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ON QUASI-SMALL LOOP GROUPS

BEHROOZ MASHAYEKHY!, HANIEH MIREBRAHIMI2, HAMID TORABI?> AND AMENEH BABAEE*

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study some properties of homotopical closeness for paths. We
define the quasi-small loop group as the subgroup of all classes of loops that are homotopically
close to null-homotopic loops, denoted by 77°(X,z) for a pointed space (X,z). Then we prove
that, unlike the small loop group, the quasi-small loop group W?S(X, z) does not depend on the
base point, and that it is a normal subgroup containing ﬂfg (X, ), the small generated subgroup
of the fundamental group. Also, we show that a space X is homotopically path Hausdorff if
and only if ﬂfs(X ,x) is trivial. Finally, as consequences, we give some relationships between the
quasi-small loop group and the quasi-topological fundamental group.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

Paths in topological spaces interpret how to transfer from a point to another one. The path
space is the set of all paths in a given topological space equipped with some topology, which consists
of some information about transferring in topological spaces. For instance, in configuration spaces
—some specific topological spaces which are used in physics, mechanics, robotics, and so on—,
a path means a stable motion from a configuration to another one. Thus, the study of paths
and path spaces of a topological space, is useful to make some computations easier in other fields
(see [13]). In this paper, we study a relation between paths, called homotopical closeness, which
presents some properties of the topology of the path space. There are several topologies defined on
the path space, each of which has some information and applications. The notion of closeness is a
generalization of the smallness studied in [24] for closed paths called loops. Some specific loops have
information about some properties of the topological space, path space, and local properties of the
space; see [I7]. Virk [24] defined the small loop as a loop « such that for every open neighborhood
U of a(1), there exists a loop homotopic to a contained in U. Also, Virk [23] assumed the smallness
as a special case of closeness; that is, a loop is small whenever it is close to the constant loop.
Moreover, Virk [23] Definition 58] introduced the concept of homotopical closeness for two maps
f,9: K — X on a compact Hausdorff space K such that f 2 g. Here we recall Virk’s definition of
closeness in the case of paths with some modifications because of its technical results.
Definition 1.1. Let f and g be two paths in X with f(0) = ¢(0) and f(1) = ¢g(1). We say

close

f is homotopically close to g relative to I (denoted by f =2% g rel I), if for every partition
0=ty <t; <---<t,=1and every sequence of open sets Uy, ..., U, with g([t;—1,t;]) C U, there
exists a path ~y satisfying v([t;—1,%]) C U; for 1 < i <n and v(¢;) = g(¢;) for 0 < ¢ <n such that
v~ frel I

In this paper, closeness will always refer to Definition Although, Definition [I.1| may seem
to be a special case of Definition 58 of Virk [23], there are two major differences. First, if f ~ g rel
I, then by Definition 58 of Virk [23] f is not close to g, but by Definition f is homotopically
close to g relative to I. In fact, we require trivial cases to form a group structure. Moreover, to

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 54C20, 54D05; Secondary 54F15, 54G15, 54G20, 55Q05.
Key words and phrases. Small loop group, Spanier group, Closeness for paths, Homotopically path Hausdorff
space.



2 B. MASHAYEKHY, H. MIREBRAHIMI, H. TORABI AND A. BABAEE

obtain a normal subgroup structure, the condition of being equal at the points ¢; is added; that is,
~v(t:i) = g(t;) for 0 < i < n.

In Section 2, we investigate basic properties of homotopical closeness of paths, for instance
preserving by continuous maps, preserving by the concatenation of loops, and so forth. We need
these properties to define a subgroup of the fundamental group, called quasi-small loop group as
a generalization of the small loop group. The fundamental group 71(X,z) for a pointed space
(X, z), the set of all homotopy classes of loops, can be considered as a subset of the quotient of
the path space induced by the equivalence relation of homotopy between paths. The fundamental
group is a useful tool to classify and study topological spaces. Moreover, it can help to obtain
some properties of the path space. Also, some specific subgroups, such as small loop group, small
generated subgroup, Spanier subgroup, and so on of the fundamental group, are used as new tools
to study topological spaces. These subgroups were used to obtain information about covering
spaces, path spaces, topologized fundamental group, the local properties of the topological spaces,
and so on; see [II, 20, 22]. For instance, Virk [24] introduced the small loop group 7$(X,z) as a
subgroup of the fundamental group m (X, x), consisting of all homotopy classes of small loops, and
studied its impact on covering spaces. The small loop group is a subgroup of (X, ), but it is

not necessarily a normal subgroup.

