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Abstract: Systems of cooperation and interaction are usually studied in the
context of real or complex vector spaces. Additional insight, however, is gained
when such systems are represented in vector spaces with multiplicative struc-
tures, i.e., in algebras. Algebras, on the other hand, are conveniently viewed as
polynomial algebras. In particular, basic interpretations of natural numbers yield
natural polynomial algebras and offer a new unifying view on cooperation and
interaction. For example, the concept of Galois transforms and zero-dividends of
cooperative games is introduced as a nonlinear analogue of the classical Harsanyi
dividends. Moreover, the polynomial model unifies various versions of Fourier
transforms. Tensor products of polynomial spaces establish a unifying model with
quantum theory and allow to study classical cooperative games as interaction ac-
tivities in a quantum-theoretic contexct.

Keywords: Activity system, cooperative game, decision system, evolution, Fourier
transform, Galois transform, interaction system, measurement, quantum game.

1 Introduction

What is a game? While ”playing” is often understood as an activity involving one
or more human players, we take here the general game-theoretic approach of [9]
and think of an underlying system that is characterized by the states it can assume.
The states typically depend on certain actions that players may or may not take in
order to achieve other states. We do not necessarily require players to be human
beings with human interests and feelings efc. and thus might refer to the players
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also simply as agents. The agents my act, interact or cooperate according to the
rules within specified contexts.

A mathematical analysis of games, of course, requires mathematical models
for the underlying systems and their states. States have to be described as mathe-
matical objects. Similarly, observations on systems should be modeled accord-
ingly as mathematical functions on the collection of states. The present paper
concentrates on these aspects. In particular, we refer to quantum games if the un-
derlying systems fit or extend standard mathematical models of physical quantum
systems.

Questions about optimal strategies for the achievement of certain goals or
about the existence of Nash equilibria etc. are disregarded. Given appropriate
models, such questions lead to mathematical optimization problems that can be
studied in their own right!.

In all of mathematical application analysis, and in game theory in particular,
linear models have been proven to be of utmost importance. These models could
be formulated and studied as abstract structures. The key in our analysis is the
representation of relevant system parameters by polynomials as this point of view
ties together many otherwise seemingly different models. Our polynomials are
not polynomial functions in variables x; at the outset, but formal polynomials in
indeterminates x;. Appropriate interpretations of and substitutions into the in-
determinates then reveal fundamental aspects of various game-theoretic models.

1.1 Outline of the presentation

The algebraic structures in our analysis are suggested naturally when one repre-
sents system states as polynomials rather than vectors. The idea of expressing
mathematical system characteristics via polynomials has a long tradition in gen-
eral algebra (see, e.g., [32]). In fact, classical algebra arose from the wish to solve
polynomial equations. The study of cooperative games in terms of an associated
polynomial function in n variables was initiated in [27]. Polynomial functions,
however, typically imply just one particular algebraic structure: the addition and
multiplication rules of scalar-valued functions.

A substantially improved modeling flexibility is gained with formal poly-
nomials rather than polynomial functions. In this case, one deals with indetermi-

ISee, e.g., [21, 14, 9].



nates instead of variables. Depending on the interpretation of the indeterminates,
one is then led to various natural algebraic structures.

The present approach is based on the three fundamental aspects of natural
numbers: cardinalities of finite sets, binary representation of finite sets and repre-
sentation of information in terms of (0, 1)-sequences (Section 4). Each of these
aspects implies its own multiplication rule for formal polynomials.

The polynomial model is then applied to cooperative games and activity sys-
tems. Section 6 links polynomials to linear transforms and, in particular, to Fourier
transforms. Moreover, the new concept of Galois transforms is shown to ap-
pear naturally and yields nonlinear transforms of cooperative games. Interaction
games are treated in Section 7 with the emphasis on the role of a valuation on
a game-theoretic system as a particular state-dependent Heisenberg type measure
on the system. A discussion with a perspective on future work concludes the
presentation.

1.2 Relation to earlier work

Often, game theory is regarded as a scientific discipline in its own right>. More-
over, cooperative games and strategic games with non-cooperative players are
treated separately. However, as questions about the computation of strategies be-
came more and more of interest, the many connections of game theory with other
mathematical fields (e.g., mathematical optimization) became prominent. Com-
putational questions have furthermore led to the emergence of game-theoretic re-
search in computer science®. Moreover, a seemingly new area of game theory
has been initiated where the games are supposed to be played according to the
physical laws of quantum mechanics®.

As it turns out, a comprehensive approach to mathematical game theory is
possible which ties together various areas of applied mathematics and includes
the different aspects above as special cases. In particular, the relationship be-
tween game-theoretic cooperation and quantum mechanics has been recognized.
In this sense, the present work is a continuation of the mathematical game theory
research program begun in [11, 12]. As in the classical foundations of mathe-

2Also the fundamental mathematical theory [23] proceeds this way.
3cf. [24].

