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A CONVERSE OF THE BANACH CONTRACTION PRINCIPLE FOR

PARTIAL METRIC SPACES AND THE CONTINUUM HYPOTHESIS

PIOTR MAĆKOWIAK

Abstract. A version of the Bessaga inverse of the Banach contraction principle for partial metric
spaces is presented. Equivalence of that version and the continuum hypothesis is shown as well.

1. Introduction

The famous Bessaga converse of the Banach contraction principle (briefly: BCP) theorem was
published in 1959 [2]. Loosely speaking, it states, for a map T acting from a set X to itself and
possessing exactly one periodic point, that it is possible to make the map a contraction with respect
to some special complete metric on X. This result by Bessaga gave rise to further investigations
on the existence and properties of metric spaces that make a map like T a contraction. There have
appeared papers in which some topological conditions were imposed both on the map and the new
metric [9, 12, 15, 17]. Moreover, a few variants (or ways of presentation) of proofs of the Bessaga
theorem have been published (see e.g. [6, pp. 191–192], [11], [19, pp. 7–8], [21, pp. 525-526]).

On the other hand, in 1992 the notion of a partial metric space was introduced by Matthews
with the motivation, as stated in [16]:

[...] to develop metric based tools for program verification in which the notion of
the size of an object in a domain plays a pivotal role in quantifying the extent of its
definedness.

In contrast to the case of a metric, in a partial metric space it may happen that the (partial)
distance of an object to itself, the size of the object, is positive; an object is complete if its size is
0. In the same work, Matthews has presented a version of BCP for partial metric spaces. Since
the time of Matthews’ work [16] publication, there have emerged many works investigating purely
mathematical side of partial metric spaces. For example, there have appeared variants of BCP for
partial metric spaces [1, 4, 10, 20], results concerning the issue of completeness of a partial metric
space [7, 8, 18], or, only recently, theorems relating sequential compactness and compactness of a
partial metric space [3, 18].

As we have mentioned, the paper [16] contains a version of BCP for partial metric spaces. It
seems natural to ask whether there is a Bessaga–type converse of the Banach contraction principle
in partial metric setting. As long as one considers maps that have exactly one periodic point the
answer is clear: since a metric space is also a partial metric space, an answer given in a metric
setting also addresses the question in a partial metric setting. In this paper, basing on a special
version of BCP formulated by D.Ilić, V.Pavlović and V.Rakočević in [10], we show that a version of
Bessaga’s theorem on the inverse of BCP holds in a partial metric setting as well. Let us emphasize
an essential fact that the version of BCP presented in [10] does not exclude multiplicity of fixed
points. To be more accurate, a map may have continuum of fixed points and still meet assumptions
of BCP in partial metric setting [10]. Interestingly, the inverse of BCP for partial metric spaces we
propose is equivalent to the validity the continuum hypothesis (in short, CH).
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The next section presents necessary notations and notions related to partial metric spaces. Section
3 contains main results of the paper. It includes a new version of proof of the Bessaga theorem, the
statement and the proof of BCP inverse in partial metric setting. Finally, the equivalence of the
latter theorem and CH is formulated and proved.

2. Preliminaries

We denote by N the set of positive integers, N0 := N∪ {0}. The set of non-negative real numbers
is denoted by R+ := {x ∈ R : x ≥ 0}, ℵ0 is the cardinality of N and c = 2ℵ0 is the cardinality of R.

Let a set X and a map T : X → X be given. For any point x ∈ X we put T 0(x) := x, T 1(x) :=
T (x), . . . , T n(x) := (T ◦ . . . ◦ T︸ ︷︷ ︸

n times

)(x), n ∈ N, x ∈ A. The orbit of a point x ∈ X (under the map

T ) is the set OT (x) := {xT
n : n ∈ N0} ⊂ X, where xT

n := T n(x), n ∈ N0; if there is no ambiguity
we write O(x) and xn instead of OT (x) and xT

n , respectively. If a point x ∈ X is a periodic point
of T , then OT (x) is a finite set; otherwise it is infinite. By px′(x) we denote the first n ∈ N0 for
which xT

n ∈ O(x′); if there is no such n, then px′(x) := +∞. It is clear that px′(x) = px′(T (x)) + 1
if x /∈ OT (x′). Moreover, OT (x) ⊂ OT (x′) for x ∈ OT (x′).

