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Abstract

Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space and L°(F) the algebra of equivalence
classes of real-valued random variables defined on (€2, F, P). A left module
M over the algebra L°(F)(briefly, an L°(F)-module) is said to be regular
if + = y for any given two elements x and y in M such that there exists a
countable partition {A,,,n € N} of Q to F such that fAn o — fAn -y for each
n € N, where I, is the characteristic function of A,, and I 4, its equivalence
class. The purpose of this paper is to establish the fundamental theorem
of affine geometry in regular L°(F)-modules: let V and V' be two regular
L°(F)-modules such that V contains a free L°(F)-submodule of rank 2, if
T :V — V' is stable and invertible and maps each L°-line segment to an
L%line segment, then 7" must be L-affine.
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1. Introduction and the main result of this paper

Throughout this paper, (€, F, P) always denotes a given probability
space, LY(F) the algebra of equivalence classes of real-valued random vari-
ables defined on (2, F, P), which is endowed with the usual algebraic oper-
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ations on equivalence classes, and L°(F,R") the set of equivalence classes
of random vectors from (€2, F, P) to the n-dimensional Euclidean space R",
which forms a free L°(F)-module of rank n in a natural way. Randomized
versions (or random generalizations) of some fundamental results in classical
analysis on R or R™ are both of interest in their own right and have also
been the powerful tools for the study of some important topics in probability
theory and stochastic finance in various and unexpected manners. Following
are several typical examples.

It is well known from [5] that (L°(F),<) is a Dedekind complete lat-
tice under the partial order: ¢ < n iff £%(w) < 7%(w),a.s., where £° and
n° are respectively arbitrarily chosen representatives of & and 7 in L°(F).
The fundamental result can be aptly called the randomized version of order-
completeness of the set R of real numbers, which together with whose equiv-
alent variant (often called the essential supremum and infimum theorem on
the set of real-valued random variables) has been frequently used in proba-
bility theory and stochastic control |17, [18]. Another typical example from
[14] is the randomized version of the classical Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem,
which states that there exists a random subsequence {z,, ,k € N} converg-
ing a.s. for an arbitrary almost surely (a.s.) bounded sequence {z,,n € N}
in L°(F,R") (namely, sup, |z,(w)| < +00,a.s.), where {n;, k € N} is a
sequence of positive integer-valued random variables defined on (2, F, P)
such that ng(w) < ngyr(w) for each w € Q and each k € N, and z,, =
Zfil f(nk:l) - 1; with f(nk:l) being the equivalence class of the characteris-
tic function I, of (nx = 1) = {w € Q : ng(w) = [} for any k and
[ in N. The use of the fundamental result has considerably simplified the
proof of no-arbitrage criteria [14], and in particular the randomized version
has motivated the fruitful development of the theory of random sequential
compactness in random normed modules (briefly, RN-modules) [g].

RN-modules are a random generalization of ordinary normed spaces. In
fact, random functional analysis is just based on such an idea of randomizing
the classical space theory in functional analysis and has been systematically
developed as a whole, while random convex analysis, as an important part
of random functional analysis, and its applications to conditional convex risk
measures, random control and random optimization have been also devel-
oped, see |6, 7, 16, 12, [11, 9, 10] and the references therein for details.

In 2009, Artstein-Avidan and Milman [2] characterized the fully order
preserving (reversing) operators on the set of lower semicontinuous convex
functions on R™. Further, in 2015 Insem, Reem and Svaiter [13] extended the
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main results in [2] from R” to real Banach spaces in a nontrivial manner. The
results both in [2] and in |13] are based on the fundamental theorem of affine
geometry and classical convex analysis. Our future purpose is to generalize
the main results in [13] from Banach spaces to complete RN-modules. Now
that random convex analysis has been established as stated above, it remains
to generalize the fundamental theorem of affine geometry from linear spaces
to left modules over the algebra LY(F) (briefly, L°(F)-modules), which is
just the goal of this paper.

Propositions [[L1] and below survey the finite-dimensional and the
infinite-dimensional versions of the fundamental theorem of affine geometry,
respectively.

Proposition 1.1. ( see [L,13] ) Let V and V' be two finite dimensional real
vector spaces with dim(V) > 2. If T: V — V' is invertible and maps each
line segment to a line segment, then T is affine.

Proposition 1.2. ( see [13] ) Let V and V' be any two real vector spaces
with dim(V') > 2. If T': V' — V' is invertible and maps each line segment to
a line segment, then 7' is affine.

To state our central result, let us first introduce some terminologies as
follows.

Definition 1.3. Let V and V' be any two L°(F)-modules. A mapping T :
V — V' is said to be:

(1) L%linear if T is a module homomorphism from V to V.

(2) LP-affine if there exist an L°-linear mapping S from V to V' and b € V'
such that T'(z) = S(x) + b for any z € V.

(3) Stable if T(Iax + [aey) = IaT(x) + [T (y) for any z and y in V and
any A in F, where I4 the equivalence class of the characteristic function 4
of A (in Section 2 of this paper, we will check that 7" is stable iff 7" has the
local property, namely I,T(z) = I,T(I4z) for any z € V and A € F).
Besides, T is said to map each L-line segment to an L°-line segment if
T([x,y]) = [T(x),T(y)] for any two different elements = and y in V', where
[z,y] = DAz + (1 =Ny : X € L°%(F)and 0 < X < 1}, called the L°-line
segment linking x and y. Further, we say that V contains a free L°(F)-
submodule of rank 2 if V' contains two L°(F)-independent elements x and v,
which means £ = 1 = 0 for any two ¢ and 1 in L°(F) such that £z +ny = 0.



When we generalize Proposition stated above to L°(F)-modules, we
require that the L°(F)-modules have the following regular property so that
we can introduce the notion of a support for an element in them, which will
play a crucial role in establishing our main result.