4See, e.g., [28]

3See [9].



matical optimization®, our mathematical model is essentially linear. However, it
is observed that quadratic (and thus geometric, but nonlinear) measurement mod-
els arise naturally from the projection of linear operators onto lower dimensional
spaces (cf. Section 7.2).

While [13] explores some first aspects, the present analysis pursues more gen-
erally the realization that the employment of polynomial algebras instead of pure
abstract vector spaces as modeling tools offers a distinctly more refined mathe-
matical analysis and, furthermore, relates game theory to classical algebra. No
previous mathematical game-theoretical model seems to have taken this route be-
fore.

2 Mathematical preliminaries

LetN = {0,1,2,...,n,...} denote the set of natural numbers’. R is the field of
real numbers and C the field of complex numbers, i.e., numbers of the form

z=a+ib wherea,b, € Randi’> = —1.
The complex number z = a+ ib admits a representation in the form of de Moivre:
z =re" =r(cost +isint) withreal numbers r,t > 0. (1)
The number Z = a —ib = re~ is the conjugate of z = a+ ib and has the property
Z=a’+ b == |z

For arbitrary sets X and Y, X X Y is the set of all pairs (x,y) of elements
x € X,y € Y. Y¥X is the collection of all functions f : X — Y, which may be
thought of as valuations of the elements of X with values from Y.

The set C* of all complex valuations of X is a vector space under the usual
addition and scalar multiplication of complex-valued functions. The support of
f € C¥ is the set

supp(f) = {z € X[f(z) # 0}.
If X = {z1,...,2,} is a finite set, C* may conveniently be identified with the

n-dimensional coordinate space C" and, similarly, C**X with the space of all
complex n X n matrices.

%See, e.g., [21, 14].
""Die ganzen Zahlen hat der liebe Gott gemacht, alles andere ist Menschenwerk.” (L. Kro-
necker) (”The integers were created by the good Lord, everything else is the work of man.”)



2.1 Polynomials

A (formal) polynomial relative to the set X is an element f € CX with finite
support. In order to emphasize the polynomial aspect, we write elements f € CX
as formal sums

f= Z fex  with the coefficients f, = f(z).

zeX

In the case supp(f) C {xg,x1,...,z,}, we write the polynomial f also in the
form

n n
f= Z frxy or, using superscripts ¥ =z, f = Z foxh.
k=0

k=0

We denote by C(X) the complex vector space of all polynomials in CX. The
elements x € X are formally just indeterminates without a numerical meaning
in their own right. However, they can be given particular functional meaning in
applications of the polynomial model.

Remark 1 For notational convenience, we will often identify the indeterminate
x € X with the polynomial 1z € C(X).

2.2 Polynomial functions

If X = {xo(t),x1(t), x2(t), ...} is a family of complex-valued functions x(t)
in the variable ¢, one may think of a polynomial p € C(X) as a complex-valued

function in the variable ¢,
p(t) = chxk<t>7

k>0

which arises as the corresponding linear combination of the functions in X. In the
special case of the functions xy(t) = t*, p(t) is a standard polynomial function:

p(t) =Ccy+C1x + CQtz + ..+ Cntn.

Remark 2 The representation of polynomials as functions allows the application
of the methods of differentiation and intergration in their analysis. For modeling
purposes, however, it is important to retain the flexibility of formal polynomials.



Ex. 1 (Wave functions) The choice x;(t) = (e*™)* = 2% exhibits the wave
functions v : R — C of type

v(t) = Z cilcos(2mkt)] + isin(2mkt)]

k>0

as polynomial functions.

2.3 Power series and generating functions

In the case X = {x¢,x1, 22, ..., } of indeterminates that are indexed by the nat-
ural numbers, we think of f € C*X as a (formal power series) with the notational

representation
f=> fz".
k>0

Assuming X = {1,¢,#% ...} as a set of polynomial functions z(t) = t*, on the
other hand, the vector f € CX may define a complex function

fO) =Y fut"

k>0

if the sum has a well-defined region of convergence in C. In this case, the function
f(t) is interpreted as generating the numerical parametes f, € C via evaluations
of derivatives:

_ ()

="

Generating functions have proven useful in probability theory or in the asymp-
totic analysis of combinatorial parameter sequences®. If X is finite, a generating
function is just a polynomial function.

(k=0,1,2,...).

