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0 Using the Manual

In my opinion, the most effective way of learning mathematics is by
“doing it”. Accordingly, I urge the student not to read the solutions
in advance, but rather to make a concerted effort to find a solution to
the problem in the exercise before consulting the Solution Manual to
verify correctness. If the student’s solution differs from the one given
in the Manual, a comparison might reveal an unjustified assumption
that had been made by the student or a misapplication of a theorem.
Meanwhile, the instructor can use the solutions to create balanced

assignments and research projects.

Solutions in the Manual are labeled in the same way as exercises
in the book. For instance, item 1.10 in the Manual is a solution to
the problem in Exercise 1.10.

Sergei Ouchinnikov
sergei@sfsu.edu
September 2021



1 Rational Numbers

1.1. Evidently, (mp)n = m(np) for all m,n,p € Z. Hence, (mp,np) ~ (m,n).
We need p # 0 to make sure that (mp, np) is a fraction.

1.2. Suppose that % = ? Then (n,1) ~ (m, 1), that is, n- 1 = m - 1. Hence,

n =m, so ¢ is one-to-one. Furthermore (cf. (1,1) on p. 4 in the book),

m+n m n
p(m+n)= 1 :T+T:<ﬂ(m)+<ﬂ(n),
and m-n m n
<P(m'”):T:T T:%’(m)'%’(n),

for all m,n € Z.
1.3. Straightforward verification of the properties defining a field.

1.4. Suppose that a +b =0 in F. Then, —a 4+ a + b = —a. By Property A4,
b = —a. Hence, —a is a unique additive inverse of a.
For a # 0, let b be an element of F such that a-b = 1. By Property M3, we

have
al=1-at=a-b-at=b-a-al=b-1=0.

Hence, a™! is a unique multiplicative inverse of a.
1.5. By Property D, 0+ 0 =0 impliesa -0+ a-0 = a - 0. Hence,

- 0=—-a-04+a-0+a-0=—-a-04+a-0=0.

1.6. (a) By Property M3, 1-1 = 1. By Property M4 and Exercise 1.4, 17 = 1.
(b) By Property M1, a b~ t-a-b=a"t-a-b=*b = 1. Hence, (a-b)"t =a1-b71
(c)Ifcb=a,thenc=c-b-b"t=a-b"L Ifc=a-b"! thenc-b=a-b"1-b=a.
(d) By part (b) above,

8C o) b-d) ' =a-cbtdl=a-blic.gat=2.C
b.d—(ac)(bd) a-c-b-d a-b""-c-d A
a-c a ¢
B d), —=—.-=2=
(e) By part (d), -— =~ =7
(f) We have
~d+c-b
Ll @ dte b)b-d) = (adte b d)
=a-d-bt-dt4cb-btd?
:a~b71+c~d71:%+§.



c

(2) If%:a,then (@b Y)-b-d=(c-dt)b-dysoa-d=b-c. Ifa-d=b-c,

then (a-d)-b='-d™ = (b-¢)-b~'-d™!, so % —ablec.dl = g_
(h) Because, clearly, (b=1)~! = b,
(%)71 =(a-b ) t=at b= g.
(i) Correction. The right hand side of the equality must be Z—C It is easy to
verify that (2)71 = g Therefore, by part (d) above, % = g = % . g = Z—f

1.7. Note that Z[z] is an integral domain (cf. Exercise A.14)) and repeat the
steps in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

1.8. Repeat the steps in the proof of Theorem 1.4.

1.9. Suppose that 1 < 0 and let a # 0 be a positive element of F. Then
a-a~t =1 < 0. By part (b) of Definition 1.7, a = a-a!-a<a-0=0,a
contradiction.

1.10. Correction. The function 7 in the proof of Theorem 1.8 is defined
only for nonnegative integers, not for all n € Z. For negative integers, we set
7(—n) = —7(n) for n € N. Thus Exercise 1.10 is, in fact, a part of the definition
of the function 7.

1.11. By Definition 1.7(b), ab~! < cd~! is equivalent to ad < cb, because b > 0
and d > 0.

1.12. By mathematical induction. The case n = 3 follows immediately from
the transitivity property of the linear order < (cf. Definition A.7). By the same
property, the case of n = k 4 1 follows from the case of n = k.

1.13. First, suppose that > 0. By the Archimedean Property, there is n € N
such that © < n, so the set {k € N : z < k} is nonempty. By the Well-Ordering
Principle (cf. Theorem A.6), there is m € N such that m — 1 < 2 < m. For a
non-positive x, note that the claim is trivial if x € Z\ N. If z ¢ Z \ N, apply
the previous argument to —z.

1.14. It is shown in Exercise 1.8 that Z(x) is a field. An order on Z(x) is defined
in Example 1.3. To show that Z(z) endowed with this order is an ordered field,
repeat the steps in the proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7.

1.15. Suppose to the contrary that D = p?/q? for some p,q € N. We may
assume that ¢ is the least natural number satisfying this equation (cf. the proof
of Theorem 1.10.). Because D is not a perfect square, there is ¢ € N such that

t? <D< (t+1)%



(Why?) It follows that
tg<p<(t+1)q.

Let ¢ = p—tqand p’ = Dg—tp. It is easy to verify that 0 < ¢’ < ¢ and p’ > 0.
We have

p"* = D = (Dg — tp)* = D(p — tq)?
= D?¢® — 2Dgtp + t*p? — Dp® + 2Dptq — Dt*¢?
= (D*¢* = Dt*¢*) — (Dp? = *p?) = Dg*(D — £*) = p*(D — *)
= (Dg* —p*)(D = %) =0,
because D = p?/q?. This contradicts the minimality of q.

1.16. Let a =z —y, b=y — 2,0 x—2 = a+b We need to show that
|a+b| < |a|+1b]. By Exercise 1.17(e), —|a| < a < |a] and —|b] < b < |b|. Hence,
—(lal +18]) < a+b < |a| +|b]. The desired result follows from Exercise 1.17(f).

1.17. We prove only part (h) using the triangular inequality from the proof of
Theorem 1.12 and other parts of this exercise. We have

la| =[(a —b) + b < |a—b] + [b].
Therefore, |a| — [b] < |a — b]. On the other hand,
o] = la+ (b—a)| < |a| +[b—al = |a| + |a —b].
Hence, |a| — |b] > —|a — b|. The result follows from part (e).
1.18. If a <b < ¢, then |a—b] =b—a and |b— ¢| = ¢ — b. Hence,
la—bl+|b—cl=0b—-a)+(c—b=c—a=]a—¢|

In the opposite direction, the proof is by contradiction. Suppose that b < a, so
also b < ¢. Then

la=bl+b—cl=(a=b)+(c—-b)=a+c—2b>a+c—2a=c—a=]|a—¢|,

a contradiction. Similarly, we obtain a contradiction by assuming that b > c.
Therefore, a < b < c.

1.19. Without loss of generality, we may assume that > y. We have
b—a=y—at+x—y+b—ax>x—y,
because y —a > 0 and b — = > 0. Hence the result.

1.20. Correction. The inequality |ag| > € in Exercise 1.20 must be replaced
with |ag — a] > €.



To form the negation of the statement in Definition 1.12, we must replace
the quantifier “for every positive ¢” by “there exists € > 07, the quantifier “there
exists” by “for every”, and the quantifier “for all” by “for some”.

1.21. Standard Calculus exercises.

1.22. Inasmuch as (a,) is Cauchy, for € > 0 there is N € N such that
|am — an| < e, for all m,n > N.
By Exercise 1.17(h),
lam| = lanl| < |am — an| <e, for all m,n > N.

Therefore, (|a,|) is Cauchy.
1.23. Apply Theorem 1.20 for a constant sequence (b,) = (k, k,...).

