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Abstract. We show how to decompose all separable ultrametric spaces into
a“Lego” combinations of scaled versions of full simplices. To do this we in-
troduce metric resolutions of large scale metric spaces, which describe how a
space can be broken up into roughly independent pieces. We use these met-
ric resolutions to define the coarse disjoint union of large scale metric spaces,
which provides a way of attaching large scale metric spaces to each other in a
”coarsely independent way”. We use these notions to construct universal spaces
in the categories of separable and proper metric spaces of asymptotic dimen-
sion 0, respectively. In doing so we generalize a similar result of Dranishnikov
and Zarichnyi as well as Nagórko and Bell. However, the new application is a
universal space for proper metric spaces of asymptotic dimension 0, something
that eluded those authors. We finish with a description of some countable
groups that can serve as such universal spaces.

1. Introduction

Coarse geometry considers metric spaces and abstracts spaces from a“large scale”
perspective, wherein one pays most attention to the properties that persist through
“zooming out”from the object of study while ignoring whatever small scale structure
that may exist. Such ideas have existed since the early 20th century but were first
explicitly layed out by Gromov in [10] where several properties relevant to the
coarse geometry of countable groups were clearly defined. Among these was the
asymptotic dimension of a metric space, which was intended to serve as a large scale
analog of the classical covering dimension. This particular property would come to
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some prominence when Yu proved in [12] that the Novikov conjecture is satisfied
by groups of finite asymptotic dimension. Such progress and the intuitive appeal of
the subject has motivated much of the study into developing the methods of coarse
geometry.

In this paper we completely characterize the coarse geometry of a large class of
spaces. Specifically separable ultrametric spaces. The breadth of this class of spaces
was realized when Brodskiy, Dydak, Higes, and Mitra proved in [5] that every sep-
arable metric space of asymptotic dimension 0 is coarsely equivalent to a countable
ultrametric space whose metric take values in the nonnegative integers. Such spaces
include all countable locally finite groups (i.e. those where every finitely generated
subgroup is finite). We characterize these spaces by showing how to decompose
them into several scaled full simplices on certain sets of vertices. This in itself is
via two concepts. The first of which is metric resolution (introduced in Section 3)
which provides a way of distinguishing particular “pieces” of a metric space. The
second concept is that of a coarse disjoint union (introduced in Section 5), which
describes how to put together families of metric spaces together into one space such
that each metric space used in the construction is “coarsely independent” from the
other spaces used in the construction. Our characterization of ultrametric spaces
is then performed by distinguishing certain pieces, each of which is a scaled full
simplex, of the spaces via metric resolutions, then attaching them together via a
coarse disjoint union in such a way that the resulting space is coarsely equivalent to
the original. In doing this we find that there are only countably many such scaled
full simplices that can be employed which alloys us in Section 7 to construct uni-
versal spaces for the categories of separable and proper metric spaces of asymptotic
dimension 0, respectively. In the case of separable spaces of bounded geometry such
a universal space has been constructed previously by Dranishnikov and Zarichnyi
in [6]. In the broader case of separable spaces, this has been done previously by
Nagorko and Bell in [3]. T. Banakh and I. Zarichnyy constructed universal spaces
for coarsely homogeneous spaces of asymptotic dimension 0 in [2]. The methods
employed in these papers differ from the methods we employ. The universal space
for proper metric spaces of asymptotic dimension 0 is the first that appears in the
literature. The question of whether or not there are universal spaces for proper
metric spaces of asymptotic dimension greater than 0 is open and seems to be an
interesting question. We finish with some discussion of infinite groups that can be
realized as such universal spaces.

The authors are grateful to Henryk Toruńczyk for helpful comments about the
paper.
The authors are extremely grateful to the excellent referee for pointing out errors
and gaps in the original version of the paper.
Jeremy Siegert was supported by the Israel Science Foundation grant No. 2196/20.

2. Preliminaries

We begin with the few basic preliminary definitions needed in subsequent sec-
tions.

Definition 2.1. A metric space (X, d) is called an ultrametric space if in place of
the usual triangle inequality for metric spaces the metric d satisfies the stronger
ultrametric triangle inequality which says that for all x, y, z ∈ X
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d(x, z) ≤ max{d(x, y), d(y, z)}

Definition 2.2. Given a set D of non-negative integers, a D-ultrametric space is
an ultrametric space with all distances belonging to D. If D is the set of all non-
negative integers, then a D-ultrametric space will be called an integral ultrametric
space.

Definition 2.3. A metric space (X, d) is said to be of asymptotic dimension 0 if for
every uniformly bounded cover U of X , there is a uniformly bounded cover V that
is refined by U and whose elements are disjoint.

Alternatively, one could define for each r > 0 the relation ∼r on X be setting
x ∼r y if d(x, y) < r. Then say that x, y ∈ X are r-connected if there is a finite
chain of elements x = y0, y1, . . . , yn = y such that yi ∼r yi+1 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1
and define the r-components of X to be maximally r-connected subsets of X . An
metric space (X, d) is of asymptotic dimension 0 if and only if the collection of
r-components of X is uniformly bounded for every r > 0. For a more in depth
discussion of asymptotic dimension the reader is referred to [11].

