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0 Introduction

Order convergences of sequences is a well-known concept in Analysis. It has been gen-
eralized to order convergence of nets and filters in a complete lattice (even in a partially
ordered set) by G. Birkhoff [6] and D. C. Kent [12] respectively. D. C. Kent[6] proved also
that order convergence of filters in a complete lattice is not induced by a limit structure in
general and consequently there is no topology such that convergence w. r. t. the topology
means order convergence. Recently, R. Anguelov and J. H. van der Walt [1] have proved
that order convergence of sequences in the vector lattice C(X) of all continuous real-valued
maps on a topological space X is not topological but it is induced by a suitable limit
structure on C(X).

In this paper a certain condition on a lattice, namely o-distributivity, is studied such
that order convergence of sequences is induced by a limit structure, even a finest one. It
is already mentioned in the book of Luxemburg and Zaanen [15] that each vector lattice
(=Riesz space) is o-distributive.

Another non-topological mode of convergence is convergence almost everywhere which
is mainly studied in measure theory and probability theory. An example that convergence



almost everywhere is not topological has been given by H.-J. Kowalsky [13] and later on
by E. T. Ordmann [16]. In particular H.-J. Kowalsky introduced limit structures (=“Lim-
itierungen”) in order to remedy this inconvenience. Independently, limit spaces, i.e. sets
endowed with a limit structure, have been introduced by H. R. Fischer [9]. They are nowa-
days also called convergence spaces and form a suitable framework for Functional Analysis
(cf. E. Binz [4, 5], W. Géhler [10], and R. Beattie and H. P. Butzmann [3]). But they are
also used in Convenient Topology (cf. e. g. [17]) together with suitable generalizations.

U. Hohle [11] pointed out that H.-J. Kowalsky used in his example everywhere defined
functions whereas in probability theory almost everywhere defined functions are used. He
improves this situation by introducing a suitable limit structure on the quotient set S/S
where S is the set of all Borel measurable functions f : [0,1] — R and (f,g9) e Siff f=g¢
A-almost everywhere (A denotes the Lebesque measure). This limit structure is constructed
via a fuzzy topology(=many-valued topology) on S/S.

Here a more general situation is studied, namely

1. R is substituted by the extended real line R, and

2. ([0,1], B, A), where B denotes the o-algebra of Borel subsets of [0, 1], is substituted
by a general measure space (€2, A, u) with u # 0.

Furthermore, the fact that convergence almost everywhere can be regarded as order con-
vergence in a certain o-distributive lattice is used explicitly. Thus, the obtained result on
order convergence can be applied. In particular, Hohle’s result appears as a corollary and
is obtained in a direct way without using fuzzy topologies.

1 Preliminaries

1.1 Definition. Let X be a set, F/(X) the set of all filters on X, and ¢ C F(X) x X.
Consider the following:

1. (#,2) € q for each x € X, where t = {A C X : z € A},

2. (F,x) € ¢ whenever (G,x) € gand G C F,

3. (F,x) € gand (G,x) € ¢ imply (FNG,x) € q,

4. For each x € X, (Uy(z),z) € q, where Uy(x) = () F is the neighborhood filter of
T w. 1. t q, e

5. For each U € Uy(x) there is some V' € Uy(x) such that U € Uy(y) for each y € V, and

6. (F,x) € g and (F,y) € q imply x = y.

Then q is called:



a) a generalized convergence structure on X iff 1. and 2. are satisfied,
b) a limit structure on X iff 1., 2., and 3. are satisfied,
c) a pretopological structure (or pretopology) on X iff 1., 2., and 4. are satisfied,

d) a topological structure (or topology) on X iff it is a pretopological structure such that
for each x € X, 5. is satisfied.

A generalized convergence structure ¢ is called T iff it satisfies 6.. If (F,z) € g we say F
converges to x and we write F 2z or shortly F — x. A sequence (zy) in X converges to
x € X w. r. t. a generalized convergence structure on X iff the elementary filter F((zy,))
converges to z, where Fo((z,)) ={Y C X : z, € Y for all but finitely many n € N}. If
¢1 and ¢o are generalized convergence structures on X, then ¢ is finer than ¢o (or ¢2 is
coarser than qp) iff ¢ C go.

1.2 Remark. There is an alternative description of pretopologies by means of closure
operations in the sense of E. Cech [7] (cf. [17; 2.3.1.6.2)] for the details).

