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A FUNCTIONAL EQUATION ARISING FROM RANKED
ADDITIVE AND SEPARABLE UTILITY

JÁNOS ACZÉL, GYULA MAKSA, CHE TAT NG, AND ZSOLT PÁLES

(Communicated by Jonathan M. Borwein)

Abstract. All strictly monotonic solutions of a general functional equation
are determined. In a particular case, which plays an essential role in the
axiomatization of rank-dependent expected utility, all nonnegative solutions
are obtained without any regularity conditions. An unexpected possibility of
reduction to convexity makes the present proof possible.

1. Introduction

The problem of axiomatizing preferences between uncertain binary alternatives
in which an additive representation holds over consequences when the chance event
is held fixed and a separable (product) representation holds between consequences
and events was raised by R. D. Luce [8]. Assuming that both consequences have
the same separable representation, the problem reduced to solving the functional
equation

f(v) = f(vw) + f(vq(w)) (v ∈ [0, k [, w ∈ [0, 1])(1)

with the unknown functions f : [0, k[→ [0,+∞[ (k ∈ ]0,+∞]) and q : [0, 1]→ [0, 1].
While it is quite natural to assume that f is strictly increasing, mapping the domain
[0, k[ onto an interval [0,K[, and q is strictly decreasing and onto [0, 1], equation
(1) has been completely solved by J. Aczél, R. Ger and A. Járai [3] without any
such assumption. They found that the following is the complete list of solutions:

f(v) ≡ 0, q : [0, 1]→ [0, 1] arbitrary;

f(v) = α (v ∈ ]0, k[), f(0) = 0,

q(w) = 0 (w ∈ ]0, 1]), q(0) ∈ ]0, 1] arbitrary;
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and

f(v) = αvc (v ∈ [0, k[),

q(w) = (1− wc)1/c (w ∈ [0, 1]) (α > 0, c > 0 constants).

Luce first thought that this provided an axiomatization of rank-dependent ex-
pected utility (RDEU), whereas in reality it axiomatized only the stronger case of
rank-independent expected utility. Exploring more general representations, R. D.
Luce and A. A. J. Marley [9] noted that if one assumes different separable (prod-
uct) representations for the two consequences whose utilities are related by a strictly
increasing and surjective function g, one can proceed as follows.

One assumes that the expected utility U(x,C; y, C̄) from a gamble (x,C; y, C̄)
(the event C has consequence x, the complementary event C̄ has consequence y)
allows the representation

f0[U(x,C; y, C̄)] = f [u(x)W (C)] + f1[u1(y)W1(C̄)],(2)

where f0, f, f1 : [0, k[→ [0,+∞[, f0(0) = f1(0) = 0, the functions W, W1 map the
set of events onto [0, 1] and u maps the set of consequences onto [0, k[. Furthermore,
as mentioned above, u1 = g ◦ u, where g : [0, k[→ [0, k[ is a surjective (“onto”)
strictly monotonic function. Generalizing W1(C̄) = 1 − W (C), also W1(C̄) =
q(W (C)) is assumed (q : [0, 1]→ [0, 1]; no monotonicity or surjectivity postulated).
If ∅ denotes the empty and E the universal event, then W (∅) = W1(∅) = 0 and
W (E) = W1(E) = 1. Since (x,C;x, C̄) ∼ x (x is the consequence whatever event
occurs), we will suppose U(x,C;x, C̄) = u(x) (independent of C). So, on one hand,

f0[u(x)] = f0[U(x,C;x, C̄)] = f0[U(x,E;x, ∅)] = f [u(x)]

and thus f0 = f . On the other hand,

f [u(x)] = f0[U(x,C;x, C̄)] = f0[U(x, ∅;x,E)] = f1[u1(x)] = f1(g[u(x)])

and thus f1(t) = f [g−1(t)]. So, with y = x, v = u(x), w = W (C), and W1(C̄) =
q[W (C)] = q(w), we get from (2) the functional equation

f(v) = f(vw) + f
(
g−1(g(v)q(w))

)
(v ∈ [0, k[, w ∈ [0, 1]),(3)

where f : [0, k[→ [0,+∞[, q : [0, 1] → [0, 1], and g−1 denotes the inverse of
g : [0, k[→ [0, k[.