Definition 2.4. A function f : (X, d1) → (Y, d2) of metric spaces is called:

(1) uniformly bornologous (or large scale continuous) if for all R > 0 there is
an S > 0 such that if d1(x, y) ≤ R then d2(f(x), f(y)) ≤ S.

(2) proper if for every bounded B ⊆ Y , f−1(B) is bounded in X .
(3) uniformly proper if for every R > 0 there is an S > 0 such that if B ⊆ Y

is bounded by R, then f−1(B) is bounded by S.
(4) coarsely surjective if there is an R > 0 such that for every y ∈ Y there is

an x ∈ X such that d2(f(x), y) ≤ R.
(5) a coarse equivalence if it is uniformly bornologous, uniformly proper, and

coarsely surjective.
(6) a coarse embedding if it is uniformly bornologous and uniformly proper.

The following construction provides a universal construction of ultrametrics for
functions f : X → (Y, dY ) from sets to metric spaces:

Definition 2.5. Given a function f : X → (Y, d) from a set to a metric space we
define the induced integral ultrametric dulf (x, y) by f and d as the minimum of all

integers r ≥ 1 such that there is an r-chain in Y joining f(x) and f(y). dulf (x, y) = 0
if x = y.

Recall that an r-chain joining a, b ∈ Y is a sequence x0 = a, . . . , xk = b such
that d(xi, xi+1) < r for each i < k.

Proposition 2.6. If f : (X, dX) → (Y, d) is surjective large scale continuous and
(Y, d) is of asymptotic dimension 0, then f : (X, dulf ) → (Y, d) is a coarse equiva-
lence.

Proof. Choose a selection s : Y → X for f . Since iduld (x, y) ≤ d(f(x), f(y)) + 1 for
all x, y ∈ X , the function s : (Y, d) → (X, dulf ) is large scale continuous. If (Y, d)
is of asymptotic dimension 0 and r > 0 there is S > 0 such that every two points
in Y that can be connected by an r-chain have to be of distance at most S. That
shows f : (X, dulf ) → (Y, d) is a large scale continuous map as well.

�
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Corollary 2.7. Suppose (X, d) is a metric space. The following conditions are equiv-
alent:
1. (X, d) is of asymptotic dimension 0.
2. id : (X, dulid) → (X, d) is large scale continuous.
3. id : (X, d) → (X, dulid) is a coarse equivalence.

The following is a generalization of ultrametric spaces.

Definition 2.8. A metric space (X, d) is called an isosceles space if every triangle in
X is isosceles.

Proposition 2.9. Every isosceles space (X, d) is of asymptotic dimension at most 0.

Proof. In view of 2.7 it suffices to show id : (X, dulid) → (X, d) is large scale con-
tinuous. Suppose x0, . . . , xk is an m-chain joining x to y in X . If k ≤ 2, then
obviously d(x, y) < 2m. If k > 2, then d(x0, x3) < 2m and continuing by induction,
we conclude d(x, y) < 2m. Thus, id : (X, dulid) → (X, d) is 2-Lipschitz, hence large
scale continuous. �

The following result from [5] is the critical observation needed to construct the
universal spaces in section 7. Our version is slightly more general and it follows
from 2.7.

Theorem 2.10. If (X, dX) is a separable metric space of asymptotic dimension zero,
then there is a countable integral ultrametric space (Y, d) coarsely equivalent to
(X, dX). Moreover, if X is proper (in the sense that its bounded subsets have
compact closure), then Y can be chosen to have finite bounded subsets only.

Proof. Choose a maximal subset Y of X such that dX(x, y) > 1 if x 6= y in Y . Use
the integral ultrametric d on Y from 2.7. �

3. Metric resolutions

In this section we introduce a formal definition of “Lego” combinations of metric
spaces.

Definition 3.1. A metric resolution is a surjective function f : X → S of metric
spaces so that dX(x, y) = dS(f(x), f(y)) if f(x) 6= f(y).

Example 3.2. dulf from Definition 2.5, provided f : X → Y is surjective, is a metric
resolution if Y is given the integral ultrametric induced by dY .

