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TROPICAL ADIC SPACES I:

THE CONTINUOUS SPECTRUM OF A TOPOLOGICAL SEMIRING

NETANEL FRIEDENBERG AND KALINA MINCHEVA

ABSTRACT. Towards building tropical analogues of adic spaces, we study certain spaces of

prime congruences as a topological semiring replacement for the space of continuous val-

uations on a topological ring. This requires building the theory of topological idempotent

semirings, and we consider semirings of convergent power series as a primary example. We

consider the semiring of convergent power series as a topological space by defining a metric

on it. We check that, in tropical toric cases, the proposed objects carry meaningful geometric

information. In particular, we show that the dimension behaves as expected. We give an ex-

plicit characterization of the points in terms of classical polyhedral geometry in a follow up

paper.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. CONTEXT OF THIS WORK

Tropical varieties are often described as combinatorial shadows of algebraic varieties. How-
ever, they do not naturally carry any scheme structure. In tropical geometry most algebraic
computations are done on the classical side, using the algebra of the original variety. The
theory developed so far has explored the geometric aspect of tropical varieties as opposed
to the underlying (semiring) algebra and there are still many commutative algebra tools and
notions without a tropical analogue.

In recent years, there has been a lot of effort dedicated to developing the necessary tools
for semiring commutative algebra and tropical scheme theory using many different frame-
works. Among these are prime congruences [41], blueprints [47], tropical ideals [48], tropical
schemes [28], super-tropical algebra [39], and systems [61]. The goal of these programs is to
endow the varieties with extra structure analogous to the extra structure schemes carry over
classical varieties. This, in turn, would allow for the further exploration of the properties of
tropicalized spaces independent of their classical algebraic counterparts.

One peculiarity of these frameworks is that the framework itself is purely algebraic, but
the theory does not recover the scheme points or classical points of a variety. Instead, some
of these theories can reconstruct the underlying topological space of the Berkovich analyti-
fication of an affine variety. Motivated by this discrepancy, we work towards developing an
analytic theory of tropical spaces, namely tropical adic spaces. The present paper is the first
stage of this program.

Tropical methods have gained a lot of popularity in recent years because they provide
a new set of purely combinatorial tools which have been used to approach classical prob-
lems, notably in the study of curves and their moduli spaces [19], [40], [50], [51], motivic
integration [53], [54], toric degenerations and Newton-Okounkov bodies [9], [10], [17], [45],
mirror symmetry [30], [37], [55], and tropical approach to a generalized Hodge conjecture
[4]. Even though tropical geometry has proved useful in many cases, there are some natural
limitations to the theory. The goal of developing tropical commutative algebra and scheme
theory is to push the methods further, beyond the study of curves, and to help control the
combinatorics of the classical tropical varieties. The commutative algebra of semirings has
also been shown to be relevant in other situations, such as the classification of torus equi-
variant flat families of finite type over a toric variety [44]. Connes and Consani’s program to
prove the Riemann Hypothesis [14], [15] has worked deeply with the commutative algebra
of semirings. Additionally, the connections between semiring algebra and classical tropical
geometry have been further developed in [63].

One of the motivations for seeking scheme structure on a tropical variety is to get better
control over the tropical objects via a functorial construction. Some potential applications of
this would be as follows.

(1) While tropical geometry has been very useful in enumerative geometry, there are sit-
uations where there are tropical sub-objects that cannot be realized as tropicalizations of
algebraic sub-objects and situations where multiple algebraic sub-objects tropicalize to the
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same tropical sub-object. By building a tropical theory with more nuanced algebraic infor-
mation, one would be able both to distinguish non-realizable tropical sub-objects and to
count tropical sub-objects with multiplicities.

(2) Tropical methods have been very successful in showing that specific subsets of mod-
uli spaces of curves are nonempty by constructing algebraic curves with certain properties.
These constructions proceed by first finding an abstract tropical curve with corresponding
properties. However, the existing notions of abstract tropical varieties in higher dimensions
(such as those found in [12] and [62]) have not been successfully used since the combinatori-
ally given gluing data is cumbersome. Our construction of tropical adic spaces will replace
this complicated gluing data with a sheaf of semirings.

(3) One fundamental limitation on the use of tropical geometry so far has been that the
tropicalization of a variety is dependent upon an embedding of that variety in a toric variety.
Therefore, not every property of the tropicalization is an inherent property of the variety.
However, the Abel-Jacobi map of a totally degenerate pointed curve canonically embeds
it into its Jacobian, which in turn can be tropicalized. Unfortunately, no existing tropical
scheme theory encompasses this tropicalization, as it inherently uses non-archimedean an-
alytic geometry. Our theory, however, will be analytic in nature and so should enable us to
recover more information about (and invariants of) the curve.

(4) Toroidal morphisms between toroidal embeddings are a ubiquitous class of morphisms
of varieties. They are used, for example, in semisistable reduction results (see [46], [1], and
[2]) which are key for the study of compactifications of moduli problems. In this and other
contexts, the way toroidal embeddings are used is to transform a question about morphisms
of varieties into a question about morphisms of cone complexes. However, it is not known
what property of a map of cone complexes should correspond to properness of the map
of toroidal embeddings. We expect that our theory will provide a semiring version of the
valuative criteria of properness which will allow us to translate properness of a toroidal
morphism into a condition on the proposed tropical adic spaces.

Much like our work, another, very recent, paper gives a polyhedral-geometric interpreta-
tion of a space of valuations. Motivated by potential applications to certain moduli spaces
and to Newton-Okounkov bodies, Amini and Iriarte study in [3] spaces of quasi-monomial

valuations to Rk
lex. They study these spaces from the tropical perspective, and show that

they can be interpreted as tangent cones of classical tropical spaces. In toric cases, the valu-
ations considered in [3] are analogous to the valuations we consider in this paper, but there
are several important differences. First, Amini and Iriarte work over a trivially valued field,
whereas we consistently suppose that our base semifield is infinite, which corresponds to
imposing that the valuation on the base field is nontrivial. As the previous sentence alludes,
they treat valuations as maps from a ring to a particular totally ordered abelian group while
our valuations are morphisms in the category of semirings. Second, they consider valua-

tions to Rk
lex. In contrast, while our value groups always admit an embedding in some Rk

lex,
we consider equivalence classes of arbitrary rank valuations and so work independently of

both k and the particular embedding into Rk
lex. This makes the spaces considered in [3] more

akin to the Hahn spaces of [22] than adic spaces.
While a notion of adic tropicalization has been developed in [21] by Foster and Payne it

bears no relation to ours. Their adic tropicalizations impose extra structure on the exploded
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tropicalizations of originally defined in [57] and carry sheaves of rings based on the par-
ticular variety being tropicalized. Our spaces live entirely in the framework of idempotent
semirings and the points are of a completely different nature.

The relation of tropical geometry to Berkovich spaces (and so Huber adic spaces) has been
well-studied [5], [20], [33]. This connection motivates us to look at adic geometry to build a
tropical scheme theory.

Another motivation for working towards a scheme theory with analytic flavor is the work
of Gubler. In [31] he constructs tropicalization of analytic subvarieties of tori and uses it in
[32] to prove the Bogomolov conjecture for an abelian variety over a function field which
is totally degenerate at a place. A tropical scheme theory that is completely algebraic will
never be able to include these tropicalizations, but a tropical scheme theory with an analytic
side will.

The main idea of our approach is to use prime congruences as points of the tropical
scheme rather than prime ideals. Unlike in the case of rings, there is no bijection between
the sets of ideals and congruences. In [48], the authors define a notion of tropical ideals and
show that sending a tropical ideal to its bend congruence gives a correspondence between
these and certain tropical schemes as defined in [28]. However, in the Zariski topology on
the set of prime ideals in the sense of [28], the open sets are too large - the condition that a
semiring element does not evaluate to zero is much less restrictive than in algebraic geom-
etry over fields and rings. We make first steps towards a more suitable topology, which is
reminiscent of the topology of adic space. While there have been some attempts to localize
by certain congruences [38], the intuition from analytic geometry is that we should look for
a completion rather than localization.

These kinds of prime congruences have shown up, in their incarnation as monomial
(pre)orders, in recent works on tropical differential equations [49], integral models [11], and
Gröbner theory [64].

When working over a trivially valued base field, the space of valuations on a finitely
generated algebra becomes the Riemann-Zariski space, which has a lot of algebraic flavor.
Trivial valuations can be viewed as taking values in the semifield B = {0, 1} whose multi-
plication operation is usual multiplication and whose addition operation is max(·, ·). Just as
in the ring case, the set of prime congruences on a toric monoid B-algebra form the combi-
natorial Riemann-Zariski space of [18]. We therefore restrict our attention to working with
totally ordered semifields different from B.

1.2. CONSTRUCTIONS AND RESULTS

In constructing adic spaces, before defining the adic spectrum of a pair, one defines the con-
tinuous spectrum of a topological ring. We recall that the continuous spectrum of a topolog-

ical (usually f-adic1) ring R, denoted Cont R, is the set of equivalence classes of continuous
valuations v on R. The valuation v is considered continuous if the map R → Γv ∪ {0} is con-
tinuous, where Γv is the totally ordered abelian group generated by Im(v)\{0} and Γv ∪ {0}
is given a topology first defined by Huber in [35]. The structure on Γv ∪ {0} is that of a

1An f-adic or Huber adic ring A is is a topological ring admitting an open subring A0 ⊂ A on which the

subspace topology is the I-adic topology, for some finitely generated ideal I of A0. F-adic rings are of central

importance to the theory of adic spaces.
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totally ordered additively idempotent semifield2, and we refer to the topology on it as the
Huber topology. The (idempotent) semiring analogue of a valuation is a homomorphism
to a totally ordered semifield, and the data of an equivalence class of valuations is given
by a prime congruence. As a first step towards building tropical adic spaces, for any topo-
logical semiring A we consider the set of prime congruences P on A for which A/P 6= B

and the map from A to the residue semifield κ(P) is continuous. Here κ(P) is the semifield
generated by A/P, equipped with a Huber topology; we write | • |P for the induced map
A → κ(P). We call that set the continuous spectrum of A, and denote it by Cont A. There
is also a direct link with adic spaces: a continuous generalized valuation in the sense of [28,
Definition 2.5.1] from a ring R to a semiring A induces a map from Cont A to Cont R.

Since we are motivated by tropical geometry, and because it greatly simplifies the theory,
we often restrict to S-algebras as opposed to general topological semirings. Here S 6= B is
a sub-semifield of the tropical semifield T. In future work, we will relax this hypothesis to
consider semiring analogues of Tate rings in the sense of [65, Section 6.2] and possibly more
general topological semirings.

In Section 3.2 we specify a topology on Cont A that is a direct analogue of the topology on
the continuous spectrum of a topological ring. That is, we declare that the sets of the form
U( f , g) = {P ∈ Cont A : | f |P ≤ |g|P 6= 0κ(P)} with f , g ∈ A are a subbase for the topology.
Combining the results of Section 3.2 and Proposition 3.43 we get our first result:

Theorem 1.1. The collection of sets U( f , g) is a base for the topology on Cont A which is closed
under intersection. Moreover, Cont is a contravariant functor from the category of topological S-
algebras to the category of topological spaces.

This result allows us, in upcoming work, to define tropicalization as a morphism in a
category of tropical adic spaces.

Just as in the case of the continuous spectrum of a topological ring, one does not expect
there to be a nice sheaf on Cont A; in Huber’s theory, the correct pre-sheaf is defined on
the adic spectrum of an affinoid ring which is a pair (A, A+) where A is an f-adic ring and

A+ ⊆ A a ring of integral elements3 of A.
If S is a totally ordered semifield and A is an S-algebra, we also consider the set ContS A

of prime congruences P on A such that the map from S to the residue semifield of P is con-
tinuous. By endowing A with a universal topology introduced in Appendix B, we interpret
this as Cont A. For technical reasons it is also convenient to consider the subset Cont◦S A
consisting of those P ∈ ContS A such that the inverse image of 0 ∈ A/P is just 0 ∈ A. We
prove analogous results to Theorem 1.1 for ContS and Cont◦S.

Our next focus is to get a concrete handle on the points of the space ContS A. When
M is a toric monoid corresponding to a cone σ, we say that ContT T[M] is the set of adic
points of the tropical toric variety NR(σ). To justify this, we recall what happens in the
classical scheme case. Suppose that X is an affine variety over a rank one valued field k → T

with valuation ring k◦ and that R is the coordinate ring of X. In this case the Berkovich
analytification of X can be identified with the set of valuations (multiplicative seminorms)
v : R → T extending the valuation on k [6, Remark 3.4.2]. On the other hand, the Huber adic

2See Theorem A.4 in Appendix A.1 for further explanation.
3In the theory of adic spaces, a subring A+ ⊆ A is called a ring of integral elements of A if it is integrally closed

and open in A and consists of power bounded elements in A.
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analytification of X consists of4 equivalence classes of those valuations on R (with target
an arbitrary totally ordered additively idempotent semifield) which are continuous when
restricted to k and which are bounded above by 1 on k◦. The semiring analogue of this
last condition always holds because the “valuation semiring” of S is {a ∈ S : a ≤ 1S}
and semiring homomorphisms preserve the order. So, because NR(σ) can be viewed as
Hom(T[M], T) (see [28, Theorem 6.3.1]), we find that NR(σ) is analogous to a Berkovich
analytification and ContT T[M] would be the corresponding adic analytification.

In [41] it is shown that, since quotients of T[Nn] and T[Zn] by a prime congruence P are
totally ordered, there is an equivalence between prime congruences and valuated monomial
(pre)oreders, which in turn can be described by (not generally unique) real-valued matrices

with n + 1 columns. More precisely given such a matrix C, for a monomial m = taxk1
1 . . . xkn

n

(where ta is the tropical number corresponding to the real number a), we give m the weight

C




a
k1
...

kn


 and compare the weights using the lexicographic order. Two polynomials are then

equivalent modulo P if their leading terms have the same weight. We explore this relation
in depth in [24].

For the case of T[M] with M a general toric monoid, where matrices are not a viable
option for understanding prime congruences (see Remark 3.17), we have to use the more
technical machinery of Hahn embeddings developed in Section 3.1. Specific cases of Corol-
lary 3.16 and Section 3.1 give us the following result.

Theorem 1.2 (How to give an adic point of a tropical toric variety). For M = Nn or Zn the
prime corresponding to a matrix C is in ContT T[M] if and only if the (1, 1)-entry of C is 1. For
M a general toric monoid, every point P of ContT T[M] can be given by a monoid homomorphism

T× × M → (T(k),×) satisfying certain properties.

Here, T(k) is the semifield whose multiplicative group is Rk ordered lexicographically.

The results on the continuous spectrum in Section 3.1 also allow us to describe specializa-
tions of points in a simple way. Unlike in the theory of adic spaces, where specializations
in Cont R have to be understood by decomposing them into a horizontal specialization and
a vertical specialization, we are able to give a simple characterization of specializations in
Cont A as inclusions of prime congruences; see Proposition 3.40.

Our primary focus is on understanding the continuous spectra of topological semirings
of convergent power series. In these series we allow coefficients in our sub-semifield S 6= B

of T and exponents in a toric monoid M. While the set of all power series is not necessarily
a semiring, the set Cnvg(P) of power series which converge at P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] is. We equip
Cnvg(P) with a metric and show that Cnvg(P) is a topological semiring with the topology
coming from the metric.

The next main result of the paper characterizes the continuous spectrum of the semir-
ing of convergent power series (at a point) and relates it to the continuous spectrum of a
generalized polynomial semiring.

4While this is well-known to experts, we could not find this statement in the literature. We have provided a

proof in Appendix D.
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Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 7.5). Let P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] and let ι : S[M] → Cnvg(P) be the inclusion
map. The induced map ι∗ : Cont(Cnvg(P)) → ContS S[M] is a bijection onto the set of those
prime congruences P′ ∈ ContS S[M] for which there exists a nonzero c ∈ S such that for any term
m ∈ S[M], c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ .

We also give an explicit construction of any Q ∈ Cont(Cnvg(P)) from the corresponding
point of ContS S[M]; see Corollary 7.15.

We give a geometric interpretation to the algebraic characterization of Cont(Cnvg(P)) in
Theorem 7.22. Let σ be the cone giving rise to the toric monoid M. Recall that the adic
points of the tropical toric variety NR(σ) are the points of ContT T[M]. We define a natural
map ContT T[M] → NR(σ) that is is a tropical analogue of the map from the Huber adic
analytification of a variety to the Berkovich analytification of that variety.

Theorem 1.4 (Analytic regions in tropical toric varieties). The map ι∗ gives a bijection from
Cont Cnvg(P) to the set of adic points of the tropical toric variety NR(σ) that map to a region of
NR(σ) given by imposing inequalities on the coordinates.

Example 1.5 (The unit disc in tropical affine space). Let P be the prime congruence on
T[x1, . . . , xn] given by the matrix

(
1 0 · · · 0

)
. Then ι∗ gives a bijection from Cont Cnvg(P)

to the set of adic points of tropical affine space that map to the tropical unit disc in (classical)
tropical affine space.

In fact, Theorem 7.22 works with T replaced by any sub-semifield S 6= B and also explic-
itly describes the region that is the range of ι∗. Specifically, it states that P′ is in the image of
ι∗ if and only if the image of P′ in the tropical toric variety NR(σ) lies in ω + σ̄. Here ω is
the image of P in NR(σ) and σ̄ is the closure of σ in NR(σ). In the polynomial and Laurent
polynomial cases, corresponding to affine space and the torus, we give alternative explicit
descriptions in terms of defining matrices for the primes; see Corollaries 7.6 and 7.7.

Application 1.6. An immediate application of the tools developed here appears in our fol-
low up paper [24], where we give an explicit geometric characterization of the points of
ContS S[M] when M is a toric monoid. When combined with Theorem 7.22, this gives an in-
terpretation of the points of Cont(Cnvg(P)) in terms of classical polyhedral geometry. This
interpretation gives an application of our theory to Gröbner theory over valued fields by
classifying the “valuated term orders” used in that context. Our geometric classification in
[24] can be seen as complementary to an earlier algebraic result of Robbiano in [60] in the
non-valuated case which classified usual monomial orders in terms of their defining matri-
ces.

Classically, the dimension of a Noetherian local ring and its completion are the same.
In Proposition 5.6 we show that, for P ∈ ContS S[M], Cnvg(P) is the completion of S[M]
with respect to a metric induced by P. Corollary 8.8 shows a direct analog of the classical
dimension result in the case S = T; the following result combines that with a geometric
interpretation from [52, Theorem 7.2.1].

Theorem 1.7. Let M be a toric monoid corresponding to a cone σ and let P a prime congruence in
Cont◦T T[M], then

dimtop Cnvg(P) = dimT T[M].

This is also equal to the (usual geometric) dimension of the tropical toric variety NR(σ).
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Here, the dimension dimS A is the number of strict inclusions in the longest chain of prime
congruences in ContS A and dimtop A is the number of strict inclusions in the longest chain
of prime congruences in Cont A, when A is a topological S-algebra.

Without the restriction on the coefficients we have the following more general statement.

Theorem 1.8 (Corollary 8.6). Let S 6= B be a sub-semifield of T, M be a toric monoid, and P a
prime congruence in Cont◦S S[M]. Then

dimS S[M] ≥ dimtop Cnvg(P) ≥ dimS S[M]− rk(κ(P)×/S×).

These inequalities are sharp; see Examples 8.20, 8.21, and 8.22 and Proposition 8.9.
In Appendix C we show that the term rk(κ(P)×/S×) can be interpreted as the transcen-

dence degree of the semifield extension κ(P)/S. This allows us to restate Abhyankar’s in-
equality so that all three terms are transcendence degrees as follows.

Corollary 1.9 (Corollary to Proposition C.11 and Abhyankar’s inequality). Let K2/K1 be an

extension of valued fields and let K̃2/K̃1 be the extension of residue fields. Also, let κ2/κ1 be the
extension of value semifields, i.e., the extension of semifields corresponding the extension of value
groups. Then

tr. deg(K2/K1) ≥ tr. deg(K̃2/K̃1) + tr. deg(κ2/κ1).

1.3. ORGANIZATION OF THE PAPER

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we review the necessary background, starting
with the basics of semirings and prime congruences on them. We give concrete examples
and recall how to specify prime congruences on the polynomial and Laurent polynomial
semirings in a concrete way. In addition, we discuss some of the basics of tropical toric va-
rieties. In Section 3 we introduce the continuous spectrum of a topological semiring and
realize it both as a topological space and a functor. In Section 4 we study the semiring of
convergent power series at a point P. We define a metric on Cnvg(P) in Section 5 and prove
that the topology induced by this metric makes Cnvg(P) into a topological semiring. In
Section 6 we study a canonical extension of any prime P ∈ Cont◦S (S[M]) to a prime on
Cnvg(P). We then use these canonical extensions in Section 7 to give algebraic and geomet-
ric descriptions of Cont (Cnvg(P)). Specifically, it is there that we prove Theorem 1.3. In
Section 8 we investigate an analogue of Krull dimension for Cnvg(P), compute it exactly in
many cases, and prove Theorem 1.8.

We also have several short appendices. In Appendix A.1 we discuss some basics of totally
ordered abelian groups and establish notation for them. In Appendix A.2 we recall Hahn’s
embedding theorem and describe how to modify one proof of it to give a slightly stronger
result which we use in our study of Cont A. In Appendix B we define a topology with a
certain universal property on any semiring. In Appendix C we introduce the transcendence
degree of a totally ordered semifield extension, and observe that it is the same as a quantity
that arose in our study of dimension in Section 8. In Appendix D we justify the relation
between our theory and the adic analytifications of varieties stated between Theorems 1.1
and 1.2.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Definition 2.1. By a semiring R we mean a commutative semiring with multiplicative unit.
That is, R is a set which is a commutative monoid with respect to each of two binary oper-
ations: an addition operation +R, whose identity is denoted 0R, and a multiplication oper-
ation ·R, whose identity is denoted 1R. Furthermore, we require that 0R 6= 1R, 0R is multi-
plicatively absorbing, and multiplication distributes over addition. We omit the subscripts
from the operations whenever this will not cause ambiguity.

Definition 2.2. A semifield is a semiring in which all nonzero elements have a multiplicative
inverse.

Definition 2.3. We call a semiring R additively idempotent if a + a = a for all a ∈ R. We refer
to additively idempotent semirings as just idempotent.

If R is an idempotent semiring, then the addition defines a partial order on R in the following
way: a ≥ b ⇔ a + b = a. With respect to this order, a + b is the least upper bound of a and
b. Any time we mention an order on an idempotent semiring, it is this partial order. When
we consider a totally ordered idempotent semiring, we mean an idempotent semiring for
which the order coming from addition is a total order.

Some of the idempotent semifields that we use throughout the paper are:

• The Boolean semifield B is the semifield with two elements {1, 0}, where 1 is the mul-
tiplicative identity, 0 is the additive identity and 1 + 1 = 1.

• The tropical semifield T is defined on the set R ∪ {−∞}, by setting the + operation
to be the usual maximum and the multiplication operation to be the usual addition,
with −∞ = 0T.

• The semifield Qmax is a sub-semifield of T. As a set it is Q ∪{−∞} and the operations
are the restrictions of the operations on T. We also use the same notation when Q is
replaced by any other additive subgroup of R.

• The semifield T(n) is defined on the set Rn ∪ {−∞}, by setting the addition opera-
tion to be lexicographical maximum and the multiplication operation to be the usual
pointwise addition.

Throughout this paper all monoids, rings and semirings are assumed to be commutative.
All rings and semirings have a multiplicative unit. Whenever we use the word semiring, we
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refer to an additively idempotent semiring. Our focus will be on totally ordered semifields
which are different from B.

Key Assumption 2.4. Henceforth, when we refer to totally ordered semifields, we implicitly
assume that they are not isomorphic to B.

In particular, whenever we refer to a sub-semifield of T, we implicitly assume that it is not
B. Totally ordered semifields can be seen as the image of a non-archimedean valuation. The
semifield B is then the image of the trivial valuation.

