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1. Introduction. For any basic set (p,) of polynomials, the
differenced set (u,) and the sum (v,) have been defined and studied
by Mikhail & Nassif [1, 2], who obtained the best possible bound for
the orders of (u,) and (v,) when (p,) has a given order w. Their
method was to estimate directly the expressions for the orders of (u,)
and (v,).

The object of the present note is to indicate how these results
can be obtained by an alternative line of reasoning which the author
believes may throw more light on them. He observes also that either
approach can be used to go a little further and determine not only
the order but the type of the sets. In fact:

THEOREM 1. If (p,) ts of imcrease (w, ), then (u,) has increase
at most max {(o, 7), (1, 1/27)}.

THEOREM 2. Let (p,) have increase (@, ). Then

(i) Iflimsup D,/n = a < <, (v,) has increase at most (0 + «, o),

@ii) If DP+" = 0(n*) and v < o (so that w > 0), the increase of
(v,) s at most (@ + «, 0).

Case (i) applies in particular (with o = 1) to simple sets.

2. Spaces of integral functions. Let f be an integral function,
0 its order. If 0 < p < oo, the rate of increase of f is (0, o) where
o is the type of f. If p =0 we put 6 = o, and if p= o« we put
o = 0 and again define the rate of increase of f as (0, 0). We use
lexicographic order, so that (o, 0,) = (0,, 0,) means that either p, < p,
or o, = P, and o, = 07,.

The set I(p, ) of all integral functions of increase not exceeding
(0, 0) is a vector space under the usual operations. The space (oo, 0)
of all integral functions is an .& -space under the topology of uniform
convergence on compact sets (the compact-open topology). If p < oo,
I(p, o) is an & -space under a (unique) topology .7 (0, 6) finer than
that induced on it by the topology .7 (co, 0) of I(<o,0), (c.f. [3] §5,
p. 438). These may be defined as follows. Put

| f e = 2l @i [ 7
L o = 25 (K[e0) | @y | 7
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for f(z) = >, a,2". Then 7(p,0) is defined by the semi-norms |f|,,.
for all finite r, .77 (0, ) by |[fl,,» for o, > p and all finite r, and
7 (0, 0) for 0 <o < o by |fl,, for » < o',

We denote by I{p, ) the set of those functions of I(0, o) which
vanish at the origin: I(p, ¢) = {g€ I(p, 0): g(0) = 0}. I(p, o), being a
closed subspace of I(p, o), is an & -space under the induced structure.

3. Rate of increase of a basic set. As with functions, we define
the rate of increase of a basic set to be the pair (w, ) where w is
the order, v the type if 0 < ® < « and similar conventions where
w =0 or . We again use lexicographic order and recall the following
result [6]:

THEOREM 3. A basic set (p,) is of increase not exceeding (w, )
if and only if it is effective for I(0,0) in 7 (c0,0) for all
(0, 0) < (l/w, /7).

4. The difference operator. For any integral function g we put
49 = f, where

J@) =9@+1) — gz .

THEOREM 4. The difference operator 4 is a continuous linear
mapping of I(p, o) onto itself.

A proof that 4 is a linear mapping of I(g, o) onto itself will be
found in [5] (pp. 21-24) and [4]' (Theorem I), Continuity of 4 for
the compact-open topology (induced by .7 (w0, 0)) is easily checked.
Continuity for .77 (p, 6) now follows from the closed graph theorem.

Clearly 4 is not a bijection: its kernel contains not only constants
but any function of period 1. Since the only functions of period 1
and increase less than (1, 27) are constants, we have:

THEOREM 5. If (0, 0) < (1, 27), then 4 is an isomorphism be-
tween the . -spaces I(p, o) and I(p, o).

Under the hypotheses of Theorem 5, 4: I(p, o0) — I(p, o) has a
continuous inverse .&: I(p, o) — I(p, 0). If f = 4g we have g = &f
and call g the sum of f.

5. The differenced set. In defining the differenced set (u,) of a
given basic set (p,), there is no loss of generality in taking p,(z) = 1.

1 For this reference, which he had failed to trace, the author is indebted to Dr. J. M.
Whittaker.
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Then
un = Apn+1

and the set (u,) is basic with respect to the representation
h = % I (B )Ui(2)

where
¢n+1(z) = yzn .

To prove Theorem 1, let the increase of (p,) be (w,7). If w is
infinite there is nothing to prove, so we suppose @ < o, Let
(0, 0) < min {(1/w, 1/7), (1, 27)}, 0 < o and let fe I(p,0). Then g =
fe I(p, o) and (Theorem 3)

0= 1P (T (,0).
Since 4 is continuous in .7 (e, 0),
F=dg =S 1@)4p, = 3 1@t = 3 (gt

showing that f is represented in .7 (e, 0) by a series of the required
form. To prove that this is the basic series of f, it is obvious that
JS— I,..(9) is continuous (being composed of the continuous functions
& and II,,,) and hence the series is basic under the inverse matrix

I, (2" = I ($nr) -

Theorem 1 now follows from Theorem 3.