In applications, metric resolutions will be constructed as indexing functions i :∐

t∈S

Xs → S (that means i(x) = t if x ∈ Xt) from a disjoint union
∐

t∈S

Xs of metric

spaces (Xt, dt) so that there is a metric dS on S and the metric d on
∐

t∈S

Xt having

the following properties:
1. d restricted to each Xt equals dt,
2. d(x, y) = dS(u, t) if x ∈ Xu, y ∈ Xt, and u 6= t.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose f : X → S is a surjective function and dS is a metric
on S. Suppose dt is a metric on Xt := f−1(t) for each t ∈ S. If the diameter of
each Xt is at most 0.5 · dS(u, t) for all u 6= t, then there is a unique metric d on X
making f a metric resolution. Moreover, if (Xt, dt), t ∈ S, are isosceles and (S, dS)
is isosceles, then the total (X, d) is isosceles as well.
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Proof. Obviously, there is at most one d that can be considered as the total metric
on X . Given x, y, z ∈ X , we need to show the Triangle Inequalities in each of the
two cases. It is so if they belong to three different fibers of f . Also, if x, z belong to
the same fiber of f . Assume x ∈ Xa, z ∈ Xb, and a 6= b. The Triangle Inequalities
are obvious if y ∈ Xa or y ∈ Xb due to the requirement that the diameter of each
Xt is at most 0.5 · dS(u, t) for all u 6= t. �

Proposition 3.4. Suppose f : X → S is a surjective metric resolution and dS is an
ultrametric on S. If the diameter of each Xt := f−1(t) is at most dS(u, t) for all
u 6= t, (Xt, d|Xt), t ∈ S, are ultrametrics, then the total (X, d) is ultrametric as
well.

Proof. Given x, y, z ∈ X , we need to show the Ultrametric Triangle Inequality. It
is so if they belong to three different fibers of f . Also, if x, z belong to the same
fiber of f . Assume x ∈ Xa, z ∈ Xb, and a 6= b. The Ultrametric Triangle Inequality
are obvious if y ∈ Xa or y ∈ Xb due to the requirement that the diameter of each
Xt is at most dS(u, t) for all u 6= t. �

Proposition 3.5. Suppose (X, d) is an ultrametric space, x0 ∈ X, and S is the set
of all possible values of d(x0, x), x ∈ X. If dS is defined by d(u, t) = max(u, t) for
u 6= t, then dS is an ultrametric on S and i : X → S defined by i(x) = d(x0, x) is
a metric resolution.

Proof. dS is clearly an ultrametric. Suppose i(x) = u < t = i(y). By the Ultramet-
ric Triangle Inequality we get d(x, y) = t = max(u, t) = dS(i(x), i(y)). �

Proposition 3.6. Suppose D is a finite subset of non-negative integers and (X, d) is a
D-ultrametric space. If m = max(D), then there is a metric resolution i : X → m·C
for some full simplex C.

Proof. Consider the equivalence relation ∼ on X defined by x ∼ y if d(x, y) < m.
Let C be the set of all equivalence classes. Notice that d(x, y) = m if x and y belong
to different equivalence classes. Define i(x) as the equivalence class of [x] of x. �

Proposition 3.7. Suppose (X, d) is an ultrametric space. The function ρ(A,B) =
sup{d(x, y)|x ∈ A, y ∈ B} for A 6= B defines an ultrametric on the space of non-
empty bounded subsets of X.

Proof. If ρ(A,C) > max(ρ(A,B), ρ(B,C)), then there exist points a ∈ A and
c ∈ C such that d(a, c) > max(ρ(A,B), ρ(B,C)). Choose b ∈ B. Now, d(a, c) ≤
max(d(a, b), d(b, c)) ≤ max(ρ(A,B), ρ(B,C)), a contradiction. �

Proposition 3.8. If i : X → S is a metric resolution and X is an ultrametric space,
then the distance between u and t in S, u 6= t, is the same as the distance between
i−1(u) and i−1(t) in X.

Proof. If x ∈ i−1(u) and y ∈ i−1(t), then dX(x, y) = dS(u, t). Therefore the
distance between u and t in S, u 6= t, is the same as the distance between i−1(u)
and i−1(t) in X . �
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4. Splicing of metrics

In this section we will discuss a more general concept than both dulf in Definition
2.5 and metric resolutions in Section 3. The idea is to splice metrics on the fibers
of a function f : X → S with a metric dS on S. The construction in this section is
on the other side of spectrum than metric resolutions. There, fibers are basically
parallel, in the new concept different fibers diverge at infinity.

Definition 4.1. Given a surjective function f : X → S from a set to a metric space
(S, dS), given metrics dt on fibers f−1(t), t ∈ S, and given a section g : S → X , we
define the splicing d of metrics along g on X as follows:
1. d restricted to each fiber f−1(t) equals dt.
2. If x ∈ f−1(u), y ∈ f−1(t) and u 6= t, then

d(x, y) = max(dS(u, t), du(x, g(u)), dt(y, g(t))).

Example 4.2. A metric resolution f : X → S is a splicing of metrics on fibers
with a metric on S along any section g : S → X, i.e. all sections give the same
metrics, if the diameters of fibers satisfy the following condition: diam(f−1(u)) ≤
dist(u, S \ {u}) for all u ∈ S.

Proof. In this case the formula d(x, y) = max(dS(u, t), du(x, g(u)), dt(y, g(t))) yields
dS(u, t) if u 6= t. �

Proposition 4.3. A splicing d of metrics is a metric. If the metric dS on S and all
the metrics on the fibers of f are ultrametrics, then so is d.

