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NORMED MODULES AND THE STIELTJES INTEGRATIONS OF

FUNCTIONS DEFINED ON FINITE-DIMENSIONAL ALGEBRAS

HANPENG GAO, SHENGDA LIU, YU-ZHE LIU, AND YUCHENG WANG

Abstract. We define integrals for functions on finite-dimensional algebras, adapting
methods from Leinster’s research. This paper discusses the relationships between the
integrals of functions defined on subsets I1 ⊆ Λ1 and I2 ⊆ Λ2 of two finite-dimensional
algebras, under the influence of a mapping ω, which can be an injection or a bijection.
We explore four specific cases:
• ω as a monotone non-decreasing and right-continuous function;
• ω as an injective, absolutely continuous function;
• ω as a bijection;
• and ω as the identity on R.

These scenarios correspond to the frameworks of Lebesgue-Stieltjes integration, Riemann-
Stieltjes integration, substitution rules for Lebesgue integrals, and traditional Lebesgue
or Riemann integration, respectively.
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1. Introduction

The Riemann-Stieltjes integrals, named after Bernhard Riemann and Thomas Joannes

Stieltjes, were first articulated by Stieltjes in 1894 [20]. These integrals act as foun-
dational precursors to the Lebesgue integrations, which were introduced by Henri

Lebesgue [14], and serve as invaluable tools in bridging the gap between discrete and
continuous probability theories through the unification of statistical theorems. The de-

velopment of the Lebesgue-Stieltjes integration further generalizes both the Riemann-
Stieltjes and Lebesgue integrations within a broader measure-theoretic framework [6].

This integral, employing the Lebesgue-Stieltjes measure, is particularly significant in
applications across probability, stochastic processes, and other analytical branches, such

as potential theory.

Typically, Riemann-Stieltjes and Lebesgue-Stieltjes integrals are utilized within Eu-
clidean spaces and their subsets. However, when the integration domain lacks specific

structural properties, such as an inner product or associative multiplication, a more
generalized algebraic structure, such as finite-dimensional algebras, becomes necessary.

This necessity prompts the redefinition of integration within these contexts and the
development of suitable measures and analytical methods to investigate the properties

of integrals. Given the significant influence of the properties of finite-dimensional alge-
bras on this new type of integral, category theory becomes essential for dissecting the

structure and properties of these algebras.
Introduced in the mid-20th century by Eilenberg and Lane [11], category theory pro-

vides a framework for understanding mathematical structures and their interrelations.
In the early 2000s, Ehrhard and Regnier introduced differential calculus [9] and dif-

ferential proof nets [10], which formalized differentiation in linear logic [12], a form of
logic introduced by Girard and modeled by symmetric monoidal categories. A few years

later, Blute, Cockett, and Seely introduced differential categories [3], the appropriate

categorical structure for modeling Ehrhard and Regnier’s differential linear logic. This
development prompted many analysts and computer scientists to conduct detailed re-

search on differential categories, as seen in works such as [1, 4, 13, 16, 17]. During the
same period, Cockett, Leinster, and Lemay considered algebraic or categorical interpre-

tations of integrations using categories, as detailed in [7, 8, 15]. In particular, Leinster
provided a categorical interpretation for Lebesgue integrations through the category

A p (p ≥ 1), the definition of which can be found in [15] or Section 2.2 of this paper.
Let k be a complete field contains some fully ordered subsets. In [18], the authors

point out that the integral of a function f defined on a integration region IΛ = [c, d]kb1×

· · · × [c, d]kbn, a special subset of Λ, equals to T̂ (f), where:

• [c, d]k is a fully ordered subset of k;
• {b1, . . . , bn} is a k-basis of Λ as an n-dimensional linear space;

• T̂ is a special Λ-homomorphism from the left Λ-module Ŝτ (IΛ), the completion

of the set Sτ (IΛ) of all equivalence lasses of elementary simple functions (see
Table 1), to the Λ-module k whose left Λ-action is defined as

Λ× k→ k

(a, k) 7→ a · k := τ(a)k;

• τ : Λ→ k is an epimorphism of k-algebras;
0
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• and the left Λ-module structures of Sτ (IΛ) and k are defined by a · f(x) 7→

τ(a)f(x) and a · k := τ(a)k (∀a ∈ Λ, f(x) ∈ Sτ (IΛ) and k ∈ k).

If A p satisfies L-condition, that is, satisfies the conditions (L1) – (L6) given in

Theorem 2.5 (2), then T̂ , as a R-linear map, coincides with the morphism given in [15,

Proposition 2.2], that is, T̂ sends any function f in Ŝτ (IΛ) to its Lebesgue integral.

This paper provides a new explanation of Riemann-Stieltjes and Lebesgue-Stieltjes
integrations through the lens of finite-dimensional algebras, say Λ, and the categories

Norp (see Subsection 2.2) and A p. This interpretation comes from the following ques-
tion considered by the second author of our paper.

Question 1.1. Take Λ1 and Λ2 be two finite-dimensional k-algebras and ω the ho-

momorphism of algebras. Let, for any r ∈ {1, 2}, A 1
r be the integral Banach module

category of Λr, and T̂r, written as (A 1
r )

∫

Ir

·dµr, be the morphism in A 1
r which is in-

duced by the Λr-homomorphism of Λr-modules used to describe the integral. What are

the relationships between T̂1 = (A 1
1 )

∫

I1

·dµ1 and T̂2 = (A 1
2 )

∫

I2

·dµ2?

Assume that ω : Λ1 → Λ2 is either a measure preserving injection or a measure

preserving bijection, where ω functions as both:

(1) for any subset S1 of Λ1 lying in Σ(I1) (Σ(I1) is a σ-algebra defined by the

integration region I1), the image S2 = Im(ω|S1
) of the restriction ω|S1

: S1 → S2

of ω is also a subset of Λ2 lying in Σ(I2);

(2) There exists a function F : R→ R such that

( F µ1)(S1) = (µ2 ω|S1)(S1) (= µ2(S2))

holds for all S1 ∈ Σ(I1).

The primary aim of this paper is to address Question 1.1 and to present the following
main results.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 3.5). Let f and g respectively be two functions lying in Ŝτ1(I1)

and Ŝτ2(I2) such that g = ω(f) = f ̟, where

(1) Ŝτ1(I1) is the completions of the set Sτ1(I1) of all elementary simple functions

defined on the integration region I1 =

n∏

i=1

[c1, d1]kb1i (⊆ Λ1);

(2) Ŝτ1(I2) is the completions of the set Sτ2(I2) of all elementary simple functions

defined on the integration region I2 =

n∏

i=1

[c2, d2]kb2i (⊆ Λ2);

(3) ̟ is the left inverse of ω.

Then there exists a function F : R→ R such that:

(a) F µ1 qualifies as a measure;

(b) The integral of f over I1 with respect to F µ1, equals the integral of g over I2
with respect to µ2. That is

(A 1
1 )

∫

I1

fd( F µ1) = (A 1
2 )

∫

I2

gdµ2. (1.1)

0
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Particularly, if ω functions as a measure-preserving isomorphism, its left inverse ̟

also preserves measure. In this case, ω can be written as the standard form

Λ1 ∋

n∑

i=1

kib1i
ω

−−−−→
←−−−−

̟

n∑

i=1

kib2i ∈ Λ2.

Furthermore, if c1 = c2 and d1 = d2, there is no distinction between the measures µ1
and µ2. We obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.3 (Corollary 3.6). Let f and g be two functions lying in Ŝτ1(I1) and Ŝτ2(I2)

such that g = ω(f), respectively. If ω is an isomorphism, then

(A 1
1 )

∫

I1

fd( F µ) = (A 1
2 )

∫

I2

gdµ

Let Λ2 = R. In the last part of our paper, we provide four applications for Theorem

1.2 and Corollary 1.3 as follows.