1.24. First note that the sequence (ay,) is bounded below by a positive rational
number. Indeed, because lima2 = p > 0, there is only a finite number of terms
of (a2) that are smaller than p/2. Hence, (a2) is bounded below by a positive
rational number (cf. Exercise 1.25). It follows that there is a positive r € Q
such that a,, > r for all n € N. By Theorem 1.16, (a2) is Cauchy, that is, for

n

e > 0 there is N € N such that |aZ — a2| < 2r - ¢ for all m,n > N. We have

2 _ 2 .
|am — an| = [ = @] L Ezs, for all m,n > N.
A, + G, 2r

Therefore, (a,) is a Cauchy sequence.

1.25. The proof is by induction on the cardinality of the set A. The claim
is trivial if A consists of one or two elements. Suppose that it holds for every
n-element set and let A be a set containing n + 1 elements. For an element z
of A, let A’ = A\ {2z} and a = min A’, b = max A’. If x < a, we set min A = z,
max A = b, if x > b, we set max A = x, min A = a. Finally, if a < z < b, we
set min A = a, max A = b. It is not difficult to verify that in all these cases,
min A < ¢ < max A for every ¢ € A.

1.26. Recall that a tail of the sequence (a,) is a subsequence (am, Gm-1,---),
m € N. For € > 0 there is N € N such that |a, —a| < € for all n > N. It follows
that |a, — a| < € for all n > max{m, N}. Hence, the subsequence converges to
the same limit.

1.27. We define the mapping f recursively. By the Well-Ordering Principle
(cf. Theorem A.6), the set S has a least element. We define f(1) to be this
element. Suppose the values f(1), f(2),..., f(n) are defined and satisfy the re-
quired inequalities. By the same Principle, the nonempty set S\{f(1),..., f(n)}
has a least element. We define f(n+1) to be this element. Clearly, thus defined
function f satisfies the required inequalities.

1.28. Straightforward algebra.



2 Real Numbers

2.1. Suppose that b # b’ are two suprema of a nonempty subset of an ordered
field. By Definition 2.1, b < ¥’ and ¥ < b, which contradicts the Trichotomy
Property of the relation < (cf. Theorem A.14). A similar argument proves
uniqueness of the infimum.

2.2. Let E be a subset of F bounded below and E’ the set of all lower bounds
of E. Because F is Dedekind complete, it has a supremum, ¢ = sup /. By
Definition 2.1, ¢ = inf E.

23.qg—p=(r—-p +(s—1r)+(q—5)>0+(s—r)+0=s5—r.

2.4. Suppose that a, < ap41, for all n € N. For a given n, we prove that
an < Gnik, k € N, by induction on k. The case k = 1 is trivial. Suppose that
an < Gpiyk—1. By transitivity, the inequalities a,, < ap4r—1 and apip—1 < Aptk
imply a,, < apig. A similar argument proves that b,, > b, for n < m.

2.5. By the Archimedean Property (cf. Definition 1.8), for € > 0 there is N € N
such that Ne > 1. Hence, 1/n < ¢ for all n > N, that is 1/n — 0.

In the other direction, suppose that 1/n — 0 in F. For positive z and y in
F there is N € N such that 1/n < z/y for all n > N. Hence, (N + 1)z >y, so
the Archimedean Property holds.

2.6. Every b € B is an upper bound of A. Hence, sup A < b for every b € B, so
sup A is a lower bound of B. It follows that sup A < inf B.

2.7. Let x and y be upper bounds of the sets A and B, respectively. Then
max{z,y} is, clearly, an upper bound of AU B, so this union is bounded.
Clearly, sup(A U B) > sup A and sup(A U B) > sup B. Therefore,

sup(A U B) > max{sup A, sup B}.

We may assume that sup A < sup B. For every x € A, x < sup A < sup B and
for every x € B, x < sup B. Hence, for every z € AU B,

2 < sup B = max{sup A, sup B},
so sup(A U B) < max{sup A, sup B}. The result follows.

2.8. Let t =sup A,y =sup B. Fora € Aand b € B, we have a+b < x + ¥, so
x + y is an upper bound of A + B. By Theorem 2.1, for € > 0 there are a € A,
be Bsuch thata <z —¢/2and b<y—e/2,50 a+b < z+y—e. By the same
theorem, = + y is the supremum of A + B.

2.9. We prove that sup(cE) = cinf E for ¢ < 0. The other cases are treated
similarly.



For a € E, inf E < a. Hence cinf E > ca for all a € E. Thus, cinf E is an
upper bound of cFE.

Let x be an upper bound of cF, that is, z > ca for all a € E. It follows that
z/c<aforalaeckF, sox/c<infE. Then x > cinf E, that is, cinf F is the
supremum of cF.

2.10. Clearly, inf E' < sup E’. Because E' C E, sup F is an upper bound of E’.
It follows that sup B/ < sup E. A similar argument shows that inf £ < inf F’.

2.11. (Necessity.) Part (a) follows from Theorem 2.1 with € = 1/n. Part (b) is
trivial.

(Sufficiency.) First, we show that b is an upper bound of E. Suppose to the
contrary that there is € E such that > b and let n be a positive integer such
that 1/n < ¢ —b. Then b+ 1/n < z which contradicts part (b). Thus b is an
upper bound of F.

For £ > 0 let n be a positive integer such that 1/n < e. Since b—1/n > b—e¢,
by part (a), b — € is not an upper bound of E. By Theorem 2.1, b = sup E.

2.12. Suppose that v/2 + /3 is a rational number. Then the number

-1
VI-VEo L
V2+3
is rational, as well as the number

(\/5-1-\/5)‘;(\/5—\/5) V3

contradicting Theorem 1.10. Hence, V2 + /3 is an irrational number.

2.13. Correction. It is assumed that b # 0.
Straightforward proofs in all four cases are by contradiction.

2.14. Clearly, lim(ay, — a,) = 0, so the relation ~ is reflexive.

Also, lim(a,, — by,) = 0 implies lim(b,, — ay) = 0, so the relation ~ is sym-
metric.

To prove transitivity of ~, suppose that lim(a,—b,) = 0 and lim(b,—c,) = 0.
Then

lim(a, — ¢,) = lim[(a, — by) + (b, — ¢,)] = lim(a, — by) + lim(b, — ¢,) = 0.
Hence the result.

2.15. By definition (cf. (2.1) on page 39 in the book), (a,) € [(a)] if and only
if lim(a,, — a) = 0. Clearly, the latter condition is equivalent to lima, = a.

2.16. Let a = (r +y)/2 and € = (y — x)/2. By Definition 2.6, there is r € FE
such that
y—x

5
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Elementary algebra shows that the displayed inequality is equivalent to the
chain inequality z < r < y.

2.17. By Lemma 2.12, (a,,) is a Cauchy sequence in F, and, by Theorem 2.8,
Gn, — [(am,)]. Hence there is N € N such that H(am)] — En’ <eforalln> N.
We obtain the desired result by setting a = any1.

2.18. (a) Because a < b if and only if ¢(a) < ¢(b) for all a,b € F, the mapping
( 1s one-to-one.

(b) We have ¢(1) = ¢(1+0) = ¢(1) + ¢(0). Hence, ¢(0) = 0. By part (a),
(1) # 0. We have p(1) = ¢(1-1) = ¢(1) - ¢(1). Therefore, p(1) = 1.

(c) Straightforward verification of the properties defining an ordered field.

2.19 (Necessity.) Suppose that ¢(a,) — 0in G. For ¢ > 0in F, ¢(¢) > 0 in
G. There is N € N such that

—p(e) < plan) < p(e), for alln > N.
Because ¢ is an embedding,
—e < ap <Eg, for all n > N.

Hence, a, — 0 in F.

(Sufficiency.) Let a, — 0 in F and € > 0 in G. By the density property,
there is § > 0 in F such that 0 < ¢(0) < e. Because a,, — 0, there is N € N
such that

—0 < ap <9, for alln > N.

Then
—& < p(=0) < plap) < @(d) <, for alln > N.

