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COMPLETENESS, CLOSEDNESS AND METRIC

REFLECTIONS OF PSEUDOMETRIC SPACES

VIKTORIIA BILET AND OLEKSIY DOVGOSHEY

Abstract. It is well-known that a metric space (X, d) is complete
iff the set X is closed in every metric superspace of (X, d). For a
given pseudometric space (Y, ρ), we describe the maximal class
CEC(Y, ρ) of superspaces of (Y, ρ) such that (Y, ρ) is complete if
and only if Y is closed in every (Z,∆) ∈ CEC(Y, ρ).

We also introduce the concept of pseudoisometric spaces and
prove that spaces are pseudoisometric iff their metric reflections
are isometric. The last result implies that a pseudometric space is
complete if and only if this space is pseudoisometric to a complete
pseudometric space.

1. Introduction and Preliminaries

The present paper is aimed to expand some well-known characteri-
zations of complete metric spaces to pseudometric ones. Let us start
from the classical notion of metric space introduced by Maurice Fréchet
in his thesis [16].

In what follows, we will denote by N the set of all positive integer
numbers, and R the set of all real numbers.

A metric on a set X is a function d : X2 → R such that for all x, y,
z ∈ X:

(i) d(x, y) > 0 with equality if and only if x = y, the positivity
property ;

(ii) d(x, y) = d(y, x), the symmetry property ;
(iii) d(x, y) ≤ d(x, z) + d(z, y), the triangle inequality.

In 1934 Duro Kurepa [21] introduced the pseudometric spaces which,
unlike metric spaces, allow the zero distance between different points.

Definition 1.1. Let X be a set and let d : X2 → R be a non-negative,
symmetric function such that d(x, x) = 0 for every x ∈ X. The function
d is a pseudometric on X if it satisfies the triangle inequality.
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If d is a pseudometric on X, we say that (X, d) is a pseudometric
space.

Let us recall some concepts connected with closedness and complete-
ness in pseudometric spaces. The definitions below are standard and
can be found, for example, in [17] and [19].

Let (X, d) be a pseudometric space. An open ball with a radius r > 0
and a center c ∈ X is the set

Br(c) = {x ∈ X : d(c, x) < r}.

Now we can introduce a topology on pseudometric spaces using the
open balls.

Definition 1.2. Let (X, d) be a pseudometric space, BX = BX,d be
the set of all open balls in (X, d) and τ be a topology on X. We will
say that τ is generated by pseudometric d if BX is an open base for τ .

Thus, τ is generated by d if and only if every B ∈ BX belongs to τ
and every nonempty A ∈ τ is the union of a family of elements of BX .

In what follows, we assume that every pseudometric space (X, d) is
also a topological space endowed with the topology τ generated by d.

As in the case of the metric spaces, we define the notion of a Cauchy
sequence as follows.

Definition 1.3. Let (X, d) be a pseudometric space. A sequence
(xn)n∈N ⊆ X is a Cauchy sequence in (X, d) if, for every r > 0, there
is an integer n0 ∈ N such that xn ∈ Br(xn0

) for every n > n0.

Remark 1.4. Here and later the symbol (xn)n∈N ⊆ X means that xn ∈
X holds for every n ∈ N.

A sequence (xn)n∈N of points in a pseudometric space (X, d) is said
to converge to a point a ∈ X if

lim
n→∞

d(xn, a) = 0.

A sequence is convergent if it is convergent to some point. It is clear
that every convergent sequence is a Cauchy sequence.

Definition 1.5. A subset S of a pseudometric space (X, d) is complete
if every Cauchy sequence (xn)n∈N ⊆ S converges to a point s ∈ S.

The purpose of the second section of the present paper is to obtain
“pseudometric” modifications of some results known for complete metric
spaces. In particular, we find generalizations of the following theorems
(see Theorems 10.2.1 and 10.3.1 in [23]).

Theorem 1.6. Let (Y, ρ) be a metric space. The set Y is closed in
every metric superspace of (Y, ρ) iff (Y, ρ) is complete.
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Here and what follows, for pseudometric spaces (Y, ρ) and (X, d), we
say that (X, d) is a superspace of (Y, ρ) if Y ⊆ X and d|Y 2 = ρ hold.