Definition 1.4. (see [6]) An L°(F)-module V is said to be regular if it
always holds that x and y are equal for any given x and y in V' such that there
exists a countable partition {A,,n € N} of Q to F (namely each A, € F,
and A, N A,, = ) for any n # m and U, A, = Q) such that fAn cr = fAn -y
for each n € N.

As mentioned in [6], the regular requirement as in Definition [[4]is merely
a slight restrictive condition since R/N-modules and random locally convex
modules as the central framework of random functional analysis are all reg-
ular!

We can now state the central result of this paper as follows.

Theorem 1.5. Let V and V' be any two regular L°(F)-modules such that V
contains a free L°(F)-submodule of rank 2. If T : V — V' is stable, invertible
and maps each L°-line segment to an L°-line segment, then T is L°-affine.

When (€, F, P) is trivial, namely F = {€, 0}, Theorem [[.5] immediately
reduces to Proposition [L2since in the case an L°(F)-module is automatically
a real vector space and thus regular, and a mapping between two real vector
spaces is also automatically stable.

Compared with Proposition [[.2] in the general case the unique addi-
tional condition is stability of 7" and an example will be further provided
to show that stability of 7" is essential in Theorem On the other hand,
the algebra L°(F), unlike the real number field with dimension one, may
be infinite-dimensional so that the L°(F)-modules have more complicated
algebraic structure than ordinary real linear spaces, for example, an L°-line
l(z,y) := { Dz + (1 =Ny : A€ LY(F)} can not be uniquely determined by
any two points u and v on it, which makes the proof of Theorem much
more involved than the proofs of Propositions [[.T] and

Since the fundamental theorem of affine geometry is of fundamental im-
portance, it has been generalized from linear spaces to free modules over
some kinds of rings [15], where some other types of conditions are assumed.
However, our Theorem is not a special case of the fundamental theorem



of affine geometry given in |15], at least we do not require that V and V'
in our Theorem be free, the related discussions will also be given in Sec-
tion 3 of this paper. Besides, it should also be pointed out that owing to
the peculiarity of L°(F) our Theorem is not merely more concise and in
particular meets the needs of our forthcoming work.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted
to some preliminaries and Section 3 to the proof of Theorem while some
other main results of independent interest are also given.

2. Preliminaries

For each A € F, the equivalence class of A refers to A = {B € F :
P(AAB) = 0}, and we often also write I; for I4. For any A and B in F,
A C B means that P(A\ B) = 0. Given & € LO(F), let £°(-) be an arbitrarily
chosen representative of £&. We write [€ # 0] for the equivalence class of the
measurable set {w € Q: £%w) # 0}. The statement “¢ # 0 on 27 means that
&%w) # 0, P-a.s., in other words, £ is an invertible element of the algebra
LY(F). The generalized inverse £~' of £ is defined as the equivalent class of

the random variable (£°)~! defined by

0y—1 (&%(w)) 1, if &%(w) # 0,
() w) = { 0, if €0(w) = 0.

It is clear that & - £ = Ijex. Some other notations such as [{ = 0] and
“¢ > 0on Q7 are understood in a similar way.

Now we introduce the notion of a support for an element in a regular
LY(F)-module. Since the notion depends on what has been called the ran-
domized version of order-completeness of the set R of real numbers in Section
1, we restate the result as follows for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 2.1. (see [3]) (L°(F), <) is a Dedekind complete lattice, that is
to say, every nonempty set H in L°(F) with an upper bound (a lower bound)
has a supremum (accordingly, an infimum), denoted by VH (accordingly,
AH), and if in addition H is directed upward (accordingly, downward), then
there exists a nondecreasing (accordingly, nonincreasing) sequence {,,n €
N} in H such that V{{,,n € N} = VH (accordingly, A{{,,n € N} = AH).

Let V be an L°(F)-module and z an element of V. Denote A = {B €
F :Igzx = 0}. Since ) € Aand Iz < 1forany B € F, {Izg: B € A}
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has a supremum. For any B; and By in A, we have fBlUBQ:B = (I~B1 +
fBz\Bl)z = fle + fBQ\le = 0, thus B; U By belongs to A, namely A is
directed upward. Therefore according to Proposition 2.1l there exists a non-
decreasing sequence {B,,n € N} in A such that V{Iz ,n € N} = V{Ip :
B € A). Let A= U2, B,, then we see that V{Ip : B € A} = V{Ip,,n €
N} = Ia. Set Ay = A°, Ay = By and A, = B, \ B,_; for n_> 2, then
{4, :n=0,1,2,...}is a countable partition of Q2 to F such that I, - I,z =0
for every A,. However we cannot deduce that I, = 0 if no other conditions
are assumed. Thus there is a minor mistake in the proof of Theorem 1.1 of
[7]. If we add the requirement that the L°(F)-module V' be regular, then we
can conclude that I,z = 0 since I~An -0 =0 and fAn T4z =0 for every A,.
In such a case, we write [z = 0] for the equivalence class A, and [z # 0] for
the equivalence class Ae, Besides, A€ is said to be a support for x, and when
P(A°) =1 we call x having full support.

Proposition 2.2. Let V be a regular L°(F)-module and x an element of V'
with full support. Then the following statements are true:

(1) If £z = 0 for some & € L(F), then £ = 0.

(2) If € € L°(F) is invertible, then £z has full support.

(3) If ¢ and 7 are elements in L°(F) such that £z = na, then & = 7.

(4) If y and z are two L°(F)-independent elements in V', then both y and z
have full support.

PROOF. (1) Since 0 = &1+ {x = [jezqx and z has full support, we obtain
Tjgz0) = 0, namely 5 = 0.

(2) If I - fx = 146 - x =0 for some A € F, then it follows from (1) that
146 =0, thus I, = 0, meaning £z has full support.

(3) It immediately follows from (1).