Proof. Suppose d(x, z) > d(x, y)+d(y, z). Obviously, all three points f(x), f(y), f(z)
cannot be equal.
Case 1: u = f(x) = f(z) 6= t = f(y). Notice d(x, y) ≥ du(x, g(u)) and d(z, y) ≥
du(z, g(u)), so d(x, y) + d(y, z) ≥ du(x, z), a contradiction.
Case 2: u = f(x) 6= t = f(z) and v = f(y).
If d(x, z) = dS(u, t) and v = u then d(y, x) = du(x, y) and
d(y, z) = max(dS(u, t), du(y, g(u)), dt(z, g(t))). Then our assumption that d(x, z) >
d(y, x)+d(y, z) becomes dS(u, t) > du(x, y)+max(dS(u, t), du(y, g(u)), dt(z, g(t))) ≥
dS(u, t). That is, dS(u, t) > dS(u, t), a contradiction. Therefore we must have
that v 6= u. A similar contradiction appears if we assume that v = t. We must
then have that v is equal to neither u nor t. Now, with our original assump-
tion that d(x, z) > d(y, x) + d(y, z), we have that d(x, y) + d(y, z) ≥ dS(u, v) +
dS(v, t) ≥ dS(u, t), a contradiction. Without loss of generality, assume d(x, z) =
du(x, g(u)) > dS(u, t). Now, v must be equal to u, so d(x, y) + d(y, z) = du(x, y) +
max(du(y, g(u)), dS(u, t), dt(g(t), z)) ≥ max(du(x, y)+du(y, g(u)), dS(u, t), dt(g(t), z)) ≥
max(du(x, g(u)), dS(u, t), dt(g(t), z)) = d(x, z), a contradiction again.

Assume the metric dS on S and all the metrics on the fibers of f are ultrametrics.
Suppose d(x, z) > max(d(x, y), d(y, z)). Obviously, all three points f(x), f(y), f(z)
cannot be equal.
Case A: u = f(x) = f(z) 6= t = f(y). Notice d(x, y) ≥ du(x, g(u)) and d(z, y) ≥
du(z, g(u)), so max(d(x, y), d(y, z)) ≥ du(x, z), a contradiction.
Case B: u = f(x) 6= t = f(z) and v = f(y). If d(x, z) = dS(u, t), then v 6= u, t (as
in the Case 2 above) and max(d(x, y), d(y, z)) ≥ max(dS(u, v), dS(v, t)) ≥ dS(u, t),
a contradiction. Without loss of generality, assume d(x, z) = du(x, g(u)). Now, v
must be equal to u, so
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max(d(x, y), d(y, z)) = max(du(x, y),max(du(y, g(u)), dS(u, t), dt(g(t), z))) =
max(du(x, y), du(y, g(u)), dS(u, t), dt(g(t), z)) ≥ max(du(x, g(u)), dS(u, t), dt(g(t), z)) =
d(x, z), a contradiction again. �

5. Coarse disjoint unions

In this section we define the concept of a coarse disjoint union, which is a means
of joining a family of metric spaces together in such a way that they are ”coarsely
independent” of one another.

Definition 5.1. Given a family {(Xs, ds)}s∈S of metric spaces, a coarse disjoint
union of that family is a disjoint union

∐

s∈S

Xs equipped with a metric d satisfying

the following properties:
1. d restricted to each Xs equals ds.
2. Given M > 0 there are bounded subsets Bs of Xs, all but finitely many of them
empty, such that if x ∈ Xs \Bs and y ∈ Xt \Bt for some s 6= t, then d(x, y) > M .

Observation 5.2. Notice that Condition 2 in 5.1 can be split into the following two
conditions:
2a. Every bounded subset B of

∐

s∈S

Xs is contained in
∐

s∈F

Xs for some finite F ⊂ S.

2b. Given M > 0 there is a bounded subset B of
∐

s∈S

Xs such that if x ∈ Xs \ B

and y ∈ Xt \B for some s 6= t, then d(x, y) > M .

Observation 5.3. If a coarse disjoint union X exists and each Xs is non-empty,
then S is countable. Indeed, X is the union of its balls B(x0, n), n ≥ 1, and each
ball intersects finitely many terms Xs.

Proposition 5.4. A disjoint union
∐

s∈S

Xs is a coarse disjoint union of a family

{(Xs, ds)}s∈S of metric spaces if and only if it can be equipped with a metric d
satisfying the following properties:
1. d restricted to each Xs equals ds.
2. Given a sequence {xn}n≥1 of points in

∐

s∈S

Xs belonging to different parts Xs,

one has xn → ∞ (that means d(a, xn) → ∞ for some, hence for all, a ∈
∐

s∈S

Xs).

3. Given M > 0 and a sequence of pairs (xn, yn), n ≥ 1, of points in
∐

s∈S

Xs such

that d(xn, yn) < M for all n ≥ 1 and xn → ∞, there is k ≥ 1 such that for each
n ≥ k there is an index s ∈ S so that xn, yn ∈ Xs.