Theorem 1.7. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and let S be a
subset of X. Then S is closed iff S is complete.

For every pseudometric space (Y, ρ) we define the class CEC(Y, ρ)
(Completeness Equivalent Closedness) of pseudometric spaces as fol-
lows.

Definition 1.8. Let (Y, ρ) be a pseudometric space. A pseudometric
space (X, d) belongs to CEC(Y, ρ) if (X, d) is a superspace of (Y, ρ)
and the inequality

d(x, y) > 0

holds whenever y ∈ Y and x ∈ X \ Y .

Our next goal is to remember the concept of metric reflection.
A binary relation on a set (or, more generally, on a class) X is a

subset (a subclass) of the Cartesian square

X2 = X ×X = {〈x, y〉 : x, y ∈ X},

where
〈x, y〉 = {{x}, {x, y}}

is an ordered (by Kazimierz Kuratowski) pair. A binary relation R ⊆
X2 is an equivalence relation on X if the following conditions hold for
all x, y, z ∈ X:

(i) 〈x, x〉 ∈ R, the reflexivity property;
(ii) (〈x, y〉 ∈ R) ⇔ (〈y, x〉 ∈ R), the symmetry property;
(iii) ((〈x, y〉 ∈ R) and (〈y, z〉 ∈ R)) ⇒ (〈x, z〉 ∈ R), the transitivity

property.

If R is an equivalence relation on a set X, then an equivalence class
is a subset [a]R of X having the form

(1.1) [a]R = {x ∈ X : 〈x, a〉 ∈ R}, a ∈ X.

The quotient set of X with respect to R is the set of all equivalence
classes [a]R, a ∈ X.

There exists the well-known, one-to-one correspondence between the
equivalence relations on the sets and partitions of the sets.

Let X be a nonempty set and P = {Xj : j ∈ J} be a set of nonempty
subsets of X. Then P is a partition of X with the blocks Xj if

⋃

j∈J

Xj = X,

and Xj1 ∩Xj2 = ∅ holds for all distinct j1, j2 ∈ J .
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Proposition 1.9. Let X be a nonempty set. If P = {Xj : j ∈ J} is a
partition of X and RP is a binary relation on X defined as

〈x, y〉 ∈ RP if and only if ∃j ∈ J such that x ∈ Xj and y ∈ Xj,

then RP is an equivalence relation on X with the equivalence classes
Xj. Conversely, if R is an equivalence relation on X, then the quotient
set of X with respect to R is a partition of X with the blocks [a]R.

(For the proof of Proposition 1.9, see, for example, [20, Chapter II,
§ 5].)

For every pseudometric space (X, d), we define a binary relation 0
=

on X as

(1.2) (x 0
= y) ⇔ (d(x, y) = 0), x, y ∈ X

and, similarly (1.1), we write

(1.3) [a]0 := {x ∈ X : d(a, x) = 0},

for every a ∈ X.

Proposition 1.10. Let X be a nonempty set and let d : X2 → R be a
pseudometric on X. Then 0

= is an equivalence relation on X and the
function δd,

(1.4) δd(α, β) := d(x, y), x ∈ α ∈ X/ 0
=, y ∈ β ∈ X/ 0

=,

is a correctly defined metric on X/ 0
=, where X/ 0

= is the quotient set of
X with respect to 0

=.

The proof of Proposition 1.10 can be found in [19, Ch. 4, Th. 15].

In what follows we will say that the metric space (X/ 0
=, δd) is the

metric reflection of the pseudometric space (X, d).
Let us introduce now the basic for us morphisms of the pseudometric

spaces. The following can be considered as a generalization of the
concept of isometry of metric spaces.

Definition 1.11 ([11]). Let (X, d) and (Y, ρ) be pseudometric spaces.
A mapping Φ: X → Y is a pseudoisometry of (X, d) and (Y, ρ) if:

(i) ρ(Φ(x),Φ(y)) = d(x, y) holds for all x, y ∈ X.
(ii) For every u ∈ Y there is v ∈ X such that ρ(Φ(v), u) = 0.

