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Abstract. Let S be a semigroup, Z(S) the center of S and o : S — S is
an involutive automorphism. Our main results is that we describe the
solutions of the Kannappan-Wilson functional equation

/f wyt)dpu(t) /f y)rt)du(t) = 2f(x)g(y), =,y € S,

and the Van Vleck-Wilson functional equation

/f zyt)du(t) /f y)zt)du(t) = 2f(x)g(y), =,y € S,

where p is a measure that is a linear combination of Dirac measures
(02, )ier, such that z; € Z(S) for all i € I. Interesting consequences of
these results are presented.
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1. Set up, Notation and terminology

Throughout this paper S denotes a semigroup, i.e., a set equipped with an
associative binary operation, Z(S) denotes the center of S, i.e.,

Z(S):={seS|axs=szforallz € S}.

Definition 1.1. Let f: S — C.

[ is multiplicative, if f(xy) = f(z)f(y) for allxz,y € S.

f is additive, if f(xy) = f(z) + f(y) for all z,y € S.

f s central, if f(xy) = f(yx) for all x,y € S.

f is abelian, if f is central and f(xyz) = f(xzy) for all z,y,z € S.

The map o : S — S denotes an involutive automorphism of S. That
is o(xy) = o(z)o(y) and o(o(x)) = z for all z,y € S. For any function
f 5 — C we define the function f* := f oo, and the functions f€ := f+2—f*,
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fe = f_Qf*. The function f is said to be even if f = f* and f is odd if
f = —f*. Throughout the paper, we use without explicit mentioning the fact
that o(s) € Z(95) for any s € Z(S5).

If x : § — C is a multiplicative function, we denote by ¢ : S — C a
non-zero solution of the special sine addition law

d(zy) = o(x)x(y) + d(y)x(z), =,y€S. (1.1)

2. Introduction

The classical work of Wilson [20] was the first contribution to the theory of
Wilson’s functional equation

flz+y) + fle—y) =2f(v)9(y), =,y €R,

which is a generalization of the cosine functional equation

g(x+y)+g(r—y) =29(x)g(y), z,yeR (2.1)

Aczel’s monograph [I, Section 3.2.1 and Section 3.2.2] discusses the real val-
ued, continuous solutions of Wilson’s equation and contains references to ear-
lier works. These functional equations have been extended to abelian groups,
and they have been solved on that setting. An extension of Wilson’s func-
tional equation above is treated by Stetkeer in [I2] Corollary 5] who derived
the solution formulas for the functional equation

flx+y) = flx+o(y) =29(x)h(y), =,y€Gq,

on an abelian group G, where ¢ : G — G is an involution. The d’Alembert’s
functional equation

flzy) + f(zo(y)) = 2f(2)f(y), =ye€S,

where ¢ : S — S is an involutive anti-automorphism (i.e, o(zy) = o(y)o(x)
and o(o(x)) = z for all z,y € S) has been solved on groups by Davison [6]
and others. See for example [14] Chapter 9]. It was also studied on semigroups
by Stetkeer [18].

In [15], Stetkeer solved the variant of d’Alembert’s functional equation

flzy) + flo(y)z) = 2f(2)f(y), =ye€S,

on a semigroup S, where ¢ is an involutive automorphism. The solutions are
*
X+Xx

abelian and are of the form f = , where x : § — C is a multiplicative

function. Elgorachi and Redouani [8] obtained the solutions of the variant of
Wilson’s functional equation

flxy) +7(y) flo(y)x) =2f(x)g(y), =,y €S, (2.2)

on groups, where ¢ : § — S is an involutive automorphism, and 7 : S — C
is a multiplicative function such that 7(zo(x)) =1 for all z € S. Tt was also
solved on groups with 7 = 1 by Fadli et al. [9]. The results were extended to
semigroups generated by their squares by Ajebbar and Elqorachi [2]. Recently,
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Aserrar, Chahbi and Elgorachi [3] obtained the solutions on semigroups. The-
orem [2.J] reproduces their main points in terms of multiplicative functions,
and solutions ¢ : S — C of Eq. (1)) with 7 = 1.

Theorem 2.1. The solutions f,g: S — C of Eq. @2)) with g #0 and 7 =1,
namely

f(zy) + flo(y)z) =2f(x)g9(y), =,y€S,
are the following pairs
(1) f=0 and g # 0 arbitrary.
(2) f=ax+Bx* and g = XX

(o, B) # (0,0) and x : S — C is a non-zero multiplicative function.

3) f =mx+ ¢ and g = x, where 1 € C is a constant, x : S — C is
a non-zero multiplicative function, ¢ is a non-zero solution of the sine
addition law () such that x* = x and ¢* = —¢.

, where a, B € C are constants such that

Kannappan [I0] generalized the cosine functional equation (1)) to the
functional equation

flx+y+z0)+ flz—y+2)=2f(2)f(y), =yeR,

where zg # 0 is a real constant. He showed that any solution f : R — C of
this equation has the form f(z) = g(x — 2¢), where g : R — C is a periodic
solution of ([21)) with period 2z.

