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In this paper we study some aspects of the approximation of mappings taking
values in a special class of upper semicontinuous functions. Some Korovkin type
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1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to introduce some aspects of the approximation
of mappings whose images are functions of a certain class. Let % (R”) be
the subspace of [0, 1]%’, which consists of those functions which are upper
semicontinuous and have compact support. A first Korovkin type theorem
is obtained for positive linear operators on the class of continuous map-
pings from a compact Hausdorff space into &% (R”), equipped with a
uniform type metric.

It can be observed that the class of non-empty compact subsets of R? can
be embedded into the class of mappings we are considering by taking the
indicator function of the set, and so results in the paper are valid for
compact (not necessarily convex) random sets.

On the basis of this result we show how to obtain other Korovkin type
theorems by considering topologies on & (R?) weaker than that of the
above-mentioned metric.

The main results of the paper are contained in Sections 3 and 4. In the
former, Korovkin type theorems and applications of these are presented. In
Section 4, the above results allow us to study the convergence of some
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operators based on partial sum stochastic processes. Concepts and results
which are required in order to develop the paper are collected in Section 2.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let 2 (R”) denote the class of non-empty compact subsets of R”, let
A, (R?) be the subclass of non-empty compact convex subsets of R?, and let
B denote the ball {x € R”: |x| <1}, where || is the Euclidean norm on R?.
The convex hull of a set 4 will be denoted co A. The Euclidean inner
product will be denoted <-,- ). If 4 is a subset of R” we will denote by 1,
the indicator function of 4.

The space A (R?) will be endowed with a linear structure given by the
Minkowski addition and the product by a scalar; that is,

A+C={a+clacA,ceC}, AAd={lalacA},

for all 4, C € #(R”?), and A€ R. The space (A (R”), +,.) is not a vector
space.
If Ae #,(R?) and A, 4, € [0, +00) then 4, A+ 1,4 = (4, +1,) A. More-
over, A,(R?) is closed under Minkowski addition and product by a scalar.
Given 4, C € A (R?), the Hausdorff distance between 4 and C is defined
by

dy (A, C) = max{sup inf |[a—c|, sup inf |a—c|}.

aed ceC ceC acd

Then (A (R?), dy) is a complete, separable metric space and (#.(R?), dy)
is a closed subspace (see Debreu [5]).
If A € A°(R?), its magnitude is defined to be

141l = d ({0}, 4) = sup |x].

xed

Some well-known properties of this metric are:
(i) dy(A+C,D+E)<dy(4,D)+dy(C, E),
(i) dy(ad, bA)<l|a—0b|||Al.,
(iii)) dgz(co A,co C)<dy(4,0),
(iv) dy(4,C)=inf{e>0|A4<=C+¢B,C = A+¢B),
where 4, C, D, E€ A (RF),a,beR.
Let (2, /) be a measurable space. A set valued function X: Q — #(R?)

is called a random set if it is o/-28,, measurable, where 4,, denotes the
Borel o-field in ' (R?).
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If X:Q— A (R?) is a random set, its magnitude is defined to be the
mapping || X|.: 2 - R with || X|, (@) = || X(®)|, for all w e 2. The mea-
surability of a random set X implies that || X], is measurable (see Hiai and
Umegaki [8]).

If X,T: Q- A (R?) are random sets, we will denote by Dy(X,Y) the
value sup,, .o dy(X(w), Y(w)).

It is well known that if X, Y: Q — A (R”?) are random sets, then X +7,
AX and co X, where (co X)(w) = co(X(w)) for all w € 2, are also random
sets for all 4 € R (see Matheron [ 13]).

Z(R?) is the class of upper semicontinuous functions V' = R? — [0, 1]
such that supp V' is compact. Given V € & (R”) we define its a-level set
V,={xeR?|V(x)=a}if « >0 and V;, = supp V. We will denote by Z (R”)
the subclass of # (R”) such that V' e & (R?) if and only if V, is convex for
alla € [0, 1].

The class #(R?) can be endowed with a linear structure, for which
addition and product by a scalar are defined by

U+V)(x)=sup{ae[0,1]|xeU,+V,}
UGl)  if A0

(AU)(x) = {
forall U,V e #(R?), e R.

It is possible to see that these operations are inherited levelwise from
those defined on #°(R?); that is, for alla € [0, 1]

W), =AU, and (U+V),=U,+V,

and # (R?) and % (R”) are closed under them (Puri and Ralescu [17]).
Z (R?) can be endowed with the d_, metric where

doo(Vs W) = sup dH(I/ow I/I/ac)

ae[0,1]

(Z(R?),d,) is a complete metric space (see Puri and Ralescu [18]), but
it is not separable (see Klement ez al. [11]).

Z.(R?) will be embedded into the Banach space L*(S?~'x[0,1]) of
bounded, measurable real functions on S?~'x[0,1] by means of the
mapping s: Z(R?) - L2(S?~'x [0, 1]) with V i s(-,-,V): SP"'x[0,1] —
R and s(r, o, V) =sup,., <r,a), for all Ve Z(RF) and (r,a) €SP Ix
[0, 1].

