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Motivations

Errett Bishop, the founder of neutral constructive mathematics (or
Bishop’s constructive mathematics), wrote in his book as follows 1.

The situation is easily summarized: Nonmetric spaces and
nonseparable metric spaces play no significant role in those
parts of analysis with which this book is concerned. To il-
lustrate this point, consider the concept of a uniform space,
as developed in Probs. 17 to 21 of Chap. 4. A uniform
space at first sight appears to be a natural and fruitful con-
cept for constructive mathematics, a promising substitute
for the concept of a topological space. In fact, this is not
the case.

1Bishop 1967, Appendix A: Metrizability and Separability; he introduced the
notion of a uniform space using a family of pseudometrics.
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Motivations

I Although classically,
I the topology on the space l∞ of bounded sequences of real

numbers is given by the norm

‖(xn)n∈N‖ = sup{|xn| | n ∈ N};

I the strong topology on the dual space (the set of bounded
linear functionals) E∗ of a normed space E is given by the
norm

‖f ‖ = sup{|f (x)| | x ∈ E , ‖x‖ ≤ 1},

II constructively, they are uniform topologies but are not given
by any family of pseudometrics.

I We need a more general framework than a family of
pseudometrics for defining the notion of a uniform space.
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Motivations

Here, as an application of a general framework for uniform spaces,
we consider integration theory.

I One of the motivations Lebesgue developed his integration
theory was to make integration and limit commute:

lim
n→∞

∫
fn =

∫
lim
n→∞

fn,

which does not hold for the Riemann integral.

I The Lebesgue integral is based on the Lebesgue measure
which is a generalisation of the notions of a length, an area
and a volume.
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Motivations

I Since a measure is defined on a σ-algebra which is closed
under the complementation,

I the lack of law of excluded middle in constructive
mathematics brings us a difficulty to define an appropriate
domain of a measure.

I Bishop overcame the difficulty by introducing the notion of a
complemented set, and developed a constructive measure and
integration theory.

I However, the original motivation of Lebesgue is concerned
with the topological notion of a limit.
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Motivations

I As far as we are concerned with convergence theorems such as
the monotone and dominated convergence theorems of
Lebesgue,

I we may be able to constructively deal with them topologically
without invoking the notion of a measure and the notion of a
complemented set.

I Spitters [Spitters 2006] took an approach using Bishop’s
notion of a uniform space, and following Bishop’s advice
[Bishop 1967, Preface].

7 / 61



Preliminaries
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Constructive set theory

The elementary constructive (and predicative) set theory ECST
was introduced by Aczel and Rathjen.

The axioms and rules of ECST are those of intuitionistic predicate
logic with equality. In addition, ECST has the set theoretic axioms

Extensionality: ∀a∀b[∀x(x ∈ a↔ x ∈ b)→ a = b];

Pairing: ∀a∀b∃c∀x(x ∈ c ↔ x = a ∨ x = b);

Emptyset: ∃a∀x(x 6∈ a);

Union: ∀a∃b∀x [x ∈ b↔∃y ∈ a (x ∈ y)];

Replacement:

∀a[∀x ∈ a∃!yϕ(x , y)→∃b∀y(y ∈ b↔∃x ∈ aϕ(x , y))]

for all formulae ϕ(x , y), where b is not free in
ϕ(x , y);
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Constructive set theory

Bounded Separation:

∀a∃b∀x(x ∈ b↔ x ∈ a ∧ ϕ(x))

for all bounded formulae ϕ(x), where b is not free in
ϕ(x); here a formula ϕ(x) is bounded, or ∆0, if all
its quantifiers are bounded, i.e. of the form ∀x ∈ c or
∃x ∈ c ;

Strong Infinity:

∃a[0 ∈ a ∧ ∀x(x ∈ a→ x + 1 ∈ a)

∧ ∀y(0 ∈ y ∧ ∀x(x ∈ y → x + 1 ∈ y)→ a ⊆ y)].
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Constructive set theory

In ECST, we are able to perform basic set constructions in
mathematical practice.

