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ULTRAMETRIC-PRESERVING FUNCTIONS AS

MONOID ENDOMORPHISMS

OLEKSIY DOVGOSHEY

Abstract. Let R
+ = [0,∞) and let EndR+ be the set of all endo-

morphisms of the monoid (R+,∨). The set EndR+ is a monoid with
respect to the operation of the function composition g◦f . It is shown
that g : R+ → R

+ is pseudoultrametric-preserving iff g ∈ EndR+ . In
particular, a function f : R+ → R

+ is ultrametrics-preserving iff it
is an endomorphism of (R+,∨) with kelnel consisting only the zero
point. We prove that a given A ⊆ EndR+ is a submonoid of (End, ◦)
iff there is a class X of pseudoultrametric spaces such that A coin-
cides with the set of all functions which preserve the spaces from X.
An explicit construction of such X is given.

1. Introduction. Ultrametrics and pseudoultrametrics

Let R
+ denote the set of all nonnegative real numbers.

Definition 1.1. Let X be a nonempty set. A metric on a set X is a
function d : X ×X → R

+ such that for all x, y, z ∈ X:

(i) (d(x, y) = 0) ⇐⇒ (x = y), the positivity property ;
(ii) d(x, y) = d(y, x), the symmetry property ;
(iii) d(x, y) 6 d(x, z) + d(z, y), the triangle inequality.

A metric d : X×X → R
+ is an ultrametric on X if the strong triangle

inequality

(iv) d(x, y) 6 max{d(x, z), d(z, y)}

holds for all x, y, z ∈ X.

Example 1.2. Following [4] we define a mapping d+ : R+ × R
+ → R

+

as

(1.1) d+(p, q) :=

{

0, if p = q,

max{p, q}, otherwise.

Then d+ is an ultrametric on R
+.
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2 OLEKSIY DOVGOSHEY

Different properties of ultrametric spaces have been studied in [1,4,5,
8–13,15–19,21, 23–33,35, 36].

The useful generalization of the concept of ultrametric is the concept
of pseudoultrametric.

Definition 1.3. Let X be a nonempty set and let d : X ×X → R
+ be

a symmetric function such that d(x, x) = 0 holds for every x ∈ X. The
function d is a pseudoultrametric on X if it satisfies the strong triangle
inequality.

If d is a pseudoultrametric on X, then we will say that (X, d) is a
pseudoultrametric space.

Every ultrametric space is a pseudoultrametric space but not con-
versely. In contrast to ultrametric spaces, pseudoultrametric spaces can
contain some distinct points with zero distance between them.

Example 1.4. Let (X, d) be an ultrametric space and let k ∈ R
+. Then

the mapping dk : X ×X → R
+,

dk(x, y) =

{

d(x, y), if d(x, y) > k

0, if d(x, y) 6 k

is a pseudoultrametric on X.

The following concept was introduced in [29].

Definition 1.5. A function f : R+ → R
+ is ultrametric-preserving if

f ◦ d is an ultrametric for every ultrametric space (X, d).

Remark 1.6. Here and what follows we write f ◦ d for the mapping

X ×X
d
→ R

+ f
→ R

+.

The next definition is an extension of Definition 1.5 to pseudoultra-
metric spaces.

Definition 1.7. A function f : R+ → R
+ is pseudoultrametric-preser-

ving if f ◦ d is a pseudoultrametric for every pseudoultrametric space
(X, d).

We denote by U the class of all ultrametric spaces and by PU the class
of all pseudoultrametric spaces. We also will use the designations PU and
PPU for the sets of all ultrametric-preserving functions and, respectively,
for the set of all pseudometric-preserving functions. The next definition
is a pseudoultrametric modification of the concept introduced by Jacek
Jachymski and Filip Turoboś in [20].

Definition 1.8. Let X be a subclass of the class PU. Let us denote by
PX the set of all functions f : R+ → R

+ such that f ∈ PX holds if and
only if we have (Y, f ◦ ρ) ∈ X whenever (Y, ρ) ∈ X.
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The main goal of the present paper is to give new characterizations of
the sets PU and PPU and find conditions under which the equation

(1.2) PX = A

has a solution for given A ⊆ PPU.
The paper is organized as follows. The next section contains some

definitions and facts from semigroup theory and some results related to
ultrametric-preserving functions and pseudoultrametric-preserving ones.