From the properties of the Hausdorff metric it follows that
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(@) d,(4+C,D+E)<d,(4,D)+d.(C, E),
(1) d,(ad, bA) <|a—b| [ Al
(iii)) d,(coAd,coC)<d, (4,C),

where A,C, D, E€ #(R?), a,be R, and if V € #(R?), then coV € Z(R?)
is the upper semicontinuous mapping such that (co V'), =co(V,) for all
ae[0,1].

In order to state a property similar to the fourth one of d, we consider a
partial ordering on &% (R?). Thus, for V, W € #(R?) we will write V c W if
V,cW, for all «€[0,1] or, equivalently, V' (x) <W(x) for all xe R”.
Thus,

(iv) dy(4,C)=inf{e>0|AcC+ely, Cc A+ely}.

A mapping X: Q - F(R?) will be said to be measurable, if the a-level
function X,: Q —» A (R?), with X, (w) = (X (w)), for all w € Q, is a random
set for all a e [0, 1]. This kind of mapping is also referred to as a fuzzy
random variable (see Puri and Ralescu [ 18]).

Given a probability space (2, o/, P), a measurable mapping X: Q2 —
F(R?) is said to be integrably bounded with respect to P, if and only if
| Xoll» € L'(P). In this case, the expected value of X with respect to P,
denoted by | X dP is the unique element V' of #(R”) such that ¥, is the
Aumann integral of X, with respect to P for all « € [0, 1] (see Aumann [3]
and Puri and Ralescu [18]).

From now on 2 will denote a compact Hausdorff topological space and
we will consider its Borel o-field. If (E, d) is a metric space, (L2, E) will
denote the set of all continuous mappings X: 2 — E, and #(Q, E) will
denote the set of all bounded mappings X: Q — E.

If X,Y: Q- #(RP) are measurable mappings, then X +Y, AX and co X
are also measurable for all A € R. These properties are inherited from the
corresponding properties of random sets.

It is clear to see that if X € (2, #(R”)), then for each a € [0, 1] the
mapping X,: Q — A (R?) is continuous, and hence X is measurable.

On the class €(2, # (R?)) we consider the D, metric defined by

D (X,Y)=sup d (X(¢), Y(2)).

teQ

The order on Z(R?) induces one on ¥%(R2,#(R?)). if X,Ye
€(Q, F(R?)), then X = Y will mean that X(¢) = Y(¢) for all 1 € Q. Then

D, (X,Y)=inf{e>0|X cY+el,, Y < X +el,}.

Given X € #(Q, # (R?)) we will denote sup,o | Xol+ (x) by | X]|le-
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A mapping T: €(Q, #(R?)) - €(Q2, F(R?)) will be said to be linear, if
T(aX+bY)=aT X +bTY for all a,be[0,0) and X, Y € 4(2, #(R?)), it
will be called sublinear, if T(X+Y)<=TX+TY and T(aX)=aTX for all
ac[0,00) and X, Y € 4(Q, #(R?)), it will be called positive, if TX <« TY
for all X, Y € 4(2, #(R?)) with X Y and it will be called an & -operator,
if (TX)(w)={TY)(w) for all X,Y € C(2, #(R?)) and w e 2 such that
X(w) =Y ().

IfT: (2, #(R?)) > 6(2, Z(R?)) is a positive sublinear operator, then

D (TX,TY) <|TIgll¢ Dy(X,Y).

3. KOROVKIN TYPE THEOREMS ON %(£2, % (R?”))

This section contains the main results of the paper. It is devoted to some
Korovkin type theorems for positive linear operators on the class
€(2, #(R?)). These results will be essential to the development of
Section 4. Notice that if 4 € #(R”), then 4 will also denote the constant
function in (2, # (R”)) which has value 4.

THEOREM 3.1. Let Q be a compact Hausdorff topological space, and let
¢: Q> — R be a continuous mapping such that ¢(x, x) =0 for all x € Q and
¢(x,y)>0 for all x,yeQ with x#y. Let L, ,:6(2, #(R?)) > B(L2,
F(R?)), ne N, Ae A (A being an index set), be positive linear operators,
such that there exists ny € N with

sup ||L, Izlle < 0.

Aed,n=ng

LetT: 4(Q, F(R?)) - €(R2, #(R?)) be an F -operator.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:
@ D,(L,,X,TX)— 0uniformly in Ae A for all X € 4(2, # (R?)),
(i) D, (L, (¢(x,-) Ip), T(§(x,-) Iz)) = 0 uniformly in Ae A for all
xeQ, D, (L, ;A, TA) — 0 uniformly in A € A for all A e F(R?),

(111) SUP, e ”(Ln,l(¢(x’ : ) IB))O”J{’ (x) - Ounifbrmly l}’l/l € A’ Doo(Ln,iA’
T A) — 0 uniformly in A € A for all A € F (R?).

