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Abstract

A constructive procedure is considered for obtaining singular-determining sequence of
elements of monotonic systems studied in [1]. The relationship between two determining
sequences a_ and a, is also examined, and the obtained result is formulated as a duality
theorem. This theorem is used for describing a procedure of restricting the domain of search
for extremal subsystems (or kernels of a monotonic system); the corresponding search

scheme is also presented.
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YR 62-50:519.2
SKCTPEMAIJIbHbIE NOACHCTEMbI MOHOTOHHbIX CUCTEM. 1l
U. 3. MYIUIAT

(Tannun)

TlpeataraeTcst KOHCTPYKTIBHAs 1POLEAYPa HOCTPOEGNHs OCOOBIX olpege-
JIAIOLHX II0CJAe0BATeILHOCTEH 3IeMEHTOB MOHOTOHHEBIX CHCTEM, PacCMOTpeli-
ppix B {1]. MaywzaioTcsa B3anMuble CBOMCTBA ABYYX ONPEHEINSIONIHX MOCHEI0BA-

TEeILHOCTel ot H ¢, W MOMYYEHHLIA pesyabrat (QPopPMYyIUpyeTcs B BHAE Teo-
peMLl IBoiicTBeHHOCTH. Ha 0CrioBe TeOpeMbl JBOMCTBEHHOCTH OITHCAH CIOCOD
CY/KeHNs O0JACTH TOICKA DKCTPEMATBbHBIX HOACHCTEM — AfleD MOHOTOHHOM
CHCTEMNEI I NIpNBeJeta COOTBeTCTBYIONaA cXeMa OOMCKA.

1. BeegeHue

B [1] paspaboram ocHoBHOIl aiirapar BHIICCHHA B MONOTOINIBIX CHCTE-
Max OCOOBIX IOACHCTEM — fAC). O0JMAJAIONMN DRCTPEMAILHBIMI CBOUCTBAMU.
OCTIOBABIM TIOHATICM PazBHTOI0 ANapara sBiseTcsl OMpejleuMoe MHOMECT-
Bo [2]. B npmustoil TepMHULOIOTHT OTIPCHCIAMOC MHOMKECTBO OKasbhIBAETCs
HAuOOJBITHM AAPOM MOHOTOHHOI CHCTEMbI B3aNMOCBABAHHLIX diemenTos. [To-
HATHE OIpefelmMoro MuoKectsa B [1] BBOgETOCH ¢ TOMOMIBIO IIPE/IIONOMKE-
HESA O CYIIECTBOBAHUM O0COOBIX HMOMAIIOCIEXOBATCILHOCTEl DJICMEHTOB M3Ydac-
MOl CHCTEMBI, HA3BAHHEIX OIpefeasomumMu O. (@.)-1ocIefoBaTeLbHOCTAMM.

B nmammoii pafore BOMPOC CYIIECTBOBANUA OHPeNeIHIOMEX IOCTCIOBATC L~
HOCTeil pemraeTcss KOUCTPYKTHBHO B BHjIE LPOLCAYD — aaroputmos. OcHoBnnie
CBOMCTBA OHpCACHANIIEH  MOCHENOBATEILHOCTH, HOCTPOSHHOI 110 IpaBUIaM
IpOIeNypHl I MCYEPIBIBAIOIIEIl BCe MITOKECTBO a1eMeHToB cmcrembl W, ra-
paHTHpPYeTCS TeopeMoil.

