arXiv:2212.00649v1 [math.FA] 1 Dec 2022

COMPACTNESS IN THE SPACES OF FUNCTIONS OF BOUNDED VARIATION

JACEK GULGOWSKI

Abstract. Recently the characterization of the compactness in the space BV ([0, 1]) of functions of bounded Jordan variation was given. Here, certain generalizations of this result are given for the spaces of functions of bounded Waterman Λ-variation, Young Φ-variation and integral variation. It appears that on the compact sets the norm is uniformly approximated by certain seminorms induced by the selection of finitely many intervals in [0, 1].

1. Preliminaries

1.1. Notation and basic definitions. By N we denote the set of all positive integers and by I we denote the unit interval [0, 1]. We will call the family (I_n) (countable, finite or infinite) of closed intervals I_n ⊂ I a family of nonoverlapping intervals when for any two intervals I_n, I_m the intersection I_n ∩ I_m consists of at most one point (their interiors are pairwise disjoint).

As usual, for q ∈ [1, +∞), by L^q(J) we will denote the Banach space of all the equivalence classes of real-valued functions defined on a bounded interval J ⊆ R which are Lebesgue integrable with q-th power, endowed with the norm ‖x‖_Lq := (∫ J |x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} . Further on, we will simply write L^q instead of L^q(I). From now on, we will always assume that q^′ ∈ (1, +∞) is a conjugate of q ∈ (1, +∞), that is 1/q^′ + 1/q = 1. Lebesgue measure of the set E ⊂ I will be denoted as |E|.

Below, the norm in a normed space E will be denoted by ‖·‖_E . The open ball centered at x with radius r > 0, in a space E, will be denoted by B_E (x, t).

The concept of a variation of the function has evolved since the end of 19th century when the definition was introduced by Camille Jordan. Among different generalizations we should mention

• the Wiener p-variation, for p ∈ [1, +∞);

• the Young ϕ-variation (defined for an appropriate function ϕ: [0, +∞) → R); • the Waterman Λ-variation (for an appropriate sequence Λ = (λ_n)_{n∈N} ⊂ (0, +∞)); • q-integral p-variation (for 1 ≤ p < q ≤ +∞, introduced in 1970s in papers of Brudnyi and Terehin).

Now we are going to collect basic definitions and facts concerning functions of bounded variation which will be needed in the sequel.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 46B50, 26A45.

Key words and phrases. bounded variation, Waterman variation, Young variation, integral variation, compactness. 1

Definition 1. Let x: I → R be a real-valued function defined on I. The number

var x = sup N∑ i=1 |x(t_i) − x(t_{i−1})|, where the supremum is taken over all finite partitions 0 = t_0 < t_1 < . . . < t_N = 1 of I, is called the Jordan variation (or just a variation, for short) of the function x over I. If the interval I is replaced with some other interval [a, b] the variation of the function x: [a, b] → R will be denoted by var(x, [a, b]).

1.2. Waterman Λ-variation. Let us first define the Λ-variation of the function x: I → R. The concept was introduced by Waterman in [23]. Since then the functions of bounded Λ-variation were intensely studied by many authors – for an overview we refer to [1].

Definition 2. Let us consider a nondecreasing sequence of positive real numbers Λ = (λ_n)_{n∈N} . We call such sequence a Waterman sequence if ∞∑ n=1 1 λ_n = +∞. Definition 3. Let Λ = (λ_n)_{n∈N} be a Waterman sequence and let x: I → R. We say that x is of bounded Λ-variation if there exists a positive constant M such that for any finite sequence of nonoverlapping subintervals {[a_1, b_1], [a_2, b_2], . . . , [a_N , b_N ]} of I, the following inequality holds N∑ i=1 |x(b_i) − x(a_i)| λ_i ≤ M. The supremum of the above sums, taken over the family of all sequences of nonoverlapping subintervals of I, is called the Λ-variation of x and it is denoted by var_Λ(x).

It is worth to mention that there are many equivalent ways to express that the function x: I → R is of bounded Λ-variation (cf. [24, Theorem 1, p. 34] and [9, Lemma 1]), but we will not go into the details here.

The space of all functions defined on the interval I and of bounded Λ-variation, endowed with the norm ‖x‖_{ΛBV} :=|x(0)| + var_Λ(x) forms a Banach space ΛBV (I) (see [24, Section 3]). We will also need a notation for finite sums approximating the Λ-variation. Let I = {I_1, I_2, . . . , I_N } be a finite sequence of nonoverlapping subintervals of I in the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] and let x: I → R be a bounded function. Let us define the seminorm induced by I:

σ_Λ(x, I):= N∑ i=1 |x(b_i) − x(a_i)| λ_i . (1)

1.3. Young ϕ-variation. Now we are going to remind definitions related to the Young ϕ-variation. Definition 4. A function ϕ: [0, +∞) → [0, +∞) is said to be a ϕ-function if it is continuous, unbounded, nondecreasing, convex and such that ϕ(u) = 0 if and only if u = 0.

Using the notion of a ϕ-function one can define the variation in the sense of Young.

Definition 5. Let x be a real-valued function defined on I and let ϕ be a given ϕ-function. The number

var_ϕ x = sup N∑ i=1 ϕ(|x(t_i) − x(t_{i−1})|), where the supremum is taken over all finite partitions 0 = t_0 < t_1 < . . . < t_N = 1 of I, is called the ϕ-variation (or variation in the sense of Young) of the function x over I.

The set of all functions of bounded ϕ-variation does not necessarily form a linear space, but it may naturally be extended to the space ΦBV given by ΦBV = {x : ∃_{λ>0} var_ϕ(x/λ) < +∞} with the norm ‖x‖_{ΦBV} = |x(0)| + inf{λ > 0 : var_ϕ(x/λ) ≤ 1}. The space ΦBV with the norm ‖ · ‖_{ΦBV} forms a Banach space. Later we will denote the seminorm appearing in the formula above as V_ϕ(x) = inf{λ > 0 : var_ϕ(x/λ) ≤ 1}.

Similarly as before, also in case of Λ-variation, we may define the appropriate seminorms approximating the norm and based on the finite family I = {I_1, I_2, . . . , I_N } of nonoverlapping subintervals of I. We will need the following notation:

σ_ϕ(x, I):= N∑ i=1 ϕ(|x(b_i) − x(a_i)|); (2)

S_ϕ(x, I):= inf{λ > 0 : σ_ϕ(x/λ, I) ≤ 1}. (3) It is clear that for any family I of nonoverlapping intervals there is S_ϕ(x, I) ≤ V_ϕ(x).

