ula, {xo})? da)'/? <
+oo}, where xg is a point in X.

Let u € Figoq(X). If there is an x € X such that d,(u,T) < +oo, then for
each y € X, d,(u,y) < +oo since d,(u,y) < dy(u, ) + dp(Z, ) = dp(u,T) +
d(z,y) < +00. So the definition of F}} ¢-(X)? does not depend on the choice
of zo. And Flgoq(X)P = {u € Flgoa(X) : dp(u,T) < 400 for each 2 € X}.

Let z € X. Clearly, for each u,v € Ffgoe(X)P, dp(u,v) < dp(u,z) +
dy(v,T) < +00. So the d, distance is a metric on Fjgoq(X)P.

Remark 2.6. Let + € X. Then for each o € [0,1], [7], = {2} € K(X).
Thus 7 € Flgop(X) C Flgon(X). Note that the d, distance is well-defined
on Fleoa(X) (see Section 6 of Nﬁ or Proposition B.14). So d,(u, Zp) in the
definition of Ft ¢, (X)? is well-defined. This fact also follows from Theorem
as u € Figoa(X) C Fheo(X) and 7y € Flgoo(X). This fact also
follows from Proposition B.1

Define X := {Z: 2 € X}. Clearly
X C Fysep(X) € Frsea(X)P € Frsoa(X) € Frse(X).

In this paper both the lim quantities and the liminf (see Page [[T]) quan-
tities are allowed to take the values —oo and +o0.

3. Measurability of function H ([u]a, [v]a)

For each u, v € F}go(X), dy(u,v) is well-defined if and only if H ([u]a, [v]a)
is a measurable function of o on [0, 1]. So it is important to discuss the mea-
surability of the function H([u]a, [v]s) of a on [0,1]. In this section, we give
some fundamental conclusions on this topic.

If not specifically mentioned, we uniformly use H to denote the Hausdorff
metric on C'(Y') induced by dy on Y, where (Y, dy) is a certain metric space.
The meaning of H can be judged according to the context.

We have pointed out the following statements (i)—(iv) on the measurabil-
ity of the function H([u]a, [v]s) in ﬂ@] (See also ﬂﬂ], which was submitted on
2019.07.06).

(i) For u € Flgn(X) and zg € X, H([t]a, {z0}) is a measurable function of
a on [0,1].
(i) For u,v € Fler(R™), H([t]a, [v]a) is a measurable function of a on [0, 1].



(iii) For u,v € Flgoa(X), H([t]a, [v]s) is a measurable function of o on [0, 1].
(iv) There exists a metric space X and u, v € Fl¢-(X) such that H([u]a, [v]a)
is a non-measurable function of o on [0, 1].
Statement (iii) was shown in NE] (see Proposition B.14]), which is an easy
corollary of a conclusion in ﬂﬁ] (see Remark BI5). We prove the other three
statements in this section. Statement (i) is Proposition Bl Statement (ii) is
Theorem [3.8 Example shows statement (iv). We submitted the proofs
of the first three statements in [12]. Further, we give some improvements of
these statements, which are listed below.
(v) The function H([u]a, [v]s) of @ on [0, 1] is measurable when u € F{ g (X)
and v € Flgoo(X) (Theorem [B.26). Theorem is an improvement of
Theorem [3.26]
(vi) Theorem B.37 is an improvement of Theorem Theorem is an
improvement of Theorem B8

We say a function f : [0, 1] — R is decreasing if f(z) > f(y) when z < y.

Proposition 3.1. Let u € Flgo(X) and xg € X. Then H([u]a, {70}) is a
decreasing function of a on [0,1]. So H([u]a, {x0}) is a measurable function
of a on [0,1], which is equivalent to that d,(u,Zy) is well-defined.

Proof. Let o, 8 with 0 < a < 5 < 1. Then [u], D [u]s and hence

H([u]a, {z0}) = sup d(z,z0) > sup d(z,2) = H([uls, {z0}).

z€u)a z€lulg

By (a) in Remark B.2, the above two “=" hold. So H([u]a,{z0}) is a de-
creasing function of « on [0, 1]. Thus H([u]a, {zo}) is a measurable function
of o on [0, 1].

d,(u, p) is well-defined if and only if H([u]a, [To]a) is a measurable func-
tion of v on [0, 1]. Clearly for each o € [0, 1], H([t]a, [To]a) = H([t]a, {x0})-
So dy(u, Tp) is well-defined if and only if H ([u]a, {xo}) is a measurable func-
tion of « on [0, 1]. O

Remark 3.2. It is easy to see
(a) Let (X,d) be a metric space. Let A € C(X) and x € X. Then

H(Av {LE}) = H*(Av {LE}) = SupyeA d(yv LE‘)
Observe that

H*(A,{z}) = supd(y, {z}) = supd(y, z) = supd(z,y),
yeA yeA yeA
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H'({a}, 4) = d(x, A) = inf d(z.y),

so H*(A,{z}) > H*({z}, A). Hence H(A,{z}) = max{H*(A, {z}), H*({z},A)} =
H*(A,{x}) = sup,c 4 d(y,z). Thus (a) is proved.

A set S is said to be an interval if it is a set in R which has the following
property: if x,y € S satisfying < y, then [z,y] € S. Clearly () and singleton
sets in R are intervals. For each r € R, (r,r] = [r,7) = 0.

Let R = RU {—o00} U {+0o0}. Let f be a function from an interval [, v/]
to R and a € (p,v]. liminf,_,,_ f(7) is defined by

liminf f(y) := inf Sy, where

y—o—

Sta =1z € R : there is a sequence {7V} in [p, v] such that v, - a — and x = nEIfoof(%)}'
Remark 3.3. (i) Stq # 0 and so liminf._,,_ f(7) is well-defined;

(i) liminf,_,,— f(7) could take the values +oo;

(iii) if lm,_o— f(7y) exists, then lim,_,,— f(v) = liminf, . f(7);

(iv) liminf, . f(y) = min Sy,.

(i)—(iv) should be known. (iii) is obvious. For the completeness of this
paper, we give the proofs or illustration of (i), (ii) and (iv) in the following.

To show Sy # 0, pick a sequence {7,} in [u, v] with ,, — a—.

If {f(v.)} is a bounded set, then there is an zo € R and a subsequence
{f(n,)} of {f(7n)} such that xy = limy_ 00 f(Vn,). Obviously 7, — a—
as k — 4o00. Thus zg € Sy,. Hence Sy, # 0.

If {f(7,)} is an unbounded set, then there is a subsequence {f(7yy,)} of
{f(vn)} such that +o00 = limy_,  f(Vn,) or —00 = lim_, f(yy, ). Clearly
Ynp — @— as k — +00. Thus +oo or —oo belongs to Sy,. Hence Sy, # 0.
So (i) is true.

The following simple examples illustrate (ii).

Consider f:[0,1] — R defined by f(y) = 400 (respectively, —oo), for all
y € [0,1]. Then liminf,_,,_ f(vy) = lim,,_ f(y) = 00 (respectively, —o0)
for each o € (0, 1].

Consider f : [0,1] — R defined by f(1) = 0, and f(y) = ﬁ (respec-
tively, y—il), for all y € [0,1). Then liminf, ,;_ f(v) = lim, 1 f(y) = +o0
(respectively, —oo). So (ii) is true.

To show (iv), set z := liminf, ,,_ f(7). It suffices to show that z € S¢,.

Case 1. z = +00. In this case, obviously z € S¢,.
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Case 2. z € R. Given n € N. Then there is a &, € [z — 1,2] N Spqa. As
&n € Sta, it follows that there exists a 7, such that v, € (o — %, a) N, v
and [f(ym) — &l < % Thus [f() — 2| < [f() = &l + & — 2] < %
Hence the sequence {v,} in [y, v] satisfies that 7, — a— as n — 400 and
z=1im, o0 f(7m). SO 2 € Sa.

Case 3. z = —oo. Given n € N. Then there is a §, € ({—oco} U
(—o0, —n]) N Sfq. Since &, € Sy, we have that there exists a 7, such that
Y € (@=L )N, v] and f(v,) < (—n) + +. Thus the sequence {v,} in
[, V] satisfies that v, — a— as n — 400 and f(y,) = —oo as n — +o0.
Hence z = —oo € Sf,. So (iv) is true.

Let f be a function from an interval [u, ] to R and a € (y,v]. We say
that f is left lower semicontinuous at o if f(a) < liminf, . f(7).
We say that f is left lower semicontinuous on (u,v] if f is left lower
semicontinuous at each £ € (u,v]. Let r € R. The symbol {f > 7} is used
to denote the set {£ € [u,v] : f(§) > r}.

Lemma 3.4. Let f be a function from an interval [, v] to R anda € (u, v].
Then the following properties are equivalent:

(i) For each r € R, if « € {f > r}, then there exists §(o) > 0 such that
[Oé - (5(0&),0&] - {f > T};

(i1) f is left lower semicontinuous at o; that is, f(a) <liminf, ., f(7).

Proof. The desired result may be known. Here we give a proof for the
completeness of this paper. Let r € R. Obviously f(a) > r means a € {f >
r}.

Assume that (i) is true. If f(a) = —oo, then (ii) is true. Now suppose
that f(a) > —oo. Given r € R with f(a) > r. Then by (i), there exists
d(aw) > 0 such that [@ —d0(a), ] C {f > r}, thus liminf, ,,_ f(y) > r. Since
r € (—oo, f(a)) is arbitrary, we conclude that liminf, ., f(y) > f(a). So
(i) is true.

Assume that (ii) is true. Let r € R. If o € {f > r}, thenliminf, ,,_ f(y) >
r. To show (i) is true, we only need to prove
(a) there exists d(a) > 0 such that [a — §(«a), ] C{f > r}.

Suppose that (a) is not true; that is, for each § < «, [0, o] € {f > r}. Let
n € N. Then (o — )V pu < a. Thus [(@ — )V p, o] € {f > r}. This means
that there is an o, such that o, € [(a — =)V, o but o, ¢ {f > r}. We can
see that the sequence {a,} in [u, V] satisfies that oy, - a— and f(a,) < r
for all n € N.
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Case 1. {f(c,)} is bounded. Then there is a subsequence {f(ay, )} of
{f(c,)} and an zy € R such that zq = limy_,o f(ov,, ). Since oy, — a— as
k — oo, we have that zy € Sy,. Clearly zg <. Thus liminf, ,,_ f(v) <.
This contradicts iminf._,,_ f(v) > r.

Case 2. {f(a,)}is unbounded. Then { f(a,,)} has a subsequence { f(c,,)}
such that —oo = limy_, f(ay,, ). Obviously a,,, — a— as k — 0o. So —o0 €
Sta- Thus liminf,_,,_ f(y) = —oo. This contradicts liminf, ,,_ f(vy) > r.

As there are contradictions in both cases, it follows that (a) is true. So
(i) is true. This completes the proof.

]

Proposition 3.5. Let f be a function from an interval [, v] to R. If f is
left lower semicontinuous on (p, v]; that is, f(a) < liminf, ,,_ f(v) for all
a € (u,v], then f is a measurable function on [u, v].

Proof. To show the desired result, we only need to show that for each r € R,
the set {f > r} is a measurable set. We split the proof into three steps.

Step 1 Prove statement (i) For each r € R, if « > p and o € {f > 1},
then there exists d(a) > 0 such that [o — §(«), o] C {f > r}.

By Lemma [B.4] statement (i) is equivalent to the statement that f(a) <
liminf, . f(y) for all @ € (i, v], which is our assumption. So statement (i)
is true.

Step 2 Prove statement (ii) For each r € R with {f > r}\ {u} # 0,
{f >r}\ {p} is a union of disjoint positive length intervals.

For each z € {f > r} \ {u}, define = U{A : A € S,}, where
S, ={A: Aisan interval with x € A C{f > r}\ {u}}. We claim that
(a) For each x € {f > 7} \ {u}, “7is the largest interval in S,

(b) For each = € {f > r}\ {u}, 7 is a positive length interval;
(c) For each z,y € {f > r} \ {u} with ?ﬂ?# 0, 2> ="y
First, we show (a). Clearly 2 \is an interval (To show this, let y, z € o«

with y < z. It suffices to verify [y, z] C 2. Choose A; and A, in S, such
that y € Ay and 2 € Ay, Asz € Ay N Ay # (), Aj U Ay is an interval.
Observe that Ay U Ay € S,, so [y,2] € A U Ay C 2 Thus 77 is an
interval.). Obviously [z,z] € S,, i.e, x € T Also T C {f > )\ {u)
So "2 € S,. Then from the definition of 77, (a) is true.

Next we show (b). By statement (i), there is a d(x) > 0 such that
[z —0(x), 2] C{f >r}. Note that p < x—d(x). Thus z € (z —d(z),z] C
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{f >r}\{p}, ie, (x —0(z),2] € S;. Hence (x —d(x),z] C "z . So (b) is
true.
Now we show (c). Observe that “x ~U” y ~ is an interval with {z,y} C

x Uy~ CA{f >r}\{p}. Inother words, "2z Uy ~ € S, NS,. By (a),

this means that "z > ="z U7y ~="y . So (c) is true.

As {f >\ {u} =U{ 7 1z € {f > r}\ {u}}, it follows from (b) and
(c) that statement (ii) is true.

From the proof of (a) and (c), it can be seen that (a) and (c) are true
regardless of whether f is left lower semicontinuous on (u,v] or not. Let

z,y € {f >r}\{u}. If fis not left lower semicontinuous on (u, v|, then “z

and ~y ~may both be singleton sets, and in this case, {z,y} =" U Ty . If

f is left lower semicontinuous on (u, v], then of course {z,y} & U

Step 3 Prove statement (iii) For each » € R, {f > r} is a measurable
set.

Note that a set S of disjoint positive length intervals is at most countable
(For each B € S, choose a gg in BN Q. Then ¢, # ¢, for each By
and By in S with B; # B,;. Thus S = {gg: B €S} < Q and so S is
at most countable, where C' denotes the cardinality of a set C.). So by
statement (ii), {f > r} \ {¢} is an at most countable union of intervals.
Hence {f > r} \ {i} is a measurable set. As {f > r} ={f > r} \ {u} or
{f>r}={f>r}\{u})u{u},it follows that {f > r} is a measurable set.

Here we mention that if ({f > r}\{u} = 0, then it is an at most countable
union of intervals as it can be seen as an empty union of intervals. Of course,
it {f >r}\{p} =0, then obviously {f > r} \ {i} is measurable.

]

Remark 3.6. Let f be a function from an interval [u, ] to R, r € R, and

{f>ri\{u} #0.

(i) Let f be left lower semicontinuous on (p,v]. Then (i-a) for each
x e {f>rF\{u}, “7 is an interval (b, c] or (b,c) for some b < ¢; (i-b)
setting A :=inf{y :y € {f > r}\ {u}}, we have A ¢ {f > r}\ {u}.

Set a :=inf 7 Ifa € "?)3\, then by Lemma [B.4] there is a § > 0 with
(a — 0,a] C “2, which contradicts ¢ = inf” 2. Thus a ¢ 2. Putting

together this fact and below simple example we see that (i-a) is true. The

proof of (i-b) is similar to that of @ ¢ “z . (i-b) can also be seen as an easy

~~
consequence of (i-a). If X € {f > r} \ {u}, then by (i-a), A is an interval
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(A, ] or (Ap, ). Clearly Ay < A. So (Ap, A] € {f > r}\{p}. This contradicts
the definition of A. Thus (i-b) is true.

Consider f : [0,1] — [0,1] defined by f(y) = 1 for all y € [0,1) and
f(1) = 0. Then f is left lower semicontinuous on (0,1]. Clearly {f >

1/2}\ {0} = (0,1) and ?(according tor =1/2)=(0,1) for all £ € (0,1);

{f > —1}\ {0} = (0,1] and ?(according tor = —1) = (0,1] for all
€€ (0,1].

(i-a) has essentially been given in Remark 1.3 of @]

(ii) Essentially, the proof of Proposition except its step 1, has already
been given in the proof of Proposition 6.1 1:5%] In the proof of Proposition
6.1 in NE], “r € X7 should be replaced by “z € {f > r}\ {0}"(we were
a little careless); “la — d(a),a] C {f > r} \ {0}” can also be written as
“(a—d(a),a] C{f>rI\{0}" or “la—é(a),a] G {f >r}\{0}" (By (i-b),
[a—d(a),a] #{f >r}\{0}. The example in (i) shows that (a —d(a), a] =
{f > r} \ {0} is possible.). Indeed, this modified proof of Proposition 6.1
in NE] will be a proof for Proposition if we replace 0 by u, 1 by v, and
“since f is left-continuous at o” by “, by Lemma [3.4] and the fact that f is
left lower semi continuous at a”.