We say that two pseudometric spaces are pseudoisometric if there is a
pseudoisometry of these spaces.

Remark 1.12. The concept of isometry of metric spaces can be extended
to pseudometric spaces in various non-equivalent ways. John Kelley
[19] define the isometries of pseudometric spaces (X, d) and (Y, ρ) as
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the distance-preserving surjections X → Y . It is clear that every isom-
etry in Kelley’s sense is a pseudoisometry. Another generalization of
isometries is the combinatorial similarities of pseudometric spaces (see
[12, 14]).

Example 1.13. Let (Y, ρ) be a pseudometric space and let (Y/ 0
=, δρ)

be the metric reflection of (Y, ρ). Then the mapping πY : Y → Y/ 0
=,

(1.5) πY (y) = {x ∈ Y : ρ(x, y) = 0}, y ∈ Y,

is a pseudoisometry of the pseudometric space (Y, ρ) and its metric
reflection (Y/ 0

=, δρ). The Axiom of Choice implies the existence of
a pseudoisometry Ψ: Y/ 0

= → Y such that πY (Ψ(α)) = α for every
α ∈ Y/ 0

=.

The following theorem is well-known (see, for example, Theorem 15
on page 123 of [19]).

Theorem 1.14. Let (Y, ρ) be a nonempty pseudometric space and let
(Y/ 0

=, δρ) be the metric reflection of (Y, ρ). Then the following state-
ments are equivalent:

(i) (Y, ρ) is complete.
(ii) (Y/ 0

=, δρ) is complete.

Remark 1.15. It was proved in [18] that the Countable Axiom of Choice
(CAC) is equivalent to the statement: “A pseudometric space is com-
plete iff its metric reflection is complete”.

The results of the paper are presented as follows.
It will be shown in Theorem 2.6 of Section 2 that there is no non-

empty pseudometric space that would be both complete and closed in
each of its pseudometric superspace. Moreover, Proposition 2.5 shows
that the equivalence “closedness = completeness” in the set of all sub-
sets of a given pseudometric space is valid for the complete metric
spaces.

Theorem 2.8 gives us a characterization of the complete subsets of
complete pseudometric spaces by describing the boundaries of these
subsets, that can be considered as a pseudometric modification of The-
orem 1.6. A dual of Theorem 2.8 is given in Theorem 2.11.

Theorem 2.12 describes the complete pseudometric spaces (Y, ρ) as
closed subspaces of CEC(Y, ρ)-spaces. An extremal property of the
classes CEC(Y, ρ) is proved in Proposition 2.15.

In Theorem 3.6, we expand Theorem 1.14 to arbitrary pseudoisomet-
ric spaces. The final result of the paper, Proposition 3.7, characterized
the relation “to be pseudoisometric” by minimal property.
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The results of the paper were motivated by Kelly’s classical mono-
graph [19] and by study of infinitesimal and asymptotic properties of
metric spaces [1–10,13, 15].

2. On completeness and closedness in pseudometric spaces

Let us start from the following reformulation of Theorem 1.14.

Lemma 2.1. Let (X, d) be a pseudometric space and let A be a
nonempty subset of X. Then A is complete in (X, d) iff the set ∪a∈A[a]0
is complete in (X, d), where [a]0 is defined by (1.3).

Proof. The metric reflections of the spaces A and ∪a∈A[a]0 are isomet-
ric metric spaces. Hence, they are either simultaneously complete or
simultaneously incomplete. Now the conclusion of the lemma follows
from Theorem 1.14. �

Lemma 2.2. Let A be a nonempty closed subset of a pseudometric
space (X, d). Then the equality

(2.1) A =
⋃

a∈A

[a]0

holds.

Proof. It is clear that A ⊆ ∪a∈A[a]0. Thus, to prove (2.1), it suffices to
show that

(2.2) [a]0 ⊆ A

holds for every a ∈ A. Let us do it.
Since A is closed in (X, d), the set X \ A is open in (X, d) and,

consequently, there is B
1 ⊆ BX such that

(2.3) X \ A =
⋃

B∈B1

B.

