arXiv:2412.20533v1 [math.GN] 29 Dec 2024

THE EXISTENCE OF CONTINUATIONS FOR DIFFERENT TYPES OF METRICS

EVGENIY PETROV

Abstract. The problems of continuation of a partially defined metric and a partially defined ultrametric were considered in [12] and [13], respectively. Using the language of graph theory we generalize the criteria of existence of continuation obtained in these papers. For these purposes we use the concept of a triangle function introduced by M. Bessenyei and Z. Páles in [6], which gives a generalization of the triangle inequality in metric spaces. The obtained result allows us to get criteria of the existence of continuation for a wide class of semimetrics including not only metrics and ultrametrics, but also multiplicative metrics and semimetrics with power triangle inequality. Moreover, the explicit formula for the maximal continuations is also obtained.

1. Introduction

Recall first some necessary definitions from the theory of metric spaces and graph theory. Let X be a nonempty set. A mapping d: X × X → R^+ , R^+ = [0, ∞) is a metric if for all x, y, z ∈ X the following axioms hold:

(i) (d(x, y) = 0) ⇔ (x = y), (ii) d(x, y) = d(y, x), (iii) d(x, y) ⩽ d(x, z) + d(z, y). The pair (X, d) is called a metric space. If axiom (i) is replaced by a weaker condition d(x, x) = 0, then d is called a pseudometric. If axioms (i) and (ii) hold and condition (iii) is replaced by the inequality (iv) d(x, y) ⩽ max{d(x, z), d(z, y)}, then (X, d) is called an ultrametric space. If additionally axiom (i) is replaced by the condition d(x, x) = 0, then d is called a pseudoultrametric. If only axioms (i) and (ii) hold then d is called a semimetric. A pair (X, d), where d is a semimetric on X, is called a semimetric space. In our paper we need a more general concept. We shall say that d is a pseudosemimetric of only axiom (ii) and condition d(x, x) = 0 hold. In this case the pair (X, d) will be called a pseudosemimetric space.

The fundamental concept of metric space was introduced by M. Fréchet [14] in 1906. Fréchet called the discovered spaces “classes (D)” (from the word “distance”). F. Hausdorff [16] introduced the term “metric space” in 1914 considering these spaces as a special case of infinite topological spaces. Semimetric spaces were first examined by Fréchet in [14], where he called them “classes (E)”. Later these spaces attracted the attention of many mathematicians. The ultrametric inequality was

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 54E35, 05C38.

Key words and phrases. metric space, ultrametric space, triangle function, power triangle inequality, weighted graph.

This work was partially supported by a grant from the Simons Foundation (Award 1160640, Presidential Discretionary-Ukraine Support Grants, E. Petrov). 1

formulated by F. Hausdorff in 1934 and ultrametric spaces were introduced by M. Krasner [20] in 1944.

In 2017 M. Bessenyei and Z. Páles [6] introduced a definition of a triangle function Φ: R^2_+ → R^+ for a semimetric d. We use this definition in a slightly different form restricting the domain and the range of Φ by R^2_+ and R^+ , respectively, and admitting d to be a pseudosemimetric. Recall that a symmetry of Φ as usual means Φ(x, y) = Φ(y, x). Definition 1.1. Consider a pseudosemimetric space (X, d). We shall say that Φ: R^+ × R^+ → R^+ is a triangle function for d if Φ is symmetric and monotone increasing in both of its arguments, satisfies Φ(0, 0) = 0 and, for all x, y, z ∈ X, the generalized triangle inequality (1.1) d(x, y) ⩽ Φ(d(x, z), d(y, z)) holds. We also shall say that d is a Φ-pseudosemimetric if Φ is a triangle function for d.

In [6] those semimetric spaces whose so-called basic triangle functions are continuous at the origin were considered. These spaces were termed regular. It was shown that the topology of a regular semimetric space is Hausdorff, that a convergent sequence in a regular semimetric space has a unique limit and possesses the Cauchy property, etc. See, e.g., [10, 19, 24] for some new results in this direction.

