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Abstract

A conjecture of Ulam states that the standard probability measure π on the Hilbert

cube Iω is invariant under the induced metric da when the sequence a = {ai} of

positive numbers satisfies the condition
∞∑
i=1

a2i <∞. This conjecture was proved in [5]

when E1 is a non-degenerate subset of Ma. In this paper, we prove the conjecture of

Ulam completely by classifying cylinders as non-degenerate and degenerate cylinders

and by treating the degenerate case that was overlooked in the previous paper.
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1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, using the symbol Rω, we represents an infinite dimensional real

vector space defined as

Rω =
{

(x1, x2, . . .) : xi ∈ R for all i ∈ N
}
.

From now on, we denote by (Rω, T ) the product space
∞∏
i=1

R, where (R, TR) is the usual

topological space. Since (R, TR) is a Hausdorff space, so is (Rω, T ) (see [9, Theorem 111.7]).

Let I = [0, 1] be the unit closed interval, Iω =
∞∏
i=1

I the Hilbert cube, and let π be

the standard product probability measure on Iω. We denote by (Iω, Tω) the (topological)

subspace of (Rω, T ). Then, Tω is the relative topology for Iω induced by T .
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2 Ulam’s Conjecture on Invariance of Measure

In this paper, let a = {ai}i∈N be a sequence of positive real numbers satisfying

∞∑
i=1

a2
i <∞. (1.1)

Using this sequence a = {ai}i∈N, we define the metric on Iω by

da(x, y) =

( ∞∑
i=1

a2
i (xi − yi)2

)1/2

(1.2)

for all x = (x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Iω and y = (y1, y2, . . .) ∈ Iω.

Remark 1.1 It is to be noted that

(i) da is consistent with the topology Tω and it is invariant under translation (see [12]);

(ii) (Iω, Tω) is a Hausdorff space as a subspace of the Hausdorff space (Rω, T );

(iii) (Iω, Tω) is a compact subspace of (Rω, T ) by Tychonoff’s theorem.

S. M. Ulam raised the conjecture on the invariance of measures defined in the compact

metric space (see [15]):

Let E be a compact metric space. Does there exist a finitely additive measure

m defined for at least all the Borel subsets of E, such that m(E) = 1, m(p) = 0

for all points p of E, and such that congruent sets have equal measure?

Thereafter, J. Mycielski [12] confined the question of Ulam to the Hilbert cube Iω and

reformulated it using modern mathematical terms:

The standard probability measure π on Iω is da-invariant.

The above statement is widely known today as the conjecture of Ulam.

In 1974, by using the axiom of choice, J. Mycielski [11, 12] answered the question of

Ulam affirmatively under the additional assumption that the sets are open. In addition, he

asked in [11] whether one can prove the conjecture of Ulam under the assumption that the

sets are closed. J. W. Fickett [3], one step further, showed in 1982 that Ulam’s conjecture

is true when the sequence a = {ai}i∈N decreases very rapidly to 0 such that

ai+1 = o
(
a2i+1

i

)
.

In 2018, the author and E. Kim proved in their paper [7] that the Ulam’s conjecture is

true when the sequence a = {ai}i∈N of positive real numbers is monotone decreasing and

satisfies the condition

ai+1 = o

(
ai√
i

)
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(see also [4, 8]). It is evident that the last condition is much weaker than that of Fickett.

Most recently, the author proved in [5] that the above conjecture is true when the

involved sets are non-degenerate. For example, in the proof of [5, Theorem 3.1], the

sentence “Using the . . . , Theorem 2.2 states that F : Ma → Ma is a da-isometry . . . in a

natural way” is true only if E1 is a non-degenerate subset of Ma.

In this paper, we completely prove that Ulam’s conjecture is true, taking into account

the degenerate case that has been overlooked in [5]. More precisely, under the assumption

that the sequence a = {ai}i∈N of positive real numbers satisfies the condition (1.1), we

prove that π(E1) = π(E2) for any Borel subsets E1 and E2 of Iω which are da-isometric

to each other, where π is the standard probability measure on Iω (see also [6]).

A notable improvement of this paper over the previous paper [5] is the introduction

of the generalized linear span concept, by which we can easily explain the intermediate

results of the previous paper with minimal changes.

2 Preliminaries

We define

Ma =

{
(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Rω :

∞∑
i=1

a2
ix

2
i <∞

}
,

where a = {ai}i∈N is a sequence of positive real numbers that satisfies the condition (1.1).

Then Ma is a vector space over R, and we can define an inner product 〈·, ·〉a on Ma by

〈x, y〉a =
∞∑
i=1

a2
ixiyi

for all x = (x1, x2, . . .) and y = (y1, y2, . . .) of Ma. This inner product induces the norm

‖x‖a =
√
〈x, x〉a

for all x ∈Ma.

Remark 2.1 Ma is the set of all elements x ∈ Rω satisfying ‖x‖2a <∞, i.e.,

Ma =
{

(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Rω : ‖x‖2a <∞
}
.

In view of definition (1.2), the metric da on Iω can be extended to the metric on Ma,

i.e.,

da(x, y) =
√
〈x− y, x− y〉a

for all x, y ∈Ma.

What follows is a basic definition we are familiar with, but for the sake of completeness

of the paper, we now define precisely the da-isometry between subsets of Ma.



4 Ulam’s Conjecture on Invariance of Measure

Definition 2.1 Let E1 and E2 be nonempty subsets of Ma.

(i) A function f : E1 → E2 is called a da-isometry provided da(f(x), f(y)) = da(x, y)

for all x, y ∈ E1;

(ii) E1 is said to be da-isometric to E2 provided there exists a surjective da-isometry

f : E1 → E2.

Assuming that the sequence a = {ai}i∈N satisfies the condition (1.1), we can prove

that (Ma, 〈·, ·〉a) is a Hilbert space in the same way as [7, Theorem 2.1]. Let (Ma, Ta) be

the topological space generated by the metric da. In view of Remark 1.1 (ii), (iii) and

using [9, Theorem 91.2], it is easy to prove the following remarks. Since [−M,M ]ω ⊂Ma

for any fixed M > 0, we may consider the families of open sets which are included in Ma

only to prove Remark 2.2 (iii). This idea, together with Remark 1.1 (iii), implies the

validity of Remark 2.2 (iii).

Remark 2.2 We note that

(i) (Ma, 〈·, ·〉a) is a Hilbert space over R;

(ii) (Ma, Ta) is a Hausdorff space as a subspace of the Hausdorff space (Rω, T );

(iii) (Iω, Tω) is a compact subspace of (Ma, Ta);

(iv) (Iω, Tω) is a closed subset of (Ma, Ta).

Definition 2.2 Given c ∈Ma the translation by c is the mapping Tc : Ma →Ma defined

by Tc(x) = x+ c for all x ∈Ma.

3 First-order generalized linear span

In [7, Theorem 2.5], we were able to extend the domain of a da-isometry f to the whole

space when the domain of f is a non-degenerate basic cylinder (see Definition 6.1 for the

exact definition of non-degenerate basic cylinders). However, we shall see in Definition 8.1

and Theorem 8.1 that the domain of a da-isometry f can be extended to the whole space

whenever f is defined on a bounded set which contains more than one element.

From now on, it is assumed that E, E1, and E2 are subsets of Ma, each of them

contains more than one element, unless specifically stated for their cardinalities, and that

they are bounded because the Hilbert cube Iω is a bounded subset of Ma and the involved

sets are indeed (Borel) subsets of Iω in the main theorems.

If the set has only one element or no element, this case will not be covered here because

the results derived from this case are trivial and uninteresting.
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Definition 3.1 Assume that E is a nonempty bounded subset of Ma and p is a fixed

element of E. We define the first-order generalized linear span of E with respect to p as

GS(E, p) =

{
p+

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p) ∈Ma : m ∈ N ;

xij ∈ E and αij ∈ R for all i and j

}
.

We remark that if a bounded subset E of Ma contains more than one element, then

E is a proper subset of its first-order generalized linear span GS(E, p), because x =

p + (x − p) ∈ GS(E, p) for any x ∈ E and p + α(x − p) ∈ GS(E, p) for any α ∈ R,

which implies that GS(E, p) is unbounded. Moreover, we note that αx + βy ∈ Ma for

all x, y ∈ Ma and α, β ∈ R, because ‖αx + βy‖a ≤ |α|‖x‖a + |β|‖y‖a < ∞. Therefore,

GS(E, p)− p is a real vector space, because the double sum in the definition of GS(E, p)

guarantees αx + βy ∈ GS(E, p) − p for all x, y ∈ GS(E, p) − p and α, β ∈ R and because

GS(E, p)− p is a subset of a real vector space Ma (cf. Lemma 5.2 (i) below).

We remark that the smallest flat containing E was introduced in [3] for any subset

E of an n-dimensional Euclidean space somewhat similarly to the first-order generalized

linear span as follows:

H(E) =

{
n∑
i=0

αixi : xi ∈ E and αi ∈ R for all i with

n∑
i=0

αi = 1

}

=

{
p+

n∑
i=1

αi(xi − p) : p, xi ∈ E and αi ∈ R for all i

}
.

Given a p = (p1, p2, . . .) ∈ Ma and an n ∈ N, if we set Rnp = {(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Ma : xi ∈
R for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and xi = pi for i > n}, then it is easy to see that H(E) ⊂ GS(E, p) for

any set E ⊂ Rnp . However, it is obvious that GS(E, p) 6⊂ H(E) for some E ⊂ Rnp .

For each i ∈ N, we set ei = (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . .), where 1 is in the ith position. Then

{ 1
ai
ei}i∈N is a complete orthonormal sequence in Ma. The following definition introduces

the concept of index based on the ‘standard’ coordinate system { 1
ai
ei}i∈N.

Definition 3.2 Let E be a nonempty subset of Ma.

(i) We define the index set of E by

Λ(E) =
{
i ∈ N : there are an x ∈ E and an α ∈ R\{0} satisfying x+ αei ∈ E

}
.

Each i ∈ Λ(E) is called an index of E. If Λ(E) 6= N, then the set E is called

degenerate. Otherwise, E is called non-degenerate.

(ii) Let β = {βi}i∈N be another complete orthonormal sequence in Ma. We define the

β-index set of E by

Λβ(E) =
{
i ∈ N : there are an x ∈ E and an α ∈ R\{0} satisfying x+ αβi ∈ E

}
.



6 Ulam’s Conjecture on Invariance of Measure

Each i ∈ Λβ(E) is called a β-index of E.

We will find that the concept of index set in Hilbert space sometimes takes over the role

that the concept of dimension plays in vector space. According to the definition above, if

i is an index of E, i.e., i ∈ Λ(E), then there are x ∈ E and x + αei ∈ E for some α 6= 0.

Since x 6= x + αei, we remark that if Λ(E) 6= ∅, then the set E contains at least two

elements.

In the following lemma, we prove that if i is an index of E and p ∈ E, then the

first-order generalized linear span GS(E, p) contains the line through p in the direction ei.

Lemma 3.1 Assume that E is a bounded subset of Ma and GS(E, p) is the first-order

generalized linear span of E with respect to a fixed element p ∈ E. If i ∈ Λ(E), then

p+ αei ∈ GS(E, p) for all α ∈ R.

Proof. By Definition 3.2 (i), if i ∈ Λ(E) then there exist an x ∈ E and an α0 6= 0, which

satisfy x+ α0ei ∈ E. Since x ∈ E and x+ α0ei ∈ E, by Definition 3.1, we get

p+ α0βei = p+ β(x+ α0ei − p)− β(x− p) ∈ GS(E, p)

for all β ∈ R. Setting α = α0β in the above relation, we obtain p+αei ∈ GS(E, p) for any

α ∈ R. �

We now introduce a lemma, which is a generalized version of [7, Lemma 2.3] and whose

proof runs in the same way. We prove that the function T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp : E1 − p → E2 − q
preserves the inner product. This property is important in proving the following theorems

as a necessary condition for f to be a da-isometry.

Lemma 3.2 Assume that E1 and E2 are bounded subsets of Ma that are da-isometric to

each other via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Assume that p is an element of E1

and q is an element of E2 with q = f(p). Then the function T−q ◦ f ◦Tp : E1− p→ E2− q
preserves the inner product, i.e.,〈

(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(x− p), (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(y − p)
〉
a

= 〈x− p, y − p〉a

for all x, y ∈ E1.

Proof. Since T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp : E1 − p→ E2 − q is a da-isometry, we have

‖(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(x− p)− (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(y − p)‖a = ‖(x− p)− (y − p)‖a

for any x, y ∈ E1. If we put y = p in the last equality, then we get

‖(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(x− p)‖a = ‖x− p‖a
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for each x ∈ E1. Moreover, it follows from the previous equality that

‖(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(x− p)− (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(y − p)‖2a
=
〈
(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(x− p)− (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(y − p),
(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(x− p)− (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(y − p)

〉
a

= ‖x− p‖2a − 2
〈
(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(x− p), (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(y − p)

〉
a

+ ‖y − p‖2a

and

‖(x− p)− (y − p)‖2a =
〈
(x− p)− (y − p), (x− p)− (y − p)

〉
a

= ‖x− p‖2a − 2〈x− p, y − p〉a + ‖y − p‖2a.