Proof. Obviously (i) implies (ii) because of the continuity of ¢.

To show that (ii) implies (iii) note that given ¢ > 0, since ¢ is continuous,
for all (x,7)€Q’ there exists a neighborhood V,, of (x,) such that
|¢(y, z2)—dp(w, u)| <e for all (y,z),(w,u)eV,,. Since we consider the
product topology in Q7 we can take V,,=V,(x)xW,(r) with V,(x) a
neighborhood of x depending on ¢ and W_(¢) a neighborhood of ¢
depending on x.
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Since Q is compact, the cover {W,(¢)},.o, of 2 has a finite subcover
{W,(1,)}7%). Then V(x)= /] V,(x) is a neighborhood of x for each
x € Q, and thus {V'(x)},., has a finite subcover {V(x,)}_,.

Given w, y eV (x), for each t e Q there exists i, < p(x) such that te
W.(t,), and so (w, 1), (y,t) € V,io (x) X W,(t;,) which implies that |¢(w, ) —
d(y, 1) <e for all te Q. Then, because of the linearity and positivity of
Ln,b

D, (L, ,(¢(w,-) Ip), L, ,(¢(¥,-) Ip))
< ”Ln,/lIB"qg D, (¢(w,-) Ip, ¢(y,-) Iy)
= dw, )= d(y, N Ly, 1 slle < €Ly, 115l

forall Ae Aandne N.

Given x € Q, since {V'(x;)};_, is a cover of the set €, there exists j, <s
with x e ¥ (x;,) = 7%’ ¥, (x;,), on the other hand, since {W,%(t,»)}f “i) is a
cover of £, there exists i, < p(x;,) with x e Mjo(tio), then (x, x), (x;,, x) €
Vr,~0 (x;,) ijo (t;,,) and so

02

doo(L,, 1 (9(x, ) Ig)(X), L, 1 (9(x;,, ) Ip)(x)) < e |L,, ; Ll

In accordance with this,

doo(Ly, 3 ((x, ) 1p)(x), T($(x, ) Ip)(x))
Sy (L, 1 (9(x, ) Ip)(x), L, 1 ($(x5,,-) 1p)(X))
+doo (L, 1 (9(xj, ) Ig)(X), T(P(x;,-) Ip)(x))
+do (T(P(x),,-) Ip)(x), T(P(x, ) Ip)(x))
<ellL, gl +d (L, 1((x;,5 ) 1p)(x) T(P(x),,-) L) (X)) +& | Tl -

Since T is an & -operator, (TX)(x) =T(X(x))(x) for all xe 2 and X €
%(Q2, #(R?)), and so

T(¢(x,) I)(x) = T($(x, x) Ip)(x) = T 10))(x) = lim (L, 3110 )(x) = Iy

for any A € 4.
Then

doo(L,, 1 (9(x, ) Ip)(X), T(P(x, ) Ip)(X)) = doo (L, ;,($(x, ) Ip)(x), I o))
= (L, 2 (¢(x,-) L))ol (x)
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and so

sup sup [[(L,, 2(4(x,-) Ip) Yol (x)

Aed xeQ

< max sup Doo(Ln,/l(qS(xj’ : ) IB)’ T(¢(xja : ) IB))

I1<j<s ied

+8(iulj L, 1 slle + 1T Igle ),
which proves that (ii) implies (iii) since SUpP;c 4 ,5n Ly 1I5ll¢ <00 for
some 7.

With respect to (iii) implies (i), given X € ¢(Q2, # (R”)) with X # I, and
€>0 (the case X =1 is trivial), for each x e Q there exists an open
neighborhood V. of x such that d_(X(x), X(y))<eforall yeV,.

Let O =, .o (V. xV,). The complement O° of O in 27 is compact.

Given (x, y) € 2, if (x, y) € O then there exists z € 2 such that (x, y) €
V, xV,, which implies that d_ (X (x), X(y)) < 2e.

If (x,y)¢0, then ¢(x,y)>0 and, by its continuity, ¢ reaches a
minimum M > 0 in O°. Then d_ (X (x), X(¥)) <2 | X, M '¢(x, ).

Then d_(X(x), X()) <2e+2 || Xy M'¢(x, y) for all (x,y)e 2% so,
given x € 2, the constant function X (x) satisfies the relation

X(x) = X +2elp+2 | X|le M7'P(x,-) I,
and, because of the linearity and positivity of L, ;,
L, j(X(x))(x) = (L, ;X)(x) +26(L,, 115)(x) + 2 | X le ML, ;($(x, ) Ip)(x).
In the same way
(L, X)(x) = L, ;(X (x))(x) +26(L,, 1 1) () + 2 | X [l¢ ML, 5($(x, ) Ip)(x),
and so
doo (L, (X (x))(x), (L, ,X)(x))
< 26 |(Ly, s p)ollor (%) +2 |1 XNlg M~ sup (L, 2(P(x,-) Ip)ollo ()

We know that
sup D, (L, ;X,TX) <sup sup d,((L, ;X)(x), L, ,(X(x))(x))

Aed Aed xeQ

+sup sup d, (L, ;(X(x))(x), (TX)(x)).