Proof. Suppose
∐

s∈S

Xs is a coarse disjoint union in the sense of Definition 5.1.

Given a sequence {xn}n≥1 of points in
∐

s∈S

Xs belonging to different parts Xs such

that d(a, xn) is not divergent to infinity for some a ∈
∐

s∈S

Xs, we may reduce this

case to the one where there is M > 0 satisfying d(a, xn) < M for all n ≥ 1. There
are bounded subsets Bs of Xs, all but finitely many of them empty, such that if
x ∈ Xs \Bs and y ∈ Xt \Bt for some s 6= t, then d(x, y) > 2M . There are t 6= s in
S such that Bt = Bs = ∅ and xk ∈ Xt, xm ∈ Xs for some k,m, a contradiction as
d(xk, xm) < 2M .
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Given M > 0 and a sequence of pairs (xn, yn), n ≥ 1, of points in
∐

s∈S

Xs such

that d(xn, yn) < M for all n ≥ 1 and xn → ∞, assume there is no k ≥ 1 such that
for each n ≥ k there is an index s ∈ S so that xn, yn ∈ Xs. We may reduce this
case to the one where xn and yn do not belong to the same Xs for all n ≥ 1. There
are bounded subsets Bs of Xs, all but finitely many of them empty, such that if
x ∈ Xs \ Bs and y ∈ Xt \ Bt for some s 6= t, then d(x, y) > M . There are t 6= s
in S such that Bt = Bs = ∅ and xk ∈ Xt, yk ∈ Xs for some k, a contradiction as
d(xk, yk) < M .

The proof in the reverse direction is similar. �

Corollary 5.5. A metric space (S, dS) is a coarse disjoint union of its points if
and only if it is proper (its bounded subsets are finite) and has the property that
dS(xn, yn) < M < ∞ for all n and dS(xn, x1) → ∞ imply existence of k such that
xn = yn for all n > k.

Proposition 5.6. Suppose f : X → S is a surjective function and X is given the
metric equal to splicing of metrics on fibers along a section g : S → X. If S is a
coarse disjoint union of its points, then X is a coarse disjoint union of fibers of f .

Proof. Apply 5.5:
If B is a bounded subset of X , then f(B) is bounded as f is 1-Lipschitz. Hence
f(B) is finite.

If d(xn, yn) < M , xn → ∞, and f(xn) 6= f(yn) for all n ≥ 1, then dS(f(xn), f(yn)) <
M and f(xn) → ∞. Hence f(xn) = f(yn) for almost all n, a contradiction. �

Corollary 5.7. Every integral ultrametric space (X, d) is a coarse disjoint union of
countably many of its bounded subsets.

Proof. Pick x0 ∈ X and let S be the set of all possible distances d(x0, x), x ∈ X .
The metric dS of S is defined by dS(u, t) = max(u, t) if u 6= t. By 3.5 the function
f : X → S given by f(x) = d(x0, x) is a metric resolution. Notice S is a coarse
disjoint union of its points and apply 5.6. �

Corollary 5.8. If S is countable, then any family {(Xs, ds)}s∈S of non-empty metric
spaces has a coarse disjoint union. Moreover, if each ds is an (integral) ultrametric,
then there is a coarse disjoint union equipped with an (integral) ultrametric.

Proof. We may assume S = N and we equip S with the max ultrametric d(m,n) =
max(m,n) if m 6= n. Let X be a disjoint union of all Xs, s ∈ S, equipped with a
splicing metric for some section g : S → X . By 5.5 and 5.6, X is a coarse disjoint
union of {(Xs, ds)}s∈S . �

Proposition 5.9. Given two coarse disjoint unions (
∐

s∈S

Xs, d) and (
∐

s∈S

Ys, ρ)

1. isometric embeddings is : Xs → Ys, s ∈ S, induce a coarse embedding i from
(
∐

s∈S

Xs, d) to (
∐

s∈S

Ys, ρ),

2. identity functions is : Xs → Ys, s ∈ S, induce a coarse equivalence i from
(
∐

s∈S

Xs, d) to (
∐

s∈S

Ys, ρ).

Proof. Notice 1) implies 2), so only 1) needs to be proved. Suppose, on the contrary,
that there is M > 0 and a sequence of pairs (xn, yn), n ≥ 1, of points in

∐

s∈S

Xs
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such that d(xn, yn) < M for all n ≥ 1 but ρ(i(xn), i(yn)) → ∞. There is k ≥ 1 such
that for each n ≥ k there is an index s ∈ S so that i(xn), i(yn) ∈ Ys. Therefore
ρ(i(xn), i(yn)) = d(xn, yn) for all n > k, a contradiction. �

Proposition 5.10. Suppose S is countable and {(Xs, ds)}s∈S is a family of metric
spaces. A coarse disjoint union of {(Xs, ds)}s∈S is separable (proper) if and only if
each Xs is separable (proper).