3 Incidence algebra

The function product of two functions f, g : X — C is the function f - g obtained
from the usual product of the components

(f - 9)(@) = f(x)g(x) (xe€X) (2)

8See, e.g., [1, 2, 15]



and implies the corresponding multiplication not only of polynomials but of gen-
eral power series. Note that the multiplication

(fLg)—=f-g

is commutative and bilinear, i.e., linear in each of the two components. All the
multiplication structures we consider subsequently are derived from the function
product, although not all are commutative.

Remark 3 (Hermitian products) Geometric considerations associate with a poly-
nomial f € C(X) a measure of its length as its norm, namely the the real number

=D 1= (> fe T
reX reX

which leads to the consideration of the hermitian function product

(f?g)Hfgu

which is not linear but conjugated linear in its second component. The component
sum of f - g is the (hermitian) inner product

flo) =D (f D= foTe with |If] = V(1) 3)

xT

3.1 Incidence functions

For our puroses, an incidence function on the set X is a function
m:X x X xX —{0,1}.

Given m, we define the product p = f e g of the polynomials f, g € C(X) as the
polynomial with the coefficients

pe= > m(z,y,2)f,9- (4)

y,z€X

The multiplication (f, g) — f e g on C(X) is no longer necessarily commutative,
but still bilinear. We refer to (C(X), e) as a (polynomial) incidence algebra. This
notion generalizes Rota’s [29] fundamental algebraic model for the combinatorial
analysis of discrete functions.



Ex. 2 (Mobius transform [29]) Let (X, <) be a partially ordered set and con-
sider the incidence function

((z,y,2) =1 <= zx>y=2=z

Define the product h = f e g of the polynomials f,g € C(X) as the polynomial
with the coefficients

h:c = Z fygy - Zg(xvyv Z)fygz-

y<z

The choice of unit coefficients g, = 1, yields a linear operator f — ((f),

where
C(f)e = Z Jy-

y<z

It is not difficult to see (and well-known) that the inverse operator ji = (1 exists.
w = p(f) is the Mobius transform of f (relative to the given partial order on X)
and has the property

fx:Zwy (x € X).

y<z

Remark 4 In game theory, the coefficients w,, of the Mébius transform w = pu(f)
are known as the Harsanyi [17] dividends of the valuation f.

If the incidence function m is finitary, i.e., if the set
m(z) = {(y,2) € X x X | m(z,y,2) =1} is finite forall v € X,

the product rule of the algebra (C(X), o), is easily extended to a product rule in
the vector space C*(X) of all linear functionals L : C(X) — C. The product
F o (G is defined for F, G € C*(X) as the linear functional that acts on the basis
polynomials z € X of C(X) as follows:

(FeG)(x)= Y  FG.. 5)

(y,2)em(z)

Remark 5 (Umbral calculus) Ler X = {2° 2!, ...} be indexed by the natural
numbers and consider the indicence function

m(aF 2l 1) =1 — k=i+]j.



Umbral calculus is a technique to derive combinatorial identities by moving for-
mally from superscripts to subscripts. It can be justified via the application of
linear operators and functionals on C(X) under the general multiplication rule

(fegh = Zﬁikfjgk—i- (6)

1<k

with suitable connection coefficients [;.. See [30] for more details and many
examples.

3.2 Monoidal algebras

The polynomial algebra (C(X), ®) is monoidal if the multiplication turns X into
a monoid, i.e, if

1. 1ex =z o1 = x holds for some neutral element 1 € X and all x € X;
2. xre(yez)=(rey)ezc X holdsforall z,y,z € X.

Conversely, if (X, ®) is a monoid, the multiplication extends to a multiplica-
tion of arbitrary polynomials in C(X') via the incidence function

m(z,y,z) =1 <= az=yecz.

Ex. 3 (Lattices) The partial order L = (X, <) is a semilattice if forall x,y € X,
there exists a unique largest element x N\ y such that

rANy<z and xNy<y.

If also a unique maximal element x,,,, € L exists, then (X, \) is a monoid with
neutral element x.,.,. The semilattice L is a lattice if furthermore, any x,y € L
admit a unique minimal element x \/ y such that

xNy>x and xVy>y,

i.e, if also the inverted partial order L* = (X, >) is a semilattice. If L has a
minimal element x,,;,, then (X, V) is a monoid with neutral element ;.
4 Algebra of natural numbers

We denote the usual standard sum of natural numbers ¢, j € N by ¢ 4+ j and their
product by ¢ - 7 or simply 7. However, other important algebraic structures on N
also offer themselves, depending on the representation of natural numbers.

