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Preface

These informal notes deal with metrics and collections of semimetrics in various
situations, including ultrametrics and collections of semi-ultrametrics. Some of
the topics involve in particular absolute value functions on fields, norms and
seminorms on vector spaces over such fields, and translation-invariant metrics
and semimetrics on groups and semigroups.
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Chapter 1

Metrics and related notions

1.1 Some remarks about Cartesian products

Let I be a nonempty set, and let X; be a set for each j € I. The Cartesian
product

(1.1.1) x=1[x

JjeI

can be defined as usual as the set of all functions f from I into |J ier Xj such
that f(j) € X, for every j € I. If n is a positive integer and I = {1,...,n}
is the set of positive integers from 1 to n, then the Cartesian product may be
denoted H?Zl X, and its elements identified with n-tuples ¢ = (z1,...,z;) with
xz; € I; foreach j =1,...,n. If I is the set Z of all positive integers, then the
Cartesian product may be denoted Hj’;l X, and its elements identified with
infinite sequences = = {z; }J"‘;l such that z; € I; for every j > 1. Similar, if I is
the set Z of all integers, then the Cartesian product may be denoted H‘;i_ oo X
and its elements identified with doubly-infinite sequences » = {z;}32__ such
that z; € X; for every j.

Often one is concerned with situations where X; is equipped with some ad-
ditional structure for each 5 € I, and the Cartesian product X may be equipped
with some related structure. If X; is a group for each j € I, for instance, then
X is group too, where the group operations are defined coordinatewise. If k is
a field and X is a vector space over k for every j € I, then X is a vector space
over k as well, with respect to coordinatewise addition and scalar multiplication.

If X; is a topological space for each j € I, then X is a topological space
with respect to the product topology. If X; is a metric space for each j € I,
and I has only finitely many elements, then it is easy to define metrics on X
that are compatible with the corresponding product topology. One can also do
this when I is countably infinite, and we shall discuss this further later.

If X; is a o-finite measure space for every j € I, and I has only finitely
many elements, then one can define a suitable product measure on X. If X; is a

2



1.2. METRICS AND SEMIMETRICS 3

probability space for every j € I, then one can define a corresponding product
probability measure on X, even when I has infinitely many elements.

If X; is a metric space for each j € I, and I is countably infinite, then
one can reduce to the case where I = Z,, to define a compatible metric on
X. Although the choice of the enumeration of I does not affect the product
topology on X, it can be relevant for the resulting geometry on X.

Similarly, if X; is a probability space for each j € I, then the corresponding
product probability measure on X does not depend on any particular ordering
of the elements of I. However, this can be important in the consideration of
certain filtrations of o-subalgebras of measurable subsets of X.

Let X° be a set, and suppose that X; = X© for every j € I. In this case,
a one-to-one mapping from I onto itself leads to a one-to-one mapping from X
onto itself, by permuting the coordinates of elements of X. If X is equipped
with additional structure, and X is equipped with a corresponding product
structure, then one may be concerned with the behavior of the mappings on X
just mentioned. In particular, if I = Z, then one may be concerned with shift
mappings on X, corresponding to translations on Z.

There is a well-known notion of a uniform structure on a set, which is less
precise than a metric, and which determines a topology on the set. An arbitrary
product of uniform spaces has a natural product uniform structure, and we shall
say more about this later too.

1.2 Metrics and semimetrics

Let X be a set. A nonnegative real-valued function d(z,y) defined for z,y € X
is said to be a semimetric or pseudometric on X if it satisfies the following three
conditions. First,

(1.2.1) d(z,x) =0 for every z € X.

Second,

(1.2.2) d(z,y) = d(y,x) for every z,y € X.
Third,

(1.2.3) d(z,z) <d(z,y) +d(y,z) forevery z,y,z € X,

which is known as the triangle inequality. If we also have that
(1.2.4) d(z,y) >0 for every z,y € X with x # y,

then d(-,-) is said to be a metric on X. The discrete metric on X is defined as
usual by putting d(z,y) equal to 0 when x = gy, and to 1 when = # y, and it is
easy to see that this defines a metric on X.

Let I be a nonempty set, let X; be a set for every j € I, and let X = Hjel X;
be their Cartesian product. If x € X and [ € I, then let x; denote the [th
coordinate of z in X;. Suppose that d;(-,) is a semimetric on X;, and put

~

(1.2.5) di(z,y) = di(x, y1)
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for every z,y € X. It is easy to see that this defines a semimetric on X.

Let d(-,-) be a semimetric on a set X. If € X and r is a positive real
number, then open ball in X centered at x with radius r with respect to d is
defined by
(1.2.6) B(z,7) = Ba(z,r) ={y € X : d(z,y) < r}.

Similarly, if z € X and r is a nonnegative real number, then the closed ball in
X centered at x with radius r with respect to d is defined by

(1.2.7) B(z,r) = Ba(z,7) = {y € X : d(z,y) <r}.

We may also use the notation Bx (z,7) = Bx 4(z,r) and Bx(z,7) = Bx a(z,1),
to indicate the role of X.

A subset U of X is said to be an open set with respect to d if for every z € U
there is an r > 0 such that
(1.2.8) B(z,r) CU.

Of course, this is the same as the definition that one normally uses for metric
spaces. One can check that open balls in X with respect to d are open sets,
and that the collection of open sets defines a topology on X, in the same way
as for metric spaces. One can verify that closed balls in X with respect to d are
closed sets with respect to this topology as well.

If d(-,-) is a metric on X, then it is easy to see that X is Hausdorff with
respect to the corresponding topology. Conversely, if X satisfies the first or
even zeroth separation condition with respect to the topology determined by
a semimetric d(-,-), then d(-,-) is a metric on X. In some situations, it can
be helpful to consider collections of semimetrics on a set, instead of a single
semimetric.

1.3 Ultrametrics and semi-ultrametrics
A semimetric d(-,-) on a set X is said to be a semi-ultrametric on X if
(1.3.1) d(z,z) < max(d(z,y),d(y, z)) for every z,y,z € X.

Note that (1.3.1) implies the ordinary triangle inequality. Similarly, a metric
d(-,-) on X is said to be an wltrametric on X if it satisfies (1.3.1). One can
check that the discrete metric on X is an ultrametric.

Let I be a nonempty set, let X; be a set for every j € I, and let X = H].GI X
be their Cartesian product again. If [ € I and d; is a semi-ultrametric on Xj,
then (1.2.5) defines a semi-ultrametric on X.

Suppose that d(-,-) is a semi-ultrametric on a set X. If r is a positive real
number, then one can verify that

(1.3.2) d(z,y) <r

defines an equivalence relation on X. The corresponding equivalence classes
in X are the same as the open balls in X of radius r with respect to d. In
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particular, the complement of an open ball of radius r in X can be expressed as
the union of open balls of radius r in X. This implies that the complement of
an open ball of radius 7 in X is an open set in X, with respect to the topology
determined by d, so that open balls in X are closed sets.

Similarly, if  is a nonnegative real number, then

(1.3.3) d(z,y) <r

defines an equivalence relation on X. The equivalence classes in X correspond-
ing to (1.3.3) are the same as the closed balls of radius r in X with respect to
d. In particular, every closed ball of radius r in X contains the closed balls of
radius r centered at each of its elements. If r > 0, then it follows that every
closed ball of radius r in X is an open set, so that closed balls of radius r are
open sets. If » = 0, then (1.3.3) defines an equivalence relation on X for any
semimetric d(-,-) on X.

Let P be a partition of X, which is to say a collection of pairwise-disjoint
nonempty subsets of X whose union is X. This leads to an equivalence relation
~p on X, where x ~p y when x,y € X are elements of the same element of
P. In this case, the elements of P are the same as the equivalence classes in X
with respect to ~p, by construction. Conversely, any equivalence relation on X
determines a partition of X, consisting of the corresponding equivalence classes
in X.

If x,y € X, then put

(1.3.4) dp(z,y) = 0 whenz~py
= 1 when z ¢p y.

It is easy to see that this defines a semi-ultrametric on X. If 0 < r < 1, then the
open balls in X of radius r with respect to dp(-,-) are the same as the elements
of P. Similarly, if 0 < r < 1, then the closed balls in X of radius r with respect
to dp(-,-) are the same as the elements of P.

Let us say that a semimetric d(-,-) on X is a discrete semimetric if for every
x,y € X, d(z,y) is equal to either 0 or 1. One can check that this implies that
d(-,-) is a semi-ultrametric on X. In this case, the open balls in X of radius r,
0 < r < 1, with respect to d are the same, and they are also the same as the
closed balls in X of radius r, 0 < r < 1. This defines a partition of X, and d(-, -)
is the same as the semi-ultrametric on X associated to this partition as in the
preceding paragraph.

1.4 Absolute value functions

Let k be a field. A nonnegative real-valued function | - | on k is said to be an
absolute value function on k if it satisfies the following three conditions. First,
for each x € k,

(1.4.1) |z] =0 if and only if = =0.
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Second,

(1.4.2) |zy| = |z||y| for every z,y € k.
Third,

(1.4.3) |z +y| < |z| +|y| for every z,y € k.

It is well known that the standard absolute value functions on the real line R
and the complex plane C are absolute value functions in this sense. The trivial
absolute value function may be defined on any field k by putting |z| equal to
0 when =z = 0, and equal to 1 otherwise. It is easy to see that this defines an
absolute value function on & in this sense.

If | - | is any absolute value function on a field k, then one can show that
|1| = 1, where the first 1 = 1 is the multiplicative identity element in k, and
the second 1 = 1gr is the multiplicative identity element in R. This uses the
fact that 1-1 =1 in k. Similarly, if x € k satisfies 2™ = 1 for some positive
integer n, then |z| = 1. In particular, | — 1| = 1, because (—1)? =1 in k.

Using this, one can check that

(1.4.4) d(z,y) = [z —y|

defines a metric on k. This is the same as the standard Euclidean metric on
R or C when | - | is the standard absolute value function. If |- | is the trivial
absolute value function on any field k, then (1.4.4) is the same as the discrete
metric on k.

An absolute value function |-| on a field k is said to be an ultrametric absolute
value function on k if

(1.4.5) |z + y| < max(|z|, |y|) for every z,y € k.

Of course, (1.4.5) implies (1.4.3). It is easy to see that the trivial absolute value
function on k is an ultrametric absolute value function. If | - | is an ultrametric
absolute value function on k, then (1.4.4) is an ultrametric on k.

Let p be a prime number, and let « be a rational number. The p-adic absolute
value |z|, of x is defined as follows. If z = 0, then |z|, = 0. Otherwise, if  # 0,
then x can be expressed as p’ (a/b), where a,b,j € Z, a,b # 0, and neither a
nor b is an integer multiple of p. In this case, we put

(1.4.6) 2], =p 7.

One can check that this defines an ultrametric absolute value function on the
rational numbers Q. The corresponding ultrametric

(1.4.7) dp(z,y) = |z —ylp

is known as the p-adic metric on Q.
Let k be any field again, and let | - | be an absolute value function on k.
If z € kand n € Z, then let n -z be the sum of n 1’s in k. If there are
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positive integers n such that |n - 1| can be arbitrarily large, then |- | is said to
be archimedian on k. Otherwise, if there is a positive real number C such that

(1.4.8) n-1<C

for every n € Z, then |- | is said to be non-archimedean on k.

If | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on k, then (1.4.8) holds with
C =1, so that | - | is non-archimedean on k. Conversely, it is well known that
any non-archimedean absolute value function on k is an ultrametric absolute
value function on k. Of course, the standard absolute value functions on R and
C are archimedean.

1.5 Finitely many semimetrics

Let X be aset, and let dy, .. ., d,, be finitely many semimetricson X. Ifz,y € X,
then put

(1.5.1) d(z,y) = max. di(z,y)
and
n
(1.5.2) d(z,y) = Zdj(x,y).
j=1
One can check that these define semimetrics on X too. If dy,...,d, are semi-

ultrametrics on X, then (1.5.1) is a semi-ultrametric on X as well.
If x € X and r is a positive real number, then

)=

(1.5.3) By(z,r) = [ | Ba,(z,7).

J
1

<.
I

Similarly, if r is a nonnegative real number, then
(1.5.4) Ba(w,r) = ()| Ba,(x,7).
j=1

Observe that
(1.5.5) d(z,y) < d'(z,y) < nd(z,y)

for every x,y € X. One can use this to compare open and closed balls in X
with respect to d’ with open and closed balls with respect to d.
One can also verify that

(156) )= (Y aw2)

defines a semimetric on X, using the triangle inequality for the standard Eu-
clidean norm on R". It is easy to see that

(1.5.7) d(z,y) < d"(z,y) < n'?d(x,y)
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for every x,y € X. As before, one can use this to compare open and closed balls
in X with respect to d” with open and closed balls with respect to d.

Now let Xi,...,X,, be finitely many sets, and put X = H;lzl X;. Sup-
pose that d; is a semimetric on X; for each j = 1,...,n, and let d; be the
corresponding semimetric on X, as in Section 1.2. If z,y € X, then put

(15.8)  dlwy) = max dj(z,y) = max d;(z;,y;),

(1.5.9) d(zy) = Y di(zy) = dila;,y),
j=1 Jj=1

n

0510) V) = (L) = (L)

1/2

These define semimetrics on X, as before. If d; is a metric on X; for every

j=1,...,n, then each of these defines a metric on X.

If d; is a semi-ultrametric on X for each j = 1,...,n, then one can check
that c@ is a semi-ultrametric on X for every 57 = 1,...,n. This implies that
(1.5.8) is a semi-ultrametric on X, as before.

If x € X, then

n
(1.5.11) BX7(’1\(J,‘,’I“) = H Bx; 4, (x5,7)
j=1

for every r > 0, and

(1.5.12) B 4(w,r) = [] Bx,.4,(@.7)

for every » > 0. Using (1.5.11), one can verify that the topology determined

on X by d is the same as the product topology, corresponding to the topology
determined on X; by d; for each j =1,...,n.

Note that
(1.5.13) d(z,y) < d'(z,y) <nd(z,y)
and
(1.5.14) (z,y) < d"(z,y) <n'/d(z,y)
for every z,y € X, as in (1.5.5) and (1.5.7). In particular, this implies that the

topologies determined on X by d and d” are the same as the product topology
too.

1.6 Snowflake semimetrics
If a is a positive real number with a < 1, then it is well known that

(1.6.1) (r+1)% <ro 4@
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for all nonnegative real numbers r, t. To see this, observe first that
(1.6.2) max(r, t) < (r® +t*)!/e

for every r,t > 0. Using this, we get that

(1.6.3) 7+t <max(r,t) = (r* +t*) < (r* + t“)(l_“)/(H'1 = (r* + t”)l/“

for every r,t > 0. This implies (1.6.1), as desired.
Let X be a set, and let d(+,-) be a semimetric on X. If 0 < a < 1, then it is
easy to see that
(1.6.4) d(z,y)*
is a semimetric on X too, using (1.6.1). If d(-,-) is a metric on X, then (1.6.4)
is a metric on X as well. Similarly, if d(-,-) is a semi-ultrametric on X, then
one can check that (1.6.4) is a semi-ultrametric on X for every a > 0. If d(-,-)
is an ultrametric on X, then (1.6.4) is an ultrametric on X for every a > 0.
Let d(-,-) be a semimetric on X again, and suppose that (1.6.4) is a semi-
metric on X for some a > 0. If x € X, then it is easy to see that

(1.6.5) Bga(z,r%) = Bg(z,1)
for every r > 0, and that
(1.6.6) Bga(x,7") = Bg(z,7)

for every r > 0. In particular, d(-,-) and (1.6.4) determine the same topologies
on X.
Let X1,..., X, be finitely many sets, and let d;(-,-) be a semimetric on X

for each j =1,...,n. Also let ay,...,a, be positive real numbers, and suppose
that

(167) dj(xj,yj)“f

is a semimetric on Xj; for every j = 1,...,n. Of course, we can get semimet-
rics on X = H;-lzl X using dy,...,d, as in the previous section. We can get
semimetrics on X using di*,...,d%" in the same way. Note that the topology

determined on X by any of these semimetrics is the same as the product topol-
ogy, corresponding to the topology determined on X; by d; foreach j =1,...,n.
In particular, _

1.6. d = di(xj,y;)%

(1.6.8) (w,y) = max d;(z;,y;)
defines a semimetric on X under these conditions. If x € X, then

n

(1.6.9) BX,E@C’T) = H B)Q-,d“i (z,7) = H Bx; .4, (w,r'/)
j=1 ! j=1

for every r > 0, and

n n
(1.6.10) EXﬁ(x,r) = HPXj,djj (z,1) = ngydj (a2, r1/3)
=1
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for every r > 0.

Let X be any set again, and let d(-,-) be a metric on X. Also let a be a
positive real number, and suppose that (1.6.4) is a metric on X. It is easy to
see that a sequence of elements of X is a Cauchy sequence with respect to d(,-)
if and only if it is a Cauchy sequence with respect to (1.6.4). It follows that X
is complete as a metric space with respect to d(-,-) if and only if X is complete
with respect to (1.6.4).

1.7 Snowflakes and absolute values

Let k be a field, and let | - | be an absolute value function on k. If 0 < a < 1,
then one can check that
(1.7.1) |x|®

is an absolute value function on k, using (1.6.1). If |-| is an ultrametric absolute
value function on k, then (1.7.1) is an ultrametric absolute value function on &k
for every a > 0. If k = Q, R, or C with the standard Euclidean absolute value
function |- |, then it is easy to see that (1.7.1) is not an absolute value function
on k when a > 1.

Let k be any field again, and let | - |; and | - |2 be absolute value functions
on k. If there is a positive real number a such that

(1.7.2) |z]2 = |2|§

for every x € k, then | - |; and | - |2 are said to be equivalent as absolute value
functions on k. Of course,

(1.7.3) [z —ylo = |z —yl{

for every x,y € k in this case. This implies that the topologies determined on
k by the metrics associated to | - |1 and |- |2 are the same, as in the previous
section. Conversely, if the topologies determined on &k by the metrics associated
to ||y and | - |2, then it is well known that |- |; and |- |2 are equivalent in the
sense just defined.

A famous theorem of Ostrowski implies that any absolute value function on
Q is either the trivial absolute value function, or that it is equivalent to the
standard Euclidean absolute value function on Q, or that it is equivalent to the
p-adic absolute value function on Q for some prime number p.

Let & be a field with an archimedean absolute value function |-|, and suppose
that k is complete with respect to the metric associated to |- |. Under these
conditions, another famous theorem of Ostrowski implies that & is isomorphic
to R or C, in such a way that | - | corresponds to an absolute value function on
R or C that is equivalent to the standard absolute value function.

Let k be any field with an absolute value function | - | again. If k& is not
already complete with respect to the metric associated to |- |, then one can pass
to a completion in a standard way. More precisely, the completion is also a field,
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and | - | extends to an absolute value function on the completion in a natural
way. The completion is unique up to a suitable isomorphic equivalence.
Suppose that |-|* is an absolute value function on & as well for some a > 0. If
k is complete with respect to the metric associated to |-|, then k is complete with
respect to the metric associated to |- |%, as in the previous section. Otherwise,

a completion of k with respect to | - | can also be used as a completion with
respect to | - |, by taking the ath power of the natural extension of |- | to the
completion.

If p is a prime number, then the field Q, of p-adic numbers is obtained by
completing Q with respect to the p-adic absolute value function.

1.8 Lipschitz conditions

Let X, Y be sets with semimetrics dx, dy, respectively. As usual, a mapping
f from X into Y is said to be uniformly continuous if for every ¢ > 0 there is a
0 > 0 such that

(1.8.1) dy (f(z), f(w)) <e

for every xz,w € X with dx(z,w) < §. Of course, uniform continuity implies
ordinary continuity.

Let a be a positive real number, and let C' be a nonnegative real number. A
mapping f from X into Y is said to be Lipschitz of order o with constant C' if

(18.2) dy (f(2), f(w)) < C dx (z,w)"

for every x,w € X. Note that this implies that f is uniformly continuous.
Constant mappings from X into Y are clearly Lipschitz of any order o > 0,
with constant C = 0. If dy is a metric on Y, and a mapping f from X into Y
is Lipschitz of some order o > 0 with constant C' = 0, then f is constant on X.

Suppose for the moment that Y is the real line with the standard Euclidean
metric. In this case, (1.8.2) is the same as saying that

(1.8.3) |f(z) = flw)] < Cdx (2, w)"

for every z,w € X, where |-| is the standard absolute value function on R. One
can check that this holds if and only if

(1.8.4) f@) < f(w) + Cdx (2, w)®

for every xz,w € X. More precisely, in order to obtain (1.8.3) from (1.8.4), one
can also use the analogue of (1.8.4) with the roles of z and w exchanged.
Let 29 € X and a > 0 be given, and put

(1.8.5) faw(®) = dx(x,20)

for every z € X. If dx(z,w)® is a semimetric on X, then f, , satisfies (1.8.4)
with C' =1 for every z,w € X. This implies that f, ;, is Lipschitz of order o
with constant C' = 1 as a real-valued function on X, as before.
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Suppose now that f is a real-valued function on the real line, where R is
equipped with the standard Euclidean metric. If f is Lipschitz of order oo > 1
with some constant C, then it is well known and not too difficult to show that
f is constant on R.

Let X, Y be arbitrary sets with semimetrics dx, dy again. If a mapping f
from X into Y is Lipschitz of order a« = 1 with constant C' > 0, then one may
simply say that f is Lipschitz with constant C.

A mapping f from X into Y is an isometry with respect to dx and dy if

(1.8.6) dy (f(z), f(w)) = dx (z, w)

for every z,w € X. Similarly, f is said to be bilipschitz with constant C' > 1 if
(1.8.7) C™dx (z,w) < dy(f(2), f(w)) < Cdx(z,w)

for every x,w € X. This implies that f is injective on X when dx is a metric
on X. Of course, (1.8.6) is the same as (1.8.7) with C' = 1. If f is injective,
then (1.8.7) is the same as saying that f is Lipschitz with constant C, and that
the inverse mapping f ! is Lipschitz with constant C, as a mapping from f(X)
into X, and using the restriction of dy to f(X).

Let X4,..., X, be finitely many sets, and put X = H?zl X, as usual. If
1 <1 < n, then let p; be the natural coordinate projection from X into X, so
that p;(z) = x; is the Ith coordinate of € X. Let d; be a semimetric on X

for each j = 1,...,n, and let c@ be the corresponding semimetric on X, as in
Section 1.2. Thus R

(1.8.8) di(z,y) = di(p(z), pi(y))

for every x,y € X and [ = 1,...,n, so that p; is an isometry from X into X;

with respect to d; and d;. Similarly, for each [ = 1,...,n, p; is Lipschitz of order
o = 1 with constant C = 1 with respect to any of the semimetrics d, d’, and d”
defined on X as in Section 1.5, and d; on Xj;.

1.9 Norms and seminorms

Let k be a field with an absolute value function |- |, and let V' be a vector space
over k. A nonnegative real-valued function N on V is said to be a seminorm or
pseudonorm with respect to | - | on k if it satisfies the following two conditions.
First,

(1.9.1) N(tv) = |t| N(v)

for every v € V and t € k. Second,
(1.9.2) N(v+w) < N(v)+ N(w)

for every v,w € V. Note that (1.9.1) implies that N(v) = 0 when v = 0. If we
also have that
(1.9.3) N(v) >0 when v #0,
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then N is said to be a norm on V. If N is any seminorm on V', then the set of
v € V such that N(v) = 0 is a linear subspace of V.

A nonnegative real-valued function N on V is said to be a semi-ultranorm
if it satisfies (1.9.1) and

(1.9.4) N(v+ w) <max(N(v), N(w))

for every v,w € V. Of course, (1.9.4) implies (1.9.2). If N also satisfies (1.9.3),
then N is said to be an ultranorm on V. If N is a semi-ultranorm on V', and
N(v) > 0 for some v € V, then one can check that |-| is an ultrametric absolute
value function on k.

If N is a seminorm on V/, then it is easy to see that

(1.9.5) dy(v,w) = N(v—w)

is a semimetric on V. This is a metric on V' when N is a norm on V. Similarly,
this is a semi-ultrametric on V' when N is a semi-ultranorm on V, and an
ultrametric on V' when N is an ultranorm on V.

If | -| is the trivial absolute value function on k, then the trivial ultranorm is
defined on V' by putting N(v) equal to 0 when v = 0, and equal to 1 otherwise.
One can verify that this defines an ultranorm on V', for which the corresponding
ultrametric is the discrete metric.

If | - | is any absolute value function on k and 0 < a < 1, then |- |* is an
absolute value function on k too, as in Section 1.7. If IV is a seminorm on V'
with respect to |- | on k, then one can check that
(1.9.6) N(v)*

is a seminorm on V' with respect to |- |*. Similarly, if | - | is an ultrametric
absolute value function on k, then |-|* is an ultrametric absolute value function
on k for every a > 0. If N is a semi-ultranorm on V' with respect to |- | on k,
then it is easy to see that (1.9.6) is a semi-ultranorm on V with respect to | - |

on k. In both cases, we have that
(1.9.7) dye(v,w) = N(v—w)* =dy(v,w)*

for every v,w € V.

1.10 Some basic examples

Let X be a nonempty set, and let k be a field with an absolute value function
| - |. The space ¢(X,k) of all k-valued functions on X is a vector space over
k, with respect to pointwise addition and scalar multiplication of functions. If
r € X, then put

(1.10.1) Na(f) = |f (@)
for every f € ¢(X, k). It is easy to see that this defines a seminorm on ¢(X, k),
with respect to |- | on k. If | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on k,

then N, is a semi-ultranorm on ¢(X, k).
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If f € c(X, k), then the support of f is defined to be the set of x € X such that
f(xz) #0. Let coo(X, k) be the set of f € ¢(X, k) whose support has only finitely
many elements. It is easy to see that coo(X, k) is a linear subspace of ¢(X, k).
Of course, if X has only finitely many elements, then coo(X, k) = ¢(X, k).

If f € coo(X, k), then put

(1.10.2) £l = > 1f@),

zeX
/
(1103) il = (Zire@p) "
zeX
(110.4 1fle = max|f(@)]

More precisely, the sums over z € X on the right sides of the first two reduce
to finite sums of nonnegative real numbers, by hypothesis. One can check that
each of these is a norm on coo(X, k), with respect to |- | on k. This uses the
triangle inequality for the standard Euclidean norm on R"™ to get the triangle
inequality for || - ||2, as usual. If | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on
|- |, then || - |loo is an ultranorm on coo(X, k).

Similarly, let a be a positive real-valued function on X. If f € coo(X, k),
then put

(1.10.5) Iflia = > a(@)[f@)],

reX

(1106) e = (Y a@?is@P)"
zeX

(1.10.7) floca = max(a(@) |£(x).

One can verify that each of these defines a norm on cgo(X, k), with respect to
| -] on k. If | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on k, then || - [|co,q is
an ultranorm on coo(X, k). Of course, if a(z) = 1 for every z € X, then these
three norms are the same as the ones in the preceding paragraph.

Let f € ¢oo(X, k) be given, and observe that

(1.10.8) [flloc,a < [1f]

l,a

and
(1.10.9) I fllooa < IIF

Using (1.10.8), we get that

|2,a-

(110.10)  Ifl30 =D a@)?|f@)> < |If

rzeX

10 I floeia < 117 a-

Thus
(1.10.11) 1fll2.a < 1fll1a-



1.11. REGULARITY AND NORMALITY 15

Let b be another positive real-valued function on X. Suppose for the moment
that X has only finitely many elements. It is easy to see that

(1.10.12) 1lha < (D al@)/b(@)) 1 fllscs

zeX
Similarly,
1/2
(1.10.13) 1120 < (D al@)?/6@)?) " 1o
reX

We also have that

2,b,

(110.14) £l1e < (3 atwr2n@?) 1]

zeX

by the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality.
Suppose now that X =Z,. If Z;’il a(7)/b(j) converges, as an infinite series
of positive real numbers, then

(1.10.15) 1la < (D2 at)/6G)) 1l

j=1

Similarly, if 3272, a(j)?/b(j)* converges, then

1/2
(1.10.16) £l < (D al@)?/66)?) " 1l
j=1
In this case, we also get that
© 1/2
(1.10.17) £l < (32 aG)/6)%) 1z

Jj=

—

1.11 Regularity and normality

Let X be a topological space. Remember that X is said to satisfy the first
separation condition if for every pair of distinct elements x, y of X, there is an
open set U C X such that x € U and y ¢ U. This is symmetric in z and y, so
that there is also an open set V' C X such that y € V and = ¢ U. One may
also say that X is a T} space in this case. It is well known that this holds if and
only if every subset of X with only one element is a closed set.

Similarly, X satisfies the second separation condition if for every pair x, y
of distinct elements of X, there are disjoint open subsets U, V' of X such that
z € U and y € V. One may say that X is a Ty space in this case, or that
X is Hausdorff.. Of course, this implies that X satisfies the first separation
condition.
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We say that X satisfies the zeroth separation condition if for every pair z,
y of distinct elements of X, there is an open set in X that contains one of the
two points, and not the other. Equivalently, one may say that X is a Ty space
in this case. The first separation condition clearly implies this one.

Let us say that X is regular in the strict sense if for every x € X and
closed set E C X with z € FE there are disjoint open subsets U, V of X such
that x € U and E C V. If X also satisfies the first or even zeroth separation
condition, then X is said to be regular in the strong sense. In this case, one
may say that X satisfies the third separation condition, or equivalently that X
is a T3 space, but sometimes these terms are used for regularity in the strict
sense. Similarly, regularity is sometimes used to mean regularity in the strict
sense, and sometimes it is used to mean regularity in the strong sense.

We say that X is normal in the strict sense if for every pair A, B of disjoint
closed subsets of X, there are disjoint open sets U,V C X such that A C U
and B C V. If X satisfies the first separation condition as well, then X is said
to be normal in the strong sense. If X is normal in the strong sense, then one
may say that X satisfies the fourth separation condition, or equivalently that
X is a Ty space, but these terms are sometimes used for regularity in the strict
sense. Sometimes normality is used to mean normality in the strict sense, and
sometimes it is used to mean normality in the strong sense.

A pair of subsets A, B of X are said to be separated in X if

(1.11.1) ANB=ANB=1,

where A, B are the closures of A, B in X, respectively, as usual. If Y C X and
A, B CY, then it is well known that A, B are separated in X if and only if A,
B are separated in Y, with respect to the induced topology. This is because the
closure of A in Y is the same as the intersection of Y with the closure of A in
X.

We say that X is completely normal in the strict sense if for every pair
A, B of separated subsets of X there are disjoint open sets U,V C X such
that A C U and B C V. If X satisfies the first separation condition too,
then X is said to be completely normal in the strong sense. If X is completely
normal in the strong sense, then one may say that X satisfies the fifth separation
condition, or equivalently that X is a T5 space, but these terms are sometimes
used for complete normality in the strict sense. As before, complete normality is
sometimes used to mean complete normality in the strict sense, and sometimes
it is used to mean complete normality on the strong sense.

If X is regular in the strong sense, then it is easy to see that X is Hausdorff.
Similarly, if X is normal in the strong sense, then X is regular in the strong
sense. If X is completely normal in the strict sense, then X is normal in the
strict sense, because disjoint closed subsets of X are separated in X. If X is
completely normal in the strong sense, then it follows that X is normal in the
strong sense.

Let Y be a subset of X again, equipped with the induced topology. If X
satisfies the zeroth, first, or second separation condition, then it is well known
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that Y has the same property. Similarly, if X is regular in the strict sense,
then Y is regular in the strict sense. If X is regular in the strong sense, then it
follows that Y is regular in the strong sense.

If X is completely normal in the strict sense, then Y is completely normal
in the strict sense. This uses the fact that separated subsets of Y are separated
in X as well. If X is completely normal in the strong sense, then it follows that
Y is completely normal in the strong sense.

It is well known that X is regular in the strict sense if and only if for every
r € X and open set W C X with x € W, there is an open set U C X such that
x €U and U C W. Similarly, X is normal in the strict sense if and only if for
every pair of open subsets U, W of X with U C W, there is an open set V C X
such that U CV and V C W.

We say that X is completely regular in the strict sense if for every z € X
and closed set ¥ C X with z ¢ E there is a continuous real-valued function f
on X such that f(z) > 0 and f(y) = 0 for every y € E. Of course, this uses the
standard topology on R, as the range of f. One may also ask that f(z) = 1,
and that 0 < f(z) <1 for every z € X.

If X also satisfies the first or even zeroth separation condition, then X s said
to be completely regular in the strong sense. In this case, one may say that X
satisfies separation condition number three-and-a-half, or equivalently that X
is a T} 1 space, but these terms are sometimes used for complete regularity in
the strict sense. As usual, complete requarity is sometimes used to mean com-
plete regularity in the strict sense, and sometimes it is used to mean complete
regularity in the strong sense.

If X is completely regular in the strict sense, then it is easy to see that X is
regular in the strict sense, because the real line is Hausdorff with respect to the
standard topology. If X is completely regular in the strong sense, then it follows
that X is regular in the strong sense. If X is normal in the strong sense, then
it is well known that X is completely regular in the strong sense, by Urysohn’s
lemma.

If X is completely regular in the strict sense and Y C X, then it is easy to
see that Y is completely regular in the strict sense, with respect to the induced
topology. If X is completely regular in the strong sense, then it follows that Y
is completely regular in the strong sense, with respect to the induced topology.

1.12 Related properties of semimetrics

Let X be a set, and let d(-,-) be a semimetric on X. If ¥ C X, then the
restriction of d(-, -) to elements of Y defines a semimetric on Y. It is well known
that the topology determined on Y by the restriction of d(-,-) to Y is the same
as the topology induced on Y by the topology determined on X by d(-,-). To
see this, let y € Y and r > 0 be given, and let Bx(y,r), By (y,r) be the open
balls in X, Y, respectively, centered at y, with radius r, and with respect to
d(-,-) or its restriction to Y, as appropriate. Observe that

(1121) By(y,T) :BX(y,r)ﬂY.
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Using this, one can check that any open subset of Y with respect to the induced
topology is also an open set with respect to the topology determined by the
restriction of d(-,-) to Y. One can also use (1.12.1) to get that By (y,r) is an
open set in Y with respect to the induced topology. Of course, every open set
in Y with respect to the topology determined by the restriction of d(-,-) to Y
can be expressed as a union of open balls in Y. It follows that every such subset
of Y is an open set with respect to the induced topology on Y, because it is a
union of open sets with respect to the induced topology.

As mentioned in Section 1.2, X is Hausdorff with respect to the topology
determined by d(-,-) when d(-,-) is a metric on X, and it is necessary for d(-,-)
to be a metric on X in order for X to satisfy the first or even zeroth separation
condition with respect to the topology determined by d(-,-). One can check
that X is regular in the strict sense with respect to the topology determined by
d(-,-), using the fact that closed balls in X with respect to d(-, -) are closed sets.
One can also verify that X is completely normal in the strict sense with respect
to the topology determined by d(-,-), in the same way as for metric spaces.

If g € X, then

(1.12.2) fuo(x) = d(x, 20)

is continuous as a real-valued function on X, as in Section 1.8. Using this, it is
easy to see that X is completely regular in the strict sense with respect to the
topology determined by d(-,-).

A topological space Y is said to be zero dimensional if the collection of
subsets of Y that are both open and closed is a base for the topology of Y. In
this case, Y is regular in the strict sense, and in fact completely regular in the
strict sense. This also implies that any subset of Y is zero dimensional, with
respect to the induced topology. If d(-, ) is a semi-ultrametric on X, then X is
zero dimensional with respect to the topology determined by d(-,-).

A topological space Y is said to be totally separated if for every pair of
distinct elements yq, yo of Y, there is an open set U; C Y such that Uy is a
closed set, y; € Uy, and yo € Y \ Uy. Of course, this means that Uy = Y \ Uy
is open and closed, y; € Y \ U, and yo € Us. If Y is totally separated, then
Y is Hausdorff, and every subset of Y is totally separated, with respect to the
induced topology. If Y is zero dimensional and satisfies the zeroth separation
condition, then Y is totally separated. If d(-,-) is an ultrametric on X, then X
is totally separated with respect to the topology determined by d(-,-).

Let Y be a set, and let 71, 72 be topologies on Y, with 7, C 7. If Y satisfies
the zeroth, first, or second separation condition with respect to 7y, then it is
easy to see that Y has the same property with respect to 7. Similarly, if YV is
totally separated with respect to 71, then Y is totally separated with respect to
T2.

Remember that a subset E of a topological space Y is said to be totally
disconnected if E does not contain any connected sets with at least two elements.
If Y is totally separated, then one can check that Y is totally disconnected.
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1.13 Formal series

Let k be a field, and let T be an indeterminate. As in [17, 28], we normally use
upper-case letters for indeterminates, and lower-case letters for elements of k.
Let k((T)) be the space of formal sums of the form

(1.13.1) fr) =3 51,
J=Jo

where jo € Z and f; € k for each j > jo. More precisely, we consider f; € k
to be defined for every j € Z, with f; = 0 when j < jo. We may also use the
notation
(1.13.2) [I)y= > fT

j>>—00
for an element of k((7')), as in [17].

Equivalently, k£((T)) may be considered as the space of k-valued functions
on Z that are equal to zero at all but at most finitely many negative integers.
This is a linear subspace of the space ¢(Z, k) of all k-valued functions on Z, as
a vector space over k with respect to pointwise addition and scalar multiplica-
tion of functions. Of course, this corresponds to termwise addition and scalar
multiplication of formal sums as in the preceding paragraph.

Let f(T) be as in (1.13.1), and let g(T') = 3=,_; g T" be another element of
kE((T)). If n € Z, then put

(1.13.3) ho= > figni= Y fia

Jj=—00 Jjt+l=n

where the second sum is taken over all j,1 € Z with j +1 =n. It is easy to see
that all but finitely many terms in these sums are equal to 0, so that these sums
reduce to finite sums in k. One can also check that h,, = 0 when n < jy + lg, so
that

(1.13.4) WMT)= > haT"
n=jo+lo
is an element of k£((T)). Put

(1.13.5) f(T)g(T) = W(T),

which is defined to be the product of f(T') and ¢g(T) in k((T)).

It is well known not difficult to verify that k((7)) is a commutative asso-
ciative algebra over k with respect to this definition of multiplication. If we
identify elements of k& with the corresponding multiple of 7 in k((7')), then k
corresponds to a subalgebra of k((7')). It is easy to see that the multiplicative
identity element 1 in k corresponds to the multiplicative identity element of
E((T)) in this way.

The algebra k[T of formal polynomials in T with coefficients in k£ may be
identified with the subalgebra of k((T")) consisting of f(7T') as in (1.13.1) with
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Jo =0 and f; = 0 for all but finitely many j > jo. Similarly, the algebra k[[T7]
of formal power series in T with coefficients in & may be identified with the
subalgebra of k((7T')) consisting of f(T) as in (1.13.1) with jo = 0.

If a(T) € K[[T]] and n is a nonnegative integer, then

n

(1.13.6) > a(m)'T!

=0

defines an element of k[[T]], where the [ = 0 term is interpreted as being equal
to 1, as usual. Note that

(1.13.7) (1—a(T)T) En:a(T)l T =1—qa(T)" T,
=0

by a standard computation.
It is easy to define

(1.13.8) ia(T)l T!
=0

as an element of k[[T], by taking the coefficient of 77 in the sum to be the same
as in (1.13.6) when n > j. One can check that

(1.13.9) (1—a(T)T) ia(T)l T =1,
=0

using (1.13.7). This shows that 1 — a(7)T has multiplicative inverse equal to
(1.13.8) in K[[T7]].

Let f(T) be as in (1.13.1) again, and suppose that f;, # 0. In this case,
f(T) can be expressed as

(1.13.10) f(T)=fj, T (1 —a(T)T)

for some a(T) € K[[T]]. It follows that f(7') has a multiplicative inverse in
k((T)), by the remarks in the preceding paragraph. Thus k((T)) is a field.
If f(T') is as in (1.13.1) and f}, # 0, then put

(1.13.11) Jo(f(T)) = jo-

This may be interpreted as being +o0o when f(7) = 0. One can check that
(1.13.12) Jo(f(T) g(T)) = jo(f(T)) + jo(g(T))

and

(1.13.13) Jo(f(T) + g(T)) = min(jo(f(T)), jo(9(T)))

for every f(T),g(T) € k((T)), with suitable interpretations when f(T) or g(T')
is 0.
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Let r be a positive real number less than or equal to 1. If f(T) € k((T))
and f(T) # 0, then put ,
(1.13.14) | (1), = rPoU (D)

and put |f(T)|, = 0 when f(T) = 0. It is easy to see that |- |, defines an
ultrametric absolute value function on k((7')), using (1.13.12) and (1.13.13). If
r = 1, then this is the trivial absolute value function on k((T)). If a is a positive
real number, then 0 < 7% <1, and

(1.13.15) IS (D)= [£(T)]ra
for every f(T) € k((T)).

1.14 Bounded sets

Let X be a set, and let d(z,y) be a semimetric on X. One may say that a subset
E of X is bounded with respect to d if E is contained in a ball in X. It may be
helpful to consider the empty set as a bounded subset of X, even when X = ().
Equivalently, one may say that E is bounded when the set of nonnegative real
numbers of the form d(z, y), with z,y € E, has an upper bound in R. Of course,
this holds automatically when E = (.

If z,y € X, then

(1.14.1) B(x,r) C B(y,d(z,y) + 1)
for every r > 0, and - o
(1.14.2) B(z,r) C B(y,d(z,y) +1)

for every r > 0. If E is contained in a ball in X centered at a point y € X, then
this implies that E is contained in a ball centered at any x € X, with a radius
that depends on z. It follows that the union of finitely many bounded subsets
of X is bounded as well.

If F is compact with respect to the topology determined on X by d(-, ), and
z € X, then FE is contained in an open ball in X centered at x with respect to
d(-,-). This can be seen using the family of open balls B(z,r) with r € Z as
an open covering of F in X.

If F is a nonempty bounded subset of X, then the diameter of E with respect
to d(-,-) is defined as usual by

(1.14.3) diam E = diamy E = sup{d(z,y) : z,y € E}.

This may be interpreted as being 0 when E = (), and as being +oo when E is
not bounded in X.

If E is a bounded subset of X, then one can check that the closure E of E
in X with respect to the topology determined by d(,-) is bounded too, with

(1.14.4) diam FE = diam E.
If AC E, then A is bounded as well, with
(1.14.5) diam A < diam F.
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If E C X is bounded and = € F, then
(1.14.6) E C B(x,diam E).
If E C B(y,r) for some y € X and r > 0, then it is easy to see that
(1.14.7) diam F < 2.
If d(-,-) is a semi-ultrametric on X, then we have that
(1.14.8) diam E < r

in this case.

Suppose that d(z,y)® is also a semimetric on X for some a > 0. Observe
that £ C X is bounded with respect to d(-,-) if and only if F is bounded with
respect to d(-,-)?, with
(1.14.9) diamge E = (diamg E)®.

Let dy,...,d, be finitely many semimetrics on X, and let d be their max-
imum, which is a semimetric on X too, as in Section 1.5. One can check that
E C X is bounded with respect to d if and only if E is bounded with respect
to d; for each j =1,...,n, with

(1.14.10) diamg E' = max (diamg; E).
1<j<n
Let d' be the sum of dy,...,d,, which is another semimetric on X, as in

Section 1.5 again. It is easy to see that £ C X is bounded with respect to d’ if
and only if & is bounded with respect to d; for each j =1,...,n, with

(1.14.11) 1rélja<xn(d1amd E) < diamg E < Zldiamdj E.
]:
Remember that the square root of the sum of the squares of dy, . .., d,, defines

a semimetric d” on X, as in Section 1.5. One can verify that £ C X is bounded
with respect to d” if and only if E if bounded with respect to d; for each
j=1,...,n, with

n 1/2

. . < " < .

(1.14.12) lgljagn(dlamd E) < diamgs E (Zl (diamg; E) )
j:

Let dx be a semimetric on X, and let Y be a set with a semimetric dy.
Suppose that f is a mapping from X into Y that is Lipschitz of order a > 0
with constant C' > 0, as in Section 1.8. If E C X is bounded with respect to
dx, then f(FE) is bounded in Y with respect to dy, with

(1.14.13) diamg, f(F) < C (diamg, F)“.

Let Xi,..., X, be finitely many sets, and put X = [/_, X;. Also let d;

be a semimetric on X; for each j = 1,...,n, and let J] be the corresponding
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semimetric on X, as in Section 1.2. This leads to semimetrics c?, d , and d"
on X, as in Section 1.5. If E; C X; is bounded with respect to d; for each
j=1,....n, then £ = H;’L:I E; is bounded with respect to these semimetrics
on X.

More precisely, suppose that E; # 0 for each j = 1,...,n. Under these
conditions,

(1.14.14) diam~ E = éljagxn(diamdj E;).

Similarly,

(1.14.15) 1ré1]a§xn(diamdj E;) < diams; B/ < Zl diamgy, F;
=

and

. . “ N\ 172
(1.14.16)  max (diamg; Ej) < diams;, E < (Z(dlamd‘j E;) ) .

1<j<n ;
Jj=1

1.15 Totally bounded sets

Let X be a set, and let d(x,y) be a semimetric on X again. A subset F of
X is said to be totally bounded in X with respect to d if for every r > 0, F
is contained in the union of finitely many open balls in X of radius r. This is
equivalent to asking that for every r > 0, E' can be covered by finitely many
closed balls of radius r in X. Totally bounded sets are automatically bounded,
because the union of finitely many bounded sets is bounded, as in the previous
section. Note that the union of finitely many totally bounded subsets of X is
totally bounded as well.

If E is compact with respect to the topology determined on X by d(-, ), then
it is easy to see that F is totally bounded with respect to d, by covering E with
open balls of radius r for any r > 0. Of course, subsets of totally bounded sets
are totally bounded too. If E is any totally bounded subset of X, then it is easy
to see that the closure E of E in X with respect to the topology determined
by d(,-) is totally bounded, using the characterization of totally bounded sets
in terms of coverings by closed balls. It is well known that subsets of complete
metric spaces that are both closed and totally bounded are compact.

One can check that £ C X is totally bounded if and only if for every r > 0,
E' is contained in the union of finitely many sets, each of which has diameter
less than or equal to r. One may as well take these sets to be contained in F,
by taking their intersections with F, if necessary. If F is totally bounded, then
it follows that for each r > 0, E can be covered by finitely many open balls in
X of radius r, centered at points in F.

Let Xy be a subset of X, so that the restriction of d(-,-) to X, defines a
semimetric on Xg. If £ C Xy, then one can check that FE is totally bounded as
a subset of X if and only if F is totally bounded as a subset of Xy. This can
be seen using the characterization of total boundedness in terms of covering F
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by finitely many subsets of itself of small diameter, or in terms of covering F
by finitely many balls of small radius centered at elements of E.

