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Abstract

We investigate the functional equation > ; a;f(biz + ¢iy) = 0,
where a;, b;, ¢; € C, and the unknown function f is defined on the field
K = Q(by,...,bn,c1,...,¢). (It is easy to see that every solution
on K can be extended to C as a solution.) Let S; denote the set
of additive solutions defined on K. We prove that Sy is spanned by
S1 N D, where D is the set of the functions ¢ o D, where ¢ is a field
automorphism of C and D is a differential operator on K. We say
that the equation Y ;" ; a;f(bixz + ¢;y) = 0 is normal, if its solutions
are generalized polynomials. (The equations Y ;" ; a;f(bix +y) = 0
have this property.) Let S denote the set of solutions of a normal
equation > ', a;f(bjx + ¢;y) = 0 defined on K. We show that S
is spanned by S N A, where A is the algebra generated by D. This
implies that if .S is translation invariant, then spectral synthesis holds
in S. The main ingredient of the proof is the observation that if V is
a variety on the Abelian group (K*)*¥ under multiplication, and every
function F' € V is k-additive on K*, then spectral synthesis holds in
V.

We give several applications, and describe the set of solutions of
equations having some special properties (e.g. having algebraic coef-
ficients etc.).
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1 Introduction

Let C denote the field of complex numbers. We are concerned with
the linear functional equation

Zazf(bzx + Ciy) =0 (.%', Yy e C)7 (1)

i=1

where a;, b;, c; are given complex numbers, and f : C — C is the un-
known function. We shall say that the equation (1) is normal of degree
k, if every solution of (1) is a generalized polynomial of degree at most
k. (For the definition of generalized polynomials see the next section.)
Our aim is to describe the set of solutions of normal equations.

In fact, we shall restrict our attention to the solutions defined on
the field K generated by the numbers b; and ¢; (i = 1,...,n). This
is justified in that any function f : K — C satisfying Y " | a; f(biz +
ciy) = 0 for every x,y € K can be extended to a solution on C. Indeed,
since C is a linear space over the field K, the identity on K can be
extended to a function ¢ : C — K which is linear over K. It is clear
that if f satisfies (1) for every x,y € K, then f o ¢ satisfies (1) for
every x,y € C.

There is a simple condition on the numbers a;, b;, ¢; implying that
the equation is normal. Suppose that the numbers a; are nonzero. It
is well-known that the following condition implies that every solution
of (1) is a generalized polynomial of degree at most n — 2.

There is an 1 <1 < n such that bic; # bjc; for any 1 < j <n, j #1i.

(2)
(See [7]; see also [1] and [4].) Note that condition (2) is satisfied if the
numbers b; are different, and either ¢; = 1 for every i, or ¢; = 1 — b;
for every i. Therefore, the equations

Y aifbiw+y) =0  (2,yeC) (3)
i=1
and .
Y aif(biw+(1—-b)y) =0  (z,y€C) (4)
i=1
are normal of degree n — 2 assuming that ai,...,a, are not all zero,
and by, ..., b, are distinct.



We shall say that the equation (1) is translation invariant, if the
space of its solutions is translation invariant. It is easy to see that
the equations (3) and (4) have this property. This is not true for a
general equation of the form (1). As it was noted in [3], the following
condition implies translation invariance:

The points (b;,c;) € C? lie on a line not going through the origin
(0,0).

Let S denote the set of solutions defined on K. It is clear that S is
a linear space over C and is closed under pointwise convergence. If S
is also translation invariant, then S is a variety. Our aim is to present
a dense subset of S consisting of functions of simple structure. The
situation is that of spectral synthesis, and as we shall prove, spectral
synthesis does hold in S (see (iii) of Theorem 7.7). However, we want
to present a dense subset in S which is much smaller than the set of
all polynomial-exponential functions, and we also want to get rid of
the assumption of translation invariance. Concerning the set of addi-
tive solutions, spectral synthesis applied to S itself is not informative
anyway, since every additive function is a polynomial by definition.
Therefore, in order to describe the additive solutions we apply spec-
tral synthesis on the multiplicative group K* = {z € K :  # 0}. In
general, in the case of solutions of degree k we apply spectral synthesis
to a related set of functions defined on (K*)* (see Section 6).

A brief formulation of our main results is the following. Let (1) be
an arbitrary equation. Then the set of additive solutions defined on K
is spanned by those solutions which can be written in the form ¢ o D,
where ¢ is an automorphism of C and D is a differential operator on
K (see Theorem 5.1).

The set of solutions which are generalized monomials of order k
is spanned by those solutions which can be represented as finite sums
of functions of the form Hle(@ o D;), where ¢1,...,¢r are auto-
morphism of C and Dy, ..., Dy are differential operators on K (see
Theorem 7.4).

If the equation (1) is normal of degree k, then the set S is spanned
by those solutions which can be can be represented as finite sums of
functions of the form [[", (¢; o D;), where m < k, and ¢; and D; are
as above (see Corollary 7.6).

The proof of these results is based on the fact that spectral synthe-
sis holds in some related varieties (see Theorems 4.3 and 6.5). These
varieties are defined on the groups K* and, more generally, on (K*)¥.



These groups contain free Abelian groups of rank infinity (see the re-
mark after Theorem 3.4), and it is well-known that on such a group
there are varieties in which spectral synthesis does not hold. This
means that in order to prove Theorems 4.3 and 6.5 we have to use
some special properties of the varieties. The crucial observation is
that in these varieties every local polynomial-exponential function is
a polynomial-exponential function (see Theorems 4.2 and 6.3). Then,
using a general theorem stating that local spectral synthesis holds
on every countable Abelian group [5] we infer that spectral synthesis
holds in these varieties.

In Sections 5 and 8 we give several applications of the general the-
orems concerning the solutions of (1). These applications are, in a
way, the continuations and completions of the groundbreaking obser-
vations, results and examples given in the papers [3] and [2].

2 Preliminaries

Let K be a subfield of the field of complex numbers C. A map ¢ : K —
C is an injective field homomorphism from K into C if and only if ¢ is
an isomorphism between the fields K and ¢(K). We shall frequently
use the following well-known fact: if the transcendence degree of K
over Q is finite and ¢ : K — C is an injective field homomorphism,
then ¢ can be extended to C a field automorphism of C. In the sequel
by a homomorphism (automorphism) we shall always mean a field
homomorphism (a field automorphism).

Let (G, %) be an Abelian group, and let C“ denote the linear space
of all complex valued functions defined on G equipped with the prod-
uct topology. By a wariety on G we mean a translation invariant
closed linear subspace of C¢. We say that the function f : G — C
is additive, if f is a homomorphism of G into the additive group of
C. A function is a polynomial if it belongs to the algebra generated
by the constant functions and the additive functions. A nonzero func-
tion m € C% is called an exponential if m is multiplicative; that is,
if m(z xy) = m(x) - m(y) for every z,y € G. An exponential mono-
mial is the product of a polynomial and an exponential, a polynomial-
exponential function is a finite sum of exponential monomials. If a
variety is spanned by exponential monomials, then we say that spec-
tral synthesis holds on this variety. If spectral synthesis holds in every
variety on GG, then we say that spectral synthesis holds on G.



