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CHARACTERIZATION OF DERIVATIONS THROUGH THEIR ACTIONS
ON CERTAIN ELEMENTARY FUNCTIONS

ESZTER GSELMANN

AsstracT. The main aim of this note is to provide characterizatiomteens concern-
ing real derivations. Among others the following implicatiwill be verified: Assume
thaté: R — Ris a given diferentiable function and for the additive functionR — R,
the mapping

X — d(£(x)) - &' (x)d(x)
is regular (e. g. measurable, continuous, locally boundEidnd is a sum of a deriva-
tion and a linear function. derivation, linear functionemlentary function 39B82,
39B72

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this papéX denotes the set of the positive integers, furthgd, andR
stand for the set of the integer, the set of the rational aadséht of the real numbers,
respectively.

The aim of this work is to prove characterization theoremslervations as well as
on linear functions. Therefore, firstly we have to recall somefinitions and auxiliary
results.

A function f : R — R is called amadditivefunction if,

fF(x+y) = 1) + f(»)

holds for allx, y € R.
We say that an additive functioh: R — R is aderivationif

fxy) = xf(y) + y£(X)

is fulfilled for all x,y € R.

Clearly, the identically zero function is a real derivatidhis rather dfficult to give
another example, since the following statements are valterning real derivations.
If f: R — Ris areal derivation, thef(x) = 0 holds for allx € algcl(@Q) (the algebraic
closure of the rationals). Further, if R — R is a real derivation andl is measurable
or bounded (above or below) on a set of positive Lebesgueureathenf is identi-
cally zero. Despite of this very pathological behavior réhexist non identically zero
derivations inR, see Kuczma |9, Theorem 14.2.2.].
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The additive functiorf : R — R is termed to be &near functionif f is of the form
f(x)=f(1) x (XeR).
It is easy to see from the above definition that every deowvati: R — R satisfies
equation
(%) f(X) = kX1 (x) (xeR\({0))

for arbitrarily fixedk € Z \ {0}. Furthermore, the converse is also true, in the following
sense: ik € Z \ {0, 1} is fixed and an additive functioh : R — R satisfies®), thenf
is a derivation, see e.g., Jurkal [7], Kurepa [10], and Kapaa—Kurepa [8].

Concerning linear functions, Jurkat [7] and, independemtlrepa [10] proved that
every additive functiorf : R — R satisfying

1 1
f()—() = ﬁf(x) (xe R\ {0})

has to be linear.
In [12] A. Nishiyama and S. Horinouchi investigated additiunctionsf : R — R
satisfying the additional equation

f(x") = cxXf(xX™ (xeR\{0}),

wherec € R andn, m, k € Z are arbitrarily fixed.
Henceforth we will say that the function in questiorrégular on its domain, if at
least one of the following statements are fulfilled.

() locally bounded;
(i) continuous;
(iif) measurable in the sense of Lebesgue.

Concerning rational functions F. Halter-Koch and L. Reicbved similar result for
derivations as well as linear functions, sek [5],[4]. Thessailts were strengthened in
[3] in the following way.

ab

Theorem 1. Letne Z\ {0} and( c d

) € GL,(Q) be such that
— ifc=0, then n# 1;
— ifd =0, then n# -1.
Let further f g: R — R be additive functions and define the functiphy
axX’+ by  x"ig(x)
X) = f -
#Y (CX‘ + d) (cx +d)?
Let us assume to be regular. Then, the functions&: R — R defined by
F(X)=f(X)— f(L)x and QXx) =g(xX)—g(1)x (XeR)
are derivations.

(xeR,cX'+d#0).

Roughly speaking the above cited papers dealt with a speasa of the following
problem. Assume that: R — R is a given diterentiable function and for the additive
functiond: R — R, the mapping

x — d(£(x)) - &' (xd(x)
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is regular on its domain. It is true that in catadmits a representation
dx) = x(x) +d(1)-x (xeR),
wherey: R — R is a real derivation?

In view of the above results, in casee Z \ {0} and( i 3 ) € GL,(Q) and the
functioné is
aX'+b
&(X) = i (xeR,cX'+d#0),

then the answer igffirmative The main aim of this note is to extend this result to
other classes of elementary functions such as the expahé&ntiction, the logarithm
function, the trigonometric functions and the hyperboliadtions. Concerning such
type of investigations, we have to remark the paper of Gy.dddkee [11]), where the
previous problem was investigated under the suppositiattkie mapping

x — d(£(x)) - &' (xd(x)

is identically zero.