By the definition of smallness, a non-trivial loop « at z is small if and only if « dose, Cy-

Therefore we can restate 75 (X, x) as follows:

i (X,2) = {[f) € m(X,2) | f 5 e
In general, 7§ (X, x) may admit different structures at different points. In order to have a subgroup
not depending on the base point, Virk [24] introduced the small generated subgroup, denoted by
m17(X, x), as the subgroup generated by the set

{[BxaxB7'| € P(X,x), [a] € 7} (X, (1))},
where P(X, z) is the space of all paths in X with initial point z. In other words,

ng(va) = <{[6 Qo 571] | ﬂ € P(X,SU), o Cloﬁ) C,B(l)}>'

In Lemma we show that a <2%% cg() if and only if Bxax 1 close, Bxcgay* B, Obviously
for B # c,, we have 8 * cg1) * B~1 # c,, but 8 ca(1) * B~1 € [e,]. This property motivates us to
generalize the small generated subgroup to the following subgroup studied in Section 3.

Definition 1.2. Let X be a topological space and let € X. We define the set 7" (X, z) as
follows:

(X, z) ={[fl e m(X,z) | f close, f',for some f’ € [c,]}.

We see that the set 77°(X, z) is a normal subgroup of m;(X,z) (see Theorem [3.2), which we call
the quasi-small loop group of (X, x).

In Section 3, for an arbitrary subset H of the fundamental group 7 (X,x), the quasi-small
loop group is generalized to the H-quasi-small loop subset, denoted by 7 (X, z), as the subset
consisting of all classes of homotopically close loops to some loop whose class belongs to H. We
prove the following statements for the H-quasi-small loop group:

e 7% (X, z) is a (normal) subgroup of the fundamental group (X, ), if H is a (normal)
subgroup of 7 (X, z) (Theorem [3.2).

e For any subgroup H, n}; (X,z) = Hr{’ (X, z) (Proposition . Therefore, if H contains
1% (X, z), then 7} (X,z) = H (Corollary [3.4).
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In this paper, we present some spaces with 7%(X,z) = 1 while they have loops that behave
somehow as if they are small loops, that is, 7{°(X,z) # 1 (see Figures |l| and . Moreover, we
prove that, unlike 75 (X, z), the subgroup 7{°(X, ) is independent of the base point. We prove
the following sequence of inequalities (Proposition :

(X, @) < 7P (X,2) < T (X, @), BD)

Moreover, by some examples, we show that the above inclusions may be strict (Remark .
One of the example was constructed in [23] p. 370] by modifying the Harmonic archipelago space
constructed by attaching cells to some one-dimensional space. The Harmonic archipelago is a well-
known space obtained by attaching cells to Hawaiian earring, whose homology and cohomology
groups were calculated by Karimov-Repovs [I8]. There are different ways for attaching cells, and
each way may yield a unique space (see Eda-Karimov-Repovs [11] and Eda et al. [12]). Some of
which were constructed to be counterexamples for some natural conjectures (see Karimov et al.
[I7] and Malesi¢ et al. [I9]). Some spaces obtained by cells are called cell-like spaces and they
have unexpected behavior (Eda-Karimov-Repovs [7, [§]). For more information about these spaces
see Eda-Karimov-Repovs [9] [10].