A function f : G — C is a generalized polynomial, if there is a k
such that
Agy .o Dy f=0 (5)

for every g1,...,gr+1 € G. Here Ay is the difference operator defined
by Ayf(z) = f(g*z) — f(z) (v € G) for every f € CY and g € G.
The smallest k for which (5) holds for every ¢1,...,g9x+1 € G is the
degree of the generalized polynomial f.

A function F : GF — C is k-additive, if it is additive in each of
its variables (the other variables being fixed). A function f € C¢
is called a generalized monomial of degree k, if there is a symmetric
k-additive function F' such that f(z) = F(z,...,x) for every = € G.
The symmetric k-additive function F' is uniquely determined by f.
This follows from the fact that if F' is symmetric, k-additive, and
f(x) = F(x,...,z) for every z € G, then

1
F(xl,...,:vk):g-Aml...Axkf(;v) (6)
for every x1,...,xr,x € G. Therefore, a function f is a generalized

monomial of degree k if and only if the function F' defined by (6) is
k-additive, and f(z) = F(z,...,x) for every x € G.

It is well-known that every generalized polynomial of degree k can
be written in the form Ef:o fi, where f; is a generalized monomial
of degree ¢ for every i = 1,...,k, and fy is a constant. The following
lemma is well-known (see, e.g., [5, Lemma 5]).

Lemma 2.1. Let (G, %) be an Abelian group, V' be a translation invari-
ant linear subspace of CE, and let Zij\iﬂ% -m; €'V, where p1,...,ppm
are nonzero generalized polynomials and m1,...,m; are distinct expo-
nentials on G. Then (Ap, ... Ap,pi)-m; € V for every i and for every
hi,...,hi € G. In particular, we have m; € V for everyi=1,..., M.

We say that the function f : G — C is a local polynomial, if, for
every finitely generated subgroup H of G, the restriction f|g is a poly-
nomial on H. One can prove that every polynomial is a generalized
polynomial, and every generalized polynomial is a local polynomial.
On finitely generated Abelian groups these notions coincide (see [5]).

The function f : G — C is called a local polynomial-exponential,
if f = Zf\;l p; - m; , where p1,...,pNy are local polynomials and
mi,...,my are exponentials. Let V be a variety on G. We say



that local spectral synthesis holds in V' if the set of local polynomial-
exponentials contained in V is dense in V. We say that local spectral
synthesis holds on a group G if local spectral synthesis holds in every
variety on G. We shall denote by r¢(G) the torsion free rank of G;
that is, the cardinality of a maximal independent system of elements
of infinite order. The following result was proved in [5].

Theorem 2.2. There exists a cardinal w1 < k < 2¥ such that, for
every Abelian group G, local spectral synthesis holds on G if and only
if 7o(G) < k. In particular, local spectral synthesis holds on every
countable Abelian group G.

3 Differential operators

For every field K, a derivation on K is a map d : K — K such
that d(z + y) = d(z) + d(y) and d(zy) = d(z) - y + d(y) - = for every
z,y € K. Tt is well-known that if d is a derivation on K and L is a
field containing K, then d can be extended to L as a derivation.

Suppose that the complex numbers ¢4, ...,t, are algebraically in-
dependent over Q. By a differential operator on Q(t1,...,t,) we mean
an operator of the form

D = Z Cityevnyin * ma (7)
where the sum is finite, in each term the coefficient is a complex num-
ber, and the exponents i1,...,7, are nonnegative integers. The de-

gree of the differential operator D is the maximum of the numbers
i1 + ...+ i, such that ¢;, . 4, # 0.

It is obvious that 9/dt; is a derivation on Q(t1,...,t,) for every
i = 1,...,n. Therefore, every differential operator on Q(¢1,...,t,)
is the linear combination with complex coefficients of finitely many
maps of the form dy o ... o dg, where dy,...,d; are derivations on
Q(t1,...,t,). This observation motivates the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let K be a subfield of C. We say that the map D :
K — C is a differential operator on K, if D is the linear combination,
with complex coefficients, of finitely many maps of the form djo...odg,
where dy, ..., d; are derivations on K.

Note that if K C L C C are fields and D is a differential operator
on K, then D can be extended to L as a differential operator. This is
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clear from the fact that every derivation can be extended from K to
L.

We show that if K = Q(t1,...,t,), then the two definitions of
differential operators coincide. Actually, more is true.

Proposition 3.2. Let K be a subfield of C, and suppose that the
elements t1,...,t, € K are algebraically independent over Q. If D
is a differential operator on K according to Definition 3.1, then the
restriction of D to Q(t1,...,t,) is of the form (7).

Proof. Put Q(t1,...,t,) = F, and let D denote the set of all functions
defined on F' that can be represented in the form (7). It is enough
to show that if dq, ..., d; are derivations on K, then the restriction of
dio...odg to F belongs to D. We prove this by induction on k. First
we note that if d is a derivation on K and d(t;) = a; (i = 1,...,n),
then

d(x) = Zl a; - gz (8)

for every x € F. Indeed, (8) can be easily checked first for every
x € Q[t1,...,t,] and then for every x € F. Therefore, the statement
is true for k = 1.

Let £ > 1, and suppose the statement is true for & — 1. Let
di,...,dg be derivations on K. Then, by the induction hypothesis, the
map g = dgo...ody restricted to F' belongs to D. Let g = Zjvzl cjgj,
where each g is of the form §1+-+in /gt ... 9tin. Extend d; to C as
a derivation. Then

N N

dq Og=d10 chgj :Z(dl(cj)'gj+cj'(d1 Ogj)).
7j=1 J=1

Now the statement (dy o g)|p € D follows from (8) when applied to
d=dj. g

In the sequel we shall denote by j the identity function defined on
C.

Theorem 3.3. Let K be a subfield of C, and let D be a differential
operator on K. Then D/j is a polynomial on K*.

Proof. It is enough to show that if dy,...,d, are derivations on K,
then (dy o...0d,)/j is a polynomial on K*. We prove by induction
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on n. It is easy to check that if d is a derivation, then d/j is additive
on K. Since every additive function is a polynomial, the statement is
true for n = 1.
Suppose that n > 1, and the statement is true for n — 1. Let
dy,...,d, be derivations on K. By the induction hypothesis, (dg o
.ody)/j = p is a polynomial on K*. Extend p to K by putting
p(0) = 0. We have to show that (dy o (p-7))/J is a polynomial on K*.
Since d; is a derivation, we have

di(p(z) - ) = di(p()) - © + p(z) - di(x)

for every € K. Thus (dyo (p-j))/j = (diop) +p-(d1/j) on K*.
Since p is a polynomial and d;/j is additive on K*, it follows that
p-(di/j) is a polynomial on K*. Therefore, it is enough to show that
di o p is a polynomial on K*.

Extend d; to C as a derivation. Let dy/j = a; then a is additive
on C*, and d; = a - j, where we extended a to C by putting a(0) = 0.
(The additivity of @ on C* means a(xy) = a(z) + a(y) for every x,y €
C*.) Now p is a sum of functions of the form a; - - - ar, where each of
ai,...,a is either additive on K* or constant. Since d; is additive
on C, it is enough to show that dj o (ay - - - a) is a polynomial on K*.
We have

dlo(al"'ak):(a'j)0<a1"'ak>:(ao(al"‘ak))'al"'ak:
=[(aoar)+...+(aoay)]-ay---a

(9)

everywhere on K. Since a o a; is either constant or additive on K*, it
follows that the right hand side of (9) is a polynomial on K*. O

Our next aim is to prove the following result.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that the transcendence degree of the field K
over Q is finite, and let the map D : K — C be additive. Then the
following are equivalent.