The main results of the paper are proved in Section 3. In Theorem 3.2
we prove that the pseudoultrametric-preserving functions coincide with
endomorphisms of the monoid (R+,∨). Theorem 3.4 contains a charac-
terization of endomorphisms of (R+,∨) belonging to PU. Theorem 3.6
shows that equation (1.2) has a solution X ⊆ PU iff A is a submonoid
of PPU. An explicit solution to equation(1.2) is described in Proposi-
tions 3.7 and 3.12.

2. Preliminaries on ultrametric-preserving functions and

semigroups

Recall that f : R+ → R
+ is increasing if

(a > b) =⇒ (f(a) > f(b))

holds for all a, b ∈ R
+. A function f : R+ → R

+ is said to be amenable

if f−1(0) = {0}.
The present paper is mainly motivated by the following result by

P. Ponsgriiam and I. Termwuttipong [29].

Theorem 2.1. A function f : R+ → R
+ is ultrametric-preserving if and

only if f is amenable and increasing.

The next extension of Theorem 2.1 was given in [6].

Proposition 2.2. The following conditions are equivalent for every func-

tion f : R+ → R
+.

(i) f is increasing and f(0) = 0 holds.

(ii) f is pseudoultrametric-preserving.

Let us recall some basic concepts of semigroup theory, see, for example,
“Fundamentals of Semigroup Theory” by John M. Howie [14].

A semigroup is a pair (S, ∗) consisting of a nonempty set S and an
associative operation ∗ : S×S → S which is called the multiplication on
S. A semigroup S = (S, ∗) is a monoid if there is 1S ∈ S such that

1S ∗ s = s ∗ 1S = s

for every s ∈ S.
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Let us give now an example of a monoid, which will be basic for the
next section of the paper.

Example 2.3. Let us define the binary operation ∨ on the set R
+ as

x ∨ y = max{x, y}

for all x, y ∈ R
+. Then (R+,∨) is a monoid with the identity element

(2.1) 1R+ = 0.

To see that (R+,∨) really is a monoid and (2.1) holds, it suffices to note
that the equalities

max{{x, y}, z} = max{x, y, z} = max{x, {y, z}}

and
max{x, 0} = x

are satisfied for all x, y, z ∈ R
+.

Definition 2.4. Let S = (S, ·, 1S) and T = (T, ∗, 1T ) be monoids with
identity elements 1S and 1T respectively. A mapping Φ : S → T is called
a homomorphism if, for all x, y ∈ S, we have

Φ(x · y) = Φ(x) ∗ Φ(y)

and the equality
Φ(1S) = 1T

holds.

A homomorphism from S to S is called an endomorphism of S.

Proposition 2.5. Let S = (S, ∗, 1S) be a monoid and let EndS be the set

of all endomorphisms S → S. Then EndS is a monoid with respect to the

operation of the function composition f ◦ g. The function IdS : S → S,

IdS(s) = s for each s ∈ S, is the identity of the monoid (EndS, ◦),

1EndS
= IdS.

Proof. The composition of mappings is associative and

f = IdS ◦f = f ◦ IdS

for every f : S → S. Thus (EndS, ◦) is a monoid if we have

(2.2) f ◦ g ∈ EndS

whenever
f, g ∈ EndS.

Suppose that given f : S → S and g : S → S belong to EndS. Let x

and y be arbitrary elements of S. Then

(2.3) g(x ∗ y) = g(x) ∗ g(y)
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holds by Definition 2.4. Since g(x) and g(y) belong to S and f ∈ EndS,
Definition 2.4 and equality (2.3) imply

f(g(x ∗ y)) = f(g(x) ∗ g(y)) = f(g(x)) ∗ f(g(y)).

Now again using Definition 2.4, we see that (2.2) holds. The proof is
completed. �

Remark 2.6. Hereinafter we use the symbol f ◦ g to denote the mapping

S
g
→ S

f
→ S.

Let us recall now the definition of submonoid.

Definition 2.7. Let (S, ∗) be a semigroup and ∅ 6= T ⊆ S. Then T is
a subsemigroup of S if a, b ∈ T =⇒ a ∗ b ∈ T . If (S, ∗) is a monoid with
the identity 1S, then T is a submonoid of S if T is a subsemigroup of S
and 1S ∈ T .