The solution to this equation leads to a representation that, although rank de-
pendent in the sense that the representation depends on the preference order of
the consequences, is in fact more general than the one called RDEU . Reference [9]
explores some conditions that force the general representation to be RDEU.

Let κ ≥ −∞, I =]κ,+∞[, R+ :=]0,+∞[. We solve the following generalization
of (3) (written additively):

F (t)− F (t+ s) = H(G(t) +Q(s)) (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+)(4)

(cf. [10] where it is solved under different conditions) under the assumptions
(a) F : I → R,
(b) G : I → R is strictly monotonic,
(c) Q : R+ → R,
(d) H : G(I) +Q(R+)→ R+ is strictly monotonic.
We first present the latter result and then apply it to solve the original equation

(3).
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2. Differentiability properties of the solutions of equation (4)

and a differential-functional equation

Theorem 1. Suppose that equation (4) holds for all t ∈ I, s ∈ R+ where the
functions F , G, Q, and H satisfy the assumptions (a)–(d). Then

(i) F is strictly decreasing,
(ii) F is strictly convex or strictly concave; as such F has a right derivative F ′+

(and also a left derivative) everywhere and, except for at most countably many
places, F is differentiable,

(iii) Q is differentiable everywhere,
(iv) H−1 is differentiable on the open interval J = {F (t) − F (t + s) : t ∈ I, s ∈

R+},
(v) G′+ exists everywhere on I,
(vi) Q′, F ′+ and G′+ satisfy the differential-functional equation

Q′(s)
[
F ′+(t+ s)− F ′+(t)

]
= G′+(t)F ′+(t+ s) (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+),

(vii) G′+ preserves sign (i.e., is everywhere positive or everywhere negative) on I,
(viii) Q′ preserves sign on R+.

Proof. By assumption (d), H is a positive function; thus (i) follows from (4)
immediately. For all fixed s ∈ R+, (4), (b), and (d) imply that the function
t 7→ F (t) − F (t + s) (t ∈ I) is strictly monotonic. Therefore F is strictly Jensen
convex or strictly Jensen concave. Indeed, say, in the strictly decreasing case,
F (t)− F (t+ s) > F (t+ s)− F ((t+ s) + s), i.e.,

2F (t+ s) < F (t) + F (t+ 2s) (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+).

Furthermore, by (i), F is locally bounded. Therefore, by results in [7, Theorem
2, p. 145] or in [12, Theorem B, p. 219], F is strictly convex or strictly concave,
respectively. The rest of (ii) follows also from [7, Theorem 1, p. 156] and [12,
Theorems B, C, pp. 4–7].

For the proof of (iii), we note that, according to (4), F (t) − F (t + s) is in the
codomain (in the set of function values) of H for all t ∈ I, s ∈ R+. Since H is
strictly monotonic, we can write (4) in the form

H−1(F (t)− F (t+ s)) = G(t) +Q(s) (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+).(5)

Because of (i) and (ii), the set J defined in (iv) is in fact an open interval of
positive length in R+. On the other hand, H−1 is strictly monotonic and so, due
to Lebesgue’s theorem, H−1 is differentiable almost everywhere on J (see, e.g.,
[5, Theorem 17.12, p. 264] or [11, pp. 5–9]). Thus, taking into consideration the
properties of F (obtained in (ii)), for each s0 ∈ R+, there is a point t0 ∈ I such
that F is differentiable at t0 + s0 and H−1 is differentiable at F (t0) − F (t0 + s0).
Thus, while fixing t = t0, the left-hand side of (5) is differentiable with respect to
s at s0; and thus Q is differentiable at s0. This proves (iii).

Notice that we have not proved yet that F or H−1 (or G) is differentiable ev-
erywhere. We are going to prove this for H−1 on J .