(i) D is a differential operator on K.

(ii) D/j is a polynomial on K*.
(iii) D/j is a generalized polynomial on K*.
(iv) D/j is a local polynomial on K*.



We remark that the torsion free rank of the Abelian group K™ is
infinite for any K. Indeed, the set of rational primes constitutes an
independent family of elements of infinite order in K*. Therefore, for
any field K C C, the families of polynomials, generalized polynomials,
and local polynomials defined on K* are different.

In the next two lemmas we shall use the following notation. Let
K be a field as in Theorem 3.4, and let " C K be a maximal set
of algebraically independent elements over Q. By assumption, T is
finite; let T'= {t1,...,t,}. We shall denote by G the subgroup of K*
generated by t1,...,t,. Then G is a finitely generated subgroup of
K*.

Lemma 3.5. Let f : K — C be an additive function. Let H be a
subgroup of K* such that G C H C K*. Suppose that p = f/j is a
generalized polynomial on H. If f =0 on G, then f =0 on H.

Proof. We prove by induction on the degree of the generalized poly-
nomial p on H. If degp = 0, then p is constant. Since p =0 on G, we
have p=0on H, and f =0on H.

Suppose m = degp > 0, and that the statement is true for degrees
less than m. Let g € G be fixed. Then

p(gac) —p(x) _ f(ggxx) o f(mx) _ glf(gxl? — f(x) _ flix>’ (10)

where fi(z) = g7 f(gz) — f(x) for every x € K. Then f; is additive
on K, and f1/j is a generalized polynomial on H by (10). Moreover,
we have fi/j = Agp, and thus deg ((fi/7)|n) < m — 1. Since f; =0
on G, it follows from the induction hypothesis that f; = 0 on H. Thus
flgx) = g- f(z) for every g € G and = € H. By the additivity of f
we obtain

flex)=c- f(x) (ceQ[T], z € H). (11)

Let a € H be arbitrary. Then, by o € K, « is algebraic over the field
Q(T). Let co,...,cx € Q[T] be such that

" + . 4 era+ ey =0, (12)

cy # 0 and k is minimal. Let f(a') = a; (i € Z). Multiplying (12) by
o™k for every n € Z we obtain

R + ..+ 4 g F = 0.



By (11) and by the additivity of f, this implies
Cckan + ...+ C1ap_g+1 + colpn_r =0

for every n. Therefore, the sequence (a,) satisfies a linear recurrence
relation. It is well-known that a,, can be uniquely represented in the
form a, =) \cp an(n) - A", where X runs through A, the set of roots
of the characteristic polynomial y(z) = cxz* 4 ... 4 cp, and for every
root A\ € A, g» € C[z] is a polynomial of the degree less than the
multiplicity of .

By the minimality of k, the polynomial x is irreducible over Q(T).
Therefore, every A is a simple root of y, and thus

an =Y dy- A" (13)

AEA

for every n, where d) is a constant for every A € A.

Since p is a generalized polynomial on H and {a"} is a finitely
generated subgroup of H, it follows that p is a polynomial on {a™}
(see [4]). Therefore, the map n — p(a™) (n € Z) is a polynomial
on Z. Now, we have a, = f(a™) = p(a™) - a™ for every n. The
uniqueness of the representation (13) implies that & € A and the
function n — p(a™) (n € Z) is constant. Since p(1) = f(1) = 0 by
1 € G, it follows that p(a™) = 0 for every n. In particular, p(a) = 0
and f(a) = 0. Since this is true for every a € H, we obtain f =0 on
H. O

Lemma 3.6. Let f : K — C be an additive function such thatp = f/j
s a local polynomial on K*. If f =0 on G, then f =0 on K.

Proof. The additivity of f implies f(0) = 0. Let « € K* be arbitrary,
and let H be the multiplicative group generated by 1" and «. Since H is
a finitely generated subgroup of K*, it follows that p is a polynomial on
H. By the previous lemma we obtain that f =0 on H. In particular,
f(a) = 0. Since this is true for every a € K*, we obtain f =0 on K*.
O

Proof of Theorem 3.4. The implication (i)==(ii) was proved in
Theorem 3.3 (for every field). The implications (ii)==(iii)==(iv) are
obvious.

Now we prove (iv)==(i). Let p = D/j, then p is a local polynomial
on K*. Since G is a finitely generated subgroup of K*, it follows that
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p is a polynomial on G. By [4, Proposition 1], p has the Pj,. property
on (; that is, the map

(kl,...,kn>l—>p<tlf1...tfln)

is a polynomial on Z™.
We shall use the notation % = 1 and 2! = 2(z —1)---(z —
i+ 1) for every i = 1,2,... and = € Z. It is well-known that every

polynomial belonging to C[z1, ..., z,] can be written in the form 3 ¢;-
:c[fl] . ~:U£f"], where i = (i1,...,4,) runs through a finite set of n-tuples
of nonnegative integers, and in each term the coefficient ¢; is a complex
number. Therefore, the map (k1,...,k,) — p (tlfl . t,’j") has such a

representation. Then we have

D (t’fl-”tfl"> :p<t]f1~-tfl”> .t’fl...tfbn =
— Zci-kw---k%”] bk =
- Z c; - tlf .. 'tfz" . ]{;gil] .. k,[f”] . t’{ﬂ*ﬁ .. -tfl"_i" -
— B (t’fl .. tﬁ")
(14)
for every ki,...,k, € Z, where E is the differential operator
gir++in

2 e tit oty - oty

By extending the derivations 9/0t; to K, we can extend E to K as
a differential operator E. Then E is additive on K, and E/j is a
polynomial on K* by Theorem 3.3. Let ¢(0) = 0, and let ¢(z) =

p(z) — E(x)/x for every z € K*. Then q-j = D — E is additive on K,
and ¢ is a local polynomial on K*. Since ¢ vanishes on G by (14), it
follows from Lemma 3.6 that ¢ = 0 on K. Thus D = E on K which
completes the proof. O

4 Spectral synthesis on K* in the va-
riety of additive functions on K

Let K be a subfield of C, and let K* denote the Abelian group {x €
K : x # 0} with respect to multiplication.
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In this section we fix a field K such that its transcendence degree
over Q is finite. The function f : K — C is said to be additive, if
flx+y) = f(z)+ f(y) holds for every z,y € K. We denote by V, the
set of additive functions f : K — C.

We put V) = {f|x~ : f € V,}. It is easy to check that V" is a
variety on K* (see the proof of [2, Theorem 2.3]).

Our aim is to prove that spectral synthesis holds in every variety
on K* contained by V, (see Theorem 4.3). It should be remarked
that, as the torsion free rank of K* is infinite (see the remark after
Theorem 3.4), there are varieties on K* in which spectral synthesis
does not hold (see [8] and [6]).

Lemma 4.1. If m € V} is an exponential on K*, then m can be
extended to C as an automorphism of C.