Aed xeQ

By the previous inequality, we only have to show that the second term also
tends to 0.
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Since 7' is an & -operator,

sup sup dy, (L, ,(X(x))(x), (TX)(x))

Aed xeQ

=sup sup d, (L, ;(X(x))(x), T(X(x))(x))

Aed xeQ

<sup sup Dy (L, ;,(X(x)), T(X(x))).

Aed xeQ

If
sup sup D, (L, (X (x)), T(X(x)))

led xeQ
does not tend to zero, then there exist ¢ >0 and {x,} such that
Doo(Ln,l(X(xn))a T(X(xn))) >é.

The functions X and TX are continuous, X (£2) and TX(£2) are compact,
and the sequence {x,} has a limit point x. So it is possible to choose a sub-
sequence {x,, } < {x,} such that D, (X(x,,), X(x)) <z and D, ((TX)(x,,),
(TX)(x) <1.

Then

e<sup D, (L, ,(X(x,)), (TX)x,))

Aed

<sup Dy, (L, 1(X(x,,)), Ly, (X (X))

Aed

+sup D, (L, ;(X(x)), T(X(x))) + Do (T(X(x)), (TX)(x,,)).

Aed

On the other hand

sup Doo(Lnkl(X(xnk))5 Lnkl(X(x))) < sup ”LnkAIB"(K Doo(X(xnk)a X(x)) - 0

ied Aed
By hypothesis
sup D, (L, ,(X(x)), T(X(x))) -0,

Aed

and since 7' is an & -operator,

D, (T(X(x)), T(X(x,,))) = sup do,(T(X(x))(»), T(X(x,))(¥))

=d,((TX)(x), (TX)(x,,)) >0,

which concludes the proof of the theorem. ||
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Remark 3.1. To prove that (iii) implies (i) it is enough to assume that
¢: 2% — R is bounded, non-negative and such that ¢(x,-) € €(£2, R) for all
x€Q and inf ¢(F) >0 for all closed subsets F of Q% with F n {(x, x),
xeQ} = . Thus, the case (iii) implies (i) generalizes a theorem in
Nishishiraho [14] (see [ 1, Theorem 4.2.10]).

Remark 32. Let T: #(R”) > Z(R”) be a continuous mapping, and
define the operator T: €(2, #(R”)) - €(Q, #(R?)) by TX =T o X. Then
T is an Z-operator. As an example consider 7: % (R?) —» % (R”) with
TV =coV.

Remark 3.3. In Theorem 3.1 the hypothesis of convergence for con-
stants in (ii) and (iii) cannot be dropped. The two conditions

@ D,(L,,;X,TX)— 0uniformlyin A € A4 for all X € (2, #(R?)),

") D, (L, ;(¢(x,-) I), T(¢(x,-) Iy)) = 0 uniformly in Ae 4 for all
xeQ,

are not equivalent. It is sufficient to take L, ; to be the identity for all
neN and A€ A and TX =co X. The equivalence of the previous condi-
tions would imply that X = co X for all X € 4(2, # (R?)).

Remark 3.4. A result similar to that in Theorem 3.1 can be obtained
for operators L, ;: 9 — #(£2, # (R?)), ¥ being a subclass of (2, F(R?))
closed under addition and multiplication by an scalar and satisfying the
conditions

— forallxeQ, ¢(x,- ) I, €9,

— if X € ¥, then for each x € 2 the constant function X(x) belongs
to 4.

In this case the condition of convergence for constants is required only
for those in %.

Remark 3.5. It is noteworthy that & (R”) is not a convex cone in the
sense given by Prolla [15, 16] and Keimel and Roth [9]. Although % (R?)
is a metric convex cone in the sense of [15, 16], the application of
Theorem 3.1 to % (R?)-valued continuous mappings is not a consequence
of Prolla’s results, since we do not require the operators to be monotoni-
cally regular.

As an example of Theorem 3.1 we mention the following one adapted
from Altomare and Campiti [1, pp. 224-225]:

(1) LetQ=[ab],a beR a<b, ¢(x,y)=(x—y)* and 4 a single-
ton. Then it is easy to deduce that the following conditions are equivalent:
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() D.(L,X,TX)— 0 forall X € 4(Q, #(R")),
(11) Doo(Ln(eiIB)’ T(eiIB)) - 09 for i= 09 19 27 Where ei(t) = tia
D, (L,A,TA)— 0 for all 4 € F(R?).

Take T to be the identity. Considering ¥ = {fI;|fe€%(Q,R)} in
Remark 3.4, we obtain the classical Korovkin theorem [12]. Considering
Y ={I;|F e 4(2, #(R"))} we generalize the Korovkin type theorem in
Vitale [20].

