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Abstract. We introduce a functor of functionals which preserve maximum of
comonotone functions and addition of constants. This functor is a subfunctor
of the functor of order-preserving functionals and contains the idempotent
measure functor as subfunctor. The main aim of this paper is to show that this
functor is isomorphic to the capacity functor. We establish such isomorphism
using the fuzzy max-plus integral. In fact, we can consider this result as an
idempotent analogue of Riesz Theorem about a correspondence between the
set of σ-additive regular Borel measures and the set of linear positively defined
functionals.

1. Introduction

The general theory of functors acting in the category Comp of compact Haussdorff
spaces (compacta) and continuous mappings was founded by E.V. Shchepin [24]. He
distinguished some elementary properties of such functors and defined the notion
of normal functor that has become very fruitful. The class of normal functors and
close to them includes many classical topological constructions: hyperspace exp ,
space of probability measures P , superextension λ, space of hyperspaces of inclusion
G and many other functors (see for example the review [8]).

Some functors in the category Comp categories of topological spaces and continu-
ous maps have also natural algebraical structures. Such structures can be described
by the notion of monad (or triple) structure in the sense of S.Eilenberg and J.Moore
and their corresponding category of Eilenberg-Moore algebras [6]. Many classical
functors can be completed to monads: hyperspace [28], space of probability mea-
sures [26], superextension [30], hyperspaces of inclusion [14], idempotent measures
[31], capacities [12], order-preserving functionals [15] etc.

It seems that the main problem to obtain general results in the theory of monads
in the category Comp is the different nature of functors. There were introduced in
[16] and [17] sufficiently wide classes of monads which have a functional represen-
tation, i.e., their functorial part FX can be naturally with preserving of monad
structures imbedded in RCX . Functorial parts of some of such monads are by the
definition subspaces of RCX . The most known are the probability measure monad
and its idempotent analogue the idempotent (max-plus) measure monad. Let us
remark that the term ’measure’ is used for functionals in both cases. In the case
of probability measures it is justified by the Riesz Theorem which establishes a
correspondence between the set of σ-additive regular Borel measures on compacta
and the set of linear positively defined functionals. This correspondence, facilitated
by the Lebesgue integral, allows the term ’measure’ to be used for these functionals
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as well. (See, for example the review [7] devoted to probability measures on topo-
logical spaces where measures generally are considered as functionals.) Recently,
a correspondence was obtained in [18] and [19] between probability capacities and
functionals preserving maximum of functions and addition of constants referred in
[31] as ’idempotent measure’. This correspondence, facilitated by the introduced
in [19] max-plus integral, justifies the application of the term ’measure’ to these
functionals and can be seen as an idempotent counterpart of the Riesz Theorem.

Capacities (non-additive measures, fuzzy measures) were introduced by Choquet
in [1] as a natural generalization of additive measures. They found numerous appli-
cations (see for example [5],[9],[23], [10]). Additionally, Zadeh introduced possibility
measures (normalized capacities that preserve the maximum) and founded possi-
bility theory [29], which has since been extensively developed and found numerous
applications, see for example [3],[4]. Capacities on compacta were considered in
[11] where the important role plays the upper-semicontinuity property which con-
nects the capacity theory with the topological structure. Categorical and topologi-
cal properties of spaces of upper-semicontinuous normalized capacities on compact
Hausdorff spaces were investigated in [12].

In fact, the most of applications of non-additive measures to game theory, de-
cision making theory, economics etc deal not with measures as set functions but
with integrals which allow to obtain expected utility or expected pay-off. Several
types of integrals with respect to non-additive measures were developed for differ-
ent purposes (see for example books [10] and [2]). Such integrals are called fuzzy
integrals. The most known are the Choquet integral based on the addition and
the multiplication operations [1] and the Sugeno integral based on the maximum
and the minimum operations [25]. The max-plus integral based on the maximum
and the addition operations was introduced in [19] and plays a crucial role in es-
tablishing of an isomorphism between possibility capacity monad and idempotent
measure monad.

