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Abstract. We discuss subse®of R" such that every real valued functidnon Sis
of the form

f(X17X27 e 7Xn) = Ul(Xl) + UZ(XZ) +- Un(xn)>

and the related concepts and situations in analysis.
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Introduction

Let Xq,Xp, ..., X, be non-empty sets. LE&C X3 x Xp X -+ x X,. A pointx € Swill look
like x = (x1,X,...,%n). Let f : S— R be a function. We say th&is good for f, if we
can writef in the form

f(X) = ur(X1) + Up(X2) + -+ Un(Xn), XES

where for each, y; is a function fromX; to R. If this holds for every function in a class
&/ of functions onS, then we say tha8is good for.e/. We callS goodlif it is good for
everyf:S— R.

The purpose of this note is to give some descriptions of getsl &nd comment on
the connection of such sets with Kolmogorov’s theorem oregugsition of functions
and related questions in function algebras. Connectioh sithplicial measures is also
discussed (seg5). Forn = 2 a geometric description of good sets is known, but this
description does not immediately generalize for the case (see§4).

1. Description of good sets
Call a finite sel. = {x',x?,...,x¢} of distinct points inX; x Xz x - -- x X, aloopif:
(i) there exist non-zero integeps, P2, - . -, P such that

pixt+ P+ + px =0, 1)

by which we mean that isi,j is theith coordinate ok, then for each, 1 <i <n, the
formal sumpyxt + p2x? + - - + pixf vanishes,
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(i) no proper subset df satisfieq(1).

Note that(1) means tha{‘j;l Pj 1{&,-} = 0 for eachi.

Remark.Forn = 2 the integerg; can be chosen to bel or —1, but forn > 3 this fails
and there is no universal upper bound (depending)an the integergq, pa, . . ., Pk (see

§4).

Theorem 1.1. Let SC X3 x Xz x --- x Xy and let f: S— R be such that whenever
the formal sumy*_; pjx)) = 0, then 7*_; p; f(xV)) = 0. Then there exist real valued
functions y,uy, ..., u, defined on X Xo, ..., X, respectively such that

f(X) = f(X1,X2,..., %) = Up(X1) + U2(X2) + - - - 4 Un(Xn), 2
for all (x1,X2,...,%n) € S.

Proof. Itis clear that iff is of the form(2), then for any loofk. = {x*,%?,...,x} of points
in Sthe sumz‘f:l p; f(x) vanishes.

Assume now that for any lodp= {x},x?,...,x*} of points inSthe sumz‘j;l Pj f(x)
vanishes. We can suppose without loss of generalityXhatX; = 0 fori # j. LetQ =
XiUXoU---UXq. Everyx = (x1,Xo,...,%n) € Shas associated to it a subsethfnamely
the set{x1,X2,...,X,} with n points. Let

€ = {{x1,X2,-.-,Xn} 1 (X1,%2,...,%n) € S}.
Then% is a collection of subsets @. Define oné the functionu by
P({X1, %2, Xn }) = T(X1,X2,..., %n).

The classy” of functions of the formz'jzlrjlcj, rj rational,Cj € €, 1 > 1, is a vec-
tor space over the field of rational numbers and the conditiat for any loopL =
{x},x2,...,X<} of points inSthe sumz'j‘:1 p; f(x!) vanishes, ensures that the mBmn
¥ defined by

| |
T (Z fjlc,-> = > riu@G)
=1 =1

is well defined and linear. We extend this map linearly to #rgér class#” of functions

of the form z'j:lrjlcj, rj rational,Cj C Q, | > 1, and continue to denote the extended
map byT. Let us definey; : X; — R by uj(x) = Tl for x; € Xi, 1 <i < n. Now, for
anyx = (X1,X,...%n) € S,

f()—() = I‘l({xlaXZa"'aXn}) :Tl{XLXZ ’’’’ Xn}
=Tl ++ Tl = Ur(Xa) 4+ Uz(X2) 4 - + Un(Xn). ]

