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Lemma 2.4.14.a:



[image: image6.wmf]0

®

n

c

 as 
[image: image7.wmf].

¥

®

n


Proof of lemma 2.4.14.a:
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Proof of exercise 2.4.14


In this proof, there are a couple separate convergent sequence involved.  I will start with some preliminaries regarding these sequences.

We know that 
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 EMBED Equation.3  
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