Finally, comparing the last two equalities yields the validity of our assertion. �

4 First-order extension of isometries

In the previous section, we made all the necessary preparations to extend the domain E1 of

the surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2 to its first-order generalized linear span GS(E1, p).

Although E1 is a bounded set, GS(E1, p) − p is a real vector space. Now we will

extend the da-isometry T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp defined on the bounded set E1 − p to the da-isometry

T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp defined on the vector space GS(E1, p)− p. Comparing their ‘sizes’ of E1 − p
and GS(E1, p) − p, or considering that GS(E1, p) − p is an algebraically closed space, it

is a great achievement to extend the da-isometry T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp defined on the bounded set

E1 − p to the da-isometry defined on the vector space GS(E1, p)− p.

Definition 4.1 Assume that E1 and E2 are nonempty bounded subsets of Ma that are

da-isometric to each other via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Let p be a fixed

element of E1 and let q be an element of E2 that satisfies q = f(p). We define a function

F : GS(E1, p)→Ma as

(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)

(
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)

)
=

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p)

for any m ∈ N, xij ∈ E1, and for all αij ∈ R satisfying
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p) ∈Ma.

We note that in the definition above, it is important for the argument of T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp
to belong to Ma. Now we show that the function F : GS(E1, p)→Ma is well defined.

Lemma 4.1 Assume that E1 and E2 are bounded subsets of Ma that are da-isometric to

each other via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Let p be an element of E1 and let

q be an element of E2 that satisfy q = f(p). The function F : GS(E1, p) → Ma given in

Definition 4.1 is well defined.
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Proof. First, we will check that the range of F is a subset of Ma. For any m,n1, n2 ∈ N
with n2 > n1, xij ∈ E1, and for all αij ∈ R, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that∥∥∥∥ m∑

i=1

n2∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p)−
m∑
i=1

n1∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p)
∥∥∥∥2

a

=

〈 m∑
i=1

n2∑
j=n1+1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p),
m∑
k=1

n2∑
`=n1+1

αk`(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xk` − p)
〉
a

=

m∑
i=1

m∑
k=1

n2∑
j=n1+1

αij

n2∑
`=n1+1

αk`
〈
(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p), (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xk` − p)

〉
a

=

m∑
i=1

m∑
k=1

n2∑
j=n1+1

αij

n2∑
`=n1+1

αk`
〈
xij − p, xk` − p

〉
a

=

〈 m∑
i=1

n2∑
j=n1+1

αij(xij − p),
m∑
k=1

n2∑
`=n1+1

αk`(xk` − p)
〉
a

=

∥∥∥∥ m∑
i=1

n2∑
j=n1+1

αij(xij − p)
∥∥∥∥2

a

=

∥∥∥∥ m∑
i=1

n2∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)−
m∑
i=1

n1∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)
∥∥∥∥2

a

.

(4.1)

Indeed, the equality (4.1) holds for all m,n1, n2 ∈ N.

We now assume that
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij −p) ∈Ma for some xij ∈ E1 and αij ∈ R, where m

is a fixed positive integer. Then since (Ma, Ta) is a Hausdorff space on account of Remark

2.2 (ii) and the topology Ta is consistent with the metric da and with the norm ‖ · ‖a (cf.

Remark 1.1 (i)), the sequence
{ m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)
}
n

converges to
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p) (in

Ma) and hence, the sequence
{ m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)
}
n

is a Cauchy sequence in Ma.

We know by (4.1) and the definition of Cauchy sequences that for each ε > 0 there

exists an integer Nε > 0 such that∥∥∥∥ m∑
i=1

n2∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p)−
m∑
i=1

n1∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p)
∥∥∥∥
a

=

∥∥∥∥ m∑
i=1

n2∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)−
m∑
i=1

n1∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)
∥∥∥∥
a

< ε

for all integers n1, n2 > Nε, which implies that
{ m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p)
}
n

is also

a Cauchy sequence in Ma. As we proved in [7, Theorem 2.1] or by Remark 2.2 (i), we

observe that (Ma, 〈·, ·〉a) is a real Hilbert space when the sequence a = {ai} satisfies the

condition (1.1). Thus, Ma is not only complete, but also a Hausdorff space, so the Cauchy
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sequence
{ m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p)
}
n

converges in Ma, i.e., by Definition 4.1, we

have

(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)

(
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)

)
=

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p)

= lim
n→∞

m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p)

∈Ma,

which implies

F

(
p+

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)

)
∈Ma + q = Ma

for all xij ∈ E1 and αij ∈ R with
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p) ∈Ma, i.e., the image of each element

of GS(E1, p) under F belongs to Ma.

We now assume that
m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij−p) =
m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(yij−p) ∈Ma for some m1,m2 ∈ N,

xij , yij ∈ E1, and for some αij , βij ∈ R. It then follows from Definition 4.1 and Lemma

3.2 that∥∥∥∥(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)( m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)
)
−
(
T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp

)( m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(yij − p)
)∥∥∥∥2

a

=

∥∥∥∥ m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp

)
(xij − p)−

m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij
(
T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp

)
(yij − p)

∥∥∥∥2

a

=

〈 m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp

)
(xij − p)−

m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij
(
T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp

)
(yij − p),

m1∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

αk`
(
T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp

)
(xk` − p)−

m2∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

βk`
(
T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp

)
(yk` − p)

〉
a

= · · ·

=

〈 m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)−
m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(yij − p),

m1∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

αk`(xk` − p)−
m2∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

βk`(yk` − p)
〉
a

=

∥∥∥∥ m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)−
m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(yij − p)
∥∥∥∥2

a

= 0,
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which implies that

(
T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp

)( m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)
)

=
(
T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp

)( m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(yij − p)
)

for all m1,m2 ∈ N, xij , yij ∈ E1, and for all αij , βij ∈ R satisfying
m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p) =

m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(yij − p) ∈Ma. �

In [5, Theorem 2.2], we were able to extend the domain of a da-isometry f : J → K

to the whole space Ma when J is a non-degenerate basic cylinder, while we prove in the

following theorem that the domain of a da-isometry f : E1 → E2 can be extended to the

first-order generalized linear span GS(E1, p) whenever E1 is a nonempty bounded subset

of Ma, whether degenerate or non-degenerate. Therefore, Theorem 4.2 is a generalization

of [5, Theorem 2.2].

In the proof, we use the fact that GS(E1, p) − p is a real vector space. This fact is

self-evident, as briefly mentioned earlier.

Theorem 4.2 Assume that E1 and E2 are bounded subsets of Ma that are da-isometric

to each other via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Assume that p is an element of

E1 and q is an element of E2 with q = f(p). The function F : GS(E1, p) → Ma defined

in Definition 4.1 is a da-isometry and the function T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp : GS(E1, p)− p → Ma is

a linear da-isometry. In particular, F is an extension of f .

Proof. (a) Let u and v be arbitrary elements of the first-order generalized linear span

GS(E1, p) of E1 with respect to p. Then

u− p =

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p) ∈Ma and v − p =

n∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(yij − p) ∈Ma (4.2)

for some m,n ∈ N, some xij , yij ∈ E1, and for some αij , βij ∈ R. Then, according to

Definition 4.1, we have

(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(u− p) =
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p),

(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p) =
n∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(yij − p).
(4.3)
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(b) By Lemma 3.2, (4.2), and (4.3), we get〈
(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(u− p), (T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p)

〉
a

=

〈 m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p),
n∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

βk`(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(yk` − p)
〉
a

=

m∑
i=1

n∑
k=1

∞∑
j=1

αij

∞∑
`=1

βk`
〈
(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(xij − p), (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(yk` − p)

〉
a

=
m∑
i=1

n∑
k=1

∞∑
j=1

αij

∞∑
`=1

βk`〈xij − p, yk` − p〉a

=

〈 m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p),
n∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

βk`(yk` − p)
〉
a

= 〈u− p, v − p〉a

(4.4)

for all u, v ∈ GS(E1, p). That is, T−q ◦F ◦Tp preserves the inner product. Indeed, equality

(4.4) is an extended version of Lemma 3.2.

(c) By using equality (4.4), we further obtain

da
(
F (u), F (v)

)2
= ‖F (u)− F (v)‖2a
=
∥∥(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(u− p)− (T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p)

∥∥2

a

=
〈
(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(u− p)− (T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p),
(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(u− p)− (T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p)

〉
a

= 〈u− p, u− p〉a − 〈u− p, v − p〉a − 〈v − p, u− p〉a + 〈v − p, v − p〉a
=
〈
(u− p)− (v − p), (u− p)− (v − p)

〉
a

= ‖(u− p)− (v − p)‖2a
= ‖u− v‖2a
= da(u, v)2

for all u, v ∈ GS(E1, p), i.e., F is a da-isometry.

(d) Now, let u and v be arbitrary elements of GS(E1, p). Then, it holds that u − p ∈
GS(E1, p) − p, v − p ∈ GS(E1, p) − p, and α(u − p) + β(v − p) ∈ GS(E1, p) − p for any

α, β ∈ R, because GS(E1, p)− p is a real vector space.

We get ∥∥(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp) (α(u− p) + β(v − p))

− α(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(u− p)− β(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p)
∥∥2

a

=
〈

(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp) (α(u− p) + β(v − p))

− α(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(u− p)− β(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p),
(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp) (α(u− p) + β(v − p))

− α(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(u− p)− β(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p)
〉
a
.
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Since α(u− p) + β(v − p) = w − p for some w ∈ GS(E1, p), we further use (4.4) to obtain∥∥(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp) (α(u− p) + β(v − p))

− α(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(u− p)− β(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p)
∥∥2

a

= 〈w − p, w − p〉a − α〈w − p, u− p〉a − β〈w − p, v − p〉a
− α〈u− p, w − p〉a + α2〈u− p, u− p〉a + αβ〈u− p, v − p〉a
− β〈v − p, w − p〉a + αβ〈v − p, u− p〉a + β2〈v − p, v − p〉a

= 0,

which implies that the function T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp : GS(E1, p)− p→Ma is linear.

(e) Finally, we set α11 = 1, αij = 0 for any (i, j) 6= (1, 1), and x11 = x in (4.2) and

(4.3) to see

(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(x− p) = (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(x− p)

for every x ∈ E1, which implies that F (x) = f(x) for every x ∈ E1, i.e., F is an extension

of f . �

5 Second-order generalized linear span

For any element x of Ma and r > 0, we denote by Br(x) the open ball defined by Br(x) =

{y ∈Ma : ‖y − x‖a < r}.
Definitions 3.1 and 4.1 will be generalized to the cases of n ≥ 2 in the following

definition. We introduce the concept of nth-order generalized linear span GSn(E1, p),

which generalizes the concept of first-order generalized linear span GS(E, p). Moreover,

we define the da-isometry Fn which extends the domain of a da-isometry f to GSn(E1, p).

It is surprising, however, that this process of generalization does not go far. Indeed,

we will find in Proposition 5.2 and Theorem 7.2 that GS2(E1, p) and F2 are their limits.

Definition 5.1 Let E1 be a nonempty bounded subset of Ma that is da-isometric to a

subset E2 of Ma via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Let p be an element of E1

and q an element of E2 with q = f(p). Assume that r is a positive real number satisfying

E1 ⊂ Br(p).

(i) We define GS0(E1, p) = E1 and GS1(E1, p) = GS(E1, p). In general, we define

the nth-order generalized linear span of E1 with respect to p as GSn(E1, p) =

GS(GSn−1(E1, p) ∩Br(p), p) for all n ∈ N.

(ii) We define F0 = f and F1 = F , where F is defined in Definition 4.1. Moreover, for

any n ∈ N, we define the function Fn : GSn(E1, p)→Ma by

(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)
( m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p)
)

=
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ Fn−1 ◦ Tp)(xij − p)
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for all m ∈ N, xij ∈ GSn−1(E1, p)∩Br(p), and αij ∈ R with
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij−p) ∈Ma.

Proposition 5.1 Let E be a nonempty bounded subset of Ma. If s and t are positive real

numbers that satisfy E ⊂ Bs(p) ∩Bt(p), then

GS
(
GS(E, p) ∩Bs(p), p

)
= GS

(
GS(E, p) ∩Bt(p), p

)
.

Proof. Assume that 0 < s < t. Then, there exists a real number c > 1 with s >
t
c and it is obvious that Bt/c(p) ⊂ Bs(p). Assume that x is an arbitrary element of

GS(GS(E, p) ∩Bt(p), p). Then there exist some m ∈ N, some uij ∈ GS(E, p) ∩Bt(p) and

some αij ∈ R such that x = p+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) ∈Ma. We notice that

(
GS(E, p)− p

)
∩
(
Bt(p)− p

)
=
{
u− p ∈Ma : u ∈ GS(E, p) ∩Bt(p)

}
.

Since GS(E, p)− p is a real vector space, t
c < s, and since uij − p ∈ (GS(E, p)− p) ∩

(Bt(p)− p) for any i and j, we have

1

c
(uij − p) ∈ (GS(E, p)− p) ∩ (Bs(p)− p).

Hence, we can choose a vij ∈ GS(E, p) ∩ Bs(p) such that 1
c (uij − p) = vij − p. Thus, we

get

x = p+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) = p+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

cαij(vij − p) ∈ GS(GS(E, p) ∩Bs(p), p),

which implies that GS(GS(E, p) ∩Bt(p), p) ⊂ GS(GS(E, p) ∩Bs(p), p).
The reverse inclusion is obvious, since Bs(p) ⊂ Bt(p). �

We generalize Lemma 3.2 and formula (4.4) in the following lemma. Indeed, we prove

that the function T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp : GSn(E1, p)− p→ Ma preserves the inner product. This

property is important in proving the following theorems as a necessary condition for Fn
to be a da-isometry.