Theorem 1.2. A set SC X; x Xz x --- x Xn is good if and only if S has no loop in it.
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Proof. If SC X1 x Xz x --- x X, does not admit a loop, then the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1
is vacuously satisfied and so any real valued functio @of the form

f(Xl,Xz, . 7Xn) = Ul(Xl) + Uz(Xz) +-- 4 Un(Xn),

(X1,X2,...,%n) € S, whereuy,uy,...,uy are functions defined oKy, Xz, ..., X, respec-
tively. On the other hand, Badmits a loop then ah violating the condition of Theorem
1.1 can be constructed easily, so Theorem 1.2 follows. ]

Remarks

(i) Clearly Theorem 1.2 is also valid for complex-valueddtiansf. One simply treats
real and imaginary parts separately. In the sequel we shigdl ft to be complex
valued.

(i) If Sc R" is good and the canonical projections $bn the coordinate axes are
pairwise disjoint, then clearly we can choose this all equal. IfSc R" is good,
then for anyc € R" the setS+ cis also good and, whe®is bounded, for a suitable
c the canonical projections &+ c on the coordinate axes are pairwise disjoint, so
one can choose the functions for a givenf on such ars+ ¢, to be the same.

To end this section we shall give a description of good ssiSef X3 x Xp x -+ X Xg,
when all the setXy, Xp, ..., X, are finite, i.e, cartli = my < +o0, 1 <i<n.

Let I : X3 x Xo x --- x Xy — X;, 1 <i < n, be the canonical projections of. If S
is good, then any functioh: S— R, f =u; +ux+ - -- + Up, is completely determined
by the values of; on ;S 1 <i < n. Hence we can assume in addition tha = X;,
1<i<n. .

LetX = {x(l'),xg),...,xﬁ'\)}, 1<i<nandS={s,s,...,5}, where

DX XNy 1<j<k 1<ji<m.

TR PR

Sj = (X
We consider th& x (mg 4+ mp + - - - + my)-matrix M (calledthe matrix of $with rows
Mj, 1< j <k, given by

M; = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0,1,0,...,0,1,0,...,0),

where 1 occurs at the plac@gs my + j2, m + My + j3, etc. corresponding to the subscripts

in the pointsj = (xﬁ),xg?, .. ,xg:)), 1< j <k SinceSis good,

1) (2
f(sj) - f(Xgl),ng),,,,7x§:))
= (x,) () o+ un()). 1< <k

in

We put
ur () = at L un () = oty
2 2 2 2
up(X?) = a? &) = afd),
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The relation(2) gives usk equalities

(1) 2 (n) _ . ;
aj +ag +-+a=1(s), 1<j<k
In other words, the column vector

@, . ai.a? L ad,alV L aft e Rmtmet ot

is a solution of the matrix equation
Mad =7, ?3)

wherez = (f(s1), f(s),..., f())' € RX.
SinceSis good, we know thaf3) has solution for everg. SinceM hasmy +mp+-- -+
m, columns and since the— 1 vectors

(1,1,...,1,-1,...,-1,0,0,0,...)!
N—— e N ——

my times mp times
(1,1,...,1,0,...,0,—1,...,-1,0,0,0,...)!
N — N N——

m times  mp times g times

(1,1,...,1,0,...,0,—1,...,—1)
—— ——
m times my times

are linearly independent solutions of the homogeneoustiequd d = 0, we see that the
rank ofM is at mostm +my + - - - +m, — (n— 1). Clearlyk cannot exceed the rank bf.
On the other hand the union ofsets

(Xox {Xa} > -+ x {Xn}) U ({Xa} x Xo x {Xg} x -
X {Xa}) U U ({xa} % o x {Xa-1} X Xn)

is a good subset of; x X; x --- x X, of cardinalitymy + mp+---+my— (n—1). It is
clear that if the rank oM is k andk < my +mp+---+ m, — (n—1) thenSis good. We
have proved:

Theorem 1.3. Let S be a finite subset ofi X X, x --- x X, of cardinality k and let m
denote the cardinality ofl;S, the canonical projection of S on XThen S is good if and
only if k<m +nmy+---+my,— (n— 1) and the matrix M of S defined above hraskk.
There always exist a good set of cardinalitgkm + mp+ - -+ mp, — (n—1).