(4) Since Ijy—oy+Ij,—gz = 040 = 0, and y and =z are L°(F)-independent,
we obtain that Ij,_q = I.—g) = 0, namely both y and z have full support.

This completes the proof.

By adding the requirement that the L°(F)-module be regular, we give a
modification of Theorem 1.1 of [7] as follows, which will be used in the proof
of Proposition 3.4

Proposition 2.3. Let V be a finitely generated regular L°(F )-module. Then
there exists a finite partition {Ag, A1,..., A, } of Q to F such that [4,V is a



free module of rank i over the algebra I, LO(F) for each i € {0,1,2,...,n}
satisfying P(A;) > 0, in which case V = @], 14,V and each such A; is
unique in the sense of almost sure equality.

Next, we study the relations among L%-affine property, stability and local
property of a mapping.

Proposition 2.4. Let V and V'’ be two L°(F)-modules and T a mapping
from V' to V’. Then the following statements are true:

(1). T is LO-affine iff T[Az + (1 — N)y] = AXT'(z) + (1 — A\)T(y) for any = and
yin V and any X in L°(F).

(2). If T is L°-affine, then T" must be stable.

(3). If T is stable and T'(0) = 0, then T(I4z) = I,T(x) for any € V and
AeF.

(4). T is stable iff T has the local property.

(5). If T is stable and bijective, then 7! is also stable.

PROOF. (1). Define S:V — V' by S(z) =T(xz) —T(0),Vo € V. Then T is
LC-affine iff S is L°-linear.

If T is LP-affine, then S is L°-linear, thus for any = and y in V and any
A in L°(F), we have

Tha+(1-Ny] = S+ (1—A)y] +T(0)
= AS(@) + (1= A)S(y) + T(0)
= AlS(@) +TO)] + (1= N)[S(y) + T(0)]
= AT(x) + (1 = NT(y)-

Conversely, if T[Az 4+ (1 — \)y| = XT'(z) + (1 — A\)T'(y) for any x and y in
V and any X in L°(F), then for any x € V and ¢ € L°(F), we have

T(§x) =T[gx + (1 =¢)- 0] = £T(x) + (1 = §)T(0),

thus
S(€x) =T(€x) — T(0) = {[T'(z) — T(0)] = £S(x),



and for any x and y in V', we have
1 1
1
= §[T(2x —0)+T(2y — 0)]

_ %[2T(:c) — T(0) +27(y) — T(0)]
= T(x)+T(y) - T1(0),

thus
Sfe+y)=T(@+y)-T(0)=T(z) - T(0)+T(y) —T(0) = S(z) + 5(y).

Therefore S is L°-linear, equivalently 7' is L°-affine.

(2). If T is LO-affine, then by (1), T(Isx + Lsey) = 14T (x) + 14T (y) for
any z and y in V and any A in F, namely 7T is stable.

(3). If T is stable and T'(0) = 0, then for any z € V and A € F, we have

T(Iaz) = T(Igx + Lae - 0) = I4T(2) + 14 T(0) = I, T ().
(4). If T is stable, then for any z € V and A € F, T(I4x) = T(Isz +

Tpe-0) = InT(2)+ 14 T(0), thus IoT(Iax) = 4T (z), namely T has the local

property.
Conversely, if T" has the local property, then for any x and y in V and
any A in F,

= DT a(Taz 4 Laey)] 4+ LaeT[Iae (T + Ipety)]

T(iAl’ + fAcy) = iAT(jAZL' + iAcy) + jAcT(iAZL' + iAcy)
A

= [AT([ASL’) + jAcT(iAcy>
= 14T (x) + 14T (y),

thus T is stable.
(5). If T is stable and bijective, then for any y € V' and A € F, we have

TIAT(y)] = TUAT " (y) + Lac - 0]
= LAT[T ™ (y)] + La<T(0)
- iAy + jACT(O)>



and

T[T (Iay)] = TIAT " (Iay) + Lac - O]
= T[T (1ay)] + 14-T(0)
=Ly + iACT(())a

thus T[I4T"'(y)] = T[IaT '(I4y)]. Since T is injective, we obtain that
I,T(y) = I4T Y (I4y), namely T~! has the local property. It follows from
(4) that T~ is stable.

This completes the proof.

Lemma below states that the identity mapping is the unique endo-
morphism on L°(F) with the local property. It will be used in the proof of
Proposition 3.3l

As usual, we always regard R as a subset of LY(F) by identifying every
element r € R with the equivalence class of the constant function with value
r.

Lemma 2.5. Let ¢ : L°(F) — LY(F) be a mapping such that:
(1). ¢ is local;

(2). ¢(§+n) = 6(&) + (n), V&, n € LO(F);

(). ¢(&n) = ( )o(n), V€, n € LO(F);

(4). 6(1) =

Then ¢ is the identity mapping, namely ¢(&) = £,V€ € LY(F).

PROOF. From (2), ¢(0) = 2¢(0), thus ¢(0) = 0. Since ¢(§ — &) = ¢(0) =
d(&) + ¢(—¢), we obtain that ¢(—&) = —¢(€) for every & € L°(F). Since
(1) = 1, it is easy to deduce that ¢(p) = p for any integer p and further
¢(r) = r for any rational number 7.

Let £ and 7 be two elements in L°(F) with £ > 7, then from (3) we
obtain that ¢({ —n) = ¢(v§ —nvE§ —n) = ¢(VE —n)o(vVE —n) = 0. Since
B(E— 1) = B(E) +6(—n) = 3(€) — 6(n), it follows that G(€) > 6(n), therefore

¢ is monotonically increasing. Since ¢(r) = r for any rational number r,
from the monotonicity of ¢ we obtain that ¢(r) = r for any real number 7.

For any simple element ¢ = Zle ril s, in LO(F) (where each r; is a real
number and {A; : ¢ = 1,...,d} is a finite partition of Q to F), by (4) of
Proposition 4] we have ¢(q) = S0, 4,7 = q.