(1) In Subsection 4.1, we consider the scenario where ω is a monotone non-decreasing

and right-continuous function. In this scenario, the function F , as specified by

Theorem 1.2, is identified as the identity 1R≥0. The left integral in formula (1.1)

may qualify as a Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral, provided that A
1
1 and A

1
2 meet

certain conditions (see Example 4.1 for details).

(2) In Subsection 4.2, we considered the case of ω to be an injective absolutely

continuous function. In this case, F = 1R≥0, and the left integral of the formula

(1.1) may be either a Riemann-Stieltjes integral if A
1
1 and A

1
2 satisfies some

special conditions (see Example 4.2 for details).

(3) In Subsection 4.3, we considered the case of F = ω to be a bijection, where

F : Λ1 = R → Λ2 = R is a continuous function whose image is [α, β]. In this

case, if A 1
1 = A 1

2 = A 1, then we obtain the substitution rules of Lebesgue

integral, see (4.3).

(4) In Subsection 4.4, we considered the case of F = ω = 1R, where F is the
function of the form Λ1 = R → Λ2 = R, x 7→ x. In this case, if 1I = 2I = [0, 1]

and A 1
1 = A 1

2 = A 1, then (1.1), as a trivial situation, provide an interpretation

for Lebesgue integration.
(5) In application (3), it is well-known that all Riemann integrability functions

defined on [0, 1] are elements lying in ̂S1R
([0, 1]). Let R([0, 1]), as a subset of

̂S1R
([0, 1]), be the set of all Riemann integrability functions, then the restriction(∫

I1

·dµ1

)∣∣∣∣
R([0,1])

of (1.1) provide an interpretation for Riemann integration.

This study utilizes category theory to rigorously define and analyze Stieltjes integrals
within finite-dimensional algebras. Initially, we investigate how algebraic structures

shape integration definitions, subsequently exploring the interactions between these
integrals and the structural properties of algebras. The most profound insights are

derived from integrating category theory concepts into the study of these integrals,
providing a systematic approach to understanding and extending their applications in

more generalized contexts. This method not only enriches theoretical understanding
but also opens avenues for practical applications in complex systems involving algebraic

structures.
0
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We believe that the contributions of this work are substantial, enhancing both the

theoretical landscape and the practical applications of Stieltjes integrals:

(1) New Interpretation of Integral Theory: By analyzing Stieltjes integrals within
the context of category theory, this offers a new perspective and interpretation

for integral theory.
(2) Deep Connection Between Integrals and Algebraic Structures: We explore the

relationship of integrals among different finite-dimensional algebraic structures,

especially through the study of isomorphisms and homomorphisms, which has
been less explored in previous research.

(3) Potential for New Applications: With a new understanding of Stieltjes integrals
on finite-dimensional algebras, this research may open new pathways for appli-

cations of these integrals in fields such as physics, engineering, or computational
science.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 revisits essential prelim-

inaries, delineating the constructs of normed and Banach modules, and introduces the
categorical frameworks pertinent to our analyses. In Section 3, we rigorously examine

the interrelations of integrals defined over distinct finite-dimensional algebras, specifi-
cally focusing on the mathematical consequences of various algebraic homomorphisms.

Section 4 is dedicated to the exposition of four practical scenarios where our theoret-
ical constructs are applied, demonstrating their utility in both Lebesgue-Stieltjes and

Riemann-Stieltjes integrations, as well as in establishing substitution rules for Lebesgue
integrals. This section underscores the broader implications of our study, showcasing

its potential to enrich the theoretical underpinnings and enhance the applicability of
integral calculus in finite-dimensional algebraic settings.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some concepts in [18] whose originated from Leinster’s works
in [15].

2.1. Normed modules and Banach modules. Let k be a field containing a fully

ordered subset I, written as [c, d]k, whose minimal elements and maximal elements
respectively are c and d, Λ be a finite-dimensional k-algebra over k, and BΛ = {bi |

1 ≤ i ≤ n} be the basis of Λ as a k-linear space. We always assume that [c, d]k
contains an element ξ satisfying c ≺ ξ ≺ d such that two order preserving bijections

κc : [c, d]k → [c, ξ]k and κd : [c, d]k → [ξ, d]k exist. We use the concepts and notations
shown in Table 1 in our paper.

It is clear that S(IΛ) is an infinite-dimensional k-linear space, and it is a Λ-module
defined by the following k-linear map

θ : Λ→ Endk(S(IΛ)), a 7→ ϕa,

where ϕa : S(IΛ)→ S(IΛ) sends any function f in S(IΛ) to the function ϕa(f) := τ(a)f ,

that is, for any a ∈ Λ and f ∈ S(IΛ), the left Λ-action is

Λ× S(IΛ)→ S(IΛ), a · f = ϕa(f) = τ(a)f .

Let Σ(I) be the σ-algebra generated by

{(c′, d′)k, [c
′, d′)k, (c

′, d′]k, [c
′, d′]k | c � c′ � d′ � d},

and µI be the measure defined on Σ(I) such that, for any a ∈ I, µI({a}) is zero. Let

Σ(IΛ) be the σ-algebra generated by all subsets
∑n

i=1 Iibi of Λ, where, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
0
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Table 1. Notations

idS The identity map defined on a set S

1S The function 1S(x) =

{
1, x ∈ S;

0, x /∈ S

IΛ The set
∑n

i=1 Ibi of all elements
∑n

i=1 kibi in Λ satisfy-
ing k1, . . . , kn ∈ I

(x, y)k A fully ordered subset {k ∈ I | x ≺ k ≺ y} of I

(x, y]k A fully ordered subset {k ∈ I | x ≺ k � y} of I

[x, y)k A fully ordered subset {k ∈ I | x � k ≺ y} of I

[x, y]k A fully ordered subset {k ∈ I | x � k � y} of I

elementary

simple function
(defined on IΛ)

A map f : IΛ → k which is the finite sum

f(k1, . . . , kn) =
∑t

i=1 ki1Ii (ki ∈ k) such that:

• Ij =
∏n

j=1 Iij , and, for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n, Iij is a

subset of I which is one of the forms (cij , dij)k,
(cij , dij]k, [cij , dij)k and [cij , dij]k, where c �

ci ≺ di � d;

•
⋃t

i=1 Ii = IΛ, and Ii∩ Ij = ∅ for all 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤

t;
• 1Ii is the function Ii → {1}.

S(IΛ) The set of all equivalence classes of elementary simple

functions defined on IΛ

τ A given homomorphism Λ→ k between two k-algebras

| · |k (=| · | for

simplification)

A given norm defined on k

normed
Λ-module

A left Λ-module M with a norm ‖ · ‖ : M → R≥0 such
that ‖am‖ = |τ(a)|‖m‖ holds for all a ∈ Λ and m ∈M

‖ · ‖M (=‖ · ‖ for
simplification)

The norm defined on Λ-module M

(B/L/R)

∫
Bochner/Lebesgue/Riemann integration

(L-S)

∫
Lebesgue-Stieltjes integration

(R-S)

∫
Riemann-Stieltjes integration

Ii is one of the form (ci, di)k, (ci, di]k, [ci, di)k and [ci, di]k, c � ci � di � d. Obviously,

µI induces a measure, say µIΛ (or, without ambiguity, say µ) in our paper, defined on
0
6
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Σ(IΛ), such that

µIΛ

( n∑

i=1

Iibi

)
=

n∏

i=1

µI(Ii).

Now, we can define the equivalence classes of functions by

f1 ∼ f2 if and only if µ({x ∈ IΛ | f1(x) 6= f2(x)}) = 0.

If we do not differentiate between two functions which are equivalent, then the map
‖ · ‖p : Λ→ R≥0 defined as

‖k1b1 + · · ·+ knbn‖p =

( n∑

i=1

|ki|
p

) 1
p

is a norm of Λ such that Λ, as a left Λ-module defined by

Λ× Λ→ Λ, (a1, a2) 7→ τ(a1)a2,

is a norm Λ-module, and the map ‖ · ‖ : S(IΛ)→ R≥0 defined as

‖f‖ 7→

( t∑

i=1

(|ki|µ(Ii))
p

) 1
p

is a norm defined on S(IΛ) such that S(IΛ) is a normed Λ-module which is written as
Sτ (IΛ) in this paper.

We can define the completion of normed Λ-module M by the following steps.

Step 1 Define the Cauchy sequences, that is, the sequence xxx = {xi}
+∞
i=1 in M such that,

for any ε > 0, we can find an integer N ∈ N such that ‖xu − xv‖ < ε holds for

all u, v > N .
Step 2 For any Cauchy sequence xxx = {xi}

+∞
i=1 in M , define the equivalent class, say [xxx],

containing xxx is the set of all Cauchy sequences yyy = {yi}
+∞
i=1 in M which satisfies

that, for arbitrary ε > 0, there exists N ∈ N such that ‖xi − yi‖ < ε holds for

all i > N .
Step 3 Let C(M) be the set of all Cauchy sequences in M . Then it is a Λ-module,

and [{0}] is a submodule of it, where {0} = 0, 0, . . .. Then the quotient module

C(M)/[{0}], written as M̂ , is a normed Λ-module whose norm ‖ · ‖
M̂

can bd

defined by the norm ‖ · ‖M of M as follows.

‖xxx‖
M̂

= ‖c‖, if xxx = {xi}
+∞
i=1 is equivalent to {c}+∞i=1 = c, c, . . . .

By the first isomorphism theorem, M̂ is isomorphic to the set of all equivalence classes

of Cauchy sequences which as a Λ-module. Furthermore, a normed Λ-module is called

a Banach Λ-module if its completeness is equal to itself.

2.2. The categories Norp and A p and their special objects. In this section we

review the definitions of the categories Norp and A
p, and recall some results in [18].

2.2.1. The categories Norp and A p. Assume that Λ be an arbitrary finite-dimensional

k-algebra whose dimension dimk Λ is n.

Definition 2.1. The category Norp
Λ
(without ambiguity, we write it as Norp), say the

integral normed module category of Λ, is defined as follows.
0
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• The object in Norp is a triple (N, v, δ) of normed Λ-module N , an element v

lying in N and a Λ-homomorphism δ : N⊕p2
n

→ N satisfying (v, · · · , v) 7→ v
such that, for any monotone decreasing Cauchy sequence {xi}i∈N in N (the

partial order “�” in this case is defined as, for any x′, x′′ ∈ N , x′ � x′′ if and

only if ‖x′ − lim←−xi‖ ≤ ‖x
′′ − lim←−xi‖), the commutativity

δ(lim←−xi) = lim←−δ(xi)

of the inverse limit and the Λ-homomorphism holds, where, for any 2n Λ-modules
Xi, . . ., X2n ,

2n⊕

i=1

p Xi = X1 ⊕p · · · ⊕p X2n

is the direct sum
2n⊕
i=1

Xi whose norm is

‖ · ‖ :

2n⊕

i=1

Xi → R≥0

(x1, · · · , x2n) 7→

((
µI(I)

µ(IA)

)n 2n∑

i=1

‖xi‖
p

) 1
p

.

• The morphism (N, v, δ) → (N ′, v′, δ′) is a Λ-homomorphism f : N → N such
that the following conditions hold.

– f(v) = v′

– the diagram

N⊕p2
n

f⊕2n

��

δ
// N

f
��

N ′⊕p2
n

δ′
// N ′

commutes.

Definition 2.2. The category A
p
Λ

(without ambiguity, we write it as A p), say the
integral Banach module category of Λ, is the full subcategory of Norp such that each

object (N, v, δ) in A p satisfies that N is a Banach Λ-module.

2.2.2. The objects (Sτ (IΛ), 1IΛ , γξ) and (k, µ(IΛ), m). Take γξ, say juxtaposition map,
is the k-linear map

γξ : Sτ (I)
⊕p2

n

→ Sτ (I)

defined by

γξ(fff)(k1, . . . , kn) =
∑

(δ1,...,δn)∈{c,d}×···×{c,d}

1κκκ · f(δ1,...,δn)(κ
−1
δ1

(k1), . . . , κ
−1
δn

(kn)),

where κκκ = κδ1(I) × · · · × κδn(I); and k1 6= ξ, . . ., kn 6= ξ. Then (Sτ (IΛ), 1IΛ , γξ) is an

object in Norp, its completion (Ŝτ (IΛ), 1IΛ , γ̂ξ) is an initial object in A p. It follows
that, for any object (N, v, δ) in A p, the morphism space

HomNorp((Sτ (IΛ), 1IΛ, γξ), (N, v, δ))

contains only one morphism. Thus, we have the following result.
0
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Theorem 2.3. ( [18, Theorems 6.3]) For any object (N, v, δ) in A p, there is a unique

morphism

T(N,v,δ) ∈ HomNorp((Sτ (IΛ), 1IΛ , γξ), (N, v, δ)).

can be extended to the morphism

T̂(N,v,δ) ∈ HomA p((Ŝτ (IΛ), 1IΛ , γ̂ξ), (N, v, δ)).

The field k can be seen as a Λ-module with Λ × k → k, (a, k) 7→ a · k := τ(a)k.

Then, the norm | · | : k→ R≥0 defined on k satisfies that

|a · k| = |τ(a)k| = |τ(a)||k|.

Thus, k is a normed Λ-module.

Now, we denote ξ ∈ I = [c, d]k by ξ11. The element ξ11 divides I =: I(01) to two

subsets [a, ξ11]k =: I(11) and [ξ11, b]k =: I(12). Next, let ξ22 = ξ11 (= ξ), and denote by
ξ21 and ξ23 the two elements in IΛ such that

• c ≺ ξ21 = κcκc(d) = κcκd(c) = κdκc(c) = κc(ξ11) ≺ ξ22;
• ξ22 ≺ ξ23 = κdκd(c) = κdκc(d) = κdκc(d) = κdξ11 ≺ d.

Then I is divided to four subsets which are of the form I(2t) = [ξ2t, ξ2 t+1]k (0 ≤ t ≤ 3)

by c = ξ20 ≺ ξ21 ≺ ξ22 ≺ ξ23 ≺ ξ24 = d. Repeating the above step t times, we obtain a
sequence of 2t − 1 elements lying in I

c = ξt0 ≺ ξt1 ≺ ξt2 ≺ · · · ≺ ξt2t = d,

where all 2t subsets which are of the form I(t s+1) = [ξts, ξt s+1]k, and obtain 2t order

preserving bijections κξts from I(t s+1) to I(01).

For any family of subsets (I(uivi))1≤i≤n (1 ≤ vi ≤ 2ui), we denote by 1(uivi)i the

function 1IΛ

∣∣∏n

i=1 I
(uivi) for simplification, where I(uivi) ∼= I(uivi)×{bi} ⊆ IΛ holds for all

i and BΛ = {bi | 1 ≤ i ≤ n} is the k-basis of Λ.

Definition 2.4 (Step function spaces). Let Eu be the set of all functions which are of

the form ∑

(uivi)i

k(uivi)i1(uivi)i (=
∑

i

ki1Ii for simplification),

where each k(uivi)i lies in k, the number of all summands of the above sum is (2u)n = 2un,

and each (uivi)i corresponds to the Cartesian product
∏n

i=1 I
(uivi). The set Eu is called

a step function spaces (defined on IΛ) and each function lying in Eu is called a step

functions, Then it is easy to check that each Eu is a normed submodule of Sτ (IΛ), and

Eu ⊆ Eu+1 because each step function constant on each of I(uv) is equivalent to a step
function constant on each of I(u+1 v). Thus,

k ∼= E0 ⊆ E1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Et ⊆ . . . ⊆ Sτ (IΛ) ⊆ Ŝτ (IΛ).

The authors of [18] have checked that

lim−→Eu
∼= Ŝτ (IΛ), (2.1)

see [18, Lemma 5.4] or cf. [5, Examples 2.2.4 (h) and 2.2.6 (g)].

For any u ∈ N, we define

Tu : Eu → k,
∑

i

ki1Ii 7→
∑

i

kiµ(Ii). (2.2)

0
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Notice that Eu is a Λ-module defined as

Λ×Eu → Eu, (a, f) 7→ a · f := τ(a)f,

then it is easy to see that

Tu(a · f) = Tu(τ(a)f) = τ(a)Tu(f) = a · Tu(f),

that is, Tu is a Λ-homomorphism. The restriction γξ|E⊕p2n

u
of γξ, written as γξ for

simplification, and the Λ-homomorphism Tu induces a map

mu : k⊕p2
n

→ k

by the following way. For any k ∈ k, consider the function fk =
k

µ(IΛ)
1IΛ, we have

Tu(fk) = Tu

(
k

µ(IΛ)
1IΛ

)
=

k

µ(IΛ)
Tu(1IΛ) = k.

Then for any kkk = (k1, . . . , k2n) ∈ k
⊕p2

n

, fffkkk = (fk1, . . . , fk2n ) ∈ E
⊕p2

n

u is a preimage of

kkk under the Λ-homomorphism T⊕2
n

u . We define mu(kkk) = Tu+1(γξ(fffkkk)), that is, mu is a

Λ-homomorphism such that the following diagram

E
⊕p2

n

u

γξ
//

T⊕2n

u
��

Eu+1

Tu+1

��

k⊕p2
n

mu

// k

commutes, cf. [18, Lemma 7.2]. Then, consider the direct system

((Eu)u∈N, (Eu1

⊆
→Eu2)u1≤u2) (2.3)

{mu}u∈N induces a map

m = lim−→ mu : k⊕p2
n

→ k (2.4)

which satisfies that m(µ(IΛ), . . . , µ(IΛ)) = µ(IΛ) since, for each u ∈ N, mu sends

(µ(IΛ), . . . , µ(IΛ)) to µ(IΛ). Furthermore, (k, µ(IΛ), m) is an object in Norp.

2.2.3. The categorization of Lebesgue integrations. The following result show that the
morphism T(N,v,δ) given in Theorem 2.3 provide a categorization of Lebesgue integra-

tions in the case for (N, v, δ) = (k, µ(IΛ), m) if k is a completion field.

Theorem 2.5. Formalizing the categorical interpretation of Lebesgue integration as
follows:

(1) ([18, Theorems 7.6]) If k is a completion field which is an extension of R and

p = 1, then there is an object, which is of the form (k, µ(IΛ), m), in A 1 such

that

T̂(k,µ(IΛ),m) : f 7→ T̂(k,µ(IΛ),m)(f), denote it by (A 1)

∫

IΛ

·dµ

is a unique morphism in HomA 1((Sτ (IΛ), 1IΛ , γξ), (k, 1, m)) satisfying following

statements.
– T̂(k,µ(IΛ),m)(1IΛ) = µ(IΛ);

– T̂(k,µ(IΛ),m) : Sτ (IΛ)→ k is a homomorphism of Λ-modules;

– T̂(k,µ(IΛ),m)(|f |) ≤ |T̂(k,µ(IΛ),m)(f)|.
0
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(2) (cf. [15, Proposition 2.2] or [18, Corollary 8.3]) If A p satisfies L-conditions, that

is, it is such that the following conditions hold:
(L1) p = 1;

(L2) k = R = Λ (in this case, the norms of k and Λ coincide), or k = C = Λ

(in this case, the norm of C is defined by the modulus of complex numbers);
(L3) I = [x1, x2] (= IR);

(L4) ξ =
x1 + x2

2
, κx1(x) =

x+ x1
2

, κx2(x) =
x+ x2

2
;

(L5) τ = idk;

(L6) µ : Σ(IΛ)→ R≥0 is the Lebesgue measure defined on the σ-algebra Σ(IΛ),

then, there exists an object in A
1, which is of the form (k, 1, m), such that

for any f ∈ Ŝτ (IΛ), T̂(k,1,m) is a k-linear space from Ŝτ (IΛ) to k sending any

f ∈ Ŝτ (IΛ) to its Lebesgue integral, i.e.,

T̂(k,1,m)(f) = (L)

∫ x2

x1

fdµ.

The morphism T̂(k,µ(IΛ),m) in Theorem 2.5 equals to the direct limit lim−→Tu, where

the direct system is (Tu, (eu1u2 : Tu1 → Tu2)u1≤u2) which is induced by the direct

system (2.3), and the morphism eu1u2, say an extension of the embedding of two Λ-

homomorphisms Tu1 and Tu2 , given by the restrictions Tu2 |Eu1
= Tu1 and (

∫
IΛ
·dµ)|Eu

=

T(k,µ(IΛ),m)|Eu
= Tu.

The partial order “�f” (with respect to f) of Ŝτ (IΛ) can be defined by

g �f h if and only if

∥∥∥∥(A
1)

∫

IΛ

(g − f)dµ

∥∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥(A

1)

∫

IΛ

(h− f)dµ

∥∥∥∥.

By (2.1), for any f ∈ Ŝτ (IΛ), we can, in the sense of the partial ordered “�f”, find a
monotone decreasing Cauchy sequence {fi : Eui → k}i∈N of step functions in

⋃
u∈NEu

such that lim←−fi = f , and since
∫
IΛ
·dµ is an extension of Tu satisfying

Tu = T(k,µ(IΛ),m)|Eu
=

(
(A 1)

∫

IΛ

·dµ

)∣∣∣∣
Eu

,

we have

(A 1)

∫

IΛ

fdµ = T̂(k,µ(IΛ),m)(lim←−fi)
♠
= lim←−Tui(fi)

(
♣
= lim

i→+∞
Tui(fi)

)
, (2.5)

where the notation “ lim
i→+∞

” is the limit in analysis because all Tui(fi) are elements in the

field k; ♠ holds since {|Tui(fi− f)|}i∈N is a monotone decreasing Cauchy sequence (for
i ≥ j, fi �f fj yields |Tui(fi−f)| ≤ |Tuj(fj−f)|); and ♣ holds since {|Tui(fi−f)|}i∈N
is a Cauchy sequence in R.

3. The relationships of two integrals on Λ1 and Λ2

We always assume that k is a complete field, the norm defined on k is written as

| · |, containing fully ordered subset I = [c, d]k such that there is an element ξ ∈ (c, d)k
providing two order preserving bijections

κc : [c, d]k → [c, ξ]k and κd : [c, d]k → [ξ, d]k.
0
11



Hanpeng GAO, Shengda LIU, Yu-Zhe LIU, & Yucheng WANG

Then, for any finite-dimensional k-algebra Λ and a given homomorphism τ : Λ→ k of

algebras, we can define IΛ, the σ-algebra Σ(IΛ), the measure µIΛ (=µ for simplification),

Sτ (IΛ) (resp. normed Λ-module), Ŝτ (IΛ) (resp. Banach Λ-module), and two categories

Norp
Λ
and A

p
Λ
. Furthermore, we can provide a categorization of Lebesgue integrations

by the morphisms T(k,µ(IΛ),m) and T̂(k,µ(IΛ),m) =

∫

IΛ

·dµ. Naturally, we obtain the

following questions.

Question 3.1 (Question 1.1). For two finite-dimensional k-algebras Λ1 and Λ2 and two
homomorphisms of algebras τ1 : Λ1 → k and τ2 : Λ2 → k, we can provide the definitions

of integration

∫

IΛ1

·dµIΛ1
and

∫

IΛ2

·dµIΛ2
accordingly by similar way. If Λ1

∼= Λ2, what

is the connection between the two types of integrations mentioned above?

We will answer the above questions in this section.

3.1. Some lemmas. Let Λr, r ∈ {1, 2}, be two finite-dimensional k-algebras with

dimk Λr = nr, and Br = {br1, . . . , brnr} be the basis of Λr. Let ω : Λ1 → Λ2 be a map

between two finite-dimensional k-algebras Λ1 and Λ2 in this section.

3.1.1. The corresponding between Sτ1(IΛ1) and Sτ2(IΛ2). We use the following notation
by Table 1 and the definition of integral normed (resp., Banach) module category in

our paper.

(1) ξr is an element in rI = [cr, dr]k.

(2) IΛr
, written as Ir, is the subset of Λr defined as

n∑

i=1

[cr, dr]kbi.

(3) 1Ir , written as 1r for simplification, is the function Ir → {1}.
(4) τr : Λr → k is a given homomorphism of k-algebras.

(5) µ
rI is the measure defined on the σ-algebra Σ(rI) generated by

{(c′r, d
′
r)k, [c

′
r, d
′
r)k, (c

′
r, d
′
r]k, [c

′
r, d
′
r]k | cr � c′r � d′r � dr}.

(6) µr is the measure, induced by µIr , defined on the σ-algebra Σ(Ir) generated by
n∑

i=1

Iribi, where, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ nr, Iri is one of the forms

(cri, dri)k, (cri, dri]k, [cri, dri)k and [cri, dri]k,

where cr � cri � dri � dr.
(7) rT : rEu → k is the morphism defined as (2.2).

(8) rm : k⊕p2
n

→ k is the Λr-homomorphism defined by the same method of the
definition of (2.4).

Then we can define Norpr and A
p
r for each Λr, and, by Theorem 2.5 (2), there is an

object in A
p
r , which is of the form (k, µr(Ir), rm), such that the homomorphism space

HomNor
p
r
((Sτr(Ir), 1r, γr), (k, µr(Ir), rm)) contains a unique morphism T(k,1,rm) which

can be extended to the unique morphism

T̂(k,µr(Ir),rm) : f 7→ T̂(k,µr(Ir),rm)(f),
0
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in HomA
p
r
((Ŝτr(Ir), 1r, γ̂r), (k, µr(Ir), rm)). In particular, if p = 1, the above morphism

is denoted by

(A 1
r )

∫

Ir

·dµr

in this paper.

Notice that Ir is a subset of Λr, we obtain a natural embedding er : Ir → Λr. Thus,

we get the following diagram

I1
e1

//

ω|I1
��

Λ1

ω
��

I2 e2
// Λ2

commutes. If ω is an injection (resp. a bijection), then it has a left inverse ̟ (resp.
an inverse ̟ = ω−1). Therefore, ̟|I2 ω = 11 (resp. (ω|I1)

−1 = (ω−1)|I2 = ̟|I2), and

any function f : I1 → k defined on I1 induces the function defined on I2 satisfying

f ̟ = f ̟|I2 : I2
̟|I2−→ I1

f
−→k, x 7→ f(̟(x)).

Thus, if ω preserve step function, that is, f ω is a step function lying in Sτ2(I2) for

any f ∈ Sτ1(I1), then we obtain two correspondings

ω : Sτ1(I1)→ Sτ2(I2), f 7→ f ̟|Im(ω) and ̟ : Sτ2(I2)→ Sτ1(I1), g 7→ g ω.

Lemma 3.2. The characteristics of mappings induced by the completions of the spaces

Sτ1(I1) and Sτ2(I2) are as follows:

(1) If ω is an injection, then ̟̂ , the map given by the completion Ŝτ2(I2) of Sτ2(I2),
is also an injection. In this case, the left inverse ̟ of ω induces the left inverse

̟ of ω and the left inverse ̟̂ of ω̂.
(2) If ω is a bijection, then so is ̟. Let ω̂ and ̟̂ are bijections given by the

completions Ŝτ1(I1) and Ŝτ2(I2) of Sτ1(I1) and Sτ2(I2), respectively. Then ω−1 =

̟ and ω̂
−1

= ̟̂ .
Proof. We only prove (1), the proof of (2) is similar. Let f : Λ1 → k be an arbitrary
function in Sτ1(I1), then ̟ ω(f) = f ̟ ω = f , that is, ̟ ω is the identity mapping

defined on Sτ1(I1). This induces that the left inverse of ω̂ is ̟̂ , naturally. �

3.1.2. Measure preserving injection/bijection.

Definition 3.3. We call ω is a measure preserving injection (resp. bijection), if it is an
injection (resp. a bijection) such that the following two conditions hold.

(1) For any subset S1 of Λ1 lying in Σ(I1), the image S2 = Im(ω|S1
) of the restriction

ω|S1
: S1 → S2 of ω is also a subset of Λ2 lying in Σ(I2).

(2) There exists a function F : R→ R such that the diagram

Σ(I1)
µ1

//

S 7→Im(ω|S)=ω|S(S)
��

R

F

��

Σ(I2) µ2

// R

(3.1)

0
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commutes, that is, the equation

( F µ1)(S1) = (µ2 ω|S1)(S1) (= µ2(S2)) (3.2)

holds for all S1 ∈ Σ(I1).

Lemma 3.4. Keeping the notations from Definition 3.3, if ω preserves measure, then
̟ also preserve measure, and F µ1 ̟|Im(ω) is a measure (note that in the case for

ω being bijective, we have ̟|Im(ω) = ̟).

Proof. We only prove this lemma in the case for ω being injective, the case for ω being

bijective is similar.
Let ω−1L be the left inverse ̟ of ω. For any subset S2 of Λ2 lying in Σ(I2), we have

ω−1L |Im(ω)(S2) = ̟|Im(ω)(S2) ∈ Σ(I1) by ω preserving measure. Then we have

( F µ1 ̟|Im(ω))(S2) = F (µ1(̟(S2))) = F (µ1(ω
−1
L (S2)))

which equals to µ2(S2) by (3.1). Thus, F µ1 ̟|Im(ω) = µ2. Since µ2 is a measure, so

is F ◦ µ1 ◦̟|Im(ω). �

3.2. The relationships of two integrals. Now we provide the relationships of the

integrals of functions defined on Λ1 and that of function defined on Λ2.

3.2.1. In the case of ω being an injection/bijection.

Theorem 3.5. Let f and g be two functions lying in Ŝτ1(I1) and Ŝτ2(I2) such that

g = ω(f) = f ̟, respectively. Then F µ1 is a measure defined on Σ(I1) and

T̂
(k, F (µ1(I1)), 1m)

(f) = (A 1
1 )

∫

I1

fd( F µ1) = (A 1
2 )

∫

I2

gdµ2 = T̂(k, µ2(I2), 2m)(g).

(3.3)

Proof. The equation (3.3) yields F (µ1(S)) = µ2(ω(S)) ≥ 0 holds for all S ∈ Σ(I1) and

F (µ1(∅)) = µ2(ω(∅)) = µ2(∅) = 0. Now we show the countable additivity of F µ1.
Take {Xi}i∈N is a family of subsets of Λ1 lying in Σ(I1) with Xi ∩ Xj = ∅ (i 6= j).

Then we have

F

(
µ1

(+∞⋃

i=1

Xi

))
♠
=µ2

(
ω

(+∞⋃

i=1

Xi

))
♣
=µ2

(+∞⋃

i=1

ω(Xi)

)

♥♥♥
=

+∞∑

i=1

µ2(ω(Xi))
♠
=

+∞∑

i=1

F (µ1(Xi))

as required, where two ♠ are given by (3.3), ♣ is given by Xi ∩Xj = ∅ (i 6= j), and ♥♥♥
is given by the injectivity of ω the countable additivity of the measure µ2.

Next, we prove (3.3). Notice that we have a Cauchy sequence {fi}i∈N = {fi : 1Eui
→

k}i∈N in
⋃
u∈N

1Eu. Thus, by Lemma 3.2 (1), have the Cauchy sequence

{gi}i∈N = {gi = fi ̟ : 2Eui
→ k}i∈N

in
⋃
u∈N

2Eu provided by {fi}i∈N such that

f = lim←−fi, g = lim←−gi and (A 1
2 )

∫

I2

gdµ2 = lim←− 2Tui
(gi)

0
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hold, see (2.5). Then, assume that, for each i ∈ N, fi which is of the form
∑ti

j=1 kij1Iij
(kij ∈ k, Iij ∩ Iij′ = ∅ holds for all 1 ≤ j 6= j′ ≤ ti), we have

(A 1
2 )

∫

I2

gdµ2 = (A 1
2 )

∫

I2

f ̟dµ2 = lim
←− 2T ui

(fi̟)

= lim←− 2T ui

( ti∑

j=1

kij(1Iij ̟)

)

= lim←−

ti∑

j=1

kij 2Tui
(1Iij idI1 |Iij ̟|Im(ω))

= lim←−

ti∑

j=1

kij 2Tui
(1ω(Iij))

= lim←−

ti∑

j=1

kijµ2(ω(Iij)).

Thus, by µ2 = F µ1 (ω|S1
)−1 = F µ1 ̟|S2

and ω(Iij) ⊆ S2, we obtain

(A 1
2 )

∫

I2

(f ̟)dµ2 = lim←−

ti∑

j=1

kijµ2(Iij)

= lim←−

ti∑

j=1

kij F
(
µ1(̟|ω(Iij)(ω(Iij)))

)

♦♦♦
= (A 1

1 )

∫

I1

fd( F µ1 ̟|Im(ω) ω)

= (A 1
1 )

∫

I1

fd( F µ1)

as required, where ω (resp. ̟) can be seen as a map sending each set S lying in the

σ-algebra Σ(I1) (resp. Σ(I2)) to the set ω|S(S) (resp. ̟|S(S)) belong to Σ(I2) (resp.

Σ(I1)), and, by Lemma 3.4, ♦♦♦ holds since F µ1 ̟|Im(ω) is a measure defined on Σ(I2)

(and so is F µ1 ̟|Im(ω) ω = F µ1). �

3.2.2. In the case of ω being an isomorphism. Now, we assume that ω : Λ1 → Λ2 is an
isomorphism of algebras in this section. Then, for each r ∈ {1, 2}, there is a basis of

Λr, written as BΛr
= {br1, · · · , brnr}, such that, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n1 = n2, the following

statements hold.

(1) ω(b1i) = b2i;
(2) ω(b1ib1j) = b2ib2j .

The correspondence ω can be written as the standard form

Λ1 ∋

n∑

i=1

kib1i
ω

−−−−→
←−−−−

̟

n∑

i=1

kib2i ∈ Λ2.

If µr is the measure defined on Σ(Ir) induced by the measure µ
rI : Σ(rI)→ R, where

rI = [cr, dr]k and Ir =
∏n

i=1[cr, dr]kbri, then we can not discriminate between the
0
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measures µ1 and µ2 in the case of 1I = 2I. Thus, one can check that ω is a bijection

preserve measure. We obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.6. Let f and g be two functions lying in Ŝτ1(I1) and Ŝτ2(I2) such that
g = ω(f), respectively. If ω is an isomorphism, then

(A 1
1 )

∫

I1

fd( F µ) = (A 1
2 )

∫

I2

gdµ

Proof. It is the direct corollary of Theorem 3.5. �

Now we provide some examples for Corollary 3.6.

Example 3.7. Recall that a quiver is a pair (Q0,Q1) with two functions s : Q1 → Q0

and t : Q1 → Q0, written as Q, where Q0 is called the vertex set whose elements

are called vertices; Q1 is called the arrow set whose elements are called arrows, and
s and t are maps sending each arrow α ∈ Q1 to its starting point and ending point,

respectively. Then the k-linear space spank{℘ | ℘ is a path on Q} is a k-algebra, where
the multiplication is induced by the composition of paths, that is, for any two paths ℘1

and ℘2, if t(℘1) = s(℘2), then the product of ℘1 and ℘2 is defined as the composition
℘1℘2; otherwise, i.e., in the case of t(℘1) 6= s(℘2), we define the product of ℘1 and ℘2

is zero, cf. [2, Chap II]. Respectively, we provide two algebras A and B shown in the

item (1) and (2) of this Example, and show that A ∼= B, and, moreover, provide two
integrals of functions defined on A and B.

(1) Let A = kQ/I be a finite-dimensional algebra given by k = R,Q = 1a 88
b

// 2

and the ideal I = 〈a− a2〉. Then

A = ke1 + ke2 + ka + kb+ kab+ 〈a2 − a〉

Take I = [0, 1], then we have the one-to-one correspondence

IA = [0, 1]A
1−1
←→[0, 1]e1 + [0, 1]e2 + [0, 1]a+ [0, 1]b+ [0, 1]ab =: [0, 1]†.

Now, define f : IA → R induced by the map [0, 1]† → R sending each element k1e1 +

k2e2 + k3a + k4b + k5ab (ki ∈ k, 1 ≤ i ≤ 5) to k1 + k2 + k4. If A 1
A satisfies (L1),

(L3)–(L6), then we have

(A 1
A)

∫

IA

fdµ =

∫∫∫

[0,1]×3

(k1 + k2 + k4)dk1dk2dk4 =
3

2
. (3.4)

(2) LetB = kP be a finite-dimensional algebra given by k = R, P = 1
α

// 2 3
β

oo .
Then

B = kε1 + kε2 + kε3 + kα + kβ.

Notice that we have the isomorphism ω : A
∼=
−→B which is defined by

k1e1 + k2e2 + k3a+ k4b+ k5ab

= (k1 + k3)a+ k2e2 + k1(e1 − a) + (k4 + k5)ab+ k4(e1 − a)b

7→ (k1 + k3)ε1 + k2ε2 + k1ε3 + (k4 + k5)α + k4β,

and its inverse ω−1 = ̟ : B → A is

r1ε1 + r2ε2 + r3ε3 + r4α + r5β 7→ r3e1 + r2e2 + (r1 − r3)a+ r5b+ (r4 − r5)ab
0
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Take I = [0, 1], then we have the one-to-one correspondence

IB = [0, 1]B
1−1
←→[0, 1]ε1 + [0, 1]ε2 + [0, 1]ε3 + [0, 1]α+ [0, 1]β;

the transformation of integration regions

̟(IB) = {r3e1 + r2e2 + (r1 − r3)a+ r5b+ (r4 − r5)ab | r1, r2, r3, r4, r5 ∈ [0, 1]}

⊆ [0, 1]e1 + [0, 1]e2 + [−1, 1]a+ [0, 1]b+ [−1, 1]ab

=: I (⊆ A)

and the function f ̟ : IB → R, the function given in the instance (1) of this example,
is defined by

r1ε1 + r2ε2 + r3ε3 + r4α + r5β 7→ r3 + r2 + r5.

Thus, if A 1
B satisfies L-condition, then we have

(A 1
B)

∫

IB

(f ̟)dµ =

∫∫∫

[0,1]×3

(r3 + r2 + r5)dr3dr2dr5

=
3

2
= (A 1

A)

∫

IA

fdµ, (3.5)

here, F = 1R. Then by (3.4) and (3.5), we have

(A 1
B)

∫

IB

(f ̟)dµ = (A 1
A)

∫

I

fd( F µ)
⋆
=(A 1

A)

∫

IA

fd( F µ), (3.6)

where “⋆” holds since f = f |[0,1]e1+[0,1]e2+[0,1]b can be seen as the restriction of the

function

f : A→ k, (resp. f : I → k)

x = k1e1 + k2e2 + k3a + k4b+ k5ab 7→

{
k1 + k2 + k5, x ∈ IA;

0, otherwise

defined on A (resp. I).

Remark 3.8. The isomorphism ω : A→ B given in Example 3.7 induces the following
relationship

f |ke1+ke2+kb : k1e1 + k2e2 + k4b 7→ k1 + k2 + k4
̟
−→ f ̟|kε2+kε3+kβ : r2ε2 + r3ε3 + r5β 7→ r2 + r3 + r5

which can be seen as a composition of a map sending k1e1+k2e2+k4b to r2ε2+r3ε3+r5β
and a k-linear map w sending r1ε1+r2ε2+r3ε3+r4α+r5β to r2+r3+r5. In this case,

as a non-rigorous perspective, the integration of the integral (3.4) can be understood
as a composition of the vector valued integral

(B)

∫

Wu,v

(k1e1 + k2e2 + k4b)⊗k dA

and the k-linear map φ sending each element k1e1 + k2e2 + k3a + k4b + k5ab to k1 +

k2 + k3 + k4 + k5 in the case for u = 0 < v = 1, where:

• (B)

∫
is a Bochner integration;

• Wu,v = [u, v]e1+ [u, v]e2+ [−(v−u), v−u]a+ [u, v]b+ [−(v−u), v−u]ab, here,

u < v, and one can check W0,1 = ̟(IB);
0
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• dA = (dk1 · e1) ∧ (dk2 · e2) ∧ (dk3 · a) ∧ (dk4 · b) ∧ (dk5 · ab) (“∧” represents

exterior differential form);
• and the following equation

(B)

∫

Wu,v

(k1e1 + k2e2 + k4b)⊗k dA

= (v − u)4 · (L)

∫ v

u

k1e1 · dk1 · e1

+ 16(v − u)4 · (L)

∫ v−u

u−v

k1e1 · dk1 · a

+ 16(v − u)4 · (L)

∫ v−u

u−v

k1e1 · dk1 · ab

+ (v − u)4 · (L)

∫ v

u

k2e2 · dk2 · e2

+ (v − u)4 · (L)

∫ v

u

k4b · dk4 · e2

= (v − u)4 ·
v2 − u2

2
e1 + (v − u)4 ·

v2 − u2

2
e2 + 0a

+ (v − u)4 ·
v2 − u2

2
b+ 0ab (∈ A)

holds, where (L)

∫
is a Lebesgue integration.

Thus,

(B)

∫

̟(IB)

(k1e1 + k2e2 + k4b)⊗k dA =
1

2
e1 +

1

2
e2 + 0a+

1

2
b+ 0ab.

Similarly, the integration of the integral (3.5) can be understood as a composition of

the vector valued integral

(B)

∫

[u,v]B

(r2ε2 + r3ε3 + r5β)⊗k det(JJJ)dB

and the k-linear map ϕ sending each element r1ε1 + r2ε2 + r3ε3 + r4α + r5β to r1 +

r2 + r3 + r4 + r5 in the case for u = 0 < v = 1, where:

• JJJ is the Jacobi Matrix

JJJ =




0 0 1 0 0

0 1 0 0 0
1 0 −1 0 0

0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 −1




of ̟ : B → A;
• dB = (dr1 · ε1) ∧ (dr2 · ε2) ∧ (dr3 · ε3) ∧ (dr4 · α) ∧ (dr5 · β);

• and the following equation

(B)

∫

[u,v]B

(r2ε2 + r3ε3 + r5β)⊗k det(JJJ)dB

0
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= (v − u)4 · (L)

∫

u,v

r2ε2 · dr2 · ε2

+ (v − u)3 · (B)

∫∫

(r3,r5)∈[u,v]×2

r3ε3 · dr3 ∧ dr5 · β

+ (v − u)3 · (B)

∫∫

(r2,r5)∈[u,v]×2

r5β · dr5 ∧ dr2 · ε2

= 0ε1 + (v − u)4 ·
(v2 − u2)

2
ε2 + 0ε3 + 0α+ (v − u)4(v2 − u2)β

holds.

Thus,

(B)

∫

[u,v]B

(r2ε2 + r3ε3 + r5β)⊗k dB = 0ε1 +
1

2
ε2 + 0ε3 + 0α + β (∈ B)

Therefore, (3.6) can be understood as the equation

φ

(
(B)

∫

̟(IB)

fdA

)
=

3

2
= ϕ

(
(B)

∫

IB

f ̟dB

)

about two Bochner intersections in Example 3.7.
Notice that φ is induced by the sum

∑
v∈Q0

kv of the augmentations (A→ kev)v∈Q0

of A and ϕ is induced by the sum
∑

v∈P0
rv of the augmentations (B → kεv)v∈P0

of B.
Here, an augmentation of an associative algebra A over a field (or a commutative ring)

k is a k-algebra homomorphism A→ k; and an algebra together with an augmentation
is called an augmented algebra, see [19].

4. Applications: Stieltjes integrations

We provide some applications for Theorem 3.5 in this section.

4.1. Lebesgue-Stieltjes integrations. Let f : [α, β]→ R be a non-negative function
and bounded and ϕ : [α, β] → R be a monotone non-decreasing and right-continuous,

function where α, β ∈ R. Define w((s, t]) = ϕ(t)− ϕ(s) and w({α}) = 0 (alternatively,

the construction works for ϕ left-continuous, and w([s, t)) = ϕ(t)− ϕ(s) w({β}) = 0).
By Carathéodory’s extension theorem, there is a unique Borel measure uϕ on [α, β]

which agrees with w on every interval. The measure uϕ arises from an outer measure
(in fact, a metric outer measure) given by

uϕ(E) = inf

{
∑

i

uϕ(Ii)

∣∣∣∣ E ⊆
⋃

i

Ii

}

the infimum taken over all coverings of E by countably many semiopen intervals. In

analysis, this measure is called the Lebesgue-Stieltjes measure associated with ϕ. Fur-
thermore, the Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral

(L-S)

∫ β

α

f(x)dϕ(x)

is defined as the Lebesgue integral of f with respect to the measure uϕ in the usual

way.
0
19



Hanpeng GAO, Shengda LIU, Yu-Zhe LIU, & Yucheng WANG

Example 4.1. Keep the notations from Definition 3.3. Take a monotone non-decreasing

and right-continuous function ϕ : [0, 1] → R, Λ2 = R, and the category A
p
2 satisfying

L-condition (I = [x0, x1] satisfies x0 = min
x

ϕ(x) = ϕ(0) and x1 = max
x

ϕ(x) = ϕ(1)),

and let A
p
1 satisfy the following conditions

(1) The conditions (L1)–(L5) in L-condition hold.
(2) The measure µ1 is the Lebesgue-Stieltjes measure uϕ associated with a function

ϕ.

Then µ1 sending each interval (a, b] to ϕ(b) − ϕ(a) and µ2 is the Lebesgue measure
defined on Σ([x0, x1]). Consider the map Σ([0, 1]) → Σ([x0, x1]), S 7→ ω|S(S) induced

by ω|(a,b]((a, b]) = (ϕ(a), ϕ(b)] (i.e., induced by ω : x 7→ ϕ(x)), then the diagram (3.1)
and the equation (3.2) are

Σ([0, 1])
µ1=uϕ

//

S 7→ω|S(S)

��

R≥0

1
R≥0 ,

Σ([x0, x1])
µ2

(Lebesgue measure)
// R≥0

and, for any S ∈ Σ([0, 1]),

µ2 ω|S(S) = µ1(S) = uϕ(S),

respectively. Then (3.3) yields that

T̂(R,uϕ([0,1]),1m)(f) = T̂(R,µ2([x1,x0]),2m)(f ̟) (4.1)

for any 0 ≤ f ∈ ̂S1R
([0, 1]), where uϕ([0, 1]) = ϕ(1)− ϕ(0) and µ2([x0, x1]) = x1 − x0.

Notice that the left of (4.1) is a Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral and the right of it is a

Lebesgue integral in this example. In other words, we obtain

(L-S)

∫ 1

0

f(x)dϕ(x) = (L)

∫ x1

x0

f(̟(x))dµ2.

4.2. Riemann-Stieltjes integrations. Let f be a real variable on the interval [α, β]

with respect to another function ϕ : R → R. Take P : α = t0 < t1 < . . . < tn = β a
partition of [α, β], and, for any sequence {ηi}

n
i=1 with ηi ∈ [ti, ti+1], define the Riemann-

Stieltjes sum by

S(P, f, ϕ) =

n−1∑

i=0

f(ηi)(ϕ(ti+1)− ϕ(ti)).

The Riemann-Stieltjes integral of f(x) respect to ϕ(x) is the limit

(R-S)

∫ β

α

f(x)dϕ(x) := lim
λ→0

S(P, f, ϕ),

where λ = max
0≤i<n

(ti+1 − ti).

Example 4.2. Keep the notations from Definition 3.3. Now we provide an interpre-

tation for Riemann-Stieltjes integration in the case of ϕ : [0, 1]→ R to be an injective
0
20



Normed modules over algebras II: Stieltjes integrations of on finite-dimensional algebras

absolutely continuous function. Take Λ2 = R, and the category A
p
2 satisfying L-

condition (I = [x0, x1] satisfies x0 = min
x

ϕ(x) and x1 = max
x

ϕ(x)), and let A
p
1 satisfy

the following conditions.

(1) The conditions (L1)–(L5) in L-condition hold.
(2) µ1 is the measure induced by [a, b] 7→ ϕ(b) − ϕ(a) for any sufficiently small

interval [a, b] ⊆ [0, 1].

Consider the map Σ([0, 1]) → Σ([x0, x1]), S 7→ ω|S(S) induced by ω : x 7→ ϕ(x), then,
similar to (4.1), we have

T̂(R, u1([0,1]), 1m)(f) = T̂(R, µ2([x0,x1]), 2m)(f ̟) (4.2)

for any f ∈ ̂S1R
([0, 1]) by (3.2), where

µ1([0, 1]) = lim
λ→0

n−1∑

i=1

(ϕ(ti+1)− ϕ(ti)),

0 = t1 < t2 < . . . < tn = 1 is an arbitrary partition of [0, 1], λ = max(ti+1 − ti).

Notice that the left of (4.2) is a Riemann-Stieltjes integral and the right of it is a
Lebesgue integral in this example. In other words, we obtain

(R-S)

∫ 1

0

f(x)dϕ(x) = (L)

∫ x1

x0

f(̟(x))dµ2.

4.3. Integration by substitution. Keep the notations from Definition 3.3, and con-
sider the categories A

p
1 and A

p
2 satisfies the following conditions:

(1) A
p
1 and A

p
2 satisfy L-conditions are integral Banach module categories of R,

that is, A
p
1 = A

p
2 = A 1 (take 1I = [0, 1] and 2I = [α, β] in this case);

(2) F : R → R is a function such that F |
1I : 1I = [0, 1] → 2I = [α, β] is continuous

and bijective;
(3) and ω = F (it is induced by the diagram (3.1)).

Then we have ̟ = F−1 is bijective and obtain

(L)

∫ 1

0

f(x)d( F µ) = (L)

∫ β

α

f(̟(x))dµ (4.3)

by Theorem 3.5, where µ1 and µ2, written as µ in the above formula for simplification,

are Lebesgue measures defined on the σ-algebras Σ([0, 1]) and Σ([α, β]), respectively.

Furthermore, if F is differentiable and f is a step function in Eu (or, generally, is a
Riemann integrability function), then the left integral in the above equation is also

a Riemann-Stieltjes integral, and furthermore, two integrals in the above formula are

Riemann integrals, that is, we have

(R-S)

∫ 1

0

f(x)d F (x) = (R)

∫ 1

0

f(x)d F (x)
♠
=(R)

∫ β

α

f( F−1(x))dx. (4.4)

The integral on the left side of the ♠ can be seen as a Riemann integral obtain by
applying the substitution x = F (y) to the Riemann integral on the right side of ♠. The

formulas (4.3) and (4.4) are called the substitution rules of integral in analysis.
0
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4.4. Lebesgue integrations and Riemann integrations. By the works of the au-

thors of [18], the Lebesgue integration is a morphism in the category A p satisfying
L-condition. Interestingly, if A

p
1 and A

p
2 , the categories satisfying L-condition, coin-

cide, then, keep the notations from Definition 3.3, 1I = 2I = [0, 1], and ω = idR (= ̟),

we have A
p
1 and A

p
2 satisfy the conditions (1)–(3) in Subsection 4.3 (α = 0, β = 1),

and, immediately, we have F = 1R : x 7→ x for all x ∈ R by the commutative diagram
(3.1). In this case, the substitution rule (4.3) is trivial and provide an interpretation

for Lebesgue integration.
It is well-know that all Riemann integrability functions defined on [0, 1] are elements

lying in ̂S1R
([0, 1]). Let R([0, 1]), as a subset of ̂S1R

([0, 1]), be the set of all Riemann

integrability functions, then, naturally, we have the restriction

γ 1
2
|R([0,1])⊕12 : R([0, 1])⊕12 → R([0, 1])

of γ 1
2
, and obtain a triple (R([0, 1]), 1[0,1], γ 1

2
|R([0,1])⊕12), as a object in Nor1, which is

an subobject of (S1R
([0, 1]), 1[0,1], γ 1

2
). Then the restriction

T̂(R,1,m)|R([0,1]) ∈ HomNor1((R([0, 1]), 1[0,1], γ 1
2
|R([0,1])⊕12), (R, 1, m))

of the morphism

T̂(R,1,m) ∈ HomA 1((S1R
([0, 1]), 1, γ 1

2
), (R, 1, m))

sending each function in R([0, 1]) to its Riemann integral.

Therefore, continuing to discuss the first paragraph of this subsection, if f ∈ R([0, 1]),
then (4.3) and (4.4) are trivial and coincident. Two equations provide an interpretation

for Riemann integrations.
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