In 2017, Stetkeer [I7] generalized the result of Kannappan by solving
the functional equation

f(zyzo) + f(zy“z0) = 2f (x) f(y), =,y €S,

on a semigroup S such that z — z* is an involutive anti-automorphism and
20 € Z(S) fixed. An other similar looking functional equation is Van Vleck’s
functional equation

flx—y+20) = flz+y+z)=2f(2)f(y), =yeR,

which was studied by Van Vleck [19] with zo > 0 fixed. Stetkeer [16] extended
Van Vleck’s result to general semigroups by solving the functional equation

f(ify*Z()) - f(xyzo) = 2f(x)f(y)a T,y € Sa

where zy € Z(S) is fixed, x — z* is an involutive anti-automorphism. He
proved that the solutions are all abelian even in the setting of semigroups.
Elqorachi [7] described the solutions of the functional equation

/fxyt du(t) /fwa () = 21 (2)f (), 7.y € S,

where S is a semigroup, o is an involutive automorphism and p is a measure
that is a linear combination of Dirac measures (d,,);c; with z; € Z(S) for all
i € I. Other results about these functional equations can be found in [5] and
[11].
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The first purpose of the present paper is to solve the Kannappan-Wilson
functional equation

/ Flayt)du(t) / flo@)at)du(t) = 2f (1)g(y), Ty €5, (2.3)

where S is a semigroup, p is a measure that is a linear combination of Dirac
measures (0, );c; with z; € Z(S) for all ¢« € I and ¢ is an involutive automor-
phism. Equation (23) is a generalization of (Z2]), so here we show that the
two equations are related and consequently we find explicit formulas for the
solutions expressed in terms of multiplicative functions, and solutions of the
special sine addition law ([[I]). As a consequence, we solve the Kannappan-
Wilson functional equation

fzyzo) + f(o(y)zz0) = 2f(2)g(y), =x,y €S, (2.4)

on semigroups, where ¢ is an involutive automorphism and zg € Z(S) fixed.
We also give the solutions of Jensen’s functional equation

f(xyzo) + f(U(y){EZ()) = 2f($), T,y € Sa (25)
and by taking o = id, we derive the solutions of the functional equation
f(zyzo) + fyxz0) = 2f(2)g(y), =,y €S, (2.6)

which is a generalization of the symmetrized multiplicative Cauchy equation

flxy) + flyx) =2f(2)f(y), =,y€S,

which was solved by Stetkeer in [13].
The second aim of the paper is to solve the Van Velck-Wilson functional
equation

[ t@ut) = [ Fewadut) =2 @aw). zyes. @D
and the Van Vleck functional equation

f(zyzo0) — f(o(y)xz0) = 2f(2)g(y), x,y€S, (2.8)

where zy € Z(S). We also give some results that are not in the literature
about the functional equation

flzy) — flo(y)x) = 2f(2)g(y), z,y€S, (2.9)

on a semigroup S, where ¢ : S — S is an involutive automorphism. We show
that the functional equations (27)) and ([Z8) are related to ([Z2), and we find
explicit formulas for the solutions in terms of multiplicative functions.

Until now, the functional equation (Z2)) is the only one among all Wil-
son’s type functional equations which is solved (with g # 0) on any semigroup,
and it is not difficult to see that the treatment of Eq. ([23]) on monoids or
groups compared with its treatment on semigroups is much easier thanks to
the existence of a neutral element which allows the equation to be related to
Eq. (Z2)) easily. In the following remark, we give a proof of this fact.



Kannappan-Wilson and Van Vleck-Wilson functional equations )

Remark 2.2. Let f,g : S — C be a solution of Eq. (23). Suppose S is a
monoid and e its neutml element. If we put y = e in Eq. 23) and taking
into account that o(e) = e, we obtain

/faftdu /fxtdu 2f(z)g(e),

for all x € S. That is / fxt)du(t) = f(x)g(e). Thus, Eq. (Z3) becomes
S

gle)f(zy) +gle)flo(y)z) = 2f(x)g(y), =,y €S.

Therefore, if g(e) = 0 then f =0 or g = 0. Now, if g(e) # 0, the last equation
above can be written as

flay) + flo(y)z) = 2f(x) ==, =y €S,

which means that the pair <f, %) is a solution of Eq. (Z2)).

The outline of the paper is as follows. The next section consists of two
subsections. In subsection 3.1, we solve the functional equation (23], and as
a consequence we find the solutions of (2Z4]), (Z3)) and (28] in subsection 3.2.
Subsection 4.1 contain the solutions of the functional equation ([2.9), and the
solutions of ([277)) and (2.8)) are given in subsection 4.2.

3. Kannappan-Wilson functional equations
3.1. Solutions of Eq. (Z3)

The following lemma contain useful results about the solutions of the func-
tional equation (Z3]).

Lemma 3.1. Let f,g: S — C be a solution of Eq. 23)) such that f # 0 and
g # 0. The following statements hold

(1) For allz,y € S
[ fatyaute [ [ stwspants) + [ g(yo(s))du(sﬂ
— 2f(x)g(y) /5 9(5)dp(s).
(2) Define h(x /fxtdu()forallmES Then h # 0.