10



4.1 Binary representation and algebra

Every natural number £ < 2" has a unique representation with n binary digits k;:
n—1

k=) k2" (ke{0,1}). (7)
=0

So every (0, 1)-string o € {0, 1}" with finite support corresponds to a unique

natural number
o0
a= g ;2"
i=0

Endowing the set {0, 1} with the binary addition rule
1e1=0,

one obtains a binary addition rule for all natural numbers:

(Z ai2 Zﬁz - Z a; D Bz)2z (Oéi,ﬁi - {O, 1}), (8)
=0 1=0

which is commutative and associative. Moreover, 0 is the neutral element (as
under the standard addition rule).

Consider now a set X = {2% 2!, ... 2" ...} of indeterminates " with in-
dices n € N. The binary addition suggests a commutative and associative multi-
plication on X:

' Or =o'
with the neutral element 1 = z°. The monoid (X, ®) implies the polynomial
algebra (C(X), ®) where the (binary) product of the polynomials f, g € C(X) is

the polynomial f ® g with the coefficients

(fODn= D figi

iBj=n

IMPARTIAL GAMES. We illustrate binary algebra with the example of the
well-known 2-person game Nim, which involves two players and a finite set N
that is partitioned into k blocks NNV; with n; = |V;| objects each. A move of a
player consists in the choice of a non-empty block /N; and the subsequent removal
of at least one object from /V;. The players move alternatingly. A player loses if

11



he cannot move on his turn. We associate with the Nim game its characteristic
polynomial as the binary monomial

p(N)=2™ ©2™ @ 0™ = MO +Bny

By the Sprague-Grundy theory of combinatorial 2-person games’ one then finds:
* The second player has a winning strategy if p(N) = 1 (= z°).
o If p(IV) # 1, the first player has a winning strategy.

Remark 6 An actual winning strategy for the Nim game N is easily computed:
The current player moves, if possible, the game into a Nim situation N' with
characteristic polynomial p(N') = 1.

Nim games are prototypical impartial 2-person games as each impartial game is
strategically equivalent to a Nim game.

4.2 Set representations and Boolean algebra

Each (0,1)-string € {0, 1}" with components «; describes a unique subset A
of N via
A=supp(a) ={i e N| o; = 1}. 9)

In fact, (9) establishes a one-to-one correspondence between {0, 1} and the sub-
sets of N. Moreover, strings with finite support correspond to finite subsets and,
simultaneously, to natural numbers via their binary representation (7).

Consider now an arbitrary n-element set £ = {ey,...,e,}. Each subset A C
E corresponds to a unique (0, 1)-string « of length n,

a=a;...ap With ;=1 <+— ¢ €A,

and also to a natural number

a= ZaiQi_l < 2",
i=1
Consequently, the family £ of all subsets A C E corresponds to the set

N, ={keN|k<2"}

?See, e.g., [9] for details
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of natural numbers or to the family B,, = {0, 1}" of (0, 1)-strings of length n.
Hence, if m = 2", each polynomial of the form

P =DpPoTo +P1Ta+ ...+ Pm_1Tm—1

may equally well be indexed by the subsets of the n-element set £ or the binary
n-strings:

m—1
p:Zkak A ZprA A Zpaxa-
k=0

Ae€ acB,

The set-theoretic interpretation suggests a polynomial algebra based on Boolean
lattice operations:

TaVrg =240 and x4 AT = TanB.

(X, V) is a monoid with neutral element xy3. (X, A) is a monoid with neutral
element z p if attention is restricted to polynomials indexed by the subsets of F.

Ex. 4 (Mobius algebra) Let X = {z4 | A C E} and set q = Z x 4. Then
ACE

ZPT:(p\/Q)S and ZPT:(Z?/\Q)S foranyp € C(X)and S C E.

TCS 728

The example generalizes to lattices (see Ex. 3) in a straightforward manner.

4.3 Concatenation and tensor products
The concatenation v = a % 3 of a string o € B,, with a string 8 € B,, is the string

Y=Y VYot - - Yntm € Bogm

where v;...7v, = a and V41 ... Vnem = . Its set-theoretic interpretation is
straightforward:

e Let N and M be disjoint sets with n = |N| and m = |M| elements. Then
v = a * (3 represents the set

AUBCNUM,

if a represents the subset A C N and [ the subset B C M.

13



Conversely, every string v € B, ,, decomposes into the product v = a x 5 of
unique strings o € B,, and 3 € B,,."°

The polynomial perspective on concatenation leads to the fensor product of
polynomials. Let X and Y be two sets of indeterminates and denote by X ® Y
the collection of all pairs x ® y of indeterminates v € X andy € Y.

We define the tensor product of f € C(X) and g € C(Y'), in analogy with
(2), as the formal product

(Zcx:c> ® (Zdyy> = > ad(zey) (10)

zeX yey (z,y)eX XY

The tensor product is bilinear but, in contrast to the function product, not nec-
essarily commutative. The collection of all tensor products is not closed under
taking sums and hence not a vector space in its own right. The tensor products
generate the vector space

CX)®C(Y)=C(X®Y) (~ C(X xY)).

