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Introduction

Measure theory was developed in the late 19'" and early 20'" centuries to cope with
problems that arose with the existing Riemann and other integrals. Suppose f,, : [0,1] —
R and f:[0,1] — R satisfy 0 < f,(z) < 1 for all z and n and for all =

ful@) = f(2).

We would like to know that if each f,, is integrable then so is f and

[ ]

But f may not even be integrable.

For example, suppose (r;) is an enumeration of the rationals in [0, 1]. Set

1 if z =r; for some i <n

falz) =

0 otherwise.

Clearly we can find very short intervals surrounding the first n rationals so f, is Riemann
integrable with integral 0. But lim f,, is equal to 1 at all rationals so its upper sums are
all equal to 1. (HW)

The solution required a more coherent idea of length, area and volume than our simple
intuitive one. The result turned out to be very much more useful than anyone could have
predicted. It provided the tools to formalise probability theory and is fundamental to
modern functional and harmonic analysis and to the theory of PDE.

The paradox of probability

Toss a coin repeatedly and for each n set H, to be the number of heads obtained in the
first n tosses. We expect H,/n — 1/2 as n — co. So we certainly won’t get the infinite
sequence (H, H, H,...) with every toss a head. But no other sequence is any more likely

(H,T,H,H,T,HTT,...).

Whatever sequence you think of, it won’t happen. But something happens.



The goal

Our first goal will be to build a function A (called Lebesgue measure) defined on as many
subsets of R as we can, which measures their lengths. So for example

A[a,b]) = b—a.
We would like to know that if A and B are disjoint then
AMAUB) = \A) + A(B).

One of the most crucial ideas in the theory was to ask for more than this. Suppose
Ay, Ay, ... is a countable sequence of disjoint sets: then

For example
1 = X([0,1)) =X ([0,1/2)U[1/2,3/4)U[3/4,7/8)U---)

1

A~ =

2

However the interval [0, 1] has length 1 and it is the union of singleton sets {0}, {1/3},
{1/2} and so on, each of which has length 0. So we don’t want Lebesgue measure to
add up when we have uncountably many sets. This resolves the paradox of probability:
there are uncountably many sequences of heads and tails: each one has measure zero but
together they have measure (probability) 1.

A continuous function is defined on a topological space, a linear function on a vector
space and so on. In a similar way a measure is defined on a collection F of sets with
certain properties: in particular that if (A;)° are disjoint members of F then so is their
union. We shall begin by defining what are called o-algebras, which are the appropriate
collections, and then define measures. We then move on to the construction of Lebesgue

measure: the measure we want on lots of subsets of R.



Using Lebesgue measure we shall build a new integral more flexible than the Riemann
integral and most importantly we shall prove the convergence theorems: for example

Theorem (An example). Let f, : [0,1] — R be a sequence of Lebesgue integrable
functions which converge at each point and set

f(z) = lim f,(z)

n—o0

for each x. Suppose that there is a Lebesque integrable function g with |f,(z)| < g(zx) for
all n and x. Then f is Lebesque integrable and

[t [

The rest of the course will consist of applications: for example, a new more general Fubini
Theorem for double integrals.

Course plan

1. o-algebras and measures Definitions and simple properties. The Borel sets.

2. Lebesgue measure Outer measures. The Key Lemma. Caratheodory’s construc-
tion. Regularity. Uniqueness.

3. Measurable functions Definition and basic properties. Convergence.
4. The integral The construction. The convergence theorems.

5. Product measures and Fubini The construction. The 7 — d Theorem. Unique-
ness of extensions. Fubini’s Theorem.

6. L, spaces Definition and simple properties. Holder’s and Minkowski’s Inequalities.
Completeness.

7. Approximation of measurable functions Approximation in L,. Lusin’s Theo-
rem.

8. The Radon-Nikodym Theorem Absolute continuity. Signed measures. The H-J
decomposition. The R-N Theorem.



Chapter 1. o-algebras and measures

Let  be a set: for example R. We want to describe the families of subsets on which we
can make sense of measures.

Definition (Algebra). A collection A of subsets of a set § is an algebra if
el AandQe A
o [fAc Athen A=Q\Aec A
o [fA Be Athen AUB€e A

Note that an algebra is also closed under finite intersections because

ANB=(A°UB°.

As you would expect a o-algebra has the souped up property: it is closed under countable
unions instead of just finite ones

Definition (o-algebra). A collection F of subsets of a set Q) is a o-algebra if
e e Fande F
o I[fAe F then N\Ae F

° [fAl,AQ,Ag,... € F then UAZ e F

If F is a o-algebra and (A;) is a countable sequence of members of F then the intersection
() A; is also a member.

Example. For any set € the collection of all subsets is a o-algebra.

Example. For any set Q) and any subset A, the family
{0,A, A% Q}
1S a o-algebra.

Example. For Q2 = R the family of finite unions of half open intervals of the form [a,b),
la,00), (—00,b) or R is an algebra but not a o-algebra. (HW)

Observe that if F is a o-algebra and A and B are members. Then B¢ € F and hence
A\B=ANB e F.

7



Generating o-algebras and the Borel sets

As with almost all mathematical structures the properties of g-algebras are automatically
transferred to intersections.

Lemma (Intersection of o-algebras). If (F,), is an arbitrary collection of o-algebras

then
(7o

«

1S a o-algebra.

Proof. For example, if (A;) are in the intersection they belong to each F,. So their union
belongs to each F,. O

This enables us to talk about o-algebras generated by families.

Definition (Generated o-algebra). For any family U of subsets of a set §) there is
a smallest o-algebra on € including U, known as the o-algebra generated by U and
denoted o(U).

Proof. The family of all subsets of (2 is a o-algebra including ¢/. The intersection of all
o-algebras that include U is a o-algebra that includes ¢ and is clearly the smallest. O

Example. For any set Q) and any subset A, the family
{0, A, A°,Q}

is the o-algebra generated by {A}.

For our purposes the most important o-algebra will be the o-algebra generated by the
open sets: the Borel o-algebra. It contains all the open sets: and all the closed sets. It
can also be generated by much smaller families: for example the family of open intervals.

Lemma (Open sets and intervals). Every open subset of R can be written as a count-
able union of open intervals.

Proof. The family of all open intervals with rational ends (p, q) is countable. If U is an
open set then for each point x € U we can find such an interval I with x € I C U. The
union of all these is U. O



So any o-algebra that contains the open intervals must contain all open sets and hence the
Borel g-algebra. The Borel o-algebra contains closed sets because they are the comple-

ments of open sets. In particular it contains singletons {z}. So it also contains countable
sets like Q.

Measures

Definition (Measure). Let F be a o-algebra on a set Q. A function p: F — [0, 00] is
called a measure if

o 1(0)=0

o [f Ay, As, As, ... € F are disjoint then

H (U Ai) = ZM(Ai)~

The last property is known as “countable additivity”. The restriction to countable unions
of sets is crucial. The real line is a union of singleton sets {x} which have no measure but
the line has infinite measure.

Once we define Lebesgue measure we will see that all countable sets have measure zero:
for example the rationals. Note that the measure may take infinite values. We want the
measure of R to be oo for example. Throughout the course we will repeatedly write sums

like -
D AA) = .
1

As long as all the terms in the sum are non-negative there is no ambiguity or contradiction.
It simply means that the terms of the sum are too big to add up. What we shall avoid
doing is “cancelling infinities”. We cannot write oo — oo = 0.

Example (Exercise). For any set ) we may consider the o-algebra of all subsets and
define the measure of a set A to be the number of points in A.

Example. For any set ) and any x € ) we may consider the o-algebra of all subsets and
define the measure of a set A as follows

1 ifxed
02(A) =
0 ifzxé¢ A



Example. For Q =[0,1) and the o-algebra

{0,10,1/2),11/2,1),[0,1)}

we may define the measures of the sets individually as 0,1/2,1/2, 1.

Example. For Q = {H,T} and the o-algebra of all subsets we may define the measures
of the sets individually as p({H}) =1/2, p({T}) =1/2 (and p({H,T}) =1).

More generally we refer to any function defined on a family of sets as a set function.
A set function p is called monotone if whenever A C B we have u(A) < p(B). A set
function p is called countably subadditive if for every sequence of sets (not necessarily

p (U Ai) < ZM(Ai)-

disjoint)

Lemma (Monotonicity and subadditivity of measures). Every measure on a o-
algebra is monotone and countably subadditive.

Proof. Let F be the o-algebra. Suppose A and B are members of F and B C A. Then
A\B € F and is disjoint from B. So

p(A) = u(B) + p(A\B) > u(B).

Suppose (A;) is a sequence of sets. For each i let B; be the set A; with all earlier sets

-a ()

Then B; C A; for each ¢ and the B; are disjoint. So

I (U Az’) = <U Bz‘) = u(Bi) <Y u(A).

removed:

10



Continuity of measure

You will see in Assignment 1 Q 3 a key fact

Lemma (The continuity of measure). Suppose
E,CE,CE3C---

is an increasing sequence of measurable sets in (Q, F, p) with E = J7" E,,. Then
p(E) = lim pu(Ey,).

Remark We sometimes write £ = lim,, F,,.

Formally our objects of study will be triples
(L F, p)

where 1 is a measure on a g-algebra F of subsets of 2. Such a triple is called a measure
space. The most useful example we have so far is that in which €2 is any set, F is the
family of all subsets and p(A) is the number of points in A. This is called counting
measure. A pair (2, F) of a set and a o-algebra is sometimes known as a measurable
space.

Our first major goal will be to define a measure A on the Borel sets which has the property
that assigns each interval its length.

A[a, b)) = b—a.

It turns out that such a measure cannot be defined on all subsets of R. Instead we define
a function on all subsets that takes the correct value on open sets but which is not a
measure. We then show that when restricted to the Borel sets it is a measure.

11



Chapter 2. Lebesgue measure

We shall carry out the following programme:
1. We define A(U) for each open set U.

2. For each A C R we set
A*(A) = inf \(U)
UDA

where the infimum is taken over all open sets in R that include A.
3. We prove that A\* is (monotone and) countably subadditive.

4. We show that if you restrict A* to the Borel sets then it is measure.

The measure of open sets

We saw that each open set is a countable union of open intervals. Actually we can be
much more precise.

Lemma (Open sets and disjoint intervals). Every open subset of R can be written
m an unique way as a countable disjoint union of open intervals.

Proof. We know the set is a countable union of open intervals. Suppose our set is U =
LUl Ulz---. To find the decomposition we want we are going to expand [; as much
as possible while staying in /. Pick some z € I; and choose the largest number below =z,
not in U: call it a;. (If all numbers below x belong to U then set a; = —o0.) Similarly
let by be the least number of [z, 00) N U®. Then I; C (ay,b;) C U while a1,b; ¢ U.

Each interval I; must be inside (a1, b;) or disjoint from it since otherwise it would
contain a; or by. Throw out all the intervals inside (ay,b;). Repeat the process with the
first unused interval in the list. Continue in this way to produce a countable family of
open intervals whose union includes all the I; but are disjoint.

Now, to show uniqueness, observe that if U = J; U Jo U -+ is a disjoint union of
intervals then the end points of each interval are not in U. If an end point of .J; were in
U it would be in another interval which would not be disjoint from .J;. Now suppose we
had two decompositions

LubLU---=JiUJoU---.

Each I, must be a subset of some .J,, or disjoint from it, otherwise it would contain an
end point. But if I, C J,, then since they are not disjoint we also have J,, C I;. So the
decompositions are the same. O

12



Note that we can’t prove this by choosing the interval “nearest to” the one we just did.
There may be no such interval. If you remove the points 0 and (1/n) for each natural
number n from the interval (—1,1) you get an open set which is the union of (—1,0) and
a sequence of open intervals decreasing to 0. The Cantor set that you saw last year and
that we shall discuss later is obtained by removing countably many open intervals from
[0,1]. It consists of uncountably many points “between them”.

If we can build the measure we want then it must be that the measure of an open set is
the sum of the lengths of the disjoint intervals that make it up.

Definition (The measure of an open set). For the open set U = [;UIL,UI3 - -+ written
as a disjoint union of open intervals, we define

ANU) = i length(1;).

Note that the measure can be infinity. We want to “extend” the definition to the Borel
o-algebra.

The outer measure

Definition (Lebesgue outer measure). For each subset A of R define the Lebesgue

outer measure of A to be

A (4) = inf A(U)

where the infimum is taken over all open subsets of R that include A.

So we approximate the measure of a set by using open sets around it.

Our aim will be to show that when we restrict \* to the Borel sets we get a measure.
But we also need to know that we get the right value for each interval. Could it be
that there is an open set U containing (0,1) but with A(U) < 17 No, because one of
the disjoint intervals making up U must contain (0,1). So it is clear that for each open
interval \*(I) = A(I) = |1].