The following fact (ii-a) is known. Fact (ii-b) follows easily from (ii-a).
(ii-a) Let A be an interval and x € A. Then A = (J{[a,b] : z € [a,b] C A}.
(ii-b) For each = € {f > r}\ {1}, o> = U{[a.b] : [a,0] € S, }.

First we show (ii-a). Set { := inf A and 7 := sup A. For each n € N,
define

£, if £ € A, n, ifneA,
ap = §+%(I_§)a 1f€¢A>€€Ra bn: 77_%(77_1')7 1f77¢A’n€R’
T —n, if £ = —o0, r+n, if n = +o0.

Then z € [a,,b,) for all n € N, and A = J! 2} [a,, b,]. Thus A C (J{[a,b] :
x € [a,b] € A}. Obviously A 2 (J{[a,b] : z € [a,b] C A}. So (ii-a) is true.

Now we show (ii-b). Let B be an interval in S,. Define Sg := {[a,b] : x €
la,b] € B}. Clearly Sp € S,. By (ii-a), B = [J{[a,b] : [a,b] € Sp}. Thus
T =U{C:C e S} =U{lab]: [ab] € Se,C € S} CU{[ab] : [a,b] €
S, }. Obviously "2~ 2 U{[a,b] : [a,b] € S, }. So (ii-b) is true.

(iii) Suppose that f is a measurable function on [, v|; that is, for each
r € R, the set {f > r} is a measurable set. Then {a € [u,v] : f(a) =
+oo} = (225 {f > n} is a measurable set. Also {a € [, 1] : f(a) = —o0} =
(11, 9] \ U5 {f > —n} is a measurable set.
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Let f be a function from an interval [u,v] to R. Let a € (i, vl. fis
said to be left continuous at o if f(a) = lim,,,_ f(y). f is said to be
left continuous on (u,v] if f is left continuous at each & € (u,v|. Let
B € [u,v). fissaid to be right continuous at B if f(f) = lim,_,5. f(7).
f is said to be right continuous on [u,v) if f is right continuous at each
nE [pv). R

Let f be a function from an interval [p, ] to R, and a € (u, v]. Clearly
if f is left continuous at «, then f is left lower semicontinuous at «; if f is
left continuous on (u,v], then f is left lower semicontinuous on (u,v] (see
Remark [B.3[(iii)). So the following Corollary B.7 follows immediately from
Proposition 3.5

Corollary 3.7. Let f be a function from an interval [p,v] to R. If f is left
continuous on (u,v], then [ is a measurable function on [u, v].

Let (X, d) be a metric space and x € X. Define a function f : X — R as
f(y) = d(z,y) for all y € X. Then |f(y1) — f(y2)| = |d(z,51) — d(z, 2)| <
d(y1,y2) for all y1, 5o € X. Thus f is a Lipschitz mapping, and so is uniformly
continuous. Below we use the symbol d(z, ) to denote this function f.

A compact subset of a Hausdorff topological space is closed. Each ex-
tended metric space is a Hausdorff topological space. Let (Y, 7) be a topo-
logical space and A, B, C' be subsets of Y. (i) C' is compact in (Y, 7) if and
only if (C, 7¢) is a compact topological space, where 7 denotes the topology
induced on C' by 7. (ii) If A is compact in (Y, 7) and B is closed in (Y, 7), then
AN B is compact in (Y, 7). (ii) can be shown as follows. Consider conditions
(a) AN B is compact in (Y,7), and (b) AN B is compact in (A,74). Then
(a)<(b) because, by (i), each of (a) and (b) is equivalent to (AN B, Tanp) is
compact. Note that AN B is closed in the compact topological space(A, 74)
(see (i)). Thus (b) is true and so (a) is true. So (ii) is proved.

Theorem 3.8. Let u,v € Flgo(R™). Then H([ula,[v]s) is a measurable
function of a on [0,1]; that is, dy(u,v) is well-defined.

Proof. From Proposition 3.5, to show the desired result, we only need to
show the conclusion that H([u]a, [v]s) < liminf, . H([u],, [v],) for all a €
(0, 1], which, by Lemma B4 is equivalent to the following conclusion

(a) For each r € R, if @« > 0 and a € {a € [0,1] : H([u]a, [v]a) > 7},
then there exists a d(a) > 0 such that [ — (), o] € {a € [0,1] :
H([u]a, [v]a) > 7}
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Assume that (a) is not true; that is, there is a 7 € R and a > 0 with
a € {a €0,1] : H([u]a, [v]a) > 7} such that for each § > 0, [« — d,a] &
{a € 10,1] : H([u]a,[v]a) > r}. Then there exists a sequence {v,} in [0, @)
such that forn =1,2,..., Y1 > Y, Tn — @, and

H(luly,, [v]y,) <7 (3)

In this proof, we still use d to denote the Euclidean metric on R™. Given
x € [u],. We claim that
(b) for each n € N, d(z, [v],,) < H([ul,,, [v],,) <.

(c) for each n € N, there is a yn [V]+, such that d(z,y,) = d(z, [v],,) <.
Let n € N. Note that [u], C [u],,. Thus z € [u],, and hence by (B,
d(z, [v],) < H([u],,, [v],,) < r. So (b) is true.

Let n € N. For each k € N, there is a z, € [v],, with d(z,z;) <
d(z,[v],,) + 1/k <r+1/k <r+1 (by (b), the second < holds). Note that
the sequence {z;.} is in B(x,r + 1) N [v],,, which is a compact subset of R™
as B(x,r +1) € K(R™) and [v],, € C(R™). Thus there is a subsequence
{21, } of {2} and a y,, in B(x,r + 1) N [v],, such that y,, = lim_,e0 2%,

Clearly d(x,y,) > d(z, [v],,). On the other hand, d(x, y,) = lim;_,o d(z, 25,,) <
limy_,o0 (d(z, [v]4,) + 1/k;) = d(z, [v],,) (since d(z, ) is continuous and y,, =
lim; o 2i,, the first “=" holds). Thus d(z,y,) = d(z,[v],,). This together
with (b) imply that (c) is true.

By (c), the sequence {y,} is in B(z,r), which is a compact subset of
R™. Thus there is a subsequence {y,.} of {y,} and a y in B(z,r) such that
y = lim; 0 Yn,. Observe that v(y) > limsup,;_,. v(yn,) > Hmsup, . Yn, =
My o0 Y, = @; 80 y € [v]4 (see also (I) below). Thus d(z, [v],) < d(z,y) <7
(y € B(x,r) means d(x,y) < 7).

Since = € [u], is arbitrary, we have that H*([ula, [v],) < 7. Similarly,
we can deduce that H*([v]a, [u]lo) < r. Thus H([u]s, [v]o) < r, which is a
contradiction. So (a) is true. This completes the proof.

n

Contents in the following clause (I) are basic and easy to see.

(I) (I-1) Clearly, for each v € (0,1], v(y) > v & y € [v],. (I-2) for each
€ [0,1], y € [v], = v(y) > 7. If v = 0, then (I-2) holds obviously. If
€ (0,1], then (I-2) follows from (I-1). So (I-2) is true.

As « € (0,1], by (I-1), v(y) > « implies y € [v],. By (I-2), for each i € N,

O(Yn) = Vn; S Yn; € [U]wni'
We can also show y € [v], as follows. Given iy € N. Note that for each
i € N, [v],, 2 [v] and yn, € [v],, . S0 {yn,,i > io} is a sequence in

Vi1
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[U]Vwo‘ Since [v]%io € C(R™) and y is the limit of {y,,,7 > i}, we have that

y € [v]%io. As iy € N is arbitrary, it follows that y € (25 [V, = [V]a-
U

Remark 3.9. Let (X,d) be a metric space. We say that S C Fpgo(X)
satisfies condition (X, d)-1if [u], N B(z,r) is compact in (X, d) for all u € S,

a € (0,1}, z € X and r € R*. We have conclusion

(i) If S C Fl 4o (X) satisfies condition (X, d)-1, then for all u,v € S, H([u]a, [v]a)
is a measurable function of a on [0, 1].

The proof of Theorem will become the proof of conclusion (i) if the
proof of Theorem is adjusted as follows. First delete “In this proof, we
still use d to denote the Euclidean metric on R™” and “as B(z,r + 1) €
K(R™) and [v],, € C(R™)”. Then replace “a sequence {v,} in [0, a)” by “a
sequence {7,} in [a/2,a)” and replace R™ by X. At last, replace B(z,r)
by B(z,7) N [v]s2 in the paragraph beginning with “By (c¢)”. As {y,,} in
the adjusted proof is a sequence in [a/2, ) C (0,1], “By (I-2)” can also be
replaced by “By (I-1)”

Clearly, for all u € Flgo(R™), @ € (0,1], € R™ and r € RT, |
B(x,r) € K(R™) U {0} as [ul, € C(R™) and B(x,r) € K(R™). So
Ffgo(R™) satisfies condition R™-I.

Clearly, for all u € Flgoq(X), @ € (0,1], 2 € X and r € RT, [u],
B(x,r) € K(X)U {0} as [u]l, € K(X) and B(x,r) € C(X). So S
Flsoa(X) satisfies condition (X, d)-1.

So Theorem [B.8 and Proposition B.I4] are special cases of conclusion (i).

U
S

>

>

The following Proposition B.I0 is known. From Proposition B.I0, it is
easy to obtain Proposition B.11], which are part of Lemma 5.4 in @]

Proposition 3.10. Forn=1,2,..., let U, € K(X) and V,, € K(X) .

() IfU, 2 Uy 2 ...2U, 2 ..., then U = XU, € K(X) and

HU,,U) =0 as n — +oo.

W) IfVi C Vo C ... CV, C ...andV = U2V, € K(X), then
n=1

H(V,,V) =0 asn — +oo.

Proposition 3.11. [10] Let u € F}goe(X).

(1) For each a € (0,1], limg_,o— H([u]s, [u]o) = 0.

(ii) For each a € (0,1), lim,_,qt H([u]y, {u >a})=0.
(i) If u € Fpgop(X), then lim, oy H([u],, [u]o) = 0.
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Let u,v € Flgo(X) and h € [0,1). We can see H([u]a, [v]o) as a function
of [0,1] into R with « as the independent variable, H ([u]a, [u]a_s) a function
of [h, 1] into R with « as the the independent variable, and H([u]a, [t]atn) a
function of [0, 1—A| into R with « as the independent variable. In the sequel,
we will not emphasize whether the expressions H ([u]q, [v]a), H ([t]a, [t]a—n)
and H ([u]a, [u]atn) are functions or numeric values, because it is easy to tell

what they mean from the context.
The following Proposition [3.12] is Proposition 5.5 in @]

Proposition 3.12. mj (i) If u,v € Flgoa(X), then H([u]a, [V]a) is left
continuous at each o € (0,1]. (i) If u,v € Flgop(X), then H([u]a, [v]a) is
right continuous at o = 0.

Remark 3.13. The following fact (a) is known and used in the proofs of
Propositions and (a) Let (Y, p) be an extended metric space and
x,y,r1,y1 € Y. If p(x,y) and p(z1,y;) are finite, then |p(x,y) — p(x1,y1)| <
p(x,z1) + p(y, y1)-

To show (a), it suffices to verify (a-1) p(x, y)—p(x1,y1) < p(x, 21)+p(y, v1)
and (a-2) p(x1,11) — p(z,y) < p(x,21) + p(y, y1). By the triangle inequality,
p(x,y) < plz,y) + p(y, y1) < p(a1,y1) + p(z, 21) + p(y, y1). So (a-1) is true.
Similarly p(z1,v1) < p(21,y) + p(y, 1) < plz,y) + p(z,21) + p(y,y1). So
(a-2) is true. Thus (a) is true.

(a-2) can also be obtained by interchanging = and z; and interchanging y
and y; in (a-1). Of course, the inequality to show (a-2) can also be obtained
from the inequality to show (a-1) by same means.

The following Proposition B.I4lfollows immediately from Proposition B.12(i)
and Corollary B.7l Proposition [3.14 has been given in @] (see the paragraph
before Proposition 6.1 of m])

Proposition 3.14. mj For each u,v € Flooe(X), H([u]a, [v]a) is a mea-
surable function of o on [0, 1]; that is, d,(u,v) is well-defined.

Remark 3.15. In the proof of Lemma 6.5 of ﬂﬁ], we gave the conclusion
(a) for each u € F}gon(X), the cut-function [u](a) = [u], from [0, 1] to
(C(X), H) is left continuous on (0, 1]. From conclusion (a) it is easy to get
Proposition BI2(i): for each u,v € Fgon(X), H([t]a, [v]a) is left contin-
uous at each a € (0,1]. We consider Corollary 37, which says that a left
continuous function f : [y, v] — R is measurable, to be a known conclusion.
So Proposition B.14] can be seen as an easy corollary of conclusion (a).
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Conclusion (a) and the statement of Proposition B.I4] have been given in
our paper arxiv1904.07489v2 (see the proof of Lemma 6.3 and Page 5 in this
paper), which is an early version of [9] and was submitted on 2019.07.06.
From these contents in arxiv1904.07489v2, it is easy and natural to give the
proof of Proposition B4l Conclusion (a) is Proposition BIII(i).

Steps 2 and 3 of the proof of Proposition should be known, we give
them for completeness of this paper.

Proposition 3.16. Let u € Flgoq(X) and h € [0,1].

(i) H([u]a, [t]a—pn) is left continuous at each o € (h,1].

(i) H([t]a, [u]a_p) is a measurable function of o on [, 1]; that is, ( [ H ([, [t]an)? da)
1s well-defined.

(iii) H([u]a, [U]atn) is left continuous at each o € (0,1 — hj.

(iv) H([u]a, [t]arn) is a measurable function of o on [0,1 — hl; that is,

1-h p
( o H([u]a [U]asn)? da) is well-defined.

1/p

Proof. The proofs of (i) and (iii) are similar to that of Proposition B.12(i).

First we show (i). Let a € (h,1]. Note that for each § € (h,1],
H([u)s, [u]) is Fnite and | H ([ul, [u)o)—H (a5, [u]s1)| < H([ulas [u] )+
H([u]a-n, [u]g—n). By PropositionB.ITI(i), limp o (H ([u]a, [u])+H ([ula-n, [u]s-n)) =
0. Hence limg_,o— H([u]g, [u]g—n) = H([tu]a, [t]a-r); that is, H([u]a, [t]a-n)
is left continuous at a. So (i) is true. Thus from Corollary B.7, (ii) is true.

Now we show (iii). Let o € (0,1 — h]. Note that for each § € (0,1 — hl,
H ([u)s, [u]11) s fnite and | H([ul [u]ocor)— H (a5, [u]1)] < H([ula, [u] )+
H([u]a+h, [u]ﬁ+h). By Pl"OpOSitiOIlBjj](i), limﬁ_,a_ (H([u]a, [U]g)+H([u]a+h, [u]g+h)) =
0. Hence limg_,o— H([u]g, [u]g+n) = H([u]a, [t]atn); that is, H([u]a, [t]a+n)
is left continuous at a. So (iii) is true. Thus from Corollary B.1] (iv) is true.

If h =1, then H([u]q, [t]a_p) is a function with its domain being a single
point {1} and H ([u]a, [t]asn) is a function with its domain being a single
point {0}. So Proposition holds trivially in the case when h = 1. O

To give the example which shows the last statement presented in ﬂﬁ] which
is listed at the beginning of this section, we need some conclusions at first.

The following two representation theorems should be known. We suppose
that sup ) = 0 in this paper.

Theorem 3.17. Let Y be a set. If u € F(Y), then for each a € (0,1],
[u]a = Np<aluls.
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Conwversely, suppose that {v(a) : a € (0,1]} is a family of sets in Y
satisfying v(a) = Np<v(B) for all o € (0,1]. Define u € F(Y) by u(x) :=
sup{a € (0,1] : z € v(a)} (sup® = 0) for each x € Y. Then u is the unique
fuzzy set in'Y satisfying that [u], = v(a) for all a € (0, 1].