PaccMaTpuBast Tawske BOIPOC 0 TOM, KaKas CYIIECTBYeT CBA3L MEIKAY Oll-
pefieIAIIMIMY  TT0CJHEeA0BATEIBHOCTAMIT - 1 0.. MOMHO mpejqnosoKuTh, 10
ecam TOCTPOCHA OIPEefeNAIONTas TOCAeNOBATeNLIOCTh 6, TO CTOUT B3ATDL DTY
HOCIIeIOBATC/ILIOCTE B 00PATHOM HOPS/KE, KAR TOTYIATCA (0 . -HOC/CIOBATCIb-
HocTh. B ofnieM cayuae »To 1e tak. Tem me menee mMmeer Mecto Godee craaboe
yreepspenuc. Ha ocnome ompenetennasix B [1] momaTmii pmckpeTHBIX fed-
crBmit THa © W © Ha oaeMeHTHl cncreMnl W opanmoe yreepmienue Qopmy-
AMpYeTes snech B BULE TEOPeMHI ABoicTBenmocTu. B ciywae BeImomamenmst ye-
TOBHIT TEOPECMBI JIBOHCTBCHHOCTH WM3TOMKeHHBIE aTTOPUTMBL MOCTPOCHHUS OIpe-
ETAIONAX 110CIeI0BATC.TPHOCTEH WCHOMB3YIOTCS LT 3HAUNTENBEHOTO CYKCHAA
obmactn moncra © u © amep cuerempt W. Axropury cymenus o6:1acTH MOuCKa
U3TOKEH TAKMC B BHJIC TIPOT(EAYPBI — KOHCTPYKTHBHO.

2. Mpouepypa Bbifenexwus apaep

Huske OMICHIBACTCA TPOMEAypa IOCTPOEHHs HEKOTOPOH YIOpA[0Ientiol
nocaeoBaTenbuocTn G BeeX omeMentos W. CokpaleHEO mpomeaypa mnashbl-
paercs [IBfI (npouemypa Boimenenss sgep).

[IpenmaraeMas mporeaypa 3afaercss B BHje IPAaBWI TeHEPAPOBAHMS H IIPO-
CMOTpA YIODAOYEHHOTO pAfma yumopsajoueHHsIX mHOmectB B> (mocsemora-
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1. Introduction

In [1] we have developed the basic method of selection (from monotonic systems) of
singular subsystem, i.e., of kernels possessing extremal properties. The main concept of this
method is that of a definable set [2]. In the terminology adopted by us, a definable set is the
largest kernel of a monotonic system of interrelated elements. In [1] we introduced the

concept of a definable set with the aid of the system under consideration called determining

a_(a, ) sequences.

In this paper the problem of existing of determining sequences is solved constructively in
the form of procedures (algorithms). The principal properties of determining sequences
sequence constructed according to the rules of a procedure and that exhausts the entire set of

elements of the system W are specified by a theorem.

We shall also examine the relationship between two determining sequences a_ and a, . It
can be assumed that after constructing a determining sequence a_, we could take this

sequence in inverse order, thus obtaining an &, sequence. But in the general case this is not

so. Nevertheless we can make a weaker assertion. On the basis of the concepts (defined in
[1]) of discrete operations of type @ and © on the elements of a system W, this assertion
will be formulated below as a duality theorem. Under the conditions of the duality theorem,
the algorithms of construction of determining sequences described here will be used foe
considerably restricting the domain of search for & and © kernels of the system W . The
algorithm of restriction of the domain of search is presented in the form of a constructive

procedure.



2. Procedure of Finding the Kernels

Below we describe a procedure of construction of an ordered sequence a of all the
elements of W. In abbreviated form, this procedure is called KFP (kernel-finding
procedure).

This procedure consists of rules of generation and scanning of an ordered series of ordered
sets <Ej> (sequences); here j varies from zero to a value p, which is automatically

determined by the rules of the procedure, whereas the elements of each sequence f3; are
selected from the set W

This series <Bj> constructed by this rule forms a numerical sequence of thresholds <uj>
and a sequence of sets <I'J.>. On the other hand the sequence of thresholds governs the
transactions from 3, to B; in the chain (;), and the sequence (I;) terminates with a set,
which is definable.

In the description of a rule we use the operation of extending a sequence Ej by adjoining
to it another sequence y . This operation is symbolically expressed by

ﬁ_ - <B_!V> .
This rule of construction of the sequence a of all elements of the set W can be

recursively described step by step. Each step has two stages.

Zero Step
Stage 1. Inthe set W we find an element 1, such that
TW( 4, ) = min ., TW(3) = F_(W )2

We shall write uy =T W (1, ), @ =(l,) and the set j =W .

We select a subset of elements y from W such that mW \a(y) < u

After that we order the elements in a certain manner (which can be arbitrary
selected). The thus-obtained ordered set is denoted by . Let us write 3, =y .