Fix now a nonempty set X. A function p : X × X → R+ that satisfies, for any x, z, y ∈ X, the
conditions

(1) x = y ⇔ p(x, x) = p(x, y) = p(y, y);
(2) p(x, x) ≤ p(y, x);
(3) p(x, y) = p(y, x);
(4) p(x, y) ≤ p(x, z) + p(z, y) − p(z, z).

is called a partial metric on X. The pair (X, p) is then called a partial metric space. If p(x, x) = 0,
x ∈ X, then the partial metric p is a metric and the pair (X, p) is a metric space. For a given
partial metric space (X, p) define (cf. [10])

ρp := inf{p(x, x) : x ∈ X}, Xp := {x ∈ X : p(x, x) = ρp}.

Observe that it may happen that Xp = ∅.
Let us fix a partial metric space (X, p). We say that a sequence (xn)n∈N of elements of X

converges to x ∈ X if limn→∞ p(xn, x) = p(x, x). As usually, in this case the point x is called
a limit of the sequence (xn)n∈N and the sequence is said to be convergent. In general, partial
metric spaces are not Hausdorff spaces and the limit may not be unique. A sequence (xn)n∈N

in X properly converges to x ∈ X, if it converges to x and limn→∞ p(xn, xn) = p(x, x). It is
clear that if limn→∞ p(xn, x) = p(x, x) and limn→∞ p(xn, xn) = p(x, x), then limm,n→∞ p(xm, xn) =
p(x, x). There exist partial metric spaces such that some convergent series in these spaces do
not converge properly. A sequence (xn)n∈N in X is a Cauchy sequence if there exists the limit
limn,m→∞ p(xn, xm) ∈ R+. The partial metric space (X, p) is complete if every Cauchy sequence
(xn)n∈N of elements of X is properly convergent. The partial metric space (X, p) is 0-complete if
every Cauchy sequence (xn)n∈N elements of X such that limn,m→∞ p(xn, xm) = 0 properly converges
to some element x ∈ X.

The above definitions related to partial metric spaces, many references and interrelationships can
be found in [5].

3. Results

We shall use the following lemmas first of which is obvious while the second is a small modification
of a lemma from [11].

Lemma 1. For all a, b, c ∈ R, max{a, b} ≤ max{a, c} + max{c, b} − c.
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Lemma 2. Let X be any nonempty set and α ∈ (0, 1) be an arbitrarily fixed number. If a map

T : X → X possesses exactly one fixed point, say x ∈ X, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) there exists a complete metric d on X such that d(T (x), T (y)) ≤ αd(x, y), x, y ∈ X, that is,

T is α-contraction on the complete metric space (X, d);
(2) there exists a map ϕ : X → R+ such that ϕ−1(0) = {x} and ϕ(T (x)) ≤ αϕ(x), x ∈ X.

Proof. If d is a complete metric on X for which (1) is true, it suffices to put ϕ(x) := d(x, x), x ∈ X.
If ϕ is as in assertion (2), then define d(x, y) := max{ϕ(x), ϕ(y)}, x 6= y, x, y ∈ X, and d(x, x) :=
0, x ∈ X. By Lemma 1 it is clear that d is a metric on X. A sequence (xn)n∈N in (X, d) is Cauchy
if and only if (ϕ(xn))n∈N is either eventually constant or arbitrarily close to 0 for large n. In the
latter case, limn→∞ d(xn, x) = limn→∞ max{ϕ(xn), ϕ(x)} = limn→∞ max{ϕ(xn), 0} = 0 = d(x, x).
So, the metric space (X, d) is complete. That d(T (x), T (y)) ≤ αd(x, y), x, y ∈ X, is obvious. �

3.1. Bessaga theorem in metric setting. Here we present a proof of the Bessaga theorem. Our
proof is novel to a limited extent only, however, the main reason to keep it here is that we use it in
the later part of the paper.

Theorem 3 (cf. [2]). For a nonempty set X and a map T : X → X, let there be exactly one point

x ∈ X for which x = T (x). Suppose also that x 6= T n(x), n ∈ N, x ∈ X\{x}. For each α ∈ (0, 1)
there exists a complete metric d on X such that d(T (x), T (y)) ≤ αd(x, y), x, y ∈ X.