In order to distinguish when we are considering a real number as being in R or being
in T we introduce some notation. For a real number a, we let ta denote the corresponding
element of T. In the same vein, given a ∈ T, we write log(a) for the corresponding element
of R ∪ {−∞}. This notation is motivated as follows. Given a non-archimedean valuation
ν : K → R ∪ {−∞} on a field and λ ∈ R with λ > 1, we get a non-archimedean absolute

value | · |ν : K → [0, ∞) by setting |x|ν = λν(x). Since T is isomorphic to the semifield(
[0, ∞), max, ·R

)
, we use a notation for the correspondence between elements of R ∪ {−∞}

and elements of T that is analogous to the notation for the correspondence between ν(x) and
|x|ν. This notation is also convenient as we get many familiar identities such as log(1T) = 0R

and tatb = ta+Rb.
As defined in [29, Section 4] a semifield S is called algebraically closed if, for all a ∈ S and

all n ∈ Z>0, the equation xn = a has a solution in S. Note that, if S is totally ordered, xn = a
has at most one solution in S. If L/S is an extension of semifields, the algebraic closure of S
in L is {x ∈ L : for some n ∈ Z>0, xn ∈ S}.

Definition 2.5. Let R be a semiring and let a ∈ R\{0}. We say that a is a cancellative element
if for all b, c ∈ R, whenever ab = ac then b = c. If all elements of R\{0} are cancellative,
then we say that R is a cancellative semiring.

Definition 2.6. A congruence on a semiring R is an equivalence relation on R that respects the
operations of R. The trivial congruence on R is the diagonal ∆ ⊆ R × R, for which R/∆ ∼= R.
We call a proper congruence P of a semiring R prime if R/P is totally ordered and cancella-
tive (cf. Definition 2.3 and Proposition 2.10 in [41]).

In view of the previous definition we introduce the following notation.

Notation 2.7. Let R be semiring and let P be a prime on R. For two elements r1, r2 ∈ R we
say that r1 ≤P r2 (resp. r1 <P r2, resp. r1 ≡P r2) whenever r1 ≤ r2 (resp. r1 < r2, resp.
r1 = r2) in R/P. Here by r we mean the image of r in R/P.

Note that P is determined by the relation ≤P on R. Moreover, if G is a set of additive
generators for R, then P is determined by the restriction of ≤P to G.

Given a homomorphism ϕ : R → R′ of semirings and a congruence E on R′, the pullback
of E to R is the congruence ϕ∗(E) := (ϕ × ϕ)−1(E) ⊆ R × R. The homomorphism ϕ induces
an injective homomorphism R/ϕ∗(E) →֒ R′/E. In particular, if E is prime, then ϕ∗(E) is
also prime.

The following is a restatement in the language of congruences of a widely known fact.

Theorem 2.8 (The correspondence theorem for congruences). Let R be a semiring and let E be
a congruence on R. Pulling back along the quotient map R → R/E gives an inclusion preserving
bijection between (prime) congruences on R/E and (prime) congruences on R that contain E. In
particular, there exists a unique congruence on R/E, namely ∆, whose pullback to R is E.
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A large class of semirings that we will be interested in are the monoid S-algebras S[M]
where S is a totally ordered semifield and M a monoid. Elements of S[M] are finite sums of
expressions of the form aχu with a ∈ S and u ∈ M, which are called monomials or terms. We
call elements of S[M] generalized semiring polynomials or polynomials when no confusion will
arise.

Consider a prime congruence P on S[M] and f =
n

∑
i=1

aiχ
ui ∈ S[M]. We say that ajχ

uj is a

P-leading term of f if ajχ
uj ≥P aiχ

ui for all i. Note that if ajχ
uj is a P-leading term of f , then

f ≡P ajχ
uj .

When R = S[M], where S ⊆ T and M = Nn or Zn we can explicitly describe all of the

prime congruences on R. By letting xi = χei with ei the ith standard basis vector, S[Nn]
and S[Zn] are identified with a polynomial semiring and a Laurent polynomial semiring,
respectively, each over S and in n variables.

Example 2.9. Let R = S[Zn] where S is a subsemifield of T. A k× (n+ 1) real valued matrix
C such that the first column of C is lexicographically greater than or equal to the zero vector
gives a prime congruence on R as follows. For any monomial m = taχu ∈ S[Zn] we let

Ψ(m) = C

(
a
u

)
∈ Rk, where we view u ∈ Zn as a column vector. We call

(
a
u

)
the exponent

vector of the monomial m. For any nonzero f ∈ S[Zn], write f as a sum of monomials
m1, . . . , mr and set Ψ( f ) = max1≤i≤r Ψ(mi), where the maximum is taken with respect to the
lexicographic order. Finally, set Ψ(0) = −∞. We specify the prime congruence P by saying
that f and g are equal modulo P if Ψ( f ) = Ψ(g). In this case we say that C is a defining
matrix for P.

In this situation, we say that the first column of C is the column corresponding to the coeffi-
cient or the column corresponding to S. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we say that the (i + 1)st column of C is
the column corresponding to xi.

Every prime congruence on S[Zn] has a defining matrix; see [41], where it is shown that
the matrix can be taken to be particularly nice. ♦

Before we discuss the corresponding construction for S[Nn], we introduce a few more
concepts.

Let E be a congruence on a semiring R. The ideal-kernel of E is the set of elements a ∈ R
such that (a, 0R) ∈ E. It is easy to see that the ideal-kernel of E is an ideal of R. If the
ideal-kernel of E is the zero ideal, then we say that E has trivial ideal-kernel.

Let ϕ : R → R′ be a homomorphism of semirings. The congruence-kernel of ϕ , denoted
ker(ϕ), is the pullback ϕ∗(∆) of the trivial congruence on R′. If R′ is totally ordered and
cancellative, then ker(ϕ) is prime. The ideal-kernel of ϕ is the set of those a ∈ R such that
ϕ(a) = 0R′ . Clearly, the ideal-kernel of ϕ is the same as the ideal-kernel of ker(ϕ).

Remark 2.10. If G is a set of additive generators for R and E is a congruence on R, then the
ideal-kernel I of E is determined by I ∩ G. Specifically, I is the additive closure of I ∩ G.

Example 2.11. When R = S[Zn] every prime congruence has trivial ideal-kernel. More
generally, if R is generated by units, then every prime congruence on R has trivial ideal-
kernel.

Example 2.12. When R = S[Nn] the prime congruences with trivial ideal-kernel are re-
strictions of primes in S[Zn]. The primes with nontrivial ideal-kernel correspond to prime
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congruences with trivial ideal-kernel on S[Zm] for some m < n, together with a choice of

m of x1, . . . , xn. For more details we refer the reader to [41].5 Alternatively, if P is prime
congruence on S[Nn] with nontrivial ideal-kernel, then we can define it by a matrix in the
following way. We allow some entries of the matrix C to be −∞, but if −∞ occurs as one
entry, then it must occur as all entries in the same column. One defines the multiplication of
a matrix C with the exponent vector of a monomial as usual by extending the multiplication
in the following way: 0 · (−∞) = 0 and for all a > 0, a · (−∞) = −∞. We then define Ψ as in

the Laurent polynomial case; if C

(
a
u

)
has all of its entries −∞, then we set Ψ(taχu) = −∞.

We then let P be defined as before, and call C a defining matrix for P.
In this situation, xi is in the ideal-kernel of P if and only if the column of C corresponding

to xi is −∞. The ideal-kernel of P is the ideal of S[Nn] generated by such xi. ♦
Example 2.13. When R = S[M], where S ⊆ T and M = Nn or Zn we can explicitly describe
the order that P defines. Let C be a defining matrix for P as in Example 2.9 or Example 2.12
and let Ψ be the corresponding map. For any f , g ∈ R, f ≤P g exactly if Ψ( f ) ≤lex Ψ(g). ♦

It will be convenient to know that we can choose a defining matrix with a particular form.
To accomplish this, we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 2.14 (Downward gaussian elimination). Let S ⊆ T and M = Nn or Zn and let P be a
prime congruence of S[M] with defining matrix C. Then the following elementary row operations do
not change the prime.

• multiplying a row by a positive constant.
• adding a multiple of a row to any row below it.

Proof. Consider the prime congruence P with defining matrix C with rows some vectors
v1, . . . , vk ∈ Rn+1. The prime (via matrix multiplication by C) defines an order on the set
of monomials of S[M] as in Example 2.13. Let m and m′ be monomials of S[M] and denote
their exponent vectors by w and w′. Without loss of generality assume that m ≥P m′. This
means that Cw ≥lex Cw′. Multiplying any of the rows of C by a positive constant preserves
the inequality.

Consider i < j ≤ k, so vi is a row of C that is higher than vj. If Uw ≥lex Uw′, then
there exists q, such that vlw = vlw

′, for all l < q and vqw ≥ vqw′. If j > q, then adding a
multiple of vi to vj does not affect Cw ≥lex Cw′, because vj does not contribute to the above
condition. If j ≤ q then vjw ≥ vjw

′ and viw = viw
′. Then for any a ∈ R we still have that

(avi + vj)w ≥ (avi + vj)w
′. �

Note that, if a row of the matrix is all zero, then removing the row does not change the
prime congruence that the matrix defines. Thus, using downward gaussian elimination, we
can always choose a defining matrix in which the rows are linearly independent (over R).

Let R be a semiring and A a submonoid of the multiplicative monoid of cancellative
elements in R. We define an equivalence relation ∼ on A × R as follows: (a, r) ∼ (a′, r′) if
and only if there exist u, u′ ∈ R, such that ur = u′r′ and ua = u′a′ ∈ A. We think of the
equivalence class of (a, r) as the fraction r

a .

5While this is true for all sub-semifields S of T, this was originally proved for S = T in [41].
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Definition 2.15. Let R be a semiring and A the set of all cancellative elements in R. The usual
operations on fractions make (A× R)/ ∼ into a semiring, called the total semiring of fractions
and denoted by Frac(R). There is a natural injective homomorphism η : R → Frac(R) which
we consider as an inclusion map.

This semiring is well-defined and satisfies the usual universal property, namely: if R is a
semiring and ϕ : R → B is a morphism of semirings, then ϕ factors through η : R → Frac(R)
if and only if ϕ maps every cancellative element of R to an invertible element of B. Moreover,
in this case it factors uniquely. For a detailed study of the semiring of fractions and its
properties we refer the reader to [29] or [34]. Note that Frac(R) is a semifield if and only if
R is cancellative.

Example 2.16. Let S be a totally ordered semifield and let M be a cancellative monoid. Then
Frac(S[M]) ∼= S[Λ], where Λ is the groupification of M.

The following result will be used in Section 8. While we do not use the result in its full
generality, this setting makes the proof much more straightforward.

Proposition 2.17. Let R be a semiring generated by a set of cancellative elements. Let Frac(R) be
the total semiring of fractions. Denote by η : R → Frac(R) be the natural inclusion and and let η∗

be the pullback map on prime congruences. Then η∗ is an injection and its image is the set of primes
on R with trivial ideal-kernel.

Proof. For any prime P on R, define

QP = {( f , g) ∈ Frac(R)2 : (a f , ag) ∈ P for some cancellative a ∈ R}.

It is elementary to show that QP is a congruence on Frac(R). Since each cancellative element
of R is a unit in Frac(R), then any prime congruence Q on Frac(R) for which η∗(Q) = P
contains QP.

Suppose P is a prime on R which has nontrivial ideal-kernel. Because the ideal-kernel of
P is determined by its intersection with any set of additive generators, the ideal-kernel of P
contains some cancellative element a ∈ R, i.e., (0R, a) ∈ P. Since (0R, a) = (a · 0R, a · 1R), we
have (0R, 1R) ∈ QP. So there is no prime P on Frac(R) containing QP. Thus, P is not in the
image of η∗.

Now suppose that P is a prime on R which has trivial ideal-kernel. Then the images
in R/P of cancellative elements of R are again cancellative. Thus, cancellative elements of
R map to units under the map R → R/P → Frac(R/P), so, by the universal property of
Frac(R), we get a unique commutative diagram

R

π

��

η
// Frac(R)

ϕ

��
R/P

η ′
// Frac(R/P).

The congruence-kernel Q = ker ϕ of ϕ is a prime on Frac(R), and, by the commutativity of
the diagram, η∗(Q) = P. In particular, P is in the image of η∗.

We claim that Q = QP. We already know that Q ⊇ QP. So say ( f , g) ∈ Q, i.e., ϕ( f ) =

ϕ(g). Write f = f ′

a and g = g′

b for some a, b, f ′ , g′ ∈ R with a, b cancellative. Note that
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ab f = b f ′ ∈ R, abg = ag′ ∈ R, and

η′ ◦ π(b f ′) = ϕ ◦ η(b f ′) = ϕ ◦ η(ag′) = η′ ◦ π(ag′).

Since η′ is injective, this gives us that π(b f ′) = π(ag′), so (b f ′, ag′) ∈ ker π = P. Thus
(ab f , abg) = (b f ′, ag′) ∈ P with ab cancellative in R, so ( f , g) ∈ QP. Thus, Q = QP. Also,
note that Frac(R)/Q is isomorphic to Frac(R/P) as a Frac(R)-algebra.

Now suppose Q′ is another prime on Frac(R) with ϕ∗(Q′) = P. Then Q′ ⊇ QP = Q =

ker ϕ. Therefore there is a prime Q̃ on Frac(R/P) such that ϕ∗(Q̃) = Q′. Let P̃ = (η′)∗(Q̃).
By the commutativity of the diagram, π∗(P̃) = P. But there is only one prime on R/P

whose pullback along π is P, so P̃ = ∆R/P. By [42, Proposition 3.8], (η′)∗ is injective, so

Q̃ = ∆Frac(R/P). Thus Q′ = ϕ∗(Q̃) = ϕ∗(∆Frac(R/P)) = ker ϕ = Q. �

2.1. BASICS OF TROPICAL TORIC VARIETIES

In this section we recall the definition of classical tropical toric varieties. These arise as the
target of the extended Kajiwara-Payne tropicalization map from Berkovich analytifications
of toric varieties [43], [56]. In Section 7.1 we use a relationship between our spaces and trop-
ical toric varieties that is analogous to the relationship between adic spaces and Berkovich
spaces.

For a general introduction to toric varieties see [16] or [26]. In this paper we follow con-
ventions from [59]. Let Λ be a finitely generated free abelian group and denote by ΛR the
vector space Λ ⊗Z R. We write N := Λ∗ = Hom(Λ, Z) and NR = Hom(Λ, R) ∼= N ⊗Z R.
We will use the pairing NR × ΛR → R given by (v, u) 7→ 〈v, u〉 := v(u). A cone σ is a

strongly convex rational polyhedral cone in NR if σ =
r

∑
i=1

R≥0vi for vi ∈ N and σ contains no

line. By a cone we will always mean a strongly convex rational polyhedral cone. We denote
by σ∨ the dual cone of σ,

σ∨ = {u ∈ ΛR : 〈v, u〉 ≤ 0, ∀v ∈ σ} =
r⋂

i=1

{u ∈ ΛR : 〈vi, u〉 ≤ 0}.

Definition 2.18. We call a monoid of the form M = σ∨ ∩ Λ a toric monoid. When we want to
specify σ, we say that M is the toric monoid corresponding to σ.

Because σ is strongly convex, we can identify Λ with the groupification of M.

Definition 2.19. Let σ be a cone in NR . We denote by NR(σ) the set of monoid maps
Hom(σ∨ ∩ Λ, T), where we consider T as a multiplicative monoid. We call NR(σ) the tropi-
cal toric variety corresponding to the cone σ.

The tropical toric variety NR(σ) is endowed with a topology, given as follows. First,
observe that (T, ·T) ∼= (R≥0, ·R) as monoids. Thus, we can use the usual topology on R≥0 to

make T into a topological monoid. So we can give NR(σ) = Hom(σ∨ ∩ Λ, T) ⊆ Tσ∨∩Λ the

subspace topology where the space Tσ∨∩Λ of all functions σ∨ ∩ Λ → T carries the product
topology. This makes NR(σ) into a topological monoid using the operation ·T, although we
will denote this operation +R. For any face τ of σ, the inclusion σ∨ ∩ Λ ⊆ τ∨ ∩ Λ induces
a map NR(τ) → NR(σ), which identifies NR(τ) with an open topological submonoid of
NR(σ). The copy of NR

∼= NR({0}) in NR(σ) is exactly the set of units for the operation +R.
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Remark 2.20. More generally, for any fan Σ in NR, there is a tropical toric variety NR(Σ).
However, in this paper, we only use tropical toric varieties corresponding to cones.

3. THE CONTINUOUS SPECTRUM Cont A OF A TOPOLOGICAL SEMIRING A

In this section we define the continuous spectrum of a topological semiring A in terms of
continuity of a morphism A → K with K a totally ordered semifield. We start by defining
a topology on any totally ordered semifield. The results in this section rely heavily on the
assumption that the semifields we consider are infinite, i.e., not equal to B.

On any totally ordered semifield K we define the Huber topology as follows.6 A subset U
of K is open if and only if either 0K is not in U or if U contains [0K, a] for some a ∈ K×.
A base for this topology is given by the sets {a} and [0K, a] for all a ∈ K×. It is routine
to check that this topology makes K into a topological semiring, and that it is Hausdorff.
Whenever we consider a totally ordered semifield as a topological semiring, it will be using
the Huber topology unless specifically stated otherwise. We start by considering when a
homomorphism of totally ordered semifields is continuous.

Lemma 3.1. Let ϕ : S → K be a homomorphism of totally ordered semifields. The following are
equivalent.

(1) The homomorphism ϕ is continuous.
(2) For every a ∈ K× there is some b ∈ S× such that ϕ(b) ≤ a.
(3) For every a ∈ K× there is some b ∈ S× such that ϕ(b) < a.

Proof. We first show that (1) and (2) are equivalent. Because any homomorphism of semi-
fields has trivial ideal-kernel, for any a ∈ K× we automatically have that ϕ−1(a) is open.
So ϕ is continuous if and only if ϕ−1([0K, a]) is open for all a ∈ K×. Since ϕ−1([0K , a]) con-
tains 0S, this happens exactly if ϕ−1([0K, a]) contains [0S, b] for some b ∈ S×. This, in turn,
is equivalent to having ϕ([0S, b]) ⊂ [0K , a]. Because ϕ, as a homomorphism of semirings,
sends 0S to 0K and respects the ordering, this happens if and only if ϕ(b) ≤ a.

Clearly (3) implies (2). For the other direction, note that, for any a ∈ K×, there is some
a′ ∈ K× with a′ < a. If a > 1K we can take a′ = a−1, if a < 1K we can take a′ = a2, and
if a = 1K such an a′ exists because K 6= B. Then by (2) there is some b ∈ S× such that
ϕ(b) ≤ a′ < a. �

Corollary 3.2. Any surjective homomorphism of totally ordered semifields is continuous.

Proof. This follows because any surjective homomorphism satisfies (2) of Lemma 3.1. �

Corollary 3.3. Let S be a sub-semifield of T. Then any continuous homomorphism ϕ : S → K of
totally ordered semifields is injective.

6This is a standard construction for totally ordered abelian groups in adic geometry first defined in [35];

one recent reference is Remark 1.17 in [65]. This is the finest topology that makes a surjective valuation on a

field continuous when we give the field the valuation/metric topology. That is, if F is a field with a surjective

valuation to S (i.e., F has value group S×) and valuation ring R, then the Huber topology is the quotient topology

on S ∼= F/R×.



TROPICAL ADIC SPACES I: THE CONTINUOUS SPECTRUM OF A TOPOLOGICAL SEMIRING 16

Proof. It suffices to show that, for S a sub-semifield of T, (3) of Lemma 3.1 implies that ϕ is
injective. Since ϕ is a homomorphism of semifields it has trivial ideal-kernel, so ϕ is injective
if and only if the corresponding map ϕ× : S× → K× is injective. Since S ⊆ T, the only proper
convex subgroup of S× is {1S}. So if ϕ× were not injective, it would have to map all of S×

to 1K. But this contradicts (3) of Lemma 3.1 applied with a = 1K. �

The following proposition concerns the continuity of an arbitrary function ϕ : X → K
with K a totally ordered semifield and X a topological space. In practice we will apply it
when ϕ is a homomorphism of totally ordered semifields. While we only need this result
for these cases, the greater generality makes it easier to state and prove.

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a topological space, and let K and K′ be totally ordered semifields. Suppose
ϕ : X → K is a function, ψ : K → K′ is an injective homomorphism of totally ordered semifields,
and ψ ◦ ϕ : X → K′ is continuous. Then ϕ is continuous.

Proof. Consider a ∈ K×. Since ψ−1(ψ(a)) = {a}, ϕ−1(a) = (ψ ◦ ϕ)−1(ψ(a)), which is open
in X because ψ(a) 6= 0K′ and ψ ◦ ϕ is continuous.

So it suffices to show that ϕ−1([0K, a]) is open in X for each a ∈ K×. Since ψ is injective
and order-preserving, [0K, a] = ψ−1([0K′ , ψ(a)]). So ϕ−1([0K, a]) = (ψ ◦ ϕ)−1([0K′ , ψ(a)]),
which is open in X because ψ ◦ ϕ is continuous. �

In what follows, we make use of classical results on totally ordered abelian groups. For
the basics of, and our choice of notation for, totally ordered abelian groups we refer the
reader to Appendix A.1. Let G be a totally ordered abelian group, written multiplicatively.
A lexicographic product decomposition of G is a way of writing G = G1 × G2 as a product of
abelian groups with G1 and G2 totally ordered abelian groups such that the order on G is
the lexicographic order on G1 × G2.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose we have a commutative diagram

K
ϕ

// K′

S

ψ

__❃❃❃❃❃❃❃❃ ψ′

??⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧⑧

of homomorphisms of totally ordered semifields. Suppose there are lexicographic product decomposi-
tions of K× and (K′)× such that ψ and ψ′ identify S× with the first factor in each decomposition.
Then ϕ is continuous.

Proof. Identifying S× with its image in each of K× and (K′)×, we can write the lexicographic
product decompositions of K× and (K′)× as K× = S× × G and (K′)× = S× × G′ for some
totally ordered abelian groups G and G′. Since ϕ|K× : K× → (K′)× is a homomorphism of
totally ordered abelian groups, there are homomorphisms φ11 : S× → S×, φ22 : G → G′,
φ21 : S× → G′, and φ12 : G → S× such that, for all b1 ∈ S× and b2 ∈ G, ϕ(b1, b2) =
(φ11(b1)φ12(b2), φ21(b1)φ22(b2)). Because the above diagram commutes and we have used ψ

and ψ′ to identify S× with subgroups of K× and (K′)×, we have φ11 = idS× and φ21 is the
constant function 1G′ . Thus, ϕ(b1, b2) = (b1 · φ12(b2), φ22(b2)).

We claim that φ12 = 1S× . To see this, fix g ∈ G. For any s ∈ S× which is greater than
1S, we have (s, 1G) > (1S, g), so (s, 1G′) = ϕ(s, 1G) ≥ ϕ(1S, g) = (φ12(g), φ22(g)). By the
definition of the lexicographic order this tells us that s ≥ φ12(g); since this is true for all
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s > 1S in S×, we must have 1S ≥ φ12(g). The same statement is also true if we replace g
with g−1, so 1S ≥ φ12(g)−1. Together, these show that φ12(g) = 1S.

Say a = (a1, a2) ∈ (K′)× = S× × G′; we want to show that there is some b = (b1, b2) ∈
K× = S× × G such that ϕ(b) ≤ a, i.e., (b1, φ2(b2)) ≤lex (a1, a2). Pick any b1 ∈ S× which
is less than a1 and set b = (b1, 1G). Then ϕ(b) = (b1, φ22(1G)) = (b1, 1G′) ≤lex (a1, a2), as
desired. �

Corollary 3.6. Suppose that ϕ : S → K is a homomorphism of totally ordered semifields and there
is a lexicographic product decomposition of K× such that ϕ identifies S× with the first factor. Then
ϕ is continuous.

Proof. This is the particular case of Proposition 3.5 in which ψ is the identity map. �

Definition 3.7. Let P be a prime congruence on a semiring A. The residue semifield of A at P,
denoted κ(P), is the total semiring of fractions of A/P. We denote the canonical homomor-
phism A → A/P → κ(P) by a 7→ |a|P.

Example 3.8. Let P be a prime congruence on R = S[M], where S ⊆ T and M = Nn or
Zn. Let C be a defining matrix for P with k rows. There is a corresponding embedding

ϕ : κ(P) → T(k) with the following property: if m = taxv1
1 · · · xvn

n , then ϕ(|m|P) is C




a
v1
...

vn


.

For a polynomial f = ∑i mi in R we have | f |P = maxi{|mi|P}. For the existence of such
embeddings in greater generality, see Section 3.1. ♦
Remark 3.9. Because | · |P is a semiring homomorphism, for any f , g ∈ A we have that
| f + g|P = | f |P + |g|P, rather than just | f + g|P ≤ | f |P + |g|P.