! Let us recall that in [1] the brackets <,> denoted an ordered set; in the case under consideration they denote

an ordered set of ordered sets 3 i

2 We are constructing a determining sequence a _. The construction of Q. is entirely similar and therefore

not presented here. We shall only indicate where it is necessary to invert the sign of inequalities, and where
the search for an element with the minimal weight must be replaced by search for an element with maximal

weight, so as to be able to construct @, . Thus the construction here of O, , the element L, is obtained from
the condition
TTW () = MaX 50, TW(3) = F (W),
® The construction of @', requires the selection of a ' such that

mTW\a(y)zu,,u, =mW(L,).



Stage 2. We construct a recursive procedure for extending the sequences @ and S, .
Here we denote by B,(i) the i-th element of the sequence 3, .

We specify one after another the elements of the sequence 3,. At each instant
of specification we extend the sequence @ by the elements from B, of the

sequence fixed at this instant. In accordance with the symbolic notation of the

operation of extension of a sequence a , we perform at each instant t of
specification the operation @ — (o, 3,(t)). Suppose that all the elements of S,

up to B,(i—1) inclusive have been fixed. Then the sequence o will have the

form

<NO’B0(1)'B0(2)1---”80“ _1)> '

which corresponds to the symbolic notation of the operation of extension of the

sequences
a ~ <ﬁ,,30(1),,30(2),...,[30(i _1)>

in the case that o inside the brackets consists of one element i, .

Let us consider an element fS,(i—1) of the sequence EO. At the instant of

specification of the element S,(i—1) we decide during the above-mentioned

operation of extension of & also about any further extension or about stopping

the extension of the sequence S, .

We must check the following two conditions:

a) In the set W \ & there exist elements such that mW \a'(y)<u,

b) the element S,(i) is defined for the sequence EO

There can be four cases of fulfillment or nonfulfillment of these conditions. In

two cases, when the first condition is satisfied, irrespective of whether or not
the second condition holds, the sequence B, will be extended. This means that

the set of elements y in W \a specified by the first condition is ordered in the
form of sequence y. The sequence B, is extended in accordance with the

formula B, — (B,.7).

“ In constructing @, , this condition is replaced by T'W \a'(y)=u,.
5 Anelement 3,(i) is assumed to be defined for a sequence [3, if the sequence 3, has an element with an

ordinal number i . Otherwise the element [3,(i) is not defined.



In case when the first condition is not satisfied, whereas the second condition is
satisfied, we shall fix the element [B,(i) and at the same time extend the

sequence a, i.e, O <ﬁ,[30(i)>, and the we have a new recursion
(Stage I1).
In case that neither the first nor the second condition holds, the sequence J,

will not be extended and the last fixed element in the sequence B3, will be the
element SB,(i-1).

Recursion Step

Stage 1. Suppose that we have fixed all the elements of the sequence Ej. By that time

we have constructed a sequence @ . Let us consider the set W\a and the
weight system 7 "W \a . We shall find an element in /7"W \a on which the
minimum is reached in the weight system /7 "W \& . The obtained element is
denoted by y ., Thus, mw\a(p,,,)=F.(W\a@).

Let us write u;,, =mW\a(u,,,), and for the set I, =W\a; then we

supplement the sequence & by the element L, ,, i.e.,
a - <07,uj+1>.

In the same way as during the zero step, we select a subset of elements y from
W \a such that

ﬂW\ﬁ(y)Suj+1

The selected set can be ordered in any manner. The ordered set is denoted by

y . The set EM is assumed to be equal to y .

Stage 2. By analogy with the second stage of the zero step, the second step of the

recursion step will be described as a recursion procedure. At this stage we also
use the rule of extension of the sequences a and Ej+1.
Suppose that we have fixed all elements of Em upto B;(i—1) inclusive. Then
the sequence @ will have the form & =(a,u;,,,B;(1),...8;(i~1)), where @

denotes the sequence & obtained at the instant of fixing all the elements of f3;,

® In constructing @', the element M., is obtained from the condition
TTW\T (U, ) = MaX sy TWNT(S)=F,(W\T).
" Here we select for &, aset of elements y such that 7T'W \@'(y)=u,,.



or, to rephrase, the sequence a prior to the ( j +1)-st step. The last equation

corresponds to the symbolic operation of extension of the sequence
a =(a, ;.. B;(1),...3;(i=1)) in the case that @ inside the brackets denotes

the sequence <cT,uj+1>.