Lemma 5.1 Let E1 be a bounded subset of Ma that is da-isometric to a subset E2 of Ma

via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Assume that p and q are elements of E1 and

E2, which satisfy q = f(p). If n ∈ N, then〈
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p), (T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(v − p)

〉
a

= 〈u− p, v − p〉a

for all u, v ∈ GSn(E1, p).

Proof. Our assertion for n = 1 was already proved in (4.4). Considering Proposition 5.1,

assume that r is a positive real number satisfying E1 ⊂ Br(p). Now we assume that the

assertion is true for some n ∈ N. Let u, v be arbitrary elements of GSn+1(E1, p). Then
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there exist some m1,m2 ∈ N, some xij , yk` ∈ GSn(E1, p) ∩ Br(p) and some αij , βk` ∈ R
such that

u− p =

m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p) ∈Ma and v − p =

m2∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

βk`(yk` − p) ∈Ma.

Using Definition 5.1 (ii) and our assumption, we get〈
(T−q ◦ Fn+1 ◦ Tp)(u− p), (T−q ◦ Fn+1 ◦ Tp)(v − p)

〉
a

=

〈 m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(xij − p),
m2∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

βk`(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(yk` − p)
〉
a

=

m1∑
i=1

m2∑
k=1

∞∑
j=1

αij

∞∑
`=1

βk`
〈
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(xij − p), (T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(yk` − p)

〉
a

=

m1∑
i=1

m2∑
k=1

∞∑
j=1

αij

∞∑
`=1

βk`〈xij − p, yk` − p〉a

=

〈 m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p),
m2∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

βk`(yk` − p)
〉
a

= 〈u− p, v − p〉a

for all u, v ∈ GSn+1(E1, p). By mathematical induction, we may then conclude that our

assertion is true for all n ∈ N. �

When n = 1 and p = p′, the first assertion in (i) of the following lemma is self-evident,

so we have used that fact several times before, omitting the proof. The assertion (iv) in

the following lemma seems to be related in some way to Proposition 5.1.

Lemma 5.2 Let E be a bounded subset of Ma and p, p′ ∈ E. Assume that r is a positive

real number satisfying E ⊂ Br(p).

(i) GSn(E, p)− p′ is a vector space over R for each n ∈ N.

(ii) GSn(E, p) ⊂ GSn+1(E, p) for each n ∈ N.

(iii) GS2(E, p) = GS(E, p), where GS(E, p) is the closure of GS(E, p) in Ma.

(iv) Λ(GSn(E, p)) = Λ(GSn(E, p) ∩Br(p)) for all n ∈ N.

Proof. (i) By using Definitions 3.1 and 5.1, we prove that GS(E, p) − p′ is a real vector

space. (We can prove similarly for the case of n > 1.) Given x, y ∈ GS(E, p) − p′,

we may choose some m1,m2 ∈ N, some uij , vij ∈ E, and some αij , βij ∈ R such that

x = (p− p′) +
m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) ∈Ma and y = (p− p′) +
m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(vij − p) ∈Ma. Since

Ma is a real vector space, α
m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij−p)+β
m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(vij−p) ∈Ma for all α, β ∈ R.
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Moreover, we see that

αx+ βy =

p+ (1− α− β)(p′ − p) +

m1∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

ααij(uij − p) +

m2∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

ββij(vij − p)

− p′
∈ GS(E, p)− p′

for all α, β ∈ R. Hence, GS(E, p) − p′ is a real vector space as a subspace of real vector

space Ma.

(ii) Let r be a positive real number with E ⊂ Br(p). If x ∈ GSn(E, p) for some

n ∈ N, then x − p ∈ GSn(E, p) − p. Since GSn(E, p) − p is a real vector space by (i)

and Br(p)− p = Br(0), we can choose a (sufficiently small) real number µ 6= 0 such that

µ(x− p) ∈ (GSn(E, p)− p) ∩ (Br(p)− p). We notice that(
GSn(E, p)− p

)
∩
(
Br(p)− p

)
=
{
v − p ∈Ma : v ∈ GSn(E, p) ∩Br(p)

}
. (5.1)

Thus, we see that µ(x−p) = v−p for some v ∈ GSn(E, p)∩Br(p). Since x = p+ 1
µ(v−p),

it holds that x ∈ GSn+1(E, p). Therefore, we conclude that GSn(E, p) ⊂ GSn+1(E, p) for

every n ∈ N.

(iii) Let x be an arbitrary element of GS(E, p). Then there exists some sequence {xn}
that converges to x, where xn ∈ GS(E, p)\{x} for all n ∈ N. We now set y1 = x1 and

yi = xi − xi−1 for each integer i ≥ 2. Then we have

xn =
n∑
i=1

yi,

where yi = (xi − p) − (xi−1 − p) ∈ GS(E, p) − p for i ≥ 2. Since GS(E, p) − p is a real

vector space and Br(p)− p = Br(0), we can select a real number µi 6= 0 such that

µiyi ∈ GS(E, p)− p and µiyi ∈ Br(p)− p

for every integer i ≥ 2. Thus, it follows from (5.1) that

xn =

n∑
i=1

yi = y1 +

n∑
i=2

1

µi
(µiyi) = x1 +

n∑
i=2

1

µi
(vi − p),

where vi ∈ GS(E, p)∩Br(p) for i ≥ 2. Since the sequence {xn} is assumed to converge to

x, the sequence
{
x1 +

n∑
i=2

1
µi

(vi − p)
}
n

converges to x. Hence, we have

x1 +

∞∑
i=2

1

µi
(vi − p) = lim

n→∞
xn = x ∈Ma. (5.2)

(Since Ma is a Huasdorff space, x is the unique limit point of the sequence {xn}.)
Furthermore, there exists a real number µ1 6= 0 that satisfies µ1(x1−p) ∈ GS(E, p)−p

and µ1(x1 − p) ∈ Br(p) − p, i.e., µ1(x1 − p) ∈ (GS(E, p) − p) ∩ (Br(p) − p). Thus, there
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exists a v1 ∈ GS(E, p) ∩ Br(p) such that µ1(x1 − p) = v1 − p or x1 − p = 1
µ1

(v1 − p).
Therefore,

x = p+ (x1 − p) +
∞∑
i=2

1

µi
(vi − p) = p+

∞∑
i=1

1

µi
(vi − p), (5.3)

where vi ∈ GS(E, p)∩Br(p) for each i ∈ N. It follows from (5.2) that
∞∑
i=1

1
µi

(vi− p) ∈Ma.

Thus, by (5.3), we see that x ∈ GS2(E, p), which implies that GS(E, p) ⊂ GS2(E, p).

On the other hand, let y ∈ GS2(E, p). Then there are some m ∈ N, some vij ∈

GS(E, p)∩Br(p), and some αij ∈ R such that y = p+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(vij−p) ∈Ma. Let us define

yn = p+
m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αij(vij−p) for every n ∈ N. Since vij−p ∈ GS(E, p)−p for all i and j and

GS(E, p)−p is a real vector space, we know that yn−p =
m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

αij(vij−p) ∈ GS(E, p)−p

and hence, yn ∈ GS(E, p) for all n ∈ N. Since GS(E, p) is a Hausdorff space, y is the unique

limit point of the sequence {yn}. Thus, we see that

y = p+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(vij − p) = lim
n→∞

yn ∈ GS(E, p),

which implies that GS2(E, p) ⊂ GS(E, p).

(iv) Let i ∈ Λ(GSn(E, p)). In view of Definition 3.2, there exist x ∈ GSn(E, p) and

α 6= 0 with x + αei ∈ GSn(E, p). Further, x = p +
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) for some m ∈ N,

some uij ∈ GSn−1(E, p) ∩ Br(p), and for some αij ∈ R. Since
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) + αei =

x− p+ αei ∈ GSn(E, p)− p and Br(p)− p = Br(0), it holds that

µ

 m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) + αei

 ∈ (GSn(E, p)− p) ∩ (Br(p)− p)

for any sufficiently small µ 6= 0, or equivalently, it follows from (5.1) thatp+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

µαij(uij − p)

+ µαei ∈ GSn(E, p) ∩Br(p). (5.4)

On the other hand, since
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) = x − p ∈ GSn(E, p) − p, it holds that

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

µαij(uij−p) ∈ (GSn(E, p)−p)∩(Br(p)−p) for any sufficiently small µ 6= 0. Hence,

it follows from (5.1) that p+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

µαij(uij − p) ∈ GSn(E, p) ∩Br(p) for any sufficiently
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small µ 6= 0. Thus, by Definition 3.2 and (5.4), it holds that i ∈ Λ(GSn(E, p) ∩ Br(p)),
which implies that Λ(GSn(E, p)) ⊂ Λ(GSn(E, p)∩Br(p)). Obviously, the inverse inclusion

is true. �

As we mentioned earlier, we will see that the second-order generalized linear span is

the last step in this kind of domain extension.

Proposition 5.2 If E is a bounded subset of Ma and p ∈ E, then

E ⊂ GS(E, p) ⊂ GS(E, p) = GS2(E, p) = GSn(E, p)

for any integer n ≥ 3. Indeed, GSn(E, p)− p is a real Hilbert space for n ≥ 2.

Proof. (a) Considering Proposition 5.1, we can choose a real number r > 0 that satisfies

E ⊂ Br(p). Assume that x ∈ GS3(E, p). Then there exist some m0 ∈ N, some uij ∈

GS2(E, p) ∩Br(p), and some αij ∈ R such that x = p+
m0∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) ∈Ma.

We define xm = p +
m0∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) for each m ∈ N. Since uij ∈ GS2(E, p),

there exist some mij ∈ N, some vijk` ∈ GS(E, p) ∩ Br(p), and some βijk` ∈ R such that

uij = p+
mij∑
k=1

∞∑̀
=1

βijk`(vijk` − p) ∈Ma. Hence, it holds that

xm = p+

m0∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

mij∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

αijβijk`
(
vijk` − p

)
∈Ma,

which implies that xm ∈ GS2(E, p) for all m ∈ N. Thus, {xm} is a sequence in GS2(E, p)

that converges to x. Therefore, x ∈ GS2(E, p) because GS2(E, p) is closed. Thus,

GS3(E, p) ⊂ GS2(E, p). The inverse inclusion is of course true due to Lemma 5.2 (ii). We

have proved that GS2(E, p) = GS3(E, p).

(b) Assume that GS2(E, p) = · · · = GSn(E, p) = GSn+1(E, p) for some integer n ≥ 2.

(c) If we replace GS(E, p), GS2(E, p), and GS3(E, p) in the previous part (a) with

GSn(E, p), GSn+1(E, p), and GSn+2(E, p), respectively, and if we consider the fact that

GSn+1(E, p) = GS2(E, p) is closed in Ma by Lemma 5.2 (iii) and our assumption (b), then

we arrive at the conclusion that GSn+1(E, p) = GSn+2(E, p).

(d) With the conclusion of mathematical induction we prove that GSn(E, p) = GS2(E, p)

for every integer n ≥ 3. Moreover, when n ≥ 2, GSn(E, p) is complete as a closed subset of

a real Hilbert space Ma (ref. Remark 2.2 and [9, Theorem 63.3]). Therefore, GSn(E, p)−p
is a real Hilbert space for n ≥ 2. �

The following lemma is an extension of Lemma 3.1 for the second-order generalized

linear span GS2(E, p). Indeed, we prove that if i ∈ Λ(GS2(E, p)), then the second-order

generalized linear span of E contains all the lines through GS(E, p) in the direction ei.
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Lemma 5.3 Assume that a bounded subset E of Ma contains at least two elements and

p ∈ E. If i ∈ Λ(GS2(E, p)) and p′ ∈ GS(E, p), then p′ + αiei ∈ GS2(E, p) for any αi ∈ R.

Proof. Let r be a positive real number with E ⊂ Br(p). Assume that i ∈ Λ(GS2(E, p)).

Considering Lemma 5.2 (iv) and Proposition 5.2, if we substitute GS2(E, p)∩Br(p) for E

in Lemma 3.1, then p+αiei ∈ GS3(E, p) = GS2(E, p) for all αi ∈ R. Thus, there are some

m ∈ N, some wij ∈ GS(E, p) ∩ Br(p), and some βij ∈ R with
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(wij − p) ∈ Ma

such that p+ αiei = p+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(wij − p), and hence, we have

p′ + αiei = p+ αiei + (p′ − p) = p+

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(wij − p) + (p′ − p). (5.5)

Because p′−p belongs to GS(E, p)−p, which is a real vector space by Lemma 5.2 (i), and

Br(p)− p = Br(0), we can choose some sufficiently small real number µ 6= 0 such that

µ(p′ − p) ∈ GS(E, p)− p and µ(p′ − p) ∈ Br(p)− p. (5.6)

Considering (5.1), (5.5) and (5.6), if we put µ(p′ − p) = w − p with a w ∈ GS(E, p) ∩
Br(p), then we have

p′ + αiei = p+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

βij(wij − p) +
1

µ
(w − p) ∈ GS2(E, p)

for all αi ∈ R. �

6 Basic cylinders and basic intervals

In [7, Theorem 2.5], we could extend the domain of a da-isometry f to the whole space

when the domain of f is a non-degenerate basic cylinder (see the definition below for the

exact definition of non-degenerate basic cylinders).