Corollary 3.18. Let (Y, 7) be a topological space. (i) If u € F(Y'), then for
each o € (0,1], [u]a = Np<alu]s, and [u]o = Uaso[t]q-

(i1) Suppose that {v(a) : a € (0,1]} is a family of sets in'Y satisfying
v(a) = Np<av(B) for all o € (0,1] and v(0) = Uysov(ar). Define u € F(Y)
by u(z) :=sup{a € (0,1] : x € v(a)} for each x € Y. Then u(x) = sup{a €
0,1] : z € v()} for each x € Y and u is the unique fuzzy set in'Y satisfying
that [u], = v(a) for all a € [0, 1] (respectively, o € (0,1]).

Proof. If u € F(Y), then [u]o = {z : u(x) > 0} = Usso[u]q. (i) follows from
this fact and Theorem 317

Now we show (ii). Given x € X. Put a = sup{a € (0,1] : z € v(«)} and
b =sup{a € {0} : x € v(a)}. Then a > 0 and b = 0. Thus u(x) = a =
aVb=sup{a€[0,1]:z €v(a)} (As [0,1] = (0,1] U {0}, the last = holds).

By Theorem 317, w is the unique fuzzy set in Y satisfying that [u], = v(«)
for all @ € (0,1]. Then [u]g = Usso[t]a = Uasov(a) = v(0). So u is also the
unique fuzzy set in Y satisfying that [u], = v(«) for all @ € [0,1]. Thus (ii)
is proved.

O

Let Y be a set. By Theorem B.I7, we can define a fuzzy set v in Y by
putting [u], = v, for all a € (0, 1], where {v, : a € (0, 1]} satisfies condition
(a) v(a) = Ng<av(B) for all a € (0,1]. Let (Y, 7) be a topological space. By
Corollary B8 we can define a fuzzy set w in Y by putting [u|, = v, for all
a € [0,1], where {v, : @ € [0,1]} satisfies condition (b) v(a) = Ng<av(pH)
for all a € (0,1] and v(0) = Upsov(a). See Example B:228 As conditions (a)
and (b) are easy to verify, we omit these steps in this paper. In the sequel,
we will define a fuzzy set in a set or in a metric space without saying which
representation theorem is used since it is easy to see.

Proposition 3.19. Let Y and Z be two nonempty sets and A € F(Y') and
B € F(Z). Consider the conditions (a) A = B; (b) for each o € (0,1],
[Alo = [Bla; (c) there is a dense set S of (0,1] such that for each o € S,
(Al = [Bla- Then (i) (a)=(b)<(c); (ii) if Y = Z, then (a)<(b); (i) (b)
does not imply (a).
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Endow two topologies 11 and 5 on Y and Z, respectively. Consider
condition (by) for each o € [0,1], [Alo = [Bla.- We have that (iv) clearly
(a)=(b1)=(b); (v) (b1) does not imply (a); (vi) (b) does not imply (by); and
(vii) if (Y, 1) = (Z,72), then (a)&= (b )< (b).

Proof. Clearly (a)=-(b)=-(c) (see (I) below). Suppose that (c) is true. Given
o € (0,1]. Observe that for each k € N, SN (o 51, a) # 0, so we can
choose oy € SN (a- %1 ). Then ap — a— as k — oo. We have that
[Ale = NN [A]a, = NX[Bla, = [Bla (see also (II) below). Hence (b) is
true. Thus (c)=-(b). So (i) is proved.

We show (ii) as follows. Assume that (b) is true. As' Y = Z, by Theorem
BI7, there is a unique fuzzy set u in Y satisfying condition (1) [u], = [A]s =
[B], for alla € (0,1]. Thus A = u = B as both A and B satisfy condition (1).
Hence (a) is true and (b)=-(a) is proved. By (i), (a)=-(b). Thus (a)<(b).
So (ii) is proved.

We still use R\ {1} to denote the metric space (R \ {1}, p1|r\f13). Con-
sider /B\F(R\{l}) and /B\F(R)~ Then for each o € [O, 1], [§F(R\{l})]a = {3} =
[§F(R)]a. But §F(R\{1}) # §F(R) (see also (I) below). So (iii) and (v) are
proved. Consider (0,1)pm@ g1y and (0,1)p@). Then for each a € (0,1],
[0, Dr@yapla = (0,1) = [0, Dr@la- But [(0,1)r@gaplo 7 [(0,1)rm@lo
because [(0,1)p@ q1p]o = [0,1) and [(0, 1) prylo = [0,1]. So (vi) is proved.

Suppose that (Y, 7)) = (Z, 7). If (b) is true, then [A]y = Usso[A]a =

Uas0[Bla = [Blo, and therefore (b;) is true. Thus (b)=-(b;). Hence (a)<(by)<

by (ii) and (iv). So (vii) is proved.

The contents in the following (I) and (II) are easy to see.

(I) Let w € F(Y) and v € F(Z). Then u and v are functions with domains
Y and Z, respectively. If u = v, then they have the same domain; that is
Y =27

(IT) Let P be a set and u € F(P). If g € (0,1], and the sequence 3, in
[0, 3] satisfying that 3, — 3, then [u]s = N2 [u]s, .

Clearly [u]s C N'>[uls, as for each n € N, [u]g C [u]s,. Let z €
Nt [u]p,. This means that for each n € N, z € [u]g,, i.e., u(z) > B,. So
uw(z) > B = lim, o B,. Then z € [u]s. Hence N [uls, C [u]s. Thus
[u]p = 21 [u]s,.-

U

Remark 3.20. (a) If (Y, p) is an extended metric space, then the Hausdorff
distance H on C(Y') induced by p using () is an extended metric on C(Y).
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Clearly H is a function of C(Y) x C(Y) into R and H satisfies positivity

and symmetry. To show (a), we only need to show that H satisfies the tri-
angle inequality. To do this, it suffices to show
(b) H*(U,W) < H*(U,V) + H*(V,W) for each U, V, W € C(Y).
(Assume (b) is true. Then for each U, V,W € C(Y), H*(U,W) < H(U,V) +
HWV,W)and H*(W,U) < HW,V)+H(V,U); whence H(U, W) < H(U,V)+
H(V,W).)

To show (b), let = € U. Then

zeW zeW yeV

= inf inf {p(z,y) + p(y, 2)}

< ;gé{p(x y)+ ply, W)}
< inf{p(z,y) + H*(V.W)} = inf p(z,y) + H*(V. W)

= p(z, V) + HY(V,W) < H(U, V) + H*(V,W).

p(x, W) = inf p(z,2) < inf inf{p(z,y) + p(y,2)}
(

As x € U is arbitrary, it follows that (b) is true. So (a) is true.

Assume that (Y, p) is an extended metric space but not a metric space.
Then there exist x,y € Y such that p(z,y) = +oo. Thus {z} and {y} are in
C(Y) and H({z},{y}) = +00. So the Hausdorff distance H on C(Y) is not
a metric. H on C(Y) does not need to be a metric even if (Y, p) is a metric
space. See Remark

Let J be a nonempty set, and for each j € J, let (X;,d;) be a metric
space. For each x € HjeJ X, and each j € J, we use z; to denote p;(x),
where p; : Hjej X, — X is the projection mapping.

Define a mapping d; of [[,;.; X; x [[;c, X; into R as

dj(z,y) =sup{d;(z;,y;) : j € J} (4)

for each x,y € [[;.; X;j. Then d; is an extended metric on []; E ;X (Clearly
dj satisfies positivity and symmetry. For each z,y,z € ng 7 d J(x, 2) =
sup{d;(z;,z;) : j € J} <sup{d;(z;,y;)+d;(y;,2;) : j € J} < sup{dj(a:j,yj) :
Jj € Jy +sup{d;(yj,z;) : j € J} = dy(z,y) +ds(y,z). So d; satisfies the
triangle inequality.).

We use the symbol ng ;(Xj,d;) to denote the extended metric space
(11 e Xjs dy). If not mentioned specially, we suppose by default that [ | jes X
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is endowed with the extended metric d; given by (). We also use [[;.; X;
to denote the metric space ([];c; X;, d).

For each j € J, let u; € F(X;). Deﬁneu € F([lje, X)) as
[u]o = H[uj]a for each o € (0, 1]. (5)
jeJ
We use [],c;u; to denote the fuzzy set u in [[;.; X; determined by (&).

From Theorem BT, u is well-defined because for each a € (0, 1],

(o = [ lula = () TTlwsls = () [ul

JjeJ B<a jeT B<a

(Given = = (z5)jes € Ngeo [1jesltsls. Let j € J. Then for each 8 € [0, a),
xj € [u;]g. This means x; € [uj],. Since j € J is arbitrary, we have that
z € HjEJ[uj]Oé' Thus HjeJ[uj]a =) m5<a HjeJ[uj]B- Clearly Hjej[uj]oc C
mﬁ<a Hjej[uj]ﬁv and so HjeJ[uj]a = m5<a HjeJ[uj]ﬁ’)'

In this paper, if not mentioned specially, we use S to denote the closure
of S'in a certain extended metric space (X, dy). Foraset S C X;, j € J, we
use S to denote the closure of S in (X, d;). For aset S C []..; X;, we also
use S to denote the closure of S in (ITes
meaning of S according to the contexts.

jeJ
X;,dy). The readers can judge the

Lemma 3.21. Let J be a nonempty set. For each j € J, let (X;,d;) be a
metric space and A; be a subset of X;. Then [[;c; Aj = H]EJA_]-.

Proof. Let z € HJEJA Then there is a sequence {x,} in [];_; A; satis-
fying dj(z,,z) — 0 as n — oo. Thus for each j € J, d; (xn],:cj) — 0 as
n — 0o; whence x; € A;. Sow € [[,c, A;. Thus [[,c, A; € [1;c, 45

Let © = (7;)jes € [[;c;Aj. Given € > 0. Then for each j € J, there
exists y; € A; such that d;(z;,y;) < e, as x; € A;. Put y := (y;)jes. Ther Then
y € HJGJA and d;(z,y) < e. Since £ > 0 is arbitrary, we have z € [[._, A,
Thus H g4 2 HJEJA

In summary, ngJ = [Lics 4

JEJ

O

Theorem 3.22. Let J be a nonempty set. For each j € J, let (X;,d;) be a
metric space and u; € Fysc(X;). Then uw=1[,;c;u; € Fusc([1;c; X))-
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Proof. By ({) and Lemma B.2T] for each a € (0, 1],

[ula = [Tlwila = [T Tl = [ Jluslo = [ula-

jeJ jeJ jeJ

Thus u € Fysc([[e; X;)-
O

Theorem 3.23. Let J be a nonempty set. For each j € J, let (X;,d;) be a
metric space and u; € Figo(X;). Thenu =[], uj € Fige(Iles X5)-

Proof. By Theorem B.22] u € Fysc([[;c; X;). As for each j € J, [u;] # 0,
it follows that [u]; = [[.c [uli # 0; that is, u € F'(J[c, X;). So u €

F[}SC’(H]EJ X])
O

In the following theorem, we use H to denote the Hausdorff metric on
C(X;) induced by d;. We also use H to denote the Hausdorff metric on
C([,es X;) induced by d,.

Theorem 3.24. Let J be a nonempty set. For each j € J, let (X;,d;) be a
metric space and let A; and B; be elements in C(X;). Then

(i) [, Aj and HJEJB are elements in C(I1;e; X5);

(i) for each x € [1;c; X;, ds(z,[];c; Bj) = supje, d;j(x;, B);

(iii) H*(HjeJ Aj, HjeJ Bj) = sup;c; H*(A;, By);

(w) H([Tje; Ais Tjes Bj) = supje; H(A;, B;)).

Proof. From Lemma B2T [],., 4; = [[;c; 45 = [[,c, 4;- So ngJ Aj s
closed in [[,c; X;. Clearly [[;c;A; # 0. Thus [[;.;A4; € O(
Similarly [[;c; Bj € C([[;e, X ) So (i) is true.

Now we show (ii). Let ¢ > 0. For each j € J, there is a y; € B; such
that d;(z;,y;) < inf, ep, dj(x), 25) + ¢ = dj(x;, B;) +e. Put y := (y;)jes.
Clearly y € [[;c; Bj. Then d;(z,[];c; Bj) < dy(x,y) = sup;e,; d;(x;, ;) <
sup,e ;s (d; (x],Bj) +¢) = sup,c;d;(v;, Bj) +¢. Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, we
conclude that d;(z,[[;c; B)) < sup;e; dj(z;, Bj).

Let j € J. Thend,(z,[];c, B)) = infyery,_, 5, ds(z,y) > infyery, B, dj(2;, y;)
infy,ep; dj(x;,y;) = dj(x;, B;). As j € Jis arbitrary, it follows that d;(x, [[,c; Bj)
supje ;s dj(wj, By). So dj(x,[[;c; Bj) = supje; dj(z;, Bj) and (ii) is true.
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By (ii),

H (4. IIB)= sw di=]]B)

jeJ  jeJ v€lljes 4 =
= sup supd;(z;,B;)=sup sup d;(z;,B;)
w€[l ey Aj 5€J jeJ z€e]ljcs Ay
= sup sup d;(x;, B;) =sup H*(A;, Bj).
jeJ zjEA; jed

So (iii) is true. Using (iii), we obtain

HITALIIB) =2 (L4 1I8)vE(]B:H]]A)

jeJ jeJ jeJ jeJ jed jed
= sup H*(Aj, Bj) V sup H*(Bj, Aj) = sup(H*(Aj, Bj) V H*(Bj, Aj)) = sup H(Aj, BJ)
jedJ jedJ jed jed

So (iv) is true.
Let x € [[;c; X;- FOT" each j € J, put A; = {z;} in (iii) (clearly {z;} €
C(X;)). Then we obtain H*([[;c,{z;},[[;c; Bj) = supje; H*({7;}, Bj).
This means that d;(z,[[;c; Bj) = sup;e; d;(z;, By), since d;(z,[];c; Bj) =
H*({z}, HjeJ Bj) = H*(HJGJ{Ij}a HjeJ Bj) and sup;c s d;(x;, Bj) = sup;e; H*({x;}, B;).
So, in some sense, (ii) can be seen as a special case of (iii).
U

Now, we give an example to show that there exists a metric space X and
u,v € Fgo(X) such that d,(u,v) is not well-defined; that is, H([u]a, [v]a) 18
a non-measurable function of o on [0, 1].

Example 3.25. Consider the metric space ([0,100] \ {10}, p1}0,100\{10});
which is subspace of R. We also use [0,100] \ {10} to denote this metric
space. For each z € (0,1], define u® € F54([0,100] \ {10}) by putting

[uz]a — { {3}7 «Q E [27 1]7

{3tU (10,11 —¢], a=z-¢, 0<e< 1.

For each z € (0,1], define v* € F}4-([0,100] \ {10}) by putting
v, = {73},  ae(z1],
“ [71,81], «a €]0,z].
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(see also clauses (i) and (ii) at the end of this example.) Then for each
z € (0,1],

H({3},{73}), a € (z,1], 70, a € (z,1],
H([u]a, [v¥]a) = ¢ H({3},[71,81]), o=z, = { 78, a=z,
H({3}U (10,11 —¢],[71,81]), a=z-g 0<e <1, 0+e, a=z-¢ 0<e<1,
(©)

where H is the Hausdorff metric on C([0, 100]\{10}) induced by p1 0,100\ {10} -
Consider the metric space ([0, 9], p1j0,0), which is a subspace of R. Define
w € F([0,9]) as w(t) =1 for all t € [0,9]. As [w], = [0,9] for all a € [0, 1],
it follows that w € Fler5([0,9]) = Fsa([0,9]).
Let A be a non-measurable set in (0,1]. Put u := J[ o, u. and v :=

Hze[(m v,, where

u — u, z€ A, vz e A,
T w, ze0,1]\4, T L w ze0,1]\ A

Then by Theorem B.23, u and v are fuzzy sets in Fyjgo([].cp X=), where

~ [0,100]\ {10}, =€ A,
XZ—{ 0,9], 2 e [0,1]\ A.

Here we mention that Hze[(m X, is endowed with the metric A defined by
@); that is, M(x,y) = sup{|z. — y.| : 2 € [0,1]} for each z = (x.).cp1) and
each y = (y.):ep0,) in HzE[O,l] X

In the rest of this example, we use H to denote the Hausdorff metric
on C(Hze[m] X.) induced by A, use H to denote the Hausdorff metric on
C([0,9]) induced by pi]pg, and use H to denote the Hausdorff metric on
C'([0,100] \ {10}) induced by p1o,100{10}-

For each « € [0, 1],

H([u]a [v]a) = H( ] [uzlas J] [v:)a) = sup H([z]o, [v:]a) (by (@) and by Theorem B2iv))

z€[0,1]

2€[0,1] 2€0,1]
= sup H([u"]a, [v*]a) V' sup  H([w]a, [w]a)
z€A z€[0,1]\A
= sup H([ua, [v7]o) (since H ([w]a, [w]a) = 0)
ze
= 78’ o & A7
{ <71, acl0 1]\ A (by ([@). See also below clause (iii))
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So {a € [0,1] : H([u]a, [v]a) > 73} = A, and thus H([u]a, [v]4) is a non-
measurable function of « on [0, 1].