1.3 Proposition. Let g be a pretopology on a set X. Then the convergence of sequences
in X fulfills the Urysohn property, i.e. a sequence () in X converges to x € X whenever
each subsequence of (xy) has a subsequence converging to x.

Proof. Let (z,,) be a sequence in X such that each subsequence (y,) has a subsequence
(Yn, )aen converging to x € X. Furthermore, let M be the set of all subsequences of (z,,)
and f: M — M a map assiging to each subsequence (y,) of (z,) exactly one subsequence
of (yn) converging to z. Then

() Fel(zn) = [ Felf((3n)) :

1. If F € Fe((xy)), then F contains all but finitely many z, and thus all but finitely
many f((yn)), i.e. F' belongs to Fe(f((yn))) for each (y,) € M.

22If Fe () Fe(f((yn))) such that F' ¢ Fc((zy)) then, for each n € N, F' B E,, =
(yn)EM
{Zm|m > n}, ie. (X\F)NE, # 0 for each n € N. Choose z, € E,, N (X\F) for each
n € N. Hence (z,) is a sequence consisting of terms of (z;,,) which do not belong to
F. In particular, the set I = {i € N: x; = z, for some n € N} is infinite, namely if T
were finite with maximum m, then 2,11 € Ey41, i-e. 2me1 = x with £ > m+1 and
k € I, which would imply that m is not the maximum of I — a contradition. Let j;
be the least j € N belonging to I, jo the least j € N\{j;} belonging to I, and so on.
Then (j,) is a strictly increasing sequence and (y,) = (2;, )nen is a subseqence of (zy,)
consisting of terms which do not belong to F'. Therefore, f((y,)) is a subsequence of



(yn) converging to x whose terms do not belong to F, i.e. F'' ¢ Fc(f((yn))), which is
imposible. Consequently, each F' € [  Fe(f((yn))) belongs to Fe((zy)).

(yn)eM
Now Fe((zn)) = [ Fe(f((yn))) D [ H = Uy(x) since each F.(f((yn))) converges
(yn)EM (H,x)€q

to z, i.e. (Fe(f((yn))),z) € ¢. This implies (Fe((x)),x) € q, i.e. (z,) converges to x in
X, since (Uy(x),x) € q.

1.4 Definition. A lattice L is called o-distributive (fully distributive) provided that the
following are satisfied:

1. If A C L is countable (arbitrary) such that \/ A exists in L, then for x € L, x A\/ A =

V zAa.
acA

2. If B C L is countable (arbitrary) such that A\ B existsin L, 2V AB= A zVb.
beB

1.5 Remark. Even if L is a complete lattice, 1. does not imply 2. (cf. [14; 1.1.30] for an
example). In particular, if L is a vector lattice (=Riesz space), then L is fully distributive
(cf. [14; 12.2]) and thus o-distributive. Furthermore, every complete chain is completely
distributive and hence infinitely distributive (= complete and fully distributive).

1.6 Corollary. Let L be a o-distributive (fully distributive) lattice. If A,B C L are
countable (arbitrary) such that \| A and \/ B or \ A and )\ B exist, then

1. VAAVB= '\ aAbd
acA,beB

or

2. NAVAB= A aVb
acA,beB

Proof. In order to prove 1. or 2., apply 1. or 2. in 1.4.
1.7 Proposition. Let L be a o-distributive lattice.

1. If (o) nen and (a2)nen are increasing sequences in L such that \/ al =z and\/ o2
n

y exist in L, then (al A a2)nen is increasing and \/ ol A a2 =z N y.
n

2. If (B} )nen and (B2)nen are decreasing sequences in L such that /\ B =2 and /\ B2 =
y exist in L, then (8L V B82)nen is decreasing and /\[31 V=g \/ Y.



Proof. 1. By1.6.1,zAy= \ al Aa2, and since (o)), (a2) are increasing, (a: A a2)

n n
n,m
is increasing and z Ay = \/ o} A o2:
n
(a) Valra?2 <\ al A2,
n n,m

(b) n=m: al Aa? =alna2 <\ alAa?
n

n<m:alNa <al Aa? <\ alAa

n>m: alb Aa2, <alna <\ alAa

(c) By (b) VagAaj > V ay Aag,.