Using Proposition 1.9, we see that (2.2) holds for every a ∈ A if and
only if

(2.4) [b]0 ⊆ X \ A

holds for every b ∈ X \ A. From (2.3) it follows that (2.4) holds for
every b ∈ X \ A if

(2.5) [b]0 ⊆ B

holds for every b ∈ B and every B ∈ BX . Now (2.5) can be directly
proved by using the definition of open balls and the triangle inequality.

�
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For the case when A is a complete subset of (X, d), equality (2.1) is
also sufficient for the closedness of A.

Proposition 2.3. Let (X, d) be a pseudometric space and let A be a
nonempty complete subset of (X, d). Then A is closed in (X, d) if and
only if

(2.6) [a]0 ⊆ A

holds for every a ∈ A.

Proof. If A is closed, then (2.6) holds for every a ∈ A by Lemma 2.2.
Let (2.6) hold for every a ∈ A. If A is not a closed set, then X \ A is
not an open set and, consequently, there is c ∈ X \ A such that

Br(c) ∩A 6= ∅

for every r > 0, where Br(c) is the open ball with the center c and the
radius r. Consequently, there is a convergent sequence (an)n∈N ⊆ A,

(2.7) lim
n→∞

d(an, c) = 0.

Since A is complete and every convergent sequence is a Cauchy se-
quence, there is a ∈ A such that

(2.8) lim
n→∞

d(an, a) = 0.

Using the triangle inequality and (2.7)–(2.8), we obtain

d(c, a) 6 lim sup
n→∞

d(c, an) + lim sup
n→∞

d(an, a) = 0.

Therefore, c ∈ [a0] holds, that implies c ∈ A by (2.6). Thus, we obtain
the contradiction, c ∈ A ∩ (X \ A) = ∅. �

Corollary 2.4. Let (X, d) be a pseudometric space and let A be a
nonempty complete subset of X. Write A for the closure of A. Then
A is also a complete subset of X and the equality

(2.9) A =
⋃

a∈A

[a]0

holds.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.1 and Proposition 2.3. �

Proposition 2.5. Let (X, d) be a pseudometric space. Then the fol-
lowing conditions are equivalent:

(i) (X, d) is a metric space.
(ii) The set of all closed subsets of (X, d) coincides with the set of

all complete subsets of (X, d).
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Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii). The validity of this implication follows from Theo-
rem 1.7.
(ii) ⇒ (i). Let (ii) hold. If the pseudometric d is not a metric, then

there are different points a0, b0 ∈ X such that

(2.10) d(a0, b0) = 0.

The singleton A0 = {a0} is a complete subset of (X, d). Hence, (2.9)
implies the equality A0 = [a0]0. Equality (2.10) implies that b0 ∈ A0\A.
Thus, A0 is not closed subset in (X, d). The validity of (ii) ⇒ (i) is
proved. �

Theorem 2.6. Let (X, d) be a complete pseudometric space. Then the
following conditions are equivalent:

(i) X is empty.
(ii) X is a closed subset of every pseudometric superspace of

(X, d).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii). This implication is valid because the empty set is
closed in all topological spaces.
(ii) ⇒ (i). Let (ii) hold. Suppose that X is nonvoid and consider an

arbitrary x0 ∈ X. Let y0 be a point such that y0 /∈ X. Let us define
a pseudometric superspace (Y, ρ) of the space (X, d) as follows. Write
Y := X ∪ {y0} and let ρ : Y 2 → R be a symmetric mapping such that
ρ|X2 = d and

(2.11) ρ(y0, x) =

{

0 if x = y0,

d(x0, x) if x ∈ X.

Then ρ is a pseudometric on Y . The equality ρ|X2 = d and Defini-
tion 1.5 imply that X is complete in (Y, ρ). Hence, by Proposition 2.3,
the inclusion

(2.12) [x0]0 ⊆ X

holds with

(2.13) [x0]0 = {y ∈ Y : ρ(y, x0) = 0}.