Proof. The condition m € V; means that extending m to K by
m(0) = 0, we obtain an additive function. Now m is an exponential
on K* and thus m satisfies m(zy) = m(x)m(y) for every z,y € K*.
Consequently, the extended m is an injective homomorphism of K.
Since the transcendence degree of K over Q is finite, it follows that m
can be extended to C as an automorphism of C. g

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that the transcendence degree of the field K
over Q is finite. Let f : K — C be additive, and let m be an exponen-
tial on K*. Let ¢ be an extension of m to C as an automorphism of
C. Then the following

are equivalent.

(i) f=p-m on K*, where p is a local polynomial on K*.

(ii) f=p-m on K*, where p is a generalized polynomial on K*.

(iii) f=p-m on K*, where p is a polynomial on K*.
)

There exists a unique differential operator D on K such that
f=¢oD on K.

(iv
Proof. The implications (iii)=>(ii)= (i) are obvious.
(i)==(iv): Let D = ¢~ o f. Then D is additive on K, and
D=¢ lo(p-m)=(¢"op)-j
on K. Thus D/j = ¢t opon K*. Since p is a local polynomial on

K* and ¢! is an automorphism of C, it follows that ¢~*op = D/j is
a local polynomial on K*. Therefore, D is a differential operator on

12



K by Theorem 3.4. Since f = ¢o D on K, this proves the existence of
D. The uniqueness is clear: if ¢ o D1 = ¢ 0o Dy on K, then D1 = Da,
since ¢ is injective.

(iv)=(iii): Suppose f = ¢oD on K, where D is a differential operator
on K. Then D/j is a polynomial on K*, and so is

p=¢o(D/j)=(doD)/o.
Thus f =¢oD =p-¢. Since m = ¢ on K, the proof is complete. [J
Theorem 4.3. Suppose that the transcendence degree of the field K

over Q 1is finite. Then spectral synthesis holds in every variety on K*
consisting of additive functions (with respect to addition).

Proof. Since K is countable, so is the Abelian group K*. Let V
be a variety on K* consisting of additive functions. By Theorem 2.2,
local spectral synthesis holds on K*, and thus V is spanned by lo-
cal polynomial-exponential functions. Since, by Theorem 4.2, every
local polynomial-exponential function contained by V' is a polynomial-
exponential function, it follows that V is spanned by polynomial-
exponential functions. O

5 Applications to linear functional equa-
tions

As an application of Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 we describe the additive
solutions of the linear functional equation

> aif(biw + ciy) =0, (15)

i=1
where a;,b;,c; are given complex numbers and f : C — C is the
unknown function. Let K = Q(by,...,bpn,c1,...,¢,). Let S; denote
the set of additive solutions of (15) defined on K. Clearly, f: K — C
belongs to Sy if and only if

D aif(biz) =0, D aif(ciw) =0 (16)
=1 =1

holds for every x € K. It is also clear that S; is a linear space over C.
It is easy to check that

ST ={flr: f €51}
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is a variety on K*.
The next theorem is our main result concerning the additive solu-
tions of linear functional equations.

Theorem 5.1. (i) For every function f € ST, f is an exponential
monomial on K* if and only if f = ¢ o D on K*, where ¢ is
an automorphism of C and is a solution of (15), and D is a
differential operator on K.

(ii) The variety ST is spanned by the functions (¢ o D)|g~ € ST,
where ¢ and D are as above.

(iii) The linear space S1 is spanned by the functions ¢ o D, where ¢
and D are as above.

Proof. (i) Suppose that f : K — C is an additive solution of (15),
and f is an exponential monomial function on K*. Let f = p-m,
where p is a polynomial, and m is an exponential on K*. Since V
is a variety and p-m € V', it follows that m € V* (see Lemma 2.1).
This means that defining m(0) = 0, the function m is a solution of
(15) on K. By Lemma 4.1, m can be extended as an automorphism
of C. Let ¢ denote such an extension. As m is a solution of (16) as
well, we have

> am(b) =0, > aim(c;)=0. (17)
=1 =1

Then, by (17), ¢ is a solution of (15) on C. The rest of the statement
(i) follows from Theorem 4.2.

Statement (ii) is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.3. The
statement (iii) is clear from (ii). O

The description of the additive solutions becomes especially simple
if the coefficients a; are algebraic.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that aq, ..., a, are algebraic numbers. If ¢ is
an automorphism of C and ¢ is a solution of (15), then ¢ o D € Sy
for every differential operator D on K. Therefore, ST is spanned by
the functions (¢ o D)|g~ € ST, where ¢ is an automorphism of C and
is a solution of (15), and D is an arbitrary differential operator on
K.

Proof. Since we are only interested in the additive solutions of (15),
it is enough to deal with the additive solutions of the system (16).
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It is enough to show that ¢ o D is a solution of (16) on K for any
differential operator D = djo---ody, where dy, ..., d; are derivations.
We will prove this by induction on k.

If k£ = 0; that is, if D is the identity, then ¢ o D = ¢ is a solution
by assumption.

Let £ > 0, and suppose the statement is true for k — 1. We have
to prove that if dy, ..., dy are derivations on K, then ¢ o (dyo---ody)
is a solution on K. We have

po(dio---ody)=dof,

where d = gpodiop ! and f = ¢po(dyo---odg). Then f: K — ¢(K)
is a solution of (16) by the induction hypothesis.

Let K1 = K(¢~Y(a1),...,6 " (as)), and let di be extended to K
as a derivation. We denote the extended derivation by d;. Note that
dy(a) = 0 for every algebraic element of Kj.

Let d = ¢podyo¢~!. It is easy to check that d is a derivation
on ¢(K1). If a € ¢(Ky) is algebraic, then so is ¢~!(a), and thus
di(¢p~%(a)) = 0. Therefore, d(a) = 0 for every algebraic element of
#(K1). In particular, d(a;) = 0 for every i = 1,...,n. Since f is a
solution of (16) we have, for every z € K,

0=4d(0)=d (Z a; - f(b,-x)) = Za(ai - f(bix))) =
Z& a;) - f(bjzx) + Zal )):Zai-(dof)(bix).
i—1 i=1

The same argument shows that » ;" a; - (d o f)(c;z) = 0 for every
x € K. Thus ¢ od is a solution of (16) on K which completes the
proof. O

By Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3. If the coefficients ay,...,a, are algebraic, then the
variety of additive solutions of (15) defined on K is spanned by the
functions ¢ o D, where ¢ is an isomorphism solution and D 1is an
arbitrary differential operator. O

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that ay, ..., a, are algebraic and that (15) has
a nonzero additive solution on K. Then Sy is of finite dimension over
C if and only if each of the numbers by,...,b,,c1,...,cy s algebraic.
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Proof. If b; and ¢; are algebraic numbers, then the field

K =Q(bi,...,bp,c1,...,¢n)

is a finite dimensional linear space over Q. Consequently, the linear
space of additive functions defined on K is also of finite dimension.
This implies that the space of additive solutions of (15) is, a fortiori,
of finite dimension.

Next suppose that at least one of the numbers by, ..., b,,c1,...,cpn
is transcendental. We show that if (15) has a nonzero additive solution
on K, then the set S7 of all nonzero additive solution defined on K
has infinite dimension over Q.