n,m

2. By 1.6.2. and the fact that (3!) and (3?) are decreasing, the assertion is proved.

2 Order convergence

It is well-known that a convergent sequence of real numbers is bounded. Thus, we may
restrict our interest to bounded sequences, i.e. to sequences which are defined on a closed
interval [a, b] of the real line R, whenever convergence will be considered. But then conver-
gence can be defined by means of the partial order (induced by the natural partial order on
R) on the closed interval [a, b]. In particular, a sequence (z,,) of elements of [a, b] converges
to wg € [a,b] iff lim(z,) = lim(z,) = 20, where lim(z,) (resp. lim(z,)) denotes the limes
superior (resp. limes inferior) of (z,). Using this idea, order convergence of filters (resp.
nets) in complete lattices can be introduced, which has been done by D. C. Kent [12] (resp.
G. Birkhoff [6]).

2.1 Definition. Let L be a complete lattice, F a filter on L and xzg € L. F order converges

to zo iff imF = limF = xo where imF = A \ F and limF = \/ AF.
FeF reF

2.2 Proposition. Let L be a complete lattice and F € F(L). If B is a base of F, then
the following hold:

1. imF= A VB
BeB

2. imF= \/ AB
BeB

In particular,
1. limF = inf{y € L : there is some B € B such that y > x for each x € B}

2'. imF = sup{y € L : there is some B € B such that y < x for each x € B}



Proof. 1. For each F € F there is some B’ € B such that B’ C F. Consequently,

A VB <VB <VF and hence, A\ VB < A VF. Since each B € B belongs
BeB BeB FeF

toF, A VF< A VB,
FeF BeB

2. is proved analogously to 1..

1’. and 2’. are obvious.

2.3 Proposition. Let L be a complete lattice. Then limF < imF for each F € F(L).

Proof. Let y € S, = {y € L : there is some F' € F such that y < z for each z € F'} and
z € Sp = {z € L : there is some F' € F such that z > z for each x € F'}. Then there are
Fy, Fy € F such that y < z for each z € F} and z > x for each x € Fy. Since Fy N Fy # (),
there exists some a € Fy N Fy with y < a < z. Therefore, y < limF = inf Sy for each
y € S,. But then limF = sup S, < limF.

2.4 Definition. Let L be a complete lattice, (zq)aer @ net in L, and zg € L. (zq)aer
order converges to xo iff the filter F generated bl(xa)ae 7 order converges to xg. Instead
of imF (resp. limF) one writes lim(x,) (resp. lim(zy)).

2.5 Remark. The filter generated by (zq)acr has the base B = {Eg : § € I} where
Eg={zq:a>p}. If I =N, ie. (x,)nen is a sequence in L, the filter generated by (xy,)
is the elementary filter of (z,,).

2.6 Corollary. If (x,) is a net in a complete lattice, then

lim(zs) = \/ /\ Eg

B
m(xoc) = /\ \/ Eg
5

(This is G. Birkhoff’s original definition).

2.7 Corollary. ([6; p.244]) Let L be a complete lattice. A net (xo) in L order converges
to xg € L iff there are nets to, T xg and us | xo such that to, < xg < Uy, where to T xg
means that the map o — to is isotone and supty, = xg, and uqs | xo is defined dually.

This leads to the following generalization of order convergence to arbitrary partially ordered
sets.

2.8 Definition. Let P be a partially ordered set. A sequence (z,,) in P order converges to
xo € P iff there is an increasing sequence (a,) with sup{a, : n € N} = x( and a decreasing
sequence (f,) with inf{3, : n € N} = x¢ such that o,, < x,, < 3, for each n € N.



2.9 Remark. An analogous definition can be given for order convergence of nets in a
partially ordered set.

2.10 Corollary. ([6; p. 245]). Each partially ordered set P is a Fréchet L-space with
respect to order convergence of sequences, i.e. the following are satisfied:

1. If &, = xo for each n € N, then (x,) order converges to xg.

2. If (xy,) order converges to xo € P, then each subsequence (xy, )ren order converges
to xq.

3. Order convergence of sequences is unique, i.e. if (x,,) order converges to x,y € P,
then x = y.

2.11 Proposition. Let L be a o- lattice and (x,) a sequence in L. Then lim(z,) =
V A zm andlim(zy,) = A\ zm exist and the following are valid:

n m>n n m>n

1. (a) lim(z,) = A{y € L : there is some m € N such then y > x,, for each n > m}.
(b) lim(zy,) = \/{y € L : there is some m € N such then y < z,, for each n > m}.