Now we will define the infinite dimensional intervals more precisely divided into non-

degenerate basic cylinders, degenerate basic cylinders, and basic intervals.

Definition 6.1 For any positive integer n, we define the infinite dimensional interval by

J =
∞∏
i=1

Ji, where Ji =



[0, p2i] (for i ∈ Λ1),

[p1i, p2i] (for i ∈ Λ2),

[p1i, 1] (for i ∈ Λ3),

{p1i} (for i ∈ Λ4),

[0, 1] (otherwise)
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for some disjoint finite subsets Λ1, Λ2, Λ3 of {1, 2, . . . , n} and 0 < p1i < p2i < 1 for

i ∈ Λ1 ∪ Λ2 ∪ Λ3 and 0 ≤ p1i ≤ 1 for i ∈ Λ4. If Λ4 = ∅, then J is called a non-degenerate

basic cylinder. When Λ4 is a nonempty finite set, J is called a degenerate basic cylinder.

If Λ4 is an infinite set, then J will be called a basic interval.

Remark 6.1 (i) In order for an infinite dimensional interval J to become a basic cylin-

der, Λ4 must be a finite set.

(ii) We remark that Λ4 = N\Λ(J) and Λ(J) = N\Λ4. That is, N is the disjoint union

of Λ(J) and Λ4.

(iii) If p = (p1, p2, . . . , pi, . . .) is an element of an infinite dimensional interval J , then

Ji = {pi} for each i 6∈ Λ(J).

We note that the basic cylinder or the basic interval J defined in Definition 6.1 can be

expressed as

J =

{ ∞∑
i=1

αi

(
1

ai
ei

)
: αi ∈ aiJi for all i ∈ N

}
,

where Ji is the interval defined in Definition 6.1.

Definition 6.2 Let β = {βi}i∈N be a complete orthonormal sequence in Ma, Ji the inter-

val given in Definition 6.1, and let n be a positive integer. We define

Jβ =

{ ∞∑
i=1

αiβi : αi ∈ aiJi for all i ∈ N

}
,

for some disjoint finite subsets Λ1, Λ2, Λ3 of {1, 2, . . . , n} and 0 < p1i < p2i < 1 for

i ∈ Λ1 ∪Λ2 ∪Λ3 and 0 ≤ p1i ≤ 1 for i ∈ Λ4. If Λ4 = ∅, then Jβ is called a non-degenerate

β-basic cylinder. When Λ4 is a nonempty finite set, Jβ is called a degenerate β-basic

cylinder. If Λ4 is an infinite set, then Jβ will be called a β-basic interval.

Using Definitions 6.1 and 6.2, Remark 6.1 (ii) is generalized to:

Remark 6.2 Let β = {βi}i∈N be a complete orthonormal sequence in Ma and let Jβ be a

β-basic cylinder or a β-basic interval. It holds that Λβ(Jβ) = N\Λ4, where Λ4 is given in

Definitions 6.1 and 6.2.

Proof. In general, if i ∈ Λ4, then it follows from Definition 6.2 that

〈x, βi〉a =

〈 ∞∑
j=1

αjβj , βi

〉
a

= αi ∈ aiJi = {aip1i}

for all x ∈ Jβ. That is, 〈x, βi〉a = αi = aip1i for all x ∈ Jβ and i ∈ Λ4. If i ∈ Λ4, then

〈x + αβi, βi〉a = 〈x, βi〉a + α = aip1i + α 6= aip1i for all x ∈ Jβ and α 6= 0, which implies

that x+ αβi 6∈ Jβ. That is, in view of Definition 3.2 (ii), we conclude that i 6∈ Λβ(Jβ).
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We now assume that i 6∈ Λβ(Jβ). Then by Definition 3.2 (ii), it holds that

x+ αβi 6∈ Jβ (6.1)

for any x ∈ Jβ and α 6= 0. Using Definition 6.2 again, we have

x+ αβi =
∑
j 6∈Λ4

αjβj +
∑
j∈Λ4

ajp1jβj + αβi (6.2)

for all x ∈ Jβ and α 6= 0. We assume on the contrary that i 6∈ Λ4. In view of (6.2) and by

the structure of Ji (aiJi is indeed a non-degenerate interval for i 6∈ Λ4), it holds that

x+ αβi =
∑

j 6∈Λ4∪{i}

αjβj + (αi + α)βi +
∑
j∈Λ4

ajp1jβj ∈ Jβ

for some x ∈ Jβ and α 6= 0, which is contrary to (6.1). (We note that, for each i 6∈ Λ4,

αi ∈ aiJi and there exists a real number α 6= 0 satisfying αi + α ∈ aiJi.) Therefore, we

conclude that if i 6∈ Λβ(Jβ), then i ∈ Λ4. �

Theorem 6.1 Let β = {βi}i∈N be a complete orthonormal sequence in Ma and let Jβ be

either a translation of a β-basic cylinder or a translation of a β-basic interval and p ∈ Jβ.

Then

GS(Jβ, p) =

{
p+

∑
i∈Λβ(Jβ)

αiβi ∈Ma : αi ∈ R for all i ∈ Λβ(Jβ)

}
.

Proof. Assume that x is an arbitrary element of GS(Jβ, p). By Definition 3.1, we have

x− p =

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

εij(xij − p) ∈Ma

for some m ∈ N, εij ∈ R, and xij ∈ Jβ. Furthermore, since xij , p ∈ Jβ, by Definition 6.2,

we get

xij =

∞∑
k=1

γkβk =
∑

k∈N\Λ4

γkβk +
∑
k∈Λ4

akp1kβk

and

p =

∞∑
k=1

δkβk =
∑

k∈N\Λ4

δkβk +
∑
k∈Λ4

akp1kβk

for some γk, δk ∈ akJk.
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Since {βi}i∈N is a complete orthonormal sequence in Ma, it follows from Definition 6.2

and Remark 6.2 that

x− p =
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

εij(xij − p)

=

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

εij
∑

k∈N\Λ4

(γk − δk)βk

=
∑

k∈N\Λ4

ωkβk =
∑

i∈Λβ(Jβ)

ωiβi

for some real numbers ωi. Hence, we see that x ∈ GS(Jβ, p) ⊂Ma and

x = p+
∑

i∈Λβ(Jβ)

ωiβi (∈Ma)

∈

{
p+

∑
i∈Λβ(Jβ)

αiβi ∈Ma : αi ∈ R for all i ∈ Λβ(Jβ)

}
,

which implies that

GS(Jβ, p) ⊂

{
p+

∑
i∈Λβ(Jβ)

αiβi ∈Ma : αi ∈ R for all i ∈ Λβ(Jβ)

}
.

It remains to prove the reverse inclusion. According to the structure of Jβ given in

Definition 6.2, for each i ∈ Λβ(Jβ), there exists a real number γi 6= 0 such that p+γiβi ∈ Jβ.

In other words, for each i ∈ Λβ(Jβ), there exists a ui ∈ Jβ such that γiβi = ui − p. Thus,

if we assume that

p+
∑

i∈Λβ(Jβ)

αiβi ∈Ma

for some αi ∈ R, then

p+
∑

i∈Λβ(Jβ)

αiβi = p+
∑

i∈Λβ(Jβ)

αi
γi

(γiβi) = p+
∑

i∈Λβ(Jβ)

αi
γi

(ui − p) ∈ GS(Jβ, p),

since ui ∈ Jβ for all i ∈ Λβ(Jβ), which implies that

GS(Jβ, p) ⊃

{
p+

∑
i∈Λβ(Jβ)

αiβi ∈Ma : αi ∈ R for all i ∈ Λβ(Jβ)

}
.

We end the proof in this way. �

In the following theorem, we introduce an interesting inclusion property of the second-

order generalized linear span.
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Theorem 6.2 Assume that a bounded subset E of Ma contains at least two elements and

E ⊂ H, where H is a closed subspace of Ma. Let β = {βi}i∈N and {βi}i∈Λ be complete

orthonormal sequences in the Hilbert spaces Ma and H, respectively, and let Jβ be either

a translation of a β-basic cylinder or a translation of a β-basic interval that possesses the

following properties:

(i) There exists a p ∈ Jβ ∩ E;

(ii) Λβ(Jβ) ⊂ Λ.

Then Jβ ⊂ GS(Jβ, p) ⊂ H.

Proof. Assume that x ∈ GS(Jβ, p). Then, according to Theorem 6.1, there exist some real

numbers αi that satisfy

x = p+
∑

i∈Λβ(Jβ)

αiβi ∈Ma. (6.3)

Assume that i ∈ Λβ(Jβ). Then, i ∈ Λ by (ii). Since H is a real vector space and βi ∈ H,

it holds that

αiβi ∈ H (6.4)

for all i ∈ Λβ(Jβ).

Now we define

xn := p+
∑
i∈Λn

αiβi

for any n ∈ N, where we set Λn = {i ∈ Λβ(Jβ) : i < n}. Since H is a real vector space, it

follows from (6.4) that ∑
i∈Λn

αiβi ∈ H

for each n ∈ N. Furthermore, our assumption that p ∈ E ⊂ H yields

xn = p+
∑
i∈Λn

αiβi ∈ H

for each n ∈ N. Since H is closed, it follows from (6.3) that

x = lim
n→∞

xn ∈ H,

which implies that GS(Jβ, p) ⊂ H. �

Since in some ways index sets have some properties of dimensions in vector space, the

following theorem may seem obvious.
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Theorem 6.3 Assume that a bounded subset E of Ma contains at least two elements and

p ∈ E. Then, Λ(GS2(E, p)) = N if and only if GS2(E, p) = Ma.

Proof. Let x be an arbitrary element of Ma. According to Remark 2.1, there exist some

real numbers αi such that

x =

∞∑
i=1

αiei ∈Ma. (6.5)

If Λ(GS2(E, p)) = N, then it follows from Lemma 5.3 that

p+ αiei ∈ GS2(E, p)

for all i ∈ N. In other words,

αiei ∈ GS2(E, p)− p

for all i ∈ N.

By Lemma 5.2 (i), we get

xn :=
n∑
i=1

αiei ∈ GS2(E, p)− p

for any n ∈ N. Due to Lemma 5.2 (iii) and (6.5), we further obtain

x =

∞∑
i=1

αiei = lim
n→∞

xn ∈ GS2(E, p)− p,

which implies that Ma ⊂ GS2(E, p)− p, or equivalently, Ma ⊂ GS2(E, p).

The reverse inclusion is trivial. �

7 Second-order extension of isometries

It was proved in Theorem 4.2 that the domain of a da-isometry f : E1 → E2 can be

extended to the first-order generalized linear span GS(E1, p) whenever E1 is a nonempty

bounded subset of Ma, whether degenerate or non-degenerate.

Now we generalize Theorem 4.2 in the following theorem. More precisely, we prove that

the domain of f can be extended to its second-order generalized linear span GS2(E1, p).

We note that GS2(E1, p) = GS(E1, p) by Lemma 5.2 (iii). Therefore, Theorem 7.1 is a

further generalization of [5, Theorem 2.2].

In the proof, we use the fact that GSn(E1, p)− p is a real vector space.

Theorem 7.1 Let E1 be a bounded subset of Ma that is da-isometric to a subset E2 of

Ma via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Assume that p and q are elements of E1

and E2, which satisfy q = f(p). The function F2 : GS2(E1, p) → Ma is a da-isometry

and the function T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp : GS2(E1, p) − p → Ma is linear. In particular, F2 is an

extension of F .
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Proof. (a) Suppose r is a positive real number satisfying E1 ⊂ Br(p). Referring to the

changes presented in the table below and following the first part of proof of Theorem 4.2,

we can easily prove that F2 is a da-isometry.

Theorem 4.2: E1 GS(E1, p) f F Definition 4.1 Lemma 3.2

Here: GS(E1, p) ∩Br(p) GS2(E1, p) F F2 Definition 5.1 Lemma 5.1

(b) Referring to the changes presented in the table below and following (d) of the proof

of Theorem 4.2, we can prove the linearity of T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp : GSn(E1, p)− p→Ma in the

more general setting for n ≥ 2.

Theorem 4.2: GS(E1, p) F (4.4)

Here: GSn(E1, p) Fn Lemma 5.1

(c) According to Definition 5.1 (i), for any m ∈ N, xij ∈ GS(E1, p) ∩ Br(p), and any

αij ∈ R with
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p) ∈Ma, there exists a u ∈ GS2(E1, p) satisfying

u− p =
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(xij − p) ∈Ma. (7.1)

Due to Definition 5.1 (ii), we further have

(T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(u− p) =
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(xij − p). (7.2)

If we set α11 = 1, αij = 0 for each (i, j) 6= (1, 1), and x11 = x in (7.1) and (7.2) to see

(T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(x− p) = (T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(x− p) (7.3)

for all x ∈ GS(E1, p) ∩Br(p).
Let w be an arbitrary element of GS(E1, p). Then, w − p ∈ GS(E1, p) − p. Since

GS(E1, p) − p is a real vector space and Br(p) − p = Br(0), there exists a real number

µ 6= 0 such that

µ(w − p) ∈ (GS(E1, p)− p) ∩ (Br(p)− p).