It was remarked in [19] that the max-plus integral can be used not only for
possibility capacities, but fol all capacities.As a specific outcome of that fact, we
obtain a broader space of functionals than the space of max-plus idempotent mea-
sures. The problem of exploring the topological and categorical properties of this
structure was posed in [19].

The monad of order-preserving functionals which contain both probability mea-
sure and and idempotent measure monads as submonads was introduced in [15].

2. Preliminaries and definitions

In what follows, all spaces are assumed to be compacta (compact Hausdorff
space) except for R and the spaces of continuous functions on a compactum. All
maps are assumed to be continuous.

We shall denote the Banach space of continuous functions on a compactum X
endowed with the sup-norm by C(X). For any γ ∈ R we shall denote the constant
function on X taking the value γ by γX . We also consider the natural lattice
operations ∨ and ∧ on C(X).

First we recall some properties of functionals. Mainly, we follow the terminology
from [10]. Let X be a compactum. We call two functions ϕ, ψ ∈ C(X) comonotonic
if (ϕ(x1)− ϕ(x2)) · (ψ(x1)− ψ(x2)) ≥ 0 for each x1, x2 ∈ X . Let us remark that a
constant function is comonotonic to any function ψ ∈ C(X).

Let X be a compact space. We shall say that a functional µ : C(X) → R

• is normalized if µ(γX) = γ for any γ ∈ R;
• is monotone if µ(f) ≤ µ(g) for any functions f ≤ g in C(X);
• is maximative if µ(f ∨ g}) = µ(f) ∨ µ(g) for any functions f, g ∈ C(X);
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• is plus-homogeneuos if µ(f + γX) = µ(f) + γ for any f ∈ C(X) and γ ∈ R;
• is comonotonically maximative if µ(f∨g) = µ(f)∨µ(g) for any comonotonic
functions f, g ∈ C(X)

Evidently, each maximative functional is monotone. The problem is not so plain
for comonotonically maximative functionals. It is known that each comonotonically
maximative functional is monotone for finite compacta. The implication was proved
for any compactum with some additional conditions on functional. But generally
the problem is still open (see [20] for more details).

Normalized monotone and plus-homogeneuos functionals were referred as order-
preserving functionals and the set of all order-preserving functionals on C(X) for
a compactum X was denoted by OX in [15]. Normalized maximative and plus-
homogeneuos functionals were referred as idempotent measures and the set of all
idempotent measures for a compactum X was denoted by IX in [31]. We have
IX ⊂ OX for each compactum X . Both sets IX and OX we consider as subspaces
in RC(X). It was shown in [15] and [31] the the spaces IX and OX are compacta.

We need the definition of capacity on a compactum X . We follow a terminology
of [12]. By F(X) we denote the family of all closed subsets of a compactum X .

Definition 1. [12] A function c : F(X) → [0, 1] is called an upper-semicontinuous

capacity on X if the three following properties hold for each closed subsets F and

G of X:

1. c(X) = 1, c(∅) = 0,
2. if F ⊂ G, then c(F ) ≤ c(G),
3. if c(F ) < a for a ∈ [0, 1], then there exists an open set O ⊃ F such that

c(B) < a for each compactum B ⊂ O.

ByMX we denote the set of all upper-semicontinuous capacities on a compactum
X . Since all capacities we consider here are upper-semicontinuous, in the following
we call elements of the set MX simply capacities.

It was proved in [12] that the spaceMX of all upper-semicontinuous capacities on
a compactumX is a compactum as well, if a topology onMX is defined by a subbase
that consists of all sets of the form O−(F, a) = {c ∈ MX | c(F ) < a}, where F is
a closed subset of X , a ∈ [0, 1], and O+(U, a) = {c ∈ MX | c(U) = sup{c(K) | K
is a compact subset of U} > a}, where U is an open subset of X , a ∈ [0, 1]. Since
all capacities we consider here are upper-semicontinuous, in the following we call
elements of MX simply capacities.

