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1 Introduction

In this note we present vector-lattice-theoretic proofs of two classical theorems of ab-
stract analysis – Riesz Representation Theorem and Stone Representation Theorem.
In a way one should expect a possibility of such proofs, since the former theorem is a
description of a special class of Banach lattices, whereas the latter theorem deals with
the class of Boolean algebras, which my be viewed as a sister class to the vector lattices.
In both cases we base our approach on the Kakutani Representation Theorem, which
says that an Archimedean vector lattice with a unit is isomorphic to a dense sublattice
of the Banach lattice C (K) that contains 1, where K is compact Hausdorff. We will
present a truncated version of Riesz theorem and an extended version of Stone theorem.

Riesz Representation Theorem contains several statements: a signed Borel measure
determines a positive functional on C (K), there is a correspondence between regular
Borel and Baire measures, a signed regular Borel measure uniquely determines a func-
tional on C (K), and that every positive functional on C (K) is determined by a Baire
measure. The first statement is rather simple, the last one is the hardest to prove,
whereas the intermediate ones are meaningful stand-alone facts from measure theory.
In this article we focus on the “hardest part”, and in our proof most of the heavy lifting
is done by the vector lattice theory.

The link from vector lattices to Boolean algebras is exemplified by the notion of
the components of positive elements, as well as by the Boolean algebra of projective
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bands in a vector lattice. Our proof of Stone Representation Theorem reveals the link
in the opposite direction and makes precise the intuition that a Boolean algebra is a
“horizontal layer” of a vector lattice.

2 Preliminaries + Riesz

Everywhere in this section K is a compact Hausdorff space. The indicator function of
A ⊂ K is denoted as 1A. In particular, 1K is the constant function 1. If K is clear
from the context we will drop the subscript. A function f : K → R is called simple
if it only attains a finite set of values. Such function necessarily has to be a linear
combination of indicators. If f is continuous, it is a linear combination of indicators of
clopen (simultaneously closed and open) sets. It is easy to see that simple continuous
functions form a subalgebra of C (K). This subalgebra separates points of K (and so
is dense) if and only if K is totally disconnected (i.e. contains no connected sets other
than singletons).

Recall that a vector lattice is a vector space E endowed with the order ≥ such that
E+ = {e ∈ E, e ≥ 0E} is a convex cone, and every e, f ∈ E have a maximum e∨f and
a minimum e∧ f . In fact, the last pair of requirements can be replaced by existence of
|e| = e ∨ −e, for every e ∈ E. The following three properties of a vector lattice will be
important to us: E is called Dedekind complete, if every A ⊂ E such that A ≤ e, for
some e ∈ E, has a supremum; E is said to have principal projection property (PPP) if
sup
n∈N

e∧nf exists for every e, f ∈ E+; finally E is called Archimedean if inf
n∈N

1
n
e = 0E, for

every e ∈ E+. These properties are listed in the order of descending strength.
A linear map T : E → F between vector lattices is positive if TE+ ⊂ F+. In

particular, if F = R the functionals of the form ν − µ, where ν, µ ∈ F ′
+ form a com-

plete vector lattice. T : E → F is called a homomorphism, if it preserves the lattice
operations (equivalently, T |e| = |Te|, for every e ∈ E). An isomorphism is a bijective
homomorphism. An element e ∈ E+ is called a (strong) unit of E, if for every f ∈ E
there is α ≥ 0 such that |f | ≤ αe. It turns out that Archimedean vector lattices with
units are of a specific form (see [2, Theorem 2.1.3]).

Theorem 2.1 (Kakutani Representation Theorem). If E is an Archimedean vector
lattice with a unit e, then there is a compact Hausdorff space K, a dense sublattice F
of C (K) and a lattice isomorphism T : E → F such that Te = 1.

An AL space is a vector lattice endowed with a norm ‖ · ‖ such that ‖e + f‖ =
‖e‖ + ‖f‖, for every e, f ∈ E+. It is easy to see that L1 (µ) is an AL space, for every
measure µ. We will use the fact that C (K)∗ is an AL space, and the dual of an AL space
is of the form C (K) (combine Kakutani representation theorem with [2, Proposition
1.4.7]).