Below illustrations are easy to see.

(i) Let z € (0, 1]. Note that [u*], = Ng<alu®]s for all @ € (0,1] and [u*]y =
Uas0[t*]a, where = means the closure in [0, 100] \ {10}. Thus by Corollary
BI8 u* € F([0,100]\ {10}). Clearly [u*]; # 0 and [u*], € C([0,100]\ {10})
for all € [0,1]. This means that u* € F{t¢~([0,100] \ {10}).

(ii) Replace w* by v* in (ii), then we obtain a proof for the conclusion
that v* € Fg-([0,100] \ {10}) for each = € (0, 1].

(iii) By (@), for each z € (0,1] and each o € [0,1], if 2z = «, then
H([u?]a, [v7]a) = 78; if z # a, then H([u?]a, [v*]a) < 71. So if @ € A, then
sup,ec 4 H([u"]a [v7]0) = H([u%]a, [v¥]a) = 78; if @ € [0,1] \ A, then z # « for
all z € A, and hence sup, 4 H([u*]a, [v*]a) < T1.

In the sequel, we give some improvements of Propositions B.1] and [3.14]
and Theorem B8, which are statements first presented in [9]. We first prove
Theorem [3.26], which is an improvement of Propositions B.1 and B.14l Then
we show Theorem and use it to improve Theorem and Theorem
B.8

Let v € Fgo(X) and let 0 < o < B < 1. The “variation” w,(«, 3) is

defined as w,(a, ) := sup{H([v]¢, [v],) : &, n € (o, 5]}

Theorem 3.26. Letu € Figo(X) and letv € Flyoo(X). Then H([ula, [v]a)
is a measurable function of a on [0,1]; that is, d,(u,v) is well-defined.

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps. We put easy proofs of some
simple conclusions in clauses (I), (II) and (III) at the end of this proof.
Step 1 Prove statement (i) H*([u]a, [v]s) is a measurable function of «
on [0, 1].
For each £ € R and each n € N\ {1}, define
Se = {a € [0,1] - H*([u]a, [v]a) = £},

To show statement (i), it suffices to verify statement (i-a) for each £ € R
and each n € N\ {1}, S¢,, is a measurable set (see also (I)). Fix £ € R and
n e N\ {1}.
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Since v € Flene(X), by Lemma 6.5 in [d], for each k € N, there exist
agk), e al(k) such that 1 = agk) << al(f) =1 and wv(agk), al@l)
alli=1,...,1; — L

For each k € Nandeachi=1,...,l;—1, define Ty ; :== {z : there exists s €
Se such that agk) <z <s< a+1} in other words, Tj; = u{(a! Q; ), sl s e

Se N (o (), Zil]} Here we mention that the result of an empty union is (.
Put T, := U] ' Tyi. Obviously for each & € N and each i = 1,...,1; — 1,
Tis C (o), 5{?1] and therefore Ty, = U T, € U (ol fH] (1 /n,1].

We claim that
(i-1) for each k € N, T}, is a measurable set,

(i-2) for each k € N, T}, O S¢ ,,, and
(i-3) for each k € N, Tj; € S, _1 ,

First we show (i-1). Let £ € N. Clearly for each i € {1,...,lx — 1}, Ty,
is an interval (see also (II)). Thus T} = U%'T}; is a measurable set. Hence
(i-1) is true.

(i-2) follows immediately from the definition of 7}. See also (III).

Now we show (i-3). Let k € N. Let i € {1 S lg—1} and x € T ;. There
exists an s € S¢ such that a( Jcz<s< a Note that
(a-1) By Remark 20(b), H*([ul., [0] )+H*([ [vls) > H*([uls, [v]5). Then,
as H*([ul,, v].) is finite, H*([u.,[ol,) = H*(ful,[ol.) + H* (o], o].) —
H*([vle, [v]s) = H*([uls, [v]s) = H*([v], [v]s);
(b-1) H ([, [o]s) < H (ol [o],) < wila™, alh) <
Thus

H*([u]a, [v].) = H*([uls, [v]e) = H([u]s, [v]s) = H*([v]a, [v]s) = & =1/

Hence z € Sf—l‘ Since i € {1,...,l; — 1} and = € T}, are arbitrary, we
conclude that T, = Ulk lT;“ - Sg 1. Then, as T}, C (%,1], T, C Sg_% N
(+,1] = Se_1 .y Thus (i-3) is proved.

From (i-2) and (i-3), we have

1
ngor

+o0 400
k=1 k=1

By (i-1), N,=5 Ty is measurable. Thus by (@), S¢., = (=5 Tk is measurable.
So statement (i-a) is true and then statement (i) is proved.
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Step 2 Prove statement (ii) H*([v]a, [u]q) is a measurable function of «
on [0, 1].
For each £ € R and each n € N\ {1}, define

S8 i={a €0,1]: H*([v]a, [ula) > &},

SEm = 56 (=, 1.
n

To show statement (ii), it suffices to show statement (ii-a) for each £ € R
and each n € N'\ {1}, S*" is a measurable set (see also (I)). Fix £ € R and
ne N\ {1}.

Foreach k € Nand eachi =1,...,1;,—1, define T"" := {x : there exists s €
S¢ such that o; M cs<a< O‘ZL} in other words, T%¢ = U{(s, a(k+1)] 1S €
6N (o a ’H—l]} Put T% := U ,'T". Obviously for each k € N and
each i = 1,... [, — 1, TH C (agk),ag_@l] and therefore TF = Uk 'THhi C
U 0l )] = (1/n, 1],

We claim that
(ii-1) for each k € N, T* is a measurable set,

(ii-2) for each k € N, T% D S and
(ii-3) for each k € N, T% C §¢#m,

First we show (ii-1). Let k € N. Clearly for each i € {1,... 1 — 1}, T*!
is an interval (see also (IT)). Thus 7% = U*'T%7 is a measurable set. Hence
(ii-1) is true.

(ii-2) follows from the definition of T*. See also (IIT).

Now we show (ii-3). Let k € N. Let i € {1,...,l — 1} and z € T*".
Then there exists an s € S¢ such that agk) <s<z< ag_]?l. Note that
(a-2) By Remark B20(b), H*([v]s, [v]2) +H*([v]e, [u]s) > H*([v]s, [u]s). Then,
as H*([v]s, [v]2) is finite, H*([v], [u]s) = H*([v]s, [v].) + H*([v]a, [u]s) -
H([vls; [vle) = H*([v]s, [uls) = H*([v]s, [v].);
(b-2) H* (o), [o)a) < H (s, o)) < wilo®,0ff) < 5.
Thus

H([vle, [ule) = H*([v]a, [u]s) = H*([v]s; [u]s) = H([v]s, [v]a) > € =1/

Hence z € S¢%. Since i € {1,...,0y — 1} and = € T* are arbitrary,
we conclude that T% = Ui’; Lk Q Sf". Then, as TF C (n,l], Tk C
SN (1,1 = S~ Thus (ii-3) is proved.
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From (ii-2) and (ii-3),
+oo +o0 )
SEmC () TFC () S = 5om, (8)

By (ii-1), N2 T* is measurable. Thus, by (§), S¢" = 2 T* is measurable.
So statement (11— ) is true and then statement (ii) is proved.

Step 3 Prove statement (iii) H ([u]a, [v]a) is a measurable function of «
on [0, 1].

Note that H ([u]a, [v]a) = max{ H*([t]a, [V]a), H*([V]a, [t]a)}. Thus state-
ment (iii) follows immediately from statements (i) and (ii), which say that
both H*([u]a, [v]a) and H*([v]a, [u]s) are measurable functions of « on [0, 1].
So the proof is completed.

Contents in the following clauses (I), (II) and (III) are easy to see.

(I) Consider statement (i-b) for each £ € R, S¢ is a measurable set. Then
statement (i), statement (i-a) and statement(i-b) are equivalent to each other
(Obviously (i)« (i-b)=-(i-a). For each & € R, U35, = S¢ N (0,1] and
therefore S¢ = U/%Se, or S = U8, U {O} So (i-a)=-(i-b). Thus
(i)<(i-b)<(i-a).). So to show statement (i), it suffices to verify statement
(i-a).

Contents in the previous paragraph from “Consider” to the end are still
correct if we replace i, S¢ and Sg everywhere by ii, S¢ and S&", respectively.

(II) Let k e Nand i € {1, —1}. Then T},; and T*® are intervals.

Denote S(i, k) :== Se N (a- ®) £+)1] Let z,y € Tj; with < y. Then there

(k)

exist s, and s, in S(i,k) such that z € (« (k) s;) and y € (a; ", s,]. There

is no loss of generality in assuming that s, < s,. Then {z,y} & (agk), Syl

Thus [z,y] & (agk), Syl € Ty.i. So Tj; is an interval.
Clearly Ty, = 0 < S(i, k) = 0. Assume S(i, k) # (0. Put s; = sup S(i, k).

Then T},; = (agk), st & s, € S(i, k), and Tj,; = (agk) s1) < sy & S(i, k).
Denote S'(i, k) := Sﬁﬂ(a- k) Z(+)1] Let x,y € T*" with z < y. Then there

exist s* and s¥ in S’(7, k) such that x € [s” ,a(k land y € [s,a"""]. There

is no loss of generality in assuming that s* < s¥. Then {z,y} ;Cé s ,agkﬂ)].

Thus [z,y] C [s*,a!*™)] C T*i. So T* is an interval.
Clearly T%" = () < S'(i,k) = 0. Assume S’(i, k) # 0. Put sy =
inf S’(i, k). Then sy € S'(i,k) & T = [so, a( i ], and sy ¢ S'(i, k) <
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Thi = (s,a"™]. Clearly s5 = o™ o §(1,k) = {oFV} o Th =
{ (k+1) } & T’“ is a singleton set (in this case, so € S’(Z k:))

(ITT) To show (i-2), let k € N. For each i € {1 — 1}, Ty 2 SeN

(k) (K) el lp—1 ) U= Q0 1y
(i, il SoTh = Uiy Ty 2 Uik (Sﬁﬂ(a z+1]) S (U (s aga]) =

N(1/n,1] = Se,. Thus (i-2) is true.

To show (ii-2), let & € N. For each i 6 {1,. — 1}, T* D S n
(", o}, So T = U TR O Uk (56 (e, ffm) SENUEL (o afh) =
SEN(1/n,1] = S&™. Thus (ii-2) is true.

]

Remark 3.27. (i) Theorem is an improvement of Proposition [3.14]

(ii) Let u € Flgo(X) and z € X. Then T € Flgon(X). Thus by
Theorem B.26], d,(u, ) is well-defined. It is easy to see that H([u]a, {z0}) is
a measurable function of o on [0, 1] if and only if d,(u, 7p) is well-defined. So
Proposition Bl is an easy consequence of Theorem B.26] and, in some sense,
Theorem is an improvement of Proposition Bl

(iii) Obviously, if £ <0, then S¢ = 5¢ = [0,1] and S¢,, = 55" = (1,1] for
all n e N\ {1}.

Let (Z, p) be a metric space and S be a subset of Z. We will use 5
denote the closure of S in (Z, p) when we want to emphasis the space (Z, p).

If there is no confusion, we will write g(z,p) as 5.
Let (X, dx) be a subspace of (Y,dy). For each u € F(X), define u¥ €
Fysc(Y') by putting

[u¥]s = ﬂ5<a@Y for all o € (0, 1]. 9)

Note that [u¥], = Ngeafu’]s for all @ € (0,1] (for each a € (0,1],

—y —y

Np<alt’]s = Ng<a My<p (U], = Nycalul, = [u¥]s). Then by Theorem
BI7 uY is a well-defined fuzzy set in Y. By (@), for each a € (0,1],
[uy]a c C(Y) U {(Z)} So UY c FUgc(Y).

Proposition 3.28. Let (X,dyx) be a subspace of (Y,dy) and u € F(X).
(i) [u¥]y 2 [ula 2 [ula for all a € (0,1].

(ii)@y_[ Yo for all o, B with 0 < 8 < a < 1.

(i) [0 = Tuly

(iv) If u € FY(X), then u¥ € Flgo(Y). However, the converse is false.
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(v) If u € Fysca(X), then [u¥], = [u]s for all @ € (0,1], and so u¥ €
Fysca(Y).

(vi) (vi-1) If u € Flgo(X), then u¥ € Fheo(Y). (vi-2) If u € Flyoa(X),
then u¥ € Flgoe(Y). (vi-3) u¥ € Flyoe(Y) does not imply u € Fysc(X);
and so the converse of (vi-2) is false.

(vii) u € Fysc(X) if and only if u™ = u.

Proof. Let a € (0,1]. Obviously [u]ay D [u]q. Clearly for each g € [0, @),

(s O ua . Then, by @), [u"]n = Nsealuls 2 [ula - So (i) is proved,

Let a € (0,1] and 8 € [0,a). Then [uY], = ﬂ7<amy C @Y. Hence
(i) is proved.

By (ii), for each a € (0,1], [u¥], C @Y. Hence [u¥]y = Ua>0[uy]ay -
my (C holds because Uysg[uY ] C my and that my is closed in (Y, dy)).

— v
Y Y , ——X

&(})/[uy]o = Ua>0 [uy]in Uasolt]a (by (1)) = Uasolula  (by (a) below) =
[ulo . Thus [u¥]o = [u]o and (iii) is proved.

Now we show (iv). If u € F*(X), then [u¥]; # 0 as [u¥]; 2 [u]y, by (i). So
= Fl(Y) Also uY € FUgc(Y). Thus v € FI}SC(Y) = Fl(Y)mFUgc(Y).

The following example shows that u* € F}¢-(Y) does not imply u €
FY(X).
We also use R\ {1} to denote the metric space (R\ {1}, p1|r\{13). R\ {1}
is a subspace of R.

Define v € F(R\ {1}) by putting [v], = {

[, 1), a€]|0,1),

1 Then

v & FI(R\ {1}). Clearly WR = { ([boz, 1, Zi[lo’ b, So [v¥], = [, 1] for
all € [0,1]. Thus v* € Figeq(R) G Figo(R). So (iv) is proved. See (b)
for further discussions.

We show (v) as follows. For each a € (0,1], [u], € K(X) U {0}, and

hence [u], € K(Y)U {0} C C(Y)U{0}; so [u]ay = [u]o. Thus for each

a € (0,1], [W]a = Np<aluls = Nseluls = Nsewluls = [ula; so
[u¥], € K(Y)U{0}. Hence u¥ € Fyscg(Y). Thus (v) is proved.

If u € Flgo(X), then u € F'(X) and so, by (iv), u¥ € F}go(Y). Thus
(vi-1) is true. If u € Flgon(X) = FYX) N Fysog(X), then by (iv)(v),
u € Froo (V)N Fysca(Y) = Frgoo(Y). Thus (vi-2) is true.
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[0,1), a=0,
Define w € F(R\ {1}) by putting [w], = ¢ [o, 1)\ {1/2}, a€(0,1),
, a=1.
Note that [w], & C(R\{1})U{0} if and only if o € (0,1/2]. Sow ¢ Fysc(R\
{1}). Observe that for each o € [0, 1], mR = ER. So for each « € (0, 1],
[w®], = [v¥], (and therefore [w®]y = [v¥]p ). Thus w® = v® € Fleon(R).
Hence u¥ € Flgoq(Y) does not imply u € Fyso(X). So (vi-3) is true and
(vi) is proved. Note that v® € Flq n(R) but v € Fysca(R\ {1}) (see (b)
below). From this fact, we can also know that the converse of (vi-2) is false.
Finally we show (vii). If uX = u, then u € Fygo(X) as u® € Fygo(X). If
u € Fyse(X), then for each a € (0,1], [u¥]a = Ns<altls . = Np<altls = [ta-
Thus, by Theorem B.I7, u* = u as both ™ and u are fuzzy sets in X.
=7 v —x7 v =X
(a) Let S C X. Then S =S5 (Clearly S© 25 asS 2 S. On the
Y
other hand, S¥ 5" because ST €S and that S is closed in (Y, dy).).
(b) In fact v € Fyse(R\{1})\ Fusca(R\{1}) as [v], is closed in R\ {1} for
all @ € [0,1] and [v],, is not compact in R\ {1} for all @ € [0,1). We can see
| oz, ze]0,1), R, | @ xe€]0,1],
that v(z) = { 0. e ®\{1h\[0,1), )= { 0, xeR\ 0,1l
U

Proposition 3.29. Let (X, dx) be a subspace of (Y, dy) and let (Y, dy) be a
subspace of (Z,dz). If u € F(X), then u? = (u¥)Z.