Proof. It follows from the fact any bounded subset B of the coarse disjoint union
is a union of finitely many bounded subsets of some among spaces Xs. �

6. Special ultrametric spaces

In this section we construct universal spaces (with respect to isometric embed-
dings) for specific classes of bounded ultrametric spaces. More specifically, for a
finite subset D ⊆ N that contains 0 we construct universal spaces for the class of
countableD-ultrametric spaces, and for each m ≥ 1 we construct an universal space
for the class of D-ultrametric spaces with at most m points. The spaces constructed
in this section serve as the building blocks for the universal spaces constructed in
section 7.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose pi : Ei → Bi, i = 1, 2, are metric resolutions, f : B1 → B2

is an isometric embedding and for each s ∈ B1 there is an isometric embedding
fs : p−1

1 (s) → p−1
2 (f(s)). There is an isometric embedding F : E1 → E2 such that

p2 ◦ F = f ◦ p1.

Proof. F is the union of all fs, s ∈ B1. Clearly, it is an isometric embedding. �

The following can be seen as an inductive step in splitting bounded ultrametric
spaces into Lego pieces.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose D is a finite set of non-negative integers and k = max(D) >
0. Every D-ultrametric space X of diameter k admits a surjective metric resolution
f : X → {0, k} ⊂ N such that diam(f−1(0)) < k.

Proof. Pick two points a, b ∈ X at distance k. f maps all points x ∈ X such that
d(x, a) < k to 0 and f maps all points x ∈ X such that d(a, x) = k to k. Notice
diam(f−1(0)) < k, diam(f−1(k)) ≤ k, so f is indeed a metric resolution. �

Proposition 6.3. Given a finite set D of non-negative integers and given m ≥ 1
there is a finite D-ultrametric space FU(m,D) such that any D-ultrametric space
X containing at most m points isometrically embeds in FU(m,D).

Proof. We will construct FU(m,D) by induction on m. Let FU(1, D) be a one-
point metric space for any D. Given D with k = max(D) > 0, FU(m,D) is the
disjoint union of FU(m−1, D\{k}) and FU(m−1, D) so that any distance between
points in different parts is k. Thus, as in 6.2, FU(m,D) admits a metric resolution
onto {0, k} with fibers FU(m− 1, D \ {k}) and FU(m− 1, D).

Now, by induction on m, we can show the space FU(m,D) has the needed
property. Indeed, it is so for m = 1. Once we assume the spaces FU(n,C), n < m
and C a finite set of non-negative integers, have the needed property, we use 6.2
jointly with 6.1 to conclude FU(m,D) has the property that any D-ultrametric
space X containing at most m points isometrically embeds in FU(m,D). �
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Proposition 6.4. Given a finite set D of non-negative integers there is a count-
able D-ultrametric space CU(D) such that any countable D-ultrametric space X
isometrically embeds in CU(D).

Proof. Let CU({0}) be a one-point metric space. Suppose spaces CU(D) are known
for all D containing at most n integers and G contains (n + 1) integers with k =
max(G). Define CU(G) as the total space in a metric resolution f : CU(G) → k ·∆,
where k ·∆ is an infinite countable space with all non-zero distances equal k (i.e.
k times the infinite simplex), so that f−1(x) is a copy of CU(G \ {k}) for each
x ∈ k · ∆. By 3.3 and 3.4 such a resolution exists and CU(G) is an ultrametric
space.

Given a countable G-ultrametric space X if diam(X) < k, X clearly embeds into
CU(G) isometrically due to the inductive step, so assume diam(X) = k and choose
a maximal subset S of X such that all non-zero distances in S are equal k. For each
s ∈ S consider the set Xs of all x ∈ X such that d(s, x) < k. Notice the following:
a. diam(Xs) < k for each s ∈ S,
b. if x ∈ Xs, y ∈ Xt and s 6= t, then d(x, y) = k,
c. X =

⋃

s∈S

Xs.

Choose an injective function g : S → k · ∆ and choose isometric embeddings fs :
Xs → f−1(g(s)) for each s ∈ S. Apply 6.1. �

Corollary 6.5. There is a countable integral ultrametric space CU such that any
countable integral ultrametric space X isometrically embeds in CU .

Proof. Consider N equipped with the ultrametric d(k,m) = max(k,m) for k 6= m
and use spaces CU(N ∩ [0, i]) from 6.4. Define CU as the total space in a metric
resolution f : CU → N so that f−1(i) = CU(N ∩ [0, i]) for each i ∈ N. By 3.3
and 3.4 such a resolution exists and by 6.1 together with 3.5 the space CU has the
needed property. �

7. Universal spaces

In this section we prove our main applications. That is, we give a detailed
construction of universal spaces (with respect to coarse embeddings) in the classes
of separable metric spaces of asymptotic dimension 0 and the class of proper metric
spaces of asymptotic dimension 0.

Theorem 7.1. There is a countable integral ultrametric space CU such that any
separable metric space X of asymptotic dimension 0 coarsely embeds in CU .