A graph G is an ordered pair (V, E) consisting of a set V = V (G) of vertices and a set E = E(G) of edges. In this paper we study the simple graphs which are finite, card(V ) < ∞, or infinite, card(V ) = ∞. Since our graph G is simple we can identify E(G) with a set of two-element subsets of V (G), so that each edge is an unordered pair of distinct vertices. As usual we suppose that V (G) ∩ E(G) = ∅. The edge e = {u, v} is said to join u and v, and the vertices u and v are called adjacent in G. The graph G is empty if no two vertices are adjacent, i.e. if E(G) = ∅. A graph G is connected if any two distinct vertices of G can be joined by a path. We use the standard definitions of the path, the cycle, the subgraph and supergraph, see, for example, [9, p. 4, p. 40]. Note only that all paths and cycles are finite and simple graphs.

The following, basic for us, notion is a weighted graph (G, w), i.e., a graph G = (V, E) together with a weight w : E(G) → R^+ where R^+ = [0, ∞). The problem of continuation of a weight w : E → R^+ defined on the set of edges E(G) of the graph G = (V, E) to a pseudometric was considered in [12]. In particular, it was found a set of necessary and sufficient conditions under which the weight w can be extended to a pseudometric d: V × V → R^+ . The set of all such extensions can be partially ordered. It was shown that the shortest-path pseudometric d_w is the greatest element of this set and that the least continuation exists if and only if G is complete k-partite. The analogous problem of continuation of a weight to an ultrametric was considered in [13]. Moreover, in [13] the question of uniqueness of such continuation was studied. The uniqueness criterion for continuation of a weight to a pseudometric was found in [21]. Note that a problem of continuation of a weight to a metric can be reformulated as a problem of continuation of a partially defined metric. In such setting, some cases of this problem were considered earlier. For example, the free amalgamation property for finite metric spaces states that there always exists a metric on the union X ∪ Y of finite metric spaces (X, d_1), (Y, d_2) which agrees with d_1 on X and d_2 on Y , if d_1 = d_2 for elements of Z where

Z = X ∩ Y , see [8, 18]. Further results connected with extensions of metrics and pseudometrics can be found in [17, 23, 22, 7, 5, 3, 2].

Considering the criteria of continuation of a weight to pseudometric [12, Proposition 2.1] and to pseudoultrametric [13, Theorem 2] and taking into consideration the concept of triangle function we naturally state a problem of generalization of these criteria. In other words we are interested in the following question. Let (G, w) be a weighted graph. Does there exist a Φ-pseudosemimetric d: V (G) × V (G) → R^+ such that the given weight w : E(G) → R^+ has a continuation to d? I.e., the equality (1.2) w({u, v}) = d(u, v) holds for all {u, v} ∈ E(G). If such a continuation exists, then we say that w is a Φ-pseudosemimetrizable weight.

2. Triangle functions

Let n ∈ N. For every triangle function Φ consider a function Φ^∗ : R^n_+ → R^+ of n variables, defined as

(2.1) Φ^∗(x_1, ..., x_n) = x_1, if n = 1, Φ(x_1, x_2), if n = 2, Φ(x_1, Φ(x_2, Φ(x_3, ...Φ(x_{n−2}, Φ(x_{n−1}, x_n))))), if n ⩾ 3.

It is clear that Φ^∗ is monotone increasing in all of its variables as well as Φ.

Everywhere below we consider that the triangle function Φ satisfies the following three conditions.

(1) The equality (2.2) Φ(x, Φ(y, z)) = Φ(z, Φ(x, y)).

(2) The inequality (2.3) Φ^∗(a_1, ..., a_n) ⩽ Φ(Φ^∗(b_1, ..., b_p), Φ^∗(c_1, ..., c_q )),

where A = [a_1, ..., a_n], B = [b_1, ..., b_p], A = [c_1, ..., c_q], n, p, q ⩾ 1, are multisets of nonnegative real numbers (i.e., the equality a_i = a_j , (b_i = b_j , c_i = c_j ) is possible for i ≠ j) and A ⊆ B ∪ C.