A capacity c ∈ MX for a compactum X is called a possibility capacity if for
each family {At}t∈T of closed subsets of X such that

⋃

t∈T At is a closed subset of
X we have c(

⋃

t∈T At) = supt∈T c(At). (See [27] for more details.) We denote by
ΠX a subspace of MX consisting of all possibility capacities. Since X is compact
and c is upper-semicontinuous, c ∈ ΠX iff c satisfies the simpler requirement that
c(A ∪ B) = max{c(A), c(B)} for each closed subsets A and B of X . It is easy to
check that ΠX is a closed subset of MX .

Now we consider one of fuzzy integrals, namely the max-plus integral. We denote
ϕt = {x ∈ X | ϕ(x) ≥ t} for ϕ ∈ C(X) and t ∈ R. We also put ln(0) = −∞ and
= −∞+ γ = −∞ for each γ ∈ R.

Definition 2. [19] Let ϕ ∈ C(X) be a function and c ∈MX. The max-plus integral

of ϕ w.r.t. c is given by the formula
∫

∨+

X

ϕdc = max{ln(c(ϕt)) + t | t ∈ R}.

The following characterization of the max-plus integral with respect possibility
capacities was obtained in [19]: ν ∈ IX iff there exists a unique possibility capacity

c ∈ ΠX such that ν(ϕ) =
∫

∨+

X
ϕdc for any ϕ ∈ C(X).
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3. A characterization of the max-plus integral

The main aim of this section is to obtain a characterization of the max-plus
integral with respect all capacities.

The following lemma follows from Lemma 4.27 in [10] but it also could be proved
by easy checking.

Lemma 1. Let ϕ, ψ ∈ C(X) be two comonotonic functions. Then we have ϕt ⊂ ψt
or ϕt ⊃ ψt for each t ∈ R.

Consider any capacity c ∈ MX . Let I be the max-plus integral with respect to

c, i.e. I : C(X) → R is a functional defined by the formula I(ϕ) =
∫

∨+

X
ϕdc for

ϕ ∈ C(X).

Lemma 2. We have minx∈X ϕ(x) ≤ I(ϕ) ≤ maxx∈X ϕ(x) for any ϕ ∈ C(X).

Proof. Put a = minx∈X ϕ(x) and b = maxx∈X ϕ(x). The we have

a = 0 + a = c(ϕa) + a ≤ max{ln(c(ϕt)) + t | t ∈ R} =

= max{ln(c(ϕt)) + t | t ∈ (−∞, b]} ≤ 0 + b = b.

�

Lemma 3. The functional I is normalized, monotone, comonotonically maximative

and plus-homogeneous.

Proof. Lemma 2 yields that I is normalized.
Consider any functions ϕ, ψ ∈ C(X) such that ϕ ≤ ψ. The inequality I(ϕ) ≤

I(ψ) follows from the obvious inclusion ϕt ⊂ ψt and monotonicity of c.
Let ϕ, ψ ∈ C(X) be two comonotone functions. The inequality I(ψ ∨ ϕ) ≥

I(ψ) ∨ I(ϕ) follows from the monotonicity of I. We have ν(ψt) + t ≤ I(ψ) ∨ I(ϕ)
and ν(ϕt) + t ≤ I(ψ) ∨ I(ϕ) for each t ∈ R. Lemma 1 yields that (ψ ∨ ϕ)t = ψt or
(ψ∨ϕ)t = ϕt. Hence I(ψ∨ϕ) ≤ I(ψ)∨I(ϕ) and we proved that I is comonotonically
maximative.

Consider any α ∈ R and ψ ∈ C(X). Then we have

I(ψ + αX) = max{ln(c((ψ + αX)t) + t | t ∈ R} =

= max{ln(c(ψt−α)+ t−α+α | t ∈ R} = max{ln(c(ψs)+ s+α | s ∈ R} = I(ψ)+α.

�

For A ∈ F(X) put ΥtA = {ϕ ∈ C(X, (−∞, t]) | ϕ(a) = t for each a ∈ A}. If
A = ∅ we put ΥtA = C(X). We denote Υ0

A = ΥA for t = 0.
Let ϕ and ψ be two function in C(X). We say that ϕ refines ψ if for each t ∈ R

there exists s ∈ R such that ϕ−1(t) ⊂ ψ−1(s).
The following lemma is a slight modification of Lemma 2 from [21].