Given any & € LO(F) satisfying that there exists a positive 7 € R such
that |£] < r. Let ¢ = Zle ril s, and g = Zk t IB be any two simple
elements in L°(F) such that ¢_ < ¢ < ¢4, then using the monotonicity of ¢,
we have ¢_ = ¢(q-) < ¢(§) < ¢(¢4) = ¢4. Taking all such possible ¢_ and
¢+, we thus obtain that ¢(§) = &.

For a general ¢ € L(F), let A, =[n—1 < [£] < n] for each n € N, then
d(1a,€) = 14, since |14,&| <n. From (4) and (3) of Proposition 2.4 we get
A(14,6) = 14,6(€), again by noting that Y 2[4, = 1 we can thus obtain
that G(€) = S0r 14, 6(€) = 300, BIa8) = Doy a6 = €.

This completes the proof.

3. Main results and their proofs

To prove Theorem [[5] we first need to establish the LC°-affineness of a
mapping that maps L°lines to L°-lines.

Definition 3.1. Let V and V' be two L°(F)-modules, a mapping T : V —
V" is said to map each L%line to an L’-line if for any two points z and ¥ in
V' there exist two points u and v in V’ such that T'(I(x,y)) = l(u, v).

Let V and V' be two L°(F)-modules and T : V' — V' an injective map-
ping. According to (1) of Proposition 24 if 7" is L°-affine then 7" maps each
L% line to an L%line. Proposition [3.4] below states that the converse is also
true when V' and V’ are regular and V' contains a free L°(F)-submodule of
rank 2. This result may also be called the fundamental theorem of affine ge-
ometry in regular L%-modules. To prove Proposition 3.4, we will first show a
relatively simple version—Proposition B3] below, in which V itself is assumed
to be a free module of rank 2.

Before we state and prove Propositions[3.3 and B.4], we make a comparison
between straight lines in a real vector space and L%-lines in an L°(F)-module.
In a real vector space, any two different points in a given straight line de-
termine the same straight line, whereas in an L°(F)-module V, if w and z
are two different points in the L°line I(z,y), the L%-line [(w, z) may be not
the same as [(7,y). For instance, let ¥ € V' be a nonzero element, then for
any A € F, Iz lies in the L°-line [(0,2) = {\z : A € L°(F)}, however if
I,z is nonzero, then the L%-line 1(0, Iyz) = {Is\x : A\ € L°(F)} is probably
not the same as [(0, z). Thus we should be careful when we handle problems
involving L°-lines.
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Since the mappings involved in the main results of this paper are injective,
Proposition below shows that when one wants to prove that an injective
mapping 7' maps an L°-line to an L-line, he need only prove T(I(z,y)) =
I(T(x),T(y)) for any two different = and y, since this is obvious for x = y.

Proposition 3.2. Let V and V' be two regular L°(F)-modules. If T : V —
V' is stable, injective and maps each L°-line to an L%-line, then T'(I(x,y)) =
I(T(z), T(y)) for any two different points x and y in V.

PROOF. Define S:V — V' by S(z) =T (x) — T(0),Vz € V, then S(0) =
With the assumptions on 7', we obtain that S is stable, injective and maps
each L°-line to an L°-line. Fix any two points x and y in V, it remains to
show that S(I(z,y)) = I(S(x),S(y)). Suppose that v and v are in V' such
that S(I(z,y)) = l(u,v). Since I(S(x),S(y)) C l(u,v) is obvious, it suffices
to show that {(u,v) C I(S(z),S(y)).

Using (3) of Proposition 2.4] we obtain that

(B e F:Iy[Sx) - Sly)] =0} = {B € F: S(Izz) — Spy) = 0},
and by the injectivity of S we obtain that
{B € F: S(fBa:) — S(fo) =0}={BeF: Ipx — Ipy = 0}.

Thus {B € F : I3[S(z) — S(y)] = 0} = {B € F : Ig(x —y) = 0}, which
implies that [x —y = 0] = [S(z) — S(y) = 0], equivalently [x —y # 0] =
[S(z) = S(y) # 0].

Denote A =[x —y # 0] and A° = [x — y = 0]. Since we have shown that
[S(z) — S(y) # 0] = A, we will show that [u — v # 0] =

Let & and 7, be elements in L°(F) such that u = S[&z + (1 — &;)y] and
v = S[ma+(1—mn)y]. Since [rex = Lscy, we obtain that [ac[&x+(1—E&)y] =
Elgex+ (1= &) acy = Lyex, and similarly Tac[ma+ (1 —mn1)y| = Lscx. Then
using (3) of Proposition 2.4] we obtain that [4cu = [4S[& 12+ (1 — &)y] =
S(Igex), and similarly I4cv = S(Iacz). Therefore [4cu = I4cv, implying that
A°Clu—v=0].

Let £ and 1 be elements in L°(F) such that S(z) = u+ (1 — &)v and
S(y) = nu+ (1 = n)v, then S(x) — S(y) = (£ —n)(u —v). For any B € F
satisfying Ip(u — v) = 0, we have I3[S(z) — S(y)] = (& — n)Ip(u —v) = 0,
thus [u —v = 0] C [S(z) — S(y) = 0] = A°. Similarly we deduce that
[E—n=0] C [S(z)—S(y) = 0] = A°, equivalently A C [£—n # 0]. Combining
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A° C Jlu—v =0] and [u—v = 0] C A° we obtain that [u —v = 0] = A€,
equivalently [u — v # 0] = A.

Now we can deduce that ©v —v = I4(u — v) = Tadje_pz0)(u —v) = 14(§ —
) HE =) (u—v) = (—n)"alS(z) = S(y)] = (£ —n)'[S(x) — S(y)].