REMARK. Nothing in this argument depends on the »,(2) being
polynomials. They may be integral functions of any order.

6. The sum of a basic set. Given a basic set (p,) of polynomials,?
the sum (v,) is defined by

vn:ypn-—l (n>0)7 /U0:1'

This set is basic with respect to the representation
"= 21 Hk—l(l?n—l)/vlc (n > 0) ’

where ¢,_,(z) = 4z".

2 In the definition of (v») we could allow the (p,) to be integral functions of in-
crease <(1,2z). However, Theorem 2 applies only to sets of polynomials.
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Proceeding heuristically, let f be given (with f(0) = 0) and put
g = Adf. Then

(1) gzZ:Hk(g)pk

and we obtain
(2) f:gg:%Hk(g)ypk:%:nk(g)vlﬁrl

a series with continuous coefficients (composed of 4 and I1,_,) which
is therefore basic under

Hk—l(Azn) = Hk—l(anﬂ) .

This argument is valid for all fe I(0,, 6,) only if (0,, 0,) satisfies
certain requirements. For equation (1) to hold in (say) .7 (oo, 0) we need
(0, 09) < (1w, 1}7). For & to be well-defined, we need (0,, 0,) < (1, 27).
But to apply & to (1) to obtain (2), we need (1) to hold in a topology
7 (0, 0,) in which .&” is continuous, i.e. one for which (0, ;) < (1, 2r).
The problem arises as to which (g, 0,) will satisfy these requirements
and the answer is given by:

THEOREM 6. Suppose that (p,) is effective for I(p, o) in 7 (oo, 0),
0< P <o, 0<0 < ®), and that D™ = 0(nP). Given p,(0 < 0, < )
put (1/0)) = (1/0) + (Blp). Then (p,) s effective for I(o, o,) in
F(0y, 0) for all finite a,.

We first complete the proof of Theorem 2. For case (i), let
0y < (/@ + «) and choose 8 > « such that 9, < (1/w + B). Put (1/p,) =
(1/p) + B so that p < (1/w). The hypotheses of Theorem 6 hold with
0. =1 and so the heuristic argument above holds for (0, 0,) for any
finite 0,. This being true for any p, < (/@ + @), case (i) follows from
Theorem 3.

For case (ii), we put p = (1/w), 8 = a and choose 0 < (1/7). We
conclude similarly that (v,) is effective for I(0,, 0y) in .7 (c0, 0) when
1/0,) = v + a and o, is finite. By Theorem 3, this is equivalent to
the stated result.

We now prove Theorem 6. Put

sup{8 — D,/n}  (eor = 1)
inf {8 — D,/n} (ep, < 1).
Since D, = n and lim sup D,/n < B, 7 is finite. Also we are dealing

with a Cannon set so that effectiveness is equivalent to absolute ef-
fectiveness. Let 0 < 0, < . We have to prove ([3], §87, 8): given
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r, < o, there exist M and r, < 6, such that

k %P1 n{pg N
S 17 S () w2 ()
L Eo\ep, e0,
Put s = prop=rpPlrictiPi(ep,) 1o Pg® where ¢ is chosen large enough
for s=1 and DpP" < enf. The left-hand member of the inequality
to be proved may be written

; | 701 ] % (e];)k/pls“k | Do | (r:8)* .

The largest value of & appearing in this is D,. Since the sequence
(kfep,)¥>1s7* increases to o from some point on, we have (k/ep,)*"1s~* <
A(D,[ep,)Pr"1s7P» for some A and all n. Also

ST | S 19| ()" = B S| 7| MAR) = Bor(R)

for R > r;s, and since (p,) is effective for I(p, o) in .7 (0, 0), there
exist C and r < ¢~ such that

0,(R) < C<;%>"'pw .

Finally, since D, = % and s =1 we have s77» < s, Thus the left-
hand member of the inequality to be proved does not exceed

A( 5)’; )D"/pls‘”BC' <%>w¢"

< ABCcn/m(ﬁf"’”(epl)‘B”~Dn>’*’ls-"(i>"“’w = M (2 ooy
€0, eo €0,

where 7, = pllPoctP1 o7 (ep,) P18l o7 P < 07", as required.

7. Examples. Let (v,) be a sequence of even nonnegative inte-
gers, (v,) a sequence of real numbers and @ a nonnegative real number.
Consider the set

pzn(z) =2,
Pran(®) = 240 4 (@0 - Dlyrien

EXAMPLE (i). v, =2n, 7, =log (@n + 1). It will be found that
(p,) has increase (w, «) and (v,) has increase (@ + 1, =).

ExamMpPLE (ii). v,=2n, v, = (1/log (2n + 1)) (n > 0), @ > 0. Here
(p,) is of increase (w, 0) and (v,) of increase (w + 1, 0).

ExAMPLE (iii). Choose v, so that v,/2rn — a = 1, but ((v,!)'*/(2n)*)—
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w, Put v, = 1(@Cn)?*E.N"™), ® > 0. Here limsup D,/n = « and (p,)
is of increase (w, 0), but (v,) is of increase (®w + «, «).
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