(3) The inequality (2.4) Φ(a, b) ⩾ max{a, b}. One can easily verify that the following functions satisfy the above mentioned conditions (1)–(3) and Definition 1.1 of triangle functions:

(i) Φ(x, y) = x + y, (ii) Φ(x, y) = max{x, y}, (iii) Φ(x, y) = x · y, in the case if x, y ⩾ 1, (iv) Φ(x, y) = (x^p + y^p)^{1p} , p > 0, (v) Φ(x, y) = φ^{−1}(φ(x)+φ(y)), where φ: [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is a homeomorphism, i.e., φ(0) = 0, φ is continuous, unbounded and strictly increasing.

Clearly, we obtain in (v) triangle function (iv) if φ(x) = x^p, p > 0, and triangle function (i) if additionally p = 1. It is interesting to note that a classical result of Aczél [1, p. 107] ensures that (2.2) together with additional conditions of continuity and cancellativity imposed on Φ guaranties that Φ(x, y) has form (v). The paper by Craigen and Páles [11] presents an alternative approach to this remarkable result.

Note also that triangle function (ii) is not cancellative, i.e., the equality max{x, y} = max{z, y} does not imply the equality x = z.

Obviously, metric spaces are semimetric spaces with triangle function (i) and ultrametric spaces are metric spaces with triangle function (ii). A power metric spaces were considered in [15]. In these spaces a power triangle function has a little more general form than (iv).

The notion of multiplicative metric space was introduced in [4]. The main idea was that the usual triangle inequality was replaced by a multiplicative triangle inequality as follows. Let X be a nonempty set and d: X × X → [1, ∞). We say that (X, d) is a multiplicative metric space if for all x, y, z ∈ X we have:

(i_1) d(x, y) ⩾ 1 and x = y if and only if d(x, y) = 1, (i_2) d(x, y) = d(y, x), (i_3) d(x, z) ⩽ d(x, y)d(y, z). If condition (i_1) is replaced by the weaker condition

(i_4) d(x, x) = 1, then we say that (X, d) is a pseudomultiplicative metric space.

Remark 2.1. Formally a pseudomultiplicative metric space is not a pseudosemimetric space with the triangle function Φ(x, y) = xy. The reason is that condition (i_4) contradicts to the axiom d(x, x) = 0 of pseudosemimetric spaces. Nevertheless, analyzing the results of the paper we see that this fact does not violate the correctness of considerations related to continuation of a weight to a pseudomultiplicative metric.

Proposition 2.2. Triangle function (v) satisfies conditions (1)–(3).

Proof. (1) Φ(x, Φ(y, z)) = φ^{−1}(φ(x) + φ(φ^{−1}(φ(y) + φ(z)))) = φ^{−1}(φ(x) + φ(y) + φ(z)) = Φ(z, Φ(x, y)).

(2) One can easily see that Φ^∗(a_1, ..., a_n) = φ^{−1}(φ(a_1) + · · · + φ(a_n)) and Φ(Φ^∗(b_1, ..., b_p), Φ^∗(c_1, ..., c_q )) = φ^{−1}(φ(b_1) + · · · + φ(b_p) + φ(c_1) + · · · + φ(c_q )). Using the inclusion A ⊆ B ∪ C and the fact that φ and φ^{−1} are strictly increasing we obtain inequality (2.3).

(3) Without loss of generality, consider that max{a, b} = a. Using the evident equality Φ(a, 0) = a and the fact that φ and φ^{−1} are strictly increasing we obtain inequality (2.4). □

Below we also need the following.

Proposition 2.3. Let Φ: R^+ ×R^+ →R^+ be a symmetric function of two variables satisfying equality (2.2) and let x_1, ..., x_n, n ⩾ 1, be nonnegative real numbers. Then (2.5) Φ^∗(x_1, ..., x_n) = Φ^∗(x̄_1, ..., x̄_n),

where (x̄_1, ..., x̄_n) is any permutation of (x_1, ..., x_n).