Combining S(z) = u+ (1 — v and u —v = (£ — 1)~ ![S(x) — S(y)], we
obtain that v = [1 — £(€ — 1)~S(z) + £(€ — 1) "S(y) and u = [1 — &(¢ -
m~t (€ =) S(@) + €€ —n)"" = (£ = n)7'S(y). Thus both u and v
belong to I(S(x), S(y)), which implies that I(u,v) C I(S(z), S(y)).

This completes the proof.

We can now state and prove Propositions 3.3l and 3.4

Proposition 3.3. Let VV and V' be two regular L°(F)-modules such that V'
is free with rank(V) = 2. If T : V — V" is stable, injective and maps each
L line to an L°-line, then T must be L'-affine.

PROOF. Define S:V — V' by S(x) =T (z) — T(0),Vz € V, then S(0) = 0.
With the assumptions on 7', S is stable and injective. By Proposition B.2] S
maps each L%-line [(z,y) to the L%line {(S(x), S(y)). It remains to show that
S is L°-linear. The proof is divided into 4 steps. We assume that {e;, e} is a
basis of V' and point out in advance that (3) of Proposition [2.4]is frequently
used.

Step 1. For any L°(F)-independent elements x and y in V, we have that
S(z) and S(y) are L°(F)-independent and S(x + y) = S(z) + S(y).

For any z € V with full support, let A = [S(z) = 0], then by (3) of
Proposition 2.4 S(142) = [45(z) = 0. Since S is injective, we obtain that
I,z =0. Thus I, = 0, implying that S(z) has full support.

Suppose that & and 7 are two elements in L°(F) such that £S(z)+nS(y) =
0. Since S is injective and maps the L-line 1(0,x) to the L%line 1(0, S(z)),
there exists a € L°(F) such that £S(x) = S(ax). Similarly, there exists
B € L°(F) such that —nS(y) = S(By). By the injectivity of S we get
ax = By, then a = 3 = 0 since = and y are L°(F)-independent. As a result,
€S(z) = —nS(y) = 0, then using the fact that both S(x) and S(y) have full
support, we conclude that £ = n = 0, which means that S(z) and S(y) are
L°(F)-independent.

We then show that there exist a and b in L°(F) such that S(z + y) =
aS(z) + bS(y). In fact, since x + y lies in the L%-line [(2z,2y), there exists
p € LO(F) such that S(z +y) = pS(2x) + (1 — u)S(2y). Since 2z lies in the
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L-line 1(0, z) and 2y in the L°-line [(0,y), there exist two elements a; and
By in L°(F) such that S(2x) = a1S(z) and S(2y) = £1S(y), then a = poy
and b = (1 — p)py satisfy S(x +y) = aS(x) + bS(y).

We claim that ¢ = 1 and b = 1. We prove it by contradiction. If a # 1,
let A=[a# 1] and ¢; = —(a — 1)7!, then I4 # 0 and I4[1 + ¢i(a —1)] = 0.
Since the L%line l(z,z +vy) = {z + cy : ¢ € L°(F)} is mapped by S to the
LPline I(S(x), S(xz + y)), there exists ¢y € L°(F) such that S(z + cpy) =
(1 —c)S(x) + e1S(x+y) = [1+ ci(a—1)]S(x) + 1bS(y). Using (3) of
Proposition 2.4l we obtain that S(1a(x + coy)) = 1aS(x + coy) = Lac10S(y).
Note that there exists some £ € L°(F) such that I4¢;bS5(y) = S(Ey), then by
the injectivity of S, we get 14(z+ coy) = £y, contradicting to the assumption
that x and y are L(F)-independent. Therefore, a = 1. Similarly, b = 1.

Step 2. For any two L°(F)-independent elements z and y in V, we have

Sz +ny) = S(x) + S(ny), ¥, € LO(F). Specially, S(€er + nez) =
S(€e1) + S(nez), V&, n € LO(F).

First suppose that § = I4 and n = Ip for some A and B in F. Since
IAI’ + IBy = IAQB(I’ + y) + ]A\BZL' + [B\Ay, we have that S(IAI’ + IBy)
LinpS(z + y) + TapS(x) + [paS(y) = Lins[S(x) + S(y)] + LapS(z) +
IpaS(y) = 1aS(z) + I1sS(y) = S(Iaz) + S(Ipy).

Generally, for any & and 7 in L%(F), let A = [£ # 0] and B = [n # 0],
and take 1 = &x 4 I4ex and y; = ny + Igey. Then Ex = 421, ny = Iy,
and x; and y; are LY(F)-independent. In fact, if o and 3 are elements in
LY(F) such that az; + By; = 0, now that x and y are L°(F)-independent,
we deduce that «(§ + I4c) = 0 and (n + Igc) = 0. Note that £ + I4c # 0
on 2 and 7+ Ige # 0 on €2, we thus obtain a« = f = 0. Now we have shown
that z; and y, are L°(F)-independent, then S(Sx +ny) = S(Iaz1 + Ipy) =
S(Lazy) + S(Ipyr) = S(x) + S(ny).

Step 3. For each i € {1,2}, we have S(€e;+ne;) = S(€e;)+S(ne;),VE,n €
LY(F).

By symmetry, it suffices to prove the case when ¢ = 1.

Since e; — ey and ey are obviously L°(F)-independent, we get from Step
2 that S(ey) = S(ex —ea+e3) = S(eg —e2) +S(e2) = S(er) +S(—e2) +S(e2),
therefore S(es) + S(—ez) = 0.