(3) Suppose / g(s)du(s) # 0, and define the functions
s

[ atatidn(®) + [ gtaot)auts
S S .
2 [ gls)dus)

(t)
/Sg(s

and G(zx):=
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Then G # 0, and

F(ay) + F(o(y)r) = 2F(2)G(y), .y € S. (3.2)

(4) If/g(s)du(s) = 0, then h(xz) = M f(x) for all x € S, where A\ €
C\ {%} is a constant.

Proof. (1) Let z,y,t,s € S be arbitrary. Applying Eq. (23) to the pair
(zyt, s) and then to (o(y)xt, s), we get respectively

9(s)f (eyt) = ﬂ / F(aytsk)d(s / F(o(s)ayth)dph )} (3.3)

o) owet) = 3 | [ fowatskintt) + [ sotsiotuetmiins] .

(3.4)
On the other hand, if we apply Eq. (23) to the pair (zt,ys) and then to
(xt,yo(s)), and integrate the result with respect to ¢t and s, we obtain re-
spectively

U / (/ faytsk)dpu(k / I xﬁf)du(k)) du(t)du(S)}
- /5 at)dtt) [ atus)dn(s).

%{ [/ ( [ s atkidnti + [ rawatstiu )) du(t)du(S)}
_ /S F(etydu(t) /S 9y (s)dp(s).

Thus, by integrating Eq. (33) and Eq. [34) with respect to ¢ and s, then
adding the two equations obtained and taking into account Eq. (8.5]) and Eq.
B4, we obtain Eq. B)).

(2) Suppose h = 0. Then Eq. [2Z3)) yields 2f(z)g(y) = 0 for all z,y € S, so
f=0or g =0. This is a contradiction since f # 0 and g # 0. Thus h # 0.
This occurs in (2).

(3) Suppose / 9(s)du(s) # 0. Equation ([3.2]) follows easily from (1) when we
s

(3.5)

(3.6)

2

divide Eq. &I) by </ g(s)du(s)) . In addition, suppose G = 0. It follows
s

from Eq. (3)) that

[ aduts [/f:rytdu + [ sl xtdu)} 0,
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for all ,y € S. That is 2f(x)g(y)/g(s)du(s) = 0, which implies that
s

g(s)du(s) = 0 since f # 0 and g # 0. This is a contradiction. So G # 0.
Tiis is part (3).
(4) Assume that / g(s)du(s) = 0. Replacing (z,y) by (z, s) in the functional
equation (23] andsintegrating the result obtained with respect to s, we find

ha
. [ [ rtastianeyin) + [ [ reaineine) =o.

for all z € S. This implies

//fxstdu Jdu(s //f Satidudu(s).  (37)

Now, if we replace (z,y) by (z,ys) in Eq. [Z3) and integrate the result
obtained with respect to s, we get

[ [ swvstiauiane)s [ [ ratomtidneints) =26 [ atwsaus).

That is, in view of Eq. B

[ [ sevstiauian)= [ [ rsotmatidnerints) = 26) [ atwsiants).

(3.8)
On the other hand, if we replace (z,y) by (zs,y) in Eq. 23) and integrate
the result obtained with respect to s, we obtain

//fa:sytd,u )du(s //f y)zst)du(t) /fa:sd,u
Thus, by adding Eq. (3.8)) to Eq. 33)), we get

| [ rsitanants) = 1@ [ aws)dnts) +at) [ ses)ints). @10)

Applying Eq. 3I0) to (xzk,y) and then to (x,yk) and integrating the result
obtained with respect to k, we get respectively

///kasy75 Jdp(t)dp(s)dp(k /ka )dp(k / g(ys)du(s)
+o0) [ [ abs)duts)an

fasykt)du(t)du(s)du(k (yks)du(s)du(k)
/ L), @[ Lo
+ /S oub)du(h) [ flas)auts)
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Therefore, comparing the last two identities, we can see that

// (yks)du(s)du(k //fa:k‘s du(s)du(k).

This implies, since g # 0 that there exists a constant o € C such that
/S /S Faks)du(s)du(k) = af(z) for all z € S.
So, Eq. (3I0) becomes
af(ey) = £(e) [ ows)du) +00) [ fes)dus). @)

If @ = 0, then replacing z by zk in Eq. (3I1]) and integrating the result
obtained with respect to k, we find that

/ £ (k) dpa(k) / 9(ys)dp(s) = 0,
S S

for all x,y € S. This implies, since h # 0 that / g(ys)du(s) =0forally € S.
s
Thus, Eq. (3I1) becomes
) [ fas)aus) =

for all z,y € S, which is a contradiction since h # 0 and g # 0. Therefore
a # 0, so dividing Eq. (311]) by a then replacing y by k and integrating the
result obtained with respect to k, we obtain

1
[ 1kt = @) [ [ otks)duts)anth),

1
for all z € S. This occurs in case (4) with Ay := E/ / g(ks)dp(s)du(k). In
sJs
addition h # 0 implies A; # 0. This completes the proof of Lemma B3Il O

The first main result of the present paper is the following

Theorem 3.2. The solutions f,g : S — C of the functional equation (23]
with g # 0 can be listed as follows

(1) f=0 and g # 0 arbitrary.

