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Abstract

Invertibility is important in ring theory because it enables division and facilitates solving
equations. Moreover, rings can be endowed with extra ”structure” such as order and topology
allowing us to write more complex statements. The two main theorems of this article are
contributions to invertibility in the context of ordered and weak-quasi-topological rings.
Specifically, the first theorem asserts that the interval ]0, 1] in any suitable partially ordered
ring consists entirely of invertible elements. The second theorem asserts that if f is a norm
from a ring to a partially ordered ring endowed with interval topology, then under certain
conditions, the subset of elements such that f(1 − a) < 1 consists entirely of invertible
elements. The second theorem relies on the assumption of sequential Cauchy completeness
of the topology induced by the norm f , which as we recall, takes values in an ordered ring
endowed with the interval topology (an example of a coarse topology). The fact that a
ring endowed with the topology associated with a seminorm into an ordered ring endowed
with the interval topology is a locally convex quasi-topological group with an additional
continuity property of the product is dealt with in a separate section. A brief application
to frame theory is also included.
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1 Introduction

Ring theory is a rich and deep mathematical subject [26, 24, 35]. Rings are, after groups,
one the most pervasive structures in algebra, and therefore in mathematics. Like many other
mathematical structures, rings have a diverse nature in that they can support different levels
of extra ”structure” (ordered ring, topological ring, algebra, bi-algebra, Hopf algebra, etc.) and
”property” (associativity, commutativity, super-commutativty, etc.). Rings have two operations,
a ”+” and a ”×”: the important point is that the second operation is generally and purposely
non-trivial, and this is key for the construction of highly interesting examples which find an
application in other places of mathematics and related disciplines (such as theoretical physics
[33, 36]). Since the second operation is often the most interesting, an important direction in
ring theory is what is named ”multiplicative ideal theory” [5], and in particular, the theory of
inverses [31]. Invertibility is important in ring theory because it enables division, facilitates
solving equations, allows defining the group of units, and plays a role in ideal theory. The
questions that arise in this context are of the following type: how to define the inverse [8, 9]? Do
inverses exist and are they unique? What is the size of the set of invertible elements [22, 21]?
etc. While the preceding explanations and examples shall give an indication of the richness
of this field, this article contributes exclusively to the answer of the last two questions in the
specific additional context of ordered and topological structures. Certainly, topology in a well-
established theory. Briefly, it consists of the idea of inspecting the nearly geometric properties of
sets through the examination of the properties of a collection of their subsets. In his landmark
paper [22], Kaplansky showed that rings endowed with a compatible topology enjoy some very
rich properties. Since then, there have been many contributions to the theory of topological
rings [41, 2]. Kaplansky also found a result, which is central to us, stating the invertibility of
elements of rings under a condition involving what was previously called a metric, and using
an argument involving geometric series. This particular result has not been developed so much
after that, except in [13, 21, 20, 30, 6]. On the other hand, order theory is a powerful theory
which uses the notion of ”order relation” (a binary relation) to explore the properties of sets.
This subject started to be mainstream in the ’40’s, with the book of Birkhoff [3] serving as an
important foundation and source of future investigation. The book has been modernized several
times, and many important notions from order theory were gradually discussed in this book,
such as lattices, topologies on partially ordered sets (posets), etc. However, one of the first
topologies to be introduced on posets, the interval topology, was by Frink [10]. Soon afterwards,
Birkhoff, Frink and McShane [3, 10, 27] (who were all colleagues) introduced the concept of o-
convergence. Since then, there has been an abundance of scientific publications in this field. We
now know that a poset may be endowed with many possible topologies (the order topology, the
lower topology, the upper topology, the interval topology [10], the ideal topology [11], the Lawson
topology [16], the Scott topology [16, 1], the Alexandroff topology, etc.) or notions of convergence
(o1-convergence [3, 10, 27, 25], o2-convergence [32, 40, 25], o3-convergence [25], uo-convergence,
lim − inf convergence, MN-convergence [38], etc.), each one having its own peculiarities. For
instance, the Scott topology is more often used when studying DCPO’s in domain theory [16, 1],
whereas the uo-convergence relation is only applied within lattices.

When rings are used alongside the notions of order and topology, we would expect to arrive at
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the notion of ”topological ordered ring” [14, 4]. The authors in [14] have explored this direction
and shown for example that the order topology need not be abandoned in favor or other topologies
as it can endow some rings with a valuable topological ordered ring structure. However, we must
emphasize that this article is about ordered rings [37] and (weak-quasi-)topological rings. More
precisely, our article is organized mainly around two theorems. In the first one, we prove that the
interval ]0, 1] in any suitable partially ordered ring consists entirely of invertible elements. In the
second one, we show that if f is a norm from a ring to a partially ordered ring endowed with the
interval topology, then under certain conditions, the subset of elements such that f(1 − a) < 1
consists entirely of invertible elements. Throughout, the rings under consideration are by default
nonassociative and non-commutative. We also dedicate a section to show that a ring endowed
with the topology associated with a seminorm into an ordered ring endowed with the interval
topology is an example of a locally convex quasi-topological group with an additional continuity
property of the product, a structure we call in the introduction, abstract, and title a weak-
quasi-topological ring. We shall cite here the work [23] in which the authors have introduced a
very similar topology in a similar degree of generality. Finally, we finish our article by a brief
application to frame theory, a subdiscipline within applied harmonic analysis.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Basic concepts

Definition 2.1. Let (P, ≤) be an ordered set. A subset S ⊆ P is convex if

∀x, y, z ∈ P : (x ∈ S) ∧ (z ∈ S) ∧ (x ≤ y ≤ z) ⇒ y ∈ S.