It follows that ¢(a,) — 0 in G.

2.20. If F is not an Archimedean field, then there are positive elements x and
y in F such that nx <y for all n € N, that is, z 4+ ---+ 2 <y for all n € N.
—_——

Then B(z) +---+ B(z) < B(y). Note that 5(z) > Ognd B(y) > 0. It follows

n

that F is not Archimedean.

2.21. Let ¢ : F — G be an isomorphism and x, y positive elements in G.
Because F is Archimedean, there is n € N such that ng=!(z) > ¢~ !(y). Since
 is an isomorphism, nz > y (cf. solution 2.20). Hence, G is Archimedean.

2.22. Let (a,) be a Cauchy sequence in Q. For eny € > 0 in R there is &/ € Q
such that 0 < ¢’ < e (cf. Exercise 2.16). Because (a,) is Cauchy in Q, there is
N € N such that

|am —an| < &' <k, for all m,n > N.



Hence, (a,) is Cauchy in R.
Clearly, every Cauchy sequence of rational numbers in R is also Cauchy in
the field Q.

2.23. Hint. Use the approach from Exercise 2.22.

2.24. (Necessity.) Theorem 2.14.

(Sufficiency.) Suppose that Q is dense is F and let x and y be positive ele-
ments of F. We my assume that z < y. Let p and ¢ be positive rational numbers
such that p < x and ¢ > y (cf. Exercise 2.16). Because Q is Archimedean, there
ism € N such that np > q. We have nz > np > ¢ > y. Hence, F is Archimedean.

2.25. Clearly, both sets F and G are closed under operations of addition and
multiplication. Verifying ordered field properties is a tedious but straightforward
exercise.

Suppose that ¢ : F — G is an isomorphism. It is not difficult to see
that ¢ is the identity map on Q (which is an ordered subfield of both F and
G). We have (v/2)2 = 2 in F. Because ¢ is an isomorphism, we must have
(p(v/2))? = ¢(2) = 2. Let p(v/2) = a+ b\V/3. If ab # 0, then

(a+bv3)? = a® 4 2v/3ab + 30> = 2,

which implies , ,
2—a"—3b
V3= 2ab ’
a contradiction, because the number on the right hand side is rational.
If a = 0, then b? = 2/3, which is not possible, because \/2/_3 is not a rational
number (prove it!). If b = 0, then a? = 2, a contradiction.
It follows that F and G are not isomorphic.

2.26. It suffices to show that every open interval (a,b) in R contains an irra-
tional number (cf. Definition 2.6). Because Q is dense in R (cf. Theorem 2.14),
there is a rational number p such that a < p < b. By the Archimedean Prop-

2 1
erty, there is n € N such that n > bi’ which is equivalent to p + —v/2 < b.
—p n
Clearly, p + v/2/n is an irrational number that belongs to (a, b).
2.27. Let (A, B) be a cut of F. Suppose that ¢ < ¢’ are two cut points for

(A, B). The point d = (¢ + ¢’)/2 satisfies ¢ < d < ¢/. Because ¢ and ¢ are cut
points, d must belong to both sets A and B which is impossible.

2.28. Let ¢ be a cut point for a cut (A, B). Clearly, ¢ is an upper bound of the
set A (cf. Definition 2.11). Any other upper bound of A must be in the set B.
Hence, ¢ is the least upper bound of A. Similarly, ¢ is the greatest lower bound
of the set B.

10



2.29. Suppose there is a € A such that a > ¢. Then, for € = a — ¢ the interval
(¢ — €,¢+ ¢) does not contain points from B a contradiction. Hence, a < ¢ for
all a € A. Similarly, ¢ < b for all b € B.

2.30 Let (A, B) be a gap in F and « € F. Clearly, (A + z, B + z) is a cut.
Suppose that ¢ is a cut point for (A 4+ x, B+ ). Then ¢ — x is a cut point for
(A, B), a contradiction. Hence, (A 4 x, B+ z) is a gap for every x € F.

2.31. By the Cut property, A= {z < 0or 22 <2} and B =R\ A form a cut
with the unique cut point that is a solution of z? = 2.

11



3 Continuous Functions

3.1. (Necessity.) Let x be a point in an open set G and (a,b) a bounded open

interval containing x. Then, for ¢ = min{z —a,b—z}, v € (x — e,z +¢). A

similar argument works for an unbounded open interval containing x.
(Sufficiency.) Clearly, every e-neighborhood of z is its neighborhood.

3.2. If px + q = px’ + q, then = 2’ because p # 0. Thus, f is one-to-one. For
y € F we have f((1/p)(y — q)) = y. Hence, f is onto. Because p > 0, we have
px + q < px’ 4+ q for x < z’. Therefore, f preserves order on F.

Let (x—e,x+¢€) C G. Then (f(x)—pe, f(x)+pe) C f(G) (Hint: f preserves
order). By Theorem 3.1, f(G) is an open set.

3.3. We consider only the case of I = (a,b]. The other cases are treated
similarly.

Let & be a point in I and (¢,d) a bounded open interval containing x.
(Clearly, an unbounded neighborhood of x contains a bounded one.) It can
be directly verified that the point p = (1/2)(max{a, ¢} + ) belongs to I N (¢, d)
and p # x. Hence, x is a limit point of I.

3.4. Let (a,) be a convergent sequence of points in F' and a = lima,,. Suppose
that « ¢ F. Inasmuch as a, — a, every neighborhood of a contains a point
from (a,). Hence, a is a limit point of F, a contradiction.

3.5. We have —¢ <z —y < ¢e. Thus y + ¢ > x and y — ¢ < «, implying that
y—e>x—2 and y+ € < 2 + 2¢. Hence the result.

3.6. The sequence (1/n) is a sequence of points in the set £ = {1/n:n € N}
that converges to 0 which is not an element of E. Any subsequence of (1/n)
also converges to 0 ¢ E. Thus, E is not a compact subset of R.

3.7. The set of natural numbers N is not a compact subset of the set R. Indeed,
the sequence (n) in N does not have a convergent subsequence.

Let {U,}nen, where U, = (n — %,n—l— %), be an open covering of N. For
every € > 0 there is m > 2 such that 1/m < e. Suppose that (m—¢e, m+¢) C U,
for some n. Then m € U,, that is, n — % <m<n+ %, which implies that
n = m. Because 1/m < e, (m—e,m+e¢) € Uy,,. It follows that the family
{U, }nen is the desired example.

3.8. Clearly, there is « € {z,, : n € N} for which the set M of indexes n such
that x,, = z is infinite. By using the Well-Ordering Principle (cf. Theorem A.6),
we can enumerate the set M in the increasing order, ny < ng < -+ < ng < ---.
The constant subsequence (x,, ) of (x,) converges to x.

3.9. (a) Let (A,B) beagapinF, a1 € A, by € B, and (a,), (b,) sequences
defined as in the proof of Theorem 2.4 on pages 34-35 in the book for £ = A.

12



We want to show that the set S = {a, : n € N}, the range of (a,), is closed
and bounded, but not compact.

Clearly, S is a bounded subset of A. In the next paragraph, we show that it
is closed.

Let ¢ be a limit point of S. Suppose that there is a,,, > ¢. Then a,, > ¢ for all
n > m, because (ay,) is an increasing sequence. The neighborhood (2¢—am, am,)
of ¢ contains only finite terms of (ay), contradicting our assumption that c¢ is a
limit point of S. It follows that a, < c for all n € N. Suppose that a > ¢ for
some a € A. We have b, — a,, > a — ¢ for all n € N, contradicting Lemma 2.1,
because the field F is Archimedean. Hence, ¢ > a for all a € A. Suppose that
b < ¢ for some b € B. Because c is a limit point of S, there is a,, € (b,c+ 1), a
contradiction, since a, € A. It follows that a < c < bforalla € A and b € B,
that is, ¢ is a cut point for (A, B), contradicting the assumption that (A, B) is
a gap. Thus, S has no limit points. Therefore it is closed.