Example 2.8. It follows directly from Definitions 1.5 and 1.7 that PU

and PPU are monoids with respect to the operation of function com-
position. Moreover using Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 we see that
PU ⊆ PPU and that the identical function IdR+ : R+ → R

+,

IdR+(x) = x for each x ∈ R
+,

is the common identity of the monoids (PU, ◦) and (PPU, ◦),

(2.4) 1PU
= IdR+ = 1PPU

.

Thus (PU, ◦) is a submonoid of the monoid (PPU, ◦) by Definition 2.7.

The kernel of a monoid homomorphism F : S → T is the set

(2.5) Ker(F ) := {s ∈ S : F (s) = 1T}.

Proposition 2.9. Let S = (S, ·, 1S) and T = (T, ∗, 1T ) be monoids.

Then Ker(F ) is a submonoid of the monoid S for every homomorphism

F : S → T .

Proof. Let F : S → T be a homomorphism. By Definition 2.4 we have
the equality

F (1S) = 1T .

Thus the membership

(2.6) 1S ∈ Ker(F )

is valid. Hence, by Definition 2.7, Ker(F ) is a submonoid of S if

(2.7) x · y ∈ Ker(F )
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for all x, y ∈ Ker(F ). Let us consider arbitrary x, y ∈ Ker(F ). Then we
have

(2.8) F (x) = 1T = F (y)

by (2.5).
Moreover, since F is a homomorphism, (2.8) implies

F (x · y) = 1T ∗ 1T = 1T ,

i.e., (2.7) follows. �

Proposition 2.10. Let S = (S, ∗, 1S) be a monoid and let (EndS, ◦) be

the monoid of all endomorphisms S → S. Then

(2.9) InS := {F ∈ EndS : Ker(F ) = {1S}}

is a submonoid of (EndS, ◦), where {1S} is the singleton set having only

the element 1S.

Proof. In Proposition 2.5 it was noted that the equality

1EndS
= IdS

holds, where IdS is the identical mapping on the set S. In particular, we
have

(2.10) IdS(1S) = 1S

and

(2.11) IdS(x) 6= 1S

whenever x ∈ S and x 6= 1S. Now using (2.5) we see that (2.10) and
(2.11) imply

Ker(IdS) = {1S}.

Hence the membership
IdS ∈ InS

is valid by (2.9). Thus
1EndS

∈ InS

holds.
Let us consider now arbitrary F,Φ ∈ InS. To complete the proof it

suffices to show that

(2.12) F ◦ Φ ∈ InS.

To prove (2.12) it is suitable to rewrite the equalities

Ker(F ) = {1S} and Ker(Φ) = {1S}

as

(2.13) {1S} = F−1[{1S}]



ULTRAMETRIC-PRESERVING FUNCTIONS AS MONOID ENDOMORPHISMS 7

and

(2.14) {1S} = Φ−1[{1S}],

where F−1[{1S}](Φ
−1[{1S}]) is the inverse image of the singleton {1S}

under mapping F ( mapping Φ).
Now using (2.13), (2.14) and the well-known formula

(F ◦ Φ)−1 = Φ−1 ◦ F−1

(see, for example [22], page 18) we obtain

(F ◦ Φ)−1[{1S}] = Φ−1(F−1[{1S}]) = Φ−1[{1S}] = {1S}.

Thus (2.12) holds. The proof is completed. �

3. Main results

The first our goal is to show that the set PPU coincides with the set
EndR+ of all endomorphisms of the monoid (R+,∨).

The following lemma is simple, and we omit its proof here.

Lemma 3.1. The equivalence

(a 6 b) ⇐⇒ (a ∨ b = b)

is valid for all a, b ∈ R
+.

The next theorem is the first main result of the paper.

Theorem 3.2. The sets EndR+ and PPU are the same,

(3.1) EndR+ = PPU.

Proof. Let us prove the inclusion

(3.2) EndR+ ⊆ PPU.

Suppose that f ∈ EndR+ be arbitrary. By Proposition 2.2 the member-
ship

(3.3) f ∈ PPU

holds if and only if f is increasing and

(3.4) f(0) = 0.

Let us consider arbitrary a, b ∈ R
+ satisfying

(3.5) a 6 b.

Using Lemma 3.1 we see that (3.5) holds iff

(3.6) a ∨ b = b.

Since f belongs to EndR+ , equality (3.6) implies

(3.7) f(b) = f(a ∨ b) = f(a) ∨ f(b).
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Now applying Lemma 3.1 to (3.7) we obtain the inequality

f(a) 6 f(b).