Definition 2.2. A nonassociative and non-commutative ring (R, +, 0, ×) is a set R en-
dowed with an element 0 ∈ R and two binary operations + : R × R → R and × : R × R → R
such that (R, +, 0) is an Abelian group and × is left and right distributive with respect to + (i.e.,
× is bi-additive).
For brevity, we’ll call such a structure simply a ring.

Definition 2.3. An algebra (A, +, ., 0, ×) over a ring (R, +, 0, ×) is a set A endowed with an
element 0 ∈ A and three binary operations + : A × A → R, . : R × A → A, and × : A × A → A
such that (A, +, ., 0) is a module over (R, +, 0, ×) and × : A × A → A is bi-additive.
If R is commutative, we also require that × : A×A → A is bilinear with respect to . : R×A → A,
that is, it satisfies:

∀r1, r2 ∈ R : ∀a1, a2 ∈ A : (r1r2).(a1a2) = r1.(a1(r2.a2)) = r2((r1.a1)a2) = (r1.a1)(r2.a2).

Definition 2.4. An ordered group (G, ×, 1, ≤) is a group with a compatible order. Here, the
compatibility means:

∀x ∈ G : ∀y ≥ z : [(xy ≥ xz) and (yx ≥ zx)].

Definition 2.5. An ordered ring (R, +, 0, ×, ≤) is a ring endowed with a compatible order.
Here, the compatibility means that (R, +, 0, ≤) is an ordered Abelian group, and that if R+ :=
{x ∈ R : x ≥ 0}, then (R+)2 := (R+)(R+) ⊆ R+.
If R has a multiplicative unit 1, we may also require that 1 ≥ 0.

Definition 2.6. Let (G1, ×, 1) be a group and (G2, ×, 1, ≤) be an ordered group.
An even submultiplicative function from G1 to G2 is any map f from G1 to G2 satisfying:

• ∀x, y ∈ R1 : f(xy) ≤ f(x)f(y) (submultiplicativity/triangle inequality),
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• ∀x ∈ G1 : f(x−1) = f(x) (even function).

If f satisfies additionally:

• ∀x ∈ G1 : f(x) ≥ 0 (non-negativity),

then f is called a seminorm, and if f satisfies furthermore

• ∀x ∈ G1 : f(x) = 0 ⇒ x = 0 (definiteness),

then f is called a norm.

Definition 2.7. Let (R1, +, 0, ×) be a ring and (R2, +, 0, ×, ≤) be an ordered ring.
An even subadditive and submultiplicative function from R1 to R2 is any map f from R1

to R2 satisfying:

• ∀x, y ∈ R1 : f(x + y) ≤ f(x) + f(y) (subadditivity/triangle inequality),

• ∀x ∈ R1 : f(−x) = f(x) (even function),

• ∀x, y ∈ R1 : f(xy) ≤ f(x)f(y) (submultiplicativity),

• if R1 and R2 are unitary, f(1) ≤ 1.

If f satisfies additionally:

• ∀x ∈ R1 : f(x) ≥ 0 (non-negativity),

then f is called a seminorm, and if f satisfies furthermore

• ∀x ∈ R1 : f(x) = 0 ⇒ x = 0 (definiteness),

then f is called a norm.

Definition 2.8. Let (G, ×, 1) be a group endowed with a non-necessarily compatible topology
τ .
We say that (un)n∈N (un ∈ G for all n ∈ N) is a Cauchy sequence if for any any neighborhood
V ⊆ G of 1 ∈ G, there exists N ∈ N such that for all n, m ≥ N : unu−1

m ∈ V and u−1
n um ∈ V .

A poset can be endowed with many possible topologies or notions of convergence. For the
purpose of this article, we focus on the interval topology. Importantly, a poset (P, ≤) endowed
with the interval topology forms a T0 space.

Definition 2.9. Let (P, ≤) be a poset. Then P can be endowed with a topology, called the
interval topology, whose subbase of closed sets is formed by the union of the sets of the type
{x ∈ P : x ≥ a} and {x ∈ P : x ≤ b} where a and b vary in P .

When the order is total, the interval topology is the same as the following topology:

Definition 2.10. Let (P, ≤) be a poset. Then P can be endowed with a topology, called the
order topology (not to be confused with the topology associated to order convergence), whose
subbase of open sets is formed by the union of the sets of the type {x ∈ P : x > a} and
{x ∈ P : x < b} where a and b vary in P .

Some authors have shown that the order topology is still valuable in posets [14] even though
closed intervals are not in general closed for this topology.