To show that S is not compact, suppose to the contrary that the sequence
(an) contains a convergent subsequence and let d be the limit of this subse-
quence. Inasmuch as (a,) is increasing, it also converges to the same limit d,
which then must be a limit point of S (prove it!). It follows that S is not
compact.

(b) Clearly, N has no limit points in F and therefore closed. Because F is not
Archimedean, there is a positive element y € F such that n < y for alln € N
(cf. Definition 1.8). Hence, N is bounded. It is also clear that the sequence (n)
does not have convergent subsequences. Therefore, N is not a compact subset
of F.

3.10. (Necessity.) By definition, a point « € R is the limit of a subsequence of
a sequence (x,) if every neighborhood of = contains a tail of the subsequence.
It follows that every neighborhood of x contains infinitely many terms of (x,,).

(Sufficiency.) Suppose that every neighborhood of € R contains infinitely
many terms of (x,). Then the neighborhood (r — 1,z + 1) contains a term
of (x,), the neighborhood (z — 1/2,z+ 1/2) contains a term x,, different from
Zn,, and so on. This way we construct a subsequence (z,,) of (x,) such that
Zn,, € (x —1/k,z+1/k) for all m > k. For every € > 0 there is k € N such
that (z —e,x+¢) C (x — 1/k,z + 1/k), that is, |z,,, — x| < e for all m > k. It
follows that x,, — z in R.

3.11. Let A and B be compact sets and (a,) a sequence of points in A U B.
The sequence (a,) must have a subsequence (ay, ) in at least one of the sets A
and B, say, in A. Because A is compact, (a,, ) has a convergent subsequence.
This subsequence is also a convergent subsequence of points in the set AU B.
Hence, AU B is a compact set.

3.12. Let K = {K;}ics be a family of compact sets and K = (K. We may

assume that K # &, because the empty set is vacuously compact. A sequence
of points in K is a sequence in each of the sets in K and therefore contains a
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convergent subsequence that converges to a point in K. Hence, K is a compact
set.

3.13. Let K be a compact set and F a closed subset of K. Every sequence
(an) of points in E is also a sequence in K and therefore has a convergent
subsequence, say, a,, — a € K. Because FE is closed, a € E. Hence, E is
compact.

3.14. Let a be an isolated point of F and (a — §,a + §) a neighborhood of a
that does not contain points of E that are different from a. For any x € F,
|z —a| < & implies © = a. Therefore, for any € > 0, |f(z) — f(a)] < €. Hence f
is continuous at a.

3.15. Hint. The condition |z — a| < § and = € E is equivalent to z € E N Us,
and the condition |f(z) — f(a)| < € is equivalent to f(z) € Us..

3.16. We assume that functions f and g are continuous at a € E.
(a) For € > 0 there are §; > 0 and d2 > 0 such that

|t —a| <d, z€FE = [f(z) — fla)| <e/2
and

|zt —al <2, x€ E = lg(x) — g(a)] < /2.
Let 6 = {01, d2}. Then, for |z — a|] <, z € E, we have

[f(@) +g(x) = fa) = g(a)| < [f(z) = fla) +]9(z) —g(a)| <e/2+¢/2 =¢,

that is, thus the function f + ¢ is continuous at a.

(b) Because, clearly, a constant function is continuous, the result follows
from part (c) below.

(c) It is clear that a function that is continuous at x = a is bounded in some
neighborhood Us of a. Let A > 0 be an upper bound of both functions |f| and
lg|. For € > 0 there are §; > 0 and d2 > 0 such that 6; < 4, d2 < § and

|t —al <d1, zx€E = |f(z) — fla)] <e/A
and

|zt —al <2, x€ E = lg(x) — g(a)] < e/A.
Let 6 = {01, d2}. Then, for |z — a|] <, z € E, we have

[f(2)g(x) — fla)g(a)] = |f(x)(g9(x) = 9(a)) + g(a)(f(z) — f(a))]
)|

< [f(@)llg(z) — g(a)| + g(a)|[f(z) — f(a)]
<A % T A % —e.

Hence, the function fg is continuous at = = a.
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(d) By the result of part (c), it suffices to consider the case of 1/g where
g(x) #0 on E.

It is clear that a function that is continuous at = a is bounded in some
neighborhood Us of a. Let A > 0 be a lower bound of the function |g|. For
€ > 0 there is §; > 0 such that §; < J, and

|t —a| <61, xe E = lg(z) — g(a)| < A%.
Then, for | —a| < 61 and = € E, we have

_lg@ —g(e)| _ A% __

l9(z)g(a)] A2

1 1

’g(x) g(a)

Hence, 1/g is continuous at a.
(e) Hint. By Exercise 1.17(h), “f(x)| - |f(a)|’ <|f(z)— f(a)|.

3.17. Correction. The domain of the composition go f is E.

For a € E let b = f(a) € E'. Let W be an e-neighborhood of g(b). By
Theorem 3.14, there is a d-neighborhood V of b = f(a) such that for every
y € E'NV, g(y) € W. By the same theorem, there is a y-neighborhood U of a
such that for every x € ENU, f(z) € V. Because f(E) C E’, it follows that if
x € ENU, then f(z) € E'NV,so (go f)(xz) = g(f(z)) € W. By Theorem 3.14,
the function f o g is continuous at x = a.

3.18. Follows immediately from Exercise 3.16.

3.19. Suppose that there is ¢ € (a,b) that does not belong to E. The sets
(—00,¢)N E and (¢,00) N E are disjoint, nonempty relatively open subsets of E
whose union is F/. This is a contradiction, because FE is assumed to be connected.

3.20. By Exercise 3.19, [a,b] C E. The result follows from Theorem 3.18.

3.21. (a) For e = (1/2) f(a) > 0 there is 6 > 0 such that
|f(z) — f(a)] < (1/2)f(a) for z € (a —§,a+9).

Hence, f(x) > (1/2)f(a) >0 on (a —d,a + 9).

(b) By part (a), the set B = {z € F : f(x) > 0}. Similarly, the set
C={z e F: f(x) <0} is open. Therefore, the set A which is the complement
of the open set B U C' is closed.

3.22. C(learly, we need only to verify the continuity of f at x = b. Let € > 0.
Because f is continuous on [a, b], there is §; > 0 such that

[f(z) — f(b)| <e, if z € [a,b] N (b— 61, D]
Similarly, there is d2 > 0 such that

|f(z) — f(b)| <e, if x € [b,c] N [b+ d2,b).
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Let 6 = min{dy, d2}. Then
|f(z) = f(b)| <e, ifx€la,cJN(b—30b+79).
Hence the result.

3.23. The proof of Theorem 3.24 is done for intervals I = [a,b). This proof
does not assume that b is a finite element of F. Thus we can apply the result
of Theorem 3.24 to (clearly, strictly increasing) function ™ on I = [0, c0).

3.24. A tedious but straightforward repetition of steps in the proof given in the
book.

3.25. Let I = (a,b). For every x € I the end points of the open interval
I, = ((a+ z)/2, (z + b)/2) belong to I. For I = (a,0), the end points of the
open interval I, = ((a + z)/2,z + 1) belong to I. For I = (—o0,b), the end
points of the open interval I, = (x — 1, (z 4+ b)/2) belong to I. Clearly, in all
three cases, I = J,¢; Lo-

3.26. Correction. Must be “...a strictly increasing function f...”. The
image of a constant function is a singleton which is not an interval according
to Definition 3.1. However, a singleton is often considered as a “degenerate”
closed interval.

We give a proof for a bounded interval I = [a,b).

(Necessity.) By the Intermediate Value Theorem (Theorem 3.18) and mono-
tonicity of f, for every c € (a,b), f([a,c]) = [f(a), f(c)]. Since I = ¢, la, ],
the image f(I) is the union of the intervals [f(a), f(c)] taken for all ¢ € (a,b).
If the set A = {f(c)}ce(ap) is bounded above, we have f(I) = [f(a),sup A). If
A is unbounded above, we have f(I) = [f(a), 00).