1.4. q-integral p-variation. Apart from the concepts given above we will look at the integral variation. The concept of the q-integral p-variation was introduced by Terehin (see [22]) and later studied by Borucka-Cieślewicz [3, 4]. Recently it was also investigated in [14]. We should mention here that this definition was also investigated for multivariate maps from the approximation theory perspective: the concepts appeared first in [6] and quite recently in [7] (here the partitions were made of cubes) or in [16] (here the partitions were made by rings, i.e. differences of two cubes). We should also point out that the q-integral p-variation considered in this paper is a special case of the multivariate definition given in [5, Definition 1.2].

Let us first remind the classical definition of the L^q modulus of continuity (see e.g. [25]).

Definition 6. Let x: I → R be a Lebesgue measurable function and let [a, b] ⊂ I be a fixed interval, a < b. The value ω_q(x; a, b) = sup_{0<h<b−a} (∫ b−h a |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} = sup 0<h<b−a ‖x(· + h) − x(·)‖_Lq_{(a,b−h)} is called the L^q-modulus of continuity of a function x on an interval [a, b].

We may observe that if x ∈ L^q(a, b) then its L^q-modulus of continuity is well defined and ‖x(· + h) − x(·)‖_Lq_{(a,b−h)} ≤ ‖x(· + h)‖_Lq_{(a,b−h)} + ‖x‖_Lq_{(a,b−h)} ≤ 2‖x‖_Lq_{(a,b)} and ω_q(x; a, b) ≤ 2‖x‖_Lq_{(a,b)}. (4) Let us now define the integral variation of a measurable function (cf. [14]). Definition 7. Let p, q ∈ [1, +∞) and let x: [a, b] → R be a Lebesgue measurable function, where [a, b] ⊂ I. The value

ivar^q_p(x; a, b) = sup (^N∑ i=1 ( ω_q(x; t_{i−1}, t_i) )_p)1/p , where the supremum is taken over all finite partitions a = t_0 < t_1 < ... < t_N = b of the interval [a, b], is called the q-integral p-variation of the function x. If ivar^q_p(x; a, b) < +∞, then we say that x is a function of bounded q-integral p-variation. The set of all such functions is denoted by IBV^q_p ([a, b]). Later, instead of IBV^q_p (I) we will simply write IBV^q_p .

We may observe that the Definition 7 given above may be rephrased a little bit. Let I = {I_1, I_2, . . . , I_N } be a finite collection of nonoverlapping subintervals of [a, b] of the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] and let x ∈ L^q. We set σ_{p,q}(x, I) = (^N∑ i=1 ( ω_q(x; a_i, b_i) )_p)1/p . Proposition 1. Let p, q ∈ [1, +∞) and let x: [a, b] → R be a Lebesgue measurable function, where [a, b] ⊂ I. Then ivar^q_p(x; a, b) = sup_I σ_{p,q}(x, I),

where the supremum is taken over all finite collections I of nonoverlapping subintervals of [a, b].

Proof. That ivar^q_p(x; a, b) ≤ sup_I σ_{p,q}(x, I) is obvious because each finite partition forms the finite collection of nonoverlapping intervals. On the other hand, for each finite collection I of nonoverlapping subintervals [a, b] we may find a corresponding partition a = t_0 < t_1 < ... < t_N = b where for each [a_i, b_i] ∈ I there exists j ∈ {1, ..., N} such that a_i = t_{j−1} and b_i = t_j . Then σ_{p,q}(x, I) ≤ (^N∑ i=1 ( ω_q(x; t_{i−1}, t_i) )_p)1/p , what proves that sup_I σ_{p,q}(x, I) ≤ ivar^q_p(x; a, b)

and completes the proof of the Proposition. □

1.5. Equivariated sets and compactness in BV . We will now remind the definition of the equivariated set given in [8].

Definition 8. A set A ⊆ BV is said to be equivariated, if for each ε > 0 there exists a finite collection I_ε = {I_1, I_2, . . . , I_{N(ε)}} of nonoverlapping subintervals of I of the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] such that for every x ∈ A we have var x ≤ ε + σ(x, I_ε), (5) where σ(x, I_ε):= N(ε)∑

i=1 |x(b_i) − x(a_i)|. (6) This concept appeared to be very important as far as compactness criteria in BV were concerned.

Theorem 1 ([8, Theorem 1]). A set A ⊆ BV is relatively compact if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) for every x ∈ BV the set A − x is equivariated.

Theorem 2 ([8, Theorem 2]). A set A ⊆ BV is relatively compact if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) the set A − A is equivariated.

For other spaces of functions of bounded variation some partial results related to compactness were given before – mainly related to compact embeddings. Some observations related to the compact embeddings in the spaces of functions of bounded variation in the sense of Young were given in the paper by Ciemnoczołowski and Orlicz [11, Section 1.5], see also [10, Proposition 6]. Similar results for spaces ΛBV were also proved in [10, Proposition 5] and [9, Theorem 18, Corollary 2]. We should also mention here the papers concerning the compactness in the subspace CBV of continuous functions of bounded variation in the sense of Jordan: the first one by Prus-Wiśniowski [20] and the second one – using Bernstein polynomials approximation – by Czudek [12].

2. Compactness in ΛBV

First of all we should note that the concept of equivariated set is not working directly in the ΛBV setting.

Example 1. Assume λ_2 > λ_1. Let x_0, x_1 : I → R be given by

x_0(t) =

2 t = 0 1 t ∈ (0, 1) 0 t = 1,

x_1(t) =

0 t = 0 1 t ∈ (0, 1) 0 t = 1,

Then the two-element set A = {x_0, x_1} ⊂ ΛBV does not satisfy the appropriately modified Definition 8. It is easy to note that if there are two intervals [0, a] and [b, 1] belonging to the collection I then the greatest value of the finite sum generated by the collection I would be

σ_Λ(x_0, I) = 1 λ_1 + 1 λ_2 < 2 λ_1

= var_Λ(x_0).

Hence we may not get arbitrarily close to the value var_Λ(x_0) with such cover. So the only collection that we may take is I = {[0, 1]}. But with this collection we have σ_Λ(x_1, I) = 0 and we will not get arbitrarily close to var_Λ(x_1) =^1_{λ1} +^1_{λ2} .

Therefore we need to update our definition of an equivariated set.

Definition 9. A set A ⊂ ΛBV is said to be Λ-equivariated, if for each ε > 0 there exists a finite collection I_ε = {I_1, I_2, . . . , I_{N(ε)}} of closed subintervals (not necessarily nonoverlapping) of I of the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] such that for every x ∈ A, there exist such sequence of nonoverlapping intervals I_{x,ε} ⊂ I_ε that var_Λ x ≤ ε + σ_Λ(x, I_{x,ε}). (7)

It is easy to observe that in case of BV this definition is equivalent to Definition 8.