(2) f=Xm and g = /Sm(s)d,u(s)M

2
plicative function and A2 € C\{0} a constant such that / m(s)du(s) #
s
0.
(3) f = anx+ Bix* and g = [ x(s)dus):

s
multiplicative function and oy, 1 € C are constants such that (a1, 81) #

(0,0), X # X", /3 x(s)du(s) = /S ¥ (8)dpu(s) and /S x(8)du(s) # 0.

, where m : S — C is a multi-

—;X,wheresz—HCisa
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4) f=Xnmx+¢) and g = / x(s)du(s)x, where x : S — C is a non-zero
s

multiplicative function, ¢ is a non-zero solution of the sine addition law
[@TI) and XA € C\{0},y1 € C are constants such that x* = x, ¢* = —¢,

X(s)du(s) £ 0 and [ o(s)du(s) =0.
s
Note that, of the exceptional case (1), f and g are abelian.

Proof. Let f,g: S — C be a solution of [Z3)). If f =0, we can see from Eq.
@3) that g # 0 is arbitrary, so we are in family (1). Henceforth we suppose

that f # 0 and g # 0. We split the discussion into the cases: / g(s)du(s) =0
s

and /Sg(s)du(s) #0.

Case 1: / g(s)du(s) = 0. According to Lemmal[31] (4), there exists a constant
s

A1 € C\{0} such that /f(xk)d,u(k‘) = A\ f(x) for all z € S. So, Eq. (23)
s

can be written as
fla) + fotn) =2f@ 2L, 2 yes.

Then, according to Theorem 2.I] and taking into account that f # 0, we have
two possibilities
. + X"
(i) f = ax + fx" and - = XX
A1 2

plicative function and (o, 8) # (0,0) are constants. Since / g(s)du(s) =0,
s

we can see that / x(s)du(s) = —/ X" (s)du(s). Thus, inserting these forms
s s

, where x : S — C is a non-zero multi-

in Eq. (23)), we get after some rearrangements that for all x,y € S
(a/sx(S)du(S) - on) x(@)(x(y) + x"(v))
@) (8 [ xeaute) + 50 ) (x00) + )

If x = x*, then g = A\1x. So / x(s)du(s) = 0 and the identity above reduces

s
to a = —f. This implies f = 0, contradiction. So x # x*. Then by the help
of [14, Theorem 3.18], we deduce that

a/ x(s)du(s) —ar1 =0
B/ZX(S)du(S) + B2\ =0

Since f # 0, then at least one of o and £ is non-zero.

(a) Assume o # 0 and 8 = 0. Then Eq.(812) implies A\ = /X(s)du(s).
s

(3.12)
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This occurs in case (2) with A2 := @ and m := .

(b) Suppose @ = 0 and 8 # 0. It follows from Eq. (312)) that A\; = —/ x(8)du(s).
5
So, we get family (2) with Ay := 8 and m := x*.
(¢c) If & # 0 and S # 0. Then Eq. (312) implies \; = /X(s)du(s) =
s
—/ x(8)du(s). Thus A\; = 0. This case does not occur.
5
(ii) f = v1x + ¢ and )\i = x, where x : S — C is a non-zero multiplicative
1
function, ¢ is a non-zero solution of the sine addition law (Il) and v, € C
is a constant such that x* = x and ¢* = —¢. In addition / g(s)du(s) =0
s

yields /X(s)du(s) = 0. Thus, inserting the forms of f and ¢ in Eq. 23),
s

we get after some simplifications

b= ( [ ots)duts) - Am) X

This implies ¢ = 0, since x* = x and ¢* = —¢, which is not possible because
¢ # 0. This case does not occur.

Case 2: / g(s)du(s) # 0. By Lemma [31] (3), we have
s

F(zy) + F(o(y)z) = 2F(2)G(y), =,y €S, (3.13)
where
g(zt)du(t) + | g(xo(t))du(t)
F(z) = hz) and G(z) := /S /S ,
[ ats)auts) 2 [ gle)du(s
s s

and h(z) = /f(mt)du(t) for all z € S. In addition, according to Lemma

g
B (2) and (3), F # 0 and G # 0. Therefore, applying Theorem 2] to Eq.

