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Some remarks about s paper of Mr Makar

I partly agree with the ubjeetima of My Makar agamt
the paper | 3] of Mr Mikhail,

I do not see that the definitiom of €, and similarly
that of b and B are ambiguous; I agree that the nmﬁim is
somewhat misleading.

Mr Mikhail considers sequences of integers f dtn}} sSueh
that 0< df{n) < mfar all n and_1im Si2 =1. Por such a sequens:
he defines B

“,{“* { atn)§] = max I"’iu” Py a(k) | »
¢ (atn) = 1in sup [¢ e {at)ff] T .
The last number depends on the chelece of the seguence as
a whole, but not ofta particular index. We now ean take the

least upper bound of these numbers for all seguences {@(n}f as

= sup € f{a(n)f .
{Mn)}- i
I agree with Mr Mekar that the sufficiency part of the
pro¢f of theorem 5(b) is mnot c:imm In fact it seems that Nr
Mikhail assumes that, given a seguence { nf of positive inte-
gers, one can take three sequences (w n)f , fa(n)} ana fg(n)}

of positive integers, such that 1im 5\2J . q, mdn = 1 and

B-%o0 g dacd
nnﬂ—l) 1, and sueh that mmwnwitm a, = s(n), or
awao

a, = d{n), or a, = g{n). This statement 18 not true in general.

&u the proof m&am a mm I do not see wﬁ once how this gap

ecan be filled.
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