I the ordered pair (x , y) = {{x}, {x , y}} of x and y , using
Pairing;

I the cartesian product A× B of sets A and B consisting of the
ordered pairs (x , y) with x ∈ A and y ∈ B, using Replacement
and Union.

In addition to the axioms of ECST, we assume Exponentiation
Axiom asserting that the class BA of functions from a set A into a
set B, called the exponential of A and B, forms a set.

Exponentiation: ∀a∀b∃c∀f (f ∈ c ↔ f ∈ ba).
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Constructive set theory

We write hom(I , I ′) for the set of monotone functions between
preordered sets I = (I ,�I ) and I ′ = (I ′,�I ′).

A preordered set I = (I ,4I ) is directed if

I I is inhabited;

I there exists ubI ∈ hom(I × I , I ), called an upper bound
function, such that for each x , y ∈ I , x 4I ubI (x , y) and
y 4I ubI (x , y).

A setoid (or Bishop set) X is a pair (X ,=X ) of a set X and an
equivalence relation =X on X .
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Setoids

Let X = (X ,=X ) and Y = (Y ,=Y ) be setoids. Then

I a function f : X → Y is a setoid mapping of X into Y if

x =X y ⇒ f (x) =Y f (y)

for all x , y ∈ X ; we then write f : X → Y .

I Two setoid mappings f , g : X → Y are identical, denoted by
f ∼ g , if

x =X y ⇒ f (x) =Y g(y)

for all x , y ∈ X , or equivalently f (x) =Y g(x) for all x ∈ X .

I A setoid mapping f : X → Y is a setoid injection if

f (x) =Y f (y)⇒ x =X y

for all x , y ∈ X .
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Setoids

The product X ×Y of setoids X = (X ,=X ) and Y = (Y ,=X ) is a
pair of the set X ×Y and an equivalence relation =X×Y on X ×Y
given by

(x , y) =X×Y (x ′, y ′)⇔ x =X x ′ and y =Y y ′

for all (x , y), (x ′, y ′) ∈ X × Y ; in which case, the projections are
setoid mappings.
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Uniform spaces
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Fundamental definitions

A uniform structure on a setoid X = (X ,=X ) is a triple consisting
of a directed preordered set IX = (IX ,4IX ), a function
ρX ∈ hom(IX , IX ), and a relation 
X between X × X and IX such
that

1. for all x , y ∈ X , x =X y if and only if (x , y) 
X a for all
a ∈ IX ;

2. for all a ∈ IX and x , y , x ′, y ′ ∈ X , if x =X x ′, y =X y ′ and
(x , y) 
X a, then (x ′, y ′) 
X a;

3. for all a ∈ IX and x , y ∈ X , if (x , y) 
X a, then (y , x) 
X a;

4. for all a, b ∈ IX and x , y ∈ X , if a 4IX b and (x , y) 
X b,
then (x , y) 
X a;

5. for all a ∈ IX and x , y , z ∈ X , if (x , y) 
X ρX (a) and
(y , z) 
X ρX (a), then (x , z) 
X a.

A uniform space is a setoid equipped with a uniform structure.
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Fundamental definitions

Example 1

Let X be a set, and let d : X × X → R be a pseudometric on X .
Then a binary relation =X on X , given by

x =X y ⇔ d(x , y) = 0

for all x , y ∈ X , is an equivalence relation; hence X = (X ,=X ) is a
setoid.
Let ρX and 
X be a monotone function from N into N and a
relation between X × X and N defined by

ρX (n) = n + 1,

(x , y) 
X n⇔ d(x , y) ≤ 2−n

for all n ∈ N and x , y ∈ X , respectively. Then (N, ρX ,
X ) is a
uniform structure on the setoid X .
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Fundamental definitions

Let X be a setoid, and let J = (J,4J) be a directed preordered
set. Then a function x : j 7→ xj from J into X is called a net (or
Moore-Smith sequence) in X on J, and is denoted by (xj)j∈J ; a net
(xn)n∈N on the linearly ordered set (N,≤) is called a sequence in
X ; we write X J for the set X J of nets in X on J.

