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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 I; C A; and Iy C As of two finite-dimensional
algebras, under the influence of a mapping w, which can be an injection or a bijection.
We explore four specific cases:

e w as a monotone non-decreasing and right-continuous function;

e w as an injective, absolutely continuous function;

e w as a bijection;

e and w 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 [11], 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 [0].
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 [I 1], 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 [I,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 7,3, 15]. In particular, Leinster

provided a categorical interpretation for Lebesgue integrations through the category

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 [15], the authors

point out that the integral of a function f defined on a integration region I = [c, d]iby X
- X [e, d]ibn, a special subset of A, equals to f(f), where:

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

e Tisa special A-homomorphism from the left A-module S/T(\]IA), the completion
of the set S;(I4) of all equivalence lasses of elementary simple functions (see
Table 1), to the A-module k whose left A-action is defined as

Axk—k
(a, k) — a-k:=71(a)k;

e 7: /A — Kk is an epimorphism of k-algebras;
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e and the left A-module structures of S;(I4) and k are defined by a - f(z)
7(a)f(x) and a - k :== 7(a)k (Va € A, f(z) € S;(I4) and k € k).

If o/P satisfies L-condition, that is, satisfies the conditions (L1) — (L6) given in

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

—

Proposition 2.2|, that is, T sends any function f in S;(I4) 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 A, and the categories
NorP (see Subsection 2.2) and «/P. This interpretation comes from the following ques-
tion considered by the second author of our paper.

Question 1.1. Take Ay and Ay be two finite-dimensional k-algebras and w the ho-
momorphism of algebras. Let, for any » € {1,2}, 7! be the integral Banach module

category of A,, and T, written as A / -dpt, be the morphism in 27! which is in-
L.
duced by the A,-homomorphism of A,-modules used to describe the integral. What are
the relationships between T} = (42%11)/ Ay and Th = (42%21)/ -dpa?
Hl ]I2
Assume that w : Ay — A9 is either a measure preserving injection or a measure
preserving bijection, where w functions as both:

(1) for any subset S7 of A; lying in X(I;) (X(I;) is a o-algebra defined by the
integration region I1), the image Sy = Im(w|g,) of the restriction w|g, : S1 — S
of w is also a subset of Ag lying in 3(Iy);

(2) There exists a function § : R — R such that

(8 o m1)(51) = (p2 e wls,)(51) (= pa(52))
holds for all S; € X(I;).

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 S, (I;)
and S+, () such that g =wW(f) = f o w, where

(1) S:-\(]Il) is the completions of the set S;,(I1) of all elementary simple functions

n
defined on the integration region 1; = H[cl, di]ikbi (C Ay);
=1
(2) S;, (L) is the completions of the set S;,(I2) of all elementary simple functions
n

defined on the integration region Iy = H[CQ, da]ibai (C A2);
i=1
(3) w is the left inverse of w.

Then there exists a function § : R — R such that:

(a) § o p1 qualifies as a measure;

(b) The integral of f over I} with respect to § o 1, equals the integral of g over Iy
with respect to po. That is

@y [ 7d(s o ) = () / gy, (1.1)
I; 1Y
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Particularly, if w functions as a measure-preserving isomorphism, its left inverse w
also preserves measure. In this case, w can be written as the standard form

n n
/11 > Z/{Zibu - Zkib% € /12.
i=1 T =1

Furthermore, if ¢; = c2 and d; = ds, there is no distinction between the measures ji;
and pg. We obtain the following corollary.

—_—

Corollary 1.3 (Corollary 3.6). Let f and g be two functions lying in S;, (I1) and S,(I2)
such that g = w(f), respectively. If w is an isomorphism, then

@) [ ga(s o) = () [ g
Hl ]12
Let Ao = 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 w is a monotone non-decreasing
and right-continuous function. In this scenario, the function §, as specified by
Theorem 1.2, is identified as the identity 1g>o. The left integral in formula (1.1)
may qualify as a Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral, provided that szll and %1 meet
certain conditions (see Example 4.1 for details).

(2) In Subsection 4.2, we considered the case of w to be an injective absolutely
continuous function. In this case, § = 1r>o0, and the left integral of the formula
(1.1) may be either a Riemann-Stieltjes integral if <! and <7 satisfies some
special conditions (see Example 4.2 for details).

(3) In Subsection 4.3, we considered the case of § = w to be a bijection, where
§: 41 =R — Ay = R is a continuous function whose image is [a, §]. In this
case, if 42%11 = /) = o/, then we obtain the substitution rules of Lebesgue
integral, see (4.3).

(4) In Subsection 4.4, we considered the case of § = w = 1g, where § is the
function of the form A; = R — A2 = R,z + x. In this case, if 11 = ol = [0, 1]
and szll = %1 —= o/, 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 Slm]). Let R([0,1]), as a subset of
S1, ([0, 1]), be the set of all Riemann integrability functions, then the restriction

/ -dpy of (1.1) provide an interpretation for Riemann integration.
L R([0,1])

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.
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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 [1 8] 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 ¢ and d, A be a finite-dimensional k-algebra over k, and By = {b; |
1 < i < n} be the basis of A as a k-linear space. We always assume that [c, d]y
contains an element ¢ satisfying ¢ < € < d such that two order preserving bijections
Ke @ [e,dlic — [¢, €]k and kq : [e, d]ic — [€, d]i exist. We use the concepts and notations
shown in Table 1 in our paper.

It is clear that S(I4) is an infinite-dimensional k-linear space, and it is a A-module
defined by the following k-linear map

0:4A— End]k(S(]IA)), a = Pa,

where g : S(I4) — S(I4) sends any function f in S(I4) to the function ¢, (f) := 7(a)f,
that is, for any a € A and f € S(Il,), the left A-action is

AxS(Iy) = S(Iy), a- f = ¢a(f) =7(a)f.
Let X(II) be the o-algebra generated by
{(,d)i, [, )i, (¢, dNi, [, di | ¢ < < d < d},
and gy be the measure defined on X(II) such that, for any a € I, ur({a}) is zero. Let
Y (I4) be the o-algebra generated by all subsets Z?:l I;b; of A, where, for any 1 < i < n,

bt
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TABLE 1. Notations

idg The identity map defined on a set S
1 € S;
1g The function 1g(z) =< e
0, =¢S5
I, The set Z?:l Ib; of all elements Z?:l kib; in A satisfy-
ing k1,...,kn el
(, )1 A fully ordered subset {k € [ |z <k <y} of I
(z, y]K A fully ordered subset {k € [ |2 < k <y} of I
[z, 9)Kk A fully ordered subset {k € [ |2 <k <y} of I
[z, YK A fully ordered subset {k € [ |2 <k <y} of I
elementary A map f I, — Lk which is the finite sum
simple function | f(ky,..., ky) = 23:1 kily, (k; € k) such that:

(defined on I4)

o [ = H?:1 Iij, and, for any 1 < j < n, I;j is a
subset of I which is one of the forms (c;j, d;j)xk,
(Cijadij]]k) [Cijadij)]k and [Cijadij]]ka Where C j
¢ < di 2 d;

. U§:1[i =1Iy,and ;NI = forall 1 <i#j<
t;

e 1; is the function I; — {1}.

S(Iy) The set of all equivalence classes of elementary simple
functions defined on 14
T A given homomorphism A — k between two k-algebras
|- |k (=|-| for | A given norm defined on k

simplification)

normed A left A-module M with a norm || - || : M — R such

A-module that ||am|| = |7(a)|||m| holds for all « € A and m € M

|l - llar (=] - || for | The norm defined on A-module M

simplification)

m |

Bochner/Lebesgue/Riemann integration

Lebesgue-Stieltjes integration

ws) [
ws) |

Riemann-Stieltjes integration

I; is one of the form (¢;, d;)k, (¢, dili, [ci, di)i and [¢;, di]i, ¢ = ¢; < d;j < d. Obviously,
pr induces a measure, say pup, (or, without ambiguity, say p) in our paper, defined on
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¥(I4), such that

n n
MLy < Z [ibi) = H pr(i).
i=1 i=1
Now, we can define the equivalence classes of functions by

fi1 ~ faif and only if u({z € I | fi(x) # fa(x)}) = 0.
If we do not differentiate between two functions which are equivalent, then the map
|- llp: A = R>q defined as

n l
P 4+ kol = (3 )
=1

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

Ax A= /1, (al,ag) —> T(al)ag,

is a norm A-module, and the map || - || : S(I4) — R>q defined as
t 1
171 (Zukiwm)p)
1=1

is a norm defined on S(I4) such that S(II4) is a normed A-module which is written as
S-(I4) in this paper.
We can define the completion of normed A-module M by the following steps.

Step 1 Define the Cauchy sequences, that is, the sequence x = {x; ;Of in M such that,
for any € > 0, we can find an integer N € N such that ||z, — z,|| < & holds for
all u,v > N.

Step 2 For any Cauchy sequence x = {xz};of in M, define the equivalent class, say [z],
containing z is the set of all Cauchy sequences y = {y; fzof in M which satisfies
that, for arbitrary € > 0, there exists N € N such that ||z; — y;|| < & holds for
all 7 > N.

Step 3 Let €(M) be the set of all Cauchy sequences in M. Then it is a A-module,
and [{0}] is a submodule of it, where {0} = 0,0,.... Then the quotient module
E(M)/[{0}], written as M, is a normed A-module whose norm | - [I47 can bd
defined by the norm || - [|as of M as follows.

|zl 57 = llcll, if z = {2} is equivalent to {c} T =c,c,....

By the first isomorphism theorem, M is isomorphic to the set of all equivalence classes
of Cauchy sequences which as a A-module. Furthermore, a normed A-module is called
a Banach A-module if its completeness is equal to itself.

2.2. The categories for? and /P and their special objects. In this section we
review the definitions of the categories AorP and /P, and recall some results in [15].

2.2.1. The categories SorP and o/P. Assume that A be an arbitrary finite-dimensional
lk-algebra whose dimension dimy A is n.

Definition 2.1. The category #or!] (without ambiguity, we write it as AorP), say the
integral normed module category of A, is defined as follows.

7
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e The object in Aor? is a triple (N, v,d) of normed A-module N, an element v
lying in N and a A-homomorphism 6 : N®2" — N satisfying (v,---,v) — v
such that, for any monotone decreasing Cauchy sequence {z;};eny in N (the
partial order “<” in this case is defined as, for any 2/,2” € N, 2/ < 2" if and
only if [|2" — lima;[| < [l2” — limz; ), the commutativity

6(mz;) = limd ()
of the inverse limit and the A-homomorphism holds, where, for any 2" A-modules
XZ ey in,
2’71
@p XZ :Xl@p"'@pXQ”
i=1

2n
is the direct sum @ X; whose norm is

=1
2n
|1 @D Xi = Rxg
=1

T uD )" N >
(w1, ﬂa((ﬂ(h)) ;n il”)

e The morphism (N,v,d) — (N',v/,d') is a A-homomorphism f : N — N such
that the following conditions hold.
- )=

— the diagram

el

N/GBPQ” y N/

commutes.

Definition 2.2. The category </f (without ambiguity, we write it as </P), say the
integral Banach module category of A, is the full subcategory of AorP such that each
object (N, v,6) in &/P satisfies that N is a Banach A-module.

2.2.2. The objects (S7(I4),11,,7v¢) and (k, u(Ix), m). Take ¢, say justaposition map,
is the k-linear map
e 1 S ()% — S.(I)
defined by
_ —1 —1
Ye(f)(kr, . hn) = > L+ fiongn) (55 (R0, sk (k)
(01,-..,0n)E{c,d} x - x{c,d}
where k = kg, (I) x -+ x ks, (I); and k1 # &, ..., ky # & Then (S;(I4), 11,,7¢) is an

object in AorP, its completion (S;(I4), 15,,7¢) is an initial object in &/?. It follows
that, for any object (N, v,d) in /P, the morphism space

Homr/i/()’r’P((STGIA)a 1]1/17 7&)7 (N7 v, 5))
contains only one morphism. Thus, we have the following result.

8



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

Theorem 2.3. ([18, Theorems 6.3]) For any object (N,v,d) in <P, there is a unique
morphism

TN wes) € Hom sore ((S7(1a), 1y, e), (N, 0,6)).
can be extended to the morphism

T(Nw,s) € Homgm ((S-(I4), 11,,7%), (N, v,9)).
The field k can be seen as a A-module with A x k — k, (a,k) — a -k = 7(a)k.
Then, the norm |- | : k — R>¢ defined on k satisfies that

a- k| = |7(a)k] = |T(a)][K.
Thus, k is a normed A-module.

Now, we denote £ € I = [¢,d]y by &11. The element &17 divides T =: IOV to two
subsets [a, &1k =: 1Y and (€11, 0] =: I02) Next, let £99 = &11 (= ¢), and denote by
&91 and 93 the two elements in 4 such that

o ¢ < o1 = Kckic(d) = Kekg(c) = Kake(c) = Ke(€11) < §20;
o $29 < &3 = Kgha(c) = Kgke(d) = Kake(d) = Kqé11 < d.
Then I is divided to four subsets which are of the form (2t = (€26, &2 t41]K (0 <t < 3)

by ¢ = &0 < €21 < €22 < €23 < E24 = d. Repeating the above step ¢ times, we obtain a
sequence of 2/ — 1 elements lying in I

c=&0 <& <& < <& =d,

where all 2¢ subsets which are of the form It 5+1) = €15, & s11]K, and obtain 2! order
preserving bijections rg,, from It 51 o (O,

For any family of subsets (I(“%))1<;c,, (1 < v; < 2%), we denote by L(y0,), the
function 1, |H?:1 1u;vp for simplification, where [(uivi) o T(wvi) 5 £,1 C T4 holds for all
iand By = {b; | 1 <i <n} is the k-basis of A.

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

Z Ewson)s L), (& Z k;1j, for simplification),

(Uz’vi)i 7
where each k(,,,,), lies in k, the number of all summands of the above sum is (2)" = 2",
and each (u;v;); corresponds to the Cartesian product H?Zl [(uivi)  The set F,, is called
a step function spaces (defined on 14) and each function lying in E,, is called a step
functions, Then it is easy to check that each F, is a normed submodule of S-(I4), and
E, C E,+1 because each step function constant on each of I(w) ig equivalent to a step
function constant on each of I(“t1 ¥) Thus,

—

k~FEyCF C...CE C...CS.(I;) C S (Ly).
The authors of [15] have checked that

—

limEy, = S-(I4), (2.1)
see [18, Lemma 5.4] or cf. [0, Examples 2.2.4 (h) and 2.2.6 (g)].

For any u € N, we define
T, : E, — ]k, Zkil[i — Z k?zlﬁ(]z) (2.2)
) 7

9
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Notice that E, is a A-module defined as
AX E, — Ey,(a,f)—a-f:=71(a)f,
then it is easy to see that
Tula- f) =Tu(r(a)f) = 7(a)Tu(f) = a- Tu(f),

that is, T}, is a A-homomorphism. The restriction 7| o2 of ¢, written as v for
simplification, and the A-homomorphism T}, induces a map

my k9?2 5k

k
by the following way. For any k € k, consider the function fj, = mlﬂ ., we have
A
T(fx) = T. (L1 )— ) =k
@) ) )

Then for any k = (k1,..., ko) € k2" fr = (frrs. o) frgm) € E;B”zn is a preimage of
k under the A-homomorphism 792", We define my, (k) = Tyt1(7e(fx)), that is, my, is a
A-homomorphism such that the following diagram

®,2" V¢
Eup — Ly+1

qumn l lTuH

ko2 s K

My
commutes, cf. [18, Lemma 7.2]. Then, consider the direct system
C
((EU)UGN7 (Eul — Em)ulgug) (23)

{my }uen induces a map
m= hﬂ my s kP2 5k (2.4)

which satisfies that m(u(Iy),...,u(I4)) = p(l,) since, for each u € N, m, sends
(u(Lp), ..., u(Ly)) to u(I,). Furthermore, (k, x(I4), m) is an object in AorP.

2.2.3. The categorization of Lebesgue integrations. The following result show that the
morphism Ty, 5) given in Theorem 2.3 provide a categorization of Lebesgue integra-
tions in the case for (N,v,d) = (k, pu(I4), m) if k is a completion field.

Theorem 2.5. Formalizing the categorical interpretation of Lebesque 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, u(I4),m), in </* such
that

T p(tayim) = f = T p(way.m (f), denote it by (»‘Zfl)/H -dp
A

is a unique morphism in Hom g ((Sr(I4), 11,,7¢), (k, 1,m)) satisfying following
statements.

- §k7u(ﬂA)7m)<1ﬂA) = M(H/l);

= T pu(ra),m) = Sr(la) = Kk is a homomorphism of A-modules;

A~

— Tty om) (1 F1) < | Ty m) ().

10
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(2) (cf. [15, Proposition 2.2] or [18, Corollary 8.3]) If &/ satisfies L-conditions, that
18, it is such that the following conditions hold:
(L) p=1;
(L2) k = R = A (in this case, the norms of k and A coincide), ork = C = A
(in this case, the norm of C is defined by the modulus of complex numbers);

(L3) I= [x1,+:cz] (= Ir); N .
1+ T T+ 1 T+ T
<L4> £ = T: H:m(x) = 5 H$2<x) = 9 ’
(L5) T id]k,
(L6) p: X(I4) — R20 is the Lebesgue measure defined on the o-algebra (I 4),

then, there exists an object in </, which is of the form (]k,l,m) such that
for any f € S:(Ix), Tiwe,1,m) is a k-linear space from S (]IA) to Kk sending any

f€S:(Iy) toits Lebesgue integral, i.e.,

T 1) (f) = (L)/ fdu.

The morphism j:(]k“u(]l 1),m) i Theorem 2.5 equals to the direct limit liﬂTu, where
the direct system is (Ty, (€uyus : Tuy — Tus)ui<u,) Which is induced by the direct
system (2.3), and the morphism e,,,,, say an extension of the embedding of two A-
homomorphisms Ty, and Ty,, given by the restrictions Ty, |, = Ty, and ( ﬁIA dp)|g, =
T, prn),m) | Eu = T -

The partial order “X;” (with respect to f) of S;(I4) can be defined by

‘(%H / (9= F)dn

1A

g =y h if and only if

) [ - f)duH-

Ia

By (2.1), for any f € S;(I4), we can, in the sense of the partial ordered “=<;”, find a
monotone decreasing Cauchy sequence { f; : Ey, — k}en of step functions in |, Eu
such that l&n fi = f, and since fh -dp is an extension of T, satisfying

T = Tieutiaym 5. = (ww /H -du>

() [ fdu =Ty mimfi) & in T (1) (2 2im T (f)),  (25)

HA i——+00

Y

E,

we have

where the notation “ lim ” is the limit in analysis because all T, (f;) are elements in the
1—+00

field k; @ holds since {|Ty,(fi — f)|}ien is @ monotone decreasing Cauchy sequence (for

i 2 j, fi 2y fy vields [Ty, (fi = )] < |Tu;(f; = f)]); and & holds since {|T%, (fi — f)[}ien
is a Cauchy sequence in R.

3. THE RELATIONSHIPS OF TWO INTEGRALS ON /A; AND /5

We always assume that k is a complete field, the norm defined on k is written as
| - |, containing fully ordered subset I = [c, d]y such that there is an element & € (¢, d)x
providing two order preserving bijections

e [ dlie = [ €l and kg - [e, dli = [€, e
11
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Then, for any finite-dimensional k-algebra A and a given homomorphism 7 : 4 — k of
algebras, we can define [ 4, the o-algebra ¥(I4), the measure py, (=u for simplification),

S-(I4) (resp. normed A-module), S-(I4) (resp. Banach A-module), and two categories
Jl/orﬁ and o/ /119 . Furthermore, we can provide a categorization of Lebesgue integrations

by the morphisms Ty ,1,),m) and ﬁk7u(ﬂ A)m) = / -du. Naturally, we obtain the
I
following questions. !

Question 3.1 (Question 1.1). For two finite-dimensional k-algebras A; and A9 and two
homomorphisms of algebras 7 : A7 — k and 75 : A3 — &k, we can provide the definitions
of integration / -dpg,, and / -dpr,, accordingly by similar way. If Ay = Az, what

Iy, T4,
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 A,, r € {1,2}, be two finite-dimensional k-algebras with
dimy A, = n,, and By = {by1,...,brpn, } be the basis of A,. Let w: A; — Az be a map
between two finite-dimensional k-algebras A; and As in this section.

3.1.1. The corresponding between Sy, (I14,) and S;,(I4,). We use the following notation
by Table 1 and the definition of integral normed (resp., Banach) module category in
our paper.

(1) & is an element in I = [¢;, dp .
n

(2) I4,, written as I, is the subset of A, defined as Z[cr, dy 1.
i=1

(3) 1r,, written as 1, for simplification, is the function I, — {1}.

(4) 7 : A, — k is a given homomorphism of k-algebras.

(5) 1 is the measure defined on the o-algebra X(,I) generated by

{(C;M d;')]ka [C;w d;')lka (C;ﬂ d;']lkv [C;M d;"]lk | cr 2 C;' = d;" = dT}

(6) py is the measure, induced by py,, defined on the o-algebra ¥ (II,) generated by
n

Z I,.;b;, where, for any 1 < i < n,, I; is one of the forms
=1
(¢ris dri)ks (Cris drilks [Cris dri)i and [erg, drili,
where ¢, < ¢y 2 dp; 2 dy.
(7) /T : rE, — k is the morphism defined as (2.2).
(8) ym : k®?" — k is the A,-homomorphism defined by the same method of the
definition of (2.4).

Then we can define Aorf and @ for each A,, and, by Theorem 2.5 (2), there is an
object in ", which is of the form (K, ,-(I.), »m), such that the homomorphism space
Hom 5,2 ((Sr, (L), 17, 9¢), (k, p1r (L), »m)) contains a unique morphism iy 1 ,,) which
can be extended to the unique morphism

Taepr@)m) £ Tty 1)) ()
12
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in Hommp((S:-\(]IT) 1.,7:), (k, (L), »m)). In particular, if p = 1, the above morphism
is denoted by
() [
I
in this paper.
Notice that I is a subset of A,, we obtain a natural embedding e, : I, — A,. Thus,
we get the following diagram
I —> A4
wln, l lw
o —= 42

commutes. If w is an injection (resp. a bijection), then it has a left inverse w (resp.
an inverse @ = w~1). Therefore, w|y, - w = 11 (resp. (w|g,)~! = (w™H|1, = @|y,), and
any function f : Iy — k defined on I; induces the function defined on Iy satisfying

fom=femly: L3 Lk oo flw(@).

Thus, if w preserve step function, that is, f o w is a step function lying in S;,(I2) for
any f € S; (I;), then we obtain two correspondings

W: S () = Sr(I2), f = f e @lim@w) and @ : Sy, (I2) = Sr (), g g - w.

Lemma 3.2. The characteristics of mappings induced by the completions of the spaces
S+ (I1) and S+, (I2) are as follows:

(1) Ifw is an injection, then =, the map given by the completion STQ\(I[Q) of S+, (L),
1s also an ingection. In this case, the left inverse w of w induces the left inverse
w of w and the left inverse o ofw

(2) If w is a bzye/ctﬂl then so is w. Let W and = are bijections given by the

completions STl(I[l) and STQ\(]IQ) of S7,(I) and S, (I3), respectively. Thenw 1 =

g
S
S8
£
I
&b

Proof. We only prove (1), the proof of (2) is similar. Let f : A; — k be an arbitrary
function in S, (I), then W wW(f) = f o wow = f, that is, @ - w is the identity mapping
defined on S, (I;). This induces that the left inverse of @ is 7@, naturally. U

3.1.2. Measure preserving injection/bijection.

Definition 3.3. We call w 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 57 of 41 lying in (I} ), the image So = Im(w|g, ) of the restriction
wlg, : S1 — S2 of w is also a subset of Ay lying in X(I5).
(2) There exists a function § : R — R such that the diagram
»(I) 2 (3.1)
Sb—>Im(w|s)=w|s(S)l ‘( g
S(I2) —~R

13
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commutes, that is, the equation

(8 o 11)(51) = (p2 e wls,)(51) (= pa(S2)) (3:2)
holds for all S; € X(I;).

Lemma 3.4. Keeping the notations from Definition 3.3, if w preserves measure, then
@ also preserve measure, and § o f11 o @W|iy () s a measure (note that in the case for
w being bijective, we have w@|py(,) = @).

Proof. We only prove this lemma in the case for w being injective, the case for w being
bijective is similar.

Let wp ! be the left inverse @ of w. For any subset Sy of As lying in ¥(I5), we have
Wilhm(w)(SQ) = @|im(w)(S2) € X(I1) by w preserving measure. Then we have

(8 o 11 © @lim(w)) (S2) = § (11 (@(52))) = § (u1(wp ' (S2)))
which equals to p2(S2) by (3.1). Thus, § o p1 o @i () = p2. Since ug is a measure, so
is § oulowhm(w). ]

3.2. The relationships of two integrals. Now we provide the relationships of the
integrals of functions defined on A; and that of function defined on As.

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

—_—

Theorem 3.5. Let f and g be two functions lying in Sy, (I1) and S;,(I3) such that
g=w(f)=fow, respectively. Then § o pu1 is a measure defined on ¥(I;) and

~ ~

T = (A} d(F o — (o7} / duo = T . .
(]k7 S (Nl(ﬂl))7 1m)(f) ( 1 ) Hl f ( Ml) ( 2 ) ]12 g l’LQ (]k7 ,LLQ(]IQ), 2 )(g)
(3.3)

Proof. The equation (3.3) yields & (u1(S5)) = p2(w(S)) > 0 holds for all S € ¥(I[;) and
§(u1(9)) = p2(w(D)) = u2(F) = 0. Now we show the countable additivity of § o 1.
Take {X;}ien is a family of subsets of Ay lying in ¥(I;) with X; N X; = @ (i # j).
Then we have

+00 +00 oo
(G0
=1 ] o 1=1 . i=1

23" ha((Xy) * > 3 (m (X))

as required, where two # are given by (3.3), & is given by X; N X; = & (i # j), and ©
is given by the injectivity of w the countable additivity of the measure ps.
Next, we prove (3.3). Notice that we have a Cauchy sequence {f;};en = {fi 1 1 £y, —

k}ien in (J 1E,. Thus, by Lemma 3.2 (1), have the Cauchy sequence
u€eN

{9itien ={gi = fi o @ : 2By, — k}ien

in |J 2F, provided by {fi}ien such that
u€eN

f=1limf;, ¢g=limg; and (42721)/ gdpz = lim 2T, (g;)
I

14
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hold, see (2.5). Then, assume that, for each i € N, f; which is of the form 221:1 kij1r,
(kij € k, I N I; = @ holds for all 1 < j # j’ <t;), we have

(%1)/ gdpz = (y) | [owdup = lim oT,,(fiw)
Iy I
t;
= lim o7, (Z kij(1r, o W)>
=1

ti
- ILH Z kij QTUi(]‘[ij ° id]h|[ij ° w|Im(w))
j=1

tq
= lim Z kij 2T w,(Lu(1,,))
j=1

ti
- l£n Z k‘ijMQ(W(Iij))'

j=1

Thus, by po = § o 1 » (wlg,) "t = § o 1 » @|g, and w(l;;) C Sz, we obtain

(%1)/(,7“ o w)dpz = lim Y kijpa(Lij)
j=1

I,

& () [ FAF o 1 o D) @ @)
I

= () | fd(3 - m)
I
as required, where w (resp. w) can be seen as a map sending each set S lying in the
o-algebra ¥(I;) (resp. X(Il3)) to the set w|g(S) (resp. w|s(S)) belong to X(Is) (resp.
¥(I)), and, by Lemma 3.4, { holds since § o 1 ° @|py ) is a measure defined on (1)
(and 80 is § o p11 © @iy oW = § o p1). (I

3.2.2. In the case of w being an isomorphism. Now, we assume that w : A7 — Ag is an
isomorphism of algebras in this section. Then, for each r € {1,2}, there is a basis of
Ay, written as By, = {by1,- -+, brn, }, such that, for all 1 <4, < n; = ng, the following
statements hold.

(1) w(b1i) = ba;

(2) W(bliblj) = bQiij.
The correspondence w can be written as the standard form

n n
/11 > Z/{Zibu - Zkib% € /12.
i=1 T =1

If p, is the measure defined on X(II,) induced by the measure py: X(,I) — R, where
A = [er,dr]k and I, = H?:l[cr,dr]lkbm then we can not discriminate between the

15
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measures 41 and uo in the case of I = Jl. Thus, one can check that w is a bijection
preserve measure. We obtain the following result.

—_—

Corollary 3.6. Let f and g be two functions lying in S; (I1) and Sy, (I2) such that
g =w(f), respectively. If w is an isomorphism, then

(@) [ fa(s o) = () [
Hl ]I2
Proof. Tt is the direct corollary of Theorem 3.5. O

Now we provide some examples for Corollary 3.6.

Example 3.7. Recall that a quiver is a pair (Qp, Q1) with two functions s : Q1 — Qg
and t : Q1 — Qp, written as Q, where Qg is called the wverter set whose elements
are called vertices; Q7 is called the arrow set whose elements are called arrows, and
s and t are maps sending each arrow o € Q; to its starting point and ending point,
respectively. Then the k-linear space spany {p | ¢ 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 g
and g9, if t(p1) = 5(p2), then the product of p; and @2 is defined as the composition
©102; otherwise, i.e., in the case of t(p1) # §(p2), we define the product of p; and @9
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/Z be a finite-dimensional algebra given by k = R, Q = « C l—=2

and the ideal Z = (a — @?). Then
A =key + key + ka + kb + kab + (a® — a)
Take I = [0, 1], then we have the one-to-one correspondence
T = [0,1]4 450, 1]eq + [0, 1]ea + [0, La + [0, 1]b + [0, 1]ab =: [0, 1] .

Now, define f : 14 — R induced by the map [0,1]T — R sending each element kje; +
koea + ksa + kab + ksab (k; € k, 1 < i < 5) to ky + ko + ky. If szj satisfies (L1),
(L3)—(L6), then we have

3
(1) [ fdu= / / / (k1 + k2 + ka)dhndkpdky = = (3.4)
Ia [0,1]*3

(2) Let B = kP be a finite-dimensional algebra given by k = R, P = 1 —>2 3

Then
B = key + keg + kes + ka + kg.

Notice that we have the isomorphism w : A = B which is defined by
kie1 + koea + ksa + kab + ksab
= (k1 + k3)a + koea + ki(e1 — a) + (kg + ks)ab + kq(e1 — a)b
= (k1 + k3)e1 + kaga + k13 + (ks + ks)a + ka3,

1

and its inverse w™* =w : B — A is

r1€1 + 1289 + 133 + T4 + 155 > r3e] + roex + (r1 —r3)a + r5b+ (rqg —r5)ab

16
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Take I = [0, 1], then we have the one-to-one correspondence

I = [0, 1] 4=5[0, 1]e1 + [0, 1]es + [0, 1]es + [0, La + [0, 1]8;
the transformation of integration regions
w(lg) = {rse1 +roea + (r1 — r3)a+rsb+ (ry — rs)ab | ri,7re,r3, 74,75 € [0, 1]}
C [0,1)er + [0, 1]eg + [—1,1]a + [0, 1]b+ [—1, 1]ab
=1 (CA)

and the function f o w : [p — R, the function given in the instance (1) of this example,
is defined by

ri€1 + roga + r3e3 + raa + 158 — r3 + 1o + 715,

Thus, if ﬂ’é satisfies L-condition, then we have

(%B) / ow)du = /// (r3 + 1o + 15)drsdradrs
Is [0,1]x3

= () | fdp, (3.5)

Ia

2
here, § = 1g. Then by (3.4) and (3.5), we have

() /H (f - @)yt = () /I FaG 2 [ a6

Wy n

where “x” holds since f = f|(g 1]e,4[0,1]es+[0,1p can be seen as the restriction of the
function

f: A=k, (resp. f:1— k)
k1 + ko + ks, :L’E]IA;

z = kie1 + koeg + kza + k4b + ksab —
, otherwise

defined on A (resp. I).

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

flkes+keo+ kb : K1€1 + ke + kab — k1 + ko + kg
= fo w\k52+1k53+1k5 11r9€9 +1r3e3 + 58— ra+ 13+ 15

which can be seen as a composition of a map sending kjej+koea+kyb to roco+r3es+1rs503
and a k-linear map w sending &1 +rogo +1r363 +rga+155 to ro+7r3+75. 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) / (k1e1 + kaea + kqb) @y dA
W’u, v

and the k-linear map ¢ sending each element kiey + koes + kga + kgb + ksab to k1 +
ko + k3 4+ k4 + k5 in the case for u = 0 < v = 1, where:
o (B)/ is a Bochner integration;

o Wy = [u,v]er + [u,v]ea + [—(v—u),v —ula+ [u, v]b+ [—(v —u), v —ulab, here,
u < v, and one can check Wy 1 = w(lp);

17
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o dA = (dk1 - e1) A (dka - e2) A (dk3 - a) A (dkg - b) A (dks - ab) (“A” represents
exterior differential form);
e and the following equation

(B) / (/{3161 + koeg + /{34b) Qi dA
W,

u,v

= (v—u)4~ (L)/ /{7161 -dkl €1

vV—Uu
+16(v —u)t - (L) / kiey -dky - a
u—v
v—Uu
+ 16(v —u)* - (L) / kiep - dky - ab
u—v

+ (U —u)4 . (L)/ koeg - dko - €9

u

+(v—u)4-(L)/ kb - dky - €2

U2 2 2 2

; el+(v—u)4-v ;u eo + O0a

UQ—UQ

+ (v —u)*- b+ 0ab (€ A)

holds, where (L) / is a Lebesgue integration.
Thus,

1 1 1
(B) / (k1e1 + koea + kqb) @y dA = 561 + 562 4+ Oa + éb + Oab.
@ (Ip)

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

(B) / (rogg + r3es + r5f) QK det(J)dB
[uv]B

and the k-linear map ¢ sending each element riey + roes + r3e3 + rqa + 155 to r1 +
ro + 13+ 14 + 75 in the case for u =0 < v = 1, where:

e J is the Jacobi Matrix

00 1 0 O
01 0 0 O
J=110 -1 0 0
00 0 0 1
00 0 1 -1

of w: B — A;
o dB = (dry-e1) A(dra-e2) A (drsg-e3) A (dry - @) A (drs - B);
e and the following equation

(B) / (roeg + r3e3 + r50) @y det(J)dB
[uv]B

18
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:<v—u>4-<L>/ raza - dry -2

+v—u // 1“3{—:3 drs Adrs - 8
(r3,r5) E[u,v]*

+v—u // 7“56 drs Adrg - g9
(r2,r5) €u,v]*

u?)

= 081+(v—u)4 9 4 0e3 + 0 + (v — u)(v? — u?)p

holds.
Thus,

1
(B) / (TQEQ + r3e3 + T5ﬁ) R dB = 0e1 + 562 + 0ez + 0+ (E B)
[u,v]

Therefore, (3.6) can be understood as the equation

¢<(B)/(}I )fdA> =§=¢<<B> : fode>

about two Bochner intersections in Example 3.7.

Notice that ¢ is induced by the sum ) o K, of the augmentations (A — key)veo,
of A and ¢ is induced by the sum ZvePo 1y of the augmentations (B — Kkey),ep, 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 : [a, 3] — R be a non-negative function
and bounded and ¢ : [a, f] — R be a monotone non-decreasing and right-continuous,
function where a, 8 € R. Define w((s,t]) = ¢(t) — ¢(s) and w({a}) = 0 (alternatively,
the construction works for ¢ left-continuous, and w([s,t)) = ¢(t) — ¢(s) w({B}) = 0).
By Carathéodory’s extension theorem, there is a unique Borel measure u, on [, f]
which agrees with w on every interval. The measure u, arises from an outer measure
(in fact, a metric outer measure) given by

- inf{Zuw(Iz) EC UIZ}

the infimum taken over all coverings of E by countably many semiopen intervals. In
analysis, this measure is called the Lebesque-Stieltjes measure associated with ¢. Fur-
thermore, the Lebesque-Stieltjes integral

B
(L-9) / F(@)dp(a)

is defined as the Lebesgue integral of f with respect to the measure u, in the usual
way.
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Example 4.1. Keep the notations from Definition 3.3. Take a monotone non-decreasing
and right-continuous function ¢ : [0,1] — R, A3 = R, and the category < satisfying
L-condition (I = [zg, z1] satisfies zg = Ir;in o(x) = p(0) and z; = max o(x) = ¢(1)),
and let 7" satisfy the following conditions

(1) The conditions (L1)—(L5) in L-condition hold.

(2) The measure y is the Lebesgue-Stieltjes measure u,, associated with a function

®.

Then u; sending each interval (a,b] to ¢(b) — ¢(a) and ug is the Lebesgue measure
defined on ¥([xg,z1]). Consider the map %([0,1]) — X([zo, z1]), S — w|g(S) induced
by Wiy ((a,b]) = (¢(a), p(d)] (i.e., induced by w : x = ¢(x)), then the diagram (3.1)
and the equation (3.2) are

2([0,1]) — 2= R0
Swl|s(S) 1g>o0
2 >0
E<[$0’ xl!]lebesgue measure) R

and, for any S € ([0, 1)),

p2 o wls(S) = p1(S) = up(S),
respectively. Then (3.3) yields that

TRy (0,17)0m) () = T @ pia(for,a0])am) (f ° @) (4.1)

for any 0 < f € S1,([0,1]), where u,([0,1]) = ¢(1) — ¢(0) and p2([zo, z1]) = x1 — wo.
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

LS/f )deo(z /f ))dpz.

4.2. Riemann-Stieltjes integrations. Let f be a real variable on the interval |« []
with respect to another function ¢ : R - R. Take P:a =ty <t1 <...<t, =0 a
partition of [a, 3], and, for any sequence {n;}? | with n; € [t;, t;+1], define the Riemann-
Stieltjes sum by

S(P, f,») Zf (ni)(p(tiv1) — ().

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

B
(S) [ flo)ole) = lim S(P £.0),

where A = max (tj+1 — t;).
0<i<n

Example 4.2. Keep the notations from Definition 3.3. Now we provide an interpre-
tation for Riemann-Stieltjes integration in the case of ¢ : [0,1] — R to be an injective
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absolutely continuous function. Take Ay = R, and the category <4 satisfying L-
condition (I = [z, z1] satisfies zg = min p(z) and 71 = max ¢(z)), and let <7 satisfy
x T
the following conditions.
(1) The conditions (L1)—(L5) in L-condition hold.

(2) p1 is the measure induced by [a,b] — (b)) — p(a) for any sufficiently small
interval [a, b] C [0, 1].

Consider the map ([0, 1]) — X([zo, z1]), S — w|g(S) induced by w : z +— ¢(z), then,
similar to (4.1), we have

A~ A~

TR, ur(o.1]), 1m)(f) = T(R, pa(wo,1)), 2m) (f ° @) (4.2)

for any f € Sm]) by (3.2), where

i
L

(p(tiv1) — w(ti)),

pa(0.7]) = lim

7

0=t <ty <...<t,=11is an arbitrary partition of [0, 1], A = max(t;+1 — ¢;).
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

RS/deO /f ))ddps.

4.3. Integration by substitution. Keep the notations from Definition 3.3, and con-
sider the categories &7 and </ satisfies the following conditions:

(1) &P and @7 satisfy L-conditions are integral Banach module categories of R,
that is, szfp oy = o/t (take 4 = [0,1] and ol = [, B] in this case);

2) 3 :R— R is a function such that §|p: 1l = [0,1] — ol = [a, 8] is continuous
and bijective;

(3) and w = § (it is induced by the diagram (3.1)).

Then we have w = § ! is bijective and obtain

1 B
méﬂmmwbm/fmmw (43)

by Theorem 3.5, where u; and pg, written as p in the above formula for simplification,
are Lebesgue measures defined on the o-algebras ([0, 1]) and X([«, 5]), respectively.
Furthermore, if § is differentiable and f is a step function in F, (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

RS/f )d3 (z /f )d5 (2 /f L (44)

The integral on the left side of the # can be seen as a Riemann integral obtain by
applying the substitution = § (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.
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4.4. Lebesgue integrations and Riemann integrations. By the works of the au-
thors of [15], the Lebesgue integration is a morphism in the category /P satisfying
L-condition. Interestingly, if @/ and &7, the categories satisfying L-condition, coin-
cide, then, keep the notations from Definition 3.3, I = Jl = [0, 1], and w = idg (= w),
we have o' and <7} satisfy the conditions (1)-(3) in Subsection 4.3 (a = 0, 8 = 1),
and, immediately, we have § = 1g :  +— x for all € 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 funw defined on [0, 1] are elements

—

lying in S1,([0,1]). Let R([0,1]), as a subset of S1,([0,1]), be the set of all Riemann
integrability functions, then, naturally, we have the restriction

Yilr(oper2 : R0, 1))®% — R([0,1])

of 71, and obtain a triple (R(]0,1]), 1[071],7%|R([071])@12), as a object in 4or!, which is

an subobject of (S1,([0,1]), 1j9,1),71). Then the restriction

1
2

~

T®1,m)l r((0,17) € Homgor ((R([0,1]), 10,13, 71 | R(0,1)212), (R, 1,m))

of the morphism

T(]R,l,m) € Homﬂl((slﬂ&([oa 1])7 1, /7%)7 (R7 L, 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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