Lemma 1. Any finite subset A = {x_1, ..., x_n} ⊂ ΛBV is Λ-equivariated.

Proof. Let us fix an ε > 0. Then for each function x_i there exists such a finite set I_i of nonoverlapping subintervals of the interval I that var_Λ(x_i) ≤ ε + σ_Λ(x_i, I_i).

Then for the set A we may take I = ⋃_n i=1 I_i. Obviously I is finite and for any x_i there exists sequence I_i of intervals taken from I such that var_Λ(x_i) ≤ ε + σ_Λ(x_i, I_i). □ Lemma 2. If A ⊆ ΛBV is a relatively compact set, then A is Λ-equivariated.

Proof. Assume now, contrary to our claim, that there exits such ε_0 > 0 that for every finite collection I = {I_1, . . . , I_N } of closed subintervals of I such function x_I ∈ A can be found that σ_Λ(x_I , Ĩ) + ε_0 < var_Λ(x_I ) for any subsequence Ĩ ⊂ I of nonoverlapping intervals. We are going to show that in this case it is possible to construct a sequence (x_n)_{n∈N} of elements of the set A such that var_Λ(x_n − x_m) ≥ 1 3 ε_0 for all n ≠ m.

This clearly would contradict the fact that A is relatively compact. The construction follows the induction where x_1 ∈ A is any function.

Assume now that we have chosen the functions x_i ∈ A for 1 ≤ i ≤ n in such a way that var_Λ(x_i − x_j ) ≥^1_3 ε_0 for i ≠ j, where i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. By Lemma 1 there exists I_n = {I^n_1 , I^n_2 , . . . , I^n_{Nn} }, a finite collection of closed subintervals of I such that for j = 1, 2, ..., n there exists a subsequence of nonoverlapping intervals Ĩ_j ⊂ I_n such that

var_Λ(x_j ) − 1 3 ε_0 ≤ σ_Λ(x_j, Ĩ_j ) ≤ var_Λ(x_j), j = 1, . . . , n.

Moreover, by our assumption, for I_n there exists a function x_{n+1} ∈ A such that σ_Λ(x_{n+1}, Ĩ_j ) + ε_0 < var_Λ(x_{n+1}), for any subsequence Ĩ_j of nonoverlapping sub-intervals of I taken from I_n. We will show that var_Λ(x_j − x_{n+1}) ≥^1_3 ε_0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let us fix j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Since

var_Λ(x_j − x_{n+1}) ≥ σ_Λ(x_j − x_{n+1}, Ĩ_j) ≥ σ_Λ(x_j , Ĩ_j ) − σ_Λ(x_{n+1}, Ĩ_j) ≥

var_Λ(x_j) − 1 3 ε_0 − ( var_Λ(x_{n+1}) − ε_0 )

= 2 3 ε_0 − ( var_Λ(x_{n+1}) − var_Λ(x_j ) ) ≥ 2 3 ε_0 − var_Λ(x_{n+1} − x_j ),

we get that var_Λ(x_j − x_{n+1}) ≥^1_3 ε_0.

This completes the construction of the sequence (x_n)_{n∈N} and ends the proof. □ Theorem 3. A set A ⊆ ΛBV is relatively compact if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) for every x ∈ ΛBV the set A − x is Λ-equivariated.

Proof. If A ⊆ ΛBV is relatively compact, then clearly it is bounded. Moreover, given x ∈ ΛBV , the set A − x is also relatively compact, and so, by Lemma 2, we infer that A − x is Λ-equivariated. This shows that conditions (i) and (ii) are necessary.

Now assume that the set A satisfies assumptions (i) and (ii). Let (x_n)_{n∈N} be an arbitrary sequence of elements of A. Let us observe that since A ⊂ ΛBV is bounded, then by Helly’s selection theorem (see [15, Theorem 3.2] and the general Theorem 2.49 in [1]) there exists a subsequence (x_{nk} ) of (x_n), which is pointwise convergent to some function x_0 ∈ ΛBV . Now we will show that x_{nk} → x_0 with respect to the ΛBV -norm.

For ε > 0, by the Λ-equivariance of the set A − x_0, let us choose a finite collection I_ε = {I_1, . . . , I_{N(ε)}} of closed subintervals of I of the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] such that

var_Λ(x_{nk} − x_0) ≤ 1 4 ε + σ_Λ(x_{nk} − x_0, I_{ε,k}), for certain sequence I_{ε,k} = (I^k_1 , ..., I^k_{N(ε,k)}) taken from I_ε, where I^k_i = [a_{k,i}, b_{k,i}]. Since, x_{nk} → x_0 pointwise on I, we can find a number k_0 ∈ N such that for all k ≥ k_0, we have |x_{nk} (0)−x_0(0)| ≤^1_4 ε and |x_{nk} (a_i) − x_0(a_i)| ≤ ε 4 ∑_{N(ε)} j=1 1 λ_j and |x_{nk} (b_i) − x_0(b_i)| ≤ ε 4 ∑_{N(ε)} j=1 1 λ_j , i = 1, . . . , N(ε).

Therefore

σ_Λ(x_{nk} − x_0, I_{ε,k}) = N(ε,k)∑

i=1 | |(x_{nk} − x_0)(b_{k,i}) − (x_{nk} − x_0)(a_{k,i}) | | λ_i ≤ N(ε,k)∑

i=1 | x_{nk} (b_{k,i}) − x_0(b_{k,i}) | λ_i + N(ε,k)∑

i=1 | x_{nk} (a_{k,i}) − x_0(a_{k,i}) | λ_i ≤ ε 4 ∑_{N(ε)} i=1 1 λ_i 2 N(ε,k)∑

i=1 1 λ_i ≤ 1 2 ε for all k ≥ k_0. Thus |x_{nk} (0) − x_0(0)| + var_Λ(x_{nk} − x_0) ≤ ε for k ≥ k_0, which shows that ‖x_{nk} − x_0‖_{ΛBV} → 0 as k → +∞ and proves that the set A is relatively compact in ΛBV . □

By a small change in the proof we get the following theorem:

Theorem 4. A set A ⊆ ΛBV is relatively compact if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) the set A − A is equivariated.