By [3, Theorem 2.3] (or, by (iii) of Theorem 5.1), there is an au-
tomorphism ¢ of C which is a solution of (15) on K. Let T be a
maximal subset of K consisting of algebraically independent elements
over Q. Since the degree of transcendence of K is at least 1, T' # (.
Let t € T be selected. For every n there is a differential operator D,
on K which is an extension of gt—?; from Q(T'). Clearly, the operators
D,, are linearly independent over Q(7"). Then so are the maps ¢ o D,,.
Since, by Theorem 5.2, the maps ¢ o D,, are additive solutions of (15)
on K, the proof is complete. O

If b; and ¢; are algebraic numbers, then every differential operator
on K is a constant multiple of the identity. Therefore, in this case a
finite basis of the linear space S consists of the injective homomor-
phisms satisfying

Zal(ﬁ](bl) =0 and Zaigbj(ci) =0 (18)
i=1 i=1

for every j € {1,...,k}. See also [2, Theorem 2.3].

The following example shows that if the numbers b; and ¢; are not
all algebraic, then the injective homomorphism solutions do not nec-
essarily span S7; that is, we may need nontrivial differential operators
in order to generate S;. Consider the functional equation

f#z+y) —2tf(te+y) +f(@+y) - (- 1)*f(y) =0, (19)

where t is a fixed transcendental number. Then K = Q(¢). If ¢ is an
injective homomorphism solution on K then

¢(1%) — 2t (t) + t°p(1) = 0.

16



Then we have ¢(t) = ¢, and thus ¢ is the identity on K. Now, ¢
does not generate S;. Indeed, an easy computation shows that the
differential operator % is a solution of (19) on K. Since % is not a
constant multiple of the identity, S; is not spanned by (the unique)
injective homomorphism solution.

We remark that % is not a solution of (19) if & > 2, and thus S;
is of finite dimension over Q. In the next theorem we show that this
behaviour is typical, supposing that b;, ¢; generate a purely transcen-

dental field of transcendence degree 1.

Definition 5.5. An equation of the form (15) is called trivial if every
additive function f : C — C is a solution.

Theorem 5.6. Suppose that by,... by, c1,...,cn € Q(t), where t is
transcendental over Q. Then the equation (15) is either trivial or Si
is of finite dimension over C.

Proof. The additive solutions of (15) are the same as the solutions
of the system (16). If both of the equations of (16) are trivial, then so
s (15). Also, if the space of additive solutions of any of the equations
of (16) is of finite dimension, then the same is true for the space of
additive solutions of (15). Therefore, it is enough to show that if the
equation Y " ; a;f(b;z) = 0 is nontrivial, then the linear space of its
additive solutions defined on Q(t) is of finite dimension.
For every v # 0, the equations ) . ; a; f(biz) = 0 and

> aif(biyz) =0 (20)
=1

are equivalent in the sense that if one of the equations is trivial then
so is the other, and if the space of additive solutions of one of them is
of finite dimension, then the same is true for the other.

By assumption, b1, ..., b, are rational functions of ¢ with rational
coefficients. Let v denote the common denominator of by, ..., b,. Then
biy € Q[t]. Let by = Z;":O i jt!, where a; ; € Q for every i, j. Since
we are interested in the additive solutions only, we may replace each
term f(biyz) by Y i ;f(t'z) (here we used the fact that f(az) =
a - f(z) for every rational a). Collecting the terms a; - o ; f(t/z) in
the sum ;" | a; f(byyz) for every j, we find that there is an equation

> Aif(tx) =0 (21)
j=0
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such that the additive solutions of (20) and those of (21) coincide. If
Aj =0 for every j = 1,...,m, then the equations are trivial. There-
fore, we may assume that A; # 0 for some j. We prove that in this
case the set of additive solutions of (21) defined on Q(t) is of finite
dimension.

Let ® denote the set of functions ¢ o D, where ¢ is an injective
homomorphism of Q(¢) and is a solution of (21), D is a differential
operator of Q(t), and ¢ o D is a solution of (21). By Theorem 5.1,
applied to the equation Z;-”:O Ajf(Px +0-y) = 0, we find that the
linear space of additive solutions of (21) is spanned by ® and thus it
is enough to show that ® generates a finite dimensional linear space
over C.

If ¢ is an injective homomorphism of Q(¢) and a solution of (21),
then we have

> Ajptx) =0
j=0

for every x € Q(t). Putting # = 1 and using ¢(#/) = (¢(t))? we find
that ¢(t) is a root of the polynomial P(X) = > ", A; - XJ. Since P
only has a finite number of roots and ¢ is determined by the value of
¢(t), we obtain that the number of possible ¢’s is finite.

Consequently, it is enough to show that if ¢ is fixed, then those
differential operators D for which ¢ o D € S; constitute a finite di-
mensional space over C. .

Fix ¢, and let D = >"7_, ckg? be a differential operator such that
cs 0 and poD € S;. We prove that s < m. Since ¢o D is a solution,

we have

m S ak )

ZAj > dy- ¢ <atk(t793)> =0
7=0 k=0

for every « € Q(t), where di, = ¢(cx). Since

ak ) k k 81971' ) az
Y ) iy. 2
o (1'%) Z <z> o= ) 5

we obtain

S al
;Bz- X (aﬂ) =0, (22)
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where

here we used the notation

m 8” )
FV:ZAj-gﬁ(atytJ). (24)
j=0

Applying (22) with x = 1 we obtain By = 0. Then putting x = ¢ into
(22) we obtain By = 0. We continue, by substituting #2,#3,... into
(22), and find that B; = 0 for every i =0, ..., s.

Now the equation By = 0 gives I'g = 0 by ¢s # 0. Then, from
Bs_1 = 0 we obtain I'y = 0. Continuing this way we find that ', =0
for every v =0,...,s.

It is easy to check that

0v 0"
() (5%)

for every v,j = 0,1,.... Therefore, by (24), I') = 0 gives

m 8” )
= = ;. — =
0=T, JZ;AJ ¢<atyt>

7=0
7 [
= o | 24X N
=0 X=¢(t)
= P (¢(t))
Since this is true for every v = 0,..., s, we obtain that ¢(¢) is a root

of P of multiplicity at least s. However, P is a nonzero polynomial of
degree at most m, which gives s < m.
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We have proved that if D is a differential operator on Q(t) such
that ¢ o D is a solution of (15) on Q(t), then the degree of D is at
most m. This implies that the set of these functions ¢ o D generate a
linear space of finite dimension, which completes the proof. O

Suppose that aq,...,a, are algebraic and b;, ¢; generate a purely
transcendental field of transcendence degree 1. Then it follows from
Theorems 5.4 and 5.6 that if (15) has a not identically zero additive
solution on K, then the equation is trivial.

The following result generalizes this observation.

Theorem 5.7. Suppose that ay, ..., an are algebraic and the field K =
Q(b1y... bp,c1y...,cn) is purely transcendental. If (15) has a not
identically zero additive solution on K, then the equation is trivial.

Proof. Let K = Q(t1,...,tx), where t,...,t; are algebraically inde-
pendent over Q. Applying the argument of the proof of Theorem 5.6,
it is enough to prove the following statement. Consider the equation

i Ay iy (80 ) =0, (25)

i1...i5=0

where the coefficients A;,. ;, are algebraic. If (25) has an additive
solution on K which is not identically zero, then the equation is trivial.

