Theory of Riemann-Stieltjes
Integrals

The main goal of this chapter is to construct Riemann-Stieltjes integrals, which is a generalization of
Riemann integrals. If you have already seen the construction of Riemann integrals, you will notice that most
of the steps and properties are similar, but with some subtilites that you have to be careful with. Otherwise,
you will see how Riemann-Stieltjes integrals are specialized to Riemann integrals, and that it does not cost
much to consider this more general theory.

5.1 Functions of bounded variation

In this section, we are going to define functions of bounded variation defined on a segment [a,b] C R
for a < b. In Section 5.1.2, we will introduce the notion of partitions that will allow us to define the total
variation of a function. Before closing the section, Theorem 5.1.17 will give us an important and useful
characterization of functions with bounded variation.

5.1.1 Reminders on monotonic functions

Definition 5.1.1:Let I C R be an interval, and f : I — R be a function. We say that f is
(1) non-increasing (FEIEIZ) or decreasing GEEIR) if f(z) > f(y) forall 2,y € I with z < y;
(2) non-decreasing (FFIEIR) or increasing GEIL) if f(x) < f(y) forall z,y € I with z < y;

(3) monotonic (B&5f) if one of the above is satisfied.

Definition 5.1.2:Let I C R be an interval, f : I — R be a monotonic function, and z € I. We may
define the left limit (]LABFR) and the right limit (F5¥EFR) of f at x as below,

fla=) = Jim fy), and fla+) = lim f(y).
y<w y>x

The left limit f(z—) is well defined if (z — &, 2) N I is nonempty for all ¢ > 0. Similarly, the right limit
f(z+) is well defined if (x,x + €) N [ is nonempty for all ¢ > 0.

Proposition 5.1.3: Let f : [a,b] — R be a monotonic function. Then, the set of its discontinuities D is
countable.

Proof : We have already shown this in Exercise 1.15. We give a quick sketch of the proof below.
Whether f is continuous or not at a and b, the countability of D does not change. Therefore, it is
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enough to look at the discontinuities of f on (a, b). Let us define

D={re(ab): flom) # fla+)}.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that f is non-decreasing. For every given x € D, we have
f(z—) < f(xz+), and the density of Q in R implies the existence of g, € QN (f(z—), f(z+)). Then,
the map D — Q, x — g, is injective, so D is countable. (Corollary 1.4.9) (]

5.1.2 Partitions and functions of bounded variation

Below, let us consider a < b and real-valued functions defined on the segment [a, b].

Definition 5.1.4:Let [a,b] C R be a segment.

« A partition or a subdivision (53El) of the segment [a, b] is a finite sequence P = (2j)o<k<n
satisfyinga = xg <21 < --- <z, =0.

« Given a partition P = (x)o<k<n, its length is denoted by n, the points x, . .., z, are called
subdivision points of P, and Supp(P) = {x, : 0 < k < n} is called the support (Z£) of P.

« Given a finite subset A C [a, b] containing a and b, there exists a unique partition P such that
Supp(P) = A. It is called the partition corresponding to A.

« For 1 < k < n, the segment [x_1, x| is called the k-th subinterval of P, and we write Az =
T — Lf—1-

« The mesh size (#814&K/]\) of a partition P is defined by || P|| := max;<jcn(Tr — Tp_1)-

« Given two partitions P and P’ of [a, b]. P’ is said to be finer than P, denoted P C P’ or P’ D P,
if Supp(P) C Supp(P’). This also implies || P'|| < || P|.

« For two partitions P and P, of [a, b], we may define their joint partition (BtE53El), or smallest
common refinement (8x/N[E43E!), denoted P := P, V P, which is the partition correspond-
ing to the support Supp(P;) U Supp(F2). Note that P is finer than both P; and Ps.

« We write P([a, b]) for the collection of all possible partitions of [a, b].

Remark 5.1.5:If P = (x0,...,x,) is a partition of [a, b], we have b — a = > }_; Axy.

Definition 5.1.6: Let f : [a,b] — R be a function on [a, b]. If P = (xy, ..., xy) is a partition of [a, b],
we may write Afy = f(xr) — f(zk—1) for 1 < k < n and define

Ve(f) =Y |Afil.
k=1
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We say that f is of bounded variation (B5#Z) on [a, b] if

Vi =Vi(la,b]) := sup Vp(f) < oo.
PeP([a,b])

The quantity Vy([a, b]) is called the total variation ($8%2) of f on [a, b]. And we write BV([a, b], R)
or BY([a, b]) for the collection of functions on [a, b] of bounded variation.