Now fix two elements ¢ and 1 in L°(F), let A = [€ +n # 0]. Then
1y = €ey + Iqee; + ey and y; = ney — ey are L°(F)-independent. Indeed, if
a and 3 are elements in L°(F) such that az; + By, = (af + alae + Bn)e; +
(v — B)es = 0, then a& + alse + fn = 0 and o — 5 = 0, equivalently
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a = and a( +n+ I4) = 0. Noting that £ + 71+ L4 # 0 on 2, we thus
obtain @ = 8 = 0. From Step 2, noting that e; and Ice; + eq are LO(F)-
independent, we get S(z1) = S(€e1) + S(Lacer + e2) = S(&eqr) + S(Lgeeq) +
S(eq) and S(y1) = S(ne1) + S(—ez). On the other hand, since x; and y;
are L°(F)-independent, it follows from Step 2 that S(fe; + Iace; + ney) =
S(z1 + y1) = S(x1) + S(y1). Therefore, using S(es) + S(—ez) = 0 we get
S(€er+1acer+ner) = S(€er)+S(Lacer)+S(ner). Using (3) of Proposition 2.4,
we obtain that I4cS(§e1 4+ Lacer +ner) = S[Lac(Eer+Lacer+ner)] = S(Laceq),
hence S(&ey + ney) = S[Ia(Eer + Laces + neq)] = 1aS(Eeq + Tacer + ney) =
S(€er + Lacer +ney) — LacS(Eey + Lacer + nep) = S(Eer) + S(ney).

Step 4. For each i € {1,2}, we have S(&e;) = £S(e;), VE € LO(F).

Fix an x in V with full support. For any £ € L°(F), since £z lies in
the L°-line {(0,x), there exists u € L°(F) such that S({x) = uS(z). By
Step 1, S(z) has full support, thus g is uniquely determined by ¢ (and x).
Therefore we can define a mapping f, : L°(F) — L°(F) by the relation
S(&x) = f2(§)S(x), V¢ € LY(F).

Specially, for each i € {1,2}, we have a mapping f; : L°(F) — L°(F)
such that S(&e;) = f;(£)S(e;),VE € LY(F).

We show that f; = fy. For each £ € L(F), since e; + ey has full support,
we have S(€(e1+e€2)) = fe,4e,(§) (€14 €2) = fer1e,(€)[S(e1) + S(e2)], where
the last equality follows from Step 1. From Step 2, S(£(e1 +e3)) = S(Eeq) +
S(§e2) = f1(€)S(e1) + f2(€)S(e2). Thus we obtain fe, 1, (§)[S(e1) + S(e2)] =
f1(6)S(e1) + f2(€)S(e2). We have known from Step 1 that S(e;) and S(ep)
are LO(F)-independent, thus f1(£) = fe,1e,(&) = fa(&).

Please note that using a similar argument, for any n € L°(F) such that
04000 Q, we have fue, () = f(6) = fi(€), Y€ € L(F).

We proceed to show that fi(£) = &,VE € LO(F).

First, it is obvious that f;(0) = 0 and fi(1) = 1. Then by (3) of Propo-
sition 24, S(Ix€e1) = 14S(Eey) for any € € LO(F) and A € F, imply-
ing that fy(Ix€) = I1fi(£), which means that f; is local. By Step (3),
S(€er +ney) = S(€et) + S(ney) for any ¢ and n in LY(F), implying that
A€+ 1) = A8 + filn).¥en € I9(F). Finally, for any ¢ and 7 in
L°(F), choose n; € L°(F) such that 1, # 0 on Q and = I47m;, where
A = [n # 0] (for instance, we can take 1 = I n + I4c), then we have
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S((€n)er) = f1(§n)S(er), and

S((En)er) = S(Elamer)
= I1aS(€mer)
= Iafie (§)S(mer)
= Taf1(8) f1(m)S(e1)
= f1(§) fi(n)S(e1).

Noting that S(e;) has full support, we thus obtain fi(&n) = f1(§) fi(n).

To sum up, f; satisfies all the conditions (1-4) in Lemma 23] thus f1(§) =
£, € LO(F).

Combining Step 2 and Step 4, for any € and 1 in L°(F), we have S(€e; +
nea) = S(Eeq) + S(nez) = £S(e1) + nS(ez), meaning that S is LO-linear.

This completes the proof.

Proposition 3.4. Let V and V' be two regular L°(F)-modules such that V'
contains a free L°(F)-submodule of rank 2. If T : V' — V" is stable, injective
and maps each L°-line to an L%line, then 7" must be L-affine.

PROOF. Suppose that zy and y, are L°(F)-independent elements in V. Fix
x and y in V, we first prove that there exists an L°(F)-submodule V; of V
such that V; is free with rank(V}) = 2 and contains x and y.

Consider the L°(F)-submodule U of V generated by z and y, namely
U= {&x+ny:&ne LO(F)}, according to Proposition 23] there exists a
partition { Ag, A1, Az} of Q to F such that I4,U is a free module of rank i over
the algebra I4,L°(F) for each i € {0, 1,2} satisfying P(A;) > 0, in which case
U= @Z 0 I A;,U. We may without loss of generality assume that P(Ag) > 0,

P(A;) > 0 and P(A,) > 0. Suppose that 14,z is a basis of the free ]AILO(]:)
module 4, U of rank 1. Consider the I4, L°(F)-module W generated by I, z
and 14,70, again by Proposition 23 there exists a partition {By, By, By} of
A; to F such that I, W is a free module of rank 7 over the algebra I, LO(F)
for each i € {0,1,2} satisfying P(B;) > 0. Note that Iz, W = {0}, specially
fBOxO = 0, it follows that iBo = 0, namely P(By) = 0. We suppose both
P(B;) > 0 and P(B;) > 0. Note in such a case, there exists a & € L°(F)
with £ # 0 on B; such that Ip, z = Ip oxg. Take 21 = fAOxo + fAlz + fA2x
and y; = fAOyo + fBlyO + f32x0 + fAzy, we claim that z; and y; are L°(F)-
independent, and U a subset of Vi := {{x1 +nyy : €,n € L°(F)}. In fact,
on Ay, we have I~Aoa:1 = fAOCEo and fAOyl = I~A0y0, thus fAOatl and fAOyl are
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I:AOLO(]-:)-indePendent, and I~A0~U = fAO {0} C fAQ\/l; on A, we have fAlxl =
Tayz = Ip 2+1p,2 = I Soxo+1p,z and 1a,y1 = Ip,Yo+1p,%o, thus 14,71 and
Ia,y1 are 14, L°(F)-independent, and I4,U = spang, o {lazt C 1a, Vi

on A,, we have fA2x1 = fAQx and fA2y1 = fA2y, thus 4,7, and fA2y1 are
T4, L°(F)-independent, and I4,U = I,Vj.