13



What is not quite so clear is that A*(U) = A(U) for all open sets. It might be that you
could have an open set U in (0,1) but with A\(U) > 1. Ruling this out will be HW but
it will be automatically ruled out once we know that A\* is a measure on the Borel sets.

If we are able to extend our measure A from open sets to the Borel sets then the result
will be monotone and countably subadditive. So it would be good to know that these
properties hold for the outer measure. To do this we need the following Key Lemma.

Lemma (Key lemma I). Suppose a compact interval [a,b] is covered by the union of
finitely many open intervals (a;, b;) for 1 <i <m. Then

1

Proof. We shall use induction on m. If m = 1 there is nothing to prove. Assume that
(@, byy) is the interval that contains b. If a,, < a then

by —am >b—a

and so .
1

If not, then the interval [a, a,,] is covered by the other m —1 intervals and by the inductive

hypothesis we have
m—1

i(bi —a;) > ay — a.
1

Putting back the m'* interval we get
m
Z(bi—ai) >y —a+by,, —ay, =b,—a>b—a.
1
O
The set Q of rationals can be covered with countably many open intervals whose lengths
add up to less than 0.00001. In the preceding proof we did not use the completeness
property of the reals so it would work equally well for the rationals. So we cannot cover
the rationals in [0, 1] with finitely many intervals whose lengths add up to less than 1.
But the fact that we can cover the rationals with countably many shows that we need
completeness for the next really crucial fact.

14



Lemma (Key lemma II). If an open interval J is covered by the union of countably
many open intervals I, I, ... then

AJ) <D M),

Proof. Suppose J = (a,b) and choose € > 0. The closed interval [a + £,b — €] is covered
by the open intervals (;) and hence by some finite number of them. So by the previous
lemma

ML) =b—ec—(a+e)=b—a—2e.

Since € > 0 was arbitrary
ML) =b—a.

If on the other hand J has infinite length then for each M we can find a compact
interval of length M inside J and get

> ML) =M.

Now since M was arbitrary we have

O

We almost have enough to prove the subadditivity of the outer measure. The last version
is this.

Lemma (Key lemma III). If U = |J I; is the union of countably many open intervals
I, I, ... (not necessarily disjoint) then

AU) < Z AI;).

Proof. Write U = | Dy, as a union of disjoint open intervals so that

AU) =Y MDy).

Since the endpoints of Dy, are not in U, each I, is either inside a D}, or disjoint from it. So
each Dy, is a union of some subfamily of the I;. By relabelling we may write the sequence
as a doubly indexed sequence (I ;) where for each k

Dy = Inj-
j=1

15



By the Key Lemma II we have

ADr) <) AMIy)

J

and hence

AU) =Y MDy) <Y AIgy)

as required. O

We shall show that A* is monotone, countably subadditive and satisfies A*(#) = 0. Any
non-negative set function with these properties is called an outer measure. So, some-
what oddly, we shall show that Lebesgue outer measure is an outer measure. We shall
then prove a general theorem showing how to restrict an outer measure to a o-algebra
on which it is a measure and check that in the case of Lebesgue measure, this o-algebra
includes the Borel sets.

Definition (Outer measure). Let Q be a set. A function p* defined on the subsets of
Q and taking values in [0,00] is called an outer measure if

o () =0
o [fAC B then u*(A) < p*(B)

[ ] [fAl,AQ,Ag,... C Q then

e (Ja) < w4,

Theorem (Lebesgue outer measure is an outer measure). \* is an outer measure.

Proof. Since ) is open and A(f)) = 0 we have

N () = 0.

Suppose B C A and € > 0. Find an open set U D A with

AU) < X (A) +e.

16



Then since B C U we have
N(B) < ANU) < X(A) +«.

Since the outermost inequality holds for all € > 0 we have A*(B) < A*(A).

Suppose A; is a sequence of subsets of R. Given € > 0 choose open sets Uy, Us, ... so
that for each i, U; D A; but
AMU;) < X (Ai) + 5
Let U = |JU; so that U is an open set with U D |J A;. Now for each i write U; = |J I, ;
as a union of disjoint open intervals so that

(U:) = Alij)-
U=|]JL,

Then

and so by the Key Lemma

Therefore

(UJa) < Ao <)
DN +2/2) = 3 XA

(Ja) <> v

IN

Since € > 0 was arbitrary.

Note that the monotonicity of \* shows that for every interval R, whether it be open,
closed, half-open,... we have that A\*(R) is the length of R. Exercise

The 4'" step of our programme was to show that A\* restricted to the Borel sets is a
measure. This step divides into two parts. The first part is an abstract restriction

17



theorem and the second part consists in showing that for the outer measure \*, the Borel
sets satisfy the conditions of the first part. The first part will consist of showing that for
every outer measure there is a special o-algebra of sets on which it is a measure. The idea
for identifying these special sets comes from the ordinary integral.

Idea The outer measure is a bit like the upper integral in Riemann theory. You take the
infimum of things above your function. In that theory a function is “nice” if the upper
and lower integral are the same. A*(A) approximates A from the outside. To approximate
from the inside we could use the outer measure of the complement.

Inside(A) = Q2 — Outside(Q\ A).

So
inner(A) = \*(Q) — A*(Q\A).

For this to be the same as the outer measure we need
AT(A) = X7 () = A(Q\A).
So good sets should satisfy

A(Q) = M (A) + A (Q\A).

In fact it is convenient to ask for a bit more.

Definition (p*-measurability). Suppose p* is an outer measure on the subsets of Q. A
subset A C ) is called p*-measurable if for every T C )

pH(T) = p (TN A) + @ (T\A).
If A C [0,1] had the property that
A(A)+A7([0,1\A) > 1

we would not want to put A into our family of good sets.

Caratheodory’s restriction theorem

Theorem (Caratheodory’s restriction theorem). Suppose p* is an outer measure on
the subsets of Q). Then the family F of p*-measurable sets is a o-algebra and p* restricted
to this o-algebra is a measure.

18



Proof. F is an algebra. Clearly () and € are measurable since for example, for any T’
(T N0) + p(T\D) = p(0) + p(T) = (7).

If A is measurable then its complement is too because the definition of measurability is
self-complementary. We start by checking that F is closed under finite unions.

Suppose A and B are measurable. We want to test the union AU B with a set T". By
subadditivity we already have

p(T) < p (TN (AU B)) + p(T\(AU B)).
To go the other way, note that
TN(AUB)=(TNnA)U[(T\A) N B]
and that
T\(AU B) = (T\A)\B.
Hence by subadditivity
p(TN(AUB))+p"(T\(AU B)) < p*(T N A) + " ((T\A) N B) + " ((T\A)\ B).

The last two terms are what you get when you test the measurability of B using T\ A
instead of T'. So their sum is equal to pu*(T\A). So the full sum is at most

1 (T 1 A) + i (T\A)

and this is u*(T") by the measurability of A.
We now know that F is closed under finite unions and complements. That means it
is also closed under finite intersections and hence differences A\B = AN (2\B).

Disjointification. Now suppose that (A4;) is sequence of measurable sets. We want to know
that [ J A; is measurable. For each i we set

B; = 4;\ ( U Aj)

and then all the B; belong to F, the B; are disjoint and | J B; = |J A;. So it suffices to
prove the measurability of disjoint unions.

To complete the proof we shall show that if (B;) is a sequence of disjoint measurable
sets then | J B; is measurable and

1 (U Bi> = ZM*(Bz‘)-

19



Finite additivity. Let T C 2. Set B = |J B; and for each n set F,, = |J} B;. We want to
check that p*(T) = p*(T'N B) + p*(T\B). We shall begin by showing that for each n

“(TNF,) Z” (T N By).

Since I} = By we know that this is true when n = 1.
Assume inductively that p*(T N F,) = >} p*(T N By) and test the measurability of
F, with T'"N F,, 1. We get

(TN Fy) = p(TOENE)+p (TN Fop)\F)

= p(TNE,)+p (TN Bytr).

Therefore
n+1

W (TN Fopr) ZM (T'N By)

giving the inductive step.
Countable additivity We have p*(T'N F,,) = > 7 w*(T' N By) for all n. Hence for each n

p*(T'NB) > (TNF,) Z” (T N By).

Letting n — oo we have

(TN B) i (T'N By).
1

The reverse is true by subadditivity so we have
*(T'N B) Z w*(T N By).

If we put T = Q) we get the additivity property we want
=Y W (By).
1

We just need to complete the proof that B is measurable.

20



Countable unions By the measurability of the finite unions F}, we have

pi(T) = p(TOF)+p (T\F,)

>z p(TNE,)+p (T\B)

= Y _u(TNBy)+p(T\B).
1
Since this is true for every n we have

W(T) = 3@ (T A By + 1 (T\B) = " (T 1 B) + 1" (T\B).

In order to finish our programme we need to check that the Borel sets are \*-measurable.
Note that in the end we don’t really care whether the measurable sets form a o-algebra:
merely that Borel sets are among them. However we can’t write down a generic Borel set
and check whether it is measurable. So we need to use the fact that the measurable sets
form a o-algebra. Recall from HW that the Borel o-algebra is generated by the family
of half-infinite intervals of the form (—o0,a).

If you want to show that Borel sets are good, prove that the good sets form
a o-algebra and that intervals are good.

Theorem (Borel sets are \*-measurable). Borel subsets of R are \*-measurable.

Proof. The measurable sets form a o-algebra so it suffices to prove that half-infinite
intervals (—oo,a) are measurable. Suppose " C R and [ is an interval of the form
(—o0,a). Given € > 0 choose an open set V' O T with

AV) < AN (T) +e.

Now write V' = [J J; as a countable disjoint union of open intervals.
For each j, the sets J; N I and J;\I are intervals so we know their measures are their
lengths and so
M) = A0 I) + X (J;\D).

21



Therefore

AV) = D OMT) =) AN+ D> N\

> AV NI+ A (V\I).
Therefore
N(TNL)+XN(T\) <AXVNID)+ XV <XNV) < X(T) +e.
Since € was arbitrary we have
N(T NI+ X (T\I) < \(T)

as required. O

Theorem (Lebesgue measure). There is a measure A on the Borel sets with the prop-
erty that for each interval

A(a, b)) =b—a.

Remark It is more conventional to define the outer measure as

X (A) =inf{d || Ac| L}

where the infimum is taken over all countable families of intervals whose union includes
A. Moreover instead of open intervals the construction usually uses half-open ones, for
reasons that will be clear later. In the conventional formulation it is quite a bit easier
to prove subadditivity since you don’t need the key lemma at this stage: and you don’t
need to prove that open sets have unique expressions as countable disjoint unions of open
intervals (see Assignment I). But it is harder to prove that intervals are \*-measurable and
harder to prove that intervals have the correct outer measure: this is where you need the
key lemma. You also have to prove regularity (which we come to in the next section).

However the main advantage of the interval covering approach is that it works equally
well for higher dimensions: R?. The main advantage of the open set approach is that it
gives a more intuitive understanding of what the measure is. Defining Lebesgue measure
is not the problem (at least in hindsight). The problem is checking that it is a measure
on a o-algebra containing intervals.
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Properties of Lebesgue measure

We defined the measure of a set B C R to be
inf{\(U) : U D B, U is open}.

Thus we can approximate a set (in measure) from the outside by open sets. An obvious
question is whether we can approximate from the inside by closed or better still compact
sets. A measure on a topological space with these two properties is called a regular
measure.

Lemma (Regularity of Lebesgue measure). Let B be a A\*-measurable set. Then

ANB) = inf{\U):U D B,U is open}
= sup{\K): K C B, K is compact}.

Proof. The first is automatic from our definition. For the second observe that
A(B) = lim AN(BN[-M, M])

M—o0

by the continuity of measure. So it suffices to assume that B C [-M, M] is included in
some finite interval.

Let A= [—M, M]\B and given € > 0 find an open subset U of R including A with
AU) < MA) +¢.
Then K = [-M, M]\U is a compact set inside B and
AB)=2M — XNA) <2M — X\U) +e = \NK) +e.
O

It is easy to see that Lebesgue measure is the only measure on the Borel sets with the
property that p((a, b)) = b—a for every open interval. If 1 has this property then it must
measure each open set correctly. Hence for every Borel set B

ANB) = inf{\(U):U D B,U is open}

= inf{u(U): U D B,U is open} > u(B).
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Now if B is inside a bounded interval (—M, M) then by applying this inequality to
(=M, M)\ B we get the reverse. Now use the continuity of measure again.

Lemma (Translation invariance of Lebesgue measure I). Let B be a \*-measurable

set and x € R. Then \(B + x) = A\(B).