2. (xy) order converges to x € L in the sense of 2.8 iff lim(x,) = lim(z,,) = z.

Proof. 1. is obvious.

2. a) “«”. Let lim(z,) = lim(z,) = x. Then (t, = \ Zm)nen is a decreasing
m>n
sequence with supt, = x and (s, = A Zm)nen is an increasing sequence with
n m>n

sup s, = x. Furthermore, s, < z, < t, for each n € N. Thus, (z,) order

n
converges to z in the sense of 2.8.

B) “=". By assumption, there exists an increasing sequence (s,) and a decreasing

sequence (t) in L with s, < z, < t, for each n € N such that sups, = =
n

and inft, = x. By [18, 8.36], lim(s,) = lim(s,) = sup s, = z and lim(¢,) =
lim(t,) = inft, = . Thus, = lim(s,) < lim(z,) < lim(z,) < lim(t,) = 2.
Consequently, lim(x,) = lim(z,,) = z.

2.12 Proposition. Let L be a complete lattice and define ¢ C F(L) x L by (F,z) € q iff
F order converges to x. Then q is a Ta generalized convergence structure on L.

Proof. 1. limi=inf{y€ L:y >z} =z and
lim# = sup{y € L :y <z} = z imply that & order converges to x for each x € L.



2. Let F € F(L) order converge to € L and let G € F/(L) such that G D F. Obviously,
limF > limG and lim7 < limG. Using 2.3 we obtain lim7 < limG < limG < limF.
Since limF = limF = z, limG = limG = x, i.e. G order converges to .

3. The uniqueness of order convergence of filters is obvious.

2.13 Remarks. 1. The Ty generalized convergence structure g on L in 2.12 is generally
not a limit structure which D.C. Kent [12] has been demonstrated by means of the
following example: Let L be the (set) union of two replicas of the open interval (0, 1)
together with the addition of a least element xy and a greatest element x; as follows:

.xl

ba | —

B |

Lo

Then L is a complete lattice and ¢ is no limit structure: Let F; be the elementary
filter of (% — %)n>2 and Fy the elementary filter of (1 — %)n>2. Then F; - 2 and
Fo 4, x1 but Fi N Fy A x1 since imF; N Fy = x1 and limF; N Fy = .

2. Next, let us restrict our interest to order convergence of sequences. R. Anguelov
and J. H. van der Walt [1] have proved that order convergence of sequences in the
lattice C(R) of all real-valued continous functions on the usual topological space of
real numbers does not fulfill the Urysohn property (cf. their example 20 on page
437). Thus, by 1.3, order convergence of sequences is generally not induced by a
pretopology (or topology). Under certain conditions on a lattice L there exists a limit
structure which describes the order convergence of sequences. This will be realized
in the following.



2.14 Theorem. Let L be a o-distributive lattice and define ¢ C F(L) x L by

1. For each n € N there is some closed interval [am, Br] C L
2. [an+1, Bn+1] C [am, Bp] for each n € N
(F,x)eqe {3 s%pan = i%fﬁn =2x
4. G C F where G is the filter generated by the filter base
{lan, Bp] : m € N}
Then q is a limit structure on L such that for each sequence (x,) in L the following is
valid:

() order converges to x in the sense of 2.8 iff (Fe((xr)),x) € q, i.e. q induces the order
convergence of sequences.

\

Proof. 1. g is a limit structure:

(a) & L x is trivial for each & € L since {x}is a closed interval.

(b) F Lz and G € F(L) with G D F imply obviously G % z.

(c) Let F 4 zand G L z. By assumption, there are [, Bn] C L with [ay41, Bnti1] C
[, Bn] for each n € N such that sup o, = inf 5, = = as well as [a],,(],] C L
with [o], .1, 3,,1] C [o,, 8,,] such thgt sup a;Ln: i%f B, = x, where F and G are
generated by {[an, ] : n € N} and {[a;j, 3] : n € N} respectively. Then

(1) [an Aaly, Ba A BL] D [am, Bn] U, B,] for each n € N

By 1.7, (an A ,)nen is increasing and (8, V 0),)nen is decreasing such that
sup(an Aay,) = inf(8,V 3,) = x. Obviously, for each n € N, [an11A 0, 1, Bny1V
n n

' 1) C lom Aoy, Bn V 3], Furthermore (cf. (1)), H C F NG, where H is the
filter generated by {[o, A aly, B,V 3] :n € N}, ie. FNG Sz,

2. (a) Let (z,) be a sequence in L order converging to € L. Then there are sequences
(o), (Bn) in L with a,, < apq1 and B, > Bp41 for each n € N such that
an < xp < By, le. z, € [ag, By], and sup oy, = inf B, = x. Then the filter

n n

generated by {[an,Bn] : n € N} is contained in Fo((z,)), ie. Fo((zn)) >
since each [av,, By,] contains all but finitely many x,.