It is easy to check that every additive solution of (25) defined on
K can be extended to C as an additive solution on C. Therefore, if
(25) has an additive solution on K which is not identically zero, then
there is such a solution on C. By [3, Theorem 2.3] (or, by (iii) of
Theorem 5.1), it follows that there is an automorphism ¢ of C which
is a solution. This means that

D Ai e (S(0)) (k)™ = 0.

1.1 =0

Since ¢(t1),...,¢(tx) are algebraically independent over Q and the
numbers A;, ;, are algebraic, it follows that each A;, ; equals zero.
Then the equation (25) is obviously trivial. O

6 Spectral synthesis of higher order

In this section our aim is to prove the higher order analogue of Theo-
rem 4.2. We shall need the following notation.
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If ¢1,..., ¢ are automorphisms of C, then A, . 4,) denotes the
set of those functions which are finite sums of functions of the form

k
(‘Tlaw-axk)'_)H(qsioDi)(xi) (:U1,...,$nEK), (26)

i=1
where Dy, ..., Dy are differential operators on K. By Ay we mean the

class of constant functions.

The set of k-additive functions defined on the additive group K*
is denoted by Vj.

Recall that K* denotes the Abelian group {z € K : z # 0} with
respect to multiplication. The Abelian group K* x ... x K* will be

k
denoted by (K*)*, where the operation is multiplication in every co-

ordinate of the vectors of (K*)¥. We put V;* = {F|(geys + F € Vi}.
Lemma 6.1. V}* is a variety on (K*).

Proof. It is clear that V;' is a linear space over C. Translation
invariance follows from the fact that if F : K¥ — C is k-additive, then
so is

(.%'1,... ,:Ek) — F(clxl,... ,Cklbk) ((.%'1,... ,:Ek) S Kk>

for every (cy,...,ck) € (K*)k. The proof of the statement that V;* is
closed is left to the reader (cf. [2]). O

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that m € Vi and m\(K*)k s an exponential;
i.e. m is nonzero on (K*)*, and m(xy) = m(x)m(y) for every z,y €
(K*)¥. Then there are injective field homomorphisms my, ..., my from
K into C such that

m(x) = m(z1,...,x) =my(z1) - - mp(xg) (z1,...,21 € K).
Proof. By the multiplicativity of m,

m(xy,...,xx) =m(zy,1,...,1) - m(l,x9,1,...,1)-...om(1,..., 1, xp).

Since x; — m(1,...,1,x;,1,...,1) is additive on K and exponential
on K* it is an injective homomorphism, which we denote by m;. [
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Theorem 6.3. Suppose that the transcendence degree of the field K
over Q is finite. Let F : K*¥ — C be a k-additive function. Let
mi, ..., mg be injective homomorphisms of K, let

m(z) =m(z1,...,x5) =mi(xy) - mg(zk)

for every x1,...,x € K, and let ¢; be an extension of m; to C as
an automorphism of C for every i = 1,..., k. Then the following are
equivalent.

(i) F=p-m on (K*)¥, where p is a local polynomial on (K*)*.
(ii) F = p-m on (K*)*, where p is a generalized polynomial on
(K*)F.
(iii) F =p-m on (K*)*, where p is a polynomial on (K*)*.
(iv) F € Apy..o)-

Proof. The implications (iii)=>(ii)== (i) are obvious.

(i)==(iv): We prove by induction on k. The case k = 1 is covered by

Theorem 4.2. Let k > 1, and suppose the statement is true for & — 1.

In the proof of the induction step we shall assume that k = 2. It is

easy to check that the same argument works in the general case.
Suppose F is biadditive on K2, and F = p-m on K2, where p is

a local polynomial on (K*)2, and

m(z,y) =mi(z) - ma(y)

for every z,y € K, where m; and my are given injective homomor-
phisms of K. Let ¢ be an extension of m; and 1 be an extension of
mg to C as automorphisms.

Let T be a maximal subset of K consisting of algebraically in-
dependent elements over Q. Then 7 is finite; let T' = {t1,...,tn}.
Let G denote the subgroup of K* generated by 7. Then G? is a
finitely generated subgroup of (K*)2, and thus p is a polynomial on
G?. Therefore, p is a finite sum of terms of the form a; - - - as, where
each factor a; is either additive on (K*)? or is a constant. Note that
the additivity of the function a : (K*)* — C means

a(zy) = a(x) +aly)  (z,y € (K)?).

Let x = t]f = ~tg<}’ LY = t]fl = -tlji,N be arbitrary elements of G, where
J1s-- oy Ny K1, . kn € Z. Let a: (K*)? — C be additive. If a(t;,1) =
a; and a(1,t;) = B, then

a(z,y) = a1j1+ ...+ anjin + Biki + ... + Bnkn
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and
m(z,y) = ¢(t1)j1 . ¢(tN)jN ) ¢(t1)k1 .. '1/J(tN)kN

for every j1,...,4n,k1,...,kn € Z. Therefore, the value of the func-
tion aj - - - as - m at the point (z,y) is a linear combination, with com-
plex coefficients, of terms of the form

R B (0 Gl ()l =
:¢<351310th3111§§\1;> ~¢<kf1---k§l\,N-tlf1-~-t];VN>,

where ¢;, d; are nonnegative integers. Then the value of p - m at the
point (z,y) is also a linear combination of terms of the same form.

It is easy to see that for every choice of the nonnegative integers
¢, d; there are differential operators D and E on Q(T") such that

D(t{lmtf\];v)ijl--'ijN-t{““t%V’

and
E<t11€1_“t§€VN> :kill...kjlvN 'tlfl"'tﬁch

for every j1,...,jNn,k1,-..,kn € Z (see the proof of Theorem 3.4).
Now it follows from (27) that the map p - m, restricted to G2, is the
finite sum of the form

(poD)(z)- (b E)y)  (v,y€q),
where D and E are differential operators. Let

S

(p-m)(z,y) =Y (6o D,)(z)- (Vo E,)(y) (28)

v=1

for every z,y € G. The maps D,, E, can be extended to K as dif-
ferential operators. Then the extended maps (denoted by the same
letter) are additive on K and D, /j, E,/j are polynomials on K*. The
extended differential operators make the right hand side of (28) well-
defined on (K*)2. We prove that (28) holds everywhere on (K*)2.

Let x € G be fixed. Then the left hand side of (28) equals ¢(y) -
ma(y), where q(y) = p(z,y) - mi(z) for every y € K. It is easy to
check that the function y — p(x,y) is a local polynomial on K, and
thus so is gq.
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Let (¢ o D,)(z) =, and ¥~ *(v,) = 6,. Then the right hand side
of (28) equals ¥ o E, where £ = 2521 0, F, is a differential operator
on K. By (28),

q(y) - ma(y) = (o E)(y)

on G. By the equivalence of the statements (i) and (iv) of Theorem
4.2, there is a unique differential operator £ on K such that

q(y) - ma(y) = (Y o E)(y)

for every y € K. Then 1o E = 9 o E on G, since both sides equal
q-mg on G. Since 1 is injective, this implies £ = E on G.