Proof. This is obviously true for intervals, hence for open sets and hence for arbitrary
sets. O

Lemma (Translation invariance of Lebesgue measure II). Suppose u is a transla-
tion invariant measure on the Borel sets of R for which A([0,1]) = 1. Then p = .

Proof. 1f any singleton had positive measure then they all would. But we can fit infinitely
many inside [0, 1]. So singletons have measure 0. Now for each n we can express [0, 1] as a
disjoint union of n open intervals of length 1/n and some singletons whose total measure
Is zero.

0,1] =(0,1/n)U(1/n,2/n)U---U(1=1/n,1)U---.

The intervals of length 1/n all have the same measure so it must be 1/n. Now we can
approximate any interval by short ones and check that it has the right measure. By the
preceding uniqueness observation, = . O

Lemma (Scale invariance of Lebesgue measure). Suppose k > 0 and A is a mea-
surable subset of R. Then
AMEA) = kEX(A).

Proof. This is obviously true for intervals, hence for open sets and hence for arbitrary
sets. O

Push forward or image measures

Recall that if f: Q — ¥ and A C W then the pre-image f~'(A) of A (under f) is the set
fH(A) ={z €Q: f(z) € A}

of things that f sends into A.
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Lemma (Image measures). Let (2, F, 1) be a measure space. Suppose that ¥ is another
set and f : Q — U is a function. Let G be the family of subsets of ¥ whose pre-images
are i F:

G={GcCV:fYG)eF}

Then G is a o-algebra on V.
If we set

for each G € G then v is a measure.

Proof. Firstly f~1(0) =0 € F so 0 € G. If (4;) are sets in G then
(Ua) =Urtaner
and so |J A; € G. Finally if A € G then
fHNA) =\f(A) e F
and so W\ A € G.

Clearly v > 0 and

If (A;) are disjoint sets in G then

()= (7 (U)) =s(Us ).

If A and B are disjoint then f~'(A) and f~!(B) are disjoint because a point in their
intersection would have to map into two different places: one in A and one in B. So the

Z p(fHA)) = Z v(A;).

last expression is

Restriction to subsets and the circle

Suppose (€2, F, i) is a measure space and A € F. Then we can consider a new measure
space with A as the ground set, the o-algebra consisting of those members of F which are
subsets of A and p restricted to this o-algebra (Exercise). Thus [0, 1] becomes a measure
space equipped with Lebesgue measure: so does (0, 00) and so on.

25



By the Image Measure Lemma we can transfer Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] to the circle in
R? via the map
x +— (cos2mx, sin 27x)

or to the circle in the complex plane via

T 2™,
This measure is rotation invariant because of the translation invariance of Lebesgue mea-
sure. Exercise

A non-measurable set of Vitali

I have repeatedly said that we cannot extend Lebesgue measure to all the subsets of R.
Let’s see that there are some sets that are not A\*-measurable (Sketch).

Define an equivalence relation on R by = ~ y if x —y € Q. This breaks the reals into
equivalence classes, Q, Q + v/2 and so on. Choose a subset W of [0,1) which contains
one member of each equivalence class. No two points of W differ by a rational number.
The translations of W by rationals are disjoint.

Consider the image W of this in the circle. For each rational number 7 € [0,1), we
consider the rotation of this set by an angle 27r. There are countably many of these sets,
they are disjoint and their union is the circle. If one of them were measurable then they
all would be and they would have equal measure. But if that were a we would have an
infinite sum

at+a+---=1

which is impossible.

The Lebesgue measurable sets

When we have covered the Devil’s staircase I will remark that there are sets that are
Lebesgue measurable but not Borel sets. For the moment we shall content ourselves with
a description of the measurable sets.

Lemma (The Lebesgue measurable sets). A subset of R is A*-measurable if and only
iof it can be written as a union

A:NUGFn
1
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where \*(N) = 0 and the F,, are closed.

Proof. Firstly if A*(N) =0 and T' C R then
TANCN and T\NCT

and so
N(TON)+ X (T\N) <0+ \(T) = \(T).

So N is measurable and hence so is any union of the form N UJ F,.
On the other hand by the regularity of Lebesgue measure, for each n we can find a
closed set F,, C AN [—n,n] with

MAN [=n, n\Fy) < 2in

Clearly |J F,, C A. Let N = A\ (U F»). We know that A(N) = lim,, A(N N [—n,n]) but
for each n
NN [—n,n] C (AN [—n,n])\F,)

so the limit is 0. O

Among other things what we see that any set of outer measure 0 is automatically a
Lebesgue set (of measure 0). Countable sets are automatically Borel but it isn’t too hard
to construct uncountable sets of measure 0.

Cantor’s middle thirds set

Recall from N, M and T. Suppose we start with Cy = [0, 1]. Now to create C; remove
open the middle third (1/3,2/3). So

Cy=10,1/3]U[2/3,1].
To find C5 remove each middle third of the intervals in C}.

Cy =1[0,1/9]U[2/9,1/3] U[2/3,7/9] U [8/9,1].

If we continue in this way then for each n, we get a closed set C,, whose measure is (2/3)".
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Co

Ci

G

- - - - - — - — G

Their intersection C' is a closed set of measure 0. We just need to check that the inter-
section is uncountable. Recall that any decreasing sequence of closed bounded intervals

FoDFlgFQD"'

has a point in the intersection.

The points of C' are intersections of such sequences: one interval at each level.

Co
At each stage we can choose left or
right and the sequence of choices de-
c . L .
1 termines the point in the intersec-
tion.
- - - G
Different choices lead to different
points.
- - == - - =05

So there are as many points in C' as there sequences
LRL....

This is an uncountable set by the Cantor diagonal argument.
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Chapter 3. Measurable functions

Once we have a measure space (2, F, 1) we can consider functions f : Q — R and try to
integrate them. In particular if A € F then the indicator function 1,4 should have integral

p(A).

/Q Ladp = p(A).

Note that if A were not measurable then we would not know how to integrate its indicator.
So we need to restrict attention to functions that “fit” with the o-algebra.

The definition and basic properties

The definition we need is somewhat similar to the definition of continuity for maps on a
topological space.

Definition (Measurable functions). Let (2, F) be a measurable space and f : Q2 — R
a function. We say that f is measurable (or Borel-measurable) if for every Borel set
B C R we have

f(B) e F.

Example. The indicator function f = 14 of a measurable set A in a space (Q, F) is a
measurable function.
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Proof. Let B be a Borel set in R. Then

( f7H(B) = Q if0,1€B
fi(B) = A ifle Bbut 0¢ B
fY(B) = O\A if0c Bbut1¢ B

( f(B) = 0 if0,1¢ B

Lemma (Inverse images and o-algebras). Suppose f : Q@ — R as above. Then the
family
G={BCR:f'(B)eF}

1 a o-algebra.

Proof. This is part of the Image Measure Lemma from Chapter 2. O
We shall use this to check that, for example, if you know that
{z: f(z) <a}
is measurable for all @ € R then you know that f is measurable. You don’t have to check
{z: f(z) € B}
is measurable for every Borel set B.

Recall from HW 1 that the Borel o-algebra is generated by sets of the form (—oo,a).

Lemma (Measurable functions and open sets). Suppose f: Q — R as above. Then
f is measurable if one of the following holds
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Proof. Of the first. We know that ¥ = {B C R: f~!(B) € F} contains the intervals
(—00,a). Since the family is a o-algebra it contains the Borel sets. O

Essential remark As usual we don’t pick a Borel set B, try to write it in terms of
intervals and then apply f~! to show that B is “good”. Instead we check that the family
of good sets is a g-algebra that contains intervals.

Corollary (Continuous functions are measurable). Suppose ) is a topological space
and F consists of its Borel sets. If f: ) — R is continuous then f is measurable.

Proof. If U C R is open then f~!(U) is open and hence in F. By the inverse image
lemma, f is measurable O

Just as with continuous functions we want to be able to combine functions.

Corollary (Algebra of measurable functions). Suppose (2, F) is a measurable space,
fyg:Q — R are measurable and ¢ : R — R is measurable. Then so are f +g, fg, ¢of,

| f], max(f,g) and min(f,g).

In the spirit of probability theory we shall use the notation (f < a) to mean f~'((—o0, a)) =
{we: f(w) < a}l.

Proof. We shall just do f + g. Suppose r € R. I claim that the set (f + g < r) can be
written as a countable union of sets built from f and g:

Ulr<ong<r—aq).

7€Q

Clearly if w belongs to one of these intersections then f(w) < ¢ and g(w) < r — g so

(f +9)w) <.
On the other hand if f(w) + g(w) = r — § then choose a rational ¢ with

qg—90< flw) <q.

We have
gw)=r—0—flw)<r—-6-(¢—0)=r—q

So for this particular ¢ the point w belongs to the intersection

(f<gn(g<r—gq)).
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We have some tricks for the others. Note that if we take ¢(x) = z? then we get that f>
is measurable and hence 2fg = (f + g)? — f* — g*. Also |f| = max(f, —f). Note that

(max(f,g) <r)=(f<r)N(g<r).

When we studied the Riemann integral the integrability of sums was not quite trivial
because we had to use common refinement but it looks easier than the proof here using
countable unions. I will comment on this when we have discussed simple functions.

Analytic combinations work for measurable functions whereas they do not work for con-
tinuous ones.

Corollary (Analysis of measurable functions). Suppose (2, F) is a measurable space,
and for each n, the function f, : & — R is measurable. Then so are sup,, f., inf, f,,
limsup,, f,, liminf, f, and lim, f, if it exists.

Proof. We shall do the sup. Observe that sup f,,(z) > r if and only if one of the f, is
bigger than r. Hence

{z :sup f(z) >r} = U {z: fr(zx) >r}

and this is a countable union of measurable sets. O

We used
{z :sup fu(z) >r} = U {z: fr(x) >r}

Warning If you tried to do this with {z : sup f,(z) > r} you would get into trouble
because the sup could be equal to r even if all the functions are < r. Choose your
generating family carefully.

Convergence of measurable functions

Suppose (f,) is a sequence of measurable functions f, : Q@ — R and f another such
function. The set

{z: fule) = f(2)}

of points where the f, converge to f is measurable.
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To see this observe that f,(z) — f(x) if and only if for every k there is an m with
| fu(x) — f(x)] < g for all n > m. So the set is

AU {1 = s < 1 }-

k m n>m

Here you see we really use the o-algebra properties.
In the same way the set where the (f,,) converge (to something) is also measurable: HW.

We often have functions converging at all but a handful of points. Since we are interested
in the integral we normally don’t care about a few points.

Definition (Almost everywhere convergence). Let (f,) be a sequence of measurable
functions defined on (2, F,p). We say that the sequence converges almost everywhere to
f and write f, — f a.e. if

p({w : fu(w) does not converge to f(w)}) = 0.

Example. The functions x — z™ converge to 0 on [0,1) but not at 1 itself. So they
converge a.e. to 0 on [0, 1].

There is a second type of convergence that is extremely useful.

Definition (Convergence in measure). Let (f,) be a sequence of measurable functions
defined on (2, F, ). We say that the sequence converges in measure to f if for every
e>0

p{w: |fu(lw) — f(w)] >e}) =0, asn— oco.

Convergence in measure is weaker than convergence a.e. as long as the measure space is
finite.

Lemma (Convergence a.e. implies convergence in measure, if...). Let (f,) be a
sequence of measurable functions defined on (Q, F, ) with u(Q) < oo. If f, — f a.e.
then f, — f in measure.

Proof. For each w where f,(w) does not converge to f(w) we know that there is an € > 0
so that for every n there is some m > n for which |f,,(w) — f(w)| > €. So the set where
the f,, do not converge to f is

oo o 0

UN U Ufm = £l > 1/k).
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This set has measure zero if f,, — f a.e. and hence so does each set

N U Ufm—f1>2).

n=1m=n

Since p(€2) < oo that means that

u(Uﬂm—ﬂ>@>%0

m=n

as n — oo. This is obviously stronger than

p(lfo—fl>€) =0

as n — oo. O

The hypothesis that the measure space is finite is clearly needed. For example we choose
fn : R — R to be the indicator function of [n,n + 1]. f, — 0 a.e. (actually everywhere)
but A(|f, — 0| > 1/2) =1 for all n.

It is also fairly easy to see that convergence in measure does not imply convergence a.e.
even if the measure is finite. Take intervals [0,1/2), [1/2,5/6), [5/6,13/12) of lengths 1/2,
1/3 and so on and “wrap them around” the circle.

Clearly the indicators of these sets converge to 0 in measure because their measures
converge to 0. But because Z% = oo the sequence wraps around the circle infinitely
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often. So the indicators do not converge to 0 anywhere. Notice that a subsequence of the
indicators does converge to 0 a.e. Choose only those intervals that contain a particular
point on the circle.