Let Y be another set with a semimetric dy, and let f be a uniformly con-
tinuous mapping from X into Y. If £ C X is totally bounded, then one can
verify that f(F) is totally bounded in Y.

Let dy,...,d, be finitely many semimetrics on X, and let d be their maxi-
mum, so that d is a semimetric on X as well, as in Section 1.5. If Ay,..., A,
are subsets of X, then

n
(1.15.1) diamy (jq Aj> < 1rélja§n(diamdj Aj).

If F C X is totally bounded with respect to d, then F is clearly totally
bounded with respect to d; for each j = 1,...,n. Conversely, suppose that £
is totally bounded with respect to d; for each j = 1,...,n, and let » > 0 be
given. Thus, for each j =1,...,n, E is contained in the union of finitely many
subsets of X, each of which has diameter less than or equal to r with respect
to d;. If one takes the intersection of sets from each of these coverings, then
one gets a subset of X with diameter less than or equal to r with respect to d,
as in (1.15.1). There are only finitely many subsets of X obtained by taking
intersections in this way, and E is contained in the union of these intersections.
This means that E is contained in the union of finitely many subsets of X with
diameter less than or equal to r with respect to d. It follows that E is totally
bounded in X with respect to d under these conditions.

Let n be a positive integer again, and let X; be a set with a semimetric d;
for each j = 1,...,n. Put X = H;L:lXj, and let c?l be the semimetric on X
corresponding to d; on X, for each [ = 1,...,n. Remember that the maximum
dof dy, 1 <1 <mn,isasemimetric on X too, as in Section 1.5. If E; C X is
totally bounded with respect to d; for each j =1,...,n, then

n
(1.15.2) E=]]E;
j=1

is totally bounded in X with respect to d.

To see this, let 7 > 0 be given, so that F; can be covered by finitely many
subsets of X; with diameter less than or equal to r for each 7 = 1,...,n. If
A; € X; has diameter less than or equal to r with respect to d; for each
j=1,...,n, then

(1.15.3) A=T]4,
has diameter less than or equal to r in X with respect to &\7 as in the previous

section. This permits one to cover E by finitely many subsets of X with diameter
less than or equal to r with respect to d.
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Alternatively, let p; be the natural coordinate projection from X into X; for
each [ =1,...,n. It is easy to see that

(1.15.4) it (Ey)

is totally bounded in X with respect to El for each [ = 1,...,n, because Ej is
totally bounded in X with respect to d;. This implies that £ is totally bounded
in X with respect to d; for each | = 1,...,n, because E C pfl(El). It follows
that E is totally bounded in X with respect to c?, because d is the maximum of
dy,...,dy, as before.



Chapter 2

Collections of semimetrics

2.1 Collections and topologies

Let X be a set, and let M be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on X. Let
us say that a subset U of X is an open set with respect to M if for every x € U

there are finitely many elements dy,...,d, of M and positive real numbers
r1,...,Tn such that
n
(2.1.1) () B, (z,75) CU.
j=1

One can check that this defines a topology on X.

If d € M, then open sets in X with respect to d are open sets with respect to
M. In particular, open balls in X with respect to d are open sets with respect
to M. Similarly, closed balls in X with respect to d are closed sets with respect
to M. One can use this to get that X is regular in the strict sense with respect
to the topology determined by M.

Let us say that M is nondegenerate on X if for every x,y € X with z # y
there is a d € M such that
(2.1.2) d(xz,y) > 0.

One can check that X is Hausdorff with respect to the topology determined
by M in this case. One can also verify that nondegeneracy is necessary for
X to satisfy the first or even zeroth separation conditions with respect to the
topology determined by M.

If d e M and zy € X, then

(213) fmo,d(x) = d(xax())

is continuous as a real-valued function on X with respect to the topology deter-
mined on X by d, as in Section 1.8. This implies that f;, 4 is continuous with
respect to the topology determined on X by M. One can use this to get that X
is completely regular in the strict sense with respect to the topology determined

by M.

26
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If the elements of M are semi-ultrametrics on X, then it is easy to see that
X is zero dimensional with respect to the topology determined by M. If M
is also nondegenerate on X, then X is totally separated with respect to this
topology.

If M has only finitely many elements, then one can get a single semimetric on
X that determines the same topology, as in Section 1.5. If M is nondegenerate
on X, then one gets a metric on X in this way.

Let Y be a subset of X, and let My be the collection of semimetrics on
Y obtained by restricting the elements of M to Y. One can check that the
topology determined on Y by My is the same as the topology induced on Y by
the topology determined on X by M.

It is easy to see that a sequence {7,}52, of elements of X converges to x € X
with respect to the topology determined by M if and only if {x; };’;1 converges
to & with respect to every d € M. More precisely, this works for convergence of
nets in X too.

Let I be a nonempty set, let X; be a set for each j € I, and consider
X = Hjel X;. Ifl € I and d; is a semimetric on X;, then let (Z(:E,y) =di(z,y1)
be the corresponding semimetric on X, as in Section 1.2. Let M; be a nonempty
collection of semimetrics on X; for each [ € I, and put

(2.1.4) M, ={d:d € M}
for every [ € I. Thus
(2.1.5) M= M,

lel

is a nonempty collection of semimetrics on X. If M; is nondegenerate on X;
for each [ € I, then it is easy to see that M is nondegenerate on X.

Let p; be the natural coordinate mapping from X into X; for each [ € I, so
that p;(x) = x; is the Ith coordinate of x € X. If x € X, 1 € I, and d; € M;,
then

(2.1.6) p ! (Bx,a (pi(x),r) = By 5 (w,7)

for every r > 0, and
(2.1.7) pl_l(EXl,d, (pu(z),7)) = EX@ (z,7)

for every r > 0. Using this, one can check that the topology determined on X by
M is the same as the product topology defined using the topology determined
on X; by M; for each [ € I.

2.2 Collections and uniform continuity
Let X, Y be sets, let Mx be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on X, and

let dy be a semimetric on Y. Let us say that a mapping f from X into Y is
uniformly continuous with respect to Mx on X and dy on Y if for every € > 0
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there are finitely many elements dy,...,d, of Mx and positive real numbers
01,...,0, such that
(2.2.1) dy (f(z), f(w)) <e

for every z,w € X with
(2.2.2) dj(z,w) < d; foreachj=1,...,n.

Of course, this reduces to the usual definition of uniform continuity when M x
has only one element. It is easy to see that uniform continuity in this sense
implies ordinary continuity, with respect to the topology determined on X by
Mx, and the topology determined on Y by dy.

If M x has only finitely many elements, then one can combine them to get
a single semimetric on X as in Section 1.5. In this case, uniform continuity
with respect to M x on X is equivalent to uniform continuity with respect to a
combined semimetric on X of this type.

Suppose now that My is a nonempty collection of semimetrics on Y. It
is easy to see that a mapping from a topological space into Y is continuous
with respect to the topology determined on Y by My if and only if for every
dy € My, the mapping is continuous with respect to the topology determined
on Y by dy.

Let us say that a mapping f from X into Y is uniformly continuous with
respect to Mx, My if for every dy € My, f is uniformly continuous with
respect to Mx on X and dy on Y, as before. This implies that f is continuous
in the ordinary sense with respect to the topologies determined on X, Y by
Mx, My, respectively, by the remarks in the previous two paragraphs.

Let Z be another set with a nonempty collection Mz of semimetrics. If a
mapping f from X into Y is uniformly continuous with respect to Mx, My,
and if a mapping g from Y into Z is uniformly continuous with respect to My,
Mz, then one can verify that their composition g o f is uniformly continuous
as a mapping from X into Z with respect to Mx, M.

Let Xy be a subset of X, and let Mx, be the collection of semimetrics
on Xy obtained by restricting the elements of Mx to Xy. If f is a mapping
from X into Y, and f is uniformly continuous with respect to Mx on X and
a semimetric dy on Y, then the restriction of f to Xq is uniformly continuous
with respect to Mx, on Xy and dy on Y. If f is uniformly continuous with
respect to Mx on X and My on Y, then it follows that the restriction of f to
X is uniformly continuous with respect to Mx, on Xy and My on Y. Note
that the natural inclusion mapping from Xy into X is uniformly continuous,
with respect to Mx, on Xy and Mx on X.

It is sometimes helpful to consider uniform continuity along a subset X of
X. A mapping f from X into Y is said to be uniformly continuous along Xq with
respect to M x on X and a semimetric dy of Y if for every ¢ > 0 there are finitely
many elements dy, .. .,d, of Mx and positive real numbers 6y, ..., d, such that
(2.2.1) holds for every x € Xy and w € X that satisty (2.2.2). Similarly, let us
say that f is uniformly continuous along X, with respect to M x on X and My
on Y if for every dy € My, f is uniformly continuous along X, with respect
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to Mx on X and dy on Y. In both cases, uniform continuity of f along X
implies that the restriction of f to Xy is uniformly continuous with respect to
Mx,, as in the preceding paragraph. Uniform continuity of f along Xy also
implies that f is continuous at every point on X, with respect to the topology
determined on X by Mx, and the topology determined on Y by dy or My, as
appropriate.

Suppose that a mapping f from X into Y is continuous at every point in
Xy, with respect to the topology determined on X by M x, and the topology
determined on Y by a semimetric dy. If X is compact in X, then f is uniformly
continuous along Xy. Indeed, let € > 0 be given, and observe that for every
x € X there is a finite subset Mx(z) of Mx and a positive real number §(x)
such that

(2.2.3) dy (f(x), f(w)) <e/2

for every w € X with
(2.2.4) dx(z,w) < é(x) for each dx € Mx(z).

If € Xy, then put

(2.2.5) Bx(z)= (] Bxuax(2,)/2),
dx EMx (x)

which is an open set in X that contains x. If Xy is compact, then there are

finitely many elements 1, ..., z, of Xy such that
(2.2.6) Xo € | Bx(x)).
j=1
Put .
(2.2.7) Mx(Xo,€) = | Mx(a)),
j=1

which is a finite subset of M x, and

(2.2.8) 0(Xo,€) = 1I§nji£n(5(a:j)/2).

Let x € Xg and w € X be given, with

(2.2.9) dx(z,w) < 6(Xo,€) for every dx € Mx(Xo,e€).
Note that © € Bx(xz;) for some j, 1 < j < n, by (2.2.6). Thus
(2.2.10) dx(zj,x) < d(x;)/2 for every dx € Mx(z;),
so that

(2.2.11) dx(zj,w) <dx(z;,z) +dx(x,w) < d(z;)/2+ §(Xo,€) < d(z;)
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for every dx € Mx(x;).
It follows that

(2.2.12) dy (f(x;), f(2)), dy (f(x;), f(w)) < €/2,

by the way that d(z;) was chosen. This implies that

(2213)  dy(f(2), f(w)) < dy(f(2), f(z;)) +dy(f(z)), f(w))
< €/24+¢€/2=cF,

as desired. If f is continuous at every point in Xy with respect to the topology
determined on X by Mx and the topology determined on Y by My, and if
X is compact in X, then we get that f is uniformly continuous along X, with
respect to Mx on X and My on Y.

2.3 Uniform structures

Let X be a set, and put

(2.3.1) A=Ax={(z,x): 2z € X}.

If A, B C X x X, then put

(2.3.2) AT ={(z.y) : (y,2) € A}
and
(2.3.3) AoB = {(z,z):thereisay € X such that

(x,y) € A and (y,z) € B}.

If
(2.3.4) At =4,

then A is said to be symmetric in X x X.

A uniformity or uniform structure on X is a nonempty collection U of subsets
of X x X that satisfies the following five conditions, as on pl176 of [45]. First, if
U €U, then

(2.3.5) ACU.
Second, if U € U, then
(2.3.6) U-teu.

Third, if U € U, then there is a V' € U such that
(2.3.7) VoV CU.

Fourth, if U,V € U, then
(2.3.8) Unvelu.
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Fifth, if U € Y/ and U C W C X x X, then
(2.3.9) Wel.

Under these conditions, (X,i) is said to be a uniform space.

A collection B of subsets of X x X is said to be a base for a uniformity U
on X if U is the same as the collection of subsets W of X x X for which there
is a U € B such that
(2.3.10) UcCw.

In particular, this means that B C U.

Let B be a nonempty collection of subsets of X x X that satisfies the first
three conditions in the definition of a uniformity. If the intersection of any two
elements of B contains another element of B as a subset, then one can check
that B is a base for a uniformity on X. Of course, this holds when B satisfies
the fourth condition in the definition of a uniformity.

Let By be a collection of subsets of X x X, and let By be the collection of
subsets of X x X obtained by taking the intersections of finitely many elements
of By. If By is a base for a uniformity U on X, then By is said to be a sub-base
for U.

Let By be a nonempty collection of subsets of X x X that satisfies the first
three conditions in the definition of a uniformity. If B is as in the preceding
paragraph, then one can verify that B; satisfies the first four conditions in the
definition of a uniformity. This implies that B; is a base for a uniformity on X,
as before.

Let d(-,-) be a semimetric on X, and for each positive real number r, put

(2.3.11) Usr ={(r,y) € X x X :d(z,y) <r}.
Clearly

(2.3.12) ACU,,

and

(2.3.13) Uyl = U,

for every r > 0. It is easy to see that

(2.3.14) UgroUgt CUqgrit

for every r,;t > 0, using the triangle inequality. It follows that
(2.3.15) {Ugr : 7 >0}

satisfies the first four conditions in the definition of a uniformity. This implies
that (2.3.15) is a base for a uniformity on X, as before.

It is well known that a uniformity & on X corresponds to a semimetric on
X in this way if and only there is a base for ¢ with only finitely or countably
many elements, as in the metrization theorem on p186 of [45]. Of course, the
“only if” part can be verified directly.
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Similarly, let M be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on X. It is easy
to see that
(2.3.16) {Ugr:deM,r>0}

satisfies the first three conditions in the definition of a uniformity. It follows
that (2.3.16) is a sub-base for a uniformity on X, as before. It is well known
that every uniformity corresponds to a collection of semimetrics in this way, as
in Theorem 15 on p188 of [45].

2.4 More on uniform structures
Let (X,U) be a uniform space. If U C X x X and =z € X, then put
(2.4.1) U] ={y e X : (z,y) € U}.

A subset W of X is said to be an open set with respect to U if for every x € W
there is a U € U such that
(2.4.2) Ulr] C W,

as on pl78 of [45]. One can check that this defines a topology on X. If U
corresponds to a nonempty collection M of semimetrics on X, then the topology
on X associated to U is the same as the topology determined on X by M as in
Section 2.1.

Let A be a subset of X, and consider the interior of A with respect to the
topology determined by U. One can show that this is the same as the set of
x € A for which there is a U € U such that

(2.4.3) Ulz] C A,

as in Theorem 4 on pl78 of [45]. In particular, if x € X and V' € U, then z is
an element of the interior of V[x] with respect to the topology determined by
U.

IfUC X x X and A C X, then put

(2.4.4) UAl={ye X : (z,y) € U for some z € A} = U Ulx].
T€EA

One can show that the closure of A with respect to the topology determined by
U can be expressed as

(2.4.5) A= (U4,
Uveu

as in the first part of Theorem 7 on p179 of [45]. In particular,
(2.4.6) ACU[A

for every U € U. Using this, one can check that X is regular in the strict sense,
with respect to the topology determined by U.
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A uniform space (X,U) is said to be separated or Hausdorff if

(2.4.7) U=A
veu

It is well known that X is Hausdorff with respect to the topology associated
to U if and only if (X,U) is Hausdorff as a uniform space, as on p180 of [45].
If U corresponds to a nonempty collection M of semimetrics on X, then this
happens exactly when M is nondegenerate on X, as in Section 2.1.

Let Ux be a uniformity on X, and let Y be another set with a uniformity
Uy . Under these conditions, one can define uniform continuity for mappings
from X into Y with respect to Ux, Uy as on pl80 of [45]. Uniformly contin-
uous mappings in this sense are automatically continuous with respect to the
topologies associated to the uniformities on X, Y.

Suppose that Ux, Uy are the uniformities associated to nonempty collections
Mx, My of semimetrics on X, Y, respectively. In this case, uniform continuity
of mappings from X to Y with respect to Ux, Uy is equivalent to uniform
continuity with respect to Mx, My, as defined in Section 2.2.

Let U, Us be uniformities on X. Note that

(2.4.8) Us C U

if and only if the identity mapping on X is uniformly continuous as a mapping
from X equipped with U, into X equipped with Us.

Let My, M5 be nonempty collections of semimetrics on X, and let Uy, Us
be the corresponding uniformities on X. It follows that (2.4.8) holds if and only
if the identity mapping on X is uniformly continuous as a mapping from X
equipped with M into X equipped with M, in the sense of Section 2.2. Thus

(2.4.9) Uy = Uy

if and only if the identity mapping on X is uniformly continuous as a mapping
from X equipped with M into X equipped with M, and as a mapping from
X equipped with M5 into X equipped with M.

Let I be a nonempty set, and let (X, ;) be a uniform space for each j € I.
A natural product uniformity can be defined on X = H]EI X; as on pl82 of
[45]. The topology on X associated to the product uniformity is the same as the
product topology obtained from the topology on X; associated to U; for each
jel.

Suppose that for each j € I, U; is the uniformity associated to a nonempty
collection M of semimetrics on X;. If [ € I, then we get a corresponding
collection M\l of semimetrics on X, as in Section 2.1. Put M = J,¢; M\l, which
is a nonempty collection of semimetrics on X. The product uniformity on X is
the same as the uniformity associated to M.

Let (X,U) be a uniform space again, and let ¥ be a subset of X. One can
check that
(2.4.10) Uy ={UNY xY): U elU}
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defines a uniformity on Y, as on p182 of [45]. The topology on Y associated to
Uy is the same as the topology induced on Y by the topology on X associated to
U. Tf U is the uniformity associated to a nonempty collection M of semimetrics
on X, then Uy is the same as the uniformity associated to the collection My
of semimetrics on Y obtained by restricting the elements of M to Y.

2.5 Quasimetrics

Let X be a set, and let d(x,y) be a nonnegative real-valued function on X x X
that satisfies the first two conditions (1.2.1) and (1.2.2) in the definition of a
semimetric. If there is a nonnegative real number C' such that

(2.5.1) d(z,2) < C(d(z,y) + d(y, 2))

for every x,y,z € M, then d(-,-) may be called a semi-quasimetric on X. If we
also have that d(z,y) > 0 for every x,y € X with x # y, then d(-,-) is called a
quasimetric on X.

Alternatively, one might ask that

(2.5.2) d(z,z) < C" max(d(z,y),d(y, z))

for every x,y,z € X. This condition implies (2.5.1), with C' = C’. Conversely,
(2.5.1) implies (2.5.2), with ¢’ =2C.

Let Uz, € X x X be as in (2.3.11) for each r > 0. Of course, (1.2.1) and
(1.2.2) imply that (2.3.12) and (2.3.13) hold for every r > 0, respectively. If
(2.5.1) holds, then we get that

(2.5.3) UdgroUgr CUqgc (rtt)
for every r,t > 0. Similarly, if (2.5.2) holds, then
(2.5.4) Ugr oUgt € Ugcr max(rt)

for every r,t > 0.

Using either (2.5.3) or (2.5.4), one can check that (2.3.16) is a base for a
uniformity on X when d(-, -) is a semi-quasimetric on X. If d(-, -) is a quasimetric
on X, then this uniformity is Hausdorff.

If d(-,-) is a semi-quasimetric on X and a is a positive real number, then one
can verify that d(x,y)® defines a semi-quasimetric on X too. Note that

(255) Udﬂ,r“ = Ud,r

for every r > 0, so that the uniformities associated to d(-,-) and d(-,-)* on X
are the same.

If d(-,-) is a quasimetric on X, then there is metric p(-,-) on X and positive
real numbers Cy, « such that

(2.5.6) Cy 't p(z,y) < d(z,y)™ < Cop(z,y)
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for every x,y € X. This corresponds to Proposition 14.5 on p110 of [31], and it
is also mentioned in the proof of Theorem 2 on p261 of [58]. Of course, there is
an analogous statement for semi-quasimetrics.

Let k be a field, and let | - | be a nonnegative real-valued function on k
that satisfies the first two conditions (1.4.1) and (1.4.2) in the definition of an
absolute value function. If there is a positive real number C' such that

(2.5.7) [z +y| < C (2| + [y])

for every x,y € k, then |- | may be called a quasimetric absolute value function
on k. Equivalently, one can ask that there be a positive real number C’ such
that

(2.5.8) |z +y| < C" max(|=, |y|)

for every z,y € k, as before.
One can check that (2.5.8) holds if and only if

(2.5.9) 142 <C

for every z € k with |z| < 1. This corresponds to the condition (iii) on p12 of
[17].

If | - | is a quasimetric absolute value function on k and a is a positive real
number, then it is easy to see that |z|* defines a quasimetric absolute value
function on k as well. In fact, |2|® is an absolute value function on k for some
a > 0, as in the corollary on p14 of [17].

2.6 Boundedness and total boundedness

Let X be a set with a nonempty collection M x of semimetrics on X. Let us
say that £ C X is bounded with respect to M x if for each dx € Mx, E is
bounded with respect to dx. This implies that E is bounded with respect to
the maximum of any nonempty finite set of semimetrics in Mx, as in Section
1.14.

If F is compact with respect to the topology determined on X by M x, then
it is easy to see that F is bounded with respect to M x, because of the analogous
statement for boundedness with respect to a single semimetric. Similarly, the
union of finitely many subsets of X that are bounded with respect to Mx is
bounded with respect to Mx as well. If E C X is bounded with respect to
Mx, then the closure E of E with respect to the topology determined by M x
is bounded with respect to M x too. Of course, every subset of E is bounded
with respect to Mx in this case.

Let us say that £ C X is totally bounded with respect to Mx if for each
dx € Mx, FE is totally bounded with respect to dx. This implies that E is
bounded with respect to every dx € Mx, so that E is bounded with respect
to Mx. If E is totally bounded with respect to M x, then it follows that F is
totally bounded with respect to the maximum of any finite set of semimetrics
in My, as in Section 1.15.
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If F is compact with respect to the topology determined on X by M x, then
E is totally bounded with respect to Mx, because of the analogous statement
for total boundedness with respect to a single semimetric. One can check that
the union of finitely many totally bounded sets is totally bounded, the closure
of a totally bounded set is totally bounded, and that subsets of totally bounded
sets are totally bounded.

Let Y be another set with a nonempty collection of semimetrics My, and
let f be a mapping from X to Y that is uniformly continuous with respect to
Mx, My, as in Section 2.2. If E C X is totally bounded with respect to My,
then one can check that f(F) is totally bounded in Y with respect to My . This
uses the fact that F is totally bounded with respect to the maximum of any
nonempty finite set of semimetrics in M x, as before.

Let I be a nonempty set, let X; be a nonempty set for each j € I, and let
E; be a nonempty subset of X; for every j € I. Put X =J[;c; X; and
(2.6.1) E=]]E;

jeI

so that £ C X. Suppose that d; is a semimetric on X; for some [ € I, and let (Yl
be the corresponding semimetric on X, as in Section 1.2. It is easy to see that
F is bounded in X with respect to d; if and only if E; is bounded in X; with
respect to d;, and in fact

(2.6.2) diam> E = diamg, E;.

Similarly, one can check that E is totally bounded in X with respect to c?l if
and only if E; is totally bounded in X; with respect to d;.

Suppose that M; is a nonempty collection of semimetrics on X, for each [ in
I, and let M, be the corresponding collection of semimetrics on X, as in Section
2.1. It is easy to see that ' is bounded in X with respect to M = J;c; M, if
and only if Ej is bounded in X; with respect to M for every [ € I, using the
remarks in the preceding paragraph. Similarly, F is totally bounded in X with
respect to M if and only if Fj is totally bounded in X; with respect to M, for
every [ € I.

Let (X,U) be a uniform space. A subset E of X is said to be totally bounded
if for every U € U there is a finite set A C X such that

(2.6.3) E C U[A]

as on pl98 of [45]. Here U[A] is as in Section 2.4. If i corresponds to a nonempty
collection M of semimetrics on X, then this is equivalent to total boundedness
with respect to M. If F is compact with respect to the topology determined on
X by U, then one can check that F is totally bounded with respect to U.

If U € U, then let us say that B C X is U-small when

(2.6.4) BxBCU
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One can show that F C X is totally bounded with respect to U if and only if
for every U € U, E is contained in the union of finitely many U-small subsets
of X, as on p198 of [45]. If Y C X and E C Y, then one can check that F is
totally bounded in X with respect to U if and only if E is totally bounded in
Y with respect to the uniformity Uy induced on Y by U as in Section 2.4.

2.7 Truncating semimetrics

Let X be a set, let d(z,y) be a semimetric on X, and let ¢ be a positive real
number. Put
(27.1) dy(z, y) = min(d(z,y),t)

for every z,y € X. One can check that this defines a semimetric on X, which is
a metric when d(-,-) is a metric on X. If d(-, ) is a semi-ultrametric on X, then
one can verify that (2.7.1) is a semi-ultrametric on X, and thus an ultrametric
on X when d(-,-) is an ultrametric on X.

If x € X and r is a positive real number, then

(2.7.2) By, (z,r) = Bg(z,r) whenr <t
X when r > t.

Similarly, if r is a nonnegative real number, then

(2.7.3) By, (z,7) = Bg(z,r) whenr <t

= X when r > t.
In particular, the topology determined on X by d; is the same as the topology
determined by d. One can check that F C X is totally bounded with respect
to d; if and only if F is totally bounded with respect to d.

Let Uz, € X x X be as in (2.3.11) for each » > 0, and similarly for d,.
Observe that

(2.7.4) Us,r = Ugy when r <t
= X xX whenr >t

Using this, one can check that the uniform structures on X corresponding to d;
and d are the same.

Let k be a field with an absolute value function |- |, let V' be a vector space
over k, and let N be a seminorm on V' with respect to |- | on k. If v € V, then
put
(2.7.5) N¢(v) = min(N (v), ).

Observe that for each a € k with |a| = 1, we have that
(2.7.6) Ni(av) = Ny(v),
because N(av) = |a| N(v) = N(v). Similarly, if a € k and |a| < 1, then

(2.7.7) Ni(av) < Ni(v),
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because N(av) = |a| N(v) < N(v). Of course, N¢(0) = 0, because N(0) = 0. If
N(v) is a norm on V, then N¢(v) > 0 for every v € V with v #£ 0. If | - | is the
trivial absolute value function on k, then V; satisfies the homogeneity condition
(1.9.1) of a seminorm on V with respect to | - |.

One can check that

(2.7.8) Ni(v+ w) < Ny(v) + Ne(w)

for every v,w € V. Similarly, if N is a semi-ultranorm on V' with respect to |- |,
then one can verify that

(2.7.9) Ni(v 4+ w) < max(Ny(v), Ne(w))

for every v,w € V. If | - | is the trivial absolute value function on k, then it
follows that IV; is a seminorm or semi-ultranorm on V', as appropriate. In this
case, if NV is a norm or ultranorm on V, then V; has the same property.

2.8 Sequences of semimetrics

Let X be a set, and let dy,ds,ds, ... be an infinite sequence of semimetrics on
X. Suppose that
(2.8.1) sup dj(z,y) -0 asj— oo.

z,yeX

Of course, this can always be arranged using suitable truncations of semimetrics,
as in the previous section.

Put
(2.8.2) d(w,y) = maxd;(x,y)

for every x,y € X. More precisely, this is equal to 0 when d;(x,y) = 0 for every
j > 1. Otherwise, if d;(z,y) > 0 for some [ > 1, then d;(z,y) < d;(z,y) for all
sufficiently large j, by (2.8.1). This implies that the right side of (2.8.2) reduces
to the maximum of finitely many terms, and is thus attained.

One can check that (2.8.2) defines a semimetric on X. If d; is a semi-
ultrametric on X for each j > 1, then (2.8.2) is a semi-ultrametric on X too. If
the collection of semimetrics d;, j > 1, is nondegenerate on X, then (2.8.2) is a
metric on X.

Observe that

(2.8.3) By(z,r) = ﬂ By, (x,7)
j=1
for every x € X and r > 0. In fact,

(2.8.4) By(x,7) = (] Ba,(@,7)

when [ is sufficiently large, depending only on r, by (2.8.1). This implies that
open balls in X are open sets with respect to the topology determined on X by
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the collection of d;’s, 7 > 1. It follows that open sets in X with respect to the
topology determined by d are open sets with respect to the topology determined
by the collection of d;’s. It is easy to see that open sets in X with respect to the
topology determined by the collection of d;’s, j > 1, are open sets with respect
to d, so that the two topologies are the same.

Let Ug,» be as in Section 2.3, and similarly for d;, 7 > 1. One can check that

oo
(2.8.5) Ugr = | U,
j=1

for every r > 0. More precisely,

!
(2.8.6) Uar = () Udyr

j=1

when [ is sufficiently large, by (2.8.1). One can use this to get that the uniformity
on X corresponding to d is the same as the one associated to the collections of
d;’s, j > 1. Equivalently, the identity mapping on X is uniformly continuous as
a mapping from X equipped with the collection of d;’s, j > 1, into X equipped
with d, and as a mapping from X equipped with d into X equipped with the
collection of d;’s, j > 1.

If E C X is totally bounded with respect to d, then E is clearly totally
bounded with respect to d; for each j > 1. This means that E is totally
bounded with respect to the collection of d;’s, j > 1, as before. Conversely, if £
is totally bounded with respect to the collection of d;’s, j > 1, then E is totally
bounded with respect to d. This can be obtained from the previous remarks,
and one can argue more directly, as follows.

Note that

(2.8.7) max, d;(x,y)

is a semimetric on X for each | > 1. If E is totally bounded with respect to d;
for each j > 1, then F is totally bounded with respect to (2.8.7) for every [ > 1,
as in Section 1.15. Let r > 0 be given, and let ! be large enough so that (2.8.4)
holds for every « € X. Because F is totally bounded with respect to (2.8.7), E
can be covered by finitely many open balls of radius r with respect to (2.8.7).
This implies that E' can be covered by finitely many open balls with respect to
d, by (2.8.4), and because the right side of (2.8.4) is the same as the open ball
in X centered at x with radius r with respect to (2.8.7).

2.9 Equicontinuity

Let X be a topological space, and let Y be a set with a semimetric dy. A
collection & of mappings from X into Y is said to be equicontinuous at a point
x € X with respect to dx if for every € > 0 there is an open set U C X such
that £ € U and

(2.9.1) dy (f (@), f(w)) <e
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for every w € U. Of course, this implies that every element of £ is continuous
at x, with respect to the topology determined on Y by dy. If £ has only finitely
many elements, each of which is continuous at x, then it is easy to see that & is
equicontinuous at x.

Let My be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on Y. Let us say that £ is
equicontinuous at x with respect to My if £ is equicontinuous at x with respect
to every dy € My. If Uy is a uniformity on Y, then equicontinuity of £ at x
with respect to Uy can be defined as on p232 of [45]. If Uy is the uniformity
associated to My, then this is equivalent to equicontinuity with respect to My .

Let Mx be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on X, and let dy be a
semimetric on Y again. Let us say that &£ is uniformly equicontinuous with
respect to Mx on X and dy on Y if for every ¢ > 0 there are finitely many
semimetrics dy,...,d, € Mx and positive real numbers dq,...,d, such that
(2.9.1) holds for every z,w € X with

(2.9.2) dj(z,w) <d; foreachj=1,...,n.

If My is a nonempty collection of semimetrics on Y, then let us say that &
is uniformly equicontinuous with respect to Mx on X and My on Y if £ is
uniformly equicontinuous on X with respect to every dy € My . This implies
that every element of £ is uniformly continuous with respect to M x on X and
My on Y. If £ has only finitely many elements, each of which is uniformly
continuous on X, then & is uniformly equicontinuous on X.

If Ux, Uy are uniformities on X, Y, respectively, then uniform equicontinu-
ity with respect to Ux, Uy can be defined as on p239 of [45]. If Ux, Uy are the
uniformities corresponding to Mx, My, respectively, then uniform equicon-
tinuity with respect to Ux, Uy is equivalent to uniform equicontinuity with
respect to Mx, My.

Let Mx be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on X again, let dy be a
semimetric on Y, and let X be a subset of X. Let us say that &£ is uniformly
equicontinuous along Xy with respect to Mx on X and dy on Y if for every
€ > 0 there are finitely many semimetrics dy,...,d, € Mx and 01,...,0, > 0
such that (2.9.1) holds for every x € Xy and w € X that satisfy (2.9.2). If
My is a nonempty collection of semimetrics on Y, then let us say that &£ is
uniformly equicontinuous along Xy with respect to Mx on X and My on Y
if £ is uniformly equicontinuous along X, with respect to every dy € ). This
implies that the elements of £ are uniformly continuous along X, with respect
to Mx on X and My on Y, as usual. If £ has only finitely many elements, each
of which is uniformly continuous along Xy, then £ is uniformly equicontinuous
along Xj.

Suppose that £ is uniformly equicontinuous along Xy. This implies that
the restrictions of the elements of £ to Xy are uniformly equicontinuous on Xj,
with respect to the collection of semimetrics on Xy obtained by restricting the
elements of M x to Xy. This also implies that the elements of £ are equicon-
tinuous at every element of Xy, with respect to the topology determined on X

by Mx.
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Suppose now that Xy is a compact subset of X, and that £ is equicontinuous
at every element of X, with respect to the topology determined on X by Mx.
Under these conditions, one can use an argument like the one in Section 2.2 to
get that £ is uniformly equicontinuous along Xj.

2.10 g¢g-Metrics and ¢-semimetrics

If q1, g2 are positive real numbers with ¢; < ¢o, then one can check that
(2.10.1) (riz 4 a2yt < (por 4 p0)t/a

for all nonnegative real numbers r, ¢, using (1.6.1). Observe that
(2.10.2) max(r,t) < (r? 4 t9)Y/9 < 219 max(r, t)

for every ¢ > 0 and r,t > 0. This implies that

(2.10.3) (r? 4+ t9)Y9 = max(r,t) as ¢ — oo,

because of the well-known fact that 277 — 1 as ¢ — oo.

Let X be a set, let ¢ be a positive real number, and let d(z, y) be a nonnega-
tive real-valued function on X x X that satisfies the first two conditions (1.2.1),
(1.2.2) in the definition of a semimetric. Let us say that d(-,-) is a g-semimetric
on X if
(210.4) A, 2)7 < d(w,5)7 + d(y, 2)7

for every x,y,z € X. If we also have that d(z,y) > 0 when = # y, then d(-,-)
is a g-metric on X. Thus ¢g-metrics and ¢g-semimetrics are the same as ordinary
metrics and semimetrics, respectively, when ¢ = 1. Note that d(-, -) is a g-metric
or g-semimetric on X exactly when d(z,y)? is an ordinary metric or semimetric
on X, respectively.

Of course, (2.10.4) is the same as saying that

(2.10.5) d(x, 2) < (d(x,y)? + d(y, 2)7)"/?

for every z,y,z € X. The right side of (2.10.5) is monotonically decreasing in g,
as in (2.10.1). This means that the property of being a g-metric or g-semimetric
becomes more restrictive as ¢ increases.

If d(-,-) is a semi-ultrametric on X, then d(-,-) is a g-semimetric on X
for every ¢ > 0, because of the first inequality in (2.10.2). It is convenient to
consider ultrametrics and semi-ultrametrics as g-metrics and g-semimetrics with
q = o0, respectively.

Suppose that d(-,-) is a g-semimetric on X for some ¢ > 0. If a is any
positive real number, then it is easy to see that d(z,y)® is a (¢/a)-semimetric
on X.

If d(-,-) is a g-semimetric on X for some ¢ > 0, then one can check that d(-, -)
is a semi-quasimetric on X. The result from [58] mentioned in Section 2.5 can be
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reformulated as saying that every quasimetric on X is comparable to a g-metric
on X for some ¢ > 0. There is an analogous statement for semi-quasimetrics,
as before.

Let d(-,-) be a g-semimetric on X for some ¢ > 0. Of course, one can define
open and closed balls in X with respect to d in the same way as for ordinary
semimetrics, as well as the topology determined on X by d. It is easy to see that
many of the same properties hold as for ordinary semimetrics, and one can also
reduce to that case using d(x,y)? when ¢ < 1. In particular, open and closed
balls with respect to d are open and closed sets, respectively, with respect to
the topology determined by d.

Similarly, let M be a nonempty collection of g-semimetrics on X, where
more precisely each d € M is a gg-semimetric for some g4 > 0 that may depend
on d. As before, it is easy to see that many of the same properties of collections
of semimetrics can be extended to collections of g-semimetrics. One can also
often reduce to the previous case, using d(z,y)% when d € M and ¢4 < 1.

2.11 Finitely many ¢g-semimetrics

Let n be a positive integer, and let ay,...,a, be nonnegative real numbers. If
r is a positive real number, then
- r r 1/r
(2.11.1) max a < (Zlaj> <n (lréljaécnaj).
i=
It follows that
n , 1/r
2.11.2 ( ) - as
( ) Za] — max a; asr — 00,
Jj=1
because n'/" — 1 as r — oo. If r1, ro are positive real numbers with rqy < ro,
then
r T2 n r
2 . 1
(2.11.3) >4 < (1Iél]agxn a]) Zaj
j=1 j=1
n n
N\ (re=r1)/ri+1 ro/T1
< (Xa) = (Xa) "

Jj=1 Jj=1

using the first inequality in (2.11.1) with 7 = r; in the second step. This implies

that
n n 1/m
(2.11.4) (Zaﬁ) < (Zajl) :
j=1 j=1
which is the same as (2.10.1) when n = 2.
If1 <r <ooandby,...,b, are nonnegative real numbers too, then it is well

known that

(2.11.5) (Zn:(aj + bj)T)l/r < (i“?)w + (z’@:b;)l/r.

j=1 j=1
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This is Minkowski’s inequality for finite sums. Of course, equality holds trivially
when r = 1. If 0 < r <1, then

n

(2.11.6) D (aj+b)" <D aj+ b,
j=1 j=1

j=1

by (1.6.1), which could also be obtained from (2.11.4), with n = 2. One can
check directly that

11. ) N < ) )
(2.11.7) max (a; +bj) < (lrgjagn aj) + (fgj&gﬂ bg),
which is the analogue of (2.11.5) for r = co.
Let X be a set, and let d;(-,-) be a g;-semimetric on X for some ¢; > 0,
j=1,...,n. Put

(2.11.8) qo = min(qy,- .-, qn),

so that d;(-,-) may be considered as a go-semimetric on X for each j =1,...,n.
One can check that

(2.11.9) d(z,y) = max d; (z,y)

defines a gp-semimetric on X as well.
If r is a positive real number, then put

(2.11.10) pr(z,y) = (Zdj(wyy)r)l/r~
j=1

One may consider (2.11.9) as the analogue of (2.11.10) for r = co. If r < g,
then one can verify that (2.11.10) is an r-semimetric on X. More precisely,
this can be obtained from (2.11.6), using the exponent r/go < 1 when ¢y < 0.
Alternatively, this can be obtained from the fact that d; is an r-semimetric on
X when r < qg.

If g0 < r, then one can verify that (2.11.10) is a go-semimetric on X. This
uses Minkowski’s inequality with exponent /gy > 1.

2.12 Uniform convergence and supremum semi-
metrics

Let X, Y be nonempty sets, and let d be a g4-semimetric on Y for some gg > 0.
A sequence {f; 521 of mappings from X into Y is said to converge uniformly
to a mapping f from X into Y with respect to d if for every € > 0 there is a
positive integer L such that

(2.12.1) d(fi(z), f(z)) <e

for every j > L and xz € X. If My is a nonempty collection of g-semimetrics
on Y, then we say that {f; }‘;‘;1 converges to f uniformly with respect to My
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if {f; };";1 converges to f uniformly with respect to every d € M. Of course,
this implies that {f; }]O';l converges to f pointwise on X, with respect to the
topology determined on Y by My.

If U is a uniformity on Y, then one can define uniform convergence of se-
quences or nets of mappings from X into Y with respect to i, as on p226 of [45].
If U is the uniformity associated to a nonempty collection My of g-semimetrics
on Y, then uniform convergence of a sequence of mappings from X into Y with
respect to U is equivalent to uniform convergence with respect to My, as in the
preceding paragraph. Of course, one can define uniform convergence of nets of
mappings from X into Y with respect to My analogously, so that the previous
statement can be extended to nets.

Let d be a gg-semimetric on Y for some gg > 0 again. A mapping f from
X into Y is said to be bounded with respect to d if f(X) is a bounded set in Y
with respect to d. Let B(X,Y) = By4(X,Y) be the space of bounded mappings
from X into Y with respect to d. Of course, if Y is bounded with respect to d,
then B(X,Y) consists of all mappings from X into Y.

If f,g € B4(X,Y), then it is easy to see that d(f(x),g(x)) is bounded as a
real-valued function on X. In this case, let us put

(2.12.2) 0(f,9) = 04(f,9) = sup d(f(x),g(z)).

zeX

One can check that this defines a g4-semimetric on By(X,Y"), which is the supre-
mum gq-semimetric associated to d. If d is a gg-metric on Y, then (2.12.2) is a
gq-metric on Bg(X,Y).

One can verify that a sequence {f;}32, of elements of Bq(X,Y’) converges
to f € Ba(X,Y) with respect to (2.12.2) if and only if {f;}32, converges to f
uniformly with respect to d. More precisely, if { f; 721 1s a sequence of elements
of By(X,Y) that converges to a mapping f from X into Y uniformly with
respect to d, then f € By(X,Y) too. There are analogous statements for nets
of elements of By(X,Y), as before.

Let t be a positive real number, and let d;(y, z) be the minimum of d(y, z)
and t for every y,z € Y, as in Section 2.7. This defines a g4-semimetric on Y,
as before. If f,g € B4(X,Y), then it is easy to see that

(2.12.3) 04,(f,9) = min(0a(f, 9),t).

Of course, Y is automatically bounded with respect to d;, so that By, (X,Y)
contains all mappings from X into Y. Note that a sequence or net of mappings
from X into Y converges uniformly with respect to d; if and only if it converges
uniformly with respect to d.

Let My be a nonempty collection of g-semimetrics on Y again. Let us say
that a mapping f from X into Y is bounded with respect to My if f is bounded
with respect to every d € My. Let B(X,Y") be the collection of mappings from
X into Y that are bounded with respect to M. Thus

(2.12.4) {9d :d € My}
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is a nonempty collection of g-semimetrics on B(X,Y).

A sequence or net of elements of B(X,Y") converges to an element of B(X,Y")
with respect to the topology determined on B(X,Y") by (2.12.4) if and only if it
converges with respect to 04 for every d € My, as in Section 2.1. This happens
if and only if the sequence or net converges uniformly with respect to every
d € My, as before, which means that it converges uniformly with respect to
My

If U is a uniformity on Y, then one can define the corresponding uniformity
of uniform convergence on any collection of mappings from X into Y, as on
p226 of [45]. Uniform convergence of a sequence or net of mappings from X
into Y is the same as convergence with respect to the topology determined by
the uniformity of uniform convergence. If U is the uniformity on Y associated
to a nonempty collection of g-semimetrics My on Y, then the uniformity of
uniform convergence on the space B(X,Y) of bounded mappings associated to
U is the same as the uniformity on B(X,Y") associated to (2.12.4).

If Y is bounded with respect to every d € My, then B(X,Y) is the set of
all mappings from X into Y. One can always reduce to this case, as before.

2.13 Supremum semimetrics and compact sets

Let X be a nonempty topological space, and let Y be a nonempty set. If YV
is equipped with a topology, then we let C(X,Y’) be the space of continuous
mappings from X into Y.

Let d be a gg-semimetric on Y for some g; > 0, and let us take Y to be
equipped with the topology determined by d for the moment. Also let K be
a nonempty compact subset of X. If f € C(X,Y), then f(K) is a compact
subset of Y, which implies that f(K) is bounded with respect to f. Thus the
restrictions of elements of C(X,Y") to K are bounded as mappings from K into
Y, with respect to d.

If f,g € C(X,Y), then put

(2.13.1) Ok (f.9) = Or.a(f,9) = Sup d(f(z), g(x)).

This defines a gg-semimetric on C'(X,Y’), as in the previous section, which is
the supremum qq-semimetric associated to K and d.
Thus

(2.13.2) {0ka: K CX, K#0, K compact}

is a collection of g4-semimetrics on C(X,Y’), which is nonempty because finite
subsets of X are compact. If d is a gg-metric on Y, then (2.13.2) is nondegenerate
on C(X,Y).

Let My be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on Y, and let us now take
Y to be equipped with the topology determined by My . Consider the collection

(2.13.3) {0ka: K CX, K#0, K compact, d € My}
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of g-semimetrics on C'(X,Y’), which is the same as the union of (2.13.2) over
d € My. If My is nondegenerate on Y, then (2.13.3) is nondegenerate on
C(X,Y).

A sequence { f;}52, of elements of C'(X,Y") is said to converge to an element f
of C(X,Y) uniformly on compact sets with respect to My if for every nonempty
compact subset K of X, the restrictions of the f;’s to K converge uniformly to
the restriction of f to K with respect to My . This is equivalent to {f;}52;
converging to f with respect to (2.13.3) on C'(X,Y"). Of course, one can consider
nets of elements of C(X,Y) too.

Suppose that U is a uniformity on Y. Given any collection of subsets of X,
one can define a uniformity on any collection of mappings from X into Y, which
corresponds to uniform convergence on the given subsets of X with respect to
U, as on p228 of [45]. In particular, one can do this for the collection of compact
subsets of X, as on p229 of [45].

Suppose that U is the uniformity on Y associated to a nonempty collection
My of g-semimetrics on Y. In this case, the uniformity on C(X,Y) corre-
sponding to uniform convergence on compact subsets of X is the same as the
uniformity associated to the collection (2.13.3) of g-semimetrics on C(X,Y).

2.14 Uniform convergence and continuity

Let X be a nonempty topological space, and let Y be a nonempty set with a
gq-semimetric for some gqg > 0, which determines a topology on Y in particular.
If a sequence or net of continuous mappings from X into Y converges uniformly
to a mapping f from X into Y with respect to d, then it is well known and not
difficult to show that f is continuous as well.

Similarly, let My be a nonempty collection of g-semimetrics on Y, which
determines a topology on Y. If a sequence or net of continuous mappings from
X into Y converges uniformly to a mapping f from X into Y with respect to
My, then f is continuous too.

Let U be a uniformity on Y, which determines a topology on Y. If a sequence
or net of continuous mappings from X into Y converges uniformly to a mapping
f from X into Y with respect to U, then f is continuous. Alternatively, the set
C(X,Y) of continuous mappings from X into Y is a closed set in the space of
all mappings from X into Y, with respect to the topology determined by the
uniformity of uniform convergence.