Hence, by (5.1), we can choose a v ∈ GS(E1, p)∩Br(p) such that µ(w− p) = v− p. Since

both T−q ◦F2 ◦ Tp and T−q ◦F ◦ Tp are linear and GS(E1, p) ⊂ GS2(E1, p), it follows from

(7.3) that

µ(T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(w − p) = (T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(µ(w − p))
= (T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(v − p)
= (T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(v − p)
= (T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(µ(w − p))
= µ(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(w − p).
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Therefore, it follows that (T−q◦F2◦Tp)(w−p) = (T−q◦F ◦Tp)(w−p) for all w ∈ GS(E1, p),

i.e., F2(w) = F (w) for all w ∈ GS(E1, p). In other words, F2 is an extension of F . Also,

because of Theorem 4.2, we see that F2 is obviously an extension of f . �

On account of Proposition 5.2, it holds that

GS2(E1, p) = · · · = GSn−1(E1, p) = GSn(E1, p)

for every integer n ≥ 3. According to this formula, the assertion of the following theorem

seems obvious, but since the proof is not long, we introduce the proof here.

Theorem 7.2 Let E1 be a bounded subset of Ma that is da-isometric to a subset E2 of

Ma via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Assume that p and q are elements of E1

and E2, which satisfy q = f(p). Then Fn is identically the same as F2 for any integer

n ≥ 3, where F2 and Fn are defined in Definition 5.1.

Proof. Let r be a fixed positive real number satisfying E1 ⊂ Br(p). We assume that

F2 ≡ F3 ≡ · · · ≡ Fn−1 on GS2(E1, p). Let x be an arbitrary element of GSn(E1, p). Then,

in view of (5.1), there exist a real number µ 6= 0 and an element u of GSn(E1, p) ∩ Br(p)
such that

u− p = µ(x− p) ∈ (GSn(E1, p)− p) ∩ (Br(p)− p).

If we put α11 = 1, αij = 0 for all (i, j) 6= (1, 1), and x11 = v in Definition 5.1 (ii), then we

get

(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(v − p) = (T−q ◦ Fn−1 ◦ Tp)(v − p) (7.4)

for all v ∈ GSn−1(E1, p) ∩ Br(p) = GSn(E1, p) ∩ Br(p). We note by Proposition 5.2 that

GSn(E1, p) = GSn−1(E1, p) = · · · = GS2(E1, p).

Since T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp is linear by (b) in the proof of Theorem 7.1, it follows from (7.4)

that

µ(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(x− p) = (T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p)
= (T−q ◦ Fn−1 ◦ Tp)(u− p)
= (T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(u− p)
= µ(T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(x− p),

i.e., Fn(x) = F2(x) for every x ∈ GSn(E1, p) = GS2(E1, p). By mathematical induction,

we conclude that Fn is identically the same as F2 for every integer n ≥ 3. �

Assume that J is either a translation of a basic cylinder or a translation of a basic

interval, and p is an element of J . Due to Definition 6.1, Remark 6.1, and Theorem 6.1,

GS(J, p) is a closed subset of Ma.
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Remark 7.1 GS(J, p) is a closed subset of Ma.

Proof. Assume that p = (p1, p2, . . . , pi, . . .) is a fixed element of J , where J is a translation

of a basic cylinder or a translation of a basic interval. In view of Definition 3.1 and

Remark 6.1 (iii), we note that xi = pi for each x = (x1, x2, . . . , xi, . . .) ∈ GS(J, p) and

each i 6∈ Λ(J).

Assume that {zn}n∈N is a sequence of elements in GS(J, p), which converges to an

element z = (z1, z2, . . . , zi, . . .) of Ma. Let us denote by zni the ith component of zn for

any i, n ∈ N. Since zn ∈ GS(J, p) for every n ∈ N, the previous argument implies that

zni = pi for each i 6∈ Λ(J). Thus, we conclude that zi = pi for each i 6∈ Λ(J). This

fact, together with Theorem 6.1, implies that z ∈ GS(J, p). Therefore, we conclude that

GS(J, p) is a closed subset of Ma. �

We note that { 1
ai
ei}i∈N is a complete orthonormal sequence in Ma. On account of

Theorem 6.1, we notice that Λ(J) = Λ(GS(J, p)).

Remark 7.2 GS2(J, p) = GS(J, p).

Proof. Referring to the changes presented in the table below

Proposition 5.2: GS(E, p) ∩Br(p) GS2(E, p) GS3(E, p) x xm

Here: J GS(J, p) GS2(J, p) u um

and following the part (a) in the proof of Proposition 5.2, we can easily show that

GS2(J, p) = GS(J, p). �

Hence, by Theorem 6.1 and Remark 7.2, we have

u− p =
∞∑
i=1

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
ei

=
∞∑
i=1

ai(ui − pi)
1

ai
ei

=
∑
i∈Λ(J)

ai(ui − pi)
1

ai
ei

=
∑
i∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
ei

(7.5)

for all u ∈ GS2(J, p) = GSn(J, p), where n ∈ N.

Using a similar approach to the proof of [7, Theorem 2.4], we can apply Lemma 5.1 to

prove the following theorem.

Theorem 7.3 Assume that J is either a translation of a basic cylinder or a translation

of a basic interval, K is a subset of Ma, and that there exists a surjective da-isometry
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f : J → K. Suppose p is an element of J and q is an element of K with q = f(p). For

any n ∈ N, the da-isometry Fn : GSn(J, p)→Ma given in Definition 5.1 satisfies

(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p) =
∑
i∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(ei)

for all u ∈ GSn(J, p).

Proof. Since p+ ei ∈ GSn(J, p) for each i ∈ Λ(J), it follows from Lemma 5.1 that〈
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p)−

∑
i∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(ei),

(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p)−
∑

j∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

1

aj
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(ej)

〉
a

=
〈
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p), (T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p)

〉
a

−
∑

j∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

1

aj

〈
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p), (T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(ej)

〉
a

−
∑
i∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai

〈
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(ei), (T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p)

〉
a

+
∑
i∈Λ(J)

∑
j∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

〈
u− p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

×

× 1

aiaj

〈
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(ei), (T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(ej)

〉
a

=
〈
u− p, u− p

〉
a
−
∑

j∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

〈
u− p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

−
∑
i∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

〈
1

ai
ei, u− p

〉
a

+
∑
i∈Λ(J)

∑
j∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

〈
u− p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

〈
1

ai
ei,

1

aj
ej

〉
a

=
〈
u− p, u− p

〉
a
−
∑

j∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

〈
u− p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

(7.6)

for all u ∈ GSn(J, p), since { 1
ai
ei}i∈N is an orthonormal sequence in Ma.

Furthermore, we note that each u ∈ GSn(J, p) has the expression given in (7.5). Hence,

if we replace u− p in (7.6) with the expression (7.5), then we have∥∥∥∥∥(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(u− p)−
∑
i∈Λ(J)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
(T−q ◦ Fn ◦ Tp)(ei)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

a

= 0
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for all u ∈ GSn(J, p), which implies the validity of our assertion. �

According to the following theorem, the image of the first-order generalized linear

span of E1 with respect to p under the da-isometry F is just the first-order generalized

linear span of F (E1) with respect to F (p). This assertion holds also for the second-

order generalized linear span and F2. According to Proposition 5.2 and Theorem 7.2, the

argument of the following theorem only makes sense when n = 1 or 2.

Theorem 7.4 Assume that E1 and E2 are bounded subsets of Ma that are da-isometric

to each other via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Suppose p is an element of E1

and q is an element of E2 with q = f(p). If Fn : GSn(E1, p) → Ma is the extension of f

defined in Definition 5.1, then GSn(E2, q) = Fn(GSn(E1, p)) for every n ∈ N.

Proof. (a) First, we prove that our assertion is true for n = 1, i.e., we prove that

GS(E2, q) = F (GS(E1, p)). Let r be a fixed positive real number satisfying E1 ⊂ Br(p).
(b) Due to Definition 3.1, for any y ∈ F (GS(E1, p)), there exists an element x ∈

GS(E1, p) with

y = F (x) = F

(
p+

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
uij − p

))

for some m ∈ N, uij ∈ E1∩Br(p), and some αij ∈ R with x = p+
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij−p) ∈Ma.

On the other hand, by Definition 4.1, we have

(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)
( m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
uij − p

))
=

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p)

which is equivalent to

F (x)− q = F

(
p+

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
uij − p

))
− q =

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
f(uij)− q

)
.

Since uij ∈ E1 for all i and j, it holds that f(uij) ∈ f(E1) = E2 for each i and j. Moreover,

since uij ∈ E1 ∩Br(p) for all i and j, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that

‖f(uij)− q‖2a = ‖(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p)‖2a
=
〈
(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p), (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p)

〉
a

= 〈uij − p, uij − p〉a
= ‖uij − p‖2a
< r2

for all i and j. Hence, f(uij) ∈ E2 ∩Br(q) for all i and j.
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Furthermore, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that∥∥∥∥∥∥
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
f(uij)− q

)∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

a

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

a

=

〈
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p),
m∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

αk`(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uk` − p)

〉
a

=

m∑
i=1

m∑
k=1

∞∑
j=1

αij

∞∑
`=1

αk`
〈
(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p), (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uk` − p)

〉
a

=

m∑
i=1

m∑
k=1

∞∑
j=1

αij

∞∑
`=1

αk`〈uij − p, uk` − p〉a

=

〈
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p),
m∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

αk`(uk` − p)

〉
a

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

a

<∞,

since
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p) = x − p ∈ Ma. Thus, on account of Remark 2.1, we see that

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(f(uij)− q) ∈Ma. Therefore, in view of Definition 3.1, we get

y = F (x) = q +

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
f(uij)− q

)
∈ GS(E2, q)

and we conclude that F (GS(E1, p)) ⊂ GS(E2, q).

(c) Now we assume that y ∈ GS(E2, q). By Definition 3.1, there exist some m ∈ N,

vij ∈ E2 ∩ Br(q), and some αij ∈ R such that y − q =
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(vij − q) ∈ Ma. Since

f : E1 → E2 is surjective, there exists a uij ∈ E1 satisfying vij = f(uij) for any i and j.

Moreover, by Lemma 3.2, we have

‖uij − p‖2a = 〈uij − p, uij − p〉a
=
〈
(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p), (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p)

〉
a

=
〈
f(uij)− q, f(uij)− q

〉
a

= 〈vij − q, vij − q〉a
= ‖vij − q‖2a
< r2
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for any i and j. So we conclude that uij ∈ E1 ∩Br(p) and vij = f(uij) for all i and j.

On the other hand, using Lemma 3.2, we have∥∥∥∥ m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p)
∥∥∥∥2

a

=

〈
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p),
m∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

αk`(uk` − p)

〉
a

=

m∑
i=1

m∑
k=1

∞∑
j=1

αij

∞∑
`=1

αk`
〈
uij − p, uk` − p

〉
a

=
m∑
i=1

m∑
k=1

∞∑
j=1

αij

∞∑
`=1

αk`
〈
(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p), (T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uk` − p)

〉
a

=

〈
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p),
m∑
k=1

∞∑
`=1

αk`(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uk` − p)

〉
a

=

∥∥∥∥ m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p)
∥∥∥∥2

a

=

∥∥∥∥ m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
f(uij)− q

)∥∥∥∥2

a

=

∥∥∥∥ m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(vij − q)
∥∥∥∥2

a

<∞,

since
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(vij−q) = y−q ∈Ma. Thus, Remark 2.1 implies that
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij−p) ∈

Ma.

Hence, it follows from Definition 4.1 that

y = q +
m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij
(
f(uij)− q

)
= q +

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(T−q ◦ f ◦ Tp)(uij − p)

= q + (T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)
( m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p)
)

= F

(
p+

m∑
i=1

∞∑
j=1

αij(uij − p)
)

∈ F (GS(E1, p)).

Thus, we conclude that GS(E2, q) ⊂ F (GS(E1, p)).
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(d) Similarly, referring to the changes presented in the tables below and following the

previous parts (b) and (c) in this proof, we can prove that GS2(E2, q) = F2(GS2(E1, p)).

The case n = 1: E1 E2 GS(E1, p) GS(E2, q) f F

The case n = 2: GS(E1, p) GS(E2, q) GS2(E1, p) GS2(E2, q) F F2

The case n = 1: Definition 3.1 Definition 4.1 Lemma 3.2

The case n = 2: Definition 5.1 (i) Definition 5.1 (ii) (4.4)

(e) Finally, according to Proposition 5.2, Theorem 7.2, and (d), we further have

GSn(E2, q) = GS2(E2, q) = F2(GS2(E1, p)) = Fn(GSn(E1, p))

for any integer n ≥ 3. �

8 Extension of isometries to the entire space

Let Iω =
∞∏
i=1

I be the Hilbert cube, where I = [0, 1] is the unit closed interval. From now

on, we assume that E1 and E2 are nonempty subsets of Iω. They are bounded, of course.

In Theorem 8.1, we will prove that the domain of a local da-isometry f : E1 → E2 can

be extended to any real Hilbert space including the domain E1.