The following properties are known as ”completeness” properties. The Archimedean property
is also considered a completeness property since in a totally ordered field, it is equivalent to the
existence of inf

n∈N

1
n+1 and the equality inf

n∈N

1
n+1 = 0 ([39], Proposition 4 p.105).
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Definition 2.11. Let (G, ×, 1) be a partially ordered group.
We say that G is Archimedean if

∀a, b ∈ G : (∀n ∈ Z : an ≤ b) ⇒ a ≤ 1.

Example 2.1. We have:

• The rings Z,Q,R, and C are Archimedean.

• The rings R(x) and R((x)) with the partial ordering F =
d∑

k=v

ckXk ≥ 0 iff F = 0 or cv > 0

are not Archimedean.

All Archimedean lattice-ordered groups are commutative. Totally ordered groups without
non-trivial convex subgroups are Archimedean.

Definition 2.12. Let (P, ≤) be a poset. We say that (P, ≤) is Dedekind-complete if any
bounded above subset of P has a supremum.

Definition 2.13. Let (P, ≤) be a poset. We say that (P, ≤) is σ-complete if any bounded
above countable subset of P has a supremum.

Definition 2.14. Let (P, ≤) be a poset. We say that (P, ≤) is monotone σ-complete if any
increasing bounded above sequence in P has a supremum.

Definition 2.15. Let (G, ×, 1) be a group endowed with a non-necessarily compatible topology
τ . We say that G is sequentially Cauchy complete if any Cauchy sequence in G converges
to a unique limit.

2.2 A few relevant properties of groups and rings endowed with

the topology induced by a ”norm” into a locally convex quasi-

topological partially ordered group or ring

Definition 2.16. A quasi-topological group is a group (G, ×, 1) endowed with a topology τ
satisfying

• ∀V ∈ τ : ∀a ∈ G : aV ∈ τ and V a ∈ τ,

• ∀V ∈ τ : V −1 ∈ τ,

Equivalently, a quasi-topological group must satify

• × :

{

G × G → G

(x, y) 7→ xy
is separately continuous,

•

{

G → G

x 7→ x−1
is continuous.

and equivalently, that for any net (uα)α∈(A,≤) in G converging to u ∈ G,

(uαu−1)α∈(A,≤) converges to 1 and (u−1uα)α∈(A,≤) converges to 1,

(u−1
α )α∈(A,≤) converges to u−1.
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Definition 2.17. A locally convex quasi-topological partially ordered group

(G, ×, 1, τ, ≤) is a quasi-topological group endowed with a compatible partial order (in the sense
of definition 2.4) and admitting a base of convex open sets.

Definition 2.18. Let (G1, ×, 1) be a group and (G2, ×, 1, τ, ≤) be a locally convex quasi-
topological partially ordered group.
Let f : (G1, ×, 1) → (G2, ×, 1, ≤) be an even submultiplicative function.
In this case, G1 can be endowed with the topology induced by f , a topology whose base (see
proposition 2.1) of open sets is BV (g) := {x ∈ G1 : f(xg−1) ∈ V } where g runs though G1 and V
runs though the neighborhoods of 1 in G2. This topology is more precisely the right topology

induced by f , where ”right” accounts for the possible non-commutativity of x and g−1 in the
definition of BV (g).

Proposition 2.1. Let (G1, ×, 1) be a group and (G2, ×, 1, τ, ≤) be a locally convex quasi-
topological partially ordered group.
Let f : (G1, ×, 1) → (G2, ×, 1, ≤) be an even submultiplicative function.
Then the sets BV (g) := {x ∈ G1 : f(xg−1) ∈ V } where g runs though G1 and V runs though the
neighborhouds of 1 in G2, form a base of a topology on G1, called the topology induced by f .

Proof. We need to show that for any BV (g) and BV ′(g′) such that BV (g) ∩ BV ′(g′) 6= ∅, there
exist V ′′ and g′′ such that BV ′′(g′′) ⊆ BV (g) ∩ BV ′(g′).
Let g′′ ∈ BV (g) ∩ BV ′(g′). First, notice that we can assume without loss of generality that V
and V ′ are convex, since G2 is a locally convex quasi-topological partially ordered group. Next,
observe that since G2 is a quasi-topological group,

V ′′ := (V f(g′′g−1)−1) ∩ (V f(g′′g−1)−1)−1 ∩ (V ′f(g′′g′−1)−1) ∩ (V ′f(g′′g′−1)−1)−1

is a neighborhood of 1 in G2.
Let x ∈ BV ′′(g′′). We have

f(xg′′−1)−1f(g′′g−1) ≤ f(xg−1) ≤ f(xg′′−1)f(g′′g−1),

so there exist v1 and v2 in V such that

v1 ≤ f(xg−1) ≤ v2.

By convexity of V , we get f(xg−1) ∈ V , so BV ′′(g′′) ⊆ BV (g).
Similarly, BV ′′(g′′) ⊆ BV ′(g′), and the proof is finished.