Let My be a nonempty collection of g-metrics on Y again, and let B(X,Y)
be the space of mappings from X into Y that are bounded with respect to My,
as in Section 2.12. This leads to the corresponding collection of supremum
g-semimetrics on B(X,Y), as in (2.12.4). Under these conditions, the space

(2.14.1) B(X,Y)NC(X,Y)

is a closed set in B(X,Y), with respect to the topology determined by (2.12.4).
Remember that B(X,Y) contains all mappings from X into Y when Y is
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bounded with respect to every d € My, and that we can always reduce to
that case.

If Y is equipped with a topology, then a mapping f from X into Y is said
to be continuous on compact sets if for every compact subset K of X, the
restriction of f to K is continuous with respect to the induced topology on K.
Suppose that Y is equipped with a nonempty collection My of g-semimetrics
or a uniformity ¢, and thus a topology. If a sequence or net of continuous
mappings from X into Y converges to a mapping f from X into Y uniformly
on compact subsets of X, then f is continuous on compact subsets of X.

Suppose for the moment that X is locally compact, so that every element of
X is contained in an open subset of X that is contained in a compact subset
of X. If Y is equipped with a topology, and a mapping f from X into Y is
continuous on compact subsets of X, then f is continuous on X.

Let X be any topological space again, and let {x;}72; be a sequence of
elements of X that converges to a point x € X. One can check that

(2.14.2) {zj:jeZi}u{a}

is a compact subset of X.

Suppose that Y is equipped with a topology, and let x € X be given. A
mapping f from X into Y is said to be sequentially continuous at x if for every
sequence {z;}22, of elements of X that converges to z, { f(z;)}32, converges to
f(x)in Y. If f is continuous at x, then f is sequentially continuous at x. If f is
not continuous at x, and if there is a local base for the topology of X at x with
only finitely or countably many elements, then f is not sequentially continuous
at .

If a mapping f from X into Y is continuous on compact sets, then it follows
that f is sequentially continuous at every point in X. This implies that f is
continuous when X satisfies the first countability condition, which means that
there is a local base for the topology of X at every point with only finitely or
countably many elements.

2.15 Cauchy sequences

Let X be a set, and let d be a gg-semimetric on X for some ¢4 > 0. A sequence
{x;}32, of elements of X is said to be a Cauchy sequence with respect to d if

(2.15.1) d(zj,z) — 0 asjl— oo,

as usual. It is well known and easy to see that if {z;}22, converges to an element
of X with respect to d, then {z;}%2, is a Cauchy sequence with respect to d.

Let n be a positive integer, and for each r = 1,...,n, let d. be a q,-
semimetric on X for some ¢, > 0. If we take go to be the minimum of ¢y, . . ., g,
then the maximum of dy,...,d, is a gop-semimetric on X, as in Section 1.5. It
is easy to see that a sequence {z; };";1 of elements of X is a Cauchy sequence
with respect to the maximum of dy,...,d, if and only if {z;}32, is a Cauchy
sequence with respect to d,. for each r =1,... n.
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Let Mx be a nonempty collection of g-semimetrics on X. Let us say that
a sequence {x; }‘;‘;1 of elements of X is a Cauchy sequence with respect to M x
if {z;}72, is a Cauchy sequence with respect to every d € Mx. If {z;}32;
converges to an element of X with respect to the topology determined by Mx,
then it follows that {x;}52, is a Cauchy sequence with respect to Mx.

If U is a uniformity on X, then one can define Cauchy nets in X with respect
toU as on p190 of [45]. If U is the uniformity associated to a nonempty collection
Mx of g-semimetrics on X, then a Cauchy sequence in X with respect to U
is the same as a Cauchy sequence with respect to Mx. Of course, one can
define Cauchy nets in X with respect to M x analogously, so that the previous
statement can be extended to nets.

Let {z;}32, be a Cauchy sequence of elements of X with respect to a
nonempty collection Mx of g-semimetrics on X. Under these conditions, one
can check that
(2.15.2) {z; 5 €Zy}

is totally bounded in X with respect to Mx. Similarly, if ¢/ is a uniformity on
X, and {z;}32, is a Cauchy sequence in X with respect to U, then (2.15.2) is
totally bounded in X with respect to U.

Suppose that for each positive integer r, d,. is a g,.-semimetric on X for some
qr > 0. Suppose for the moment that there is a gy > 0 such that ¢, > qg for
every r > 1, which means that d,, may be considered as a gp-semimetric on X
for each r > 1. If the d,’s converge to 0 uniformly on X x X as r — oo, then
the maximum of the d,’s is also a gp-semimetric on X, as in Section 2.8. Under
these conditions, one can check that a sequence {z;}32, of elements of X is a
Cauchy sequence with respect to the maximum of the d,’s if and only if {z;}32,
is a Cauchy sequence with respect to d,. for each r > 1.

Of course, one can simply reduce to the case where d,. is an ordinary semi-
metric on X for every r > 1, by replacing d, with d,(-,-)% when ¢, < 1.
However, this could affect the condition that the d,’s converge to 0 uniformly
on X x X as r — 0o. One could deal with this by truncating or rescaling the
d,’s, if necessary.

Let Mx be a nonempty collection of g-semimetrics on X again, and let
Y be a set with a nonempty collection My of g-semimetrics. Suppose that a
mapping f from X into Y is uniformly continuous with respect to Mx, My,
respectively. If {z;}72, is a sequence of elements of X that is a Cauchy sequence
with respect to Mx, then one can check that {f(z;)}52, is a Cauchy sequence
in Y with respect to My.



Chapter 3

Topological groups

3.1 Definitions and basic properties

A topological group is a group G equipped with a topology such that the group
operations are continuous. This means that multiplication in the group is con-
tinuous, as a mapping from G x G into G, using the corresponding product
topology on G x G, and that

(3.1.1) rr !

is continuous as a mapping from G into itself. It follows that (3.1.1) is a homeo-
morphism from G onto itself, because this mapping is its own inverse. Sometimes
the condition that the set containing only the identity element e is a closed set is
included in the definition of a topological group, and sometimes it is considered
as an additional condition.

Of course, any group is a topological group with respect to the discrete topol-
ogy. If k is a field with an absolute value function ||, then it is easy to see that k
is a topological group with respect to addition and the topology determined by
the metric associated to |-|. One can also check that k\ {0} is a topological group
with respect to multiplication, and the topology determined by the restriction
to k\ {0} of the metric associated to |-|. A subgroup of a topological group is a
topological group with respect to the induced topology. Cartesian products of
topological groups are topological groups with respect to the product topology,
and where the group operations are defined coordinatewise.

Let G be a topological group. If a € GG, then continuity of multiplication on
G implies that the corresponding left and right translation mappings

(3.1.2) T ax
and
(3.1.3) T Ta

are continuous on . This means that these mappings are homeomorphisms

on G, because their inverses are given by left and right translations by a™!,

49
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respectively. If F is any subset of G, then we put

(3.1.4) aFE={ax:x€E}
and
(3.1.5) Ea={za:xz € E}.

If F is open, closed, or compact, for instance, then it follows that ¢ F and E a
have the same property.

Similarly, put
(3.1.6) E'={a7':z € FE}.
If E is open, closed, or compact, then continuity of (3.1.1) implies that E~! has
the same property. If E~! = E, then F is said to be symmetric. Note that

(3.1.7) (aE)y'=FE"'a™', (Ea)'=a'E""
If A, B are subsets of GG, then put
(3.1.8) AB={ab:ac A beB}=|JaB=|]Ab.
acA beB

If either A or B is an open set, then A B is a union of open sets, by continuity
of translations, and thus an open set. If A and B are compact, then A x B
is compact, by Tychonoff’s theorem. This implies that A B is compact, by
continuity of multiplication. Clearly

(3.1.9) (AB)"'=B71tA"!

for any A, B.
If W is an open subset of G that contains e, then there are open subsets U,
V of G that contain e and satisfy

(3.1.10) Uv Ccw.

This corresponds exactly to continuity of multiplication at e.

It is well known that topological groups are regular in the strict sense, and
we shall say more about that later. If {e} is a closed set, then G satisfies the
first separation condition, because of continuity of translations. This implies
that G is regular in the strong sense, and Hausdorff in particular.

3.2 Two associated uniformities

Let G be a topological group, with multiplicative identity element e. If U is an
open subset of G that contains e, then put

(3.2.1) Up={(z,y) eGxG:zlyecU}

and
(3.2.2) Up={(r,y) €GxG:azy ' cU}.
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Equivalently,

(3.2.3) (x,y) €Uy ifandonlyif yeazU
and

(3.2.4) (zr,y) € Ug ifand only if ze€ Uy.

Note that (3.2.4) is the same as saying that
(3.2.5) (z,y) € Up ifand only if ye U '

If a € G, then consider the mappings

(3.2.6) (z,y) = (az,ay)
and
(3.2.7) (z,9) = (ra,ya)

from G x G onto itself. Of course, these correspond to left and right translation
by a in both coordinates, respectively. It is easy to see that (3.2.6) maps (3.2.1)
onto itself, and that (3.2.7) maps (3.2.2) onto itself.

Let U be an open set in G that contains e, so that U~! is an open set that
contains e too. Observe that

(3.2.8) Uy = {(z,9) eGxG:atyecU'}
= {(z,9) €eGxG:y tzecU}

and

(3.2.9) U NHr = {(2,9) €eGxG:xy tecU '}

= {(z,y) €GxG:yax~t €U}

These also correspond to exchanging the x and y coordinates in Uy, Ug, respec-
tively.

Let V be another open set in G that contains e, so that U NV is an open
set that contains e as well. Clearly

(3.2.10) U,NVy = (U N V)L
and

(3211) UrNVg = (UﬂV)R
One can check that

(3.2.12) U,oV, =(UV)yL
and

(3.2.13) UroVr =(UV)g,

where the left sides are as in Section 2.3.

Let By, Br be the collections of subsets of G x G of the form (3.2.1), (3.2.2),
respectively, where U is an open subset of G that contains e. One can verify that
B, and Bpg satisfy the first four conditions in the definition of a uniformity in
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Section 2.3, using the prevous remarks. Thus By, Br are bases for uniformities
Ur, Ur on G, respectively, as before.
Let U be an open subset of G that contains e again. If x € G, then

(3.2.14) Uple] =aU
and
(3.2.15) Urlz] =U 'z,

where the left sides are as in Section 2.4. Similarly, if A is any subset of G, then

(3.2.16) UplA] = AU
and
(3.2.17) Ur[A]=U"' A,

where the left sides are as in Section 2.4 too.

One can verify that the topology on G is the same as those associated to Uy,
and Ug, as on p210 of [45]. This implies that G is regular in the strict sense,
because the topology associated to any uniformity has this property. Of course,
this can also be seen more directly.

If {e} is a closed set in G, then one can check that G is Hausdorff with
respect to Uy, and Ug, as in Section 2.4. This means that G is Hausdorff as a
topological space, as before.

If G is commutative, then it is easy to see that

(3.2.18) (UYL =Ug
for every open set U in G that contains e. This implies that By, = Bg, so that

(3.2.19) U, = Ug.

3.3 Translation-invariant semimetrics

Let G be a group. A semimetric d(-,-) on G is said to be invariant under left
translations if

(3.3.1) d(az,ay) = d(z,y)

for every a,z,y € G. Similarly, d(-,-) is said to be invariant under right trans-
lations if
(3.3.2) dxa,ya) =d(z,y)

for every a,z,y € G. Of course, one can define translation invariance of ¢-
semimetrics in the same way. If G is commutative, then invariance under left
and right translations are the same.

Suppose that G is a topological group, and let Uy, Ur be the uniformities on
G defined in the previous section. It is well known that there is a collection M,
of left-invariant semimetrics on G for which Uy, is the associated uniformity, as
on p210 of [45]. Similarly, there is a collection M g of right-invariant semimetrics
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on G for which Up is the associated uniformity. In particular, the topology on
G is the same as the topologies determined by My, Mpg.

If My is any nonempty collection of left-invariant semimetrics on G that
determines the same topology on G, then it is easy to see that U}, is the same as
the uniformity on G associated to M. Similarly, if M g is a nonempty collection
of right-invariant semimetrics on G that determines the same topology on G,
then Up is the same as the uniformity on G associated to Mpg.

Let By be a local base for the topology of G at e. One can check that

(3.3.3) {Ur,:U € By}
is a base for Uy, where Uy, is as in (3.2.1). Similarly,
(3.3.4) {Ur:U € By}

is a base for Ur, where Up is as in (3.2.2).

If By has only finitely many elements, then (3.3.3) and (3.3.4) have only
finitely many elements as well. In this case, a famous theorem states that there
are left and right-invariant semimetrics that determine the same topology on G.
This means that the uniformities on G associated to these semimetrics are the
same as Uy, Ug, respectively.

If d(-,-) is any semimetric on G, then

(3.3.5) d(z,y) =d(z"',y™")

defines a semimetric on G as well. It is easy to see that d(-,-) is invariant under
left translations if and only if (3.3.5) is invariant under right translations.
Let My, be a nonempty collection of left-invariant semimetrics on G, so that

(3.3.6) {d:de My}

consists of right-invariant semimetrics. One can check that 2 + 2~! sends the
topology determined by M, to the topology determined by (3.3.6).

If G is a topological group, then the topology on G is the same as the
one determined by M if and only if it is the same as the one determined by
(3.3.6). Note that the uniformities Uy, and Ur correspond to each other under
the mapping x +— 1.

If a semimetric d(-,-) on G is invariant under left or right translations, then
it is easy to see that

(3.3.7) dle,z) = d(z™',e)

for every x € G. If d(-,-) is invariant under both left and right translations,
then one can verify that
(3.3.8) d(w,y) =d@"",y™")

for every z,y € G. If d(-,-) is invariant under left or right translations and
satisfies (3.3.8), then it follows that d(-,-) is invariant under both left and right
translations.
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3.4 Translations and uniform continuity

Let Gy, G2 be topological groups, with identity elements e, es, respectively,
and let ¢ be a mapping from G into Gs. Let us say that ¢ is left-invariant
uniformly continuous if for every open subset U, of G5 that contains ey there
is an open subset U; of G; that contains e; such that

(3.4.1) ¢(z1U1) C ¢(21) U2

for every x1 € GG1. Of course, this implies that ¢ is continuous. More precisely,
this is equivalent to the uniform continuity of ¢ with respect to the uniformities
Ui, Us,r on G, Ga, respectively, as in Section 3.2.

Similarly, let us say that ¢ is right-invariant uniformly continuous if for
every open subset Us of G5 that contains e; there is an open subset U; of Gy
that contains e; such that

(3.4.2) (Ui 1) C Uz p(1)

for every 1 € G;. This implies that ¢ is continuous, and is equivalent to
the uniform continuity of ¢ with respect to the uniformities U; g, Uz r on Gy,
G, respectively, as in Section 3.2. Of course, left and right-invariant uniform
continuity are the same when G; and G5 are commutative. If ¢ is a group
homomorphism from G; into G5 that is continuous at e, then it is easy to see
that ¢ is both left and right-invariant uniformly continuous.

If the topologies on G, G2 are determined by collections M 1, Mo 1 of
left-invariant semimetrics, respectively, then left-invariant uniform continuity of
¢ is equivalent to uniform continuity with respect to My 1, My 1. Similarly, if
the topologies on G, G are determined by collections My r, My g of right-
invariant semimetrics, respectively, then right-invariant uniform continuity of ¢
is equivalent to uniform continuity with respect to M; g, M2 R.

Let G be a topological group, let Y be a set, and let ¢ be a mapping from
G into Y. Let us say that ¢ is left-invariant uniformly continuous with respect
to a semimetric dy on Y if for every € > 0 there is an open subset U of G that
contains e such that

(3.4.3) dy (¢(z), p(w)) <€

for every z,w € G with w € x U. This implies that ¢ is continuous with respect
to the topology determined on Y by dy . In fact, this is equivalent to the uniform
continuity of ¢ with respect to the uniformity Uy, on G, as in Section 3.2, and
the uniformity on Y associated to dy.

Similarly, let us say that ¢ is right-invariant uniformly continuous with
respect to dy on Y if for every € > 0 there is an open subset U of G that
contains e such that (3.4.3) holds for every z,w € G with w € U x. This implies
that ¢ is continuous, and is equivalent to the uniform continuity of ¢ with
respect to the uniformity Ur on G as in Section 3.2. If G is commutative, then
left and right-invariant uniform continuity with respect to dy are the same.

Let My be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on Y. Let us say that ¢ is
left or right-invariant uniformly continuous with respect to My on Y if ¢ is left
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or right-invariant uniformly continuous, as appropriate, with respect to every
dy € My . This is equivalent to the uniform continuity of ¢ with respect to Uy,
or Ur on G, as appropriate, and the uniformity on Y associated to My .

If the topology on G is determined by a collection My of left-invariant
semimetrics, then left-invariant uniform continuity of ¢ is equivalent to uniform
continuity with respect to Mp. Similarly, if the topology on G is determined
by a collection Mg of right-invariant semimetrics, then right-invariant uniform
continuity of ¢ is equivalent to uniform continuity with respect to Mp.

3.5 Translations and equicontinuity

Let X and Y be topological spaces, and let x¢g € X and yy € Y be given. Also
let £ be a collection of mappings from X into Y such that

(3.5.1) ¢(zo) = Yo

for every ¢ € £. Let us say that & is equicontinuous at x if for every open set
V CY with yg € V there is an open set U C X such that 2o € U and

(3.5.2) p(U)CV

for every ¢ € £. Of course, this implies that every element of £ is continuous
at xg. If £ has only finitely many elements, each of which is continuous at x,
then it is easy to see that £ is equicontinuous at xg.

Let G be a topological group, and let £ be a collection of mappings from X
into G. Let us say that &£ is left-invariant equicontinuous at x if for every open
subset V of G that contains e there is an open set U C X such that zg € U and

(3.5.3) o(U) C p(x0) V

for every ¢ € £. Similarly, let us say that £ is right-invariant equicontinuous at
xg if for every open subset V' of G that contains e there is an open set U C X
such that zo € U and

(3.5.4) P(U) CV p(x)

for every ¢ € £. Each of these conditions implies that every element of &
is continuous at xp, and both conditions hold when &£ has only finitely many
elements, each of which is continuous at zy. If there is a yp € G such that
(3.5.1) holds for every ¢ € &, then each of these conditions is equivalent to
equicontinuity at xy as in the preceding paragraph.

Left and right-invariant equicontinuity at x( are equivalent to equicontinu-
ity with respect to the uniformities Uy, Ur on G, respectively, as in Section
3.2. If the topology on G is determined by a collection My of left-invariant
semimetrics, or a collection Mp of right-invariant semimetrics, then left or
right-invariant equicontinuity at xg is equivalent to equicontinuity at xy with
respect to My or Mpg, as appropriate. If G is commutative, then left and
right-invariant invariant equicontinuity at x( are the same.
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Let G1, G2 be topological groups with identity elements eq, e, respectively,
and let £ be a collection of mappings from G; into G3. Let us say that &£ is
left-invariant uniformly equicontinuous if for every open subset Us of G5 that
contains es there is an open subset U; of G; that contains e; such that (3.4.1)
holds for every ¢ € £ and z1 € G. Similarly, let us say that £ is right-invariant
uniformly equicontinuous if for every open subset Us of G5 that contains e; there
is an open subset U; of G; that contains e; such that (3.4.2) holds for every
¢ € £ and x1 € G1. If &€ is left or right-invariant uniformly equicontinuous, then
every element of £ is left or right-invariant uniformly continuous, as appropriate.
The converse holds in both cases when £ has only finitely many elements, as
usual.

Left-invariant uniform equicontinuity is equivalent to uniform equicontinu-
ity with respect to the uniformities U; 1, Us 1, on G, G2, respectively, as in
Section 3.2. If the topologies on G, G are determined by collections M; r,
Mo 1, of left-invariant semimetrics, then left-invariant uniform equicontinuity is
equivalent to uniform equicontinuity with respect to My 1, Mz . Of course,
there are analogous statements for right-invariant uniform equicontinuity. If G
and G5 are commutative, then left and right-invariant uniform equicontinuity
are the same.

If £ is a collection of group homomorphisms from G; into G, then ¢(eq) = ey
for every ¢ € £. If £ is equicontinuous at e;, then £ is both left and right-
invariant uniformly equicontinuous.

Let G be a topological group, let Y be a set, and let £ be a collection of
mappings from G into Y. Let us say that £ is left-invariant uniformly equicon-
tinuous with respect to a semimetric dy on Y if for every € > 0 there is an
open subset U of G that contains e such that (3.4.3) holds for every ¢ € £ and
x,w € G with w € z U. Similarly, let us say that £ is right-invariant uniformly
equicontinuous with respect to dy if for every e¢ > 0 there is an open subset
U of G that contains e such that (3.4.3) holds for every ¢ € £ and z,w € G
with w € Uxz. In each case, every element of £ is left or right-invariant uni-
formly continuous with respect to dy, as appropriate. If £ has only finitely
many elements, then the converse holds, as before.

Left and right-invariant uniform equicontinuity with respect to dy are equiv-
alent to uniform equicontinuity with respect to the uniformities Uy, Ur on G,
respectively, as in Section 3.2, and the uniformity on Y associated to dy. If
G is commutative, then left and right-invariant uniform equicontinuity are the
same.

If My is a nonempty collection of semimetrics on Y, then we say that &
is left or right-invariant uniformly equicontinuous with respect to My on Y
when & is left or right-invariant uniformly equicontinuous, as appropriate, with
respect to every dy € My . This is equivalent to the uniform equicontinuity
of & with respect to Uy or U on G, as appropriate, and the uniformity on
Y associated to My. If the topology on G is determined by a collection My,
of left-invariant semimetrics, or a collection Mg of right-invariant semimetrics,
then left or right-invariant uniform equicontinuity of £ is equivalent to uniform
equicontinuity with respect to My or Mg on G, as appropriate.
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3.6 Compatible semimetrics

Let X be a topological space, and let d(-,-) be a semimetric on X. Let us say
that d(-,-) is compatible with the topology on X at a point z¢ € X if the identity
mapping on X is continuous at xg as a mapping from X with its given topology
into X with the topology determined by d(-, -). Equivalently, this means that for
each r > 0, xg is in the interior of By(zg,r) with respect to the given topology
on X. This is the same as saying that

(3.6.1) fuo () = d(z, 20)

is continuous at xg, as a real-valued function of z on X.

Let us say that d(-,-) is compatible with the topology on X if d(-,) is com-
patible with the topology on X at every zyp € X, which means that the given
topology on X is at least as strong as the topology determined by d(-,-). This
is equivalent to the continuity of (3.6.1) as a real-valued function of x on X for
every zo, because (3.6.1) is continuous with respect to d(-,-), as in Section 1.8.
Alternatively, d(-,-) is compatible with the topology on X if and only if every
open ball in X with respect to d(-,-) is an open set with respect to the given
topology on X.

Let us say that d(-,-) is compatible with a uniformity & on X if the identity
mapping on X is uniformly continuous as a mapping from X equipped with U
into X equipped with d(-,-). Of course, this implies that d(-,-) is compatible
with the topology on X associated to U.

Note that (3.6.1) is uniformly continuous as a real-valued function on X with
respect to d(-,-) for every xg € X, as in Section 1.8. In fact, the collection of
these functions is uniformly equicontinuous on X with respect to d(-,-). If d(-,-)
is compatible with a uniformity ¢ on X, then it follows that the collection of
these functions is uniformly equicontinuous with respect to U on X.

Let G be a topological group, and let d(,-) be a semimetric on G. Suppose
that d(-,-) is compatible with the topology of G at e. If d(-,) is invariant under
left translations, then it follows that d(-,-) is compatible with the topology of
G at every point. More precisely, one can check that d(-,-) is compatible with
the uniformity Uy, as in Section 3.2. Equivalently, this means that the identity
mapping on G is left-invariant uniformly continuous as a mapping from G as a
topological group into G with respect to d(-,-), as in the previous section.

Similarly, if d(-,-) is invariant under right translations, then d(-,-) is com-
patible with the topology of G at every point. In this case, one can verify that
d(-,-) is compatible with the uniformity Ug, as in Section 3.2. This means that
the identity mapping on G is right-invariant uniformly continuous as a mapping
from G as a topological group into G with respect to d(-,-), as before.

If d(-,-) is invariant under left translations, then the collection of functions of
the form (3.6.1) with xy € G is left-invariant uniformly equicontinuous as a col-
lection of real-valued functions on G. Similarly, if d(,-) is invariant under right
translations, then this collection is right-invariant uniformly equicontinuous as
a collection of real-valued functions on G.
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3.7 DMore on translation invariance

Let G be a group, and let d(-,-) be a semimetric on G. If d(-,-) is invariant
under left or right translations, then By(e, ) is a symmetric set for every r > 0,
by (3.3.7). Similarly, By(e,r) is symmetric for every r > 0.

Let 2,y € G be given. If d(-, ) is invariant under left translations on G, then

(3.7.1) dle,xy) <d(e,z) +d(z,zy) = d(e,z) + d(e, y).
Similarly, if d(-, -) is invariant under right translations, then
(3.7.2) dle,zy) <d(e,y)+d(y,zy) = d(e,z) + d(e,y).
In both cases, we get that

(3.7.3) Ba(e,r) By(e,t) C Bg(e,r +t)

for every r,t > 0, and

(3.7.4) By(e,7) Bg(e,t) € Bgle,r + 1)

for every r,t > 0.
Suppose for the moment that d(-,-) is a semi-ultrametric on G. If d(-,") is
invariant under left translations, then

(3.75)  d(e,vy) < max(d(e, z), d(z,vy)) = max(d(e, v), d(e, y))
for every z,y € G. If d(-,-) is invariant under right translations, then
(3.7.6) d(e,xzy) < max(d(e,y),d(y,zy)) = max(d(e, x),d(e,y)).

It follows that open and closed balls centered at e with respect to d(-,-) are
subgroups of G in both cases. If d(-,-) is invariant under both left and right
translations, then one can check that open and closed balls centered at e with
respect to d(-,-) are normal subgroups of G.

If d(-,-) is any semimetric on G that is invariant under left or right trans-
lations, then By(e,0) is a subgroup of G. If d(-,-) is invariant under both left
and right translations, then Bg(e, 0) is a normal subgroup of G.

Let A be a subgroup of G. If z,y € GG, then put

(3.7.7) dar(r,y) = 0 whenzA=yA
= 1 when z A #yA.

One can check that this is a semi-ultrametric on G that is invariant under

left translations. More precisely, this is the same as the discrete semimetric

associated to the partition of G into left cosets of A, as in Section 1.3.
Similarly, if we put

(3.7.8) dag(z,y) = 0 when Ax=Ay
1 when Az # Ay,
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then we get a right-invariant semi-ultrametric on G. This is the same as the
discrete semimetric associated to the partition of G into right cosets of A. If
A is a normal subgroup, then (3.7.7) and (3.7.8) are the same. Thus we get a
semi-ultrametric that is invariant under both left and right translations in this
case.

Suppose now that G is a topological group, and that d(-, ) is a semimetric on
G that is compatible with the topology of G at e. If d(-,-) is invariant under left
or right translations, then d(-,-) is compatible with the topology of G at every
point, as in the previous section. If d(-, -) is also a semi-ultrametric on G, then it
follows that open balls centered at e with respect to d(-,-) are open subgroups.
Similarly, closed balls centered at e of positive radius are open subgroups in this
case.

If A is an open subgroup of G, then it is easy to see that A is a closed set
too. More precisely, the complement of A is a union of cosets of A, and thus an
open set. Note that (3.7.7) and (3.7.8) are compatible with the topology of G
in this case.

3.8 Translations and total boundedness

Let G be a topological group, and let E be a subset of G. Let us say that F is
left-invariant totally bounded in G if for every open subset U of G that contains
e there are finitely many elements x4, ..., z, of G such that

(3.8.1) Ec|/=U
j=1

Similarly, let us say that E is right-invariant totally bounded in G if for every
open subset U of G that contains e there are finitely many elements x1,...,x,
of G such that

(3.8.2) Ec|JUx;.

j=1

Of course, these two properties are the same when G is commutative. If E is
compact, then it is easy to see that E is both left and right-invariant totally
bounded in G.

If F is left or right-invariant totally bounded, then it is easy to see that every
subset of E has the same property. The union of finitely many left-invariant
totally bounded sets is left-invariant totally bounded, and similarly for right-
invariant total boundedness. If F is left or right-invariant totally bounded,
then one can check that the closure E of E has the same property, because G
is regular in the strict sense as a topological space.

Remember that total boundedness with respect to a uniformity can be de-
fined as in Section 2.6, and that Uy, Ug are as in Section 3.2. One can verify that
E is left or right-invariant totally bounded if and only if E is totally bounded
with respect to Uy, or Ug, as appropriate. If the topology on G is determined
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by a collection M, of left-invariant semimetrics, or a collection Mg of right-
invariant semimetrics, then E is left or right-invariant totally bounded if and
only if F is totally bounded with respect to My or Mg, as appropriate.

Let U be an open subset of G that contains e. Let us say that a subset A of
G is left-invariant U-small if
(3.8.3) ATtACU.

Equivalently, this means that
(3.8.4) Ax ACUyg,

so that A is Up-small in the sense of Section 2.6. Similarly, let us say that A is
right-invariant U-small if
(3.8.5) AATLCU.

This is the same as saying that
(3.8.6) Ax ACUg,

so that A is Ug-small in the sense of Section 2.6.
Alternatively, A is left-invariant U-small if and only if

(3.8.7) ACzU
for every x € A, and A is right-invariant U-small if and only if
(3.8.8) ACUy

for every y € A. Let V be another open subset of G that contains e. If A is
contained in a left translate of V', then

(3.8.9) ATtAcvly,
so that A is (V! V)-small. If A is contained in a right translate of V, then
(3.8.10) AAtcvvTh

so that A is (V V~1)-small.

One can check that E is left or right-invariant totally bounded if and only
if for every open subset U of G that contains e, F is contained in the union
of finitely many left or right-invariant U-small sets, as appropriate. If E is
contained in a subgroup of G, then F is left or right-invariant totally bounded
in G if and only if E is left or right-invariant totally bounded in the subgroup,
as appropriate, as a topological group with respect to the induced topology.

Let G1, G be topological groups, let ¢ be a mapping from G; into G5, and
let E; be a subset of G;. If F is left-invariant totally bounded in Gy, and ¢ is
left-invariant uniformly continuous, then ¢(E) is left-invariant totally bounded
in G4. Similarly, if F; is right-invariant totally bounded in G1, and ¢ is right-
invariant uniformly continuous, then ¢(F7) is right-invariant totally bounded in
Gs.
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Let G be a topological group again, and let Y be a set with a nonempty
collection My of semimetrics. Also let ¢ be a mapping from G into Y, and
let E be a subset of G. If E is left-invariant totally bounded and ¢ is left-
invariant uniformly continuous, then ¢(FE) is totally bounded in Y with respect
to My . Similarly, if F is right-invariant totally bounded and ¢ is right-invariant
uniformly continuous, then ¢(E) is totally bounded in Y with respect to My .

3.9 DMore on small sets

Let G be a topological group, and let E be a subset of G again. One can check
that E is left-invariant totally bounded if and only if E~! is right-invariant
totally bounded. In particular, left and right-invariant total boundedness are
the same for symmetric sets.

Let A be a subset of G, and let U be an open subset of G that contains e.
Thus U~! and U N U~! are open sets that contain e as well. It is easy to see
that A is left or right-invariant U-small if and only if A is left or right-invariant
U~'-small, as appropriate. In this case, A is left or right-invariant (U N U~1)-
small, as appropriate. We also have that A is left-invariant U-small if and only
if A=1 is right-invariant U-small.

Let Uy,...,U, be finitely many open subsets of GG, each of which contains
e. Thus

n
(3.9.1) U=U;
j=1
is an open set that contains e too. Suppose that for each j =1,...,n, 4; is a

subset of G that is left-invariant U;-small. Under these conditions, it is easy to
see that

(3.9.2) () 4

is left-invariant U-small. Similarly, if A; is right-invariant Uj-small for each
j=1,...,n, then (3.9.2) is right-invariant U-small.

Let E be a subset of GG, and suppose that for each j = 1,...,n, E can be
covered by finitely many subsets of G that are left-invariant Uj-small. One can
check that F can be covered by finitely many subsets of G that are left-invariant
U-small, using the remarks in the preceding paragraph. More precisely, there are
finitely many sets obtained by taking intersections of sets from the n coverings
of E, and F is covered by these sets. Similarly, if for each j = 1,...,n, E can
be covered by finitely many subsets of G that are right-invariant U;-small, then
FE can be covered by finitely many sets that are right-invariant U-small.

Let I be a nonempty set, and let G; be a topological group for each j € I.
Thus G =[] jer G is a topological group as well, where the group operations
are defined coordinatewise, and with respect to the product topology. If | € I,
then let p; be the usual coordinate projection from G onto G;. Note that p;
is a continuous group homomorphism from G onto G;. In particular, p; maps
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left and right-invariant totally bounded subsets of G to left and right-invariant
totally bounded subsets of Gy, respectively.

Suppose that for each j € I, E; is a left-invariant totally bounded subset of
G, and put
(3.9.3) E=]]E;

jel
Let [ € I be given, and let U; be an open subset of GG; that contains the identity
element e;. Thus E; can be covered by finitely many subsets of G, that are
left-invariant U;-small. Note that pl_l(Ul) is an open subset of G that contains
the identity element. One can check that £ C pfl(El) is contained in the union
of finitely many subsets of G that are left-invariant p; ! (U;)-small.

Let l1,...,l, be finitely many elements of I, and let U;, be an open subset of
G|, that contains e;, for each r =1,...,n. It follows that for each r =1,...,n,
E can be covered by finitely many subsets of G that are left-invariant pl_rl(UlT )-
small, as in the previous paragraph. Put

n

(3.9.4) U=p."(U,)

r=1

which is an open subset of G that contains the identity element. Under these
conditions, we get that E can be covered by finitely many left-invariant U-small
sets, as before. This implies that E is left-invariant totally bounded in G, and
there is an analogous statement for right-invariant total boundedness.

3.10 Equicontinuity and conjugations

Let G be a group. If a € G, then put

(3.10.1) Cu(x) =axa!

for every x € G. Of course, C, is an inner automorphism of G. Note that
(3.10.2) Co(Cp(x)) = Cap(x)

for every a,b,x € G.

Suppose now that G is a topological group. In this case, C, is continuous
for every a € G, and (C,)~! = C,-1 is continuous too. If A is a subset of G,
then we may be interested in the equicontinuity of

(3.10.3) {Cy:ac A}

at e, as in Section 3.5. This means that for every open subset V of G that
contains e, there is an open subset U of G that contains e such that

(3.10.4) C,(U)=aUa'CV

for every a € A.
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Suppose that A is right-invariant totally bounded, and let us check that
(3.10.3) is equicontinuous at e. Let V' be an open subset of G that contains e.
The continuity of the group operations at e implies that there is a symmetric
open subset Uy of G that contains e and satisfies

(3.10.5) UgUpgUy C V.

Because A is right-invariant totally bounded, there are finitely many elements
ai,...,a, of G such that

(3.10.6) Ac|JUoa;.

This means that

-1 -1
(3.10.7) ATt eyt U,
j=t1
because Uy is symmetric.
Observe that a; Uaj_1 is an open set that contains e for each j = 1,...,n,
so that
n

(3.10.8) U=()a;'Voaj,

j=1

is an open set that contains e as well. By construction,
(3.10.9) a; Ua;1 Cay (otjf1 Uo aj) a;l = Uy
for every j = 1,...,n. This implies that
(3.10.10) Uo (a; Ua; ") Uy C U UgUg C V
for every j = 1,...,n. Equivalently,
(3.10.11) (Uoa;)U(a; ' Ug) SV
for every j =1,...,n. If a € A, then a € Uy a; for some j, and it follows that
(3.10.12) aUa™" C (Upa;)U (a; ' Up) CV,
as desired.
Of course, if G is commutative, then C, is the identity mapping for every
a € G, and the equicontinuity of the C,’s is trivial. If G is any group equipped
with the discrete topology, then one can simply take U = {e} in (3.10.4). Note

that left or right-invariant totally bounded sets have only finitely many elements
in this case.
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3.11 Subgroups and conjugations

Let G be a topological group, and let A be a subgroup of G. Suppose that
(3.10.3) is equicontinuous at e, and let V' be an open subset of G that contains
e. Thus there is an open subset U of G that contains e and for which (3.10.4)
holds for every a € A. It follows that

(3.11.1) Ur=JaUa™

a€A

is an open set that contains e and satisfies
(3.11.2) U, CV.

We also have that
(3113) Cal(Ul) = ai U1 afl :U1

for every a; € A, by construction.

Let B4 be the collection of open subsets of GG that contain e and are invariant
under conjugation by elements of A. If (3.10.3) is equicontinuous at e, then
B4 is a local base for the topology of G at e, as in the preceding paragraph.
Conversely, if B4 is a local base for the topology of G at e, then it is easy to see
that (3.10.3) is equicontinuous at e.

Let d be a semimetric on G, and suppose that d is invariant under conju-
gations by elements of A. This implies that open and closed balls centered at
e with respect to d are invariant under conjugations by elements of A. If the
topology on G is determined by a collection of semimetrics with this property,
then it follows that B4 is a local base for the topology of G at e.

Let d be a semimetric on G again, and suppose for the moment that d is
invariant under left translations. In this case, d is invariant under conjugations
by elements of A if and only if d is invariant under right translations by elements
of A. Similarly, if d is invariant under right translations, then d is invariant under
conjugations by elements of A if and only if d is invariant under left translations
by elements of A.

If d is a semimetric on G, then one can try to get a semimetric that is
invariant under conjugations by elements of A, as follows. Put

(3.11.4) da(z,y) = sup d(Ca(x), Caly))

for every z,y € GG. Let us suppose that the supremum on the right is finite for
each x, y. In particular, this holds when d(-, -) is bounded. Remember that this
can always be arranged, as in Section 2.7.

Note that d(C,(x),Cy(y)) is a semimetric for every a € A. Using this, one
can check that d 4 is a semimetric on G. If d is a semi-ultrametric on GG, then d 4
is a semi-ultrametric on G as well. It is easy to see that d4 is invariant under
conjugations by elements of A, by construction. Of course,

(3.11.5) d(z,y) < da(z,y)
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for every z,y € G.

If d is invariant under left translations, then d(Cy(z), Co(y)) is invariant un-
der left translations for every a € A. This implies that d4 is invariant under
left translations too. It follows that d4 is invariant under right translations by
elements of A, because it is invariant under cnjugations by elements of A. Simi-
larly, if d is invariant under right translations, then d(C,(z), C,(y)) is invariant
under right translations for every a € A, and d 4 is invariant under right trans-
lations. This means that d4 is invariant under left translations by elements of
A, as before.

Suppose that (3.10.3) is equicontinuous at e. If d is compatible with the
topology of G at e, then one can check that d 4 is compatible with the topology
of G at e too.

3.12 Subgroups and topologies

Let G be a group, and let A be a subgroup of G. Suppose for the moment that
G is a topological group, and that A is an open set. Of course, this implies that
the left and right cosets of A are open sets too. It follows that a subset U of G
is an open set if and only if the intersection of U with each of the left cosets of
A is an open set, and if and only if the intersection of U with each of the right
cosets of A is an open set.
If x € G, then
(3.12.1) UNn(zA) =z ((z"'U)NA),

which is an open set exactly when (z=*U) N A is an open set. Similarly,
(3.12.2) UNn(Az)=(Uz"Y)nA)az,

which is an open set exactly when (U z71) N A is an open set.
If w € G, then w™! Aw is an open subgroup of G, and thus

(3.12.3) (wtAw)N A
is an open subgroup too. Of course, Cy,(z) = wxw~! maps (3.12.3) onto
(3.12.4) (wAw )N A.

Suppose now that A is a topological group, which is a subgroup of a group
G. If w € G, then w™! Aw is a subgroup of G, so that (3.12.3) is a subgroup of
A. Suppose that for every w € G,

(3.12.5) (w™' aw) N A is an open subgroup of A,
and that
(3.12.6) the restriction of C,, to (w™' Aw)N A

is continuous as a mapping into A,
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with respect to the topology induced on (3.12.3) by the topology on A. This
means that

(3.12.7) the restriction of C,, to (w™! Aw) N A

is a homeomorphism onto (w Aw™')N A

for every w € G, with respect to the topologies induced by the topology on A,
because the inverse mapping corresponds to w™! in the same way.

If x € G, then there is a unique topology on z A such that a — xa is a
homeomorphism from A onto x A. If x € A, so that t A = A, then this is
the same as the initial topology on A, by continuity of left translations on A.
Similarly, if y € G and z A = y A, then we get the same topology on this left
coset of A using = or y, because of continuity of left translations on A. Note
that left translation by w € G defines a homeomorphism from x A onto wz A,
with respect to these topologies of z A and w x A.

In the same way, there is a unique topology on Az such that a — ax is a
homeomorphism from A onto Ax. If x € A, then this is the same as the initial
topology on A, by continuity of right translations on A. If y € G and Az = Ay,
then we get the same topology on this right coset of A using x or y, because
of continuity of right translations on A. As before, right translation by w € G
defines a homeomorphism from A x onto A x w, with respect to these topologies
on Az and Az w.

Let z,y € G be given, and let us check that

(3.12.8) (x A)N (Avy) is an open subset of © A and Ay,

with respect to the topologies defined on x A and Ay earlier. Of course, this is
trivial when (z A) N (Ay) = 0, and so we may suppose that

(3.12.9) (xA)n (Ay) # 0.
Let w be an element of (x A) N (Ay), so that
(3.12.10) tA=wA, Ay=Aw.

Thus
(3.12.11) (zA)N(Ay) = (wA) N (Aw) =w (AN (w " Aw))
and
(3.12.12) (zA)N(Ay) = (wA) N (Aw) = (wAw™ )N A)w.
It follows that (3.12.8) holds, because of (3.12.5).

We also have that

(3.12.13) the topologies induced on (z A) N (Ay) by

the topologies on x A and Ay are the same.
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This is trivial when (z A

)N (Ay) = 0, and so we may suppose that (3.12.9)
holds again. If w € (x A) N (

Avy), then (3.12.13) is the same as saying that

(3.12.14) the topologies induced on (w A) N (Aw) by

the topologies on w A and Aw are the same.

One can check that (3.12.14) follows from (3.12.7).
If U is a subset of G, then we would like to say that U is an open set when

(3.12.15) UnN(xzA)isan open set in x A for every x € G.
We would also like to say that U is an open set when
(3.12.16) U N (Ay) is an open set in Ay for every y € G.

One can verify that (3.12.15) and (3.12.16) are equivalent, using (3.12.8) and
(3.12.13). Tt is easy to see that this defines a topology on G, for which the left
and right cosets of A are open sets. The topologies induced on the left and right
cosets of A by this topology are the topologies defined earlier on the cosets of
A, by construction.

Left and right translations are continuous on G, because of the continuity
of left and right translations as mappings between left and right cosets of A,
respectively. One can check that G is a topological group with respect to this
topology, using the continuity of the group operations on A.

3.13 Subgroups and semimetrics

Let G be a group, and let A be a subgroup of G. Also let dy(+, ) be a semimetric
on A, and let g, 71 be nonnegative real numbers. Suppose that

(3.13.1) do(z,y) <1

for every x,y € A, which can always be arranged as in Section 2.7.
Suppose for the moment that do(-,-) is invariant under left translations on
A. Let z,y € G be given, and put

(3.13.2) dr(z,y) =r1 when z A # yA.
Otherwise, if

(3.13.3) rA=yA,

then

(3.13.4) Ar~t= Ayt

If w is an element of this right coset of A, then wz,wy € A, and we would like
to put
(3.13.5) dr(z,y) = do(wzx,wy).
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This does not depend on the choice of w, because dy is invariant under left
translations on A.

If
(3136) To S 27‘1,

then one can check that dj, is a semimetric on G. If dy is a semi-ultrametric on
A, and
(3137) To S r,

then dj, is a semi-ultrametric on G. In both cases, dy, is invariant under left
translations on G. If dj is also invariant under right translations on A, then dj,
is invariant under right translations by elements of A too. Note that dj, is the
same as dg on A, and that A is an open subset of G with respect to dy, when
r1 > 0.

Suppose now that dj is invariant under right translations on A. Let xz,y € G
be given again, and put

(3.13.8) dr(z,y) =r1 when Ax # Ay.
If instead

(3.13.9) Ax= Ay,

then

(3.13.10) TP A=yl A,

and we let w be an element of this left coset of A. Thus zw,yw € A, and we
would like to put
(3.13.11) dr(x,y) = do(xw,yw).

It is easy to see that this does not depend on the choice of w, because dj is
invariant under right translations on A.

If (3.13.6) holds, then one can verify that dg is a semimetric on G, as before.
If dy is a semi-ultrametric on A and (3.13.7) holds, then dp is a semi-ultrametric
on G. One can check that dg is invariant under right translations on G in both
cases. If dy is also invariant under left translations on A, then dg is invariant
under left translations by elements of A as well. By construction, dg is the same
as dp on A, and A is an open set in G with respect to dg when r; > 0.

3.14 Translations and continuity conditions

Let G be a group, and suppose that G is equipped with a topology. Consider
the condition that

(3.14.1) left and right translations are continuous on G.
Of course, this implies that

(3.14.2) conjugations are continuous on G.
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If either left or right translations are continuous, then it is easy to see that
(3.14.2) implies (3.14.1). More precisely, one check that (3.14.2) holds when
conjugations are continuous at e in this case.

If (3.14.1) holds, and if z — 2~ is continuous at e, then one can verify that
x + x~ ! is continuous at every point. Of course, if  + 27! is continuous at
every point, then continuity of left and right translations are equivalent.

Suppose that (3.14.1) holds again. If multiplication in the group is con-
tinuous as a mapping from G X G into G at (e, e), then one can check that
multiplication is continuous at every point in G x G.

Let My be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on G that are invariant
under left translations, and suppose that G is equipped with the topology de-
termined by Mp,. Of course, left translations are continuous on G in this case.
It is easy to see that x — x~! is continuous at e with respect to this topology,
using (3.3.7). We also have that multiplication on G is continuous as a mapping
from G x G into G at (e, e), by (3.7.3).

Similarly, let Mg be a nonempty collection of semimetrics on G that are
invariant under right translations. If G is equipped with the topology deter-
mined by Mg, then right translations are continuous. As before, z + z71 is
continuous at e with respect to this topology, and multiplication is continuous
as a mapping from G x G into G at (e, e).

If M is a nonempty collection of semimetrics on G that are invariant under
both left and right translations, then left and right translations are continuous
with respect to the corresponding topology on G. It follows that the group
operations are continuous on G, by the earlier remarks. Note that the elements
of M are invariant under conjugations. This implies that conjugations are
equicontinuous at e, as in Section 3.11.

Suppose now that G is a topological group, and let By be a local base for
the topology of G at e. If U is an open subset of G that contains e, then let
Up,Ur C G x G be as in Section 3.2. One can check that

(3.14.3) Bo,r, ={UL : U € By}
and
(3.14.4) Bo,r = {Ur:U € By}

are bases for the uniformities Uy, Ui defined in Section 3.2, respectively.