Let us remark also that the procedure described in Propostti7 of [%] does not work
even in the three-dimensional case.

2. Sequentially good sets
We say thaBis sequentially good for a complex valued functiodefined orSif

f(X1,%2,...,%n) (Upk(X1) + Uz k(X2) + - + Unk(Xn)),

= lim
k—r00
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where (X1,X2,...,%)) € S and upy,Upk,...,Unk, K = 1,2,3,... are functions on
X1,Xo,..., X, respectively. IfSis sequentially good for every function @&then we say
thatSis sequentially goodit is clear that if a seSis good forf, then it is sequentially
good for f. The converse holds in view of Theorem 1.2. Indee&,if sequentially good
for f, but not good forf, then there exists a lodp= {x*,x?,...,x*} of points inSsuch

that the surrg‘f:l p;j f(x)) does not vanish, and at the same tifnis the pointwise limit

of a sequence of functiomgz, n=1,2,... such that for eachy, zij(:l pjgn(>_(J) vanishes.
The contradiction shows th&ts good forf.

Say that a subsed of X; x X x --- X X, is sequentially good for a collectios¥ of
functions oS, if every f € .# is of the form

f(X1,%2,...,%n) (Upk(X1) + Uz k(X2) + - - + Unk(Xn)),

= lim

k—o0
(X1,%2,...,%1) € § Upk,U2k,..-,Unk, K= 1,2,... being functions onXy, Xs,..., Xq
respectively.

Assume now tha§ is sequentially good for an algebra of functions onS which
is closed under conjugation, separates points and contamgtants. Then in fa@ is
sequentially good (hence good). For otherwgseill admit a loopL. The restriction of
functions in.# to L (denoted by.#|.) is an algebra of functions oh, closed under
conjugation, separating points and containing const&@iteel is a finite set (hence
compact in the discrete topology), by Stone—Weierstraseréim, the algebra” | is
dense in the collection of functions dn hence actually equal to the collection of all
functions on the finite sdt. Sincel is sequentially good for all functions dn we see by
our earlier conclusion thdt is good and so not a loop. The contradiction shows $iat
good. We have proved:

Theorem 2.1. The following are equivalent for a setcSX; x Xp x - -+ x Xp:

(i) Sisgood
(i) Sis sequentially goqd
(i) every finite subset of S is ggod
(iv) Sis sequentially good for an algebra of functions gmvBich is closed under con-
jugation separates points of S and contains constants.

3. Sequentially good measures

Let X3,Xo,...,X, be Polish spaces. Call a probability measuren Borel subsets of
Q = X1 x Xp x -+ x Xn sequentially good for a collectiogF of complex-valued functions
on Q if every functionf € .% is of the form

f(x1,X2,...,%n) (Uprk(X1) +Uzk(X2) +- -+ Unk(Xn)), H— a.e,

= lim
k—o0
whereuy i, Up i, ..., Unk, K=1,2,... are Borel measurable.
LetA1,As, As,... be a countable collection of Borel subsetgoivhich is closed under
finite unions and compliments and separates poinQ.dfet u be a sequentially good

probability measure for the countable collection of fuool,, i = 1,2,3,.... Then
there is a Borel subs&of full u measure which is sequentially good for the collection
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15,1 =1,2,3,.... The setScontinues to be sequentially good for the algebfaf finite
linear combinations ola,, i = 1,2,3,...with complex coefficients, an algebra which is
closed under conjugation, separates points and contairgards. By Theorem 2.1 the
setSis sequentially good, hence a good set. We have proved:

Theorem 3.1. If u is sequentially good for the countable collection of indazdunctions
1p, 1 = 1,2,3,... of sets in a countable field of Borel sets which separate pat
X1 x Xp x -+ X Xp, thenu admits a Borel support S which is good.

4, Casesn=2andn>2

A good subset oR? has a geometric description which does not seem to be aleftab
n>2.