Corollary 2.1. Let (G1, ×, 1) be a group and (G2, ×, 1, ≤) be a locally convex quasi-topological
partially ordered group.
Let f : (G1, ×, 1) → (G2, ×, 1, ≤) be an even submultiplicative function.
Then a set E ⊆ G1 is open ⇔ ∀e ∈ E : ∃Ve neighborhood of 1 : BVe

(e) ⊆ E.

Proof. The proof of the corollary in the direction (⇐) is clear. In the other direction, notice that
in the proof of the previous proposition, g′′ was chosen arbitrarily from BV (g) ∩ BV ′(g′). So if
E ⊆ G1 is open, then for any e ∈ E, we can choose V ′ = V and g′ = g′′ such that BV (g) contains
e (this is possible since E is an open subset of G1 containing e), and deduce the existence of Ve

such that BVe
(e) ⊆ BV (g) ⊆ E.

Proposition 2.2. Let (G2, ×, 1, ≤) be a locally convex quasi-topological partially ordered group.
Moreover, let (G1, ×, 1) be an abelian group and f : (G1, ×, 1) → (G2, ×, 1, ≤) be an even sub-
multiplicative function.
We endow G1 with the topology induced by f .
Then G1 is a quasi-topological group.
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Proof. An open subset W of G1 has the form
⋃

e∈E

BVe
(ge),

where Ve are open sets in G2 containing 1 and ge ∈ G1.
To prove that the assertions of definition 2.16 hold for W , note that it is sufficient to prove that
they hold for BVe

(ge) for any choice of e ∈ E, because

a

(
⋃

e∈E

BVe
(ge)

)

=
⋃

e∈E

(aBVe
(ge))

(
⋃

e∈E

BVe
(ge)

)

a =
⋃

e∈E

(BVe
(ge)a)

(
⋃

e∈E

BVe
(ge)

)−1

=
⋃

e∈E

(BVe
(ge))−1

and an arbitrary union of open subsets is an open subset.
Since G1 is abelian, we have for any e ∈ E,

aBVe
(ge) = BVe

(ge)a,

and

y ∈ aBVe
(ge) ⇔ ya−1 ∈ BVe

(ge))

⇔ f(ya−1g−1
e ) ∈ Ve

⇔ f(y(gea)−1) ∈ Ve

⇔ y ∈ BVe
(gea)

So
aBVe

(ge) = BVe
(ge)a = BVe

(gea).

is an open subset of G1.
Moreover, using again that G1 is abelian, we have

y ∈ BVe
(ge)−1 ⇔ y−1 ∈ BVe

(ge))

⇔ f(y−1g−1
e ) ∈ Ve

⇔ f(g−1
e y−1) ∈ Ve

⇔ f((yge)−1) ∈ Ve

⇔ f(yge) ∈ Ve

⇔ y ∈ BVe
(g−1

e )

So

BVe
(ge)−1 = BVe

(g−1
e ).

is an open subset of G1.

The following proposition shows that multiplication by a (where f(a) ≤ 1) is continuous when
R1 is endowed with the topology induced by a seminorm into a locally convex quasi-topological
partially ordered ring.
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Proposition 2.3. Let (R1, +, 0, ×) be a ring and (R2, +, 0, ×, ≤) be a locally convex quasi-
topological partially ordered ring. Let f : (R1, +, 0, ×) → (R2, +, 0, ×, ≤) be a seminorm.
We endow R1 with the topology induced by f .

Then for all a ∈ R1 such that f(a) ≤ 1, the map φa :

{

R1 → R1

x 7→ ax
is continuous.

Proof. Let r ∈ R1. Let W be a neighborhood of ar in R1. By corollary 2.1, there exists a
neighborhood V of 0 in R2 such that

BV (ar) ⊆ W.

By local convexity, there exists a convex neighborhood V ′ of 0 such that

V ′ ⊆ V.

Let x ∈ BV ′(r). We have
0 ≤ f(ax − ar) ≤ f(x − r),

so since 0 and f(x − r) belong to V ′, it follows by convexity of V ′ that f(ax − ar) ∈ V ′ ⊆ V , so
φa(x) ∈ BV (ar) ⊆ W . Hence, φa is continuous at r ∈ R1, which holds for any r ∈ R1.

2.3 The interval topology as an example of a locally convex poset topol-

ogy

The following proposition shows that all the properties of section 2.2 are true for (G2, ×, 1),
a partially ordered group endowed with the interval topology.

Proposition 2.4. Let (G, ×, 1, ≤) be a partially ordered group which we endow with the interval
topology.
Then G is a locally convex quasi-topological group.