Proof. Consider CU from 6.5. We claim that CU is the desired universal space. In
light of Theorem 2.10 it will suffice to show that if (X, d) is a countable integral
ultrametric space, then X coarsely embeds into CU . Then let (X, d) be such a
space. Apply 6.5. �

For the following two results, let D1, D2, . . . be an enumeration of the finite
subsets of N that contain 0.

Theorem 7.2. There is a countable and proper integral ultrametric space PU such
that any proper metric space X of asymptotic dimension 0 coarsely embeds in PU .

Proof. We again use the enumeration D1, D2, . . . of the finite subsets of N that
contain 0. The set of all FU(m,Dn) (where defined) is countable. Enumerate



COARSE STRUCTURE OF ULTRAMETRIC SPACES WITH APPLICATIONS 11

these spaces and denote this sequence {Y1, Y2, . . .}. Let ri = i +
i∑

j=1

diam(Yj) for

i ≥ 1.
We then define PU as the the total space of a metric resolution f : PU →

S, where S = {ri}i≥1 is equipped with the max ultrametric and f−1(ri) is the
corresponding FU(m,Dn) for each i ≥ 1.

It is proper by 5.10. Let (X, d) be a countable proper metric space of asymptotic
dimension 0. By Theorems 2.10 and 5.7 we may assume without loss of generality
that that X can be written as a coarse disjoint union of finite Gk-ultrametric spaces
Xk. There is a strictly increasing sequence (nk)k∈N such that Gk ⊂ Dnk

for each
k ≥ 1 and Dnk

is a proper subset of Dnk+1
for each k ≥ 1. Then, by Proposition

5.9 we have that X coarsely embeds into PU . �

The following result means that, in dimension 0, our Theorem 7.2 is not implied
by the work of Bell and Nagórko [3]:

Proposition 7.3. There is a separable space X of asymptotic dimension 0 that is
not coarsely embeddable into a proper metric space.

Proof. Consider a sequence of bounded N-ultrametric spaces Xi such that for each
n ≥ 1 there is infinitely many i such that Xi contains infinitely countably many
points and the distance between any two different points is n + 1. Let X be a
coarse disjoint union of the sequence Xi. If X coarsely embeds into a proper metric
space, then it contains Y with the property that B(Y, n) = X for some n ≥ 2 and
every bounded subset of Y is finite. There is i such that Xi contains infinitely
countably many points, the distance between any two different points is n+1, and
dist(Xi, X \Xi) > n. Now, Y ∩Xi must be finite, B(Y, n) ∩Xi = B(Y ∩Xi, n) =
Y ∩Xi, a contradiction. �

Remark 7.4. 7.3 can be easily generalized to any dimension n.

Problem 7.5. Given n ≥ 1 is there a universal space in the class of proper metric
spaces of asymptotic dimension at most n?

8. Ultrametric groups as universal spaces

In this section we show that certain unbounded ultrametric groups are universal
in respective categories of spaces of asymptotic dimension 0.

Definition 8.1. An (integral) ultrametric group is a group equipped with a left-
invariant (integral) ultrametric d.

Proposition 8.2. Suppose G is a group and D is a discrete subset of non-negative
reals containing 0. Assigning G a left-invariant D-ultrametric d is equivalent to
picking subgroups Ga, a ∈ D, of G satisfying the following conditions:
1. G0 = {1G},
2. Ga is a subgroup of Gb if a < b belong to D,
3.

⋃

a∈D

Ga = G.

Proof. Given a left-invariant D-ultrametric d on G and given a ∈ D define Ga as
all g ∈ G satisfying d(g, 1G) ≤ a. Notice g ∈ Ga implies g−1 ∈ Ga as d(g−1, 1G) =
d(g · g−1, g · 1G) = d(1G, g). Also, if g, h ∈ Ga, then d(g · h, 1G) ≤ max(d(g ·
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h, g), d(g, 1G)) = max(d(h, 1G), d(g, 1G)) ≤ a. It is obvious that {Ga}a∈D satisfy
Conditions 1-3.

Given {Ga}a∈D satisfying Conditions 1-3 define d(g, h) as the infimum of a ∈ D
satisfying g−1 ·h ∈ Ga. If d(g, h), d(h, k) ≤ a, then g−1 ·h ∈ Ga and h−1 ·k ∈ Ga, so
their product g−1 ·k belongs to Ga and d(g, k) ≤ a. That means d is an ultrametric,
indeed. �

Definition 8.3. Given a discrete subset D of non-negative reals containing 0 and
given subgroups Ga, a ∈ D, of G satisfying the following conditions:
1. G0 = {1G},
2. Ga is a subgroup of Gb if a < b belong to D,
3.

⋃

a∈D

Ga = G,

the ultrametric d in 8.2 is said to be induced by {Ga}a∈D.