Thus f is increasing. To prove equality (3.4) we note that

(3.8) f(1R+) = 1R+

holds by Definition 2.4. The last equality and (2.1) imply (3.4). Inclusion
(3.2) follows.

Let us now turn to the proof of the inclusion

(3.9) PPU ⊆ EndR+ .

Let us consider arbitrary f ∈ PPU. To prove (3.9), it is enough to
show that

(3.10) f ∈ EndR+ .

The last membership holds iff

(3.11) f(a ∨ b) = f(a) ∨ f(b),

for all a, b ∈ R
+, and f satisfies (3.8). By Proposition 2.2,

f ∈ PPU

implies that f is increasing and satisfies

f(0) = 0.

The last equality and (2.1) imply (3.8). Thus to complete the proof of
(3.9) it suffices to show that (3.11) holds for all a, b ∈ R. Let us do it.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that (3.5) holds. By
Lemma 3.1, inequality (3.5) holds iff

a ∨ b = b.

Hence we have

(3.12) f(a ∨ b) = f(b).

Since f is increasing, we also obtain the inequality

f(a) 6 f(b),

that implies

(3.13) f(b) ∨ f(a) = f(b)

by Lemma 3.1. Now (3.11) follows from (3.12) and (3.13). Membership
relation (3.10) is proven. Inclusion (3.9) follows.

Since (3.9) and (3.2) imply (3.1), the proof is completed. �
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Proposition 2.5 implies that the set EndR+ together with the oper-
ation of function composition is a monoid. The same operation is the
multiplication on PPU. Thus we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.3. The monoids (EndR+ , ◦) and (PPU, ◦) are the same.

The next result is an analog of Corollary 3.3 for the monoid (PU, ◦).
Let us denote by (InR+ , ◦) the submonoid of (EndR+ , ◦) consisting of all
endomorphisms F : R+ → R

+ satisfying the equality

Ker(F ) = {1R+}.

Theorem 3.4. The monoids (InR+ , ◦) and (PU, ◦) are the same.

Proof. It was noted in Example 2.3 that (PU, ◦) is a submonoid of the
monoid (PPU, ◦). Similarly, by Proposition 2.10, (InR+ , ◦) is a sub-
monoid of the monoid (EndR+ , ◦). Moreover, the equality

(3.14) (EndR+ , ◦) = (PPU, ◦)

holds by Corollary 3.3. Thus it suffices to show that the sets PU and
InR+ are the same,

(3.15) PU = InR+ .

Let us consider an arbitrary function g : R
+ → R

+. Theorem 2.1
and Proposition 2.2 imply that g is ultrametric-preserving iff g is
pseudoultrametric-preserving and amenable.

Hence the equality

(3.16) PU = {f ∈ PPU : f−1(0) = {0}}

holds. Equality (2.1) implies that

(3.17) {0} = {1R+}.

Now using (3.14) and (3.17) we can rewrite (3.16) as

(3.18) PU = {f ∈ EndR+ : f−1(1R+) = {1R+}}.

It follows from (2.5) with S = (R+,∨) = T that the equality

f−1(1R+) = {1R+}

holds if and only if
Ker(f) = {1R+}.

Hence (3.18) is equivalent to the equality

(3.19) PU = {f ∈ EndR+ : Ker(f) = {1R+}}.

Equality (2.9) with S = (R+,∨) gives us

(3.20) InR+ = {1 ∈ EndR+ : Ker(f) = {1R+}}.

Now (3.15) follows from (3.19) and (3.20). The proof is completed. �
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The set PU of ultrametric-preserving functions was also studied in
[2, 3, 7] and [34]. In particular, it was proved in Theorem 31 of [2] that
for every submonoid A of the monoid (PU, ◦) there is a subclass X of
the class U of all ultrametric spaces such that PX = A, where PX is the
set introduced in Definition 1.8. The next our goal is to generalize this
result on the submonoids of the monoid (PPU, ◦).

Lemma 3.5. Let X ⊆ PU be nonempty. Then PX is a monoid with

respect to the operation of function composition and, in addition, the

identical mapping IdR+ : R+ → R
+ is the identify of the monoid (PX, ◦),

(3.21) 1PX
= IdR+ .

Proof. It follows from Definition 1.8. Indeed, let us consider arbitrary
f, g ∈ PX and (Y, ρ) ∈ X. Then we have

(Y, g ◦ ρ) ∈ X

by Definition 1.8. Applying this definition again we obtain

(Y, f ◦ (g ◦ ρ)) ∈ X.