Definition 3.10. Let A be a topological semiring. The continuous spectrum of A, denoted
Cont A, is the set of prime congruences on A for which A/P 6= B and the map A → κ(P) is
continuous.

Remark 3.11. Let A be a topological semiring. For technical reasons, we assume that A has
a topologically nilpotent unit. That is, there is a unit a ∈ A such that lim

n→∞
an = 0A. Let

ϕ : A → K be a continuous semiring homomorphism to a totally ordered semifield, and let
P be the congruence-kernel of ϕ. The hypothesis that A is has a topologically nilpotent unit
implies that A/P 6= B. Since the induced map κ(P) → K is injective, Proposition 3.4 then
gives us that P ∈ Cont A. Thus, Cont A is also the space of all continuous homomorphisms
ϕ : A → K to a totally ordered semifield, up to equivalence. Here we say that ϕ : A → K and
ϕ′ : A → K′ are equivalent if there is some A → K′′ such that ϕ and ϕ′ factor as A → K′′ → K
and A → K′′ → K′, respectively.

Example 3.12. Let K be a totally ordered semifield. By Corollary 3.2, Cont K consists of
all prime congruences on K except for the unique maximal congruence M on K for which
K/M = B. Using Theorem A.4, this can be seen to be in natural bijection with the set of
proper convex subgroups of K×.

Let A be a topological semiring. A topological A-algebra is a topological semiring B together
with a continuous homomorphism A → B.
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Lemma 3.13. Let S be a totally ordered semifield and let A be a topological S-algebra. For any
P ∈ Cont A, we have the following.

(1) As a subset of A2, P is closed.
(2) For every a ∈ κ(P)× there is some b ∈ S× such that |b|P < a.
(3) If S is a sub-semifield of T, then the composition S → A → κ(P) is injective.

Proof. Since κ(P) is Hausdorff, the diagonal in κ(P)2 is closed. Consider A2 → κ(P)2 which
is the canonical map A → κ(P) on each component. This map is continuous, and the inverse
image of the diagonal under this map is P. Thus, P is closed in A2.

Note that the composition S → A → κ(P) is continuous. The remaining claims now
follow from Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.3. �

Definition 3.14. Let S be a topological semiring and let A be an S-algebra. Let τ be the
universal topology on A from Theorem B.1 applied to the function S → A. Then we define
ContS A := Cont(A, τ).

Lemma 3.15. Let S be a sub-semifield of T. For any S-algebra A, ContS A is the set of those prime
congruences P on A which satisfy the following property: for all a ∈ κ(P)× there is some b ∈ S×

such that |b|P < a. For any such prime, the composition S → A
|·|P−→ κ(P) is injective.

Proof. For any prime congruence P on A, S → A
|·|P−→ κ(P) is a homomorphism of semifields,

so it has trivial ideal-kernel. Thus, the above property implies that there is some b ∈ S× with
0κ(P) < |b|P < 1κ(P), so κ(P) 6= B.

For any prime congruence P on A with κ(P) 6= B, (A, τ)
|·|P−→ κ(P) is continuous if and

only if the composition S → A
|·|P−→ κ(P) is continuous. The result now follows from Lemma

3.1 and Corollary 3.3. �

Corollary 3.16. Let S be a subsemifield of T and let M be Nn or Zn. Let P be a prime on S[M]
and let C be any defining matrix for P. Then P ∈ ContS S[M] if and only if the (1, 1) entry of C is
positive. In particular, if P ∈ ContS S[M], then we can choose a defining matrix for P whose first
column is the first standard basis vector e1.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that C = (ci,j) has no row of zeros. First
note that c1,1 cannot be negative, because the first column of C must be lexicographically
greater than or equal to 0. Suppose that c1,1 is 0, and let c1,i be the first nonzero entry in the
first row of C. Note that the first row has to have a nonzero entry by assumption. If c1,i > 0,

then take a = |xi−1|−1
P and if c1,i < 0, then take a = |xi−1|P. In either case a < |b|P for any

b ∈ S×, so Lemma 3.15 tells us that P /∈ ContS S[M].
Now suppose c1,1 > 0. By Lemma 3.15, it suffices to show that, for any column vector

v =




v1
...

vk


, there is some a ∈ S× such that C




log(a)
0
...
0


 <lex v. Since c1,1 is positive, this

is accomplished by picking any a ∈ S× ⊆ T× less than tv1/c1,1 , which is possible because
S 6= B.

The final claim follows because, by Lemma 2.14, we can scale c1,1 to 1 and use it to elimi-
nate all entries below. �
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Remark 3.17. Unfortunately, when M is a toric monoid other than Nn and Zn, there is no
canonical notion of matrices for the primes on S[M] even in the case S = T; any notion
of matrices in this context would depend on a presentation Nn

։ M and there would
be algebraic conditions on the columns of the matrices corresponding to the kernel of this
presentation.

As such, instead of trying to use matrices to get a handle on the primes of ContS S[M], we

generalize the corresponding notion from Example 3.8 - embeddings κ(P) →֒ T(k). We do
this in Section 3.1 using Hahn’s embedding theorem.

Example 3.18. The above Corollary gives us a way to produce many examples of points of
Cont(A). We delay looking at these examples in detail until the follow up paper [24], where
we interpret these points in terms of polyhedral geometry and classify when two matrices
give the same point of ContS[M]. ♦

3.1. SEMIRING CONSEQUENCES OF HAHN’S EMBEDDING THEOREM

In order to get embeddings of totally ordered semifields, we use the equivalence of cat-
egories from Theorem A.4 to take advantage of known results from the theory of totally
ordered abelian groups. To be able to take full advantage of those results to understand
P ∈ Cont A, we start with a lemma about the totally ordered abelian group κ(P)×.

Lemma 3.19. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, and let A be a topological S-algebra. For any prime
congruence P ∈ Cont A, the totally ordered abelian group κ(P)× has a smallest archimedean class,
which is the archimedean class of |a|P for any a ∈ S greater than 1S.

Proof. Since S× is archimedean, all |a|P for a > 1S are in the same archimedean class.
Fix a > 1S and suppose there were some b ∈ κ(P)× with |a|P ≪ b. That is, |a|nP < b for all

natural numbers n. Then b−1 < |a−n|P for all natural numbers n. Since S× is archimedean,
this means that b−1 < c for all c ∈ S×. But this is impossible by Lemma 3.13 part (2). �

Let I be a totally ordered set. As in Appendix A.2, we let R(I) denote the additive sub-
group of R I consisting of those f ∈ RI such that supp( f ) := {i ∈ I : f (i) 6= 0} is well-

ordered. We endow R(I) with the lexicographic order, making it a totally ordered abelian

group. We let T(I) denote the totally ordered semifield corresponding to R(I). Note that, if
I has a smallest element i0, then projection to the i0 factor gives a homomorphism of totally

ordered abelian groups R(I) → R, so we get a homomorphism of totally ordered semifields

π : T(I) → T. By Corollary 3.2, π is continuous. Similarly, the inclusion of the i0 factor is a

homomorphism of totally ordered abelian groups R → R(I), and so gives a homomorphism

of totally ordered semifields j : T → T(I). Since the map R → R(I) is the inclusion of the
first factor in a lexicographic product, Corollary 3.6 tells us that j is continuous.

Remark 3.20. The goal of this section is to develop tools for the study of Cont A, where A
is a semiring of convergent power series. At first glace, the above set-up may appear overly
general, especially since our results in Section 7 imply that one can take I to be finite in all of
our cases of interest. However, those results rely heavily on the existence of the embeddings

into T(I), without being able to assume the finiteness of I.
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Proposition 3.21. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let A be a topological S-algebra, and let P ∈ Cont A.
Let I be the set of archimedean classes of κ(P)×, and let i0 ∈ I be the common archimedean class of
|a|P for all a ∈ S× which is greater than 1S, which, by Lemma 3.19, is the smallest element of I. Let

π : T(I) → T and j : T → T(I) be the continuous homomorphisms of totally ordered semifields

defined above. Let ι be the composition S → A
|·|P−→ κ(P) and let ψ : S → T be the inclusion map.

Then there is an embedding ϕ : κ(P) → T(I) such that the diagrams

κ(P)
ϕ

// T(I)

π
��

S

ι

OO

ψ
// T

and

κ(P)
ϕ

// T(I)

S

ι

OO

ψ
// T

j

OO

commute.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem A.5, Theorem A.4, and Lemma 3.19.
�

In particular, there is a continuous homomorphism A → κ(P) → T(I) with congruence-

kernel P such that the composition S → A → T(I) π−→ T is the inclusion of S into T.
We call embeddings as in Proposition 3.21 Hahn embeddings. We will use Hahn embed-

dings to prove various results about Cont A. One of the ways in which it will be most helpful
is in understanding containments between P, P′ ∈ Cont A. An example of an application
that will be used repeatedly is Corollary 3.32, which says that, if P ⊆ P′, then there is an
induced morphism κ(P) → κ(P′). In order to use Hahn embeddings to consider contain-
ments, we first consider the case where P ∈ Cont A is maximal with respect to inclusion.

Lemma 3.22. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let A be a topological S-algebra. Let P ∈ Cont A
be maximal with respect to inclusion. Then there is a unique embedding κ(P) →֒ T such that the
diagram

S � � //
� p

!!❈
❈❈

❈❈
❈❈

❈
T

κ(P)
.
�

==④④④④④④④④

commutes.

Proof. By Theorem A.4, it suffices to prove the corresponding statement about S×, κ(P)×,
and T× as totally ordered abelian groups.

Because P ∈ Cont A, Lemma 3.19 tells us that for any s ∈ S× such that s > 1S there is no
a ∈ κ(P)× such that a ≫ s.

Suppose there were some a ∈ κ(P)× such that s ≫ a > 1κ(P) for some s ∈ S. Then

the convex subgroup G of κ(P)× generated by a intersects S× only in 1S. In particular,
κ(P)×/G 6= B. So the totally ordered semifield S′ corresponding to κ(P)×/G is a quotient
of κ(P), and by Corollary 3.2, the map κ(P) → S′ is continuous. Thus, the congruence-
kernel P′ of the map A → κ(P) → S′ is a prime congruence which strictly contains P, and
satisfies P′ ∈ Cont A, contradicting the maximality of P.

Thus, for any s ∈ S× and a ∈ κ(P)× with s, a > 1 there are natural numbers n, m
such that an > s and sm > a. Since S× is an archimedean totally ordered abelian group,
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this implies that κ(P)× has only one archimedean class, i.e., κ(P)× is archimedean. Thus,
by Theorem A.3, κ(P)× embeds into T×, and once we fix the image of a single element
of κ(P)× \ {1κ(P)}, the embedding is uniquely determined. By picking any element of

S× \ {1κ(P)} ⊆ κ(P)× \ {1κ(P)} and sending it to itself in S× ⊆ T×, we get an embed-

ding κ(P)× →֒ T×. The corresponding embedding κ(P) →֒ T of semifields is the desired
embedding. �

Remark 3.23. We will show later, in Proposition 3.34, that the converse of Lemma 3.22 also
holds.

The next proposition will allow us to use Hahn embeddings to prove statements about
containments between primes in Cont A. Before that, we make a simple observation.

Lemma 3.24. Let ϕ : K → K′ be a homomorphism of totally ordered semifields and let a, b ∈ K.

(1) If a ≤ b then ϕ(a) ≤ ϕ(b).
(2) If ϕ(a) < ϕ(b) then a < b.

Proof. (1) Since ϕ, as a homomorphism of semirings, preserves addition, and the relation ≤
is defined in terms of addition, ϕ preserves ≤.

(2) This is the contrapositive of (1), with the roles of a and b flipped. �

Proposition 3.25. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, and let A be a topological S-algebra. Let P, P′ ∈
Cont A with P′ maximal with respect to inclusion. Let I be the set of archimedean classes of κ(P),
which by Lemma 3.19 has a least element. Let π : T(I) → T be the canonical projection. By

Proposition 3.21 and Lemma 3.22 there are semiring homomorphisms ϕP : A → T(I) and ϕP′ :
A → T such that P is the congruence-kernel of ϕP, P′ is the congruence-kernel of ϕP′ , and the
compositions

S → A
ϕP−→ T(I) π−→ T and S → A

ϕP′−→ T

are both the inclusion of S into T. With this setup, P′ ⊇ P if and only if ϕP′ = π ◦ ϕP.

Proof. If ϕP′ = π ◦ ϕP then P, being the congruence-kernel of ϕP, is contained in P′, which
is the congruence-kernel of ϕP′ . So suppose ϕP′ 6= π ◦ ϕP. We wish to find a pair α ∈ P\P′.

By hypothesis, there is some f ∈ A such that ϕP′( f ) 6= π ◦ ϕP( f ). On the other hand,
fixing some a ∈ S×\{1S}, we have ϕP′(a) = π ◦ ϕP(a) ∈ T×\{1T}. Because ϕP′( f ) and
π ◦ ϕP( f ) are distinct elements of T, there are integers m and n with n positive such that

ϕP′(a)m/n is in between ϕP′( f ) and π ◦ ϕP( f ). Here ϕP′(a)m/n is being taken in the alge-
braically closed semifield T, and the existence of m and n follows from the density of Q in
R. We now consider two cases.

Case 1: ϕP′( f ) < ϕP′(a)m/n < π ◦ ϕP( f ). In this case ϕP′( f n) < ϕP′(am) = π ◦ ϕP(a
m) <

π ◦ ϕP( f n). Thus, part (2) of Lemma 3.24 gives us that ϕP(a
m) < ϕP( f n). So the element

α = (am + f n, f n) is in P but not P′.
Case 2: ϕP′( f ) > ϕP′(a)m/n > π ◦ ϕP( f ). Analogously to the previous case, we find that

α = (am + f n, am) is in P but not P′. �

Example 3.26. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let M = Nn or Zn. Let P ∈ ContS S[M]
have defining matrix C. In this case, Proposition 3.25 says that the unique maximal prime in
ContS S[M] which contains P has a defining matrix given by the first row of C.
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Corollary 3.27. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, and let A be a topological S-algebra. For any prime
congruence P ∈ Cont A there is a unique P′ ∈ Cont A which is maximal with respect to inclusion
and contains P.

Proof. By Proposition 3.25, P′ is uniquely determined as the congruence-kernel of π ◦ ϕP,
for any choice of ϕP. �

Corollary 3.28. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let A be a topological S-algebra. If P, P′ ∈ Cont A
and P ⊆ P′ then P and P′ have the same ideal-kernel.

Proof. Let P̌ be the unique maximal element of Cont A containing P′. Since P̌ is also the
unique maximal element of Cont A containing P, Proposition 3.25 gives us that, once we

choose ϕP : A → T(I), P̌ is the congruence-kernel of A
ϕP−→ T(I) π−→ T. Since π has

trivial ideal-kernel, this gives us that the ideal-kernels of P and P̌ are the same. Since P′ is in

between P and P̌, we get that P and P′ have the same ideal-kernel. �

Definition 3.29. If A is a topological semiring, we let Cont◦ A denote the set of those P ∈
Cont A which have trivial ideal-kernel. Similarly, if S is a topological semiring and A is a
S-algebra we let Cont◦S A denote the set of those P ∈ ContS A with trivial ideal-kernel.

Remark 3.30. We use the notation Cont◦ because, in the case where S is a subsemifield of T

and M is a toric monoid, we think of Cont◦S S[M] as corresponding to the complement of the
toric boundary.

Corollary 3.31. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let A be a topological S-algebra. If P, P′ ∈ Cont A
and P ⊆ P′ then P ∈ Cont◦ A if and only if P′ ∈ Cont◦ A.

Proof. This is immediate from Corollary 3.28. �

Corollary 3.32. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let A be a topological S-algebra. If P, P′ ∈ Cont A
and P ⊆ P′ then the induced map A/P → A/P′, which makes the diagram

A
|·|P
}}③③
③③
③③
③③ |·|P′

""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊

A/P // A/P′

commute, extends to a map π = πP′,P : κ(P) → κ(P′) making the diagram

A
|·|P
}}④④
④④
④④
④④ |·|P′

!!❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉

κ(P)
π // κ(P′)

commute. Moreover, the map π is surjective and has trivial ideal-kernel.

Proof. By Corollary 3.28, P and P′ have the same ideal-kernel, so the map A/P → A/P′ has
trivial ideal-kernel. Hence the map A/P → A/P′ →֒ κ(P′) sends all cancellative elements
of A/P to nonzero elements of κ(P′), which are therefore invertible. So by the universal
property of the total semiring of fractions (see Definition 2.15) this map A/P → κ(P′) ex-

tends to a morphism κ(P)
π−→ κ(P′). The corresponding diagram commutes because the

image of A
|·|P−→ κ(P) is contained in A/P.
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Surjectivity of π follows from surjectivity of the map A/P → A/P′. Because π is a ho-
momorphism of semifields, it has trivial ideal-kernel. �

Remark 3.33. We note that the proof above works to show the same conclusion any time A
is a semiring and P ⊆ P′ are prime congruences on A with the same ideal-kernel.

The following uses the above corollary to give a proof of the converse of Lemma 3.22.

Proposition 3.34. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, A be a topological S-algebra, and P ∈ Cont A. If
there is an embedding κ(P) →֒ T, then P is maximal with respect to inclusion.

Proof. Suppose P′ ⊇ P is in Cont A. By Corollary 3.32 there is a surjection ϕ : κ(P) → κ(P′).
The congruence-kernel of ϕ is a prime congruence on κ(P). Since κ(P)× has archimedean
rank 1 (as it embeds into R), the only convex subgroups are {1} and κ(P)×. The later corre-
sponds to a prime congruence with quotient B and the former corresponds to the diagonal
∆κ(P). Since P′ ∈ Cont A, ker ϕ = ∆κ(P), so P′ = P. �

We can use Remark 3.33 to prove a partial converse to Corollary 3.28 in a particular case.
We first make a brief observation.

Corollary 3.35. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let A be a topological S-algebra, and let P, P′ ∈
Cont A satisfying P ⊆ P′. Consider a, b ∈ κ(P).

(1) If a ≤ b then πP′,P(a) ≤ πP′,P(b).
(2) If πP′,P(a) < πP′,P(b) then a < b.

Proof. This is Lemma 3.24 applied to ϕ = πP′,P. �

Proposition 3.36. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, and let A be an S-algebra. If P′ ∈ ContS A
and P ⊆ P′ is a prime congruence on A with the same ideal-kernel as P′, then P ∈ ContS A. In
particular, if P′ ∈ Cont◦S A then every prime congruence on A which is contained in P′ is also in
Cont◦S A.

Proof. By Lemma 3.15, we want to show that, given a ∈ κ(P)×, there is some b ∈ S× such
that |b|P < a. Since P′ ∈ ContS A and πP′,P(a) ∈ κ(P′)×, there is some b ∈ S× such that
πP′,P(a) > |b|P′ = πP′,P(|b|P). So by part (2) of the previous lemma, a > |b|P. �

In Section 7 we will need to compare evaluations of a given semiring element at differ-
ent primes. In order to do this, we prove a version of Proposition 3.21 for multiple prime
congruences. First, we establish some notations.

Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let A be a topological S-algebra. For any P ∈ Cont A,

we consider the set IP of archimedean classes of κ(P)× and the semifield T(IP). Since IP has

a least element i0(P), we have the canonical continuous homomorphisms π : T(IP) → T

and j : T → T(IP). Recall that, if P ∈ Cont A is maximal, Lemma 3.22 gives us a canonical
embedding κ(P) →֒ T.

Corollary 3.37. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let A be a topological S-algebra. Let P ∈ Cont A

and consider the maximal P̌ ∈ Cont A containing P. For any embedding ϕ : κ(P) → T(IP) as in
Proposition 3.21, the diagram

S //
� _

��

κ(P) //
� _

ϕ
��

κ
(

P̌
)

� _

��
T

j
// T(IP) π // T
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commutes.

Proof. The commutativity of the square on the left follows from Proposition 3.21 and the
commutativity of the square on the right follows from Proposition 3.25. �

Proposition 3.38. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let A be a topological S-algebra. Let P, P′ ∈
Cont A and consider the maximal P̌, P̌′ ∈ Cont A containing P, P′, respectively. Then there is a

totally ordered set IP,P′ with least element i0(P, P′) and embeddings ϕP : κ(P) →֒ T(IP,P′ ) and

ϕP′ : κ(P′) →֒ T(IP,P′ ) such that the diagram

κ(P) //
� _

ϕP

��

κ
(

P̌
)

� _

��
S � � //

77♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦

''❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖ T

j
// T(IP,P′ ) π // T

κ(P′) //
� ?

ϕP′

OO

κ
(
P̌′)
� ?

OO

commutes.

Proof. Write IP = {i0(P)} ⊔ ĬP and IP′ = {i0(P′)} ⊔ ĬP′ . Set IP,P′ := {i0(P, P′)} ⊔ ĬP ⊔ ĬP′ , and
endow it with the total order indicated. The maps

IP −→ IP,P′

i0(P) 7−→ i0(P, P′)

ĬP
id−→ ĬP

IP′ −→ IP,P′

i0(P′) 7−→ i0(P, P′)

ĬP′
id−→ ĬP′

induce injective homomorphisms T(IP) → T(IP,P′ ) and T(IP′ ) → T(IP,P′ ), which are continuous
by Proposition 3.5. Moreover, these homomorphisms make the diagram

T(IP)

π
""❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊

��

T
j
//

j
<<②②②②②②②②②②

j

""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊ T(IP,P′ ) π // T

T(IP′ )
π

<<②②②②②②②②

OO

commute. Pick embeddings ϕ̃P : κ(P) →֒ T(IP) and ϕ̃P′ : κ(P′) →֒ T(IP′ ) as in Proposition
3.21. Applying Corollary 3.37 to each of these and using the previous commutative diagram,
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we see that the diagram

κ(P)
� _

ϕ̃P
��

// κ
(

P̌
)

� _

��

T(IP)

π

$$■
■■

■■
■■

■■
■■

��

S

>>⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥

  ❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆
� � // T

j
//

j
<<②②②②②②②②②②

j

""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊ T(IP,P′ ) π // T

T(IP′ )
π

::✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉

OO

κ(P′)
� ?

ϕ̃P′

OO

// κ
(
P̌′)
� ?

OO

commutes. Thus, ϕP : κ(P)
ϕ̃P−→ T(IP) → T(IP,P′ ) and ϕP′ : κ(P′)

ϕ̃P′−→ T(IP′ ) → T(IP,P′ ) are as
desired. �

3.2. Cont AS A TOPOLOGICAL SPACE

Let A be a topological semiring. We now endow Cont A with the topology generated by the
sets

U( f , g) := {P ∈ Cont A : | f |P ≤ |g|P 6= 0κ(P)}
for f , g ∈ A. This is analogous to the topology defined on the continuous spectrum of a
ring; see [35, Section 0] or [65, Sections 4.1 and 7.2]. We give Cont◦ A ⊆ Cont A the subspace
topology.

Lemma 3.39. The sets U( f , g) form a basis for the topology on Cont A.

Proof. Note that U(1, 1) = Cont A. So it suffices to show that, for any f , f ′, g, g′ ∈ A,

U( f , g) ∩ U( f ′, g′) = U( f̃ , g̃) for some f̃ , g̃ ∈ A.
Straightforward computation shows that U( f , g) ∩ U( f ′, g′) = U( f g′, gg′) ∩ U(g f ′, gg′).

Since | f g′ + g f ′ |P = | f g′ |P + |g f ′ |P is the maximum of | f g′|P and |g f ′ |P in κ(P), we have
that U( f g′, gg′) ∩ U(g f ′, gg′) = U( f g′ + g f ′, gg′). �

We now consider specializations in Cont A.

Proposition 3.40. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let A be a topological S-algebra. For any
P, P′ ∈ Cont A, P′ is a specialization of P if and only if P′ ⊆ P.

Proof. Note that P′ is a specialization of P if and only if whenever P′ ∈ U( f , g), we also
have P ∈ U( f , g). Equivalently, P′ is a specialization of P if and only if, for all f , g ∈ A,
| f |P′ ≤ |g|P′ 6= 0 implies | f |P ≤ |g|P 6= 0.

If P′ ⊆ P, then, by Corollaries 3.28 and 3.35, whenever | f |P′ ≤ |g|P′ 6= 0 we have | f |P ≤
|g|P 6= 0, so P′ is a specialization of P.