In the HW I will ask you to prove the first Borel-Cantelli Lemma.
Lemma (Borel-Cantelli I). Let (Ex) be a family of measurable sets in (2, F, u) with

Then

w({x : x belongs to infinitely many of the Ex}) = p <m U Ek> =0.

n=1k=n
Using this we can obtain a partial converse to the implication convergence a.e. implies

convergence in measure if the measure space is finite.

Lemma (Convergence in measure implies a.e. convergence of a subsequence).
Let (fn) be a sequence of measurable functions defined on (8, F,p) with u(Q) < oco. If
fn = f in measure then there is a subsequence (f,,) with f,, — f a.e.

Proof. For each k € N the
u(lfo = f1>1/k) =0

so for some n; we have

W oy — f1 > 1) < 27
Since .

D il foy = 1> 1/k) < 00

k=1
the first Borel-Cantelli Lemma guarantees that for almost every x € €2 there are only
finitely many £ for which

i () = f(2)] > 1/k,

So for a.e. z we have that from some point on

(@) = fl2)] < 1/

implying convergence (actually at a specified rate). O

There is a second Borel-Cantelli Lemma that concerns independent sets so it is mainly of
relevance in probability theory.
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The Devil’s staircase

Recall the construction of Cantor’s middle thirds set.

Co

Ci

Cz

- — - — - = - — G

We shall build a function in a similar way. c¢o(z) = . On the middle third we set
c1(x) = 1/2 and join linearly elsewhere.

1.0;

0.8¢

0.6¢

0.4

0.2¢

00 02 04 06 08 1.0

On the middle of the first third we set co(x) it to be 1/4 and on the middle of the last

36



third to be 3/4 and so on.

1.0/

0.8"

0.6t

0.4+

0.2+

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

For ¢3(x) we put in horizontal pieces at the next level.

1.0¢

0.8}

0.6+

0.4

0.2¢

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

HW 1t is easy to check that these functions converge uniformly so their limit ¢ is con-

37



tinuous. On each middle third, at every stage, the function is horizontal. So, almost
everywhere, the function is differentiable with derivative 0. But the function rises from 0
to 1 so it certainly isn’t the integral of its derivative.

Using the Devil’s staircase we can check that there are sets of measure 0 that are not
Borel sets: Lebesgue but not Borel.
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Chapter 4. The integral

We already remarked that if we have a measure space (Q, F,u) and A € F then the
indicator function 1,4 should have integral p(A).

The definition

We will build the integral in 4 steps.

1. If £ € F then we set
/1Ed,u:,u(E).
Q

2. A function of the form ) ¢;1p; for ¢; € R will be called a simple function.

As long as all ¢; > 0 we set

/QZ eile, dp =Y c;u(E;).

The sets are allowed to have infinite measure.

3. If f is a non-negative measurable function we put

/fdu=sup{/gdu:0§g§f, gsimple}-
9] Q

We approximate f from below by simple functions.

For a non-negative f we don’t mind an integral of oo.
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4. If f is measurable but not necessarily non-negative we can write it as
f=F—1
where fi(x) = max(f(x),0) and f_(z) = —min(f(x),0).

f+ is the positive part of f and f_ is the negative part.

/\
N4

Now, if [ fidp and [ f_ dp are both finite then we say f is integrable and we set

/Qf=/9f+—/ﬂf_-

Note that if a function is integrable then [ |f] < occ.

We need to check that our integral has certain properties such as linearity and mono-
tonicity: for example if f and ¢ are integrable

/(f+g)=/f+/g-

We also want to check the convergence theorems such as

Theorem (Monotone convergence). Suppose f, : @ — R is an increasing sequence
of non-negative measurable functions. Set

f(z) = lim f,(z)

n—o0
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for each x. Then f is measurable and
[ [

Exercise One thing we can check already is that if f : 2 — R is non-negative and
[ f=0then f =0 ae.

Small remark Recall Step 2. If f = ¢;1p, is a non-negative simple function then

/QZ cilp dp =Y c;ju(E;).

A simple function can have many different representations. If ¥ N G = () then
lpue = 1r + 16.

Strictly speaking we need to check that all these presentations give the same integral:
Exercise

Lemma (Basic properties for simple functions). If f and g are non-negative a simple
functions then so is f + g and if X > 0 then

L [Af=X[f
2. [(f+9)=[F+[g
S Iff>gthen [ f> [g.

Proof. The first is obvious since if f = ) c;15, then Af = > A¢;1p, . For the second,
suppose that f = > ¢;1p, and g = ) dilg,. By considering all possible intersections
F; NG, we can express both functions using a single decomposition into multiples of 15, .

f= ZurlHr and g = Zvrle
Then
f —+ g = Z(ur + Ur)]-Hr

[0 =Y vttty = [ 1+ [ o
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The same argument works for the third statement. O

Note that this double decomposition looks like the common refinement that we used to
prove additivity for the Riemann integral.

We now move on to more general measurable functions.

Lemma (Basic properties for non-negative functions). If f and g are non-negative
measurable functions and if A > 0 then

1L [AXf=X[Tf
2 [(f+9)=>[f+[g
3. Iff>gthen [ f> [g.
Note that we only prove super-additivity at this stage.

Proof. The first is obvious again since if g is a simple function with 0 < ¢ < f then A\g is
simple and satisfies 0 < Ag < Af. Similarly the third.

For the second suppose that u and v are simple functions with 0 < u < f and
0<v<g. Thenu+v < f+ g and hence

/(f+g)2/(u+v):/u+/v.

Now if we take the sup over all choices of u and v we get

/<f+g)2/f+/g-

In order to get [(f+g) = [ f+ [ g and to do much more we need to get our hands on [ f
much more directly using simple functions. We shall observe that if f is a non-negative

O

measurable function then there is an increasing sequence of simple functions (f,) with
fn — f for all x € Q. Once we have proved the Monotone Convergence Theorem stated
above, we will then get [ f, — [ f and similarly for g and f + g.
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Approximation by simple functions

For each n we build a grille with spacing 27" and height 2. Now, given a non-negative
measurable function f we “drop it on the grille”.

[ A

For each n define

m2™" ifm2™ < f(z) < (m+1)27" and 0 <m < 2% — 1

fn(x) =
2" if f(x) > 2™,

This is a simple function because the set
{z :m2™" < f(z) < (m+1)27"}

is measurable. It is easy to check that f,(x) 1 f(z) for each x. Exercise “If you drop
onto a finer grille then the function doesn’t fall as far.”

The Monotone Convergence Theorem

In this section we prove the Monotone Convergence Theorem. The continuity of measure
will be crucial.

Lemma (The continuity of measure). Suppose

E1CE2CE3C"'

43



is an increasing sequence of measurable sets in (Q, F, p) with E =J7" E,. Then
p(E) = lim p(Ey).

Theorem (Monotone convergence). Suppose f, : @ — R is an increasing sequence
of non-negative measurable functions. Set

f(z) = lim f,(z)

n—oo

for each x. Then f is measurable and

[t [

We use the “standard machine”: indicator, simple, general

Proof. Note that since f,, < f we have [ f, < [ f for all n. So it suffices to check that

lm/ﬁZ/ﬁ

Indicator Suppose f = 1 for a measurable F'. Given 0 < ¢ < 1 let
E,={xe€Q: folr) >1—¢} CF.
Since f,(z) T 1 for each z € F we have
E,CEyCEs---

and F' = J E,,. Therefore u(FE,) — pu(F) by continuity.
Now f,, > (1 —¢)1p, and so

/ foz(1—9) / 15, = (1— e)u(Ey) = (1—e)u(F).

i [ £, 2 (1-2) [ 1

and since € was arbitrary we have
i [ 4,2 [ 1
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Simple Suppose f = ) ¢;1p, is a non-negative simple function. We can assume that the
Fj are disjoint. For each n f,, =) fu1r,. Now for each j

/ fulp — / ¢l = ¢l

by the result for indicators.
By the superadditivity of the integral

/fnZZ/fanj %ZCJM(FJ')Z/J{

1m/ﬁ2/f

General Now suppose that f is a general non-negative measurable function and g is a

Therefore

simple function with 0 < g < f. The functions min(f,, g) increase to g. By the previous

/min(fmg) — /g-

Since [ f, > [ min(f,,g) for each n we have

1m/nz/g
i [ £, [ £

step

and since g was arbitrary we get

O

Corollary (Additivity). Suppose f,g : Q — R are non-negative measurable functions.

Then
/(f+g)—/f+/g-

Proof. Choose increasing sequences of simple functions f,, 1T f and g, 7 ¢g. Then f, +g, T
f+ g and so

/(f+g)zlim/(fn+gn)zlim(/fn+/gn):/f+/g-
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Exercise Check that additivity works for integrable functions f = f, — f_ and g =
g+ — g—. Notice that |f| = fi + f- and so

Jisi= [t [ 1

Slight warning The way MON was stated the limit f could take the value co. This does
not cause problems but strictly speaking if we want to allow this possibility we should
extend the Borel g-algebra to one on (—o0, oc]. If a function takes the value oo on a set
of measure 0 we effectively use the convention 0.00 = 0.

The most important measure spaces are R, R", [0,1], [0,00) and so on equipped with
Lebesgue measure. But we have also seen another: the set of natural numbers N, the
o-algebra consisting of all subsets and counting measure:

pn({1,3,4}) = 3.
A function f: N — R is just a sequence of real numbers

(f(1), £(2),-- ).

An indicator function 14 for A C N is the sequence z; with x; = 1 if i € A and 0 if not.

For example if A = {1,3,4} then
14 =(1,0,1,1,0,0,...).
For any A

[t =) = 3" 140

So for a simple function f = )""¢;1 A; we have

/f = > Gu(A) =Y ¢ > 1a,(n)

n=1

m

=y (Z cj1Aj<n)> => fn).

j=1

The same is true for other non-negative f. (Exercise)
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For a function which takes negative values we only call it integrable if [ |f| < oo and thus

if
> 1f(n)] < oo

So only the absolutely convergent series are integrable. The Lebesgue integral is an
absolute integral. The function x — sinz/z is improperly Riemann integrable

®sinx T
de = —
0 x 2

but it is not Lebesgue integrable.

Agreement with the Riemann integral

It is possible to show that every Riemann integrable function is Lebesgue measurable.
However it is not true that Riemann integrable functions are necessarily Borel measurable.
The advantage of the Lebesgue integral is not really that it integrates more functions
although it has to do so in order for the convergence theorems to make sense.

The main advantages are the convergence theorems and the fact that we can consider all
sorts of measure spaces for which Riemann integration makes no sense. This is especially
true in probability theory.

What matters relative to the Riemann integral is that if a measurable function is Riemann
integrable then the integrals are the same which means that the Fundamental Theorem
of Calculus holds equally well for continuous integrands. This is easy to see. If f is
Riemann integrable then for each € > 0 we can choose a partition for which the lower and
upper sums differ by less than € from the integral. These sums are the Lebesgue integrals
of simple functions based on the intervals of the partition, lying above and below the
function. (It doesn’t matter what you do at the end-points of the subintervals.) So the
Lebesgue integral is sandwiched between the upper and lower sums. So it within € of the
Riemann integral.

This discussion draws attention to the fact that the Riemann integral does not involve
approximating functions: we approximate the integral directly without actually approxi-
mating the function. In the Lebesgue theory we really approximate the function.

47



The second form of the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus can be proved in greater
generality with the Lebesgue integral. If F' is differentiable everywhere then its derivative
is automatically Borel measurable (HW) but it might not be Lebesgue integrable. If the
derivative is Lebesgue integrable then its integral is F'. As the Devil’s staircase shows,
you can’t really relax the hypothesis that the derivative exists everywhere.

The first form of the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus has a subtle and important
extension to the Lebesgue Theory.

Theorem (Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem). If f : [0,1] — R is integrable then
the function

F:xw— /Oxf(t)d)\(t)

is differentiable almost everywhere and F' = f almost everywhere.

An example of convergence

Example.

< =1
dr =S =
The function x/(e” — 1) is non-negative for z > 0. It is not defined at 0 but this doesn’t

matter: set it to be whatever you like. Actually the function approaches 1 as z — 0 so it
would be most natural to choose this value.
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For each z > 0
1 S —kx

and hence

T (o.9]

— —(k+1)z
et —1 Z re ’
0

The partial sums
Z xe—(k—l—l)a:
1
increase to z/(e* — 1) on (0,00) so

o) T m [e)
/O Sy / pe~ 0 g

Note that the convergence is not uniform because the partial sums are continuous but at

0 the sum converges to 0 which is not the limit of z/(e” — 1) at 0.

It is quite easy to see that the convergence is “dominated”.

The convergence is not uniform but it is “dominated” because x/(e* — 1) is (pretty obvi-
ously) integrable.