4.4 Entanglement

If f € C(X)and g € C(Y) are polynomials of norm || f|| = 1 = ||g||, then the
polynomial f ® g € C(X ® Y') has norm || f ® g|| = 1. Intuitively, f ® g arises
as the independent join of f and g. Notice however:

* There may be polynomials 2 € C(X ® Y') that cannot be disentangled, i.e.,

h# f®g holdsforall f € C(X)andg e C(Y).

This fact has an important consequence in mathematical modeling. In models
where systems states are represented by polynomials, states of the tensor product
may possibly not be split into independent components.

Remark 7 States that cannot be disentangled may appear counterintuitive in
physical system models and have received considerable attention particularly in
quantum theory'!.

19However: if one does not refer explicitly to B,, and B,,,, the decomposition is not unique.
See, e.g, [5].
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5 Cooperative games

The model of a cooperative TU-game I" = (N, v) involvesaset N = {eq,...,e,}
of n players. A subset S C N is a coalition. Letting N be the family of all
coalitions (subsets) of N, a valuation v : A” — R is assumed to be given with v(.5)
as the value generated by the coalition .S. We define the characteristic polynomial
of I' in its set-theoretic notation with indeterminates xg as

p’ = Z vsxg where wvg =v(S).
SeN

For its numerical interpretation, recall that the members of the set N correspond
to the m = 2" natural numbers 0 < s < m. So the characteristic polynomial
takes the form

m—1
P’ Z Ve’
s=0
with the index numbers s corresponding to the coalitions S € N.

Finally, denoting by |o) the indeterminate xg corresponding to the coalition
S € N in its representation as a (0, 1)-string o € B,,, we have

Remark 8 Interpreting the valuation v of the cooperative game I' = (N, v) as a
function on B,, = {0, 1}", v is also known as a pseudo-boolean function'?. More-
over, v is usually called the characteristic function of I'. In the present context,
however, it is useful to allow the latter terminology with a greater flexibility (see
the next Section 5.1).

Remark 9 A more general model of cooperative games with restricted cooper-
ation!'® considers only valuations v : F — R on a given subfamily F C N of
coalitions. The "augmenting systems” of [6] are special cases of this model, for
example. We leave it to the interested reader to extend the present theory accord-

ingly.

2See, e.g., [7].
13See [8].

15



5.1 Characteristic functions

There are various functions associated with cooperative games (relative to the set
N of players) which result from appropriate substitutions into the characteristic
polynomial p¥. Examples from Section 2.2 are the polynomial function p*(t) and
the wave function v(t), both with one real variable t.

If a complex variable tg is substituted for each indeterminate xg, the charac-
teristic polynomial pV yields a linear functional ¢ : C — C with values

’(Aj(t) = Z Vgtg (t S (CN)

SeN

Ex. 5 (Multinomial extensions) Owen’s [27] multinomial extension of the valu-

ation v : N’ — R is obtained if n real variables t,, . . .,t, are associated with the
n players ey, . .., e, and the polynomial functions
to= ]t JJ—t)
e; €S 8]‘¢S

are substituted into the indeterminates rg of the characteristic polynomial:

Pt ... ty) = szHti H(l—tj).

SeEN eSS  e;¢S

Similar polynomials are obtained if one considers the set C of complex num-
bers (or the set R of real numbers) to be endowed with a lattice structure L =
(C,V, A) and replaces the usual scalar addition and multiplication by the lattice
operations:

c+d—cVd and c-d—cAd.

Ex. 6 (Sugeno integrals) Assume L = (R, A\, V) to be a lattice and define for a
valuation v : N' — R its lattice polynomial as

p’ = \/ vg A Zg.
SeN

Associating real variables t; with the elements e; of N as in Ex. 5, the substitution
of
ts= N\ ti
e, €S

16



then yields the lattice polynomial function

') =\ vsAnts (teRY).
SeN

The Sugeno integral'* relative to a valuation v : N' — R is the lattice polynomial

with the lattice operations

cVd=max{c,d} and cAd=min{c,d}.

5.2 Activity systems

Suppose that the players i € N in the cooperative game I' = (N, v) decide to
become active in I' with respective probabilities 7;. Then the evaluation

p(m, . T) = Z vgmg Wwith mg = Hﬂ'g

SeN €S

of the multinomial extension yields the expected value of the ensuing cooperation
— provided the players take their individual decisions independently from each
other'®. In general, i.e., without the independence assumption, the expected value
results from the substitution of some probability distribution 7 on the coalition
family NV into the indeterminates of the characteristic polynomial:

E'(m) =) _v(S)m(S). (11)

SeN

So 7 describes probabilistically a state the cooperative I is in and the value it is
expected to generate in this state.