(b) Let (x,) be a sequence in L such that F,((z,)) — x. Then there exists [, 3n] C

L for each n € N with oy, < ay11 and 8y, > B,11 as well as sup «,, = inf 3, = x.
n n

Additionally, {[ay,, 8,] : n € N} C Fe((zy)): Inductively, an increasing sequence
(kn)nen of natural numbers is constructed such that

(2) an <y < B, for each m > k.



Then two sequences (am)men and (by,)men are defined as follows:

= inf{xy,...,25_1,00}, m=1,2,... k1 —1
Qn, m=kp, ky+1,.... k1 —1, n=1,2,...
bm sup{z1,..., 21,01}, m=1,2,... k; —1
b = Bp, m=knkn+1,. . knr1—1, n=12 ...

Obviously, (am)nen is increasing and (b, )men is decreasing. By (2), an < x4 <
bm, m € N. Furthermore, sup a,, = sup o, = = and inf b,,, = inf 3,, = x. Thus,
m n m n

(x,) order converges to .

2.15 Corollary. Let L be a o-distributive lattice. Then the limit structure ¢ on L in 2.1/
18 TQ.

Proof. Let F % z,y. Then, for each n € N, there are intervals [o}, 1] and [a2, 32] in L

with a1, 31,1] C [k, 31] and [a2 1, 32,4] C [02, 32] such that sup ol = inf A1 = o and
n

supa? = inf 82 = y as well as {[a,8l] : n € N} C F and {[a2,3%] : n € N} C F.

n

n
Thus, for each n € N, [al, 1] N [a2, 32] # (. Choose exactly one z,, form each [a},, 8] N
[a2, 3%]. Hence, (z,,) is a sequence in L order converging to x and y. This implies z = y

(cf. 2.10.3.).

2.16 Remarks. 1. If X is a lattice, then ¢ C F(X) x X as defined in 2.14 is a gener-
alized convergence structure, which induces the order convergence of sequences. Fur-
thermore, q is Tg. (cf. the corresponding proofs of 2.14 and 2.15).

2. By [15; theorem 12.2], each vector lattice (=Riesz space) is o-distributive. In particu-
lar, the set C(X) of all continuous real-valued maps on a topological space X endowed
with the pointwise order is a vector lattice. Thus, the above results on o— distributive
lattices are valid for C(X) (cf. also [1]). But also the following in this section is valid.

2.17 Proposition. Let L be a o-distributive lattice. Then the order convergence of se-
quences fulfills the following conditions ( and additionally the conditions 1., 2. and 3. in
2.10):

4. If {,n are sequences in L such that ¢ order converges to x € L, and F.(¢) = Fe(n),
then n order converges to x.

5. If (,n are sequences in L order converging to x € L, then ( xn order converges to x,
where ¢ xn denotes the simple mizture of ¢ and n defined by { xn(2n—1) = {(n) and
¢*n(2n) =n(n) for each n € N

10



Proof. Since, L is o-distributive, there is a limit structure ¢ on L inducing the order
convergence of sequences (cf. 2.14). Thus, 4. is obvious and 5. follows from 3. in 1.1..

2.18 Corollary. Let L be a o-distributive lattice. Then there is a finest limit structure qq
on L inducing the order convergence of sequences and being defined by

(F,x) € qo < There is a sequence ¢ in L order converging to x

such that F.(¢) C F.
In particular, qy is To.

Proof. 1. qp is a limit structure (cf. [3; proof of 1.7.6]).

2. Let ¢’ be a limit structure on L inducing the order convergence of sequences. If
(F,x) € qo there is a sequence ¢ in L order converging to x such that F.(¢) C F.
Since F.({) converges to z w.r.t. ¢, F converges to  w.r.t. ¢, i.e. g0 C ¢'.

3. By 2.14 and 2.15, ¢ is a T9 limit structure and ¢ induces the order convergence of
sequences. Thus, by 2., qo is finer than ¢ which implies that qq is also Ts.