Now suppose P′ is a specialization of P. Fix ( f , g) ∈ P′; we wish to show that ( f , g) ∈ P.
If |g|P′ 6= 0, then | f |P′ ≤ |g|P′ 6= 0 and |g|P′ ≤ | f |P′ 6= 0, so | f |P ≤ |g|P and |g|P ≤ | f |P. Thus,
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( f , g) ∈ P. If, on the other hand, |g|P′ = 0, we still have that, for all ε ∈ S×, ( f + ε, g + ε) ∈ P′

and |g + ε|P′ 6= 0. So, by the previous case, ( f + ε, g + ε) ∈ P. Since lim
ε→0

( f + ε, g + ε) = ( f , g)

and P is closed, we get ( f , g) ∈ P. �

Corollary 3.41. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let A be a topological S-algebra. Then Cont A is
Kolmogorov, i.e., T0.

Proof. If P, P′ ∈ Cont A are topologically indistinguishable, then they are specializations of
each other. By Proposition 3.40, this implies that P = P′. �

3.3. Cont AS A FUNCTOR

We now want to consider Cont A and its variations as functors. To do this, we need to define
several categories. We denote the category of topological spaces as T op.

Definition 3.42. Let S be a sub-semifield of T. We define four categories as follows.

• The objects of AlgS are S-algebras. The morphisms are all S-algebra homomor-
phisms, i.e., semiring homomorphisms A → B which make the diagram

A // B

S

??��������

__❄❄❄❄❄❄❄❄

commute.
• The objects of T opAlgS are topological S-algebras. The morphisms are all continu-

ous S-algebra homomorphisms.
• The objects of Alg◦

S are S-algebras. The morphisms are those S-algebra homomor-
phisms which have trivial ideal-kernel.

• The objects of T opAlg◦
S are topological S-algebras. The morphisms are those contin-

uous S-algebra homomorphisms with trivial ideal-kernel.

Proposition 3.43. Let S be a sub-semifield of T. Then Cont : T opAlgS → T op is a contravariant
functor.

Proof. Let ϕ : A → B be a morphism in T opAlgS and let P ∈ Cont B. Then ϕ∗(P) is a
prime congruence on A and that ϕ induces an injective homomorphism A/ϕ∗(P) →֒ B/P.
So to get ϕ∗(P) ∈ Cont A we just need to show that A/ϕ∗(P) 6= B and the homomorphism
A → κ(ϕ∗(P)) given by f 7→ | f |ϕ∗(P) is continuous.

The injective homomorphism A/ϕ∗(P) → B/P induces an injective homomorphism on
the residue semifields ι = ιP : κ(ϕ∗(P)) →֒ κ(P), which makes the diagram

S

zz✉✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉

!!❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉❉

A
ϕ

//

πA

��

B

πB

��
κ(ϕ∗(P))

ι // κ(P)
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commute. Since P ∈ Cont B, Lemma 3.13 gives us that the map S → B → κ(P) is injective.
By the commutativity of the diagram, this map is S → A → κ(ϕ∗(P)) →֒ κ(P), so we get
that S → A → κ(ϕ∗(P)) is injective. In particular, κ(ϕ∗(P)) 6= B, so A/ϕ∗(P) 6= B.

Since ϕ and πB are continuous, ι ◦ πA = πB ◦ ϕ is continuous. Since ι is an injective
homomorphism of totally ordered semifields, Proposition 3.4 gives us that πA is continuous.
Thus, ϕ∗(P) ∈ Cont A.

We have thus shown that ϕ : A → B induces a function ϕ∗ : Cont B → Cont A. To get
that ϕ∗ is continuous, it suffices to show that, for any f , g ∈ A, (ϕ∗)−1(U( f , g)) is open
in Cont B. In fact, we claim that (ϕ∗)−1(U( f , g)) = U(ϕ( f ), ϕ(g)). To see this, consider
P ∈ Cont B. Note that P ∈ (ϕ∗)−1(U( f , g)) if and only if | f |ϕ∗(P) ≤ |g|ϕ∗(P) 6= 0κ(ϕ∗(P)).

Since ιP : κ(ϕ∗(P)) → κ(P) is an injective homomorphism of totally ordered semifields,

| f |ϕ∗(P) ≤ |g|ϕ∗(P) 6= 0κ(ϕ∗(P)) if and only if ιP

(
| f |ϕ∗(P)

)
≤ ιP

(
|g|ϕ∗(P)

)
6= 0κ(P). By the

commutativity of the diagram above, this happens if and only if |ϕ( f )|P ≤ |ϕ(g)|P 6= 0κ(P),

i.e., if and only if P ∈ U(ϕ( f ), ϕ(g)). Thus, (ϕ∗)−1(U( f , g)) = U(ϕ( f ), ϕ(g)) and so ϕ∗ is
continuous.

The verification that the map ϕ 7→ ϕ∗ makes Cont into a contravariant functor is routine,
and is left to the reader. �

Proposition 3.44. Let S be a sub-semifield of T. Then Cont◦ : T opAlg◦S → T op is a functor.

Proof. By restricting Cont to T opAlg◦
S we get a functor Cont : T opAlg◦

S → T op. It suffices
to show that, if ϕ : A → B is a morphism in T opAlg◦

S and P ∈ Cont◦ B then ϕ∗(P) ∈
Cont◦ A. Since we already have ϕ∗(P) ∈ Cont A, we just need to show that ϕ∗(P) has trivial
ideal-kernel.

Consider the commutative diagram

A
ϕ

//

πA

��

B

πB

��
κ(ϕ∗(P))

ι // κ(P).

Since ϕ∗(P) is the congruence-kernel of πA, we want to show that the ideal-kernel of πA is
trivial. So suppose πA(a) = 0 for some a ∈ A. Then πB(ϕ(a)) = ι(πA(a)) = ι(0) = 0.
Since P ∈ Cont◦ B the ideal-kernel of πB is trivial, so ϕ(a) = 0. But, as ϕ is a morphism of
T opAlg◦

S, the ideal-kernel of ϕ is trivial. So a = 0. �

Proposition 3.45. Let S be a sub-semifield of T. Then ContS : AlgS → T op is a functor and
Cont◦S : Alg◦S → T op is a sub-functor of ContS : AlgS → T op.

Proof. For any S-algebra A, let τA be the universal topology on A defined in Theorem B.1
and applied to the function S → A. It suffices to show that A 7→ (A, τA) is a functor
AlgS → T opAlgS with the map on morphisms being the identity map, for then it is also

a functor Alg◦
S → T opAlg◦

S, ContS is the composition AlgS

(•,τ•)−→ T opAlgS
Cont−→ T op, and

Cont◦S is the composition Alg◦
S

(•,τ•)−→ T opAlg◦
S

Cont◦−→ T op.

Say ϕ : A → B is a S-algebra homomorphism. Since S → (A, τA)
ϕ−→ (B, τB) is the

structure map of (B, τB) as a topological S-algebra, it is continuous. So by the defining
property of τA, the map (A, τA) → (B, τB) is continuous. �
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Proposition 3.46. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let ϕ : A → B be a S-algebra homomorphism
with B a topological S-algebra. Then ϕ induces a continuous map ϕ∗ : Cont B → ContS A. More-
over, if ϕ has trivial ideal-kernel, then it also induces a continuous map ϕ∗ : Cont◦ B → Cont◦S A.

Proof. Note that Cont B ⊆ ContS B. Indeed, if B → κ(P) is continuous then the composition
S → B → κ(P) is continuous. So the map ϕ∗ : Cont B → ContS A is just the restriction of
ϕ∗ : ContS B → ContS A. The proof for ϕ∗ : Cont◦ B → Cont◦S A is the same. �

4. THE SEMIRING Cnvg(P) OF POWER SERIES CONVERGENT AT A PRIME P

Let S 6= B be a totally ordered semifield and let M be a monoid. We define the set of
series with coefficients in S and exponents in M to be

SJMK :=

{
f = ∑

u∈M

fuχu : fu ∈ S

}
.

If S = T and M = Zn, we view this as an infinite analogue of the tropical Laurent poly-
nomial semiring. However, unlike the set of tropical Laurent polynomials, this set of series
does not form a semiring. It does, however, form an T-semimodule with term-by-term ad-
dition. On the other hand, if M = Nn then SJMK = SJx1, . . . , xnK is an S-algebra. If S = T

then this semiring is called the semiring of tropical power series.

Definition 4.1. Let S( 6= B) be a totally ordered semifield and M be a monoid. Let P be
a prime congruence on S[M]. A series f = ∑u∈M fuχu ∈ SJMK converges at P if for any
b ∈ S[M]/P, b 6= 0S, the set

{u ∈ M : | fuχu|P ≥ b}
is finite. We denote the set of series that converge at P by Cnvg(P).

By definition, every polynomial converges at P. In general, the set Cnvg(P) contains
infinite sums, as in the following examples.

Example 4.2. Let S = T, M = Z and let P be the prime congruence with defining matrix(
1 0

)
. Then

Cnvg(P) =

{
f = ∑

u∈M

fuχu : fu → 0T as u → ±∞

}
.

♦
Example 4.3. Let S = T, M = N and let P be the prime congruence with defining matrix(
1 −∞

)
. Then Cnvg(P) = TJxK, the semiring of tropical power series. ♦

Example 4.4. Let S = T, M = Nn and let P be the prime congruence with defining matrix(
1 0 · · · 0

)
. Then

Cnvg(P) =

{

∑
u∈Nn

fuxu ∈ TJx1, . . . , xnK : fu → 0T as |u| → ∞

}

is the tropical Tate algebra. ♦
Note that, in general, Cnvg(P) is an S-sub-semimodule of SJMK.
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Lemma 4.5. Let S be a totally ordered semifield and let M be a monoid. Let A = S[M] and suppose
that P, P′ ∈ ContS A satisfy P ⊆ P′. Then Cnvg(P) = Cnvg(P′).

Proof. Since P ⊆ P′, Corollary 3.35 gives us that, for g, h ∈ A, if |g|P ≥ |h|P then |g|P′ ≥ |h|P′ ,
and if |g|P′ > |h|P′ then |g|P > |h|P .

Let f ∈ SJMK be a series f = ∑
u∈M

fuχu that converges at P. For any b ∈ (A/P′)\{0A} ⊆

κ(P′)×, by Lemma 3.15 we know that there is some a ∈ S× such that |a|P′ < b. So

{u ∈ M : | fuχu|P′ ≥ b} ⊆ {u ∈ M : | fuχu|P′ > |a|P′}
⊆ {u ∈ M : | fuχu|P > |a|P},

which is finite by the convergence of f at P.
Suppose that f converges at P′. If b ∈ (A/P)\{0A} ⊆ κ(P)×, by Lemma 3.13 there is

some a ∈ S× with |a|P < b. Then

{u ∈ M : | fuχu|P ≥ b} ⊆ {u ∈ M : | fuχu|P ≥ |a|P}
⊆ {u ∈ M : | fuχu|P′ ≥ |a|P′},

and because |a|P′ 6= 0A/P′ , the convergence of f at P′ gives us that this last set is finite. �

Lemma 4.6. Let S be a totally ordered semifield, let M be a monoid, and let P ∈ ContS S[M].
Then f = ∑u∈M fuχu ∈ SJMK converges at P if and only if for every element b ∈ κ(P)× the set
{u ∈ M : | fuχu|P ≥ b} is finite.

Proof. Since the map S[M]/P → κ(P) is injective, the “only if” direction is clear. Let f
converge at P. Given b ∈ κ(P)×, there is some s ∈ S× such that |s|P ≤ b. This implies that
{u ∈ M : | fuχu|P ≥ b} ⊆ {u ∈ M : | fuχu|P ≥ |s|P}, but the bigger set is finite because
|s|P ∈ (S[M]/P)\{0S}. �

Lemma 4.7. Let S be a totally ordered semifield, let M be a monoid, and let P be a prime on S[M].
For any f = ∑

u∈M

fuχu ∈ Cnvg(P) and any nonempty subset X ⊆ M, there is a maximal element

∑
u∈X

| fuχu|P of the set {| fuχu|P : u ∈ X}. Furthermore, the set {v ∈ X : | fvχv|P = ∑
u∈X

| fuχu|P}

is finite.

Proof. Fixing u0 ∈ X, let b = | fu0 χu0 |P. Then the set X′ := {u ∈ X : | fuχu|P ≥ b} is finite
and nonempty. Thus, the largest of the finitely many values | fuχu|P for u ∈ X′ is also the
largest value ∑

u∈X

| fuχu|P of | fuχu|P for u ∈ X. Finally, {v ∈ X : | fvχv|P = ∑
u∈X

| fuχu|P} is

finite because it is contained in X′. �

Given two series f = ∑
u∈M

fuχu and g = ∑
u∈M

guχu in SJMK, we say that f · g exists if, for

each u ∈ M, the set { fvgw : v, w ∈ M and v + w = u} has a greatest element. In this case,
we will denote by ∑

v,w∈M
v+w=u

fvgw this maximum, and define

f · g := ∑
u∈M


 ∑

v,w∈M
v+w=u

fvgw


 χu ∈ SJMK.
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Proposition 4.8. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let M be a toric monoid. If P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]
then Cnvg(P) is a semiring with the multiplication defined above.

Proof. Given f , g ∈ Cnvg(P), we first show that f · g exists. Fix u ∈ M. Let

W := {v ∈ M : (∃w ∈ M) u = v + w}.

Note that W is non-empty because 0M ∈ W. Because f , g ∈ Cnvg(P), there are largest values
of | fvχv|P and |gvχv|P for v ∈ W. Furthermore, the sets

Vf := {v ∈ W : | fvχv|P is maximized} and

Vg := {v ∈ W : |gvχv|P is maximized}

are finite. By the hypothesis on M, the sets {v ∈ M : u ∈ v+Vf } and {v ∈ M : u ∈ v+Vg}
are finite.

Note that the existence of a greatest element of { fvgw : v, w ∈ M and v + w = u} is
unchanged if we replace f and g by a f and bg, respectively, for any fixed a, b ∈ S×. Because
P ∈ Cont◦S S[M], we can find s f , sg ∈ S× with |s f |P ≤ min{| fvχv|P : u ∈ v + Vg} and

|sg|P ≤ min{|gvχv|P : u ∈ v + Vf}. By replacing f and g with s−1
f f and s−1

g g, respectively,

we may assume without loss of generality that min{| fvχv|P : u ∈ v + Vg} ≥ 1κ(P) and

min{|gvχv|P : u ∈ v + Vf} ≥ 1κ(P). In particular, µ f := ∑v∈W | fvχv|P ≥ 1κ(P) and µg :=

∑v∈W |gvχv|P ≥ 1κ(P).
Consider the set

F := {(v, w) ∈ M2 : v + w = u, | fvχvgwχw|P ≥ µ f + µg}.

Recall that µ f + µg is the larger of µ f and µg. We claim that F is a finite set. To see this, note
that if | fvχv|P < 1κ(P) then | fvχvgwχw|P < µg for any w ∈ M such that u = v + w. Similarly,

if |gwχw|P < 1κ(P) then | fvχvgwχw|P < µ f for any v ∈ M such that u = v + w. Taking the
contrapositives of these statements, we find that

F ⊆ {v ∈ M : | fvχv|P ≥ 1κ(P)} × {w ∈ M : |gwχw|P ≥ 1κ(P)},

which is finite because f , g ∈ Cnvg(P).
We now claim that F is nonempty. To see this, pick v0 ∈ Vf and w0 ∈ Vg. In particular,

| fv0 χv0 |P = µ f and |gw0 χw0 |P = µg. Since v0, w0 ∈ W, there are v1, w1 ∈ M such that
v0 + w1 = u and v1 + w0 = u. Since

min{| fvχv|P : u ∈ v + Vg} ≥ 1κ(P) and

min{|gwχw|P : u ∈ w + Vf } ≥ 1κ(P),

we have | fv1
χv1 |P ≥ 1κ(P) and |gw1

χw1 |P ≥ 1κ(P). Thus,

| fv0 χv0 gw1
χw1 |P ≥ µ f and

| fv1
χv1 gw0 χw0 |P ≥ µg,

so at least one of (v0, w1) and (v1, w0) is in F.
Thus, we conclude that ∑

v,w∈M
v+w=u

| fvχvgwχw|P exists in κ(P). For v, w ∈ M with v + w = u

we have | fvχvgwχw|P = | fvgw|P · |χu|P. Since κ(P) is a totally ordered semifield and since
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|χu|P 6= 0κ(P), this gives us that ∑
v,w∈M
v+w=u

| fvgw|P exists. Because the map S → S[M]
|·|P−→ κ(P)

is injective and each fvgw is in S, this implies that ∑
v,w∈M
v+w=u

fvgw exists in S. This completes the

proof that f · g exists in SJMK.
We now need to show that f · g ∈ Cnvg(P). For each u ∈ M let cu = ∑

v,w∈M
v+w=u

fvgw, so

f · g = ∑
u∈M

cuχu. Let m f = ∑
u∈M

| fuχu|P and mg = ∑
u∈M

|guχu|P. If m f or mg is 0κ(P) then

f or g, respectively, is the zero series, so f · g = 0 ∈ Cnvg(P). So from now on we may

assume that m f , mg 6= 0κ(P). Fix a nonzero b ∈ S[M]/P. Set a = b
m f+mg

, where each of these

operations takes place in κ(P). For any u ∈ M with

b ≤ |cuχu|P = ∑
v,w∈M
v+w=u

| fvχvgwχw|P

there are v0, w0 ∈ M such that v0 + w0 = u and | fv0 χv0 gw0 χw0 |P ≥ b. Then

b ≤ | fv0 χv0 gw0 χw0 |P ≤ | fv0 χv0 |Pmg ≤ | fv0 χv0 |P(m f + mg),

so | fv0 χv0 |P ≥ a. Similarly, we get that |gw0 χw0 |P ≥ a. Thus,

{u ∈ M : |cuχu|P ≥ b} ⊆ {v ∈ M : | fvχv|P ≥ a}+ {w ∈ M : |gwχw|P ≥ a},

and Lemma 4.6 applied to both f and g gives us that the set on the right hand side is finite.
The proof that the operations + and · on Cnvg(P) satisfy the axioms for a semiring are

routine and are directly analogous to the proof that the usual operations on power series
over a ring make the set of power series into a ring. �

Remark 4.9. The only property of toric monoids (as opposed to arbitrary monoids) that was
used in this proof is that for all u, w ∈ M, the set {v ∈ M : u = v + w} is finite. In fact,
Section 7.1 is the first point any other property of toric monoids used - all of the results before
that point that use toric monoids are also true under this weak cancellativity hypothesis.

Let S be a totally ordered semifield, let M be a monoid, and let P be a prime congruence
on S[M]. For any f = ∑

u∈M

fuχu ∈ Cnvg(P), we write

| f |P := ∑
u∈M

| fuχu|P ∈ S[M]/P ⊆ κ(P).

It is routine to check that whenever the multiplication defined above makes Cnvg(P) into a

semiring, the resulting map Cnvg(P)
|·|P−→ κ(P) is a semiring homomorphism.

5. THE METRIC TOPOLOGY ON Cnvg(P)

Let S be a sub-semifield of T and, as usual, we will assume that S is infinite, i.e., not B.
Let M be a monoid, and let P be a prime congruence on S[M]. We define a (generalized)
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ultrapseudometric on Cnvg(P) as follows. Given f = ∑
u∈M

fuχu and g = ∑
u∈M

guχu, we set

d( f , g) = dP( f , g) := ∑
u∈M
fu>gu

| fuχu|P + ∑
u∈M
gu> fu

|guχu|P ∈ S[M]/P ⊆ κ(P),

which makes sense by Lemma 4.7. Note that dP( f , g) is the maximum of the values | fuχu|P +
|guχu|P for u ∈ M such that fu 6= gu, so we can also write

dP( f , g) = ∑
u∈M
fu 6=gu

| fuχu|P + |guχu|P = ∑
u∈M
fu 6=gu

|( fu + gu)χ
u|P.

Here we use the fact that | · |P is a semiring homomorphism and so respects addition. We
say that dP : Cnvg(P)× Cnvg(P) → κ(P) is an ultrapseudometric because, for all f , g, h ∈
Cnvg(P),

dP( f , g) ≥ 0κ(P),

dP( f , f ) = 0κ(P),

dP( f , g) = dP(g, f ),

and

dP( f , h) ≤ dP( f , g) + dP(g, h) = max(dP( f , g), dP(g, h)).

If P has trivial ideal-kernel, then dP is an ultrametric, in the sense that, in addition to the
above properties, for any f , g ∈ Cnvg(P), dP( f , g) = 0κ(P) if and only if f = g.

Remark 5.1. The above definition is motivated as follows. The distance dP( f , g) is the small-
est value of | f1|P + |g1|P over all f1, g1, h ∈ Cnvg(P) such that f = h + f1 and g = h + g1.
This is realized by choosing

h = ∑
u∈M

min( fu, gu)χ
u, f1 = ∑

u∈M
fu>gu

fuχu, and g1 = ∑
u∈M
gu> fu

guχu.

Thus, the definition of dP( f , g) gives a way of replicating what “| f − g|P” would be if it
made sense.

Alternatively, we can motivate this definition in the following way. Suppose that K is
a field with a nontrivial (non-archimedean) valuation v : K ։ S and M is finitely gen-
erated (e.g. toric). We extend v to a map v1 : K[M] ։ S[M] defined by taking the val-
uation of coefficients, and composing with | · |P : S[M] → κ(P) gives a norm | · | on
K[M]. The completion K〈M〉P of K[M] with respect to this norm admits a natural map
v2 : K〈M〉P ։ Cnvg(P) extending v1 : K[M] ։ S[M]. (When M = Nn and P is given by
the matrix

(
1 0 · · · 0

)
, this is coefficient-wise valuation from a Tate algebra to a tropical

Tate algebra.) Given f , g ∈ Cnvg(P), dP( f , g) = inf
F∈v−1

2 ( f )

G∈v−1
2 (g)

|F − G|, as is realized by picking

H ∈ v−1
2 (h), F1 ∈ v−1

2 ( f1), and G1 ∈ v−1
2 (g1) and letting F = H + F1 and G = H + G1. Be-

cause of this, we can say that dP is the quotient metric on Cnvg(P) as a quotient of K〈M〉P;
the above infimum is a direct analog of the definition of a quotient norm.

In the same way that a usual metric induces a topology, dP induces a topology on Cnvg(P).
Similarly, the definition of a Cauchy sequence transfers over to our setup in the obvious way.
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Theorem 5.2. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let M be a monoid, and let P be a prime on S[M].
With respect to the pseudometric d = dP, Cnvg(P) is complete. That is, every Cauchy sequence in
Cnvg(P) converges.

Proof. Let ( fi)i∈N be a Cauchy sequence in Cnvg(P) and write fi = ∑
u∈M

fi,uχu for each i ∈ N.

So for each ε ∈ κ(P)× we can fix some Nε ∈ N such that for all i, j ≥ Nε, d( fi, f j) < ε.

Fix ε ∈ κ(P)× and u ∈ M. If there were some i, j ≥ Nε such that | fi,uχu|P ≥ ε and
fi,u 6= f j,u, then

d( fi, f j) = ∑
w∈M

fi,w 6= f j,w

| fi,wχw|P + | f j,wχw|P ≥ | fi,uχu|P + | f j,uχu|P ≥ ε,

which is impossible. So for every i ≥ Nε, either | fi,uχu|P < ε or f j,u = fi,u for every j ≥ Nε. In
the second case, we get that f j,u = fNε,u. Thus, either | fi,uχu|P < ε for all i ≥ Nε or f j,u = fNε,u

for every j ≥ Nε.
In particular, if u ∈ M is such that the sequence ( fi,u)i∈N does not stabilize, then, for every

ε ∈ κ(P)× and i ≥ Nε, | fi,uχu|P < ε. For any u ∈ M, we define Fu ∈ S to be the eventual value

of ( fi,u)i∈N if the sequence stabilizes, and 0S otherwise. Set F := ∑
u∈M

Fuχu ∈ SJMK. We want

to show that F converges at P. Fix b ∈ (S[M]/P)\{0S} and let L := {u ∈ M : |Fuχu|P ≥ b}.
Consider u ∈ L. Then Fu 6= 0S, so for all sufficiently large i, fi,u = Fu, which gives us that
| fi,uχu|P ≥ b. Thus, for all j ≥ Nb, f j,u = fNb,u, so Fu = fNb,u. In particular, this shows that
L ⊂ {u ∈ M : | fNb,uχu|P ≥ b}, which is finite because fNb

∈ Cnvg(P). So F converges at P.
Now we show that ( fi)i∈N converges to F. Fix ε ∈ κ(P)× and consider j ≥ Nε. For u ∈ M,

if f j,u 6= Fu then | fi,uχu|P < ε for all i ≥ Nε. In particular, | f j,uχu|P < ε and |Fuχu|P < ε. Thus,

d( f j, F) = ∑
u∈M

f j,u 6=Fu

| f j,uχu|P + |Fuχu|P < ε,

for all j ≥ Nε, so ( fi)i∈N converges to F. �

Remark 5.3. Our notion of completeness of Cnvg(P) agrees with a more general notion of
completeness. Namely, in the same way that a usual metric induces a uniform structure, dP

induces a uniform structure on Cnvg(P). Then, upon replacing sequences with nets, the
above proof goes through to show that the uniform structure on Cnvg(P) is complete, in the
sense that every Cauchy net converges.