Now using (2.11) and (2.13) we obtain y0 ∈ [x0]0, that implies y0 ∈ X.
The last membership contradicts the condition y0 /∈ X. The validity
(ii) ⇒ (i) follows. �

It is interesting to compare Theorem 2.6 with the following result
from [22].
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Theorem 2.7. Let (X, d) be a quasi-pseudometric space such that d is
bounded and separates points. Then the set X is closed in each quasi-
pseudometric superspace of (X, d) if and only if X = ∅.

The next our result is a natural extension of Theorem 1.7 to the case
of pseudometric spaces.

Theorem 2.8. Let (X, d) be a complete pseudometric space. Then the
following statements are equivalent for every A ⊆ X.

(i) A is a complete subset of (X, d).
(ii) The intersection [x]0 ∩A is nonempty for every point x of the

boundary Fr(A).

Proof. Since the boundary of the empty set ∅ is empty and ∅ is com-
plete in any pseudometric space, the equivalence (i) ⇔ (ii) is valid for
A = ∅. Let us consider the case when A is nonempty.
(i) ⇒ (ii). Let A ⊆ X be complete in (X, d), and let x be a point of

Fr(A). The formula

(2.14) Fr(A) = A ∩X \ A

implies that

(2.15) x ∈ A and x ∈ X \ A.

The singleton {x} is a complete subset of (X, d). Hence, by Proposi-
tion 2.3, the set [x]0 is closed in (X, d). Consequently, the closure of

the set {x} is a subset of A (because A = A holds). Thus, we have the
inclusion

(2.16) [x]0 ⊆ A.

Since A = ∪a∈A[a]0 holds by Corollary 2.4, inclusion (2.16) implies

[x]0 ⊆ ∪a∈A[a]0.

Thus, there is a ∈ A such that

(2.17) [x]0 ∩ [a]0 6= ∅.

By Proposition 1.10, for any two different p, q ∈ X, we have either
[p]0 = [q]0 or [p]0 ∩ [q]0 = ∅. Hence, (2.17) implies that [x]0 = [a]0
holds. Thus, the point a ∈ A belongs to intersection [x]0 ∩A.
(ii) ⇒ (i). Let (ii) hold. We must prove that A is a complete subset

of (X, d). Let us consider an arbitrary Cauchy sequence (an)n∈N ⊆ A.
Since A is a subset of X and (X, d) is complete, there is a point b ∈ X
such that

(2.18) lim
n→∞

d(an, b) = 0.
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It suffices to show that there is a point a of the set A such that a ∈ [b]0.
The last statement is evidently holds if b ∈ A.

Suppose that b belongs to X \ A. Then we have b ∈ X \ A and,
in addition, from (2.18) it follows that b ∈ A. Hence, b belongs to
Fr(A) by (2.14). Now using (ii) we can find a point a of A such that
a ∈ [b]0. �

Remark 2.9. It is easy to see that Theorem 2.8 implies Theorem 1.7.
Indeed, if (X, d) is a metric space, then statement (ii) of Theorem 2.8
holds iff we have Fr(A) ⊆ A but the last inclusion means that A is
closed in (X, d).

Lemma 2.10. Every closed subset of each complete pseudometric space
is complete.

For the proof see Theorem 22 on page 192 of [19].
The following result gives us a dual form of Theorem 2.8.

Theorem 2.11. Let (X, d) be a complete pseudometric space. Then
the following statements are equivalent for every nonempty A ⊆ X:

(i) A is a closed subset of (X, d).
(ii) The set A is a complete subset of (X, d) and the equality

(2.19) A =
⋃

a∈A

[a]0

holds.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii). Let (i) hold. Then equality (2.19) follows from
Lemma 2.2. Moreover, A is complete by Lemma 2.10.
(ii) ⇒ (i). Let (ii) hold. Then, by Corollary 2.4, the equality

A =
⋃

a∈A

[a]0

holds. The last equality and (2.19) imply A = A. Thus, A is closed. �

Let us now turn to a pseudometric analogue of Theorem 1.6.