3 Convergence almost everywhere

In this section a measure p on a o-algebra (£2,.4) is assumed to be non-trivial, i.e. p # 0
( or equivalently: u(Q2) # 0).

‘3.1 Definition. Let (2, A, 1) be a measure space and R the extended real line, i.e.
R =RU{—00,+00}.

1. A function f : Q@ — Ris called (A—)measurable provided that it is A—B! —measurable,
where B! is the o-algebra on R whose trace on R is the set B of all Borel sets in R
(i.e. B! consists of B, BU {+co}, BU{—occ}, and B U {—oc0,+oo} for all B € B).

2. Let N C Q be a (u—)null set (ie. N € Aand u(N) =0) and M = Q\N. A map
f: M — R which is (M N.A—)measurable, is called a (u—)almost everywhere defined
(A—)measurable function (note: MNA={MNA:AecA}.

3. If f,g : @ — R are (A)-measurable functions, then f is said to be equivalent to g
iff f = g (u-)almost everywhere, i.e. f(z) = g(z) for each z € Q\N where N is a
(u-)null set. The equivalence class belonging to f is denoted by [f].

4. (a) If f: M — R is a g-almost everywhere defined .A-measurable function, then f°
denotes its trivial extension,

e f°(x) f(z) for each z € M |
ie. fo(x) =
0 for each z € Q\M .

11



(b) Let f: A — R and g : B — R be p-almost everywhere defined A-measurable
functions. Then f is called equivalent to g iff [f°] = [¢°], i.e. iff there is a p-null
set N such that for each x € M = AN BN (Q\N), f(z) = g(z) (obviously
M is the complement of a p-null set, i.e. f = g p-almost everywhere). The
corresponding equivalence class of f is denoted by f .

3.2 Corollary. a) Let X = {[f°] : f u-almost everywhere defined A-measurable function}
and Z = {f : f n—almost everywhere defined A-measurable function}. Then H : Z —

X defined by H(f) = [f°] is bijective.
b) LetY ={[f]: f:Q — R A-measurable function}. Then X =Y.
3.3 Definition. A partial order < on X is defined as follows:

[f1<lgl & f < g p-almost everywhere
(i.e. f(z) < g(z) for each x € Q\N,

where N is a p-null set).
3.4 Remark. 3.3 is independent of the choice of the representatives.

3.5 Proposition. Let ([fn])nen be a sequence in X. Then sup[f,] and inf[f,] exist and
n n

the following are valid:
L. suplfu] = [sup fnl,
2. i%f[fn] = [i%f fnl-
In particular, (X, <) is a o-lattice which is o-distributive.

3.6 Corollary. Let ([f,])nen be a sequence in X. Then lim[f,] and lim[f,] exist and the
following are satisfied:

Proof of 3.5. By [2; 9.5], sup f,, and inf f,, are A-measurable functions from Q to R.
n n

1. (a) Let g, € [fn], i-e. [gn] = [fn] for each n € N. Then g, = f,, almost everywhere
for each n € N, which implies that there is some p-null set N such that for each
x € O\N, gn(z) = fu(z) for all n € N, i.e. sup f,, = sup g, almost everywhere.

n n

Thus, [sup fn] = [Sup gn]'
n n
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(b) «) [sup fn] is an upper-bound of {[f,] : n € N} (fn(z) < sup fn(z) for each
x €  and each n € N, i.e. f,, <sup f, even everywhere).

B) Let [fn] < [h] for each n € N. Then f, < h almost everywhere for each
n € N which implies that there is a y-null set N such that for each x € Q\N,
fn(z) < h(z) for all n € N. Thus, sup f,, < h almost everywhere, i.e.

n

[sup fn] < [A].
n
2. is proved analogously.

3. The o- distributivity of (X, <) follows from the rules for equivalence classes and the
fact that the A-measurable functions on 2 form a o-distributive o-lattice (note: R
is a complete chain and thus completely distributive).

Proof of 3.6. By [2; 9.5], limf,, and limf,, are .A-measurable.

a) Let [fy] = [gn] for each n € N. Then there is a p-null set N such that for each z € Q\N
fn(z) = gn(x) for all n € N which implies limf, = limg, almost everywhere, i.e.

[limf,] = [limgy].
b) Applying 3.5 one obtains im[f,,] = A V{[fa] : 7 >m} =

m

4\{[\/ falinzm} =[NV fu] = [limf,]

mn>m

Thus, 1. is proved. The proof of 2. is similar.