Let BK be the Baire σ-algebra of K, i.e. the minimal algebra of subsets of K which
makes every f ∈ C (K) measurable. Clearly, the Baire σ-algebra is a subalgebra of the
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Borel σ-algebra. These subalgebras are in fact equal if K is a compact metric space
(see [4, 21.6 Theorem 20]). A Baire measure is a finite measure on BK . Every Baire
measure on a compact space is regular (see [4, 21.6 Proposition 22]).

Recall that a subset A of K is called meager (or first category) if A =
⋃

n∈N

An, where

each An is nowhere dense, i.e. intAn = ∅. Clearly, a subset of a meager set and a union
of a countable collection of meager sets are meager, and so meager sets form a σ-ideal
of subsets of K. Since K is compact, it is a Baire space, i.e. the only open meager
subset of K is ∅ (see [1, IX.5, Theorem 1]).

Also recall that U ⊂ K is called regularly open if U = intU . We will call V ⊂ K
almost open if V = U△A, where U is regularly open and A is meager. Note that since
K is a Baire space, this representation is unique, and the collection AK of almost open
sets is a σ-algebra, which contains all open, and therefore all Borel sets (see [3, theorems
4.3 and 4.6]). Hence, the Boolean algebra of regularly open subsets of K is the quotient
of AK with respect to the σ-ideal of meager sets. Almost open sets are often called sets
with a Baire property, but we will not use this term to avoid confusion with the Baire
σ-algebra.

We will use the following observation: if {Vn}n∈N ⊂ AK is an increasing sequence
with V =

⋃

n∈N

Vn, and Vn = Un △ An, for every n ∈ N, where Un is regularly open,

and An is meager, then V = U △ A, where U = int
⋃

n∈N

Un, and A is meager. Indeed,

U\V ⊂
⋃

n∈N

An and V \U ⊂ ∂

(

⋃

n∈N

Un

)

∪
⋃

n∈N

An are both meager. This observation

essentially tells that the quotient map from AK onto the algebra of regularly open sets
is σ-order-continuous.

Finally, recall that K is called extremely disconnected if the closure of every open set
in K is open (and so clopen). Every regularly open subset of K in this case is clopen,
and so AK consists of sets of the form V = U △A, where U is clopen and A is meager.
We are now ready to prove the Riesz Representation theorem.

Theorem 2.2. For every positive functional ξ on C (K) there is a Baire measure µ on
K such that ξ (f) =

∫

fdµ, for every f ∈ C (K).

Proof. We know that C (K)∗ is an AL space, and so C (K)∗∗ = C (L), for some compact
L. Since C (L) is a dual Banach lattice, it is Dedekind complete (see [2, Theorem 1.3.2]),
and so L is extremely disconnected (see [2, Proposition 2.1.4]).

Let T be the natural inclusion of C (K) into C (K)∗∗ = C (L), which is a homomor-
phism (see [2, Proposition 1.4.5]). For every ν ∈ C (K)∗+ we have

〈1K , ν〉 = max
f∈[−1K ,1K ]

〈f, ν〉 = ‖ν‖ = max
h∈[−1L,1L]

〈ν, h〉 = 〈ν,1L〉 ,

and so T1K = 1L. Therefore, T is a continuous isometric lattice homomorphism from
C (K) into C (L) such that T1K = 1L, from where there is a continuous map ϕ : L→ K
such that Tf = f ◦ ϕ, for every f ∈ C (K) (see [2, Theorem 3.2.12]).
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We will define a measure µξ on AL so that ξ (f) =
∫

fdµξ, for every f ∈ C (L). For
every clopen U ⊂ L and meager A ⊂ L define µξ (U △A) = ξ (1U), where the latter is
defined since 1U ∈ C (L) and U is uniquely determined by U △A. It is clear that µξ is
finitely additive. To show σ-additivity, let {Vn}n∈N ⊂ AL be an increasing sequence and
let V =

⋃

n∈N

Vn; let {Un}n∈N and U be the corresponding clopen sets. From the comments

before the theorem, {Un}n∈N is increasing and U = int
⋃

n∈N

Un, from where 1Un
↑ 1U .