Let z0 = F (t0) − F (t0 + s0) ∈ J (t0 ∈ I, s0 ∈ R+) be given. Hence s0 =
F−1[F (t0)− z0]− t0. Since the map (t, z)→ F−1[F (t)− z]− t is defined and jointly
continuous on a neighbourhood of (t0, z0) and R+ is a neighbourhood of s0, there
exists a neighbourhood T0 ×Z0 of (t0, z0) such that F−1[F (t)− z]− t ∈ R+ for all
(t, z) ∈ T0 × Z0. Choose in T0 an element t1 such that the strictly decreasing F−1



992 JÁNOS ACZÉL, GYULA MAKSA, CHE TAT NG, AND ZSOLT PÁLES

is differentiable at F (t1)− z0, and let t = t1, s = F−1[F (t1)− z]− t1 in (5). We get

H−1(z) = G(t1) +Q
(
F−1(F (t1)− z)− t1

)
(z ∈ Z0).(6)

By the differentiability of Q and by the choice of t1, the right side of (6) is differen-
tiable w.r.t. z at z0. This proves the differentiability of H−1 at z0. The point z0 ∈ J
being arbitrarily given, this proves (iv). Further, since F ′+ exists everywhere, and
H−1 is differentiable on J , equation (5) and the chain rule yield that G′+ exists
everywhere on I, as asserted in (v).

We now differentiate equation (5) with respect to s and t from the right to get

−
(
H−1

)′ (
F (t)− F (t+ s)

)
F ′+(t+ s) = Q′(s),

(
H−1

)′ (
F (t)− F (t+ s)

)
(F ′+(t)− F ′+(t+ s)) = G′+(t)

for all t ∈ I and s ∈ R+. Eliminating
(
H−1

)′ (
F (t) − F (t + s)

)
from these two

equations, we get the differential-functional equation (vi).
Because F is strictly decreasing and strictly convex or concave, we have (see [7,

Theorem 1, p. 156] and [12, Theorem B, p. 5]),

F ′+(t) < 0, and F ′+(t+ s)− F ′+(t) preserves its sign (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+).(7)

If we had Q′(s) ≡ 0, then, from (vi) and (7), G′+(t) ≡ 0 which is impossible since
G is strictly monotonic. Hence Q′(s1) 6= 0 for some s1 ∈ R+. Taking s = s1 in (vi)
we have (vii). Now letting s vary again in (vi), we also have (viii).

3. Solution of a general functional equation

and solution of equation (4)

With the notation

γ(s) = Q′(s) (s ∈ R+), ϕ(t) = G′+(t) and ψ(t) = F ′+(t) (t ∈ I)(8)

equation (vi) is of the form

γ(s)(ψ(t+ s)− ψ(t)) = ϕ(t)ψ(t + s) (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+),(9)

where, by (7), (vii), (viii) and (8), the functions γ, ψ, ϕ do not change signs
anywhere on their domain. This general functional equation has been solved by
J. Aczél, Gy. Maksa and Zs. Páles [4] in the case I = R. Much of the argument
therein cannot be applied for general I. Here we solve (9) on the general interval
I = ]κ,+∞[ (κ ≥ −∞).

In order to formulate the result, we introduce the sets P+(I) and P−(I) of all
pairs (c, µ) (c 6= 0) for which the function

t 7→ µ+ ect (t ∈ I)(10)

is everywhere positive or everywhere negative, respectively. The set of pairs (c, µ)
where the function (10) does not change its sign is then

P (I) := P+(I) ∪ P−(I).(11)

Theorem 2. The functions ϕ, ψ : I → R, γ : R+ → R are sign preserving solutions
of

γ(s)(ψ(t + s)− ψ(t)) = ϕ(t)ψ(t + s) (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+)(9)
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if, and only if, either

ϕ(t) =
p

t+ r
, ψ(t) =

q

t+ r
, γ(s) = −p

s
(t ∈ I 6= R, s ∈ R+)(12)

where p, q, and r are real constants, pq 6= 0, −r /∈ I; or

ϕ(t) =
aect

µ+ ect
, ψ(t) =

b

µ+ ect
, γ(s) =

a

1− ecs (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+)(13)

where a, b, c, and µ are constants, abc 6= 0, (c, µ) ∈ P (I).