Proof. Asu? and (uY)? are fuzzy sets in Z, by Proposition B.I9(ii), to verify
u? = (u¥)Z it suffices to show that for each a € (0, 1], [u?], = [(u¥)?]a.
Let a € (0,1]. Given 8 < «a. Take 7 satisfying that § < v < a. Then
z

@Z — @Y > [uY]ﬁ,Z D [(u¥)?], (the two “D” follow from Proposition

B28(ii)). Thus [u?]e = Ngealdls 2 [(1¥)?]a. On the other hand, [u?], =
A

Ns<altt]p < ﬂg<a[uy]gz = [(u¥)?], (by Proposition B28(i), C holds). So
[u?], = [(u¥)?]. As a € (0,1] is arbitrary, we have that u? = (u¥)?.
]

Let (X, dx) be a subspace of (Y,dy). For each u € F(X), define
T(u)Y ={a € (0,1]: [uy]a 2 my}, a(u)y =1[0,1]\ T(u)y.
Clearly o(u)Y = ((0,1] \ T(u)¥) U {0}.
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We will use the following Theorem to improve Theorem and
Theorem [3.§

Let (Z, p) be a metric space. The Hausdorff distance H on C(Z) can be
extended to the Hausdorff distance H' on C(Z)U{(} as follows: H'(A, B) =
H(A,B),if A,B € C(Z); H(0,0) = 0; and H'(0,5) = H'(S,0) = +o0, if
S € C(Z). Obviously H' is an extended metric on C(Z) U {0}. We will use
the same symbol to represent the Hausdorff distance on C(Z)U{()} mentioned
above and the Hausdorff distance on C'(Z).

Let (Z, p) be a metric space. We will use Hz,) to denote the Hausdorff
distance on C'(Z) U {0} induced by p on Z when we want to emphasis the
space (Z, p). If there is no confusion, we will write H(z ) as Hz. Let (Y, ply)
be a subspace of (Z, p) and A, B two subsets of Y. Then clearly Hy (A, B) =
Hz(A, B).

Theorem 3.30. Let (X,dx) be a subspace of (Y,dy) and u,v € F(X).

(i) Let o € [0,1]. Then [u¥], = my if and only if o € o(u)¥.

(ii) Let u € Fysc(X). Then the cardinality of Y(u)Y is less than the cardi-
nality of Y\ X.

(iii) Let u,v € Fysc(X). Then for each a € [0,1] \ (YT(u)Y UT(v)Y),

Hy ([u" ], [V ]a) = Hx([u]a; [v]a)-

Proof. First we show (i). Consider the conditions (i-1) [uY ] # [u]a , (i-2)
[u]a 2 my, and (i-3) a € T(u)¥. By Proposition B28(i)(iii), (i-1)<(i-2)
and (i-2)<(i-3). Thus (i-1)<(i-3). This means that [uY], = [u]a . ©ac
0, 1]\ T(u)¥ = o(u)¥. So (i) is proved.

To show that (ii) is true, it suffices to construct an injection j : Y(u)¥ —
Y\ X.

Let v € YT(u)¥. Then there is an z, € Y such that =, € [u¥], \@Y
Define j(y) = x, for each v € Y(u)". Since z, ¢ [u ]VY, Weﬁxe xy, ¢
[u]ly = Ng<ylulg. So there is a f < v such that x, ¢ [u]g = [u]g . Also
z, € [u¥], C @Y (by Proposition B.28[(ii), C holds). So =, € @Y \@X
and thus 2, € Y\ X (see also (a) below). Hence j is an function from T (u)¥
to Y\ X.

Let &,n € T(u)¥ with £ < n. Since z¢ ¢ @Y and @Y D [u¥], (by
Proposition B.28(ii)), we have that z¢ ¢ [u¥],. But z, € [u¥],, and therefore
xe # x,. Thus j is an injection. So (ii) is proved.

35



Now we show (iii). Clearly |0, 1]\(T(u)YUT(v)Y)ig(u)Yﬂa(v)y.lhgs
gy (i), for each o € [0, 1]\ (Y (u)Y UT(v)Y), [u"]o = [u]o and [¥], = [v]a -

Hy (0" ]on [0¥]a) = Hy (Wl o) = Hx([ulos [ola)
and (iii) is proved.
(a) Let A be a subset of X. If a € A" \ZX, then a € Y\ X.
Clearly a € Y. As a € XY, there exist a sequence {a,} in A such that

dy(ay,a) — 0. Assume a € X. Then dx(a,,a) — 0. So a € XX, which is a
contradiction. Hence a ¢ X. Thus a € Y\ X.
U

Let S be a subset of R, and P(z) a statement about real numbers z. If
there exists a set E' of measure zero such that P(x) holds for all z € S\ E,
then we say that P(z) holds almost everywhere on S, or that P(x) holds
almost everywhere on x € S if we want to emphasis x. We also write “almost
everywhere” as “a.e.” for simplicity.

The following fact is well-known.

Let S be a measurable set of R™. Let f; and fy be two functions of S to
R with z as the independent variable. Assume that fi(z) = fo(z) almost
everywhere on z € S. Then f; is a measurable function on S if and only if
f2 is a measurable function on S.

Corollary 3.31. Let (X,dx) be a subspace of (Y,dy) and Y \ X an at
most countable set. Then for each u,v € Flgo(X), Hy([u¥]a, [v¥]a) is a
measurable function of a on [0, 1] if and only if Hx ([u]a, [v]a) is @ measurable
function of a on [0, 1].

Proof. By Theorem B30(iii), Hy ([uY]a, [vY]a) = Hx([t]a, [v]a) for each
a € [0,1]\ (Y(u)¥ UT()Y). Also, by Theorem B30(ii), T(u)¥ U T(v)¥
is at most countable, and therefore T(u)¥ U T(v)¥ is a set of measure
zero. So Hy ([u¥]a, [v¥]a) = Hx([t]a, [v]a) almost everywhere on « € [0, 1].
Thus Hy ([u¥]a, [vY]a) is a measurable function of o on [0, 1] if and only if
Hx ([u]a, [v]) is a measurable function of « on [0, 1].

U

Let S € R™. We also use R™ \ S to denote the metric space (R™ \
S, pm|rm\s), which is a subspace of R™.
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Theorem 3.32. Let S be an at most countable subset of R™. Let u,v €
Flgo(R™\S). Then Hgm s([t]a, [v]a) is a measurable function of v on [0, 1];

1/
that is, d,(u,v) = <f01 Hgm\s([t]a, [V]a)? da) " s well-defined.

Proof. Put Y = R™. By Proposition B28(vi-1) u*,v¥ € Flen(Y). Then
from Theorem B8 Hy ([uY ], [vY]s) is a measurable function of a on [0, 1].
So by Corollary B31, Hgm\s([t]a, [v]s) is a measurable function of a on [0, 1].

U

Theorem 3.33. Let (X,dx) be a subspace of (Y,dy) and Y \ X an at most
countable set. Let u,v € Frgo(X). Ifu¥ € Floon(Y), then Hx([ula, [v]a) is

a measurable function of a on [0, 1); that is, d,(u,v) = (fol Hx ([u]a, [v]a)? da)
s well-defined.

Proof. Note that u* € F}g..(Y) and, by Proposition B28(vi-1), v¥ €
Fleo(Y). Then by Theorem B26, Hy ([u¥],, [v¥],) is a measurable function
of aon [0, 1]. Thus by Corollary B3], Hx ([t]a, [v]s) is @ measurable function
of o on [0, 1].

U

Remark 3.34. Let (X, dx) be a subspace of (Y, dy).

(i) Proposition B28|(vi) shows that u € F{goo(X) implies v* € Flgoa(Y),
but that the converse is false. So Theorem [8.33]is an improvement of Theorem
B.260 By Proposition B28(vii), for each u € F{t¢-(X), u = u*. So Theorem
is the special case of Theorem when Y = X.

(ii) Theorem B8 is the special case of Theorem when S = (). Theorem
is an improvement of Theorem [B.8

Let (X, dx) be a subspace of (Y,dy). For each u € F(X), define uy €
F(Y) as
~fou(t), telX,
“ﬂﬂ_{o, teY\ X,

Then for each a € (0,1], [uy]a = [u]o. So u € F'(X) if and only if uy €
FY(Y). Clearly for each u,v € Fysc(X) with uy,vy € Fyse(Y) and each
a € [0,1], Hx([u]a, [v]a) = Hy ([uy]a, [vy]a)-

Remark 3.35. Let (X,dx) be a subspace of (Y,dy) and v € F(X). For
each Ain X,if A€ C(Y)U{0} then A € C(X)U{0}. So if uy € Fysc(Y)

37

1/p



then u € Fyso(X), and if uy € Flgo(Y) then u € Fhg-(X). For each A in
X, Ae K(X)U{0} if and only if A € K(Y)U{0}. So u € Fysca(X) if and
only if uy € Fyscg(Y), and u € Flgon(X) if and only if uy € Figoq(Y).

Proposition 3.36. Let (X,dx) be a subspace of (Y,dy). Then the follow-
ing conditions are equivalent: (i) X is closed in (Y,dy); (ii) u € F}go(X)
is equivalent to uy € Flgo(Y); (iii) u € Fysc(X) is equivalent to uy €
FUSC(Y>-

Proof. It is known that (i) is equivalent to property (a) for each A in X,
Ae C(X)U{0}if and only if A € C(Y)U {0} ((i)=(a) is well-known. If
(a) is true, then X € C(Y) since X € C'(X). Thus (a)=(i).). So (i)=(iii).
(iii)=-(ii) follows from the facts that u € F!(X) < uy € FY(Y), F}go(X) =
FYX)N Fyse(X) and Flgo(Y) = FY(Y) N Fysc(Y). Assume that (ii) is
true. Then Xpy) = (Xrx))y € Fjgo(Y) since Xpx) € Fjgo(X). Thus
X = [Xpm1 € C(Y); that is, (i) is true. So (ii)=-(i). This completes the
proof.

U

Let S C R™. We also use S to denote the metric space (S, py|s), which
is a subspace of R™.

Theorem 3.37. Let A be a nonempty subset of R™ with " \ A being at
most countable. Let u,v € Fleo(A). Then Ha([u]a, [v]a) is a measurable

1
function of a on [0,1]; that is, d,(u,v) = (fol Ha([t]a, [V]a)? da) " is well-
defined.

Proof. Set Y = A" . We claim that

(a) H4([u]a, [v]a) is a measurable function of v on [0, 1] if and only if Hy ([u¥]a, [v¥]a)
is a measurable function of a on [0, 1];

(b) for each a € [0, 1], Hy ([u¥]a, [v¥]a) = Hrm ([(W¥ gm0y [(0F )rm]a);

(c) Hrm([(u¥)gm]a, [(vY)rm]a) is a measurable function of o on [0, 1].

By Corollary B31 (a) is true. By Proposition B28(vi-1), u¥,v¥ €
Fleo(Y). AsY € C(R™), by Proposition B36, (u¥)gm € Flgo(R™) and
(v )gm € Flgo(R™). So (b) is true, and by Theorem B8] (c) is true.

From (a), (b) and (c), it follows that H([u]a, [v]s) is a measurable func-
tion of « on [0, 1].

U
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Remark 3.38. Let S be an at most countable subset of R™ and u,v €
Floo(R™\S). Put A=R™\S. Then A =R™and A° \A=R"\A=S.
Thus by Theorem B37 H4([u]a, [v]a) is a measurable function of o on [0, 1].
So Theorem [B.37is an improvement of Theorem

Note that for each A C R™, R™ \ A is at most countable if and only if

A" =Rmand 4 \ A is at most countable. So Theorem B:32is the special

case of Theorem B.97 when ZRm =R™.

Remark 3.39. (a) Let (X, dy) be a subspace of (Y, dy) and Y\ X an at most
countable set. Let (Y, dy) be a subspace of (Z,dz). Let u,v € F}go(X). If
(w¥)z € Flooa(Z), then Hx([u]a, [v]s) is a measurable function of a on

1/
[0, 1]; that is, d,(u,v) = ( S H ([, [0]a)? da) " is well-defined.

By Remark B35, (u¥)z € Flgoo(Z) if and only if u¥ € Froon(Y). So
conclusion (a) follows immediately from Theorem Clearly conclusion
(a) is equivalent to Theorem [B.33l There exist conclusions such as conclusion
(a), which are easy consequences of Theorem and other results. We will
not list them all.

The results in this section except Theorem B.37 and Remark were
recorded in NE] In essence, contents including Theorem B30, Corollary B.31]
and Theorem have already been proved in chinaXiv:202108.00116v1,
which is a previous version of ]

4. Properties of d;; metric and H.,q metric

In this section, we give the relationship between the d; metric and the
H.,q metric. We illustrate the relations between the property that U is
uniformly p-mean bounded and other properties of U.

Theorem 4.1. Let (X,d) be a metric space and let u,v € Fhg(X).
()
Heng (u, U)p+1) v (10)

p+1

d5(u, v) > (

(1) If a sequence {un} in F;s0o(X) satisfies that d(un,u) = 0 asn — oo,
then Hepa(tun,u) — 0 as n — oo.
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Proof. To show (i), we only need to show that for each r > 0, if Hepq(u,v) >
P+l

1/
7 then d(u,v) > <p+1> P (see also (I) at the end of this proof).

Let r > 0. Assume that Hepq(u,v) > r. Then without loss of generality
we suppose that H*(end u,endv) > r. Thus there is an (z, ) € end u such
that d((z, 8),endv) > r. Let a € [0, 8]. We claim that (a-i) 1 > 8 > r, (a-ii)
d(z,[v]a) > 71— (8 — ), and (a-iii) H*([u]a, [v]a) > 17— (8 — a).

B < 1since (z,8) € endu. B =d((z,5),X x {0}) > d((x,3),endv) > r.
So (a-i) is true. d(z, [v]a)+(B—a) = d((z, B), [v]a x{a}) > d((z, B),endv) >
r, so (a-ii) is true. By (a-i), 8 > 0 and then x € [u]s C [u],. (a-iii) follows
from (a-ii) and the fact that z € [u,.

Given a measurable function f on [0, 1] satisfying that f(«) > H ([u]a, [v]a)
for all @ € [0,1]. Then, using (a-i) and (a-iii), we have that

(/ oy o) " ( ﬁi fayda) ”
B

1/p
2 </ (r—(B—a)y da) (this > can be repalced by >)

_ (/B (= (B — 7)) da) " <(O‘ k) i )B_T) " ( e )l/p. (see also (IT))

.y p+1 B p+1

1 1

p
p+1> . Thus

So from the definition of dy(u,v), we have that d(u,v) >
(i) is true. (ii) follows immediately from (i) (see also (III)).

The contents in the following (I)—(III) are basic and easy.
(I) (I0) is equivalent to statement (b) for each r > 0, if Hepa(u,v) > r

Y
then dy(u,v) > (’;ﬁ:l) g Obviously ([I0)=-(b). Assume that (b) is true. If

Hepa(u,v) = 0, then (I0) holds obviously. Suppose Henq(u,v) > 0. Then
we can choose a sequence {r,} in R satisfying that r, — Henq(u,v)— as

. ! 1/p wo)P+l 1/p .
n — oo. Then dj(u,v) > limy,_ s (pil) — (HndlgT)p> . Thus (I0) is

true. Hence (b)=(I0). So (I]]]I)/<:>(b) /
(W) (5 (0= @ =mryda) "= (fea)” = (57) "
1/p

(ITT) We show (ii) by (i) as follows. Givenn € N, put ¢, := (%’W) ;
then d(un,u) > ¢, > 0, by (i) and the fact that Henq(un,u) > 0. Since

dy(tn,u) = 0 as n — oo, we have that ¢, — 0 as n — oo. Note that for
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each n € N, Hepq(un, u) = ((p+ 1)cnp)z’1?. Thus Heng(tn, u) — 0 as n — oo.
So (ii) is proved. (If Hepg(tn,uw) — 0 then obviously ¢, — 0.)
O

Remark 4.2. (i) Clearly, if d,(u,v) is well-defined (at this time d(u,v) =
dyp(u,v)), then d(u,v) can be replaced by d,(u,v) in Theorem A1l

(ii) Theorem [A.1J(ii) is Theorem 6.2 in ﬂﬂj Theorem [£.11(i) is an improve-
ment of Theorem I](ii) (i.e. Theorem 6.2 in HE])

The following example shows that the “=" can be obtained in (I0).