Let us consider an element j3;,,(i-1) of the sequence B..,. At the instant of

j+1e
fixing the element B, (i—1) we decide about a further extension or about

stopping the extension of the sequence BM. For this purpose we consider the
weight system /7 "W \a and we check two conditions:

a) The set W \a contains elements y such that mW \a(y)<u

j+1

b) the element B3,,,(i) is defined for the sequence 3

j*1s

By analogy with the step zero, we find that the sequence .., is extended in

j+1
two cases in which the first condition is satisfied irrespective of whether or not

the second condition holds. The set of elements y in W \a specified by the
first condition is ordered in the form of a sequence y . The sequence Em IS

extended in accordance with the formula

Bivi « (B ¥)-
In the case that the first condition does not hold, whereas the second condition
is satisfied, the element S;,,(i) will be fixed and at the same time we extend
the sequence a , i.e.,

T (@,B.(i)),

and after that we proceed again in accordance with the rules of Stage 2 of the

recursion procedure of extension of the sequence Bm-

In the case that neither the first, nor the second condition holds, the sequence
EM will not be extended, and the last fixed element of the sequence f3.,, will

be the element S3,,,(i-1).

i+t

At some step p the sequence a will exhaust the entire set of elements W .

® For constructing O, we must take elements ' such that T'W \@(y)2u;,,.



Theorem 1. A sequence a constructed on the basis of a collection of weights systems

{17 “H | H DW}is a determining sequence a_, whereas a sequence @ constructed on the
basis of {l7 H | H DW} is a determining sequence Q. .

The first part of the theorem (for a_ ) is proved in Appendix 1. The second part (for a, )
can be proved in the same way.

Let us note that a sequence @ constructed by KFP rules has somewhat stronger properties

than required in obtaining a determining sequence. More precisely, there does not exist a

proper subset L for j=01,...,p —1 such that
r,oLor,,
and F_(;)<F_(L).

This is not required for obtaining a determining sequence a_ (&, ). The corresponding

proof is not given here.

Let us note another circumstance. With the aid of the kernel-finding procedure it is
possible to effectively find (without scanning) the largest kernel, i.e., a definable set. It is not
possible to find an individual kernel strictly included in a definable set (if the latter exists) by

constructing a determining sequence.

3. Duality Theorem
Let us establish a relationship between the determining sequences a_ and a, of a system

W.

Theorem 2. Let a_ and a, be determining sequences of the set W with respect to the

collection of weights systems {17 "H|H DW}, {17 "H|H DW} respectively. Let <l'j'> be
the subsequence of the sequence A, (j=01,...,p) needed in the determination of a_, and

let <I'j+> be the corresponding subsequence of the sequence A, (j =01,...,q). Hence if for

an m and a n we have



F.(M)=F(), )

then 7 OW\ I, I OWN\,. If

F.(r )<k () )

then 7 OW\ 7', I,  OW\ I, .

This theorem is important from two points of view. Firstly, under the conditions (1) and (2)

there exists a relationship between an a_ sequence and @, . This relationship consists in the

+
n+1

fact that elements of &, which are at the “beginning” and form either the set W\ I, or the

set W\ I"," will include all the elements of the set I, that are at the “end” of @_. The same

m+1

applies also to sets W\ " _,, or W\ "~ which are at the beginning of a_, since they include

in a similar way the set I".". In other words, the theorem states that the sequence a,

does not differ “very much” (under certain conditions) from the sequence, which is the

inverse to a_.

Let us note that the conditions:(1) and (2) are sufficient conditions, and it can happen that

actual monotonic systems satisfying these conditions do not exist. Nevertheless, in the third

part of this article, we shall describe actual examples of such systems.

4.  Kernel Search Procedure Based on Duality Theorem
We just noted that a determining sequence o, differs “slightly” from the inverse sequence
of a_. For elucidating the possibility of a search for kernels on the basis of the duality

theorem, let us rephrase the latter. This assertion can be formulated as follows: at the

beginning of the sequence a, we often encounter elements of the sequence @ _, which are at

the end of the latter.