(Sufficiency.) We show that f is continuous at ¢ € (a,b). Let € > 0. We may
assume that (f(c) — ¢, f(¢) +¢€) C f(I). Inasmuch as f is a strictly increasing
function, there are §; > 0 and d2 > 0 such that

fe—b)=f@)—c and  fle+8) = f(0) +e
Let § = min{dy, d2}. Then, by monotonicity of f, for every z € (¢ — 4, ¢+ J) we
have f(c) —e < f(z) < f(c) + €. Hence, f is continuous at c¢. The case ¢ = a is
treated similarly.

3.27. Straightforward verification of the definition of continuity.

3.28. Hint. Consider xz, = 1/2n, y, = 1/n. Clearly, |z, — yn| = 1/2n — 0.
However, |f(zn) — f(yn)| = n diverges.
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4 Differentiation

4.1. Tt is easy to verify that the limit of a constant function g(x) =k, x € F is
k. The result follows from part (d).

4.2. Hint. Note that || f(x)|| = |f(z)|. Then apply Definition 4.1.

4.3. The two statements
|f(x)—L|<e if |z —c| <o

and
|flx4+c)—L|<e if lz| < o

are equivalent. Hint: Use substitutions x = y 4+ ¢ and x = y — ¢ to prove it.
4.4. Hint. Use the results of Theorem 4.2 and Exercise 3.14.

4.5. (Necessity.) By Lemma 4.4, there is an unbounded strictly increasing
sequence (a,) with positive terms. Then for every € > 0 there is N € N such
that % < an for all n > N, or, equivalently, i < ¢ for all n > N. It follows
that the sequence (1/ay) converges to zero.

(Sufficiency.) Suppose to the contrary that a field F is not countably cofi-
nal and contains a convergent sequence which is not eventually constant. The
desired contradiction follows from Lemma 4.5.

4.6. (a) We have
(f+9)@) = (F+9)(c) _ (f(@) = f(c) + (9(z) = g(c))

_ f(l“; = 5(0) n 9(32 = 5(0)

By Theorem 4.5(a), the right-hand side converges to f’(c) + ¢'(c).
(b) The result follows from part (c) for a constant function f(z) =k, z € I.

4.7. (a) By induction. The case n = 1 is trivial (we assume that z° = 1 for all
real x). Suppose that (z")" = nz" ! holds for some n € N. By Theorem 4.8(c),

(x"Jrl)/ =(2"z) = (@™ x +2"(z) = nz" x4 2" = (n+ )z
(b) Let y = 2™ and « = y*/". By Theorem 4.10,

1 1 1 1 11

l/n / = = = = —yn
(y ) (ZE")/ nxn—1 ny(nfl)/n ny

() Let f(z) = ™, g(x) = /", and h(z) = (go f)(x) = &™)/ = 2m/n.
By Theorem 4.9 (the Chain Rule),



4.8. By the Chain Rule (Theorem 4.9),

(x—i— x—l-\/E)/— ! -(x—l— x+\/5)/

24/x++\/z++T
B 1 1 1 \/_’
e i )
1 1 1
_2\/x+\/x+ﬁ.<1+m.(l+ﬁ)>'

The above expression can be simplified as

142z + 4z /2 + /T
8T/ T+ T\ T+ T+ T

4.9. False. Consider f(z) = |z| and g(z) = —|z|.

4.10. (Necessity.) By Theorem 4.17, (f(x) — g(x)) = f'(z) — ¢’'(x) = 0 implies
f(z) — g(x) = C, a constant function.
(Sufficiency.) We have f'(z) = ¢'(x) + (C) = ¢'(x).

4.11. Hint. A function f : (a,b) — F is increasing if and only if the function
—f is decreasing.

4.12. First, we prove the inequality for z > 0. Let f(z) = (1 + z)". By
Exercise 4.7(c) and Theorem 4.9, f'(x) = r(1 + z)"~!. By the Mean Value
Theorem (cf. Theorem 4.13) applied to the interval [0, z], there is ¢ € (0, z)
such that

f@@) = f(0) = fi(e)(z - 0),

that is,
A4z)" —1=r(14c¢)" 'tz >rr,

because ¢ > 0 and r > 1. The Bernoulli inequality trivially holds for z = 0.
For —1 < 2 < 0 the proof follows similar steps by applying the Mean Value
Theorem to the interval [z, 0].

4.13. (Necessity.) Let P = (a, f(a)), Q = (b, f(b)), and R = (z, f(x)), where
a <z <b(cf Fig. 4.1). It is easy to verify that z = Aa + (1 — A\)b, where
h—
A= b—x Clearly, 0 < A < 1. Let R’ be a point on the chord PQ with the
—a
abscissa z. Elementary geometry (similar triangles) shows that

R = (z, AMf(a) + (1 = A)f(D)).
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Inasmuch as the function f is convex, we have

f(@) < Af(a) + (1 =X f(b).

Hence, the point R is below the point R’ or coincides with it.

(Sufficiency.) In the above notations, the condition that R lies below R’
(or coincides with it) is equivalent to the last displayed equation. The result
follows.

4.14. For A = (z2—x)/(x2—x1) we have 1 =\ = (z—z1) /(22 —x1) (cf. page 101
in the book). Then,

Axq + (1 — )\)ZEQ e 1+ To = .

Suppose that for X\ # X,
)\CCl + (1 - )\).IQ = )\/.Il + (1 - )\/).IQ.
It follows that x1 = x2, a contradiction.

4.15. Straightforward algebra.

4.16. Assume, without loss of generality, that max{x1,...,2,} = x1. Then

xz)\lxl++>\nxn§)\lxl++>\nxl
=1+ + M)z =21 = max{x1,...,Tpn}.

A similar argument proves the other inequality.

4.17. (Necessity.) We prove by induction that the inequality

f(ZM%) < Z)\kf(xk),
k=1 k=1

holds for a convex function f.
The base case, n = 1, holds trivially. Suppose that this inequality holds for
some m > 1 and let

m—+1
Tl Ty Tyl € (a,0), 0< A <1 (1 <E<m+1), Z)\kzl-
k=1

We may assume that A\, 1 # 1. (Otherwise, the induction step is trivial.) For
A=>7", M, we have \y1 = 1 — A, and then, by (4.2) on page 101 and the
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induction hypothesis,

(Er) 10

Tk )\)merl)

<A ( Tk ) + Am1 f(Tmy1)
< )\Z );\—kf(xk) + A1 f(@mg1)
k=1
m+
= )\kf(xk)
k=1

The result follows by induction.
(Sufficiency.) For n = 2 we have the inequality (4.2) on page 101.

4.18. We have f”(z) = (p — 1)pzP=2 > 0 on (a,b). By Theorem 4.22, f is a
convex function.

4.19. We may assume that both numbers

n 1/p n
U= (Z|xk|p> and v = (Z|yk|p>
k=1 k=1

are positive. By the triangle inequality, we have

1/p

P o (1l T\
|2k + ykl” < (|ox] + |ye])? = { u tue

P
u |x v
B G
u+v u u+v v

_(u_,_v)p( u @4_ v @)p

u+v u u+v v
Because
U v
=1
u+v u+v

and the power function z? is convex for p > 1 (cf. Exercise 4.18), we have

p P P
(u o] |yk|> DRI O

u+v u u+v v T u+v uP u+v vP

Hence,

u |xgl? v |ykl?
+ P < + v)? + .
|xk yk| - (u v) (u—i—v upP u—+v VP
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By summing up both sides of the above inequality, we obtain

ZZ:l |z [P + v ZZ:l |yx|?
u—+v uP u—+v VP

~ o (s )
— (ut o) = [(; |xk|p)1/p+ (;m)/]

which is equivalent to Minkowski’s inequality.