As a probabilistic augmentation of the cooperation model, let us think of the
members of N simply as agents (players, or coalitions of players, or physical enti-
ties etc.) and define an activity system'® Ay relative to a finite set N = {1,...,n}
of agents with collection A/ of subsets as a system whose states are described by
complex vectors u € CV of unit length ||u|| = 1 or, equivalenty, (squared) norm

lul® = Jus|* = 1.

SeN

14See [16, 22] for details.

SThe cooperative fuzzy games of [3] make a similar independence assumption on the players.

16 According to the standard interpretation of quantum mechanics, finite-dimensional quantum
systems are activity systems in the present sense. (See also Section 7.2).
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The (real) parameters |ug|? specify a probability distribution on \. Hence, if
v : N'— R is a measuring function on /N, its expected observation value will be

E'(u) =Y v(S)|us| (12)
SeN

if Ay is in the activity state u. Conversely, every probability distribution 7 on N
arises from some unit length vector v”. For example:

u" = (\/75: S eN)eCV.

Remark 10 (Hermitian multiplication) The states of Ay correspond to poly-
nomials s € C(X) with norm ||s|| = 1. The hermitian product (s,s) = s -s has
the components (s, s)r = |sp|% So the expected value results from the evaluation
of the substitution of v into (s, s).

6 Transforms

A transform on C(X) is an operator T : C(X) — C(X). For example, the
Mobius transform (Example 2) p is a linear transform. In game theory, the under-
lying partial order is usually assumed to be set-theoretic:

ra<zxp <+<— ACDB,

and yields a Haranyi-type valuation w = p(v) € RV for each v : N/ — R such
that
v(B) =Y w(A) forall BEN.
ACS
The idea of the characteristic polynomial suggests also structurally important
algebraic transforms on C(X) that are nonlinear and have not received attention
in game theory so far.

Throughout this section, we assume an underlying family N of m = 2" coali-
tions S of an n-element player set NV, which are represented by the natural num-
bers 0 < s < m.

6.1 Fourier transforms

For a given scalar w € C, the basic w-transform of an indeterminate x is its scalar
adjustment
T — W,

18



6.2 The discrete Fourier transform

In the case of the standard polynomial algebra (C(X), -), the indeterminates have
the product decomposition

=zt xt ozt (s times).
So ! is the basic indeterminate. The w-transform z! + wa! implies
(wr')® = w'2® forall s

and is represented by its characteristic polynomial

m—1
@) = Z Wk
k=0
The associated w-transform F* on the whole space C(X) is the linear transform

p — F¥p)=f“p

Since F“ is linear, it suffices to keep track of its effect on the basic polynomials

I.S.

m—1
Fe(x%) = f“ a2° = Zws%k foralls =0,1,...,m — 1.
k=0
For the choice w = €2>™/™ F“ is known as the discrete Fourier transform on
C(X) and yields for v € CV,
Fuor + vz + ...+ Uppe12™ ) = 002° + 01z 4 . F g™

with the Fourier coefficients
m—1
0 = kae%”k/m (j=0,1,...,m—1).
k=0

It is easily verified that the discrete Fourier transform has a Fourier type in-
verse:

1 ..
ve=— Y e M (| =0,1,...,m — 1),

Remark 11 Viewed alternatively, the Fourier coefficients 0; are obtained by ei-
ther substituting the interpolation parameters t; = ¢*™ /™ into the corresponding
polynomial function or by the substitution of the parameters j into the correspond-
ing wave function.
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6.3 The quantum Fourier transform

The so-called quantum Fourier transform (QF'T,, is the discrete Fourier transform
in disguise when one replaces the indeterminates z*° by the corresponding binary
bit strings |s) € B,,. The effect on the string |s) € B,, is:

m—1 m—1
QFTMS) _ Zwsk|k> _ Z e27risk/m‘k>.
k=0 k=0

Remark 12 The quantum Fourier transform is a major tool in the theory of quan-
tum computation'’.

6.4 The parity transform
In the polynomial algebra (C(X ), ®) with the binary multiplication
2*O* =% foralls, ke B, ,

the n indeterminates x4, . . . , x,, associated with the n unit elements in B,, are basic
in the sense

Ts = H x; and hence H (wx;) = w's‘xs,
i:s;=1 i:s;=1

where |s| = s; + ... + s, is the usual sum of the components of the vector
s € {0,1}". In set-theoretic notation, the analogue of the polynomial f“ is the

polynomial
hw = Z w‘s|sc5
SeN

which implies the transform
p — h¥ ©p.