Proof. The necessity part is the same as in the proof of the Theorem 3. As far as sufficiency is concerned we will also follow the lines of Theorem 3. Similarly as before, let us assume that the set A satisfies assumptions (i) and (ii). Then for any sequence (x_n)_{n∈N} of elements of the set A there exists a subsequence (x_{nk} ) of (x_n), which is pointwise convergent to some function x_0 ∈ ΛBV . We are going to show that (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} is a Cauchy sequence in ΛBV , so ‖x_{nk} − x_0‖_{ΛBV} → 0 as k → +∞. Let us fix ε > 0. Then by the equivariance of A − A we may take the finite collection I_ε = {I_1, . . . , I_{N(ε)}} of closed subintervals of I of the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] such that

var_Λ(x_{nk} − x_{nl} ) ≤ 1 4 ε + σ_Λ(x_{nk} − x_{nl} , I_{ε,k,l}), for certain sequence I_{ε,k,l} = (I^{k,l}_1 , ..., I^{k,l}_{N(ε,k,l)}) taken from I_ε, where I^{k,l}_i = [a_{k,l,i}, b_{k,l,i}]. Since the sequence x_{nk} converges pointwise, each of the sequences (x_{nk} (a_i))_{k∈N} and (x_{nk} (b_i))_{k∈N} for i = 1, 2..., N(ε) is a real Cauchy sequence. Hence there exists such k_0 ∈ N that for all k, l ≥ k_0 there is |x_{nk} (a_i) − x_{nl} (a_i)| ≤ ε 4 ∑_{N(ε)} j=1 1 λ_j and |x_{nk} (b_i) − x_{nl} (b_i)| ≤ ε 4 ∑_{N(ε)} j=1 1 λ_j , i = 1, . . . , N(ε). Then σ_Λ(x_{nk} − x_{nl} , I_{ε,k,l}) ≤ N(ε,k,l) ∑ i=1 | |x_{nk} (b_{k,l,i}) − x_{nl} (b_{k,l,i}) | | λ_i + N(ε,l,k) ∑ i=1 | |x_{nk} (a_{k,l,i}) − x_{nl} (a_{k,l,i}) | | λ_i ≤ ε 4 + ε 4 .

We may also assume that |x_{nk} (0) − x_{nl} (0)| ≤ ε 4 and then ‖x_{nk} − x_{nl} ‖_{ΛBV} ≤ ε what proves that (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} is a Cauchy sequence in ΛBV , which completes the proof. □

3. Compactness in ΦBV

The definition of an equivariated set will be slightly different than the one in ΛBV space, but it is going to follow a similar idea.

Definition 10. A set A ⊂ ΦBV is said to be ϕ-equivariated, if for each ε > 0 there exists a finite collection I_ε = {I_1, I_2, . . . , I_{N(ε)}} of closed subintervals of I of the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] such that for every x ∈ A, there exist such sequence of nonoverlapping intervals I_{x,ε} ⊂ I_ε that V_ϕ(x) ≤ ε + S_ϕ(x, I_{x,ε}). (8) The following lemma is the obvious consequence of Definition 10 and its proof will be omitted. Lemma 3. Any finite subset A = {x_1, ..., x_n} ⊂ ΦBV is ϕ-equivariated.

The next lemma may be proved by repeating the same steps as in the proof of Lemma 2, so its proof will be omitted.

Lemma 4. If A ⊆ ΦBV is a relatively compact set, then A is ϕ-equivariated.

Now, the compactness characterization in ΦBV spaces is given along the same lines as in ΛBV spaces.

Theorem 5. A set A ⊆ ΦBV is relatively compact if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) for every x ∈ ΦBV the set A − x is ϕ-equivariated.

Proof. The necessity part is a consequence of Lemma 4 and some general facts related to the compactness in the normed spaces (see the proof of Theorem 3 above).

The sufficiency part, similarly as before, starts with a version of Helly’s selection principle (see [19, Section 1.3] and the general Theorem 2.49 in [1]): for any sequence (x_n)_{n∈N} of elements of the set A there exists the subsequence (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} pointwise convergent to a function x_0 ∈ ΦBV . Now we are going to show that x_{nk} → x_0 with respect to the ΦBV -norm.

Let us fix ε > 0. By the ϕ-equivariance of A − x_0 there exists a finite collection I_ε = {I_1, . . . , I_{N(ε)}} of closed subintervals of I of the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] such that

V_ϕ(x_{nk} − x_0) ≤ 1 3 ε + S_ϕ(x_{nk} − x_0, I_{ε,k}), for certain sequence I_{ε,k} = (I^k_1 , ..., I^k_{N(ε,k)}) taken from I_ε, where I^k_i = [a_{k,i}, b_{k,i}]. We may also assume that there exists such η > 0, that N(ε)ϕ ( 2η ε/3 ) ≤ 1. (9)

Let us assume that k_0 ∈ N is such that for k ≥ k_0 the following relations hold true:

• |x_{nk} (0) − x_0(0)| ≤^ε_3 ;

• |x_{nk} (a_i) − x_0(a_i)| ≤ η and |x_{nk} (b_i) − x_0(b_i)| ≤ η for all i = 1, ..., N(ε).

Then σ_ϕ ( x_{nk} − x_0 ε/3 , I_{ε,k} ) = N(ε,k)∑

i=1 ϕ ( |x_{nk} (b_{k,i}) − x_0(b_{k,i}) − (x_{nk} (a_{k,i}) − x_0(a_{k,i}))| ε/3 ) ≤ N(ε,k)∑

i=1 ϕ ( |x_{nk} (b_{k,i}) − x_0(b_{k,i})| + |(x_{nk} (a_{k,i}) − x_0(a_{k,i}))| ε/3 ) ≤ N(ε)ϕ ( 2η ε/3 ) ≤ 1. This implies that S_ϕ(x_{nk} − x_0, I_{ε,k}) ≤ ε 3 That’s why, for k ≥ k_0, we have

‖x_{nk} − x_0‖_{ΦBV} = |x_{nk} (0) − x_0(0)| + V_ϕ(x_{nk} − x_0) ≤ ε 3 + S_ϕ(x_{nk} − x_0, I_{ε,k}) + ε 3 ≤ ε, which completes the proof. □

Similarly as in Theorem 4 we may give an alternative characterization of compactness in ΦBV . The proof will be omitted since it is a modification of the proof of Theorem 5 following the same ideas that were used in the proof of Theorem 4. The second version of the compactness characterization is given as Theorem 6. A set A ⊆ ΦBV is relatively compact if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) the set A − A is ϕ-equivariated.

4. Compactness in IBV^q_p

From now on we are going to assume that 1 ≤ p < q < +∞. In the sequel we will refer to the well-known compactness result in L^q(R^n ) spaces Theorem 7 (cf. Theorem 5 in [13]). Let q ∈ [1, +∞). A subset A of L^q(R^n ) is relatively compact if and only if

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) for every ε > 0 there is some R > 0 so that, for every x ∈ A, ∫ |s|≥R |x(s)|^qds < ε^q, (iii) for every ε > 0 there is some δ > 0 so that, for every x ∈ A and h ∈ R^n with |h| < δ, ∫ R^n |x(s + h) − x(s)|^qds < ε^q.