S fok + ol? < <u+v>p(

k=1
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5 Integration

5.1. The proof is by induction. The base step, n = 2, is trivial. Suppose
that we can enumerate any n-element subset of an ordered field F, and let A
be an (n + 1)-element subset of F. We denote the maximum element of A

(cf. Exercise 5.2) by any1. Let a3 < as < -+ < a, be an enumeration of the
n-element set A\ {a,4+1}. Clearly, {a1,...,an, any1} is the desired enumeration
of the set A.

5.2. The proof is by induction on the cardinality n of a nonempty subset of
an ordered field. The base step, n = 1, is trivial. Suppose that every subset
of cardinality less than n has a maximum element and let A be a subset of
cardinality n. Fora € A, let A’ ={xr € A:a < z}. If A’ = @, then a is the
maximum element of A, so suppose that A’ # @. By the induction hypothesis,
A’ has a maximum element, say, y. Then y is the maximum element of A.
Indeed, suppose to the contrary that there is z € A that is greater than y.
Clearly, z ¢ A’, so z < a. On the other hand, z > y > a, a contradiction.

5.3. Let [zx_1, zk] be a subinterval of the partition P. Points of @ that belong
to this subinterval form a partition of it. Hence subintervals of ) are subintervals
of subintervals of P. Clearly, |Q|| < || P]|

5.4. (a) We have |z| < 1 for z € Z(F). Hence, = € F(F).

(b) For z € F, either there is n € N such that |z| < n, or || > n for all
n € N. Therefore, F C F(F) U L(F). Obviously, F(F) U L(F) C F.

(¢) For x € F(F) N L(F), there is n € N such that |z] < n and for all
m € N we have |z| > m. It follows that n < |z| < n, a contradiction. Hence,
F(F) N L(F) = 2.

5.5. Correction. The set Z(F) must be F(F), although the claim holds also
for Z(F).
Let u,v € F(F), so there are ny,ny € N such that |u| < ny and |v] < ng.
Then |u+ v| < |u| + |v| < max{ni,n2}. Hence, F(F) is closed under addition.
Let u,v € L(F)NF*. Clearly, u + v € F*. Then

lu+v] =u+v>ul >n, for all n € N,

so u+ v € L(F). Therefore, L(F) N FT is closed under addition.

Let x € B=L(F)NF" and y € F\ B. There are two possible cases.

1) y € L(F)NF~. Here F~ is the set of negative elements of F. Then
—y€B,sox—y=ux+(—y) € LIF)NFT, because L(F) NF* is closed under
addition. Hence, z — y is an infinitely large element.

2) y € F(F). Suppose that z =z —y € F(F). Then x = z +y € F(F),
because F(F) is closed under addition. This contradicts our assumption that
x € B. It follows that  — y is an infinitely large element.
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5.6. Let P = {zg,...,z,} be a partition of [a,b] and ¢; € [z;_1,z,] for ¢ =
1,...,n. We have

Sp = Z fle) D = kZ(x —zi_1) = k(b—a).

By Definition 5.3, [ f = k(b — a).

5.7 Hint. [kf(@)] = K| |£(x)] and |f(z) + g(x)] < |7(@)] + |g(z)] for 2 € [a,b]
5.8. Correction. In Definition 5.4, Up = Y 1 _; My, not > p_; mxAg.

We prove the case of Up. The proof for the other case is similar. For ¢ > 0
and every k = 1,...,n there is ¢; € [xg_1, k] such that

f(Ck) > Mk —

€
b—a
(cf. Theorem 2.1). Hence,

Sp Z CkAk>Z k—E/b—CL Ak—ZMkﬁk—E—UP—E

k= k=1

By Theorem 2.1, the desired result follows.

5.9. Let f be an increasing function on [a, b]. We may assume that f(b) > f(a).
(Otherwise, f is constant (cf. Exercise 5.6.) For € > 0, let 6 = ¢/(f(b) — (a))
Let P = {xo,...,x,} be a partition of [a, b] such that Ay < dforallk =1,...,n
Inasmuch as f is an increasing function, we have my = f(x—1) and My = f(xk)
for all k. Therefore,

n

Up—Lp =Y (f(zx) = flwr—1)) %

k=1

<5Z f(xr—1)) = 6(f(b) = f(a)) =&

(The second sum is telescopic.) The function f is Riemann integrable by The-
orem 5.3.

5.10. Hint. Apply Theorem 5.7 to the function f(z)—g(z) and use Theorem 5.6.
5.11. Correction. Theorem 5.9 is proved in the text.
5.12. Follows from Exercise 5.3.

5.13. Let P and @ be step partitions for functions s and ¢, respectively, and
P U Q@ the common refinement of P and Q. It is clear that P U @ is a step
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refinement for both functions s and ¢. The functions s and ¢t are constant over
interiors of subintervals of P U Q. The statements (a)-(d) of Theorem 5.10
obviously hold for constant functions.

5.14. Let f be a step function on [a,b]. Then, trivially, f € Uy and f € Ly

(cf. definitions on page 122 in the book). Hence, the Riemann integral f: f=J
is the Darboux integral of f (cf. Definition 5.8).

5.15. Correction. The proof of the statement of the exercise is not as simple
as it is claimed in the book. A thorough proof is presented below.

(Necessity.) Let f be a Darboux integrable function on [a,b] C R. The
sets A = {f:g :g € Ly} and B = {f:h : h € Uy} are bounded above and
below, respectively. Let J' = sup A and J = inf B. Clearly, J’ < J. In fact,
J' = J. Indeed, suppose to the contrary that J' < J. By Definition 5.7 with
e = J —J', we have f:h—f:g < J —J' for some g € Ly and h € Uy.
Hence, f:h <J-(J - f: g) < J, which contradicts the definition of J. It
follows that f:g <J<L f: hforall g € Ly and h € Uy. Hence, J is the Darboux
integral of the function f. Thus I]a, b] is contained in D[a, b]. By Theorem 5.12,
Dila,b] = Ila,b], that is, the class of Darboux integrable functions coincides with
the class of functions having a Darboux integral.

Now, we show that the number J defined in the above paragraph is the
Riemann integral of f. For a given ¢ > 0, let g € Ly and h € U; be step
functions such that

b 1 b 1
/g>J—§5 and /h<J+§5

(recall that J = sup A = inf B). Inasmuch as g and h are Riemann integrable
functions (cf. Theorem 5.11), there is a 6 > 0 such that for every partition
P ={xq,...,zn} of [a,b] with || P|| < § and any choice of points ¢ € [zr_1, zk],
k=1,...,n, we have (cf. (5.1) in Definition 5.3)

n b n b
1 1
E glek) Dy > /a 9-3¢ and E h(cp) Dy < / h+ &

k=1 k=1 a

It follows that

J—e< Zg(ck)ﬁk < Zf(ck)ﬁk < Zh(ck)ﬁk <J+e,
k=1 = k=1

k=1
that is J is the Riemann integral of the function f. Thus, f is Riemann inte-
grable.

(Sufficiency.) Let f be a Riemann integrable function, J = [ : f, >0, and
P ={xq,...,z,} a partition of [a, b] such that
J 15<zn:f( A <J+15
_ c Z
37 T 3
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for every choice of (cq,...,c) (cf. Definition 5.3). For every 1 < k < n, we
define

g =inf{f(z) : x € [xp_1, 2]} and hy =sup{f(z):z € [xx_1,zi]}.

We have

" 1
thﬁk <J+ 55‘.
k=1

Indeed, suppose to the contrary that Y., hpAp > J + %5 and let

v—%[éhk Ak—(u%s)] >0.