Let By be the collection of open subsets of G that contain e and are invariant
under conjugations. This is a local base for the topology of G at e if and only
if conjugations on G are equicontinuous at e, as in Section 3.11.

Equivalently, B; consists of the open subsets U of G that contain e and
satisfy
(3.14.5) aU=Ua

for every a € G. Observe that U € By if and only if U~! € B;.
If U € By, then it is easy to see that

(3.14.6) (U™ =Ug.



70 CHAPTER 3. TOPOLOGICAL GROUPS

If B; is a local base for the topology of G at e, then one can use this to get that
(3.14.7) Uy, = Up.

More precisely, if By 1, Bi g are as in (3.14.3), (3.14.4), respectively, then
(3.14.8) By = Bi g

Conversely, suppose that (3.14.7) holds, and let us check that conjugations
are equicontinuous at e. Let V be an open subset of G that contains e, so that
V~1 has the same properties, and thus (V~1)r € Ugr. Using (3.14.7), we get
that (V~1)g € Uy, so that there is an open subset U of G that contains e and
satisfies
(3.14.9) U, C (Vg

If x € G, then it follows that

(3.14.10) xU =Urlx] C(V Hg[z] =V,

where the two equalities are as in Section 3.2. This is the same as saying that
(3.14.11) xUz ' CV

for every = € G, as desired.

3.15 Cauchy sequences in topological groups

Let G be a topological group, and let {x;}52; be a sequence of elements of G.
Let us say that {xj}Jo-’;l is a left-invariant Cauchy sequence if for every open
subset U of GG that contains e, there is a positive integer L such that

(3.15.1) il el
for every j,l > L. Equivalently, this means that
(3.15.2) z€x; U

for every j,1 > L. Similarly, {z;}52, is said to be a right-invariant Cauchy
sequence if for every open subset U of G that contains e there is a positive
integer L such that

(3.15.3) zja;t €U

for every j,I > L. This is the same as saying that
(3.15.4) z; €U

for every j,l > L.
Left and right-invariant Cauchy sequences are the same as Cauchy sequences
with respect to the uniformities Uy, and Ug defined in Section 3.2, respectively.
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If the topology on G is determined by a collection M, of left-invariant semi-
metrics, then {z;}32, is a left-invariant Cauchy sequence if and only if {z;}%2,
is a Cauchy sequence with respect to My, as in Section 2.15. Similarly, if the
topology on G is determined by a collection M g of right-invariant semimetrics,
then {z;}72, is a right-invariant Cauchy sequence if and only if {z;}52, is a
Cauchy sequence with respect to M. Of course, there are analogous conditions
and statements for nets.

If {x;}52, converges to an element of G, then one can check that {z;}22, is
both a left and right-invariant Cauchy sequence. It is easy to see that {z;}32,
is a left-invariant Cauchy sequence if and only if {xj_l 521 1s a right-invariant
Cauchy sequence. If G is commutative, then left and right-invariant Cauchy
sequences are the same. More precisely, this also works when conjugations are
equicontinuous at e.

If {x;}52, is a left-invariant Cauchy sequence, then

(3.15.5) {z;:j>1}

is left-invariant totally bounded. Similarly, if {x;}72, is a right-invariant Cauchy
sequence, then (3.15.5) is right-invariant totally bounded.

Let Y be a set with a nonempty collection My of semimetrics, and let ¢ be
a mapping from G into Y. If {x; };";1 is a left-invariant Cauchy sequence, and
¢ is left-invariant uniformly continuous, then {¢(z;)}52, is a Cauchy sequence
in Y with respect to My. Similarly, if {z;}32, is a right-invariant Cauchy
sequence, and ¢ is right-invariant uniformly continuous, then {¢(x;)}32; is a
Cauchy sequence with respect to My. A left-invariant uniformly continuous
mapping between topological groups sends left-invariant Cauchy sequences to
sequences with the same property, and similarly for right-invariant uniformly
continuous mappings. In particular, continuous group homomorphisms send left
and right-invariant Cauchy sequences to sequences with the same property.



Chapter 4

Absolute values and
matrices

4.1 Some norms on k"

Let k be a field, and let |- | be an absolute value function on k. Also let n be a
positive integer, and let k™ be the space of n-tuples of elements of k, as usual.
This is a vector space over k, with respect to coordinatewise addition and scalar
multiplication.

If v =(v1,...,v,) € k™, then put

(4.1.1) lolle = > lvl,

j=1
n 1/2
(41.2) ol = (D Iwsl?)
j=1
(4.1.3) lWlloe = max fvj].
One can check that these define norms on k™ with respect to |- | on k. More
precisely, these norms correspond to some of the examples in Section 1.10, with
X ={1,...,n}. If |-] is an ultrametric absolute value function on %, then (4.1.3)
is an ultranorm on k", as before.
It is easy to see that

(4.1.4) [0lloe < llvfl1; flvll2
for every v € k™. We also have that
(4.1.5) [vll2 < [lvlly

for every v € k", as in Section 1.10. Observe that

(4.1.6) ol < nlvlle

72
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and
(4.1.7) [oll2 < 17 o]l
for every v € k™. One can use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to get that

(4.1.8) olly < 2" 0]

for every v € k", as before.
If v,w € k™, then put

(4.1.9) di(v,w) = |lv—wl,
(4.1.10) da(v,w) = [lv—wl,
(4.1.11) doo(v,w) = [v— |,

which define metrics on k™, as in Section 1.9. Note that (4.1.11) is an ultrametric
on k™ when |-| is an ultrametric absolute value function on k. As in the preceding
paragraph, we have that

(4.1.12) doo (v, w) < da(v,w) < dy(v,w)
for every v,w € k™. We also get that
(4.1.13) dy (v, w) < nM? dy(v,w) < ndeo(v,w)

for every v, w € k™.

In particular, these three metrics determine the same topology on k™. Of
course, k™ is the same as the Cartesian product of n copies of k. These three
metrics on k™ are the same as those considered in Section 1.5, using the metric
associated to |-| on each copy of k. The topology determined on k™ by these met-
rics is the same as the product topology on k™, using the topology determined
on k by the metric associated to |- | on each factor, as before. These metrics
also determine the same uniform structure on k™, and the same collection of
bounded subsets of k™.

4.2 Absolute values and metrics

Let k be a field with an absolute value function | - |, and let d(x,y) = |z — y|
be the corresponding metric on k. We can also define metrics on k? = k x k
as in the previous section. It is easy to see that addition on k is continuous
as a mapping from k X k into k, with respect to the topology determined on
k by d(-,-), and the corresponding product topology on k x k. More precisely,
addition on k is uniformly continuous as a mapping from k x k into k, with
respect to d(+,-) on k, and any of the metrics on k x k considered in the previous
section.

One can check that multiplication on k is continuous as a mapping from
k x k into k as well, using standard arguments. In fact, the restriction of this
mapping to any bounded subset of k x k is uniformly continuous.
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One can also verify that x — 1/z is continuous as a mapping from k \ {0}
into itself, with respect to the topology induced by the topology determined on
k by d(-,-). If r is a positive real number, then the restriction of this mapping
to the set of x € k with |x| > r is uniformly continuous. It follows that k is
a topological group with respect to addition and the topology determined on k
by d(-,-), and that &\ {0} is a topological group with respect to multiplication
and the induced topology.

Of course, d(z,y) is invariant under translations on k. Observe that

(4.2.1) dlaz,ay) =laz —ay| = la| |z —y| = |a| d(z,y)
for every a,z,y € k.

Clearly
(4.2.2) {rek:|z|=1}

is a subgroup of k\ {0}, as a group with respect to multiplication. Using (4.2.1),
we get that the restriction of d(-,-) to (4.2.2) is invariant under translations, as a
group with respect to multiplication. Note that (4.2.2) is a closed set in &, with
respect to the topology determined by d(-,-). If | - | is an ultrametric absolute
value function on k, then (4.2.2) is an open set in k.

The set R4 of positive real numbers is an open subset of the real line with
respect to the standard topology, and a subgroup of R\ {0}, as a group with
respect to multiplication. The exponential function defines a homeomorphism
from R onto R, with respect to the standard topology on R and the induced
topology on R;. The exponential function is also a group isomorphism from
R, as a group with respect to addition, onto R4, as a group with respect to
multiplication. The logarithm is the inverse mapping, and

(4.2.3) |log x — log y|

defines a metric on R, that is invariant under translations, with respect to
multiplication on R . This corresponds to the standard Euclidean metric on R,
using the isomorphism between R and R, given by the exponential function,
and the topology determined on R, by (4.2.3) is the same as the topology
induced by the standard topology on R.

If k¥ = R with the standard absolute value function, then (4.2.2) is the
subgroup {1, —1} of R\ {0}, as a group with respect to multiplication. There is
an obvious group isomorphism from {1, —1} x R4 onto R\ {0}, which is defined
by
(4.2.4) (a,b) — abd

for a € {1,—1} and b € Ry, so that ab € R\ {0}. The topology induced
on {1,—1} by the standard topology on R is the discrete topology, and the
isomorphism from {1, -1} x Ry onto R\ {0} defined by (4.2.4) is a homeomor-
phism with respect to the corresponding product topology. One can use this
and (4.2.3) to get a metric on R\ {0} that is invariant under translations, with
respect to multiplication, and for which the corresponding topology on R\ {0}
is the same as the topology induced by the standard topology on R.
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If £ = C with the standard absolute value function, then (4.2.2) is the same
as the unit circle
(4.2.5) T={2€C:|z|=1}.

There is an obvious group isomorphism from T x R4 onto C\ {0}, defined by
(4.2.4) again, now with a € T, b € Ry, and ab € C\ {0}. This isomorphism
is a homeomorphism, with respect to the topology determined on T by the
standard topology on C, and the corresponding product topology on T x R.
One can use this and the previous translation-invariant metrics on T and R4
to get a translation-invariant metric on C \ {0}, as a group with respect to
multiplication. More precisely, one can get a translation-invariant metric on
C \ {0} in this way for which the corresponding topology is the same as the
topology induced by the standard topology on C.

4.3 Absolute values and ultrametrics

Let k£ be a field with an ultrametric absolute value function | -|. If u,v € k
satisfy

(4.3.1) lu —v| < |v],

then

(4.3.2) lu| = |v].

Indeed,

(4.3.3) lu] < max(|v|, |u—v]) < |v]

when |u —v| < |[v|. We also have that
(4.3.4) [v] < max(|ul, |u — v|),

which implies that |v| < |u| when (4.3.1) holds.
If z,y € k\ {0}, then put

(435)  d(x,y) = x| e —yl=lyl 'z —y| when |z]=|y|
= 1 when |z| # |y|.

Of course,

(4.3.6) |z — y| < max(|z, y|)

for every x,y € k. This implies that

(4.3.7) d(z,y) <1
when |z| = |y|, and thus for all 2,y € k\ {0}. If
(4.3.8) |z —y| < max(|z[, |y[),
then |x| = |y|, as in (4.3.2). It follows that

(4.3.9) d(z,y) <1
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if and only if (4.3.8) holds.
It is easy to see that (4.3.5) is symmetric in z and y, and is equal to 0 exactly
when x = y. Let 2,9,z € k\ {0} be given, and let us verify that

(4.3.10) 0(z, z) < max(d(x,y),d(y, 2)).

This holds automatically when the right side is equal to one, because of (4.3.7).
Otherwise, if the right side is less than one, then |z| = |y| = |z|, by definition of
0(+,-). In this case, (4.3.10) follows from the ultrametric version of the triangle
inequality for |- | on k.

If a,z,y € k\ {0}, then

(4.3.11) Slax,ay)=d(z,y),

by construction. This means that (-, -) is invariant under translations on k\ {0},
as a group with respect to multiplication. Note that d(-,-) is the same as d(,-)
on (4.2.2).

Let d(y,z) = |y — z| be the usual metric on k associated to | - |, and let
Ba(z,7), Ba(z,7) be the open and closed balls in k centered at x € k with
radius r > 0 with respect to d(-,-). Suppose that z € k\ {0}, and let Bs(x,r),
Bs(z,r) be the open and closed balls of radius r > 0 centered at z in &\ {0}
with respect to 0(-,-). Observe that

(4.3.12) Bs(z,r) = Ba(z,7|2|)
when 0 < r < 1, and that
(4.3.13) Bs(x,7) = Ba(x,r|z])

when 0 < r < 1. In particular, this implies that the topology determined on
k\ {0} by 4(-,-) is the same as the one induced by the topology determined on

4.4 Total boundedness in £\ {0}

Let k be a field with an absolute value function |- |, and let d(z,y) = |x — y| be
the corresponding metric on k. If ¢t € k and E C k, then put

(4.4.1) tE={tx:xze€FE}.

Let € k and 7 > 0 be given, and let By(z,r), By(z,r) be the open and closed
balls in & centered at x with radius r with respect to d(-,-), as in the previous
section. If ¢t € k and t # 0, then

(4.4.2) t Ba(w,r) = Ba(tz, [t|r)

and - o
(4.4.3) t By(z,r) = By(tz,|t|r).
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Let z € k\ {0} be given. If y € k and d(z,y) < r < |z|, then it is easy to
see that

(4.4.4) 2| —r < |yl < [z] + 7.
Note that

(4.4.5) z Ba(e,r) = Ba(z, 7 |z|)
and - _

(4.4.6) x Ba(e,r) = Ba(z,r|z|)

for every r > 0, as in (4.4.2), (4.4.3). If 0 < r < 1 and y is an element of (4.4.6),
then
(4.4.7) A =r) el <fyl < (1+7) |z,

by (4.4.4).

Remember that &\ {0} is a topological group with respect to multiplication,
and the topology induced by the topology determined on k by d(-,-). Of course,
left and right-invariant total boundedness in &\ {0} are the same, as in Section
3.8. It is easy to see that E C k\ {0} is totally bounded in &\ {0} as a
topological group with respect to multiplication if and only if for every r > 0
there are finitely many elements x1,...,x, of k\ {0} such that

(4.4.8) E C |z, Bale.r).
j=1
Equivalently, this means that
(4.4.9) E C | Balj,r|z),
j=1

by (4.4.6). In particular, we can take r = 1/2 to get that
(4.4.10) {lz| : z € E}

has an upper bound in R and a positive lower bound, because of (4.4.7).
In (4.4.8) and (4.4.9), we may as well ask that

(4.4.11) (.’I}j Bd(e,r))ﬂE:Bd(xj,r|mj|)ﬁE7é(Z),

because otherwise the set corresponding to z; is not needed to cover E. We
may also restrict our attention to » < 1/2. Under these conditions, the upper
and lower bounds for (4.4.10) mentioned in the preceding paragraph lead to an
upper bound and positive lower bound for |z;|, 1 < j < n, depending only on
E, because of (4.4.7).

Left and right-invariant total boundedness in k, as a topological group with
respect to addition, are the same too, and they are the same as total bounded-
ness with respect to d(-,-), as in Section 3.8. If E C k \ {0} is totally bounded
in k\ {0}, as a topological group with respect to multiplication, then one can
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use the upper bound for |x;| mentioned in the previous paragraph to get that
E is totally bounded with respect to d(,-).
If E C k is totally bounded with respect to k, then for every r > 0 there are

finitely many elements x1,...,z, of k such that
(4.4.12) EC U Ba(zj,7),
j=1

and we may as well ask that By(z;,r) N E # 0 for each j = 1,...,n, as before.
If E C k\ {0}, and there is a positive lower bound for (4.4.10), then we can
get a positive lower bound for |z;| when r is sufficiently small, using (4.4.4).
Under these conditions, one can check that E is totally bounded in & \ {0}, as
a topological group with respect to multiplication.

Suppose now that |- | is an ultrametric absolute value function on k, and let
(-, ) be the ultrametric defined on &\ {0} in (4.3.5). Note that E C k\ {0} is
totally bounded in &\ {0} as a topological group with respect to multiplication
if and only if E is totally bounded with respect to d(-,-), as in Section 3.8. In
this case, one can use (4.4.8) or (4.4.9) with » = 1 to get that (4.4.10) has only
finitely many elements.

4.5 Discrete absolute value functions

Let k be a field, and let | - | be an absolute value function on k. Observe that

(4.5.1) {Jz|: x € k\ {0}}

is a subgroup of the multiplicative group R of positive real numbers. If 1 is
not a limit point of (4.5.1), with respect to the standard topology on R, then
| - | is said to be discrete as an absolute value function on k.

Put
(4.5.2) p1 =sup{|z|:z €k, |z] <1},

so that 0 < p; < 1. Tt is easy to see that p; = 0 if and only if | - | is the trivial
absolute value function on k. One can also check that p; < 1 if and only if | - |
is discrete on k.

Suppose that | - | is nontrivial and discrete on k, so that 0 < p; < 1. One
can verify that the supremum in (4.5.2) is attained in this case, so that there is
an x7 € k such that
(4.5.3) |z1| = p1.

In fact, (4.5.1) consists exactly of the integer powers of p; under these conditions.
If k has positive characteristic, then | - | is non-archimedean on k, and thus
an ultrametric absolute value function. If |-| is archimedean on k, then it follows
that k£ has characteristic 0, so that there is a natural embedding of Q into k.
This leads to an absolute value function on Q, which is archimedean as well.
Ostrowski’s theorem implies that an archimedean absolute value function on
Q is equivalent to the standard Euclidean absolute value function. In particular,
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this means that an archimedean absolute value function on Q is not discrete.
Combining this with the remarks in the preceding paragraph, we get that any
archimdean absolute value function on k is not discrete. Equivalently, if | - | is
a discrete absolute value function on k, then |- | is non-archimedean on k.
Suppose that | -| is nontrivial and discrete on k again, so that || is an ultra-
metric absolute value function on k, as in the previous paragraph. Remember
that
(4.5.4) {zxek:|z|=1}

is a subgroup of &\ {0}, as a group with respect to multiplication. If z1 € k is
as in (4.5.3), then every element of &\ {0} can be expressed in a unique way as

(4.5.5) zal,

where x € k, |z| = 1, and j € Z. This leads to a group isomorphism between
k\ {0} and the product of (4.5.4) and Z, as a group with respect to addition.

Of course, (4.5.4) is a topological group, with respect to the topology induced
by the topology determined on k by the ultrametric associated to | - |. We also
have that (4.5.4) is an open subset of k, because | - | is an ultrametric absolute
value function on k. We may consider Z as a topological group too, using the
discrete topology. The group isomorphism between k \ {0} and the product of
(4.5.4) and Z mentioned in the previous paragraph is a homeomorphism, with
respect to the topology induced on &\ {0} by the topology determined on k by
the ultrametric associated to |- |, and the product topology on the product of
(4.5.4) and Z.

4.6 Local total boundedness

Let X be a set with a uniformity . We say that X is locally totally bounded
with respect to U if for every x € X there is an open set U with respect to
the topology determined by U such that z € U and U is totally bounded with
respect to U. If X is locally compact with respect to the topology determined
by U, then X is locally totally bounded with respect to U, because compact
subsets of X are totally bounded.

Let G be a topological group, and note that G is locally compact when there
is an open subset of GG that contains e and is contained in a compact set, because
of continuity of translations. Let us say that G is locally totally bounded if there
is an open subset U of G such that e € U and U is either left or right-invariant
totally bounded in G. We may as well ask that U be symmetric, by replacing
it with U N U~!. In this case, left and right-invariant total boundedness of U
are the same.

Let Uy, Ur be the uniformities on G defined in Section 3.2, and remember
that left and right-invariant total boundedness are equivalent to total bounded-
ness with respect to Uy, and Ug, respectively, as in Section 3.8. If G is locally
totally bounded with respect to Uz, or Ug, then it is easy to see that G is lo-
cally totally bounded as a topological group, as in the preceding paragraph.
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Conversely, suppose that G is locally totally bounded as a topological group,
and let U be a symmetric open subset of G that contains e and is left and
right-invariant totally bounded. Note that a U a~! has the same properties for
every a € (G, because conjugation by a is continuous. One can check that a U b
is left and right-invariant totally bounded for every a,b € G, which implies in
particular that G is locally totally bounded with respect to both Uy, and Ug.

In this case, if a subset E of G is left or right-invariant totally bounded,
then FE is contained in the union of finitely many left or right translates of U.
It follows that E is both left and right-invariant totally bounded, because left
and right translates of U are both left and right-invariant totally bounded.

Let k be a field with an absolute value function |-|. Let us refer to a subset F
of k as being totally bounded if E is totally bounded with respect to the metric
associated to | - |, which is the same as saying that E is totally bounded in k
as a topological group with respect to addition and the topology determined by
the metric associated to | - |. In this case, it is easy to see that ¢t F is totally
bounded in k for every t € k.

Let us say that k is locally totally bounded with respect to |- | if k is locally
totally bounded with respect to the metric associated to | - |, which is the same
as saying that k is locally totally bounded as a topological group with respect
to addition. Equivalently, this means that there is a positive real number r such
that the open ball in & centered at 0 with radius r with respect to the metric
associated to | - | is totally bounded. Note that this holds when | -| is the trivial
absolute value function on k.

If | - | is nontrivial on k, then there is an = € k such that z # 0 and |z| # 1.
This implies that there are y,z € k such that 0 < |y| < 1 and |z| > 1, using =
and 1/z. Of course, it follows that

(4.6.1) || =|ylf =0 and |27 =z = +o0 asj— oc.

If k is locally totally bounded, then one can use this to get that there are open
balls in k centered at 0 of arbitrarily large radius that are totally bounded. This
means that all bounded subsets of k are totally bounded.

Similarly, if & is locally compact, and | -| is nontrivial on k, then closed and
bounded sets in k are compact. One can check that k is complete with respect
to the metric associated to | - | in this case. If | - | is the trivial absolute value
function on k, then k is locally compact and complete.

If k is complete with respect to the metric associated to |- |, then subsets of k
that are both closed and totally bounded are compact. If & is also locally totally
bounded, and | - | is nontrivial on k, then it follows that closed and bounded
subsets of k are compact.

4.7 Some subgroups of £

Let k be a field with an ultrametric absolute value function |- |, and let B(z,7),
B(z,7) be the open and closed balls in k centered at x € k with radius r > 0
with respect to the ultrametric associated to |-. It is easy to see that open and
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closed balls centered at 0 are subgroups of k, as a group with respect to addition,
as in Section 3.7.

In fact, B(0,1) is a subring of k that contains the multiplicative identity
element, and B(0,r), B(0,r) are ideals in B(0,1) when 0 < 7 < 1. One can
check that the quotient ring

(4.7.1) B(0,1)/B(0,1)

is a field, which is called the residue field associated to |- | on k. If | - | is the
trivial absolute value function on k, then B(0,1) = k, B(0,1) = {0}, and the
residue field reduces to k.

If B(0,1) is totally bounded, then one can verify that the residue field is
finite. If B(0,1) is totally bounded, then |- | is discrete on k. More precisely,
this holds when B(0, 1) is contained in the union of finitely many balls of radius
strictly less than one.

Suppose now that the residue field (4.7.1) is finite, and that | - | is nontrivial
and discrete on k. Let p; be as in (4.5.2), so that 0 < p; < 1, and the positive
values of | - | on k are the same as the integer powers of p;. In particular,
B(0,1) = B(0,p1), so that B(0,1) can be expressed as the union of finitely
many pairwise-disjoint closed balls of radius p;.

If j is any integer, then one can use translations and dilations to get that
any closed ball in k of radius p] can be expressed as the union of finitely many
closed balls of radius p{“. If [ is any positive integer, then one can repeat the
process to get that closed balls in k of radius ,0{ can be expressed as the union
of finitely many closed balls of radius p{+l. This means that closed balls in &
are totally bounded.

4.8 p-Adic integers

Let k be a field, and let x be an element of k. If n is a nonnegative integer, then
it is well known and easy to see that

(4.8.1) (1—-=x) Zacj =1-2",
=0

where 27 is interpreted as being equal to 1 when j = 0. If = # 1, then it follows
that
n

(4.8.2) ol =1-a"t) (1 -2)""

=0

Let | - | be an absolute value function on k. If |z| < 1, then |z"+1| = |z|"H!
tends to 0 as n — oo, and thus

(4.8.3) ij —(1—2)"' asn— oo,
7=0
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with respect to the metric on k associated to | - |.

Let p be a prime number, and let | - |, be the p-adic absolute value on
Q,. If z € Q and |z], < 1, then = can be expressed as a/b, where a,b € Z,
b # 0, and b is not a multiple of p. It follows that there is a ¢ € Z such that
bc=1—py for some y € Z. The argument in the preceding paragraph implies
that * = ac (1l — py)~! can be approximated by integers with respect to the
p-adic metric.

Put

(4.8.4) Z,={zxecQ,:|z|, <1}
It is easy to see that Q N Z, is dense in Z, with respect to the p-adic metric,
because Q is dense in Q,, by construction. One can check that Z is dense in Z,,
using the remarks in the previous paragraph. More precisely, Z,, is the same as
the closure of Z in Q,,.

If j € Z, then p’ Z,, is the same as the closed ball in Q, centered at 0 with
radius p~/ with respect to the p-adic metric. This is a subgroup of Q,, as a
group with respect to addition, as in the previous section. We also have that
Z, is a subring of Q,, and that p/ Z, is an ideal in Z, when j > 0, as before.
Thus the quotient Z,/(p? Z,) is a commutative ring when j > 0.

There is a natural ring homomorphism from Z into Z,/(p’ Z,) for each
j > 0, obtained by composing the obvious inclusion of Z into Z, with the quo-
tient mapping from Z, onto Z,/(p’ Z,). This homomorphism maps Z onto
Z,/(p’ Z,), because Z is dense in Z,, as before. The kernel of this homomor-
phism is Z N (p’ Z,), which is the same as p? Z. This leads to a natural ring
isomorphism from Z/(p’ Z) onto Z,/(p’ Z,) for every j > 0.

In particular, this implies that Z, is totally bounded. Of course, Z, is
a closed set in Qp, with respect to the p-adic metric. It follows that Z, is
compact, because Q,, is complete with respect to the p-adic metric.

4.9 Seminorms on k"

Let k be a field with an absolute value function |-|, and let n be a positive integer.
Also let N be a seminorm on k", with respect to |- | on k. The standard basis
vectors eq, ..., e, in k™ can be defined as usual by taking the jth coordinate of
e; to be 1 when j =1, and 0 when j # [. If v € k™, then we get that

(4.9.1) N(v) = N(Zvl el) <3 Ne) [l
=1 =1

Let || - |1, || - |2, and || - |[cc be the norms on k™ defined in Section 4.1. If
v € k™, then it is easy to see that
9. <
(492) N@) < (max N(e) [l
and

(4.9.3) N(v) < (ZN(ez)) [[0]]co,
=1
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using (4.9.1). Similarly,

(4.9.4) N(v) < (ZN(GI)Q)”2 o]z,
=1

by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality.
If NV is a semi-ultranorm on k", then

(4.9.5) N(v) < fg?an(N(el) [vi])

for every v € k™. This implies that
49, N(v) < ( N ) -
(19.6) () < ( max Ner)) o]
for every v € k™.
Suppose for the moment that there is a positive real number ¢ such that
(4.9.7) llolloo < N(v)

for every v € k™. Of course, this implies that N is a norm on k™. In this case,
it is easy to see that the topology determined on k™ by the metric associated to

N is the same as the topology determined by the metric associated to || - ||oo-
This is the same as the product topology on k", using the topology determined
on k by the metric associated to | - |, as before.

Note that a sequence of elements of k™ corresponds to n sequences of elements
of k, by taking the coordinates of the terms of the sequence in k™. One can
check that a sequence of elements of k" is a Cauchy sequence with respect to
the metric associated to || - || if and only if the corresponding n sequences in
k are Cauchy sequences with respect to the metric associated to | -|. If k is
complete with respect to the metric associated to |- |, then it follows that k™ is
complete with respect to the metric associated to || - ||oo-

If (4.9.7) holds, then a Cauchy sequence of elements of k™ with respect to
the metric associated to N is also a Cauchy sequence with respect to the metric
associated to || - |leo. If k is complete with respect to the metric associated to
| -], then one can use this to get that k™ is complete with respect to the metric
associated to N.

Let (X,d(x,y)) be a metric space, and let E be a subset of X. If F is
complete as a metric space with respect to the restriction of d(-,-) to E, then it
is well known that F is a closed set in X, with respect to the topology determined
by d(:,-). To see this, let {z;}32, be a sequence of elements of E that converges
to an element z of X. Under these conditions, {x;}72, is a Cauchy sequence in
E, which converges to an element of F, by hypothesis. This implies that = € F,
by the uniqueness of the limit of a convergent sequence in a metric space.

4.10 Norms and completeness

Let k be a field with an absolute value function | - | again, let n be a positive
integer, and let N be a norm on k™ with respect to | - | on k. If k is complete
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with respect to the metric associated to | - |, then it is well known that there is
a positive real number ¢ such that (4.9.7) holds for every v € k™.

To show this, we use induction on n. The n = 1 case is clear, because any
norm on k with respect to | - | is a positive constant multiple of | - |.

Suppose that n > 2, and consider

(4.10.1) {vek":v, =0},

which is a linear subspace of k™. This can be identified with £»~! in an obvious
way, so that the restriction of N to (4.10.1) corresponds to a norm on k"1
Using our induction hypothesis, we get that there is a positive real number cg
such that

(4.10.2) o ||Vloe < N(v)

for every v € k™ with v, = 0.

It follows from this and the completeness of k that (4.10.1) is complete as
a metric space with respect to the metric associated to the restriction of N to
(4.10.1), as in the previous section. This implies that (4.10.1) is a closed set in
k™ with respect to the metric associated to IV, as before.

Let e, be the nth standard basis vector in k", with jth coordinate equal to
1 when j = n, and to 0 otherwise. Of course, e,, is not an element of (4.10.1).
It follows that there is a positive real number ¢; such that

(4.10.3) Nw—ey,)>c

for every v € k™ with v,, = 0, because (4.10.1) is a closed set in k™ with respect
to the metric associated to N.
Equivalently, (4.10.3) says that

(4.10.4) N(v) > ¢y |vp]

for every v € k™. More precisely, this is trivial when v,, = 0, and otherwise one
can reduce to the case where v,, = 1 using the homogeneity of N on k™.
If v is any element of k™, then

(4.10.5) co ||v — v enlloo < N(v— vy ep),

by (4.10.2). We also have that

(4.10.6) N(v—vpen) < N()+ |vp| N(en) < (14 c1 N(en)) N(v),
by (4.10.4). Thus

(4.10.7) co |lv —vpenlloo < (14 ¢1 N(en)) N(v).

Note that ||v — vy, €nloc = maxi<j<pn—1 |vj]. One can get (4.9.7) for a suitable
¢ > 0 using (4.10.4) and (4.10.7).

If k is locally compact and | - | is nontrivial on k, then one can use another
argument, as follows. In this case, closed and bounded subsets of k are compact,
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as in Section 4.6. This implies that closed and bounded subsets of k™ are
compact, with respect to the metric associated to ||||0, by Tychonoff’s theorem.
In particular, the set of v € k™ with ||[v||ec = 1 is compact.

Note that N is continuous as a real-valued function on k™ with respect to
the metric on k™ associated to IV, as in Section 1.8. This implies that N is
continuous as a real-valued function on k", with respect to the metric on k™

associated to || - ||leo, because of (4.9.3). It follows that N attains its minumum
on the set of v € k™ with ||v]|c = 1, because this set is compact with respect
to the metric on k™ associated to || - ||s. Of course, the minimum of N on this

set is positive, because N is a norm on k", by hypothesis. It is easy to see that
(4.9.7) holds with ¢ equal to this minimum, using homogeneity of the norm.

4.11 Some remarks about matrices

Let n be a positive integer, and let R be a ring. The space M, (R) of n x n
matrices with entries in R is a ring too, with respect to entrywise addition of
matrices, and matrix multiplication.

Suppose that R has a multiplicative identity element e. The corresponding
identity matriz I = I,, in M, (R) is the matrix with diagonal entries equal to e,
and all other entries equal to 0. This is the multiplicative identity element in
M, (R).

Let GL,(R) be the set of elements of M, (R) with a multiplicative inverse
in M,,(R). Of course, this is a group with respect to matrix multiplication.

Suppose now that multiplication on R is commutative. If a € M, (R), then
the determinant det a of a can be defined as an element of R in the usual way.
It is well known that a has a multiplicative inverse in M, (R) if and only if det a
has a multiplicative inverse in R.

Let k be a field, and note that M, (k) is a vector space over k, with respect
to entrywise addition and scalar multiplication. In fact, M, (k) is an associative
algebra over k, with respect to matrix multiplication. In this case, a € M, (k)
has a multiplicative inverse in M, (k) if and only if deta # 0.

Let | - | be an absolute value function on &, and let us now consider k to be
equipped with the topology determined by the metric associated to | - |. If we
consider M, (k) to be the Cartesian product of n? copies of k, then we get a
corresponding product topology on M, (k). One can check that matrix addition
and multiplication are continuous on M, (k), as mappings from M, (k) x M, (k)
into M,,(k), and using the corresponding product topology on M, (k) x M, (k).
One can also verify that the determinant defines a continuous function from
M, (k) into k.

In particular, GL, (k) is an open subset of M, (k). One can check that
a — a~! is continuous on GL,(k), with respect to the topology induced by
the one on M, (k), using Cramer’s rule. It follows that GL, (k) is a topological
group with respect to this topology.

Suppose now that | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on k. Thus
the closed unit ball B(0,1) = By(0,1) in k with respect to the ultrametric
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associated to | - | is both open and closed in k, and a subring of k that contains

the multiplicative identity element, as before. This means that M, (B(0,1)) is
both open and closed as a subset of M, (k), and that M, (B(0,1)) is a subring
of M, (k) that contains the identity matrix I.

Observe that € B(0,1) has a multiplicative inverse in B(0, 1) if and only
if || = 1. This implies that

(4.11.1) GL,(B(0,1)) = {a € M,(B(0,1)) : |deta| = 1}.

Remember that the set of z € k with || = 1 is both open and closed in £,
because | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on k. This implies that
GL,(B(0,1)) is both open and closed in M, (k), because the determinant is
continuous on M, (k).

4.12 Supremum and Lipschitz seminorms

Let k be a field with an absolute value function |-|, let X be a nonempty set, and
let V' be a linear subspace of the space of all k-valued functions on X. Also let
E be a nonempty subset of X, and suppose that the elements of V' are bounded
on E with respect to |-| on k. If f € V, then put

(4.12.1) £l sup.2 = sup | f(z)].
zeFE

One can check that this defines a seminorm on V', as a vector space over k, with
respect to | -| on k. This is called the supremum seminorm on V corresponding
to E.

If E = X, then this defines a norm on V', which may be denoted || f||sup- If ||
is an ultrametric absolute value function on &, then (4.12.1) is a semi-ultranorm
on V.

Suppose that V is a subalgebra of the algebra of all k-valued functions on
X, with respect to pointwise multiplication of functions. If f,g € V, then we
have that

(4.12.2) 1f 9llsup.2 < 1 lsup. 2 [|9l] sup. -

Let d(-,-) be a semimetric on X, and let a be a positive real number. Re-
member that a k-valued function f on X is said to be Lipschitz of order o with
constant C' > 0 on X with respect to the metric associated to |- | on & if

(4.12.3) |f(z) = f(w)] < Cd(z, w)

for every z,w € X, as in Section 1.8. It is easy to see that the space Lip, (X, k)
of all k-valued functions on X that are Lipschitz of order o with some constant
C' is a linear subspace of the space of all k-valued functions on X.

If f € Lip, (X, k), then we would like to put

|f(x) = f(w)]

Az w)e cx,w € X, d(x7w)>0}.

(412.4) [ flliap. e = sup{
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Let us interpret this as being equal to 0 when d(z,w) = 0 for every z, w in
X. Note that f(x) = f(w) when d(z,w) = 0, by hypothesis. Equivalently,
I fllLip, (x,k) is the smallest C' > 0 such that (4.12.3) holds.

One can check that this defines a seminorm on Lip, (X, k), as a vector space
over k, with respect to | - | on k. More precisely, || f||Lip, (x,x) = 0 exactly when
f is constant on X. If | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on k, then
this defines a semi-ultranorm on Lip, (X, k).

If f, g are k-valued functions on X, then

(4.12.5) () g(x) = f(w) g(w)]
< [f@)llg(x) = g(w)[ +|f(z) = f(w)]lg(w)]

for every z,w € X. If | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on X, then

(4.12.6) [f(x) g(x) — f(w) g(w)]
< max(|f(z)] lg(z) — g(w)], [f(2) = f(w)]lg(w)])

for every z,w € X. If f, g are bounded on X, and f, g € Lip, (X, k), then it is
easy to see that fg¢ € Lip, (X, k), with

(4-12-7) ||f9||Lipa(X,k) < ||f||suz) ||9||Lipa(X,k) + ||fHLipa(X,k) ||g||sup-
If | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on k, then we get that

(4.12.8) [If gllLip,, (x.k) < max((|fllsup [19]Lip, x.0)» 1f Lip, (X k) [19]]sup)-

4.13 Some norms on matrices

Let k be a field with an absolute value function | - |, and let n be a positive
integer. Remember that the space M, (k) of n x n matrices with entries in
k is an associative algebra over k, with respect to matrix multiplication. If
a = (a;;) € M,(k), then put

(4.13.1) Nioela) = mae (3 laul).
<ign \ £

(413.2) Neoa(a) = 1?%’{71(;'%”)’

(4.13.3) Noowola) = max lajil-

Tt is easy to see that these define norms on M, (k), as a vector space over k, and
with respect to | - | on k. If | - | is an ultrametric absolute value function on k,
then (4.13.3) is an ultranorm on M, (k).

Let o' = (a!;) € M, (k) be the transpose of a, so that a}, = a; ; for j,1 =
1,...,n. Observe that
(4.13.4) N o(a') = N 1(a)
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and

(4135) Noo,oo(at) - Noo,oo(a’)‘

It is easy to see that

(4.13.6) Noo,00(a) < Nioo(a), Noo,1(a)
and

(4.13.7) Nl,oo(a)a Noo,l(a) < nNtxwo(a)'
We also have that

(4.13.8) Ni,oo(I) = Neo,1(I) = Neo oo () = 1,

where I is the identity matrix in M, (k), as before. Note that the topologies
determined on M, (k) by the metrics associated to these norms are the same
as the product topology corresponding to the topology determined on k by the
metric associated to |- |, where M, (k) is considered as the Cartesian product of
n? copies of k.

Let b = (b;;) be another element of M, (k), and let ¢ = (¢;;) € M, (k) be

the product of a and b, so that
(4.13.9) Cjr = Z aj1 by,
1=1

for j,r=1,...,n. Thus

n
(4.13.10) el < laja
=1

|bl,r|

for j,r =1,...,n. Using this, one can check that
(4.13.11) Ni,oo(€) < Nio0(a) N1,00(b).
Similarly, one can verify that

(4.13.12) Nuo1(¢) € Noo1(a) Noo 1 (b).

Let us suppose from now on in thia section that || is an ultrametric absolute
value function on k. In this case, we get that

(4.13.13) lejrl < max (Jaal fbr.r[)

for j,r =1,...,n. This implies that
(4.13.14) Noo,00(€) € Noo,00(@) Noo,00(b).

Let Bj(0,1) be the closed unit ball in k with respect to the ultrametric associ-
ated to | - |, as before. Thus M,,(B(0,1)) is the same as the closed unit ball in
M,,(k) with respect to the ultrametric associated to Nog oo-

If a,b € M,,(By(0,1)), then

(4.13.15) |deta — det b| < Noo oo(a —b).

This can be verified directly, and one can also use the remarks about products
of bounded Lipschitz functions in the previous section.
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4.14 Some subgroups of GL, (k)

Let k be a field with an ultrametric absolute value function | - |, and let n
be a positive integer again. Remember that GL, (k) is the group of invertible
elements in M, (k), and let N o be the ultranorm defined on M, (k) in the
previous section. Let us use By(+,-), Bi(:,-) for open and closed balls in k with
respect to the ultrametric associated to | - |, and B(-,-), B(,-) for open and
closed balls in M,, (k) with respect to the ultrametric associated t0 Nog 0. Thus

(4.14.1) B(0,1) = M, (B(0,1)),

as in the previous section. Remember that (4.14.1) is a subring of M, (k) that
contains the identity matrix I, and that G L, (B (0, 1)) is the group of invertible
elements of this subring.

If a € M,,(B1(0,1)) and b € M, (k), then

(4.14.2)  Noo,00(ab), Noo,so(ba) < Neg oo (@) Noo,oo(b) < Noeo,oo (D),
by (4.13.14). Similarly, if a € GL,,(Bx(0,1)) and ¢ € M,,(k), then

(4.14.3) Neosol@™ ¢), N solca™) < Nuo so(c).

)

This implies that

for every b € M, (k). It follows that
(4.14.5) Neo,oo(@b) = Nog oo (ba) = Nog oo (b)

for every a € GL,,(Bk(0,1)) and b € M,,(k). In particular, Neo oo(a) = 1 when
a € GL,(B(0,1)).

Of course,
(4.14.6) ANoo oo (0,¢) = Noo oo (b =€)

is the ultrametric on My (k) associated to Noo oo. Using (4.14.5), we get that
this ultrametric is invariant under left and right multiplication by elements of
GL,(Bk(0,1)). This means that the restriction of (4.14.6) to GL, (B(0,1)) is
invariant under left and right translations in GL, (B(0,1)), as a group with
respect to matrix multiplication. Note that

(4.14.7) Neoso(a—1I) = Nuoo(a™' = 1)
when a € GL,(Bk(0,1)). If a,b € GL,(Bx(0,1)), then we have that

(4.14.8) Neo,oo(@ab—1) < max(Neo,co(@b—15), Nog oo(b—1I))
= maxX(Neo,oo(@ — I), Noo,co(b—I)).

More precisely, this works when a € M, (k) and b € GL,(Bx(0,1)). The same
conclusion can be obtained analogously when a € GL,,(B(0,1)) and b € M, (k).
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Remember that GL,(B(0,1)) consists of all @ € M,(Bx(0,1)) such that
|deta| =1, as in (4.11.1). If a € GL,(B(0,1)), b € M, (B(0,1)), and

(4.14.9) Noo soa—b) < 1,
then
(4.14.10) |det a — det b] < 1,

by (4.13.15). This implies that
(4.14.11) |det b = 1,

as in Section 4.3, so that b € GL,,(Bk(0,1)) too.
Observe that

(4.14.12) B(I,1) € B(I,1) = B(0,1).
In fact,
(4.14.13) B(I,1) € GL,(B(0,1)),

by the remarks in the preceding paragraph. More precisely, B(,1) is a normal

subgroup of G L, (B(0,1)), as in Section 3.7. This could also be obtained from
some of the properties of Nog oo mentioned earlier. Similarly, B(I,r) and B(I,r)
are normal subgroups of GL,(Bg(0,1)) when 0 < r < 1.

4.15 Two ultrametrics on GL,(k)

Let us continue with the same notation and hypotheses as in the previous sec-
tion. Let a,b € GL, (k) be given, and put

(4.15.1) 0p(a,b) = Neooo(a™'b—1) when a™be GL,(B(0,1))
=1 otherwise.

Of course, a1 b is an element of GL,,(Bx(0,1)) if and only if b=t a = (a7 1 b) !
has this property. In this case,

(4.15.2) Neoosol@a™b—1) = Ny (bt a—1),

by (4.14.7). This implies that (4.15.1) is symmetric in a, b.
It is easy to see that
(4.15.3) or(a,b) <1

when a='b € GL,(By(0,1)), and thus for all a,b € GL, (k). If a,b € GL, (k)
and
(4.15.4) Neoosola™tb—1) < 1,

then a=tb € GL,(B(0,1)), as in (4.14.13). It follows that a,b € G L, (k) satisfy

(4.15.5) op(a,b) < 1
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if and only if (4.15.4) holds. Note that &1,(a,b) = 0 if and only if a=1b = I,
which means that a = b.
Let a,b,c € GL, (k) be given, and let us check that

(4.15.6) dr(a,c) < max(dr(a,b),dr(b,c)).

This is trivial when the right side is equal to one, by (4.15.3). If the right side
is less than one, then a='b,b™" ¢ € GL,(Bx(0,1)), which implies that a~' ¢ is
an element of GL,(B(0,1)) too. Under these conditions, we have that

Neos(@le—1) = Neoo((@a b)) te)—1)
(4.15.7) < max(Noo,oo(a™ b — 1), Nogoo (bt e = 1)),

as in (4.14.8). This implies (4.15.6), as desired.

It follows that (4.15.1) defines an ultrametric on GL,, (k). This ultrametric is
invariant under left translations on GL,(k), as a group with respect to matrix
multiplication, by construction. If a,b € GL,(Bx(0,1)), then one can check
that
(4.15.8) dr(a,b) = Noo oo (a — b).

More precisely, this uses the fact that Neo o is invariant under left multiplication
by elements of GL, (B(0,1)), as in the previous section.

Let a,b € GL, (k) be given again, and put
(4.15.9) 6r(a,b) = Neoolab ™t —1I) when ab ' € GL,(Bx(0,1))

1 otherwise.

Observe that
(4.15.10) Srla,b) =dp(at,b7h).

It follows that (4.15.9) defines an ultrametric on GL, (k). This ultrametric is
clearly invariant under right translations on GL,(k), as a group with respect to
matrix multiplication. One can verify that

(4.15.11) 0r(a,b) = Noo,co(a — D)

for every a,b € GL,,(By(0, ll), because No o is invariant under right multipli-
cation by elements of GL,,(B(0,1)), as before.



Chapter 5

(" Spaces and operator
seminorms

5.1 ¢-Norms and ¢-seminorms

Let k be a field, and let | - | be a nonnegative real-valued function on k that
satisfies the first two conditions (1.4.1) and (1.4.2) in the definition of an absolute
value function. Let us say that |- | is a g-absolute value function on k for some
positive real number ¢ if

(5.1.1) 2+ |7 < [+ ]

for every z,y € k. Equivalently, this means that
(5.1.2) &+ y| < (2] + [yl

for every x,y € k. The right side decreases monotonically in ¢, by (2.10.1), so
that this condition becomes more restrictive as ¢ increases. A g-absolute value
function is the same as an ordinary absolute value function when ¢ = 1, and it
is convenient to consider an ultrametric absolute value function as a g-absolute
value function with ¢ = co.

If | - | is a g-absolute value function on k, then |z — y| defines a g-metric on
k. In this case, if a is a positive real number, then |z|® is a (¢/a)-absolute value
function on k. It is easy to see that a g-absolute value function for any ¢ > 0 is
a quasimetric absolute value function. Conversely, a quasimetric absolute value
function is a g-absolute value function for some ¢ > 0, by the corollary on pl4
of [17].