Let (IX , ρX ,
X ) be a uniform structure on X . Then a net
x = (xj)j∈J ∈ X J converges to an element x of X in X if there
exists β ∈ hom(IX , J), called a modulus (of convergence), such
that for each a ∈ IX ,

(xj , x) 
X a

for all j ∈ J with β(a) 4J j . We then write x → x , and x is called
a limit of x .
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Fundamental definitions

A net (xj)j∈J ∈ X J is a Cauchy net in X if there exists
α ∈ hom(IX , J), called a (Cauchy) modulus, such that for each
a ∈ IX ,

(xj , xj ′) 
X a

for all j , j ′ ∈ J with α(a) 4J j , j ′.

For each x ∈ X , the constant function j 7→ x from J into X ,
denoted by (x)j∈J , is a Cauchy net in X with any modulus
α ∈ hom(IX , J).

Lemma 2
Every convergent net in a uniform space is a Cauchy net.

19 / 61



Fundamental definitions

Let X and Y be uniform spaces with uniform structures
(IX , ρX ,
X ) and (IY , ρY ,
Y ), respectively. Then a function
f : X → Y is uniformly continuous if there exists γ ∈ hom(IY , IX ),
called a modulus (of uniform continuity), such that for each
b ∈ IY ,

(x , y) 
X γ(b)⇒ (f (x), f (y)) 
Y b

for all x , y ∈ X .

A uniformly continuous mapping f : X → Y is

I a uniform isomorphism if there exists a uniformly continuous
mapping g : Y → X , called an inverse of f , such that
g ◦ f ∼ idX and f ◦ g ∼ idY ;

I X and Y are uniformly equivalent if there exists a uniform
isomorphism between X and Y ;

I we then write X ' Y .
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Fundamental definitions

Lemma 3
Let X and Y be uniform spaces. Then every uniformly continuous
function f : X → Y is a setoid mapping.

Lemma 4
Let X and Y be uniform spaces, and let J be a directed preordered
set. Then for each uniformly continuous function f : X → Y and
each net x ∈ X J ,

1. for all x ∈ X, if x → x in X , then f ◦ x → f (x) in Y ;

2. if x is a Cauchy net in X , then f ◦ x is a Cauchy net in Y .
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Fundamental definitions

Proposition 5

Let X and Y be uniform spaces with uniform structures
(IX , ρX ,
X ) and (IY , ρY ,
Y ), respectively, and define
ρX×Y ∈ hom(IX × IY , IX × IY ) and a relation 
X×Y between
(X × Y )× (X × Y ) and IX × IY by

ρX×Y = ρX × ρY ,
((x , y), (x ′, y ′)) 
X×Y (a, b)⇔ (x , x ′) 
X a and (y , y ′) 
Y b

for all (a, b) ∈ IX × IY and (x , y), (x ′, y ′) ∈ X × Y . Then
(IX × IY , ρX×Y ,
X×Y ) is a uniform structure on the product
setoid X × Y .
A uniform space X × Y with the uniform structure is called the
product of uniform spaces X and Y .
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Completeness

Lemma 6
Let X = (X ,=X ) be a uniform space with a uniform structure
(IX , ρX ,
X ), and let J = (J,4J) be a directed preordered set.
Then a binary relation =X J on X J given by

x =X J y ⇔∀a ∈ IX ∃j ∈ J ∀i ∈ J (j 4J i ⇒ (xi , yi ) 
X a)

for all x = (xi )i∈J , y = (yi )i∈J ∈ X J , is an equivalence relation on
X J ; hence X J = (X J ,=X J ) is a setoid.
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Completeness

Proposition 7

Let X = (X ,=X ) be a uniform space with a uniform structure
(IX , ρX ,
X ), and let J = (J,4J) be a directed preordered set.
Then a relation 
X J between X J × X J and IX given by