Proof. We shall prove that claim (2) of Lemma 2 is satisfied. Recall that, for any x ∈ X, xn :=
T n(x), n ∈ N0, and O(x) := {xn : n ∈ N0}. Observe that the only periodic point of T is the unique
fixed point x. For x ∈ X, denote Vx :=

⋃
{O(y) : y ∈ X and O(y) ∩ O(x) 6= ∅}. By this definition,

for any x, x′ ∈ X, we have x ∈ Vx, and either Vx ∩ Vx′ = ∅ or Vx = Vx′. Indeed, suppose that
z ∈ Vx ∩ Vx′. There are y ∈ Vx, y′ ∈ Vx′ with z ∈ O(y) and z ∈ O(y′). But O(y) ∩ O(x) 6= ∅ and
O(y)∩O(x) 6= ∅. Therefore, O(z)∩O(x) 6= ∅ and O(z)∩O(x′) 6= ∅. Thus, there exist mz, nz, n′

z ∈ N0

such that zmz+q = xnz+q = x′
n′

z+q for all q ∈ N0. Now, let a ∈ Vx. It follows that ama+r = xna+r for

some ma, na ∈ N and all r ∈ N0. It suffices to choose q, r ∈ N0 such that mz + q = ma + r (which
is always possible) to get ama+r = xnz+q = x′

n′

z+q and, in consequence, a ∈ Vx′. This shows that
Vx = Vx′, if Vx ∩ Vx′ 6= ∅.

By the above considerations, X =
⋃

x̂∈W Vx̂, for a set W ⊂ X such that Vx̂ ∩ Vx̂′ = ∅ if x̂ 6= x̂′,
x̂, x̂′ ∈ W . The existence of the set W is a consequence of the axiom of choice: the relation ∼
defined by x ∼ y ⇔ Vx = Vy is an equivalence relation on X and to construct W we just pick an
element from each equivalence class of ∼ and include it into W . Without loss of generality we also
assume that x ∈ W .

Let us define ϕx : Vx → R+ by ϕx(x) := α−px(x), x ∈ X\{x}, and ϕx(x) := 0. Since O(x) = {x}
for x ∈ Vx\{x}, we have px(T (x)) = px(x) − 1. Consequently, ϕx(T (x)) ≤ α−(px(x)−1) = αϕx(x), x ∈
Vx\{x}, with strict inequality only if T (x) = x. Obviously, ϕx(T (x)) = 0 ≤ αϕx(x) = 0.

For x̂ ∈ W\{x}, define ϕx̂ : Vx̂ → R+ by

ϕx̂(x) := α−p
x̂

(x)+pw(x)(x̂), (1)

where w(x) := T p
x̂

(x)(x), x ∈ Vx̂; w(x) is simply the first term of the sequence x0, x1, . . . that belongs
to O(x̂). Moreover, px̂(x̂n) = 0 (by definition of px̂(·)), px̂n

(x̂) = n (since x̂ is not periodic) which
results in w(x̂n) = x̂n, n ∈ N0.

Formula (1) and equality x̂n = w(x̂n) imply ϕx̂(x̂n) = α
−p

x̂
(x̂n)+p

w(̂xn)
(x̂)

= α
p

w(̂xn)
(x̂)

= αn, n ∈ N0.
Hence, ϕx̂(T (x̂n)) = ϕx̂(x̂n+1) = αn+1 = ααn = αϕx̂(x̂n) as n ∈ N0. For x ∈ Vx̂\O(x̂), we obtain

ϕx̂(T (x)) = α−p
x̂

(T (x))+pw(T (x))(x̂) = α−(p
x̂

(x)−1)+pw(T (x))(x̂) = α−(p
x̂

(x)−1)+pw(x)(x̂) = αϕx̂(x),
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where we used the equality w(T (x)) = w(x), x ∈ Vx̂\O(x̂). Now, let ϕ : X → R+ be defined by
ϕ(x) := ϕx̂(x), where x̂ ∈ W is the unique element of W with x ∈ Vx̂. It follows that ϕ satisfies the
conditions of Lemma 2.(2). �

3.2. Bessaga theorem in partial metric setting. In [10] there is stated and proved a theorem
which we find as a natural counterpart of the Banach contraction principle for partial metric spaces.

Theorem 4 (cf. Theorem 3.1 in [10]). Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space and suppose

that T : X → X is a map satisfying the following condition

p(T (x), T (y)) ≤ max{αp(x, y), p(x, x), p(y, y)},

x, y ∈ X, where α ∈ (0, 1) is fixed. Then there exists a unique point x ∈ Xp for which T (x) = x.

Moreover, limn→∞ p(T n(x), x) = p(x, x) = limm,n→∞ p(T n(x), T m(x)) for any x ∈ Xp.