Since we are focused on spaces L^q(J), where J = [a, b] ⊂ R is a compact interval, we will refer to a simple corollary from the above Theorem.

Corollary 1. A subset A of L^q(J) is relatively compact if and only if

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) for every ε > 0 there is some δ > 0 such that, for every x ∈ A and h > 0 with |h| < δ, ∫_{b−h} a |x(s + h) − x(s)|^qds < ε^q. First we are going to prove an important property of IBV^q_p , which makes this space quite different from the spaces with variation defined pointwise (like BV , ΛBV or ΦBV ). Lemma 5. For all x ∈ IBV^q_p we have an absolute continuity of the q-integral p-variation with respect to the measure of the interval i.e. ∀_{ε>0}∃_{δ>0}∀_{[a,b]⊂I} b − a ≤ δ ⇒ ivar^q_p(x, [a, b]) ≤ ε. Proof. Assume, contrary to our claim, that for some ε_0 > 0 there exists the sequence of such intervals [ã_n, b̃_n] ⊂ I that b̃_n − ã_n ≤^1_n and ivar^q_p(x, [ã_n, b̃_n]) ≥ ε^{1/p}_0 . Due to the compactness of I we may assume that ã_n → a and b̃_n → a for some a ∈ I. We may also assume that both sequences are monotone: if we take a_n = inf_{k≥n} ã_n and b_n = sup_{k≥n} b̃_n,

then (a_n) is nondecreasing and (b_n) nonincreasing, a_n → a, b_n → a and [ã_n, b̃_n] ⊂ [a_n, b_n] what implies ivar^q_p(x, [a_n, b_n]) ≥ ivar^q_p(x, [ã_n, b̃_n]) ≥ ε^{1/p}_0 . Let δ > 0 be such that |A| ≤ δ ⇒ (∫ A |x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} ≤ 1 2 (ε_0 8 )_{1/p} . Then if b_n − a_n ≤ δ, then ω_q(x, [a_n, b_n]) ≤ (_{ε0} 8 )_{1/p} (cf. Equation (4) above). Let us take such a partition π_n = (t^0_n, t^1_n, ..., t^{kn}_n ) of the interval [a_n, b_n] that σ_{p,q}(x, π_n)^p ≥ ivar^q_p(x, [a_n, b_n])^p −ε_0/4. For a fixed partition the point a belongs to one or two intervals forming the partition. In any case there exists such j ∈ {1, ..., k_n − 1}, that a ∈ [t^{j−1}_n , t^{j+1}_n ] and a ∉ [t^{i−1}_n , t^i_n] for i ∉ {j, j + 1}. This implies that

σ_{p,q}(x, π_n)^p − ω_q(x, [t^{j−1}_n , t^j_n])^p − ω_q(x, [t^j_n, t^{j+1}_n ])^p ≥ ivar^q_p(x, [a_n, b_n])^p − ε_0 4 − ε_0 8 − ε_0 8 = ivar^q_p(x, [a_n, b_n])^p − ε_0 2 . Let us now take such m ≥ n that [a_m, b_m] ⊂ [t^{j−1}_n , t^{j+1}_n ]. Then ivar^q_p(x, [a_m, b_m])^p ≥ ε^p_0 and ivar^q_p(x, [a_n, b_n])^p ≥ ivar^q_p(x, [a_n, t^{j−1}_n ])^p + ivar^q_p(x, [t^{j−1}_n , t^{j+1}_n ])^p + ivar^q_p(x, [t^{j+1}_n , b_n])^p ≥ j−1∑ i=1 ω_q(x, [t^{i−1}_n , t^i_n])^p + ivar^q_p(x, [a_m, b_m])^p + k_n∑

i=j+2 ω_q(x, [t^{i−1}_n , t^i_n])^p =

σ_{p,q}(x, π_n)^p − ω_q(x, [t^{j−1}_n , t^j_n])^p − ω_q(x, [t^j_n, t^{j+1}_n ])^p + ivar^q_p(x, [a_m, b_m])^p ≥ ivar^q_p(x, [a_n, b_n])^p − ε_0/2 + ε_0 = ivar^q_p(x, [a_n, b_n])^p + ε_0/2.

a contradiction. This completes the proof. □ Definition 11. A set A ⊆ IBV^q_p is said to be I^q_p -equivariated, if for each ε > 0 there exists a finite collection I_ε = {I_1, I_2, . . . , I_{N(ε)}} of subintervals of I of the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] such that for every x ∈ A, we have a finite subcollection I_{ε,x} ⊂ I_ε of such nonoverlapping subintervals of I that ivar^q_p x ≤ ε + σ_{p,q}(x, I_{ε,x}). (10) The next Lemma is similar to Lemma 1 and its obvious proof will be omitted. Lemma 6. Any finite subset A = {x_1, ..., x_n} ⊂ IBV^q_p is I^q_p -equivariated.

The proof of the next lemma is a simple modification of the proof of the Lemma 2 and will be omitted.

Lemma 7. If A ⊆ IBV^q_p is a relatively compact set, then A is I^q_p -equivariated.

Let us now refer to the Example 5 from [14]. This example was supposed to show that the embedding IBV^q_1 ⊂ L^q is not completely continuous. The same example shows that being equivariated and bounded in IBV^q_p does not suffice for compactness. First, let us remind the simple and important proposition Proposition 2 ([14, Example 2]). Let x ∈ L^q be the step function given by x(t) = { u, t ∈ [0, c), w, t ∈ [c, 1], (11)

Then x ∈ IBV^q_p and

ivar^q_p(x) = |u − w| ( min(c, 1 − c) )_{1/q} = ω_q(x; 0, 1). (12) Example 2. Let the sequence (x_n)_{n∈N} of functions belonging to L^q be given by

x_n(t) = { n^{1/q}, t ∈ [0,^1_n ], 0, t ∈ (^1_n , 1].

(13)

Here ‖x_n‖_Lq = 1 and ivar^q_p(x_n; 0, 1) = n^{1/q} ·^1_{n1/q} = 1. Therefore, by Proposition 2, this sequence is uniformly bounded in IBV^q_p . But the sequence is not relatively compact in L^q, hence not relatively compact in IBV^q_p . Because (∫ 1−^1_n 0 |x_n(t + 1 n ) − x_n(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} = 1 for n ≥ 2,

for ε =^1_2 there is no δ > 0 for which the condition (ii) of Corollary 1 is satisfied, which contradicts compactness.

At the same time, the sequence is I^q_p -equivariated: let us take I = {[0, 1]}. We can see that

ivar^q_p(x_n) = ω_q(x_n; [0, 1]).

As we mentioned above, the space IBV^q_p is not compactly embedded in L^q. It appears though, that we may show that the space IBV^q_p is compactly embedded in L^1.