Exercise Show that =2— < e~ /2 if 2 > 0.

efl}_l _—
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Returning to the example, for each k the function ze~*+1% is the monotone limit of the
cut off functions
x> we” BT 4 (2).

By the FTC
/N e gy — L ey L gy L
0o SN CES (h+12° (k+1)2
_ b
(k+1)2

as N — 00. So

/ xe—(k—l—l)m dr
0

exists and equals 1/(k + 1)%

Therefore -

< 1 1
= lim — = —.
/0 er —1 m%ooZO: (k+1)2 - n?

The Dominated Convergence Theorem

We now come to the original goal: Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem (DOM).
The first step is Fatou’s Lemma (FAT).

Theorem (Fatou). Let (2, F,u) be a measure space and f, : Q@ — R be a sequence of
non-negative measurable functions. Then

/(lim inf f,,) dp < lim inf/fn dpu.

Reminder If (z,) is a sequence of reals then the bottoms of tails are b,, = inf, >, Z,.
These increase and we set
liminf x,, = lim b,,.
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Proof. For each m set g, = inf,,>,, f, which is measurable. The g,, increase to liminf f,

/ (lim inf f,) = lim / .

For each m we have g,, < f,, and so [ g, < [ f,,,. Hence

/(liminf fn) = lim/gm = liminf/gm < liminf/fm.

so by Monotone Convergence

Example. Suppose f,, = 1, ,11) on R. Then for each n we have [ f, =1 but liminf f, =
lim f,, = 0 at every point.

So we need < in Fatou not =. Note that these functions are not dominated by an integrable
function because [ 1) = co. However Fatou is half way to Dominated Convergence.

Theorem (Dominated convergence). Let f, : [0,1] — R be a sequence of integrable
functions which converge at each point and set

f(z) = lim f,(z)

n—o0

for each x. Suppose that there is an integrable function g with |f,(x)| < g(z) for all n

and x.
[ ]r

Proof. For each n we have f, + g = f, — (—g) > 0. By FAT

/liminf(fnJrg) gliminf/(fnJrg) = lim inf (/fn+/g) .
/liminf(fn—i-g) Sliminf/(fn—l—g) = liminf (/fn—l—/g)

But lim f,, = f so the left side is [(f +g) = [ f + [ g. Therefore

/f+/g§liminf(/fn+/g>:liminf/fn+/g.
5

1

Then f is integrable and



Consequently

/fgliminf/fn.

On the other hand applying Fatou to the sequence g — f,, we get

[ = tmsup [ £,
/fgmm/hgmmw/ﬁé/f

and this means that lim [ f,, exists and is equal to [ f. O

So together we get

The next section contains a striking application.

Differentiation under the integral

In this section we prove something very useful that becomes surprisingly easy with Dom-
inated Convergence.

Example. For u € (0,00) we have

1
/ udr =
0

For u # 1 we can compute the derivative by the machine. What about when v =17

g; if u # 1

1 ifu=1.

You could use I’'Hopital. But we expect

d 1

du Jo

1
ur dx = / xu® dx
0

because the integral is a kind of sum and the derivative of the sum is the sum of the
derivatives. If u =1 we get fol xdr=1/2.

Just as we had to be careful when differentiating power series because we were interchang-
ing the order of limits so we need an argument when differentiating integrals.

Recall from the first year:
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Theorem (Continuous and sequential limits). If f : I\{c} — R is defined on the
interval I except at ¢ € I then

lim f(z) = L
if and only if for every sequence (x,) in I\{c} with x, — ¢ we have

f(z,) — L.

So for a fixed function we can compute its limit by looking at countable sequences which
is what measure theory deals with.

Theorem (Differentiation under the integral). Suppose (Q, F, p) is a measure space
and I C R is an open interval. Let f : I x 0 — R be a function with the property that
f(t,w) is differentiable wrt t for all w and integrable wrt w for every t. Suppose that there
1s an integrable function g on € so that

of (t,w)
)

for allt € I. Then the function w % 1s integrable, the function

F:tH/ﬂf(t,w)du(w)

1s differentiable and

g / £(t,w) dpu(w) = / WD ),

Proof. We know that

of(t,w) lim flt+1/n,w)— f(t,w)
ot " nooo l/n

so it is a limit of measurable functions. Since it is dominated by g it is integrable.
We want to prove that if §,, is any sequence converging to zero then

F(t+6,) — F(1) Of(t,w)
5 %/Q ot

du(w).

The expression on the left is

/Qf(t—kén,c;i—f(t,w) dp(w).
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We know that
f(t + 6n7 (U) — f(ta w) 8f(t7 w)
%
On ot
for each w by the differentiability of f so we just need to check that the convergence is
dominated. But by the MVT

f(t+5naw) B f(tvw) _ af(u,w)
On N ou

s

for some s between t and t + 9,, and the latter is at most g(w). O

Example (doi.org/10.1112/mtk.12172). The function

12 ls
r—>/ /—1—2y dy

"~ cosh®my Y
s an entire function.

Sketch We want to show that we can differentiate with respect to s. The derivative of
the integrand is )
—log(1/2 + iy)—(l/z +;y> .

cosh® my
The factors log(1/2 + iy) and (1/2 + iy)'~* grow at most as fast as a power of y. So the
derivative is dominated by an integrable function.
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Chapter 5. Product measures and Fubini’s Theorem

Rectangles

We constructed Lebesgue measure A on the line. What about the plane or more generally
R"? In this chapter we shall build a product measure ; ® v from two measure spaces
(€, F, p) and (®,G,v).

Our underlying space will be the Cartesian product
Ax P ={(z,y) :xz€Qyed}

We have to find the appropriate o-algebra of subsets of 2 x ® and then put the right
measure on it.

If F C Fand G C G we can form the Cartesian product F' x G in 2 x & and we know its
measure is supposed to be the product u(F)v(G). We call the set F' x G a rectangle set.
Our o-algebra should contain at least these sets and hence the o-algebra they generate:
o(rectangles). For most purposes this o-algebra is sufficient and our aim is to extend the
measure ;4 @ v from the rectangles to the generated o-algebra.

T

\Ivl/

This o-algebra will include the sort of sets you want.

Let’s check that it is really enough in the important case. Suppose we look at R x R
and the Borel rectangles: A x B for A, B € B. Does the generated o-algebra contain all
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the Borel subsets of the plane? It suffices to show that every open set in the plane is a
countable union of open rectangles. Suppose U C R? is open. For each point of U we can
find a small open rectangle (a,b) x (c,d) containing that point, inside U, and for which
a,b,c,d € Q. The union of all these rectangles is U and there are only countably many
because the rationals are countable.

We can easily extend the measure to the family of finite disjoint unions of rectangles just
by adding. It is not too hard to check that this family is an algebra.

Lemma (Finite unions of rectangles). Suppose (0, F,u) and (®,G,v) are measure
spaces. The family of finite disjoint unions of rectangles F' x G for FF € F and G € G
forms an algebra on Q x .

Proof. The empty set and ) x ® are rectangle sets. If Ry, Ry, ..., R, is any collection of
rectangles (not necessarily disjoint) then there is a finite disjoint family Sy, Sy, ..., S, of
rectangles so that each R; is a union of some of the 5j.

If we are given a finite disjoint union of rectangles A = [JW, then we can find a finite
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number of disjoint rectangles that decompose all the W; and ©Q x ®. Then (2 x ®)\A
is a union of all these rectangles with some omitted. So it is a finite disjoint union of
rectangles. Similarly a finite union of finite unions of rectangles can be decomposed into
a finite disjoint union. O

We shall see that if you start with a measure on an algebra then you can extend it to the
generated o-algebra. But we need the original to be a measure in the fullest possible sense.
It is possible that we have a rectangle equal to a countable disjoint union of rectangles.
If the measures didn’t add up then we would have no hope of extending.

We want the measure to be countably additive even though we don’t know that countable
unions stay in the algebra. So we insist on countable additivity when they do.

Definition (Measure on an algebra). Let A be an algebra on a set Q. A function
w:A— RU{oo} is called a measure if

o u(A) >0 forallAc A
e (@) =0

o If Ay, Ay As, ... € A are disjoint and | J A; € A then

H (U A,-) = ZM(Ai)~
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Caratheodory’s extension theorem

Theorem (Caratheodory’s extension theorem). Suppose 1 is a measure on an alge-
bra A of subsets of Q). Then p can be extended to a measure on o(A). Under appropriate
conditions the extension is unique.

Remark The conditions will be described later when we look at the uniqueness.

We start with a small lemma.

Lemma (Sub-additivity on algebras). If u is a measure on an algebra A and we have
Ay, Ag,Ag...e A, Ae A and A C|JA; then

u(A) < 37 (4.

Proof. We disjointify: set B, = An\( 71‘_1 Ai) for each n. The B, belong to A, their
union is | J A; and they are disjoint. We have A C | J B; but we don’t know that the
union is in A. But, AN B, € A for each n and A =J(AN B,). So

n(A) = ZM(A NB,) < ZM(BN) < ZM(AN)

For the proof of the Extension Theorem we use the Restriction Theorem. We build an
outer measure u* on the subsets of 2 using the measure ;. on A. We check that the sets
in A are p*-measurable. We check that if A is in the algebra then p*(A) = p(A). This
parallels what we did when constructing Lebesgue measure: see later.

Proof. (Of Caratheodory’s extension)
The outer measure For any set £ C () set

pH(E) = mf{i p(A): EC| A and A; € A}

Clearly p*(0) = 0 since ) € A. If E C F then any covering of F is a covering of E so u*
is monotone.
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Suppose E C |J E;. Given € > 0, for each ¢, choose a family (A;;) of sets in A so that
El' C Uj Aij and

ZM(Aij) < i (E) +e/2"

Since B C |J,; Aij we have

as required.

Measurability Suppose A € A and T' C 2. We want that
pH(T) = p (T A) + p*(T\A).
Given € > 0 choose A; in A with T' C |J A; and
ST u(A) < (1) + =,
Then TNACJANA), T\A C U(A;\A) and for each i
p(Ai) = p(A; N A) + p(A:\A)
because p is additive on A. Therefore

pT) > Y (A —e =30 plAinA) + 3 p(ANA) -

> pw(TNA)+ p(T\A) —e.
Since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary we get

p (T) 2 (TN A) + p(T\A).

p*(A) = u(A) if A € A. This is where we really use the fact that i is a measure.
Plainly p*(A) < p(A) since A covers itself. If A C (JA; then by the lemma p(A) <
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> u(A;). So the infimum in the definition of p*(A) does not record anything less than
w(A). m|

To finish the construction we need to check that the product measure on the algebra
really is a measure: that it is countably additive. The key step will be to show that if
a rectangle is decomposed as a countable disjoint union of rectangles then the measures
add up.

Theorem (The product measure is a measure on the algebra). Suppose (Q, F, i)
and (®,G,v) are measure spaces. The product measure p @ v is a measure on the algebra
of finite disjoint unions of rectangles.

Proof. To begin with suppose that
ExF=|JE xF
1

is a rectangle written as a countable disjoint union of rectangles. For each i define a
function f; : Q@ — R by

fi(z) = v(E)1p,(z)
and similarly f(z) = v(F)1g(z).

R;
fi(z) tells us which R; sit above Rs
x and how much they con-
tribute to the slice above .
R;
fz(z) =0.
R v(F2)

Observe that for each ¢ the integral is
/in = v(F)p(E;)
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and similarly

Af—WﬂME)

Jii=2 )

Now for each x there are some FE; that contain x and since the rectangles together cover
E x F we have
F=J F

P:x€EFE;

So our aim is to show that

Therefore for each z € £

fa)=v(F)= ) v(F)= Zfi(w)'

Jir =%

Now suppose that we have an element of the algebra, a finite disjoint union of rectan-

By MON we have

as required.

gles | J R; equal to a countable disjoint union of finite disjoint unions of rectangles

oo Nk

JU s

k=1j=1

We can rewrite the latter as a countable disjoint union of rectangles
s,

with a single indexing sequence and

d nev (U Skj) =Y n@v(Sy) =Y nev(s,)
k j=1 kj m
So we have

Uz =Us.,

and we want to check that

D n@v(R) =) pev(s,).
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S1 ' Rg

Now for each i and m, the set R; NS, is a rectangle and these are all disjoint. So by the
first part of the argument

STueus,) = ZZu@u(S;@ﬂR»

- Zzu@@y(s;nm&):zu@u(&)-

We have now constructed the product measure p® v on a product space €2 x . This will
give us Lebesgue measure on (a bit more than) the Borel subsets of the plane R x R. We
can repeat the process and get Lebesgue measure on RY. This is a measure on the Borel
sets which assigns measure

(b1 —ay)(be — ag) ... (bg — aq)

to each cuboid
(al,bl) X (ag,bg) X+ X (ad,bd).