For every k = 1,...,b, choose ¢ € [xg—1, k] such that f(ck) > hp — v/Dk.
Then

n

Zf(ck)ﬁk > i(hk A —y) = ihk Ak _[ihk Ay —(J—|— %5)]
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

— T+
= 35‘,

a contradiction. Similarly, we obtain

~ 1
Zghﬁk Z J — 55.
k=1

Let step functions g and h be defined by
g(x) _ 9k, for z € («Ik,l,.fk), k=1 ..
f(zy), forxz=xy,
and

k=1

ge ey

hi, for x € (:Ekfl, xk),
h(z) =
f(zy), forx =y,

respectively. Clearly, g € L; and h € Uy. We have

b b n n
2
h— :EhA—E A < —e<e.
/a /ag k:lk k k:19k k_3€ €

Hence, f is Darboux integrable.

5.16. Hint. 2= = —(—z)™".

5.17. (a) Let 1 < x2. If 0 < z1 < x9, then xf =11 < T9 = 3:; If z; <0,
then 7 = 0 < 2. A similar argument shows that 2~ = z — 2% is an increasing
function.
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(b) If x > 0, then 2+ — 2~ = z. Otherwise, 27 — 2~ = —x.

5.18. (Necessity.) Let f : [a,b] — F be a Darboux integrable function and
€ > 0. There are step functions g € Ly and h € Uy such that

b b
/h—/ g <e.

Let f', ¢’, b and f”, ¢, h" be restrictions of the functions f, g, h to
the intervals [a, c] and [c, b], respectively. Clearly, ¢’, h', ¢”, and h” are step
functions. By Theorems 5.9 and 5.11,

b c b b c b
/g:/g/—k/ g’ and /h:/h/—k/ h.
c c b b b b
[/ h’—/g/]+[/ h”—/ g”]_/h—/g<5.

Because the two terms in brackets are nonnegative, it follows that

c c b b
/ I —/ g <e and / n” —/ g <e,
a a (& (&

that is, the functions f’ and f” are Darboux integrable.
(Sufficiency.) Let f’ and f” be the same functions as above and assume that
they are Darboux integrable. Then for € > 0 there are step functions

We have

g eLy, Wely, g €Ll h' el

such that
/Gh’—/ag’<g and /Gh”—/ag”<g.
We define
’ if h if
g(z) = 9//33), 1 x € la,d, and hiz) = (x), 1 z € |a, ],
g’ (x), ifze (b, n'(x), ifx e (eb)].

It is easy to verify that g and h are step functions on [a,b] and g € Ly, h € U.

Because
c b b c b b
/g/—|—/ g”:/g and /h/—k/ h”:/h
we have
b b c c
o= o= L[l [ o) <505

Hence, f is a Darboux integrable function on [a, b].
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6 Infinite Series
6.1. Hint. Forn>m >1,a, + -+ an = Sy — Sm—1-

6.2. Apply Theorem 1.20 to partial sums Y., _, (ar + by) and >, _, (cay).

6.3. We have
1+1 +1>1+1+ +171
n+l n+2 2n " 2n  2n on 2
n terms

6.4. (1) The base case, n = 1, trivially holds. Suppose that (14 z)" > 1+ nx
for some n € N. Then

(1+z)"™ = (14+2)1+2)" > (14+2)(1+nz) = 1+(n+1)z+nz® > 1+ (n+1)z.

(2) We may assume that r #£ 0. Let z = 1/|r| =1 > 0, so |r| = 1/(1 + z).

We have
1 1 1

< < —.
I+x)" ~ 1+nz nx
By Exercise 1.21(a), 1/(nz) — 0. By the Squeeze Theorem (cf. Theorem 1.14),

™ — 0.

0<|r|™=

6.5. Hint. By Exercise 2.5, 1/n — 0 in every Archimedean field. Hence, for
|r| <1, r™ — 0 (cf. solution to Exercise 6.4(2)).

6.6. Hint. |z| < 1/n for all n € N if and only if 1/|z| > n for all n € N.

6.7. Let (z,,) be a Cauchy sequence in an ordered field F that is not countably
cofinal. Because (z,) is Cauchy, a, = (xp+1 — ) — 0. By Lemma 4.5, the
sequence (a,) is eventually zero, so the sequence (x,,) is eventually constant and
therefore converges. Hence, F is Cauchy complete.

6.8. We have
Son42 = S2n + A2p4+1 — A2n > Son

and
Son4+1 = S2n—1 — @2n + A2p+1 < S2p—1-

Because the series converges to S, so,, < S < sgp—1 for all m,n € N.

6.9. Suppose that the sequence s,, = n converges to S. Then (for ¢ = 1) there
is N € N such that n —1 < S <n+ 1 for all n > N. In particular, S < N + 2
and S > N + 2, a contradiction.

6.10. We use the following simple fact: A sequence (a1, az, ...) converges if and
only if the subsequence (ay, ax11, - ..) (atail of (a,)) converges (cf. Theorem 6.1).
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Let an,,Gny,- .., Gn,, where ng < ng < --- < n,, be the negative terms of
a convergent series (a,) and 0 = 2|an,| + 2|an,| + - - - + 2|an,,|. We denote by
(sn) and (s],) the sequences of partial sums of series Y ;- ar and > -, |axl,
respectively. It is not difficult to verify that s, = s, + o if n > n,,. Because
(sn) is a convergent sequence, so is the subsequence (sp,, +1,Sn,,+2,--.). It
follows that the subsequence (s}, ,q,s;, .o,...) converges, which implies that
(s),) converges, that is, the series D7~ | ax converges absolutely.

6.11. Multiply the right hand side of the identity in (6.5) by 2™ to obtain

gn—m _ (2n7m*1 R 1) —on-m _ (2n7m — 1) =1

6.12. Because z is an irrational number, there are infinitely many zero and
nonzero terms in the series Y~ cx/2%. Let ¢y, /2" be the last zero term in
the m’th maximal set of consecutive zeros. Clearly, the subsequence S, of
the sequence of partial sums converges to z. This sequence is the same as the
corresponding subsequence of the partial sums in the second series. Because the
second sequence converges in R, it converges to x.

6.13. We have

|$|n+1
|
i DL 2Ly
|]|™ n+1
n!

The series converges by the Ratio Test.

6.14. Hint. Use the Ratio Test as in Exercise 6.13.
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7 Appendix A: Natural Numbers and Integers

A.1. By Axiom P1, 1 ¢ s(N), and by Axiom P2, s is a one-to-one function.
To prove that s is a bijection we need to show that s(N) = N\ {1}.

Let M = s(N)U{1}. Clearly, 1 € M. If a € M, then a € N because M C N.
Therefore, s(a) € s(N) C M. By Axiom P3, M = N, that is, s(N) U {1} = N.
Because 1 ¢ s(N) we have s(N) = N \ {1}, as required.

By definition, a set A is infinite if there is a bijection from A onto a proper
subset of A (cf. Section A.4 in Ovchinnikov (2015)).

A.2. Let M ={a € N :s(a) # a}. By Axiom P1,1 € M. By Axiom P2, a # b
implies s(a) # s(b) for all a,b € N. Therefore, s(a) # a implies s(s(a)) # s(a)
for all @ € N. Hence, s(a) € M for every a € M. By the Axiom of Induction
(Axiom P3), M = N, that is, s(a) # a for all @ € N.

A.3. Fixa € N and define M ={b€ N :a+b # b}. We have 1 € M because,
by (A.1) and Axiom P1,
a+1=s(a)#1.

Suppose b € M, that is, a + b # b. Then we have
a+s(b) = s(a+b) # s(b),

by (A.2) and Axiom P2. Hence, b € M implies s(b) € M. By the Axiom of
Induction, M = N. Because a is an arbitrary element of N, we conclude that
a+b#bforallabe N.

A.4. (a) Suppose that a # b are two least elements of a nonempty subset of
N. Then a < b and b < a, contradicting the Trichotomy Property (cf. Theo-
rem A.5(1)).