Lemma 4. Let ϕ ∈ C(X), t ∈ ϕ(X) and ψ ∈ Υtϕt
. Then there exists ψ′ ∈ Υtϕt

such that ψ′ ≤ ψ, ψ′ refines ϕ and ψ′ is comonotone with ϕ.

Let us remark that there is no condition that ψ′ refines ϕ in the formulation
of Lemma 2 in [21], but it follows immediately from the construction of ψ′ in the
proof.

Theorem 1. A functional I : C(X) → R is normalized, monotone, comonotoni-

cally maximative and plus-homogeneous if and only if there exists a unique capacity

c ∈MX such that I(ϕ) =
∫

∨+

X
ϕdc for each ϕ ∈ C(X).
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Proof. Sufficiency is proved in Lemma 3.
Necessity. Define the function c : F(X) → R by the formula c(A) = inf{eI(ϕ) |

ϕ ∈ ΥA}. It is easy to check that c satisfies Conditions 1 and 2 from the definition
of capacity.

Let c(A) < η for some η ∈ [0, 1] and A ∈ F(X). Then there exists ϕ ∈ ΥA such
that I(ϕ) < η. Put ε = η − I(ϕ). Put V = {x ∈ X | ϕ(x) > −ε/2}. Evidently
V is an open set containing A as subset. Take any compactum B ⊂ V and put
ψ = min{0X , ϕ+ ε/2X}. Evidently, ψ ∈ ΥB. Since I(ϕ+ ε/2X) = I(ϕ) + ε/2 and
ψ is comonotonic with ϕ + ε/2X with ψ ≤ ϕ + ε/2X , we have I(ψ) ≤ I(ϕ) + ε/2.
Thus, c(B) ≤ I(ψ) ≤ I(ϕ) + ε/2 < η. Hence c is upper semi continuous.

Let us show that
∫

∨+

X
ϕdc = I(ϕ) for each ϕ ∈ C(X). We have

∫

∨+

X

ϕdc = max{ln(inf{eI(χ)) | χ ∈ Υϕt
}+ t | t ∈ R} =

= max{inf{I(χ)) | χ ∈ Υϕt
}+ t | t ∈ R} =

= max{inf{I(χ+ tX)) | χ ∈ Υϕt
} | t ∈ R} =

= max{inf{I(ζ)) | ζ ∈ Υtϕt
} | t ∈ R}.

Consider the function ζ = min tX , ϕ ∈ Υtϕt
. Since ζ is comonotonic with ϕ and

ζ ≤ ϕ, we have I(ζ) ≤ I(ϕ). Hence
∫

∨+

X
ϕdc ≤ I(ϕ).

Suppose b =
∫

∨+

X
ϕdc < I(ϕ) = a. Put ε = (a − b)/2. Then for each t ∈ ϕ(X)

there exists χt ∈ Υtϕt
such that I(χt) < a−ǫ. We can assume that χt is comonotone

with ϕ and χt refines ϕ by Lemma 4. The set Vt = {y | χt(y) + ε > ϕ(y)} is an
open neighborhood for each x ∈ X with ϕ(x) = t. We can choose a finite subcover
{Vt1 , . . . , Vtk} of the open cover {Vt | t ∈ ϕ(X)} of X . Since ϕ refines each χti ,

the functions χti + ε are pairwise comonotone, hence I(
∨k
i=1(χ

ti + ε)) < a. On the

other hand ϕ ≤
∨k
i=1(χ

ti + ε) and we obtain a contradiction.
Let us show uniqueness of the capacity c. Consider any capacity k ∈ MX such

that I(ϕ) =
∫

∨+

X
ϕdk for each ϕ ∈ C(X). Suppose there exists A ∈ F(X) such

that k(A) 6= c(A). We can suppose that k(A) < c(A). The proof is analogous in
the opposite case.