Definition 8.1 Let E1 be a nonempty subset of Iω that is da-isometric to a subset E2

of Iω via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2. Let p be an element of E1 and q an

element of E2 with q = f(p). Assume that { 1
ai
ei}i∈Λα is a complete orthonormal sequence

in the Hilbert space GS2(E1, p)−p, where Λα is a nonempty proper subset of N. Moreover,

assume that {βi}i∈N is a complete orthonormal sequence in the Hilbert space Ma such that

βi = 1
ai

(T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(ei) for each i ∈ Λα, where F2 : GS2(E1, p) → Ma is defined in

Definition 5.1. Let pi be the ith component of p, i.e., p =
∞∑
i=1

piei. For any set Λ satisfying

Λα ⊂ Λ ⊂ N, we define a basic cylinder or a basic interval J̃ by

J̃ =
∞∏
i=1

J̃i, where J̃i =

{
[0, 1] (for i ∈ Λ),

{pi} (for i 6∈ Λ).

Moreover, referring to Theorem 7.3, we define the function G2 : GS2(J̃ , p)→Ma by

(T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(u− p) =
∑
i∈Λ(J̃)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

βi (8.1)

for all u ∈ GS2(J̃ , p).
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The following theorem states that the domain of a local da-isometry can be extended

to any real Hilbert space including the domain of the local da-isometry.

Theorem 8.1 Let E1 be a bounded subset of Iω that contains at least two elements.

Suppose E1 is da-isometric to a subset E2 of Iω via a surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2.

Let p and q be elements of E1 and E2 satisfying q = f(p). Assume that { 1
ai
ei}i∈Λα is a

complete orthonormal sequence in the Hilbert space GS2(E1, p)−p, where Λα is a nonempty

proper subset of N. Moreover, assume that {βi}i∈N is a complete orthonormal sequence

in the Hilbert space Ma such that βi = 1
ai

(T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(ei) for each i ∈ Λα. Let Λ be a

set satisfying Λα ⊂ Λ ⊂ N and let J̃ be defined as in Definition 8.1. Then the function

G2 : GS2(J̃ , p)→Ma is a da-isometry and the function T−q ◦G2 ◦Tp : GS2(J̃ , p)−p→Ma

is linear. In particular, G2 is an extension of F2.

Proof. (a) First, we assert that the function T−q◦G2◦Tp : GS2(J̃ , p)−p→Ma preserves the

inner product. Assume that u and v are arbitrary elements of GS2(J̃ , p). Since Λ = Λ(J̃),

it follows from (7.5), (8.1), and the orthonormality of { 1
ai
ei}i∈N and {βi}i∈N that

〈
(T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(u− p), (T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(v − p)

〉
a

=

〈∑
i∈Λ

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

βi,
∑
j∈Λ

〈
v − p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

βj

〉
a

=
∑
i∈Λ

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

∑
j∈Λ

〈
v − p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

〈βi, βj〉a

=
∑
i∈Λ

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

∑
j∈Λ

〈
v − p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

〈
1

ai
ei,

1

aj
ej

〉
a

=

〈∑
i∈Λ

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
ei,
∑
j∈Λ

〈
v − p, 1

aj
ej

〉
a

1

aj
ej

〉
a

= 〈u− p, v − p〉a

for all u, v ∈ GS2(J̃ , p), i.e., T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp preserves the inner product.

(b) We assert that G2 is a da-isometry. Let u and v be arbitrary elements of GS2(J̃ , p).
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Since T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp preserves the inner product by (a), we have

da
(
G2(u), G2(v)

)2
=
∥∥(T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(u− p)− (T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(v − p)

∥∥2

a

=
〈
(T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(u− p)− (T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(v − p),
(T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(u− p)− (T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(v − p)

〉
a

= 〈u− p, u− p〉a − 〈u− p, v − p〉a − 〈v − p, u− p〉a + 〈v − p, v − p〉a
=
〈
(u− p)− (v − p), (u− p)− (v − p)

〉
a

= ‖(u− p)− (v − p)‖2a
= ‖u− v‖2a
= da(u, v)2

for all u, v ∈ GS2(J̃ , p), i.e., G2 : GS2(J̃ , p)→Ma is a da-isometry.

(c) Now we assert that the function T−q ◦ G2 ◦ Tp : GS2(J̃ , p) − p → Ma is linear.

Assume that u and v are arbitrary elements of GS2(J̃ , p) and α and β are real numbers.

Since GS2(J̃ , p)−p is a real vector space, it holds that α(u−p)+β(v−p) ∈ GS2(J̃ , p)−p.
Thus, α(u−p)+β(v−p) = w−p for some w ∈ GS2(J̃ , p). Hence, referring to the changes

presented in the table below and following (d) of the proof of Theorem 4.2, we can easily

prove that T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp is linear.

Theorem 4.2: GS(E1, p) F (4.4)

Here: GS2(J̃ , p) G2 (a)

(d) Finally, we assert that G2 is an extension of F2. Let Ĵ be either a basic cylinder

or a basic interval defined by

Ĵ =
∞∏
i=1

Ĵi, where Ĵi =

{
[0, 1] (for i ∈ Λα),

{pi} (for i 6∈ Λα).

We see that p = (p1, p2, . . .) ∈ Ĵ ∩ E1 and Λ(Ĵ) = Λα = Λ(GS2(E1, p)).

According to Lemma 5.3, if i ∈ Λ(GS2(E1, p)), then αiei ∈ GS2(E1, p)−p for all αi ∈ R.

Since GS2(E1, p) − p is a real vector space, if we set Λn = {i ∈ Λ(GS2(E1, p)) : i < n},
then we have ∑

i∈Λn

αiei ∈ GS2(E1, p)− p

for all n ∈ N and all αi ∈ R. For now, with all αi fixed, we define xn = p +
∑
i∈Λn

αiei for

any n ∈ N. Then {xn} is a sequence in GS2(E1, p). When {xn} converges in Ma, it holds

that

p+
∑

i∈Λ(GS2(E1,p))

αiei = lim
n→∞

xn ∈ GS2(E1, p),
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because GS2(E1, p) is closed by Lemma 5.2 (iii). That is,{
p+

∑
i∈Λ(GS2(E1,p))

αiei ∈Ma : αi ∈ R for all i ∈ Λ
(
GS2(E1, p)

)}
⊂ GS2(E1, p).

Hence, by Theorem 6.1 with β = { 1
ai
ei}i∈N and Jβ = Ĵ , we get

GS(Ĵ , p)− p =

{ ∑
i∈Λ(Ĵ)

αiei ∈Ma : αi ∈ R for all i ∈ Λ(Ĵ)

}

=

{ ∑
i∈Λ(GS2(E1,p))

αiei ∈Ma : αi ∈ R for all i ∈ Λ
(
GS2(E1, p)

)}
⊂ GS2(E1, p)− p.

So we have

Ĵ ∩Br(p) ⊂ GS(Ĵ , p) ∩Br(p) ⊂ GS2(E1, p) ∩Br(p)

for some real number r > 0 and hence, we further have

GS(Ĵ , p) ⊂ GS2(Ĵ , p) ⊂ GS3(E1, p) = GS2(E1, p).

Moreover, by Remark 7.2, we know that GS2(Ĵ , p) = GS(Ĵ , p). Hence, we have

GS(Ĵ , p) = GS2(Ĵ , p) ⊂ GS2(E1, p).

On the other hand, since { 1
ai
ei}i∈Λα is a complete orthonormal sequence in GS2(E1, p)−

p, it follows from Theorem 6.1 with β = { 1
ai
ei}i∈N that

x =
∑
i∈Λα

〈
x,

1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
ei ∈ GS(Ĵ , p)− p = GS2(Ĵ , p)− p

for all x ∈ GS2(E1, p)− p, which implies that GS2(E1, p) = GS2(Ĵ , p) = GS(Ĵ , p).

Let u be an arbitrary element of GS2(E1, p). Then by (7.5) with Ĵ instead of J , we

have

u− p =
∑
i∈Λ(Ĵ)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
ei (8.2)

and since T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp is linear and continuous, we use (8.1), (8.2), and the facts
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GS2(E1, p) = GS2(Ĵ , p) = GS(Ĵ , p) and Λ(Ĵ) = Λα = Λ(GS2(E1, p)) to have

(T−q ◦G2 ◦ Tp)(u− p) =
∑
i∈Λ(J̃)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

βi

=
∑
i∈Λ(Ĵ)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

βi

=
∑
i∈Λ(Ĵ)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
(T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(ei)

= lim
n→∞

∑
i∈Λn(Ĵ)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
(T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(ei)

= lim
n→∞

(T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)

 ∑
i∈Λn(Ĵ)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
ei


= (T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)

 ∑
i∈Λ(Ĵ)

〈
u− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
ei


= (T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(u− p),

where we set Λn(Ĵ) = {i ∈ Λ(Ĵ) : i < n} for every n ∈ N.

Therefore, it follows that (T−q ◦ G2 ◦ Tp)(u − p) = (T−q ◦ F2 ◦ Tp)(u − p) for all

u ∈ GS2(E1, p), i.e., G2(u) = F2(u) for all u ∈ GS2(E1, p). In other words, G2 is an

extension of F2. �

9 Cylinders

For each positive integer n, let Bn be the set of all basic cylinders J =
∞∏
i=1

Ji defined by

Definition 6.1 for some disjoint finite subsets Λ1, Λ2, Λ3, Λ4 of {1, 2, . . . , n} and 0 < p1i <

p2i < 1 for i ∈ Λ1 ∪ Λ2 ∪ Λ3 and 0 ≤ p1i ≤ 1 for i ∈ Λ4. This definition of basic cylinders

is a slight modification of Definition 6.1, but the two definitions are essentially the same.

We note that Λ1 ∪Λ2 ∪Λ3 ∪Λ4 ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , n} and at most n edges of each basic cylinder

of Bn have a Euclidean length of less than 1, and all remaining edges have a Euclidean

length of 1.

For i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, each Ji is a closed subinterval of [0, 1] with respect to the relative

topology for [0, 1]. Thus, the infinite dimensional interval∏
1≤j<i

[0, 1]× Ji ×
∏
j>i

[0, 1]

is a closed subset of the Hilbert cube Iω for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. In particular, when
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i = 1, we read the last expression as∏
1≤j<1

[0, 1]× J1 ×
∏
j>1

[0, 1] = J1 ×
∏
j>1

[0, 1].

Since every basic cylinder J ∈ Bn is expressed as

J =

∞∏
i=1

Ji =

n⋂
i=1

( ∏
1≤j<i

[0, 1]× Ji ×
∏
j>i

[0, 1]

)
,

we see that each J ∈ Bn is a closed subset of Iω as the intersection of closed sets. Since

Iω is a closed subset of Ma by Remark 2.2 (iv), we use [9, Theorem 80.4] to conclude that

J is a closed subset of Ma.

Now, let us define

B = {∅} ∪
∞⋃
n=1

Bn and Bδ = {J ∈ B : da(J) < δ}

for every δ > 0, where da(J) is the diameter of J defined as sup{da(x, y) : x, y ∈ J}. We

note that every basic cylinder in B is a closed subset of Ma.

We denote by C the set of every subset K of Ma, for which there exist a basic cylinder

J ∈ B and a surjective da-isometry f : J → K, and we define Cδ = {K ∈ C : da(K) < δ}
for any δ > 0. We notice that Bδ ⊂ Cδ for every δ > 0. We note that the family B includes

not only non-degenerate basic cylinders but also degenerate ones.

Assume that a basic cylinder J and a cylinder K are given such that J is da-isometric

to K through a surjective da-isometry f : J → K. Since J is a compact subset of Ma as

a closed subset of a compact set Iω, K is also a compact subset of Ma as the continuous

image of a compact set J (see [9, Theorem 91.7]). Moreover, K is a closed subset of Ma

as a compact subset of the Hausdorff space Ma (see [9, Theorem 91.2]). Hence, we come

to an important consequence.

Remark 9.1 Every cylinder K ∈ C is closed in Ma.

Let J be a basic cylinder that is da-isometric to a cylinder K via a surjective da-

isometry f : J → K. Assume that p = (p1, p2, . . .) is the lower left corner of J , q

is an element of K with q = f(p), GS(J, p) is the first-order generalized linear span

of J with respect to p, and that F : GS(J, p) → Ma is the extension of f given in

Definition 4.1. If x = (x1, x2, . . .) ∈ GS(J, p), then it follows from Theorem 6.1 that

x− p =
∞∑
j=1

(xj − pj)ej =
∑

j∈Λ(J)

(xj − pj)ej ∈Ma. By Theorem 7.3, we get

(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(x− p) =
∑
i∈Λ(J)

〈
x− p, 1

ai
ei

〉
a

1

ai
(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(ei)

=
∑
i∈Λ(J)

ai(xi − pi)
1

ai
(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(ei).

(9.1)
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For any y = (y1, y2, . . .) ∈ GS(J, p), it follows from Theorem 6.1 that

y = p+ (y − p) = p+
∞∑
i=1

(yi − pi)ei = p+
∑
i∈Λ(J)

ai(yi − pi)
1

ai
ei ∈ GS(J, p)

and it further follows from (9.1) that

F (y) = q + (T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(y − p)

= q +
∑
i∈Λ(J)

ai(yi − pi)
1

ai
(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(ei)

∈ GS(K, q),

since GS(K, q) = F (GS(J, p)) by Theorem 7.4. Moreover, since the sequences { 1
ai
ei}i∈Λ(J)

and { 1
ai

(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(ei)}i∈Λ(J) are both orthonormal, the following definition may be

useful.