Since ξ is an element of the pre-dual of C (L), it is order continuous (see [2, Theorem
1.4.14]), and so ξ (1Un

) ↑ ξ (1U). Hence, µξ (Vn) = ξ (1Un
) ↑ ξ (1U) = µξ (V ).

We get that both ξ and f →
∫

fdµξ are continuous linear functionals on C (L),
which agree on the subalgebra of simple continuous functions. Since L is extremely
disconnected, it is totally disconnected, and so simple continuous functions form a
dense subalgebra of C (L), and so ξ (f) =

∫

fdµξ, for every f ∈ C (L).
Finally, define a Baire measure µ on K by µ (A) = µξ (ϕ

−1 (A)), for A ∈ BK . Note
that A is Baire, hence Borel, from where ϕ−1 (A) is Borel, hence almost open. Then
ξ (f) = 〈ξ, Tf〉 = 〈ξ, f ◦ ϕ〉 =

∫

f ◦ ϕdµξ =
∫

fdµ, for every f ∈ C (K).

Let us recap the proof of σ-additivity in a conceptual way. First BK are mapped
into AL via A→ ϕ−1 (A). This correspondence is order-continuous, in the sense that it
respects arbitrary unions and intersections. Then AL, is factorized with respect to the
σ-ideal of the meager sets. The quotient map is σ-order-continuous. The corresponding
quotient is the Boolean algebra of the clopen subsets of L. This algebra embeds into
C (L) via U → 1U (again order-continuously). Finally, ξ acts on the indicators in order
continuous fashion. Thus, µ is σ-order continuous on BK as a composition of several
σ-order continuous maps.

Remark 2.3. In a similar way, for any finite measure µ, one can show that there is
a compact space K, such that µ is isomorphic to a measure on K, and moreover
L1 (µ)

∗ = L∞ (µ) = C (K).

We conclude this section with some additional facts about C (K), or more precisely
its dense sublattices, whose importance is justified by Kakutani representation theorem.

Proposition 2.4 (Sublattice Urysohn lemma). Let E be a dense sublattice of C (K)
that contains 1, let U ⊂ K be open and let L ⊂ U be closed. Then E+ contains a
function whose value is 1 on L and 0 outside U . In particular, E contains all simple
continuous functions.

Proof. From Tietze-Urysohn theorem there is g ∈ C (K) such that 1L ≤ g ≤ 1U .
Since E is dense, there is h ∈ E such that ‖h − g‖ ≤ 1

3
. The latter is equivalent to

−1
3
1 ≤ h−g ≤ 1

3
1, or 3g−21 ≤ 3h−1 ≤ 3g. Let f = (3h− 1)+∧1. Then f ≤ 3g+∧1 ≤

31U∧1 = 1U , and simultaneously f ≥ (3g − 21)+∧1 ≥ (31L − 21)+∧1 = 1L∧1 = 1L.
If L is a clopen set, then applying the first claim to U = L shows that 1L ∈ E. Since

any simple continuous function is a linear combination of indicators of clopen sets, it
follows that E contains all simple continuous functions.
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As was mentioned above, K is extremely disconnected if and only if C (K) is
Dedekind complete. Let us characterize (compact) totally disconnected spaces.

Proposition 2.5. K is totally disconnected if and only if C (K) has a dense PPP
sublattice that contains 1.

Proof. If K is totally disconnected, then the set of simple continuous functions is dense
in C (K), and is also a PPP lattice (this can be easily derived from definition, or from
Theorem 3.2 below).