Take any s ∈ R such that k(A) < s < c(A). Since the capacity k is upper semi-
continuous, there exists an open set V ⊂ X such that A ⊂ V and we have k(B) < s
for each compactum B with B ⊂ V . Consider a function ψ ∈ C(X, [ln s, 0]) such
that ψ|X \ V ≡ s and ψ|A ≡ 0. Then we have

∫

∨+

X

ϕdc ≥ ln(c(ψ0)) + 0 ≥ ln(c(A)).

On the other hand we have

ln(k(ψt)) + t ≤ ln s < ln(c(A))

for each t ∈ R. We obtained a contradiction. �

It is worth noting that the question whether we can eliminate monotonicity from
the above characterization is a part of more general problem stated in [20]: if a
comonotonically maxitive functional is monotone? This problem was affirmatively
solved for finite compacta in [20].
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4. Categorical aspects.

We denote by SX the set of all normalized, monotone, comonotonically maxima-
tive and plus-homogeneous functionals on C(X) for a compactum X . We consider
SX as a subspace of RC(X).

By Comp we denote the category of compact Hausdorff spaces (compacta) and
continuous maps. We recall the notion of monad (or triple) in the sense of S.Eilenberg
and J.Moore [6]. We define it only for the category Comp.

A monad E = (E, η, µ) in the category Comp consists of an endofunctor E :
Comp → Comp and natural transformations η : IdComp → E (unity), µ : E2 → E
(multiplication) with components ηX : X → EX and µX : E2X → EX for which
the following two diagrams are commutative for each compactum X

EX

idEX ##●
●●

●●
●●

●●

E(ηX)
// E2X

µX

��

EX
E(ηX)
oo

idEX{{✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇✇
✇

EX

and

E3X

µ(EX)
��

E(µX)
// E2X

µX

��

E2X
µX

// EX

(By IdComp we denote the identity functor on the category Comp and E2 is the
superposition E ◦ E of E.)

We describe below some known monads in the category Comp based on con-
structions O, I and Π introduced in Section 2. For a function φ ∈ C(X) we denote
by πφ or π(φ) the corresponding projection πφ : OX → R. The construction O is
functorial what means that for each continuous map f : X → Y we can consider
a continuous map Of : OX → OY defined as follows πψ ◦ Of = π(ψ ◦ f) for
ψ ∈ C(Y ). The functor O was completed to the monad O = (O, η, µ) in [15]. Let
us describe the components of the natural transformations η and µ. Let us remark
that πφ ∈ C(OX) and we can consider the map π(πφ) : O(OX) = O2X → R.
For a compactum X we define components ηX and µX of natural transformations
η : IdComp → O, µ : O2 → O by πφ ◦ηX = φ and πφ ◦µX = π(πφ) for all φ ∈ C(X).
It was proved in [15] that the triple O = (O, η, µ) forms a monad in the category
Comp.

It was shown in [31] that the space IX is compact and Hausdorff for a compactum
X and Of(IX) ⊂ IY for each continuous map f : X → Y , thus I is a subfunctor
of the functor O. Moreover we have ηX(X) ⊂ IX and µX(I2X) ⊂ IX for each
compactum X , hence the triple I = (I, η, µ′) is a submonad of the monad O, where
µ′ : I2 → I is the natural transformation with components µ′X = µX |I2X .

The construction Π was completed to the monad U
·
= (Π, η, µ

·
) (where · is

the usual multiplication operation) in [13]. For a continuous map of compacta
f : X → Y we define the map f : ΠX → ΠY by the formula Πf(ν)(A) = ν(f−1(A))
where ν ∈ ΠX and A is a closed subset of Y . The map Πf is continuous. In fact,
this extension of the construction Π defines the possibility capacity functor Π in
the category Comp.

The components of the natural transformations η and µ
·
are defined as follows:

ηX(x)(F ) =

{

1, x ∈ F,

0, x /∈ F ;
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For a closed set F ⊂ X and for t ∈ [0, 1] put Ft = {c ∈MX | c(F ) ≥ t}. Define
the map µ

·
X : Π2X → ΠX by the formula

µ
·
X(C)(F ) = max{C(Ft) · t | t ∈ (0, 1]}

for a closed set F ⊂ X and C ∈ Π2X . Let us remark that it is impossible to extend
the monad structure U

·
to the whole capacity functor M [22]. However, M can be

completed to another monad based on the maximum and the minimum operations
[12].