Proof. • Let V be an open subset of G, and a ∈ G. To prove that the assertions of definition
2.16 hold for V , note that it is sufficient to prove that they hold when V is an element of
the base of open subsets of G, because

a

(
⋃

e∈E

Ve

)

=
⋃

e∈E

(aVe)

(
⋃

e∈E

Ve

)

a =
⋃

e∈E

(Vea)

(
⋃

e∈E

Ve

)−1

=
⋃

e∈E

(Ve)−1

and an arbitrary union of open subsets is an open subset.
So let V be an element of the base of open subsets of G. We can write

V = G \








⋃

i∈[[1,n1]]

] − ∞, bi]



 ∪




⋃

j∈[[1,n2]]

[aj , +∞[







 .
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x ∈ aV is equivalent to a−1x ∈ V , which is equivalent to

∀i ∈ [[1, n1]] : ¬(a−1x ≤ bi),

∀j ∈ [[1, n2]] : ¬(aj ≤ a−1x)

and is also equivalent to

∀i ∈ [[1, n1]] : ¬(x ≤ abi),

∀j ∈ [[1, n2]] : ¬(aaj ≤ x)

Therefore

aV = G \








⋃

i∈[[1,n1]]

] − ∞, abi]



 ∪




⋃

j∈[[1,n2]]

[aaj , +∞[









is an open subset of G. Similarly

V a = G \








⋃

i∈[[1,n1]]

] − ∞, bia]



 ∪




⋃

j∈[[1,n2]]

[aja, +∞[









is an open subset of G. Moreover, x ∈ V −1 is equivalent to x−1 ∈ V , which is equivalent
to

∀i ∈ [[1, n1]] : ¬(x−1 ≤ bi),

∀j ∈ [[1, n2]] : ¬(aj ≤ x−1)

and is also equivalent to

∀i ∈ [[1, n1]] : ¬(b−1
i ≤ x),

∀j ∈ [[1, n2]] : ¬(x ≤ a−1
j )

Therefore

V −1 = G \








⋃

j∈[[1,n2]]

] − ∞, a−1
j ]



 ∪




⋃

i∈[[1,n1]]

[b−1
i , +∞[







 .

is an open subset of G.

• Let’s prove that G is locally convex, i.e., that G admits a base of convex open subsets.
Let’s juste use the defining base of open subsets of G. An open subset of this base writes
as follows:

V = G \








⋃

i∈[[1,n1]]

] − ∞, bi]



 ∪




⋃

j∈[[1,n2]]

[aj , +∞[







 .

Let v1 and v2 be two elements of V , and x ∈ G is such that

v1 ≤ x ≤ v2.

For the sake of contradiction, suppose that x /∈ V . Then, we have either
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– ∃i ∈ [[1, n1]] : x ≤ bi, which leads to the contradiction v1 ≤ bi.

– ∃j ∈ [[1, n2]] : aj ≤ x, which leads to the contradiction aj ≤ v2.

So x ∈ V , hence V is convex, and therefore G is locally convex.

The following lemma will also be needed in the rest of the article.

Lemma 2.1. Let (P, ≤) be a poset and (un)n∈N be an increasing sequence of elements of P
admitting a supremum u := sup

n∈N

{un}.

Then u is the unique limit of (un)n∈N for the interval topology.

Proof. • Let’s show that u is a limit of (un)n∈N. It suffices to show that for any open subset
of the form

V = P \








⋃

i∈[[1,n1]]

] − ∞, bi]



 ∪




⋃

j∈[[1,n2]]

[aj , +∞[









containing u, there exists N ∈ N such that for all n ≥ N , un ∈ V . We have u ∈ V , so:

∀i ∈ [[1, n1]] : ¬(u ≤ bi),

∀j ∈ [[1, n2]] : ¬(aj ≤ u)

Let n ∈ N. Suppose by contradiction that un /∈ V . Then we have either

– ∃j ∈ [[1, n2]] : aj ≤ un. In this case, we have u ≥ un ≥ aj , so u ≥ aj , a contradiction.

– ∃i ∈ [[1, n1]] : un ≤ bi.

Since [[1, n1]] is finite and N is infinite, there exists i ∈ [[1, n1]] and a subsequence (uφ(n))n∈N

where φ : N → N is a strictly increasing sequence, such that

∀n ∈ N : uφ(n) ≤ bi

Since (un)n∈N is increasing, it follows that

∀n ∈ N : un ≤ bi

Passing to the supremum, we have u ≤ bi, which is a contradiction.
Therefore, there exists N ∈ N such that un ∈ V . Since the interval topology is locally
convex and (un)n∈N increases to u, it follows that

∀n ≥ N : un ∈ V.

• Let’s prove that u is the unique limit of (un)n∈N. Let u′ be another limit of (un)n∈N, and
suppose that u′ 6= u.
Since u′ 6= u, we have ¬(u′ ≤ u) or ¬(u ≤ u′).
Suppose by contradiction that ¬(u′ ≤ u). Then the open subset

V ′ = P \] − ∞, u]

is a neighborhood of u′. Since u′ is a limit of (un)n∈N, there exists N ∈ N such that for all
n ≥ N , un ∈ V ′, that is, ¬(un ≤ u), a contradiction. So ¬(u ≤ u′).

10



Suppose that un ≤ u′ for an infinite number of indices n ∈ N. Then, since (un)n∈N is
increasing, it follows that

∀n ∈ N : un ≤ u′

which implies u ≤ u′, a contradiction. Since N is infinite, there exists therefore m ∈ N such
that ¬(um ≤ u′). Then the open subset

V ′′ = P \ [um, +∞[

is a neighborhood of u′. Since u′ is a limit of (un)n∈N, there exists N ∈ N such that for
all n ≥ N , un ∈ V ′′, that is, ¬(um ≤ un). Taking n := max(N, m), we see that this is a
contradiction.
Hence the limit of (un)n∈N is unique.