Another way to do it is as follows.

Digression: a second construction of Lebesgue measure

Consider the family of finite disjoint unions of half-open intervals [a,b), [a, c0), (—00,b)
and (—o00,00). As mentioned in the first chapter this is an algebra. We define Lebesgue
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measure on this algebra in the obvious way as the sum of the lengths. We then extend to
the Borel o-algebra using the restriction and extension theorems.

4

On the face of it this looks easier than what we did because “we don’t need the crucial

lemma”. The catch is that we need to check that the “sum of the lengths” is a measure
on the algebra. So we need to show that if

[av b) = U[ai’ bZ)

disjointly then

b—a:Z(bi—ai).

This looks intuitively obvious: but it is essentially the crucial lemma.

However one advantage of this over our construction is that this works equally well for
R?. We use the algebra of disjoint unions of half-open blocks

[alabl) X [Clg,bg) X oo X [a/d7bd)

with A(block) equal to the product of the lengths of its sides. For this measure, whichever
way we create it, there is something we would like to check. Suppose M is a d X d matrix
and we consider its action on a set A C R% We want that A\(M(A)) = | det M|.\(A).

It is easy to see that if M is a diagonal matrix we scale the sides of each box and so
we multiply the measure by the product of the diagonal entries. We can write M as a
product UDV where D is diagonal and U and V' are orthogonal. So we need to check
that an orthogonal matrix doesn’t change the volume. This will be HW.

Uniqueness

Definition. A measure space (2, F, ) (or the measure p) is called o-finite if there are
sets Ay, Ao, ... € F of finite measure with

Q:U&.

For example, Lebesgue measure on the line is o-finite because R is the union of the finite
intervals [n,n+1) for n € Z. It turns out that the extension of a measure from an algebra
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to a o-algebra is unique if the measure is o-finite. This can be proved using something
called the Monotone Class Theorem or, as we shall see, Dynkin’s m — d Lemma.

These two principles are proved using spooky magic. Hold tight!

Definition. A family of subsets P of a set Q) is called a m-system if whenever A and B
are in P, sois AN B.

Note that any algebra is a m-system.

Definition. A family of subsets D of a set 2 is called a d-system if
e 0).QeD
o I[fA,BeD and B C A then A\B € D

o [fA; C Ay C -+ are in D then so is their union |J A;

Note that if a family is both a m-system and a d-system then it is a g-algebra: since
the system is closed under finite intersections and complements, it is closed under finite
unions. Therefore an arbitrary countable union can be turned into an increasing union.

Note also that if we are given two measures on {2 with the same finite total mass, then
the family of sets on which they agree is automatically a d-system. Exercise.

So if they agree on a family P then they automatically agree on the d-system generated
by P. The magical lemma will state that if P is a m-system then its generated d-system
will be the same as its generated o-algebra. In other words, if you start with a system
closed under intersections and generate the d-system, then even though the sets of the
d-system have almost nothing to do with those of the original 7w-system, the intersection
property somehow passes to the much larger system.

Theorem (Dynkin’s 7 — d Lemma). Suppose P is a w-system of subsets of Q. Then
the d-dystem generated by P is also the o-algebra generated by P.

We have repeatedly seen that if you want to check some property of a set system you
don’t try to write down typical sets and check that they have the property: you look at
the things that have the property and check that they form a ?7-system. Here we have to

do it twice.
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Proof. Clearly a o-algebra is a d-system so ¢(P) includes the d-system generated by P.
What matters is the other direction.

It suffices to show that the d-system d(P) generated by P is closed under intersections
since as we saw, a d-system that is a w-system is a o-algebra. Consider the family

Y={E:ENF e€d(P) foral F € P}.

Note that ¥ D P because P is closed under intersections. I claim that X is a d-system
ensuring that ¥ D d(P). Clearly () and 2 are in X.
Suppose A, B € ¥ and F' € P. Then

(A\B)NF = (ANF)\(BNF) € d(P)

and so A\B € X. Suppose A; C Ay C --- are in ¥ and F' € P. Then

(UAZ) NF=|JAnF)

and the union is increasing so it belongs to d(P). Therefore | J A; € ¥. So we now know
that if £ € d(P) and F € P then ENF € d(P).
Now we consider

Y ={E:ENFedP)foral FedP)}.

We know by the first part that P C ¥'. Using the same argument as before we get that
d(P) C ¥'. But that tells us that d(P) is closed under finite intersections. O

We are now in a position to check the uniqueness of extensions.

Theorem (Caratheodory’s extension theorem II). Suppose u is a measure on an
algebra A of subsets of Q. Then u can be extended to a measure on o(A). If u is o-finite
then the extension is unique.

Proof. What remains is to prove uniqueness. We may assume that p is finite since we can
break the space up into countably many pieces on which this is true and then just add
up.

Suppose we have two measures p and v that agree on the algebra. The family on
which they agree is a d-system containing the algebra A which is a 7-system. So they
agree on the generated d-system which is o(A). O
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I mentioned that the uniqueness can be done using the 7 —d lemma or something called the
Monotone Class Theorem. The first is a bit simpler than the second. But the real value
of the first is that it can be used for proving independence of o-algebras in probability
theory: because independence tells you about intersections.

Remark If you were given two measures on a o-algebra it would be extremely hard to
check that the family where they agree is a g-algebra or even an algebra. Suppose we
have two sets A and B as shown with two measures, red and green, assigning the given
masses to A\B, B\A and AN B.

Then red and green agree on A and B but not on AU B (or AN B).

Fubini’s Theorem

In this section we are going to prove the Fubini Theorem for the Lebesgue integral. We
have a pair of measure spaces (€2, F, ) and (®,G, ) and the product measure p ® v on
the product space €2 x ®. We have an integrable function f : {2 x ® and we want to know
that we can compute the integral

f(z,y)dp@v
QAxP

by integrating in the separate variables:

/Q ( /¢ f <x,y)dv(y)) dp()
/cp (/ i, y>dﬂ<w>) av(y).
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In other words that we can make sense of these two repeated integrals, that they give the
same value and that this value is the integral with respect to the product measure. As
usual we need some conditions on f: a bit like the MON and DOM conditions. The two
versions of the theorem are often called Tonelli’s Theorem and Fubini’s Theorem.

Without such conditions Fubini does not hold. Suppose the two spaces are both N with
counting measure. Then consider the function whose values on N x N are as shown.

1 -1 0 0 ... 0
0 1 -1 0 0
o o0 1 -1 0 0
10 0

If you integrate first along the rows you get 0 in each. But if you integrate first down the
columns and then add the results you get 1.

In order to prove the theorem we are going to need that if we start with a product
measurable f then the sections

= f(z,y)

are measurable for each y (and similarly the other way around) and that the marginals

wﬁ/ﬂ%@@@)

are measurable as a function of y (and the other way around).

The proofs of these will go via the standard machine in the first case and the 7 —d lemma
in the second
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Lemma (Measurability of sections). If f: Q x & — R is measurable wrt o(F x G)
then for each fixed y the map

r = f(x,y)

1s F-measurable and similarly the other way around.

Proof. We use the “standard machine”: indicator, simple, general.

Indicator Suppose that f is the indicator of a rectangle 1g.. Then the section z —
lpxc(z,y) is either 1p(x) if y € Gor 0if y ¢ G.

Now we move on to the indicators of arbitrary sets A in o(F x G). As usual we can’t
write down such a set. So we ask whether the family of good sets is a o-algebra. Note
that for each y the function z — 14(x,y) is the indicator of

A, ={z: (z,y) € A}.

Let ‘H be the family of sets A for which A, is G-measurable for a fixed y (or for all y).
Clearly Q\A, = (2 x ®\A), so H is closed under complements. In a similar way it is
closed under countable unions. So H is a c-algebra that includes the rectangles so it
includes o(F x G).

Simple If f is simple we just add the sections for the indicators it is built from to get
the section of the function.

General For a general function f we express it as a limit of simple functions. Their
sections are measurable and converge to the sections of f. O

We now want to look at the measurability of marginals such as

W+Lﬂ%ww@-

This raises again the “infinite value” issue. Even if f is finite and integrable, it could be
that the marginal is infinite for some values of x. As long as this only happens on a set
of measure 0 we can end up with a finite integral over the product. By HW 6 Q 1, if it
happens on a set of positive measure then the integral is infinite.
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Lemma (Measurability of marginals). If (0, F, u) and (®,G,v) are o-finite measure
spaces, [ :Q x ® — R is measurable wrt o(F X G) and f > 0 then the map

o [ Sy nty)
@
15 F-measurable and similarly the other way around.

Proof. This time we need the spooky magic. Suppose first that y and v are finite
measures.

Indicator If A = F x (G is a rectangle then

[b 14(x, ) dv(y) = v(G)1p(x)

which is measurable. Now let H be the family of sets A C 2 x ® for which

xHLlA(ﬂs,y)dV(y)

is F-measurable. H includes the rectangles which form a m-system so once we show that
H is a d-system we are guaranteed that it includes all of o (€2 x ®).
The full space is in H because it is a rectangle. Suppose A, B € H and B C A. Then

/q)]-A\B(I7y) dV(y)Z/@lA(w,y) dV(y)—[blB(fw) dv(y)

and is measurable. (The integrability follows from the fact that both measures are finite.)
Now suppose that (A;) is an increasing sequence of sets in H and A is their union.
Then the sequence 14, increases to 14 and so by MON

/@ 1a,(z,y) dv(y) — /q) La(z,y) dv(y)

and the latter is a limit of measurable functions.

Simple If f is simple we just add the integrals for the indicators it is built from to get
the integral of the function.

General For a general non-negative function write it as an increasing limit of simple
functions and apply MON.
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Finally if 4 and v are o-finite we can write 2 = J{2; as a union of sets of finite measure
and similarly ®. For each ¢ the function

o [ g dviy)
@
is measurable on (); because it is the sum of the positive measurable functions
o [ Sy dviy)
@

We can extend each of these restricted functions to €2 by setting it to be 0 outside €2; and
the extensions are measurable. Now the function we want is the sum of all these and so
is measurable.

In other words

We now come to the first version of Fubini’s Theorem, Tonelli’s Theorem.

Theorem (Tonelli: Fubini for positive functions) If (QF,u) and (®,G,v) are
o-finite measure spaces, and f: Q2 x & — [0,00) is measurable wrt o(F x G) then

[ semor = [ (o)
= [ ([ st vt

Proof. By cutting up the space we may assume that the measures are finite. The repeated
integrals make sense by the two preceding theorems.

Indicator If f is the indicator of a rectangle F' x G then

lpxa(z,y) = 1p(2)1a(y)

so we can do the integrals.
/ lpxg(z,y)dp@v=p@v(F x G) = u(F)v(G).
QxP

70



| ([reenatant))auo) = [ 1060 ([ 16 duto

Now for A € o(F x G) let

o) = [ ([ 1aduto)) v

Let #H be the family of sets A € o(F x G) for which #(A) = p®v(A). As in the previous
theorem it suffices to prove that H is a d-system. For complements this is just linearity.

If (A;) is an increasing sequence of sets in H and A = (J A; then by applying the
continuity of measure to u ® v and MON to the integrals twice we get

6(A) = lizn 0(A,) = li}lnu Q@ v(An) = p® v(A).

Simple and general For simple functions we just use the additivity of the integral and
for general functions we approximate by simple functions and use MON again twice. O

By now you realise that we need o-finiteness whenever the argument uses the spooky
magic. The reason is pretty much always the same: we need to check measures of com-
plements and we can’t subtract infinities. In the case of the measurability of sections
we work only with sets: no measures or integrals. So we can make do with o-algebras
directly.

The full Fubini Theorem works for integrable functions.

Theorem (Fubini for integrable functions). If (0, F,u) and (®,G,v) are o-finite
measure spaces, and f : Q x & — R is integrable wrt o(p @ v) then its sections are
integrable a.e., its marginals are integrable and

fepdiey ~ [ ( / f<a:,y>du<y>) ()

_ L(/Qf(x,y)du(x)) dv(y).
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Proof. By the Theorem for positive functions we know that

/M‘f(x’y)’d“@?” - /Q(@f(x?y)!dwy)) dp(x)
= L(/Q|f(x,y)!du(a:)) dv(y)

and we are given that these quantities are finite.

/Q(L‘f(l’,yﬂdy(y)) dn(e) < oo

/@ () ldv(y) < oo

for almost all x and similarly the other way around.

Since

we know that

Now if we write f = f, — f_ as a difference of positive functions we have

/fxydu /f+mydy /fxydu

whenever the section is integrable. So the marginal is measurable because we know this
for the marginals of f, and f_.