Hausdorffness, the second condition of separability, is the ability to separate points by disjoint
open sets, and it is an essential condition to verify metrizability of the spaces. Homotopical
Hausdorffness, introduced in [4], as named, is the ability to separate paths and loops. The original
homotopical Hausdorffness is not to have a small loop and it is equivalent to the path space being
Hausdorff; see [15]. Homotopical Hausdorffness was generalized and modified in several ways; some
of which are equivalent to some specific path spaces being Hausdorff [Tl 3, [I5]. The concepts of
homotopical smallness and closeness are related to various versions of the property of homotopical
Hausdorffness (Brazas-Fabel [2], Cannon-Conner [5], and Conner et al. [4]). In this paper, we
discuss homotopical path Hausdorffness defined as follows.

Definition 1.3. A topological space X is called

(1) homotopically Hausdorff if for every x € X and for every non-trivial v € m (X, x), there
exists a neighborhood U of z such that no loop in U is homotopic to 7 in X;

(2) homotopically path Hausdorff relative to a subset H C m1(X,x) if for every pair of paths
a,B € P(X,r) such that a(1) = 3(1) and [a * 37! & H, there are a partition 0 = to <
t] <te <--- <t, =1and a sequence of open sets Uy, Us,...,U, with a([t;—1,t]) C U;,
such that if v : [0,1] — X is another path satisfying v([t;—1,t;]) C U; for 1 < i < n and
v(t;) = a(t;) for 0 <i < n, then [yx 37! & H.

(3) homotopically path Hausdorff if it is homotopically path Hausdorff relative to the trivial
subgroup H = 1.

The property of homotopical path Hausdorffness is important for distinguishing the classes of
loops and also for the existence of a certain generalized covering [2]. We find a close relation
between being homotopically path Hausdorff and quasi-small loop group of a space X. We prove
that a space X is homotopically path Hausdorff if and only if 7{°(X, z) = 1 (Theorem|[3.13). Then,
for a homotopically path Hausdorff space X, we obtain that 7% (X,z) = H for any subgroup H
(Theorem (2)). It is a generalization of the well-known fact: X is homotopically Hausdorff
if and only if 7f(X,z) = 1. Previously, some other conditions were found for a space to be
homotopically (path) Hausdorff relative to H by using the topologized fundamental group [T} 21].
Also, by the structures of Hawaiian groups, the authors [20] presented some equivalent conditions
for a space to be homotopically Hausdorff relative to H.

The fundamental group contains some topological properties of the spaces, and topologists in-
tend to equip the fundamental group with some topologies to use it as a strong tool. Various
topologies exist on the fundamental group and the path space; each of which has its properties and
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applications in covering theory, Hawaiian groups, and so on; see [1l 2} [I7]. Moreover, topologies
of the fundamental group reveal some properties of the spaces such as local properties, the classi-
fication of the spaces, and so on. The topologized fundamental group was investigated by closed
subgroups, open subgroups, convergent sequences, and so on; see [ [2 21]. Some subgroups, such
as small subgroup, small generated subgroup, and Spanier subgroup, have strategic roles in study-
ing some topologies of the fundamental group. In this paper, we consider the quasi-topological
group recalled by Brazas-Fabel [2], and we give some relationships between the quasi-small loop
group and the quasi-topological fundamental group 7¢*°”(X,z). In fact, it was proved in [2] that
the following properties are equivalent:

e X is homotopically path Hausdorff;
e The trivial subgroup is closed in 7%""(X, z);

o 7°P(X 1) satisfies the first separability axiom, T} axiom.

In this paper, we present an equivalent condition for the above equivalences, by using algebraic
structures; that is, 79'°P(X, x) satisfies the T} axiom if and only if 7%°(X, z) = 1.

Throughout this paper, every topological space is assumed to be path connected. Also, by [/]
we mean the homotopy class of paths relative to the boundary of unit interval I.

2. HOMOTOPICAL CLOSENESS

The aim of this section is to investigate some basic properties of homotopical closeness of paths
in topological spaces. These properties help us to study the quasi-small loop group in the next
section. First note that for locally path-connected spaces, Definition [I.I] and Definition 58 of Virk
[23] for paths (except for homotopic ones) coincide as follows.