3 Invertibility in ordered and topological rings using geo-

metric series

The following definition will be important in this section.

Definition 3.1. Let (R, +, 0, ×, 1, ≤) be a partially ordered unitary ring such that 1 ≥ 0. Let
x > 0.
If ∃y > 0 : xy ≥ 1, we say that x admits a right-sup-almost-inverse y.
If ∃y > 0 : yx ≥ 1, we say that x admits a left-sup-almost-inverse y.

3.1 Preliminary lemmas

Lemma 3.1. Let (R, +, 0, ×, 1, ≤) be an Archimedean partially ordered unitary ring of charac-
teristic 0 such that 1 > 0. Then any x > 0 has a left-and-right-sup-almost-inverse y.

Proof. Indeed, for any such x, there exists by the Archimedean property an n ∈ N such that
nx ≥ 1, and we can take y = n.1

︸︷︷︸
>0

∈ R.

Lemma 3.2. Let (F, +, 0, ×, 1, ≤) be a monotone σ-complete partially ordered field.
For all x ∈ F , define by induction x0 = 1 and x→n+1 = xx→n.
Then ∀x ∈ [0, 1[: inf

n∈N
{x→n} = 0.

Proof. Indeed, for x ∈]0, 1[ (the case x = 0 is obvious), we have ∀m ∈ N : infn∈N{x→n} ≤
x→m+1, and so, since x is invertible in F , ∀m ∈ N : x−1 infn∈N{x→n} ≤ x→m, which implies
x−1 infn∈N{x→n} ≤ infn∈N{x→n}, and so infn∈N{x→n} ≤ x infn∈N{x→n}. Let a := inf

n∈N
{x→n}.

We have a ≤ xa ≤ a. Therefore xa = a, which is equivalent to (x − 1)a = 0 and so a = 0 since
F has no zero-divisors.

3.2 Theorem 1

The importance of the following theorem resides in the fact that there exist non obvious
examples of rings satisfying its conditions, as stated in example 3.1 (by non trivial, we mean
different from R and Z).
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Theorem 3.1. Let (R, +, 0, ×, 1, ≤) be a partially ordered ring with unit.
For all x ∈ R, define by induction x→0 = 1 and x→n+1 = xx→n.
Suppose that :

1. 1 ≥ 0.

2. R is monotone σ-complete.

3. Any x ∈]0, 1] has a right-sup-almost-inverse.

4. ∀x ∈ [0, 1[: inf
n∈N

{x→n} = 0.

Then we have:

• ∀x ∈ [0, 1[: sup
n∈N

{
n∑

k=0

x→k} exists, which we denote by
∑

n∈N

x→n since it is an actual limit

(see lemma 2.1).

• ∀x ∈ [0, 1[: x
∑

n∈N

x→n =
∑

n∈N

x→n+1 =:
∑

n∈N∗

x→n,

• ∀x ∈]0, 1] : x admits a right inverse x−1
R =

∑

n∈N

(1 − x)→n = 1 + a ≥ 1 where a :=
∑

n∈N∗

(1 −

x)→n ≥ 0.

Proof. • Let x ∈ [0, 1[. Let c > 0 such that (1 − x)c ≥ 1. Let, for all n ∈ N, sn :=
n∑

k=0

x→k.

Let’s show by induction that ∀n ∈ N : sn ≤ c. We have s0 = 1 ≤ (1 − x)c ≤ c. Suppose
that we have sn ≤ c for a certain n ∈ N. Then sn+1 = xsn + 1 ≤ xc + 1 ≤ c. Hence by
monotone σ-completeness

∑

n∈N

x→n := sup
n∈N

{sn} exists.

• Let x ∈ [0, 1[. Let, for all n ∈ N, sn :=
n∑

k=0

x→k. We have ∀n ∈ N : sn ≤
∑

n∈N

x→n.

Therefore, ∀n ∈ N :
n∑

k=0

x→k+1 = xsn ≤ x
∑

n∈N

x→n, and so
∑

n∈N

x→n+1 ≤ x
∑

n∈N

x→n by the

definition of the supremum. Conversely, we need to show that x
∑

n∈N

x→n ≤
∑

n∈N

x→n+1 =

(
∑

n∈N

x→n) − 1 (notice that for all bounded above countable subset A ⊆ R and element

a ∈ R we have sup(A + a) = sup(A) + a). This is equivalent to (1 − x)(
∑

n∈N

x→n) ≥ 1. But

we have ∀m ∈ N∗ : (1 − x)(
∑

n∈N

x→n) ≥ 1 − xm. Passing to the supremum and using that

inf
m∈N

{x→m} = 0, we have the desired inequality (1 − x)(
∑

n∈N

x→n) ≥ 1.

• We have 1 = (1 − (1 − x))

[
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)→n

]

= xx−1
R where x−1

R =
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)→n = 1 + a ≥ 1

where a :=
∑

n∈N∗

(1 − x)→n ≥ 0.