By slightly modifying the original proof of Theorem 4 one can prove the next theorem.

Theorem 5. Let (X, p) be a 0–complete partial metric space with ρp = 0. Suppose that T : X → X
is a map satisfying the following condition

p(T (x), T (y)) ≤ max{αp(x, y), p(x, x), p(y, y)}, (2)

x, y ∈ X, where α ∈ (0, 1) is fixed. Then there exists a unique point x ∈ Xp for which T (x) = x.

Moreover, 0 = p(x, x) = limn→∞ p(T n(x), x) = limm,n→∞ p(T n(x), T m(x)) for any x ∈ Xp.

Notice that if a map T satisfies condition (2), then for any a ∈ R there exists at most one fixed
point xa of T for which p(xa, xa) = a. Therefore, any such a map has at most continuum of fixed
points, that is, card{x ∈ X : x = T (x)} ≤ c.

It turns out that a version of the Bessaga theorem holds true in partial metric spaces.

Theorem 6. Let X be a nonempty set and T : X → X be a map such that the nonempty set

A := {x ∈ X : x = T (x)} of its fixed points is of cardinality at most continuum, that is, card(A) ≤ c.

Suppose also that x 6= T n(x), n ∈ N, x ∈ X\A. For each α ∈ (0, 1) there exists a partial metric p
on X such that (X, p) is a 0-complete partial metric space with ρp = 0 and it holds

p(T (x), T (y)) ≤ max{αp(x, y), p(x, x), p(y, y)}, (3)

x, y ∈ X. If CH holds, that is, card(A) = c if ℵ0 < card(A) ≤ c, then the space (X, p) is a complete

partial metric space.

Proof. We shall prove the claim in a way similar to the method presented in the proof of Theorem
3. However, this time we do not have Lemma 2 at hand. As previously, for x ∈ X, denote
Vx :=

⋃
{O(y) : y ∈ X and O(y) ∩ O(x) 6= ∅}. Choose any x ∈ A. Define X1 :=

⋃
x∈A\{x} Vx and

X0 := X\X1. Observe that T (Xi) ⊂ Xi, i = 0, 1, and X0 ∩ X1 = ∅. Moreover, there is exactly one
fixed point of T that belongs to X0, namely x, and there are no other periodic points of T in X0.
Therefore, X0 = Vx ∪

⋃
x̂∈W Vx̂, for a set W ⊂ X0\{x}, and Vx ∩ Vy = ∅ for x 6= y, x, y ∈ A ∪ W (see

the proof of Theorem 3). Let h : A\{x} → (α, 1) be an injection – it exists by the assumption that
card(A) ≤ c. If card(A) ≤ ℵ0, then we assume that either h(A\{x}) is discrete or it has exactly
one accumulation point in (α, 1). Under the continuum hypothesis, if card(A) = c we may assume
that h(A\{x}) is a closed subinterval of (α + ε, 1 − ε) for some ε > 0.

We shall now define a function ϕ : X → R+ with help of which we will construct a partial metric
on X. For any x ∈ X, by x̂ we denote the unique y ∈ A ∪ W with x ∈ Vy. Hence, x̂ = x, x ∈ A.
For x ∈ X we define a map ϕ : X → R+ by

ϕ(x) :=





0 if x = x,
α−px(x) if x ∈ Vx\{x},

α−p
x̂

(x)+pw(x)(x̂) if x ∈ X0\Vx,

α−p
x̂

(x)h(x̂) if x ∈ X1.
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It follows that ϕ(T (x)) ≤ αϕ(x), x ∈ X\A, with strict inequality only if T (x) = x (see the proof of
Theorem 3 for details). Moreover, ϕ(x) ≥ α, x ∈ X1.

Let us now define a function p : X × X → R+ by

p(x, y) :=





max{ϕ(x), ϕ(y)} if x 6= y, x, y ∈ X\A,
max{1

2
ϕ(x), 1

2
ϕ(y)} if x 6= y, x, y ∈ A,

max{1
2
ϕ(x), ϕ(y)} if x 6= y, x ∈ A, y ∈ X\A,

max{ϕ(x), 1
2
ϕ(y)} if x 6= y, x ∈ X\A, y ∈ A,

0 if x = y, x ∈ X0,
1
2
ϕ(x) if x = y, x ∈ X1.