° In the following, the + and — sign will not be used twice in notation. This rule applies also to Appendices 1
and 2.



Such an interpretation of the duality theorem vyields an efficient procedure of dual search
for @ and © kernels of the system W . This is due to the fact if the elements are often
encountered, there exists a higher possibility of finding a © kernel at the beginning of the
sequence a, as compared to finding it at the end of &_; the same applies also to a & kernel

in the sequence a_.

The procedure under construction is based on Corollaries 1-1V of the duality theorem

presented in Appendix Il, where we also prove this theorem.

The procedure of dual search for kernels described below is an application of two

constructive procedures, i.e., a KFP for constructing a, and a KFP for constructing a_. The

procedure is stepwise, with two constructing stages realized at each step, i.e., a stage in

which the KFP is used for constructing a, with & operations, and a stage in which the same

procedure is used for constructing a_ with the aid of © operations on the elements of the
system.

Zero Step
Stage 1. At first we store two numbers:
u, =F,(W) and u, =0.

After that we perform precisely Stage 1 and 2 of the zero step of the KFP
used for constructing the determining sequence @, .

This signifies that the set W contains an element u, such that
W (4, ) =max,, TW(d)=F,(W). The threshold u; is equal to
mW(L,), etc.

Stage 2. By using the constructions of the zero step of KFP at the previous stage of the
dual procedure under construction, we obtained a set ;" OW . Then we

examine the set W\ /" and the weight system [7"W\/,". On the set
W\ " with the weight system 7*W \ ;" we perform a complete kernel-

finding procedure for the purpose of constructing a determining sequence of
© operations only for the set W\ /,". As a result, we obtain in the set
W\, asubset K* on which the function F_ reaches a global maximum
among all the subsets of the set W \ I',".



Recursion Step

By applying the previous ( j—1) steps to the j-th step, we obtained a

sequence of sets ,",[,",...,[ ", and according to the of construction of a

j 1
determining sequence we have ;" O /7" 0.0 and " =W .

Stage 1. At first we store two numbers:
uj=F.(r;)and u; =F_(H").

By analogy with Stage 1 of the zero step of this procedure, we perform the
same construction consisting of two stages of a KFP recursion step for

constructing a, with the aid of © operations.

Stage 2. At a given instant of Stage 1 of such dual construction we obtained a set
[, 0r". Then we consider the set W\, and the weight system

j*+1 j+1

[T"WA\T ;. In the same way as at the zero step, we perform on the set

W\I'J:l a complete kernel-finding procedure with the purpose of

constructing a sequence a_ only on the set W \ I'jjl. As a result we obtain in
the set W\ "}, a subset H™ on which the function F_ reaches a global

maximum among all subsets of the set W \ /_,-++1-

Rule of Termination of Construction Procedure.

Before starting the construction of the j-th step of the procedure under

construction, we check the condition

ur <u;. (3)

If (3) is satisfied as a strict inequality, the construction will terminate before
the j-thstep. If (3) is an equality, the construction will terminate after the

j -th step.

5. Definable Sets of Dual Kernel-Search Procedure

At the end of the construction process, the above procedure yields a set H' or a set H ™!,

It can be asserted that one of the sets is definable set or the largest kernel of the system W
with respect to a collection of weights systems {17 “H | H DW}.

The assertion is based on the following. Firstly, by applying the KFP we obtained the
second stage of the j-th step of a dual procedure the maximal set H!* among all the

subsets of the set W\I';1 on which the function F_ reaches a global maximum in the



.
1

system of sets of all the subsets of the set W \ I ;. Secondly, by virtue of Corollary 1 of the

Theorem 2 (the duality theorem), it follows that, prior to the j-th step and provided that:(3)

is a strict inequality, the largest kernel (a definable set) will be contained in the set W \ I'J.* :

or it follows from the Corollary 2 of the Theorem 2, if(3) is a equality, that the largest kernel
is included in the set W \ I,

j*1r
Thus by comparing these two remarks we can see that either H! or H'*' is a definable

set.
By virtue of Corollaries 3 and 4 of the duality theorem, it is possible to find by similar dual

procedure also the largest kernel K®- definable set. This assertion can be proved in the same

way as the assertion about H' and H '**; therefore this proof is not given here.