Theorem 2.12. Let (Y, ρ) be a nonempty pseudometric space. Then
the following statements are equivalent:

(i) (Y, ρ) is complete.
(ii) Y is a closed subset of every (X, d) ∈ CEC(Y, ρ).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii). Let (Y, ρ) be a complete pseudometric space and let
(X, d) ∈ CEC(Y, ρ). We must show that Y is closed in (X, d).

By Proposition 2.3, the set Y is closed in (X, d) iff the inclusion

(2.20) {x ∈ X : d(x, y) = 0} ⊆ Y
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holds for every y ∈ Y . Since (X, d) belongs to CEC(Y, ρ), we have the
inequality d(x, y) > 0 for all y ∈ Y and x ∈ X \ Y . Hence, (2.20) is
equivalent to the trivially valid inclusion

{x ∈ Y : ρ(x, y) = 0} ⊆ Y.

(ii) ⇒ (i). Let (ii) hold. Then, to prove the validity of (i), it suffices
to find a complete (X, d) ∈ CEC(Y, ρ) and to use Lemma 2.10.

To construct a complete (X, d) ∈ CEC(Y, ρ), we consider the metric
reflection (Y/ 0

=, δρ) of the pseudometric space (Y, ρ) and the (metric)
completion (Y ∗, ρ∗) of (Y/ 0

=, δρ) such that (Y ∗, ρ∗) is a (metric) super-
space of (Y/ 0

=, δρ). Without loss of generality, we can assume that if
y∗ is a point of Y ∗ such that y∗ /∈ Y/ 0

=, then y∗ /∈ Y also holds. As in
Example 1.13, we consider the mapping πY : Y → Y/ 0

= by

πY (y) = {x ∈ Y : ρ(x, y) = 0}, y ∈ Y.

Let us define a set X and a pseudometric d on X by the rules:

(x ∈ X) ⇔
(

x ∈ Y ∪ Y ∗ and x /∈ Y/ 0
=
)

,(2.21)

d(x1, x2) =



















ρ∗(πY (x1), πY (x2)) if x1, x2 ∈ Y,

ρ∗(πY (x1), x2) if x1 ∈ Y and x2 ∈ X \ Y,

ρ∗(x1, πY (x2)) if x1 ∈ X \ Y and x2 ∈ Y,

ρ∗(x1, x2) if x1, x2 ∈ X \ Y.

(2.22)

Then (X, d) is complete and belongs to CEC(Y, ρ). �

Remark 2.13. If (Y, ρ) is a metric space, then CEC(Y, ρ) includes the
class of all metric superspaces of (Y, ρ). Consequently, Theorem 2.12
can be considered as a generalization of Theorem 1.6.

Remark 2.14. Each pseudometric space (Y, ρ) can be mapped by one-
to-one pseudoisometry onto a dense subset of a complete pseudometric
space (X, d) (see Theorem 27 on page 196 of [19]). If we define (X, d)
by rules (2.21)–(2.22), then (Y, ρ) is a dense subset of (X, d) and (X, d)
can be considered as a pseudometric completion of (Y, ρ).

Proposition 2.15. Let (Y, ρ) be a complete pseudometric space and
let CEC

∗(Y, ρ) be a class of pseudometric superspaces of (Y, ρ) such
that Y is closed in every (X, d) ∈ CEC

∗(Y, ρ). Then the inclusion

CEC
∗(Y, ρ) ⊆ CEC(Y, ρ)

holds.

Proof. Let (X, d) be a pseudometric space such that (X, d) ∈
CEC

∗(Y, ρ) and (X, d) /∈ CEC(Y, ρ). Then there are x ∈ X \ Y and
y ∈ Y satisfying the equality d(x, y) = 0. Hence, by Proposition 2.3,
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the set Y is not a closed subset of (X, d), contrary to the definition of
CEC

∗(Y, ρ). �

3. Metric reflections and pseudoisometries

The following properties of pseudoisometries are easy to prove.