Example 4.3. Define v and v in Flgo5(R) as

]-7 Tr = Oa 1, T = O,
uz) =< 05—z, x€(0,05], v()=1¢ 05, =z¢€/(0,0.5]
0, otherwise, 0, otherwise.

Then endu G end v, Hena(u,v) = H*(endv,endu) = 51((0.5,0.5), endu) =
0.5, and
0, ac(0.51]

H([U]m [U]a) - { a, o€ [0705]

1/ p+1\ 1/
Thus d,(u,v) = ([} a? da)/? = (‘0};541:1) = (Henid;(,i’f) - ) "
The metric d on X x[0, 1] is defined as d((z, @), (y, 8)) = max{d(z, y), |o—
S|} for each (z,a) and each (y, ) in X x [0, 1].
We can see that for each (x,«) and each (y, ) in X x [0, 1],

d((z,a), (y, 8)) < d((z, @), (y, 8)) = d(z,y) + |a — 3

< min{2d((x ), d(z,y) +1} (note that |o — B8] < |1 —0] < 1)

o), (y,8)), d
< min{2d((z, ), (y, B)), d((z,a), (y,5)) + 1}. (11)

By (1)), d induces the same topology on X x [0,1] as d. C'(X x [0,1]) is the
set of all non-empty closed subsets of (X x [0,1],d). Then C(X x [0,1]) is
also the set of all non-empty closed subsets of (X x [0, 1], c?)

We use H’ to denote the Hausdorff extended metric on C'(X x [0, 1])
induced by d on X x [0,1]. We use H"* to denote the Hausdorff pre-distance

related to H’, which is induced by d on X x [0, 1] (see Section B
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The endograph metric H. ; and the sendograph extended metric H._ 4

can be defined on F/ ¢ (X) by using the Hausdorff extended metric H' on
C(X x [0,1]) as follows. For each u,v € Fftgn(X),

H] ;(u,v) := H'(endu,endv),
H!_ 4 (u,v) := H'(send u,send v).
Clearly for each u,v € Flgr(X), doo(u,v) > H!

send

(u,0) = Hpg(u,v).

Remark 4.4. We can see that each of the H on C'(X x [0,1]) and the H! 4
on F}go(X) is an extended metric but may not a metric.

We can see that both H' on C(R™ x [0,1]) and H. 4 on Ffgoq(R™) are
not metrics, they are extended metrics.

For simplicity, in this paper, we call the Hausdorff extended metric H' on
C(X x [0,1]) the Hausdorff metric H', and call H!, , on F{¢.(X) the H!

send
. : !/
metric or the sendograph metric H._ ;.

In some references, the sendograph metric and the endograph metric refer
to H!, 4 and H! ,, respectively. In the following, we give some conclusions
on the relationship between Hnq and H! 4, and the relationship between
Hepa and H .

We say a function f: Rt — RT is increasing if f(x) < f(y) when = < y.

Proposition 4.5. Let [ be an increasing and continuous function from R*
to RT. Let Z be a set and let di and dy be two metrics on Z. If di(&,n) <
f(da(&,m)) for all&,m € Z, then for each S C Z and each W C Z,

(i) for each § € Z, di(§,5) < f(da(§,5)),

(i) HY(W,S) < f(H;(W,S)), and

(i) Hi(W.S) < f(H2(W.5)),

where Hy and Hy are the Hausdorff extended metrics induced by dy and do,
respectively, Hi and Hj are the Hausdorff pre-distance related to Hy and Ho,
respectively.

Proof. For each ¢ € Z, di(§,5) = inf,esdi(§,n) < inf,eq f(da(€,n)) =
f(inf,es da(&,m)) = f(d2(€,5)). So (i) is true.

By (i), Hy (W, S) = supeey di(§, ) < supeeyy f(d2(§,5)) = f(supeew d2(§, S)) =
f(H;(W,S)). So (ii) is true.

By (ii),

Hy(W,5) = H{(W,S) V H{ (S, W)
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< [(H3(W,S)) v f(H5 (S, W))
J(Hy (W, S) v Hy (S, W)) = [(Hy(W, 5)).

So (iii) is true.

Proposition 4.6. Let (X, d) be a metric space and u,v € F} g (X).
(Z) Hs,end(u7 U) < HSCHd(u7 U) < min{2Hs,end(u7 U)’ H;end(u7 U) + 1}7
(ii) H. 4(u,v) < Hepa(u,v) < min{2H. ,(u,v), 1}.

Proof. Define two functions f; and fy from R to R™ given by fi(z) = =
and fy(r) = min{2z,x 4+ 1}. Then f; and f> are increasing and continuous
functions. R

By (), for each (z,«) and each (y, ) in X x 0,1], d((z, @), (y,8)) <
fl(d((za Oé), (y> 5))) and d((l’, Oé), (y, 6)) < f2(d((x> Oé), (y, ﬁ))) Then> by
PropositionL.0l(iii), H., 4(u,v) < Hsena(u,v) < min{2H. . (u,v), H.  4(u,v)+
1}; by Proposition FE5(iii) and the fact that He,q(u',v") < 1 for all v/,0" €
Floo(X), we obtain that H! ;(u,v) < Hepa(u,v) < min{2H._4(u,v), H. 4(u,v)+
1, 1} = min{2H! ,(u,v), 1}. So (i) and (ii) are proved.

]

Remark 4.7. Let u and u,, n = 1,2,..., in F}q(X). (i) By Proposition
Aoli), H.,, q(un,u) — 0 if and only if Heepa(tn, w) — 0. (ii) By Proposition

AAlii), H. 4(un, u) — 0 if and only if Hepg(w,, u) — 0.

end

The following Proposition .8 and Example illustrate the relationship
between d and H/ 4 on F;4-(X). Proposition and Example are
parallel conclusions of Theorem [.I] and Example [.3], respectively. The idea
of proving Proposition is similar to that of proving Theorem Il The
idea of constructing Example is similar to that of constructing Example
4.3

Proposition 4.8. Let (X, d) be a metric space and let u,v € Ffgo(X).
() |
dy(u,v) > H,

end

(u, v) P, (12)

(i) If a sequence {un} in Fgo(X) satisfies that d(u,,u) — 0 asn — oo,
then H! ,(un,u) — 0 as n — oo.

end
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Proof. To show (i), we only need to show that for each r > 0, if H, ,(u,v) >
r then d(u,v) > r'+1/7. (sce also (I) at the end of this proof).

Let r > 0. Assume that H. ,(u,v) > r. Then without loss of generality
we can suppose that H™(end u,endv) > r. Thus there is an (z, 3) € endu
with c?((x,ﬁ),endv) >r. Let o € [f —r, B]. We claim that (a-i) 1 > 8 > r,
(a-ii) d(x, [v]a) > 7, and (a-iil) H*([t]a, [V]a) > 7.

p < 1since (z,0) € endu. = j((a:,ﬁ),X x {0}) > ci((x,ﬁ),endv) >
r, so (a-i) is true. Assume that d(z,[v],) < r. Then j((:z,ﬁ),endv) <
d((z,B), []a x {a}) = max{d(z, [v]), |3 — a|} < r (see also (II)). This is a
contradiction. So (a-ii) is true. By (a-i), § > 0 and then = € [u]g C [ul,.
(a-iii) follows from (a-ii) and the fact that x € [u],.

Given a measurable function f on [0, 1] satisfying that f(«) > H([u]a, [v]a)
for all a € [0, 1]. Then, using (a-i) and (a-iii), we have that

( /0 1 fla)P da) 1/,, > ( :T Fla) da) "

B 1/p
= ( / rP da) (this > can be repalced by >)
= (7 (B (B ) =

So from the definition of d}(u,v), we have that d}(u,v) > r**/». Thus (i)
is true. (ii) follows immediately from (i) (see also (III)). So the proof is
completed.

We can also show (ii) as follows. By Theorem H.II(ii), Heng(tn, u) — 0 as
n — 0o. Then by Remark A7(ii), H. 4(un,u) — 0 as n — oo. So (ii) is true.

The contents in the following (I)—(III) are basic and easy.

(I) (I2)) is equivalent to statement (b) for each r > 0, if H. 4(u,v) > r
then d%(u,v) > r'*/7. Obviously [2)=-(b). Assume that (b) is true. If
H! i(u,v) = 0, then ([I2)) holds obviously. Suppose H. 4(u,v) > 0. Then
we can choose a sequence {r,} in R* satisfying that r, — H/ ,(u,v)— as
n — 0o. Then d(u,v) > lim, P = H(u,0) Y. Thus (@) is true.
Hence (b)=({12). So (I2A)<(b).

(I) Let z € X, a,8 € [0,1] and v € Flgo(X). Then d((z,B), [v]a X
{a}) = max{d(z, [v]a), |5 — af}.

Denote ¢ := d((z,B), [V]a x {a}) and n := max{d(z, [v]a), |8 — «|}. Then

¢ = int{d((z, ), (4, @) : (y,) € []a x {a}} = inf{max{d(z,y), |8 — af} :
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y € [v]a}. Clearly ¢ > n. Choose a sequence {y,} in [v], such that
d(z, [v]e) = lim, s d(z,y,). Then n = max{lim, . d(z,y,), |0 — a|} =
limy, o max{d(z, yn), |8 — af} = limy, o0 d((2, B), (yn, @) > & So & =1.
(ITTI) We show (ii) by (i) as follows. Givenn € N, put ¢, := H!_;(t,, u)*/?;
then dy(u,,u) > ¢, > 0, by (i) and the fact that H[ ,(u,,u) > 0. Since

dy(tn,u) = 0 as n — oo, we have that ¢, — 0 as n — oo. Note that for
1

each n € N, H’, ,(un,u) = ¢, *». Thus H'_,(u,,u) — 0 as n — oo. So (ii)
is proved. (If H. 4(w,,u) — 0 then obviously ¢, — 0.)

(a-ii) can also be shown as follows. Choose an ¢ > 0 such that cj((x, f),endv) >
r+e. Giveny € [v],. Then (y, @) € end v and hence r+¢ < c?((:z, B),endv) <
d((z,8), (y,a)) = max{d(z,y),|8 — al}. As |3 —a| < r, we have that
r+¢e <d(z,y). Since y € [v], is arbitrary, it follows that r + ¢ < d(z, [v],),
thus (a-ii) is true.

(a-ii) can also be shown as follows. Assume that d(z,[v],) < r. Given
e > 0. Then there is a y € [v], such that d(z,y) <r+e. As (y,a) € end v,

~ ~

we have that d((x,8),endv) < d((z, ), (y,«)) = max{d(z,y), |0 — a|} <

r +e. Since € > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that c?((x, B),endv) < r. This is a
contradiction. So (a-ii) is true. O

Remark 4.9. Clearly, if d,(u,v) is well-defined (at this time d(u,v) =
dp(u,v)), then d3(u,v) can be replaced by d,(u,v) in Proposition .8

The following example shows that the “=" can be obtained in (I2).

Example 4.10. Define v and v in Ffig-5(R) as

1, x=0, 1, 2=0.5,
u(z) =< 0.5, € (0,0.5, wv(z)=< 0.5 z¢€]0,0.5),
0, otherwise, 0, otherwise.

Then H™(endu,endv) = p1((0,1),(0.5,1)) = 0.5 and H™(endv,endu) =
p1((0.5,1),(0,1)) = 0.5. So H. 4(u,v) = 0.5. We can see that

end

H([ul,. [v].) :{ 0.5, ae€(0.5,1],

0, «ael0,0.5].

Thus d(u,v) = (f), 0.5 da)/? = 0.57/% = H!(u,v) /7,
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Remark 4.11. (i) Let f be a function from [u,v] to R and (€, 1] a subinter-
val of [u, v]. The restriction of f to a subset S of [u, V] is denoted by f]s.
(i-1) If f is left continuous on (y,v], then clearly f|i, is left continuous on
(£, m], and thus f, is measurable on [, 7], by Corollary B.71

(i-2) If f is measurable on [u, V], then for each measurable subset S of [u, V],
fls is measurable on S; clearly, f|i ., is measurable on [£, 7] as [£, 1] is mea-
surable.

(i-3) Suppose z is the independent variable of f and h € R. If f(x) is
measurable on [u, V], then f(z — h) is measurable on [+ h, v + hl.

If f is left continuous on (u, |, we can also show the measurability of
flie.n) as follows. Note that f is measurable on [u, v], by Corollary B.7l Thus
flie.;) is measurable on [£,7]. In the sequel, we also use f to denote f|g if
there is no confusion.

(ii) In the proof of Proposition[4.I8] we consider the function H ([u]q, [u],_ 1 i)
of variable . We have conclusion
(ii-a) For each k = 0,...,N — 1, H([u]a, [u]a_%h) is left continuous on
(h—£h,1 — £h]. Thus for each k =0,...,N — 1, H([u]a, [u]a_%h) is mea-

1

surable on [h — £h, 1 — % h]. This means the expression S (f}:__f: H([u]q, [u]a_%h)p da) 4
appearing in the proof of Proposition [£.1§] is well-defined. "

Method 1 to prove conclusion (ii-a) is by combining (i-1) and Propo-
sition BI6(i), which is a conclusions on left continuity of Hausdorff dis-
tance functions given in Section Bl Method 1 is as follows. By Proposi-
tion B.I6i), H([ua, [u]a_%h) is left continuous on (h/N,1]. Observe that
[h—%£h,1—£h] C [h/N,1] for each k = 0,...,N — 1; so, by (i-1), we
obtaln conclus1on (ii-a).

Method 2 to prove conclusion (ii-a) is similar to the proof of Proposi-
tion B.I0((i)(ii), which uses Proposition BI1l(i), the triangle inequality of the
Hausdorff metric (see Remark BI3]) and Corollary B.71

In our opinion, methods 1 and 2 to prove conclusion (ii-a) are essentially
the same.

(iii) In the proof of Theorem TG, we consider the expressions that
/p
contain integrations in the forms (iii-1) ( fg [ty {0 })P da) , (iii-2)

(L la—n, {z0})P da)l/p, and (iii-3 <f5 ula, [U]a—n)P doz)l/p. Here

€, 7] denotes the corresponding integral 1ntervals of the integrations.
By PropositionBIland (i-2), the function H ([u]a, {zo}) of v is measurable
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on [£,n], as these [£, n] are subintervals of [0, 1]. So (iii-1) is well-defined. By
Proposition Bl and (i-3), the function H ([u]a—pn, {x0}) of o is measurable on
[h, 1+ h]. Then by (i-2), the function H ([u]a—n, {xo}) of v is measurable on
[€,n], as these [, n] are subintervals of [h, 1+ h]. So (iii-2) is well-defined. By
Proposition B16(i) and (i-1), we have that H ([u]a, [t]a—r) is left continuous
on [£,n] and thus measurable on [£, 7], as these [£, n] are subintervals of [h, 1].
So (iii-3) is well-defined.

(iv) The discussions of this paper involve the Hausdorff distance functions
f+uv] — RTU{0} and expressions ([ f(a)? da)/P. Some of these Haus-
dorff distance functions f are listed in the above clauses (ii) and (iii). We have
conclusion (c): f is measurable on [y, v], which means that ( f: f(a)Pda)'/r
is well-defined.

One way to prove conclusion (c) is by combining several of (i-1), (i-2) and
(i-3) and conclusions on measurability (respectively, left continuity) of the
Hausdorff distance functions given in Section Bl See method 1 in clause (ii).

Another way to prove conclusion (c) is by proceeding similarly to conclu-
sions on measurability (respectively, left continuity) of the Hausdorff distance
functions given in Section Bl See method 2 in clause (ii).

As it is easy to verify conclusion (c¢) by the above mentioned ways, in
the sequel, we will not explain the well-definedness of these expressions

f f(a)? da)*/? one by one.

(i-1), (i-2) and (i-3) are already known (we consider Corollary B to be
a known conclusion, although we can not find this conclusion in the refer-
ences that we can obtain.). Thus conclusion (c¢) can be seen as corollaries of
conclusions on measurability (respectively, left continuity) of the Hausdorff
distance functions given in Section [Bl

The following two concepts are essentially proposed by Diamond and
Kloeden ﬂ and Ma NE], respectively.