Two arbitrary pointgx,y), (z,w) in SC X x Y (Sis not necessarily good) are said to
belinked (and we write(x,y)L(z w)), if there exists a finite sequence of poilixs,y1),
(X2,¥2), - .-, (Xn,Yn) in S(calleda link of length njoining (x,y) to (z,w)) such that:

(I) (Xlayl) = (Xay)v (Xna)’n) = (Z,W);
(ii) foranyi,1 <i < n-— 1exactly onef the following equalities holds:

X =X+1, Yi=VYi+1s
(i) foranyi, 1<i<n-2,itis not possible to hawe = X1 = Xj 2 Oryi =Vi11 = Vii2.

Note thatL is an equivalence relation. An equivalence clas$ @ calleda linked
componenbf S. If (x,y) € S, then the equivalence class to whigtly) belongs is called
thelinked componentf (x,y). Two points(x,y), (z,w) € Sare said to beniquely linked
if there is a unique link joiningx,y) to (z,w). A linked component 086 C X x Y is said
to beuniquely linkedf any two points in it are uniquely linked.

One can prove (segl[%,7]) that a sutSet X x Y is good if and only if each of its linked
components is uniquely linked. Seé18,9] for more discussio good sets fon = 2.

A geometric description of good subs&sf X x Y x Z, and more generally of; x
X X -+ x Xq is not available. We only have a partial answer. We consideg the case
n= 3. Forn > 3 the notion of a link and linked component can be similarlfjro.

DEFINITION.

Two arbitrary pointgx,y,z), (p,q,r) € SC X x Y x Z are said to béinked (and we write
(x,¥,2)L(p,q,r)), if there exists a finite sequence of poidt,y1,21), (X2, ¥2,22),. ..,
(Xn,¥n,Zn) } in S(called alink joining (x,Y,2) to (p,q,r)) such that:

(I) (X1,Y1721) = (X7y7z)7 (Xnaynazn) = (p7q7r)’
(ii) forany 1<i < n— 1exactly oneof the following holds

X #Xirl, Vi #Yirl, 4 F Ly
(i) foranyi, 1 <i <n-2, none of the following holds:

(% # X1 and X1 # Xiy2),
(Vi ZYir1 and Vi1 #VYii2),
(z#z41 and zy1#7;2).
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As beforeL is an equivalence relation. A uniquely linked set is sinylatefined. An
equivalence class df is calleda linked componendf S. We call S linked if it has only
one linked component. As in the case of two-dimensiona) seis can prove:

Alinked set S X x Y x Z is good if and only if it is uniquely linked.

However, it is not true that a subset R? is good if each linked componentis uniquely
linked, as the following example shows:

The set{(0,0,0),(0,0,1),(1,1,0),(1,1,1)} has two uniquely linked components,
namely,{(0,0,0),(0,0,1)} and {(1,1,0),(1,1,1)}, but it is not a good set, as can be
seen by writing four linear equations in six unknowr(®),v(0),w(0),u(1),v(1),w(1)
ontoRR?.

In casen = 2, the coefficients; in the definition of a loop can be chosen to-bé or
—1. However, fom > 2 the coefficientg; do not have a universal bound (depending only
onn). Here are two examples: The set

{(0,0,0),(0,0,1),(0,1,0),(1,0,0),(1,1,1)}
is not a good subset ¢, 1}3. It is also a loop, because the formal sum
2(0,0,0)—(0,0,1) — (0,1,0) — (1,0,0) + (1,1,1)

is equal to 0. This loop is minimal (i.e. each of its propersaths good) and one cannot
have the formal sum above vanish with all the coefficientsaétu+1 or —1. For the
second example, le€; = X, = X3 = R. For the obvious loop described by the following
expression not alb{s can be chosen less than five.

5(111)
—(231) —(12,1,13) —(1,22,23)
—(451) —(14,1,15) —(1,24,25)
—(6,7,1) —(16,1,17) —(1,26,27)
—(8,9,1) —(18,1,19) —(1,28,29)
—(10,11,1)  —(20,1,21) —(1,30,31)
+(2,5,13)  +(12,22,25)
+(4,7,15)  +(14,2427)
+(6,9,17)  +(16,26,29)

+(8,1,19)  +(18,2831)

+(10,3,21)  +(20,30,23)

The above example can be modified so that at leastppi® bigger thanP, a pre-
assigned positive integer 2.