Necessity: Let x, y ∈ K be distinct. Let U be a neighborhood of x such that y 6∈ U .
From Sublattice Urysohn lemma there is f ∈ E+ that vanishes outside U , and such
that f (x) 6= 0. It is easy to see that if sup

n∈N
nf ∧ 1 exists, it has to be equal 1K\intf−1(0),

from where intf−1 (0) is clopen. Since f (x) = 1, we have x 6∈ f−1 (0) ⊃ intf−1 (0). On
the other hand, since f vanishes outside of U , we have y ∈ X\U ⊂ intf−1 (0). Hence,
we found a clopen set that contains exactly one of an arbitrary pair of points in X .
Thus, X is totally disconnected.

3 Vector lattice over a Boolean algebra + Stone

In this section A is a Boolean algebra with the least element O and the greatest element
E.

Let us start with an observation that many of the identities that hold in vector
lattices (such as [2, Theorem 1.1.1]) in fact “conditionally” hold in ordered vector
spaces. For example, if E is an ordered vector space and e, f ∈ E are such that e ∧ f
exists, then e ∨ f also exists and e+ f = e ∧ f + e ∨ f .

Lemma 3.1. Let E be an ordered vector space and let ϕ : A→ E+. Then ϕ is a lattice
homomorphism (preserves ∨ and ∧) with ϕ (O) = 0E if and only if ϕ (a)⊥ϕ (b) and
ϕ (a ∨ b) = ϕ (a) + ϕ (b), for any disjoint a, b ∈ A. Moreover, in this case ϕ (A) is a
Boolean algebra.

Proof. We only need to prove sufficiency. For any a, b ∈ A the elements a ∧ b, a ∧ b
and b ∧ a disjoint, and so ϕ

(

a ∧ b
)

∧ ϕ (b ∧ a) = 0E, ϕ
(

a ∧ b
)

+ ϕ (a ∧ b) = ϕ (a) and
ϕ (a ∧ b) + ϕ (a ∧ b) = ϕ (b). Hence,

ϕ (a ∧ b) = ϕ (a ∧ b) + ϕ
(

a ∧ b
)

∧ ϕ (b ∧ a)

=
(

ϕ
(

a ∧ b
)

+ ϕ (a ∧ b)
)

∧ (ϕ (b ∧ a) + ϕ (a ∧ b)) = ϕ (a) ∧ ϕ (b) .

The equality ϕ (a ∨ b) = ϕ (a) ∨ ϕ (b) is proven similarly, but starting from ϕ (a ∨ b) =
ϕ (a ∧ b) + ϕ

(

a ∧ b
)

∨ ϕ (b ∧ a).

A useful property of Boolean algebras is that if a1, ..., an ∈ A, then there is a disjoint
finite collection B ⊂ A such that ak =

∨

{b ∈ B, b ≤ ak}, for every k ∈ 1, n. Indeed,

one can take B =

{

n
∧

i=1

aεii , εi = ±1

}

, where a1 = a and a−1 = a.
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Theorem 3.2. There is a PPP vector lattice F (A) with the following properties:

(i) There is an injective lattice homomorphism ϕ from A into F (A)+ such that ϕ (O) =
0F(A), ϕ (E) is a strong unit and span ϕ (A) = F (A).

(ii) If F is an ordered vector space and ψ : A → F+ is a lattice homomorphism with
ψ (O) = 0E, then span ψ (A) is a lattice in the induced order, and there is a vector
lattice homomorphism Jψ from F (A) onto span ψ (A) such that ψ = Jψ ◦ ϕ. It is an
injection if and only if ψ is.

(iii) F (A) is isomorphic to the lattice of simple continuous functions on a compact
totally disconnected space K such that A is isomorphic to the Boolean algebra of clopen
subsets of K.

Of course part (iii) implies Stone theorem. We will prove the theorem in several
steps. Let E =

⊕

a∈A

R, which is a vector space and let

C =

{

∑

αkak, ∀a > O ∃b ∈ (O, a] ∀c ∈ (O, b] :
∑

c≤ak

αk ≥ 0

}

.

Lemma 3.3. C is the minimal convex cone in E that contains 1 · a, for every a ∈ A,
as well as 1 · b+ 1 · d− 1 · b ∨ d and 1 · b ∨ d− 1 · b− 1 · d, for any disjoint b, d.

Note that the conditions imply that C contains
n
∑

i=1

αnan, for any a1, ..., an ∈ A and

α1, ..., αn ≥ 0, αO, for any α ∈ R, as well as 1 ·
n
∨

i=1

bi −
n
∑

i=1

1 · bn and
n
∑

i=1

1 · bn − 1 ·
n
∨

i=1

bi,

for any disjoint b1, ..., bn ∈ A.

Proof. Let us first prove that C is a convex cone. It is clear that λC ⊂ C, for every
λ ≥ 0. We need to show that if e =

∑

αkak and f =
∑

βkak belong to C, then
e+ f ∈ C. Let a > O. There is b ∈ (O, a] such that

∑

c≤ak

αk ≥ 0, for all c ∈ (O, b]; there

is also d ∈ (O, b] ⊂ (O, a] such that
∑

c≤ak

βk ≥ 0, for all c ∈ (O, d] ⊂ (O, b]. Hence, if

c ∈ (O, d], then
∑

c≤ak

αk + βk ≥ 0. Since a was arbitrary, we conclude that e + f ∈ C.

Let us show that C contains 1 · b+ 1 · d− 1 · b∨ d, for disjoint b, d (other proofs are
similar). Let a > O. If a is disjoint with both b and d, then for any c ∈ (O, a] we have
b, d, b ∨ d 6≥ c, and so the sum of the coefficients at the elements that exceed c is 0. If
a is not disjoint with say b, then any c ∈ (O, a ∧ b] is disjoint with d, but b, b ∨ d ≥ c,
and so the sum of the coefficients is again 0.

To show minimality let D be another cone with the declared properties and let e =
n
∑

k=1

αkak ∈ C. LetB ⊂ A be a finite disjoint collection such that ak =
∨

{b ∈ B, b ≤ ak},

6



for every k ∈ 1, n. Then, ek = αk

(

ak −
∑

b≤ak

b

)

∈ D, for every k ∈ 1, n, and

e =

n
∑

k=1

ek +

n
∑

k=1

∑

b≤ak

αkb =

n
∑

k=1

ek +
∑

b∈B

∑

b≤ak

αkb.

For every b ∈ B there is c ∈ (O, b] such that
∑

c≤ak

αk ≥ 0. But since B is a disjoint

collection, for every k ∈ 1, n either ak is disjoint with b or ak ≥ b, and so b ≤ ak if and

only if c ≤ ak. Hence, βb =
∑

b≤ak

αk ≥ 0, for every b ∈ B, and so e =
n
∑

k=1

ek +
∑

b∈B

βbb,

where all summands belong to D, and so e ∈ D. Thus, C ⊂ D.

Remark 3.4. In fact C allows a simpler definition, which is slightly more convenient
for proving minimality, but much less convenient to prove that C is a convex cone.
Namely the part ∀c ∈ (O, b] can be dropped, and b can be used instead of c. To show

the equivalence assume that there is e =
m
∑

i=1

αiai that satisfies the weaker definition and

a > 0 is such that for every b ∈ (O, a] there is c ∈ (O, b] such that
∑

c≤ak

αk < 0. Let

b0 = b and b1 = c. If b0 > ... > b2n−1 > O are selected, there are b2n ∈ (O, b2n−1] and
b2n+1 ∈ (O, b2n] such that

∑

b2n≤ak

αk ≥ 0 and
∑

b2n+1≤ak

αk < 0. Let An = {k, bn ≤ ak}.

Then An is an increasing sequence, and since
∑

An

αk and
∑

An+1

αk have different signs,

An is strictly increasing. However, this contradicts the fact that |An| ≤ m, for every
n ∈ N.

Now that we have established that C is a cone, we can introduce the equivalence
relation on E. Namely, e ∼ f if e− f ∈ C ∩−C. Note that if b1, ..., bn ∈ A are disjoint,
then 1 · b1+ ...+1 · bn ∼ 1 ·

∨n

i=1 bi. It is easy to see now that any e1, ..., en ∈ E admit a
common disjoint representation, i.e. there are disjoint a1, ..., am and {αi,j}

m,n

i,j=1 ⊂ R such
that ek ∼

∑

αi,kai, for every k. Moreover, if e ∼
∑

αiai is a disjoint representation,
then e ∈ C if and only if αi ≥ 0, for every i. Indeed, if e ∈ C, then for every i there
is b ∈ (O, ai] such that

∑

b≤ak

αk ≥ 0, but since {ak} are disjoint, the only k such that

ak ≥ b is k = i, and so αi ≥ 0.

Let F (A) = E/ ∼, with the quotient map Q. Then QC is a convex cone in F (A)
that satisfies QC∩−QC =

{

0F(A)

}

, and so it turns F (A) into an ordered vector space.
Observe also that Q−1QC = C +Ker Q = C + C ∩ −C = C, since C + C = C.

Lemma 3.5. F (A) is a vector lattice with PPP.

Proof. To prove that F (A) is a lattice it is enough to show that if f ∈ F (A), then
there is |f | = f ∨ −f . Let f be given in its disjoint representation, i.e. f = Qe, where

e =
n
∑

i=1

αiai and {ai}
n

i=1 are disjoint. Define g ∈ E by g =
n
∑

i=1

|αi| ai.

7



Let us show thatQg does not depend on the disjoint representation, i.e. if {a′i}
m

i=1 are

disjoint, e′ =
m
∑

i=1

α′
ia

′
i ∼ e, then the analogously defined g′ is equivalent to g. Indeed, let

B ⊂ A be a finite disjoint collection such that ak =
∨

{b ≤ ak}, for every k ∈ 1, n, and
a′k =

∨

{b ≤ a′k}, for every k ∈ 1, m. Since {ai}
n

i=1 are disjoint, for every b ∈ B there is
at most one i such that b ≤ ai. Define α (b) = αi if such i exists, and α (b) = 0 otherwise.

Define α′ : B → R in a similar way for e′. Then, e =
n
∑

i=1

αiai ∼
n
∑

i=1

∑

b≤ai

αib =
∑

b∈B

α (b) b,

while e′ ∼
∑

b∈B

α′ (b) b. Since e ∼ e′, and B is a disjoint set it follows that α (b) = α′ (b),

for every b ∈ B. Hence g ∼
∑

b∈B

|α (b)| b =
∑

b∈B

|α′ (b)| b ∼ g′.

We will now show that Qg = f ∨ −f . First, clearly, g − e, g + e ∈ C, from where
Qg ≥ f,−f . Let h ∈ F (A) be such that f,−f ≤ h. Since Qg does not depend on
the disjoint representation, we may assume that h has the same one as f , i.e. there is
w =

∑

γiai, such that Qw = h. As Q (w − e) ∈ QC, it follows that w − e ∈ C, and so
γi ≥ αi, for every i. Analogously, γi ≥ −αi, for every i, and so γi ≥ |αi|, for every i.
Thus, w − g ∈ C, from where h ≥ Qg.

In order to prove that F (A) has PPP we need to show that sup
n∈N

f ∧ nh exists, for

any f, h ∈ F (A)+. Let f and h be given in their common disjoint representation, i.e.
f = Qe and h = Qg, where e =

∑

αiai and g =
∑

βiai, {ai} are disjoint, and αi, βi ≥ 0.
It follows from the proof of the previous claim that f ∧ nh, where un =

∑

αi ∧ nβiai,
and n ∈ N. Define u ∈ E by u =

∑

βi>0

αiai. In a similar way as above, one can

show that Qu is independent of the disjoint representation. Clearly, u − un ∈ C, and
Qu ≥ Qun = f ∧ nh. Let w ∈ F (A) be such that f ∧ nh ≤ w, for every n ∈ N. Again,
we may assume that w has the same disjoint representation as f and h, i.e. there is
v =

∑

γiai, such that Qv = w. It follows that v−un ∈ C, from where γi ≥ αi∧nβi, for
every n ∈ N and i, and so if βi > 0, then γi ≥ αi. Thus, v−u ∈ C, and so w ≥ Qu.

Proof of parts (i)-(iii) od Theorem 3.2. (i): Define ϕ : A→ F (A) by ϕ (a) = Q (1 · a).
It is easy to see that ϕ (O) = 0F(A), ϕ (E) is a strong unit and span ϕ (A) = F (A). Let
us show that ϕ is a lattice homomorphism. Fix disjoint a, b ∈ A. From Lemma 3.3 we
have that 1 · a ∨ b ∼ 1 · a + 1 · b, from where ϕ (a ∨ b) = ϕ (a) + ϕ (b). Applying the
reasoning from the proof of Lemma 3.5, we get

Q (1 · a) ∧Q (1 · b) = Q (1 · a + 0 · b) ∧Q (0 · a+ 1 · b) = Q (0 · a + 0 · b) = 0F(A),

from where ϕ (a)⊥ϕ (b). Since a, b were chosen arbitrarily, from Lemma 3.1 it follows
that ϕ is a homomorphism.

Finally, ϕ is injective since if ϕ (a) = ϕ (b), then 1·a−1·b ∼ 1·a∧b−1·b∧a ∈ C∩−C,
from where a ∧ b = O = b ∧ a, and so a = b.

(ii): Consider a map T : E → F defined by T
∑

αkak =
∑

αkψ (ak). Clearly,
T (1 · a) = ψ (a) ≥ 0F , for any a ∈ A, while from Lemma 3.1 it follows that

8



T (1 · b+ 1 · d− 1 · b ∨ d) = ψ (b) + ψ (d) − ψ (b ∨ d) = 0F , for any disjoint b, d ∈ A.
Hence, from Lemma 3.3 TC ⊂ F+, from where T (−C) ⊂ −F+, and so Tf = Tg, if
f ∼ g. Thus, T induces an operator Jψ : F (A) → F . Let us show that Jψ is a homomor-
phism, and consequently its image is a lattice. If e =

∑

αiai and g =
∑

βiai is a com-
mon disjoint representation of f, h ∈ F (A), then f ∧h = Qu, where u =

∑

(αi ∧ βi) ai.
Since ψ preserves disjointness, {ψ (ai)} are disjoint, and so

Jψf ∧ Jψh = Te ∧ Tg =
∑

αiψ (ai) ∧
∑

βiψ (ai) =
∨

αiψ (ai) ∧
∨

βiψ (ai)

=
∨

(αiψ (ai) ∧ βjψ (aj)) =
∑

(αi ∧ βi)ψ (ai) = Tu = Jψ (f ∧ h) .

Thus, Jψ is a homomorphism. If Jψ is an injection, then so is ψ = Jψ ◦ ϕ. If ψ is an
injection, and T

∑

αkak =
∑

αkψ (ak) = 0, where {ak} are disjoint, {ψ (ak)} are also
disjoint, and so linearly independent, from where αk = 0, for every k. Hence, Jψ is an
injection.

(iii): Since F (A) is an Archimedean vector lattice with a strong unit, there is a
compact space K and a lattice isomorphism J from F (A) onto a dense sublattice of
C (K) that contains 1. Since F (A) has PPP, it follows from Proposition 2.5 that K
is totally disconnected. From Urysohn’s lemma, JF (A) contains all simple functions.
Conversely, since a and a are positive, disjoint, and a∨a = e, it follows that Jϕ (a) and
Jϕ (a) are positive, disjoint and add up to 1. Hence, both of them are characteristic
functions of some clopen sets in K. Since span ϕ (A) = F (A), it follows that JF (A)
consists of simple functions.

Note that most of the material in this section is applicable to Boolean rings, which
are not necessarily algebras. In particular we would like to state the following version
of the theorem for rings.

Corollary 3.6. If E is an ordered vector space, 0E ∈ R ⊂ E+ is a Boolean ring with
respect to the order of E, then spanR is a PPP sublattice of E isomorphic to F (R),
where the latter is defined analogously to F (A).
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