Since (f ◦g)◦ρ = f ◦(g◦ρ) holds, Definition 1.8 also implies (f ◦g) ∈ PX.
It is also easy to see that

(Y, IdR+ ◦ρ) = (Y, ρ) and IdR+ ◦f = f ◦ IdR+ = f.

Thus (PX, ◦) is a monoid and equality (3.21) holds. The proof is com-
pleted. �

Theorem 3.6. Let A be a nonempty subset of PPU. Then the following

statements are equivalent.

(i) A is a submonoid of (PPU, ◦).
(ii) A is a submonoid of (EndR+ , ◦).
(iii) There is a nonempty X ⊆ PU that satisfies

(3.22) PX = A.

Proof. The validity of the equivalence (i) ⇐⇒ (ii) follows from Corol-
lary 3.3.

Let us prove the validity of the implication (i) =⇒ (iii).
Suppose that A is a submonoid of the monoid (PPU, ◦). Let d+ be the

ultrametric on R
+ defined in Example 1.2. Then using formula (1.1) it

is easy to see that d+ is a surjective mapping on R
+ × R

+,

(3.23) R
+ = {d(p, q) : p, q ∈ R

+}.

Since A is a submonoid of (PPU, ◦), the inclusion

A ⊆ PPU
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holds. Consequently, for every f ∈ A, (R+, f ◦d+) is a pseudoultrametric
space by Definition 1.7.

Write

(3.24) X := {(R+, g ◦ d+) : g ∈ A}.

Since (R+, d+) belongs U and A ⊆ PPU, we have

X ⊆ PU.

We claim that X satisfies equation (3.22).
To prove the claim we must show that for each f : R+ → R

+ the
equivalence

(3.25) (f ∈ A) ⇐⇒
(

(R+, f ◦ (g ◦ d+)) ∈ X
)

is valid for every g ∈ A. (See Definition 1.8).
Let us consider an arbitrary f ∈ A. Then f ◦ g ∈ A holds for every

g ∈ A because A is a submonoid of (PPU, ◦). Thus, for every g ∈ A,

(3.26)
(

R
+, (f ◦ g) ◦ d+

)

∈ X

holds by (3.24). Since the function composition is associative, we may
rewrite (3.26) as

(

R
+, f ◦ (g ◦ d+)

)

∈ X.

Consequently, the implication

(f ∈ A) =⇒
(

(R+, f ◦ (g ◦ d+)) ∈ X
)

is valid for every g ∈ A.
Let us consider now an arbitrary f : R+ → R

+ and suppose that the
membership

(3.27)
(

R
+, f ◦ (g ◦ d+)

)

∈ X

is valid for every g ∈ A. We must show that

(3.28) f ∈ A.

To prove the validity of (3.28) we note the identical mapping IdR+ belongs
to A by (2.4). Consequently (3.27) with g = IdR+ implies

(3.29)
(

R
+, (f ◦ d+)

)

∈ X.

It follows from (3.29) and (3.24) that there is g ∈ A such that

g ◦ d+ = f ◦ d+.

The last equality and (3.23) imply the equality g = f . Consequantly
(3.28) is valid. Thus equivalence (3.25) is valid for every g ∈ A as
required.

Let us prove the validity of the implication (iii) =⇒ (i).
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Suppose that there is a nonempty X ⊆ PU satisfying (3.22). We must
show that A is a submonoid of (PPU, ◦).

Lema 3.5 and equality (3.35) imply that A is a monoid. Using Defini-
tion 2.7, equality (3.21) and the inclusion A ⊆ PPU we obtain that A is
a submonoid of (PPU, ◦).

The proof is completed. �

Analysing the above proof, we get the following.

Proposition 3.7. Let A be a submonoid of the monoid PPU and let

X := {(R+, g ◦ d+) : g ∈ A}.

Then the equality

PX = A

holds.

In the remainder of this section we will formulate some analogies to
Proposition 3.7.

Definition 3.8. A nonempty subset R of a semigroup (S, ∗) is called a
right ideal of (S, ∗) if

r ∗ s ∈ R

holds whenever r ∈ R and s ∈ S.

Definition 3.9. Let N = {1, 2, 3, . . .}, (S, ∗) be a semigroup and let A

be a nonempty subset of S. Then

(3.30) [A]S := {x1 ∗ x2 ∗ . . . ∗ xn : x1, x2, . . . , xn ∈ A, n ∈ N}

is a subsemigroup of (S, ∗), called the subsemigroup generated by A.