5. Discussions

As a solution to Hilbert’s 13th problem, Kolmogorov (seelfiiZl 14]) proved that one can
imbed the unit cub&" = [0,1]" in R?"*1 homeomorphically by a map of the type:

(X, 5%n) — (Tp=a Wip(Xp)s- -+, ¥ p1 Wont1,p(Xp)), With Y p continuous and mono-
tonic increasing off0, 1], such that every continuous functigron (E") is of the form

n+1
g(y1,---,Yons1) = z 9a(Yq)-
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In particular this implies thaty(E") is a good set for complex valued continuous func-
tions, and since such functions form an algebra closed urmigugation, contain con-
stants, and separate points, we see by Theorem 2.1l is a good set. It has been
observed by LorentZ[14] thai can be chosen so thgd, .. . , g, are all equal. Remark (ii)
following Theorem 1.2 shows how this may be arranged.

Two questions naturally arise:
(A) describe compact subsets@f- R" such that every continuous functigronC is of
the form

=}

9(Y1;-->¥n) = ) 9q(Ya),
g=1

with gs,...,0n continuous,
(B) describe compact subsets@f= R" such that every continuous functigronC is of
the form

n
g(yla s 7Yn) = ||Lngoqzlgq,| (yq)7

withgq1, 1<g<n, 1 =12 ... continuous.

Forn = 2 these questions are well discussed in the literature. &estepn (A) a nec-
essary and sufficient condition @his that it be loopfree (i.e., a good set) and the lengths
of links in C be bounded[15.1[7.18]. For question (B) a sufficient coadits thatC be
loopfree and that linked components be closed [16] or moneigdly that linked compo-
nents admit a Borel cross-section][10].

For n > 2 natural analogues of these are not known since a good dwfinit linked
component is not available (see alsal[19,21]). Theorem @ulekier shows that a neces-
sary condition or€ for both question (A) and (B) is th& be loopfree.

Let Xy, Xp, ..., X, be Polish spaces and Bt= X; x Xz x - - - x Xn. A probability measure
U onQ is said to besimplicial, if u is an extreme point of the convex set of all probability
measured onQ, whose one-dimensional marginals are the same as thesd.ef 1 be
a simplicial measure and lgt, Lo, . . ., un denote the one-dimensional marginalgofA
theorem of Lindenstrauss [13] and Douglas [6] states that:

A probability measuret on Q is simplicial if and only if the collection of functions of
the form

f(Xl,Xz, . 7Xn) = Ul(Xl) + U2(X2) +-- 4 Un(Xn),

where we L1(X, ), 1<i <n,isdensein L(Q,pu).

This theorem is usually proved for= 2, but the same proof holds for amy It is
clear from this theorem that a simplicial measure is sedalgngood for the functions
1a, 1=1,2,3,..., where{A :i=1,2,3,...} form a countable field of Borel sets which
separate points d® and so by Theorem 3.1 admits a Borel support which is a good set
We have proved:

Theorem 5.1. A simplicial measure admits a good Borel set as support.

Forn = 2 this result is due to Benes aéd‘épén [B.14].
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If A1,A2,---, Ap are continuous probability measuresanXo, .. ., X, respectively, then
it is an easy consequence of Fubini theorem that any Boref pesitiveA; x Ap X - -+ x Ap
measure contains a loop of the tyBex B, x - - - x B, with eachB; a two point set. Since a
simplicial measure admits a good Borel set as support, wihage simplicial measure is
singular toA; x A, x --- x A for any choice of continuous;, Az, ..., Ay 0n Xg, Xp, ..., Xn
respectivelysee [18,20] for the case= 2).

Let us briefly return to question (B) above andddte a compact subset Bf' such that
every continuous function ddis approximable as described there. Then every probability
measure of is simplicial. For, ifu; andp, are two distinct probability measures on Borel
subsets o€ with the same one-dimensional marginals thigr- 1> is a non-trivial signed
measure which integrates all continuous function€da zero, which is not possible.

Remark.For a discussion of Hilbert's 13th problem from algebraiénp@f view see
[@2].
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