Corollary 3.1. Let (R, +, 0, ×, 1, ≤) be a partially ordered unitary ring.
For all x ∈ R, define by induction x→0 = 1 and x→n+1 = xx→n.
For all x ∈ R, define by induction x←0 = 1 and x←n+1 = x←nx.
Suppose that :
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1. 1 ≥ 0,

2. R is monotone σ-complete,

3. Any x ∈]0, 1] has a right-sup-almost-inverse,

4. Any x ∈]0, 1] has a left-sup-almost-inverse,

5. ∀x ∈ [0, 1[: inf
n∈N

{x→n} = 0,

6. ∀x ∈ [0, 1[: inf
n∈N

{x←n} = 0,

7. ∀x ∈]0, 1[: (x is left and right invertible) ⇒ (x−1
L = x−1

R ) (where x−1
L is a left-inverse of x,

and x−1
R a right inverse),

then for all x ∈]0, 1], x is invertible with inverse
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)←n.

Proof. In an analogous way to the proof of theorem 3.1, we have 1 =

[
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)←n

]

(1 − (1 −

x)) = x−1
L x, where x−1

L =
∑

n∈N

(1−x)←n ≥ 1. This means that x has also a left inverse x−1
L = x−1

R .

Therefore x is invertible with unique inverse
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)→n =
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)←n.

Remark 3.1. If :

1. 1 ≥ 0,

2. R is power-associative,

3. R is monotone σ-complete,

4. Any x ∈]0, 1] has a right-sup-almost-inverse or a left-sup-almost-inverse,

5. ∀x ∈ [0, 1[: inf
n∈N

{xn} = 0,

then for all x ∈]0, 1], x is invertible with inverse
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)n.

Example 3.1. For instance, theorem 3.1 holds in the rings R and Z with their usual total

orderings, R[X ] and Z[X ] with the lexicographic partial ordering P =
d∑

k=0

ckXk ≥ 0 iff P = 0 or

cd > 0.

Remark 3.2. Optimality of the result: the fact that in Z, 1 is the only invertible element in
the interval ]0, +∞[, shows that theorem 3.1 is somewhat optimal in the sense that an interval
of the form ]0, a] with a ≥ 2 cannot entirely contain invertible elements of a partially ordered
ring in general.

Remark 3.3. Necessity of the hypotheses: the following examples show the necessity of the
hypotheses of theorem 3.1, or more explicitly, that there exist rings which fail to satisfy one of
its conditions and for which the conclusion of the theorem is also false.

• Consider Q2 with the lexicographic order (a, b) ≥ (0, 0) iff a > 0 or (a = 0 and b ≥ 0).
This ring is not monotone σ-complete (also inf

n∈N
{xn} doesn’t exist for x ∈ [(0, 0), (1, 1)[),

has a sup-almost-inverse for each x ∈](0, 0), (1, 1)], but doesn’t have inverses for all x ∈
](0, 0), (1, 1)].
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• Obviously, a ring not admitting right-sup-almost-inverses for elements x ∈]0, 1] cannot
admit right inverses. Consider for instance R[X ] with the antilexicographic partial ordering

P =
d∑

k=v

ckXk ≥ 0 iff P = 0 or cv > 0. This ring satisfies all the other conditions.

• Consider R2 with the component-wise sum and product, and the partial ordering (a, b) ≥
(0, 0) iff (a ≥ 0 and b ≥ 0). This ring satisfies all the conditions except ∀x ∈ [(0, 0), (1, 1)[:
inf
n∈N

{xn} = 0.

3.3 Theorem 2

Theorem 3.2. Let (R1, +, 0, ×, 1) be a unitary ring and (R2, +, 0, ×, 1, ≤) be a partially ordered
unitary ring that we endow with the interval topology.
We denote the elements of R1 by latin letters and the elements of R2 by Greek letters.
For all x ∈ R1, define by induction: x→0 = 1 and ∀n ∈ N : x→n+1 = xx→n.
For all ξ ∈ R2, define by induction: ξ→0 = 1 and ∀n ∈ N : ξ→n+1 = ξξ→n.
Suppose that :

1. 1 ≥ 0,

2. R2 is monotone σ-complete,

3. Any ξ ∈]0, 1] has a right-sup-almost-inverse,

4. ∀ξ ∈ [0, 1[: inf
n∈N

{ξ→n} = 0.

Let f : (R1, +, 0, ×, 1) → (R2, +, 0, ×, 1, ≤) be a norm.
Suppose moreover that R1 is sequentially Cauchy complete for the topology induced by the norm
f .
Then for all x ∈ R1 such that f(1 − x) < 1, x admits a right-inverse in R1.

Proof. By assumption, we have 0 ≤ f(1 − x) < 1. Therefore, by theorem 3.1,
∑

n∈N

f(1 − x)→n

exists. Let vn =
n∑

k=0

f(1 − x)→k for all n ∈ N. Since the sequence of remainders of the series

n∑

k=0

f(1 − x)→k is non-negative and decreasing to 0, it is easily seen that (vn)n∈N is a Cauchy

sequence in R2 for the interval topology.