Example 5.1.7 : Consider the function f : [0, 1] — R defined as follows,

fa) = {xcos(;r) if z € (0, 27],

0 ifx =0.

For an integer n > 1, let P be the partition corresponding to the finite set

11 1
{0,%,ﬁ,...,§,1}.

Thatis,xgzo,and:z;k:mforlékSQn. Then, we have
< (=1)* 2| (—1)kt (=)
Vi = Afp] =|—— -0 —
»(f) k;’ fil ' o ‘+k§ m+1—k 2n—|—2—k’
1 & 1 1
_2n+kz::2<2n+1—k+2n—|—2—k:>
2n—1
2 1
-1 Sy
+kz::2k+2n

Due to the harmonic series in the above formula, we know that the sum is not bounded. This allows
us to conclude that the above function f is not of bounded variation.

Proposition 5.1.8: Let f : [a,b] — R be a function on [a, b] with bounded variation. Then, the following
properties hold.

(1) For any partitions P C P’, we have Vp(f) < Vp/(f).

(2) Foranye > 0, there exists a partition P. € P([a,b]) such that for any finer partition P O P, the
following holds

V(f) < V; < Velf) +e.

Proof :

(1) Let P = (xo,...,xs) € P([a,b]) be a partition of [a, b]. By induction, it is sufficient to show
the inequality in the case where P’ is a partition with one more subdivision point than P in the
support. Let us assume that P’ is the partition whose support is given by Supp(P) U {c} with
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¢ € (xj—1,x;) for some 1 < i < n. We have

Vor(f) = 32 1F () — o)) + 17(6) — Flais)] + 17 (es) — 5(0)

k=1
ki

k=1
ki

= Xn: |f(xr) = f(zr—1)] = Vp(f).
k=1

(2) Let € > 0. By the characterization of supremum, we may find a partition P. € P([a,b]) such

that
Vi <V (f) +e.

Then, for any partition P O P, we find from (1) that

Vi < Vi (f) +2 < Vp(f) +e.

5.1.3 Examples of bounded variation functions
Below we are going to discuss some criteria so that a function f defined on a segment [a, ] is of bounded

variation.

Proposition 5.1.9:If f : [a,b] — R is monotonic, then f € BY([a,b]) and Vy = |f(b) — f(a)|.

Proof : Without loss of generality, by replacing f with — f, we may assume that f is non-decreasing.

For any given partition P = (xq, ..., x,) € P([a,b]), we have

n

Volf) = S AR = 3 Afe = 3 [Few) — Flar)] = Fb) - F(a).
k=1 k=1 k=1 0

Proposition 5.1.10 : If f : [a,b] — R is continuous on [a,b], differentiable on (a,b) with bounded
derivative, then f € BV([a,b]).

Proof : Let P = (z,...,z,) € P([a,b]) be a partition of [a,b]. For 1 < k < n, we may apply the
mean-value theorem (Section 4.1.2) on the k-th subinterval of P, and find

where t, € (xg_1, zk).

Afr = f(zr) — flog—1) = [ (te) (@ — Tk-1),
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This implies

Volf) = S 1A = 3 17 () Ay < sup ()] Ay = sup [£(0)]- (b a).
k=1

k=1 te€(a,b] k=1 te(a,b]

Proposition 5.1.11:If f : [a,b] — R is a function of bounded variation, then it is also bounded. In
other words, the inclusion relation BV ([a,b]) C B(a, b]) holds.

Proof : Let M = V¢([a,b]). For a given x € (a,b), we may consider a specific partition given by
P = (a,z,b). We have
[f (@) = fa)| + [f(b) = f(z)| < M,

which leads to | f(z)| — | f(a)| < [f(x) — f(a)] < M, thatis | f(z)| < M + |f(a)|. O

5.1.4 Properties

Proposition 5.1.12 : Let f,g : [a,b] — R be functions of bounded variation. Then, the functions
f+g, f—gand fg are also of bounded variation.

Proof : For any partition P € P([a, b]), by the triangular inequality, we have
Ve(f+9) <Vp(f)+ Vp(g).
Therefore, the total variation of f + g satisfies

Vitg= sup Vp(f£g)< sup [Vp(f)+Vp(g)]

PeP([a,b]) PeP([ab])
< sup Vp(f)+ sup Vplg)=Vi+V,.
PeP([ab]) PeP([a,b])

For the product h := fg, let us be given a partition P = (xq,...,z,) € P([a,b]). For 1 < k < n, we
have

|Ahg| = |f(zr)g(wr) — flor—1)g(Tr—1)]
< | f(zk) = flze—)llg(ze) + g(@r) — g(zr—1)||f (2r—1)]
< |Afk| - sup gl + [Agk| - sup | f].