BI3), we have two cases to consider
(i) F =ax+0x* and G = X+tx
plicative function and («, 8) # (0,0) are constants. On the other hand, since
(f,g) is a solution of Eq. (Z3)), we can see that for all x,y € S

, where x : § — C is a non-zero multi-

F(ay) + Floy)a) = 1200
[ aiuts)
So, Eq. (313) can be written as
S@9IW  _ pya. (3.14)

/3 9(s)du(s)



Kannappan-Wilson and Van Vleck-Wilson functional equations 11

Thus, replacing (z,y) by (z,s) in Eq. (3I4]) and integrating the result ob-
tained with respect to s, we get that

(2) /S G(s)dp(s)
for all x € S. That is

£ =D ([ x@nts) + [ 3 @auts) )

In addition, since f # 0, we get from Eq. (8I4) that ¢ = vG for some
constant v € C\{0}. That is

v
2
So, x + x* #Oand/ s)—|—/ *(s)du(s) # 0, since g # 0 and

f # 0. Thus, inserting the forms of f and g in Eq. (Z3]), we obtain after some
b1mphﬁcat10ns

o ([t =) o5 ([ v @aut) <o) =0 @13

If x = x*, then f = /X(s)du(s)(a + B)x and the identity above yields
s

g==Kx+x").

v = / x(s)du(s) since o+ B # 0 because f # 0. This occurs in case (2) with
s

Ao 1= / x(8)du(s)(a + B) and m := x = x*.
S
Now, if x # x*, then by applying [14, Theorem 3.18], Eq. B.I3)) yields

o [ X(s)duts) — ay =0
(3.16)
8 /Z X ()dp(s) — By =0

So, we proceed as in case 1 (i) by discussing three cases.

(a) a #0 and § =0. We get v = / X(s)du(s). This is case (2) with m := x
s

and = & ( [t + [ x*(S)du(S))-

(b) a =0 and 8 # 0. This implies v = / X*(s)du(s). This occurs in case (2)

with m = x* and A, = 2 ( /S X(S)du(ss) " [S X*(S)du(8)>-

(¢) o # 0 and § # 0. Eq. &I0) yields v = /S X(s)du(s) = [S X (8)du(s).

This is case (3) with ay := a/sx(s)du(s) and f; = B/Sx(s)du(s).

(ii) F = y1x + ¢ and G = x, where x : S — C is a non-zero multiplicative
function, ¢ is a non-zero solution of the sine addition law (1)) and v; € C
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is a constant such that x* = y and ¢* = —¢. Since f = / G(s)du(s)F and
s
g =G, where v € C\{0} is a constant, we get that

f=/x(8)du(8)(%x+¢) and g = yx.
S

Since f # 0, we can see that / x(8)du(s) # 0. Thus, inserting the forms of
s
f and g in Eq. Z3), we get after some rearrangements that

(= [xaue)) o= (o ([ x@nts) ) + [ striuts) x

This implies that, since x* = x and ¢* = —¢
7= [ dnts) and [ o(s)dut) = 0.

This occurs in case (4) with A := / x(8)du(s).

5
Conversely, if f and g are of the forms (1)—(4) in Theorem B2 we check
by elementary computations that f and g satisfy the functional equation
(23). This completes the proof of Theorem [3.2 O

3.2. Some consequences

The first consequence of our first main result reads as follows

Theorem 3.3. The solutions f,g : S — C of the functional equation (2.4)
with g # 0 can be listed as follows

(1) f=0 and g # 0 arbitrary.
(2) f=Xmandg= M(

function and Ay € C\{0} a constant such that m(zo) # 0.

3) f=aix+pix* andg = @(){—i—x*), where x : S — C is a multiplica-

tive function and aq, 1 € C are constants such that (a1, 1) # (0,0),
X # X" X(20) = x"(20) and x(20) # 0.

4) f = Myix + ¢) and g = x(20)x, where x : S — C is a non-zero
multiplicative function, ¢ is a non-zero solution of the sine addition law
@CI), A € C\{0},v1 € C are constants such that x* = x, ¢* = —¢,

X(20) # 0 and ¢(z0) = 0.
Note that, of the exceptional case (1), f and g are abelian.

m—+m*), where m : S — C is a multiplicative

Proof. Follows easily from Theorem 32 by taking o = d,,, where zq is a fixed
element in Z(5). O

Remark 3.4. If g =0, the functional equation (Z4) can be written as

flzyzo) + f(o(y)zz0) =0, x,y€S.
Then, for all z,y,z € S

f(zyzz0) = = f(o(yz)wz0) = f(o(2)wyz0) = —f(wy220).
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Thus, f(zyzzo) = 0. So, if S is a regular semigroup, we can see that f =0
on Szo = {xzo | * € S}, but f does not vanish necessarily on S. See [3]
Remark 3.1].

The second consequence of Theorem is the following result on the
solution of the variant of Jensen’s functional equation ([Z.35]).

Corollary 3.5. Let f : S — C be a solution of Eq. (Z3). Then f has the form
f=m+A, where A is a non-zero additive function and v; € C is a constant
such that A* = —A and A(zp) = 0.

Note that, f is abelian.

Proof. Let f be a solution of Eq. (23]). By applying Theorem B3 with g = 1
we can see that the only possibility for g to be 1 is in case (4) of Theorem
That is for x = x* = 1. So, f = 71 + ¢ where v, € C is a constant and
¢ is a non-zero solution of the functional equation

p(zy) = ¢(x) + 9(y), xy€S,

such that ¢* = —¢ and ¢(zp) = 0. That is ¢ additive which occurs in Corol-
lary 3.5 with A := ¢.

Conversely, simple computations prove that the formula above for f
defines a solution of Eq. (Z3)). This completes the proof. O

An other interesting consequence is the following corollary about solu-
tions of Eq. (Z4)).

