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ANOTHER LOOK AT THE MATKOWSKI AND WESOLOWSKI
PROBLEM YIELDING A NEW CLASS OF SOLUTIONS

JANUSZ MORAWIEC AND THOMAS ZURCHER

ABSTRACT. The following MW-problem was posed independently by Janusz
Matkowski and Jacek Wesolowski in different forms in 1985 and 2009, re-
spectively: Are there increasing and continuous functions ¢: [0,1] — [0, 1],
distinct from the identity on [0, 1], such that ¢(0) =0, (1) =1 and ¢(z) =
w(5) + @(ITH) — 90(%) for every z € [0,1]? By now, it is known that each of
the de Rham functions R, where p € (0, 1), is a solution of the MW-problem,
and for any Borel probability measure p concentrated on (0, 1) the formula
ou(z) = f(()’l) Ry (z) dpu(p) defines a solution ¢, : [0,1] — [0, 1] of this problem
as well. In this paper, we give a new family of solutions of the MW—problem
consisting of Cantor-type functions. We also prove that there are strictly
increasing solutions of the MW-problem that are not of the above integral
form with any Borel probability measure p.

1. INTRODUCTION

During the 47th International Symposium on Functional Equations in 2009, Jacek
Wesolowski asked whether the identity on [0, 1] is the only increasing and continuous
solution ¢: [0,1] — [0,1] of

(1.1) w(w)=@(;)+@(z;1) “"G)

satisfying the following boundary conditions
(1.2) p(0)=0 and (1)=1;

here and throughout this paper increasing means weakly increasing. This question
has been posed in connection with studying probability measures in the plane that
are invariant by “winding” (see [17]). It turns out that twenty-four years earlier
Janusz Matkowski posed a problem in [16], which is equivalent to Wesolowski’s
question.

A negative answer to Wesolowski’s question can be found in [14, Section 5.C],
where it is noted that each of the de Rham functions satisfies equation (1.1); recall
that the de Rham function ¢,: [0,1] — R, where p € (0,1), is the unique bounded
solution of the system of equations

{sop (%) = pep(2) for 2 € [0,1],
ep (552) = (1 =p)ep(z) +p for z €[0,1]

(see [4, Section 2|, cf. [14, Section 5.C], see also [8, Theorem 3.3] for a more general
system of functional equations). It is well known that ¢ 1= idpg,1), the identity
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function on [0,1], and for each p # % the de Rham function ¢, is strictly increasing,
singular, and continuous (see p. 106 and p. 102 in [4]); it is even Holder continuous
(see |3, Theorem 2.1]). Moreover, according to [18, Theorem 1.1] or (stated slightly
differently) [14, Section 5.C], for any p € (0,1) we have

= Tp = n—S"n—1 . n—1.
o (Zzn>:anp (L= )R for (a)nen € 0,117
n=1

n=1
In particular,

1
(1.3) ©p (> =p" forpe€ (0,1) and n € Ny.

2TL

From now on, we say that a solution of the Matkowski and Wesotowski problem
(MW-problem for short) is any increasing and continuous function ¢: [0,1] — [0, 1]
satisfying (1.1) and (1.2).

A large family of solutions of the MW-problem containing functions that are
not Hélder continuous was constructed in [20] (see Theorem 2.4 and Section 5). To
describe this family (in a slightly different way) let us denote by B the o-algebra
of all Borel subsets of [0, 1], by M the family of all probability measures defined
on B, and by Mg 1y the subfamily of all u € M with u({0,1}) = 0. Then define
0:(0,1) x [0,1] — [0,1] by

O(p, ) = ¢p(x)
and note that @ is differentiable with respect to the first variable (see [15, Proposi-
tion 3.1]; cf. [9, Theorem 4.6] for the case p = 1) and Hélder continuous with respect
to the second variable (see [3, Theorem 2.1]). Finally, making use of Lebesgue’s
Dominated Convergence Theorem, we conclude that for every u € Mg 1) the
formula

(1.4) bu(z) = ©(p, z) du(p)

(0,1)
defines a continuous function ¢, : [0,1] — R (see [5, Satz 5.6]). Since © is strictly
increasing with respect to the second variable, so is ¢,. It is easy to check that ¢,
is a solution of the MW-problem. Therefore, we have the following fact.

Proposition 1.1. For every u € M1y the function ¢,: [0,1] — [0,1] given
by (1.4) is a strictly increasing solution of the MW-problem.

In 2021, during the talk on the MW-problem, given by the first author at the
Probabilistic Seminar at the Faculty of Mathematics and Information Sciences of
the Warsaw University of Technology, the following question was asked.

Problem 1.2. Is every solution of the MW—problem of the form (1.4) with some
pe Mon?

The goal of this paper is to give a negative answer to Problem 1.2. We first prove
that there exist solutions of the MW-problem that are constant on some intervals,
which in view of Proposition 1.1 cannot be written in the integral form (1.4) with
some p € Mg 1). Then, we also prove that there are strictly increasing solutions
not of that integral form. Moreover, before formulating the two announced results,
we make a comment about a connection between solutions of the MW-problem that
are of the integral form (1.4) with some p € Mg 1) and the moment problem.
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2. SOLUTIONS OF THE INTEGRAL FORM (1.4)

Note that for each € Mg 1), we have by (1.3)

(% <21n>)n€No - </(0,1)pn du(P)) neNo .

We first turn our attention towards a characterization of all sequences that can
appear on the right-hand side of the above equality.
If p € M, then the sequence (c¢;);en, given by

¢ = / od du(x)
[0.1]

is said to be the moment sequence of p.

The following problem is called the Hausdorff moment problem: Given a sequence
(¢j)jen, of real numbers, we ask: when does there exist a 1 € M such that (¢;);en,
is the moment sequence of u? This particular moment problem is one of a large
class of general moment problems (see e.g. [21], [7]). Hausdorff’s name is added to
this particular moment problem because Hausdorff solved it completely (see [12],
cf. [10,11]). To formulate Hausdorfl’s result, we need one more definition. A
sequence (¢;);en, of real numbers is said to be completely monotone, if

Z(*l)j (?)Ck_;,_j >0 for k,n € Np.

§=0
Theorem 2.1 (see [7, VIL.3, Theorem 1] or [21, Theorem 3.15]).

(i) Every moment sequence (¢;);en, of p € M is completely monotone with
Co — 1.

(i7) Every completely monotone sequence (c;)jen, with co =1 coincides with
the moment sequence of a unique p € M.

The following two observations show a direct connection between solutions of
the MW-problem that are of the form (1.4) with a € Mg 1) and the Hausdorff
moment problem.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that i € Mo 1y and let ¢,,: [0,1] — [0,1] be given by
(1.4). Then the sequence (¢, (55))jen, is completely monotone and

S (2) -0

Proof. Fix k,n € Ng. By (1.3), we have

S (o (s S (o
1

7=0
for every p € (0,1). Then

BC)(2)- LB Gl

/ (L= p)" du(p) > 0,
(0,1)

)

.
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and according to Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem we get
i S0/ (Mo (57 ) = im [ 0= prdutn =0
n—00 iz i 27 n—o0 Jig 1)

which completes the proof. O

Proposition 2.3. Assume that (c;) en, s a completely monotone sequence with
co = 1 that decreases to 0. If

n /n
lim —1](,>c':0,

then there exists a unique p € M(O,l) such that ¢,,: [0,1] — [0,1] given by (1.4) is a
solution of the MW-problem with

1 .
du <2j> =c; forj e Np.

Proof. By assertion (ii) of Theorem 2.1 there exists a unique p € M such that
(¢j)jen, is the moment sequence of /.
We first note that

0= lim ¢; = lim o dp(z) = p({1}).

This jointly with Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem yields

1=c¢p= lim 1J+1< )c = lim JH( >p7d,u
n—)ooz( ) n—00 01]] 1 ()

Jj=1

= lim > (=1t (?)p] dp(p) = lim (1—(1=p)")dulp)

n—o0 J(g 1) n=%0 J(0,1)

[ dute) = (0,1
(0,1)

Therefore, u € Mg 1).
From Proposition 1.1 we see that the formula (1.4) defines a solution of the
MW-problem. By (1.3), we have

;= /(O)l)pj du(p) = /(0’1) Pp (;) du(p) = ¢, (;)

for every j € Np. (]

Let ¢: [0,1] — [0,1] be a solution of the MW-problem.
Assume first that there exists p € Mg 1) such that ¢ = ¢,. Proposition 2.2
implies that the sequence (@(%))jeNo is completely monotone and

(2.1) nl;ngoz ( > (21]) =0.

Assume now that the sequence ((35))jen, is completely monotone and (2.1)
holds. Proposition 2.3 yields the existence of u € Mg 1) such that ¢,: [0,1] — [0, 1]
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given by (1.4) is a solution of the MW-problem and

1 1 .
du (2;) =y (23) for j € Np.

Since both the functions ¢ and ¢, are solutions of the MW-problem, we also have
¢,(0) = ¢(0). The question is: Does ¢ = ¢, hold? This leads to the following
question about a possible characterization of solutions of the MW-problem that are
of integral form (1.4).

Problem 2.4. Is a solution ¢: [0,1] — [0, 1] of the MW-problem of the form (1.4)
with some Mg 1) if and only if the sequence (cp(z%)) jeN, 1s completely monotone
and (2.1) hold?

Note that if ¢: [0,1] — [0,1] is a solution of the MW—problem, then by its
monotonicity we have ¢(5) > ¢(0) = 0 as well as ¢(5r) — @(z55r) = 0, and finally

2k
11
%0(2k+2+2>20

1

¥
1 1 1 1 1
vlor ) 2 \gem ) Telgmz) =% e Ty

for every k € Ny.

3. ANSWER TO PROBLEM 1.2

In this section we give a negative answer to Problem 1.2 formulating two results.
The first one concerns solutions of the MW-problem in the class of Cantor-like
functions, whereas the second result is devoted to solutions of the MW—problem
that are strictly increasing but not of the form (1.4).

Given m € N we put

2mM—1
Pm = {(p(), . ,pgmfl) ’p(), ey, Pom_1 € [0, ].) with Z P = 1}

k=0

and K = {0,1,...,2™ —1}. For each k € K define fy: [0,1] — [0,1] by f(z) = £
and set F = {fk |k € K}. The pair (F, P) is an iterated function system with
probabilities (IFSwP for short). According to [13, Section 4.4] (cf. [6, Theorem 2.8])

there exists the unique pp € M satisfying
(3.1) up(B) = 3 prup(f7(B)) for B € B([0, 1)),
keK

where B([0,1]) denotes the family of all Borel subsets of the interval [0, 1]. Denote
by ®p: [0,1] — [0,1] the probability distribution function (pd. function for short)
of the unique pp € M satisfying (3.1), i.e. ®p and pp are related by the formula

(3.2) ®p(x) = pp([0,2]) for z €[0,1].

From now on, for any P € P,, the symbols up and ®p are fixed for up € M
satisfying (3.1) and its pd. function, respectively.

Note that for m =1 we have Py = {(p,1 —p)|p € (0,1)}, and according to [18]
we conclude that for every p € (0,1) the de Rham function ¢, coincides with the
function @, 1_,). We put

(3.3) MWy ={¢y|p € (0,1)}
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(later in (3.8), we will look at WM, for all natural numbers m > 1). The family
MW consists of strictly increasing solutions of the MW-problem, and it is the base
for producing new solutions of the MW-problem, as described in Section 1.

Given P = (po,...,pam_1) € Pm, we put Kp = {k € K |pr, # 0} and note that
Kp contains at least two elements, then (3.1) is equivalent to

(3-4) pp(B) = penp(fi'(B)) for B € B([0,1)),
keKp

and Kp = K for every P € P;. Put

Ap=10,1] and A, = [J fu(An_1) forneN,
keKp

and define the attractor of the considered IFSwP by

A=) An

neN

(see [1, Section 3.7, Definition 2]). It is clear that A, is a compact set and A, =
Uker fx(AL). By [1, Chapter 9.6, Theorem 2], A, is the support of pp. According
to [19, Section 3|, A* is an uncountable perfect subset of R, and if moreover Kp
is a proper subset of the set K, then A, is a Cantor-like set, i.e. uncountable,
perfect, nowhere dense (see [22, Part II, Section 1|) and of Lebesgue measure zero.
Furthermore, from the above construction we have

A= U [Ueo 0 fi)0), (fry o0 fi, )] ]

neN \ki,...kn€Kp

and since an easy induction yields |(fi, © -+ 0 fi,)(1) = (fis © -+ © fr, )(0)| < 7o

for all kq,...,k, € Kp and n € N, it follows that = € A, if and only if there exists
a sequence (ky)neny € KB, called the address of x (see [1, Section 4.2, Theorem 1
and Definition 2]), such that
o= lim fi, 5, 0) = m fi, k(1)
3.1. The class of Cantor-like solutions of the MW—problem. Throughout
this subsection we fix a natural number m > 2 and P € P,,.
The first result is a consequence of [19, Lemma 4.3]. We do not repeat the proof
but only point out that the statement is a consequence of the fact that A, is the
support of pup (see [1, Chapter 9.6, Theorem 2|) and the points in A, have addresses.

Lemma 3.1. For any x € [0,1] we have pup({x}) = 0. In particular, up € M)
and its pd. function ®p is continuous.

Before formulating the main result of this subsection, we need the following fact.

Proposition 3.2. The pd. function ®p is constant on each component of the set
[0,1]\ A, and

(3.5) dp(z)= 3 {@P (I;;k) —®p (2];)} for z € [0,1].

keK
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Proof. Using the properties of A, that we have already listed (cf. [19, Theorem 4.6]),
we deduce that ®p is constant on each component of the set [0,1] \ A.. To show
that (3.5) holds, we first observe that arguing analogously to the proof of Theorem 3.3
in [18], we have

(3.6) bp(z)= > [@F <x;nk> —®p <2]fn>} for 2 € [0, 1].

keKp

If k € K\ Kp, then (3.4) and Lemma 3.1 yield

() o (] ) e (2 55)) e (15)

—dp (;;) + ) ppp(0) = p <2]fn> ;

leEKp

which together with (3.6) gives (3.5). O

The main result of this subsection together with Proposition 1.1 gives a negative
answer to Problem 1.2 and reads as follows.

Theorem 3.3. The function ¢p: [0,1] — [0,1] defined by

(3.7) opla) = ;mZZ [@p (9”;’“) _ap (m

s a solution of the MW-problem.
Moreover, if Kp # K, then @p is not strictly increasing.

Proof. Obviously, ¢p(0) = 0. To see that ¢p(1) = 1 it suffices to note that pp € M
implies ®p(1) = 1. Since ®p is increasing, so is pp. The continuity of wp follows
from Lemma 3.1. To see that ¢p satisfies (1.1) we fix « € [0, 1] and observe that
applying (3.5), which holds by Proposition 3.2, we have

pp(r) = % Cp(z) ij%ﬁ [‘I)P (x;k) —or (5)]

I
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m—12¢—1 z4+1
1 4k 2k +1
T ZH) {‘I’P (21- ) - or (w ﬂ
m—12"—1
T 1 L'Zi'l +k k
=or(3) o 2 2 [‘I’P (2) —or <2)]
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Finally, observe that if Kp # K, then A, is a Cantor-like set, and hence the set

m-12'-1 i
A=) U 21(.4*—21,)
i=0 k=0
is closed and of Lebesgue measure zero. Therefore, by Proposition 3.2 we conclude
that ¢p is constant on each component of the set [0,1] \ A, which means that it is
not strictly increasing. |

For each P € P,,, we denote by pp the solution of the MW—problem given by
(3.7) and put

(38) MW,, = {(pp | P e Pm}

Let us recall that the family MW, was defined in (3.3) and each of its member can
be written in the form (1.4). However, Theorem 3.3 says that the family MW,
(recall that m > 2) contains solutions of the MW-problem that are not strictly
increasing and, in view of Proposition 1.1, cannot have the form (1.4) with any
ne Mo,y

3.2. The class of strictly increasing solutions of the MW—problem that
are not of the form (1.4). The aim of this subsection is to show that for each
integer number m > 2 the family MW, contains solutions of the MW-problem
that are strictly increasing but not of the form (1.4) with any p € Mg ).

The first assertion of the next lemma can be found as Lemma 3.1 in [20]. The
second assertion is a consequence of the first one and the fact that if ¢: [0,1] — [0, 1]
is a solution of the MW-problem, then so is the function ¢: [0,1] — [0, 1] defined
by ¢(z) =1 —¢(1 — ).

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ be a solution of the MW-problem.
(i) If liminf, ,o4 @ =0, then ¢ is singular.

(i) If liminf, w =0, then ¢ is singular.

Theorem 3.5. For each integer number m > 2 there exists pp € MW, that is
strictly increasing but not of the form (1.4) with any p € M1y

Proof. Fix an integer number m > 2. Fix also P € P,, such that @p is not strictly
increasing; this is possible in view of Theorem 3.3. According to Proposition 1.1 we
deduce that @p is not of the form (1.4) with any u € Mg 1), and since any solution
of the MW-problem is a convex combination of the identity function on [0, 1] and a
singular solution of the MW-problem (see [18, Theorem 1.1 (i) and Remark 2.2]),
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we conclude that ¢p is singular. Fix also a € (0,1) and define t: [0,1] — [0, 1]
putting
Y(z) = ax + (1 - a)pp(z).

Clearly, 9 is a solution of the MW-problem. We will show that there is no € Mg 1)
such that ¢ = ¢, where ¢, is given by (1.4).

Assume by contradiction that there exists 1 € Mg 1) such that ¢ = ¢,,.

Define f,g: [0,1] — [0, 1] by

f@ = [ ep)dup) ad o= [ o0 duty)
0,3) (3.1
Then for every = € [0, 1] we have

(3.9) aw+ (1= a)grle) = fa) 4 ({5 }) o + ot

Assume for a moment that f and ¢ are singular functions. Then, differentiating
equality (3.9), we get a = ({%}), which implies that

f(@) +g(x) 1 /
pp(r) = = @(p, z) du(p).
-« L—=a Joniiy
Since the formula
1 1
v(B) = = au (B\ {2}> for every B € B,

defines a measure belonging to Mg 1), we obtain

op(z) = /( | EOR )

a contradiction.
To complete the proof, it suffices to show that f and g are singular functions.
If u((0,%)) = 0, then f = 0 and it is singular. Let x((0,2)) > 0. Then the

)
function F = —1— f is a solution of the MW-problem as it is of the form (1.4).

H((Ové))
Applying (1.3) and the Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we get

. F(35=)—F(0) 1 o 1
lim (3 )1 = i lim 2 / ) (p,2n> du(p)
n—r00 5 1((0,3)) n=oe Jo,1)
1
= —— lim 2" / p"du(p)
p((0,3)) =0 Joo,1)
1 _ .
= lim (2p)"du(p) = 0.

1((0, 3)) n=o0 Ji0,1)

Consequently, assertion (i) of Lemma 3.4 yields the singularity of F' and, therefore,
I
Similarly, if 41((3,1)) = 0, then g = 0 and it is singular. Let u((3,1)) > 0. Then

the function G = m g is a solution of the MW-problem. Applying (1.3), the fact
]

that ®(p,z) =1—-®(1—p,1 —x) for all p € (0,1) and x € [0, 1] (see [2, Proposition



10 J. MORAWIEC AND T. ZURCHER

2.3]), and the Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we get

lim G - Gl(l ~ o) = 11 lim 2”{1 - @(p, 1-— 1)] du(p)
n—00 5 p((3,1)) n=o0 Jii ) 2
= lim %/ 2"@(1 —p,1> du(p)
n=oo p(3, 1)) Jg 2n
=y, o prae <o
Finally, by (ii) of Lemma 3.4, we obtain the singularity of G and thus g. O

4. MORE NEW SOLUTIONS OF THE MW-PROBLEM

In this section, we will provide a way to define new solutions of the MW—problem.
However, we start with two observations.

Proposition 4.1. For every m € N we have MW,, C MWa,,.

Proof. Fix P = (po,...,pam—1) € P, and consider the IFSwP (.7?, }3)7 where
F=Afrofilkle K} and P = (prpi)k,ex- Using (3.1), for every B € B([0,1]),
we get

pp(B) = pe > pipp(f7 (f7H(B) = > pempp((fuo fi)"1(B)).

keK leK kleK

By the uniqueness of the invariant measure p 5 for (f , ]5), we have pup = pup, and
hence ®p = ®5. Then, making use of (3.5), for every = € [0, 1], we obtain

pp(z) = 77117"2:—;122—:1 {‘b” (x;k> -t (5)]
3 [or () o (55)

I
3=
ilng

12mz12’? o ok e E
m - P\ 2 P\2i )|’
k=0
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2m—12—1
:c+k k
o 2 2 |7 (55) e (1) = ento)
=0 k=0
In consequence, pp = pp € MWay,. ([l

To formulate the next lemma, we adopt the convention that z;:lo pr = 0.

Lemma 4.2. Let P € P,,. Then
-1

z+1
‘PP( o ) => pr+p®p(x)
k=0

foralll € K and z € [0,1].
Proof. Fix | € K and z € [0,1]. Then

() 2o (o5 ]) = e (5 ([0 2)))

-1 2m_1
=> penp(0,1]) + pipp((0,2]) + D prpr(0)
k=0 k=l+1
-1
= Zpk +p®p(2),
k=0
and the proof is complete. ([

Proposition 4.3. For all distinct m,n € N we have MW, # MW,,.
Proof. Fix m € N. To get the required assertion we fix P = (0,...,0,p,1—p) € P,
and note that it is sufficient to prove that

om _ 2m—1 -1
(4.1) pp(x) =0 if and only if x € |0, —om_1

Define recursively two sequences (z4)qen, and (yq)qen, putting

om _ 9 om _ 1
To = om ) Yo = om
and m m
xq:%j_% yq:%j_? for every m € N.

It is easy to check that (24)qen, is strlctly increasing, (yq)qen, is strictly decreasing
and limg oo 24 = My o0 Yy = 2m
We begin with proving that

27"71'

2m —2
(4.2) Op(z) =0 ifand onlyif =€ [O, o J .

First, we will show that ®p(z) = 0 for every z € [0, gm T
and continuous, and (z4)4en, is increasing with lim, o, z, = 2m*1, it suffices to
show that ®p(z,) = 0 for every ¢ € Nyg. We will do it by induction. For ¢ = 0,
Lemma 4.2 gives

2], Since ®p is increasing

2m —2
om

Dp(z9) = Bp ( ) — p®p(0) = 0.
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If g € Nand ®p(x4—1) = 0, then applying again Lemma 4.2 we get

Pp(zq) = pPp(z4-1) =0.

It remains to show that ®p(x) > 0 for every z € (%, 1]. Again, since ®p is

increasing and (y4)qen, is decreasing with lim, o ¥, = g::—:? it suffices to shown
that ®p(y,) > 0 for every ¢ € Ny. As before we will proceed by induction. For

q =0, Lemma 4.2 gives

®p(yo) = Pp (
If g € Nand ®p(y,—1) > 0, then applying again Lemma 4.2 we get

(I)P(yq) = pq)P(?Jqfl) > 0.

and the proof of (4.2) is complete.
Now, we pass to the proof of (4.1).

Fix z € [0, 252" =1 1f i € {0,...,m — 1} and k € {0,...,2" — 1}, then

2m—1
om

>—p+(1p)¢>p(0)—p>0.

X m_eom—1_ o
sk _z+2 -1 _a+2m o1 2m =lgyogm-l g

0 S 21 — 21 - gm—1 - gm—1
2m —2
BEZESE

and (4.2) implies pp(x) = 0.
Fix now z € (25520 =1 272" ) i € {0,...,m—1} and k € {0,...,2' — 1},
then x;k <1 and
2m —2 < x4+ k
2m —1 2¢
This together with (4.2) yields

1 42" -1 2m—t —1
oo« & o (223 <o ()

if and only if i=m —1and k=2m"1—1.

4.3
(43) 1 x42m -1 =0
- m P om—1 ’
and since pp is increasing, we conclude that (4.1) holds. O

Remark 4.4. Let m > 2 be an integer number. If P = (0,...,0,p,1 —p) € P,,, then
¢p (3) = L and ¢p (57r) = 0 for every j € N.

Proof. Fix P =(0,...,0,p,1—p) € P,,. From the proof of Proposition 4.3 we know

that (4.1) and (4.2) hold. Since
1 < m —gm=1 _1 < 1 < 2m — gm-l1
3 2m —1 2 2m —1 7

(4.1) yields ¢p (5777) = 0 for every j € N. Using (4.3),

1 1 Lyom=1_1 1 2m — 1 P
)= (2—" ") =_@ =
o (3) =mor (P ) —aer ()

ending the proof. O




MW-PROBLEM 13

If ¢p is the solution of the MW-problem from Remark 4.4, then

Jim io(l)j <?)90P <21]> = lim {sop(l) —npp (;)} = —oo.

In particular, ¢p does not satisfy the Hausdorfl moment problem. Recall (see
Proposition 1.1), that ¢p is also not of the integral form (1.4). This sheds some
light on Problem 2.4.

Let us also note that Remark 4.4 implies that for all integer numbers n > m > 2
there are ¢ p € MW, and opr € MW, such that ¢p(57) = ¢p/(55) for every j € N,
but op # ppr.

Let us finish this section by showing how to produce more new solutions of
the MW-problem. For this purpose we put A, = {P € P,,| Kp = K}. Clearly,
A, € [0,1]%". Denote by B([0,1]2") the family of all Borel subsets of the cube
[0,1]2" and by Ma,, the family of all probability measure defined on B([0,1]2")
supported on A,,, hence v € Ma , if v(A,,) = 1. Following the idea of [20],
explained in the paragraph just before Proposition 1.1 in Section 1, we define
U: A, x[0,1] = [0,1] by

(P, x) = ¢p(x)
and note that ¥ is increasing and continuous with respect to the second variable.
Then for every v € Ma,, the formula

Yy (x) = / U(P,x)dv(P)
A
defines a solution of the MW-problem. Next given a sequences (ay,)nen of nonnega-
tive real numbers such that Y _a, =1 and a sequence (v, )nen with v, € Ma,
for every n € N, we put

(4.4) b= anthy,.
neN

It is clear that ¢ is an increasing function, ¥(0) = 0, (1) = 1, and ¥(x) =
1/)(%)+7,/}(””T+1) 777/1(%) for every x € [0, 1]. By the Weierstrass M-test, ¢ is continuous,
hence 9 is a solution of the MW-problem. In this manner we can produce a large
family of solutions of the MW—problem. However, we still do not know if we can
describe all solutions of the MW-problem by using the above procedure. This leads
to the following question.

neN

Problem 4.5. Can every solution of the MW-problem be obtained as described
above, i.e. is of the form (4.4)7
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