Now V; is a regular and free L°(F)-module of rank 2, and x and y are
elements in V;. Consider the restriction of T to Vi, then T'is L°-affine on V; by
Proposition B3l Tt follows from (1) of Proposition 24 that T'(Az+(1—\)y) =
ATz + (1= \)Ty, VA € L°(F).

This completes the proof.

In the following, we give an example which shows that a bijective mapping
T : L°F,R") — L°(F,R"), which maps any L’line to an L°-line, may be
not stable, thus according to (2) of Proposition [24] this mapping 7" is not
LO-affine.

Example 3.5. Let 0 : (2, F, P) — (X, F, P) be an isomorphism, that is to
say, 0 is bijective and both # and ~! are measure-preserving. Then € induces
a bijection o : L%(F) — L°(F) sending ¢ to the equivalence class of £°(6(-)),
where £° is a representative of ¢ € LO(F). Further, for each positive integer
n, 6 induces a bijection T : L°(F,R") — L°(F,R") sending (&y,...,&,) to
(0(&1),...,0(&)). Then it is straightforward to check that T maps each L°-
line to an L%line. However, if @ is not the identity mapping, 1" is probably
not stable.

Following is a more concrete example.

Let ©Q be [0,1), F the Borel o-algebra of [0,1), and P the Lebesgue
measure. Define 6 : [0,1) — [0,1) by §(w) = w + 3 for w € [0,3), and
f(w) = w— 1 for w € [1,1). We show that as stated above, the induced
mapping T : L°(F,R") — L°(F,R") is not stable. Let A =[0,1), B = [3,1),
then o(I4) = I, and thus for each z € LO(F,R") we have T'(I,z) = IzT(x),
specially T(fAel) = fBT(el) = Ipe;, where e; = (1,0,...,0), it follows that
fAT(fAel) =0 461 = fAT(el). Thus T is not stable.

Remark 3.6. Since L°(F) is a commutative algebra and L°(F) # {0}, ac-
cording to Theorem 2.6 of 4], L°(F) is an IB-ring (see [15] for details).
Lashkhi and Kvirikashvili [15] has established fundamental theorem of affine
geometry of modules over IB-rings. It is necessary to give a comparison. Ap-
plying Theorem 1 of [15] to regular L°(F)-modules gives the following fact:
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let V' and V'’ be two regular free L°(F)-modules such that rank(V) > 2, if
T :V — V' with T(0) = 0 is a collineation preserving parallelism, that is
to say, T is a bijection such that the images of collinear points under 7" are
themselves collinear and T preserves parallelism (see [15] for this notion),
then there exists an isomorphism o : L%(F) — L°(F) such that T is a o-
semilinear isomorphism, namely T'(z+y) = T'(z)+71(y) for any z and y in V'
and T'(éx) = ()T () for any x € V and £ € LO(F). In this case, Theorem
1 of [15] requires that V' and V' be free and T" be bijective and parallelism
preserving, whereas our Proposition [3.4] only requires a simple condition—7"
being stable, therefore our Proposition B.4] is not a special case of Theorem
1 of [15]. We also would like to point out that although 7" in Example 3.5 is
a o-semilinear isomorphism, it is not an L% linear mapping.

With Proposition 8.4l to prove Theorem we only need to show that a
stable and bijective mapping, which maps each L°-line segment to an L°-line
segment, must maps each L’-line to an L°-line.

Proposition 3.7. Let V and V' be two regular L°(F)-modules such that V'
contains an element e with full support. If T': V' — V' is bijective, stable
and maps each L°-line segment to an L°-line segment, then 7" maps each
L% line to an LP-line.

PROOF. We can without loss of generality assume that 7°(0) = 0, otherwise
we make a translation. Let z and y be any two elements in V' such that
y # 0. Since T is a bijection, it follows from (5) of Proposition 2.4] that 7!
is stable, and by Proposition we can see that 7! also maps each L%-line
segment to an L°-line segment, thus we only need to show that each point z
in the L%line I(z,z +y) = {x + Ay : A € L°(F)} will be mapped into the
LO-line I(T(x), T(x +y)) = {A\T(x) + (1 = NT(z +y): A € L°(F)}.

We first show that for each k € Z = {0,£1,+2,...}, 2 = x + ky will be
mapped into I[(T(z), T(z +vy)).

First assume that y has full support. (1) The cases k =0 and k£ = 1 are
obvious. (2) Fixa k € {2,3,4,...}. Since z +y = (1 — §)z + 1(z + ky) €
[z, 2+ ky] and T maps an L°-line segment to an L°-line segment, there exists
p € LY(F) with 0 < p < 1 such that T(z +y) = (1 — p)T(x) + pT'(z + ky).
Let A = [ = 0], then I4u = 0. By (3) of Proposition 2.4, T'(I4(z + y)) =
IT(x+y) = I4[(1 — p)T(x) + puT(x + ky)] = IaT(x) = T(Iax). Since
T is a bijection, we obtain I4(x + y) = Iaz. Then I, = 0 follows from
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the assumption that y has full support, equivalently 4 > 0 on . As a
result, T'(x + ky) = %T(x +y)+ (1 - %)T(ZL’) € l(T(x), T(z +y)). (3) Fix
ak e {-1,-2,-3,...,} Sincez = L (x+ky) +(1-)z+y) €
[z + ky,z + y], there exists p € L°(F) with 0 < p < 1 such that T(z) =
uT(x+ky)+(1—p)T(x+y), by a similar argument as in (2) we deduce that
> 0on Q, then T(z + ky) = iT(m) +(1— i)T(m +y) el(T(x), T(x+y)).