Corollary 3.6. The solutions f,g : S — C be a solution of Eq. 28] with
g # 0 are the following

(1) f=0 and g # 0 arbitrary.
(2) f=Xax and g = x(20)x, where x : S — C is a non-zero multiplicative
function and Ao € C\{0} a constant such that x(zo) # 0.

Note that in case (2), f and g are abelian.
Proof. The result follows directly from Theorem by taking o = id. O

4. Van Vleck-Wilson functional equations

4.1. Solutions of Eq. (23]

The following lemma will be used later

Lemma 4.1. Let F,G : S — C be a solution of the functional equation
Fay) = F(z)G(y) = F(y)G(x) 2,y €S. (4.1)

Then, F and G are linearly dependent.

Proof. Follows from [4, Theorem 5.2] by taking o = id. O

The next theorem gives the general solution of ([2.9]).
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Theorem 4.2. The solutions f,g: S — C of Eq. 29) with g # 0, namely
flzy) = flo(y)z) = 2f(x)g(y), x,y €S,

are the following
(1) f=0 and g # 0 arbitrary.
(2) f=Ax and g = X=
and A € C\{0} is a constant such that x # x*.
Note that in case (2), f and g are abelian.
Proof. Let f,g:S — C be a solution of Eq. 29)). If f = 0, we can see easily
from (Z9) that g # 0 is arbitrary. This is case (1). From now on, we assume
that f # 0 and g # 0. Let x,y € S be arbitrary. By applying Eq. (239)) to the
pair (o(y), ), we get that
flo(y)z) — f(zy) = 21" (y)g().
By adding this to (23] we obtain
[ (zy) = F(@)g(y) + f* ()9 (). (4.2)
On the other hand, since f = f¢ + f° and taking (£2]) into account, we get
from (29) that

fxy) = f(o(y)z) = 2f (2)g(y) — [ (zy) + (o (y)z)
= f(@)g(y) — [*(y)g(x) + [ (o(y)z)
= f(@)g(y) + " (x)g" (v)-
So, since f* = f¢ — f° we deduce that

, where x : S — C is a multiplicative function

fzy) — fo(y)z) = [f(x) + [°(@)] [9°(y) + 9°(v)] +
[f(z) = ()] [9°(y) — 9°(9)] -
That is
[e(xy) — fo(y)r) = 2f(2)g°(y) + 2f°(2)g° (y)- (4.3)

Now, replacing (x,y) by (o(y),z) in (£3) and using that f¢ oo = f€ and
f® oo = —f° we obtain
fo(y)z) — f(wy) = 2f(y)g°(x) — 2/°(y)g° (). (4.4)
Thus, by comparing Eq. (3] with Eq. [@4]), we see that
@) (y) + f°(@)g°(y) = f°(y)g°(x) = [ (y)g" (@)
This implies
f@)g(y) + 1 (W) (z) = [ (y)g° (x) — [°(x)g°(y)- (4.5)
In Eq. (&), the left hand side is an even function of = while the right is an
odd function of x, so
f@)g®(y) + f(y)g°(x) = 0, (4.6)

and

2 (y)g°(x) — f°(x)g°(y) =0, (4.7)
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for all z,y € S. According to [14, Exercise 1.1 (b)] we deduce from (&G]) that
we have two possibilities: f¢ =0 or g¢ = 0.

First case: f¢ =0. That is f = f°, so f* = —f and from Eq. [@3) we can
see that ¢g° =0, i.e., g = ¢¢. In addition Eq. (£2) becomes

flzy) = f(@)g(y) — f(y)g(z).

According to Lemma [} f and g are linearly dependent. Then f = 0 or
g =0, since f is odd and g is even. This case does not occur since f # 0 and
g # 0.

Second case: g¢ = 0. That is g = ¢°. Since g # 0, we get from Eq. (7)) that
f° = Ag for some constant A € C. Thus, equation ([@2]) becomes

Ag(zy) = f(x)g(y) + [ (y)g(x). (4.8)
Now, replacing (z,y) by (z,0(y)) in [@38) we obtain, since g is odd
Ag(za(y)) = f(y)g(x) — f(x)g(y). (4.9)

If A =0 then f° =0, ie., f = f¢ In addition, we get from (@) that f and
g are linearly dependent. Therefore f = 0 or g = 0, since f is even and g is
odd. This is a contradiction, since f # 0 and g # 0. So A # 0. Thus, equation
(#3Q) can be written as

9(ea()) = 1 fW)g(e) — 3/ (@)(y).

According to [4] Theorem 5.2] and taking into account that g is a non-zero
odd function, we have two cases to consider

1 * —
Case 1: g = a(x — x*) and Xf = X—;X —l—alX 2X , where x : S — C is
a multiplicative function such that xy # x*, aq € C and o € C\{0}. This

A+ A A=A
implies that f = + alx + 5 o x*. Thus, inserting these forms into

*

[239), we obtain after some simplifications that

A0 ) 2022 0) a1+ an)x(@) + al - any* (@),

for all z € S. Therefore, since x # x*, by the help of [14, Theorem 3.18] we
obtain, since A # 0

l+a1 =2a(l4+ 1) and a3 —1=2a(1 —aq).
1
This implies a; = 2. Then o? = 1. That is a; = 1 or a; = —1. So, a = 3

-1
or a = > Thus

f=Xx f=xx"
g:x—x* or g:X*—x-
2 2

The pair (f,g) on the left falls into case (2). So does the pair on the right,
except that there y is replaced by x*.