Proof. It is well known that any permutation can be expressed as a composition of transpositions. Moreover, any transposition can be expressed as a composition of consecutive transpositions. Thus, to prove (2.5) it suffices to show that Φ^∗(x_1, ..., x_i, x_{i+1}, ...., x_n) = Φ^∗(x_1, ..., x_{i+1}, x_i, ...., x_n) for any i = 1, ..., n − 1. Indeed, by symmetry of Φ and by (2.2) we have Φ(x, Φ(y, z)) = Φ(x, Φ(z, y)) = Φ(y, Φ(x, z)). Hence, Φ^∗(x_1, ..., x_i, x_{i+1}, ...., x_n) = Φ(x_1, ..., Φ(x_i, Φ(x_{i+1}, ...Φ(x_{n−2}, Φ(x_{n−1}, x_n)))))) = Φ(x_1, ..., Φ(x_{i+1}, Φ(x_i, ...Φ(x_{n−2}, Φ(x_{n−1}, x_n)))))) = Φ^∗(x_1, ..., x_{i+1}, x_i, ...., x_n), which completes the proof. □

3. Subdominant Φ-pseudosemimetric In this section we introduce a concept of subdominant Φ-pseudosemimetric, which is a generalization of such concepts as shortest-path pseudometric [12] and subdominant pseudoultrametric [13]. Note that these two types of metrics play an important role in the problem of continuation of a weight to pseudometric and to pseudoultrametric, respectively.

Similarly to [12, p. 6] and to [13, p. 1134] we give the following definitions. On the set of Φ-pseudosemimetrics defined on X we introduce the partial order ⪯ as (3.1) (d_1 ⪯ d_2) if and only if (d_1(x, y) ⩽ d_2(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X). Definition 3.1. Let (G, w) be a nonempty weighted graph and F^w_Φ be the family of all Φ-pseudosemimetrics ρ: V (G) × V (G) → R^+ such that ρ(u, v) ⩽ w({u, v}) for every edge {u, v} ∈ E(G). If the poset (F^w_Φ , ⪯) contains the greatest element, then we call this element the subdominant Φ-pseudosemimetric for w. Note that F^w_Φ ≠ ∅ because the zero pseudosemimetric ρ(u, v) = 0, u, v ∈ V (G), belongs to F^w_Φ.

Let (G, w) be a weighted graph and let u, v be vertices belonging to a connected component of G. Let us denote by P_{u,v} = P_{u,v} (G) the set of all paths joining u and v in G. For the path P ∈ P_{u,v} define the Φ-weight of this path by

(3.2) w_Φ(P ) = { 0, if E(P ) = ∅, Φ^∗(w(e_1), ..., w(e_n)), otherwise, where Φ^∗ is defined by (2.1) and e_1, ..., e_n are all edges of the path P . By Proposition 2.3 the function w_Φ is well-defined since it does not depend on the direction of the path. Write (3.3) d^w_Φ (u, v) = inf{w_Φ(P ): P ∈ P_{u,v}}.

In the case Φ(x, y) = x + y for the connected graph G the function d^w_Φ is a shortestpath pseudometric on the set V (G) and in the case Φ(x, y) = max{x, y} it is a subdominant pseudoultrametric.

In the next lemma and further we identify a pseudosemimetric space (X, d) with the complete weighted graph (G, w_d) = (G(X), w_d) having V (G) = X and satisfying the equality (3.4) w_d({x, y}) = d(x, y) for every pair of different points x, y ∈ X.

Lemma 3.2. Let (X, d) be a pseudosemimetric space with the triangle function Φ. Then for every cycle C ⊆ G(X) and for every e ∈ E(C) the inequality (3.5) w_d(e) ⩽ w_Φ(C \e) holds, where C\e is a path obtained from the cycle C by the removal of the edge e. Proof. Let V (C) = {x_1, ..., x_n}. Without loss of generality, consider that e = {x_1, x_2}. By (1.1) we have w_d(e) = d(x_1, x_2) ⩽ Φ(d(x_2, x_3), d(x_1, x_3)), d(x_1, x_3) ⩽ Φ(d(x_3, x_4), d(x_1, x_4)), ... d(x_1, x_{n−1}) ⩽ Φ(d(x_{n−1}, x_n), d(x_1, x_n)).