Proposition 8.4. Suppose G is a group and di, i = 1, 2, are two ultrametrics induced
by families {Gi

a}a∈Di
of subgroups of G. (G, d1) is coarsely equivalent to (G, d2) if

and only if for each a ∈ Di and j 6= i there is b ∈ Dj, such that Gi
a ⊂ Gj

b.

Proof. Assume the identity (G, d1) → (G, d2) is large scale continuous (aka bornol-
ogous) and a ∈ D1. There is b ∈ D2 such that d1(g, h) ≤ a implies d2(g, h) ≤ b, so
g ∈ G1

a implies g ∈ G1
b as d1(g, 1G) ≤ a implies d2(g, 1G) ≤ b and g ∈ G2

b .
The reverse implication is similar. �

Proposition 8.5. Suppose (X, dX) is an integral ultrametric space and (G, dG) is an
integral ultrametric group. If every bounded subset B of X isometrically embeds in
G, then (X, dX) coarsely embeds in (G, dG).

Proof. Of interest is only the case of X being unbounded, so G is also unbounded.
Pick x0 ∈ X and a sequence {xn}n≥1 of points in X such that d(xn+1, x0) >
d(xn, x0) + 1 for each n ≥ 1. Put rn = d(xn, x0) for n ≥ 1 and pick an isometric
embedding in : Bn → G, where Bn = {x ∈ X |rn−1 < d(x, x0) ≤ rn for n ≥ 2
and B1 = {x ∈ X |d(x, x0) ≤ r1. We may assume in(xn) = 1G for each n ≥ 1.
Now pick a sequence {gn}n≥1 of elements of G such that dG(g1, 1G) > r1 and
sn := dG(gn, 1G) > d(gn−1, 1G)+diam(Bn). Replacing in by jn := gn ·in we obtain
a sequence of isometric embeddings of Bn into Cn := {g ∈ G|sn−1 < d(g, 1G) ≤ sn}.
By 6.1, X coarsely embeds in G. �

Corollary 8.6. Suppose (X, dX) is an integral ultrametric space such that for each n
there is a cardinal number c(n) with the property that each ball B(x, n+2), x ∈ X,
has cardinality at most c(n). If (G, dG) is an integral ultrametric group induced by
a sequence of subgroups {Gn}n≥1 with the property that the cardinality of cosets
of Gn in Gn+1 is at least c(n) for each n ≥ 1, then (X, dX) coarsely embeds in
(G, dG).

Proof. Suppose each bounded subset of X of diameter at most n isometrically
embeds in G. Therefore, for each x ∈ X , there is an isometric embedding ix :
B(x, n+1) → Gn such that ix(x) = 1G. Suppose x0 ∈ X . Consider the equivalence
relation x ∼ y on B(x0, n + 2) defined by dX(x, y) < n + 1. For each equivalence
class c not containing x0 choose x(c) ∈ B(x0, n + 2) \ B(x0, n+ 1) and gc ∈ Gn+1

such that if c 6= k, then g−1
c · gk /∈ Gn. Extend ix0

over B(x0, n+ 2) to a function
j by sending x(c) to gc and by sending any x equivalent to xc to gc · ix(c)(x).
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Notice j is an isometric embedding when restricted to each equivalence class, the
images of different equivalence classes are disjoint, and if dX(x, y) = n + 1, then
dG(j(x), j(y)) = n+ 1. That means j is an isometric embedding. �

Corollary 8.7. Suppose G is a countable group that is the union of an increasing
sequence of its subgroups {Gi}∞i≥1 with the property that the index of Gi in Gi+1 is

infinite for each i ≥ 1. There is an integral ultrametric dG on G such that (G, dG) is
a universal space in the category of separable metric spaces of asymptotic dimension
0.

Corollary 8.8. Let G be a countable vector space over the rationals Q that is of
infinite algebraic dimension. There is an integral ultrametric dG on G such that
(G, dG) is a universal space in the category of separable metric spaces of asymptotic
dimension 0.

Theorem 8.9. Suppose G is a countable group that is the union of a strictly increas-
ing sequence of its finite subgroups {Gi}∞i≥1.There is a proper integral ultrametric

dG on G such that (G, dG) is a universal space in the category of metric spaces of
bounded geometry that have asymptotic dimension 0.

Proof. Consider a proper integral ultrametric space (X, dX) of bounded geometry
and choose natural numbers c(n) with the property that each ball B(x, n + 2),
x ∈ X , contains at most c(n) elements. Replace {Gn} by its subsequence {Hn}
such that the index of Hn in Hn+1 is larger than c(n + 1) for each n ≥ 1. By 8.6
and 8.4, (X, dX) coarsely embeds into (G, dG). �

Corollary 8.10. Let G be a countable vector space over the Z/2Z that is of infinite
algebraic dimension. There is a proper integral ultrametric dG on G such that
(G, dG) is a universal space in the category of metric spaces of bounded geometry
that have asymptotic dimension 0.

Remark 8.11. See [2] and [1] for coarse classifications of groups of asymptotic di-
mension 0.
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