1
Case 2: g = ¢ and Xf = x+A20, where x : S — C is a non-zero multiplicative
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function, ¢ is a non-zero solution of the sine addition law (LIJ) such that
X* = x, ¢* = —¢ and Ay € C is a constant. So f = Ay + Aca¢p. Therefore,
inserting these forms into ([29]), we get after some simplifications that
cax(@)o(y) = (x(x) + A2(2))d(y),

for all z,y € S. This implies, since ¢ # 0 that (A2 — 1)x(x) = co¢(x) for
all z € S. Thus Ao = 1 and Ay = 0 since x is even and ¢ is add, which is
impossible. This case does not occur.

Conversely, we check by elementary computations that the pairs de-
scribed in Theorem are solutions of Eq. (Z9). This completes the proof
of Theorem O

Remark 4.3. The only solution f : S — C of the functional equation
flzy) = flo()z) =2f(2)f(y), zy€S,
is f =0.
4.2. Solutions of Eq. (Z7)) and Eq. ()
In the next lemma we give some key properties of solutions of ([2.7)), namely

/fxmdu L/f (y)at)du(t) = 2/ (2)g(y), @,y € S.

Lemma 4.4. Let f,g: S — C be a solution of Eq. @1) such that f # 0 and
g # 0. Let h and F be the functions defined in Lemma [Z1l The following
statements hold

(1) Suppose / 9(8)du(s) #0.Then F # 0, and
s

F(ay) + Fo(y)z) = 2F(2)Gi(y), 2.y € 5, (4.10)
l/ammmn—/ﬁuanmm&
where G1(x) = 5 5 and G1 # 0.
2/g@mmg
S

(2) If/g(s)du(s) = 0, then h(xz) = M f(x) for all x € S, where A\ €
C\ {%} is a constant.

Proof. (1) follows by using similar computations to those of the proof of
Lemma B3] (3).

(2) By using similar computations to those of the proof of Lemma B1] (4),
we show that

| [ restiautant [ [ sotsaduvints) =26 [ atwnts)

(4.11)

/]Jwawdu ~ [ [ rtetestin©ints) = 200) [ fs)duts).

(4.12)
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Thus, comparing Eq. [@I1) with Eq. [@I2), we see that for all z,y € S
1) [ atwdnts) = o(0) [ 1(ws)dnts).

Now, the result follows easily since g # 0. This completes the proof. (]
Now, we are ready to solve the functional equation (Z7).

Theorem 4.5. The solutions f,g: S — C of Eq. 1) with g # 0 can be listed
as follows

(1) f=0 and g # 0 arbitrary.
(2) f=a1x+asx® and g = /X(s)d,u(s)X;X , where x : S — C is a

*

s
multiplicative function and aq, as € C are constants such that (a1, a2) #
0.0 x £ and | \(5)dn(s) = = [ X ()dn(s) 0.
Note that in case (2), f and g are abelian.
Proof. Let f,g : S — C be a solution of 7). If f = 0, then we can see

easily from (27]) that g # 0 is arbirary. This occurs in (1). Now, we assume
that f # 0 and g # 0. We discuss two cases :

/ g(s)dpu(s) = 0 and / 9(s)dp(s) # 0.
S S

Case 1: / g(s)du(s) = 0. According to LemmalL4] (2), there exists a constant
s

A1 € C\{0} such that / flzk)du(k) = A\ f(z) for all z € S. Thus, Eq. (Z71)
s

can be written as
flay) = flown) = 2@ BL, v yes

Then, according to Theorem [£.2] and taking into account that f # 0, we have
one possibility

g X—X

F=xy and L= XX

where x : S — C is a multiplicative function and A € C\{0} is a constant such

that x # x*. Inserting the forms of f and g into Eq. (Z7), we obtain after

some simplifications that A\; = / X(s)du(s). This is part (2) with a := .
s
Case 2: / g(s)du(s) # 0. By Lemmal[£4] (1), we have that
s

Fay) + F(o(y)z) = 2F(x)Gi(y), =y €S,

where

/ o(et)du(t) — / oo (1) dp(t)
S S
2 /5 o(5)dp(s)

and Gi(x):=

)
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and h(z) = / f(zt)du(t) for all z € S. Thus, according to Theorem 2] and
s
taking into account that F' # 0 and G # 0, we get
X+ x"
2 )
where «, 8 € C are constants such that («,8) # (0,0) and x : S — Cis a

non-zero multiplicative function. Therefore, proceeding similarly to the proof
of Theorem [B2] case (2)(i), we find that

F=ax+px* and G;=

X— X"
2 b
where a1,y € C are constants such that (a1,as) # (0,0), x # x* and

/ x(8)du(s) = — / x*(s)du(s) # 0. This occurs in case (2).
S S

The second possibility according to Theorem 211is that F' = y(cx + ¢) and
G1 = x, where v € C\{0} is a constant. This leads to the contradiction g = 0.
The converses are straightforward verifications. This completes the proof.