Let |- | be a gx-absolute value function on k for some g > 0, and let V be a
vector space over k. Also let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on V' that
satisfies the homogeneity condition (1.9.1) with respect to | - |, and let gy be a
positive real number. Let us say that N is a gy-seminorm on V with respect
to || on k if
(5.1.3) N+ w)™ < N@)™ + N(w)™

92
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for every v,w € V. If we also have that N(v) > 0 when v # 0, then we say

that N is a gy-norm on V with respect to |- | on k. Thus gy-norms and

gn-seminorms are the same as ordinary norms and seminorms when gy = 1.
As before, (5.1.3) is the same as asking that

(5.1.4) N(v+w) < (N@)™ + N(w)iv)H/av

for every v, w € V. The right side is monotonically decreasing in g,,, by (2.10.1),
so that this condition becomes more restrictive as gy increases. We may consider
an ultranorm or semi-ultranorm as a gy-norm or gy-seminorm with gy = oo,
respectively. If N is a gy-norm or gy-seminorm on V', then dy (v, w) = N(v—w)
is a gy-metric or gqy-semimetric on V', as appropriate. If N is a gy-seminorm
on V and N(v) > 0 for some v € V, then one can check that |- | is a gn-absolute
value function on V.

Let a be a positive real number, so that | - |* is a (qx/a)-absolute value
function on k. If N is a gy-norm or gy-seminorm on V with respect to | - |,
then it is easy to see that N(v)® is a (gn/a)-norm or (¢n/a)-seminorm on V,
as appropriate, with respect to |- |* on k.

Let NV be a nonempty collection of g-seminorms on V. More precisely, every
N € N should be a gy-seminorm on V with respect to |-| on k, for some qx > 0
that may depend on N. Thus

(5.1.5) M=MN)={dy: N €N}

is a collection of g-semimetrics on V', which can be used to define a topology or
uniform structure on V, as in Section 2.10.

Let us say that N is nondegenerate on V if for every v € V with v # 0 there
is an N € N such that N(v) > 0. This means that (5.1.5) is nondegenerate as
a collection of g-semimetrics on V.

5.2 Examples of g-seminorms

Let k be a field with a gg-absolute value function | - | for some g, > 0, and
let V' be a vector space over k. Also let [ be a positive integer, and for each
j=1,...,1, let Nj be a qy;-seminorm on V' with respect to |- | on & for some
gn; > 0. If we put

(5.2.1) qo = min(qn,, - --,49nN,),

then N; may be considered as a go-seminorm on V for each j =1,...,l. Under

these conditions, one can verify that

2.2 N;
(5:2.2) [max, Nj(v)
is a go-seminorm on V with respect to | - | on k too.

Let r be a positive real number, and consider
! 1/r

(5.2.3) (ZNj(v)r) ,

j=1
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which is a nonnegative real-valued function on V. Of course, (5.2.2) is the
analogue of this for r = co. If r < qg, then one can check that (5.2.3) is an
r-seminorm on V with respect to |- | on k. As in Section 2.11, one can do this
using (2.11.6) with the exponent r/gy < 1 when gy < oo, or using the fact that
Nj is an r-seminorm on V for each j = 1,...,1l when r < ¢qo. If g0 < r, then
one can check that (5.2.3) is a go-seminorm on V', using Minkowski’s inequality
with exponent /gy > 1.

Let X be a nonempty set, and remember that coo(X, k) is the space of k-
valued functions on X with finite support, as in Section 1.10. Also let a be
a positive real-valued function on X, and let r be a positive real number. If
f € coo(X, k), then put

(5.2.4) 1llra = (D (a(@) 1 £)1)")

zeX

1/r

Note that this is the same as in Section 1.10 when r» = 1,2. The analogue of
this for r = oo is

(5:2.5) 1£lloc,a = max(a(z) [f())),

as usual.

One can verify that (5.2.5) is a gx-norm on cgo(X, k) with respect to |- | on
k. If r < g, then (5.2.4) is an r-norm on coo(X, k) with respect to | - | on k.
As before, this can be obtained using (2.11.6) with the exponent r/g; < 1 when
gr < o0, or from the fact that | - | is an r-absolute value function on k when
r < qg. If ¢z < r, then (5.2.4) is a gg-norm on coo(X, k) with respect to | - | on
k. This can be seen using Minkowski’s inequality, with exponent r/q; > 1.

If 0 < r; <ry < oo, then

(5.2.6) [fllrz0 < A1 fllr1a

for every f € coo(X, k), as in (2.11.1) and (2.11.4). If a(x) = 1 for every x € X,
then we may use || f]|, to denote || f]|+,q, as in Section 1.10. In particular, || f]l
is the same as the supremum norm || f||sup on coo(X, k), as in Section 4.12.

Let b be another positive real-valued function on X, and suppose for the
moment that X has only finitely many elements. Observe that

(527 1l < (32 @@)/0)) ) 1o

zeX

for every f € coo(X, k).
Suppose that 0 < r; < 1y < 00, and that 0 < r3 < oo satisfies

(528) 1/T1=1/7‘2—|—1/T3.

This means that r1/ry 4+ r1/r3 = 1, so that one can use Holder’s inequality to
get that

(5.2.9) Il = D (a(@)/b(@)™ (@) |f(2)])"

zeX
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r1/7‘3 -
A1 0

< (X (a@)/pa))

rzeX

for every f € coo(X, k). It follows that

(5.2.10) oo < (@@ s@)) " 1l

zeX

for every f € coo(X, k).
Similarly, suppose now that X = Z. If 3772, (a(j)/b(j))" converges, as an
infinite series of positive real numbers, then

(5.2.11) 170 < (@@ A6 ) 1l

=1

for every f € coo(Z, k). Suppose that 0 < 71 < 1y < 0o and 0 < 73 < 0o satisfy
(5.2.8) again. If Z;il(a( 7)/b(4))"™ converges as an infinite series of positive real
numbers, then one can use Holder’s inequality to get that

9] ' . 1/
(5.2.12) 1 lla < (G057

Jj=1

3
Hf”rmb

for every f € coo(Z4, k), as before.

5.3 (> Spaces

Let X be a nonempty set, let k be a field, and let | - | be a gx-absolute value
function on k for some ¢ > 0. Consider the space of (X, k) of all k-valued
functions on X that are bounded with respect to | - | on k. This is the same as
B(X, k), as in Section 2.12, where k is equipped with the gi-metric associated
to |- |. It is easy to see that £*°(X k) is a linear subspace of the space ¢(X, k)
of all k-valued functions on X.

If f € ¢°(X,k), then put

(5.3.1) [flloe = 1 fllese (x,1y = sup [f ().
zeX

This is the same as the supremum norm || f||sup, on £°(X, k), as in Section 4.12.
More precisely, one can check that (5.3.1) is a gx-norm on ¢°° (X, k), with respect
to || on k. The gi-metric on £*°(X, k) associated to (5.3.1) is the same as the
supremum gg-metric corresponding to the gg-metric on k associated to | - |, as
in Section 2.12.

Similarly, let @ be a positive real-valued function on X, and let ¢3°(X, k) be
the space of k-valued functions f on X such that

(5.3.2) a(x) |f(x)] is bounded on X.
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This is a linear subspace of ¢(X, k), as before. If f € £5°(X, k), then put

(5.3.3) 1flloc,a = Il flleze (1) = sup (a(z) | f(2)]).
reX

One can check that this defines a gx-norm on £5°(X, k) with respect to |-| on k,
as before. Of course, £5°(X, k) and | f||co,q are the same as £>°(X, k) and || f]|
when a(z) =1 for every z € X.

Let Y be a nonempty set, and let d(-,-) be a gq-metric on Y for some g4 > 0.
Remember that one can define the notion of Cauchy sequences in Y with respect
to d(-,-) in the usual way, as in Section 2.15. As usual, we say that Y is complete
with respect to d(-,-) if every Cauchy sequence in Y converges to an element of
Y.

Let B(X,Y) be the space of bounded mappings from X into Y with respect
to d(-,-), and let 6(-, ) be the corresponding supremum g4-metric on B(X,Y), as
in Section 2.12. If Y is complete with respect to d(-, -), then B(X,Y") is complete
with respect to 0(,-), by standard arguments. More precisely, let {f;}72; be a
sequence of bounded mappings from X into Y that is a Cauchy sequence with
respect to 6(-,-). If z € X, then it is easy to see that {f;(z)}32; is a Cauchy
sequence in Y with respect to d(-,-). This implies that {f;(z)}52, converges to
an element f(z) of Y, because Y is complete.

Thus {f; 52 converges pointwise to a mapping f from X into Y. Using this
and the Cauchy condition for {f;}52; with respect to 0(-, "), one can verify that
{f; 52, converges to f uniformly on X. One can use this and the boundedness
of the f;’s to get that f is bounded on X too. This means that f € B(X,Y),
and that {f;}52, converges to f with respect to 0(-,-), as desired.

Suppose now that k is complete, with respect to the ggx-metric associated to
| - |. This implies that £°(X, k) is complete with respect to the corresponding
supremum qg-metric, as in the previous paragraphs. An analogous argument
shows that ¢5°(X, k) is complete with respect to the gg-metric associated to
(5.3.3), as follows.

Let {f;}52; be a Cauchy sequence in (;°(X, k), with respect to the g-
metric associated to (5.3.3). If z € X, then it is easy to see that {f;(7)}32;
is a Cauchy sequence in k with respect to the gg-metric associated to | - |, as
before. This implies that {f;(z)}72; converges to an element f(z) of k, because
k is complete, by hypothesis. This means that {f; 521 converges pointwise to
a k-valued function f on X.

One can use the Cauchy condition for {f; }]O‘;l with respect to the gg-metric
associated to (5.3.3) to get that

(5.3.4) a(z) |fj(z) — f(z)] =0 asj— oo

uniformly on X. One can use this to get that f € £3°(X, k), because f; is an
element of £2°(X, k) for each j. This uniform convergence condition also implies
that {f;}32, converges to f with respect to the gx-metric associated to (5.3.3),
as desired.
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5.4 Vanishing at infinity

Let X be a nonempty set, and let k be a field with a gg-absolute value function
| -] for some ¢ > 0. A k-valued function f on X is said to vanish at infinity
with respect to | - | on k if for every e > 0, there are only finitely many = € X
such that

(5.4.1) @) > e

Of course, this holds automatically when X has only finitely many elements. If
X =Z,, then f vanishes at infinity if and only if |f(j)| — 0 as j — oco.

Let ¢o(X, k) be the space of k-valued functions on X that vanish at infinity
with respect to |-| on k. If f € ¢o(X, k), then it is easy to see that f is bounded
on X with respect to |- | on k, so that

(5.4.2) co(X, k) C (X, k).

More precisely, co(X, k) is a linear subspace of £>°(X, k). One can check that
co(X, k) is a closed set in £*°(X, k), with respect to the supremum gg-metric. If
k is complete with respect to the gg-metric associated to |- |, then it follows that
co(X, k) is complete with respect to the supremum gg-metric, because ¢>°(X, k)
is complete, as in the previous section.

Remember that the support of a k-valued function f on X is defined to be
the set of € X such that f(z) # 0, and that coo(X, k) is the space of k-valued
functions on X with finite support. Clearly

(543) COQ(X,IC) g C()(X, k),

and one can check that co(X,k) is the same as the closure of cgo(X, k) in
(X, k), with respect to the supremum g¢g-metric. If f € ¢o(X, k), then one
can verify that the support of f has only finitely or countably many elements.

Let a be a positive real-valued function on X, and let ¢g (X, k) be the space
of k-valued functions f on X such that

(5.4.4) a(x) |f(x)| vanishes at infinity,
as a real-valued function on X. As before,
(5.4.5) co.a(X, k) CL° (X, k),

and in fact cpq(X, k) is a linear subspace of ¢5°(X, k). One can check that
c0,o(X, k) is a closed set in ¢5°(X, k), with respect to the gy-metric associated
t0 ||+ [|oo,a- If k is complete with respect to the gp-metric associated to |- |, then
it follows that co (X, k) is complete with respect to the g;-metric associated to
I ”oo7a'

Of course,
(546) C()o(X, ki) - Co7a()(7 k‘),

and one can verify that co (X, k) is the same as the closure of coo(X, k) in
02°(X, k), with respect to the gg-metric associated to || - ||co,q- If f € ca,0(X, k),
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then the support of f has only finitely or countably many elements, because the
support of a |f| has only finitrly or countably many elements, as before.
Let b be another positive real-valued function on X, and suppose that

(5.4.7) a(x)/b(x) is bounded on X.
It is easy to see that

(5.4.8) 0P (X, k) ClP (X, k)
and

(5.4.9) cop(X, k) Cco,a(X, E).

If f e l°(X, k), then we have that
(5.4.10) 1 fllse.a < ( 5D (@(@) /b)) 1 ]lc.0
zeX

Suppose now that
(5.4.11) a(x)/b(x) vanishes at infinity on X,
as a real-valued function on X. Observe that

(5.4.12) 0°(X, k) C coa(X, k).

5.5 Nonnegative sums

Let X be a nonempty set, and let f be a nonnegative real-valued function on
X. If E is a nonempty subset of X, then

(5.5.1) > f)

zeE

can be defined as a nonnegative extended real number, by taking the supremum
of

(5.5.2) > fla)

z€A

over all nonempty finite subsets A of F.
It is easy to see that

(5.5.3) dtfa) =ty f(x)

z€E zel

for every positive real number ¢. If g is another nonnegative real-valued function
on X, then one can verify that

(5.5.4) (@) +g@) =D fl@)+ ) gla)

zEE el el
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If £y, E5 are disjoint nonempty subsets of X, then it follows that

(5.5.5) Yoo f@) =) @)+ Y fla)

r€E1UE> z€E, rEEy

Let us say that f is summable on E if (5.5.1) is finite. If £ = Z, then the
summability of f on E is equivalent to the convergence of
(5.5.6) > rG),

Jj=1

as an infinite series of nonnegative real numbers. In this case, (5.5.1) and (5.5.6)
are the same.

Suppose that f is summable on £ C X. If Ej is a nonempty subset of E,
then f is summable on Ey too. If t is a nonnegative real number, then ¢ f is
summable on E, and satisfies (5.5.3). If ¢ is also summable on E, then f + g is
summable on E, by (5.5.4).

If f is summable on FE, then for each € > 0 there is a nonempty finite subset
A(e) of E such that
(5.5.7) df@)< Y fa) te

RIS D) z€A(e)
This implies that

(5.5.8) Y f@) <.

x€E\A(e)

by (5.5.5). It follows in particular that f vanishes at infinity on E.

Let r be a positive real number, and let us say that f is r-summable on
E if f(x)" is summable on E. In this case, ¢ f is r-summable on E for every
nonnegative real number ¢. If g is r-summable on E as well, then one can check
that f + g is r-summable on F.

If0<r <1, then

(5.5.9) (f(@) +g(x)" < f(=)" +g(x)"

for every € X, as in (1.6.1). This implies that

(5.5.10) D (f@+g@) <D fl@)+ ) gla)
relE zEE zEE

Suppose now that 1 < r < oo, and that f and g are r-summable on E.
Under these conditions, Minkowski’s inequality for sums implies that f + g is
r-summable on F, with

6511 (L U@+a@r)" < (@) + (X o)
zEFR E

el (A

1/r

If f is r-summable on E for any r > 0, then f(z)" vanishes at infinity on E,
and thus f vanishes at infinity on E. If rg is another positive real number with
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ro > r, then it is easy to see that f is rg-summable on E, because f is bounded
on F. More precisely,

(55.12) (3 @) < (X sar)”.

el zeFR

as in (2.11.4).

5.6 (" Spaces

Let X be a nonempty set, let r be a positive real number, and let a be a positive
real-valued function on X. Also let k£ be a field, and let | - | be a gi-absolute
value function on k for some g, > 0. Consider the space £} (X, k) of k-valued
functions f on X such that

(5.6.1) a(x)|f(z)| is r-summable on X.

If f e (X,k), then put

o=l = (X @ lr@r) "

zeX

(5.6.2) I

If a(z) = 1 for every x € X, then we may use the notation ¢" (X, k) and || f|» =
Ilfller(x,k) for £4,(X, k) and || f||»,a, respectively, as usual.
One can check that ¢ (X, k) is a linear subspace of ¢(X, k). Clearly

(5.6.3) coo(X, k) C €0(X, k),

and (5.6.2) is the same as in Section 5.2 when f € coo(X, k). As before, (5.6.2)
is an r-norm on ¢ (X, k) with respect to | - | on k when r < g. If ¢ < r, then
(5.6.2) is a gz-norm on ¢} (X, k) with respect to | - | on k. In both cases, one
can verify that coo(X, k) is dense in £7 (X, k) with respect to the g or r-metric
associated to (5.6.2), as appropriate.

If 0 < r1 <ry < oo, then

(5.6.4) 0 (X, k) CO2(X, k),
and
(5.6.5) [fllrsa < (1 fllria

for every f € £71(X, k). If r1 < oo, then
(5.6.6) Y (X, k) Ceoa(X, k).

If k is complete with respect to the gx-metric associated to |-|, then ¢ (X, k) is
complete with respect to the g or r-metric associated to (5.6.2), as appropriate.
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Indeed, suppose that {f; 72, is a Cauchy sequence in /7 (X, k) with respect to
the g or r-metric associated to (5.6.2), so that

(5.6.7) \fi = fillra =0 asj,l— oo.

Using this, it is easy to see that {]‘J(av)}jo';1 is a Cauchy sequence in k for every
x € X, with respect to the gy-metric associated to |-|. This implies that {f;}32,
converges pointwise to a k-valued function f on X, because k is complete. Under
these conditions, one can check that f € ¢7(X, k), and that

(5.6.8) Hf] - f”r,a —0 asj— oo,

as desired.
Let b be another positive real-valued function on X. If

(5.6.9) a(x)/b(x) is r-summable on X,
then it is easy to see that
(5.6.10) 0GP (X, k) C O (X k).

More precisely, if f € £5°(X, k), then

1/r
(5.6.11) 10ra < (32 @@)/5@)7) " 11 s
reX
If a(z)/b(x) is bounded on X, then
(5.6.12) G (X, k) C O (X, k).
In this case,

(5.6.13) 17l < ( sup(aa)/o(@) 1l

for every f € £°(X, k).
Suppose that r1, ro, 73 are positive real numbers with 1/r; = 1/ro + 1/r3.
If a(z)/b(x) is rz-summable on X, then

(5.6.14) (X, k) C 00 (X k).

Indeed, if f € £,?(X, k), then

(5.6.15) e < (3 (@(@/0@)) " Ul

reX

by Holder’s inequality, as in Section 5.2.
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5.7 Operator g-seminorms

Let k be a field with a gg-absolute value function | - | for some g, > 0, and let
V, W be vector spaces over k. Also let Ny, Ny be qv, qw-seminorms on V,
W for some qy,qw > 0, respectively, and with respect to |- | on k. A linear
mapping 7" from V into W is said to be bounded with respect to Ny, Ny if
there is a nonnegative real number C such that

(5.7.1) Nw (T(v)) < C Ny (v)
for every v € V. This implies that
(5.7.2) Nw (T(u) —T(w)) = Nw(T(u—v)) < C Ny(u—v)

for every u,v € V.

Thus (5.7.1) implies that T is Lipschitz of order 1 with constant C' with
respect to the gy, gw-semimetrics associated to Ny, Ny, respectively. In
particular, this means that T is uniformly continuous with respect to these
semimetrics. If | - | is not the trivial absolute value function on k, and if T is
continuous at 0 with respect to these semimetrics on V', W, then one can check
that T is bounded. More precisely, it sufficies to ask that Ny (T'(v)) be bounded
as a real-valued function on a ball in V' centered at 0 with positive radius with
respect to the gy -semimetric associated to Ny in this case.

Let £(V,W) be the space of all linear mappings from V into W. Of course,
this is a vector space over k, with respect to pointwise addition and scalar
multiplication. Similarly, let BL(V, W) be the space of linear mappings from V
into W that are bounded with respect to Ny, Ny,. One can check that this is
a linear subspace of L(V,W).

If T € BL(V,W), then we would like to put

(5.73) N Tlop = 1T lopvw = sup{w :v €V, Ny(v) > 0}.

Let us interpret this as being equal to 0 when Ny (v) = 0 for every v € V.
Note that Ny (T'(v)) = 0 for every v € V such that Ny (v) = 0, because T is
bounded. Equivalently, ||T'||op is the smallest C' > 0 such that (5.7.1) holds for
every v € V.

One can check that || -||op defines a gp-seminorm on BL(V, W), with respect
to|-] on k. If Ny is a gw-norm on W, then || - ||op is & gw-norm on BL(V, W).

Let Z be another vector space over k, and let Nz be a gz-seminorm on Z
for some gz > 0, with respect to |- | on k. Suppose that T3 is a bounded linear
mapping from V into W, and that T5 is a bounded linear mapping from W into
Z. If v e V, then

Nz((Ty 0 T1)(v)) = Nz(T>(T1(v)))
(5.7.4)

1 T2lop,w z Nw (T1(v))
1Tt lop,vw I T2llop,wz Nv (v).

[VARVAN
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This means that 75 o T is bounded as a linear mapping from V into Z, with

(5.7.5) T3 o T1||op7VZ < HT1||op7VW ||T2H0P7WZ~

Suppose now that Ny, is a gw-norm on W, and that W is complete with
respect to the associated gy -metric. Under these conditions,

(5.7.6) BL(V,W) is complete with respect to

the gy -metric associated to || - ||op.
Indeed, let {T}}52; be a Cauchy sequence in BL(V, W) with respect to this
gw-metric. This means that for each € > 0 there is a positive integer L(e) such

that
(5.7.7) 1T — Tillop < €

for every j,1 > L(¢). If v € V, then it follows that

(5.7.8) Nw (Tj(v) = Ti(v)) = Nw((Tj —Ti)(v))
175 — Tillop Nv (v) < € Ny (v)

IN

for every j,1 > L(e).

This implies that {7;(v)}52, is a Cauchy sequence in W, with respect to
the gy -metric associated to Ny, . It follows that this sequence converges to a
unique element T'(v) of W, because W is complete, by hypothesis. One can

check that T is linear as a mapping from V into W. We also get that
(5.7.9) N (T(v) = Ti(v)) < € Ny (v)

for every | > L(e) and v € V, by (5.7.8). Using this, one can verify that T is a
bounded linear mapping from V into W, with

(5.7.10) 1T~ Tillop < €

for every | > L(e).

Let us continue to ask that Ny be a qu-norm on W, and that W be complete
with respect to the associated gy -metric. Let V; be a linear subspace of V', and
suppose that 1} is dense in V', with respect to the gy -semimetric associated to
Ny . Also let Ty be a linear mapping from V{ into W, and suppose that T is
bounded, with respect to the restriction of Ny to Vj. Under these conditions,

(5.7.11) there is a unique extension of Ty to a

bounded linear mapping 7" from V into W,

by standard arguments. More precisely, uniqueness follows easily from the con-
tinuity of bounded linear mappings.

To get the existence of such an extension, let v € V be given, and let
{v;}52, be a sequence of elements of Vj that converges to v, with respect to the

gv-semimetric associated to Ny . In particular, {v; }‘;‘;1 is a Cauchy sequence
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with respect to the gy-semimetric associated to Ny. One can use this to check
that

(5.7.12) {To(v;)}72, is a Cauchy sequence in W,

with respect to the gy -metric associated to Ny, because Ty is bounded on V.
It follows that
(5.7.13) {To(vj)}72, converges in W,

because W is complete. We would like to use the limit of this sequence to define
T(v) as an element of W.

One can verify that the limit of {Ty(v;)}32; does not depend on the partic-
ular sequence {v; 52, of elements of Vj that converges to v, using the bound-
edness of Ty on V. Thus we can define T as a mapping from V into W in this
way, and it is easy to see that T is linear, because Ty is linear on V. One can
also get the boundedness of T' on V' from the boundedness of T on V. More
precisely, one can verify that

(5.7.14) 1T llop,vw = [[Tollop,vow -

5.8 Bounded vector-valued functions

Let X be a nonempty set, let k£ be a field, and let V' be a vector space over k.
The space ¢(X, V) of all V-valued functions on X is a vector space over k too,
with respect to pointwise addition and scalar multiplication of functions. As
before, the support of f € ¢(X,V) is defined to be the set of z € X such that
f(z) #£ 0. The space coo(X,V) of f € ¢(X,V) whose support has only finitely
many elements is a linear subspace of ¢(X, V).

Let | - | be a gx-absolute value function on k for some ¢ > 0, and let N be
a gy-seminorm on V for some gy > 0, with respect to | - | on k. Consider the
space £*° (X, V) of all V-valued functions f on X that are bounded with respect
to N on V| so that N(f(x)) is bounded as a nonnegative real-valued function
on X. This is the same as B(X,V), as in Section 2.12, where V is equipped
with the gy-semimetric associated to N. It is easy to see that £>°(X,V) is a
linear subspace of ¢(X, V).

Similarly, let a be a positive real-valued function on X, and let £5°(X, V) be
the space of V-valued functions f on X such that

(5.8.1) a(x) N(f(x)) is bounded on X.

One can check that this is a linear subspace of ¢(X, V), and that

(5.8.2) [fllso.a = [1flleze vy = :gg(a(ﬂf) N(f(x)))

defines a gy-seminorm on ¢°(X, V), with respect to |- | on k. If a(z) =1
for every x € X, then ¢;°(X,V) is the same as £>°(X,V), and ||f|co,c may
be denoted || f|locc = I[fll¢e(x,v). In this case, the gny-semimetric on £*°(X, k)
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associated to || - ||cc,q 18 the same as the supremum semimetric corresponding to
the gn-semimetric on V' associated to N, as in Section 2.12.

If N is a gy-norm on V, then (5.8.2) defines a gy-norm on £°(X, k). If V
is also complete with respect to the gy-metric associated to N, then one can
check that £3°(X,V) is complete with respect to the gy-metric associated to
(5.8.2), as in Section 5.3. More precisely, if a(z) = 1 for every « € X, then this
follows from the analogous statement for B(X,Y’) mentioned earlier. Note that
f € ¢(X, k) has finite support in X when N(f(z)) has finite support in X and
N is a gy-norm on V.

Let us say that f € ¢(X, V) vanishes at infinity on X with respect to N if

(5.8.3) a(x) N(f(x)) vanishes at infinity

as a real-valued function on X. Let ¢y o(X, V) be the set of these functions, and
note that

(5.8.4) coo(X,V) Cepo(X, V) CLP(X,V).

One can check that ¢go(X,V) is a closed linear subspace of ¢3°(X, V), with
respect to the gy-semimetric associated to (5.8.2), and in fact that it is the
closure of ¢oo(X, V) in £2°(X,V). If a(x) = 1 for every x € X, then ¢y (X, V)
may be denoted ¢o(X,V). If f € ¢o(X,V) and N is a gy-norm on V, then the
support of f in X has only finitely or countably many elements.

5.9 r-Summable vector-valued functions

Let us continue with the same notation and hypotheses as in the previous sec-
tion. Let 7 be a positive real number, and let £% (X, V') be the space of V-valued
functions f on X such that

(5.9.1) a(z) N(f(x)) is r-summable on X.

In this case, we put

(5.9.2) 1 llra = Il ey = (3 (ale) N (s @)))T)w'

zeX

As usual, we may use the notation £"(X, V') and || f||. = | fl¢e~(x,v) when a(z) =
1 for every z € X.
One can check that ¢ (X, V) is a linear subspace of ¢(X, k), with

(5.9.3) coo(X, V) C (X, V) C coalX, V).

One can also verify that (5.9.2) is an r-seminorm on ¢} (X, V) with respect to
|- | on k when r < gy, and that it is a gy-seminorm when gn < r, as in Section
5.2. Tt is easy to see that ¢oo(X, V) is dense in 7 (X, V) with respect to the ¢x
or r-semimetric associated to (5.9.2), as appropriate. If 0 < ry < ry < 0o, then

(5.9.4) (X, V) C (X, V),
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with
(5.9.5) 1 £llrzia < N Fllria

for every f € 071 (X, V), as before.

Suppose for the moment that N is a gy-norm on V, so that (5.9.2) is a
gy or r-norm on £7(X,V), as appropriate. If V is complete with respect to
the gn-metric associated to N, then one can check that ¢, (X, V) is complete
with respect to the gy or r-metric associated to (5.9.2), as in Section 5.6. If
f e (X, V), then the support of f in X has only finitely or countably many
elements.

Let b be another positive real-valued function on X. If a(z)/b(z) is bounded
on X, then
(5.9.6) (X, V) Cl(X,V)

for 0 <r <oo. If f € ¢}(X,V), then
(5.9.7 £l < ( sup(a(e) /o)) 1]
zeX

as before. Similarly,
(5.9.8) cop(X, V) Cepa(X,V)

in this case. If a(x)/b(x) vanishes at infinity on X, then
(5.9.9) GP(X,V) Cepo(X,V).

Let 1, r2,73 > 0 be given, with 1/r; = 1/ro + 1/r3 and r3 < co. If

(5.9.10) a(x)/b(x) is rs-summable on X,
then
(5.9.11) 02 (X,V) C (X, V),

as in Section 5.6. More precisely, if f € £;2(X, V), then

(5.9.12) 7 < (3 (@@/0@)) " Wl

rzeX

as in Section 5.6.

5.10 Some bounded linear mappings

Let X be a nonempty set, let k& be a field, and let V' be a vector space over k.
If fe Coo(X, V), then

(5.10.1) > f@)

zeX

reduces to a finite sum in V, and thus defines an element of V. This defines a
linear mapping from coo(X, V) into V.
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If z € X, then let 0, be the k-valued function on X with §,(y) = 1 when
x =y, and 6, (y) = 0 when x # y. It is easy to see that §,, x € X, form a basis
for coo(X, k), as a vector space over k. More precisely, if f € coo(X, k), then

(5.10.2) F=> f@)6.,
zeX

where the right side reduces to a finite sum in ¢ (X, k), as before.
If T is a linear mapping from ¢ (X, k) into V', then

(5.10.3) T(f) =) f@)T(5)
zeX

for every f € coo(X, k), by (5.10.2). Note that any V-valued function on X
corresponds to T'(d,) for a unique such linear mapping 7.

Let | - | be a gg-absolute value function on k for some ¢ > 0, and let N
be a gn-seminorm on V with respect to |- | on k for some gy > 0. Also let
a be a positive real-valued function on X, and let 0 < r < oo be given. Thus
|- lr.a = Il - ller (x,%) can be defined on £, (X, k) as in Sections 5.3 and 5.6. Note
that
(5.10.4) 102 |ler (x %) = al(z)

for every x € X, by construction.

Let T be a linear mapping from ¢ (X, k) into V', and suppose for the moment
that T is bounded with respect to the restriction of || - ||z x k) to coo(X, k), and
using N on V. This implies that

(5.10.5) N(T(62)) < T llop 102 llez (x5 = 1T [lop alz)

for every x € X, where ||T'||,p is the corresponding operator ¢y-seminorm of 7.
Equivalently,
(5.10.6) N(T(6z))/a(z) <|ITlop

for every = € X.
Let T be any linear mapping from cgo(X, k) into V, and let f € coo(X, k)
be given. If gy < oo, then we can use (5.10.3) to get that

Y @)™ N(T(8.))™

rzeX

> (a(@) | (@)™ (N(T(8,))/a(2)) ™.

reX

(5.10.7)  N(T(f))~

IN

Similarly, if g5 = oo, then we get that
(5.10.8) N(T(f) < max(|[f(z)]| N(T(0)))

reX

= max((a(z) [f(2)]) (N(T(0z))/al(x)))-

reX

Suppose that
(5.10.9) N(T(d;))/a(x) is bounded on X,
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so that T'(dz) is an element of £79 (X,V), as a V-valued function on X. If
f € coo(X, k), then

(51010)  N(T()) < (sup(N(TG2)/a(2))) 17z (xr

by (5.10.7) or (5.10.8), as appropriate. This means that T is bounded with
respect to the restriction of |- [lgy,a = - Iy~ (x 1) t0 coo(X, k), and using N on
V. More precisely, the corresponding operator gy-seminorm ||T||,, of T" satisfies

(5.10.11) 1Top < jgg(N(T(%))/a(w))
In fact,
(5.10.12) 1T]op = igg(N(T(%))/a(x))

under these conditions, because of (5.10.6), with r = gn.

Suppose now that N is a gy-norm on V, and that V is complete with respect
to the associated gy-metric. Let 0 < r < oo be given again, and let T be a
bounded linear mapping from coo(X, k) into V', with respect to the restriction of
[-llr.a = II[ler (x k) t0 coo(X, k), and using N on V.. If 7 < oo, then T  has a unique
extension to a bounded linear mapping from ¢, (X, k) into V, as in Section 5.7.
Similarly, if » = oo, then T has a unique extension to a bounded linear mapping
from cg (X, k) into V', using the restriction of ||-||oc,a = [|*[l¢2 (x,x) t0 0,a(X, k).
This uses the density of coo(X, k) in £,(X, k) when r < oo, and in ¢g (X, k)
when r = oo, as in Sections 5.4 and 5.6.

5.11 Vector-valued Lipschitz mappings

Let X be a nonempty set, and let d(-,-) be a gg-semimetric on X for some
ga > 0. Also let k& be a field with a gi-absolute value function | - | for some
qr > 0, and let V' be a vector space over k with a gy-seminorm N with respect
to |- | on k for some gny > 0. As in Section 1.8, a V-valued function f on X
is said to be Lipschitz of order o > 0 with constant C' > 0 with respect to the
qn-semimetric on V associated to N if

(5.11.1) N(f(z) = f(w)) < Cd(x,w)"

for every x,w € X. One can check that the space Lip, (X, V) of all functions f
that satisfy this condition for some C' > 0 is a vector space over k, with respect
to pointwise addition and scalar multiplication of functions.

If f € Lip,(X,V), then we would like to put

N(f(z) = f(w))

: X, d
Az w)° z,we X, (gc,w)>0}7

(5~11~2) ”fHLin(X,V) = SUP{

as in Section 4.12. We interpret this as being equal to 0 when d(z,w) = 0
for every x,w € X, as before. Of course, if z,w € X and d(z,w) = 0, then
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N(f(x) — f(w)) = 0, by hypothesis. Alternatively, || f||Lip_(x,v) is the smallest
C > 0 such that (5.11.1) holds.

One can check that this defines a ¢y-seminorm on Lip, (X, V'), with respect
to | -] on k. Note that ||f|lLip, (x,vy = 0 when f is constant on X. If N is a
gy-norm on V', and || f|lLip, (x,vy = 0, then f is constant on X.

Let a be a k-valued function on X, and let f be a V-valued function on X,
so that a f is a V-valued function on X too. If gy < oo, then

N(a(e) f(x) - a(w) f(w))™
(5113) < |a(@)|™ N(f(x) - Fw)™ + |a(x) — a(w)|™ N(f(w))™

for every x,w € X. Similarly, if gy = oo, then

(5.11.4)  N(a(z) f(x) — a(w) f(w))
< max(la(z)| N(f(2) — f(w)),|a(z) — a(w)| N(f(w)))

for every x,w € X. If a and f are each both bounded and Lipschitz of order «
on X, then it follows that a f € Lip, (X, V), with

(5.115) la FIZY, vy < Mallf e A1 e + 1all e 112

when gy < oo, and

(5.11.6) la fllLip, (x,v)
< max(llafles x.x) 1 ILip, (x,v)s lallLip, x5 1f[le= (x,1))

when qn = oo.

If « = 1, then we may simply say that the elements of Lip,(X,V) are
Lipschitz on X, as in Section 1.8. We may also use the notation Lip(X, V') and
I fllLip(x,v) in this case.

Suppose for the moment that X is a vector space over k too, and that d(-, )
is the gg-semimetric associated to a gg-seminorm on X with respect to |- | on
k. Remember that a bounded linear mapping T from X into V is Lipschitz
with respect to the associated g-semimetrics, as in Section 5.7. In this case, the
corresponding operator gy-seminorm |||, is the same as || T'||pip(x,v)-

Let Y be a set with a gy-semimetric dy for some gy > 0, and let Z be a
set with a gz-semimetric dz for some gz > 0. Suppose that a mapping f from
X into Y is Lipschitz of order o > 0 with constant C'; > 0 with respect to d
and dy, and that a mapping g from Y into Z is Lipschitz of order § > 0 with
constant Cy > 0 with respect to dy and dz. If x,w € X, then

(5.11.7) dz((go f)(®),(go f)w)) < Cody(f(z),f(w))’
< CPCyd(z,w)*P.

This means that g o f is Lipschitz of order « 3, as a mapping from X into Z,
with constant C’f C5, and with respect to d and d.
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5.12 Bilipschitz conditions and isometries

Let us continue with the same notation and hypotheses as at the beginning of
the previous section. Suppose that f is a V-valued function on X such that

(5.12.1) N(f(z) = f(w)) > cd(z,w)

for some ¢ > 0 and every z,w € X. This implies that f is injective when d(-,-)
is a gq-metric on X, as in Section 1.8. If f is injective on X, then (5.12.1) is the
same as saying that f~! is Lipschitz of order 1 with constant 1/c as a mapping
from f(X) onto X, with respect to the restriction to f(X) of the gy-semimetric
on V associated to N, as before.

Let g be another mapping from X into V', and suppose that f—g is Lipschitz
of order one on X. If gy < 0o, then

N(f(x) = f(w))™
N((f(x) = g(z)) = (f(w) = g(w)))*™ + N(g(x) — g(w))™™
1 = 9l vy Al w)™ + N(g(x) — g(w))™™

cIN d(x, w)qzv

(5.12.2)

INIAIA

for every z,w € X. This means that

(5.12.3) (™ = |If = glliipx.vy) dlz, w)™ < N(g(x) — g(w))™
for every z,w € X. Of course, this is interesting only when
(5.12.4) 1 = gllLipx,v) < e

In this case, we get that

(5.125) (™ = |If = gllfy, x.v)) ™ d(z,w) < N(g(x) - g(w))

for every z,w € X.
If g = oo, then

max(N((f(z) — g(x)) — (f(w) — g(w))), N(g(z) — g(w)))
max(||f = glluipcx,v) d(z, w), N(g(z) — g(w)))

for every z,w € X. If (5.12.4) holds, then we get that

cd(z,w)

<
(5.12.6) <

(5.12.7) cd(z,w) < N(g(z) — g(w))

for every xz,w € X. More precisely, this holds automatically when d(z,w) = 0,
and otherwise it can be obtained from (5.12.6).

Remember that f is bilipschitz as a mapping from X into V, with respect
to the gn-semimetric on V associated to N, if f is Lipschitz, and (5.12.1) holds
for some ¢ > 0, as in Section 1.8. If (5.12.4) holds, then it follows that g is
bilipschitz as well.
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Similarly, f is an isometry as a mapping from X into V if

(5.12.8) N(f(z) - f(w)) = d(z,w)

for every z,w € X. Of course, this is the same as saying that f is Lipschitz, with
I flLip(x,vy < 1, and that (5.12.1) holds with ¢ = 1. In this case, if gn = oo,
and

(5.12.9) If = gllLipxvy) <1,

then (5.12.7) holds with ¢ = 1, and [|g||Lip(x,v) < 1, because || - [|Lip(x,v) is a
semi-ultranorm on Lip(X, V). This means that ¢ is an isometry as a mapping
from X into V, as before.

Let Y be a set with a gy-semimetric dy for some gy > 0 again, and let Z
be a set with a gz-semimetric dz for some qz > 0. If f is a bilipschitz mapping
from X into Y, and g is a bilipschitz mapping from Y into Z, then it is easy to
see that g o f is bilipschitz as a mapping from X into Z. Similarly, if f and g
are isometries, then g o f is an isometry from X into Z.

Suppose now that f is a one-to-one mapping from X onto Y. If f is bilips-
chitz, then f~1 is bilipschitz as a mapping from Y onto X. In particular, if f is
an isometry, then f~! is an isometry as a mapping from Y onto X. Of course,
f has to be injective when it is bilipschitz and d(-,-) is a gg-metric on X.

5.13 Some conditions on linear mappings

Let k be a field with a gi-absolute value function |- | for some g, > 0, and let V,
W be vector spaces over k. Also let Ny, Ny be qv, gw-seminorms on V', W
for some qv, qw > 0, respectively, and with respect to | - | on k. Suppose that
T is a linear mapping from V into W such that

(5.13.1) Nw (T'(v)) = ¢ Ny (v)

for some ¢ > 0 and every v € V. If T is injective on V, then this is the same
as saying that T~! is bounded as a linear mapping from 7'(V) onto V, with
respect to the restriction of Ny, to T(V'), and with operator gy-seminorm less
than or equal to 1/c. Of course, (5.13.1) implies that T is injective on V' when
Ny is a gy-norm on V.

Note that

(5.13.2) c¢Ny(u—v) < Nw(T(u—v)) = Nw(T(u) —T(v))

for every u,v € V in this case. Although the remarks in the previous section
could be used here, analogous statements for linear mappings can be obtained
a bit more directly, as follows.

Let R be another linear mapping from V into W, and suppose that R — T
is bounded as a linear mapping from V into W. If q < oo, then

(5.13.3) ¢ Ny (o)™ < Ny (T(v))™
Nw (R(v) =T (V)™ + Nw (R(v))™
IR =Ty w Nv (v)™ + Nw (R(v))*

O;

IN N |
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for every v € V. Thus

(5.13.4) (™ — IR = T2 ) Ny ()™ < Ny (R(0))™

O;

for every v € V, which is interesting only when
(5.13.5) |R—Tllopvw < c.
Under these conditions, we obtain that

(5.13.6) (™ — IR = T[g )/ Ny (v) < Nw (R(v))

op,V

for every v € V.
If g = oo, then

(5.13.7) ¢ Ny (v) max(Nw (R(v) — T'(v)), Nw (R(v)))

<
< max(||R — T|op.vw Nv(v), Nw (R(v)))

for every v € V. If (5.13.5) holds, then we get that
(5.13.8) ¢ Ny (v) < Ny (R(v))

for every v € V. As before, this holds automatically when Ny (v) = 0, and it
follows from (5.13.7) when Ny (v) > 0.

We say that T is an isometric linear mapping from V into W with respect
to ]\/YV7 NW if
(5.13.9) Nw (T(v)) = Ny (v)

for every v € V. This implies that
(5.13.10) Nw (T(u) —T(v)) = Nw(T(u—v)) = Ny(u—v)

for every u,v € V, so that T is an isometry from V into W with respect to
the qv, gw-semimetrics associated to Ny, Ny, respectively. Equivalently, T is
an isometric linear mapping if and only if 7" is a bounded linear mapping, with
1T llop,vw <1, and (5.13.1) holds with ¢ = 1. If we also have that gy = oo, and

(5.13.11) 1R = Tllopyw <1,

then R is an isometric linear mapping too. This is because (5.13.8) holds with
¢ = 1, as before, and ||R||op,yw < 1, since || - ||op,vw is a semi-ultranorm on
BL(V,W).

A one-to-one bounded linear mapping 7" from V onto W is said to be invert-
ible as a bounded linear mapping if 7~ is bounded as a linear mapping from
W onto V. This means that (5.13.1) holds for some ¢ > 0, as before.

Let Z be another vector space over k, with a ¢z-seminorm Nz with respect
to |- | on k for some gz > 0. Suppose that T is a linear mapping from V into
W that satisfies (5.13.1) for some ¢ > 0 again, and that Tj is a linear mapping
from W into Z such that

(5.13.12) co Nw (w) < Nz(Tp(w))
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for some ¢y > 0 and every w € W. Under these conditions,
(5.13.13) Nz(TooT)(v)) > co Nw(T'(v)) > cco Ny (v)

for every v € V. Similarly, if T" is an isometric linear mapping from V into W,
and Ty is an isometric linear mapping from W into Z, then TyoT is an isometric
linear mapping from V into Z.

5.14 Dense linear subspaces

Let k be a field with a gx-absolute value function | - | for some g > 0, let W
be a vector space over k, and let Ny be a gy -seminorm on W with respect to
| - | on k for some gy > 0. Also let Wy be a linear subspace of W, and let ¢
be a positive real number with ¢ < 1. Suppose that for each w € W there is a
wg € Wy such that

(5.14.1) Nw (w — wg) < ¢ Ny (w).

We would like to check that Wy is dense in W, with respect to the gy-semimetric
associated to Ny .

Let w € W be given, and suppose that wy,...,w; € Wy have been chosen
for some [ € Z, in such a way that

(5.14.2) Nw (u} - Zw]) < Ny (w).
j=1

Of course, we can do this when [ = 1, by hypothesis. Applying our hypothesis

to w — 22:1 wj, we get wi41 € Wy such that

(514.3) N (w RS wj) < ¢Nw (w - ij> < 1 Ny (w).

j=1 =1

+

Thus we can do this for every [ > 1, which implies that W is dense in W,
because ¢ < 1.

Let Wy be a linear subspace of W that is dense in W, with respect to the
qw-semimetric associated to Ny, and let ¢; be a positive real number with
c1 < 1. Suppose that for every w € W; there is a wy € Wy such that

(5.14.4) Nw (w —wo) < ¢1 Nw (w).

Let ¢g be a real number with

(5.14.5) c1 <co <l

If w € W, then we would like to find a wg € Wy such that

(5.14.6) Nw (w —wp) < ¢g Ny (w).
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If Nw (w) =0, then we can simply take wy = 0.

Otherwise, if Ny (w) > 0, then we can first choose w; € Wj such that
Nw (w—w;) is as small as we like. In particular, this means that Ny (wq) is as
close to Ny (w) as we like. By hypothesis, there is a wg € Wy such that

(5147) NW(w1 - wo) S C1 Nw(’wl)

One can use this to get (5.14.6), because of (5.14.5). It follows that Wy is dense
in W with respect to the gy -semimetric associated to Ny, as before.

Suppose now that Ny is a qu-norm on W, and let W be a subset of W.
If Wy is complete with respect to the restriction of the gy -metric associated to
Nw to Wy, then Wy is a closed set in W, as in Section 4.9. If Wy is dense in
W as well, then it follows that Wy = W.

5.15 Surjectivity of linear mappings

Let k be a field with a gg-absolute value function | - | for some ¢ > 0, and let
V', W be vector spaces over k again. Also let Ny, Ny be gy, gw-seminorms on
V, W for some qv,qw > 0, respectively, and with respect to |- | on k. Suppose
that T is a linear mapping from V into W such that

(5.15.1) ¢ Ny (v) < Nw (T (v))

for some ¢ > 0 and every v € V. Let R be a linear mapping from V into W
such that R — T is bounded as a linear mapping from V into W, with respect
to Ny and Nyy, respectively.

If v € V, then

Nw (T (v) = R(v)) = Nw((R - T)(v))
(5.15.2)

R~ Tllop,vw Nv(v)
IR = Tllop,yw Nw (T (v)).

Suppose that
(5153) HR - THop,VW <,

so that ¢ |R — Tlopvw < 1. If T(V) is dense in W, with respect to the
gw-semimetric associated to Ny, then it follows that R(V') is dense in W as
well, as in the previous section.