An isomorphism of monads U
·
and I was built in [20] and [19]. The main

goal of this section is to extend this isomorphism to some correspondence between
constructions M and S and investigate its categorical properties.

For ψ ∈ C(X) we define the function lXψ : MX → R by the formula lXψ(ν) =
∫

∨+

X
ψdν for ν ∈MX .

Lemma 5. The map lXψ is continuous for each ψ ∈ C(X).

Proof. Consider any ν ∈ MX such that lXψ(ν) < a for some a ∈ R. Choose
s, p ∈ R such that ψ(X) ⊂ [s, p]. Put ε = a − lXψ(ν). Choose k ∈ N such that
p−s
k

< ε/2 and put ti = s + i(p−s)
k

for i ∈ {0, . . . , k}. For each i ∈ {0, . . . , k}
choose δi > 0 such that ln(ν(ψti) + δi) < ln(ν(ψti)) + ε/2. Define an open set
Oi = {µ ∈ MX | µ(ψti) < ν(ψti) + δi} and put O = ∩ki=1Oi. Evidently O
is an open neighborhood of ν. Consider any µ ∈ O and t ∈ [s, p]. Let i be a
maximal element of {0, . . . , k} such that ti ≤ t. Then we have ln(µ(ψt)) + t <
ln(µ(ψti)) + ti + ε/2 < ln(ν(ψti ) + δi) + ti + ε/2 < ln(ν(ψti)) + ti + ε ≤ a. Hence
lXψ(µ) = max{ln(µ(ϕt)) + t | t ∈ R} = max{ln(µ(ϕt)) + t | t ∈ [s, p]} < a.

Now, consider any ν ∈ MX such that lXψ(ν) > a for some a ∈ R. Then there
exists t ∈ R such that ln(ν(ψt)) + t > a. Put ε = ln(ν(ψt)) + t − a. We choose
δ > 0 such that ln(ν(ψt)− δ) > ln(ν(ψt)) − ε/2. We can suppose δ < ε/2.

Define an open set O = {µ ∈MX | µ(ψ−1((t−δ,+∞))) > ν(ψt)−δ}. Evidently
O is an open neighborhood of ν. Consider any µ ∈ O. There exists p ∈ (t−δ, t] such
that µ(ψp) > ν(ψ−1((t− δ,+∞)))− δ ≥ ν(ψt)− δ. Then we have ln(µ(ψp)) + p >
ln(ν(ψt)− δ) + t− ε/2 > ln(ν(ψt))− ε/2+ t− ε/2 = a. Hence lXψ(µ) > a and the
map lXψ is continuous. �

We define the map lX : MX → RC(X) taking the diagonal product lX =
(lXψ)ψ∈C(X). Lemma 3 implies that lX(MX) ⊂ SX . Theorem 1 yields that the
map lX :MX → SX is bijective. Finally, the continuity of lX follows immediately
from Lemma 5. Hence we have the following statement.

Theorem 2. The map lX :MX → SX is a homeomorphism.

Theorem 2 implies compactness of SX . Let f : X → Y be a continuous map. It
is easy to check that Of(SX) ⊂ SY , thus we can define the map Sf : SX → SY
as the restriction of Of on SX . Hence we obtain the functor of comonotonically
maxitive functionals S. Let us remark that the idempotent measure functor I is a
subfunctor of S and S is a subfunctor of the functor of order-preserving functionals
O.

It is easy to check that the maps lX are components of the natural transformation
l : M → S and we obtain that the functors M and S are isomorphic. Since the
functors I and O are completed to the monads I and O such that I is a submonad
O, the question arises naturally, if the functor S can be completed to a submonad
of O = (O, η, µ). Let us remark that the affirmative answer to this question follows
from the problem if we have the inclusion µX(S2X) ⊂ S(X).
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