Definition 3.9, in particular, shows that [A]S is the smallest subsemi-
group of (S, ∗) containing the set A.

In the following lemma we describe the largest right ideal R of [A]S
containing in A.

Lemma 3.10. Let (S, ∗) be a semigroup and let A ⊆ S be nonempty.

Denote by RA the set of all right ideals R of [A]S satisfying

(3.31) R ⊆ A.

Then the set

(3.32) R :=
⋃

R∈RA

R,

is either empty

(3.33) R = ∅

or it is a right ideal of the semigroup [A]S.
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Proof. If RA = ∅, then (3.33) evidently holds. Suppose that RA 6= ∅,
then the set R is also nonempty,

R 6= ∅.

Let us consider arbitrary r ∈ R and s ∈ S. We must show that

(3.34) r ∗ s ∈ R.

In order to do this, it is enough to note that r ∈ R implies that r ∈ R

for some R ∈ RA by (3.32). Hence

r ∗ s ∈ R and R ⊆ R,

hold, that implies (3.34). Thus R is a right ideal of the semigroup [A]S.
�

If a semigroup (S, ∗) has no identity element then it is easy to adjoin
an element 1 6= S to form a monoid S1. (See, for example, [14] page 2).
Below we use a special modification of this procedure.

Let M = (M, ∗, 1M) be a monoid and let S ⊆ M be either empty or
be a subsemigroup of the monoid M . We can expand S to a smallest
submonoid S1M of M as

(3.35) S1M :=

{

S, if 1M ∈ S,

S ∪ {1M}, otherwise.

In particular, the equality

S1M = {1M}

holds if and only if we have either S = {1M} or S = ∅. It should be also
noted here that, in general, S1M 6= S1 even if S is a monoid.

Example 3.11. Let A = {a} be an one-point subset of R
+. Then

A = (A,∨) is a monoid and this monoid is a subsemigroup of the monoid
(R+,∨) but Definition 2.7 implies that A is a submonoid of (R+,∨) if
and only if a = 0. Indeed, using (3.35) it is easy to see that

A1
R+ = {0, a} 6= {a} = A1

whenever a > 0.

The next proposition is an equivalent to Proposition 3.7.

Proposition 3.12. Let A be a subset of the monoid PPU =
(PPU, ◦, 1PPU

),
X := {(R+, g ◦ d+) : g ∈ A}

and let RA be the set of all right ideals of [A]PPU
. Write

R :=
⋃

R∈RA

R.
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If

(3.36) 1PPU
∈ A ∩R,

then the equality

(3.37) R
1PPU = PX

holds.

Proof. Let (3.36) hold. We must prove equality (3.37).
We claim that

(3.38) R = R
1PPU .

Indeed, (3.36) implies that R is a nonempty set. Consequently R is a right
ideal of [A]PPU

by Lemma 3.10. Since every right ideal of a semigroup is
a subsemigroup of this semigroup, R is a subsemigroup of [A]PPU

. The
semigroup [A]PPU

is a subsemigroup of the monoid PPU. Hence R also
is a subsemigroup of PPU. Now (3.38) follows from (3.35) with

S = R and M = PPU.

Using (3.31) with A = A we see that R is a subset of the set A,

R ⊆ A.

In addition, condition (3.36) and Lemma 3.10 imply

A ⊆ R.

Thus we have the equality

(3.39) A = R.

Let us prove equality (3.37). It is shown above that R is a submonoid
of (PPU, ◦, 1PPU

). Hence A also is a submonoid of (PPU, ◦, 1PPU
) by

(3.39). Now using Proposition 3.7 we obtain

PX = A,

that implies (3.37) by (3.38) and (3.39). �

We conclude the paper by following conjecture.

Conjecture 3.13. (Prove or disprove) Let A be a subset of the monoid

PPU = (PPU, ◦, 1PPU
), X := {(R+, g ◦ d+) : g ∈ A}, and let RA be the

set of all right ideals of [A]PPU
. Write

R :=
⋃

R∈RA

R.

If 1PPU
belongs to A, then the equality

R
1PPU = PX
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holds.

Conflict of interest statement

The research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or fi-
nancial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of
interest.

Funding

The author was supported by grant 359772 of the Academy of Finland.

References

[1] Beyrer, J., and Schroeder, V. Trees and ultrametric möbius structures.
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