Proof. Equation (9) can be rewritten as

`(t+ s) = `(t) +m(t)n(s) (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+)(14)

where

` := 1/ψ, m := ϕ/ψ and n := −1/γ(15)

are again sign preserving. Since m(t)n(s) is either positive for all s and t or negative
for all s and t, equation (14) implies that ` is strictly monotonic, and thus so is n .
By the results of Aczél–Chung [2] (see also Járai [6]) ` has derivatives of all orders.
(In [2] and [6] there are linear independence conditions which, however, are not
needed for the differentiability of the function ` on the left-hand side.) This in turn
implies that m and n in (14) have derivatives of all orders. Now we differentiate
(14) with respect to s and get the Pexider equation

`′(t+ s) = m(t)n′(s) (t ∈ I, s ∈ R+).(16)

Hence `′ has the form

`′(t) = a1e
ct(17)

with a1 6= 0. Integrating we get either

`(t) =
a1

c
ect + a2(18)

when c 6= 0 ; or

`(t) = a1t+ a2(19)

when c = 0. Putting these back into (14) we get, for some constant a3 6= 0,

m(t) =
1
a3
ect, n(s) = a3

a1

c
(ecs − 1)(20)

in the case c 6= 0, or

m(t) =
1
a3
, n(s) = a3a1s(21)

in the case c = 0. We get (12) and (13) from (15), (20) and (21) after relabelling
the constants. An easy computation shows that the functions defined in (12) and
(13) indeed satisfy equation (9) and do not change sign under the restrictions given
for the constants.

Theorem 3. The functions Q, F , G, and H with the properties (a)–(d) satisfy
(4) for all t ∈ I and s ∈ R+ if and only if either

Q(s) = −p ln s+ C1, F (t) = q ln(t+ r) +B1, G(t) = p ln(t+ r) +A1,

H(ξ) = −q ln
(

1 + e−
1
p (ξ−A1−C1)

)
(22)
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where A1, B1, C1 and p, q, r are constants with p 6= 0, q < 0, −r /∈ I, or

Q(s) = −d ln
1− e−cs

β
(s ∈ R+),(23)

G(t) = d ln |µ+ ect|+A2 (t ∈ I),(24)

F (t) =

{ α

µ
ln |µe−ct + 1|+B2 if µ 6= 0

αe−ct +B2 if µ = 0
(t ∈ I),(25)

H(ξ) =

 −
α

µ
ln |1− ε(c, µ)βµe−

1
d (ξ−A2)| if µ 6= 0

αβe−
1
d (ξ−A2) if µ = 0

(ξ ∈ G(I) +Q(R+))

(26)

where

ε(c, µ) =
{

+1 if (c, µ) ∈ P+(I),
−1 if (c, µ) ∈ P−(I).(27)

Here d, α, c, β, µ, A2, B2 are constants constrained by d 6= 0, βc > 0, (c, µ) ∈ P (I),
ε(c, µ)αβ > 0. (We have ε(c, 0) = +1 and so αβ > 0 for µ = 0.)

Proof. Suppose that (4) holds for all t ∈ I and s ∈ R+ with functions F , G, H ,
and Q satisfying (a)–(d). Then, by Theorem 1, Q is differentiable and G′+ and F ′+
exist on I. Furthermore (9) is satisfied by the functions γ, ϕ, and ψ defined in
(8). Moreover, by (7), (vii), and (viii), γ, ϕ, and ψ are sign preserving. Thus, by
Theorem 2, we have either