The choice w = —1 yields the parity transform
p— p=h"top.

with the binary Fourier coefficients

g = Z(—l)'S”T‘UT for any v = Z vsrs € C(X).

TCN SCN

see, e.g., [25]
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Remark 13 The parity transform is also called binary Fourier transform'8, The
Hadamard transform H is the normalized parity transform:

1
H(v) = ﬁ@ with the self-inverse property H(H(v)) = v.

6.5 Galois transforms and zero-dividends
Recall from the Fundamental Theorem of Algebra!® that the polynomial function
v(t) = vo 4+ vit + vot® 4 .. A v tF T £
with k& > 1, admits a parameter vector g = (g1, . .., gx) € C¥ such that
v(t) = (t+g1)(t+g2) - (t+ gr). (13)
One thus has

Vg1 = g1 +92+ ...+ gk
Vg—2 = G192+ ...+ G293+ ...+ gr1gnk

Vg—3 = 019293 + 919294 + - .. (14)

Yo = 9192° Gk
Remark 14 The numbers z; = —g; are exactly the zeroes of the polynomial func-
tion v(t). So the parameter vector (g, ..., gx) is unique up to permutations of

coordinates.

If v(t) is the characteristic polynomial function of a valuation v € C™, we
augment g to a vector in C":

9() = (91, Gk, -+ gm) withg,=1forl> k.

We call the valuation ¢(v) a Galois transform of v.

If ' = (N, v) is a cooperative game with characteristic polynomial function

’U(t) = Vo +’U1t+’U2t2 + ... —|—’Uktk

8For interesting applications of the binary transform in game theory, see, e.g., [20, 26].
9See, e.g., [32]
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and v, # 0 we normalize v(t) to the polynomial 0(¢) = v(t)/v, with the lead-
ing coefficient vy = 1 and call the parameters z; = —g; relative to the Galois
transform ¢(v) of the normalized game I' = (N, ) the zero-dividends of T

Notice that the normalized game [ can be reconstructed from its Galois trans-

form.

Ex. 7 (Zero-normalized games) Cooperative game theory often makes the as-
sumption that a cooperative game (N, v) is zero-normalized, i.e., has the property
v(0) = 0. Since v(0) is the product of the zero-dividends g; of v, one has

v0)=0 <= ¢igo-Gm=0

Hence v is zero-normalized if and only if g; = 0 holds for some zero-dividend g;

of v.

7 Interaction games

Consider a set N = {1,...,n} of general entities 7 and specify an interaction
game on N as a valuation
V:NxN-—=R,

where V;; = V(4,7) is the interaction worth®® of i, j € N. Where X is a set of n
indeterminates z;, the associated characteristic polynomial is

X =0 Vilai @),

i=1 j=1

which means that interaction games refer to the tensor product space C(X ® X)
(and not to the vector space C(X)) or, more precisely, to the real tensor space
R(X ® X). Abstractly, V' is given as a real n x n matrix with the coefficients V;.

Let A € RV*N be an arbitrary real matrix whose coefficients A;; have the
interpretation of enhancing the interaction worth relative to V:

* If 7 and j interact at level A;;, their interaction produces the value V;; A;;.

20See, for example, the interaction indices in various application modeling contexts [4, 31].
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Hence the interaction instance A produces the game’s overall value as

XV(A) = ) VigAy = (ATV) (15)

1,J€EN

where the trace tr (C') of a matrix C' is the sum of its diagonal coefficients. In
other words, x"(A) equals the usual euclidean inner product (V|A) of the two
matrices V, A, considered as n?-dimensional parameter vectors. This fact yields
the dual interpretations:

1. An interaction game V' is a linear functional on the space of all interaction
instances A.

2. Aninteraction instance A is a linear functional on the space of all interac-
tion games V.

7.1 The hermitian perspective

Setting AT = (A + AT)/2, one finds that a matrix A € R™*" decomposes into a
symmetric matrix A* and a skew-symmetric matrix A~:

A=A"+ A" where (AN =AT, (A7) =-A". (16)

Moreover, is it straightforward to check that the symmetry decomposition (16) of
A is unique. Associate now with A € R™*" the well-defined hermitian matrix

A=At 4iA- eCm
and let H,, C C™*" be the family of all hermitian n x n matrices.

Clearly, H, is isomorphic to R"*" with respect to the field R of real scalars.
(HL, is not a complex vectors space, however.) Recall that the adjoint C* of the

. . T : —
complex matrix C' € C"*" is the transpose C" of the conjugated matrix C' and
note

Lemma 1 For any matrices C' € C"*" and A, B € R"*", one has
1. C € H, ifand only if C* = C (i.e., C is self-adjoint).
2. (A|B) =tr (BTA) = tr (BA) = (A|B).
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Hence:

* Interaction games can equally well be studied within the context of the her-
mitian matrix space H,,.