Proposition 3.1. Let (X, d) and (Y, ρ) be pseudometric spaces. Then
the following statements hold for every pseudoisometry Φ: X → Y :

(i) If (X, d) and (Y, ρ) are metric spaces, then Φ is an isometry.
(ii) If (Y, ρ) is a metric space, then Φ is a surjection.
(iii) If (X, d) is a metric space, then Φ is an injection.
(iv) Φ is a homeomorphism of the topological spaces X and Y (en-

dowed with topologies generated by d and ρ, respectively) if and
only if Φ is bijective.

Lemma 3.2. Let (X, d), (Y, ρ) and (Z, δ) be pseudometric spaces and
let Φ: X → Y and Ψ: Y → Z be pseudoisometries. Then the mapping

X
Φ
−→ Y

Ψ
−→ Z

is also a pseudoisometry.

Proof. It follows directly from Definition 1.11. �

Theorem 3.3. Let (X, d) and (Y, ρ) be pseudometric spaces. Then
(X, d) and (Y, ρ) are pseudoisometric if and only if the metric reflec-
tions (X/ 0

=, δd) and (Y/ 0
=, δρ) are isometric metric spaces.

Proof. Suppose that (X, d) and (Y, ρ) are pseudoisometric. We will
prove that (X/ 0

=, δd) and (Y/ 0
=, δρ) are isometric.

Write Φ: X → Y for a pseudoisometry of (X, d) and (Y, ρ). Let
πX : X → X/ 0

= and πY : Y → Y/ 0
= be the natural projection of X and

Y on the quotient sets X/ 0
= and Y/ 0

=, respectively, i.e.,

πX(x) = {z ∈ X : d(x, z) = 0},(3.1)

πY (y) = {t ∈ Y : ρ(t, y) = 0}(3.2)

hold for all x ∈ X and y ∈ Y .
We claim that there is a mapping F : X/ 0

= → Y/ 0
= such that the

diagram

(3.3)

X Y

X/ 0
= Y/ 0

=

Φ

F

πX πY
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is commutative, i.e., F ◦ πX = πY ◦Φ holds. A desired F can be found
if and only if the implication

(3.4)
(

πX(x1) = πX(x2)
)

⇒
(

πY (Φ(x1)) = πY (Φ(x2))
)

is valid for all x1, x2 ∈ X. Let us prove the validity of (3.4). If we have
πX(x1) = πX(x2), then (3.1) implies d(x1, x2) = 0. The last equality
and statement (i) from Definition 1.11 give us the equality

(3.5) ρ(Φ(x1),Φ(x2)) = 0.

Now from (3.5) and (3.2) it follows that πY (Φ(x1)) = πY (Φ(x2)). Thus,
there is F : X/ 0

= → Y/ 0
= such that diagram (3.3) is commutative.

Let F : X/ 0
= → Y/ 0

= satisfy

(3.6) F ◦ πX = πY ◦ Φ

and let α, β be arbitrary points of X/ 0
=. Then, by (1.4), we have

(3.7) δd(α, β) = d(x1, x2)

for all x1 ∈ α and x2 ∈ β. Using (3.1) we can rewrite (3.7) as

(3.8) δd(πX(x1), πX(x2)) = d(x1, x2).

The last equality and statement (i) from Definition 1.11 imply

(3.9) d(x1, x2) = ρ(Φ(x1),Φ(x2)).

Now using Proposition 1.10 with X = Y and d = ρ, we obtain

(3.10) ρ(Φ(x1),Φ(x2)) = δρ(πY (Φ(x1)), πY (Φ(x2))).

Consequently, we have

(3.11) δd(πX(x1), πX(x2)) = δρ(πY (Φ(x1)), πY (Φ(x2))).

Using (3.6) we can rewrite (3.11) as

δd(πX(x1), πX(x2)) = δρ(F (πX(x1)), F (πX(x2))).