(x , y) 
X J a⇔∃x ′, y ′ ∈ X J [x =X J x ′ ∧ y =X J y ′

∧ ∃j ∈ J ∀i ∈ J (j 4J i ⇒ (x ′i , y
′
i ) 
X a)]

for all a ∈ IX and x , y ∈ X J where x ′ = (x ′i )i∈J and y ′ = (y ′i )i∈J ,
gives a uniform structure (IX , ρ

2
X ,
X J ) on X J = (X J ,=X J ); hence

X J is a uniform space.
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Completeness

Lemma 8
Let X be a uniform space, and let J be a directed preordered set.
Then a function ηJX : X → X J , given by

ηJX : x 7→ (x)j∈J

for all x ∈ X, is a uniformly continuous setoid injection such that

ηJX ◦ x → x

in X J for all Cauchy net x ∈ X J .
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Completeness

Let X be a uniform space with a uniform structure (IX , ρX ,
X ).
Then a regular net in X is a Cauchy net on the directed preordered
set IX with a modulus idIX ∈ hom(IX , IX ).

Let X̃ be a setoid consisting of a set X̃ and an equivalence relation
=X̃ given by

X̃ = {x ∈ X IX | x is a regular net}, x =X̃ y ⇔ x =X IX y

for all x , y ∈ X̃ , respectively. Then X̃ with a uniform structure
(IX , ρX IX ,
X̃ ) is called a completion of X , where

(x , y) 
X̃ a⇔ (x , y) 
X IX a

for all a ∈ IX and x , y ∈ X̃ ; we then write ηX for ηIXX : X → X̃ .
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Completeness

A uniform space X is complete if ηX : X → X̃ is a uniform
isomorphism.

Proposition 9

Every Cauchy net in a complete uniform space converges.

Theorem 10
The completion X̃ of a uniform space X is complete.

Theorem 11
Let X and Y be uniform spaces. Then

X̃ × Ỹ ' X̃ × Y ,

and X × Y is complete whenever so are X and Y .
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Completeness

Let X and Y be uniform spaces with uniform structures
(IX , ρX ,
X ) and (IY , ρY ,
Y ), respectively. Then a function
f : X → Y is locally uniformly continuous if there exists a function
z 7→ γz from X̃ into hom(IY , IX ), called a family of local moduli,
such that for each b ∈ IY ,

(z , ηX (x)) 
X̃ γz(b) and (z , ηX (y)) 
X̃ γz(b)

⇒ (f (x), f (y)) 
Y b

for all z ∈ X̃ and x , y ∈ X .
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Completeness

Lemma 12
Let X and Y be uniform spaces. Then every locally uniformly
continuous function f : X → Y is a setoid mapping.

Lemma 13
Let X and Y be uniform spaces, and let J be a directed preordered
set. Then for each locally uniformly continuous function
f : X → Y and each net x ∈ X J ,

1. for all x ∈ X, if x → x, then f ◦ x → f (x);

2. if x is a Cauchy net, then f ◦ x is a Cauchy net.
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Completeness

Theorem 14
Let X and Y be uniform spaces. Then for each uniformly
continuous (respectively, locally uniformly continuous) function
f : X → Y , there exists a uniformly continuous (respectively,
locally uniformly continuous) function f̃ : X̃ → Ỹ which makes the
following diagram commute, that is, f̃ ◦ ηX ∼ ηY ◦ f .
Furthermore, such an f̃ is unique in the sense that for each locally
uniformly continuous mapping h : X̃ → Ỹ , if h ◦ ηX ∼ ηY ◦ f , then
h ∼ f̃ .

X̃

X

Ỹ

Y

ηX ηY

f

f̃
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Topological vector spaces and lattices
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Topological vector spaces

A vector space (over R) is a setoid X = (X ,=X ) equipped with a
setoid mapping (x , y) 7→ x + y of X × X into X , called addition, a
setoid mapping x 7→ −x of X into X , called inverse, a setoid
mapping (s, x) 7→ sx of R× X into X , called scalar multiplication
and an element 0 of X , called the zero element, such that