N

By summing the above inequality over k, we find
Vp(h) < Vp(f) -sup|g| + Vp(g) - sup|f].
Therefore, the total variation V;, = V}, satisfies

Vig < Vy-suplg| + Vg - sup|f].
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Proposition 5.1.13 : Let f [a,b] — R be a function of bounded variation such that |f| > m for some
constant m > 0. Then, g = f is also a function of bounded variation.

Proof : For any partition P = (o, ..., zy) € P([a,b]), we have

_ Afy

1 1
B ’f(xk)f(xk—l) h

A9l =500 ~ Ty

|A fi

m2

Then, it follows that

Vi
V, < —.
) O

Proposition 5.1.14: Let f : [a,b] — R be a function of bounded variation and ¢ € (a,b). Then, f is of
bounded variation on [a, c| and on [c, b], and we have

Vi([a,b]) = Vi ([a, ) + Vi ([e, b])-

Proof : First, let us show that V([a, c]) and V;([c, b]) are well defined, that is f is of bounded variation
on both [a,c| and [¢,b]. Let P, = (x0,...,2n) € P([a,c]) and P, = (yo,...,ym) € P([c,b]) be
partitions. Then, P = P; V Py = (z¢,...,Zn = Y0,Y1,---,Ym) is a partition of [a, b]. And it follows
that

Vi () + Viu(F) = Vo) < Vy(a, ). 6.)

The above relation shows that f € BY([a, c|) and f € BY(]c, b]).
Next, by taking the suprema P; € P([a, c]) and P, € P(]c, b]) in Eq. (5.1), we find

Vi(la, ) + Vi(le,0]) < Vi ([a, b]).

Next, let us show the reverse inequality. We are given a partition P = (zg,...,2,) € P([a,b]), and
want to construct another partition P’ € P([a, b]) from P, so that ¢ is a subdivision point of P’. If
¢ € P, we take P’ = P; otherwise, there exists a unique m such that ¢ € (2,1, x,, ), and we define
P = (yo,-.-,Yn+1) as below

Tk ifk<m-—1,

Y = ¢ if k =m,

Tl—1 ifk}m—i—l.

Moreover, we may divide P’ into two partitions P, = (xq,...,Zm-1,¢) € P(la,c]) and P, =

(¢, Tmy ..., xpn) € P([c,b]). Wealso note that | f(z,) — f(xm—1)] < |f(zm)—f()|+]|f(c)— f(Xm-1)],

SO

VP(f) < VP’(f) = VP1(f) + VPQ(f) < Vf([aa C]) + Vf([cv b])
By taking the supremum over P € P([a,b]), we find

Vi([a,b]) < Vi ([a, e]) + Vi ([e, b]).
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Definition 5.1.15 :Let f : [a,b] — R be a function of bounded variation. We define its variation
function V' : [a, b] — R as follows,

Viz) = {Vf([aﬁﬁ]) if z € (a, 0], (5.2)

0 ifz =a.

Lemma 5.1.16 : Let f : [a,b] — R be a function of bounded variation and V' be its variation function
defined in Eq. (5.2). Then, both V' and V' — f are non-decreasing functions on [a, b].

Proof : For z > a, we clearly have V(z) > 0 = V(a). For 2,y such that b > y > x > a, we have
V(y) = V() = Vi([a,y]) = Vi(la, z]) = Vi([z, 9]) = 0.

So we can conclude that V' is a non-decreasing function on [a, b].
Let D:=V — f. For z,y such that b > y > = > a, we have

D(y) — D(x) = Vi([z,y]) — [f(y) — f(2)].

By considering the trivial partition P = (x,y) € Plxz,y|, we see that |f(y) — f(z)] < Vi([z,y]).
Therefore, D(y) — D(z) > 0. O

The following decomposition theorem gives us a characterization of functions of bounded variation.

Theorem 5.1.17 : Let f : [a,b] — R be a function. Then, the following two properties are equivalent.
(a) f is of bounded variation.

(b) There exist two non-decreasing functions g1 and go so that f = g1 — go.