Definition 9.1 Every interval in B will be called a basic cylinder and each element of C
a cylinder. Assume that a basic cylinder J and a cylinder K are given such that K = f(J)

for some surjective da-isometry f : J → K. If Λ(J) = N, then J and K will be called

non-degenerate. Otherwise, they will be called degenerate.

Remark 9.2 The term ‘degenerate’ or ‘non-degenerate’ defined in relation to basic cylin-

ders and cylinders is similar to, but not identical to, the term ‘degenerate’ or ‘non-

degenerate’ for the general sets E defined in Definition 3.2. We notice that the terms

‘degenerate’ and ‘non-degenerate’ are used for convenience only and are not exact mathe-

matical terms.

10 Elementary volumes

Assume that both J1 and J2 are two distinct basic cylinders which are da-isometric to the

same cylinderK via the surjective da-isometries f1 : J1 → K and f2 : J2 → K, respectively.

Moreover, assume that u is the lower left corner and x is the vertex of J1 diagonally

opposite to u, i.e., x is the upper right corner of J1. Analogously, let v be the lower left

corner and y the vertex of J2 diagonally opposite to v and f1(u) = f2(v) =: w ∈ K.

Furthermore, assume that F(1) : GS(J1, u) → Ma and F(2) : GS(J2, v) → Ma are da-

isometries given in Definition 4.1 and that they are extensions of f1 and f2, respectively.
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Then, by (9.1), we have

(T−w ◦ F(1) ◦ Tu)(x− u) = (T−w ◦ F(1) ◦ Tu)

( ∑
i∈Λ(J1)

(xi − ui)ei

)

=
∑

i∈Λ(J1)

(xi − ui)(T−w ◦ F(1) ◦ Tu)(ei),

(T−w ◦ F(2) ◦ Tv)(y − v) = (T−w ◦ F(2) ◦ Tv)

( ∑
i∈Λ(J2)

(yi − vi)ei

)

=
∑

i∈Λ(J2)

(yi − vi)(T−w ◦ F(2) ◦ Tv)(ei).

(10.1)

Further, the right hand side of the first equality expresses the vector f1(x)− w, since

f1(x)− w = F(1)(x)− w = (T−w ◦ F(1) ◦ Tu)(x− u).

Similarly, the right hand side of the second equality in (10.1) expresses the vector f2(y)−w.

According to (7.5), Theorem 7.3 and (10.1), the coordinates
〈
x − u, 1

ai
ei
〉
a

remain

unchanged under the action of the da-isometry T−w ◦ F(1) ◦ Tu. Moreover, the points w

and f1(x) are the diagonally opposite vertices of the cylinder K. The same is true for w

and f2(y). Thus, we can conclude that f1(x)− w = f2(y)− w.

Since (T−w ◦ F(1) ◦ Tu)((xi − ui)ei) = (xi − ui)(T−w ◦ F(1) ◦ Tu)(ei) for each i ∈ Λ(J1),

F(1) maps each edge of basic cylinder J1 onto the edge of K. Conversely, every edge of the

cylinder K is an image of the edge of J1 under the da-isometry F(1). The same case is also

for F(2) and J2. Therefore, we conclude that there exists a permutation σ : Λ(J1)→ Λ(J2)

that satisfies

(xi − ui)(T−w ◦ F(1) ◦ Tu)(ei) = (yσ(i) − vσ(i))(T−w ◦ F(2) ◦ Tv)(eσ(i))

for any i ∈ Λ(J1).

According to (4.4), both { 1
ai

(T−w ◦ F(1) ◦ Tu)(ei)} and { 1
ai

(T−w ◦ F(2) ◦ Tv)(ei)} are

orthonormal sequences. Hence, we get

ai|xi − ui| = aσ(i)|yσ(i) − vσ(i)| (10.2)

for all i ∈ Λ(J1). Since J1 and J2 are both basic cylinders, due to the structural property

of basic cylinders, we can see that there is an `0 ∈ N that satisfies |xi − ui| = |yi − vi| = 1

for all i > `0. Thus, it follows from (10.2) that there exists an m0 ∈ N (m0 ≥ `0) that

satisfies ai = aσ(i) for each i > m0.

Consequently, when J1 is non-degenerate, we use (10.2) to show that the basic cylinders
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J1 and J2 have the same elementary volume:

vol(J1) =
∞∏
i=1

|xi − ui| =
∞∏
i=1

aσ(i)

ai

∣∣yσ(i) − vσ(i)

∣∣
=

m0∏
i=1

aσ(i)

ai

∣∣yσ(i) − vσ(i)

∣∣× ∞∏
i=m0+1

∣∣yσ(i) − vσ(i)

∣∣
=

m0∏
i=1

aσ(i)

ai
×
∞∏
i=1

∣∣yσ(i) − vσ(i)

∣∣
=

m0∏
i=1

aσ(i)

ai
×
∞∏
i=1

|yi − vi|

=
∞∏
i=1

|yi − vi|

= vol(J2)

Hence, it is reasonable to define the volume of the cylinder K as the elementary volume

of one of the basic cylinders which are da-isometric to K, i.e.,

vol(K) = vol(J1) = vol(J2).

When J1 is degenerate, we define vol(K) = vol(J1) = vol(J2) = 0.

Remark 10.1 Let J1 be a basic cylinder and K1 a cylinder. Assume that J1 and K1 are

da-isometric to each other via a surjective da-isometry f : J1 → K1. Assume that p is an

element of J1 and q is an element of K1 with q = f(p). Comparing (7.5) and Theorem

7.3 and considering the fact that GS(J1, p) = GSn(J1, p) for any n ∈ N (see the proof of

Theorem 8.1), under the action of the da-isometry T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp : GS(J1, p)− p→Ma, the

following statements are true.

(i) The orthonormal sequence { 1
ai
ei}i∈Λ(J1) is changed to { 1

ai
(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(ei)}i∈Λ(J1),

which is also an orthonormal sequence;

(ii) The coordinates (or Fourier coefficients)
〈
u − p, 1

ai
ei
〉
a
, i ∈ Λ(J1), of each element

u− p ∈ GS(J1, p)− p remain unchanged.

According to Theorem 7.3, the da-isometry T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp transforms the ith coordinate
1
ai
ei into 1

ai
(T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp)(ei) for every i ∈ Λ(J1). Moreover, by (7.5) and Theorem 7.3,

the coordinate expression of the image of u − p under the action of T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp (in the

coordinate system { 1
ai

(T−q◦F ◦Tp)(ei)}i∈Λ(J1)) is the same as that of u−p in the coordinate

system { 1
ai
ei}i∈Λ(J1). Therefore, T−q ◦ F ◦ Tp preserves each m-face of each basic cylinder

J contained in GS(J1, p)− p, where m ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}. More precisely,

(iii) F maps each m-face of basic cylinder J contained in GS(J1, p) onto an m-face of

cylinder F (J), where m ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}. In particular, F maps each 1-face of J onto
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a 1-face of F (J). Consequently, the ‘volume’ of cylinder F (J) is defined as the

elementary volume of the basic cylinder J , i.e., vol(F (J)) = vol(J) =
∞∏
i=1

si, where

si is the Euclidean length of the ith edge of J .

(iv) The adjacent edges of the cylinder F (J) meet orthogonally, and the volume vol(F (J))

of F (J) is the infinite product of the Euclidean lengths of all edges of F (J).

Based on Remark 10.1, we can define the elementary volume of basic cylinders and

the volume of cylinders accurately.

Definition 10.1 (i) The elementary volume of a basic cylinder J is denoted by vol(J)

and defined by

vol(J) =


∞∏
i=1

si (for Λ(J) = N),

0 (for Λ(J) 6= N),

where si is the Euclidean length of the ith edge of J .

(ii) Considering Remark 10.1 (iii), we define the volume of cylinder K by

vol(K) = vol(J)

for any K ∈ C for which there exist a basic cylinder J ∈ B and a surjective da-isometry

f : J → K.

11 Construction of da-invariant measure

If we set vol(∅) = 0, then the volume ‘vol’ defined in Definition 10.1 is a pre-measure (see

[13, Definition 5]). According to [13, Theorem 15], we can define an outer measure µ on

Ma by

µ(E) = lim
δ→0

µδ(E) (11.1)

for all subsets E of Ma, where

µδ(E) = inf

{ ∞∑
i=1

vol(Ci) : Ci ∈ Cδ with E ⊂
∞⋃
i=1

Ci

}
.

A family {Ci} of sets is called a covering of E if E ⊂
∞⋃
i=1

Ci. If, in addition, the

diameter of each Ci is less than δ, then {Ci} is called a δ-covering of E.

In this section, we assume that each of the sets E1 and E2 has uncountably many

elements. We note that if E1 and E2 have only countably many elements, then µ(E1) =

0 = µ(E2).
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One of the most important theorems in this paper is the following theorem stating

that the measure µ is da-invariant. However, we note that this theorem was proved for

the non-degenerate case in the paper [5, Theorem 3.1]. Now we will completely prove this

theorem by providing the proof for the degenerate case also.

Theorem 11.1 If E1 and E2 are subsets of Iω that are da-isometric to each other, then

µ(E1) = µ(E2).

Proof. (a) We assume that E1 and E2 are subsets of Iω, each of which has uncountably

many elements, and they are da-isometric to each other via the surjective da-isometry

f : E1 → E2. Using the definition of F given in Definition 4.1 and assuming that p is

an element of E1 and q is an element of E2 with q = f(p), Theorem 4.2 states that F :

GS(E1, p)→Ma is a da-isometry which extends the surjective da-isometry f : E1 → E2.

Let r be a positive real number satisfying E1 ⊂ Br(p), where Br(p) denotes the open

ball defined as Br(p) = {y ∈Ma : ‖y− p‖a < r}. According to Theorem 7.1, the function

F2 : GS2(E1, p) → Ma (defined in Definition 5.1) is a da-isometry and it is an extension

of F and so F2 is obviously an extension of f .

(b) We consider the case where Λ(GS2(E1, p)) 6= N, i.e., we assume that the second-

order generalized linear span GS2(E1, p) of E1 with respect to p is degenerate. In other

words, according to Theorem 6.3, GS2(E1, p) 6= Ma.

The translation T−p : Ma →Ma is a homeomorphism and hence, it is a closed mapping.

By Lemma 5.2 (iii), we know that GS2(E1, p) is a closed proper subset of Ma, so is

T−p(GS2(E1, p)). That is, GS2(E1, p)− p is a closed (proper) subspace of the real Hilbert

space Ma and hence, GS2(E1, p)− p is itself a real Hilbert space.

Let {αi}i∈Λ be a complete orthonormal sequence in the Hilbert space GS2(E1, p)− p,
where Λ is a nonempty proper subset of N. Moreover, we note that Ma can be orthogonally

decomposed into

Ma =
(
GS2(E1, p)− p

)
⊕
(
GS2(E1, p)− p

)⊥
,

where (GS2(E1, p) − p)⊥ is also a real Hilbert space as a closed subspace of the Hilbert

space Ma. We assume that β = {βi}i∈N is a complete orthonormal sequence in the Hilbert

space Ma such that βi = αi for each i ∈ Λ. We note that

Λ = Λβ(GS2(E1, p))

=
{
i ∈ N : there are z ∈ GS2(E1, p) and α 6= 0 satisfying z + αβi ∈ GS2(E1, p)

}
.

We now select a β-basic cylinder or a β-basic interval K that satisfies p ∈ E1 ⊂ K ⊂ Iω

and Λβ(K) = Λβ(GS2(E1, p)), where

Λβ(K) =
{
i ∈ N : there are z ∈ K and α 6= 0 satisfying z + αβi ∈ K

}
.

(Indeed, K is a cylinder. If we think that it is difficult to find the cylinder K that satisfies

E1 ⊂ K ⊂ Iω, consider the fact that E1 can be covered with countably many cylinders
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C1, C2, . . ., each of which is included in Iω. We simply choose any one of them, namely

Ci, and call it K. In this case, we replace E1 with E1∩Ci. With these adjustments, there

is no problem in proving this theorem.)

Then, by Theorem 6.1 with Jβ = K, we get

GS(K, p)− p =

{ ∑
i∈Λβ(K)

γiβi ∈Ma : γi ∈ R for all i ∈ Λβ(K)

}

=

{ ∑
i∈Λβ(GS2(E1,p))

γiβi ∈Ma : γi ∈ R for all i ∈ Λβ(GS2(E1, p))

}

⊂ GS2(E1, p)− p,

where the last inclusion is due to the fact that {βi}i∈Λβ(GS2(E1,p))
is a complete orthonormal

sequence in the real Hilbert space GS2(E1, p) − p. Hence, it holds that K ⊂ GS(K, p) ⊂
GS2(E1, p). Thus, vol(K) = 0 because GS2(E1, p) is degenerate.

If we divide K into countably many translations of degenerate β-basic cylinders or β-

basic intervals {Ki}i∈N whose diameters are less than δ, then we get µδ(E1) ≤
∞∑
i=1

vol(Ki) =

vol(K) = 0 for any δ > 0. Therefore, µ(E1) = lim
δ→0

µδ(E1) = 0.

On the other hand, we see that E2 = f(E1) = F2(E1) ⊂ F2(K) and F2(K) is a

degenerate cylinder. Hence, we get vol(F2(K)) = 0. And if we do what we just did before,

we get µ(E2) = 0. Therefore, we conclude that µ(E1) = 0 = µ(E2).