(x + y) + z =X x + (y + z), x + y =X y + x ,

x + 0 =X x , x + (−x) =X 0,

s(x + y) =X sx + sy , (s + t)x =X sx + tx ,

s(tx) =X (st)x , 1x =X x

for all x , y , z ∈ X and s, t ∈ R.
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Topological vector spaces

Example 15

Let F [0, 1] be the set of setoid mappings of [0, 1] into R. Then the
setoid F [0, 1] = (F [0, 1],∼) is a vector space equipped with
addition, inverse, scalar multiplication and zero element given by

(f + g)(x) = f (x) + g(x), (−f )(x) = −f (x),

(sf )(x) = sf (x), 0(x) = 0

for all f , g ∈ F [0, 1], s ∈ R and x ∈ [0, 1].
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Topological vector spaces

Let X is a vector space. Then a linear functional on X is a setoid
mapping f : X → R such that

f (x + y) =R f (x) + f (y) and f (sx) =R sf (x)

for all x , y ∈ X and s ∈ R.
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Topological vector spaces

A topological vector space is a vector space X equipped with a
uniform structure (IX , ρX ,
X ) such that

1. the addition + : X × X → X is uniformly continuous;

2. there exists a function ξX : IX × X → N such that for each
a ∈ IX ,

(0, sx) 
X a

for all x ∈ X and s ∈ R with |s| ≤R 2−ξ(a,x);

3. for each a ∈ IX ,

(0, x) 
X a⇒ (0, sx) 
X a

for all x ∈ X and s ∈ R with |s| ≤R 1.
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Topological vector spaces

Lemma 16
Let X be a topological vector space. Then the inverse x 7→ −x is
uniformly continuous, and the scalar multiplication (s, x) 7→ sx is
locally uniformly continuous.

Theorem 17
If X is a topological vector space, then so is its completion X̃ .
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Topological vector lattices

A (join) semilattice is a setoid X = (X ,=X ) equipped with a setoid
mapping (x , y) 7→ x ∨ y of X × X into X , called a join, such that

x ∨ (y ∨ z) =X (x ∨ y) ∨ z , x ∨ y =X y ∨ x , x ∨ x =X x

for all x , y , z ∈ X .

Let X = (X ,=X ) be a semilattice. Then the (canonical) partial
order ≤X on X is given by

x ≤X y ⇔ x ∨ y =X y

for all x , y ∈ X , and x ∨ y is the least upper bound of {x , y} for all
x , y ∈ X .
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Topological vector lattices

A vector lattice is a vector space X = (X ,=X ) such that

1. X is a semilattice with a join ∨;

2. (x + z) ∨ (y + z) =X x ∨ y + z ;

3. if 0 ≤R s, then s(x ∨ y) =X (sx) ∨ (sy)

for all x , y , z ∈ X and s ∈ R.

Lemma 18
Let X = (X ,=X ) be a vector lattice. Then

1. if x ≤X y, then x + z ≤X y + z;

2. if x ≤X y and 0 ≤R s, then sx ≤X sy

for all x , y , z ∈ X and s ∈ R.
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Topological vector lattices

Example 19

Note that F [0, 1] in Example 15 is a vector lattice with a join given
by

(f ∨ g)(x) = maxR(f (x), g(x))

for all f , g ∈ F [0, 1] and x ∈ [0, 1]. Let C [0, 1] be a set given by

C [0, 1] = {(f , γ) ∈ F [0, 1]× hom(N,N) |
f is uniformly continuous with a modulus γ },

and let =C [0,1] be an equivalence relation on C [0, 1] given by

(f , γf ) =C [0,1] (g , γg )⇔ f =F [0,1] g .

Then the setoid C [0, 1] = (C [0, 1],=C [0,1]) is a vector lattice.
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Topological vector lattices

Let X = (X ,=X ) be a vector lattice with a join ∨ : X × X → X .
Then a meet ∧ : X × X → X is given by

x ∧ y = −(−x ∨ −y)

for all x , y ∈ X .