Since Φ is strictly increasing in each of its arguments, we obtain

w_d(e) ⩽ Φ(d(x_2, x_3), Φ(d(x_3, x_4), ..., Φ(d(x_{n−1}, x_n), d(x_1, x_n)))) = Φ^∗(d(x_2, x_3), d(x_3, x_4), ..., d(x_{n−1}, x_n), d(x_1, x_n)).

Clearly, {x_2, x_3}, ... ,{x_1, x_n} are the edges of the path C \ e. Hence, by (3.4) and (3.2) we obtain inequality (3.5). □ The proof of the following theorem is based on the proof of Theorem 1 from [13].

The main difference is that we use here the special properties of a triangle function defined by (2.3) and (2.4).

Theorem 3.3. Let Φ be a continuous in both variables triangle function. Then the function d^w_Φ is the subdominant Φ-pseudosemimetric for every nonempty connected weighted graph (G, w).

Proof. Let us verify the generalized triangle inequality (3.6) d^w_Φ (u, v) ⩽ Φ(d^w_Φ (u, p), d^w_Φ(p, v)) for different vertices u, v, p ∈ V (G). Let ε be an arbitrary positive number. Then, by (3.3) there exist paths P_1 ∈ P_{u,p} and P_2 ∈ P_{p,v} such that (3.7) d^w_Φ (u, p) + ε ⩾ w_Φ(P_1) and d^w_Φ(p, v) + ε ⩾ w_Φ(P_2). The subgraph G_1 of G with V (G_1) = V (P_1) ∪ V (P_2) and E(G_1) = E(P_1) ∪ E(P_2) is connected. Let P_3 be a path in G_1, connecting u and v. Using (3.3), we have d^w_Φ (u, v) ⩽ w_Φ(P_3).

Since E(P_3) ⊆ E(P_1) ∪ E(P_2) by (3.2) and (2.3) we obtain w_Φ(P_3) ⩽ Φ(w_Φ(P_1), w_Φ(P_2)).

Using the previous two inequalities, (3.7) and the monotonicity of Φ, we get d^w_Φ (u, v) ⩽ Φ(d^w_Φ (u, p) + ε, d^w_Φ (p, v) + ε).

Hence, letting ε to zero, by the continuity of Φ we obtain (3.6).

It remains to verify that d^w_Φ is subdominant. Suppose there exist ρ ∈ F^w_Φ and v_1, v_2 ∈ V (G) such that (3.8) ρ(v_1, v_2) > d^w_Φ (v_1, v_2).

This inequality and (3.3) imply the existence of a path P ∈ P_{v1,v2} for which (3.9) ρ(v_1, v_2) > w_Φ(P ).

Note that ρ(u, v) ⩽ w({u, v}) for every {u, v} ∈ E(G). Consequently, in the case {v_1, v_2} ∈ E(G) we have w(v_1, v_2) > w_Φ(P ) and by inequality (2.4) the path P does not contain {v_1, v_2}. Hence, in the pseudosemimetric space (V (P ), ρ) we can consider a cycle C with V (C) = V (P ), E(C) = E(P ) ∪ {{v_1, v_2}}. As it was mentioned above we can associate with (V (P ), ρ) the weighted graph (G(V (P )), w_ρ). Since w_ρ({u, v}) = ρ(u, v) ⩽ w({u, v}) by the monotonicity of functions Φ, Φ^∗ and (3.2) we have that w_Φ(P ) ⩾ w_{ρΦ}(P ). Hence, by (3.9) we have w_ρ({v_1, v_2}) = ρ(v_1, v_2) > w_{ρΦ}(P ).