Even when two distinct primes have Cnvg(P) = Cnvg(P′), the metrics dP and dP′ are dis-
tinct. However, the following theorem shows that the two metrics induce the same topology.

Theorem 5.4. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let M be a monoid, and let P, P′ ∈ ContS S[M] be such
that P ⊇ P′. Then the topologies on Cnvg(P) = Cnvg(P′) induced by dP and dP′ are the same.

Proof. We want to show that the identity maps (Cnvg(P′), dP′) → (Cnvg(P), dP) and
(Cnvg(P), dP) → (Cnvg(P′), dP′) are continuous. In fact, it is just as easy to show that they
are uniformly continuous.
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Let π = πP,P′ : κ(P′) → κ(P) be the induced surjective morphism on residue semifields
as in Corollary 3.32. Note that, for any f , g ∈ Cnvg(P),

dP( f , g) = ∑
u∈M
fu 6=gu

|( fu + gu)χ
u|P = π


 ∑

u∈M
fu 6=gu

|( fu + gu)χ
u|P′


 = π(dP′( f , g)).

Fix r ∈ κ(P)×; we want to show that there is some r′ ∈ κ(P′)× such that, for any f , g ∈
Cnvg(P′) with dP′( f , g) < r′, we have dP( f , g) < r. Pick ε ∈ κ(P)× 7 with ε < r and
r′ ∈ κ(P′)× with π(r′) = ε. If dP′( f , g) < r′ then dP( f , g) = π(dP′( f , g)) ≤ π(r′) = ε < r.

Now fix r′ ∈ κ(P′)×; we want to show that there is a r ∈ κ(P)× such that, if f , g ∈
Cnvg(P) have dP( f , g) < r then dP′( f , g) < r′. Let r = π(r′). Then dP( f , g) < r says
π(dP′( f , g)) < π(r′) so, by part (2) of Corollary 3.35, dP′( f , g) < r′. �

In light of Theorem 5.4, from now on, when we refer to Cnvg(P), we think of it as a
topological space with the topology induced by dP, which we call the metric topology.

For each f ∈ Cnvg(P) and r ∈ κ(P)×, we set

B( f , r) = BP( f , r) := {g ∈ Cnvg(P) : dP(g, f ) < r},

the open ball around f of radius r.

Proposition 5.5. Let S sub-semifield of T and let M be a monoid. For any P ∈ ContS S[M], the
metric topology on Cnvg(P) is first-countable. In particular, for any positive integer ℓ and any

subset Ξ ⊆ Cnvg(P)ℓ, the closure of Ξ is exactly the set of points in Cnvg(P)ℓ which are the limits
of sequences (xn)n∈N with each xn ∈ Ξ.

Proof. Fix any ε ∈ S× which is less than 1S. For any a ∈ κ(P)×, there is some s ∈ S× such that
|s|P < a. Since S ⊆ T, there is some natural number n such that εn < s, so |εn|P < a. Thus,
for any f ∈ Cnvg(P) the set of open balls {B( f , |εn |P) : n ∈ N} is a countable neighborhood
basis at f . �

Proposition 5.6. Let S sub-semifield of T and let M be a monoid. For any P ∈ ContS S[M],
every f ∈ Cnvg(P) is a limit of its partial sums. Thus, the polynomial semiring S[M] is dense in
Cnvg(P) and so Cnvg(P) is the completion of S[M] with respect to the pseudometric dp.

Remark 5.7. This proposition is not tautological, as convergent series are defined as abstract
series satisfying a certain property, rather than as limits of polynomials.

Proof of Proposition 5.6. Fix any f ∈ Cnvg(P) and ε ∈ S× which is less than 1S. As in the
proof of Proposition 5.5, the open balls B( f , |εn|P) form a neighborhood basis at f . For any
n ∈ N, let In denote the set of u ∈ M such that | fuχu|P ≥ |εn|P. Since f ∈ Cnvg(P), the set
In is finite. Now consider the polynomial gn = ∑

u∈In

fuχu. By the definition of dP, we have

that dP( f , gn) = ∑
u 6∈In

| fuχu|P < |εn|P. Thus lim
n→∞

gn = f . �

We will now show that Cnvg(P) is a topological semiring whenever P ∈ Cont◦S S[M],
where S is a sub-semifield of T and M is a troic monoid.

7It is essential that κ(P) 6= B to ensure that such ε exists.
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Theorem 5.8. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and M a toric monoid. For P ∈ Cont◦S S[M], the
semiring Cnvg(P) is a topological S-algebra.

Proof. The proof follows directly from Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 5.11 showing that the
the two operations on Cnvg(P) are continuous and Proposition 5.12 showing that the map
S → S[M] → Cnvg(P) is continuous. �

Proposition 5.9. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, M a monoid, and P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. Then the
addition on Cnvg(P) is continuous.

Proof. The addition on Cnvg(P) will be the map

Z : Cnvg(P)× Cnvg(P) → Cnvg(P).

We will show that the inverse of every open ball in Cnvg(P) is open in Cnvg(P)×Cnvg(P),
where Cnvg(P)× Cnvg(P) has the product topology.

Let f ∈ Cnvg(P) and r ∈ κ(P)×. The preimage of B( f , r) is the set

Z−1(B( f , r)) = {(g, h) ∈ Cnvg(P)× Cnvg(P) : dP(g + h, f ) < r}

=




(g, h) ∈ Cnvg(P)× Cnvg(P) : ∑

u∈M
gu+hu 6= fu

|(gu + hu + fu)χ
u|P < r





.

We want to show that, around each point (g, h) ∈ Z−1(B( f , r)), there is a product B of
open balls such that, for all (g′, h′) ∈ B, we have g′ + h′ = Z(g′, h′) ∈ B( f , r). We first
investigate when g + h ∈ B( f , r). Consider the sets

Ugr = {u ∈ M : | fuχu|P ≥ r} and Ulr = {u ∈ M : | fuχu|P < r} .

With this notation, g+ h ∈ B( f , r) if and only if the following condition holds: for all u ∈ Ulr,
we have |guχu|P, |huχu|P < r and, for all u ∈ Ugr, we have gu + hu = fu.

Now we show that, if g+ h ∈ B( f , r) and (g′, h′) ∈ B(g, r)× B(h, r), then g′ + h′ ∈ B( f , r).
For u ∈ Ulr we either have gu = g′u or gu 6= g′u. In the first case we get that |guχu|P =

|g′uχu|P < r. In the second case, where gu 6= g′u, both |guχu|P and |g′uχu|P contribute to the
distance dP(g, g′). Since g′ ∈ B(g, r), we conclude that

|g′uχu|P ≤ |guχu|P + |g′uχu|P ≤ dP(g, g′) < r.

In either case, we obtain that |g′uχu|P < r. Similarly, we observe that |h′uχu|P < r.
For u ∈ Ugr we can assume without loss of generality that gu = fu and that hu ≤ fu. With

this assumption we have that |guχu|P = | fuχu|P ≥ r. If g′u 6= gu, then

dP(g′, g) ≥ |guχu|P + |g′uχu|P ≥ |guχu|P ≥ r,

but this cannot happen. So we conclude that g′u = gu = fu. Looking at h′, we either have
|h′uχu|P < r or |h′uχu|P ≥ r. In the first case, since | fuχu|P ≥ r, we have

|h′u|P|χu|P = |h′uχu|P < r ≤ | fuχu|P = | fu|P|χu|P.

Since |χu|P ∈ κ(P)×, the above inequality implies that |h′u|P < | fu|P and so h′u < fu. In the
second case, |huχu|P ≥ r and, since h′ ∈ B(h, r), we conclude that h′u = hu ≤ fu. Either
way, h′u ≤ fu and, since we already know that g′u = fu, we obtain that g′u + h′u = fu. Thus,
g′ + h′ ∈ B( f , r). �
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We use the following lemma to prove that the multiplication on Cnvg(P) is continuous.

Lemma 5.10. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let M be a toric monoid, and let P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. For
any g, g′, h ∈ Cnvg(P), dP(gh, g′h) ≤ dP(g, g′)|h|P .

Proof. For u ∈ M, let

cu = ∑
v,w∈M
v+w=u

gvhw and c′u = ∑
v,w∈M
v+w=u

g′vhw,

so

dP(gh, g′h) = ∑
u∈M
cu 6=c′u

|(cu + c′u)χ
u|P and dP(g, g′) = ∑

u∈M
gu 6=g′u

|(gu + g′u)χ
u|P.

Fix u ∈ M with cu 6= c′u; we want to show that |(cu + c′u)χ
u|P ≤ dP(g, g′)|h|P . We assume

without loss of generality that cu > c′u, so cu + c′u = cu. Pick v0, w0 ∈ M attaining the
maximum in cu = ∑

v+w=u

gvhw, i.e., v0 + w0 = u and cu = gv0 hw0 . Then |(cu + c′u)χ
u|P =

|gv0 hw0 χu|P, so we want to show that |gv0 hw0 χu|P ≤ d(g, g′)|h|P . If hw0 = 0S this is clear, so
assume hw0 ∈ S×. Hence, we can divide the inequality gv0 hw0 = cu > c′u ≥ g′v0

hw0 by hw0 to
get gv0 > g′v0

. In particular, |(gv0 + g′v0
)χv0 |P ≤ dP(g, g′). Thus,

|gv0 hw0 χu|P = |gv0 χv0 |P |hw0 χw0 |P = |(gv0 + g′v0
)χv0 |P |hw0 χw0 |P ≤ dP(g, g′)|h|P .

�

Proposition 5.11. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and M a toric monoid. For any prime P ∈
Cont◦S S[M], the multiplication on Cnvg(P) is continuous.

Proof. The multiplication on Cnvg(P) will be the map

m : Cnvg(P)× Cnvg(P) → Cnvg(P).

We will show that the inverse image of every open ball in Cnvg(P) is open in Cnvg(P)2 with
the product topology.

Let f ∈ Cnvg(P) and r ∈ κ(P)×. The preimage of the ball of radius r centered at f is the
set

m−1(B( f , r)) = {(g, h) ∈ Cnvg(P)× Cnvg(P) : dP(gh, f ) < r} .

Analogously to proving that addition is continuous, it suffices to show that if gh ∈ B( f , r)
and (g′, h′) ∈ B(g, r1)× B(h, r2) then g′h′ ∈ B( f , r), for some choices r1, r2 ∈ κ(P)×. We will
consider 3 cases:
Case 1: g = h = 0. In this case we obtain that

| f |P = dP(0, f ) = dP(gh, f ) < r.

The last inequality holds since gh ∈ B( f , r). If r ≤ 1 then r2 ≤ r so we set r1 = r and ensure
that r2

1 ≤ r. Otherwise, if r ≥ 1 then 12 ≤ r so we set r1 = 1 and again ensure that r2
1 ≤ r.

Either way, set r2 = r1. If (g′, h′) ∈ B(g, r1)× B(h, r2) = B(0, r1)× B(0, r1) then

|g′h′|P = |g′|P|h′ |P < r2
1 ≤ r,

and so

dP(g′h′, f ) ≤ |g′h′|P + | f |P < r + r = r.
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Case 2: g = 0 but h 6= 0. In this case we still have that

| f |P = dP(0, f ) = dP(gh, f ) < r.

Set r1 = r/|h|P and r2 = |h|P . For (g′, h′) ∈ B(g, r1)× B(h, r2) = B(0, r1)× B(h, r2) we have
that

|g′h′|P = |g′|P|h′ |P < r1|h′|P ≤ r1(r2 + |h|P),
where the last inequality holds since h′ ∈ B(h, r2). Thus, we obtain that

dP(g′h′, f ) ≤ |g′h′|P + | f |P < r1(r2 + |h|P) + r = r + r = r,

where the second-to-last equality is a consequence of our choice of r1 and r2.
Case 3: g, h 6= 0. Set r1 = r/|h|P and r2 = min(|h|P , r/|g|P). Let (g′, h′) ∈ B(g, r1)× B(h, r2).
Then, by applying the triangle inequality twice, we get that

dP(g′h′, f ) ≤ dP(g′h′, gh) + dP(gh, f ) ≤ dP(g′h′, g′h) + dP(g′h, gh) + dP(gh, f ).

By Lemma 5.10, this gives us

dP(g′h′, f ) ≤ dP(h
′, h)|g′ |P + dP(g′, g)|h|P + dP(gh, f )

< r2|g′|P + r1|h|P + r

≤ r2(|g|P + r1) + r1|h|P + r

= r2|g|P + r1r2 + r1|h|P + r = r.

�

Proposition 5.12. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let M be a monoid, and let P ∈ ContS S[M]. Then
the map S → S[M] → Cnvg(P) is continuous.

Proof. For any f ∈ Cnvg(P) and r ∈ κ(P)×, we want to show that B( f , r) ∩ S is open in S. If
0S is not in B( f , r) ∩ S then B( f , r) ∩ S is open.

So suppose 0S ∈ B( f , r), and fix some a ∈ S× with |a|P < r. Then

B( f , r) ∩ S = B(0S, r) ∩ S

= {c ∈ S : |c|P < r}
⊇ {c ∈ S : |c|P ≤ |a|P}
= [0S, a],

so B( f , r) ∩ S is open in S. �

Remark 5.13. Let S be a subsemifield of T, M a monoid, and P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. In the induced
topology by dP on the space of monomials of S[M], every point except for 0S is isolated.
Indeed, f , g be distinct monomials (terms) in S[M]. Then by definition

dP( f , g) = ∑
u∈M
fu 6=gu

|( fu + gu)χ
u|P = | f |P + |g|P ≥ | f |P.

This shows that the only monomial in the open ball around f of radius | f |P is f itself.
This statement is analogous to the fact that, in any totally ordered semifield, every nonzero

point is isolated.
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6. THE CANONICAL EXTENSION OF P TO A PRIME ON Cnvg(P)

Let S 6= B be a subsemifield of T, let M be a toric monoid, and let P be a prime in Cont◦S S[M].

Definition 6.1. The canonical extension QP of P to Cnvg(P) is the congruence-kernel of the

map Cnvg(P)
|·|P−→ S[M]/P. Since Cnvg(P)

|·|P−→ S[M]/P is surjective, there is a natural
identification of κ(P) with κ(QP), under which we have that |∑

u
fuχu|QP

= max
u

| fuχu|P.

Our first result about QP is more easily first seen as a result about ultrapseudometrics.

Lemma 6.2. Let K be a totally ordered semifield and let d : X2 → K be an ultrapseudometric. For
any a ∈ X, the map d(a, ·) : X → K is continuous in the topology on X induced by d.

Proof. Let ϕ(x) = d(a, x). It suffices to show that ϕ−1(r) and ϕ−1 ([0K, r]) are open in X for
r ∈ K×.

Say x ∈ ϕ−1(r). If y ∈ B(x, r) then d(x, y) < r = d(a, x), so ϕ(y) = d(a, y) = d(a, x) +
d(x, y) = d(a, x) = r.

Now consider x ∈ ϕ−1([0K, r]). If y ∈ B(x, r) then ϕ(y) = d(a, y) ≤ d(a, x) + d(x, y) ≤
r + r = r, i.e., ϕ(y) ∈ [0K, r]. �

Proposition 6.3. For any P ∈ Cont◦S S[M], we have QP ∈ Cont◦ Cnvg(P).

Proof. Since the map | · |P : Cnvg(P) → κ(P) has trivial ideal-kernel, it suffices to show that
this homomorphism is continuous. But | · |P = dP(0S, ·), so Lemma 6.2 tells us that this is
continuous. �

For any Q ∈ Cont(Cnvg(P)), Proposition 3.46 tells us that the restriction Q|S[M] of Q to

S[M] is in ContS S[M]. We now work towards showing that QP is the unique element of
Cont(Cnvg(P)) whose restriction to S[M] is P. First, we require an auxiliary topological
result.

Proposition 6.4. Let P be a prime congruence in Cont◦S S[M], and let QP denote the canonical
extension of P to Cnvg(P). If we view P ⊆ S[M]2 ⊆ Cnvg(P)2, then QP is the closure of P in
Cnvg(P)2.

Proof. From Proposition 6.3 we know that QP is closed. So it remains to show that, for any
closed set Z such that P ⊆ Z ⊆ Cnvg(P)2, QP ⊆ Z. Say ( f , g) ∈ QP. By Proposition 5.6,
there are sequences ( fn)n∈N and (gn)n∈N in S[M] with f = lim

n→∞
fn and g = lim

n→∞
gn. Note

that, for n sufficiently large, fn and gn must contain the P-leading terms of f and g, respec-
tively. For such n we have ( fn, gn) ∈ P ⊆ Z. Since ( fn, gn) is eventually in the closed set Z,
( f , g) = lim

n→∞
( fn, gn) is also in Z. �

The uniqueness of QP as an element of Cont(Cnvg(P)) whose restriction to S[M] is P will
now follow from a more general uniqueness result which will also be used in the proof of
the main theorem in Section 7.

Proposition 6.5. Let S be a subsemifield of T and let ϕ : A → B be a homomorphism of S-algebras
with B a topological S-algebra. Suppose that the closure P̄ of (ϕ× ϕ)(P) in B2 is a prime congruence
on B, ϕ∗(P̄) = P, and that the map A/P → B/P̄ induced by ϕ is an isomorphism. Then P̄ is the
unique closed prime on B whose pullback to A is P.
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Proof. Note that, since ϕ∗(P̄) = P, we must have ker ϕ ⊆ P. Hence, by quotienting A
by ker ϕ, we may assume without loss of generality that A is an S-subalgebra of B. Since
A/P → B/P̄ is surjective, for all f ∈ B there is some f0 ∈ A such that ( f0, f ) ∈ P̄.

Suppose that Q is a closed prime congruence on B such that Q∩ A2 = P. Since Q is closed
and contains P, we have Q ⊇ P̄.

Consider ( f , g) ∈ Q. So there exist f0, g0 ∈ A such that ( f0, f ) and (g0, g) are both in
P̄ ⊆ Q. By symmetry and transitivity of Q, we get that f0 ∼Q f ∼Q g ∼Q g0 gives us

( f0, g0) ∈ Q ∩ A2 = P. So f ∼P̄ f0 ∼P̄ g0 ∼P̄ g, giving ( f , g) ∈ P̄. Hence Q ⊆ P̄. �

Corollary 6.6. For any P ∈ Cont◦S S[M], QP is the unique element of Cont(Cnvg(P)) whose
restriction to S[M] is P.

Proof. Note that, by definition of the canonical extension QP, QP|S[M] = P and the induced

map S[M]/P → Cnvg(P)/QP is an isomorphism. Proposition 6.4 tells us that QP is the clo-
sure of P in Cnvg(P)2. Since any element of Cont(Cnvg(P)) is closed in Cnvg(P)2, Proposi-
tion 6.5 now gives us that QP is the unique element of Cont(Cnvg(P)) whose restriction to
S[M] is P. �

Remark 6.7. To get Corollary 6.6 we applied Proposition 6.5 with A = S[M] and B =
Cnvg(P) where P is also the prime we are considering extending. In Section 7 we will
apply Proposition 6.5 to the case where these primes are distinct.

Example 6.8. Given P ∈ Cont◦S S[M], consider any prime congruence P′ ⊆ P. By Proposi-
tion 3.36, P′ ∈ Cont◦S S[M] so we can apply Lemma 4.5 to get that Cnvg(P′) = Cnvg(P).
Hence, P′ also has a unique extension in Cont(Cnvg(P)), namely QP′ . ♦

7. DESCRIPTION OF Cont (Cnvg(P))

In this section we let S 6= B be a sub-semifield of T, let M be a toric monoid, and let
P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. Our goal is to study the rest of Cont(Cnvg(P)). To do this, we will consider
other P′ ∈ ContS S[M] and compare them to P. In order to compare evaluations of elements
of S[M] at both P and P′, we embed κ(P) and κ(P′) into a single totally ordered semifield.

For any such P and P′, Proposition 3.38 tells us that we can fix a totally ordered set IP,P′

with least element i0(P, P′) and embeddings ϕP : κ(P) → T(IP,P′ ) and ϕP′ : κ(P′) → T(IP,P′ )

such that the diagram

κ(P)
πP̌,P //

� _

ϕP

��

κ
(

P̌
)

� _

��
S � � //

77♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦

''❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖ T

j
// T(IP,P′ ) π // T

κ(P′)
πP̌′,P′

//
� ?

ϕP′

OO

κ
(
P̌′)
� ?

OO

commutes. Here P̌ and P̌′ are the maximal elements of ContS S[M] containing P and P′,
respectively, and j and π are the continuous homomorphisms induced by inclusion of, and
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projection onto, the i0(P, P′) factor. Recall that, by Lemma 3.22, the embeddings κ(P̌) →֒ T

and κ(P̌′) →֒ T are uniquely determined by their compatibility with S.

Using these embeddings and the section j : T → T(IP,P′ ) of π, for any f ∈ S[M] we can

view | f |P , | f |P′ , | f |P̌, and | f |P̌′ as elements of T(IP,P′ ), and we do so for the rest of this section.

Viewing j as an embedding also makes π an endomorphism of T(IP,P′ ), which satisfies the

following property: for any γ ∈ T(IP,P′ ) and d ∈ T such that d > 1T,

π(γ) < dγ and dπ(γ) > γ. (1)

We start by considering the closures in Cnvg(P)2 of primes on S[M]. These are not neces-
sarily congruences, since they do not need to be transitively closed.

Notation 7.1. For primes P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] and P′ ∈ ContS S[M] we will denote by P̄′ the
topological closure of P′ in Cnvg(P)2.

Example 7.2 (Motivating example). Let P and P′ be prime congruences on T[x±1] with defin-

ing matrices
(
1 0

)
and

(
1 1
0 1

)
respectively. Consider two sequences of polynomials for

n ≥ 0,

fn = 1T + t−nxn, and gn = t−nxn.

Both of these sequences converge in Cnvg(P). More precisely,

dP(1T, fn) = dP(1T, 1T + t−nxn) = |t−nxn|P = t−n.

Thus, as lim
n→∞

dP(1T, fn) = 0T, and so fn converges to 1T in the P norm. Similarly, we check

that lim
n→∞

dP(0T, gn) = 0T, so the sequence gn converges to 0T. Since the pairs of polynomials

( fn, gn) are elements of P′, we get that lim
n→∞

( fn, gn) = (1T , 0T) belongs to P̄′. Thus, any

congruence that contains the closure of P′ contains (1T, 0T) and is therefore all of Cnvg(P)2.
In particular, there is no closed prime on Cnvg(P) which contains P′. ♦

We abstract the idea of this example into the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Consider a maximal prime P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] and any prime P′ ∈ ContS S[M]. If there
is a monomial m such that |m|P < 1S ≤ |m|P′ , then there is no closed prime of Cnvg(P) which
contains P′.

Proof. Assume there is such an m, and suppose there were a closed prime congruence Q ⊇ P′

on Cnvg(P). We can consider two sequences, { fn}n∈N and {gn}n∈N given by

fn = 1S + mn and gn = mn.

Notice that ( fn, gn) ∈ P′. To see what these sequences converge to, compute

dP(1S, fn) = dP(1S, 1S + mn) = |mn|P = |m|nP.

Since |m|P < 1S and is in T, lim
n→∞

dP(1S, fn) = 0S, and so fn converges to 1S in Cnvg(P).

Similarly, we check that dP(0S, gn) = 0S, so the sequence gn converges to 0S. Thus, ( fn, gn)
converges to (1S, 0S), which tells us that (1S, 0S) ∈ P̄′ ⊆ Q, contradicting the assumption
that Q is prime. �
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In the following theorem, we classify which primes on S[M] occur as the restriction of
some Q ∈ Cont(Cnvg(P)). We use the above lemma to rule out those primes that do not
arise this way. First, we need to introduce the following condition on primes.