Proposition 20

Every vector lattice X = (X ,=X ) is a distributive lattice, that is,
x ∨ (y ∧ z) =X (x ∨ y) ∧ (x ∨ z), or
x ∧ (y ∨ z) =X (x ∧ y) ∨ (x ∧ z) for all x , y , z ∈ X.
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Topological vector lattices

Let X be a vector lattice. Then the subset

CX = {x ∈ X | 0 ≤X x}

is called a positive cone of X ; note that CX = (CX ,≤X ) with an
upper bound function

∨ ∈ hom(CX × CX ,CX )

is a directed preordered set.

A linear functional f on X is positive if 0 ≤R f (x) for all x ∈ CX .
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Topological vector lattices

Example 21

Let R : C [0, 1]→ R be a function given by

R(f , γ) =

∫
f ,

where
∫

is the Riemann integral, for all (f , γ) ∈ C [0, 1]. Then R is
a positive linear functional.
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Topological vector lattices

Let X = (X ,=X ) be a vector lattice, and let (-)+ : X → X ,
(-)− : X → X and | - | : X → X be setoid mappings given by

x+ = x ∨ 0, x− = (−x) ∨ 0, |x | = x ∨ (−x),

respectively, for all x ∈ X ; note that x+, x− ∈ CX .

A vector lattice X is Archimedean if for each x ∈ X , x ≤X 0
whenever there exists y ∈ X such that x ≤X 2−ny for all n ∈ N.

Lemma 22
Let X = (X ,=X ) be an Archimedean vector lattice. Then

1. if 0 ≤X x, then maxR(s, t)x =X sx ∨ tx ;

2. |sx | =X |s||x |
for all s, t ∈ R and x ∈ X.
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Topological vector lattices

A topological vector lattice is a vector lattice X equipped with a
uniform structure (IX , ρX ,
X ) such that

1. X is a topological vector space with the uniform structure;

2. the join ∨ : X × X → X is uniformly continuous;

3. for each a ∈ IX ,

(0, y) 
X a⇒ (0, x) 
X a

for all x , y ∈ CX with x ≤X y .
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Topological vector lattices

Lemma 23
Every topological vector lattice is Archimedean.

Theorem 24
If X is a topological vector lattice, then so is its completion X̃ .
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Integration theory
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Integration theory

An abstract integration space is a vector lattice X equipped with a
positive linear functional E on X .

Example 25

(C [0, 1],R) is an abstract integration space.

In the following, we fix an abstract integration space (X ,E ).
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Integrable functions

Lemma 26
Let =L be a binary relation on X given by

x =L y ⇔∀n ∈ N (E (|x − y |) ≤R 2−n)

for all x , y ∈ X. Then =L is an equivalence relation on X ; hence
L = (X ,=L) is a setoid.

Proposition 27

Let ρL and 
L be a monotone function from N into N and a
relation between X × X and N defined by

ρL(n) = n + 1 and (x , y) 
L n⇔ E (|x − y |) ≤R 2−n,

respectively, for all n ∈ N and (x , y) ∈ X × X. Then (N, ρL,
L) is
a uniform structure on the setoid L = (X ,=L).
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Integrable functions

Proposition 28

L is a topological vector lattice.

We write L for the completion L̃ of the topological vector lattice L,
and call an element of L an integrable function over the abstract
integration space (X ,E ).
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Integrable functions

Proposition 29

There exists a uniformly continuous mapping
∫

: L→ R such that

1.
∫
ηL(x) =R E (x),

2.
∫

(f + g) =R
∫
f +

∫
g ,

3.
∫

(sf ) =R s
∫
f ,

4. if 0 ≤L f , then 0 ≤R
∫
f

for all x ∈ L, f , g ∈ L and s ∈ R. For f ∈ L,
∫
f is called the

integral of f .
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Measurable functions

Lemma 30
Let =M be a binary relation on X given by

x =M y ⇔∀u ∈ CX ∀n ∈ N (E (|x − y | ∧ u) ≤R 2−n)

for all x , y ∈ X. Then =M is an equivalence relation on X ; hence
M = (X ,=M) is a setoid.