Since F and E are differential operators on K, they are additive
on K, and E/j and E/j are polynomials on K* by definition. Since
E = E on G, it follows from Lemma 3.6 that £ = E on K, and thus
(28) holds for every y € K.

Now let y € K be fixed. Repeating the argument above we can see
that (28) holds for every x € K. Therefore, we have p-m € Ay ).
This proves the implication (i)==(iv).

(iv)==(iii): It is enough to show that the map (z1,...,x%) —
Hf:l(gbi o D;)(x;) is of the form p - m on K*. By the equivalence of
the statements (iii) and (iv) of Theorem 4.2, there are polynomials p;
on K* such that ¢; o D; = p; - m; on K. Then

k
H(¢10D le '1"7, mz :EZ = (sz Zg ) 1'17“-733]9)
i=1
on K. It is clear that (z1,...,zx) — Hle pi(x;) is a polynomial on
K*. which completes the proof. ]

Remark 6.4. The proof of the implication (i)==(iv) gives the fol-
lowing: in the representation of p-m as a sum of functions of the form
(26), the sum of the degrees of the differential operators equals the
degree of p in every term.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that the transcendence degree of the field K
over Q is finite. Then spectral synthesis holds in every variety on
(K*)k consisting of k-additive functions (with respect to addition,).

Proof. Since K is countable, so is the Abelian group (K*)¥. Let V
be a variety on (K*)* consisting of k-additive functions. By Theorem
2.2, local spectral synthesis holds on K*, and thus V' is spanned by
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local polynomial-exponential functions. Since, by Theorem 6.3, every
local polynomial-exponential function contained by V' is a polynomial-
exponential function, it follows that V is spanned by polynomial-
exponential functions. ]

7 The space of solutions of linear func-
tional equations

We continue the description of the solutions of

> aif(biw + ciy) =0, (29)

=1

where a;,b;,¢; are given complex numbers and f : C — C is the
unknown function. Let K = Q(by,...,bp,C1,...,¢pn)-

Our aim is to generalize Theorem 5.1 to the case of £ > 1. Let
Sk denote the set of those solutions of (29) defined on K which are
generalized monomials of degree k. In [3, Theorem 3.5] it was proved
that if S contains a nonzero function, then there are field automor-
phisms ¢1,...,¢r of C such that ¢1--- ¢ € Sp. The proof depends
on the fact that spectral analysis holds in a certain variety. Our proof
of Theorem 7.3 is based on the observation that, by Theorem 6.5,
spectral synthesis holds in the same variety.

Let M;, denote the set of the functions F': K* — C such that F is
k-additive, and the function = — F'(siz, sox, ..., s;x) is a solution of
(29) on K for every s1,89,...s; € K*. We put

My = {F| (g~ : F' € My}.
Lemma 7.1. M} is a variety on (K*)*.

Proof. It is easy to see that M} is a closed linear space over C,
and then so is Mj. Translation invariance means that if F' € M,

then the map (z1,...,zx) — F(cix1,...,cpxr) (z1,. .., 2 € K*) also
belongs to M for every ci,...,cx € K*, which is easily seen from the
definition of M. g

The diagonal of the function F : K*¥ — C is defined as f(z) =
F(z,...,z) (z € K), and is denoted by diag F.
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Lemma 7.2.
Sy ={diag F : F € My}.

Proof. It is clear that diag F' € Sy for every F € M. We prove the
converse. Let f : K — C be an element of S;. Then f is a solution (29)
on K, and f = diag F' for a symmetric k-additive function F : K* —
C. We prove F' € M. We have to show that for every (s1,...,s;) €
(K*)* the diagonal of the function

G(z1,...,2x) = F(s121, . .., $52k)

belongs to S;. Let diag G = g. Then, by (6) we have

M
1
g(x) = F(siz,...,s,x) = il Ag 206z ... Dg, 2 f(0) = Z +f(ejx)
! =
with suitable ey, ..., ey € K. Since x — f(ex) belongs to Sy for every
e € K, it follows that g € Sk, and thus F' € M. O

Theorem 7.3. (i) For every function F € My, F is an exponential
monomial on (K*)* if and only if F € Ar,0), Where o1, @y
are automorphisms of C and Hle ¢i(x) is a solution of (29).

(ii) The variety M} is spanned by the classes M:NAg, . 4,), where
P1,..., 0 are as above.

Proof. (i) Suppose that F' € M} is an exponential monomial on
(K*)*, and let F = p - m, where p is a polynomial, and m is an
exponential on (K*)*. Since My is a variety, p-m € M} implies
m € M; by Lemma 2.1. Note that M;, C Vj, and M}, C V;*. Therefore,
by Lemma 6.2, there are injective field homomorphisms my, ..., mg
from K into C such that

m(z1,...,xx) =my(xy) - mg(zk) (x1,...,z € K¥).

Let ¢; be an extension of m; to C as an automorphism of C. Then
m(x,...,x) = Hle ¢i(x) is a solution of (29) on K. The rest of the
statement (i) follows from Theorems 6.3.

Statement (ii) is a consequence of Theorem 6.5. O

The statement of the next theorem follows immediately from Lemma
7.2 and (ii) of Theorem 7.3.
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Theorem 7.4. The set Sy, is spanned by the classes Sk, NV Ay, . 40

where @1, ..., ¢ are automorphisms of C, and Hle @i is a solution

of (29). 0

Let S<j denote the set of those solutions of (29) defined on K
which are generalized polynomials of degree at most k. Then S<j is
a closed linear space over C.

Theorem 7.5. The set S<i is spanned by the classes Sy N Ay, . ¢
where 0 < m < k, ¢1,...,¢m are automorphisms of C, and [}~ ¢;
is a solution of (29).

Proof. Let f € S<; be arbitrary. Then f = anzo fm, where f,, is

a generalized monomial of degree m for every m = 1,...,k, and fy
is constant. By [3, Lemma 2.1], each of the functions fy,..., fx is a
solution of (29). Therefore, we have f,, € Sy, for every m =1,... k.

It is enough to show that each f,, is in the closure of the linear
space spanned by the classes Ay, 4.y N Sm, where ¢1,..., ¢y, are
automorphisms of C, and [[;~, ¢i(z) € Sy,. If m > 1 then this is true
by Theorem 7.4.

If m = 0, then there are two cases to consider. If 7"  a; # 0,
then the only constant solution of (29) is the zero function, so fy = 0.
On the other hand, if >~ ; a; = 0, then all constant functions are
solutions of (29). Then the statement is true, since Ay is the class of
constant functions. 0

Corollary 7.6. Suppose that the equation (29) is normal of degree
k. Then the linear space of its solutions defined on K is spanned
by the classes Sy NV Ay, ¢m), where 0 < m < k, ¢1,...,¢m are
automorphisms of C, and [\ ¢i is a solution of (29).

In particular, this is true for the equations (3) and (4) with k =
n— 2. ]

Theorem 7.7. Let S denote the set of solutions of (29) defined on
K.

(i) If the equation is normal, then the set of polynomials on the
additive group of K is dense in S.

(ii) If the equation is normal and Y, a; = 0, then spectral synthesis
holds in S.