Q′(s) = −p
s
, (s ∈ R+), F ′+(t) =

q

t+ r
, G′+(t) =

p

t+ r
(t ∈ I 6= R)(28)

with constants p, q, r, pq 6= 0, −r /∈ I, or

Q′(s) =
a

1− ecs (s ∈ R+), F ′+(t) =
b

µ+ ect
, G′+(t) =

aect

µ+ ect
(t ∈ I)

(29)

with constants a, b, c, µ, abc 6= 0, (c, µ) ∈ P (I). Since F ′+ and G′+ are continuous,
F and G are differentiable everywhere (see [7, Theorem 2, p. 156]). Thus Q, F , and
G can be obtained from the equations (28) and (29) simply by integration. First
we consider (28). We get by integration the asserted forms of Q, F and G in (22).
Putting this in (4) we get

q ln
t+ r

t+ r + s
= q ln

(t+ r)/s
[(t+ r)/s] + 1

= H

(
p ln

t+ r

s
+A1 + C1

)
,

and whence the form of H in (22). The restriction q < 0 follows from (7).
Next, by integrating (29) and putting the resulting forms of Q, F , G into (4) to

get H , we get the asserted forms in (23)–(27) with d = a/c and α = −b/c. (Notice
that d ln |β| gives the constant of integration for Q, while signβ = sign c. The
condition abc 6= 0 is equivalent to dα 6= 0.) The restriction ε(c, µ)αβ > 0 follows
from the condition (d) that H is positive valued. Actually, the expression within
absolute value signs in (26) is positive but in this form it is easier to verify that H ,
together with (23), (24) and the first line of (25), satisfies equation (4).
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A direct computation yields that the functions thus obtained satisfy conditions
(a)–(d) if , and only if, the constants satisfy the stated constraint.

4. The solutions of equation (3)

Let 0 < k ≤ +∞, 0 < k′ ≤ +∞ be fixed. We consider (3), that is,

f(v) = f(vw) + f
(
g−1(g(v)q(w))

)
(v ∈ [0, k[, w ∈ [0, 1])(30)

under the assumptions
(A) f : [0, k[→ [0,+∞[,
(B) g : [0, k[→ [0, k′[ is strictly monotonic and surjective,
(C) q : [0, 1]→ [0, 1].

(Note that we allow in (B) also k′ 6= k, both in ]0,+∞]).

Theorem 4. The functions f , g, and q with the properties (A), (B), (C) satisfy
(30) if and only if
• either f ≡ 0 on [0, k[ and g, q are arbitrary,
• or g is arbitrary and there exists a constant c > 0 such that

f(0) = 0, and f(v) = c (v ∈ ]0, k[),
0 < q(0) ≤ 1, and q(w) = 0 (w ∈ ]0, 1]),

• or there exist constants α > 0, c > 0, d > 0 and µ ≥ −k−c such that

q(w) = (1 − wc)d (w ∈ [0, 1]),

g(0) = f(0) = 0, and

g(v) = δ(µ+ v−c)−d and f(v) =

{ α

µ
ln (1 + µvc) if µ 6= 0

αvc if µ = 0
(v ∈ ]0, k[),

where the convention k−c = 0 if k = +∞ is adapted and

if k′ = +∞, then µ = −k−c and δ > 0 is arbitrary;
if k′ < +∞, then µ > −k−c and δ = k′(µ+ k−c)d.

Proof. If : by substitution. Only if : We distinguish the following cases.
Case 1. Suppose that f is identically zero. Then (30) holds with arbitrary g and

q satisfying (B) and (C), respectively, giving rise to the first family of solutions.
Case 2. Suppose that f is not identically zero on [0, k[.
It will be convenient to deduce some immediate consequences of the assumptions

and determine f(0), g(0) beforehand and, a little later, q(0) and q(1). Assumption
(B) implies immediately that g(0) = g−1(0) = 0. Therefore, putting v = 0 into
(30), we get f(0) = 0. Since f ≥ 0, (30) also implies that f is increasing (since
f(g−1(g(v)q(w))) ≥ 0)—not yet strictly increasing.