2) If (2, d) is a compact metric space, u: [0, 00) — [0, o0) is strictly
increasing continuous with #(0)=0, and ¢(x, y) =u(d(x, y)), then ¢
satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3.1.

Remark 3.6. With only minor modifications in the proof, Theorem 3.1
can be slightly improved in the following ways:

— linearity can be replaced by sublinearity,

— instead of the limit & -operator T (the same for all 1 € A), a family
{T;},c4 of limit #-operators can be taken without losing uniform conver-
gence. The family {7}},., must be such that {T,X}, is equicontinuous for
all X € (2, #(R?)) and sup, . , |7} 1]l < 0.

These technical extensions will be needed for the proof of Theorem 3.2
and some of the subsequent examples.

The following result will be useful in order to obtain Korovkin type
theorems when we consider some topologies in & (R?) weaker than the one
induced by d,,.

THEOREM 3.2. Let Q be a compact Hausdorff topological space, and let
¢: Q*— R be a continuous mapping such that ¢(x, x) =0 for all x € Q and
¢(x, ) #0 for all x,yeQ with x#y. Let L, ,;:6(2, #(R")) > ¥(Q,
F(R?)), ne N, Ae A (A being an index set), be positive linear operators,
such that there exists ny € N with

sup  |IL,,  Iglle < oo.

Aed,n=ngy

Let T: 4(R2, #(R?)) > €(RQ, #(R?)) be an F-operator. Let S;: F(R?) —
F(RP) i€l (I being an index set) be a family of sublinear positive mappings
such that

sup [|S;Zzll¢ < o,

iel
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and define S;: 4(Q2, F (R?)) » €(2, F(R?)) by S,X =S, o X.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(@) D,(SL,,;X,STX)—0 uniformly in (A, i)e AxI for all X e
€(Q2, 7(R?)),

(i) Dy (S;Ly, 1 (§(x,-) Ip), (ST )9(x,-) I5)) > O uniformly in (4,1i) €
AXI for all xe Q, D, (S,L, ;A, S;,TA) — 0 uniformly in (A,i) e AxI for all
Ae F(R?),

(i) sup,cq [I(S;L,, 12(4(x,-) I))ollsr (x) = O uniformly in (4,i) € AxI
D, (S;L, 14, S;TA) — 0 uniformly in (A, i) € AXI for all A € F(RP).

If in each of the conditions (1), (i), (iii) “uniformly in (1,i)e AxI" is
replaced by “‘uniformly in A€ A for each i €I” then the three conditions
which result are equivalent.

Proof. We should remark that the operators S;L, ; and S;T satisfy the
conditions

— S;L, ; are positive and sublinear,
— sup;c; 15T 1]l < oo,
— {S,TX},., is equicontinuous for all X € (2, #(R")) since

d,((STX)(), (STX)(2) < IS5l doo (TX)(X), (TX)()),

— S;T is an & -operator for alli € I,
— there exists n, € N such that for all n > n,

sup "SiLn, slle <0

nxzng,iel,Aled
since

sup IS; Ly, 1 Iplle < sup I1S:Zgll¢ 1Ly, 3 25lle-

nzny,iel,Aled nzny,iel,led

With respect to the first part we only have to take Remark 3.6 into
account, considering A' = Ax I, the set of operators {S;L, ;}ics nen icas
and as limit # -operators the family {S,T},,.

To obtain the second part, it is sufficient to apply the first part to each
singleton class {S;T} withiel. |I

As examples of Theorem 3.2 we can consider the following situations:
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(1) Let us consider the family {gm}ogmsl with S,: #(R?) > Z#(R?)
given by S,V = I, . Obviously this is a family of linear positive operators
and sup, .o, 17 [S.23lle = 1.

In this way we obtain a Korovkin type theorem for the topology
generated by the o-level mappings and so the following conditions are
equivalent:

® Dy((L,;X),, (TX),)— 0 uniformly in 1€ 4 for all a€[0, 1]
and for all X € 4(Q2, # (R?)),

() Dy((L, ,(9(x,) Ig))., (T($(x,-) Ip)),) = 0 uniformly in 1€ 4
for all € [0, 1] and for all x e Q, Dy((L, ;A),, (TA),) — 0 uniformly in
AeAforallae[0, 1] and for all 4 € #(R?),

(i) sup.cq (L, 2(#(x,-) Ip))ollw (x) >0 uniformly in Ae4,
Dy((L, ;A),, (TA),) = 0 uniformly in A€ 4 for all [0, 1] and for all
Ae F(R?),

(2) Let {p;}icr» pi: F(R?) > R be a family of positive semimagni-
tudes (i.e. p(V) =0, p(AV)=2p(V), p(U+V)< p(U)+pWV), and if U =V
then p(U) < p(V) for U,V € #(R?)and 4 € [0, o0)) such that sup; ., p;(Iz) <
oo. Define {S,},.; with S;: #(R?) = #(R?) by S,V = p,(V') I. Then {S,},_,
satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 3.2 and by its second part we obtain a
Korovkin type theorem for the topology generated by the family {p,};.;,
and so the following conditions are equivalent:

® |p:(Ly 1. X)—p:(TX)| = 0 uniformly in A€ A4 for all i e and
for all X € (2, #(R?)),

@) Np:i(Ly, 2(¢(x,-) I5)) — pi(T($(x, ) I5))|| - O uniformly in 1€ 4
for all i e I and for all xe @, |p;(L, ;4)—p;(TA)| — 0 uniformly in L€ 4
for all i € I and for all 4 € #(R?),

(iil) sup,.q llpi(Ly 2 (¢(x,-)))(x)| = 0 uniformly in Ae A for all
iel, |p(L,  ,4)—p;,(TA)|| — 0 uniformly in A€ 4 for all i el and for all
Ae F(R?).

(3) As a particular case of (2), we can consider the family
{pr,m}(r, mest'x,1y With p, .t F(RP) > R given by p,, V =s(r,aV)
(Z,(R?) being the subclass of Z (R?) such that V e &,(R?), if and only if
the mapping P,: a € [0, 1]+ ¥, is Lipschitz), so we obtain convergence in
the w-s topology (see Xue et al. [21])

(4) Analogously, we can consider the family {sup, .o, 17 S(r, &, )}, c5r-1
defined on &% (R”), and then we obtain the pointwise convergence of the
support function uniformly in «. It is possible to obtain the same result for
A, (R?) by embedding this class in % (R?).
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4. AN APPLICATION TO THE CONVERGENCE OF OPERATORS
BASED ON PARTIAL SUMS

In this section we apply the preceding results in the study of uniform
convergence of a particular class of operators defined through a stochastic
process.

Let %, be the class of those Borel subsets of [0, 00)? having non-zero
Lebesgue measure, and denote by 04 the boundary of 4 € %,. If o = 4%,),
0 > 0, then we set

r,(0) = sup mu;(0A+JB),

AedAd

where m, is Lebesgue measure in R?. We will say that o/ satisfies the
smooth boundary condition if r_,(5) >0 as d > 0% (notice that the term
“smooth” is not used in the sense that 04 is a smooth curve for 4 € <7).

Let @ be the family of sequences ¢ = {9, }, = %, such that m,(p,) — .
For the sake of brevity, we will say that ¥ < @ satisfies the smooth
boundary condition if {n"'p, |p € ¥, ne N} does.

The following “strong law of large volumes” is a restatement of
Theorem 1 and Remark 1 in [4]:

THEOREM 4.1 (Bass—Pyke uniform strong law of large numbers). Let &
be a random variable such that E |£| < oo, and let {£;};. v be a d-dimensional
array of independent random variables having the same distribution as &.
Let Y c® satisfy the smooth boundary condition and be such that
SUD, cw ma(9,) " = O(n™). Then,

sup [m(p,)"" Y &—E[£]| -0

pe¥ jEPuNN

almost surely.

Let I = R be an Interval. Let {&; . };.y ., be a doubly indexed stochas-
tic process such that for each x e I all ; , are independent and identically
distributed. Moreover, for each xel assume that E[&;,]=x (where
1= (1,1, ..., 1)) and denote by g*(x) the variance Var[ ¢z, ].

Given a sequence ¢ € @, we define a process {S? .},cn. vcr DY

Sy =my(p,)" Y . &ox

jEPnON

From now on, we will assume that the values of S¢ , lie in 1.
We denote by #(I, # (R?)) and €,(I, # (R?)), respectively, the classes of
bounded and bounded continuous & (R?) valued functions on I. Now we
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are finally able to define sequence based operators L?: €,(I, #(R?)) —
%1, 7 (R")) by

Ly(X,x)= [ X dPg,,
P? . being the probability distribution on I induced by S¥ .. Obviously,
these operators are linear and positive, since the Aumann integral has both
properties under the conditions considered.

For each x € I, let Q; be the nth convolution with itself of the distribu-
tion induced by ¢&;,. In the following theorem, we use Theorem 3.1 and its
Example 1 in order to provide sufficient conditions for the uniform con-
vergence of a family of operators L?.

THEOREM 4.2. Let I = R be an interval and let Q < I be compact. Let ¥ <
& satisfy the smooth boundary condition and be such that sup,, .y m,(¢,) ™" =
O(n™%). Moreover, assume that sup,..o 0*(x) < oo and sup{Q;(Z)|Z is an
atom of Q;} tends to O uniformly in x € Q. Then, for each bounded con-
tinuous mapping X: I — % (R?),

LZ(X,-)i coX

uniformly in ¢ € ¥, where D (Y, Z) =sup,.o d.,(Y(x), Z(x)).

Proof. One only needs to apply the above-mentioned example by
taking 4 =¥. In order to reach the conclusion, one checks convergence for
the family {I;, e, I, eI} U F (R?).