Proposition 31

Let ρM and 
M be a monotone function from CX ×N into CX ×N,
and a relation between X ×X and CX ×N, respectively, defined by

ρM(u, n) = (u, n + 1)

(x , y) 
M (u, n)⇔ E (|x − y | ∧ u) ≤R 2−n,

respectively, for all (u, n) ∈ CX × N and (x , y) ∈ X × X. Then
(CX × N, ρM ,
M) is a uniform structure on the setoid
M = (X ,=M).
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Measurable functions

Proposition 32

M is a topological vector lattice.

We write M for the completion M̃ of the topological vector lattice
M, and call an element of M a measurable function over the
abstract integration space (X ,E ).
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Convergence theorems

Lemma 33
The function idX : X → X is a uniformly continuous setoid
injection of L into M.

Proposition 34

There exists a uniformly continuous embedding λ : L→M such
that ηM ◦ idX ∼ λ ◦ ηL.

L

L

M

M

ηL ηM

idX

λ
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Convergence theorems

Lemma 35
The function (-) ∧ | - | : (x , y) 7→ x ∧ |y | from X × X into X is a
locally uniformly continuous mapping of L×M into L.

Proposition 36

There exists a locally uniformly continuous mapping
µ : L×M→ L such that µ ◦ (ηL × ηM) ∼ ηL ◦ ((-) ∧ | - |).

L×M

L×M

L

L

ηL×ηM ηL

(-)∧|-|

µ
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Convergence theorems

Lemma 37
For all f , g ∈ L and h ∈M,

µ(g , λ(f )) =L g ∧ |f | and λ(µ(g , h)) =M λ(g) ∧ |h|.

Theorem 38
Let f be a measurable function. If there exists an integrable
function g such that |f | ≤M λ(g), then there exists an integrable
function fL such that f =M λ(fL).
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Convergence theorems

Let (fn)n∈N be a sequence of integrable functions, and let f be an
integrable function. Then

1. (fn)n∈N converges in norm to f if fn → f in L;

2. (fn)n∈N converges in measure to f if λ(fn)→ λ(f ) in M.

Theorem 39 (Lebesgue’s Monotone Convergence Theorem)

Let (fn)n∈N be an increasing sequence of integrable functions.
Then the following are equivalent.

1. (fn)n∈N converges in measure to some integrable function f ,

2. (fn)n∈N converges in norm to some integrable function f ,

3. (
∫
fn)n∈N converges;

in which case
∫
fn →

∫
f .
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Convergence theorems

Theorem 40 (Fatou’s Lemma)

Let (fn)n∈N be a sequence of integrable functions converging in
measure to an integrable function f such that 0 ≤L fn and∫
fn ≤ A for all n ∈ N. Then

∫
f ≤ A.

Theorem 41 (Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem)

Let (fn)n∈N be a sequence of integrable functions converging in
measure to an integrable function f , and let g be an integrable
function such that |fn| ≤L g for all n ∈ N. Then (fn)n∈N converges
in norm to f .
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I D.S. Bridges and L.S. V̂ıţă, Apartness and uniformity, A
constructive development, Theory and Applications of
Computability, Springer, Heidelberg, 2011.

I T. Kawai, Localic completion of uniform spaces, Log.
Methods Comput. Sci. 13 (2017), no. 3, Paper No. 22, 39
pp.

I J.L. Kelley, General topology, Reprint of the 1955 edition [Van
Nostrand, Toronto, Ont.], Graduate Texts in Mathematics,
No. 27, Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1975.

I H.H. Schaefer, Topological vector spaces, Third printing
corrected, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Vol. 3,
Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1971.

I B. Spitters, Constructive algebraic integration theory, Ann.
Pure Appl. Logic 137 (2006), no. 1-3, 380–390.

60 / 61



References

I A. S. Troelstra and D. van Dalen, Constructivism in
mathematics: An introduction, Vol. I, Studies in Logic and
the Foundations of Mathematics 121, North-Holland
Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1988.

I A. S. Troelstra and D. van Dalen, Constructivism in
mathematics: An introduction, Vol. II, Studies in Logic and
the Foundations of Mathematics 123, North-Holland
Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1988.

61 / 61