Remark 2.1. Let X be a locally path-connected space. If two paths f and g in X are not
homotopic, then f is close to g in the sense of Definition 58 of Virk [23], if and only if f is
homotopically close to g in the sense of Definition In order to prove this, assume that f is
close to g in the sense of Definition 58 of Virk [23]. Then for the sequence of open sets Uy, ..., U,,
there exist a partition 0 =ty < t; < --- < t,, = 1 with g([t;—1,%]) C U; and a map [’ ~ f rel I
with f'([t;—1,t;]) C U; for 1 < < n. Since X is locally path connected, there exists a path \; from
f'(t;) to g(t;) in U; for 1 <4 <n—1. Define [iy 4, = f'ljto,00] % A Vit 1,ta] = N f! [ti1,ts] ¥ N
for 2 <i<n—1,and V|, ;4] = Aty * fljt. 1. One can check that 7 satisfies Definition
For non-locally path-connected spaces, Definition differs from Definition 58 of Virk [23] as
stated in Example

The closeness of maps is not topologically invariant, as shown by the example in [23] p. 368].
In the following proposition, using the condition v(¢;) = g(¢;) in Definition we prove that con-
tinuous maps preserve homotopical closeness for paths (see [23, Proposition 46] and [23 Corollary
47)).

Proposition 2.2. Assume that f and g are paths in X with f(0) = ¢g(0) and f(1) = g(1) and that
¢: X =Y is a continuous map. If f doi)g rel I, then ¢f dose, bg rel 1.

Proof. Consider a partition 0 = tg < t; < --- < t, = 1 and a sequence of open sets Uy,...,U,
of Y with ¢g([ti—1,t:]) € U;. Then g([ti—1,t:]) C ¢~ *(U;) for 1 < i < n. Since f ose, g vel I,
there exists a path v : I — X satisfying y([ti—1,%]) C ¢~ 1(U;) for 1 < i < n and y(t;) = g(t;)
for 0 < i < n such that v ~ f rel I. Hence we have ¢y([t;—1,t;]) C (U;) for 1 < i < n and
() = ¢g(t;) for 0 < i < n with ¢y ~ ¢f rel I. This means ¢ f dose, bg rel I. O

By the definition of homotopical closeness of paths, one can easily prove the following statement.
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FiGURE 1. The space Z

Lemma 2.3. Assume that fo, f1,9 are paths in X with fo(0) = f1(0) = g(0) and fo(1) = f1(1) =
g(1). If fo doi)g rel I and fo ~ f1 rel I, then fi Clo—se>g rel I.

Remark 2.4. Assume that f, g, g1 are paths in X with f(0) = go(0) = ¢1(0) and f(1) = go(1) =

g1(1).
(1)

(3)

The conditions f dose, go rel I and g ~ g1 rel I do not imply that f dose, g1 rel I;
Consider the space C(S*, {0}) introduced by Virk [23, p. 370], which is a modification
of the Harmonic archipelago space. The space C(S!,{0}) is obtained by attaching 2-cells
to a disjoint union of countably infinite number of circles with a point in common. The
radii of circles tend to 1, the circle of radius 1 is denoted by S1 , and each 2-cell is attached
between any two consecutive circles (see Figure . The attached 2-cells have humps (the
subspaces of cells consisting of all the points having the most z-coordinate), which converge
to entire (S, — {0}) x {1}, so that C(S*,0) is not locally path connected at any point of
Sl —{0}. We attach a 2-cell €2 to S by which the loop f’ (indicated in the Figure|[1) is
null-homotopic. We denote the resulting space by Z (Figure . Clearly f dose, flrel I
and f' € [e.]. Put go = f/ and g1 = ¢,.
The conditions f dose, go rel I and go dose, g1 rel T do not imply that f dose, gy rel I.

By Definition go ~ g1 rel I implies go dose, g1 rel I. So it is enough to take f, go, g1
as item (1).
close close

The condition f 2% g, rel I does not imply that gg =% f rel I. Equivalently, homo-
topical closeness is not symmetric (see Remark and [23 p. 369]).

We recall the notion of the Spanier group as presented in Fischer et al. [14] as follows.

Definition 2.5 ([I4]). Let &/ = {U; | ¢ € I} be an arbitrary open covering of X. Then define
m(U,x) to be the subgroup of 71 (X, z) that contains all homotopy classes having representatives
of the following type:

n

-1
H’U,] *Uj *’U,J ;
Jj=1

where u;’s are paths (starting at the base point z) and each v; is a loop inside one of the neigh-
borhoods U; € U. The subgroup 7w (U, z) is called the Spanier group of (X, z) with respect to U.
Let & and V be open covers of X and let U be a refinement of V. Then w(U,x) C w(V,x). This
inclusion induces an inverse limit defined via the directed system of all covers with respect to the
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refinement. Such limit is called the (unbased) Spanier group of the space X, and we denote it by
sp
(X, x).

Virk [23] mentioned that close loops have no influence on groups 7§ and 77 but may interfere
with m;¥. In the following proposition, we state the relationship between closeness and the Spanier
group (compare with [23] Proposition 50], in the case of locally path connected spaces).

Proposition 2.6. If f 2% g rel I, then [f*xg7 ' emP(X,z).

Proof. To prove the claim, we partially imitate the proof of |23, Proposition 50]. Fix a cover U
of X and choose a finite subfamily Us,...,U, C U covering ¢([0,1]) so that for some partition

close

0=ty <t <...<ty, =1, the set U; contains g([t;—1,t;]), for all i. Since f —— g rel I,
there exists a path v : I — X satisfying v([t;—1,%:]) C U; for 1 < i < n and y(¢;) = g(¢;) for
0 < i < n such that v ~ f rel I. Observe that the oriented loop (); defined as a concatenation
Yits 1.t * (9lies_y,e,) " is based at g(t;) and contained in U; . The class [y * g~!] is contained in
m1(U, z) because it can be expressed as

Hg|[0,ti_1] * Q; x (9|[to,ti_1])_1~
i=1

Hence [f g7 = [yx g7 '] € miP (X, 2). O

The converse of Proposition does not hold in general. To see this, consider loops [f],[g] €
71 (X, z) for which f dose, g rel T but g £2°% f rel 1 (see item (3) of Remark . Since
£ <o g rel I, Proposition implies that [f][g]~! € 7P (X,z), and so [g][f]"! € mP(X, ).
If the converse holds, since [g][f]™! € 7{¥(X,z), then we must have g <o, ¢ rel I, which is a
contradiction.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that fo, f1,90,91 are some paths in X with
fo clol>go rel I and fi Cloi)gl rel I.
If fo(1) = f1(0) = go(1) = ¢1(0), then fo* f1 lose, go * g1 el I. Moreover, f5* dose, gyt rel I.

Proof. Take a partition 0 =ty < t; < --- < t,, = 1 and a sequence of open sets Uy, ...,U, with
go * g1([ti—1,t;]) C U;. We consider the following two cases:
(1) There exists ip € {0,1,...,n} such that t;, = 3. Then go([2t;—1,2t;]) = go* g1 ([ti—1,t:]) C
U; for 1 <1 <ig, and 91([2%71 —1,2t; — 1]) = go *gl([tifl,ti]) cU;forig+1<i<n.
Since fy dose, go rel I, for the partition 0 = 2ty < 2t; < --- < 2t;, = 1 and the sequence
of open sets Uy, ..., U;,, there exists a path ~g : [0, 1] — X satisfying vo([2¢;—1,2t;]) C U;
for 1 < i < ip and vo(2t;) = go(2¢;) for 0 < @ < iy such that y9 =~ fo rel I. Similarly,
since fi % g1 rel f, for the partition 0 = 2¢;, — 1 < 2¢;,41 —1 < -+~ < 2¢t, —1 =1
and the sequence of open sets Ui, 41, ..., U,, there exists a path v; : [0,1] — X satisfying
y([2tic1 —1,2t; = 1)) CU; forig+1 <i<nand v (2t; — 1) =¢1(2t; — 1) for ig < i <n
such that y; ~ f; rel I. One can check easily that v = 5o * v, satisfies v([ti_1,t]) C U;
for 1 <i<nand~(t) = go*g1(t;) for 0 < i <n such that v ~ fo* fi rel I.
(2) For some ig € {0,1,...,n}, the condition t;,_1 < % < t;, holds. Put t, = 3. Then
go([2ti—1,2t;]) = go * g1([ti—1,t:]) C U; for 1 < i < ig — 1 and also go([2t;,—1,2t]) =
90* 91 ([tig—1,t]) C go*g1([tig—1,ti,]) C Ui,. Now since fy ose, go rel I, for the partition
0 =2t < 2t < -+ < 2t;,_1 < 2t, = 1 and the sequence of open sets Uy,..., U,
there exists a path vy : [0,1] — X satisfying vo([2¢;-1,2t;]) C U; for 1 < i < 49 — 1,
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Yo([2tig—1,2t4]) C Uiy, 70(2:) = go(2t;) for 0 < < ig — 1, and y9(2t) = go(2¢) such that

Yo = fo rel I.
On the other hand, g1 ([2¢;—1 — 1,2t; — 1]) = go * g1([ti—1,t;]) C Ui forig+1 < i <n

close

and go([2t* — I,Qtio — ID = go * 91([t*,ti0]) C go * 91([ti0—1,ti0]) C U’io' Since f1 — g1
rel I, for the partition 0 = 2¢t, — 1 < 2¢;, — 1 < 2¢;,41 —1 < --- < 2t, —1 =1 and
the sequence of open sets U;,, Ui +1, - - -, Un, there exists a path 77 : [0,1] — X satisfying
’)/1([212',1 —1,2t; — 1]) cU;forig+1<i<mn, ’Y()([Zt* —1,2t;, — 1]) c Uy, ’Y()(Qti — 1) =
go(2t; — 1) for ig < i < n, and 7o(2t, — 1) = go(2t, — 1) such that v; ~ f; rel I. One can
easily check that v = o * ;1 satisfies y([t;—1,t;]) C U; for 1 <i <n and v(¢;) = go * g1 (;)

for 0 < i < n such that v ~ fy % f; rel I.

The statement f; 1 close, 90 Urel | trivially holds.

O

Notation 2.8. Assume that f and g are paths in X with f(0) = g(0) and f(1) = g(1). We say f
is close to [g] relative to I, denoted by f dose, lg] rel I, if f dose, g rel I for some g’ € [g].

close

Note that f <% [A] rel I does not imply that f <ose, b/ vel I for each B € [h] (see item (1) of

close

Remark . Moreover, if f dose, 1y vel | , then f =2% [A] rel I, but the converse does not hold.

close close

Also, f =2% [g] rel I does not imply that g =25 [f] rel I (see item (3) of Remark .

3. QUASI-SMALL LOOP GROUPS

The main idea of this section is to study a subgroup of 7 (X, ) that characterizes the property
of homotopical path Hausdorfness relative to a subset of fundamental group of the space X.

Definition 3.1. Let H be a subset of 71 (X, z). We define the set 7/ (X, z) as follows:

(X, z) = {[f] € m(X,z) | f 22 [h] for some [h] € H}.

We call the set 7§/ (X, x) as the H-quasi-small loop group of (X,z). For the trivial subgroup
H =1, we write 7% (X, z) as 77° (X, z) and we call it the quasi-small loop group of (X, x).

Note that by Lemma it is easy to verify that belonging [f] to 7} (X, x) is independent of
the choice of representative f.
Theorem 3.2. If H is a (normal) subgroup of m (X, x), then n§; (X, x) is a (normal) subgroup of
m1(X,x). In particular, 7¥° (X, z) is a normal subgroup of m (X, x).

close

Proof. First, assume that [f1] and [fs] are arbitrary elements of 7% (X,2). Then fi —— h; rel

I for some [h;] € H for i = 1,2. Lemma implies that f; * f5 ! <ose, hy x hy' rel I. