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Perturbations of Cauchy differences
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Abstract. This paper investigates functional equations arising from perturbations of Cauchy
differences. We study equations of the form

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = B(x, y) or f(xy) − f(x)f(y) = B(x, y)

where B is a biadditive mapping, and also more general cases where the inhomogeneity
depends on unknown functions

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(xy)

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x)α(y).

Our results extend previous work on the bilinearity of the Cauchy exponential difference
by Alzer and Matkowski. We characterize solutions under various structural and regularity
assumptions, including additive and exponential Cauchy differences, and show that solu-
tions often reduce to additive functions, exponential polynomials, or combinations thereof.
For Levi-Civita type equations, we provide explicit representations of solutions in terms of
additive and exponential components. Furthermore, we determine conditions under which
real-valued solutions exist and describe their forms. The paper concludes with open prob-
lems concerning generalized equations that cannot be solved by the methods presented here,
suggesting directions for future research.
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1. Introduction

The recent paper [1] investigates a functional equation that represents a bi-
linear perturbation of Cauchy’s classical exponential equation. The authors
consider a modified form where the Cauchy difference equals a bilinear term

f(x)f(y) − f(x + y) = αxy

for the function f : R → R, where α is a given nonzero real number.
The paper characterizes all solutions of this equation under mild regularity

assumptions. If f : R → R satisfies the above equation and is differentiable at
least at one point, then the only solutions are functions of the form

f(x) = 1 ± √
α x,

where α > 0. The authors also formulate a conjecture stating that every solu-
tion of the equation must have a zero. Further, [1] examines related functional
equations such as

f(x) + f(y) − f(x + y) = αxy,

and shows that these can be reduced to additive or Pexider-type equations.
Continuous solutions are described using additive functions. The methods em-
ployed include classical techniques from the theory of functional equations,
differentiation, and reduction to simpler forms.

The paper [6] addresses a conjecture recently posed by Horst Alzer and
Janusz Matkowski in [1] concerning a bilinearity property of the Cauchy expo-
nential difference. In [1] it was formulated as an open question whether every
solution f : R → R of the above equation has a zero.

The authors of the paper [6] provide an affirmative answer to this conjec-
ture: every solution indeed has a zero. Furthermore, they extend the problem
to a more general setting by considering mappings on a linear space X over
K ∈ {R,C} and a biadditive functional ϕ : X × X → K. The generalized
equation takes the form

f(x + y) = f(x)f(y) − ϕ(x, y), x, y ∈ X.

The paper characterizes solutions under various assumptions on ϕ, proving
that the structure of solutions depends on the behavior of the biadditive func-
tional. In particular, they show that if ϕ(z0, z0) �= 0 for some z0 ∈ X, then
solutions are of the form

f(x) = aϕ(x, z0) + 1,

where a satisfies certain quadratic conditions involving ϕ. The authors also
provide corollaries describing when no solutions exist, depending on sign con-
ditions on ϕ.



Vol. 100 (2026) Perturbations of Cauchy differences Page 3 of 27 52

This work not only resolves the original conjecture but also opens new
directions by generalizing the problem to linear spaces and biadditive pertur-
bations. It contributes to the theory of functional equations, particularly those
involving bilinear modifications of exponential-type equations.

Several classical papers provide the foundation for the study of Cauchy dif-
ferences and their generalizations. [4] revisited van der Corput’s theorem in the
context of functional equations, focusing on additive and modular structures.
Their work established conditions for solutions of Cauchy-type equations and
inspired later research on bilinear perturbations. The paper [2] studied the
Cauchy differences and characterized solutions under various constraints. In
[3] Karol Baron and Zygfryd Kominek studied functionals where the Cauchy
difference is bounded by a homogeneous functional. Their results highlight
structural restrictions on solutions, which parallels our approach of imposing
biadditivity conditions on the perturbation term. Finally, in the paper [5], the
authors examined Cauchy differences depending on the product of arguments.
This idea anticipates the multiplicative and Levi-Civita type equations treated
in our manuscript, where the inhomogeneity involves products or exponential
components.

The recent manuscipt [9] investigates when real Cauchy differences can be
expressed as biadditive functions, that is, as products of two single-variable
additive functions. The paper considers four types of Cauchy differences: ex-
ponential, additive, logarithmic, and multiplicative, and examines conditions
under which such representations exist. For the exponential Cauchy difference,
the authors improve earlier results by removing differentiability assumptions.
In the case of additive Cauchy differences, they provide explicit formulas for
solutions, which involve additive functions and quadratic terms in α(x). For
logarithmic Cauchy differences, the paper proves that no solutions exist either
on the real line or on the positive half-line. The most subtle case of Cauchy’s
multiplicative difference was solved with the help of B. Segre [10] result on the
existence of nowhere discontinuous automorphism in C, which had been put
forward as a hypothesis fifty years earlier (C. Segre [11,12]; see also Lebesgue
[8], Kestelman [7]).

In this paper, we aim to contribute to the abovementioned topics under
more general conditions compared to previous works. In the results presented
in the second chapter, the domain of definition is a group, in some cases a
semigroup, while the range is a field, in certain cases the field of complex
numbers or the field of real numbers.

At first we consider functions f : S → F that fulfill

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = B(x, y)
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for all x, y ∈ S, where B : S × S → F is a given biadditive function, and also
the related equations

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(xy)

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x)(y),

respectively. In the case of the latter two equations, both the functions f
and α are unknown functions. Further, not only ’additive’ Cauchy differences,
but also ’exponential’ Cauchy differences as well as the related equations are
studied.

Prerequisites related to the Levi-Civita equation

In this subsection, we recall the most important concepts and results related to
exponential polynomials, with particular attention to the Levi-Civita equation
and its solutions. In presenting these concepts and results, we will follow László
Székelyhidi’s monograph [13].

In what follows, (G, ·) is assumed to be a commutative group (written
multiplicatively). Further, N wil denote the set of positive integers, C will
stand for the set of complex numbers, and R denotes the set of real numbers.

Definition 1.1. The function a : G → C is called additive if

a(x · y) = a(x) + a(y)

holds for all x, y ∈ G.

Definition 1.2. Polynomials are elements of the algebra generated by additive
functions over G. More exactly, if n is a positive integer, P : Cn → C is a
(classical) complex polynomial in n variables and ak : G → C (k = 1, . . . , n)
are additive functions, then the function

x �−→ P (a1(x), . . . , an(x))

is a polynomial and, also conversely, every polynomial can be represented in
such a form.

Remark 1.3. We recall that the elements of N
n for any positive integer n

are called (n-dimensional) multi-indices. Addition, multiplication and inequal-
ities between multi-indices of the same dimension are defined component-
wise. Further, we define xα for any n-dimensional multi-index α and for any
x = (x1, . . . , xn) in C

n by

xα =
n∏

i=1

xαi
i
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where we always adopt the convention 00 = 0. We also use the notation |α| =
α1 + · · · + αn. With these notations any polynomial of degree at most N on
the commutative semigroup G has the form

p(x) =
∑

|α|≤N

cαa(x)α (x ∈ G) ,

where cα ∈ C and a = (a1, . . . , an) : G → C
n is an additive function. Further-

more, the homogeneous term of degree k of p is
∑

|α|=k

cαa(x)α.

Lemma 1.4. (Lemma 2.7 of [13]) Let G be a commutative group, n be a positive
integer and let

a = (a1, . . . , an) ,

where a1, . . . , an are linearly independent complex-valued additive functions
defined on G. Then the monomials {aα} for different multi-indices are linearly
independent.

Definition 1.5. A function m : G → C is called an exponential function if it
satisfies

m(x · y) = m(x)m(y) (x, y ∈ G) .

Furthermore, on an exponential polynomial we mean a linear combination of
functions of the form p · m, where p is a polynomial and m is an exponential
function.

Definition 1.6. Let G be an Abelian group and V ⊆ C
G a set of complex-

valued functions defined on G. We say that V is translation-invariant if for
every f ∈ V and for all g ∈ G, we also have τgf ∈ V , where

τgf(h) = f(hg) (h ∈ G)

as it is used later in this form.
By a variety we mean a closed, translation-invariant linear subspace of the

function space C (G). For a function f : G → C, the set {τgf | g ∈ G} is a
variety, which is called the variety of the function f .

In view of Theorem 10.1 of Székelyhidi [13], any finite dimensional translation-
invariant linear space of complex-valued functions on a commutative group
consists of exponential polynomials. This implies that if G is a commutative
group, then any function f : G → C, satisfying the functional equation

f(x · y) =
n∑

i=1

gi(x)hi(y) (x, y ∈ G)

for some positive integer n and functions gi, hi : G → C (i = 1, . . . , n), is an
exponential polynomial of degree at most n.
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If the functions h1, . . . , hn are linearly independent, then g1, . . . , gn are lin-
ear combinations of translates of f , hence they are exponential polynomials
of order at most n, too. Moreover, they are built up from the same addi-
tive and exponential functions, as f . If either the functions g1, . . . , gn, or the
functions h1, . . . , hn are linearly dependent, then the number n in the above
representation can be reduced. We will call this case degenerate.

Summing up, in the nondegenerate case, all the functions f , g1, . . . , gn and
h1, . . . , hn are exponential polynomials, that is, we have

f(x) =
k∑

j=1

Pj(aj,1(x), . . . , aj,nj−1(x))mj(x) (x ∈ G)

gi(x) =
k∑

j=1

Qi,j(aj,1(x), . . . , aj,nj−1(x))mj(x) (x ∈ G, i = 1, . . . , n)

hi(x) =
k∑

j=1

Ri,j(aj,1(x), . . . , aj,nj−1(x))mj(x) (x ∈ G, i = 1, . . . , n) ,

where k, n1, . . . , nk are positive integers, m1, . . . , mk are different complex-
valued exponentials, {aj,1, . . . , aj,nj−1} are sets of linearly independent addi-
tive functions for j = 1, . . . , k, Pj , Qi,j , Ri,j : Cnj−1 → C are complex polyno-
mials for i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . , k such that we have n1 + · · · + nk = n.
Of course, the polynomials Pj , Qi,j , Ri,j must satisfy a lot of extra conditions
in order to form a solution for the equation in question.

2. Results

2.1. Additive Cauchy differences

Proposition 2.1. Let (S,+) be a semigroup, (F,+, ·) be a field, and B : S×S →
F be a symmetric and biadditive function. If a function f : S → F satisfies
equation

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = B(x, y) (2.1)

for all x, y ∈ S, then exists an additive function a : S → F i.e., a function for
which

a(x + y) = a(x) + a(y)

holds for all x, y ∈ S such that

f(x) =
1
2
B(x, x) + a(x)

for all x ∈ S.
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Proof. Since the mapping B : S ×S → F is symmetric and biadditive, we have

B(x, y) =
1
2

[B(x + y, x + y) − B(x, x) − B(y, y)]

for all x, y ∈ S. Using this, equation (2.1) can be rewritten as

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) =
1
2

[B(x + y, x + y) − B(x, x) − B(y, y)] (x, y ∈ S) .

Define the function a : S → F as

a(x) = f(x) − 1
2
B(x, x) (x ∈ S) ,

to deduce that
a(x + y) = a(x) + a(y)

holds for all x, y ∈ S. So the function a is additive. Thus the function f can
be written as

f(x) =
1
2
B(x, x) + a(x) (x ∈ S)

with the aid of an additive function a : S → F. �

Corollary 2.2. Let (F,+, ·) be a field such that (S,+) is a subsemigroup of the
group (F,+) and let α ∈ F be arbitrarily fixed. If a function f : S → F satisfies
equation

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy (2.2)
for all x, y ∈ S, then there exists an additive function a : S → F such that

f(x) =
α

2
x2 + a(x)

holds for all x ∈ S.

Corollary 2.3. Let (F,+, ·) be a field such that (S, ·) is a subsemigroup of the
semigroup (F, ·) and let α ∈ F be arbitrarily fixed. If a function f : S → F

satisfies equation
f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy (2.3)

for all x, y ∈ S, then necessarily α = 0 and the function f : S → F is additive,
i.e.,

f(xy) = f(x) + f(y)
holds for all x, y ∈ S.

Proof. Under the assumptions, let us consider the function Cf : S × S → F

defined by
Cf (x, y) = f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) (x, y ∈ S) .

As Cf is a Cauchy difference generated by the function f , it fulfills the cocycle
equation on S × S, i.e., we have

Cf (x, y) + Cf (xy, z) = Cf (x, yz) + Cf (y, z) (x, y, z ∈ S) .
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Due to equation (2.3), we obtain that the function B : S × S → F, defined by

B(x, y) = αxy (x, y ∈ S)

also satisfies the cocycle equation, since we have Cf ≡ B. This however means
that

αxy + αxyz = αxyz + αyz

should hold for all x, y, z ∈ S. From which we get that

αy(x − z) = 0

for all x, y, z ∈ S. As S ⊂ F, we obtain that the above identity can hold for all
x, y, z ∈ S only if α = 0. �

Remark 2.4. Note that in Proposition 2.1 and also in Lemma 2.3, it is sufficient
for S to be merely a semigroup; S does not necessarily have to be a group.
For example, if we choose S =]0,+∞[ and the semigroup operation is either
addition or multiplication, we can similarly obtain the solutions to the above
equations. Moreover, it immediately follows that every solution can be uniquely
extended to the entire real line.

Taking (S,+) = (R,+) and (F,+, ·) = (R,+, ·), the corollary below follows
immediately.

Corollary 2.5. Let α ∈ R be fixed. If a function f : R → R satisfies equation

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy (x, y ∈ R), (2.4)

then there exists an additive function a : R → R i.e., a function a for which

a(x + y) = a(x) + a(y)

holds for all x, y ∈ R such that

f(x) =
α

2
x2 + a(x)

for all x ∈ R.

Let R
× denote the set of nonzero real numbers, i.e., R× = {x ∈ R |x �= 0}.

Similarly, if D ∈ {R×, ]0,+∞[} and (S, ·) = (D, ·) and (F,+, ·) = (R,+, ·),
the corollary below follows immediately.

Corollary 2.6. Let D ∈ {R×, ]0,+∞[} and α ∈ R be fixed. If a function
f : D → R satisfies equation

f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy (x, y ∈ D), (2.5)

then α = 0 and f is a logarithmic function on D, i.e.,

f(xy) = f(x) + f(y)

holds for all x, y ∈ D.
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Note that we can also consider functions f : R → R and assume that equa-
tion (2.5) to hold for all x, y ∈ R. In this case, however, the set of solutions is
significantly narrower. More precisely, only the identically zero function will be
a solution to this equation. The reason is that if a function f : R → R satisfies
equation

f(xy) = f(x) + f(y)
for all x, y ∈ R, then f must necessarily be identically zero. Therefore, whether
0 is included (or not) in the domain of the involved function, plays an important
role.

Corollary 2.7. Let α ∈ R be fixed. If a function f : R → R satisfies equation

f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy (x, y ∈ R), (2.6)

then α = 0 and f is identically zero on R.

As a generalization of equation (2.2), we can obtain the following statement
with a completely similar proof. However, here it is important that S is not
just a semigroup, but a group and F

× denotes the nonzero elements of F, i.e.,
F

× = {x ∈ F |x �= 0}.

Proposition 2.8. Let (F,+, ·) be a field and (S, ·) be a subgroup of (F×, ·). If
the functions f, α : S → F satisfy equation

f(x · y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(xy) (2.7)

for all x, y ∈ S, then there exists an additive function a : S → F, i.e., a function
for which we have

a(x · y) = a(x) + a(y)
for all x, y ∈ S such that

α(x) = −f(1) and f(x) = a(x) + f(1) (x ∈ S) .

Proof. Assume that the functions f, α, : S → F satisfy equation (2.7). Setting
y = 1 in (2.7),

α(x) = −f(1)
follows for all x ∈ S. So α is a constant function. In view of this, equation
(2.7) reads as

f(x · y) − f(x) − f(y) = −f(1) (x, y ∈ S) .

This shows that for the function a : S → F defined by

a(x) = f(x) − f(1) (x ∈ S) ,

we have
a(x · y) = a(x) + a(y) (x, y ∈ S) .

So the function a is additive on S, and we have

f(x) = a(x) + f(1) (x ∈ S) .

�
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Below we study the ’additive’ counterpart of the previously studied equa-
tion.

Proposition 2.9. Let (F,+, ·) be a field. If the functions f, α : F → F satisfy

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(xy) (2.8)

for all x, y ∈ F, then there exist a constant γ ∈ F, and there are additive
functions a,A : F → F, i.e., functions for which

a(x + y) = a(x) + a(y) and A(x + y) = A(x) + A(y) (x, y ∈ F)

such that

α(x) = a(x) + γ and f(x) =
1
2
a(x2) + A(x) + γ

holds for all x ∈ F.

Proof. Let us consider the function Cf : F × F → F defined by

Cf (x, y) = f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) (x, y ∈ F) .

As Cf is a Cauchy difference generated by the function f , it fulfills the cocycle
equation on F × F, i.e., we have

Cf (x, y) + Cf (x + y, z) = Cf (x, y + z) + Cf (y, z) (x, y, z ∈ F) .

Further, due to our equation, we have Cf (x, y) = α(xy) for all x, y ∈ F.
Therefore

α(xy) + α((x + y)z) = α(x(y + z)) + α(yz) (x, y, z ∈ F) ,

or after some rearrangement

α(xy) + α(xz + yz) = α(xy + xz) + α(yz).

In other words, we have

α(u) + α(v + w) = α(u + v) + α(w) (u, v, w ∈ F) .

Therefore, there exists a constant γ ∈ F and an additive function a : F → F

such that
α(x) = a(x) + γ (x ∈ F) .

Define the function B : F × F → F through

B(x, y) = a(xy) (x, y ∈ F) .

Due to the additivity of the function a, the mapping B is symmetric and
biadditive. Consider now the function f̃ defined on F by

f̃(x) = f(x) − γ (x ∈ F)

to deduce that we have

f̃(x + y) − f̃(x) − f̃(y) = B(x, y) (x, y ∈ F) .
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Observe that Proposition 2.1 can be applied with the choice S = F to obtain
that there exists an additive function A : F → F such that

f̃(x) =
1
2
B(x, x) + A(x) =

1
2
a(x2) + A(x) (x ∈ F) .

From this however we conclude that

f(x) = f̃(x) + γ =
1
2
a(x2) + A(x) + γ

for all x ∈ F. �

Remark 2.10. Interestingly, if we replace the inhomogeneity α(xy) in equation
(2.8) with α(x)α(y), the above results are no longer as effectively applicable.
However, even in this case (by applying the above reasoning based on the
cocyle equation), we can state that

α(x)α(y) + α(x + y)α(z) = α(x)α(y + z) + α(y)α(z)

holds for all x, y, z ∈ F. From this, with y = 0 it follows that

α(0) · [α(x) − α(z)] = 0 (x, z ∈ F) .

That is, α(0) = 0 or α is constant on F.

In what follows, we study the functional equation

f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x)α(y).

Let us observe that the ’natural’ domain of the functions f and α appearing in
this equation is a commutative group, while their range is a field. However, the
operation defined on the group does not necessarily have to coincide with any
of the operations defined on the field. This observation is particularly useful
because, when considering real functions, the two equations

f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x)α(y)

and
f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x)α(y)

can be treated as instances of the same case. Indeed, in the first case we take
(G, ·) = (R×, ·), while in the second case we put (G, ·) = (R,+). Accordingly,
being an additive function on the group (R×, ·) means

a(x · y) = a(x) + a(y)
(
x, y ∈ R

×)
,

while being an additive function on the group (R,+) means that we have

a(x + y) = a(x) + a(y) (x, y ∈ R) .

As we will see, in the case of the inhomogeneity α(x)α(y), it is worth
exploiting the fact that in such cases, the equation in question is a Levi-Civita
equation. There is extensive literature on equations of this type; however,
these functional equations can only be treated as part of a unified theory if
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the unknown functions in the equation are complex-valued. Therefore, from
this point on, we will only deal with complex-valued functions.

Lemma 2.11. Let (G, ·) be a group and f, α : G → C be functions for which

f(x · y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x) · α(y)

holds for all x, y ∈ G. Then the function f is an exponential polynomial of
degree at most 3. If, in addition, the system {f,1, α} is linearly independent,
then the function α is also an exponential polynomial of degree at most three.

Proof. The equation appearing in the lemma, after some rearrangement, is the
following

f(x · y) = f(x) + f(y) + α(x) · α(y) (x, y ∈ G) ,

or, in a more detalied form

f(x · y) = f(x) · 1 + 1 · f(y) + α(x) · α(y) (x, y ∈ G) .

Observe that this already expresses that for all y ∈ G we have

τyf ∈ lin({f,1, α}),

that is, all the translates of the function f belong to the linear space spanned
by the functions f,1 and α. So f is an exponential polynomial of degree at
most 3. If, moreover the system {f,1, α} is linearly independent, then the same
holds true for the function α, as well. �

Theorem 2.12. Let (G, ·) be a group and f, α : G → C be functions for which

f(x · y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x) · α(y) (2.9)

holds for all x, y ∈ G. Then there exist an additive function a : G → C, an
exponential function m : G → C and complex constants α and γ such that

α(x) = α · (m(x) − 1)
f(x) = γ · a(x) + α2 · (m(x) − 1) (2.10)

hold for all x ∈ G. And also conversely, if we define the functions f, α : G → C

through (2.10), then they solve equation (2.9), provided that a : G → C is an
additive, m : G → C is an exponential function and α and γ are complex
constants.

Proof. Depending on the rank of the system {f,1, α}, we need to distinguish
between several cases. Clearly rank({f,1, α}) ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

If rank({f,1, α}) = 3, then we have three subcases, depending on whether
the variety of the function f contains one, two, or three linearly independent
exponential functions. Note that condition τyf ∈ lin({f,1, α}) for all y ∈ G
guarantees that the identically one function (considered as an exponential) is
always present in the variety of f .
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Subcase (i) In the first subcase, we examine the situation when there is only
a single exponential in the variety of the function f . Because of
the above, this exponential must necessarily be the identically one
function. Therefore,

α(x) =
2∑

p=1

αpap(x) + α and f(x) =
2∑

p,q=1

δpεqap(x)aq(x) +
2∑

p=1

γpap(x) + γ

holds for all x ∈ G with some constants αp, δp, εp, γp, α, γ, and
with some linearly independent additive functions ap : G → C for
p ∈ {1, 2}. Substituting these forms back into our equation,

0 = − γ − α2 − α2a2(y)α − α1a1(y)α − α2a2(x)α − α1a1(x)α

+ δ2ε2a2(x)a2(y)2 − δ2ε2a2(y)2 + δ1ε2a2(x)a1(y)a2(y)

+ ε1δ2a1(x)a1(y)a2(y) − δ1ε2a1(y)a2(y) − ε1δ2a1(y)a2(y)

+ δ2ε2a2(x)2a2(y) + δ1ε2a1(x)a2(x)a2(y) − α2
2a2(x)a2(y)

− α1α2a1(x)a2(y) − γ2a2(y) + δ1ε1a1(x)a1(y)2 − δ1ε1a1(y)2

+ ε1δ2a1(x)a2(x)a1(y) − α1α2a2(x)a1(y) + δ1ε1a1(x)2a1(y)

− α2
1a1(x)a1(y) − γ1a1(y) − δ2ε2a2(x)2 − δ1ε2a1(x)a2(x)

− ε1δ2a1(x)a2(x) − δ1ε1a1(x)2

follows for all x, y ∈ G. As a1 and a2 are linearly independent
additive functions, this is possible only if all the coefficients vanish
in the above identity. Especially, the coefficients of a1(x)a1(y) and
a2(x)a2(y), that is, −α2

1 and −α2
2 should equal zero. In this case

however, α1 = 0, α2 = 0 and thus α(x) = α follows for all x ∈ G,
but then rank({f,1, α}) = 2, which is a contradiction. This means
that the equation has no solution for which the rank condition
would be satisfied. This means that the equation has no solution
for which the functions f and α are of the above form.

Subcase (ii) The second subcase is when there are exactly two exponentials in
the variety of f , one of which is the identically one function.

α(x) = α2m(x) + α3 and f(x) = γ1a(x) + γ2m(x) + γ3

holds for all x ∈ G with some complex constants α2, α3, γ1, γ2, γ3,
with an additive function a : G → C and with an exponential
m : G → C. Using these representations and our equation,

(γ2 − α2
2) · m(x)m(y) + (−α2α3 − γ2) · m(y)

+ (−α2α3 − γ2)m(x) + (−γ3 − α2
3) = 0



52 Page 14 of 27 E Gselmann et al. AEM

follows for all x, y ∈ G. In view of Lemma 1.4, this is possible only
if

γ2 − α2
2 = 0

α2α3 + γ2 = 0

γ3 + α2
3 = 0

holds. Using the first two equations we get that either α2 = 0 or
α3 + α2 = 0. If α2 = 0, then necessarily γ2 = 0 and by the third
equation γ3 = −α2

3. Thus

α(x) = α3 and f(x) = γ1a(x) − α2
3 (x ∈ G) .

In this case however rank({1, α}) = 1, so rank({f,1, α}) < 3 which
is not possible by our assumptions.

The other possibility is that α3 + α2 = 0, and then γ2 = α2
2

and γ3 = −α2
2. Thus

α(x) = α2m(x) − α2 and f(x) = γ1a(x) + α2
2m(x) − α2

2

holds for all x ∈ G. An easy computation shows that these func-
tions indeed solve our equation.

Subcase (iii) The third case would be that the variety of the function f contains
three linearly independent exponential functions, but according to
Székelyhidi [13, page 92], this is impossible.

The second possibility is that rank({f,1, α}) = 2.
In this case, our equation says that all the translates of the function f be-

long to the two-dimensional linear space lin{f,1, α}. Thus f is an exponential
polynomial of degree at most two. Again, depending on whether the variety
of the function f contains one, or two linearly independent exponential func-
tions, we have to distinguish subcases. Note that condition τyf ∈ lin({f,1, α})
for all y ∈ G guarantees that the identically one function (considered as an
exponential) is always present in the variety of f .

Further, the assumption that rank({f,1, α}) = 2 yields that the system
{f,1, α} is linearly dependent. So there exist complex numbers λ1, λ2 and λ3

that are not simoultaneously zero, such that

λ1f(x) + λ2α(x) + λ3 = 0

holds for all x ∈ G. Observe that if λ2 = 0 would hold, then the function
f would be constant. Then from the functional equation α ≡ const. would
follow. At the same time, this would imply that rank({f,1, α}) = 1, which is
not possible in this case. So λ2 �= 0. In this case however,

α(x) = −λ1

λ2
f(x) − λ3

λ2
(x ∈ G)
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follows. Thus the function α is a linear combination of the functions f and 1,
i.e.,

α(x) = λf(x) + μ.

Since the function f is an exponential polynomial of degree at most two, we
need to distinguish two cases, depending on whether the variety of the function
f contains one, or two linearly independent exponential functions.
Subcase (i) The first possibility is that

f(x) = (α1a(x) + α2)m(x) (x ∈ G) ,

where a : G → C is an additive function, m : G → C is an ex-
ponential, and α1, α2 are complex constants. Accordingly, for the
function α,

α(x) = λf(x) + μ

= λ(α1a(x) + α2)m(x) + μ (x ∈ G) .

Inserting these forms back to the functional equation, and us-
ing the linear independence of the involved functions, we obtain
α2

1λ
2 = 0. If α1 = 0 would hold, then, again, from the functional

equation itself, μ = 0 and α2 = 0 would follow. This would how-
ever mean that f ≡ 0, which is impossible. The other possibility is
that λ = 0, so α(x) = μ (x ∈ G). Inserting this into the functional
equation,

f(xy) = f(x) + f(y) + μ2 (x, y ∈ G) .

Therefore, the function f + μ2 is additive. So we have

f(x) = a(x) − μ2 (x ∈ G) .

Let us observe that this form is consistent with the above repre-
sentation, if we choose the exponential m ≡ 1.

Subcase (ii) The other possibility is that there exist linearly independent expo-
nentials m1,m2 : G → C and complex constants α1, α2 such that

f(x) = α1m1(x) + α2m2(x) (x ∈ G) .

Let us observe that one of the two exponential functions must be
the identically one function, since otherwise

rank(f, α,1) ≥ rank(m1,m2, 1) = 3,

which is impossible because rank(f, α, 1) = 2. Therefore, without
the loss of generality m2 ≡ 1 can be assumed. This means that

f(x) = α1m1(x) + α2

α(x) = λf(x) + μ = λ(α1m1(x) + α2) (x ∈ G) .
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Inserting these representations back to our functional equation,
the system of equations

α1 = α2
1λ

2

0 = α1 + α1λμ + α1α2λ
2

0 = α2 + μ2 + 2α2λμ + α2
2λ

2

follows, as the involved functions are linearly independent. This
system of equations has two different types of solutions. In the
first case, α1 = 0. However, this would mean that the function f
is constant, which is impossible due to the rank condition. In the

second case, α1 =
1
λ2

, α2 = − 1
λ2

, λ is arbitrary, and μ = 0. For
the functions f, α this yields that

f(x) =
1
λ2

(m(x) − 1) and α(x) =
1
λ

(m(x) − 1) (x ∈ G) .

An easy computation shows that these functions indeed solve the
functional equation.

Finally, the last case is that rank({f,1, α}) = 1. In this case, both the
functions f and α are constant functions. In other words, there exist complex
constants α and γ such that

α(x) = α and f(x) = γ (x ∈ G) .

Substituting back into our equation, we conclude that these constants should
fulfill

−γ = α2.

Thus
α(x) = α and f(x) = −α2 (x ∈ G)

with a complex constant α. �

If we take (G, ·) = (R,+) in Theorem 2.12, then the corollary below follows
immediately.

Corollary 2.13. (Solutions of the ’additive’ equation on R) The functions f, α :
R → C satisfy functional equation

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x)α(y) (2.11)

for all x, y ∈ R, if and only if there exist an additive function a : R → C, an
exponential function m : R → C and complex constants α and γ such that

α(x) = α(m(x) − 1)
f(x) = γa(x) + α2(m(x) − 1) (2.12)

hold for all x ∈ R.
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Corollary 2.14. (Regular solutions of the ’additive’ equation on R) Let us as-
sume that the functions f, α : R → R fulfill at one of the following conditions:
(i) f and α are continuous on R,
(ii) f and α are continuous at a point x0 ∈ R,
(iii) f and α are measurable on a set of positive measure;
(iv) f and α are bounded on a nonempty open subset of R.
Then f and α satisfy the functional equation

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x)α(y) (2.13)

for all x, y ∈ R, if and only if, there exist real constants α, γ and λ such that

α(x) = α · (exp(λx) − 1)
f(x) = γx + α2 · (exp(λx) − 1)

hold for all x ∈ R, or
α(x) = −α
f(x) = γx − α2

for all x ∈ R.

Proof. Using Theorem 2.12, we immediately get that the function α is of the
form

α(x) = α · (m(x) − 1) (x ∈ R) .

If α = 0, then the function α is the identically zero function. In this case , f
is an additive function that fulfills at least one of the conditions (i)–(iv). So
f : R → R is a regular additive function, i.e.,

f(x) = γx

holds for all x ∈ R with some real constant γ.
If α �= 0, then we have

m(x) =
α(x)

α
+ 1 (x ∈ R) .

As the function α fulfills at least one of the conditions (i)–(iv) appearing in
the statement, the same holds for the exponential m. Thus m : R → R is a
regular exponential function, i.e., either m is identically zero, or there exists a
real number λ such that m(x) = exp(λx) (x ∈ R). �

Remark 2.15. (One-sided boundedness) Let us observe that the fact that the
functions f and α are bounded from below on R does not necessarily imply
that they can be represented as described in the previous corollary. Indeed,
any exponential function m : R → R is bounded below on R. Accordingly, if
take a nonnegative real number α and consider the functions

α(x) = α(m(x) − 1)
f(x) = γx + α2(m(x) − 1) (x ∈ R) ,
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then they solve the functional equation, but they are not necessarily of the
form as presented in Corollary 2.14.

The same holds for those solutions f, α : R → R that are bounded only from
above. In such cases, the above reasoning must be applied with nonpositive α.

In what follows let D ∈ {R×, ]0,+∞[}. As (D, ·) is a commutative group,
in view of Theorem 2.12, we obtain the following.

Corollary 2.16. (Solutions of the ’multiplicative’ equation on D) Let us assume
that for the f, α : D → C

f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x) · α(y) (2.14)

holds for all x, y ∈ D. Then there exist a logarithmic function 
 : D → C, a
multiplicative function m : R → C and complex constants α and γ such that

α(x) = α(m(x) − 1)
f(x) = γ
(x) + α2 · (m(x) − 1) (2.15)

hold for all x ∈ D. And also conversely, if we define the functions f, α : D → C

through the formulas (2.15), then they solve the functional equation above,
provided that 
 : R× → C is a logarithmic, m : R× → C is a multiplicative
function and α and γ are complex constants.

Corollary 2.17. (Regular solutions of the ’multiplicative’ equation on D) Let
f, α : D → R be functions for which

f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x) · α(y) (2.16)

holds for all x, y ∈ D. Let us further assume that at least one of the following
conditions is satisfied.
(i) f and α are continuous on D,
(ii) f and α are continuous at a point x0 ∈ D,
(iii) f and α are measurable on a set D̃ ⊂ D of positive measure;
(iv) f and α are bounded on a nonempty open subset of D.
Then there exist real numbers α and γ such that

α(x) = α · (m(x) − 1)
f(x) = γ · ln(|x|) + α2 · (m(x) − 1) (2.17)

hold for all x ∈ D, where the function m : D → R has one of the following
forms

m(x) = 0 (x ∈ D)

m(x) = |x|μ (x ∈ D)

m(x) = sign(x)|x|μ (x ∈ D)

with an appropriate real number μ. And also conversely, if we define the func-
tions f, α : D → C through the formulas (2.17), then they solve the functional
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equation above, provided that m : D → C is one of the above functions, and α
and γ are real constants.

The functional equation under investigation also makes sense for functions
f and α whose domain includes 0. As we will demonstrate below, in such
cases the functional equation has significantly fewer solutions. Accordingly, let
D∗ ∈ {R, [0,+∞[}. If D∗ = R, then D∗ \{0} = R

×. Similarly, if D∗ = [0,+∞[,
then D∗ \ {0} =]0,+∞[.

Corollary 2.18. (Solutions of the ’multiplicative’ equation on D∗) Suppose that
f, α : D∗ → C are functions for which

f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x) · α(y)

holds for all x, y ∈ D∗. Then there exist a multiplicative function m : R → C

and complex constants α and γ such that

α(x) = α(m(x) − 1)
f(x) = α2(m(x) − 1)

hold for all x ∈ D. And also conversely, if we define the functions f, α : G →
C through the above formulas, then they solve the functional equation above,
provided that m : R → C is a multiplicative function and α and γ are complex
constants.

Proof. As D∗ \ {0} ∈ {R×, ]0,+∞[}, with the application of Corollary 2.16,
we obtain that there exist a logarithmic function 
 : R → C, a multiplicative
function m : R → C and complex constants α and γ such that

α(x) = α · (m(x) − 1)
f(x) = γ · 
(x) + α2 · (m(x) − 1) (2.18)

hold for all x ∈ D. Let now x ∈ D be arbitrary and y = 0 in our functional
equation, to get that

f(x) = −α(0)α(x)
should hold for all x ∈ D. This however means that

γ
(x) + α2 · (m(x) − 1) = −α(0)α · (m(x) − 1),

that is,
γ
(x) + (α2 + αα(0))(m(x) − 1) = 0

holds for all x ∈ D. From which γ = 0 follows. �

With the aid of the previous corollary, the regular solutions can be deter-
mined easily.

Corollary 2.19. (Regular solutions of the ’multiplicative’ equation on D∗) Let
f, α : D∗ → C be functions for which

f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x)α(y)
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holds for all x, y ∈ D∗. Then there exist a multiplicative function m : R → C

and complex constants α and γ such that

α(x) = α · (m(x) − 1)
f(x) = α2 · (m(x) − 1)

hold for all x ∈ D∗, where the function m : D∗ → R has one of the following
forms

m(x) = 0 (x ∈ D)

m(x) = |x|μ (x ∈ D)

m(x) = sign(x)|x|μ (x ∈ D)

with an appropriate nonnegative real number μ. And also conversely, if we
define the functions f, α : G → C through the above formulas, then they solve
the functional equation above, provided that m : R → C has one of the above
forms, and α is a real constant.

2.2. Exponential Cauchy differences

Proposition 2.20. Let (G, ·) be a semigroup and (F,+, ·) be a field. If the func-
tions f, α : G → F satisfy

f(xy) − f(x)f(y) = α(xy) (2.19)

for all x, y ∈ G, then there exists an exponential function m : G → F such that

f(x) = f(1) · m(x) and α(x) = f(1)(1 − f(1)) · m(x)

for all x ∈ G.

Proof. Consider the function f̃ : G → F defined by

f̃(x) = f(x) − α(x) (x ∈ G)

to deduce that equation (2.19) can be written as

f̃(xy) = f(x)f(y) (x, y ∈ G)

With y = 1,
f̃(x) = f(1)f(x)

follows for all x ∈ G. Therefore

f(1)f(xy) = f(x)f(y)

holds for all x, y ∈ G. If f(1) = 0, then

f(x)f(y) = 0
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should hold for all x, y ∈ G. So f is identically zero. If however, f(1) �= 0, then
the above identity implies that

f(xy)
f(1)

=
f(x)
f(1)

· f(y)
f(1)

holds for all x, y ∈ G. In other words, there exists an exponential function
m : G → F such that

f(x) = f(1)m(x) (x ∈ G) .

Note that this representation is also valid when f(1) = 0.
Further, from one hand

f̃(x) = f(1)f(x) = f(1)(f(1)m(x)) = f(1)2m(x) (x ∈ G) .

On the other hand

f̃(x) = f(x) − α(x) = f(1)m(x) − α(x) (x ∈ G) .

Therefore
f(1)m(x) − α(x) = f(1)2m(x)

should hold for all x ∈ G, from which

α(x) = (f(1) − f(1)2)m(x)

follows for all x ∈ G. �

In the corollaries below let K ∈ {R,C}.

Corollary 2.21. If the functions f, α : K× → K satisfy

f(xy) − f(x)f(y) = α(xy) (2.20)

for all x, y ∈ K
×, then there exists an exponential function m : K× → F, i.e.,

a function for which we have m(xy) = m(x)m(y) for all x, y ∈ K
× such that

f(x) = f(1) · m(x) and α(x) = f(1)(1 − f(1)) · m(x)

for all x ∈ K
×.

Corollary 2.22. If the functions f, α : K → K satisfy

f(x + y) − f(x)f(y) = α(x + y) (2.21)

for all x, y ∈ K, then there exists an exponential function m : K → F, i.e., a
function for which we have m(x + y) = m(x)m(y) for all x, y ∈ K such that

f(x) = f(1) · m(x) and α(x) = f(1)(1 − f(1)) · m(x)

for all x ∈ K.

Remark 2.23. If K = R then with the help of the above two corollaries, we can
immediately determine the regular solutions of equations (2.20) and (2.21) as
well.
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Finally, in this part of the manuscipt, we intend to study the equation

f(x · y) − f(x)f(y) = α(x)α(y)

for functions f, α : G → C defined on a commutative group. In this case, it
is again worth taking advantage of the fact that, after rearrangement, the
equation can be transformed into a Levi-Civita type equation of the form

f(x · y) = f(x)f(y) + α(x)α(y).

Theorem 2.24. Let (G, ·) be a group and f, α : G → C be functions for which

f(x · y) = f(x)f(y) + α(x)α(y) (2.22)

holds for all x, y ∈ G. Then there exist and additive function a : G → C,
exponential functions m,m1,m2 : G → C such that the system {m1,m2} is
linearly independent, further, there are complex constants α1, α2, γ1, γ2 and
γ �= 0, such that the pair (f, α) has one of the following forms.

(i)

f(x) = (γ1a(x) + γ2) · m(x)

α(x) = (α1a(x) + α2) · m(x) (x ∈ G),

where the constants α1, α2, γ1 and γ2 satisfy the system of equation

γ2
1 + α2

1 = 0

γ2
2 + α2

2 = γ2

γ1γ2 + α1α2 = γ1.

(ii)

f(x) = γ1 · m1(x) + γ2 · m2(x)

α(x) = α1 · m1(x) + α2 · m2(x) (x ∈ G),

where the constants α1, α2, γ1 and γ2 satisfy the system of equation

γ2
1 + α2

1 = γ1

γ2
2 + α2

2 = γ2

γ1γ2 + α1α2 = 0.

(iii) either f and α are identically zero, or

f(x) = γ · m(x)

α(x) = ±
√

γ(1 − γ) · m(x) (x ∈ G) .

Proof. Observe that equation (2.22) expresses that all the translates of the
function f : G → C are contained in the linear space lin({f, α}).
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If rank({f, α}) = 2, then this yields that f and α are exponential polyno-
mials of degree one. Thus they are either of the form

f(x) = (γ1a(x) + γ2) · m(x)

α(x) = (α1a(x) + α2) · m(x) (x ∈ G) ,

or they are of the form

f(x) = γ1m1(x) + γ2m2(x)

α(x) = α1m1(x) + α2m2(x) (x ∈ G) ,

where a : G → C is an additive function, m,m1,m2 : G → C are exponentials so
that {m1,m2} is linearly independent and α1, α2, γ1, γ2 are complex constants.
Inserting these representations back to equation (2.22) we obtain in the first
case

γ2
1 + α2

1 = 0

γ2
2 + α2

2 = γ2

γ1γ2 + α1α2 = γ1,

and the system of equations

γ2
1 + α2

1 = γ1

γ2
2 + α2

2 = γ2

γ1γ2 + α1α2 = 0.

follows in the second case. These are cases (i) and (ii) of the statement.
Finally, if rank({f, α}) < 2, then we have

f(x) = γm(x)

α(x) = αm(x) (x ∈ G) ,

with an appropriate exponential m : G → C and complex constants α and γ.
Using these forms, equation (2.22) implies that

γ = γ2 + α2,

So α = ±√
γ(1 − γ). �

Remark 2.25. It is sufficient to determine those solutions of the systems of
equations appearing in the previous theorem for which there correspond non-
degenerate pairs of solutions (f, α). Indeed, if for example the coefficients α1

and γ1 were zero in (i) or in (ii), then the degree of the corresponding expo-
nential polynomials f and α would be one. The nontrivial solutions of the first
system, i.e.,

γ2
1 + α2

1 = 0

γ2
2 + α2

2 = γ2

γ1γ2 + α1α2 = γ1
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are
α1 is arbitrary α2 = 0 γ1 = ±α1i γ2 = 1.

Accordingly, the solutions in case (i) are of the form

f(x) = (±α1ia(x) + 1) · m(x)

α(x) = α1a(x) · m(x)

Similarly, the nontrivial solutions of the second system, i.e.,

γ2
1 + α2

1 = γ1

γ2
2 + α2

2 = γ2

γ1γ2 + α1α2 = 0.

are

α1 is arbitrary
α2 = −α1

γ1 =
1 ±

√
1 − 4α2

1

2

γ2 =
1 ∓

√
1 − 4α2

1

2
.

Here we apply the convention that if we choose the + sign for γ1, then we must
choose the − sign for γ2, and vice versa. Accordingly, in case (ii) the solutions
are

f(x) =
1 ±

√
1 − 4α2

1

2
m1(x) +

1 ∓
√

1 − 4α2
1

2
m2(x)

α(x) = α1m1(x) − α1m2(x)

= α1 · (m1(x) − m2(x))

Remark 2.26. (Real-valued solutions of equation (2.22)) With the help of The-
orem 2.24, we can easily obtain the real-valued solutions of equation (2.22) as
well. Note that these may be significantly fewer than the complex-valued so-
lutions. Indeed, the functions

f(x) = (±α1ia(x) + 1) · m(x)

α(x) = α1a(x) · m(x)

can both be real-valued only if α1 = 0, that is, if α is identically zero and f is
exponential. Similarly, the functions

f(x) =
1 ±

√
1 − 4α2

1

2
m1(x) +

1 ∓
√

1 − 4α2
1

2
m2(x)

α(x) = α1(m1(x) − m2(x))

are real-valued if and only if α1 ∈ [− 1
2 , 1

2

]
.
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Finally, the functions

f(x) = γ · m(x)

α(x) = ±
√

γ(1 − γ) · m(x) (x ∈ G)

are real-valued if and only if γ ∈ [0, 1].
Summing up, if the functions f, α : G → R solve equation (2.22), then they

are one of the following form
(a)

f(x) =
1 ± √

1 − 4α2

2
m1(x) +

1 ∓ √
1 − 4α2

2
m2(x)

α(x) = α(m1(x) − m2(x)) (x ∈ G) ,

where m1,m2 : G → R are exponentials and α ∈ [− 1
2 , 1

2

]
,

(b)

f(x) = γ · m(x)

α(x) = ±
√

γ(1 − γ) · m(x) (x ∈ G)

where γ ∈ [0, 1].

Open Problem. If F and K are fields, and f, α : F → K are functions, then the
equation

f(x + y) − f(x)f(y) = α(xy) (x, y ∈ F)
as well as

f(xy) − f(x)f(y) = α(x + y) (x, y ∈ F)
also makes sense, however, we cannot solve them using the methods presented
in the manuscript. Their investigation may be addressed in the future, in a
separate manuscript, likely employing entirely different methods.

For easier overview, we summarize the results of our paper in the table
below.

Function(s) Equation Statement

f : S → F, B : S × S → F symmetric
and biadditive

f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = B(x, y) Proposition 2.1

f : S → F f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy Corollary 2.2
f : S → F f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy Corollary 2.3
f : R → R f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy Corollary 2.5
f : D → R f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy Corollary 2.6
f : R → R f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = αxy Corollary 2.7

f, α : S → F, (S, ·) ≤ (F×, ·) f(xy) − f(x) − f(y) = α(xy) Proposition 2.8
f, α : F → F f(x + y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(xy) Proposition 2.9
f, α : G → C f(x · y) − f(x) − f(y) = α(x)α(y) Theorem 2.12

f, α : G → C f(xy) − f(x)f(y) = α(xy) Proposition 2.20

f, α : K
× → K f(xy) − f(x)f(y) = α(xy) Corollary 2.21

f, α : K → K f(x + y) − f(x)f(y) = α(x + y) Corollary 2.22
f, α : G → C f(x · y) − f(x)f(y) = α(x)α(y) Theorem 2.24
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[13] Székelyhidi, L.: Convolution type functional equations on topological abelian groups.
World Scientific, Singapore etc. (1991)

Eszter Gselmann
Department of Analysis
University of Debrecen
P.O.Box 400
H-4002 Debrecen
Hungary
e-mail: gselmann@science.unideb.hu

Tomasz Ma�lolepszy and Janusz Matkowski
Institute of Mathematics
University of Zielona Góra
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