The adjoint u* of the (column) vector u € C™ is the row vector of conjugated
components of u. So uu* is a self-adjoint n X n matrix. Indeed, an important
general characterization of self-adjoint matrices is:

Lemma 2 The matrix C' € C"*" is self-adjoint if and only if there are real scalars
A, and vectors uy, € C™ such that

C=> Ny 17)
k

Proof. Because the matrices ujuj, are self-adjoint, a matrix C' of the form (17)
is self-adjoint. To see the converse, recall that R"*" and H),, are isomorphic. So
it suffices to consider (0, 1)-matrices A € R"*" with exactly one non-zero entry
A;; = 1. Moreover, we may assume n = 2.

If A is diagonal, one has A = A, for which the claim is obviously true. So
assume, for example,

_ (01 . 1/ 0 1+
A_<0 O) and hence C_A_§<1—i 0)

with the two real eigenvalues \; = +4/2 and \y = —V/2. Consequently, the 2-
dimensional space C? admits a basis of eigenvectors of C', which imply the claim.
o

Remark 15 The spectral decomposition of self-adjoint matrices*' shows that the
vectors uy in (17) can be chosen as eigenvectors of C with real eigenvalues )y,
also in the case n > 2.

Consider, for example, an activity system Ay as in Section 5.2 relative to the
valuation v : ' — R. Let u € CV be a state vector of norm ||u|| = 1 with the
associated self-adjoint m x m matrix U = uu™* of complex coefficients

Usr = ugur.

2See, e.g., [33].
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Where V' = diag (v) is the diagonal interaction matrix with diagonal coefficients
Vss = v(5), one now observes:

(VIU) =) o(S)sus = Y v(S)|us|* = E*(u).

SCN SCN

So Ay is recognized as the restriction of an interaction game on N with char-
acteristic function V' = diag (v) to interaction instances of the form uu*.

7.2 Heisenberg measurements
A measurement operator on the interaction system /N is a functional
pwiRVN SR

which produces the measurement result ;(A) if the system is in a state that cor-
responds to the activity instance A. If the functional p is linear, the measurement
acutally represents an interaction game. So there exists a matrix M € R™*" such
that o

p(A) = (M|A) = (M|A),

which means that ¢ can be understood as a linear functional on the (real) vector
space HH,, of all hermitian matrices. Assuming

k
for suitable real parameters \; and (complex) vectors u; € C™, one has

p(A) =Y Nep(uguy) = Np(Muguz). (18)
k k
A Heisenberg measurement operator* on the (complex) vector space C" is a
real-valued functional v : C* — R of the form
v(u) = v*'Gu = (Gluu®) with G € C™*™.

Since ~ is real-valued, one may assume that G is self-adjoint. Notice that a
Heisenberg measurement operator is not linear. On the other hand, (18) shows:

22”Heisenberg” refers to the fact that this measurement model is standard in quantum theory.
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* A Heisenberg measurement operator on C™ arises from the restriction of
a linear measurement operator on the interaction system N to interaction
instances of the hermitian form uu*.

Similarly, the linear measurement matrix M of the operator f in (18) is of the
form
M = Z 5jij;'<
J
for suitable real numbers ¢; and vectors w; € C", which implies

u(A) = Z Z Aiptj (wwi|uuy). (19)
g

Consequently, the fundamental linear interaction measures are recognized to
be of the form

po(u) = (ww*|uu*) = |w*ul®*  with w,u € C™. (20)

8 Discussion

Linearity plays an important role in mathematical application models. The mathe-
matical analysis, however, will reveal more characteristic features of the under-
lying systems when the model is not just considered to be a vector space with
scalar multiplication, but an algebra, i.e, additionally equipped with a multiplica-
tion operation for vectors. Suitable multiplication operations are naturally associ-
ated with multiplication rules for polynomials, which renders polynomial models
powerful and flexible.

The present approach shows that mathematical models for cooperation and in-
teraction connect with important aspects of classical algebra and combinatorics.
For example, the representation of coalitions by natural numbers embeds the rep-
resentation of cooperative games into the context of Galois theory, i.e., the theory
of solving algebraic equations. Future work of exploring this area of mathematical
system analysis in more detail appears to be promising.

The polynomial model also underlines the aspect of quantum-theoretic models
as interaction systems and, conversely, embeds cooperation and interaction into
the setting of physical quantum systems. The evolution of such systems can be
mathematically understood in a far broader context (see, e.g.[10]). Moreover,
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the apparatus of theoretical physics can be brought to bear on general systems of
cooperation and interaction. In particular, Hamiltonians of cooperative games can
be expected to provide considerable insight into fundamental laws according to
which such systems behave.
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