Suppose from now on in this section that Ny, Ny are qy, gw-norms on V,
W, respectively. In particular, (5.15.1) implies that T is injective. Remember
that R satisfies an analogous condition, because of (5.15.3), as in Section 5.13.
Thus R is injective too.

Suppose for the moment that V' and W are finite-dimensional as vector
spaces over k, with the same dimension. In this case, the injectivity of T implies
that T maps V onto W. Similarly, the injectivity of R implies that it maps V'
onto W.

Suppose now that T is also bounded, as a linear mapping from V into W.
If V is complete with respect to the gy -metric associated to Ny, then one can
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check that T'(V') is complete with respect to the restriction of the gy -metric
associated to Ny, to T'(V). This implies that T(V) is a closed set in W with
respect to the gy -metric associated to Ny, as in Section 4.9. If T(V) is dense
in W, then it follows that

(5.15.4) TWV)=W,

as mentioned in the previous section.

Under these conditions, R is bounded as a linear mapping from V into W,
because R — T is bounded, by hypothesis. If V' is complete, then R(V) is a
closed set in W, as in the preceding paragraph. This uses (5.15.3) to get that
R satisfies the same type of property as T', as before. We also have that R(V)
is dense in W, because of (5.15.3) and (5.15.4), as before. This means that

(5.15.5) R(V) =W,

as in the previous paragraph.

This shows that the set of invertible bounded linear mappings from V' onto
W is an open set in BL(V, W) with respect to the g -metric associated to the
operator gy-norm when V' is complete. Note that W is complete with respect to
the gw-metric associated to Ny when V' is complete and there is an invertible
bounded linear mapping from V onto W. Similarly, the set of invertible bounded
linear mappings from V onto W is an open subset of BL(V, W) when V has finite
dimension. More precisely, if there is an invertible linear mapping from V onto
W, then W has the same dimension as V.



Chapter 6

Subadditivity and
sub-invariance

6.1 Subadditivity on semigroups

Let ¥ be a semigroup. If A C ¥ and © € X, then put t A = {zxa : a € A} and
Az ={ax:a€ A}, asusual. If B C ¥ too, then let A B be the set of products
ab, with a € A and b € B.

Let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on X, and let ¢ be a positive
real number. Let us say that N is g-subadditive on ¥ if

(6.1.1) N(zy)? < N(z)? + N(y)?

for every x,y € X. If this holds with ¢ = 1, then we may simply say that N is
subadditive on X.
As usual, (6.1.1) is the same as saying that

(6.1.2) N(zy) < (N(x)? + N(y)?)1

for every x,y € ¥. The right side of (6.1.2) decreases monotonically in ¢, as
in (2.10.1). This implies that g-subadditivity becomes more restrictive as ¢
increases.

Similarly, let us say that N is ultrasubadditive on ¥ if

(6.1.3) N(zy) < max(N(z), N(y))

for every x,y € X. This implies that N is ¢g-subadditive on ¥ when 0 < g < co.
We shall consider ultrasubadditivity to be the same as g-subadditivity with
q = 40, as before.

Suppose that 3 has an identity element e. If

(6.1.4) N(e) =0,
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then we say that IV is normalized on X. If
(6.1.5) N(z) >0

for every xz € ¥ with = # e, then we say that IV is nondegenerate on X. If ¥ is
a group, and if
(6.1.6) N(z™1) = N(z)

for every x € 3, then we say that N is symmetric on X.

Let a be a positive real number. If N is g-subadditive on ¥ for some g > 0,
then
(6.1.7) N(x)®

is (g/a)-subadditive on . If ¥ has an identity element e and N is normalized
or nondegenerate on X, then (6.1.7) has the same property. If ¥ is a group, and
N is symmetric on X, then (6.1.7) is symmetric on ¥ as well.

If ¥ is a commutative semigroup, then we may use additive notation for the
semigroup operation. In this case, g-subadditivity of a nonnegative real-valued
function N on ¥ means that

(6.1.8) N(z+y)? < N(z)? + N(y)?
for every z,y € ¥ when g < oo, and that
(6.1.9) N(z+y) < max(N(z),N(y))

for every z,y € ¥ when ¢ = oco. If ¥ has an identity element, then it may
be denoted 0 under these conditions. If ¥ is a commutative group, then a
nonnegative real-valued function NV on ¥ is symmetric when

(6.1.10) N(—z) = N(z)

for every = € X..

6.2 Some examples and additional properties

Let k be a field, and let || be a gi-absolute value function on & for some g; > 0.
Observe that | - | is gx-subadditive, normalized, nondegenerate, and symmetric
on k, as a commutative group with respect to addition.

In particular, the standard absolute value function is subadditive on the real
line, as a commutative group with respect to addition. One can check that

(6.2.1) max(z,0), max(—z,0)

are subadditive on R as well.

The sets R4 and Ry U {0} of positive and nonnegative real numbers, re-
spectively, are sub-semigroups of R, as a commutative group with respect to
addition. If 0 < @ < 1, then

(6.2.2) z® is subadditive on Ry U {0},
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as in Section 1.6. If ¢ is a positive real number, then one can verify that
(6.2.3) min(x, t)

is subadditive on R4 U {0}.

Let ¥ be a semigroup, and let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on
2. Put
(6.2.4) By(r)={ze€X:N(z)<r}

for every positive real number r, and
(6.2.5) By(r)={z€X:N(z)<r}

for every nonnegative real number r. If IV is g-subadditive on ¥ for some positive
real number ¢, then

(6.2.6) Bn(r1) By(r2) € By ((r{ +r§)'/9)

for every rq,79 > 0, and

(6.2.7) By (r1) By(r2) € By((r] +1%)1/9)

for every rq1,79 > 0.
Similarly, if N is ultrasubadditive on X, then

(6.2.8) Bn(r1) By(r2) € By(max(ry,72))
for every rq,r9 > 0, and
(6.2.9) By(r1) By(r2) € By(max(ry,72))

for every r1,79 > 0. This means that By (r) is a sub-semigroup of ¥ for every
r > 0, and that By(r) is a sub-semigroup of ¥ for every » > 0. Note that
By(0) is a sub-semigroup of ¥ when N is g-subadditive on ¥ for any ¢ > 0.
If ¥ has an identity element e, and N is normalized on X, then e € By(r) for
every 7 > 0, and e € By(r) for every r > 0.

Suppose for the moment that ¥ is a group, and that N is symmetric on 3.
In this case, By(r) is symmetric in ¥ for every 7 > 0, and By(r) is symmetric
for every r > 0. If N is ultrasubadditive and normalized on X, then By(r)
is a subgroup of ¥ for every r > 0, and By(r) is a subgroup of ¥ for every
r > 0. If N is normalized and g-subadditive on ¥ for any ¢ > 0, then By (0) is
a subgroup of X.

Let a be a positive real number, so that N® is another nonnegative real-
valued function on ¥. Note that

(6.2.10) Ba(r") = Bn(r)

for every r > 0, and that - -
(6.2.11) Bna(r®) = By(r)

for every r > 0.
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6.3 Subadditivity and compositions

Let X1, Y5 be semigroups, and let ¢ be a semigroup homomorphism from 3
into Yo. If a nonnegative real-valued function No on X5 is go-subadditive for
some g2 > 0, then

(6.3.1) N5 o ¢ is gg-subadditive on X.

Suppose that ¥, 35 have identity elements e;, es, respectively, and that

(632) ¢(61) = €92.

Note that this holds automatically when ¢(3;) = X5. If Ny is normalized on
Yo, then Nso ¢ is normalized on Y. If N is nondegenerate on ¥, and 1 € 34
satisfies ¢(x1) = ea only when z1 = eq, then Ny o ¢ is nondegenerate on X;. If
31, Yo are groups, and N is symmetric on Xg, then Ny o ¢ is symmetric on 3.

Let ¥ be a semigroup, and let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on
3. Also let a be a monotonically increasing nonnegative real-valued function
on Ry U{0}. If N is ultrasubadditive on X, then

(6.3.3) a o N is ultrasubadditive on 3.

If N is subadditive on ¥, and « is subadditive on R U {0}, then it is easy to
see that
(6.3.4) a o N is subadditive on X.

If ¥ is a group, and NN is symmetric on X, then avo IV is symmetric on X as well.
Suppose that > has an identity element. If N is normalized on X, and
a(0) = 0, then a o N is normalized on ¥. If N is nondegenerate on X, and
a(r) > 0 when r > 0, then oo N is nondegenerate on 3.
Let g be a positive real number, and put

(6.3.5) ag(x) = a(z/)7

for every z > 0. It is easy to see that oy is monotonically increasing as a nonneg-
ative real-valued function on R, U {0}, because « is monotonically increasing,
by hypothesis. If o, is aubadditive on Ry U {0}, and N is ¢g-subadditive on X,
then one can check that

(6.3.6) ao N is g-subadditive on 3.
More precisely, this is the same as saying that
(6.3.7) (a(N(u)))" = ag(N(u)?)

is subadditive on . This can be obtained from the subadditivity of a; and N¢,
as before.
Let t be a positive real number, and put

(6.3.8) a(x) = min(z, t)
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for every > 0. This is a monotonically increasing nonnegative real-valued
function on Ry U {0}, with

(6.3.9) ag(x) = min(z, t9)

for every « > 0. Thus «, is subadditive on R4 U {0}, as in the previous section.
If N is ¢g-subadditive on 3, then it follows that

(6.3.10) N¢(u) = min(N(u),t)

is g-subadditive on X as well.

6.4 Sub-invariance under translations

Let ¥ be a semigroup, and let d(-,-) be a g-semimetric on ¥ for some ¢ > 0. Let
us say that d(-,-) is sub-invariant under left translations on X if

(6.4.1) dlaz,ay) < d(z,y)

for every a,y,x € . Similarly, let us say that d(-,-) is sub-invariant under right
translations if
(6.4.2) d(za,ya) <d(x,y)

for every a,x,y € 3.

If ¥ is a group, then sub-invariance under left or right translations implies
invariance under left or right translations, as appropriate. More precisely, sup-
pose that ¥ has an identity element, and that ¢ € ¥ has an inverse = € ¥. In
this case, sub-invariance under left or right translations by a and a~' implies
invariance under left or right translations by a, as appropriate.

Let ¥ be a semigroup with an identity element e, and let d(-,-) be a ¢-
semimetric on ¥ for some ¢ > 0 again. Thus

(6.4.3) Na(z) = d(e, v)

is a normalized nonnegative real-valued function on X, which is nondegenerate
when d(-,-) is a g-metric on X. If d(-,-) is sub-invariant under left or right
translations on X, then one can check that Ny is g-subadditive on G, as in
Section 3.7.

If ¥ is a group, and d(-,-) is sub-invariant under left or right translations,
then d(-,-) is invariant under left or right translations, as appropriate. In this
case, Ny is symmetric on X, as in Section 3.3.

Suppose now that X is a group, and that N is a nonnegative real-valued func-
tion on X that is gy-subadditive for some gn > 0, normalized, and symmetric.
Under these conditions, one can check that

(6.4.4) dyo(z,y)=N(z"'y) =Ny "z

and
(6.4.5) dn r(z,y) = Ny =Nyz)
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define gn-semimetrics on ¥. More precisely, (6.4.4) is invariant under left trans-
lations on %, and (6.4.5) is invariant under right translations. If N is also
nondegenerate on 3, then these are gy-metrics on X. Note that

(6.4.6) dnr(z,y) =dno(z™y™)
for every z,y € X, and that
(6.4.7) N(z) =dn,p(e,z) = dn,r(e, )

for every = € 3.

Let gy be a positive real number with ¢y < gy, so that IV is gg-subadditive
on X, as in Section 6.1. Similarly, dy,;, and dy,r may be considered as qo-
semimetrics on X, so that dy (-, )% and dy g(-,-)? are semimetrics on X. It
follows that N(z)% is Lipschitz of order ¢o with constant C' = 1 on ¥ with
respect to dy,r and dy g, as in Section 1.8. In particular, this implies that [NV
is continuous with respect to dy 1 and dy,g.

Suppose for the moment that ¥ is a topological group. If N is continuous at
e as a real-valued function on ¥, then dy ; and dy g are compatible with the
topology on X, as in Section 3.6. In this case, N is continuous on X, as before.
More precisely, N9 is both left and right-invariant uniformly continuous on X.

Let ¢ be a positive real number, and let N; be as in (6.3.10). Also let dy, 1,
and dy, r be the gy-semimetrics corresponding to IV; as before. Observe that

(6.4.8) dn,,.(2,y) = min(d,(2,y), 1)
and
(6.4.9) dn,,r(z,y) = min(dy, r(z,y),t)

for every xz,y € ¥. Thus dy, 1 and dy, r have the properties mentioned in
Section 2.7, in relation to dy,r and dy g, respectively.

Let d(-,-) be a g-semimetric on ¥ for some ¢ > 0, and let N4 be as in
(6.4.3). If d(-,-) is invariant under left translations on X, then it is easy to see
that d(-,-) is the same as the left-invariant g-semimetric associated to Ny as in
(6.4.4). Similarly, if d(-, -) is invariant under right translations, then d(-,-) is the
same as the right-invariant g-semimetric associated to Ny as in (6.4.6).

6.5 Combining subadditive functions

Let ¥ be a semigroup, and let I be a positive integer. Also let N; be a non-
negative real-valued function on ¥ for each j =1,...,l, and suppose that IV; is
gj-subadditive on ¥ for some ¢; > 0. Put

(6.5.1) qo = min(q1, ..., q1),
so that N; is go-subadditive on X for each j = 1,...,l. One can check that

(6.5.2) N(z) = max, N;(z)
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is go-subadditive on X as well under these conditions. Note that
(6.5.3) By(r) = () B, (r)

for every r > 0, and
l
(6.5.4) By(r) = () B, (r)
j=1

for every r > 0, using the notation in (6.2.4) and (6.2.5), respectively.
Let r be a positive real number, and consider

(6.5.5) (ZI: N;j (ﬁc)”)l/r,
j=1

which is a nonnegative real-valued function of z € X. If r < go, then (6.5.5)
is r-subadditive on ¥. One can check this using (2.11.6) with the exponent
r/qo < 1 when gy < oo, or using the fact that N; is r-subadditive on ¥ for
each j = 1,...,0l when r < qg, as in Sections 2.11 and 5.2. If gg < r, then one
can verify that (6.5.5) is go-subadditive on ¥, using Minkowski’s inequality with
exponent r/qg > 1, as before.

Suppose for the moment that ¥ has an identity element e. If IV; is normalized
for each j = 1,...,1, then (6.5.2) and (6.5.5) are normalized. It is easy to see
that (6.5.2) and (6.5.5) are nondegenerate exactly when for every z € ¥ with
x # e we have that N;(z) > 0 for some j. If ¥ is a group, and NN; is symmetric
on X for every j =1,...,1, then (6.5.2) and (6.5.5) are symmetric on X as well.

Now let Nj, Ny, N3, ... be an infinite sequence of nonnegative real-valued
functions on 3, and suppose that for each j > 1, N; is gj-subadditive on ¥ for
some q; > 0. Let us also ask that there be a gy > 0 such that

(6.5.6) qo < g5

for every j > 1. This can always be arranged with g9 = 1, for instance, by
replacing N; with N7 when ¢; < 1. Tt follows that N; is go-subadditive on X
for every j > 1.

Let us suppose too that

(6.5.7) sug Nj(z) =0 asj— oo.
TE

This can be arranged by replacing N; by the minimum of IV; and a positive real
number that tends to 0 as j — oo, as in Section 6.3. If x € X, then we put

(6.5.8) N(z) = max N;(x).

j=1

More precisely, it is easy to see that the maximum is attained under these
conditions. One can check that N is gg-subadditive on .
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Suppose that ¥ is a group, and that IN; is normalized and symmetric on X
for every j7 > 1, so that N is normalized and symmetric too. Observe that IV is
nondegenerate on ¥ exactly when for every x € ¥ with « # 0 there is a j € Z
such that N;(z) > 0.

Let dn, L, dn; r be as in the previous section for each j > 1, and similarly
for dN,La dN,R~ Thus

(6.5.9) dn,n(z,y) = f;ﬂgf(de,L(% y)
and
(6.5.10) dy.r(z,y) = maxdy, r(z,y)

for every x,y € 3. The topologies determined on ¥ by dy, ; and dy,r are the
same as the topologies determined by the collections of dy; 1 and dn; r, j > 1,
respectively, as in Section 2.8.

6.6 Subadditivity and sub-semigroups
Let ¥ be a semigroup, and let A be a sub-semigroup of ¥. If x € X, then put

(6.6.1) Na(z) = 0 whenze A
= 1 whenz & A.

One can check that N4 is ultrasubadditive on 3. If ¥ has an identity element
e, and e € A, then N4 is normalized on X.

Suppose now that > is a group, and that A is a subgroup of ¥. Thus N4
is normalized and symmetric on ¥. This leads to semi-ultrametrics dy,, ; and
dn,,r on X, as in Section 6.4.

We also have left and right-invariant semi-ultrametrics d4 ;, and d4 g on X
corresponding to A as in Section 3.7. It is easy to see that

(662) dNA,L:dA,L, dNA,R:dA,R‘
Alternatively,
(6.6.3) Na(x) =da,r(e,z) =dar(e x)

for every = € X..

Let ¥ be a semigroup again, and let A be a sub-semigroup of X. Also let Ny
be a nonnegative real-valued function on A, and let ry, 71 be nonnegative real
numbers. Suppose that
(664) No(x) S To

for every x € A, which can always be arranged by taking the minimum of Ny
and rg. If x € ¥, then put

(6.6.5) N(z) = No(r) whenze A
= when x ¢ A.
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Suppose that Ny is g-subadditive on A for some ¢ > 0. If
(6.6.6) ro < ry,

then one can check that N is g-subadditive on X. More precisely, suppose that
q < oo, and that
(6.6.7) ro < 2V,

Suppose also that if z,y € X have the property that zy € A, and if at least
one of x and y is an element of A, then = and y are both in A. Under these
conditions, one can verify that IV is g-subadditive on G.

Suppose that > has an identity element e. Note that the condition on A
mentioned in the preceding paragraph holds when e € A, and A is a group.
If e € A and Ny is normalized on A, then N is normalized on X. If Ny is
nondegenerate on A and r; > 0, then IV is nondegenerate on X. If ¥ is a group,
A is a subgroup of X, and Ny is symmetric on A, then N is symmetric on X.

Suppose that ¥ is a group, A is a subgroup of G, and that Ny is normalized,
symmetric, and g-subadditive on A for some ¢ > 0. Suppose also that (6.6.6)
or (6.6.7) holds, as appropriate, so that N is normalized, symmetric, and ¢-
subadditive on X, as before. Using Ny, we get g-semimetrics dy, ;. and dy, r
on A, as in Section 6.4. Similarly, we have g-semimetrics dy 1 and dy g on X
associated to N, as before. One can check that dy ., dn,r correspond to dn,. 1,
dn,,r as in Section 3.13, respectively.

6.7 Balanced functions

Let k be a field with a gi-absolute value function | - | for some gx > 0, and let
V be a vector space over k. Suppose for the moment that N is a ¢y-seminorm
on V with respect to |- | on k for some gx > 0. This implies that N is gn-
subadditive, normalized, and symmetric on V| as a commutative group with
respect to addition. If IV is a gy-norm on V', then N is nondegenerate on V.
Let us say that a nonnegative real-valued function N on V' is balanced with
respect to | - | on k if
(6.7.1) N(tv) < N(v)

for every v € V and ¢ € k with [¢| < 1. This implies that
(6.7.2) N(tv) = N(v)

for every v € V and t € k with |[t| = 1. In particular, this means that N is
symmetric on V. If N satisfies the homogeneity condition in the definition of a
seminorm, then IV is balanced on V.

Suppose that IV is balanced on V. If a is a monotonically increasing non-
negative real-valued function on Ry U {0}, then it is easy to see that o N is
balanced on V. Thus
(6.7.3) N:(v) = min(N(v), 1)

is balanced on V for every positive real number 7.
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Suppose for the moment that | - | is the trivial absolute value function on
k. In this case, N satisfies the homogeneity condition in the definition of a
seminorm if and only if N is balanced and normalized on V.

Let | - | be any gi-absolute value function on V' again, and suppose that N
is balanced on V with respect to |- | on k. If a is a positive real number, then
N(z)* is balanced on V with respect to |- | on k as well.

Remember that | - |* is a (qx/a)-absolute value function on k, as in Section
5.1. Observe that N is balanced on V with respect to |- | if and only if N is
balanced with respect to | - |*.

Let I be a positive integer, and suppose that N; is a balanced nonnegative
real-valued function on V for each 7 = 1,...,l. Under these conditions, the
maximum of Ny, ..., NN is balanced on V as well. If r is a positive real number,
then (6.5.5) is balanced on V' too.

Similarly, let N7, No, N3,... be an infinite sequence of nonnegative real-
valued balanced functions on V. If the N;’s are bounded pointwise on V, then
their supremum is balanced on V.

6.8 Subadditivity and conjugations

Let ¥ be a semigroup with an identity element e, and let A be a sub-semigroup
of 3 such that e € A, and every element of A has an inverse in A, so that A is
a group. Under these conditions, a nonnegative real-valued function N on ¥ is
invariant under conjugations by elements of A when

(6.8.1) N(aza™')= N(z)
for every a € A and x € 3. Equivalently, this means that
(6.8.2) N(az) = N(za)

for every a € A and x € ¥. If N is invariant under conjugations by elements of
A, then By (r) is invariant under conjugations by elements of A for every r > 0,
and By(r) is invariant under conjugations by elements of A for every r > 0,
where By (r), Bn(r) are as in Section 6.1.

Let d(-, ) be a g-semimetric on ¥ for some ¢ > 0. Of course, d(-, -) is invariant
under conjugations by elements of A when

(6.8.3) dlara taya™t) = d(z,y)
for every a € A and x,y € ¥. This is equivalent to asking that
(6.8.4) dlaz,ay) =d(zra,ya)

for every a € A and z,y € ¥. In this case, d(e, ) is invariant under conjugations
by elements of A, as a function of x € X.

Suppose for the moment that X is a group, and that N is normalized, sym-
metric, and gn-subadditive on ¥ for some gy > 0. Let dy,r, dy,r be the
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corresponding gy-semimetrics on X, as in Section 6.4. It is easy to see that the
invariance of N, dn 1, and dy,r under conjugations by elements of A are all
equivalent. Note that dy,; is invariant under conjugations by elements of A if
and only if dy 1, is invariant under right translations by elements of A, because
dn,1, is invariant under left translations, as in Section 3.11. Similarly, dy g is
invariant under conjugations by elements of A if and only if dy g is invariant
under left translations by elements of A.

If N is invariant under conjugations by arbitrary elements of ¥, then we
may simply say that N is invariant under conjugations on ¥. One can check
that this happens if and only if dy 1 = dy,g. In this case, one may denote
this gy-semimetric as dy. If gy = oo, then it follows that By (r) is a normal
subgroup of ¥ for every r > 0, and that By(r) is a normal subgroup of ¥ for
every r > 0.

If N is any nonnegative real-valued function on ¥, then one can get a function
that is invariant under conjugations by elements of A by putting

(6.8.5) Na(z) =sup N(axza™)
acA

for every x € . More precisely, let us suppose that the supremum on the right
is finite for every z € %, which holds in particular when N is bounded on 3.
Of course, this can always be arranged by taking the minimum of N and some
positive real number.

Suppose that N is normalized and ¢y-subadditive on ¥ for some ¢y > 0
again, so that N(axza~!) has these properties as a function of z € ¥ for every
a € A. One can use this to check that N4 has the same properties on 3. Suppose
now that X is a group, and that N is also symmetric on 3. This implies that
N(aza™') is symmetric as a function of z € ¥ for every a € A, so that N4 is
symmetric on X as well.

Let dn 1, dn,r be as in Section 6.4 again, and let dn,,., dn,,r be the
analogous gy-semimetrics on X corresponding to N4. One can verify that dy, 1,
dn,,r can be obtained from dy, 1, dn, g, respectively, by taking the appropriate
supremum over conjugations by elements of A, as in Section 3.11.

Suppose that X is equipped with a topology, and that conjugations by ele-
ments of A are equicontinuous at e as mappings on X, as in Section 3.5. If NV is
continuous at e, as a real-valued function on X, then it is easy to see that N4
is continuous at e as well.

6.9 Subadditivity and boundedness

Let X be a semigroup, and let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on X

that is g-subadditive for some g > 0. Let us say that a subset E of X is bounded

with respect to N if N is bounded on E. If A, B are subsets of ¥ that are

bounded with respect to IV, then A B is bounded with respect to N too.
Equivalently, F is bounded with respect to IV if there is a nonnegative real

number r such that

(6.9.1) E C By(r),
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where the right side is as in Section 6.1. If E is also nonempty, then put

(6.9.2) pn(E) = sup N(z),

which may be interpreted as being 0 when E = ). This is the same as the
smallest » > 0 such that (6.9.1) holds. If A, B are bounded subsets of ¥ with
respect to N, then

(6.9.3) pNn(AB)* < pn(A)! + pn(B)*
when ¢ < oo, and
(6.9.4) px(AB) < max(pw(A), p (B))

when g = oo.

Let X be a nonempty set, and let us say that a mapping f from X into X
is bounded with respect to N if f(X) is a bounded set with respect to N. Let
B(X,%) = By(X,X) be the space of mappings from X into X that are bounded
with respect to N. Note that this is a semigroup with respect to pointwise
multiplication of functions on X.

If f € B(X,Y), then put

(6.9.5) Neup(f) = Nsup,X(f) = SEEN(]C(I))
Equivalently,
(6.9.6) Nsup(f) = pN(f(X))

One can check that this is g-subadditive on B(X, X).

Suppose that ¥ has an identity element e, so that the constant function on X
equal to e at every point is the identity element in B(X,X). If N is normalized
on ¥, then (6.9.5) is normalized on B(X,X). Similarly, if N is nondegenerate
on ¥, then (6.9.5) is nondegenerate on B(X, ).

Suppose now that ¥ is a group, and that IV is normalized and symmetric on
Y. If a subset E of ¥ is bounded with respect to N, then E~! is bounded with
respect to N too. More precisely,

(6.9.7) pn(E™Y) = pn (E).

Let dn,1, and dn g be the g-semimetrics on X associated to N as in Section
6.4. If F is bounded with respect to N, then it is easy to see that E is bounded
with respect to both dy 1 and dy r. Conversely, if E is bounded with respect
to either dy  or dy g, then E is bounded with respect to N.

Similarly, if f € B(X,), then f(z)~! is bounded on X with respect to N
too, with

(698) Nsup<f<'>_1) = Nsup(f)'

This implies that B(X, ) is a group, with respect to pointwise multiplication
of functions. Note that the boundedness of a mapping f from X into ¥ with
respect to IV is equivalent to boundedness of f with respect to dn 1, dn,&.



128 CHAPTER 6. SUBADDITIVITY AND SUB-INVARIANCE

Let dn,,,.r and dy,,,,r be the g-semimetrics on B(X, ¥) associated to (6.9.5)
as in Section 6.4. One can check that these are the same as the supremum g¢-
semimetrics on B(X,X) associated to dy, j, and dy g, respectively, as in Section
2.12.

If N is invariant under conjugations on X, then (6.9.5) is invariant under
conjugations on B(X,X). In this case, dy 1 = dn g, as in the previous section,
and similarly dy,,,.. = dn,,,,R-

sup

6.10 Some examples of sub-invariance

Let X be a nonempty set, let d be a g-semimetric on X for some g > 0, and
suppose that X is bounded with respect to d. The space M(X) of all mappings
from X into itself is a semigroup with respect to composition, with the identity
mapping on X as the identity element. Let € be the corresponding supremum
g-semimetric on M(X), as in Section 2.12. It is easy to see that

(6.10.1) 0(f o h,goh) < 0(f,9)

for every f,g,h € M(X), so that 6 is sub-invariant under right translations on
M(X). Note that

(6.10.2) O(foh,goh)=06(f,9)

when A(X) = X.

Let C'(X) = C(X, X) be the space of continuous mappings from X into itself,
with respect to d. This is a sub-semigroup of M(X) that contains the identity
mapping. One can check that (6.10.2) holds when f,g € C(X), h € M(X), and
h(X) is dense in X with respect to d.

If h is an isometry from X into itself with respect to d, then

(6.10.3) O(ho f,hog)=10(f9)

for every f,g € M(X). If h is Lipschitz of order one with constant C' = 1 with
respect to d, then
(6.10.4) O(ho f,00g) <0(f, g)

for every f,g € M(X). If h is a uniformly continuous mapping from X into
itself with respect to d, then one can verify that

(6.10.5) frhof

is uniformly continuous as a mapping from M (X) into itself, with respect to 6.
Let fo, f,90,9 € M(X) be given. If ¢ < oo, then

(6.10.6) 6(go f,goo fo)? < 0(gof,goof)?+0(goo figoo fo)?
< 0(g9,90)" +0(go0 © f, 90 © fo)?.

Similarly, if ¢ = co, then

(6.10.7)  6(go f,g00 fo) max(6(g o f,goo f),0(g0° f,g0© fo))

max(6(g,90),0(go © f, 90 ° fo))-
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If g is Lipschitz of order one with constant C' = 1, then

(6.10.8) 0(go f,goo fo)? <0(g,90)7 +0(f, fo)?

when g < oo, and

(6.10.9) 0(go f,g0 0 fo) < max(6(g,g0),0(f, fo))

when g = oo.
If go is uniformly continuous on X, then one can check that

(6.10.10) (f,g)—~gof

is continuous at (fo, go), as a mapping from M(X) x M(X) into M(X). This
uses the topology determined on M(X) by 0, and the corresponding product
topology on M(X) x M(X). Note that the collection of uniformly continuous
mappings from X into itself is a sub-semigroup of C'(X) that contains the iden-
tity mapping. The collection of Lipschitz mappings of order one with constant
C =1 from X into itself is a sub-semigroup of the semigroup of uniformly con-
tinuous mappings. The collection of isometric mappings from X into itself is a
sub-semigroup of this semigroup.

6.11 Mappings into topological groups

Let X be a topological space, and let 3 be a semigroup. Suppose that X is
equipped with a topology, and that the semigroup operation on ¥ is continuous
as a mapping from ¥ x ¥ into X, using the corresponding product topology on
Y x X. Tt is easy to see that the space C'(X,X) of continuous mappings from
X into X is a semigroup, with respect to pointwise multiplication of functions.
If ¥ has an identity element e, then the constant function on X equal to e at
every point is the identity element in C'(X, X).

Suppose from now on in this section that ¥ is a topological group. If f
is a continuous mapping from X into ¥, then f(z)~! is continuous on X too.
This means that C'(X,X) is a group, with respect to pointwise multiplication of
functions.

Let d(-,-) be a gg-semimetric on X for some ¢; > 0. Let us say that a
mapping f from X into X is left-invariant uniformly continuous with respect to
d(-,-) if for every open subset U of ¥ that contains e there is a § > 0 such that

(6.11.1) fw) € f(z)U

for every x,w € X with d(z,w) < §. Similarly, let us say that f is right-
invariant uniformly continuous with respect to d(-,-) on X if for every open
subset U of ¥ that contains e there is a § > 0 such that

(6.11.2) fw) €U f(z)
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for every z,w € X with d(z,w) < J. Each of these conditions implies that f is
continuous with respect to the topology determined on X by d(-,-).

Let Uy, Ui be the uniformities defined on ¥ as in Section 3.2. It is easy to
see that left and right-invariant uniform continuity of mappings from X into 3,
as in the preceding paragraph, are equivalent to uniform continuity with respect
to the uniformity on X associated to d(-,-) and Uy,, Ug, respectively. Of course,
one can also consider left and right-invariant uniform continuity conditions with
respect to a collection of g-semimetrics on X, or a uniformity on X.

Let f be a mapping from X into ¥ again. Observe that

(6.11.3) f is right-invariant uniformly continuous on X if and only if

f(z)™t is left-invariant uniformly continuous on X.

Suppose now that conjugations on ¥ are equicontinuous at e. This is equiv-
alent to the condition that Uy, = Ug, as in Section 3.14. It follows that left and
right-invariant uniform continuity of mappings from X into ¥ are the same in
this case. Of course, this can also be verified directly, in terms of (6.11.1) and
(6.11.2). This is a bit simpler if one uses the fact that the collection B; of open
subsets of ¥ that contain e and are invariant under conjugations is a local base
for the topology of ¥ at e, as in Section 3.11.

Thus, under these conditions, we may simply say that a mapping f from
X into X is uniformly continuous with respect to d(-,-) on X when f is left
or equivalently right-invariant uniformly continuous. If f and g are uniformly
continuous mappings from X into X, then one can check that

(6.11.4) f(z) g(z) is uniformly continuous on X.

This is a bit simpler using the fact that B; is a local base for the topology of X
at e, as before. This implies that the uniformly continuous mappings from X
into 3 form a subgroup of C(X, X).

6.12 Left and right sub-invariance

Let ¥ be a semigroup, and let d(-, ) be a g4-semimetric on ¥ for some ¢4 > 0.
Suppose that d(-, -) is sub-invariant under both left and right translations on 3,
and let u,v,y,z € ¥ be given. If g4 < oo, then

(6.12.1) d(uv,y2) < d(uv,yv)? +d(yv,y2)? < d(u,y)? + d(v, 2)?.
Similarly, if g4 = oo, then
(6.12.2) d(uv,yz) <max(d(uv,yv),d(yv,yz)) < max(d(u,y),d(v, 2)).

In both cases, it follows in particular that the semigroup operation on X is
continuous as a mapping from ¥ x X into X, with respect to the topology
determined on ¥ by d(-, ), and the corresponding product topology on ¥ x X.
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Note that X x ¥ may be considered as a semigroup, where the semigroup
operation is defined coordinatewise. The remarks in the preceding paragraph
imply that d(-, ) is g4-subadditive on ¥ x X. Conversely, if d(-, -) is g-subadditive
on ¥ x X for any g > 0, then it is easy to see that d(-,-) is sub-invariant under
left and right translations on X.

Let X be a nonempty set, and let dx (-, -) be a gx-semimetric on X for some
gx > 0. The space C(X,X) of continuous mappings from X into ¥ is a semi-
group with respect to pointwise multiplication of functions, as in the previous
section. One can check that the collection of uniformly continuous mappings
from X into X is a sub-semigroup of C'(X,Y), using the g4-subadditivity of
d(-,-) on ¥ x X.

Let Lip, (X, X) be the space of mappings from X into ¥ that are Lipschitz
of order o > 0 with some constant C' > 0 with respect to dy on X. If a = 1,
then this space may be denoted Lip(X,X), and we may simply say that its
elements are Lipschitz on X, as before. One can verify that Lip,(X,X) is a
sub-semigroup of C(X,X) as well, using the g4-subadditivity of d(-,-) on ¥ x X.

If f € Lip,(X,Y), then we would like to put

d(f (), f(w))

2. i =
(6.12.3) | fllLip,, (x,3) sup{ dx (z,w)*

cr,w € X, dx(z,w) > O},

as in Sections 4.12 and 5.11. This should be interpreted as being equal to 0
when dx (z,w) = 0 for every z,w € X, as before. If z,w € X and dx (z,w) = 0,
then d(f(z), f(w)) = 0, by hypothesis. It is easy to see that (6.12.3) is the
smallest C' > 0 such that f is Lipschitz of order a with constant C' on X. If
a =1, then (6.12.3) may be denoted || f||rip(x,5)-

One can check that (6.12.3) is gg-subadditive on Lip, (X, X), using the gq4-
subadditivity of d(-,-) on ¥ x ¥ again. Of course, (6.12.3) is equal to 0 when f
is constant on X. If d(-,-) is a gg-metric on ¥ and (6.12.3) is equal to 0, then
f is constant on X. If ¥ has an identity element e, then the constant function
on X equal to e at every point is the identity element in C'(X, ), and thus in
Lip, (X, ¥). In particular, (6.12.3) is normalized on Lip, (X, ¥) in this case.

Suppose now that ¥ is a group, so that d(-,-) is invariant under left and
right translations, as in Section 6.4. This implies that d(-,-) is invariant under
x — !, as in Section 3.3. Remember that 3 is a topological group with respect
to the topology determined by d(-,-) under these conditions, as in Section 3.14.
Thus C(X, ) is a group with respect to pointwise multiplication of functions,
as in the previous section. The collection of uniformly continuous mappings
from X into ¥ is a subgroup of C(X,¥), as before.

Similarly, Lip,, (X, ¥) is a subgroup of C(X,X) in this case. More precisely,
if f € Lip,(X,), then

(6.12.4) ||f(')71||Lipa(X,z) = | fllLip, (x,5)

so that (6.12.3) is symmetric on Lip, (X, ¥).
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6.13 Bilipschitz mappings into groups

Let us continue with the same notation and hypotheses as in the previous sec-
tion. In particular, we suppose that ¥ is a group, so that d(-,-) is invariant
under left and right translations on .

Let f and g be mappings from X into X, and let z,w € X be given. If
qq < 0o, then

(6.13.1) d(f(x), f(w))™ < d(f(z)g(x)™", f(w) g(w)™")™ + d(g(x), g(w))™,
as in (6.12.1). Similarly,

(6.13.2) d(f(x), f(w))™ < d(g(x)™" f(), g(w) ™" f(w))™ + d(g(x), g(w))™.
If g4 = oo, then

(6.13.3) d(f(x), f(w)) < max(d(f(x)g(x)™", f(w) g(w)™"),d(g(x), g(w))),
as in (6.12.2). We also have that

(6.13.4) d(f(x), f(w)) < max(d(g(x)™" f(2), g(w)™" f(w)),d(g(z),g(w))).

Suppose that
(6.13.5) d(f(z), f(w)) = cdx(z,w)

for some ¢ > 0 and all z,w € X. This implies that f is injective on X when
dx(-,-) is a gx-metric on X, as usual. If f is injective on X, then (6.13.5) is the
same as saying that f~! is Lipschitz of order 1 with constant 1/c as a mapping
from f(X) onto X, with respect to the restriction of d(-, ) to f(X), as in Section
1.8.

If f(z)g(z)~! is Lipschitz of order one on X, and g4 < 0o, then we get that

(6.13.6) ™ dix (2, w)™ < [|£() () % x5y o (@, )™ + d(g(a), g(w))™
for every z,w € X. Equivalently,

(6.13.7) (% — [ £() g() M8 ) dx (&, )™ < d(g(a), glw))™

for every x,w € X. This is interesting only when

(6.13.8) 1£() 9() Mluipx.s) < ¢

in which case we obtain that

(6.139) (¢ — [F()g() % )™ dix (2, w) < dlg(a), g(w))

for every z,w € X.
If g4 = oo, then we obtain that

(6.13.10) cdx (z,w) < max(||f(-) g() ™ lipcx,s) dx (@, w), d(g(x), g(w)))
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for every z,w € X. If (6.13.8) holds, then we obtain that
(6.13.11) cdx(z,w) < d(g(z), g(w))

for every z,w € X. Of course, this holds automatically when dx (z,w) = 0.
Suppose now that g(x)~! f(x) is Lipschitz of order one on X, with

(6.13.12) lg() ™ FOllipex,s) < e

If g4 < oo, then
(613.13) (¢ — [lg() ™ FOL )% dx (. w) < d(g(a), g(w))

for every z,w € X, as before. If g4 = oo, then (6.13.11) holds for every z,w € X,
by the same type of argument as before.

If f is Lipschitz of order one on X, and either f(z)g(z)~! or g(x)~! f(x)
is Lipschitz of order one, then ¢ is Lipschitz of order one on X as well, as in
the previous section. If (6.13.8) or (6.13.12) holds too, then it follows that g is
bilipschitz on X.

Suppose now that g4 = co, and that f is an isometry from X into X, so that
f is Lipschitz of order one with constant C' = 1, and (6.13.5) holds with ¢ = 1.
If f(x)g(x)~! is Lipschitz of order one, and (6.13.8) holds with ¢ = 1, then we
get that g is Lipschitz of order one with constant C' = 1, and that (6.13.11)
holds with ¢ = 1, so that g is an isometry from X into ¥ as well. Similarly, if
g(z)~! f(z) is Lipschitz of order one, and (6.13.12) holds with ¢ = 1, then g is
an isometry from X into 3.

6.14 Lipschitz homomorphisms

Let X1, 39 be groups, and let N1, Ny be nonnegative real-valued functions on 31,
Yo that are normalized, symmetric, and g1, gz-subadditive for some g1, g2 > 0,
respectively. This leads to semimetrics dn, 1, dn,,g and dn,. 1., dn,.r on X1 and
Yo, respectively, as in Section 6.4. Remember that dy, 1 and dy, r correspond
to each other under the mapping = — z~! on Y, 7 =1,2. If ey, ez are the
identity elements in X1, X, respectively, then

(6.14.1) dn; L(ej, ) = dn; r(ej, x) = Nj(z)

for every x € ¥;, 7 = 1,2, as before.
Let ¢ be a homomorphism from ¥; into Ys. If x,w € ¥y, then

(6142)  dw,.1(6(2), o(w)) = Na((x) ! $(w)) = Na(d(z " w)).

Similarly,

(6.14.3)  dny,r(d(x), $(w)) = Na(¢(2) p(w) ™) = Na(p(zw™)).
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Let us say that ¢ is continuous at e; with respect to Ny, Ny if for every
€ > 0 there is a § > 0 such that

(6.14.4) Ny(p(z)) < e

for every & € ¥1 with Ny (z) < é. This is equivalent to the continuity of ¢ at ey
with respect to dy,,; or dy, r on X1, and dy,,; or dy, r on Xy. In this case,
it is easy to see that ¢ is uniformly continuous with respect to dy, r, on ¥; and
dn,.r on Yo, using (6.14.2). Similarly, ¢ is uniformly continuous with respect
to dy, r on ¥y and dy, r on Xa, because of (6.14.3).

Let us say that ¢ is Lipschitz of order a > 0 with constant C' > 0 at e; with
respect to N1 on X1 and Ny on X if

(6.14.5) Na(6(z)) < C Ny ()"

for every = € ;. Of course, this implies that ¢ is continuous at e with respect
to N1, No. If Ny is nondegenerate on ¥, then this condition holds with C' =0
only when ¢(x) = ey for every x € ;. If this condition holds for some C > 0,
then ¢ is Lipschitz of order o with constant C' with respect to dy,  on 3
and dy, 1, on X, because of (6.14.2). Similarly, this condition implies that ¢ is
Lipschitz of order o with constant C' with respect to dy, g on ¥; and dn, g on
Y5, because of (6.14.3).
Suppose that
(6.14.6) No(p(x)) > ¢ Ni(x)

for some ¢ > 0 and every x € 3;. This implies that the kernel of ¢ is trivial
when Nj is nondegenerate on ;. If ¢ is injective on ¥, then (6.14.6) is the
same as saying that ¢! is Lipschitz of order one with constant 1/c at ey as a
homomorphism from ¢(X;) onto X, with respect to N; on X1 and the restriction
of N3 to ¢(31). One can use (6.14.2) and (6.14.6) to get that

(6.14.7) dn,,L(9(x), p(w)) > cdn,, 1 (z, w)

for every z,w € ¥;. Similarly, one can use (6.14.3) and (6.14.6) to get that

(6.14.8) Ay, r(¢(7), p(w)) = cdn, r(z, w)

for every z,w € ¥.

Let us say that ¢ is an isometric homomorphism with respect to N7 on 3
and Ny on g if
(6.14.9) Ny(é(x)) = Ny(z)

for every x € ¥;. This implies that ¢ is an isometry with respect to dy, 1, on
¥, and dp,,r on X3, because of (6.14.2). Similarly, this implies that ¢ is an
isometry with respect to dn, g on 31 and dy, r on X3, because of (6.14.3).

Of course, if ¥y is a commutative group, then dy,,;. = dn, r, which defines
a go-semimetric dy, on Xg that is invariant under left and right translations.
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6.15 Dense subgroups

Let ¥ be a group, and let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on ¥ that
is normalized, symmetric, and g-subadditive for some ¢ > 0. This leads to g-
semimetrics dy, 1, and dy g on X, as in Section 6.4. If E is a symmetric subset
of ¥, then it is easy to see that F is dense in ¥ with respect to dy . if and only
if I is dense in X with respect to dy r. This uses the fact that dy 1 and dy r
correspond to each other under the mapping = — =~ ! on ¥, as before.

Let X be a subgroup of ¥, and let ¢ be a positive real number with ¢ < 1.
Suppose that for each w € X there is a wy € Xy such that

(6.15.1) dn.r(w,wo) = N(wwy') < ¢ N(w).

We would like to check that 3 is dense in ¥ with respect to dy, g, as in Section
5.14. Let w € X be given, and suppose that wy,...,w, € ¥y have been chosen
for some positive integer r, with

(6.15.2) Nwwyt---wt) <" N(w).
Under these conditions, there is a w,41 € ¥ such that

(6.15.3) N(wwi' w, w ) <eNwwy' - w ) <™ N(w),
by hypothesis. Thus we can continue the process, and get an infinite sequence
w1, Ws, Ws, . .. of elements of ¥y such that

(6.15.4) dy r(w,w, - wy) < " N(w)

for every r > 1. This implies that 3 is dense in ¥ with respect to dx,r, because
wy - w1 € Xg.
Similarly, suppose that for every w € X there is a wy € ¥ such that

(6.15.5) dn.(w,wp) = N(wy ' w) < e N(w).

One can use the same type of argument as in the preceding paragraph to get
that 3¢ is dense in ¥ with respect to dy,r. In fact, this condition is equivalent
to the previous one, with w, wo replaced with w1, wy ! respectively.

Let ¥, be a subgroup of ¥ that is dense with respect to dx g, or equivalently
dn,1, and let ¢; be a positive real number with ¢; < 1. Suppose that for every
w € Y1 there is a wy € Y such that

(6.15.6) dn.r(w,wo) = N(wwy') < ¢1 N(w).

Let ¢y be a real number with ¢; < ¢g < 1. If w € X, then we would like to find
a wy € X such that

(6.15.7) dn.r(w,wo) = N(wwy ') < co N(w),



136 CHAPTER 6. SUBADDITIVITY AND SUB-INVARIANCE

as in Section 5.14. Of course, if N(w) = 0, then we can take wg to be the
identity element e. Otherwise, if N(w) > 0, then we can first choose w; € ¥
such that

(6.15.8) dy.r(w,w1) = N(ww; ')

is as small as we like. This implies in particular that N(wy) is as close as we
like to N(w). Because wy € X1, there is a wy € ¢ such that

(6.15.9) dn.r(w1,we) = N(wywy ') < ¢ N(wy).

One can use this to get (6.15.7) when (6.15.8) is small enough. This means that
Yo is dense in X, with respect to dy r, as before.
Similarly, suppose that for every w € 3, there is a wy € ¥ such that

(6.15.10) dn.z(w,we) = N(wy ' w) < ¢y N(w).