Lemma 8. A bounded set A ⊆ IBV^q_p is relatively compact as a subset of L^1.

Proof. We will refer to the Kolmogorov-Riesz compactness characterization (see Corollary 1 above). We are going to estimate the integral ∫_{1−h} 0 |x(t + h) − x(t)|dt for small values of h > 0. Let N ∈ N be a fixed even number N = 2M and let h ∈ (0,^1_{2N} ). Then ∫_{1−h} 0 |x(t + h) − x(t)|dt ≤ N−1∑ k=1 ∫ k_N k−1 N |x(t + h) − x(t)|dt + ∫_{1−h} N−1 N |x(t + h) − x(t)|dt ≤

≤ M∑ k=1 ∫ 2k_{N −h} 2k−2 N |x(t + h) − x(t)|dt + M−1∑ k=1 ∫ 2k+1_{N −h} 2k−1 N |x(t + h) − x(t)|dt ≤

≤ M∑ k=1 ( 2 N )_{1/q}′ (∫ 2k_{N −h} 2k−2 N |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} + M−1∑ k=1 ( 2 N )_{1/q}′ (∫ 2k+1_{N −h} 2k−1 N |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q}

≤ (_M ∑ k=1 ( 2 N )_p′_{/q}′ )^{1/p′} M∑ k=1 (∫_{2kN −h} 2k−2 N |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )_{p/q} 1/p + (_{M−1} ∑ k=1 ( 2 N )_p′_{/q}′ )^{1/p′} M−1∑ k=1 (∫_{2k+1N −h} 2k−1 N |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )_{p/q} 1/p

≤ ( 2 N )_{1/q}′_{−1/p}′ 2 ivar^q_p(x),

by Hölder inequality, where 1/q^′ + 1/q = 1 and 1/p^′ + 1/p = 1 for p ≥ 1. Because p < q there is 1/q^′ − 1/p^′ > 0. Of course when h → 0 we may assume that N → +∞, proving that the set A is relatively compact in L^1. □

Before we proceed to the next example we should refer to some properties of L^q-modulus of continuity. These properties are probably a folclore (especially the second one), but I could not find any reference stating these facts. Hence short proofs follow.

Proposition 3. Let x ∈ L^q(a, b) and η ∈ (0, b − a) be fixed. Then ω_q(x; a, b) ≤ ω_q(x; a + η, b) + 2ξ where ξ = sup_{c∈[a,b−η]} (∫_{c+η} c |x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} .

Proof. We have ω_q(x; a, b) = sup_{h∈(0,b−a)} (∫_{b−h} a |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )1/q . For h ∈ [b − a − η, b − a) there is 0 < b − h − a ≤ η so (∫_{b−h} a |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )1/q ≤ (∫_{b−h} a |x(t + h)|^qdt )1/q + (∫_{b−h} a |x(t)|^qdt )1/q = (∫_b a+h |x(t)|^qdt )1/q + (∫_{b−h} a |x(t)|^qdt )1/q ≤ 2ξ ≤ ω_q(x; a + η, b) + 2ξ On the other hand for h ∈ (0, η) there is (∫_{b−h} a |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )1/q ≤ (∫_{a+η} a |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} + (∫_{b−h} a+η |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )1/q

≤ 2ξ + ω_q(x; a + η, b), what completes the proof. □ Proposition 4. Let x, y ∈ L^q(a, b). Then ω_q(x + y; a, b) ≤ ω_q(x; a, b) + ω_q(y; a, b). Proof. This result is a direct consequence of the triangle inequality in the space L^q(a, b − h): (∫_{b−h} a |(x + y)(t + h) − (x + y)(t)|^qdt )1/q = (∫_{b−h} a |x(t + h) − x(t) + y(t + h) − y(t)|^qdt )1/q ≤ (∫_{b−h} a |x(t + h) − x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} + (∫_{b−h} a |y(t + h) − y(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} . Taking the suprema completes the proof. □ Example 3. Let A ⊂ IBV^q_1 be the set as in Example 2, i.e. A = {x_n : n ∈ N}, where x_n ∈ L^q is given by (13). We have seen that A is I^q_1 -equivariated, but we are going to show that for all x ∈ IBV^q_1 the set A − x is I^q_1 -equivariated as well.

Let us fix x ∈ IBV^q_1 and ε > 0. We may select such a family I of nonoverlapping, closed subintervals of I that ivar^q_1(x) ≤ σ_{1,q}(x, I) + ε 3 . We may assume that one of the intervals from I is a neighbourhood of 0, so [0, δ] ∈ I for certain δ > 0 (if there is no interval being the neighbourhood of 0 we may add it to collection I increasing the value of σ_{1,q}(x, I)). Let us denote I = {[0, δ], I_1, ..., I_N }, where N ∈ N.

There exists such η > 0 that for any interval [a, b] ⊂ I, b − a ≤ η there is ∫_b a |x(t)|^qdt ≤ (_ε 6 )_q . We may assume that η < δ.

Let m ∈ N be such that^1_m < η. The finite set {x_n − x : n = 1, ..., 2m} is I^q_1 -equivariated, so it is enough to show that the set {x_n − x : n = 2m + 1, 2m + 2, ...} is I^q_1 -equivariated as well. Let us now take the collection Ĩ with the interval [0, δ] replaced with two intervals {[0, η], [η, δ]}, i.e. Ĩ = {[0, η], [η, δ], I_1, ..., I_N }. We are going to show that ivar^q_1(x_n − x) ≤ σ_{1,q}(x_n − x, Ĩ) + ε, for any n ≥ 2m. We can see that ivar^q_1(x_n − x) ≤ ivar^q_1(x_n) + ivar^q_1(x) = ivar^q_1(x_n, [0, η]) + ivar^q_1(x), (14) because x_n(t) = 0 for t ∈ (^1_n , 1]. Moreover^1_n <^η_2 , hence (cf. Proposition 2) this implies

ivar^q_1(x_n) = n^{1/q} min { 1 n^{1/q} , (1 − 1 n )^{1/q} } = ω_q(x_n; 0, η). (15)

So, for n big enough, there is ivar^q_1(x_n − x) ≤ ivar^q_1(x_n) + ivar^q_1(x) ≤ ω_q(x_n; 0, η) + ivar^q_1(x) ≤ (16)

ω_q(x_n; 0, η) + σ_{1,q}(x, I) + ε 3 = ω_q(x_n; 0, η) + ω_q(x, [0, δ]) + N∑ i=1 ω_q(x, I_i) + ε 3 By Proposition 4 there is

ω_q(x_n; 0, η) ≤ ω_q(x_n−x; 0, η)+ω_q(x; 0, η) ≤ ω_q(x_n−x; 0, η)+2 (∫_η 0 |x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} ≤ ω_q(x_n−x; 0, η)+ ε 3 . On the other hand, by Proposition 3 there is ω_q(x; 0, δ) ≤ ω_q(x; η, δ) + 2 ε 6 . (17)

We can see that for t ∈ (η, 1] there is |x(t)| = |x_n(t) − x(t)| and ω_q(x_n − x, I_i) = ω_q(x, I_i) for i = 1, ..., N. Then (14)-(17) imply that

ivar^q_1(x_n −x) ≤ ω_q(x_n −x; 0, η)+ ε 3 +ω_q(x_n −x; η, δ)+ ε 3 + N∑ i=1 ω_q(x_n −x, I_i)+ ε 3 = σ_{1,q}(x_n −x, Ĩ)+ε, which shows that the sequence (x_n − x) is I^q_1 -equivariated.

In the proof of the next theorem we will refer to the Vitali Convergence Theorem and a series of other well-known facts.

Theorem 8 (Vitali Convergence Theorem (see [18, Theorem 6.2.12])). Let y, y_n ∈ L^1, n ∈ N and sup_{n∈N} ∫ A |y_n(t)|dt → 0 as |A| → 0 for measurable A ⊂ I. If y_n(t) → y(t) for a.e. t ∈ I, then ∫ I y_n(t)dt → ∫ I y(t)dt.

First Lemma is probably a folclore, but I was not able to find such result in the literature – the closest probably was the Exercise 10(g) at the end of Chapter 6 of Rudin’s book [21]. Lemma 9. If the set A ⊂ L^q is compact then it is uniformly L^q-integrable, i.e. for any ε > 0 there exists such δ > 0 that for any measurable set E ⊂ I, |E| ≤ δ and any x ∈ A there is ∫ E |x(t)|^q ≤ ε^q. Proof. Let us fix ε > 0 and a finite set of points x_1, .., x_N ∈ A such that A ⊂ N⋃ i=1 B_Lq (x_i, ε/2). Since the set {x_1, ..., x_N } is finite, the functions |x_i|^q are uniformly integrable, so there exists such δ > 0 that for |E| ≤ δ ∫ E |x_i(t)|^qdt < ( ε 2 )_q , i = 1, 2, ..., N. Then for any x ∈ A we find such i ∈ {1, ..., N} that ‖x − x_i‖_Lq < ε/2 and (∫ E |x(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} ≤ (∫ E |x_i(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} + (∫ E |x(t) − x_i(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} ≤ ε for any E ⊂ I, |E| ≤ δ. This proves that the set A is L^q-uniformly integrable. □

The following is a well-known fact from functional analysis.

Theorem 9 (see Section 8.3 and Theorem 7 in Section 10.2 [17]). The space L^q, q ∈ (1, +∞) is reflexive, so for each bounded sequence (x_n)_{n∈N} ⊂ L^q there exists a weakly convergent subsequence.

The next theorem is well-known and usually appears as one of the first steps in the proof of the completeness of L^q spaces.

Theorem 10 (cf. Theorem 7.23 in [2]). A sequence (x_n) ⊂ L^1 converging to x_0 ∈ L^1 (in norm) contains a subsequence (x_{nk} ) such that x_{nk} (t) → x_0(t) for almost every t ∈ I.

Now, it is time to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 11. A set A ⊆ IBV^q_p is relatively compact if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) A is uniformly integrable in L^q, i.e. for any ε > 0 there exists such δ > 0 that for any measurable set E ⊂ I, |E| ≤ δ and any x ∈ A there is ∫ E |x(t)|^qdt ≤ ε^q; (iii) for every x ∈ IBV^q_p the set A − x is I^q_p -equivariated.

Proof. If the set A ⊆ IBV^q_p is relatively compact, then clearly it is bounded. Moreover, given x ∈ IBV^q_p , the set A − x is also relatively compact, and so, by Lemma 7, we infer that A − x is equivariated. By Lemma 9 each compact subset of L^q is uniformly L^q-integrable. This shows that the conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) are necessary.

Now, we are going to show that these conditions are also sufficient. Assume A ⊂ IBV^q_p satisfies conditions (i), (ii) and (iii). Let (x_n)_{n∈N} be an arbitrary sequence of elements of the set A. Clearly it is a bounded subset of L^q. By Theorem 9 there exists a subsequence (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} weakly convergent to some function x_0 ∈ L^q. Hence the sequence (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} converges weakly to x_0 in L^1 as well. Since the set A is bounded, by Lemma 8 we can see that it is relatively compact in L^1, hence we may assume (taking the appropriate subsequence) that the sequence (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} selected above converges in L^1 to some function y_0 ∈ L^1 as well. Now the sequence (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} converges weakly in L^1 to y_0 and to x_0. Hence y_0 = x_0 ∈ L^q.

Having the sequence (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} converging to x_0 ∈ L^q in L^1 norm, we may assume (taking the appropriate subsequence) that (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} converges to x_0 almost everywhere (by Theorem 10). This observation, assumption (ii) and Vitali’s convergence theorem (Theorem 8 above), with y_n = |x_n − x_0|^q and y = 0, imply that ‖x_{nk} − x_0‖_Lq → 0 Now let us observe that x_0 ∈ IBV^q_p . Let us take any partition 0 = t_0 < t_1 < ... < t_N = 1 and estimate the integral ∫_{ti−h} t_{i−1} |x_0(t + h) − x_0(t)|^qdt.

We can see that (∫_{ti−h} t_{i−1} |x_0(t + h) − x_0(t)|^qdt )_{1/q} ≤ (∫_{ti−h} t_{i−1} |x_0(t + h) − x_{nk} (t + h)|^qdt )1/q + (∫_{ti−h} t_{i−1} |x_{nk} (t + h) − x_{nk} (t)|^qdt )1/q + (∫_{ti−h} t_{i−1} |x_0(t) − x_{nk} (t)|^qdt )1/q ≤

ω_q(x_{nk} ; t_{i−1}, t_i) + 2 (∫_{ti} t_{i−1} |x_0(t) − x_{nk} (t)|^qdt )_{1/q} . Since this holds for any k ∈ N we may take k big enough so each of the integrals satisfies ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} |x_0(t) − x_{nk} (t)|^qdt ≤ 1 N^{q/p} and eventually

ω_q(x_0; t_{i−1}, t_i)^p ≤ ( ω_q(x_{nk} ; t_{i−1}, t_i) + 2 N^{q/p} )_p ≤ C(p)ω_q(x_{nk} ; t_{i−1}, t_i)^p + C(p)

2^p N^q for some constant C(p) depending on p. Then ∑_N i=1 ω_q(x_0; t_{i−1}, t_i)^p ≤ C(p)(ivar^q_p(x_{nk} ))^p +^{2pC(p)}_{N q−1} .

Now we are going to show that x_{nk} → x_0 with respect to the IBV^q_p -norm. For ε > 0, by the equivariance of the set A−x_0, let us choose a finite collection I_ε = {I_1, . . . , I_{N(ε)}} of closed subintervals of I of the form I_i = [a_i, b_i] such that

ivar^q_p(x_{nk} − x_0) ≤ 1 3 ε + σ_{p,q}(x_{nk} − x_0, I_{ε,k}), (18) for the appropriate subset I_{ε,k} of I_ε. Following (4) and because x_{nk} → x_0 in L^q (as k → +∞) we can see that lim k→+∞ ω_q(x_{nk} − x_0; a_i, b_i) = 0

for any i = 1, ..., N(ε).

Hence we can find a number k_0 ∈ N such that for all k ≥ k_0, we have ‖x_{nk} − x_0‖_Lq ≤ 1 3 ε (19) and ω_q(x_{nk} − x_0; a_i, b_i) ≤ ε 3(N(ε))^{1/p} for any i = 1, . . . , N(ε).

Therefore σ_{p,q}(x_{nk} − x_0, I_{ε,k}) ≤ N(ε,k)∑

i=1 ω_q(x_{nk} − x_0; a_i, b_i)^p 1/p ≤ 1 3 ε (20)

for all k ≥ k_0. Thus by (18), (19) and (20) we have: ‖x_{nk} − x_0‖_{Lq} + ivar^q_p(x_{nk} − x_0) ≤ ε for k ≥ k_0, which shows that ‖x_{nk} − x_0‖_{IBV} q_p → 0 as k → +∞ and proves that the set A is relatively compact in IBV^q_p . □

Similarly as before, by a small change in the proof we get the following theorem

Theorem 12. A set A ⊆ IBV^q_p is relatively compact if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) A is bounded;

(ii) A is uniformly integrable in L^q, i.e. for any ε > 0 there exists such δ > 0 that for any measurable set E ⊂ I, |E| ≤ δ and any x ∈ A there is ∫ E |x(t)|^q ≤ ε^q; (iii) the set A − A is equivariated.

The modification of the proof of Theorem 11 goes along the same lines as it happened in case of ΛBV and ΦBV spaces: we just have to modify the last step of the last proof and show that the subsequence (x_{nk} )_{k∈N} converging to x_0 in L^1 is actually a Cauchy sequence in IBV^q_p . The modification of the proof is obvious and will be omitted.

References

[1] J. Appell, J. Banaś, and N. Merentes, Bounded Variation and Around, De Gruyter Studies in Nonlinear Analysis and Applications, No. 17, De Gruyter, Berlin, 2014.

[2] S. Axler, Measure, Integration & Real Analysis, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Springer Open, 2020. [3] A. Borucka-Cieślewicz, On generalized q-integral variations, Functiones et Approximatio 3 (1976), 23–35. [4] A. Borucka-Cieślewicz, Convergence in the space of functions of generalized q-integral M-variations, Functiones et Approximatio 10 (1980), 111–114.

[5] Yuri Brudnyi Alexander Brudnyi, Dissertationes Mathematicae 548 (2020), 1-52, DOI 10.4064/dm801-7-2019. [6] Yu. Brudnyi, Spaces defined by local approximation (Engl. transl.), Tr. Mosk. Mat. Obs. (Trans. Moscow Math.)

24 (1971), 69–132.

[7] Yu. Brudnyi, Nonlinear piecewise polynomial approximation and multivariate BV spaces of a Wiener-L. Young type. I., Journal of Approximation Theory 218 (2017), 9-41.

[8] D. Bugajewski and J. Gulgowski, On the characterization of compactness in the space of functions of bounded variation in the sense of Jordan, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 484 (2020), no. 2, 123752, DOI https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2019.123752.

[9] D. Bugajewski, K. Czudek, J. Gulgowski, and J. Sadowski, On some nonlinear operators in ΛBV-spaces, Journal of Fixed Point Theory and Applications 19 (2017), no. 4, 2785–2818, DOI 10.1007/s11784-017-0450-0.

[10] D. Bugajewski, J. Gulgowski, and P. Kasprzak, On integral operators and nonlinear integral equations in the spaces of functions of bounded variation, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 444 (2016), 230-250.

[11] J. Ciemnoczołowski and W. Orlicz, Variation and compactness, Comment. Math. 25 (1985), 201–214. [12] K. Czudek, Bernstein and Kantorovich polynomials diminish the Λ-variation, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 452 (2017), no. 2, 912-925.

[13] H. Hanche-Olsen and H. Holden, The Kolmogorov-Riesz compactness theorem, Expositiones Mathematicae 28 (2010), 385-394.

[14] J. Gulgowski, On integral bounded variation, Revista de la Real Academia de Ciencias Exactas, Fisicas y Naturales Serie A, Matematicas 113 (2019), 399–422, DOI 10.1007/s13398-017-0482-8.

[15] M. Hormozi, A. A. Ledari, and F. Prus-Wiśniowski, On p-Λ-bounded variation, Bulletin of the Iranian Mathematical Society 37 (2011), no. 4, 35-49.

[16] Y. Hu, K.A. Kopotun, and X. M. Yu, On multivariate adaptive approximation, Constr. Approx. 16 (2000), no. 3, 449–474.

[17] P. Lax, Functional Analysis, John Wiley & Sons, Ltd., 2002.

[18] S. Łojasiewicz, An Introduction to the Theory of Real Functions, John Wiley & Sons, Ltd., Chichester, 1988. [19] J. Musielak and W. Orlicz, On generalized variations (I), Studia Math. 18 (1959), 11-41. [20] P. Pierce and D. Waterman, On the invariance of classes ΦBV , ΛBV under composition, Proc. Amer. Math.

Soc. 132 (2004), no. 3, 755-760.

[21] W. Rudin, Real and Complex Analysis, McGraw-Hill, 1986.

[22] A. P. Terehin, Functions of bounded q-integral p-variation and imbedding theorems, Mathematics of the USSR- Sbornik 17 (1972), no. 2, 279-286.

[23] D. Waterman, On convergence of Fourier series of functions of generalized bounded variation, Studia Math. 44 (1972), 107–117.

[24] D. Waterman, On Λ-bounded variation, Studia Math. 57 (1976), 33–45.

[25] A. Zygmund, Trigonometric Series Vol. I, 3rd edition, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

Institute of Mathematics, Faculty of Mathematics, Physics and Informatics, University of Gdańsk, 80-308 Gdańsk, Poland

Email address, J. Gulgowski: dzak@mat.ug.edu.pl