Definition 7.4. For prime congruences P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] and P′ ∈ ContS S[M], we say that P′

satisfies property (∗) with respect to P if there exists a nonzero c ∈ S such that, for any term
m ∈ S[M], c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ .

Theorem 7.5 (K). Fix, P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. The map ι∗ : Cont(Cnvg(P)) → ContS S[M] induced
by the inclusion ι : S[M] → Cnvg(P) is a bijection onto the set of those prime congruences in
ContS S[M] that satisfy property (∗) with respect to P.

Before we prove the theorem we look at special cases of interest.

Corollary 7.6. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let M = Zn, so S[M] = S[x±1
1 , . . . , x±1

n ] is
the Laurent polynomial semiring over S. If P ∈ ContS S[Zn] is a maximal prime, then the map

ι : S[x±1
1 , . . . , x±1

n ] → Cnvg(P) induces a bijection onto the set of primes P′ ⊆ P.

Proof. In this case ContS S[Zn] = Cont◦S S[Zn] and every P′ ⊆ P satisfies property (∗) with
respect to P. To see this, fix c ∈ S× greater than 1S and note that, for any term m, c|m|P =
cπ(|m|P′) > |m|P′ by (1).

Now it suffices to show that, if P′ 6⊆ P, then P′ is not in the image of ι∗. Notice that P′ ⊆ P
if and only if for all terms m1 and m2, for which |m1|P′ ≤ |m2|P′ , we have that |m1|P ≤ |m2|P.
So, if P′ 6⊆ P, there are terms m1 and m2 violating the above conditions. Consider m =
m1/m2 and observe that |m|P′ > |1S|P′ and |m|P < |1S|P. Now apply Lemma 7.3 to this m to
conclude that there is no closed prime of Cnvg(P) containing P′. �

Corollary 7.7. Let S be a sub-semifield of T and let M = Nn, so S[M] = S[x1, . . . , xn] is the
polynomial semiring over S. Consider P ∈ Cont◦S S[x1, . . . , xn] and P′ ∈ ContS S[x1, . . . , xn]. By
Corollary 3.16 we can pick defining matrices

U =




1 p1 . . . pn

0 ∗ · · · ∗
...

...
. . .

...
0 ∗ · · · ∗


 and U′ =




1 p′1 · · · p′n
0 ∗ · · · ∗
...

...
. . .

...
0 ∗ · · · ∗




for P and P′, respectively, where U has entries in R and U′ has entries in R ∪ {−∞}. Then P′ is in
the image of the injective map ι∗ : Cont(Cnvg(P)) → ContS S[x1, . . . , xn] if and only if p′i ≤ pi

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Remark 7.8. One technicality we need to take into account in the above corollary is that in
order to compare the norms of terms taken with respect to different primes we need to use
matrices of the same size. Thus, for the purpose of stating the corollaries we will assume
that every prime corresponding to a matrix of size k × (n + 1) is defined by a square matrix,
whose remaining n + 1− k rows are all 0. Each matrix gives a Hahn embedding as in Exam-
ple 3.8 and adding the extra rows creates a joint Hahn embedding as in Proposition 3.38.
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Proof of Corollary 7.7. Let P and P′ have defining matrices U and U′, as in the statement. So

for m = taxu1
1 · · · xun

n , tb|m|P ≥ |m|P′ exactly if



b
0
...
0


+R U




a
u1
...

un


 ≥lex U′




a
u1
...

un


 .

Suppose p′i ≤ pi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Pick any c ∈ S× greater than 1S, so c = tb for some b > 0R.
For any term m = taxu1

1 · · · xun
n , we have

a +
n

∑
i=1

p′iui ≤ a +
n

∑
i=1

piui < b + a +
n

∑
i=1

piui (2)

because ui ≥ 0. Since, in (2), left-most sum is the first entry of U′ (a u1 · · · un

)T
and the

right-most sum is the first entry of
(
b 0 · · · 0

)T
+R U

(
a u1 · · · un

)T
, this gives us

that c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ . Thus, P′ satisfies property (∗) with respect to P.
Now suppose p′l > pl for some l between 1 and n; it suffices to show that P′ is not in the

image of ι∗. Since (pl , p′l) is a nonempty open interval of R, there exists a positive integer

β such that (βpl , βp′l) contains some −α with tα ∈ S. Let m = tαx
β
l , which has exponent

vector αe1 + βel+1. Since U′(αe1 + βel+1) has first entry α +R βp′l , U(αe1 + βel+1) has first
entry α +R βpl , and α +R βpl < 0R < α +R βp′l , we have |m|P < 1S < |m|P′ . By Lemma 7.3
applied to this m, there is no closed prime of Cnvg(P) containing P′. �

Remark 7.9. Recall from Section 2 that, if the defining matrix of a prime on S[x1, . . . , xn]
has −∞ as an entry then all other entries in that column are also −∞. Equivalently, we can
remove the columns with −∞ entries and consider a prime on a semiring with less variables.

We now proceed to prove a sequence of statements that imply Theorem 7.5. The follow-
ing proposition will allow us to assume, in the proof of Theorem 7.5, that P is maximal in
Cont◦S S[M].

Proposition 7.10. Let P, P̌ ∈ Cont◦S S[M] be such that P̌ is maximal and P̌ ⊇ P, and let P′ ∈
ContS S[M]. Then P′ satisfies property (∗) with respect to P if and only if it satisfies property (∗)
with respect to P̌.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a c ∈ S× such that c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ for all terms m ∈ S[M]. Fix
any d ∈ S greater than 1S and let č = cd. For any term m ∈ S[M] we have

č|m|P̌ = cdπ(|m|P) > c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ .

For the other direction, suppose that there is some č ∈ S such that č|m|P̌ ≥ |m|P′ for all
terms m ∈ S. Fix any d > 1S in S and let c = dč. For any term m ∈ S[M] we have

c|m|P = dč|m|P > čπ(|m|P) = č|m|P̌ ≥ |m|P′ .

�

Proposition 7.11. If P′ ∈ ContS S[M] satisfies property (∗) with respect to a prime P ∈ Cont◦S S[M],
then Cnvg(P) ⊆ Cnvg(P′). In this case, the inclusion map Cnvg(P) → Cnvg(P′) is uniformly
continuous.
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Proof. Fix f ∈ Cnvg(P). For any nonzero element b ∈ S[M]/P′ we want to show that
{u ∈ M : | fuχu|P′ ≥ b} is finite. Since b ∈ κ(P′)×, there exists a nonzero element d ∈ S
such that |d|P′ < b, whence

{u ∈ M : | fuχu|P′ ≥ b} ⊆ {u ∈ M : | fuχu|P′ ≥ |d|P′}.

Since P′ satisfies property (∗), there is a c 6= 0S such that, for any u ∈ M with | fuχu|P′ ≥ |d|P′ ,

c| fuχu|P ≥ | fuχu|P′ ≥ |d|P′ = |d|P.

Dividing by c we obtain that | fuχu|P ≥ |d/c|P . This implies that

{u ∈ M : | fuχu|P′ ≥ |d|P′} ⊆ {u ∈ M : | fuχu|P ≥ |d/c|P},

where the second set is finite, since f ∈ Cnvg(P). Thus, we conclude that f ∈ Cnvg(P′).
Given ε ∈ κ(P′)×, we want to show that there is a δ ∈ κ(P)× such that, if f , g ∈ Cnvg(P)

with dP( f , g) < δ, then dP′( f , g) < ε. Note that

dP′( f , g) = ∑
u∈M
fu 6=gu

(| fu|P′ + |gu|P′) ≤ ∑
u∈M
fu 6=gu

c (| fu|P + |gu|P) = cdP( f , g).

Thus, picking any δ ∈ S× which is less than ε/c will work. �

The above proposition is used two ways. First, it guarantees that the P′-leading terms
of f ∈ Cnvg(P) form a polynomial as pointed out in Remark 7.12. Second, the continuity
statement will be used to deduce that P̄′ ∈ Cont Cnvg(P).

Remark 7.12. By Proposition 7.11 every f ∈ Cnvg(P) has a leading term with respect to the
ordering induced by P′, and there are finitely many such leading terms.

The following result is a technical tool that we use in the subsequent lemma to give an
algebraic characterization of P̄′.

Lemma 7.13. Let P′ ∈ ContS S[M] be a prime that satisfies property (∗) with respect to a prime
P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. Fix f ∈ Cnvg(P) and let { fn}n∈N be any sequence of polynomials in S[M]
converging to f in Cnvg(P). Denote by L′

f the set of leading terms of f with respect to the preorder

induced by P′, and let f ′ = ∑
m∈L′

f

m. Then there exists n0 ∈ N such that, for every n ≥ n0, we have

that ( f ′, fn) ∈ P′.

Proof. Write f = f ′ + f ′′ so that the supports of f ′ and f ′′ are disjoint. By Remark 7.12,
f ′ is a polynomial. Since P′ satisfies property (∗), we can fix a nonzero c ∈ S such that
c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ for all terms m. For some n0 ∈ N and for all n ≥ n0,

dP( fn, f ) < c−1| f ′|P′ ≤ | f ′|P.

In particular, for all n ≥ n0 we can write fn = f ′ + f ′′n with the supports of f ′ and f ′′n disjoint.
Consider a term µ = fn,uχu of f ′′n . If fn,u 6= fu, where fu is the coefficient of χu in f , then

|µ|P′ ≤ c|µ|P ≤ c dP( fn, f ) < | f ′|P′ .

If fn,u = fu, then µ = fuχu is a term of f ′′, so |µ|P′ < | f ′|P′ . In both cases, |µ|P′ < | f ′ |P′ and
thus | f ′′n |P′ < | f ′|P′ implying that | fn|P′ = | f ′ + f ′′n |P′ = | f ′|P′ . Since f ′, fn ∈ S[M], this says
that ( f ′, fn) ∈ P′. �
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Lemma 7.14. Let P′ ∈ ContS S[M] be a prime that satisfies property (∗) with respect to P ∈
Cont◦S S[M]. For a pair ( f , g) ∈ Cnvg(P)2, denote by m f and mg any leading monomials of f and

g with respect to P′. Then ( f , g) is in P̄′ if and only if (m f , mg) ∈ P′.

Proof. Suppose ( f , g) is in P̄′. By Proposition 5.5, we can pick a sequence ( fn, gn) in P′ of
pairs of polynomials converging to ( f , g) in Cnvg(P). Denote by L′

f and L′
g the sets of

leading terms of f and g with respect to the ordering induced by P′. Let f ′ = ∑
m f ∈L′

f

m f and

g′ = ∑
mg∈L′

g

mg. By Lemma 7.13, there exists n0 ∈ N such that for all n ≥ n0, ( f ′, fn) ∈ P′ and

(g′, gn) ∈ P′. Since ( fn, gn) ∈ P′, transitivity of P′ gives us ( f ′, g′) ∈ P′.
For the other direction, let f ′ and g′ be defined as before. By assumption, ( f ′, g′) ∈ P′. Let

{ fn}n∈N and {gn}n∈N be sequences of partial sums with f1 = f ′ and g1 = g′, such that { fn}
converges to f and {gn} converges to g in Cnvg(P). Then ( fn, f ′) ∈ P′ and (gn, g′) ∈ P′ and,

by transitivity, ( fn, gn) ∈ P′. Thus, ( f , g) = lim
n→∞

( fn, gn) ∈ P̄′. �

The following Corollary together with the previous statement give us one direction of the
proof of 8.5.

Corollary 7.15. If a prime P′ ∈ ContS S[M] satisfies property (∗) with respect to a prime congru-
ence P ∈ Cont◦S S[M], then P̄′ ∈ Cont(Cnvg(P)).

Proof. By Lemma 7.14, P̄′ is a prime congruence on Cnvg(P). The same lemma also shows
that the inclusion S[M] ⊆ Cnvg(P) induces an isomorphism κ(P′) ∼= κ(P̄′) which makes the
diagram

Cnvg(P) �
� //

|·|P̄′
��

Cnvg(P′)

|·|P′
��

κ(P̄′) κ(P′)
∼=oo

commute. So it suffices to show that the composition

Cnvg(P) →֒ Cnvg(P′)
|·|P′−→ κ(P′)

is continuous. The first map is continuous by Proposition 7.11. The continuity of the second
map, f 7→ | f |P′ = dP′(0S, f ), follows from Lemma 6.2. �

Proof of Theorem 7.5. Fix P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. Since changing P to the maximal P̌ ∈ Cont◦S S[M]
does not change Cnvg(P) as a topological S[M]-algebra, and by Proposition 7.10 it also does
not change which P′ ∈ ContS S[M] satisfy property (∗) with respect to P, we may assume
without loss of generality that P is maximal in ContS S[M]. We will first show that the image
of ι∗ : Cont(Cnvg(P)) → ContS S[M] is the set of primes of S[M] satisfying property (∗)
with respect to P. If P′ satisfies property (∗) with respect to P then Corollary 7.15 asserts
that P̄′ ∈ Cont(Cnvg(P)) and Lemma 7.14 shows that ι∗(P̄′) = P′.

For the other inclusion, assume P′ does not satisfy property (∗) with respect to P. We will
show the existence of a monomial m such that |m|P < 1S < |m|P′ . Applying Lemma 7.3 to
this m shows that there is no closed prime of Cnvg(P) containing P′.
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If P′ does not satisfy property (∗) with respect to P, then for all c ∈ S \ {0S} there exists a
term µ ∈ S[M] such that c|µ|P < |µ|P′ . In particular, we may assume that c > 1S and so

|µ|P < c|µ|P < |µ|P′ .

Since |µ|P ∈ T×, (|µ|P , c|µ|P) is an interval so there exists a β ∈ N such that for some a ∈ S,

a−1 is in the interval (|µ|βP, (c|µ|P)β). Now let m = aµβ and observe that

|m|P = a|µ|βP < 1S < a(c|µ|P)β
< a|µ|βP′ = |m|P′ .

It remains to show that the map ι∗ is an injection. For any P′ in the image of ι∗, Lemma 7.14

gives us that the pullback of P̄′ to S[M] is P′ and the induced map S[M]/P′ → Cnvg(P)/P̄′

is an isomorphism. Thus, by Proposition 6.5, the prime congruence P̄′ is the unique element
of Cont(Cnvg(P)) whose pullback to S[M] is P′. �

We now show that property (∗) is equivalent to another condition which is, a priori,
stronger. This version of the condition will be used in proving the main theorem of the
next subsection.

Proposition 7.16. Let P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] and P′ ∈ ContS S[M]. Then P′ satisfies property (∗) with
respect to P if and only if, for every c ∈ S with c > 1S and every term m ∈ S[M], c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ .

Proof. The “if” direction is clear. So assume that P′ satisfies property (∗) with respect to P,
i.e., there is some nonzero c ∈ S such that c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ for all terms m ∈ S[M].

If c ≤ 1S then, for any c̃ ∈ S with c̃ > 1S, c̃|m|P ≥ c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ .

Now say c > 1S. For any c̃ ∈ S with c̃ > 1S, there is a positive integer ℓ such that c1/ℓ ≤ c̃

in T. Then, in the algebraically closed semifield T(IP,P′ ), we have

c̃|m|P ≥ c1/ℓ|m|P = (c|mℓ|P)1/ℓ ≥ (|mℓ|P′)1/ℓ = |m|P′ .

�

7.1. GEOMETRIC DESCRIPTION OF Cont (Cnvg(P))

We round off this section by providing a more geometric flavor to the above results. We
continue the assumption that S is a sub-semifield of T, different from B. In this section, we
write the toric monoid M as σ∨ ∩ Λ for Λ a finitely generated free abelian group and σ a

cone in Λ∗. We fix primes P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] and P′, P̌′ ∈ ContS S[M], where P̌′ ⊇ P′ and P̌′ is
maximal in ContS S[M] with respect to inclusion.

There is a map Φ : ContS S[M] → NR(σ) defined as follows. Given P′ ∈ ContS S[M] and
following the notations above, we have the semiring homomorphism

ϕ = ϕP′ : S[M] → κ(P′)
πP̌′,P′−→ κ(P̌′) → T.

Precomposing with the canonical monoid homomorphism from M to the multiplicative
monoid of S[M] gives us a monoid homomorphism φP′ : M → (T, ·), i.e., an element of
the tropical toric variety NR(σ). We set Φ(P′) = φP′ . Moreover, if P′ has trivial ideal-kernel,
φP′ does not map anything to 0T, and so induces a group homomorphism Λ → R, i.e., an
element of NR . So the map Φ : ContS S[M] → NR(σ) restricts to a map Cont◦S S[M] → NR .
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Example 7.17. Suppose M = Λ = Zn, so σ = {0}. In this case we can give an even
more explicit description of the map Φ : ContS S[M] → NR(σ) = NR = Rn. Given P′ ∈
ContS S[M], pick a defining matrix for P′ of the form




1 w
∗ ∗
...

...
∗ ∗




where w ∈ Rn. Then Φ(P′) = w.

Example 7.18. Suppose M = Nn, so Λ = Zn and σ is the totally negative orthant in Rn. We
can also give an explicit description of the map Φ : ContS S[M] → NR(σ) = Tn in this case.
As above, we can pick a defining matrix for P′, but now some entries may be −∞. Thus, we
still have w ∈ Tn, and Φ(P′) = w.

Remark 7.19. In the contexts of Examples 7.17 and 7.18, Φ(P′) can also be described as the
unique point of the congruence variety of P′. See [7, Section 3.1] for the definition of the
congruence variety.

The following lemma allows us to reduce our discussion to primes in ContS S[M] which
are maximal with respect to inclusion.

Lemma 7.20. Let P, P′, and P̌′ be as above. For every term m ∈ S[M] we have that c|m|P ≥ |m|P′

for all c ∈ S with c > 1S if and only if c|m|P ≥ |m|P̌′ for all c ∈ S with c > 1S.

Proof. First assume that c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ for every c ∈ S, c > 1S, and for every term m ∈ S[M].
We will show that c|m|P ≥ |m|P̌′ = π(|m|P′). Since S ⊆ T, we can find a d ∈ T such that
1T < d < c. Then

c|m|P =
c

d
d|m|P ≥ d|m|P′ > π(|m|P′) = |m|P̌′ ,

where the last inequality follows from Inequalities (1). The proof of the reverse direction is
similar. �

Lemma 7.21. Let P, P′ be as previously defined with P, P′ ∈ ContS S[M] maximal. For every c ∈ S
with c > 1S we have that c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ for all terms m ∈ S[M] if and only if |m|P ≥ |m|P′ for all
terms m ∈ S[M].

Proof. If |m|P ≥ |m|P′ , then c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ since c > 1S. For the other direction, assume that
for all c ∈ S with c > 1S and every term m ∈ S[M] we have that c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ . In particular,

for all l ∈ Z≥1 we have c|ml |P ≥ |ml |P′ . Thus, in the algebraically closed semifield T, we
have

c1/l |m|P = (c|ml |P)1/l ≥ (|ml |P′)1/l = |m|P′ .

By letting l get arbitrarily large, we obtain the desired inequality |m|P ≥ |m|P′ because T×

is archimedean. �

We are now ready to state the geometric version of our main theorem of the section.

Theorem 7.22 (Kg). Let S 6= B be a sub-semifield of T and let M be the toric monoid corre-
sponding to a cone σ in NR. Also, let P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] and P′ ∈ ContS S[M]. Then the map
ι∗ : Cont(Cnvg(P)) → ContS S[M] induced by the inclusion ι : S[M] → Cnvg(P) is injective
and the following statements are equivalent:
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i) P′ is in the image of ι∗.
ii) For all c ∈ S, c > 1S and all terms m ∈ S[M], c|m|P ≥ |m|P′ .

iii) Letting σ̄ be the closure of σ in NR(σ), we have Φ(P′) ∈ Φ(P) +R σ̄.

Proof. The injectivity of ι∗ and the equivalence of (i) and (ii) follow from the statements of
Theorem 7.5 and Proposition 7.16.

Now it remains only to show that (ii) and (iii) are equivalent. Note that Φ(P) = Φ(P̌)
where P̌ is the maximal element of ContS S[M] containing P, so replacing P and P′ by the
maximal elements of ContS S[M] above them does not change the statement of (iii). In view
of Lemma 7.20, without loss of generality we can assume that P′ is a maximal prime in
ContS S[M] with respect to inclusion. We can also assume without loss of generality that P
is maximal: by Theorem 7.5, P′ satisfies property (∗) with respect to P if and only if P′ is in
the image of ι∗ , but ι, and hence ι∗, is unchanged if we replace P by the maximal prime in
ContS S[M] above it. Moreover, if P, P′ ∈ ContS S[M] are maximal Lemma 3.22 guarantees
the existence of canonical embeddings of κ(P) and κ(P′) into T.

Thus, since the primes P and P′ are maximal in ContS S[M], we have that w := Φ(P) is the
map M → S[M] → κ(P) → T and w′ = Φ(P′) is M → S[M] → κ(P′) → T. By Lemma 7.21,
(ii) is equivalent to having |m|P ≥ |m|P′ for all terms m ∈ S[M]. Let m = aχu be a nonzero
term of S[M]. Note that |m|P ≥ |m|P′ says that 〈w, u〉+R log(a) ≥ 〈w′, u〉+ log(a), which is
true if and only if 〈w, u〉 ≥ 〈w′, u〉. Note that we can form the subtraction w′ −R w because
w ∈ NR. So (ii) holds if and only if, for all u ∈ σ∨, 0 ≥ 〈w′ −R w, u〉. This, in turn, is
equivalent to w′ −R w ∈ σ̄ by [59, Proposition 3.19]. Finally, w′ −R w ∈ σ̄ is the same as
w′ ∈ w +R σ̄. �

Remark 7.23. In view of Lemma 7.21 we can even allow c ∈ T in (ii).

8. THE DIMENSION OF Cnvg(P)

Throughout this section we continue to assume that S 6= B is a sub-semifield of T and
M = σ∨ ∩ Λ for Λ a lattice and σ a strongly convex rational polyhedral cone in NR =
Λ∗ ⊗ R.

In this section we study the dimension of the semiring of convergent power series at a
prime. We compute it exactly when the coefficients are in T. When the coefficients are
in a strict sub-semifield of T, we provide bounds on the dimension. In that case we give
examples showing that both equality and strict inequality are possible.

In [41] the dimension of a semiring A, denoted dim A, is defined to be the number of strict
inclusions in a chain of prime congruences on A of maximal length. We refine this notion in
the next definition.

Definition 8.1. When S ⊆ T is a sub-semifield and A is a S-algebra, the relative dimension of
A over S is the number dimS A of strict inclusions in a longest chain of prime congruences
in ContS A.

Moreover, if A is a topological S-algebra, the topological dimension of A is the number
dimtop A of strict inclusions in a longest chain of prime congruences in Cont A.

If there is no finite upper bound on the length of chains of prime congruences, we say that
the dimension (topological or relative) is infinite.
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Remark 8.2. We will be most interested in the cases when A is a polynomial or Laurent
polynomial semiring with coefficients in a sub-semifield of T, the semirings of convergent
power series, and their quotients. In these cases, there is always a longest (finite) chain
of prime congruences. For polynomial or Laurent polynomial semiring this existence was
proven in [41, Theorem 4.14] and for semirings of convergent power series we will see this
in Corollary 8.6.

We illustrate the distinction between dimension and relative dimension in the following
examples.

Example 8.3. Let S be a sub-semifield of T. Then, as per Example 3.12, dimS S is the number
of nontrivial proper convex subgroups of S×, which is 0. On the other hand, dim S is equal
to the number of (possibly trivial) proper convex subgroups of S× which is 1. ♦
Example 8.4. Let A = T[x]. Then dim A = 2 but dimT A = 1. The same happens when T is
replaced by any sub-semifield. ♦

We now state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 8.5. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, M a toric monoid, and P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] then

rk(κ(P)×/S×) + dimtop Cnvg(P) ≥ dimS S[M]

≥ max{rk(κ(P)×/S×), dimtop Cnvg(P)}.

This immediately implies the following corollary.

Corollary 8.6. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, M be a toric monoid, and P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. Then

dimS S[M] ≥ dimtop Cnvg(P) ≥ dimS S[M]− rk(κ(P)×/S×).