Proof :

+ (b) = (a). It follows from Proposition 5.1.9 that monotonic functions are of bounded variation,
then it follows from Proposition 5.1.12 that so is their difference.

« (a) = (b). We use the variation function V as defined in Eq. (5.2). We know that V and V' — f
are non-decreasing, so we may conclude by writing f =V — (V — f).

0

Remark 5.1.18 : We note that in Theorem 5.1.17, there is no uniqueness in (b). If g; and g are non-
decreasing functions such that f = g; — g9, then by taking an arbitrary non-decreasing function h, we also
have the decomposition f = (g1 + h) — (g2 + h).
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Proposition 5.1.19: Let f : [a,b] — R be a function of bounded variation on [a,b]. For z € [a,b], the
function f is continuous at x if and only if V' is continuous at .

Proof : By Definition 5.1.2, we know that for any monotonic function g : [a,b] — R, its left limit
g(x—)atevery x € (a, b] exists; similarly, its right limit g(z+) at every € [a, b) also exists. Moreover,
thanks to Theorem 5.1.17, we know that both f(z—) and V (z—) are well defined for x € (a,b]; and
both f(xz+) and V (z+) are well defined for z € [a, b).

« Let z € [a,b) and suppose that V' is right continuous at z. We want to show that f is right
continuous at z. For any y € (z, b], we have

0<[f(y) = f(@)] < Vi(lz,9]) = V(y) = V(=)
where the last equality comes from Proposition 5.1.14. By taking y — z+, we find
0<|f(zt) = f2)] S V(z+) = V()

so the right continuity of V' at x implies that of f. The same also holds for the left continuity in
the case that = € (a, b].

« Let z € [a,b) and suppose that f is right continuous at z. Given € > 0, take § > 0 such that

Vy € [z,2+6), [fy) - fl@)| <e. (5.3)

Moreover, it follows from Proposition 5.1.8 that we may find a partition P. € P([z, b]) such that
Vi([2,b]) < Vp(f) +e, (5.4)

for any partition P O P.. We may take a partition P = (zx)o<k<n 2 Pesuchthatz; € [z, z+9),
so that Eq. (5.3) is satisfied. This means that |A f1| < e. Then, Eq. (5.4) rewrites as below,

Vi([2,0]) < Vp(f) +e <24 Y |Af] < 28+ Vi([a1,0]),
k=2

where the last equality comes from the fact that (x1,...,z,) is a partition of [z, b]. Thus, we

find

(21) = V(2) = Vi([a,21]) = Vi ([a, 2]) = Vi([z, 21])

oV
= Vi([z,b]) = Vi([z1,b]) < 2e.

This shows that
Vg€ [m,a+8), 0<V(y) - V(z) < 2.

Since € > 0 can be arbitrarily small, we conclude that V' (z+) = V(«), that is V' is continuous
from the right at z. The proof is similar for the left continuity, so we omit here.

0
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Theorem 5.1.20 : Let f : [a,b] — R be a continuous function. Then, the following two properties are
equivalent.

(a) f is of bounded variation.

(b) There exist two non-decreasing continuous functions g1 and gz so that f = g1 — ga.

Proof : This theorem is a direct consequence of the decomposition theorem (Theorem 5.1.17) and the
fact that the function f and its variation function V share the same continuities (Proposition 5.1.19).
O

5.2 Riemann-Stieltjes integrals

In this section, we will discuss the theory of Riemann-Stieltjes integrals. We first construct such integrals
using Riemann-Stieltjes sums, which generalize the notion of Riemann sums, see Definition 5.2.1. In the rest
of Section 5.2.1, we talk about useful properties of Riemann-Stieltjes integrals, which share many similarities
with Riemann integrals. In Section 5.2.2, we look at the special case of step functions as integrators, which
can be related to discrete sums, see Corollary 5.2.21 and Corollary 5.2.23. In Section 5.3, we define the notion
of Darboux summations for Riemann-Stieltjes integrals, which allow us to have a better characterization for
the existence of such integrals. This is known as Riemann’s condition, see Definition 5.3.8 and Theorem
5.3.10.

5.2.1 Definition and properties

Below, let us take a < b and consider the segment [a, b] in R. The functions f, g, «, 5 that we are going to
consider are all bounded real-valued functions defined on [a, b]. In other words, f, g, o, 8 € B(]a, b], R).