(iii) If the equation is normal and translation invariant, then spectral
synthesis holds in S.
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Proof. If ¢ is an automorphism of C, and D is a differential operator
on K, then the function ¢ o D is additive on K. Therefore, each class
A(¢1,....¢) consists of polynomials. Thus (i) follows from Corollary 7.6.

Let 1 denote the identically 1 function defined on K. If Y~ | a; =
0, then 1 is a solution. Since 1 is an exponential function, every
polynomial in S is, in fact, a polynomial-exponential function. Thus
(ii) follows from (i).

Suppose that the equation is normal and translation invariant. If
S = {0}, then spectral synthesis holds in S. If S contains a nonzero
generalized polynomial p, then it follows from the translation invari-
ance of S that Ay, ...App € S for every k and hy,...,h € C.
If £ = degp, then Ay, ...Ap,p is a nonzero constant for suitable
hi,...,h;. Thus 1 € S, and thus (iii) follows from (ii). O

8 An example and concluding remarks

The following example serves as an illustration: it shows how to use
our previous results in order to determine the set of solutions of a
given equation. We consider the equation

=2f(y) + fltz +y) + f(1 —t)z +y)+

H(E—Daty) — f(E—t+ Doty =0,

where t is a fixed transcendental number. The equation is of the form
(3) where n = 5, (a1,...,a5) = (—2,1,1,1,—1) and (by,...,b5) =
(0,¢,1 — t,t> — t,t2 — t + 1). Thus every solution is a generalized
polynomial of degree at most three.

In order to simplify notation, we shall write z’ instead of %x, x"

instead of g—;x etc. It is easy to check that we have

5 5
d ai b =0(mn=0,1,2), > a-b}#0. (31)
=1 =1

We shall also need

5 2 iftn=m=1,
Zai'bgn) -bl(m) =< -2 ifn=2 m=0, (32)
i=1 0 ifn>m>0, n+m#2.

It is easy to see that the equation is trivial; that is, every additive
function is a solution. (Since aq,...,as are integers and K = Q(t) is
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purely transcendental, it follows from Theorem 5.7 that if (30) were
not trivial, it wouldn’t have any nonzero solution on K.) Since the
maps z — (™ are additive functions, we have

Sai-bM=0  (n=12...). (33)

Let ¢, be automorphisms of C, and suppose that ¢ = ¢ - % is a
solution of (30). If we substitute f = g, y = 0 and = 1 into
(30), the left hand side of the equality obtained equals ¢(t)? 4 (t)% —
20(t)1(t) = (¢(t) —1(t))2. Since g is a solution, we get ¢(t) = (t).
This implies that ¢ =1 on K.

We prove that there is no nonzero solution which is a generalized
monomial of degree 3. Indeed, suppose there is such a solution. Then
it follows from Theorem 7.4 that there are automorphisms ¢, ¥, x of
C such that ¢ -1 - x is a solution. Then, by [3, Theorem 3.8], the
functions ¢ - ¥, ¢ - x, ¥ - x are also solutions. As we saw above, this
implies that ¢ = ¢ = x on K, and thus ¢ is a solution. Then we

have . .
0= Zai ~p(0;)% = ¢ (Zai : bf’) ;
i=1 i=1

which contradicts (31). This proves that there is no nonzero solution
which is a generalized monomial of degree 3.

Therefore, in order to determine all solutions of (30), it is enough
to describe the set S of those solutions which are defined on K and
are generalized monomials of degree two.

If ¢, are automorphisms of C, then A4 ) denotes the set of
functions of the form Z;VZI(gb o Dj) - (¢ o Ej), where D; and Ej; are
differential operators on K. By Theorem 7.4, the set Sy is spanned
by So N Ay 4, where ¢,1 are automorphisms of C such that ¢ - ¢
is a solution of (30). Since this implies ¢ = 1, we may confine our
attention to the sets A4 4). It is clear that

Ag) = ¢ (Ag.p)

for every automorphism ¢, where j denotes the identity map. Also, f
is a solution of (7) if and only if ¢ o f is, so we only need to describe
S2 N Agj)-

Since every differential operator on K = Q(¢) is the linear combi-
nation of the maps z — z(™ (x € K, n=0,1,...), the elements of
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A(;j) are linear combinations of the maps
fam(@) =2 2™ (ze K, 0<m<n).

In order to determine which linear combinations of the maps f;, ,,, are
solutions, we have to compute the sums

5
Sn,Tﬂ(:Bay) = Za’i : fn,m(blx =+ y)v

=1

and determine those linear combinations of the functions S, ,, which
are identically zero on K = Q(¢). A computation, based on (32) and
(33), shows that we have Spo = S1,0 = S1,1 + 520 =0 on K, and if a
linear combinations of the functions S, ,, is zero on K, then it is also
a linear combination of Sy o, S10 and S 1+ S2,9. We omit the details.
This means that Sy M .A(; ;) is the linear span of the functions x?
and (2')% + z - 2. Summing up:

The space of solutions of (30) defined on K is the closed linear
hull of all additive functions and the functions

B 0\ > 92
¢?, ¢‘<¢08t> and< O@t) +¢'<¢08t2)7

where ¢ is an arbitrary injective homomorphism of K.

,x-a

The example above shows that some of the results of Section 5
cannot be generalized for solutions of degree greater than 1. Theorem
5.2 says that if aq,...,a, are algebraic numbers and the injective
homomorphism ¢ is a solution, then ¢ o D is also a solution for every
differential operator D. In the example above, ¢ - ¢ is a solution for
every ¢, but (¢ o %)2 is not a solution, so the analogy is false for
monomials of degree 2. This implies that the analogy of Corollary 7.6
is also false for monomials of degree 2.

Theorem 5.6 says that if b;,¢; € Q(t), where ¢ is transcendental
over Q, then the equation is either trivial or S is of finite dimension
over C. The analogous statement would be that if b;, ¢; € Q(t), then
either every monomial of degree two is a solution, or Sy is of finite
dimensional. The example above shows that this is not true in general.
We can see that the analogue of Theorem 5.7 is also false in .S5.

We remark, however, that if the space of additive solutions of an
equation (3) is of finite dimensional, then so is the space of those
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solutions which are generalized monomials of degree two. (This follows
from the fact that if A(x,y) is symmetric and biadditive, and =
A(z,z) is a solution, then the functions y — A(z,y) (z € K) are
additive solutions. If these latter functions span a linear space of
finite dimension over C generated by the additive functions a1, ..., ag,
then A(x,y) is the linear combination of the functions a;(x) - a;(y)

(i,j=1,...,k).)

Although the description of the set of solutions of a given equation
can be difficult, the example above shows that, at least in principle,
the description is possible in the case of many equations.

We conclude with some remarks concerning the ‘generic’ or ‘ran-
dom’ equation. By that we mean an equation (1) in which the numbers
a;, b;, ¢; are algebraically independent over Q. Such an equation is nor-
mal, but not translation invariant. An injective homomorphism ¢ is
a solution if and only if

D aid(bi) = aip(c) =0 (34)
=1 =1

holds. This implies that the equations is not trivial (not every additive
function is a solution), but S; is of infinite dimensional. One can prove
that Sy is spanned by the injective homomorphisms satisfying (34).
Note that differential operators do not appear in the description of
S1. The description of higher order solutions is left to the reader.
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