(c) Now, we consider the case where Λ(GS2(E1, p)) = N, or equivalently, the case where

GS2(E1, p) = Ma (see Theorem 6.3). Let δ > 0 be given. By the definition of µδ, for any

ε > 0, there exists a δ-covering {Ki} of E1 with cylinders from Cδ such that∑
i

vol(Ki) ≤ µδ(E1) + ε. (11.2)

By the definitions of Bδ and Cδ, there exist a basic cylinder Ji ∈ Bδ and a surjective

da-isometry fi : Ji → Ki for each i. Since F2 ◦ fi : Ji → F2(Ki) is a surjective da-isometry,

vol(F2(Ki)) = vol(Ji) for all i and {F2(Ki)} = {(F2 ◦ fi)(Ji)} is a δ-covering of E2 with

cylinders from Cδ. Further, by applying Definition 10.1 to the surjective da-isometry

fi : Ji → Ki, we get vol(Ji) = vol(Ki). Thus, we have

vol
(
F2(Ki)

)
= vol(Ki) (11.3)

for all i. Therefore, it follows from (11.2) and (11.3) that

µδ(E2) ≤
∑
i

vol
(
F2(Ki)

)
=
∑
i

vol(Ki) ≤ µδ(E1) + ε.

Since we can choose a sufficiently small ε > 0, we conclude that µδ(E2) ≤ µδ(E1).
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Conversely, if we exchange the roles of E1 and E2 in the previous part, then we get

µδ(E1) ≤ µδ(E2). Hence, we conclude that µδ(E1) = µδ(E2) for any δ > 0. Therefore, it

follows from (11.1) that µ(E1) = µ(E2). �

The following lemmas are the same as the lemmas [5, Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3, Lemma

3.4]. It is easy to prove that µ(Iω) ≤ 1.

Lemma 11.2 µ(Iω) ≤ 1.

Proof. We apply an idea from the proof of [12, Lemma 1]. For any δ > 0, there exist pos-

itive integers m and n such that In = [0, 1]n is covered by mn isometric n-cubes Ci which

are closed in In with non-overlapping interiors and da(Ji) < δ for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,mn},
where Ji is the cylinder in Iω over Ci, i.e., Ji ∈ Bδ for each i. Then, {J1, . . . , Jmn} is a

δ-covering of Iω with non-degenerate basic cylinders from Bδ and

µδ(I
ω) ≤

mn∑
i=1

vol(Ji) = 1.

Hence, it follows from (11.1) that µ(Iω) = lim
δ→0

µδ(I
ω) ≤ 1. �

Lemma 11.3 Given real numbers δ and b with 0 < δ < 1
2 and 0 ≤ b ≤ 1, define

α =

{
0 (for 0 ≤ b < δ),

b− δ (for δ ≤ b ≤ 1)
and β =

{
b+ δ (for 0 ≤ b ≤ 1− δ),
1 (for 1− δ < b ≤ 1).

Then 0 < β − α ≤ 2δ and α ≤ b ≤ β.

Proof. (a) If 0 ≤ b < δ, then 0 ≤ b < δ < 1 − δ and we get α = 0 and β = b + δ < 2δ.

Hence, it follows that 0 < β − α < 2δ and α ≤ b < β.

(b) If δ ≤ b ≤ 1− δ, then α = b− δ and β = b+ δ. Thus, we have 0 < β − α = 2δ and

α < b < β.

(c) Finally, if 1 − δ < b ≤ 1, then we see that α = b − δ and β = 1. So, we have

0 < β − α = 1− b+ δ < 2δ and α < b ≤ β. �

For every basic cylinder J ∈ B, let ∂J denote the boundary of J . In the following

lemma, we will prove that µ(∂J) = 0.

Lemma 11.4 If J ∈ B, then µ(∂J) = 0.

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 11.2, there exist positive integers m and n

such that In = [0, 1]n is covered by mn isometric n-cubes Cni (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,mn}) with

non-overlapping interiors, where each Cni is a closed subset of In.

Let δ and b be any real numbers with 0 < δ < 1
2 and 0 ≤ b ≤ 1, α and β be defined

as in Lemma 11.3, Pi = Cni × [α, β] be an (n+ 1)-dimensional rectangular parallelepiped,
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and let Ji denote the cylinder in Iω over Pi with da(Ji) < δ for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,mn}, i.e.,

Ji ∈ Bδ for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,mn}.
In view of Lemma 11.3, {J1, J2, . . . , Jmn} is a δ-covering of a hyper-plane H given by

H =
{

(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Iω : xn+1 = b
}
. (11.4)

Hence, by the definition of µδ and using Lemma 11.3 again, it holds that

µδ(H) ≤
mn∑
i=1

vol(Ji) =
mn∑
i=1

1

mn
(β − α) ≤ 2δ

and further we get

µ(H) = lim
δ→0

µδ(H) = 0. (11.5)

Let J be a basic cylinder in B. In view of Definition 6.1, without loss of generality, we

will deal with the basic cylinder of the form

J =
{

(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Iω : p1i ≤ xi ≤ p2i for all i ∈ N
}

only, where there exists a positive integer n such that 0 ≤ p1i < p2i ≤ 1 for each i ∈
{1, . . . , n} and p1i = 0, p2i = 1 for all i > n. Then, there are at most countably many

hyper-planes H1, H2, . . . of the form

H2i−1 =
{

(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Iω : xi = p1i

}
and H2i =

{
(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Iω : xi = p2i

}
satisfying

∂J ⊂
∞⋃
k=1

Hk. (11.6)

Finally, it follows from (11.5) and (11.6) that

µ(∂J) ≤ µ

( ∞⋃
k=1

Hk

)
≤
∞∑
k=1

µ(Hk) = 0,

which completes the proof. �

12 Efficient coverings

Let J be a basic cylinder given by Definition 6.1 that is da-isometric to a cylinder K via

a surjective da-isometry f : J → K. We now define

J∗ =
∞∏
i=1

J∗i , where J∗i =



[0, b∗] (for i ∈ Λ1),

[p1i, p1i + b∗] (for i ∈ Λ2 ∪ Λ3),

{p1i} (for i ∈ Λ4),

[0, 1] (otherwise)

(12.1)
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and b∗ is a sufficiently small positive real number in comparison with each of p2i, p2i−p1i,

and 1 − p1i for all i ∈ Λ1, i ∈ Λ2, and i ∈ Λ3, respectively. We then note that J∗ ⊂ J .

Taking Remark 10.1 (ii) and (iii) into account, we can cover the cylinder K = f(J)

with a finite number of translations of f(J∗) as efficiently as we wish by choosing the b∗

sufficiently small (see the illustration and Lemma 12.1 below).
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A finite number of translations of f(J∗) cover K = f(J)

J∗ is a basic cylinder and the restriction f |J∗ : J∗ → f(J∗) is a surjective da-isometry.

Thus, f(J∗) is a cylinder, i.e., f(J∗) ∈ C (see Remark 9.1). Applying this argument,

Remark 10.1 (ii), (iii) and Lemma 11.4, we obtain the following lemma that is an improved

version of [5, Lemma 4.1]. This new version includes the degenerate case.

Lemma 12.1 Let δ > 0 and ε > 0 be given. If K is a cylinder from Cδ, then there exist a

finite number of translations K1,K2, . . . ,Km of some cylinder in Cδ (for example, f(J∗)

above and see the corresponding illustration above) such that

(i) Ki ∩ Kj (i 6= j) is included in the union of at most countably many (da-isometric

images of ) hyper-planes of the form
{

(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Iω : x` = b
}

for some ` ∈ N
and 0 ≤ b ≤ 1, which have µ-measure 0;

(ii) {K1,K2, . . . ,Km} is a covering of K, i.e., K ⊂
m⋃
i=1

Ki;

(iii)
m∑
i=1

vol(Ki) ≤ vol(K) + ε.

Proof. We can choose a J ∈ Bδ and a surjective da-isometry f : J → K, where J is a

basic cylinder of the form given in Definition 6.1. We now define a basic cylinder J∗ by

(12.1) such that J∗ ⊂ J . Then J can be covered with at most m translations of the basic

cylinder J∗, where we set

m :=
∏
j∈Λ1

([
p2j

b∗

]
+ 1

)
×
∏
j∈Λ2

([
p2j − p1j

b∗

]
+ 1

)
×
∏
j∈Λ3

([
1− p1j

b∗

]
+ 1

)
and where [x] denotes the largest integer not exceeding the real number x. This fact,

together with Remark 10.1 (ii) and (iii), implies that the cylinderK = f(J) can be covered
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with at most m translations of the cylinder f(J∗) which are denoted by K1,K2, . . . ,Km

(see the previous illustration).

Moreover, in view of Remark 10.1 (iii), we have

vol(Ki) = vol(f(J∗)) = vol(J∗) =


∏

j∈Λ1∪Λ2∪Λ3

b∗ (for non-degenerate K),

0 (for degenerate K)

for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and

vol(K) = vol(J)

=


∏
j∈Λ1

p2j ×
∏
j∈Λ2

(p2j − p1j)×
∏
j∈Λ3

(1− p1j) (for non-degenerate K),

0 (for degenerate K).

Thus, when K is a non-degenerate cylinder, we have

m∑
i=1

vol(Ki) =
∏
j∈Λ1

([
p2j

b∗

]
+ 1

)
×
∏
j∈Λ2

([
p2j − p1j

b∗

]
+ 1

)
×

×
∏
j∈Λ3

([
1− p1j

b∗

]
+ 1

)
× vol(K1)

≤
∏
j∈Λ1

(
p2j

b∗
+ 1

)
×
∏
j∈Λ2

(
p2j − p1j

b∗
+ 1

)
×

×
∏
j∈Λ3

(
1− p1j

b∗
+ 1

)
×

∏
j∈Λ1∪Λ2∪Λ3

b∗

=
∏
j∈Λ1

(p2j + b∗)×
∏
j∈Λ2

(p2j − p1j + b∗)×
∏
j∈Λ3

(1− p1j + b∗)

=
∏
j∈Λ1

p2j ×
∏
j∈Λ2

(p2j − p1j)×
∏
j∈Λ3

(1− p1j) +O(b∗)

= vol(K) +O(b∗)

and we choose a sufficiently small b∗ such that the term O(b∗) becomes less than ε. When

K is degenerate, we have vol(K) = 0 and vol(Ki) = 0 for any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. Hence,

our assertion (iii) holds true. �

Using Lemmas 11.2 and 12.1, we will prove that µ(Iω) = 1. The following theorem is

equivalent to [5, Theorem 4.2], but the proof of this theorem is much more concise than

that of [5, Theorem 4.2]. Hence, we will introduce the proof.

Theorem 12.2 µ(Iω) = 1.
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Proof. Given a δ > 0 and an ε > 0, let {Ki} be a δ-covering of Iω with cylinders from Cδ
such that

∞∑
i=1

vol(Ki) ≤ µδ(Iω) +
ε

2
. (12.2)

In view of Lemma 12.1, for each Ki, there exist translations Ki1,Ki2, . . . ,Kimi of some

cylinder in Cδ such that

(i) Kij ∩Ki` (j 6= `) is included in the union of at most countably many (da-isometric

images of) hyper-planes of the form
{

(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Iω : x` = b
}

for some ` ∈ N and

0 ≤ b ≤ 1, whose µ-measures are 0;

(ii) Ki ⊂
mi⋃
j=1

Kij ;

(iii)
mi∑
j=1

vol(Kij) ≤ vol(Ki) + ε
2i+1 .

We notice that each Kij is a cylinder from Cδ. If we replace the covering {Ki} with a

new δ-covering {Kij}, then it follows from (iii) that

∞∑
i=1

mi∑
j=1

vol(Kij) ≤
∞∑
i=1

vol(Ki) +
ε

2

and it follows from this inequality and (12.2) that

1 = vol(Iω) ≤
∞∑
i=1

mi∑
j=1

vol(Kij) ≤
∞∑
i=1

vol(Ki) +
ε

2
≤ µδ(Iω) + ε.

If we take a sufficiently small value of ε > 0, then we have µδ(I
ω) ≥ 1 and µ(Iω) =

lim
δ→0

µδ(I
ω) ≥ 1. On the other hand, in view of Lemma 11.2, we have µ(Iω) ≤ 1. Hence,

we conclude that µ(Iω) = 1. �

13 Ulam’s conjecture on invariance of measure

According to [13, Theorems 16 and 19], all Borel sets in Ma are µ-measurable. Moreover,

each Borel subset of Iω is also a Borel subset of Ma, i.e., each Borel subset of Iω is

µ-measurable.

In view of Theorems 11.1 and 12.2, the measure µ is da-invariant with µ(Iω) = 1. The

proof of the following lemma is the same as that of [5, Lemma 5.1]. Hence, we omit the

proof.

Lemma 13.1 The measure µ coincides with the standard product probability measure π

on the Borel subsets of Iω.
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According to Theorem 11.1, the measure µ is da-invariant. Using Lemma 13.1, we

obtain our main result:

Theorem 13.2 For any sequence a = {ai} of positive real numbers satisfying (1.1), the

standard product probability measure π on Iω is da-invariant. More precisely, if E1 and

E2 are Borel subsets of Iω that are da-isometric to each other, then π(E1) = π(E2).
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