The function p is a partial metric on X. It is obvious that p is nonnegative and symmetric. Observe
that p(x, x) ≤ 1

2
ϕ(x) ≤ max{1

2
ϕ(x), 1

2
ϕ(y)} ≤ p(x, y), provided x 6= y, x, y ∈ X. Therefore,

p(x, x) ≤ p(x, y), x, y ∈ X. To prove the triangle inequality for partial metrics assume that x, y, z ∈
X. If x = y, then p(x, y) = p(x, x) ≤ p(x, z) ≤ p(x, z) + p(z, y) − p(z, z). If x = z, then p(x, y) =
p(z, y) ≤ p(x, z) + p(z, y) − p(z, z); the case z = y is now obvious. So, let x 6= z 6= y 6= x. There are
a, b, c ∈ {1

2
, 1} for which p(x, y) = max{aϕ(x), bϕ(y)}, p(x, z) = max{aϕ(x), cϕ(z)} and p(z, y) =

max{cϕ(z), bϕ(y)}. Thus, by Lemma 1 and nonnegativity of ϕ, p(x, y) = max{aϕ(x), bϕ(y)} ≤
max{aϕ(x), cϕ(z)}+max{cϕ(z), bϕ(y)}−cϕ(z) ≤ p(x, z)+p(z, y)− 1

2
ϕ(z) = p(x, z)+p(z, y)−p(z, z).

We now show that p(x, y) = p(x, x) = p(y, y) implies x = y. If p(x, x) = 0, then x, y ∈ X0, but p
restricted to X0×X0 is a metric on X0 (see the proof of Theorem 3), so x = y. Suppose that p(x, x) >
0. Hence, x, y ∈ X1 and ϕ(x) > 0, ϕ(y) > 0 which entails that p(x, y) = max{1

2
ϕ(x), 1

2
ϕ(y)} > 0

and, consequently, x, y ∈ A\{x}. Now, if x 6= y, then h(x) 6= h(y) and, equivalently, ϕ(x) 6= ϕ(y)
which is impossible. Therefore, x = y and we have just shown that the pair (X, p) is a partial
metric space.

To prove 0-completeness notice that limn,m→∞ p(xn, xm) = 0, for a sequence (xn)n∈N in X, implies
either the sequence is eventually constant with xn ∈ X0 for large n ∈ N or limn→∞ ϕ(xn) = 0 which
implies xn ∈ X0 and 0 = p(x, x) = ϕ(x) = limn→∞ p(xn, x) = limn→∞ p(xn, xn). Whence, the
partial metric space (X, p) is 0-complete. Suppose now that CH is true and limn,m→∞ p(xn, xm) =
a > 0 for a sequence (xn)n∈N in X. Then we may assume that xn ∈ X1, n ∈ N. This implies
that limn→∞ p(xn, xn) = limn→∞

1
2
ϕ(xn) = a. Since a > 0, we see that, for large m, n ∈ N,

max{1
2
ϕ(xn), ϕ(xm)} > 3

2
a, max{ϕ(xn), 1

2
ϕ(xm)} > 3

2
a and, the more, max{ϕ(xn), ϕ(xm)} > 3

2
a.

This, in view of the definition of the partial metric p, proves that either the sequence (xn)n∈N

is eventually constant (because limn→∞ p(xn, xn) = limn→∞
1
2
ϕ(xn) = a > 0) or xn ∈ A\{x}

for large n. We may assume that xn ∈ A\{x}, n ∈ N. It suffices to consider the latter case
to prove completeness, because the former one is obvious. Notice that x̂ = x and px̂(x) = 0
for x ∈ A. Hence, p(xn, xm) = max{1

2
ϕ(xn), 1

2
ϕ(xm)} = max{1

2
h(xn), 1

2
h(xm)} and, since the

sequence (xn)n∈N is Cauchy, a = limn→∞
1
2
h(xn) = 1

2
ĥ for some ĥ ∈ h(A\{x}), due to closedness

of the image h(A\{x}) as a subset of [0, 1]. Let ĥ = h(x) for some (unique) x ∈ A\{x}. We
have limn→∞ p(xn, x) = limn→∞ max{1

2
h(xn), 1

2
h(x)} = 1

2
h(x) = p(x, x) = a, which, taking into

account that limn→∞ p(xn, xn) = a, shows that (X, p) is a complete partial metric space. To finish
the proof it suffices to verify condition (3). Let x, y ∈ X\A. Then, for some a, b ∈ {0, 1

2
, 1},

p(T (x), T (y)) = max{aϕ(T (x)), bϕ(T (y))} ≤ α max{aϕ(x), bϕ(y)} ≤ αp(x, y). If x ∈ A and y ∈
X\A, then 1