We show that there exists a w1 ∈ ]0, 1[ such that q(w1) < 1. Indeed, if we
had q(w) = 1 for all w ∈ ]0, 1[, then (30) would give f(vw) = 0 for all v ∈ [0, k[
and w ∈ ]0, 1[, whence f ≡ 0 would follow. This contradicts the current case 2
assumption.

From this we shall prove that f(v) > 0 for all v ∈ ]0, k[. Indeed, if f were zero
at a point v0, then f(v) = 0 also for all v ∈ [0, v0[. Let v1 be the greatest number
for which f(v) = 0 on [0, v1[. Since f is not identically zero, we have that v1 < k.
Take a q1 such that

q(w1) < q1 < 1 and g(v1)/q1 < k′
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(so that g(v1)/q1 is in the domain of g−1). If we had v1 > 0, then (30) would yield

f(v) = f(vw1) + f
(
g−1(g(v)q(w1))

)
= 0

for v1 < v < min
(
v1/w1, g

−1 (g(v1)/q1)
)

because

vw1 < v1 and g−1
(
g(v)q(w1)

)
≤ g−1

(
g(v)q1

)
< v1.

Thus f would be identically zero on
[
0,min

(
v1/w1, g

−1 (g(v1)/q1)
)[

. Since v1 <

v1/w1 and v1 < g−1 (g(v1)/q1), this contradicts the definition of v1. Therefore
v1 = 0 and f(v) > 0 for v ∈ ]0, k[. (Notice, here and in the rest of case 2, the
similarity to and the difference from the proof of Lemma 2 in [3].)

Putting w = 1 in (30) and using that f vanishes only at 0, we get q(1) = 0.
Putting w = 0 in (30) we get

f(v) = f(g−1(g(v)q(0))) (v ∈ [0, k[).(31)

This implies that q(0) > 0 (otherwise f would be identically zero).
For v ∈ ]0, k[ and w ∈ ]0, 1[ we observe the following equivalence between three

statements:

f is constant on [vw, v] iff f(v) = f(vw) iff q(w) = 0.(32)

The first equivalence is due to the monotonicity of f , and the second is due to (30)
and the fact that f and g vanish only at 0.

Subcase 2.1. Suppose q(w0) = 0 for some w0 ∈ ]0, 1[. Let v0 ∈ ]0, k[ be given.
Then there exists v in ]0, k[ slightly greater than v0 such that vw0 < v0 < v. Hence
[vw0, v] is a neighbourhood of v0, and by (32) f is constant on this neighbourhood.
This proves the local constancy of f at v0. The point v0 in ]0, k[ being arbitrary,
this proves the constancy of f on the connected interval ]0, k[, say f = c > 0 on
]0, k[. The constancy of f on ]0, k[ and (32) in turn imply q(w) = 0 for all w ∈ ]0, 1[.
Conversely, it is easy to check that such f and q indeed satisfy (30) for any function
g satisfying (B). This yields the second family of solutions.

Subcase 2.2. Suppose that q is nowhere zero on ]0, 1[. By (32) f(vw) 6= f(v)
for all v ∈ ]0, k[ and w ∈ ]0, 1[. This proves that the increasing f is injective on
]0, k[, and so is in fact strictly increasing on [0, k[. Thus, it follows from (31) that
v = g−1(g(v)q(0)), whence q(0) = 1. Summarizing our observations thus far for the
current subcase 2.2: we have

f is strictly increasing on [0, k[, f(0) = g(0) = 0,(33)

and

q(0) = 1, q(w) > 0 for w ∈ ]0, 1[, q(1) = 0.(34)

For the time being we will restrict (30) to v ∈ ]0, k[ and w ∈ ]0, 1[, and consider
the boundary information in (33) and (34) only at the end.

As indicated in the Introduction, we shall solve equation (3) (which is the same
as (30)) using (4).