Let un =
n∑

k=0

(1 − x)→k for all n ∈ N. By the triangle inequality and submultiplicativity, (un)

is a Cauchy sequence in R1 for the topology induced by the norm f . Since R1 is sequentially
Cauchy complete for this topology, (un)n∈N converges to a unique limit, which we denote by
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)→n.

We’d like to show that x admits a right-inverse x−1
R :=

∑

n∈N

(1 − x)→n. This follows from the
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following computation:

xx−1
R = (x − 1)x−1

R + x−1
R

= (x − 1) lim
n

un + x−1
R

= lim
n

(x − 1)un + x−1
R

= lim
n

(1 − un+1) + x−1
R

= 1 − x−1
R + x−1

R

= 1

where we have used the fact that the limit of (un)n∈N is unique and proposition 2.3.

Corollary 3.2. Let (R1, +, 0, ×, 1) be a unitary ring and (R2, +, 0, ×, 1, ≤) be a partially ordered
unitary ring that we endow with the interval topology.
We denote the elements of R1 by latin letters and the elements of R2 by Greek letters.
For all x ∈ R1, define by induction: x→0 = 1 and ∀n ∈ N : x→n+1 = xx→n.
For all x ∈ R1, define by induction x←0 = 1 and x←n+1 = x←nx.
For all ξ ∈ R2, define by induction: ξ→0 = 1 and ∀n ∈ N : ξ→n+1 = ξξ→n.
For all ξ ∈ R2, define by induction: ξ←0 = 1 and ∀n ∈ N : ξ←n+1 = ξξ←n.
Suppose that :

1. 1 ≥ 0 in R2,

2. R2 is monotone σ-complete,

3. Any ξ ∈]0, 1] has a right-sup-almost-inverse,

4. Any ξ ∈]0, 1] has a left-sup-almost-inverse,

5. ∀ξ ∈ [0, 1[: inf
n∈N

{ξ→n} = 0,

6. ∀ξ ∈ [0, 1[: inf
n∈N

{ξ←n} = 0,

Let f : (R1, +, 0, ×, 1) → (R2, +, 0, ×, 1, ≤) be a norm.
Suppose moreover that:

1. R1 is sequentially Cauchy complete for the topology induced by the norm f ,

2. ∀x ∈]0, 1[: (x is left and right invertible) ⇒ (x−1
L = x−1

R ) (where x−1
L is a left-inverse of x,

and x−1
R a right inverse),

Then for all x ∈ R1 such that f(1 − x) < 1, x is invertible in R1.

Proof. In an analogous way to the proof of theorem 3.2, we have 1 =

[
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)←n

]

(1 − (1 −

x)) = x−1
L x, where x−1

L =
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)←n. This means that x has also a left inverse x−1
L = x−1

R .

Therefore x is invertible with unique inverse
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)→n =
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)←n.

Remark 3.4. If :

1. 1 ≥ 0 in R2,
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2. R1 and R2 are power-associative,

3. ∀ξ ∈ [0, 1[: inf
n∈N

{ξn} = 0,

4. Any ξ ∈]0, 1] has a right-sup-almost-inverse or a left-sup-almost-inverse,

5. R1 is sequentially Cauchy complete for the topology induced by the norm f (we endow R2

with the interval topology),

then for all x ∈]0, 1], x is invertible with inverse
∑

n∈N

(1 − x)n.

Example 3.2. (Frame theory on Hilbert spaces)
Let H be a Hilbert space.

• Let T ∈ B(H) such that ‖Id − T ‖ < 1. Then T is invertible by remark 3.4.

• Let T be a selfadjoint operator in H such that κ1.Id ≤ T ≤ κ2.Id where κ1 and κ2 are two
positive constants in (0, +∞) and the ordering is that of self-adjoint operators on Hilbert
spaces. Then T is invertible.
Indeed, we have by the non-negativity of Id − T

κ2

: ‖Id − T
κ2

‖ ≤ κ2−κ1

κ2

< 1, so T
κ2

is
invertible by the first point, hence T is invertible.
Hence, if T is the frame operator of a frame in H , the inequality κ1.Id ≤ T ≤ κ2.Id
is satisfied, and the operator T is invertible. This gives rise to the two classical frame-
dependent reproducing formulas on the Hilbert space H .

Example 3.3. (Frame theory on Banach lattices)
Let E be a Banach lattice.

• Let T ∈ B(E) such that ‖Id − T ‖ < 1. Then T is invertible by remark 3.4.

• Let T be a regular operator in E such that κ1.Id ≤ T ≤ κ2.Id where κ1 and κ2 are two
positive constants in (0, +∞) and the ordering is that of regular operators on Banach lat-
tices. Then T is invertible.
Indeed, we have by ([28], Proposition 1.3.5, p.27) : ‖Id − T

κ2

‖ ≤ κ2−κ1

κ2

< 1, so T
κ2

is
invertible by the first point, hence T is invertible.
Hence, if T is the frame operator of a Banach frame in E for which the inequality
κ1.Id ≤ T ≤ κ2.Id holds, the operator T is automatically invertible and we have up to
two frame-dependent reproducing formulas on the Banach lattice E.
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