Then the existence of such cycle in the pseudosemimetric space (V (P ), ρ) contradicts to Lemma 3.2. Thus, for every v_1, v_2 ∈ V (G) and ρ ∈ F^w_Φ the inequality ρ(v_1, v_2) ⩽ d^w_Φ (v_1, v_2) holds, i.e., d^w_Φ is the greatest element of (F^w_Φ, ⪯). □

4. The existence of continuation If (G, w) is a weighted graph with Φ-pseudosemimetrizable w, then we shall denote by M^w_Φ the set of all Φ-pseudosemimetrics d: V (G) × V (G) → R^+ such that the equality (1.2) holds for all {u, v} ∈ E(G). The proof of the following theorem is based on the proof of Proposition 2.1 from [12] with the main difference that instead of the shortest-path pseudometric d_w we use here the subdominant Φ-pseudosemimetric d^w_Φ .

Theorem 4.1. Let (G, w) be a weighted graph and let Φ be a continuous in both variables triangle function. The following statements are equivalent.

(i) The weight w is Φ-pseudosemimetrizable. (ii) The equality (4.1) w({u, v}) = d^w_Φ (u, v)

holds for all {u, v} ∈ E(G).

(iii) For every cycle C ⊆ G and for every e ∈ C the inequality (4.2) w(e) ⩽ w_Φ(C \e)

holds, where C \e is a path obtained from C by the removal of the edge e. Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Suppose that there exists a Φ-pseudosemimetric ρ on V (G) such that w({u, v}) = ρ(u, v) for each {u, v} ∈ E(G). Then by Lemma 3.2 for every sequence of vertices u = v_1, . . . , v_n = v, v_i ∈ V (G), i = 1, . . . , n, we have w({u, v}) = ρ(u, v) ⩽ w_Φ(P ), where P = (v_1, ..., v_n) is a path connecting u and v in the pseudosemimetric space (V (G), ρ). Consequently, for all paths P ⊆ G joining u and v in G the inequality w({u, v}) ⩽ w_Φ(P ) holds. Passing in the last inequality to the infimum over the set {w_Φ(P ): P ∈ P_{u,v} } we obtain ρ(u, v) = w({u, v}) ⩽ d^w_Φ (u, v), see (3.3). The converse inequality w({u, v}) ⩾ d^w_Φ (u, v) holds because the path (u = v_1, v_2 = v) belongs to P_{u,v}.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Suppose statement (ii) holds. Let C be an arbitrary cycle in G and let e = {u, v} ∈ E(C) be an edge in C. Consider the path P = C \e joining the vertices u and v. Using equalities (4.1) and (3.3) we have

w(e) = d^w_Φ (u, v) ⩽ w_Φ(P ), which completes the proof of this implication.

(iii) ⇒ (i) Suppose (iii) is true. If G is a connected graph, then it is sufficient to show that d^w_Φ ∈ M^w_Φ . Let {u, v} ∈ E(G). In the case where there is no cycle C ⊆ G such that {u, v} ∈ E(C) the path (u = v_1, v_2 = v) is the unique path joining u and v. Hence, in this case, equality (4.1) follows from (3.3). Let P = (u = v_1, . . . , v_{k+1} = v) be an arbitrary k-path, k ⩾ 2, joining u and v. Then C = (u = v_1, . . . , v_{k+1}, v_{k+2} = u) is a k + 1-cycle with {u, v} ∈ E(C). Hence, by (4.2) we have the inequality w({u, v}) ⩽ w_Φ(P ) for all P ∈ P_{u,v}. Consequently, w({u, v}) ⩽ d^w_Φ (u, v). The converse inequality is trivial. Thus, if G is connected, then d^w_Φ ∈ M_w.

Consider now the case of disconnected graph G. Let {G_i : i ∈ I} be the set of all components of G and let {v^∗_i : i ∈ I} be the subset of V (G) such that v^∗_i ∈ V (G_i) for each i ∈ I. We choose an index i_0 ∈ I and fix nonnegative constants a_i, i ∈ I \{i_0}. Consider the supergraph G^∗ of G such that V (G^∗) = V (G) and E(G^∗) = E(G) ∪ {{v^∗_i , v^∗_{i0} }: i ∈ I \ {i_0}}. All edges {v^∗_i , v^∗_{i0} } are bridges of G^∗. Now we can extend the weight w : E(G) → R^+ to a weight w^∗ : E(G^∗) → R^+ by the rule: w^∗({u, v}) = { w({u, v}) if {u, v} ∈ E(G), a_i if {u, v} = {v^∗_i , v^∗_{i0} }, i ∈ I \ {i_0}. Since (G^∗, w^∗) is a connected graph with the same set of cycles as in G, it follows from implication (iii) ⇒ (i) that d^{w∗}_Φ ∈ M^{w∗}_Φ . Since the equality w({u, v}) = d^{w∗}_Φ (u, v) holds for all {u, v} ∈ E(G) we have that d^{w∗}_Φ ∈ M^w_Φ . □