Finally
/ fduev = frdp®@v — f-dp®v
Qx® Qx® Qx®

() L)
o \Jao o \Jae

e
o \Jao

and similarly the other way around. O

The use of Fubini Suppose that f : 0 x & — R is measurable on a o-finite product

space and
(1t nlan) avw <o

Then by Fubini for positive functions

Jistawer= [ ( [1ra i) aw.



So f is integrable and we can apply Fubini for integrable functions to interchange the
order of integration. In particular

/ ()| du(y)

is finite for almost every .

A classic example
N sint

lim Gl P

We remarked that the integral on [0,00) does not exist in the Lebesgue sense. We can
compute the limit using our machinery.

1 (o]
- —/ et dz.
t 0
N S N .
t
/ / |sintle ™™ dx | dt = / |sin |dt
0 0 0 t

N
< / ldt =N < 0.
0

Recall from HW that for ¢ > 0

For each fixed N

So by Fubini for integrable functions we can interchange the order of integration:

N - N o)
/ Sl—ntdt = / sint/ et dy dt
0 13 0 0
e N
= / (/ e sintdt> dx
0 0

The inner integral is a standard integration by parts trick.

/Ne_xtsintdt: 1—€_N1(COSN—:L’SH1N)‘
0 1+QZ’2

1

If z > 0 then as N — oo this converges to .
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You can check by DOM that ¢t — e *sint is integrable over [0, 00) and that

° 1
/ e "sintdt = ——,
0 14 22

but we don’t need that here.

We want to confirm the remaining (red) step:

N _: 0o N
lim s1_nt dt = lim ( / e *tsint dt) dx
0 0

N—oo 0 N—oo

, * 1 —eN%(cos N — wsin N)
= lim x
N—oo Jq 1+ 22

dx

N—oo 1+ 22
< 1
_ / ST
0 1+I2

since the latter is 7/2 by using tan~! and MON.

/°° . 1—e™(cosN —zsinN)
= lim
0

We want to use DOM to prove

*1—eN%(cos N — xsin N)

I
Nl—r>noo 0 14+ 22 dr
:/°O lim 1 — e N%(cos N — xsin N) .
0 N—oo 1+ 22

Now |cos N| < 1, |sin N| < 1and forz > 0 we have 0 < eV < 1and 0 < ze ¥ < 1/N.
So the convergence is dominated by the integrable function

1+1+1
1+ 22

Remark In principle our theory only works for limits along countable sequences. In this
case we could just observe that we can compute what we want by restricting to integer
values of N. But as remarked when we differentiated under the integral, our theory tells
us that the limit along reals exists because we get the same limit along every sequence of
reals approaching co.
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Chapter 6. L,

The definition

In the norms, metrics and topologies course you met the ¢, spaces. For each p with
1 <p < o0, ¢, is the space of sequences (z,) of real (or complex) numbers for which

Z |z, P < o0
1
equipped with the norm

s 1/p
(@) Ml = (ZI%I”) :

1

The fact that this is a norm follows from Minkowski’s Inequality.

If p = oo then the norm is simply
() |0 = sup [
Exercise Note that if the sequence is finite then
o = lim [zl

In the case of infinite sequences this need not be true: the sequence might be bounded
but with infinite £, norm for all p < oo:

(1,1,1,...).

We are going to describe a generalisation of these spaces. Given a measure space (€2, F, i)
we consider measurable functions f : 2 — R for which

JAlEES

The map x — |z|P is continuous on R and hence measurable, so |f|P is measurable. (See
the algebra of measurable functions in Chapter 3.) If Q = N and the measure is counting
measure on all the subsets of N then we get ¢,. For a general measure space we have to
be a bit careful.
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If f and g differ but only on a set of measure 0 then

/Q|f—g|”=0-

This means that ||f — g|| = 0 and according to the rules for a norm we need f = g.
For this reason we consider not functions themselves, but equivalence classes of functions.
Two functions are equivalent if they agree a.e.

It is not difficult to check that the space of equivalence classes is a vector space with
the inherited operations. You just need to check that the operations are well-defined: if
fi ~ foand gy ~ go and A € R then f; + g1 ~ fo+ g2 and Af; ~ Afa. We tend to
abuse notation by writing f for the equivalence class of f. If f and g agree a.e. then for
1 <p<oowe get

1F1l> = llgllp-

It is easy to check that the space is closed under scalar multiplication and that

IAfllo = AL -

As in the case of ¢, the tricky thing is to check the triangle inequality. (See later.)

For p = oo we have to be doubly careful. If f: [0, 1] — R is defined by

0 ifz>0

flz) =
1 ifx=0

then sup | f(x)| = 1 but f is equivalent to the function that is 0 everywhere. Consequently
we define the norm slightly differently.

Let f: Q — R be measurable. For each a € R we ask whether there is a set of positive
measure on which f > a. If so then the essential supremum of f will be at least a. If
(f > a) has measure 0 then the esssup of f is at most a.

Formally
esssup f = inf{a: pu(f > a) =0}

or esssup f = oo if the set is empty. If b < esssup f then pu(f > b) > 0. If b > esssup f
then u(f > b) = 0.
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In this example sup f = 2 but esssup f = 1.

2.0 ° ° ° ° ° . ° °

1.5¢

Note that the function could be unbounded but with finite essential supremum.

We now define the Lo, norm for a measure space (2, F,pu). If f:Q — R is measurable
then

[flloo = esssup|[f].

Note that if esssup |f| = S then we can find a function g with sup |g| = S and f = g a.e.
Conversely, if f = g a.e. then

[1flloe = llglloo-

The inequalities

There are a couple of important inequalities related to L, spaces. We already mentioned
Minkowski’s Inequality which amounts to the triangle inequality in L,. The other is
Holder’s inequality. The indices p > 1 and ¢ > 1 are called conjugate if

1 1

St =1
P q
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The pair 1 and oo are also called conjugate.

Theorem (Hé6lder’s Inequality II). Let (Q, F, 1) be a measure space and p and q be
conjugate indices. Suppose f € L,(u) and g € L,(j). Then f.g is integrable and

/mwswwwq
Q

If p = g = 2 this is the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

/Qfgdué (/szdu)l/z (/ngdu)m.

Note the homogeneity. If you double f then you double both sides of the inequality.

Suppose someone claimed that

[r=([7)([#)

Choose a pair of functions with say [ f? = [¢* =1 and [ fg = 1/2. No contradiction.
Now replace f by f/100. Then [ fg becomes 1/200 but [ f? becomes 1/10,000 and the
inequality is false. So the inequality is unlikely to be correct. The need for homogeneity
corresponds to dimension analysis in applied maths: you can’t have length on one side
and area on the other.
To prove Holder we use the concavity of the logarithm. If u,v > 0 and X € [0, 1] then

(1 =X)logu+ Alogv <log((1 — N)u+ Av).

HW

Taking exponentials (using the fact that the exponential is increasing) we get

u Mt < (1= Nu+ M.
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Theorem (Ho6lder’s Inequality I). If u and v are non-negative measurable functions
on (2, F,u) and X € (0,1) then

/Qul_’\v’\dpg (/Qud,u)l/\ (/deﬂy.

Proof. If [u = 0 then u = 0 a.e. so both sides are 0. Similarly v. If [u = oo then
the inequality is automatically true. So we may assume that [u and [v are positive
numbers. The inequality doesn’t change if we scale u or v by a positive number. So we
may assume that [u = [v =1 and we want to prove that

/ ul Ao dp < 1.
0

By the convexity statement

/ u N dp < /[(1 — ANu+ \v]dp
Q Q

= (1—/\)/udu—|—/\/vd,u:1.
Q Q

O

Note that the intermediate inequality is not homogeneous. By restricting to functions
with integral 1 we dehomogenise and can then use the linearity of the integral.

Theorem (Holder’s Inequality II). Let (2, F, pn) be a measure space and p and q be
conjugate indices. Suppose f € L,(p) and g € L,(pv). Then f.g is integrable and

/mwswwwq
Q

Proof. If p € (1,00) set u = |f|?, v =|g|? and 1 — XA = 1/p so that A = 1/q. Then

[gfmziéul%As([;um)kk(évmokzufmumu

If p=1and ¢ = oo then set M = esssup|g| = ||¢||- Then

1ﬁm5MAm=wmww
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In the N, M and T course you saw a couple of ways to prove Minkowski’s Inequality. One
approach is to use Holder. We know that [ f.g < ||fllp-llglly- If 1 < p < oo, then for a
given f I claim that there is equality if

g(x) = |f()I"'sign(x)

for each = € ).

To see it for p > 1 observe that
fg=1fP
and
91" = AP = | £

I£1-1all = ( If!”du)l/p ([ 1spa) " Lir=[ 1o

We also have

Therefore

lgllg = 1L715-

In the case p =1 we have g(z) = sign(x) so clearly ||g||oc = 1 and
| ta=[1r1=110
0 Q

So, for each f and for 1 < p < co we can find a function g for which there is equality in
Holder and g, # 0 if || ], # 0.

Lemma (Holder’s Inequality III). If f is a measurable function on (2, F,pn) and p
and q are conjugate then

1flp = sup / f.

lgllq=1

We can realise the L, norm as an integral against an appropriate unit function in L,.
7 g & q

Proof. 1f 1 < p < oo then firstly
/ .9 < 1 1-lglls = 11
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whenever ||g||, = 1 by Holder.
In the other direction we may assume that || f||, # 0 and choose a function g with
lgll, > 0 as above for which

/fy=HNpMM-

This inequality remains unchanged if we rescale g by a positive number. So we can assume
that [|g[l, = 1.
The case p=oc0 and ¢ =1 is HW. O

For p = ¢ = 2 the function ¢ is a multiple of

()P~ sign(z) = f(x).
Compare with HW 3 Q 5

Theorem (Minkowski’s Inequality). Let (Q, F, 1) be a measure space and p € [1,00].
Suppose f and h belong to L,(p). Then f+ h € L,(i) and

1+ Ally < 1Al + 11721l

Proof. For p = oo (and p = 1) this is obvious. If 1 < p < oo then at each point of {2 the
convexity of the function x — |z|P shows that

JAR P+ I
2 - 2

so || f + hl|, < oo.
Now take ¢ to be the index conjugate to p and choose g with ||g||, = 1 and || f + A, =
J(f+h)g. Then

£+ 0= [+mg= [ 29+ [ g <flloll+ Tallall = 17+ 1ol

By writing ||f + h|| as a linear expression in f + h we can again use the linearity of the
integral. O

We don’t really need the first part. We could apply Holder to simple functions (which are
automatically in L,) and then take limits to get the general case. Minkowski’s inequality
shows that L,(u) is a vector space, it is closed under addition, and that ||.||, is a norm on
the space.
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Definition (L,). Given a measure space (2, F, ) and p € [1,00] we define L,(p) to be
the vector space of equivalence classes of measurable functions f for which ||f||, < oo,
equipped with this norm, where

1] (o £ du)"" i1 <p< o0
fllp =
esssup | f| if p= oc.

Completeness

There is one further fact that we need, whose importance becomes clear if you do the
Functional Analysis I (or II) course: completeness. Suppose (f,) is a sequence in L, with

sup ||fm - fn”p - 0

m,n>N

as N — oo. We want to show that (f,,) converges in L,. As usual, if we can find a
convergent subsequence then the Cauchy property will force the full sequence to converge
to the same limit.

Choose n; < ny < --- so that if m > n;, then

||fm - fnk”p < Q_k'

Now we have a subsequence (fy,) such that || fn, ., — fu.ll, < 27% which implies by the
triangle inequality in L,

Z |fnk+1 - fnk|
1

So the sum » 7" |fy,., — fn.| is finite a.e. That in turn means that the sequence (f,,) is
Cauchy a.e. Let f be its limit. We have that f,, — f a.e. and we want

(o]
< s = fullp < 1.
p 1

[ = fllp = 0.

Now for 1 < p < oo by Fatou
/’fnk_f‘p:/’fnk_ lim fnm|pShminf/lfnk_fnm’p§2pk'
m—00 m
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So for each k
[ frn — fllp < 27F.

For p = o0
|fnk _f| |fnk hm f'flm| _11m|fnk fnm| S 2_k
a.e. O

Naturally certain choices of measure space are more important than others: N, R, [0, 1],
(0,00), R% and the circle T. We already mentioned that if = N we get the ¢, spaces.
Recall from last year that if p < ¢ then ¢, C {, and in fact

H(In)Hq < ||(xn)Hp

This depends upon the fact that every non-empty set has measure at least 1.

If Q =1[0,1] (or u(2) = 1) then the inclusions and inequalities go the opposite way. For
example by Cauchy-Schwarz

[ = /01|f|-1§(/01|f|2>1/2(/0112)1/2=</01|f|2)1/2-

The general case is HW.