2. THE MAIN RESULT
Our main result is contained in the following.
Theorem 2. Assume that for the additive function 8 — R the mappingp defined by
e(x) = d(£(x) - &'(xd(x)
is regular. Then the function d can be represented as
d(x) =x(x) +d(1)-x (xeR),
wherey: R — R is a derivation, in any of the following cases

(a) 0 (d)
£(x) = a
(b) £(x) = coshg)
£() = cos®) ©
(c) |
&(X) = sin(x) &(X) = sinh(x).

Proof. Case (a) Letr € R\ {1} be an arbitrary positive real number and suppose that
the mappingp defined by

o(X) =d(@)-a*In(@d(x) (xeR)
is regular. A easy calculation shows that
0(2X) - 2a%p(x) = d((@)?) - 2a*d ()  (x€R),
that is
¢ (210g, () - 2up (log,(U)) = d(u?) — 2ud(u)  (u €]O, +oeof).
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Due to the regularity of the functiap, the mapping

10, +oo[> u +— ¢ (2log,(u)) — 2up (log,(u))
is regular, too. Thus by Theordm 1,
d(X) = x(x) +d(1) - x (X e R),
where the functiory: R — R is a derivation.
Case (b) Assume now that for the additive functtinrR — R, the mappingp defined
onR by
¢(X) = d(cos)) + sin(x)d(x) (xeR)
is regular. If so, then
@(2X) — 4 cosk)p(x) +d(1)
2

holds for allx € R. Let nowu €] — 1, 1[ and write arccog() in place ofx to
get

p(2arccosy)) — 4up(arccosq)) + d(1)

2
Again, due to the regularity of the functign the mapping

¢(2arccosy)) — 4up(arccosq)) + d(1)

2
is regular, as well. Therefore, Theoreim 1 again implies that

d¥) =x(x) +d1)-x  (xeR),

is fulfilled with a certain real derivatiop: R — R.
Case (c) Suppose that for the additive functipthe mapping

o(X) = d(sin(x)) — cosx)d(x) (xeR)
is regular. In this case

oo-3)=afon ) s Zfe- )

_ d(cosf)) — sin()d(x) + sin()d (g)

d(cos(x)) - 2 cosg) f (¥)

= d(u?) — 2ud(u).

]-L1>ur—

that is,

—y (x - g) + sinK)d (g) — d(cos®) +sinpd(x) (X R).
In view of Case (b) this yields that the functidmas the desired representation
as stated.

Case (d) Assume the: R — R is an additive function and the mapping
¢(X) = d(cosh§)) — sinh(x)d(x) (xeR)

is regular. The additivity ofl and some addition formula of the cosh function

furnish
¢(2X) — 4 coshi)e(x) + d(1) B
5 =

d(cost(x)) — 2coshg)d (coshk)) ~ (xeR).
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Let nowu €]1, +oo[ arbitrary and put = arcoshq) into the previous identity
to get
¢(2arcosh()) — 4ugp(arcoshq)) + d(1)
2
Since the functiow is regular, the mapping
p(2arcoshy)) — 4up(arcoshq)) + d(1)
2
will also be regular. Therefore, Theoréin 1 implies againdesired decom-
position of the functiord.
Case (e) Finally, assume tbde R — R is an additive function so that
¢(X) = d(sinh(x)) — cosh§)d(x) (xeR)

is regular. Letx, y € R be arbitrary, then

= d(u?) — 2ud(u).

11, +oo[3 U—

o(X+ y) = d(sinh(x + y)) — coshk + y)d(X + y)
= d(sinh(x) coshf)) + d (sinh(y) cosh))
— [sinh(X) sinh{) + cosh§) cosh§)] d(x + y)
= d(sinh(x) cosh§)) + d (sinh{y) cosh)) — sinh(x) sinh{)d(x + y)
— cosh)d(x) coshfy) — coshk) coshg)d(y)

If we use the definition of the functiaop, after some rearrangement, we arrive
at

¢(X + y) — (X) coshfy) — ¢(y) cosh)
= d(sinh(x) cosh§)) + d (sinh{y) cosh)) — sinh(x) sinh)d(x + y)

— coshf)d (sinh(x)) — cosh§)d (sinh{))

for all x,y € R. If we replace herg by —y,
¢(x = y) — ¢(X) coshfy) — (—y) coshf)
= d(sinh(x) coshf)) — d (sinh{y) cosh)) + sinh(x) sinh)d(x — y)

— coshg)d (sinh(x)) + cosh§)d (sinh())
can be concluded, where we have also used that the functstmi€even and
the function sinh is odd. Adding this two identities side es

®(X, y) = 2d (sinh(x) cosh§))
+ sinh(x) sinh(x) [d(x — y) — d(x + y)] — 2 coshg)d (sinh(x))
for anyx,y € R, where
O(X, y) = ¢(x + y) — p(X) coshfy) — ¢(y) cosh)

+ (X — y) — p(x) coshfy) — p(-y) coshf) (X, y €R).
If we putx = arsinh(1), we get that

@ (arsinh(1) y>2+ 200 _ g coshp)) - sinh)d(s) (v € R).
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Due to the regularity of the functiap, the mapping

® (arsinh(1)y) + 2 coshf)d(1)
2
is regular, too. Hence, Case (d) yields the desired formefuhctiond.

Royr—

O

In what follows, we would like to extend the list of the furats appearing in the
previous statement. Therefore we prove the following.

Lemma3. Letd: R — R be an additive function, € R be a nonvoid open interval and
&1 — R be a continuously dierentiable function so that the derivative of the function
&1 £(1) — Ris nowhere zero. The mapping

I3 x+— d(£(X) - &'(X)d(x)
is regular if and only if the mapping
£(1) 3 ur— d(n(w) — 7' (u)d(u)

is regular, wherey = £71.
Proof. Assume that for the additive functiah we have that the mapping

e(¥) =d(E(x¥) -&'(d(x)  (xel)
is regular. Let now € £(1) and puté~(u) in place ofx to get

~ (€Y e W) = d (W) - (¢ ud(u).

Due to the regularity of, the mapping appearing in the left hand side is also regular,
as stated. ]

In view of Theoreni 2 and Lemnia 3, we immediately obtain thiofahg theorem.
Corollary 4. Assume that for the additive function 8 — R the mapping defined by
e(X) = d(£(x)) - &'(d(x)
is regular. Then the function d can be represented as
d(x) =x(x) +d(1)-x (xeR),

wherey: R — R is a derivation, in any of the following cases

(a) (d)

(b) £ =In() £(X) = arcoshg)
&(X) = arccosk) (€)

(c)

£(X) = arcsin) £(X) = arsinh().
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3. SIABILITY OF DERIVATIONS

As a starting point of the proof of the main result of this gatthe theorem of Hyers
will be used. Originally this statement was formulated imts of functions that are
acting between Banach spaces, see Hyers [6]. However, Waseithis theorem only
in the particular case when the domain and the range are tloé sals. In this setting
we have the following.

Theorem 5. Lete > 0 and suppose that the function R — R fulfills the inequality
f(x+y) - T - Tl <e
for all X,y € R. Then there exists an additive function & — R such that
1f(X)—a(X)| <e
holds for arbitrary xe R.

In other words, Hyers’ theorem states that if a functiorR — R fulfills the inequal-
ity appearing above, then it can be represented as

f(X) = a(x) + b(x) (xeR),

wherea: R — R is an additive antb: R — R is a bounded function. Moreover, for all
X € R, we also havéb(x)| < e.

With the aid of Hyers’ theorem and the results of the preveeion, the following
stability type result can be proved. Concerning stabilityperties of derivations the
interested reader may consult Badora [1] and Boros—Gselif2in
Theorem 6. Lete > 0 be arbitrarily fixed, f: R — R be a function and suppose that

(A) for all x,y € R we have
f(x+y) - () - f) <e
(B) the mapping
x— £ (£(X) - &' (%)

is locally bounded on its domain, where the functfas one of the functions

(@) (f)
a* In(x)

(b) (9

cos) arccosk)
(c) (h)

sin(x) arcsin)
(d) (i)

cosh) arcoshk)
(e) )

sinh(x) arsinh).
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Then there exist € R and a real derivatiory: R — R such that

[f() -y +2-X]| <&

holds for all xe R.

Proof. Due to assumption (A), we immediately have that
f(X) = a(x) + b(x) (xeR),

wherea: R — R is an additive and: R — R is a bounded function. If we use
supposition (B), from this we get that the mapping

x— [a(§(x)) — &' (9a(x)] + [bE(X) - &' (x)b(X)]

is locally bounded. From this however the local boundedoésise function
X+ a(g(x)) — &' (¥a(x)
can be deduced. In view of the previous statements (see dinEband Corollaril4),
a(x) = xy(x) +a(1)- x (xeR)

is fulfilled for anyx € R, wherey: R — R is a certain real derivation. For the function
f this means that there exists R and a real derivatiog: R — R so that

f(X) = x(X) + 1- X+ b(X) (xeR),

or equivalently
[f() = [x() +2-X]| <&

is staisfied for any € R. O
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