1/
For each u € F30q(X) and each h € [0,1) (fh Ula, [UWa—n)P da) !
is well-defined (see Proposition B.16]).

Definition 4.12. ﬂ/ Let u € Fhgoo(X)P. If for given € > 0, there is a
d =0(u,e) € (0,1] such that for all0 < h < §

(/ H (o [ilan)? ia) T

where 1 < p < +00, then we say that u is p-mean left continuous.
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Suppose that U is a set in Flooo(X)P. If the above inequality holds
uniformly for all uw € U, then we say that U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Definition 4.13. [@] A set U in Flrooq(X)P is said to be uniformly p-
mean bounded if there exists an M € [0,+00) and an xy € X such that
dy(u,zo) < M for allu e U.

Remark 4.14. Let U be a set in F} go(X)P. Then the following conditions
are equivalent to each other: (i) U is uniformly p-mean bounded, (ii) for each
w € Fgoa(X)P, there exists an M (w) € [0, +00) such that d,(u, w) < M(w)
for all w € U, and (iii) sup{d,(u,v) : u,v € U} < +00.

If U = 0, then obviously (i)&(ii)<(iii). Assume U # 0. (iii)=(ii).
Suppose (iii) is true. Choose uy € U. Given w € Fpgoq(X)P. Set L :=
sup{d,(u,v) : u,v € U} and M (w) := L+ d,(up, w). Then M(w) € [0, +o0)
and for each u € U, d,(u, w) < d,(u, up) +dp(ug, w) < L+d,(ug, w) = M(w).
So (ii) is true. As for each z € X, T € F}goa(X)?, it follows that (ii)=-(i).
(i)=-(iii). Suppose (i) is true. Then for each u,v € U, d,(u,v) < d,(u, Tgy) +
d,(v, o) < 2M. Note that 2M € [0, 00). So (iii) is true. Thus (i) (i) < (iii).

We say that a set U is bounded in a metric space (Y, p) if there exists an
M € [0,+00) and an zy € Y such that p(z,z¢) < M for all z € U.

Let U be a set in (Y, p). Then the following conditions are equivalent to
each other: (a) U is bounded in (Y, p), (b) for each = € Y, there exists an
M (z) € [0,400) such that p(u,z) < M(z) for allu € U, and (c) sup{p(u,v) :
u,v € U} < +00. The proof of (a)<(b)<(c) is similar to that of the above
()< (ii) < (ii).

Let U be a set in Figoq(X)P. Clearly, U is uniformly p-mean bounded is
equivalent to U is bounded in (F{ oo (X)P,d,) (each of these two statements
is equivalent to sup{d,(u,v) : u,v € U} < 400.).

Y

Suppose that U is a subset of Flgr(X) and o € [0,1]. For writing
convenience, we denote

e U(a) = Uyeylula, and
o U, :={[u]o:uecU}.

Let U be a set in Flgoq(X)?. The following Lemma FT5 and Theorem
4. 16l illustrate the relations between the property that U is uniformly p-mean
bounded and other properties of U.
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Lemma 4.15. Let U be a subset of Fgoo(X)P. If U is uniformly p-mean
bounded, then for each h € (0,1], U(h) is bounded in (X,d).

Proof. Assume that there is an hy € (0, 1] such that U(ho) is not bounded in
(X,d). Choose g € X. Then sup{d(z,zq) : * € U(hg)} = +0o0 since other-
wise sup{d(x,zg) : x € U(hg)} < 400, i.e. U(hg) is bounded, which is a con-
tradiction. Note that sup{d(x,x¢) : © € U(hg)} = sup,ep sup{d(z, z) : © €
[u]n, } = supyey H([t]ng, {zo}) (see (a) in RemarkB.2)). Thus sup{H ([u]n,, {zo}) :
ue U} =+o0.

By Proposition Bl H([u]a, {z0}) is a decreasing function of v on [0, 1].
Thus for each u € U,

1 1/p ho 1/p ho 1/p
(/ H([u]a,{xowda) z(o H<[u1a,{xo}>pda> z(o H([ulho,{xwaa) = o P H (fulny, {z0}).

Assup{ H ([u]p,, {z0}) : v € U} = +00, it follows that sup { <f01 H([u]a, {xo})? da) o tu € U} —

~+00, which contradicts the assumption that U is uniformly p-mean bounded.

So for each h € (0, 1], U(h) is bounded in (X, d).
U

Theorem 4.16. Let U be a subset of F}rgo(X)P. If U is p-mean equi-left-
continuous, then the following three properties are equivalent:

(i) There exists an h € (0,1) such that U(h) is bounded in (X, d);

(ii) For each h € (0,1], U(h) is bounded in (X, d);

(111) U is uniformly p-mean bounded.

Proof. (i)=-(iii). Assume that (i) is true, i.e. there is an hy € (0,1) such
that U(hy) is bounded in (X,d). Then there exists an L > 0 such that
sup{d(z,y) : z,y € U(hy)} < L. Put M = L - (1 — hy)"/?. Then for all
h € [hy,1] and v € U,

(/hl H([u]a, {zo})? da) l/p <L-(1-h)"Y?=M. (13)

Since U is p-mean equi-left-continuous, there is an hy > 0 such that for
all h € [0, hy] and u € U,

< /h H((ul, [ulos)? da) " (14)
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Choose an h < min{1l — hq, ho} satisfying 1/h € N. Set N := 1/h. Then
by (I4) for k=1,...,N — 1 and u € U,

(/I:H)h At da) | - </(::)h H([u]a; {zo})” da) .
: </k;k+1)h At da) | - (fk;kﬂ)h H([u]a—n, {zo})" da> ’
(s (s

(15)

IN

and thus by ([I3]) and ([IH), for all u € U,

([ #te fany de ”

N-1

(k-+1)h 1/p
<Y ( / ({0} da)

k=0
<M+ ---+(M+ (N -1))
= N- M+N(N 1)/2,

and so (iii) is true.
(iii)=(ii) follows from Lemma
(ii)=(i) is obvious.
U

Remark 4.17. From Corollary [6.1] and Theorem [6.5, we know that for a
p-mean equi-left-continuous set U in Flgoq(R™)P, the propertles (i) U(a) is
bounded in R™ for each a € (0, 1], and (ii) U is uniformly p-mean bounded,
are equivalent.

Proposition 4.18. Let U be a subset of Flgoq(X)P. If U is p-mean equi-
left-continuous, then for each h € [0,1], there exists a Cj, € R such that for

alluw € U, y
(/hl H([ulo, [1]on)” da) ey
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Proof. Since U is p-mean equi-left-continuous, then there is an hy > 0 such
that for all w € U and h € [0, h|,

(/hl H([u]a, [u]an)? da) " <L (16)

Let h € [0,1]. If h € [0, hg|, then put C, = 1 and the desired result
follows from (IQ)).

If h € (ho, 1], then there is an N = N(h) € N such that h/N < hg. Put
Cyp = N(h). Thus for all u € U,

(/hl H([ta, [t)a—n)” da) 1/p

Here we mention the fact that foreach £ = 0,..., N—1, H([u]a_%h, [u]a_%lh)
is left continuous on (h, 1] and thus is measurable on [h, 1]; so the expression
A (fhl H([U]a—%m [u]a_%h)p da)l/p is well-defined. The proof of this
fact is similar to the proof of Proposition B.I6l(i)(ii), which use Proposition
B.I11(i), the triangle inequality of the Hausdorff metric (see Remark B.13) and
Corollary B.7. Of course, there is another way of proving this fact, which is

essentially the same as the one described above, see also Remark 111
[

We can see that (i)=-(iii) in the proof of Theorem .16 can also be proved
by using Proposition E.I8

5. Characterizations of compactness in (F},¢-o(X)?, d,)

In this section, we give the characterizations of total boundedness, relative
compactness and compactness in (F}goq(X)P, d,).
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Some fundamental conclusions and concepts in classic analysis and topol-
ogy are listed below, which are useful in this paper.

e A subset Y of a topological space Z is said to be compact if for every set
I and every family of open sets, O;, i € I, such that Y C |J,; O; there
exists a finite family O;,, O, ..., O;, such that Y C O;, UO;,U...UO; .
In the case of a metric topology, the criterion for compactness becomes
that any sequence in Y has a convergent subsequence in Y.

e A relatively compact subset Y of a topological space Z is a subset with
compact closure. In the case of a metric topology, the criterion for
relative compactness becomes that any sequence in Y has a subsequence
convergent in Z.

e Let (X,d) be a metric space. A set U in X is totally bounded if and
only if, for each ¢ > 0, it contains a finite € approximation, where an
¢ approximation to U is a subset S of U such that U C | .o B(x,¢).
An e approximation to U is also called an e-net of U.

zeSs

e Let (X,d) be a metric space. A set U is compact in (X, d) implies
that U is relatively compact in (X, d), which in turn implies that U is
totally bounded in (X, d).

We list the following conclusions in @] which are on the property of Henq
metric, the characterizations of total boundedness, relative compactness and
compactness for (Ftgoq(X), Hena), and the completion of (Ffhgoa(X), Hena),
respectively. These conclusions will be useful in this paper.

Theorem 5.1. [@] Let u be a fuzzy set in Fleoo(X) and let u,, n =
1,2,..., be fuzzy sets in Flgo(X). Then Hepa(un,u) — 0 if and only if
H([tn]a, [u]a) = 0 holds a.e. ona € (0,1), which is denoted by H ([tn]a, [u]a) —
0 ([0, 1]).

Theorem 5.2. [1(] Let U be a subset of Fieeo(X). Then U is totally
bounded in (Fgoq(X), Hena) if and only if U(«a) is totally bounded in (X, d)
for each o € (0, 1].

Theorem 5.3. [10] Let U be a subset of Flgoo(X). Then U is relatively
compact in (F}goq(X), Hena) if and only if U(a) is relatively compact in
(X,d) for each o € (0,1].
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Theorem 5.4. 1@] Let U be a subset of Fleo(X). Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) U is compact in (Fheoa(X), Hena);

(11) Ul(a) is relatively compact in (X, d) for each a € (0,1] and U is closed
in (Fysca(X), Hena);

(iii) U(a) is compact in (X,d) for each o € (0,1] and U is closed in
(Fisoa(X), Hena)-

Theorem 5.5. [10] (Flgpo(X), Hena) is a completion of (F}goe(X), Hena)-

The relationship between the d, metric and the H,,q metric given in
Theorem [A.1] (see the illustrations in Remark .2)) will be used repeatedly in
the sequel.

Lemma 5.6. If u € F}goq(X)P, then u is p-mean left continuous.

Proof. The desired result can be proved in a similar fashion to Lemma 4.3

—
in ﬂﬁ] by replacing {0} with {z(}, where 0 denotes the point (0,...,0) in R™
and xg is a point in X.
U

Theorem 5.7. Let U be a subset of Fligo(X)P. Then U is a relatively
compact set in (Flgoa(X)P,d,) if and only if

(i) U is a relatively compact set in (Fgoa(X), Hena), and

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Proof. We prove the “only if” part of the theorem. Assume that U is a
relatively compact set in (Flgoq(X)?, d,). By Theorem ET], (i) is true.

Now we prove (ii). Given € > 0. Since U is a relatively compact set
in (Flgoa(X)P,dy), there exists a finite /3 net S of U. From Lemma [5.0]
each v € S is p-mean left-continuous. This means that S is p-mean equi-left-
continuous, since S is finite. Hence we have

1/
(a) there exists 6 € (0,1] such that <fh1 H([v]a, [V]a—n)? da) " < /3 for all

h €[0,6) and all v € S.
Given u € U, there is a vy € S such that d,(u, vg) < 5/3 and thus, by (a), we

1
have that for all h € [0, J) (fh U, [U]a—n)? da) <fh Uy [V0]a)? doz) /p—i-
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<fh [volas [vola—n)” da) <fh [V0]a—h; [U]a—n)? da)l/p <e/3+4+¢e/3+

€/3 = ¢e. Since ¢ > 0 and u € U are arbitrary, it follows that U is p-mean
equi-left-continuous. The necessity of (ii) is essentially proved in the proof
of Theorem 4.1 in ﬂg] This proof of the necessity of (ii) is similar to that of
the necessity of the condition (ii) in Theorem 4.1 of [§] (see Page 26 of ﬂﬁ])
Note that U is a totally bounded set in (Ffgoq(X)P,d,). Thus the necessity
of (ii) follows from the necessity of (ii) in Theorem

We prove the “if” part of the theorem. The proof is similar to “sufficient”
part of the proof of Theorem 4.1 in ﬂﬁ] A sketch of the proof is given as
follows.

Assume that (i) and (ii) are true. To show that U is a relatively compact
set in (Fjgoa(X)P,dy), let {u,} be a sequence in U. We only need to find a
subsequence {v,} of {u,} and a v € F}g.(X)P such that {v,} converges to
v according to the d, metric. We split the proof into three steps.

Step 1. Find a subsequence {v,} of {u,} and a v € F{¢.s(X) such
that Henq(vn,v) — 0; that is, by Theorem [5.1]

H([vn]a;, [v]a) =30 ([0, 1]). (17)

From (i), this step can be done immediately.
Step 2. Prove that

(;H@&ﬁ%ymym%O%n%+m. (18)

Proceeding according to the Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 4.1 in ﬂé],
we can obtain the desired result.

Here we mention one thing. In this proof of step 2, we need to prove the
conclusion: for each h € (0, 1],

(;H@%ﬂ%fmyM%O%n%+w. (19)

In the proof of the corresponding conclusion in ﬂﬁ], which is at Page 28
Line 6 from the bottom in ﬂg] there is a small mistake (or misprints). In
the following, we give a slightly adjusted proof for the above conclusion
(Obviously, the proof of the corresponding conclusion in ﬂé can be adjusted
similarly).
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Note that [v,], and [v], are contained in U(h/2), which is compact in X
according to Theorem [.3l Then there is an M(h) > 0 such that

max{d(x,y): x,y € U(h/2)} < M(h).

Hence
H([vn]a, [v]a) < M(h)

for « € [h,1] and n = 1,2,.... Combined with (I7) and by using the
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we thus obtain (9.
Step 3. Show that v € F}gon(X)P.

1/
Since v € Flgro(X), it suffices to show that (fol H([]a, {z0})? da) " <
+o00 for some xy € X, which can be proved in a similar fashion to the

1/
conclusion (fol H([v]a, {0})? da) " < +00” in the Step 3 in the proof of

Theorem 4.1 in ﬂg] by replacing {0} with {z¢}, where xy € X.
U

Theorem 5.8. Let U be a subset of Fligoe(X)P. Then U is a relatively
compact set in (Fhgoo(X)P,dy) if and only if

(i) Ula) is relatively compact in (X,d) for each a € (0,1], and

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Proof. The desired result follows immediately from Theorems and .77
]

Theorem 5.9. Let U be a subset of Flgoq(X)P. Then U is a totally bounded
set in (Flgoq(X)P,d,) if and only if

(1) U is a totally bounded set in (Fhgoq(X), Hena), and

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Proof. We prove the “only if” part of the theorem. Suppose that U is totally
bounded in (Ffgoq(X)P,dy). Then by (0, U is a totally bounded set in
(Ffsoa(X), Hena); that is, (i) is true.

We obtain the proof of the necessity of (ii) by replacing “since U is a
relatively compact set in (Flgon(X)P,d,)” by “since U is totally bounded in
(Fhsoa(X)P,dy,)" in the proof of the necessity of (ii) in Theorem B.7.

The necessity of (ii) is essentially proved in the proof of Theorem 4.1 in
ﬂﬁ] (see Page 26 in ﬂﬁ])
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Now we prove the “if” part of the theorem. Suppose that U satis-
fies (i) and (ii). Clearly (i) is equivalent to U is a totally bounded set
in (F&SCG()Z ), Hena), which, by Theorem [B.5] is equivalent to U is a rel-
atively compact set in (Flgoq(X), Hona). Then, by Theorem B2, U is a
relatively compact set in (Ftgoq(X )P.d,). Thus U is a totally bounded
set in (Fleoo(X)P,d,). This means that U is a totally bounded set in
(Frsoa(X), dy).