Corollary 4.2. Let Φ be a continuous in both variables triangle function and let (G, w) be a weighted graph with a Φ-pseudosemimetrizable weight w. If G is a connected graph, then d^w_Φ is the greatest element of the partially ordered set (M^w_Φ , ⪯). Conversely, if (M^w_Φ , ⪯) has the greatest element, then G is a connected graph.

Proof. The first part of this corollary follows directly from Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 3.3. The second part is trivial. □

Note that all functions (i)-(v) listed in Section 2 are continuous in both variables. The equivalence of Statements (i) and (iii) in Theorem 4.1 immediately implies the following corollaries.

Corollary 4.3. Let (G, w) be a weighted graph. Then the weight w is pseudoultrametrizable, i.e., Φ(x, y) = max{x, y}, if and only if for every cycle C ⊆ G there exist at least two different edges e_1, e_2 ∈ E(C) such that (4.3) w(e_1) = w(e_2) = max_{e∈E(C)} w(e).

Proof. Setting in (4.2) Φ(x, y) = max{x, y}, we get w(e) ⩽ max_{ẽ∈C\e} w(ẽ) for every e ∈ C. Taking instead of e the edge e_m of the maximal weight in the cycle C we get w(e_m) = max_{ẽ∈C} w(ẽ) ⩽ max_{ẽ∈C\em} w(ẽ)

This means that the edge of maximal weight is represented at least twice in the cycle C which is equivalent to (4.3). □ Note that Corollary 4.3 is exactly Theorem 2 from [13].

Corollary 4.4. Let (G, w) be a weighted graph. Then the weight w is Φ-pseudosemimetrizable with Φ(x, y) = φ^{−1}(φ(x) + φ(y)), where φ: [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is a homeomorphism, if and only if for every cycle C ⊆ G and every e ∈ C the inequality w(e) ⩽ φ^{−1} ∑ ẽ∈C\e φ(w(ẽ)) holds.

Proof. This equivalence can be obtained by the direct substitution of the corresponding function Φ into (4.2). □ Remark 4.5. Setting in Corollary 4.4 φ(t) = t^p, p > 0, we get that the weight w is Φ-pseudosemimetrizable with Φ(x, y) = (x^p + y^p)^{1p} if and only if for every cycle C ⊆ G and every e ∈ C the inequality

(4.4) w(e) ⩽ ∑ ẽ∈C\e w^p(ẽ) 1 p

holds. Setting in (4.4) p = 1 and taking instead of e an edge of the maximal weight in the cycle C, we get that the weight w is pseudometrizable, i.e., Φ(x, y) = x + y, if and only if for every cycle C ⊆ G the inequality 2 max e∈E(C) w(e) ⩽ ∑ e∈C w(e) holds. Note that this equivalence is exactly Proposition 2.1 from [12]. Corollary 4.6. The weight w has a continuation to a pseudomultiplicative metric, i.e., Φ(x, y) = xy, if and only if for every cycle C ⊆ G and every e ∈ C the inequality w(e) ⩽ ∏ ẽ∈C\e w(ẽ) holds and w(e) ⩾ 1 for every e ∈ E(G).

Proof. This equivalence can be obtained by the direct substitution of the corresponding function Φ into (4.2). Note also that the condition w(e) ⩾ 1 for every e ∈ E(G) is a necessary condition for the continuation of the weight to a pseudomultiplicative metric. Moreover, the function Φ(x, y) = xy satisfies conditions (2.3) and (2.4) only if its arguments x, y ⩾ 1. □

Acknowledgements. This work was partially supported by a grant from the Simons Foundation (Award 1160640, Presidential Discretionary-Ukraine Support Grants, E. Petrov).