Remark 8.7. If M ∼= Zn, then, given a k × (n + 1) matrix C for P ∈ Cont◦S S[M], one can

compute rk(κ(P)×/S×) as follows. Let V denote the rational subspace of Rk generated by

all but the first column of C. Let W be the rational subspace of Rk consisting of vectors of

the form




qα

0
...
0


 with q ∈ Q and tα ∈ S. Then rk(κ(P)×/S×) = dimQ(V +W)/W.

We also have the following corollary, computing the topological dimension of Cnvg(P)
exactly in the case of T coefficients.

Corollary 8.8. If P ∈ Cont◦T T[M], then

dimtop Cnvg(P) = dimT T[M].

Proof. Let P̌ be the unique maximal element of Cont◦T T[M] over P. Then Cnvg(P) =
Cnvg(P̌) and κ(P̌)×/T× is the trivial group. The result follows immediately from Theo-
rem 8.5. �

We will first prove Theorem 8.5 in the case when M is a group. Since we have the running
hypothesis that M is a toric monoid, this means M ∼= Zn. In this case, the statement of
Theorem 8.5 reduces to the following proposition.
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Proposition 8.9. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let M be a group, and let P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] be
maximal. Then

rk(κ(P)×/S×) + dimtop Cnvg(P) = dimS S[M].

First we need the following easy lemma. We let Terms(S[M]) denote the multiplicative
monoid of (nonzero) terms of S[M]; if M is a group, then Terms(S[M]) is a group. Note that,
if A is a semiring and G is a set of additive generators for A, then, for any prime congruence
P on A, every equivalence class in A/P has a representative in G ∪ {0A}.

Lemma 8.10. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let M be a group, and let P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. Letting
πP : Terms(S[M]) → κ(P)× be the natural map, we have

rk(ker(πP)) + rk(κ(P)×/S×) = rk(M).

Proof. Note that Terms(S[M]) is just S× × M. Since every nonzero equivalence class in
S[M]/P has a representative which is a unit, S[M]/P is a semifield, so S[M]/P = κ(P).
This results in the short exact sequence

0 → ker(πP) → Terms(S[M]) → κ(P)× → 0.

Since πP maps S× injectively into κ(P)× we can quotient out by S× to get

0 → ker(πP) → M → κ(P)×/S× → 0. (3)

We can take the ranks of the abelian groups in sequence (3) to obtain

rk(ker(πP)) + rk(κ(P)×/S×) = rk(M).

�

In order to construct the chains of primes necessary to show Proposition 8.9, we use the
following proposition.

Proposition 8.11. Let M be a group. A relation � on the terms of S[M] is the same as ≤P for a
prime P on S[M] if and only if the following conditions hold:

(1) � is a total preorder,
(2) � is multiplicative, and
(3) � respects the order on S.

Moreover, P ∈ ContS S[M] if and only if

(4) for any term aχu of S[M], ∃b ∈ S×, such that b ≺ aχu.

Proof. By definition the relation ≤P satisfies all these conditions, so it suffices to show the
opposite direction. Conditions (1), (2) and (3) guarantee that the quotient of Terms(S[M])
by the equivalence relation a ∼ b if and only if a � b and a � b is a totally ordered abelian
group. Thus, the congruence P that ∼ generates on S[M] has S[M]/P a totally ordered
semifield, giving us that P is a prime congruence. The last condition is equivalent to the
congruence being in ContS S[M] by Lemma 3.15. �

Proof of Proposition 8.9. For P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] let πP be the natural map from Terms(S[M])
to the multiplicative group κ(P)× of the residue semifield. From Lemma 8.10 we already
know that rk(ker(πP)) + rk(κ(P)×/S×) = rk(M). By [42, Theorem 3.16], dimS S[M] =
rk(M). Thus, it remains only to show that rk(ker(πP)) = dimtop Cnvg(P). To show that
rk(ker(πP)) ≥ dimtop Cnvg(P), let P′ ⊆ P and consider the diagram
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0 ker(πP′) Terms(S[M]) κ(P′)× 0

0 ker(πP)

ι πP′

in which the first row is exact.
Since κ(P′)× is a totally ordered abelian group, it is torsion-free, so ker(πP′) is saturated

in Terms(S[M]). Since ker(πP) is a subgroup of Terms(S[M]) containing ker(πP′), we get
that ker(πP′) is saturated in ker(πP). Thus, if P′ ( P, then rk(ker(πP′)) < rk(ker(πP)). In
particular, if we have a chain of primes

P ) P′ ) P′′ ) . . . ) P(n),

then

rk(ker(πP)) > rk(ker(πP′)) > · · · > rk(ker(πP(n))) ≥ 0,

so rk(ker(πP)) ≥ n. By Corollary 7.6, pullback along the inclusion map S[M] →֒ Cnvg(P)
gives a bijection from Cont(Cnvg(P)) to the primes contained in P. So rk(ker(πP)) ≥
dimtop Cnvg(P).

Towards proving the opposite inequality, let E : Terms(S[M]) → M be the group homo-
morphism taking a term to its exponent, i.e., E(aχu) = u. In particular, the kernel of E is S×.
So, because ker(πP) ∩ S× = {1S}, rk

(
E(ker(πP))

)
= rk(ker(πP)).

As usual, let N = HomZ(M, Z). For any w ∈ N \ E(ker(πP))
⊥, we can specify a prime

P′ ( P by the multiplicative preorder ≤P′ on Terms S[M] given as follows:

aχu ≤P′ bχv ⇐⇒ aχu
<P bχv or (aχu ≡P bχv and 〈w, u〉 ≤ 〈w, v〉).

We claim that for such a pair P and P′ we have that rk(ker(πP′)) = rk(ker(πP)) − 1. To
see this, note that aχu ∈ ker(πP′) if and only if aχu ∈ ker(πP) and 〈w, u〉 = 0. Thus,

E(ker(πP′)) = E(ker(πP)) ∩ w⊥. Since w is not 0 on E(ker(πP)), we have

rk(ker(πP′)) = rk
(
E(ker(πP)) ∩ w⊥

)
= rk (E(ker(πP)))− 1 = rk(ker(πP))− 1,

as claimed. Now denote by k the rank of ker(πP) and observe that k = 0 if and only if

N = E(ker(πP))
⊥. So we can apply the above construction recursively k times to obtain a

chain of primes

P ) P′ ) P′′ ) . . . ) P(k).

Thus, dimtop Cnvg(P) ≥ k = rk(ker(πP)) and so, combining the two inequalities, we get
the desired statement. �

Remark 8.12. The above proof also gives a result in the case where P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] is not
necessarily maximal. Here we are still assuming that S is a subsemifield of T and M is a
group. In this case, the proof shows that rk(ker(πP)) is the maximum length of a chain
under P, where πP : Terms(S[M]) → κ(P)× is the natural map.

Definition 8.13. The height of a prime congruence P on a semiring A is the maximum length
ht(P) of a chain P0 ( P1 ( · · · ( Pk = P of primes under P.

With this terminology, Remark 8.12 says that, when S is a sub-semifield of T and M ∼= Zn,
the height of any P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] is ht(P) = rk(ker πP) = n − rk(κ(P)×/S×). We can also
extend this to the case of a toric monoid.
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Lemma 8.14. Let S be sub-semifield of T and let M ⊆ Λ be a toric monoid corresponding to a cone
σ in NR . For any P ∈ Cont◦S S[M], ht(P) = rk(Λ)− rk(κ(P)×/S×).

Proof. Because P has trivial ideal-kernel, it extends to a unique prime P̃ ∈ Cont◦S S[Λ] and

the same applies to all of the primes contained in P. Since all the primes below P̃ arise this

way, we have ht(P) = ht(P̃) = n − rk(κ(P̃)×/S×) = n − rk(κ(P)×/S×). �

We can also extract another result for the case of toric monoids. First we require a lemma.

Lemma 8.15. Let S be sub-semifield of T and let M ⊆ Λ be a toric monoid corresponding to a cone

σ in NR. Fix P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] and let P̃ be the corresponding prime congruence on S[Λ]. Then the
preorder ≤P on Terms(S[M]) is an order if and only if ≤P̃ is an order on Terms(S[Λ]).

Proof. Note that ≤P and ≤P̃ are orders if and only if the functions πP : Terms(S[M]) →
κ(P)× and πP̃ : Terms(S[Λ]) → κ(P̃)×, respectively, are injective.

Under the identification κ(P) ∼= κ(P̃), πP is the restriction of πP̃ to Terms(S[M]) ⊆
Terms(S[Λ]), so if πP̃ is injective then so is πP.

Now suppose πP is injective and aχu, a′χu′ ∈ Terms(S[Λ]) are such that πP̃(aχu) =

πP̃(a
′χu′

). Since σ∨ is a full-dimensional rational (not necessarily strongly convex) cone
in ΛR, we can pick µ ∈ Λ which is in the interior of σ∨. So for any sufficiently large r ∈ N,
u + rµ, u′ + rµ ∈ σ∨ ∩ Λ = M. Now

πP(aχu+rµ) = πP̃(aχu)πP̃(χ
rµ)

= πP̃(a
′χu′

)πP̃(χ
rµ)

= πP(a
′χu′+rµ),

so aχu+rµ = a′χu′+rµ. Thus a = a′ and u = u′, showing that πP̃ is injective. �

Corollary 8.16. Let S be sub-semifield of T and let M ⊆ Λ be a toric monoid corresponding to a
cone σ in NR . For any P ∈ ContS S[M], the preorder ≤P on Terms(S[M]) is an order if and only if
P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] and ht(P) = 0.

Proof. Note that ≤P is an order if and only if the map Terms(S[M]) → κ(P) is injective.
Since the ideal-kernel of S[M] → κ(P) is generated by its intersection with Terms(S[M]),
whenever ≤P is an order we have P ∈ Cont◦S S[M]. Therefore, it suffices to show that, if P
has trivial ideal-kernel, then ≤P is an order if and only if ht(P) = 0.

When P ∈ Cont◦S S[M], it corresponds to a prime P̃ on S[Λ]. By Lemma 8.15, ≤P is an
order if and only if ≤P̃ is an order. This happens exactly if the group homomorphism πP̃ :
Terms(S[Λ]) → κ(P)× is injective, i.e.,

0 = rk(ker(πP̃)) = ht(P̃) = ht(P).

�

We now continue with the toric case and move towards proving Theorem 8.5. In studying
chains of primes, we will use the stratification given in the following proposition.

Proposition 8.17. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let Λ be a finitely generated free abelian group, let σ

be a cone in NR , and let M = σ∨ ∩ Λ. There is a partition of ContS S[M] into subsets Vτ for τ ≤ σ

such that
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(1) if P ⊆ P′ are in ContS S[M], then they are in the same Vτ,
(2) Vτ

∼= ContS S[Λ ∩ τ⊥], and
(3) under the map Φ : ContS S[M] → NR(σ) defined in Section 7.1, Vτ is the inverse image of

the stratum of NR(σ) corresponding to τ.

Moreover, this partition is given by the equivalence relation on ContS S[M] given by P ∼ P′ if P
and P′ have the same ideal-kernel.

Remark 8.18. Recall that the stratification of NR(σ) is defined as follows. Given τ ≤ σ, the
stratum of NR(σ) = Hom(M, T) corresponding to τ consists of those φ : M → T such that

φ−1(0T) = {u ∈ M : u /∈ τ⊥}.

Proof of Proposition 8.17. For τ ≤ σ we let Kτ be the set of those terms aχu in S[M] such that
u /∈ τ⊥ and let Kτ = 〈m ∼ 0S : m ∈ Kτ〉 be the congruence on S[M] generated by setting
each element of Kτ to be 0S. For the zero cone τ = {0NR

}, we have Kτ = ∅ and Kτ = ∆ is
the trivial congruence on S[M].

For any prime P on S[M] there is a face τ ≤ σ such that the restriction of the ideal-kernel
of P to the set of terms Terms(S[M]) is Kτ. We let Vτ denote the set of such P ∈ ContS S[M].

If P ∈ Vτ then P ⊇ Kτ and, by Remark 2.10, the ideal-kernel of Kτ is the same as the
ideal-kernel of P. Thus, for P ∈ ContS S[M], P ∈ Vτ if and only if P ⊇ Kτ and the prime

P̃ on S[M]/Kτ corresponding to P has trivial ideal-kernel. By Proposition 2.17, this exactly
says that P corresponds to a prime congruence on Frac(S[M]/Kτ). So we have

Vτ
∼= ContS Frac(S[M]/Kτ)

∼= ContS Frac(S[σ∨ ∩ Λ ∩ τ⊥])

∼= ContS S[Λ ∩ τ⊥].

This proves (2).
If P ⊆ P′ are in ContS S[M] then Corolary 3.28 tells us that P and P′ have the same ideal-

kernel, so they are in the same Vτ. So we have shown (1).

Towards (3), recall that Φ is defined as follows. Given P, let P̌ be the maximal element of
ContS S[M] containing P, so there is a canonical embedding κ(P̌) →֒ T. Then Φ(P) is the

map M →֒ S[M]
πP̌−→ κ(P̌) →֒ T. Note that aχu is in the ideal-kernel of P if and only if it is in

the ideal-kernel of P̌, which in turn is equivalent to u being in
(
Φ(P)

)−1
(0T). Thus P ∈ Vτ

if and only if Φ(P) is in the stratum of NR(σ) corresponding to τ. �

Proposition 8.19. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, let Λ be a finitely generated free abelian group, let
σ be a cone in NR , and let M = σ∨ ∩ Λ. Then

dimS S[M] = rk Λ.

Proof. Let {Vτ : τ ≤ σ} be the partition of ContS S[M] from Proposition 8.17. By part
(1) of that proposition, dimS S[M] is the maximum over τ of the largest possible number of
strict inclusions in a chain of primes in Vτ. Part (2) then implies that this is dimS S[M] =
max{dimS S[Λ ∩ τ⊥] : τ ≤ σ}. By [42, Theorem 3.16] we know that dimS S[Λ ∩ τ⊥] =
rk(Λ ∩ τ⊥) = rk(Λ)− dim τ, so we conclude that dimS S[M] = rk(Λ). �

Proof of Theorem 8.5. Write M = σ∨ ∩ Λ for some cone σ in NR. Since P has trivial ideal-

kernel, it has a unique extension P̃ to S[Λ]. The induced homomorphism κ(P) → κ(P̃) is an
isomorphism. With this notation, we have the following diagram:
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Terms S[M] Terms S[Λ]

(S[M]/P) \ {0S} κ(P̃)×

πP̃

From Lemma 8.10, we know that rk Λ = rk(ker πP̃) + rk(κ(P)×/S×), but rk Λ = dimS S[M]
by Proposition 8.19, implying that dimS S[M] ≥ rk(κ(P)×/S×). Since, by Theorem 7.5, the
map ι∗ : Cont(Cnvg(P)) → ContS S[M] induced by ι : S[M] → Cnvg(P) is an injection,
we also have that dimS S[M] ≥ dimtop Cnvg(P). Combining these statements we get the
second half of the theorem, namely

dimS S[M] ≥ max{dimtop Cnvg(P), rk(κ(P)×/S×)}.

It remains to show the inequality rk(κ(P)×/S×) + dimtop Cnvg(P) ≥ dimS S[M]. We have
ht(P) = rk(Λ) − rk(κ(P)×/S×) by Lemma 8.14. Considering the canonical extensions of
primes under P to Cnvg(P) as in Example 6.8, we get dimtop Cnvg(P) ≥ ht(QP) = ht(P) =
rk(Λ)− rk(κ(P)×/S×), where QP is the canonical extension of P. �

Corollary 8.8 provides us with examples where equality is attained in both inequalities of
Theorem 8.5. The following examples show that we can have a strict inequality on one side
with equality on the other or strict inequality on both sides.

Example 8.20. Let S = Qmax and A = Qmax[x], corresponding to the cone σ = R≤0 ⊆ R. By
Proposition 8.19, dimS A = 1. Take P to be the prime congruence on A with defining matrix(
1

√
2
)
. The residue semifield κ(P) is (Q + Z

√
2)max and so rk(κ(P)×/S×) = 1. We claim

that dimtop Cnvg(P) = 1. Since we have dimtop Cnvg(P) ≤ dimS A = 1 it suffices to exhibit
a chain of primes of length one on Cnvg(P). By Theorem 7.22, the primes on A = Qmax[x]

defined by the matrices
(
1 0

)
and

(
1 0
0 1

)
extend to primes of Cnvg(P). ♦

Example 8.21. Let S = Qmax and let σ = R≥0(−1,−1) ⊆ R2. In this case, we have

A = Qmax[σ
∨ ∩ Z2] = Qmax[xy, (xy−1)±1].

By Proposition 8.19, dimS A = 2. Take P to be the prime congruence determined by the

matrix
(
1

√
2

√
3
)
. For this P we have that rk(κ(P)×/S×) = 2. However, one can show

that dimtop Cnvg(P) = 1. To see the last statement, let P′ be the prime on A with defining

matrix
(
1 0

√
3 −

√
2
)
. Here, we get P′ by letting the matrix define a prime on S[Z2] and

then pulling back along the inclusion A →֒ S[Z2]. We know that P′ extends to a prime
congruence on Cnvg(P) by Theorem 7.22. By Lemma 8.14, ht(P′) = 2 − rk(κ(P′)×/S×) =
2 − 1 = 1, showing that dimtop Cnvg(P) ≥ 1.

To see that we cannot get a longer chain, consider any prime P′ on A corresponding
to a maximal prime Q′ ∈ Cont(Cnvg(P)). If Q′ ∈ Cont◦(Cnvg(P)) then P′ comes from

a point of (
√

2,
√

3) + R≥0(−1,−1). Any such point has at least one irrational coordi-
nate, giving us rk(κ(P′)×/S×) ≥ 1, and so ht(Q′) = ht(P′) ≤ 1. On the other hand,
if Q′ /∈ Cont◦(Cnvg(P)), then P′ corresponds to a prime of a toric S-algebra of strictly
smaller dimension than A, as in the proof of Proposition 8.19. So in this case we also get that
ht(Q′) = ht(P′) ≤ 1. Thus, dimtop Cnvg(P) ≤ 1. ♦
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Example 8.22. Let S = Qmax and let σ = R≥0(−1,−1,−1) ⊆ R3. Take A to be the semir-
ing Qmax[σ∨ ∩ Z3]. In this case dimS A = 3. Let P be the prime defined by the matrix(
1

√
2

√
2

√
3
)

so rk(κ(P)×/S×) = 2. Similarly to the previous example, we get that

the prime P′ defined by the matrix
(
1 0 0

√
3 −

√
2
)

extends to a Q′ ∈ Cont(Cnvg(P)).
We can compute that ht(Q′) = 2, and the same type of argument as in the previous example
then shows that there is no longer chain. Thus, we see that dimtop Cnvg(P) = 2. ♦

The last statement of this section is a refinement of Theorem 8.5 in the case when M =
σ∨ ∩ Λ and σ is a full-dimensional cone.

Proposition 8.23. Let S be a sub-semifield of T, M = σ∨ ∩ Λ, where σ is a full-dimensional cone
in NR. If P ∈ Cont◦S S[M] then

dimtop Cnvg(P) = dimS S[M].

Proof. Given P, let ω be the image of P in NR. Theorem 7.22 tells us that the maximal
P′ ∈ Cont◦S S[M] correspond to the points of ω + σ̄. Let Γ := log(S×) be the subgroup of R

corresponding to S. Since σ is full-dimensional, ω + σ contains a Γ-rational point ω′, i.e., a
point of NΓ = N ⊗ Γ. Let P′ be the maximal element of Cont(S[M]) corresponding to ω′, so
we have that κ(P′) = S. By Lemma 8.14, we get ht(P′) = rk(Λ)− rk(κ(P′)×/S×) = rk(Λ).
Together with Proposition 8.19, this implies that dimtop Cnvg(P) ≥ rk(Λ) = dimS S[M].
Theorem 8.5 gives the opposite inequality, so we obtain that dimtop Cnvg(P) = dimS S[M].

�

APPENDIX A. TOTALLY ORDERED ABELIAN GROUPS AND HAHN’S EMBEDDING THEOREM

A.1. TOTALLY ORDERED ABELIAN GROUPS

Recall that a totally ordered abelian group is an abelian group with a total order such that
addition preserves the order. For any totally ordered abelian group G, written additively,
and for any a, b ∈ G with a, b > 0G, we write a ≫ b whenever a > n · b for all natural
numbers n.

We say that a, b > 0G are archimedean equivalent, and write a ∼ b, if neither a ≫ b nor b ≫
a. This gives an equivalence relation, whose equivalence classes are called the archimedean
equivalence classes of G. We order the set of archimedean classes [a] of G “backwards”, i.e.,
[a] < [b] if a ≫ b.

The following definitions can be made in greater generality of nonabelian groups, but we
make the definitions only in the context in which we use them.

Definition A.1. A convex subgroup H of a totally ordered abelian group G is a subgroup of
G which is also a convex subset with respect to the order.

See [65, Remark and Definition 1.7] for equivalent definitions of a convex subgroup.

Let G and G′ be totally ordered abelian groups. A homomorphism of totally ordered
abelian groups from G to G′ is a group homomorphism ϕ : G → G′ which preserves the
order. The congruence-kernel of such a homomorphism is a convex subgroup of G.
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Definition A.2. A totally ordered abelian group G, is called archimedean if, for all a, b > 0G,
there exists an integer n ∈ N such that n · a ≥ b. That is, G is archimedean if it has only one
archimedean equivalence class.

Archimedean totally ordered abelian groups have no nontrivial proper convex subgroups.

The following classical statement is a consequence of Theorem 1 and Proposition 2 in
Chapter 4 of [25].

Theorem A.3. Let G be an archimedean totally ordered abelian group. Then there is an injective
homomorphism of totally ordered abelian groups from G into the additive group of R (with the usual
ordering). Moreover, this embedding is unique up to multiplication by a scalar.

The following statement is well-known, but the details of the construction can be found
in [27]. Given a totally ordered abelian group (G,+,≤), the set G ∪ {−∞} equipped with
the operations (max,+) forms an totally ordered semifield. This plays a key role in the
following theorem, whose proof is a routine exercise. Let T OS denote the category of totally
ordered semifields with semiring homomorphisms, and let T OAG denote the category of
totally ordered abelian groups with order-preserving group homomorphisms.

Theorem A.4. The map taking a totally ordered semifield S to the totally ordered abelian group S×

is an equivalence of categories T OS → T OAG. An inverse functor of this functor is given by
G 7→ G ∪ {−∞}.

A.2. HAHN’S EMBEDDING THEOREM

Let G be a totally ordered abelian group, written additively. Recall that, for x ∈ G with
x > 0G, [x] is the archimedean class of x. Also, for any y ∈ G, we have |y| := max(y,−y).

Let I be a totally ordered set. The lexicographic function space on I, denoted R(I), is the
subgroup of RI consisting of functions f : I → R such that

supp( f ) := {i ∈ I : f (i) 6= 0R} ⊆ I

is well-ordered. Using the lexicographic order makes R(I) a totally ordered abelian group.
This order is given by specifying that f < g exactly when f (i0) < g(i0), where i0 is the least
element of {i ∈ I : f (i) 6= g(i)}.

Theorem A.5 (Hahn’s embedding theorem+ε). Let G be a totally ordered abelian group, and let

I be the set of archimedean equivalence classes of G. Then there is an embedding ϕ : G →֒ R(I).
Furthermore, suppose that we have an archimedean abelian group G′ and embeddings ι : G′ → G,
ψ : G′ → R. Let i0 ∈ I be the common archimedean class of all positive elements of ι(G′), let

π : R(I) → R denote the projection onto the factor indexed by i0, and let j : R → R(I) be the
inclusion of the same factor. Then we can choose ϕ so that the diagrams

G
ϕ

// R(I)

π

��
G′

ι

OO

ψ
// R

and

G
ϕ

// R(I)

G′

ι

OO

ψ
// R

j

OO

commute.
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Proof. The first claim is Hahn’s embedding theorem, as proven, for example, in [13]. We
briefly outline the construction of ϕ given there in order to show how to use it to prove the
second claim as well.

First, G has a canonical embedding into the divisible hull V = G ⊗Z Q of G. There is
a unique ordering on V which makes the inclusion G →֒ V into an embedding of totally
ordered abelian groups. Moreover, this embedding induces an order-isomorphism on sets
of archimedean equivalence classes. This reduces the problem to finding an embedding

ϕ : V → R(I).
For each i ∈ I, let H≥i := {x ∈ V : [|x|] ≥ i} ∪ {0} and H>i := {x ∈ V : [|x|] > i} ∪ {0},

both of which are convex rational subspaces of V. Since H>i ⊆ H≥i is an inclusion of Q-
vector spaces, there is a complement Ki of H>i in H≥i, in the sense that H≥i = H>i ⊕ Ki.