If w € X, then we can use the same type of argument to find a wy € 3¢ such
that
(6.15.11) dn.z(w,we) = N(wy ' w) = co N(w).

Alternatively, one can reduce to the previous version, using the mapping = —
-1
7 on X.



Chapter 7

Bilinear mappings and
submultiplicativity

7.1 Bounded linear mappings

Let V, W be commutative groups, where the group operations are expressed
additively. It will sometimes be convenient to refer to a group homomorphism
from V into W as being linear. The space of linear mappings from V into W
may be denoted £(V, W). This is a commutative group with respect to pointwise
addition of mappings.

If V and W are vector spaces over a field k, then a linear mapping from V'
into W as vector spaces over k may be described as being linear over k. The
space of linear mappings from V' into W as vector spaces over k may be denoted
Ly (V,W), to indicate the role of k.

Let V and W be commutative groups again, and let Ny, Ny be nonneg-
ative real-valued functions on V', W, respectively. Suppose that Ny, Ny are
normalized, symmetric, and gy, qw-subadditive on V', W for some gy, qw > 0,
respectively. Let us say that a linear mapping 7" from V' into W is bounded with
respect to Ny, Ny if there is a nonnegative real number C such that

(7.1.1) Nw(T(v)) < C Ny (v)

for every v € V. If u,v € V, then it follows that

(7.1.2) Nw (T(u) —=T(w)) = Nw(T(u—v)) < C Ny(u—v),

so that T' is Lipschitz of order 1 with constant C' with respect to the gy, qw-
semimetrics on V, W associated to Ny, Ny, respectively. Conversely, this
Lipschitz condition clearly implies that T is bounded in the sense of (7.1.1).

Let BL(V, W) be the space of bounded linear mappings from V into W with
respect to Ny, Ny, in the sense of (7.1.1). One can check that this is a subgroup
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of L(V,W). If T € BL(V,W), then we would like to put

Nw (T (v))

7.1.3 T = ||T =
(713) [Ty = [Tl = sup{

cv €V, Ny(v) > 0},

as before. This may be interpreted as being equal to 0 when Ny (v) = 0 for
every v € V, as usual. Of course, if v € V and Ny (v) = 0, then Ny (T(v)) =0,
as in (7.1.1).

Equivalently, ||T||op is the smallest C' > 0 such that (7.1.1) holds for every
v € V. One can check that || -||op is normalized, symmetric, and gy -subadditive
on BL(V,W). If Ny is nondegenerate on W, then || - ||op is nondegenerate on
BL(V,W). Note that ||T||,, is also the same as the smallest C' > 0 such that
(7.1.2) holds for every u,v € V. This corresponds to |7'||rip(v,w) in Section
6.12 as well, using the gy, gw-semimetrics on V, W associated to Ny, Ny,
respectively.

Let Z be another commutative group, and let Nz be a nonnegative real-
valued function on Z that is normalized, symmetric, and ¢z-subadditive for
some gz > 0. Suppose that 77 is a bounded linear mapping from V into W,
and that 75 is a bounded linear mapping from W into Z. Under these conditions,
it is easy to see that T3 o T3 is a bounded linear mapping from V into Z, with

(7.1.4) 1T2 0 T1lop,vz < | Tillop,vw | T2llop,w z-

This was mentioned in Section 5.7 for linear mappings between vector spaces
with g-seminorms. One could also look at this in terms of compositions of
Lipschitz mappings, as in Section 5.11.

Let k be a field with a gg-absolute value function |- | for some ¢ > 0, and
suppose that V', W are vector spaces over k. If Ny, Ny are gy, quw-seminorms
on V, W, respectively, then Ny, Ny are normalized, symmetric, and qv, quw-
subadditive, on V, W, respectively, as commutative groups with respect to
addition, as in Section 6.7. If T is a linear mapping from V into W as vector
spaces over k, then the boundedness of T" with respect to Ny, Ny considered
here is the same as in Section 5.7. Similarly, (7.1.3) is the same as before. The
space of bounded linear mappings from V into W as vector spaces over k may
be denoted BLy(V, W), to indicate the role of k.

7.2 Bounded bilinear mappings

Let V, W, and Z be commutative groups, where the group operations are
expressed additively. A mapping b from V x W into Z is said to be bilinear if
it is linear in each variable separately. This means that

(7.2.1) b1 w(v) = b(v,w)
is a linear mapping from V into Z for each w € W, and that

(7.2.2) ba,o(w) = b(v, w)
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is a linear mapping from W into Z for every v € V. In this case,
(7.2.3) W = by

is a linear mapping from W into £L(V, Z), and

(7.2.4) v = bay

is a linear mapping from V into L(W, Z). Conversely, a linear mapping from W
into L(V, Z), or from V into L(W, Z), leads to a bilinear mapping from V x W
into Z in this way.

Suppose for the moment that V', W, and Z are vector spaces over a field k.
A mapping b from V x W into Z is considered to be bilinear with V', W, and Z
considered as vector spaces over k if it is linear in each variable separately, as a
mapping between vector spaces over k. This means that (7.2.1) and (7.2.2) are
linear over k, and we may say that b is bilinear over k. Under these conditions,
(7.2.3) is linear over k as a mapping from W into L;(V, Z), and (7.2.4) is linear
over k as a mapping from V into L (W, Z). Conversely, a mapping from W into
L (V, Z) that is linear over k, or a mapping from V into L (W, Z) that is linear
over k, leads to a mapping from V x W into Z that is bilinear over k, as before.

Let V, W, and Z be commutative groups again, and let Ny, Ny, and Ny
be nonnegative real-valued functions on V, W, and Z, respectively. Suppose
that Ny, Nw, and Nz are normalized, symmetric, and qvy, qw, qz-subadditive
on V, W, Z for some qv,qw,qz > 0, respectively. A bilinear mapping b from
V x W into Z is said to be bounded with respect to Ny, Ny, and Ny if there
is a nonnegative real number C' such that

(7.2.5) Nz(b(v,w)) < C Ny (v) Ny (w)

for every v € V and w € W. Note that this implies that b is continuous at
(0,0) in V x W, with respect to the gz-semimetric on Z associated to Ny,
and a suitable product g-semimetric on V x W, obtained from the gy, qu-
semimetrics on V, W associated to Ny, Ny, respectively. One can check that
b is continuous on all of V' x W with respect to these ¢-semimetrics under these
conditions, using standard arguments.

If w € W, then (7.2.5) implies that (7.2.1) is a bounded linear mapping from
V into Z, with
(726) ||b1,wHop,VZ < CNw(’w)

Similarly, if v € V, then (7.2.5) implies that (7.2.2) is a bounded linear mapping
from W into Z, with
(727) ||b2$v ‘ap,WZ S CNv(U)

In particular, this means that (7.2.3) maps W into BL(V, Z), and that (7.2.4)
maps V into BL(W, Z). More precisely, these are bounded linear mappings, with
respect to || -|lop, vz, || llop,wz on BL(V, Z), BL(W, Z), respectively. Conversely,
a bounded linear mapping from W into BL(V, Z), or from V into BL(W, Z),
leads to a bounded bilinear mapping from V x W into Z in the same way as
before.
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Let k be a field with a gg-absolute value function | - | for some g, > 0, and
suppose that V., W, and Z are vector spaces over k again. Let Ny, Ny, and Ny
be qv, gw, and gz-seminorms on V, W, and Z with respect to |- | on k for some
qv,qw,qz > 0, respectively, and let b be a mapping from V x W into Z that is
bilinear over k. If | - | is not the trivial absolute value function on k, and if b is
continuous at (0,0) with respect to the g-semimetrics obtained from Ny, Ny,
and Nz as before, then one can verify that b is bounded with respect to Ny,
Nw, and Nz. More precisely, it suffices to ask that Nz(b(v,w)) be bounded
on the product of balls in V', W of positive radius centered at 0 with respect
to Ny, Nw, respectively. This is analogous to the corresponding statement for
linear mappings mentioned in Section 5.7.

7.3 Continuity properties and completeness

Let V, W, and Z be commutative groups, where the group operations are
expressed additively, and let b be a bilinear mapping from V x W into Z. If
v1,v2 € V and wy,we € W, then

(7.3.1) b(vy,w1) — b(ve, we) = b(vy — v, w1) + b(va, w1 — wa).

Let Ny, Ny, and Nz be nonnegative real-valued functions on V., W, Z
that are normalized, symmetric, and qy, gw, and ¢gz-subadditive for some
qv,qw,qz > 0, respectively. If b is bounded with respect to Ny, Ny, and Ny,
then one can use (7.3.1) to check that b is Lipschitz of order one on bounded sub-
sets of V' x W, with respect to the qz-semimetric on Z associated to Nz, and a
suitable product g-semimetric on V' x W obtained from the ¢y, gy -semimetrics
on V, W associated to Ny, Ny, respectively. In particular, this implies that b
is continuous on V' x W, as in the previous section.

Suppose now that Nz is nondegenerate on Z, and that Z is complete with
respect to the associated gz-metric. In this case, || - ||op,v 2z is nondegenerate on
BL(V,Z), as in Section 7.1. One can verify that

(7.3.2) BL(V, Z) is complete with respect to
the gz-metric associated to || - [|op,v 2,
as in Section 5.7.

Let V) be a subgroup of V', and suppose that V; is dense in V', with respect
to the gy-semimetric associated to Ny . Also let T be a linear mapping from
Vo into Z that is bounded, with respect to the restriction of Ny to V. Under
these conditions,

(7.3.3) there is a unique extension of Ty to a

bounded linear mapping T from V into Z,
as in Section 5.7 again. More precisely,

(734) ||T||op,VZ = HTOHOP,VOZ’
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as before.

Similarly, let Wy be a subgroup of W that is dense in W with respect to the
qw-semimetric associated to Ny . Suppose that by is a bilinear mapping from
Vo x Wy into Z that is bounded with respect to the restrictions of Ny, Ny to
Vo, W, respectively. Under these conditions,

(7.3.5) there is a unique extension of by to a bounded

bilinear mapping b from V' x W into Z.

The uniqueness of the extension can be obtained from the continuity of a
bounded bilinear mapping on V' x W.

To get the existence of such an extension, one can use Cauchy sequences, as
in Section 5.7. More precisely, if v € V and w € W, then there are sequences
{v;}52, and {w;}32, of elements of Vy, Wy that converge to v, w with respect
to the qv, qw-semimetrics associated to Ny, Ny, respectively. In particular,
{v;}52, and {w;}52; may be considered as Cauchy sequences in Vo, Wy with
respect to the gy, gw-semimetrics associated to Ny, Ny, respectively. One can
use this to check that

(7.3.6) {bo(vj,w;)}52, is a Cauchy sequence in Z,

with respect to the gz-metric associated to Nz. This also uses the boundedness
of by on V x Wy, and the fact that Cauchy sequences with respect to a ¢-
semimetric are bounded.

It follows that
(7.3.7) {bo(vj, w;)}52; converges in Z,

because Z is complete, by hypothesis. We would like to use the limit of this
sequence to define b(v, w) as an element of Z, as before. One can verify that this
does not depend on the particular choices of sequences {v;}52, and {w;}32,,
using the boundedness of by on Vi x Wy again. It is easy to see that this extension
is a bounded bilinear mapping on V' x W because of the corresponding properties
of by on Vi x W.

Alternatively, if w € Wy, then by(v,w) may be considered as a bounded
linear mapping from Vj into Z, as a function of v. This has a unique extension
to a bounded linear mapping from V into Z, as before. One can use this to
get a unique extension of by to a bounded bilinear mapping from V' x Wy into
Z. Similarly, this has a unique extension to a bounded bilinear mapping from
V x W into Z.

Let k be a field with a gi-absolute value function |- | for some ¢ > 0, and
suppose that V, W, Z are vector spaces over k. Suppose also that Ny, Ny
are qy, qw-seminorms on V', W respectively, and that Nz is a ¢z-norm on Z,
with respect to | - | on k. Let V, Wy be dense linear subspaces of V, W, with
respect to the gy, gw-semimetrics associated to Ny, Ny, respectively. If by
is a bounded bilinear mapping from Vy x Wy into Z, and Z is complete with
respect to the gz-metric associated to Nz, then by has a unique extension to a
bounded bilinear mapping b from V x W into Z. More precisely, by is asked to
be bilinear over k, and one can use this to get that b is bilinear over k too.
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7.4 Related conditions on linear mappings

Let V, W be commutative groups, where the group operations are expressed
additively, and let Ny, Ny be nonnegative real-valued functions on V, W
that are normalized, symmetric, and gy, gy-subadditive for some gy, qw > 0,
respectively. Suppose that T is a linear mapping from V into W such that

(7.4.1) Nw (T'(v)) > ¢ Ny (v)

for some ¢ > 0 and all v € V. This type of condition was considered in Section
5.13 for linear mappings between vector spaces, and in Section 6.14 for homo-
morphisms between groups that need not be commutative. If T is injective on
V, then (7.4.1) is the same as saying that 7! is bounded as a linear mapping
from T(V') onto V, with respect to the restriction of Ny to T'(V), and with
constant 1/¢, as before. If Ny is nondegenerate on V, then (7.4.1) implies that
the kernel of T is trivial.
Of course, (7.4.1) implies that

(7.4.2) ¢Ny(u—v) < Nw(T(u—v)) = Nw(T(u) —T(v))

for every u,v € V, as in Sections 5.13 and 6.14. Let us say that T is an isometric
linear mapping from V into W with respect to Ny, Ny if

(7.4.3) N (T(v)) = Ny (0)
for every v € V. This means that
(7.4.4) Nw(T(u) — T(v)) = Nw(T(u —v)) = Ny (u —v)

for every u,v € V, so that T is an isometry from V into W with respect to the
qv, qw-semimetrics associated to Ny, Ny, respectively, as before. Note that
this holds exactly when T is a bounded linear mapping from V into W, with
ITllop.vw <1, and (7.4.1) holds with ¢ = 1, as in Section 5.13.

Suppose that (7.4.1) holds for some ¢ > 0 again. Let R be a linear mapping
from V into W such that R — T is bounded, with

(7.4.5) HR — T”op,VW <c.

If gw < oo, then

(7.4.6) (™ — IR = T2 ) /™ Ny (v) < N (R(v)
for every v € V, as in Section 5.13. If gy = oo, then

(7.4.7) ¢ Ny (v) < Ny (R(v))

for every v € V', as before. This corresponds to some of the remarks in Section
6.13 as well.
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Suppose that T is an isometric linear mapping from V into W, and that
qw = oo. Let R be a linear mapping from V into W again, where R — T is
bounded, with
(7.4.8) IR = Tllopyw < 1.

Under these conditions, R is an isometric linear mapping from V into W too,
as in Sections 5.13 and 6.13.

Let gw > 0 be arbitrary again. A one-to-one bounded linear mapping from
V onto W is said to be invertible as a bounded linear mapping if the inverse is
bounded as a linear mapping from W onto V, as in Section 5.13.

Suppose that (7.4.1) holds for some ¢ > 0, and let R be a linear mapping
from V into W such that R — T is bounded and satisfies (7.4.5), as before. If
v € V, then

(7.4.9) Niw (T(v) = R(v)) < ¢V |R = Tl opyw N (T(v),

as in Section 5.15. If T'(V') is dense in W, with respect to the gy -semimetric
associated to Ny, then R(V) is dense in W too, as in Section 6.15. This is
essentially the same as for linear mappings between vector spaces, as in Sections
5.14 and 5.15.

Suppose from now on in this section that Ny, Ny are nondegenerate. In
particular, this means that T is injective, because of (7.4.1). We have seen that
R satisfies an analogous condition, by (7.4.5), so that R is injective as well.

Suppose that T is also bounded as a linear mapping from V into W, and that
V' is complete with respect to the gy -metric associated to Ny,. This implies that
T(V) is complete with respect to the restriction of the gy -metric associated to
Nw to T(V), so that T'(V) is a closed set in W, as in Section 5.15. If T(V) is
dense in W, then it follows that T (V') = W, as before.

Similarly, R is bounded as a linear mapping from V into W, because R — T
is bounded. Under these conditions, we get that R(V') = W, as in the preceding
paragraph. This shows that the set of invertible bounded linear mappings from
V onto W is an open set in BL(V, W) with respect to the gy -metric associated
to || - [|op,vw when V' is complete, as in Section 5.15.

7.5 Submultiplicative subadditive functions

Let R be a ring, and let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on R. Suppose
that N is normalized, symmetric, and g-subadditive for some ¢ > 0, as a function
on R as a commutative group with respect to addition. If

(7.5.1) N(zy) < N(z) N(y)
for every x,y € R, then N is said to be submultiplicative on R. Similarly, if
(7.5.2) N(zy) = N(z)N(y)

for every z,y € R, then N is said to be multiplicative on R.
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If a is a positive real number, then N® is (¢/a)-subadditive on R, as in
Section 6.1. If N is submultiplicative or multiplicative on R, then N® has the
same property.

If N is submultiplicative on R, then multiplication on R is continuous as a
mapping from R X R into R, with respect to the g-semimetric on R associated
to N, and a suitable product g-semimetric on R X R, as in Section 7.2. This
means that multiplication on R is continuous with respect to the corresponding
product topology on R x R.

Suppose that R has a multiplicative identity element e. If N is submulti-
plicative on R, then N(e) < N(e)?. If N(e) = 0, then it is easy to see that
N(z) =0 for every € R. Otherwise, if N(e) > 0, then we get that N(e) > 1.
If N is multiplicative on R, then we have that N(e) = 1.

Let V be a commutative group, with the group operations expressed ad-
ditively. Consider the space L(V) = L(V,V) of linear mappings from V into
itself, as in Section 7.1. This is a ring with respect to composition of linear
mappings. Of course, the identity mapping I = Iy, on V is the mutliplicative
identity element in £(V).

Let Ny be a nonnegative real-valued function on V' that is normalized, sym-
metric, and gy-subadditive for some gy > 0. The space BL(V) = BL(V,V) of
bounded linear mappings from V into itself with respect to Ny is a subring of
L(V), and || - ||op is submultiplicative on BL(V), as in Section 7.1. Note that
the identity operator on V is bounded with respect to Ny . If Ny (v) > 0 for
some v € V, then [|I]j,p = 1.

Let k be a field, and let A be an associative algebra over k. This means that
A is a vector space over k equipped with a binary operation that is associative
and bilinear over k. In particular, A may be considered as a ring. Let |-| be a g-
absolute value function on k for some ¢ > 0. In this case, we may be interested
in g-seminorms on A with respect to | - | on k that are submultiplicative or
multiplicative.

Let X be a nonempty set, and remember that ¢°°(X, k) is the space of k-
valued functions on X that are bounded with respect to |-| on k, as in Section 5.3.
This is a commutative algebra over k with respect to pointwise multiplication of
functions, and it is easy to see that the corresponding supremum gg-norm || - ||
is submultiplicative. The k-valued function on X equal to 1 at every point is
the multiplicative identity element in £°°(X, k), and has supremum norm equal
to one.

Let V be a vector space over k. The space L;(V) = Li(V,V) of linear
mappings from V into itself, as a vector over k, is an associative algebra over
k with respect to composition of linear mappings. Suppose that Ny is a qy-
seminorm on V with respect to | - | on k for some gy > 0. The space BL,(V) =
BL(V,V), of mappings from V into itself that are linear over k and bounded as
linear mappings with respect to Ny is a subalgebra of L (V). The corresponding
operator gy-seminorm || - ||, is submultiplicative on BL(V), as before.
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7.6 Multiplication operators

Let A be a ring. If a € A, then the corresponding left and right multiplication
operators are defined by

(7.6.1) M, (z) = MF(z) = ax
and
(7.6.2) ME(z)==za

for every x € A. These define linear mappings from A into itself, as a com-
mutative group with respect to addition. Note that a — M, and a — MF are
linear as mappings from A into the space £(A) of linear mappings from 4 into
itself, as a commutative group with respect to addition. If A is an algebra over
a field k, then M, and M are linear over k as mappings from A into itself, and
a+ M,, a— M are linear over k as mappings from A into L (A).

Suppose for the moment that 4 has a multiplicative identity element e. Note
that M,, M are the same as the identity operator on A. If a € A, then

(7.6.3) M,(e) = ME(e) = a.

In particular, this means that a — M,, a — MZE are injective on A.
If a,b,x € A, then

(7.6.4) My(My(z)) = My(bzx) = abz = M, ()
and

(7.6.5) MEME(z)) = ME(zb) = 2ba = ME (z).
Thus

(766) My oMy = Mgy

and

(7.6.7) Mo Mt = ME.

Of course, (7.6.6) implies that a — M, is a ring homomorphism from A into
L(A).

Let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on A that is normalized, sym-
metric, and g-subadditive for some g > 0, as a function on A as a commutative
group with respect to addition. Suppose that

(7.6.8) N(zy) < CN(z)N(y)
for some C' > 0 and every z,y € A. If a € A, then
(7.6.9) N(M,(z)) < CN(a) N(z)

and
(7.6.10) N(ME(z)) < C N(a) N(z)
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for every x € A. This means that M,, M are bounded with respect to N as
linear mappings from A into itself, with

(7.6.11) [ Mallops HMf”op < CN(a).
If A has a multiplicative identity element e, then
(7.6.12) N(a) < [[Mallop N(e), | Mg lop Ne),

by (7.6.3).

Thus a — M,, a — MF may be considered now as linear mappings from A
into BL(A). More precisely, these are bounded linear mappings with respect to
|| llop on BL(A), by (7.6.11). Suppose that N is submultiplicative on A, so that
we can take C' = 1. If A has a multiplicative identity element e with N(e) = 1,
then we get that
(7.6.13) ”MaHop = ”Mf”op = N(a)

for every a € A.

7.7 DMatrices and submultiplicativity

Let A be a ring, let n be a positive integer, and let M,,(A) be the ring of n x n
matrices with entries in A. Also let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on
A that is normalized, symmetric, and gy-subadditive on A for some gy > 0, as
a function on A as a commutative group with respect to addition. We would
like to consider subadditivity properties of related functions on M, (A). If N is
submultiplicative on A, then we would like to consider submultiplicativity on
M, (A) as well.
If 1 < 4,1 <n, then

(7.7.1) N(ajy)

defines a nonnegative real-valued function of a € M, (A). This function is
normalized, symmetric, and gy-subadditive on M, (A), as a commutative group

with respect to addition.
Let r be a positive real number. If 1 <[ < n, then

(7.7.2) (zn: N(az.)") v
j=1

is normalized and symmetric on M,,(A), as a commutative group with respect
to addition. Similarly, if 1 < j < n, then

(7.7.3) (Zn: N(aj,l)r) v
=1

is normalized and symmetric on M, (A) too. If r < gy, then (7.7.2) and (7.7.3)
are r-subadditive on M, (A), as in Section 6.5. If gy < r, then (7.7.2) and
(7.7.3) are qn-subadditive on M, (A), as before.
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If a = (a;;) € M,(A), then put

1<I<n

(7.7.4) Nyoola) = max (zn:N(aj,l)r)l/T,

(7.7.5) Neor(a) = max (zan(ajvl)T)l/r,
=1

1<j<n

(7.7.6) Noooola) = lgﬁén N(aj;).
These are nonnegative real-valued functions on M, (A) that are normalized and
symmetric, as functions on M, (A) as a commutative group with respect to
addition. Note that Ne oo is gn-subadditive on M, (A), as in Section 6.5. If
r < gn, then N, o and N, are r-subadditive on M, (A). If r > gy, then
N, and N, are gy-subadditive on M, (A).

It is easy to see that

(7.7.7) Neo.oo(@) <€ Nyoo(a), Noor(a) < 0" Ny oo(a)

for every a € M, (A). We also have that (7.7.2) and (7.7.3) are monotonically
decreasing in r, as in Section 2.11. This implies that (7.7.4) and (7.7.5) are
monotonically decreasing in r as well. If N is nondegenerate on A, then N, o,
Noo.rs Noo oo are nondegenerate on M, (A).

Observe that

(7.7.8) Nyoo(@') = Noo (@),  Noo.oo(@') = Noo.so(a)

for every a € M, (A), where a' is the transpose of a. If A has a multiplicative
identity element e, then the corresponding identity matrix I = I,, in M, (A) can
be defined as in Section 4.11. In this case, we have that

(7'7'9) Nr,oo(l) = Noo,?“([) = Noo,oo(j) = N(e)

Suppose that r < gy, so that N is r-subadditive on A, as in Section 6.1.
Let a,b € M, (A) be given, and put ¢ = ab, so that

(7.7.10) Cim = ;1 bim
=1

for j,m=1,...,n. If N is submultiplicative on A, then it follows that

(7.7.11) N(¢jm)" <Y N(aji)" N(bim)"
=1
for ,m =1,...,n. One can use this to check that

(7.7.12) Nyoo(€) < Nyoo (@) Ny oo ()
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and
(7.7.13) Noor(€) € Noo (@) Noor(b).

This shows that N, o, and N, are submultiplicative on M, (A) when r < gn.
If gy = 0o, and N is submultiplicative on A, then

(7.7.14) N(cjm) < max (N(aji) N(bim))

~ 1<i<n
for j,m =1,...,n. This implies that
(7.7.15) Noo,00(€) € Noo,00(@) Noo,o0(b),

so that Noo oo is submultiplicative on M, (A).

Let k be a field, and suppose now that 4 is an associative algebra over
k. Note that M,(A) is an associative algebra over k as well, where scalar
multiplication is defined entrywise. Let |-| be a gx-absolute value function on &
for some ¢ > 0, and suppose that N is a gy-seminorm on A for some ¢y > 0
with respect to |- | on k. This means that (7.7.1) is a gy-seminorm on M, (A)
for every 1 < j,1 < n. It follows that N o is & gy-seminorm on M, (A).

If r < gn, then (7.7.2) and (7.7.3) are r-seminorms on M, (A). This implies
that Ny o and N, are r-seminorms on M, (A), as before. If r > ¢y, then
(7.7.2) and (7.7.3) are gy-seminorms on M, (A). This implies that N, o, and
Neo,r are gn-seminorms on M, (A).

7.8 Continuity of inverses

Let A be a ring with a multiplicative identity element e, and let N be a nonnega-
tive real-valued function on A that is normalized, symmetric, and g-subadditive
for some g > 0, as a function on A as a commutative group with respect to
addition. Suppose that N is also submultiplicative on A, and that N(e) > 0. If
2 is an invertible element of A, then

(7.8.1) N(e) < N(z) N(z ™),

so that N(z), N(z=!) > 0 in particular. If y is another invertible element of A,
then
(7.8.2) ety t=a (g —a)y

This implies that
(7.8.3) N —y™) < N )Ny~) N —y).
If ¢ < 0o, then it follows that
(784) N < N@ )7+ N@ ) Ny~ N —y)".
This implies that

(7.8.5) (1- N(@ ) Nz —y)) N(y™)? < Nz )"
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Suppose that

(7.8.6) N@E Y N@-y) <1
Under these conditions, we get that
(7.8.7) Ny < (1= N@ )T N(w—y)) "N @),

Combining this with (7.8.3), we obtain that
(7.88) Nz '—y ™) <1 -N@ HIN@-y) YIN@)? Nz -y).
If ¢ = oo, then we can use (7.8.3) to get that

(789) Ny < max(N(@), N~ N(y~") N(z - p)).
If (7.8.6) holds, then it follows that

(7.8.10) Ny ') < N(z™).

In this case, we obtain that

(7.8.11) Nt —y ) < N@ 2N —vy),

by (7.8.3).

Let G(A) be the group of invertible elements of A. The remarks in the
previous paragraphs show that x — x~! is continuous on G(A), with respect
to the restriction to G(A) of the g-semimetric on A associated to N. Note
that multiplication on A is continuous as a mapping from 4 x A into A, with
respect to the g-semimetric on A associated to NV and the corresponding product
topology on A x A, as in Sections 7.2 and 7.3. This implies that multiplication
on G(A) is continuous as a mapping from G(A) x G(A) into G(A), with respect
to the induced topology on G(A), and the corresponding product topology on
G(A) x G(A). Thus G(A) is a topological group with respect to the induced
topology.

Suppose for the moment that N(e) = 1, and consider

(7.8.12) UA) ={uecG(A): N(u), N(u™') <1}.

This is a subgroup of G(A), and a closed set in G(A) with respect to the induced
topology. If u € U(A) and x € A, then one can check that

(7.8.13) N(uz) = N(zu) = N(x).

Note that N(u) = N(u~!) =1 when u € U(A), because of (7.8.1).

Suppose now that N is nondegenerate on 4, and that A is complete with
respect to the g-metric associated to A. Let {z;}32, be a sequence of invertible
elements of A that converges to an element x of A, with respect to the g-metric
associated to N. In particular, this implies that {z;}52, is a Cauchy sequence.
If {xj_l};‘;l is bounded with respect to N, then it is easy to see that {xj_l};‘;l is
a Cauchy sequence in A too, using (7.8.3). This implies that {z;l}?‘;l converges
in A, and one can check that the limit is the multiplicative inverse of x in A.

If N(e) =1, then one can use the remarks in the preceding paragraph to get
that U(A) is a closed set in A, with respect to the g-metric associated to N,
under the same conditions on N and A.
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7.9 Infinite series and invertibility

Let A be a commutative group, where the group operations are expressed addi-
tively, and let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on A that is normalized,
symmetric, nondegenerate, and g-subadditive for some ¢ > 0. An infinite series
Z;il a; with terms in A is said to converge if the corresponding sequence of
partial sums Z?:l a; converges in A, with respect to the g-metric associated to
N. In this case, the value of the sum is defined to be the limit of the sequence
of partial sums, as usual.

One can check that the sequence of partial sums is a Cauchy sequence with
respect to the g-metric associated to IV if and only if for each ¢ > 0 there is a
positive integer L such that

n

(7.9.1) N(Zaj) <e

j=l
for every n > 1 > L. This implies that

(7.9.2) lim N(a;) =0,

l—o0
by taking | = n in (7.9.1).
Suppose for the moment that ¢ < oo, so that

n

(7.9.3) N(Zaj)q < ZH:N(aj)"
j=l

J=l

for every n > 1 > 1. Let us say that Z;‘;l aj converges q-absolutely if

(7.9.4) Z N(a;)?

converges as an infinite series of nonnegative real numbers. One can check that
this implies that the sequence of partial sums of Z;’il a; is a Cauchy sequence
with respect to g-metric associated to N in this case. If A is complete with
respect to the g-metric associated to N, then it follows that Z;’;l a; converges
in A. Under these conditions, we also have that

o

(7.9.5) N(Y ) < iN(aj)q.

j=1
Suppose now that ¢ = oo, so that

(7.9.6) N(zn:aj) < max N(ay)

- T 1<i<n
Jj=l

for every n > 1 > 1. If (7.9.2) holds, then it follows that the partial sums of

Z;; a; form a Cauchy sequence with respect to the ultrametric associated to
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N. If A is complete with respect to this ultrametric, then Z]oil a; converges in
A. In this case, we get that

(7.9.7) N(iaj) < rjnzai(N(aj).

More precisely, one can verify that the maximum on the right side is attained,
because of (7.9.2).

Now let A be a ring with a multiplicative identity element e. If x € A and
n is a nonnegative integer, then

n n

(7.9.8) (e — ) ij — (ij) (e—z)=e—a™t,

=0 =0

where 27 is interpreted as being equal to e when j = 0.

Let N be a nonnegative real-valued function on A that is normalized, sym-
metric, nondegenerate, and g-subadditive for some ¢ > 0, as a function on A as
a commutative group with respect to addition. Suppose that N is also submul-
tiplicative on A, and that 4 is complete with respect to the ¢g-metric associated
to N. Note that

(7.9.9) N(z7) < N(z)’

for every positive integer j. If N(x) < 1, then N(27) — 0 as j — oo, and
Z;?io N(29)9 converges when ¢ < co. This implies that Z;io 27 converges in
A, as before. In this case, we get that

o0 o0

(7.9.10) (e—x)z,rj: (ij) (e—z)=e,

=0 =0

by taking the limit as n — oo in (7.9.8). This means that e — x is invertible in
A, with

(7.9.11) (e —a)™t :ij.

Let y be an invertible element of A, and suppose that z € A satisfies
(7.9.12) Ny YH)Ny—=z) <1
Observe that
(7.9.13) z=y—(y—2)=yle—y " (y—2))

and that e—y~! (y—2) is invertible in A, because of (7.9.12). Thus z is invertible
in A too. This shows that the group G(.A) of invertible elements of A is an open
subset of A under these conditions.
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7.10 Some subgroups of U(A)

Let A be a ring with a multiplicative identity element e, and let N be a non-
negative real-valued function on A that is normalized, symmetric, and ultra-
subadditive, as a function on A4 as a commutative group with respect to addi-
tion. Suppose that N is also submultiplicative on A, and that N(e) = 1. Let
B(x,7) = Bx(x,7) and B(x,r) = By(z,7) be the usual open and closed balls
in A with respect to the semi-ultrametric associated to N. Note that B(0,1)
is a subring of A that contains e under these conditions. The subgroup U(.A)
of the group G(.A) of invertible elements of A defined in (7.8.12) is the same as
the group G(B(0,1)) of invertible elements of B(0,1) in this case.
fzeU(A),yeG(A), and N(z —y) < 1, then

(7.10.1) y € U(A).

Indeed, N(y) < 1 because N(x) < 1 and N is ultrasubadditive on A. We also
have that
(7.10.2) Ny ) <N@ )<,

as in (7.8.10). If N is nondegenerate on A, and A is complete with respect to
the associated ultrametric, then y € G(A) when y € A satisfies N(z —y) < 1
for some = € U(A), as in the previous section. In particular, U(.A) is an open
subset of A in this case.

We can take x = e in the preceding paragraph, to get that

(7.10.3) Ble,1) N G(A) C U(A).

If N is nondegenerate on 4, and A is complete with respect to the associated
ultrametric, then B(e, 1) C G(A), as in the previous section, so that

(7.10.4) B(e,1) CU(A).

The semi-ultrametric dy (z,y) = N(x —y) on A associated to N is invariant
under left and right multiplication by elements of U(.A), by (7.8.13). In partic-
ular, the restriction of dy(z,y) to z,y € U(A) is invariant under left and right
translations on U(A), as a group with respect to multiplication. This implies
that open and closed balls in U(.A) centered at e with respect to the restriction
of dy to U(A) are normal subgroups of U(A), as in Section 3.7. This means
that
(7.10.5) B(e,m)NU(A)

is a normal subgroup of U(A) for every r > 0, and that

(7.10.6) Ble,r) N U(A)

is a normal subgroup of U(A) for every r > 0.
Of course,
(7.10.7) U(A) C B(0,1) = Ble, 1),
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by construction. Thus (7.10.5) is equal to U(A) when r > 1, and (7.10.6) is
equal to U(A) when r > 1. Using (7.10.3), we get that

(7.10.8) B(e,r) NU(A) = B(e,r) N G(A)
when 0 < r <1, and

(7.10.9) B(e,r)NU(A) = B(e,r) N G(A)

when 0 < r < 1. If N is nondegenerate on 4, and A is complete with respect
to dy, then (7.10.4) implies that

(7.10.10) B(e,r)NU(A) = B(e,r)

when 0 < r <1, and - -
(7.10.11) B(e,r) NU(A) = B(e,r)

when 0 <r < 1.

7.11 Two semi-ultrametrics on G(A)

Let us continue with the same notation and hypotheses as at the beginning of
the previous section. Note that

(7.11.1) Nu™?* —e)=N(u—e)

for every u € U(A), because N is invariant under left or right multiplication by
elements of U(A), as in Section 7.8. We also have that

(7.11.2) N(u) <1

for every u € U(A), as in (7.10.7).
If ,y € G(A), then put

(7.11.3) Sp(z,y) = N(@ ty—e) whenaz lycU(A)

= 1 otherwise.
It is easy to see that this is symmetric in 2 and y, using (7.11.1). Of course,
(7.11.4) or(z,y) <1
for every z,y € G(A), by (7.11.2). If z,y € G(A) and
(7.11.5) Nz ty—e) <1,
then 271y € U(A), by (7.10.3). Thus =,y € G(A) satisfy
(7.11.6) or(z,y) <1

if and only if (7.11.5) holds.
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Clearly
(7.11.7) 51(z,2) = N(0) =0

for every x € G(A). If N is nondegenerate on A, then dr(x,y) = 0 only when
x=y. lfx,y € U(A), then

(7.11.8) or(z,y) = N(z —y),

because N is invariant under left multiplication by elements of U(A). Observe
that (7.11.3) is invariant under left translations on G(A), as a group with respect
to multiplication, by construction.

If x,y,z € G(A), then we would like to verify that

(7.11.9) 0r(z,2) <max(dr(x,y),0r(y, 2))-

If the right side is equal to one, then this follows from (7.11.4). If the right side
is less than one, then 271y, y~'2 € U(A), so that 27z € U(A) too. In this
case, (7.11.9) follows from (7.11.8) and the ultrasubadditivity of N on A. This
shows that (7.11.3) defines a semi-ultrametric on G(.A).

Similarly, if z,y € G(A), then put

(7.11.10) Sp(z,y) = N(zy '—e) whenzy 'ecU(A)

=1 otherwise.

It is easy to see that
(7.11.11) Sr(x,y) =dp(z y™)

for every z,y € G(A). In particular, (7.11.10) defines a semi-ultrametric on
G(A), which is an ultrametric when N is nondegenerate on A, as before. This
semi-ultrametric is invariant under right translations on G(.A), as a group with
respect to multiplication. If z,y € U(.A), then

(7.11.12) or(z,y) = N(z —y),

because N is invariant under right multiplication by elements of U(.A).

7.12 Total boundedness in G(A)

Let A be a ring with a multiplicative identity element e, and let N be a nonnega-
tive real-valued function on A4 that is normalized, symmetric, and g-subadditive
for some ¢ > 0, as a function on A as a commutative group with respect to
addition. Suppose also that N is submultiplicative on A, and that N(e) > 0.
Remember that the group G(A) of invertible elements of A is a topological
group, with respect to the topology induced by the topology determined on A
by the g-semimetric associated to IV, as in Section 7.8. Of course, this is the same
as the topology determined on G(A) by the restriction of dy(z,y) = N(z — y)
to z,y € G(A).
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Let B(z,r) and B(x,7) be the usual open and closed balls in A with respect
to the g-semimetric associated to N, as before. If x,y € A, then it is easy to
see that

(7.12.1)  xB(y,r) C B(zy,N(x)r), B(y,r)z C B(yz,N(z)r)
for every r > 0 when N(z) > 0. If N(z) = 0, then A, Az C B(0,0). Similarly,
(71122)  @B(y,r) C Blay, N(@)r), Bly,r)z C Blyw, Nz)r)

for every r > 0.

Suppose that E C G(A) is left or right-invariant totally bounded in G(A),
as a topological group with respect to multiplication, as in Section 3.8. Thus,
for each » > 0, E can be covered by finitely many left or right translates of
B(e,r) N G(A) in G(A), as approriate. This implies that E is bounded with
respect to N, by the remarks in the preceding paragraph.

More precisely, E can be covered by finitely many left or right translates of
B(e,r) N G(A) in G(A) by elements of E, as appropriate. This follows from
the fact that E can be covered by finitely many left or right-invariant U-small
sets, with U = B(e,r) N G(A), as in Section 3.8. One can use this and the
boundedness of N on FE to get that F is totally bounded with respect to dy in
A. This also uses (7.12.1), with y = e. Equivalently, this means that F is totally
bounded in A as a commutative topological group with respect to addition, and
the topology determined by dy.

If r < 1/N(e), then N(x~!) is bounded on B(e,7)NG(A), as in Section 7.8.
One can use this to get that N(z~!) is bounded on E too.

Let # € G(A) be given, and note that N(z=1) > 0. If y € A, then

(7.12.3) B(y,r) Cx Bz y,N(z™"r), Blyz™", N~ r)z
for every r > 0, by (7.12.1). Similarly,
(7.12.4) B(y,r) C x?(m_l Y, N(x_l) ), F(yx_l, N(x_l) )T

for every r > 0, by (7.12.2).

Suppose now that £ C G(A) is totally bounded as a subset of A4 with
respect to dy, or equivalently as a subset of A as a commutative topological
group with respect to addition. If N(z~!) is bounded on E, then E is left and
right-invariant totally bounded in G(A) as well, as a topological group with
respect to multiplication. Indeed, the total boundedness of E in A implies that
E can be covered by finitely many balls of arbitrarily small radius, and we may
take these balls to be centered at elements of F, as in Section 1.15. One can
use this to cover E by finitely many left or right translates in G(A) of balls
centered at e with arbitrarily small radius, because N(x~!) is bounded on E.
More precisely, this uses (7.12.3) too, with y = x.

Let {z;}32, be a sequence of elements of G(A). If {x;}52, is a left or
right-invariant Cauchy sequence in G(.A), as a topological group with respect
to multiplication, then the set of z;’s, j > 1, is left or right-invariant totally
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bounded in G(A), as in Section 3.15. This implies that N(z;) and N(x;l),
j > 1, are bounded, as before. Under these conditions, one can check that
{z;}32, is a Cauchy sequence in A, with respect to dy. Equivalently, {z;}32,
is a Cauchy sequence in A, as a commutative topological group with respect to
addition.

Conversely, suppose that N(m;l), j > 1, is bounded, and that {z;}52, is
a Cauchy sequence with respect to dy, or equivalently as a sequence in A, as
a commutative topological group with respect to addition. Under these condi-
tions, one can verify that {z; }?‘;1 is a left and right-invariant Cauchy sequence
in G(A), as a topological group with respect to multiplication.



Chapter 8

Some additional topics

8.1 Doubling conditions for semimetrics

Let X be a set, and let d(z,y) be a ¢g-semimetric on X for some ¢ > 0, or simply
a semi-quasimetric. Let us say that X is doubling with respect to d(-,-) if there
is a positive real number C such that for each z € X and r > 0,

(8.1.1) By(z,7) can be covered by at most C closed balls in X
with respect to d(-,-) of radius r/2.

This implies that for each z € X, r > 0, and positive integer j,

(8.1.2) Ba(x,r) can be covered by at most C7 closed balls in X
with respect to d(-,-) of radius 277 r.

This type of doubling condition is often formulated in terms of open balls
instead of closed balls. It is easy to see that the two formulations are equivalent,
although perhaps with a different constant.

It is sometimes be more convenient to use another formulation of the dou-
bling condition, in terms of diameters of sets. This formulation asks that there
be a positive real number Cy such that if F is a bounded subset of X with
respect to d(-,-), then

(8.1.3) E can be covered by at most Cy bounded subsets of X,
each of which has diameter less than or equal to
one-half the diameter of E.

Of course, this implies that for each j > 1,

(8.1.4) E can be covered by at most C bounded subsets of X,

each of which has diameter less than or equal to 277 diamgE.
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As before, one can check that this formulation is equivalent to the previous
ones, perhaps with a different constant. This uses the fact that the diameter
of a ball in X can be estimated in terms of its radius. Note that this depends
on ¢ when d(-,-) is a g-semimetric, and otherwise on the constant in the semi-
quasimetric condition.

Let Xg be a subset of X, equipped with the restriction of d(x, y) to z,y € Xj.
If X is doubling with respect to d(-,-), then

(8.1.5) Xj is doubling with respect to the restriction of d(-,-) to Xp.

If one uses the formulation of the doubling condition in terms of diameters, then
one can use the same doubling constant for Xy as for X.

Let di(-,-) be a ¢;-semimetric on X for some ¢; > 0, or a semi-quasimetric
on X. Suppose that d(-,-) and d; (-, -) are each bounded by a constant multiple
of the other. Under these conditions, one can check that

(8.1.6) X is doubling with respect to d(-,-)

if and only if
(8.1.7) X is doubling with respect to di (-, -).

More precisely, the doubling constants for d(-,-) and d; (-, -) can be estimated in
terms of each other.

Let a be a positive real number. Remember that if d(-,-) is a ¢-semimetric
on X, then d(-,-)* is a (¢/a)-semimetric on X. Similarly, if d(-,-) is a semi-
quasimetric on X, then d(-,-)* is a semi-quasimetric on X too, with a suitable
constant. One can verify that (8.1.6) holds if and only if

(8.1.8) X is doubling with respect to d(-,-)®.

In this case, the doubling constants for d(-,-) and d(-,-)* can be estimated in
terms of each other, as usual.

8.2 Doubling conditions and Cartesian products

Let X be a set, and let n be a positive integer. Suppose that for each j =

1,...,n, d;(-,) is a g;-semimetric on X for some ¢; > 0, or a semi-quasimetric
on X. Put
2.1 d = d;
(82.1) (2,y) = max d;(z,y)
for each x,y € X. This is a g-semimetric on X with ¢ = min(q1,...,¢n), as

in Section 2.11, or a semi-quasimetric on X, with a suitable semi-quasimetric
constant, as appropriate.

Suppose that X is doubling with respect to d; for each j = 1,...,n. More
precisely, suppose that X is doubling with respect to d; with constant C; > 0
for each j = 1,...,n, using the formulation of the doubling condition in terms
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of diameters of bounded sets. Let us check that X is doubling with respect to
d, with constant
(8.2.2) C1Cy- - Ch,

again usng the formulation of the doubling condition in terms of diameters of
bounded sets.

Let E be a bounded subset of X with respect to d. This implies that E is
bounded with respect to d; for each j =1,...,n, with

(8.2.3) diamg, E < diamgyFE.

It follows that for each j =1,...,n, there is a family F; of bounded subsets of
X with respect to d; such that

(8.2.4) #F; < Cj,

where #F; is the number of sets in Fj,

(8.2.5) diamg; A; < (diamg,; E)/2

for each A; € F;, and

(8.2.6) Ec |J 4
AS;EF;

Consider the family F of subsets of X of the form

n
(8.2.7) M 4

I=1
with
(8.2.8) A eF
foreach I =1,...,n. It is easy to see that
(8.2.9) #F < (8.2.2),

using (8.2.4). Each set (8.2.7) in F satisfies
n

(8.2.10) diam,, ( N Al) < diamg, A; < (diamg, E)/2
=1

for each j = 1,...,n. It follows that each set (8.2.7) in F is bounded with
respect to d, with

n

(8.2.11) diamd( N Al> < (diamyE) /2.

Note that

(8.2.12) EC (n] ( U Aj),
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by (8.2.6). This implies that

(8.2.13) ec |y U (ﬁAJ,),

Ae€FR A, eF, j=1

Now let Xq,...,X, be n sets, and let X = H?Il X; be their Cartesian
product. Suppose that for each j = 1,...,n, dx,(x;,y;) is a g;-semimetric on
X for some g; > 0, or a semi-quasimetric on X;. Put

(8.2.14) di(z,y) = dx; (x5,95)

foreach j =1,...,nand z,y € X, as in Section 1.2, but with different notation.
This is a gj-semimetric or semi-quasimetric on X, as appropriate.