Let κ = − lnk, I = ]κ,+∞[, and define

F (t) = f(e−t), G(t) = − ln g(e−t) (t ∈ I),(35)

and

Q(s) = − ln q(e−s), H(ξ) = f(g−1(e−ξ)) (s ∈ R+, ξ ∈ ]− ln k′,+∞[).(36)
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It is straightforward to check that, as f, g, q satisfy (30), (A), (B), (C), (33),
and (34), all conditions in Theorem 3 are satisfied by F , G, H , and Q ; hence they
must be of the forms (22)–(26). The function Q in (36) cannot, however, be of the
form stated in (22), because this would yield that

q(w) = e−C1(− lnw)p (w ∈ ]0, 1]).

The codomain of this q (both for p > 0 and p < 0) is not a subset of [0, 1], contrary
to (C).

Thus we only have (23), (24), (25), and (26). Taking into consideration the
transformations (35)–(36) we get,

g(v) = e−A2 |µ+ v−c|−d and f(v) =


α

µ
ln |1 + µvc|+B2 if µ 6= 0

αvc +B2 if µ = 0
(v ∈ I),

(37)

and

q(w) =
(

1− wc
β

)d
(w ∈ ]0, 1[),(38)

where d, α, c, β, µ, A2, B2, are constants with

d 6= 0, ε(c, µ)αβ > 0, βc > 0 and (c, µ) ∈ P (I).(39)

There are further restrictions to this system of constants. By comparing the func-
tions H in (26) to those obtained from (36) and (37) we get

B2 = 0, β = 1,

and thus c > 0. Hence µ+ ect > 0 for sufficiently large t ∈ I = ]κ,+∞[. As µ+ ect

preserves sign, this implies ε(c, µ) = 1, i.e., µ+ ect = µ+ v−c > 0 for all v ∈]0, k[.
By (39), α > 0 follows. The function q in (38) with β = 1, c > 0, d 6= 0 satisfies
(C) if, and only if, d > 0. Hence the conditions in (39) are strengthened to

ε(c, µ) = 1, d > 0, α > 0, β = 1, c > 0 and µ ≥ −k−c.

Observe that in these cases all the absolute value signs | · | can be replaced by
parentheses (·) in the formulae. Taking into account the boundary information
in (33), (34), and that g : [0, k[→ [0, k′[ is onto, we obtain the third family of
solutions.

Remark. Notice that, while we had to suppose the monotonicity and surjectivity
of g in order to form g−1, no regularity (other than f(v) ≥ 0, q(w) ∈ [0, 1]) was
supposed for f and q – similarly as in [3]. Indeed, in the case g(v) ≡ v, Theorem 4
is equivalent to the result in [3] as we quoted it at the beginning of this paper (the
full result in [3] is somewhat more general than what we quoted).

5. Conclusion

With the nontrivial solutions in Theorem 4 we get from equation (2) an explicit
expression for U(x,C; y, C̄) or, to make the expression simpler, for Ũ(x,C; y, C̄) :=
U(x,C; y, C̄)c. We write also ũ := uc and W̃ := wc, that is, W̃ (C) = W (C)c and
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make use of f0 = f , f1 = f ◦ g−1 and W (C̄) = q(W (C)), which we obtained in the
Introduction. Then we have

Ũ(x,C; y, C̄) =
ũ(x)W̃ (C) + ũ(y)[1− W̃ (C)] + µũ(x)ũ(y)W̃ (C)

1 + µũ(y)W̃ (C)
(40)

for all µ ≥ −k−c. For µ = 0 we obtain

Ũ(x,C; y, C̄) = ũ(x)W̃ (C) + ũ(y)[1− W̃ (C)],(41)

the formula for rank-dependent expected utility, RDEU (with preference ranking
x % y; and a similar expression for x ≺ y). Notice that ũ, ṽ ∈ [0, kc[, w̃ ∈ [0, 1]. It
immediately follows from (41) that Ũ ∈ [0, kc[ so U ∈ [0, k[. An easy calculation
shows also that (40) and c > 0, µ ≥ −k−c imply Ũ ≥ 0, thus U ≥ 0 and, if
ũ(x) ≥ ũ(y) for x % y, then also Ũ < kc , thus U < k.
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