U
Theorem 5.10. Let U be a subset of Fleoo(X)P. Then U is a totally
bounded set in (Ffhgoa(X)P,dy) if and only if
(i) Ul(a) is totally bounded in (X,d) for each a € (0,1], and
(i1) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Proof. The desired result follows immediately from Theorems and 0.9
U

Theorem 5.11. Let U be a subset of Figoo(X)P. Then U is compact in
(Fysca(X)P,dp) if and only if

(i) Ul(a) is relatively compact in (X,d) for each a € (0, 1],

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous, and

(iii) U is a closed set in (Flgoq(X)P,d,).

Proof. The desired result follows immediately from Theorem [5.8]
[

Theorem 5.12. Let U be a subset of Frgoq(X)P. Then U is compact in
(Fysca(X)P,dp) if and only if

(i) U(«) is compact in (X,d) for each a € (0,1],

(ii) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous, and

(iii) U is a closed set in (Flgoq(X)P,d,).

Proof. By Theorem 517} to show the desired result, we only need to show
that if U is compact in (Figoq(X)?, d,), then (i) is true.
Assume that U is compact in (Ffhgoq(X)?, dp), then by (I0), U is compact
in (Flsca(X), Hena), hence from Theorem B4, (i) is true.
]

Theorem 5.13. Let U be a subset of Figo(X)P. Then U is a compact set
in (Fhsoa(X)P,dy) if and only if

(1) U is a compact set in (Fygoa(X), Hona), and

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.
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Proof. We prove the “only if” part of the theorem. Assume that U is com-
pact in (F5goq(X)?, d,). Hence by Theorem 1] U is compact in (Figoq(X), Hend),
i.e. (i) is true. By Theorem [.12] (ii) is true.

We prove the “if” part of the theorem. Assume that (i) and (ii) are true.
Then by Theorem 5.7, U is relatively compact in (Flgoq(X)P, d,). To show
that U is compact in (Ffgoq(X)P,d,), we only need to show that U is closed
in (Fysce(X)P, dp).

To do this, let {u,} be a sequence in U and d,(u,,u) — 0. Then by The-
orem EETL Hepna (un, u) — 0. Since from (i), U is closed in (F}gon(X), Hena),
we have that v € U. So U is closed in (Flgoe(X)?, d,).

U

From Theorems (.7, and [5.T3], we obtain the following conclusion:

e Let U be a subset in Flgo(X)?. Then U is total bounded (respec-
tively, relatively compact, compact) in (F}gon(X)P,d,) if and only
if U is total bounded (respectively, relatively compact, compact) in
(Fhsoa(X), Hena) and U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

6. Characterizations of compactness in (F{ 5o (R™)?,d))

In this section, we discuss the characterizations of total boundedness, rel-
ative compactness and compactness in (Ffgoo(R™)?, d,). We point out that
the conclusions on the characterizations of total boundedness, relative com-
pactness and compactness in (Fgon(R™)?,d,) given in our previous work
] can be seen as corollaries of the corresponding results for (Ffhgoq(X)?, d)
given in Section Al of this paper. Furthermore, by using results in Sections [4]
and [Bl we give new characterizations of total boundedness, relative compact-
ness and compactness in (Fpgoq(R™)P, d,).

Note that for a subset V' of R™, the conditions (i) V is relatively compact
in R™, (ii) V is totally bounded in R™, and (iii) V' is bounded in R™, are
equivalent to each other. Thus Theorems (.8, B.10, G111 and imply
the following four conclusions on the characterizations of compactness in
(Flsoa(R™)P, d,), respectively.

Corollary 6.1. Let U be a subset of F}goo(R™)P. Then U is a relatively
compact set in (Flgoao(R™)P,d,) if and only if

(i) U(«) is bounded in R™ for each « € (0, 1], and

(i1) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.
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Corollary 6.2. Let U be a subset of F}ooq(R™)P. Then U is a totally
bounded set in (Fgoq(R™)P,dy) if and only if

(i) U(«) is bounded in R™ for each « € (0, 1], and

(i1) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Corollary 6.3. Let U be a subset of Figoo(R™)P. Then U is compact in
(Fosca@®™)P,dp) if and only if

(i) U(«) is bounded in R™ for each o € (0,1],

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous, and

(iii) U is a closed set in (Fligoq(R™)P,d,).

Corollary 6.4. Let U be a subset of Ffhgoo(R™)P. Then U is compact in
(Fhsoa(®R™)P,dy) if and only if

(i) U(a) is compact in R™ for each a € (0, 1],

(ii) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous, and

(iii) U is a closed set in (Figoq(R™)P,d,).

In B], we have obtained the following three conclusions on the character-
izations of compactness in (Figoo(R™)P, d,).

Theorem 6.5. (Theorem 4.1 in B]) Let U be a subset of Fhgoq(R™)P. Then
U is a relatively compact set in (Fgoq(R™)P,dy) if and only if

(i) U is uniformly p-mean bounded, and

(i1) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Theorem 6.6. (Theorem 4.2 in ﬂé]) Let U be a subset of Flgoq(R™)P. Then
U is a totally bounded set in (Figoq(R™)P,d,) if and only if

(i) U is uniformly p-mean bounded, and

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Theorem 6.7. (Theorem 4.3 in ﬂé]) Let U be a subset of Flgoe(R™)P. Then
U is compact in (Fgoa(R™)P, d,) if and only if

(i) U is uniformly p-mean bounded,

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous, and

(iii) U is a closed set in (Fgoq(R™)P,d,).

Remark 6.8. From Theorem .16l we can see:

Corollary[6.Tlimplies Theorem 4.1 in ﬂﬁ] (which is Theorem [6.5in this paper),
and the converse is true;

Corollary[6.2]implies Theorem 4.2 in ﬂﬁ] (which is Theorem [6.6lin this paper),
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and the converse is true;
Corollary [6.3]implies Theorem 4.3 in B] (which is Theorem [6.7in this paper),
and the converse is true.
So the characterizations of compactness for (Flgoq(R™)P,d,) in ﬂg] (The-
orems 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 in ﬂé]) can be seen as corollaries of the character-
izations of compactness for (Figoq(X)?,d,) in this paper (Theorems .8
and BI0). The results of the characterizations of compactness for
(Fsoa(X)P, d,) in this paper generalize the corresponding results for (Fjgoq(R™)P, d,)
in Lﬁ]
In the following, we give new characterizations of compactness for (Ffh g (R™)?, d,,).
Using Theorem [£.T6, we can obtain the following characterizations of
compactness for (Fbgoq(R™)?,d,) from Corollaries 6] 6.2 and 6.3

Theorem 6.9. Let U be a subset of Figoq(R™P. Then U is a relatively
compact set in (Flsoa(R™)P,d,) if and only if

(i) There exists an h € (0,1) such that U(h) is bounded in R™, and

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Theorem 6.10. Let U be a subset of F}goq(R™P. Then U is a totally
bounded set in (Fgoq(R™)P, dy) if and only if

(i) There exists an h € (0,1) such that U(h) is bounded in R™, and

(i) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous.

Theorem 6.11. Let U be a subset of F}goo(R™)P. Then U is compact in
(Fhsoa(®R™)P,dy) if and only if

(i) There exists an h € (0,1) such that U(h) is bounded in R™,

(ii) U is p-mean equi-left-continuous, and

(iii) U is a closed set in (Fgoq(R™)P,d,).

7. Completion of (Fjgoo(X)?,d)p)

In this section, we show that (Fjigoq(X)?P, d,) is a completion of (Fhgop(X), d,),
and thus a completion of (Figoo(X)P,d,).

We use (X,d) to denote the completion of (X,d). We see (X,d) as a

subspace Bf i)? , c?) Let S C X. The symbol S is used to denote the closure
of S'in (X,d).
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As defined previously, we have K(X), C(X), Floo(X), Floea(X), ete.
according to (X, d). For example,

E%d%%z@éfﬁ@:@héC@?buMaeWJR
Flooo(X) ={u € F(X): [ul, € K(X) for all a € (0,1]}.

If there is no confusion, we also use H to denote the Hausdorff metric
on C(X) induced by d. We also use H to denote the Hausdorff metric on

C ()? x [0, ~]) induced by d. We also use H..q to denote the endograph metric
on Fjeo(X) given by using H on C(X x [0,1]). We also use d, to denote
the d, metric on Fgoq(X).

Define f: Fligoa(X) = Flgoa(X) as follows: for u € Flgrq(X),

u(t), te X,
f@x”:{o, te X\ X.

Then [f(u)]la = [ula for all @ € (0,1], and so f(u) € Feoa(X). We
can see that for p = du, dp, Hena, Hsena, p(u,v) = p(f(u), f(v)). So for
p = doo,dp, Heena, (Flooa(X),p) can be embedded as an extended metric

subspace of (Figoa(X),p). (Firgoa(X), Hena) can be embedded as a metric
subspace of (Fleoa(X), Hena)-

In this paper, we see (Ft o (X), Hena) as a metric subspace of (Ft (X ), Hena)-
We see (Flgoq(X)P,dy) as a metric subspace of (F}grq(X)?,d,). We see

(Fhsoa(X),d,) as an extended metric subspace of (Figoq(X), dy).
Theorem 7.1. (X, d) is complete if and only if (F}goq(X)P,d,) is complete.

Proof. We prove the “only if” part of the theorem. Suppose that (X, d) is
complete. To show that (Flgoo(X)?P,d,) is complete, we only need to show
that each Cauchy sequence in (F}goq(X)P, d,) is relatively compact.

Let {u, : n € N} be a Cauchy sequence in (Ffgoq(X)?,d,). Then {u, :
n € N} is totally bounded in (F}igon(X)P,d,). By Theorems 5.7 and (.9 to
show that {u, : n € N} is relatively compact in (Ffgon(X)P,d,), we only
need to show that {u, : n € N} is relatively compact in (Fjlgoq(X)?, Hend)-

By Theorem 3, {u, : n € N} is totally bounded in (F{goa(X), Hena)-
Since, by Theorem 6.1 in [!E], (Ffsoa(X), Hena) is complete, and thus {u, :
n € N} is relatively compact in (Ffhgoq(X), Hena)-
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We prove the “if” part of the theorem. Suppose that (F5goq(X)P,d,) is
complete. Let X = {Z:z € X}. Then X C Fleop(X). Define f: X — X
by f(x) = z. Note that d(z,y) = d,(Z, y). Hence f is a isometry from X
to X. If {Z,} converges to u € Flgoq(X)P, then there exists an = € X
such that [u], = {z} for all @ € [0,1]; that is v = Z. Thus X is a closed
subspace of (Flgoq(X)P,d,). So (X,d) is isometric to a closed subspace of
(Fhsoa(X)P,dy,), and then (X, d) is complete.

U

Corollary 7.2. (Flgoo(R™)P,d,) is complete.

Proof. Since R™ is complete, the desired result follows immediately from
Theorem [
U

Remark 7.3. Corollary is Theorem 5.1 in B] So Theorem [7.I] in this
paper generalizes Theorem 5.1 in B]

For u € Fligo(X) and € > 0, define u® € F} g 5(X) by

[ulo, a € (e,1],

(e = { ule, o€ 0.e]
Theorem 7.4. Fjigop5(X) is a dense set in (Flgoq(X)P,d,).

Proof. The desired result can be proved in a similar fashion to Theorem 5.2
in [§]. In fact, it is shown that for each v € Flgre(X)?, dy(v(/™) v) = 0.
O

Theorem 7.5. (FI}SCG()?)p,dp) is a completion of (Flgop(X),d,).

Proof. In the proof of Theorem 6.3 in @], we show the following conclusion

e for each v € Fly,5(X) and each € > 0, there is a w € Flgo5(X) such
that H([w]a, [v]a) < € for all a € [0, 1].

Thus we have d,,(v, w) < . This means that Flg.p(X) is dense in (F g (X)), dp).
From Theorem [T, we know that Fj} g 5(X) is dense in (Figoq(X)?, d,).
Combined the above conclusions, we obtain that Fllg,p(X) is dense

in (Fooo(X)P.d,). By Theorem [T (Ftgeo(X)P.dy) is complete. So

(Flopa(X)P,dy) is a completion of (Fienp(X),d,).

U
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Corollary 7.6. (Fliscq(X)?,d,) is a completion of (Ffhgoa(X)P,dy).

Proof. Since Fligop(X) C Flooa(X)P C Flooq(X)P, the desired result
follows immediately from Theorem
]

8. Conclusions

In this paper, we discussed properties of the d, metrics and the spaces of
fuzzy sets in a general metric space (X, d) with d, metrics.
In what cases the d, metrics are well-defined is a fundamental question.

1
For each u,v € Flgn(X), dy(u,v) = <f01 H([u]a, [v]a)? da) " is well-defined

if and only if H([u]a, [v]a) is a measurable function of a on [0,1]. In this
paper, we consider this problem not only with fuzzy sets having compact
a-cuts, but also with fuzzy sets not necessarily having compact a-cuts. The
motivations are as follows.
(a) Since the Hausdorff distance can also be considered between sets not
necessarily being compact, it is natural for us to consider the measurability
of Hausdorff distance function induced by fuzzy sets not necessarily having
compact a-cuts.

Consider ug = [0, 400)pr) and vy = [1, +00) pr). Then H ([ug)a, [Vo]a) =
1 for all @ € [0,1]. So H([ug]as [to]a) is a measurable function of « on
0,1] and d,(ug,vo) is well-defined. We can see that ug,vy are fuzzy sets
with non-compact a-cuts, and their corresponding Hausdorff distance func-
tion H ([to]a, [Vo]a) 18 a common function. It is natural to discuss the well-
definedness of d,(ug, vp).
(b) We think that the applications of fuzzy sets will definitely involve cases
when fuzzy sets not necessarily having compact a-cuts. For example, a kind
of fuzzy sets u with the Gaussian membership functions are defined as follows
u(z;o,c) = exp—(mgj)2 for each z € R, where ¢ > 0 and ¢ € R. Clearly
[u]o = R and [u]y is not compact in R. The kind of fuzzy sets u with the
Gaussian membership functions are used widely in applications.

In Section Bl of this paper, we obtain the following conclusion.

(i) Let (X,dx) be a metric subspace of (Y,dy) and Y \ X an at most
countable set. Let u,v € Fhgo(X). If u¥ € Fhsoq(Y), then dy(u,v) =

1 p
(fo Hx([u)a, [V]a)? da) is well-defined.
In the special case of Y = X, the above conclusion become:
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Let u € Figo(X) and let v € Flgoo(X). Then dy(u,v) is well-defined.
(ii)) Let A be a nonempty subset of R™ with A \ A being at most

1/
countable. Let u,v € Fgo(A). Then d,(u,v) = ( I Hoa((as [0]a)? da) !
is well-defined.

In the special case of a7 = R™, the above conclusion become:

Let S be an at most countable subset of R™. For each u,v € Flgo(R™\ S),
1/

d(u,v) = ( I Hyoo s ([t [0]0)? da) " is well-defined.

In the special case of S = (), the above conclusion become:
For each u,v € Fgo(R™), d,(u,v) is well-defined (we point out this conclu-
sion in ﬂg])

(iii) There exists a metric space X and u,v € F} g (X) such that d,(u,v)
is not well-defined (we point out this conclusion in ET) In ﬂg], we introduce

the d} metric on Fjg-(X), which is an expansion of the d, distance on
Fiso(X).

1/p
We have shown that for each u,v € Fjg0(X), di(u,v) > (M)

pt1
and di(u,v) > Hlq(u,0)"™/P If dy(u,v) is well-defined, then d,(u,v) =
dy(u,v) and of course d;(u,v) can be replaced by d,(u,v) in the above in-
equalities.

We have obtained the characterizations of total boundedness, relative
compactness and compactness in (F g (X)?, d,). These conclusions gener-
alize the corresponding conclusions in ] Our results indicate that for a
subset U in Fjlgoo(X)?, U is total bounded (respectively, relatively compact,
compact) in (Fgoq(X)P,d,) if and only if U is total bounded (respectively,
relatively compact, compact) in (Flgoq(X), Hena) and U is p-mean equi-left-
continuous. B

We have shown that (Figoq(X)?, d,) is a completion of (Ffhgop(X),d,),
and thus a completion of (Figoq(X)P, d,).

We believe that the results of this paper have potential applications in
the work relevant to d,, distance on fuzzy sets.

This paper is essentially the paper chinaXiv:202110.00083v7 submitted
to |http://chinaxiv.org/ on 2022.06.20. Compared to the latter, we add The-
orem [3.37] and Theorem in this paper. Theorem is an immediately
corollary of Theorem B.22] In additional, we make some minor adjustments.
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