References

[1] J. Aczél, A short course on functional equations. Theory and Decision Library. Series B:

Mathematical and Statistical Methods, D. Reidel Publishing Co. (Dordrecht, 1987). [2] T. Banakh and C. Bessaga, On linear operators extending [pseudo]metrics, Bull. Polish Acad.

Sci. Math., 48 (2000), 35–49.

[3] T. Banakh, I. Stasyuk, E. D. Tymchatyn and M. Zarichnyi, Extension of functions and metrics with variable domains, Topology Appl., 231 (2017), 353–372.

[4] A. E. Bashirov, E. M. Kurpınar and A. Özyapıcı, Multiplicative calculus and its applications, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 337 (2008), 36–48.

[5] C. Bessaga, On linear operators and functors extending pseudometrics, Fund. Math., 142 (1993), 101–122.

[6] M. Bessenyei and Z. Páles, A contraction principle in semimetric spaces, J. Nonlinear Convex Anal., 18 (2017), 515–524.

[7] R. H. Bing, Extending a metric, Duke Math. J., 14 (1947), 511–519. [8] S. A. Bogatyĭ, Metrically homogeneous spaces, Uspekhi Mat. Nauk, 57 (2002), 3–22. [9] J. A. Bondy and U. S. R. Murty, Graph theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 244, Springer (New York, 2008).

[10] K. Chrza̧szcz, J. Jachymski and F. Turoboś, On characterizations and topology of regular semimetric spaces, Publ. Math. Debrecen, 93 (2018), 87–105.

[11] R. Craigen and Z. Páles, The associativity equation revisited, Aequationes Math., 37 (1989), 306–312.

[12] O. Dovgoshey, O. Martio and M. Vuorinen, Metrization of weighted graphs, Ann. Comb., 17 (2013), 455–476.

[13] A. A. Dovgoshey and E. A. Petrov, Subdominant pseudoultrametric on graphs, Sb. Math., 204 (2013), 1131–1151.

[14] M. Fréchet, Sur quelques points du calcul fonctionnel, Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo, 22 (1906), 1–74.

[15] D. J. Greenhoe, Properties of distance spaces with power triangle inequalities, Carpathian Math. Publ., 8 (2016), 51–82.

[16] F. Hausdorff, Grundzüge der Mengenlehre, Veit & Comp. (Leipzig, 1914). [17] M. Hušek, Extension of mappings and pseudometrics, Extracta Math., 25 (2010), 277–308. [18] A. Ivanov and B. Majcher-Iwanow, An amalgamation property for metric spaces. Algebra Discrete Math., 22 (2016), 233–239.

[19] J. Jachymski and F. Turoboś, On functions preserving regular semimetrics and quasimetrics satisfying the relaxed polygonal inequality, Rev. R. Acad. Cienc. Exactas Fís. Nat., Ser. A Mat., RACSAM, 114 (2020), 1–11.

[20] M. Krasner, Nombres semi-réels et espaces ultrametriques, C. R. Acad. Sci., Paris, 219 (1944), 433–435.

[21] E. Petrov, On the uniqueness of continuation of a partially defined metric, Theory Appl.

Graphs, 10 (2023), 1–6.

[22] H. Toruńczyk, A short proof of Hausdorff’s theorem on extending metrics, Fund. Math., 77 (1972), 191–193.

[23] E. D. Tymchatyn and M. Zarichnyi, On simultaneous linear extensions of partial (pseudo)metrics, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 132 (2004), 2799–2807.

[24] N. Van Dung and V. T. L. Hang, On regular semimetric spaces having strong triangle functions, J. Fixed Point Theory Appl., 19 (2017), 2069–2079.

Institute of Applied Mathematics and Mechanics of the NAS of Ukraine, Batiuka str. 19, Slovyansk 84116, Ukraine Email address: eugeniy.petrov@gmail.com