APPENDIX 1

Proof of Theorem 1. We shell prove that a sequence o constructed by the KFP rules is a

determining sequence for a collection of weight systems
{mH|HOow}

First of all let us recall the definition of a determining sequence of elements of the system
W. We shall use the notation A, =(H,,H,,..,H,,), where H;=W, H,,=H;\a;

(1=01,...k—=2). A sequence of elements of a set W is said to be determining with respect

to a coalition of weights systems {I7 H | H DW} if the sequence A, has a subsequence of

sets

such that

a) The weight m H,(a;) of any element a; of the sequence o that belongs to the set

I";, but does not belong to the set I is strictly smaller than the weight of an

L

element with minimal weight with respect to the set " ,,, i.e.,

mH,(a)<F(Fp,,), j=04...p-12

1%n the definition of &, sequence it is required that the following strict inequality be satisfied:
mH,(a,)>F.(l,,), j=01..,q-1

10



b) the set I" ) does not have a proper subset L such that the strict inequality
F.(r,)<F.(L)
is satisfied (the “— symbol has been omitted; see previous footnote).

We shall consider a sequence of sets A, and take the subsequence I, in the form of the

a

sets I'; (j=0L...,p) constructed by the KFP rules. We have to prove that sets /”; have the

required properties of a determining sequence. Assuming the contrary carries out the proof.

Let us assume that Property a) of a determining sequence is not satisfied. This means that
for any set I'; there exists in the sequence of elements

By =(B,(1).B,(2),...)
an element B;(r) such that
T H(Bi(r)z2F.(l,)=U,. (A1)
Here v is the index number of the element (i; selected in Stage 1 of the recursion step of

the constructive procedure of determination of @ ; in the vocabulary of notation used in [1]
we have v =i(l7;).

According to the method of construction, the sequence ; consists of sequences y formed

at the second stage of the j-th step of the constructive procedure. Let M be a set in a

sequence of sets A, such that the first element a;.,, of the set M in the constructed

sequence a is used at the second stage of the j-th step for constructing the sequence y to

which the element S;(r) belongs. This definition of M shows that H,,, M .

From the construction of the second stage of the j-th step and the principal property of

monotonicity of © operations in the system we obtain the inequalities
mH, (Bi(r)sm M(B(r))sm I'j(p;)=u; (A.2)

By virtue of the above method of selection of the set I";,, from the sequence of sets <F j>

and of the properties of a fixed sequence 8 ;» We obtain at the j -th step

Uj:n_rj(llj+1)<n_rj+1(ﬂj+1):Uj+1’ (A.3)

where j=01,...,p-1.

11



According to the rule of constructing of the sequence & , the function F_ reaches its value
on the elements u; and p;,,. The elements y; and y;,, belong to the sets /", and I,

respectively; therefor the inequalities (A.1) — (A.3) are contradictory.
Thus our assumption is not true and Property a) of the determining sequence o
constructed by KFP rules has been proved.

Let as assume that Property b) does not hold, i.e., the last /", of the sequence <I'j>
contains a proper subset L such that

F.(r,)<F.(L). (A.4)

Let the element AJL, and suppose that it is the element with minimal ordinal number in
a belonging to L; moreover, let t denotes this number, i.e., t=i(L), a, =A. From the

definition of t it follows that L O H, .

Our analysis carried out above for the set H,,, we repeat below for the set H,. By analogy

with the definition of the set M we define a set M' with the aid of the element A and the

sequence a .

The set M" is equated with the set of the sequence of sets A, that begins with an element

used in the formation of a set y at the p -th step of the constructive procedure such that
Ady.

By analogy with derivative of {A.2) we obtain

mnHA)sT M (A)zm I (u,)=u,. (A.5)

_____

We noted above that L [0 H,, by virtue of the monotonicity of © operations, it hence

follows that
mL(A)STH/(A).

The last two inequalities are contradictory, and hence Property b) of the determining
sequence is satisfied.