2
ϕ(T (x)) = 1

2
ϕ(x) = p(x, x) and ϕ(T (y)) ≤ αϕ(y) ≤ αp(x, y), from which we get

p(T (x), T (y)) ≤ max{1
2
ϕ(T (x)), ϕ(T (y))} ≤ max{αp(x, y), p(x, x)} (the case y ∈ A and x ∈ X\A

is symmetric). For x, y ∈ A, p(T (x), T (y)) = max{1
2
ϕ(T (x)), 1

2
ϕ(T (y))} = max{1

2
ϕ(x), 1

2
ϕ(y)} =

max{p(x, x), p(y, y)}. The claim follows. �

3.3. Bessaga theorem for partial metric spaces and CH. If CH is true, the partial metric
space constructed in the proof of Theorem 6 is complete. However, if the set of fixed points, that
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is, A is uncountable and we do not know whether it is of cardinality continuum, then it may
happen that h(A) is not bijective with any closed subset of R. Recall that according to the Cantor-
Bendixson theorem uncountable closed subsets of R contain perfect subsets (see [13] or [14] for
set–theoretical or topological definitions and theorems used in this subsection). It is well-known
that perfect subsets of R are of cardinality c. In view of Theorem 6, it turns out that CH is
equivalent to the statement: for any fixed α ∈ (0, 1), if A 6= ∅ is a set with card(A) ≤ c, then there
exists a partial metric p on A such that the partial metric space (A, p) is complete and the identity
mapping Id(x) := x, x ∈ A, satisfies the condition p(Id(x), Id(y)) ≤ max{αp(x, y), p(x, x), p(y, y)},
x, y ∈ A. Observe that the inequality p(Id(x), Id(y)) ≤ max{αp(x, y), p(x, x), p(y, y)}, x, y ∈ A, is
equivalent to p(x, y) ≤ max{p(x, x), p(y, y)}, x, y ∈ A. We summarize the above discussion in the
last theorem in this paper.

Theorem 7. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) CH holds, that is, for any set A, if ℵ0 < card(A) ≤ c, then card(A) = c.

(2) Let X be a nonempty set, T : X → X a map such that 0 < card{x ∈ X : x = T (x)} ≤ c

and x 6= T n(x), n ∈ N, x ∈ X\{x ∈ X : x = T (x)}. Then, for each α ∈ (0, 1), there exists

a partial metric p on X such that (X, p) is a complete partial metric space with ρp = 0 and

p(T (x), T (y)) ≤ max{αp(x, y), p(x, x), p(y, y)}, x, y ∈ X.

(3) For each set A whose cardinality does not exceed c there exists a partial metric p on A such

that the partial metric space (A, p) is complete, ρp = 0, and p(x, y) ≤ max{p(x, x), p(y, y)},

x, y ∈ A.

Proof. By Theorem 6, (1) implies (2). Setting T (x) := Id(x), x ∈ X := A, we get that (2) entails
(3) (see the discussion preceding Theorem 7).

We shall show that (1) follows from (3). Suppose that (A, p) is a complete partial metric space
such that p(x, y) ≤ max{p(x, x), p(y, y)}, x, y ∈ A. It suffices to show ℵ0 < card(A) ≤ c implies
card(A) = c. Let f(x) := p(x, x), x ∈ A. Observe that f(x) 6= f(y) for x 6= y - this follows
from definition of a partial metric. Hence, f is injective and it maps A onto f(A) ⊂ R. We shall
show that f(A) is a closed subset of R. Let (yn)n∈N be a sequence in f(A) that converges to some
y ∈ R. For each n ∈ N there is xn ∈ A with f(xn) = yn. Observe that yn = f(xn) = p(xn, xn) ≤
p(xn, xm) ≤ max{p(xn, xn), p(xm, xm)} = max{f(xn), f(xm)} = max{yn, ym}. Hence, the sequence
(xn)n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in (A, p) with limm,n→∞ p(xn, xm) = y. By completeness of (A, p),
there is x ∈ A such that limn→∞ p(xn, x) = p(x, x) = y. From this it follows that y ∈ f(A) and
f(A) is a closed uncountable subset of R. By the Cantor-Bendixson theorem, c ≤ card(f(A)) ≤ c.
Equality card(f(A)) = c follows from the Cantor-Bernstein theorem. But A and f(A) are of the
same cardinality, so card(A) = c. �
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