Thus, we have
δd(α, β) = δρ(F (α), F (β))

for all α, β ∈ X/ 0
=. Consequently, F is an isometric embedding of the

metric space (X/ 0
=, δd) in the metric space (Y/ 0

=, δρ). Moreover, by
Example 1.13, the mapping πY : Y → Y/ 0

= is a pseudoisometry and,
consequently,

X
Φ
−→ Y

πY−→ Y/ 0
=

is a pseudoisometry by Lemma 3.2. Since (Y/ 0
=, δρ) is a metric space,

the pseudoisometry X
Φ
−→ Y

πY−→ Y/ 0
= is surjective by Statement (ii)

of Proposition 3.1. Using equality (3.6), we obtain that F ◦ πX is also
surjective, that implies the surjectivity of F . Every surjective isometric
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embedding is an isometry. Thus, F is an isometry of (X/ 0
=, δd) and

(Y/ 0
=, δρ).

Conversely, let (X/ 0
=, δd) and (Y/ 0

=, δρ) be isometric metric spaces.
Write F : X/ 0

= → Y/ 0
= for an isometry of these spaces. Let πX : X →

X/ 0
= be the natural projection defined by (3.1) and let Ψ: Y/ 0

= → Y
be defined as in Example 1.13. Then, using the same example and
Lemma 3.2, we see that the mapping

X
πX−→ X/ 0

=
F
−→ Y/ 0

=
Ψ
−→ Y

is a pseudoisometry of (X, d) and (Y, ρ). �

Let us turn now to some corollaries of Theorem 3.3.
Write RΠ for the relation “to be pseudoisometric”.

Corollary 3.4. RΠ is an equivalence relation on the class of all pseu-
dometric spaces.

Proof. The relation “to be isometric” is an equivalence relation on the
class of all metric spaces. �

Analyzing the proof of Theorem 3.3, we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.5. Let Φ: X → Y be a pseudoisometry of pseudometric
spaces (X, d) and (Y, ρ). If F : X/ 0

= → Y/ 0
= is a mapping such that

diagram (3.3) is commutative, then F is an isometry of the metric
spaces (X/ 0

=, δd) and (Y/ 0
=, δρ).

Now we can simply expand Theorem 1.14.

Theorem 3.6. Let (X, d) and (Y, ρ) be pseudoisometric spaces. Then
(X, d) is complete if and only if (Y, ρ) is complete.

Proof. Since (X, d) and (Y, ρ) are pseudoisometric, the metric spaces
(X/ 0

=, δd) and (Y/ 0
=, δρ) are isometric by Theorem 3.3. Hence,

(X/ 0
=, δd) is complete iff (Y/ 0

=, δρ) is complete. Now using Theo-
rem 1.14 we see that (X, d) is complete iff (Y, ρ) is complete. �

The following proposition characterizes the relation RΠ by a “mini-
mal” property.

Proposition 3.7. Let R be an equivalence relation of the class of all
pseudometric spaces. If we have the inclusion

(3.12) R ⊆ RΠ,

and any two isometric metric spaces are R-equivalent, and
〈(Y, ρ), (Y/ 0

=, δρ)〉 ∈ R is valid for every pseudometric space (Y, ρ),
then the equality R = RΠ holds.
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Proof. Suppose that inclusion (3.12) holds, and any two isometric
metric spaces are R-equivalent, and each pseudometric space is R-
equivalent to its metric reflection. We must show that

(3.13) 〈(X, d), (Y, ρ)〉 ∈ R

holds whenever

(3.14) 〈(X, d), (Y, ρ)〉 ∈ RΠ.

To prove the validity of (3.13), we note that the memberships

(3.15) 〈(X, d), (X/ 0
=, δd)〉 ∈ R

and

(3.16) 〈(Y, ρ), (Y/ 0
=, δρ)〉 ∈ R

are valid by supposition above. Moreover, by Corollary 3.5, member-
ship (3.14) implies that (X/ 0

=, δd) and (Y/ 0
=, δρ) are isometric metric

spaces. Thus, we have

(3.17) 〈(X/ 0
=, δd), (Y/ 0

=, δρ)〉 ∈ R

by our supposition. Now (3.13) follows from (3.15)–(3.17) by transi-
tivity of R. �
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