Now for a general nonzero y. Take y; = Iay + Iace, where A = [y # 0],
we see that y; has full support and y = I4y,. Fix any k € Z, we have proved
that there exists p € LY(F) such that T'(z+ky,) = uT(z) + (1 —p)T(x+y1).
Using (4) of Proposition 2.4, T'(x + ky) = T[La(x + ky)] + T[Lac(x + ky)] =
Tla(x+kyy)]+T(Laex) = La[pT () + (1 = )T (z+y1)] + LaeT () = (Lap+
I4e)T(x) + I4(1 — p)T(z + y), implying that T'(x + ky) € (T (z), T (z + y)).

We then show that for each A € LY(F), z = z + Ay will be mapped into
UT(z),T(x+y)).

For k =1,2,..., let A, = [k —1 < || < k], then  + A,y = (5 —
21a, ) (x—ky)+ (34 514, ) (x + ky) belongs to [z — ky, z + ky], consequently
T(xz+ May) € [T(x — ky), T(z+ ky)] € I(T(x), T(z+ y)), where the last
inclusion follows from the fact that both the two endpoints T'(z — ky) and
T(z+ ky) belong to I(T(x), T(x+y)). Thus for each positive integer k, there
exists p, € LO(F) such that T(z + Ma,y) = wmT(z) + (1 — )T (z + y).
By (3) of Proposition 2.4, we have that I, T(x + A\y) = 14, T(x + X4, y) =
L [T (2) 4+ (1= pu,) T (x+y)] for each k. Let p = "2, La, pig, then 14, T(z+
Ay) = Ia, [uT(x) + (1 — p)T'(z + y)] for each k. By the regularity of V', we
conclude that T'(z + Ay) = pT'(z) + (1 — p)T(x + y), which means that
T(x+ X y) € T (2), T(x+y)).

This completes the proof.

We can now prove Theorem

PROOF. It immediately follows from Propositions 3.4l and 3.7
This completes the proof.
Acknowledgements

The first author was supported by the Natural Science Foundation of
China (Grant No.11701531) and the Fundamental Research Funds for the
Central Universities, China University of Geosciences (Wuhan) (Grant No.

18



CUGL170820). The second author was supported by the Natural Science
Foundation of China(Grant No.11971483). The third author was supported
by the Natural Science Foundation of China(Grant No.11501580). The au-
thors would like to thank the reviewers for their valuable suggestions which
considerably improve the readability of this paper.

References

1]
2]

E. Artin, Geometric Algebra, Interscience, New York, 1957.

S. Artstein-Avidan, V. Milman, The concept of duality in convex anal-
ysis, and the characterization of the Legendre transform, Ann. Math.
169(2)(2009) 661-674.

A. Chubarev, I. Pinelis, Fundamental theorem of geometry without the
1-to-1 assumption, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 127(1999) 2735-2744.

P. M. Cohn, Some remarks on the invariant basis property, Topology
5(1966) 215-228.

N. Dunford, J. T. Schwartz, Linear Operators (I), Interscience, New York,
1958.

T. X. Guo, Relations between some basic results derived from two kinds of
topologies for a random locally convex module, J. Funct. Anal. 258(2010)
3024-3047.

T. X. Guo, G. Shi, The algebraic structure of finitely generated L°(F, K )-
modules and the Helly theorem in random normed modules, J. Math.
Anal. Appl. 381(2011) 833-842.

T. X. Guo, Y. C. Wang, H. K. Xu, X. Z. Yuan, The noncompact
Schauder fixed point theorem in random normed modules, 2021, arXiv:
2104.11098v8.

T. X. Guo, E. X. Zhang, Y. C. Wang, Z. C. Guo, Two fixed point theorems
in complete random normed modules and their applications to backward
stochastic equations, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 483(2020) 123644.

[10] T. X. Guo, E. X. Zhang, Y. C. Wang, M. Z. Wu, L°-convex compactness

and its applications to random convex optimization and random varia-
tional inequalities, Optimization 70(2021) 937-971.

19



[11] T. X. Guo, E. X. Zhang, M. Z. Wu, B. X. Yang, G. Yuan, X. L. Zeng, On
random convex analysis, J. Nonlinear Conv. Anal. 18(2017) 1967-1996.

[12] T. X. Guo, S. E. Zhao, X. L. Zeng, The relations among the three kinds
of conditional risk measures, Sci. China Math. 57(2014) 1753-1764.

[13] A. N. Iusem, D. Reem, B. F. Svaiter. Order preserving and order revers-
ing operators on the class of convex functions in Banach spaces. J. Funct.
Anal. 268(2015) 73-92.

[14] Y. Kabanov, C. Stricker, A teacher’s note on no-arbitrage criteria,
Séminaire de Probabilités, XXXV, Lect. Notes Math., vol.1755, Springer,
Berlin, 2001, pp.149-152.

[15] A. Lashkhi, T. Kvirikashvili, Affine geometry of modules over a ring
with an invariant basis number, J. Math. Sci. 137(5)(2006) 5161-5173.

[16] M. Z. Wu, Farkas’ lemma in random locally convex modules and
Minkowski-Weyl type results in L°(F,R"), J. Math. Anal. Appl.
404(2013) 300-309.

[17] J. A. Yan, Lecture on Measure Theory, Second Edition, Science Press,
Beijing, 2004.

[18] J. A. Yan, S. G. Peng, S. Z. Fang, L. M. Wu, Selected Topics on Stochas-
tic Analysis, Science Press, Beijing, 1997.

20



	1 Introduction and the main result of this paper
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Main results and their proofs