Thus we have proved that the sequence a constructed by the KFP rules is a determining
sequence with respect to a collection of weight systems {17 “H | H DW}, and hence it can

be denoted by @ _, whereas the sequence <I’ j> obtained by a constructive procedure can be

denoted by I .

12



APPENDIX 2

Proof of Duality Theorem. Below we shall show that r OW\Il,,

if F,(r,")=F_(r, ) (below we omit a twice notation of + and — symbols; see Footnote 9).

Let us assume that there exists an element {0/, and that £01F,,, i.e., [, OW\T},.
Hence follows that we have defined a weight 77", (& ). According to the definition of the

function F, we have the inequality
o (§)<F(MRL)-

For a determining sequence a, and forany j=01,...,q —1 we have inequalities

F(ri)<F(r)). (A.6)

n+l
Let us consider an element g0/ ," with the smallest index number in @, . It follows from
the definition of a, that
m(9)>F(M). (A7)

The choice of element g is convenient because it permits the use of Property a) of a

determining sequence (see Appendix 1), i.e., in this case the set " is in the form of

H,=r..Since F(I,")=m."(g), we have proved (A.6).
Since £0IT,, it follows that we have defined a weight 7~ (£ ). We have the following
chain of inequalities:
F(r )< (§)smW(E)=mW(&)<nr, (&)
The first inequality follows from the definition of the function F_, and the second

inequality from the monotonicity of © operations. The equality follows from the definition
of the functions 71~ and 77, whereas the last inequality follows from the monotonicity of &

operations.

1 |et us recall that for any element & of the system W under consideration, we have in [1] the relation

mTW(3)=m'W(d).
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By virtue of {(A.6) and of the conditions of the theorem, we have also the following chain

of inequalities:

L (E)SF(ML)<F(R)=F(r,).

By supplementing this chain by the previous chain of inequalities, we hence obtain
711_“:_1(5)<7ﬂ_n+((?).
Since I}, O, it follows from the monotonicity of & operations that

o, (§) < (§).

The logical step used for obtaining the last inequality is valid, and therefor the assumption

that , OW \ I}, isuntrue.

n+l

m+l-*

In the same way we can prove the inclusion 7" OW \ I",,. For this purpose it suffices to
change the signs of the inequalities and (whenever necessary) to replace the set I, by
r...and r by '.

will be similar, being based on the following chain of inequalities:

(&)< F(I)<F(My )<y (§)smW(E) s, (&)

The first inequality follows from the definition of F(I,"), the second follows from

Condition (2) of the theorem, and the third from the definition of F(/, ). The last two

relations express the properties of monotonic systems. Hence in this case we have under
Condition:(2) also

(&) <m (&) ?

This completes the proof of the theorem. =

12 The proof is based on assuming the contrary, so that . CJW \ I"", i.e. there exists, as it were, an element
EOrM and EOIT,T.
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Now follows several corollaries of Theorem 2.

Corollary 1. If for a n=0],...,q of a determining sequence a, there exists a subset

H OW\ " such that F_(H)>F(I.") then the kernel K® will belong to the set W\ I".".

Indeed, since a definable set is also kernel, it follows that F_(H)<F(/" ), m=01..,p,

and hence (in any case) if m=p, and n is selected on the basis of the condition of the

corollary, then F(I")<F(I, ). By virtue of the theorem, we therefor obtain the assertion

of the corollary.

Corollary 2. If for n=0],...,q—-1 of a determining sequence @&, there exists a subset

H OW\ " suchthat F_(H)=F(I,"), then the kernel K® will belong to the set W \ I,

n+l-

The proof follows directly from Corollary 1, by virtue of :(AG)

Corollary 3. If for an m=0]1,...,p of a determining sequence a_ there exists a subset

H OW\ " suchthat F,(H)<F(I, ) then the kernel K® will belong to the set W\ I, .

The proof of Corollary 3 is entirely similar to that of Corollary 1. It is only necessary to

change the signs of the inequalities and replace the set " by I, .

Corollary 4. If for m=0]1,...,p—1 of a determining sequence & _ there exists a subset

H OW\ I suchthat F,(H)=F(I, ), then the kernel K® will belong to the set W \ I" ., .
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