The induced order on Ki as a subgroup of V makes Ki archimedean, so there is an embed-

ding ϕi : Ki →֒ R. These give an embedding of
⊕

i∈I

Ki ⊆ V into
⊕

i∈I

R ⊆ R(I), and then it is

shown that this can be extended to an embedding of V into R(I).
We now turn to the second claim. If G′ = {0} then any choice of ϕ as above works, so

we assume from now on that G′ is nontrivial. Let V ′ = G′ ⊗Z Q be the divisible hull of G′.

The embeddings G′ ι−→ G and G′ ψ−→ R extend uniquely to embeddings V ′ ι−→ V and

V ′ ψ−→ R. These maps make the diagram

G � � // V

G′ � � //

ι

OO

V ′

ι

OO

commute, so it suffices to show that we can choose ϕ : V → R(I) such that the diagrams

V
ϕ

// R(I)

π

��
V ′

ι

OO

ψ
// R

and

V
ϕ

// R(I)

V ′

ι

OO

ψ
// R

j

OO

commute.
We start by choosing Ki0 appropriately. Note that ι(V ′) ⊆ H≥i and ι(V ′) ∩ H>i = {0}.

We have an inclusion H>i ⊕ ι(V ′) ⊆ H≥i of Q-vector spaces, so there is a complement K′ of
H>i ⊕ ι(V ′) in H≥i. We let Ki0 = ι(V ′)⊕ K′.

Fix some nonzero a ∈ V ′. Choose the embedding ϕi0 : Ki0 → R so that ϕi0(ι(a)) = ψ(a).
Then continue the construction of ϕ as above. We have that π(ϕ(ι(a))) = ϕi0(ι(a)) = ψ(a).
Since by Theorem A.3 there is a unique embedding of V ′ into R up to scalar multiplication,
and π ◦ ϕ ◦ ι and ψ are both embeddings of V ′ into R which agree on the nonzero element a,
we have π ◦ ϕ ◦ ι = ψ. Because ϕi0 is the restriction of π ◦ ϕ to Ki0 , we also have ϕi0 ◦ ι = ψ.

By the construction of ϕ, its restriction to Ki0 is j ◦ ϕi0 . So ϕ ◦ ι = j ◦ ϕi0 ◦ ι = j ◦ ψ. �
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APPENDIX B. A UNIVERSAL TOPOLOGY ON SEMIRINGS

Recall that a topological semiring is a semiring that is also a topological space on which
the addition and multiplication maps are continuous. The main content of this appendix is
the following theorem.

Theorem B.1. Let ψ : X → A be a function with X a topological space and A a semiring. Then there
is a topology τ on A such that (A, τ) is a topological semiring and, for any semiring homomorphism
ϕ : A → B with B a topological semiring, ϕ is continuous with respect to τ if and only if the

composition X
ψ−→ A

ϕ−→ B is continuous. Moreover, ψ : X → (A, τ) is continuous.

To prove Theorem B.1, we need a few elementary lemmas from point-set topology.

If X
ϕ−→ Y is a function from a set X to a topological space Y, recall that the initial topology

on X (with respect to ϕ) is the coarsest topology on X which makes ϕ continuous. Explicitly,
a subset of X is open in this topology if and only if it is of the form ϕ−1(U) with U ⊂ Y
open.

Lemma B.2. Let ϕ : A → B be a homomorphism of semirings with B a topological semiring. The
initial topology on A with respect to ϕ makes A into a topological semiring.

Proof. We show that the multiplication map m : A × A → A is continuous; the proof that
the addition map is continuous is analogous.

Note that we have a commutative diagram

A × A
m //

ϕ×ϕ

��

A

ϕ

��
B × B

m // B.

If V ⊂ A is open, then V = ϕ−1(U) for some open set U ⊂ B. Then we have that m−1(V) =
(ϕ × ϕ)−1(m−1(U)). Since m : B × B → B and ϕ × ϕ : A × A → B × B are both continuous,
(ϕ × ϕ)−1(m−1(U)) is open in A × A. �

Given a set T of topologies on a set X, the supremum of T is the smallest topology τ which
contains every T ∈ T. Explicitly, if T is nonempty, the open sets of τ are arbitrary unions of
finite intersections of sets in

⋃
T ∈T T . That is,

⋃
T ∈T T is a subbase for τ.

Lemma B.3. Let ϕ : X → Y be a function, let X be a topological space, and let T be a set of topologies
on Y, each of which make ϕ continuous. Let τ be the supremum of T. Then the map ϕ : X → (Y, τ)
is continuous.

Proof. Every open set in (Y, τ) is a union of finite intersections of sets in
⋃

T ∈T T . Since
unions and intersections are preserved by taking inverse images, and because ϕ−1(U) is
open in X for each U ∈ ⋃

T ∈T T , we get that the inverse image of any open set in (Y, τ) is
open in X. �

For any topology T on a set X, we let T × T denote the product topology on X × X.

Lemma B.4. Let T be a collection of topologies on a semiring A such that (A, T ) is a topological
semiring for every T ∈ T. Let τ be the supremum of T. Then (A, τ) is a topological semiring.
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Proof. We will show that the multiplication map m : A × A → A is continuous with respect
to τ; the proof that the addition map is continuous is analogous. Since

⋃
T ∈T T is a subbase

for τ, it suffices to check that m−1(U) is in τ × τ for every U ∈ ⋃T ∈T T . Given such a U, fix
T ∈ T such that U ∈ T . Then m−1(U) ∈ T × T ⊆ τ × τ. �

Proof of Theorem B.1. Let T be the set of topologies on A which are the initial topology on A
with respect to some semiring homomorphism ϕ : A → B with B a topological semiring

and X
ψ−→ A

ϕ−→ B continuous. Note that T is not empty because it contains the trivial
topology {∅, A}. Let τ be the supremum of T.

Lemma B.2 tells us that (A, T ) is a topological semiring for each T ∈ T. Thus, by
Lemma B.4, we have that (A, τ) is a topological semiring.

Since ψ : X → (A, T ) is continuous for all T ∈ T, Lemma B.3 gives us that the map
ψ : X → (A, τ) is continuous. In particular, if ϕ : (A, τ) → B is a continuous semiring

homomorphism, then X
ψ−→ (A, τ)

ϕ−→ B is continuous. For the other direction, suppose

that ϕ : A → B is a semiring homomorphism such that X
ψ−→ A

ϕ−→ B is continuous,
and let T be the initial topology on A with respect to ϕ. Since τ contains T , then the map
idA : (A, τ) → (A, T ) is continuous. Because ϕ : (A, T ) → B is continuous, this gives us
that ϕ : (A, τ) → B is continuous. �

Remark B.5. The proofs in this appendix do not use the full structure of semirings. The same
argument goes through for an arbitrary topological algebraic structure, by which we mean
an algebraic structure with a topology on the underlying set which makes the operations
continuous. In particular, these results apply to non-idempotent semirings.

APPENDIX C. TRANSCENDENCE DEGREE OF A TOTALLY ORDERED SEMIFIELD EXTENSION

We propose a definition of transcendence degree for an extension of totally ordered semi-
fields based on the definition of algebraic closure for semifields and we relate it to a quantity
that occurs in our study of dimension in 8.

Definition C.1. Let L/S be an extension of totally ordered semifields. We say that the ele-
ments a1, . . . , an ∈ L are algebraically dependent over S if there is a b ∈ S and some integers
u1, . . . , un, not all 0, such that au1

1 · · · aun
n = b. If a1, . . . , an ∈ L are not algebraically dependent

over S, then we say that they are algebraically independent over S.

Note that, if S is the algebraic closure of S in L, then a1, . . . , an are algebraically indepen-

dent over S if and only if they are algebraically independent over S.
The extension of S generated by a1, . . . , an is {bau1

1 · · · aun
n : b ∈ S, u1, . . . , un ∈ Z} because

any polynomial (sum) will equal one of its terms. We will denote it by S(a1, . . . , an).

Proposition C.2. Let a1, . . . , an ∈ L be algebraically independent over S. Then an+1 is algebraic
over S(a1, . . . , an) if and only if the set {a1, . . . , an, an+1} is algebraically dependent over S.

Proof. If an+1 is algebraic over S(a1, . . . , an), then a
un+1

n+1 = c, for some nonzero un+1 ∈ Z

and c ∈ S(a1, . . . , an), then c = bau1
1 · · · aun

n , for some b ∈ S and u1, . . . , un ∈ Z and so

b = a−u1
1 · · · a−un

n a
un+1

n+1 implying that a1, . . . , an, an+1 are algebraically dependent over S.
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For the other direction, say a1, . . . , an+1 are algebraically dependent over S, so for some

b ∈ S au1
1 · · · aun+1

n+1 = b and u1, . . . , un ∈ Z, not all 0. Since a1, . . . , an are algebraically

independent over S, then un+1 6= 0, and so a
un+1

n+1 = ba−u1
1 · · · a−un

n , showing that a
un+1

n+1 is

algebraic over S(a1, . . . , an). �

Definition C.3. An extension L/S of totally ordered semifields has a finite transcendence de-

gree if there exist a1, . . . , an ∈ L such that L = S(a1, . . . , an).

Proposition C.4. Let a1, . . . , an ∈ L be algebraically independent over S. Then L = S(a1, . . . , an)
if and only if {a1, . . . , an} is maximal among algebraically independent sets over S.

Proof. By definition, L 6= S(a1, . . . , an) if and only if there is some an+1 ∈ L which is not
algebraic over S(a1, . . . , an). By Proposition C.2, this is equivalent to there being some an+1 ∈
L such that {a1, . . . , an+1} is algebraically independent over S. But this exactly says that
{a1, . . . , an} is not maximal among algebraically independent sets over S. �

Proposition C.5. Let L = S(a1, . . . , an). Then {a1, . . . , an} is algebraically independent if and

only if {a1, . . . , an} is minimal among sets {b1, . . . , bm} ⊆ L, such that L = S(b1, . . . , bm).

Proof. The set {a1, . . . , an} is not minimal if and only if, for some i, ai ∈ S(a1, . . . , âi, . . . an),
where {a1, . . . , âi, . . . , an} denotes the set {a1, . . . , an} with ai removed from it. This is equiv-

alent to saying that there is some i and ui ∈ Z>0 such that aui
i = b ∏j 6=i a

−uj

j , for some uj ∈ Z

and b ∈ S. This happens exactly if b = au1
1 · · · aui

i · · · aun
n , with b ∈ S and u1, . . . , un ∈ Z not

all 0, i.e., if a1, . . . , an ∈ S are algebraically dependent over S. �

Definition C.6. A transcendence basis of L/S is {a1, . . . , an} such that any of the following
equivalent statements holds:

• The set {a1, . . . , an} is algebraically independent over S and L = S(a1, . . . , an).
• The set {a1, . . . , an} is maximally algebraically independent over S.

• The set {a1, . . . , an} is minimal such that L = S(a1, . . . , an).

Lemma C.7. Let a1, . . . , an ∈ L×. Then a1, . . . , an are algebraically independent over S if and only
if each element of L× can be written as cau1

1 · · · aun
n with c ∈ S× and ui ∈ Z in at most one way.

That is, if cau1
1 · · · aun

n = daz1
1 · · · azn

n implies c = d and ui = zi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Proof. Suppose that a1, . . . , an are algebraically dependent, so there are u1, . . . , un ∈ Z and
c ∈ S, not all zero, such that au1

1 · · · aun
n = c. Then c−1au1

1 · · · aun
n = 1S = 1Sa0

1 · · · a0
n with some

ui 6= 0.
Now suppose that a1, . . . , an are algebraically independent and cau1

1 · · · aun
n = daz1

1 · · · azn
n

with c, d ∈ S× and ui, zi ∈ Z. Then au1−z1
1 · · · aun−zn

n = d
c ∈ S×, so ui − zi = 0 for all i. Thus

zi = ui and d
c = a0

1 · · · a0
n, so d = c. �

Proposition C.8. Let {a1, . . . , an} and {b1, . . . , bm} be transcendence bases of L/S. Then for some
1 ≤ j ≤ m the set {bj, a2, . . . , an} is a transcendence basis.

Proof. We will first show that, if {a1, . . . , an} and {b1, . . . , bm} are transcendence bases of
L/S, then, for some 1 ≤ j ≤ m, bv

j = cau1
1 · · · aun

n with c ∈ S, u1, . . . , un ∈ Z and v, u1 6= 0.

Suppose this were not true. Since each bj ∈ S(a1, . . . , an) there is vj ∈ Z>0 such that

b
vj

j ∈ S(a1, . . . , an), so we can write b
vj

j = cja
uj,1

1 · · · a
uj,n
n = cja

uj,2

2 · · · a
uj,n
n , where the last
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equality holds because uj,1 = 0 by hypothesis. By raising the previous equality to large
enough power, we can assume without loss of generality that all vj are equal to some v, i.e.,

bv
j = cja

uj,2

2 · · · a
uj,n
n . Since a1 ∈ S(b1, . . . , bm), we have aw

1 = dbz1
1 · · · bzm

m for some d ∈ S and

w, z1, . . . , zm ∈ Z, with w > 0. Thus, awv
1 = dv(bv

1)
z1 · · · (bv

m)
zm = dv ∏

m
j=1(cja

uj,2

2 · · · a
uj,n
n )zj ,

so a1 ∈ S(a2, . . . , an), contradicting the fact that the set {a1, . . . , an} is algebraically indepen-
dent.

Note that a1 ∈ S(bj, a2, . . . , an) because a−u1
1 = cb−v

j au2
2 · · · aun

n with u1 6= 0. Thus

S(bj, a2, . . . , an) ⊇ S(a1, a2, . . . , an) = L.

Since the set {a2, . . . , an} is algebraically independent, to show that {bj, a2, . . . , an} is al-

gebraically independent, it suffices to see that bj 6∈ S(a2, . . . , an). Assume for contradiction

that bw
j = daz2

2 · · · azn
n for some d ∈ S× and w, z2, . . . , zn ∈ Z with w 6= 0. Then

cwawu1
1 · · · awun

n = bwv
j = dvavz2

2 · · · avzn
n

where wu1 6= 0, which is impossible by Lemma C.7. �

Corollary C.9. If {a1, . . . , an} and {b1, . . . , bm} are transcendence bases of L/S, then m = n.

Proof. Proposition C.8 shows that the transcendence bases of L/S contained in

{a1, . . . , an, b1, . . . , bm}
form the bases of a matroid. Thus, any two transcendence bases have the same size. �

Definition C.10. Let L/S be an extension of totally ordered semifields which has a finite
transcendence degree. Then the transcendence degree of L/S, denoted tr. deg(L/S), is the size
of any transcendence basis of L/S.

Proposition C.11. If either rk(L×/S×) or tr. deg(L/S) is finite, then rk(L×/S×) = tr. deg(L/S).

Proof. Let tr. deg(L/S) = n be finite. Let {a1, . . . , an} be a transcendence basis for L/S,
and let 〈a1, . . . , an〉 denote the subgroup of L×/S× generated by a1, . . . , an. Then the group
(L×/S×)/ 〈a1, . . . , an〉 ∼= L×/S(a1, . . . , an)× is torsion and rk(L×/S×) ≤ n = tr. deg(L/S).

On the other hand, since a1, . . . , an are algebraically independent over S, they are Z-
linearly independent in L×/S×, so rk(L×/S×) ≥ n = tr. deg(L/S). Now assume that
rk(L×/S×) is finite; we need to show that tr. deg(L/S) is also finite. There are elements
a1, . . . , am ∈ L× such that (L×/S×)/ 〈a1, . . . , am〉 ∼= L×/S(a1, . . . , am)× is torsion. This shows

that L = S(a1, . . . , am), showing that L/S has a finite transcendence degree. �

APPENDIX D. THE ADIC ANALYTIFICATION OF AN AFFINE VARIETY

Let X = Spec(B) be an affine variety over a field with a nontrivial valuation v : K ։ Sv ⊆
T. We endow K with the topology induced by this valuation and let K◦ be the valuation
ring of K. The goal of this appendix is to prove the following result which is well known to
experts but for which we could not find a reference.
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Proposition D.1. The adic analytification Xad of X can be seen as the set of valuations w : B → S
where S is a totally ordered semifield, w|K is continuous, and w(a) ≤ 1S for all a ∈ K◦, modulo
equivalence of valuations.

We first recall the definition of Xad. Our presentation combines pieces from [8, Section
5.4] and [36, Section 4].

For any affinoid ring8 (R, R+), the adic spectrum of (R, R+) is the set Spa(R, R+) of valu-
ations w : R → S where S is a totally ordered semifield, w is continuous, and w(b) ≤ 1S

for all b ∈ R+, modulo equivalence of valuations. If ϕ : R1 → R2 is a continuous ring
homomorphism with ϕ(R+

1 ) ⊆ R+
2 then ϕ induces a map ϕ∗ : Spa(R2, R+

2 ) → Spa(R1, R+
1 ).

In light of the previous paragraph, we can restate Proposition D.1 as follows: Xad can be
seen as the set of those valuations w on B such that w|K ∈ Spa(K, K◦).

Fix a presentation B ∼= K[x1, . . . , xn]/a of B.
Given r ∈ T×, let ‖ • ‖r : K[x1, . . . , xn] → T be given by

∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
I=(i1,...,in)∈Nn

aI xI

∥∥∥∥∥
r

= ∑
I=(i1,...,in)∈Nn

v(aI)r
i1+···+in .

Note that, if r ∈ Sv, then ‖ • ‖r takes values in Sv. We let Ar denote K[x1, . . . , xn] with the
topology induced by ‖ • ‖r and A+

r = { f ∈ A : ‖ f‖r ≤ 1T}. Then Spa(Ar, A+
r ) is the adic

ball of radius r.
If r1 ≤ r2 then, for any f ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn], ‖ f‖r1

≤ ‖ f‖r2 ; this shows that the identity map
Ar2 → Ar1

is continuous and A+
r2
⊆ A+

r1
. We therefore have inclusion maps Spa(Ar1

, A+
r1
) →

Spa(Ar2 , A+
r2
) which make the collection of Spa(Ar, A+

r )s into a directed system; the direct

limit of this system is (An)ad. Similarly, there are inclusion maps Spa

(
Ar1

a
,

A+
r1

a∩ A+
r1

)
→

Spa

(
Ar2

a
,

A+
r2

a ∩ A+
21

)
making the collection of Spa

(
Ar

a
,

A+
r

a∩ A+
r

)
s into a directed system; the

direct limit of this system is Xad. Because the maps in these directed systems are inclusions,
these direct limits are unions.

We now observe that it suffices to show Proposition D.1 in the case where X = An.
To see this, note that the effect of quotienting by a is that we only consider valuations on
K[x1, . . . , xn] which vanish on a. Since this is the same for both the union of the Spa(Ar, A+

r )s
and the set of valuations w : K[x1, . . . , xn] → S with w|K ∈ Spa(K, K◦), Proposition D.1 will
follow for X = Spec(K[x1, . . . , xn]/a) once we show it for X = Spec(K[x1, . . . , xn]).

The inclusion (K, K◦) →֒ (Ar, A+
r ) induces the restriction map Spa(Ar, A+

r ) → Spa(K, K◦).
So if w ∈ Xad =

⋃

r∈T×
Spa(Ar, A+

r ) then w|K ∈ Spa(K, K◦).

Towards seeing the other inclusion, let w : K[x1, . . . , xn] → S be any valuation with w|K ∈
Spa(K, K◦). We will write | f | in place of w( f ). We start by relating w and v directly.

Lemma D.2. We can factor w|K : K → S as K
v−→ Sv

θ−→ S with θ : Sv → S a continuous
homomorphism of totally ordered semifields.

8An affinoid ring is a pair (R, R+) where R is an f-adic ring and R+ ⊆ R is a subring that is open and integrally

closed in R and every element of R+ is power bounded. The only aspects of this that we will need to know are

that R is a topological ring and that R+ is a subring.
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Proof. We start by observing that, if a ∈ K has v(a) = 1, then |a| = 1. To see this, note that
a, a−1 ∈ K◦, so we must have |a| ≤ 1 and |a−1| ≤ 1, i.e., |a| ≤ 1 and |a| ≥ 1.

Consider the quotient K/{a ∈ K : v(a) = 1} of multiplicative monoids. Recall that Sv
∼=

K/{a ∈ K : v(a) = 1} and that, putting the quotient topology on K/{a ∈ K : v(a) = 1},
this identifies the topologies as well (see footnote 6 on page 15). Since w|K : K → S is a
morphism of multiplicative monoids and {a ∈ K : v(a) = 1} is contained in the kernel of

this morphism, w|K factors as K → K/{a ∈ K : v(a) = 1} θ−→ S with θ a homomorphism
of multiplicative monoids. Because we have endowed K/{a ∈ K : v(a) = 1} with the
quotient topology, θ is continuous.

It remains only to show that θ is additive. Say b, c ∈ K and let [b] and [c] denote their
classes in K/{a ∈ K : v(a) = 1}; we want to show that θ([b] + [c]) = θ([b]) + θ([c]). If b
or c is 0K this is trivial, so assume that b and c are both nonzero. Note that θ([b]) = |b| and
θ([c]) = |c|.

Since K/{a ∈ K : v(a) = 1} ∼= Sv is totally ordered, we may assume without loss
of generality that [b] + [c] = [b], i.e., [c] ≤ [b]. This says that [cb−1] ≤ 1, meaning that
cb−1 ∈ K◦. Therefore, |cb−1| ≤ 1, i.e., |c| ≤ |b|. So we have

θ([b] + [c]) = θ([b]) = |b| = |b|+ |c|,
as desired. �

In order to find r for which we will show that w ∈ Spa(Ar, A+
r ), we use the following

brief observation.

Lemma D.3. For any α ∈ S× there are β1, β2 ∈ S×
v with θ(β1) < α < θ(β2).

Proof. Since θ : Sv → S is continuous, Lemma 3.1 tells us that there are β, β′ ∈ S×
v with

θ(β) < α and θ(β′) < α−1. So, taking β1 = β and β2 = (β′)−1, we have the desired
result. �

If |xℓ| = 0S for all ℓ = 1, . . . , n then w is in Spa(Ar, A+
r ) for all r, so w ∈ Xad. So we

consider the case where |xℓ| 6= 0S for some ℓ, i.e., ρ :=
n

∑
ℓ=1

|xℓ| ∈ S×. By Lemma D.3 there is

some r ∈ Sv with θ(r) > ρ. Fix such an r, so θ(r) > |xℓ| for all ℓ = 1, . . . , n. This allows us to
relate w and ‖ • ‖r.

Lemma D.4. For all f ∈ K[x1, . . . , xn], | f | ≤ θ(‖ f‖r).

Proof. Write f = ∑
I=(i1,...,in)∈Nn

aI xI . Then

| f | ≤ ∑
I=(i1,...,in)∈Nn

|aI |
n

∏
ℓ=1

|xℓ|iℓ = ∑
I=(i1,...,in)∈Nn

θ(v(aI))
n

∏
ℓ=1

|xℓ|iℓ

≤ ∑
I=(i1,...,in)∈Nn

θ(v(aI))
n

∏
ℓ=1

θ(r)iℓ = θ

(

∑
I=(i1,...,in)∈Nn

v(aI)
n

∏
ℓ=1

riℓ

)

= θ(‖ f‖r).

�

We are now in a position to prove the two criteria for w to be in Spa(Ar, A+
r ).
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Lemma D.5. The map w : Ar → S is continuous.

Proof. Let Aw denote K[x1, . . . , xn] with the topology induced by w. Then w : Aw → S is
continuous, so it suffices to show that the identity map Ar → Aw is continuous. Fix ε ∈ S×.
By Lemma D.3 there is some δ ∈ S×

v with θ(δ) < ε. Then, for any f , g ∈ Ar with ‖ f − g‖r < δ,
we have | f − g| ≤ θ(‖ f − g‖r) ≤ θ(δ) < ε. �

Lemma D.6. For any f ∈ A+
r , | f | ≤ 1S.

Proof. We have | f | ≤ θ(‖ f‖r) ≤ θ(1Sv
) = 1S. �

Thus, w|K ∈ Spa(Ar, A+
r ) ⊆ Xad. This completes the proof of Proposition D.1.
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