Suppose that
(8.2.15) X is doubling with respect to dx;,

for each 7 = 1,...,n. One can check that this implies that X satisfies the
analogous condition with respect to d; for each j = 1,...,n. It follows that X
is doubling with respect to (8.2.1), as before.

8.3 Some examples and related properties

Let X be a set, and let d(-,-) be a g-semimetric on X for some ¢ > 0, or a
semi-quasimetric on X. If X is doubling with respect to d(-,-), then

(8.3.1) every bounded set F in X with respect to d(-,-)
is totally bounded with respect to d(-, ).

In particular, this implies that E has a subset with only finitely or countably
many elements that is dense in E. It follows that

(8.3.2) X is separable with respect to d(-, ),

because X can be expressed as the union of a sequence of bounded sets.

It is easy to see that the real line is doubling with respect to the standard
Euclidean metric. Similarly, the complex plane is doubling with respect to the
standard metric.

Let k be a field with an ultrametric absolute value function |-|, and let d(-, -)
be the corresponding ultrametric on k. If k is doubling with respect to d(,-),
then
(8.3.3) the closed unit ball in k is totally bounded,

as before. This implies that
(8.3.4) the residue field associated to | - | is finite,

and that
(8.3.5) | - | is discrete on k,
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as in Section 4.7.

Conversely, suppose that (8.3.4) and (8.3.5) hold. If |-| is the trivial absolute
value function on k, then k is the same as the residue field. This means that k
has only finitely many elements, because of (8.3.4), so that k is doubling with
respect to d(-,-).

Otherwise, suppose that | - | is not the trivial absolute value function on k.
This implies that there is a positive real number p; such that p; < 1 and the
positive values of | - | on k are the same as the integer powers of p;, because of
(8.3.5), as in Section 4.5. Let N be the number of elements of the residue field
associated to | - |. Under these conditions,

(8.3.6) the closed unit ball in k is the union of

N pairwise-disjoint open balls of radius 1.
This means that

(8.3.7) the closed unit ball in % is the union of

N pairwise-disjoint closed balls of radius p;

in this case. If j is any integer, then one can use translations and dilations to
get that

(8.3.8) any closed ball in k of radius p/ is the union of

N pairwise-disjoint closed balls of radius p{“,
as in Section 4.7. It is easy to see that this implies that &k is doubling with
respect to d(-,-).

8.4 Product spaces and discrete semimetrics

Let I be a nonempty set, let ¥; be a nonempty set for each j € I, and consider
the corresponding Cartesian product

(8.4.1) 11

jeI

Let us take Y; to be equipped with the discrete topology for each j € I, and
consider the corresponding product topology on (8.4.1). If I has only finitely
many elements, then this is the same as the discrete topology on (8.4.1).

Let d; = dy, be the discrete metric on Y; for each j € I, as in Section 1.2.
If [ € I, then let (jl be the semimetric on (8.4.1) corresponding to d; as before,
so that the distance between two elements of (8.4.1) with respect to Ez is the
same as the distance between their Ith coordinates with respect to d;. This is
a semi-ultrametric on (8.4.1), because d; is an ultrametric on Y;, as in Section
1.3. More precisely, (3\[ is a discrete semimetric on (8.4.1), as before.
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Thus R
(8.4.2) M={d;:lel}

is a nonempty collection of discrete semimetrics on (8.4.1). This collection of
semimetrics determines a topology on (8.4.1), as in Section 2.1. This topology
is the same as the product topology mentioned earlier, because the topology
determined on Y, by the discrete metric is the discrete topology, as before.
Note that M is nondegenerate on (8.4.1).

Using M, we get a uniform structure on (8.4.1), as in Section 2.3. This
is the same as the product uniformity on (8.4.1) corresponding to the uniform
structure on Y; associated to the discrete metric for each j, as in Section 2.4.
Remember that the topology associated to the product uniformity is the same
as the corresponding product topology.

8.5 Some spaces of mappings

If X and Y are nonempty sets, then the space of mappings from X into Y is
sometimes denoted Y. We shall also use the notation

(8.5.1) o(X,Y),

extending notation used previously in Sections 1.10 and 5.8. This is the same
as (8.4.1), with Y; =Y for each j € I, and I = X.

Let dy be the discrete metric on Y, and if z € X and fi, fa € ¢(X,Y), then
put
(8.5.2) di(f1, f2) = dyo(x,v) (f1, f2) = dy (f1(2), f2(2)).

This corresponds to c/i\l on (8.4.1), with [ = z, and is a discrete semimetric on
¢(X,Y) in particular. The collection

(853) M= MC(X7y) = {dz,c(X7Y) X e X}

of these semimetrics determines a topology on ¢(X,Y), and in fact a uniform
structure on ¢(X,Y), as before.

Let Z be another nonempty set, and consider the corresponding spaces
(X, 2), (Y, Z) of mappings from X, Y into Z, respectively. Also let dz be the
discrete metric on Z, and if y € Y and ¢1, 92 € ¢(Y, Z), then put

(8.5.4) dy7c(y7z)(91, g2) = dz(g1(7), g2(x)).
Similarly, if x € X and hq, he € ¢(X, Z), then put

(8.5.5) dx’c(x’z)(hh h2) = dz(hi(z), ha(z)).
The collections

(8.5.6) Mey,z)y ={dyevizy Yy €Y}
and

(8.5.7) Mex,z) = {deo(x,z) * © € X}
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of these semimetrics define topologies and indeed uniform structures on ¢(Y, Z)
and ¢(X, Z), respectively, as usual.
IfxeX,gecl,Z),and fi, f2 € ¢(X,Y), then

deex,z)(g0 f1,90 f2) = dz(g(fi(2)),9(f2(z)))
(8.5.8) < dz(fi(®), f2(2)) = dy o(x,v) (15 f2)-

This implies that the collection of mappings from ¢(X,Y") into ¢(X, Z) of the
form
(8.5.9) frrgof

is uniformly equicontinuous with respect to M, (x y) and M. (x, z), as in Section
2.9.
Similarly, if f € ¢(X,Y) and g1, g2 € ¢(Y, Z), then

(8.5.10) dyeix.zy(grofrgaof) = dz(gi(f(2)), g2(f(2)))
- df(ac),c(Y,Z) (91,92)-
This implies that

(8.5.11) g gof

is uniformly continuous as a mapping from ¢(Y, Z) into ¢(X, Z) with respect to
M (y,z) and M (x, z), as in Section 2.2.
IfxeX, fi,fo €c(X,Y), and g1, 92 € ¢(Y, Z), then

de.e(x,2)(91 0 f1,92 0 f2) = dz(91(f1()), g2(f2(2)))
(8.5.12) < max(dz(g1(f1(2)), g2(f1(2))), dz(92(f1(2)), g2(fa(2))))
< max(dy, (2),¢(v,2) (91, 92), dz (f1 (), faz)
= max(dy, (z),e(v,2) (91, 92), Az c(x,v) (f1, f2))-

One can use this to get that

(8.5.13) (f.9) = gof

is continuous as a mapping from
(8.5.14) c(X,Y) xc(Y,2)

into ¢(X,Z). This uses the topologies determined on ¢(X,Y), ¢(Y, Z), and
c(X, Z) determined by M.(x yy, Mcy,z), and M(x,z), respectively, and the
corresponding product topology on (8.5.14).

Of course, the space
(8.5.15) (X, X)

of mappings from X into itself is a semigroup with respect to composition of
mappings. If z € X, then (8.5.8) implies that d, .(x,x) is sub-invariant under
left translations on ¢(X, X), as in Section 6.4.
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Chapter 9

Vector spaces and linear
mappings

9.1 Vector spaces over division rings

Let A be a ring with a multiplicative identity element e = e 4. The center of A
is defined to be the set

(9.1.1) {a € A:ax =uxa for every x € A}

of elements of A that commute with all elements of A. This is a subring of A
that contains e. If a is an element of the center of A and a has a multiplicative
inverse in A, then it is easy to see that a~! is an element of the center of A too.

If A is an associative algebra over a field k, then the center of A is a subal-
gebra of A. In this case,

(9.1.2) {te:t ek}
is a subalgebra of A contained in the center of A that may be identified with &
when e # 0.

If e # 0 and every nonzero element of A has a multiplicative inverse in A,
then A is said to be a division ring. Thus a field is the same as a commutative
division ring. Sometimes a division ring is considered to be a not-necessarily-
commutative field, and a field in the sense used here is called a commutative
field.

If A is an associative algebra over a field k and A is a division ring, then A
is said to be an associative division algebra over k. If A is any division ring,
then the center of A is a field. In this case, A may be considered as a division
algebra over any subfield of its center.

If A is any ring, then the opposite ring A°P is defined to be the same as A
as a set, and in fact as a commutative group with respect to addition. If z € A,
then we use z°P to refer to x as an element of A°, and multiplication in A°P is
defined by
(9.1.3) Py = (yx)*,

165
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as on pl85 of [61]. It is easy to see that A°P is also a ring with multiplicative
identity element e°P. If A is a division ring, then A°P is a division ring too. If A
is an associative algebra over a field k, then A°P is an associative algebra over
k as well.

If A is a division ring, then a left or right module over A may be called a
left or right vector space over A, as appropriate. If A is commutative, then the
left and right modules over A are the same as vector spaces over A as a field.
If A is an associative algebra over a field k, then a left or right module over
A may be considered as a vector space over k in particular. Thus if A is an
associative division algebra over k, then a left or right vector space over A may
be considered as a vector space over k.

Many standard results about vector spaces over fields also work for left and
right vector spaces over division rings, with suitable formulations, as mentioned
on on p438 of [54], and p193 of [61]. The notion of a vector space in [42] is defined
directly for vector spaces over division rings. Note that a left or right vector
space over A is the same as a right or left vector space over A°P, respectively,
as for modules over arbitrary rings. Some basic facts about vector spaces over
division rings will be reviewed in the next section.

Let A be a division ring, and let X be a nonempty set. If W is a left or right
vector space over A, then the space

(9.1.4) (X, W)

of all W-valued functions on X is a left or right vector space over A too, as
appropriate, with respect to pointwise addition and scalar multiplication. In
particular,

(9.1.5) (X, A)

may be considered as both a left and right vector space over A, because A may
be considered as a left and right vector space over itself. If A is an associative
division algebra over a field k, then W and ¢(X, W) may also be considered as
vector spaces over k, as before.

9.2 Linear independence and bases

Let A be a division ring with a multiplicative identity element e = e4, and let
V be a left vector space over A. A subset W of V that is closed under addition
and scalar multiplication is said to be a linear subspace of V. This is the same
as saying that W is a submodule of V, as a module over A. Of course, this
implies that W may be considered as a left vector space over A as well.

Let m be a positive integer, and let vq,...,v,, be m elements of V. We
say that vi,...,v,, are linearly independent over A if for every m elements
ai,...,a, of A with

(9.2.1) > v =0,
=1
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we have that
(9.2.2) ar=--=am =0,

as on pll of [42]. Otherwise, vy, ..., v, are said to be linearly dependent, as on
pl0 of [42]. An arbitrary subset E of V is said to be linearly independent over
A if every nonempty finite subset of F is linearly independent in this sense, as
on p239 of [42].

If E is any subset of V, then the linear span of E in V is the subset of V/
consisting of elements of the form

(9.2.3) > av,
=1

where m is a positive integer, vy,...,v,, € F, and a1,...,a,, € A. This is the
smallest linear subspace of V' that contains F. This is interpreted as being {0}
when E = ().

If F is linearly independent and the linear span of F is equal to V', then E
is said to be a basis for V, as a left vector space over A, as on p239 of [42]. This
means that every element of V' can be expressed in a unique way as a linear
combination of elements of E. Of course, there are analogous notions for right
vector spaces over A.

Let X be a nonempty set, and let W be a left or right vector space over A.
If f is a W-valued function on X, then the support of f is the set of x € X such
that f(x) # 0, as usual. It is easy to see that the space

(9.2.4) coo(X, W)

of W-valued functions on X with finite support is a linear subspace of the space
(X, W) of all W-valued functions on X, as a left or right vector space over A,
as appropriate. In particular, coo(X, A) is a linear subspace of ¢(X, A) as both
a left and right vector space over A.

If y € X, then let §, be the A-valued function on X defined by d,(y) = e
and J,(z) = 0 when = # y. Observe that

(9.2.5) dy, y € X, form a basis for coo(X, A),

as both a left and right vector space over A.

Let V be a left or right vector space over A. If there is a basis for V' with
only finitely many elements, then V' is said to be finite dimensional, as on pb
of [42]. If V is the linear span of a finite set, then V is finite-dimensional, as in
Exercise 3 on pl5 of [42].

Suppose for the moment that V' has a basis consisting of n vectors for some
positive integer n. This implies that

(9.2.6) any n + 1 vectors in V are linearly dependent,

as in Theorem 2 on pl2 of [42]. We also have that any basis for V consists of
exactly n vectors, as in Theorem 3 on p14 of [42]. One may call n the dimension
or dimensionality of V over A, as on pl4 of [42].
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In this case, for any collection of r linearly independent vectors in V', we can
n — r vectors from a basis for V' to get a basis for V', as in Theorem 4 on pl4
of [42]. In particular, this means that any collection of n linearly independent
vectors in V' is a basis for V.

If W is a linear subspace of V', then W is finite dimensional, with dimension
less than or equal to n, as mentioned on p22 of [42]. If the dimension of W is
equal to n, then
(9.2.7) W=V,

as in [42].

If E; is a subset of any left or right vector space V' over A whose linear span
is equal to V, then
(9.2.8) E; contains a basis for V,

as on p239 of [42]. This is mentioned on pl5 of [42] when V is finite dimensional.
If E5 is a linearly independent subset of V| then

(9.2.9) E, is contained in a basis for V,

as on p239 of [42]. This follows from Theorem 4 on pl4 of [42] when V is finite
dimensional, as before. Similarly, if the linear span of E; is equal to V', E5 is a
linearly independent subset of V, and Fy C FEj, then there is a basis F for V/
such that

(9.2.10) Ey, CECE,.

It is well known that any two bases for V have the same cardinality, as
on p240 of [42]. The cardinality of any basis for V is called the dimension or
dimensionality of V as a vector space over A, as on p241 of [42].

9.3 Linear mappings between vector spaces

Let A be a division ring with multiplicative identity element e = e4 again. If V'
and W are both left or both right vector spaces over A, the one can define the
notion of a linear mapping from V into W in the usual way. This is the same as
a module homomorphism from V" into W, and we may say that such a mapping
is linear over A, to be more precise.

Let
(9.3.1) La(V,W)

be the space of all such linear mappings. Of course, V and W may be considered
as commutative groups with respect to addition, and every linear mapping from
V into W over A is a homomorphism from V into W as commutative groups.
Observe that £ 4(V, W) is a subgroup of the group of all group homomorphisms
from V into W, as a commutative group with respect to addition.

Similarly, if A is a division algebra over a field k, then a mapping from V
into W that is linear over A is linear over k in particular. In this case, £L4(V, W)
is a linear subspace of the space L (V, W) of mappings from V into W that are
linear over k, as a vector space over k.
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If V, W, and Z are all left or all right vector spaces over A, then the
composition of mappings from V into W and from W into Z that are linear
over A is a mapping from V into Z that is linear over A. Let

(9.3.2) La(V)=La(V,V)

be the space of mappings from V into itself that are linear over A. This is
a subring of the ring of homomorphisms from V into itself, as a commutative
group with respect to addition. If A is a division algebra over a field k, then
L4(V) is a subalgebra of the algebra L (V') of all linear mappings from V into
itself, as a vector space over k.

If V is a left vector space over A, then the conjugate space of V is the space

(9.3.3) V= LAV, A)

of linear mappings from V into A, as a left vector space over itself, as on p52
of [42]. One can check that this is a linear subspace of the space ¢(V, A) of all
A-valued functions on V', as a right vector space over A. Similarly, if V is a
right vector space over A, then the conjugate space of V' is the space of linear
mappings from V into A, as a right vector space over itself. This is a linear
subspace of ¢(V, A), as a left vector space over A.
If a € A, then
(9.3.4) Lo(z) =ax

is a linear mapping from A into itself, as a right vector space over itself. It is
easy to see that every such linear mapping is of this form for a unique a € A.
Note that

(9.3.5) L.(e) = a,
and that L. is the identity mapping on A. If b € A as well, then

(9.3.6) Lo(Lp(x)) = (a(bz)) = (ab)x = Lap(x)

for every x € A, so that
(937) La e} Lb = Lab-

This implies that
(9.3.8) a+— L,

is an isomorphism from A onto the ring of linear mappings from A into itself,
as a right vector space over itself.

Similarly, if a € A, then
(9.3.9) Ry(x)==xa

is a linear mapping from A into itself, as a left vector space over A. One can
check that every such linear mapping is of this form for a unique a € A, as
before. Of course,

(9.3.10) R,(e) = a,
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and R, is the identity mapping on A, as before. If b is another element of A,
then

(9.3.11) R.(Rp(z)) = (xb)a=x(ba) = Rya(x)
for every z € A, so that

(9.3.12) Ra ] Rb = Rba~

This means that

(9.3.13) a— R,

is an isomorphism from the opposite ring A°P associated to A onto the ring of
linear mappings from A into itself, as a left vector space over itself.

9.4 The finite topology on LA(V, W)

Let A be a division ring, and let W be a left or right vector space over A. Also let
Nw be the nonnegative real-valued function defined on W by putting Ny (w) =
1 when w € W and w # 0, and Ny (0) = 0. This is an ultrasubadditive function
on W, as a commutative group with respect to addition, that is normalized,
nondegenerate, and symmetric, as in Section 6.1. Of course,

(941) dw(wh’wg) = dNW (U}h’wg) = NW(w1 — U}Q)

is the same as the discrete metric on W.

Let X be a nonempty set, and remember that the space ¢(X, W) of all W-
valued functions on X is a left or right vector space over A too, as appropriate.
If x € X and f € ¢(X, W), then put

(9.4.2) No(f) = Naex,w) (f) = Nw (f()).

This defines an ultrasubadditive function on ¢(X, W), as a commutative group
with respect to addition, that is normalized and symmetric. Using this, we get
the discrete semimetric

(9.4.3) dz(f1, f2) = dgox,w) (f1, f2) = Nw(fi(z) — fa(z))

on ¢(X,W) that is invariant under translations, as in Section 6.4. This is the
same as in (8.5.2), with Y = W.

Put
(9.4.4) Mexwy = {dee(xw) 1 ¥ € X},

as in (8.5.3). Remember that the topology determined on ¢(X, W) by (9.4.4)
is the same as the product topology on ¢(X, W), considered as the Cartesian
product of the family of copies of W indexed by X, and using the discrete
topology on W as in Sections 8.4 and 8.5. Note that ¢(X, W) is a topological
group with respect to addition and this topology.

Let V be another vector space over A, where V and W are either both
left or both right vector spaces over A. Note that the space L4(V, W) of all
linear mappings from V' into W, as vector spaces over A, is a subgroup of the
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group ¢(V, W) of all W-valued functions on V' with respect to addition. Let us
take ¢(V, W), considered as the Cartesian product of the family of copies of W
indexed by V', to be equipped with the product topology corresponding to the
discrete topology on W, as before.

The topology induced on L£4(V,W) by this topology on ¢(V, W) is called
the finite topology, as on p249 of [42]. Observe that £4(V, W) is a topological
group with respect to addition and this topology, as in [42], because c¢(V, W) is
a topological group, as before.

The product topology on ¢(V, W) corresponding to the discrete topology on
W may also be described as the topology of pointwise convergence on ¢(V, W)
associated to the discrete topology on W. The induced topology on L 4(V, W)
may be described as the topology of pointwise convergence on £ 4 (V, W) associ-
ated to the discrete topology on W. It is easy to see that £4(V,W) is a closed
set in ¢(V, W) with respect to this topology.

The finite topology is analogous to a topology that is used in analysis, and
some of the discussion here may reflect this analogy. In particular, one can take
W = A, and consider the finite topology on the conjugate space of V', as on
p254 of [42], and we shall say more about that in Section 10.5.

9.5 More on the finite topology

Let us continue with the same notation and hypotheses as in the previous sec-
tion. If n is a positive integer, v1,...,v, € V, and w1, ..., w, € W, then

(9.5.1) {T'€e LA(V,W):T(v;) =w, foreach j=1,...,n}

is an open set in L4(V, W) with respect to the finite topology. The collection
of these open sets is a base for the finite topology on L4(V,W), as in [42].
Note that (9.5.1) is a closed set with respect to the finite topology as well, as
mentioned in Exercise 2 on p250 of [42].

If (9.5.1) is nonempty, then one can show that it can be expressed in a similar
way using a finite set of vectors in V' that are linearly independent over A, as
on p249 of [42]. This implies that the collection of subsets of £4(V, W) of the
form (9.5.1), where

(9.5.2)  the v;’s are linearly independent in V' as a vector space over A,

is also a base for the finite topology on L4 (V, W).

If V has finite dimension as a vector space over A, then the finite topology
on L4(V,W) is the same as the discrete topology. Otherwise, if V has infinite
dimension as a vector space over A, then the finite topology on £ 4(V, W) is not
the same as the discrete topology, as mentioned on p249 of [42].

Of course, we can take V' = W, to define the finite topology on the space
L4(V) of linear mappings from V into itself, as a vector space over A. Let us
take
(9.5.3) LA(V)x La(V)
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to be equipped with the product topology associated to the finite topology on
L4(V). One can check that composition of mappings is continuous as a mapping
from (9.5.3) into £4(V'). This is related to a remark in Section 8.5. This means
that £4(V) is a topological ring with respect to the finite topology, as in [42].
One can check that a subset E of £4(V, W) is dense in £ 4 (V, W) with respect

to the finite topology if and only if for every finite set vq,...,v, of vectors in
V' that are linearly independent over A and vectors wy, ..., w, € W there is a
T € E such that

(954) T(Uj) = Wy

for each j = 1,...,n, as on p251 of [42].

9.6 Some basic linear mappings

Let A be a division ring with multiplicative identity element e = e4 # 0, let X
be a nonempty set, and let W be a left or right vector space over A. If f is a
W-valued function on X with finite support, then »_ .y f(z) may be defined
as an element of W by reducing to a finite sum, as in Section 5.10. This defines
a linear mapping from cgo(X, W) into W, as left or right vector spaces over A,
as appropriate.

If y € X, then let ¢, be the A-valued function defined on X as in Section
9.2. Remember that §,, y € X, form a basis for coo(X, A), as both a left and
right vector space over A.

Suppose that b € ¢(X, W) and f € coo(X,A). If W is a left vector space
over A, then fb defines an element of ¢oo(X, W), so that

(9.6.1) TE(f) = fla)b()

zeX

is an element of W. This defines a linear mapping from cpo(X, A) into W, as
left vector spaces over A, with

(9.6.2) Ty (6,) = b(y)

for every y € X.

If T is any linear mapping from cgo(X, A) into W, as left vector spaces over
A, then
(9.6.3) br(y) =T(dy)

defines a W-valued function on X. It is easy to see that
(9.6.4) T =T}

on cgo(X, A).
Similarly, if W is a right vector space over A, then b f defines an element of
coo(X, W), so that

(9.6.5) TR (f) = b(x) f(2)

reX
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is an element of . This defines a linear mapping from coo(X, A) into W, as
right vector spaces over A, with

(9.6.6) Ty¥(dy) = bly)

for every y € X. If T is any linear mapping from coo(X, 4) into W, as right
vector spaces over A, then (9.6.3) defines a W-valued function on X. We also
have that

(9.6.7) T=TF

on coo(X, A), as before.
If W is a left vector space over A, then

(9.6.8) b Ty

is a one-to-one mapping from ¢(X, W) onto the space £ 4(coo(X, A), W) of linear
mappings from coo(X, A) into W, as left vector spaces over A. Similarly, if W
is a right vector space over A, then

(9.6.9) b TE

is a one-to-one mapping from ¢(X, W) onto the space £ 4(coo(X, A), W) of linear
mappings from coo(X, A) into W, as right vector spaces over A. In both cases,
we get an isomorphism from ¢(X, W) onto L£4(coo(X,A), W), as commutative
groups with respect to addition.

As before, ¢(X, W) may be considered as the Cartesian product of copies
of W indexed by X, and we may take ¢(X, W) to be equipped with the prod-
uct topology corresponding to the discrete topology on W. One can check
that (9.6.8) or (9.6.9), as appropriate, is a homeomorphism from ¢(X, W) onto
L a(coo(X, A), W), equipped with the finite topology. More precisely, it is easy
to see that open sets in ¢(X, W) correspond to open sets in £ 4(coo(X, A), W),
using (9.6.2) or (9.6.6), as appropriate. To get the converse, one can use the
fact that the d,’s, y € X, form a basis for coo(X, A), as a left or right vector
space over A.

9.7 More on conjugate spaces

Let A be a division ring with multiplicative identity element e = e4 # 0, and
let V' be a left vector space over A. Remember that the conjugate space V*
of linear mappings from V into A, as a left vector space over itself, is a right
vector space over A, as in Section 9.3. If n is a positive integer, then

(9.7.1) Ay oy A €V
are said to be complementary to

(972) V1,...,0p €V
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if
(9.7.3) Aj(v1)) = e whenj=I
= 0 when j#I,
as on p251 of [42]. In this case,
(9.7.4) v1,...,0, are linearly independent in V over A,
and
(9.7.5) A1, ..., A, are linearly independent in V* over A.

Of course, there is an analogous notion for right vector spaces over A.
Let Z be a linear subspace of V*, as a right vector space over A. Suppose
that for every v € V with v # 0, there is a A € Z such that

(9.7.6) A(v) # 0.
Under these conditions, one may say that
(9.7.7) Z is a total subspace of V™,

as on p251 of [42]. This is equivalent to saying that Z separates points in V.
We may use the same terminology for linear subspaces of conjugate spaces of
right vector spaces over A.

Let vy, ..., v, be finitely many linearly independent vectors in V over A. If
Z is a total linear subspace of V*, then the lemma on p252 of [42] states that

(9.7.8) there are A\q,..., A, € Z that are complementary to vy, ..., vy,.

To see this, we can use induction. Note that the n = 1 case can be verified

directly. Suppose that n > 2 and that the analogous statement holds for n — 1,

so that there are A1,...,A\,—1 € Z such that (9.7.3) holds for 1 < 5,1 <n — 1.
If A € Z, then put

©.7.9) al0) = A0) 3 A () Aw)

for each v € V. Observe that uy € V*, and that

n—1

(9.7.10) pa(vr) = A(vy) — Z Aj(v) Awj) = AMvy) — A(w) =0
j=1

foreachl =1,... ,n—1. Suppose for the sake of a contradiction that p(v,) =0
for every A € Z. This means that

(9.7.11) 0= pix(vn) = Avn) — Z_: X () Mw;) = /\(vn =3 Aj(va) vj)
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for every A € Z. This would imply that

n—1

(9.7.12) Un = Y Aj(vn)v; =0,
j=1

because Z is supposed to separate points in V.

However, this would contradict the linear independence of vy,...,v, in V.
Thus
(9.7.13) () # 0
for some A € Z. Put
(9.7.14) An(v) = pua(v) pua (v) ™

for each v € V, and note that \, € Z. It is easy to see that Ai,..., )\, are
complementary to vy, ..., vy, using (9.7.10) and the induction hypothesis. There
is an analogous statement for right vector spaces over A, as usual.

9.8 More on subspaces of V'*

Let A be a division ring, and let V be a left vector space over A again. If Z is
a linear subspace of V* as a right vector space over A and

(9.8.1) Z is dense in V* with respect to the finite topology,
then
(9.8.2) Z separates points in V.

The converse follows from the statement in the previous section about comple-
mentary subsets of Z, as in Theorem 3 on p252 of [42]. This means that

(9.8.3) Z=V*

when V' has finite dimension and Z is a linear subspace of V* that separates
points, as mentioned on p253 of [42]. There are analogous statements for right
vector spaces over A, as before.

Let X be a nonempty set, and let J,, be the A-valued function on X defined
for each y € X as in Section 9.2. If b € ¢(X,A) and f € coo(X, A), then
fb€co(X,A), so that
(9.8.4) A () =) fa)b(x)

zeX
is an element of A. This defines a linear mapping from coo(X, A) into A, as left
vector spaces over A, with

(9.8.5) Ay (6y) = b(y)

for every y € X, as before. If coo(X, A)*¥ is the conjugate space of coo(X, A)
as a left vector space over A, then

(9.8.6) b Ay
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is an isomorphism from ¢(X, A) onto coo(X, A)*L, as right vector spaces over
A. We also have that
(9.8.7) {M\ b€ coo(X, A)}

separates points in coo(X, A), as mentioned on p251 of [42], using different
notation.
Similarly, if b € ¢(X, A) and f € coo(X, A), then b f € coo(X, A), and

(9.8.8) M) =D bl) f()

reX

is an element of A. This defines a linear mapping from coo(X, A) into A, as
right vector spaces over A, with

(9.8.9) Ay (8y) = b(y)

for every y € X. Let coo(X, A)*F be the conjugate space of cgo(X, A), as a
right vector space over A. Observe that

(9.8.10) b A

is an isomorphism from (X, A) onto coo(X, A)* T, as left vector spaces over A.
One can check that
(9.8.11) (M b ecoo(X, A)}

separates points in ¢go(X, A), as before.



Chapter 10

More on vector spaces and
linear mappings

10.1 Bilinear forms

Let A be a division ring with multiplicative identity element e = e4 # 0, let
V be a left vector space over A, and let W be a right vector space over A. A
mapping b from V x W into A is said to be a bilinear form on V x W if it
satisfies the following two conditions, as on pl37 of [42]. The first condition is
that

(10.1.1) b1 w(v) = b(v,w)

be a linear mapping from V into A, as left vector spaces over A, for each w € W.
The second condition is that

(10.1.2) ba,w(w) = b(v, w)

be a linear mapping from W into A, as right vector spaces over A, for each
veV.
Using these two conditions, we get that

(10.1.3) W by

is a linear mapping from W into the conjugate space V* of V', as right vector
spaces over A. Similarly,
(1014) V= b2,1;

is a linear mapping from V into the conjugate space W* of W, as left vector
spaces over A. Conversely, a linear mapping from W into V*, as right vector
spaces over A, determines a unique bilinear form on V' x W in this way. Similarly,
a linear mapping from V into W*, as left vector spaces over A, determines a
unique biliinear form on V' x W.

177
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We say that b is nondegenerate as a bilinear form on V x W if it satisfies
the following two conditions. The first condition is that for every v € V with
v # 0 there is a w € W such that

(10.1.5) b(v,w) # 0.

The second condition is that for every w € W with w # 0 there is a v € V such
that (10.1.5) holds. This is equivalent to the formulations of nondegeneracy of
bilinear forms on pl41, 253 of [42]. Note that the first condition is the same as
saying that (10.1.4) is injective on V, and the second condition is the same as
saying that (10.1.3) is injective on W.

Of course,
(10.1.6) {b1,w :w e W}

is a linear subspace of V*, as a right vector space over A, and
(10.1.7) {bay :v €V}

is a linear subspace of W*, as a left vector space over A. The first part of
the definition of nondegeracy of b is the same as saying that (10.1.6) separates
points in V', and the second part of the definition of nondegeneracy is the same
as saying that (10.1.7) separates points in W. If b is nondegenerate on V' x W,
then one may say that V and W are dual relative to b, as on pl41, 253 of [42].

10.2 More on bilinear forms

Let us continue with the same notation and hypotheses as in the previous sec-
tion. If Z is a linear subspace of V*, as a right vector space over A, then

(10.2.1) bz(v,A) = A(v)

defines a bilinear form on V x Z. The corresponding mapping from Z into V*
is the obvious inclusion mapping in this case. Observe that

(10.2.2) bz is nondegenerate on V' x Z

if and only if Z separates points in V. There are analogous statements for linear
subspaces of W*, as a left vector space over A.

If v eV, then
(10.2.3) Ly(A\) = Lz,(A\) = A(v)

defines a linear mapping from Z into A, as right vector spaces over A. We also
have that
(10.2.4) v L, =Lz,

is a linear mapping from V into the conjugate space Z* of Z, as left vector
spaces over A. This mapping is injective exactly when Z separates points in V.
Note that

(10.2.5) {Lz,:veV}
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is a linear subspace of Z*, as a left vector space over A, that separates points
in Z. This is related to some remarks on p253 of [42].

Let X and Y be nonempty sets, and remember that the spaces coo(X, A),
coo(Y, A) of A-valued functions on X, Y, respectively, with finite support are
each both left and right vector spaces over A. If x € X and y € Y, then let
dx,» and dy,, be the A-valued functions on X and Y equal to e at = and y,
respectively, and to 0 elsewhere, as before. Let S(x,y) be an A-valued function
on X XY, and let f(z) € coo(X, A) and g(y) € coo(Y, A) be given. Observe that

(10.2.6) f(z) B(z,y) 9(y)

is an A-valued function on X x Y with finite support. Thus

(10.2.7) bs(fr9)= Y, fl@)Bx,y)g(y)

(z,y)EX XY

defines an element of A, as in Section 9.6. It is easy to see that this defines a
bilinear form on

(10.2.8) Co()(X, A) X CO()(Y, A),

where cgo(X, A) is considered as a left vector space over A, and coo(Y, A) is
considered as a right vector space over A. This basically corresponds to a
remark on pl39 of [42] about getting bilinear forms from matrices with entries
in A when X and Y have only finitely many elements.

Ifze X and y €Y, then

(10.2.9) bs(0x 2, 0yy) = B2, y).

If b is any bilinear form on (10.2.8), then

(10.2.10) Bo(a,y) = b(0x 2, Ov,y)

defines an A-valued function on X x Y. This basically corresponds to the matrix
associated to a bilinear form on a product of finite-dimensional vector spaces
over A relative to particular bases of these vector spaces, as on pl38 of [42].
One can check that b is the same as the bilinear form associated to (10.2.10) as
in (10.2.7). Thus

(10.2.11) B bs

is a one-to-one mapping from the space ¢(X x Y, A) of all A-valued functions
on X x Y onto the space of bilinear forms on (10.2.8).

More precisely, the space of bilinear forms on (10.2.8) is a subgroup of the
space of A-valued functions on (10.2.8), as a commutative group with respect
to addition. The mapping (10.2.11) is an isomorphism from ¢(X X Y, A) onto
the space of bilinear forms on (10.2.8), as commutative groups with respect to
addition.
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10.3 Some finite bases

Let A be a division ring with a multiplicative identity element e = e4 # 0,
and let W be a left vector space over A. Also let A1,..., A, be finitely many
elements of the conjugate space W* of W, and suppose that

(10.3.1) A1, .-, Ay are linearly independent in W™,

as a right vector space over A. Suppose also that

(10.3.2) ﬁ ker \; = {0},

=1

and let A be the linear subspace of W* spanned by A1, ..., A,, as a right vector
space over A. Equivalently, (10.3.2) says that A separates points in W.

If w e W, then
(10.3.3) Lpw(X) = Mw)

defines a linear mapping from A into A, as right vector spaces over A, as in
Section 10.2. Note that
(10.3.4) W = L

is an injective linear mapping from W into the conjugate space A* of A, as left
vector spaces over A, because A separates points in W, as before. We also have
that

(10.3.5) {Lpaw:weW}

is a linear subspace of A*, as a left vector space over A, that separates points
in A, as before.
Under these conditions, there are n elements of (10.3.5) that are comple-

mentary to Ai,...,A,, as in Section 9.7. This means that there are n elements
Wi, ..., w, of W such that Lp u,,...,LAw, are complementary to Aq,..., Ay,
so that
(10.3.6) Ai(wj) = Law; (M) = e whenj=I
= 0 when j#1,
as before. Of course, this is the same as saying that A1, ..., A\, are complemen-
tary to wy,...,w,. This implies that
(10.3.7) wi,. .., w, are linearly independent in W,
as before.
If w € W, then

(10.3.8) M ( > A (w) w;) = D Ay(w) Muwy) = N(w)
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for each I =1,...,n, by (10.3.6). This implies that
(10.3.9) Z Aj(w) w; = w,

because of (10.3.2). Thus

(10.3.10) Wi, ..., Wy, is a basis for W,

as a left vector space over A. We also get that

(10.3.11) A1,..., Ay 18 a basis for A = W™,

as a right vector space over A. There are analogous statements when W is a
right vector space over A, as usual.

10.4 Finitely many elements of V*

Let A be a division ring with a multiplicative identity element e = e4 # 0, let
V be a left vector space over A, and let pq,..., 1, be finitely many linearly

independent elements of the conjugate space V* of V, as a right vector space
over A. Consider the linear subspace

(10.4.1) () ker u
=1

of V, and let

(10.4.2) W = V/( ﬁ ker m)
=1

be the corresponding quotient of V. This is another left vector space over A,
and we let ¢ be the corresponding quotient mapping from V onto W. Of course,
for each I = 1,...,n, there is a unique linear mapping A; from W into A, as left
vector spaces over A, such that

(10.4.3) W =M ogq.

Note that A1,..., A, are linearly independent as elements of W*.
Clearly

(104.4)  kerpu = i ({0}) = O ({0D) = ¢~ (ker A))

for each [. This implies that

(10.4.5) g ! ( (n] ker ,\l) -
=1

= l

q (ker \;) = ﬂ ker ;.
=1 =1
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It follows that

(10.4.6) ﬁ ker \; = q( ﬁ ker Ml) = {0}.
=1 =1

This means that A1,...,\, is a basis for W*, as a right vector space over A,
and there is a basis wq,...,w, of W, as a left vector space over A, that is
complementary to A1,...,\,, as in the previous section.

Let vq,...,v, be elements of V such that

(10.4.7) q(vi) = wy

for each [. Under these conditions,

(10.4.8) v1,...,U, are linearly independent in V|
as a left vector space over A, and

(10.4.9) m(vsi) = Milq(vs)) = Mi(w;) = e whenj=I
= 0 when j #I,

as in (10.3.6).
Let p be a linear mapping from V into A, as left vector spaces over A, such
that

(10.4.10) ﬂ ker p; C ker p.
1=1
This leads to a linear mapping A from W into A, as left vector spaces over A,
such that
(10.4.11) Lw=2>Xogq.

We also have that A may be expressed as a linear combination of Ay,..., A,
in W*, as a right vector space over A, as before. This means that p may be
expressed as a linear combination of pq,...,u, in V*, as a right vector space
over A. There is an analogous statement when V' is a right vector space over A,
as before.

If p1,...,u, are not necessarily linearly independent in V*, then one can
reduce to that case, by dropping p;’s that can be expressed as linear combina-
tions of the others in V*. This will not affect the interesection of their kernels.
One can use this to get the same conclusion as in the previous paragraph in this
case.

10.5 Some weak topologies

Let A be a division ring, let V be a left vector space over A, and let Z be a
linear subspace of the conjugate space V* of V', as a right vector space over A.
Also let N4 be the nonnegative real-valued function defined on A by putting
Na(a) =1when a € A and a # 0 and N4 (0) = 0. If A € Z, then put

(10.5.1) Ny (v) = Na(A(v))
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for every v € V. This is an ultrasubadditive function on V, as a commutative
group with respect to addition, that is normalized and symmetric, as in Section
6.1. Thus

(10.5.2) dy,x(vi,v2) = dny,, (v1,v2) = Ny a(vr — v2) = Na(A(vr) — A(v2))

is a translation-invariant semi-ultrametric on V, as in Section 6.4.
More precisely, (10.5.2) is a discrete semimetric on V for each A € Z. The
collection

(1053) MV,Z = {dv’)\ AE Z}

of these discrete semimetrics determines a topology on V', as in Section 2.1. This
is the same as the weakest topology on V such that each A € Z is continuous
when A is equipped with the discrete topology. This may be described as the
weak topology on V associated to Z and the discrete topology on A. Note that
(10.5.3) is nondegenerate as a collection of semimetrics on V exactly when Z
separates points in Z.

Similarly, if v € V, then put

(10.5.4) Nzw(A) = Na(A(v))

for every A € Z. This is an ultrasubaddive function on Z, as a commutative
group with respect to addition, that is normalized and symmetric, so that

(10.5.5) ClZ7v(/\17 )\2) = sz,A()\]J )\2) = NZW()\I - )\2) = NA()‘I(U) - )\2(?}))

is a translation-invariant semi-ultrametric on Z. More precisely, this is a discrete
semimetric on Z for each v € V| and

(10.5.6) MZ,V = {dzﬂ] v E V}

is a nondegenerate collection of semimetrics on Z. The topology determined on
Z by (10.5.6) is the same as the topology induced on Z by the finite topology
on V*. This may be described as the weak* topology on Z, as a linear subspace
of V*, associated to the discrete topology on A.

If v € V, then Lyz,(\) = A(v) defines a linear mapping from Z into A, as
right vector spaces over A, as in Section 10.2. We also have that v +— Lz, is a
linear mapping from V into the conjugate space Z* of Z, as left vector spaces
over A, and that

(10.5.7) {Lzy,:veV}

is a linear subspace of Z*, as a left vector space over A, that separates points
in Z. The weak™ topology on Z, as a linear subspace of V*, is the same as the
weak topology on Z associated to (10.5.7). More precisely, there are analogues
of the statements in this section for right vector spaces over A in place of left
vector spaces. In particular, the weak topology on Z, as a right vector space
over A, associated to (10.5.7) may be defined in the same way as before.
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10.6 More on these weak topologies

Let us continue with the same notation and hypotheses as in the previous sec-
tion. The weak* topology on (10.5.7), as a linear subspace of Z*, as a left
vector space over A, may be defined in the same way as before. Suppose for the
moment that Z separates points in V, so that

(10.6.1) v Lz, is injective,

as in Section 10.2. In this case, one can check that the weak topology on
V associated to Z corresponds to the weak® topology on (10.5.7) as a linear
subspace of Z* using the mapping v — Lz,. This is related to a remark on
p254 of [42].

If n is a positive integer, A1,..., A\, € Z, and aq,...,a, € A, then

(10.6.2) {veV:Ajw)=ajforeachj=1,...,n}

is an open set in V with respect to the weak topology associated to Z and the
discrete topology on A. One can check that the collection of these open sets is
a base for this weak topology on V associated to Z. If (10.6.2) is nonempty,
then it can be expressed in a similar way using finitely many elements of Z
that are linearly independent in Z, as a right vector space over A. This means
that the collection of subsets of V' of the form (10.6.2) with Aq,..., ), linearly
independent in Z over A as a base for this weak topology on V as well. Of
course, this is analogous to a statement about the finite topology in Section 9.5.

Let p be a linear mapping from V into A, as left vector spaces over A.
Suppose that p is continuous at 0, with respect to the weak topology on V
associated to Z, and the discrete topology on A. This implies that there are
finitely many elements Aq,..., A, of Z such that

n
(10.6.3) m ker \; C ker p,
1=1

because the kernel of u contains an open set in V' with respect to the weak
topology associated to Z that contains 0. It follows that u may be expressed as

a linear combination of A1,..., A, in V* as a right vector space over A, as in
Section 10.4. This means that
(10.6.4) pez.

As usual, there are analogues of the statements in this section for right vector
spaces over A in place of left vector spaces. Remember that the weak* topology
on Z is the same as the weak topology associated to (10.5.7). Suppose that
a linear mapping from Z into A, as right vector spaces over A, is continuous
at 0 with respect to the weak™ topology on Z and the discrete topology on A.
In this case, the linear mapping is an element of (10.5.7), as in the preceding
paragraph.
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10.7 Closures of linear subspaces

Let A be a division ring, let V' be a left vector space over A, and let Z be a
linear subspaces of the conjugate space V* of V, as a right vector space over
A, as in the previous two sections. Also let W be a linear subspace of V', and
suppose that « € V is not in the closure of W with respect to the weak topology
on V associated to Z and the discrete topology on A. This means that there
is a positive integer n, A1,..., A\, € Z, and aq,...,a, € A such that (10.6.2)
contains u and does not contain any element of W. Of course, the condition
that (10.6.2) contain u is the same as saying that

foreach j=1,...,n.
Let A™ be the space of n-tuples of elements of A. This may be considered
as both a left and right vector space over A, using coordinatewise addition and

scalar multiplication. Using A1, ..., \,, we get a linear mapping 7" from V into
A™, as left vector spaces over A, defined by
(10.7.2) T(w) = A(v),..., 2 (v)).

Note that T(W) is a linear subspace of A", as a left vector space over A. By
hypothesis,
(10.7.3) T(u) & T(W).

One can use this to get a linear mapping p from A™ into A, as left vector
spaces over A, such that

(10.7.4) w(T(w)) =0
for every w € W, and
(10.7.5) w(T(u)) # 0.

The conjugate space (A™)* of A", as a left vector space over A, may be consid-
ered as a right vector space over A, as usual. It is easy to see that p is a linear
combination of the coordinate functions on A", as elements of (A™)*, as a right
vector space over A. This implies that

(10.7.6) A=poT

is a linear combination of A1,..., A\, in V* as a right vector space over A. It
follows that

(10.7.7) AeZ

10.8 Conjugate spaces and linear subspaces

Let A be a division ring, let V' be a left vector space over A, and let Z be a
linear subspace of the conjugate space V* of V again, as a right vector space
over A. If W is a subset of V, then put

(10.8.1) Wtz ={Ne Z: \w) =0 for every w € W}.
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Note that
(10.8.2) W2 is a linear subspace of Z,

as a right vector space over A. It is easy to see that
(10.8.3) W7 is a closed set in Z, with respect to the weak* topology on Z,

as a linear subspace of V*. We also have that W=7 is the same as for the linear
subspace of V' spanned by W, and thus one normally takes W to be a linear
subspace of V', as a left vector space over A.

Similarly, if Y is a subset of Z, then put

(10.8.4) vy = {v eV :Av)=0 for every A € Y}.
Clearly

(10.8.5) VY is a linear subspace of V,

as a left vector space over A. One can check that

(10.8.6) VY is a closed set in V, with respect to

the weak topology associated to Z.

As before, 1VY is the same as for the linear subspace of Z spanned by Y, so
that one normally takes Y to be a linear subspace of Z, as a right vector space
over A. These subspaces (10.8.1) and (10.8.4) are basically the same as on p254
of [42].

If W1 Q WQ Q V, then

(10.8.7) Wi7 C Wiz,
Similarly, if Y1 C Y5 C Z, then
(10.8.8) vy, c vy,

This corresponds to (i) on p254 of [42].
If W C V, then it is easy to see that

(10.8.9) W Ctvwte),
Similarly, if Y C Z, then
(10.8.10) Y C (tvy)ts

This corresponds to (ii) on p254 of [42].
We also have that

(10.8.11) (tv(wiz)tz = wtz
and

(10.8.12) L((Fvy)te) = tvy,
as in (iii) on p254 of [42]. Indeed,

(10.8.13) W2 C (hv(wha))te,
as in (10.8.10). We can use (10.8.9) to get that
(10.8.14) (tv(wtz)ytz cwtz,

as in (10.8.7). Essentially the same argument may be used to obtain (10.8.12),
as in [42].
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