Definition 5.2.1:Let P = (xo,...,zy) be a partition of [a,b]. For 1 < k < n, let t}, € [vr_1, Tk
and write t = (t1,...,t,), called tagged points. The pair (P,t) is called a tagged partition. We define
the following Riemann—Stieltjes sum of f with respect to

n
Spe(fro) = ftr) Aoy (5.5)
k=1
We say that f is Riemann—Stieltjes integrable, or simply integrable, with respect to « on [a, b], if the

following property is satisfied.

(RS) There exists L € R such that for every ¢ > 0, there exists a partition P. € P([a, b]), such that
for every P € P([a, b]) with P D P, and every choice of tagged points ¢, we have

1Spi(f, ) = L] <e.

If f is Riemann-Stieltjes integrable with respect to « on [a, b], we write f € R(«;a,b) or f € R(«a) if
the dependency on the segment [a, b] is clear from the context.
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Remark 5.2.2:

(1) If f is Riemann-Stieltjes integrable with respect to « on [a, b], then the constant L € R in the property
(RS) is unique.

(2) The unique value of L € R satisfying (RS) is denoted by

/ab fda or /ab f(z)da(x). (5.6)

It is called the Riemann-Stieltjes integral.
(3) The function f is called integrand (fEF&SEKEN) and « called integrator (F&53 BRI .

(4) If a(x) = x, then the integral in Eq. (5.6) is called Riemann integral. The set of Riemann-integrable
functions is denoted by R(z;a,b) or R(x).

(5) In Definition 5.1.4, a partition P = (xj)o<k<n needs to satisfy x5_1 < zp foralll < k < n. In
fact, this condition can be relaxed to x;_1 < xj because if there exists some k with x,_; = xy, the
corresponding term in the Riemann-Stieltjes sum Eq. (5.5) does not have any contribution. This allows
us to have redundant points in a partition. As a consequence, the above notions can also be defined in
the case when the domain of the functions is reduced to a singleton [a, a] = {a}.

(6) If the integrand f : [a,b] — V takes values in a finite-dimensional vector space V, by considering a
basis (ey,...,eq) of V, we may rewrite f as f = Y%, fie;, where f; : [a,b] — R is a real-valued
function. Then, we may define the Riemann-Stieltjes integral of f with respect to o coordinate-wise,

that is
b d b
/ fda:= Z (/ fida)ei,
a ’L:1 a

provided that each of the Riemann-Stieltjes integral [ ;’ fi dav is well defined. This is the reason why
we may generalize everything easily to C 22 R? or R? for any d > 1.

Example 5.2.3:

(1) If « : [a,b] — R is a constant function, then for any bounded function f : [a,b] — R, any
partition P € P([a,b]) and any tagged points ¢, the Riemann-Stieltjes sum always satisfies
Spi(f, ) = 0. Therefore, we have f € R(«a;a,b) and f;fdoz =0.

(2) Inthe case of the Riemann integral, we know from the first-year calculus that for any continuous
function f : [a,b] — R, we have f € R(x). This is also a consequence of Theorem 5.3.21.

(3) Let v : [—1,1] — R be defined by a(x) = 1,0 and f = a. Consider a partition P € P([a, b])
such that x;, = 0 € P for some k£ € N, and tagged points ¢, so the corresponding Riemann-
Stieltjes sum writes

Spa(f ) = f(tr) [a(0) — a(zp—1)] = f(t),
where z;_1 <t < 2, = 0. This sum depends on the choice of the tagged point ¢,

f(te) =

0 otherwise,

{1 ifty, = a2, =0,

so cannot satisfy (RS).

10
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Lemma 5.2.4 : We follow the notations in Definition 5.2.1. Let us define the following condition.

(RS’) There exists L € R such that for every ¢ > 0, there exists § > 0 such that for any partition
P € P([a,b]) with || P|| < d, and every choice of tagged points t, we have

|Spi(f,a) — L| <e.

If f satisfies (RS’), then f also satisfies (RS).

Proof : Suppose that f and « are such that (RS’) holds. Let ¢ > 0, we take 6 > 0 such that (RS’) is
satisfied for any P € P([a, b]) with || P|| < d and any choice of tagged points ¢. Then, let P. € P([a, b])
be any partition such that || P;|| < J. It is clear that (RS) is satisfied for this choice of P, because any
finer partition P O P also satisfies || P|| < 9. O

Remark 5.2.5 : Note that the converse of Lemma 5.2.4 is false in general. Let us consider the following
functions f,« : [0, 1] — R, defined by

a(r)=1,1 and f(z)= ]lx>%.