3.7 Definition. A sequence ([fn])nen in X is called convergent to [f] € X (u-)almost
everywhere iff (f,)nen converges to f (u-)almost everywhere.

3.8 Remarks. 1. The above definition is independent of the choice of the representa-
tives.

2. There is — in general — no pretopology (and thus no topology) on X inducing the
convergence of sequences (u-)almost everywhere as the following example shows:

3.9 Example. Let Q = [0, 1] (= closed unit interval), A the o-algebra of Borel sets, and
A the Lebesgue measure. Further, for each S C [0,1] let xg be the characteristic function
of S and let (f)nen be a sequence of A-measurable real-valued functions on [0, 1] whose
first term is x[o,1], whose next two terms are X[0,1] and X[L ) whose next three terms
are X 13 X[1,2}; and X(2 1) whose next four terms are X[o.1]» X[2.2]> X[2,3); and X[ 1)
and so on. Obviously, (f,) converges to the zero function 0 in measure (i.e. for each
e >0, limu({r € [0,1] : |fu(z)] > €} = 0) but (f,) does not converge pointwise to the
zero function since, for each x € [0, 1], the sequence (f,) contains infinitely many ones
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and infinitely many zeros. Thus, (f,) does not converges to the zero function 0 A-almost
everywhere. Consequently, ([f,]) does not converge to [0] A-almost everywhere. If there is
a pretopology on X inducing the convergence of sequences A-almost everywhere, then there
exists a neighborhood N of [0] such that infinitely many terms of ([f,]) are outside of N.
Hence, there is a subsequence ([fy,])ien of ([fxn]) whose terms belong to the complement of
N. Furthermore, (fy,)ien converges to 0 in measure. By [8; 3.13], there is a subsequence of
(fn,)ien which converges to 0 A-almost everywhere and whose corresponding subsequence of
equivalence classes converges to [0] A-almost everywhere.Then all but finitely many terms
of this subsequence belong to N in contrast of the fact that all terms of ([f,,]) are outside
of N. Hence, such a pretopology cannot exist.

3.10 Theorem. Let X be the o-lattice described under 3.2-3.6. The order convergence
of sequences in X is exactly the convergence almost everywhere. It is induced by a limit
structure on X, in particular by a finest one.

Proof. 1. Let ([f.]) be a sequence in X order converging to [f] € X. Thus, lim([f,]) =

[lim(f,)] = [f] and Lim([f,]) = [lim(f,,)] = [f], i.e. im(f,) = f p-almost everywhere
and lim(f,,) = f p-almost everywhere. Then ( f,,) converges to f p-almost everywhere,
i.e. ([fn]) converges to [f] p-almost everywhere.

2. Let ([fn]) be a sequence in X converging to [f] € X p-almost everywhere. Then

[f] = lim(f,)] = lim([fn]) and [f] = [im(f,)] = lim([fn]), i.e. ([fa]) order converges
to [f] in (X, <).

3. Since X is o-distributive there is a limit structure on X inducing the order conver-
gence of sequences (cf. 2.14), in particular a finest one (cf. 2.18).

3.11 Remark. A pair (5, gg) is called a limit space iff X is a set and gg a limit structure

on S. A map f : (S,¢s) — (9,qs/) between limit spaces is said to be continuous iff
(f(F), f(z)) € qo for each (F,x) € gs. The category Lim of limit spaces (and continuous
maps) is a topological construct (cf. [17]). In particular, if S is a set, ((S;,¢s;))ier a
family of limit spaces, and (f; : S — S;j)ier a family of maps, then g5 = {(F,z) €
F(S) x 8 : (fi(F), fi(z)) € gs, for each i € I} is the initial limit structure such that each
fi (S,qs) — (Si,gqs,) is continuous. This one is needed for the following corollaries.

3.12 Definition. A sequence ( fn)neN in Z = f i f p-almost everywhere defined A-
measurable function } is said to converge to f € Z (pu-)almost everywhere iff the sequence
(fn)nen convergence to f (p-)almost everywhere, i.e. iff the set of all points = € 0, where
all f,(x) are defined and the sequence (f,(x)) converges to f(z), is the complement of a
(p)-null set.