We can define complex normed spaces using complex scalars instead of real ones and the

/fdu:/ﬂ?fdqui/%fdu.

The space Lo(T) with complex scalars is especially notable. It makes sense to scale the

integral by

measure and so if f: T — C we set

L[,
P =5 [ 1) @,

The functions e — € form an orthogonal sequence of unit functions.

We can express each function in the space as a sum

Z f m@

83



its Fourier series. The sum converges to f in the normed space Ly(T).

In fact the Fourier series of a function in L, converges in L, for 1 < p < oo but this is
harder to prove. It need not converge in Ly or L., even if f is continuous. A deep theorem
of Carleson guarantees that if f € Lo then its Fourier series converges a.e.
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Chapter 7. Approximation of measurable functions

In this chapter we shall prove some theorems suggesting that measurable functions are not
too much worse than continuous functions. But this isn’t really saying what it appears to.
It isn’t really that measurable functions are nicer than you think: it’s that approximation
is a looser relationship than you think.

We know that if f is a non-negative measurable function on (2, F, 1) then we can find
simple functions f, 1 f and in this case [ f, — [ f. If [ f < oo then

Ji=sl=[t=t2=[1- [0

So we can approximate f in the space L; by simple functions. By splitting into positive
and negative parts we see that the same is true for arbitrary functions in L;.

We can do the same in L,(u) for each p < oo because if 0 < f,, < f
(f=f)P < fP =13
HW.

It is also easy to check that we can approximate functions in L., by simple functions.

Now suppose that = [0, 1] and we are working with Lebesgue measure. Can we approx-
imate by continuous functions in L,([0,1])? Certainly not if p = co. If f has a jump
then any continuous function must differ from f by a large amount on a set of positive
measure. L., is a huge space. The space of continuous functions is much smaller.

However for other L, the continuous functions are dense: you can approximate a function
in L, by continuous ones. It suffices to approximate the indicator of a measurable set:
E C [0,1]. Given € > 0 choose a closed set K and an open set U with

KcFECU
and A\(U\K) < e.

if C is a closed set then set

d(z,C) =inf{|x —y| : y € C}.
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In HW 2 Q 5 you are asked to show that the function x — d(x,C) is continuous and if
x ¢ C then d(z,C) is strictly positive.

Now choose
d(x,U°)

) = R + dw. 0
If # € U° then ¢(x) = 0 while if x € K we have ¢(x) = 1. Thus, ¢ is equal to 1 on K and
vanishes outside U. So ¢(x) agrees with (equals) 15 except on a small set.

That ensures that their difference has small L, norm.

This construction can be souped up to something that looks rather surprising:

Theorem (Lusin+Tietze). Suppose f:[0,1] — R is measurable. Then for each € > 0
there is a continuous g : [0,1] — R which agrees with f except on a set of measure at
most €.

Proof. We can assume that f is non-negative. If f is unbounded then the sets
Ey={x€[0,1]: f(z) > k}

form a decreasing sequence with empty intersection so their measures — 0. So by dis-
carding a set of measure < £/2 we may assume that f is bounded. Now approximate by
fn as before

folz) =m27" ifm2™ < f(x) < (m+1)27".
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Note that the functions fi, fo — fi, f3 — f2 and so on are simple functions and that if
n>1we have 0 < fh,o1 — fn < 27" L. So the sum

f - fl +Z(fn+1 - fn)

converges uniformly.

For each n choose a continuous function ¢, which agrees with f,,; — f, on a set of
measure at least 1 — /2" and ¢y agreeing with f; except on a set of measure /2. We
may assume that for n > 0 we have 0 < ¢, < 27! by considering min(c,, fui1 — fn)-
Therefore the sum

Co + Z Cp

also converges uniformly and is continuous. It agrees with f except on a set of measure
at most

e/2+¢e/d+¢e/8+...=¢.

Classically the Theorems of Lusin and Tietze are the following.

Theorem (Lusin). Suppose f : [0,1] — R is measurable. Then for each € > 0 there is a
set F' C [0,1] with A\(F') > 1 — ¢ such that f|r is continuous (with respect the topology on

Theorem (Tietze). Suppose X is a compact Hausdorff space, Y C X and f:Y — R is
continuous. Then there is a continuous function g : X — R so that gly = f.

On a compact metric space this is easier to prove than in general: we can soup up the
d(xz,C) argument that we used for indicators. By combining the two we get the previous
theorem.
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Chapter 8. The Radon-Nikodym Theorem

Signed measures

Suppose f is an integrable function on (€2, F, x). Then the map

An—>/Afd,u=/Qf1AdM

defines a finite set-function which is countably additive but not necessarily non-negative.
Exercise using DOM

Such a function is called a signed measure. It makes sense to ask whether we can go
the other way. Are all signed measures given by integrals?

It is easy to see that this is not the case even for measures. Suppose v is the § measure

on R:
1 ifoeAd

v(A) =

0 otherwise.

Then v is not given by the integral of any function with respect to Lebesgue measure
because v({0}) = 1 but

fdx=0.
{0}

Definition (Signed measures). Let F be a o-algebra on a set Q. A functionv : F - R
15 called a finite signed measure if

e v(0)=0
o [f Ay, As, As, ... € F are disjoint then

v (U Ai> = Z v(A;).

I will not deal with the case in which v can take the value oo or —oo. What property will
guarantee that a signed measure is an integral?

Definition (Absolutely continuous measures). Let (£, F, 1) be a measure space. A
finite signed measure v : F — R is said to be absolutely continuous wrt p if whenever
w(A) =0 we also have v(A) = 0.
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Notice that an integral

A!—)/Afd,u

is necessarily absolutely continuous wrt pu. Our aim will be to prove the converse:

Theorem (Radon-Nikodym). Let (0, F, i) be a o-finite measure space and v a finite
signed measure on F which is absolutely continuous wrt p. Then there is an integrable
function f : Q — R with

v(A) = / fdu
A
for every A € F.

The function f is called the Radon-Nikodym derivative of v wrt p and written

dv
du

The first step is a bit surprising.

Lemma (Boundedness of finite signed measures). Let (2, F) be a measurable space
and v a finite signed measure on F. Then v is bounded: there is an M for which |v(A)| <
M for all A € F.

Proof. If not then without loss of generality we can assume that
sup{v(A): A € F} = .

Set
0(A) =sup{v(B) : B C A}

for each A € F. 0 tells us “where” the unboundedness happens.

You can check that € is a measure but all we need is that if §( EUF) = oo and ENF = ()
then either §(F) = oco or §(F') = oo or both. To see this choose sets B, C F U F with
v(B,) > n. Then v(B, N E)+ v(B, N F) > n and hence either v(B, N E) > n/2 or
v(B,NF) > n/2. For at least one of E and F' we have v(B,, N.) infinitely often and then
0(.) = 0.

Now we construct inductively a sequence Q) = Ay D Ay D Ay D --- and By, Bs, ...,
with for each n

B,=A4, or B,=A,1\A,

and
0(A,) =00 and 6(B,) > n.
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Aq By

A2=B2

Az = 3,

Start with Ay = Q. Choose By C Ay with v(B;) > 1 which we can do since 0(A4y) = oc.
Either 0(B;) = 0o or (Ap\B;) = oo and we choose A; to be one of them with infinite
f-measure. Now choose By C A; with v(Bsy) > 2 and then choose Ay to be whichever of
B, and A;\ B; has infinite §-measure. Continue.

There are two possibilities: for infinitely many indices ny we have B, = A,, —1\An,
or for infinitely many we have B,, = A,,. In the first case these B, are disjoint and

hence
v (UBnk> = ZV(BM > an = 00

contradicting the finiteness of v. In the second case B,, D B,, D --- since the A, are
nested. But that means that

v <m Bnk> = lim v(B,,) > lim n; = co.

k—o0 k—o0

The Hahn-Jordan decomposition

The next step will be to decompose the signed measure into positive and negative parts
(and then prove R-N just for measures). But there is a twist at the end of the story...

Theorem (Hahn-Jordan decomposition). Let (2, F) be a measurable space and v a
finite signed measure on F. Then £ can be partitioned into two sets P and N so that if
E C P then v(E) > 0 while if E C N then v(E) < 0. As a result v can be written as
v =v, —v_ where vy and v_ are measures.

Proof. “Obviously” P will be the set with the largest v-measure. So we hunt that set.
Since v is bounded we can set §# = sup{r(A4) : A € F}. For each n choose A, with
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v(A,) > 60 —27" and set

D,, = ﬂ A,.

n>m
Note that D; C Dy C --- because as we increase m we intersect fewer sets. We shall
prove that
v(D,y,) > 6 -2, (1)

Since A,, loses only 27" of the measure the intersection cannot lose more than ) . 27" =
2'-7 Once this is done we set P = |J D,,. Then v(P) = limv(D,) = . Since this is the
maximum possible measue there cannot be any positive measure outside P to add or any
negative measure inside P to remove.

To establish (1) it is enough to prove that for each p > m

p p
v (ﬂAn> >0-> 27"
If p = m then we want v(A4,,) > 6 — 27 which is how we chose A,,. Suppose inductively

that the statement holds for some p and set B =}, A,,. Then

V(BN Ap1) = v(B)+v(Ap) = v(BU Ay

p
> - 2740 —2 "¢

p+1

= 0-) 2"

This completes the inductive step.
Finally we can set v, = (E) = v(ENP) and v_(E) = v(E N N) to express v as a
difference of measures. O

H-J means that we only need to prove R-N for (positive) measures. But it also “proves”
R~N. Suppose we are hunting for the function f. If we know, for each » € R, where f > r
then we “know” f. But if v(E) = [, f du then

W(E) = ru(B) = [ (=)

E

So the set where f > r or f —r > 0 is the P-set for the signed measure v — ru.
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The Radon-Nikodym Theorem

We are now ready to prove:

Theorem (Radon-Nikodym). Let (0, F, i) be a o-finite measure space and v a finite
signed measure on F which is absolutely continuous wrt p. Then there is an integrable
function f:Q — R with

v(4) = [ fau
A
for every A € F.

Proof. By H-J we can assume that v is a measure. We can also assume that y is finite by
breaking into countably many pieces.
Let M be the class of non-negative measurable functions h for whcih

/Ehdu < v(E)

for all E € F. The biggest h in M should work. Since v(2) < oo we know that

a:sup{/hd,u:hej\/l}
Q

is finite. For each n choose h,, € M with f hn, > o — 1/n and then set
gn = max(hl, hg, ey hn)

(gn) is an increasing sequence and I claim that g, € M.
We can write = |J] U; disjointly where Uj is a set on which g,, = f;. For each E € F

nE) = S ey =Y [ fd

n

= Z/ gnduz/gndu.
T JEny, B

So g, € M and if we set f = lim,, g,, then by MON

/Efdu=1i7{n/gndu§v(E)

for every E € F and so f € M. Since g, > f,, we have [ g, > a—1/nand so [ f = .
We have found a function in M with the largest integral. We need to check that [F f>

v(FE) on every set.
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It suffices to show that for each n and every F

zuwséfm+%mm

because p(E) < oo. Consider the signed measure

va@»iéfw—%mm.

We need to prove that it is non-positive. By H-J we can find sets P, and N,, on which it
is respectively non-negative and non-positive. To show that F, isn’t really there I use it
to build a function with bigger integral than f.

Define
flx)+1/n ifxe P,

f(x) if x € N,.
For any £ C P,

1 o
WE) = [ fdus ouB)= [ fan
E n E
On the other hand if £ C N,

wE) = [ fan= [ fau
B E
because f € M. Hence f € M but

[ 7= [ £ u) = at ()

contradicting the definition of o unless p(P,) = 0. Now since v is absolutely continuous
wrt o we also get v(P,) = 0 and so the signed measure in question is zero. O

Key example Suppose F and G are two g-algebras on 2 with G C F and let X : ) — R
be a function which is measurable wrt F and integrable. X may not be measurable wrt
G but for each set A € G we can define

WM=AXW

because A € F. According to R-N there is a function Y which is measurable wrt G
so that

V(A):/AYdu
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for each A € G.

Y is measurable wrt G and

/Yd,u:/Xdu
A A

for each A € G. Y is the “best G-measurable approximation” to X. In the HW you will
see that for example if G is the o-algebra on [0, 1) generated by say

[0,1/3), [1/3,1/2), [1/2,1)

then Y is obtained from X by averaging over these sets.

1.0+ /—o
o

0.8+

0.6¢

0.4

0.2

08% 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

This procedure is known as the conditional expectation in probability and is absolutely
central to the study of random processes.

The term “best G-measurable approximation” is genuinely appropriate if X is in Ls. In
this case Y is the G-measurable function which minimises

1X = Yla.

HW
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