D=

« (RS) is satisfied, see Exercise 5.14 or Theorem 5.2.20.
« (RS’) is not satisfied. Indeed, for any given 6 € (0, 1), we may consider a partition P = (xj)o<k<n €
P(]0,1]), defined by

1 1
x0=0,2, =1 and =z, = 5(1—6),:@ = §(l—|—5) for some 1 < k < n.

Then, for any tagged points ¢, we have
Spu(f,0) = f(te)[a(ar) — alee-1)] = f(te) = Ty 51,

whose value depends on whether t;, € [z4_1, 3] or ), € (3, ).

Remark 5.2.6 : We are able to show that in the case of Riemann-integrability, that is when a(z) = z, (RS)
implies (RS’). It is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.3.10, see Exercise 5.29.

Proposition 5.2.7 : Let « : [a,b] — R be a bounded function and f, g € R(«). Then, for any constant
c € R, we have f + cg € R(«) and

/ab(f—l-cg)da:/abfda+c/abgda.

In other words, R(«) is a vector space over R, and the integral operator f — | ;’ f da is a linear form on
R(«), that is an element of L(R(c), R).
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Proof : Let ¢ € Rand h = f + cg. For any partition P € P([a, b]) and tagged points ¢, we have

h(te)Aag = > f(tr)Aag + ¢ g(tr) Ay,
1 k=1 k=1

(fa ) + CSP,t(gv Oé).

Lete > 0. Since f € R(«), we may find a partition P! € P([a, b]) such that for every partition P D P!
and tagged points ¢, we have

M:

Spﬂg(h, Oé)

I
0

Sp,t(f,a)—/abfda‘ <e

Similarly, we may find a partition P/ € P([a,b]) such that for every partition P O P! and tagged
points ¢, we have

b
’SP,t(%a)_/ gda’ <e

To conclude, we define P. := P!\ P/, then for any P D P., it follows from the inequalities above that

’SP,t(h,Oz) —/abfda—c/abgda’

b b
< |Spufo) = [ fda) +1dl|Seilg.) - [ gda

< (1 + [e])e.

O

Proposition 5.2.8: Let o, 3 : [a,b] — R be two bounded functions and f € R(«) N R(B). Then, for
anyc € R, we have f € R(a + ¢f) and

/abfd(a—i—cﬁ):/abfda+c/abfd,8.

Proof : You may follow similar steps as in the proof of Proposition 5.2.7. See Exercise 5.17. (]

Definition 5.2.9: For a < b, any bounded function « : [a,b] — Rand f € R(«;a,b), we may define

/fda—/ f(z)do(z /f da(z (5.7)

and we write R(a; b, a) = R(;a,b). We also define [ f da = 0 for any function f defined at a.

Proposition 5.2.10: Let I C R be a segment and a,b,c € I. Let v : I — R be a bounded function and
f € R(a;a,b) N R(a; b, c). Then, f € R(«;a,c) and we have

/abfda—i-/bcfda+/cafda:0

12 Last modified: 20:37 on Tuesday 18™ February, 2025
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Proof : Without loss of generality, we may assume thata < b < ¢. Lete > 0. Since f € R(a;a,b), we
may find a partition P e P([a, b]) such that for any finer partition P() D P with tagged points
t(l), we have

b €
“S’P(l),t(l)(fv @) —/ fda‘ <3 (5.8)

Similarly, we may also find a partition P? e P([b, ¢]) such that for any finer partition P(2) D p?
with tagged points ¢(2), we have

¢ €
’sz),t(z)(f, @) —/b fda‘ <3 (5.9)

Let us set P, := Pg(l) \Y, P€(2).
Let P € P([a, c]) be a partition of [a, ¢] that is finer than P, and ¢ be tagged points. Let

PO =Pnla,b] and P® =Pnb,(

denote the corresponding restricted partitions on [a, b] and [b, ¢], so that we also have P() D PV and

P@ D P€(2). We also denote t(1) and ¢(!) to be the corresponding restricted tagged points. Then, we
have the following relation between the Riemann-Stieltjes sums,

Spi(f, ) = Spay 00 (f; ) + Spe) o (f, ). (5.10)

It follows from Eq. (5.8), Eq. (5.9), Eq. (5.10) and the triangle inequality that

b c € c
Spt(f,a)—/fdoz—/fda’<—|—=6.
7 a b 2 2

This implies that f € R(«;a,c) and

/abfda—ir/bcfda:/:fda

To conclude, we use the notation from Eq. (5.7). O
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