(b) Let a # 1 be an element of N. Because s is a bijection from N onto
N\ {1} (cf. Exercise A.1), a is a successor of some b € N, that isa =b+ 1
(cf. (A.1) in Theorem A.1). It follows (cf. Definition A.2) that a > 1. Hence, 1
is the least element of N.

Suppose that b is the greatest element of N. Clearly, b < b+ 1, a contradic-
tion.

A.5. Because (m/,n’) € [m,n] and (p/,q') € [p,q], we have (m/,n') ~ (m,n)
and (p',q') ~ (p, q), that is,

m4+n=m+n and p+qg=p+q.

By adding these equalities and applying the Associative and Commutative Laws
of Addition for the natural numbers, we obtain

(m' +p )+ (n+q) =(m+p)+(n +q).

It follows that (m/ +p',n' +¢') ~ (m +p,n +q).
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We proved that [m’' +p',n' + ¢'] = [m + p,n+ q|.
A.6. We need to prove that
(m'q +n'p’,n'q +m/p'] = [mq + np, ng + mp).
For the proof, we need to show that
( !/ /.7 v /.7
m'q' +n'p’,n'q’ + m'p’) ~ (mq + np, ng + mp),

that is,
m'q +n'p +ng+mp=mqg+np+n'g +m'p. (7.1)

Inasmuch as (m’,n’) ~ (m,n) and (p’,q") ~ (p, q), we have
m' +n=m-+n' (7.2)

and
P+q=p+4q. (7.3)

From these equalities, we obtain

mq +n'qg=m'q+ ng, by multiplying Eq. (7.2) by g,

m'p+np=mp+n'p, by multiplying Eq. (7.2) by p,

n'p+n'gd =n'p +n'q, by multiplying Eq. (7.3) by n/,
m'p +m/q=m'p+m'q, by multiplying Eq. (7.3) by m’.

By adding the four equations displayed above, we have
mq+n/q+m/p+np+n/p+n/q/+m/p/+m/q
= m/q +ng+mp—+ n/p + n/p/ + n/q + m/p + m/q/.

By applying the Cancellation Law for addition of natural numbers, we obtain
the equality in (7.1).

A.7. (Existence.) Let a be an element of R. By Property R3, there is ¢ € R
such that @ + ¢ = a. For any b € R, again by property R3, there is d € R
such that @ +d = b. By applying the Commutative and Associative Laws of
Addition, we obtain

b+c=(a+d)+c=(a+c)+d=a+d=b.

Because b is an arbitrary element of R, the element c is a zero element.
(Uniqueness.) Let ¢ be another zero element of R. Then

/ / /
c=c+c =c+c=c,

by the definition of a zero element.
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A.8. (Existence.) Let a € R. By property R3, there is an element b of R such
that a + b = 0. Hence, b is an additive inverse of a.

(Uniqueness.) Suppose that for some a € R there are two additive inverses
b and c of a, that is,

a+b=0 and a+c=0.
By the definition of 0 and the Commutative and Associative Laws of Addition,

b=b+0=b+(a+c)=c+(a+b)=c+0=c.

A.9. We consider only the case (d). Verifications in other cases are straightfor-
ward.

R1. Trivial.

R3. Let X =AAB. Then AAX=AAN(AAB)=(AANA)AB=8B
(cf. Property R2).

R4. Simple property of the intersection operation.

A simple way of verifying properties R2 and R5 is to use characteristic
functions of subsets. A characteristic function of a subset A of the set X is
defined by

() 1, ifxe A,
xr) =
X 0, otherwise.

Clearly, two subsets are equal if and only if their characteristic function are
equal. It is not difficult to show that

XAUB = XA + XB — XA " XB; XANB = XA " XB> XA\B = XA — XA " XB;

and
XAAB = XA+ XB —2XA " XB-

Below, we verify R5 and R2.
R5. We have

XAnBac) = Xa(xB + X — 2XBXC) = XAXB + XAXC — 2XAXBXC

and
X(ANB)A(ANC) = XANB + XANC — 2XAnBXANC = XAXB + XAXC — 2XAXBXC

(clearly, xaxa = xa)-
R2. Tt is not difficult to verify that
X(AAB)AC = XATXBHXC —2XAXB—2XAXC—2XBXC —4XAXBXC = XAA(BAC)

A.10. It suffices to add —c to both sides of the equation a +c =0+ c.
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A.11. Suppose that there are two elements of R such that
a-1=1-a=a and a-1'"=1-a=a
for alla € R. Then 1’ =1’-1 =1, and the result follows.

A.12. We have
ab—ac=a(b—c)=0,

because ab = ac. Inasmuch as R is an integral domain and a # 0, we must have
b—c=0, that is, b=rc.

A.13. Correction. Exercise A.13 should refer to Example A.1, not to Defini-
tion A.10.

It is convenient to represent elements of R[z] by series f = 7o a,z*, where
aj, = 0 for all but finitely many values of k.

Then, for f =32 arz® and g = Y o bra”, we have

o0
f+g= Z(Qk + by)z"
k=0
and
o0
f-g= chxk, where ¢ = Z apby.
k=0 p+q=k

We verify the properties defining a ring. R1 and R2 hold because they hold
in R.

R3. Clearly, ZEOZO arx® + Zzo:()(bk —ap)zk = ZEOZO brxk.

R4. We have

T ( T b> - Y ahe

pt+q=Fk r+s=q prts=k
and
g ( g apr> Cs = g apbrcs.
g+s=k “pt+r=q pHr+s=k
R5. We have

Z ap(bg +¢q) = Z apbq + Z apCq-

p+q=k p+q=k p+q=k

Suppose that R is an integral domain. If f # 0 and g # 0, let a, and b,
be nonzero coefficients with greatest indexes p and ¢ in f and g, respectively.
Then ayb, # 0 is the coefficient of the term with 2P*9 in f - g. Hence, f-g # 0
in R[z].

A.14. Correction. The relation < defined on Z[z] in Example A.1 is not a
linear order. Indeed, two polynomials f = z + 1 and g = x + 2 are distinct,
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f # g, but incomparable, that is, f £ g and g £ f. Therefore, < does not
satisfy the Trichotomy Property (cf. Definition A.7). There are two equivalent
ways to correct the definition.

1) Let f =332 arz” and g = > oo bpa® (cf. item A.13 above) be distinct
elements of Z[x]. We define

f<g if and only if ap < by,

where p is the maximum index k such that ay # by

2) We say that a polynomial f = Y77, axz” is positive, f > 0, and negative,
f < 0, if the last nonzero term in the sequence (ag,ai,...,an,...) is positive
or, respectively, negative. Now we define f < ¢ if g — f > 0 and proceed with
showing that Z[z] is an ordered integral domain (cf. Exercise A.13).

We use the second definition to prove that < is a linear ordering on Z[z].
Clearly, every nonzero polynomial is either positive or negative (but not both).
Therefore, for f # g either g—f > 0,50 f < g,or g— f < 0,0 g < f. Hence the
Trichotomy Property is satisfied. Furthermore, suppose that f < g and g < h.
Then, g — f > 0 and A — g > 0. Clearly, the sum of two positive polynomials is
positive. Hence, h — f = (h—g) + (¢ — f) > 0, that is, f < h. Therefore the
Transitivity Property is satisfied.

By Exercise A.13, Z[z] is an integral domain. Below we show that conditions
(i) and (ii) of Definition A.10 are satisfied for the order <.

(i) Clearly,

g—f>0 if and only if (g+h)—(f+h)>0.

Hence, f < g if and only if f + h < g+ h for all f, g, h € Z[x].

(ii) Note that the product of two positive polynomials is positive and the
product of a positive polynomial by a negative one is negative. Hence, g— f > 0
implies g-h— f-h=(g— f)-h >0, if h > 0. In the opposite direction, suppose
that h > 0 and (g — f)-h > 0. Clearly, g — f # 0 and g — f £ 0. Hence,
g—f >0, thatis, f <g.
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