3.13 Remark. The above definition is independent of the choice of the representatives.
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3.14 Corollary. Let q be a limit structure on X inducing the convergence of sequences
almost everywhere (cf. 2.14 and 2.16). Then the initial limit structure ¢ on Z w.r.t. the

bijective map H : Z — X defined by H(f) = [f°] induces the convergence of sequences in
Z almost everywhere. In particular, H : (Z,q) — (X, q) is an isomorphism (in Lim).

Proof. 1. By definition, (F, f) € qiff (H(F),H(f)) € q. Thus, a sequence (f,) in
Z converges to f € Z wr.t. ¢ iff ([f7]) converges to [f°] wr.t. g, ie. iff (fu)nen
converges to f almost everywhere. But this means that (f,,) converges to f almost

everywhere.

2. H is an isomorphism since that it is a surjective embedding.

3.15 Remark. 3.14 means that the almost everywhere convergence of sequences of almost
everywhere defined A-measurable functions is included in our considerations. If we restrict
our interest to equivalence classes of real-valued A-measurable functions, we obtain the
following corollary, which corresponds to the case described by U. Hohle [11] for © = [0, 1],
A=1[0,1]NB, and = X in a different way.

3.16 Corollary. Let X' = {f" : f : Q@ — R A-measurable} where f : Q — R is called
A-measurable iff it is A-B-measurable and f’ is the equivalence class of the A-measurable
real-valued function f w.r.t. the equivalence relation p on {f : f : Q@ — R A-measurable}
defined by fpg iff f = g p-almost everywhere. Ifi : R — R denotes the inclusion map, then
k: X' — X defined by k(f') =[io f] € X for each f" € X' is well-defined and injective.
Further, let q be a limit structure on X inducing the convergence of sequences almost
everywhere and denote the initial limit structure on X" w.r.t. k by ¢, then a sequence (f,)
in X converges to f' € X' w.r.t. ¢ iff ([i o f]) converges to [i o f] w.r.t. q, i.e. iff (fn)
converges to [ p-almost everywhere. In particular, k : (X', q¢') — (X, q) is an embedding
(in Lim).

References

[1] R. Anguelov and J. H. van der Walt, Order convergence structures on C(X), Quaest.
Math. 28 (2005), 425-457.

[2] H. Bauer, Maf- und Integrationstheorie, Walter de Gruyter Berlin, 1992.

[3] R. Beattie and H.-P. Butzmann, Convergence Structures and Applications to Func-
tional Analysis, Kluwer, Dordrecht, 2002.

[4] E. Binz, Continuous Convergence on C(X), Lecture Notes in Mathematics 469,
Springer, Berlin, 1975.

[5] E. Binz and H. H. Keller, Funktionenrdume in der Kategorie der Limesrdume, Ann.
Acad. Sci. Fenn. Ser. A 1 No. 383 (1966), 1- 21.

15



[6] G. Birkhoff, Lattice Theory, Ann. Math. Soc. Coll. Publ. 25, Providence, 1995 (first
printing 1940).

(7] E. Cech, Topological Spaces, Rev. edition by M. Frolik and M. Katétov, Interscience,
London 1966.

[8] D. L. Cohn, Measure Theory, Birkhauser, Boston, 1980.
[9] H.R. Fischer, Limesrdume, Math. Ann. 137 (1959), 269-303.
[10] W. Géhler, Grundstrukturen der Analysis, vol. 1 and 2, Birkh&user, Basel, 1977(1978).

[11] U. Hohle, Limit structures and many-valued topologies, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 251
(2000), 549-556.

[12] D. C. Kent, Convergence functions and their related topologies, Fund. Math. 54, 125-
133.

[13] H.-J. Kowalsky, Limesrdume and Komplettierung, Math. Nachrichten 12, 301-340.
[14] Y. M. Liu and M. K. Luo, Fuzzy Topology, World Scientific, Singapore, 1997.

[15] W. A. J. Luxemburg and A. C. Zaanen, Riesz Spaces, North Holland, Amsterdam,
1971.

[16] E. T. Ordman, Convergence almost everywhere is not topological, Ann. Math. Monthly
73 (1966), 182-183.

[17] G. PreuB, Foundations of Topology — An Approach to Convenient Topology, Kluwer,
Dordrecht, 2002.

[18] W. Rinow, Lehrbuch der Topologie, VEB Deutscher Verlag der Wissenschaften, Berlin,
1975.

Gerhard Preufl

Institut fiir Mathematik

Freie Universitat Berlin
Arnimalle 3

D-14195 Berlin

Germany

e-mail: preuss@math.fu-berlin.de

16