(1) Let us see whether sup, .y D, (L} (I3, ), I) tends to 0. In fact,
Ly(y, %)= [ 1y AP, = [ I, dP = Iy,

so it is actually trivial. Notice that the Change-of-Variable Theorem for the
Aumann integral can be applied since functions under the integral sign take
values in % (R?).

(2) We shall prove that sup,.y D, (L} (e;lg,"), e;13) tends to 0. As
before,
Li(eily, x) = [ e dP = [ S5 1, dP = E[S7,1 1.

But

E[S;. 0= [me)" ¥ &.dP=my(p,)" card(p, n N*) x,

jeonnN
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and so

sup Doo(LZ(eIIB9 . )a eIIB) =Ssup Ssup doo(md((pn)71 Card((pn N Nd) XIB9 XIB)

pe¥ pe¥ xef

=sup sup |m,(¢,)”" card(p, N N) x—x|

pe¥ xeQ

< (sup Q) sup |m,(p,)" card(p, n N —1|.

pe¥

Finally, observe that an application of Theorem 4.1 to an array of
degenerate random variables, each of constant value 1, yields that

sup |my(,)~" card(p, N N)—1] >0

pe¥
and therefore

sup Doo(Lg(eIIB’ : )5 eIIB) - 0.

pe¥
(3) We shall prove that sup, .y D, (L;(e,1,-), e,15) tends to 0. We
see that
Li(esly, ¥) = [ eIy P} = [ (87,07 Iy dP = E[(S.)* I,

= (Var[S? 1+ E[S} 1) I,
and so

sup D,,(L}(exl5,"), ex15) =sup sup d,((Var[S7 1+ E[S7 1) Iy, x’I,)

pe¥ pe¥ xeQ

=sup sup [Var[S7 ]1+E[S] 1" —x|

pe¥ xeQ

<sup sup Var[S? J+sup sup |[E[S?, 1*—x’|.

pe¥ xeQ pe¥ xeQ
Now,

sup sup Var[S? ]

pe¥ xef
-1
=Ssup Ssup Var[md((ﬂn) z éj,x:|
pe¥ xeQ jegnnn?

=sup sup m,(¢,)” card(p, N N?) o*(x)

pe¥? xeQ

< (1+sup [my(¢,) ™" card(p, 0 N*)—1|) sup o*(x) sup m,(p,)".

pe¥ xef pe¥
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This vanishes at infinity, since the first factor tends to 1 (as seen in the
second step of the proof), the second one is bounded by hypothesis, and
the third one is O(n ™) by hypothesis.

Finally,

sup sup |E[S?.]°—x7

pe¥ xeQ

=sup sup |m,(¢,)~ card(p, N N9)* x*—x’|

pe¥? xeQ

< max{inf Q, sup Q}* sup |m,(¢,) > card(p, " N%)*—1|

pe¥

and

sup |m,(p,)~* card(p, N N)*—1|

pe¥

=sup |m,(p,)”" card(p, N N*)—1]|

pe¥

x (sup |my(¢u(p,)”" card(p, " N)+1|)

pe¥

< sup |my(¢,)~" card(p, "N —1]|

pe¥

X (sup |m,(¢,)™" card(p, " N*)—1]+2),

pe¥

which vanishes at infinity.

(4) Let us see whether sup, .y D, (L7(4,-), co A) tends to 0, for all
A e #(R?). Notice that the change-of-variable technique in the first step of
the proof is no longer valid.

We decompose each probability measure P . into its atomic part (P ),
and its atomless part (Py .),. We define atoms P ., = {Z|Z is an atom of
P?.}. Then

Py =20 (P} e+ (1=27 (P ),

where A9 . = P} ({J atoms P ). Then

JAdP,",”xz Y PP (Z)A+(1—2f.)co A.

Z € atoms P,":’ x
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In case some P}, has infinitely many atoms, the series above is defined to
be the d_-limit of the sequence of partial sums (this is an obvious general-
ization of the arguments in [7, Section 7]). It now follows that

d, <jA dP? ., co A)

=doo< D P} (Z)A+(1—4,,)co A,

Z € atoms Pf," x

AnxCOA+(1—=4, ) co A>

<d, < > P? (Z)A, 2, co A>

Z € atoms PZ) x

=dw< Y P4 Y co(P:’;x(Z)A))

Z € atoms P,qz x Z € atoms Pﬁ x

Now an application of the Shapley—Folkman inequality (see for instance
[2]) and a limiting argument (if P, has infinitely many atoms) yield
straightforwardly the inequality

n,xo

d, <J AdP? , co A> < || 4ol sup{P? .(Z)| Z is an atom of PY }.

For the sake of brevity, we set a(P)=sup{P(Z)|Z is an atom of P},
whenever P is a probability measure. Accordingly,

sup D, (L7 (4,-), co 4) < 4ol sup sup a(Py ).

pe¥ pe¥ xeQ

Recall that Q}, denotes the mth convolution with itself of the distribu-
tion of {j,, and note that P}, and Qg,4q,~~% are induced by random

n,x

variables differing only by a scale factor. Indeed, P} . is the distribution

induced by S7 . =m,(¢,) " ¥, Ant &« Whereas Q%4 ~ v is induced by
Y jeonnn? & - This implies that

a(PZ,x) = a(Qzard((p,, nNd))*

By hypothesis, sup, ., a(Q;) vanishes at infinity. However, it is impor-
tant to note that {Q%,,, ~~%} is DOt necessarily a subsequence of {Q;},
since {card(p, N N“)}, is not necessarily an increasing sequence. Thus, the
conclusion does not follow trivially.
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We claim that for all M > 0 there exists n,, € N such that card(¢, N N9) >
M for all ¢ € ¥ and for all n>n,,. Assume the contrary; then for some
M >0 and all ke N there exist p*e ¥ and n, >k such that card(go',fk N
N“) <M. From the assumption that sup, .y m,(¢,)™" = O(n™), it follows
that

my(,) " card(pf, A N*) = O(n;*) 5 0.
Let 0 <v < 1. Then, for some k, € N and all k >k,

v<1-my(9,)" card(g; 0 N*) <sup |my(p,)" card(p, " N)—1],

pe¥

so we reach a contradiction of the fact that sup,.y |m,(@,)”" x
card(g, N N%)—1| vanishes at infinity. Thus the claim is true.

Now let ¢ > 0. Then, there exists n, € N such that sup, ., a(Q;) <¢ for
all n>n,. Moreover, according to the previous argument, taking M = n,
there exists some n, € N such that card(¢, N N¢) > n, for all n > n, and for
all 9 € ¥. Thus for all n > max{ny, n,} and forallp e ¥,

sup a(Qzard(qz,, nNd)) <e&.
xeQ

Since this proves that

sup Sup a(QZard((a,, nNd)) - 09
pe¥ xeQ

the proof is complete. [J

Examples and remarks. We now describe some particular cases and
examples of these sequence based operators.

(1) If one takes d=1, ¢ ={(0,n]},, ¥ = {¢}, then the Bass—Pyke
law becomes the classical strong law of large numbers. In this case
sequence based operators are based on arithmetical means of independent
and identically distributed random variables.

(2a) For each bounded, continuous J# (R?) valued function F, one
may define the mapping I such that I;(x) = Ir,. Then I, is bounded and
continuous. This provides an example of sequence based operators to set
valued functions.

(2b) To each bounded continuous real function f we associate the
set valued mapping ¢+ {f(#)}. Then its images by sequence based opera-
tors are also single valued. Thus sequence based operators can also act on
real functions.
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(3) If one takes both (1) and (2b) then the sequence based operators
are exactly the Feller operators constructed from arithmetical means of
i.i.d. random variables [6, Chap. 7; 19; 10].

(4) One may ask if the smooth boundary condition is strong or if, on
the contrary, there are large families of sets satisfying it. For instance, any
family of convex subsets of [0, c0)? does satisfy it [4].

(5) We show now the form of the sequence based versions of
Bernstein operators. The functional version of Bernstein operators, which
is a particular case of (1) when random variables &;, are assumed to have a
Bernoulli distribution with parameter x € [0, 1], is defined to be

B,(X,x)= z": <Z>xk(1—x)"_kX<§>

k=

for x € [0, 1]. The general version, given ¢ € @, is

card((p,,r\Nd) d Nd k
BZ)(X, x) — z <Car ((pn N )> xk(l _x)card((p,, mNd)—k X ( >
k=0 k md((pn)

We ought to remark that, in order to ensure that B? is well defined, one
needs to take sequences ¢ such that card(¢, N N9) < m,(@,). This limita-
tion does not exist when the interval 7 is unbounded, as would be the case
of Mirakyan-Szasz, Baskakov, and many other operators.

(6) It is noteworthy that operators acting on a mapping X converge
to co X and not to X itself. This convexification effect is closely related to
the behavior of the Aumann integral. In the case of set valued Bernstein
operators, it was first shown by Vitale [20].

The following corollary illustrates points (5) and (6), showing that the
behavior of sequence based Bernstein operators is essentially the same as in
the classical case.

CoOROLLARY 4.1. Let Q< (0,1) be compact. Let ¥ < ® satisfy the
smooth boundary condition and be such that card(p, N N?) < my(p,) for all
@ e®, and sup, .y my(¢,)” = O0(n?). Then, for each continuous mapping
X:[0,1] > ZF(R?),

Bﬁ(X,)&» coX

uniformly in ¢ € ¥, where D,(X,Y) = sup, .o d,(X(x), Y (x)).
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Proof. As we have said, sequence based Bernstein operators are
obtained in the case when &;, has a Bernoulli probability distribution with
parameter x € [0, 1].

It is enough now to check the hypotheses of Theorem 4.2. First,
o’(x) = x(1—x) <} for all x € 2, and second,

sup{Q;(Z)|x € R, Z is an atom of Q}} = sup (Z) xH(1—=x)"*,
xeQ

which is o(n71/%). |}
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