[l

f=oaix+ax” and QZ/X(S)dH(S)
s

The final result of the paper is the following corollary about the solutions
of the functional equation (Z8]), namely

f(zyzo) — flo(y)zzo) = 2f ()g(y), =z, y€S.
Corollary 4.6. The solutions f,g: S — C of Fq. (28)) with g # 0 can be listed

as follows
(1) f=0 and g # 0 arbitrary.

(2) f=aix+asx* andg = x(z0)X
tie function and ay,as € C are constants such that (a1, as) # (0,0),

X # X" and x(z0) = —x*(20) # 0.
Note that in case (2), f and g are abelian.

*

X , where x : S — C is a multiplica-

Proof. The result follows from Theorem by taking p = d,. O

Acknowledgement

Our sincere regards and gratitude go to Professor Henrik Stetkeer for many
valuable comments on our papers. We would also like to express our thanks
to the referees for useful comments.

References

[1] J. Aczél, Lectures on Functional Equations and their Applications, Academic
Press (New York, 1966).

[2] O. Ajebbar and E. Elqorachi, Variants of Wilson’s functional equation on semi-
groups, Commun. Korean Math., 35 (2020), 711-722.

[3] Y. Aserrar, A. Chahbi and E. Elqorachi, A variant of Wilson’s functional equa-
tion on semigroups, Commun. Korean Math., 38 (2023), 1063-1074.



Kannappan-Wilson and Van Vleck-Wilson functional equations 19

[4] Y. Aserrar and E. Elqorachi, Cosine and sine addition and sub-
traction law with an automorphism Annal. Math Silesianae (2023).
https://doi.org/10.2478 /amsil-2023-0021

[5] B. Bouikhalene and E. Elqorachi, An extension of Van Vieck’s functional equa-
tion for the sine, Acta Math. Hungar., 150 (2016), no. 1, 258-267.

[6] T.M.K. Davison, D’Alembert’s functional equation on topological monoids, Publ.
Math. Debrecen., 75 (2009)(1/2), 41-66.

[7] E. Elgorachi, Integral Van Vleck’s and Kannappan’s functional equations on
semigroups, Aequationes Math., 91 (2017), 83-98.

[8] E. Elqorachi and A. Redouani, Solutions and stability of a variant of Wilson’s
functional equation, Proyecciones(Antofagasta, On line)., vol. 37 (2018), no. 2,
pp. 317-344.

[9] B. Fadli, D. Zeglami and S. Kabbaj, A variant of Wilson’s functional equation,
Publ Math. Debrecen., 87 (2015), no. 3-4, 415-427.

[10] Pl. Kannappan, A functional equation for the cosine, Can. Math. Bull., 2
(1968), 495-498. https://doi.org/10.4153/CMB-1968-059-8

[11] A.M. Perkins and P.K. Sahoo, On two functional equations with involution on
groups related to sine and cosine functions, Aequationes Math., 89 (2015)(5),
1251-1263.

[12] H. Stetkeer, Functional equations on abelian groups with involution, Aequa-
tiones. Math., 54 (1997), 144-172.

[13] H. Stetkeer, On multiplicative maps, Semigroup Forum., 63 (2001), no. 3,
466-468.

[14] H. Stetkeer, Functional equations on groups, World scientific Publishing CO,
(Singapore, 2013).

[15] H. Stetkeer, A variant of d’Alembert’s functional equation, Aequationes Math.,
no 3, 89 (2015), 657-662.

[16] H. Stetkeer, Van Vieck’s functional equation for the sine, Aequationes Math.,
90 (2016), 25-34.

[17] H. Stetkeer, Kannappan’s functional equation on semigroups with involution,
Semigroup Forum., 94 (2017), 17-30.

[18] H. Stetkeer, The small dimension lemma and d’Alembert’s equation on semi-
groups, Aequationes Math., 95 (2021), 281-299.

[19] E.B.Van. Vleck, A functional equation for the sine, Ann. Math. Second Ser.,
11 (1910)(4), 161-165.

[20] W. H. Wilson, On certain related functional equations, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc.,
26 (1919-20), no 7., 33-312.

Youssef Aserrar and Elhoucien Elqorachi

Ibn Zohr University, Faculty of sciences, Department of mathematics,
Agadir, Morocco

e-mail: youssefaserrar05@gmail.com, elqorachi@hotmail.com



	1. Set up, Notation and terminology
	2. Introduction
	3. Kannappan-Wilson functional equations
	3.1. Solutions of Eq. (2.3)
	3.2. Some consequences

	4. Van Vleck-Wilson functional equations
	4.1. Solutions of Eq. (2.9)
	4.2. Solutions of Eq. (2.7) and Eq. (2.8)
	Acknowledgement

	References

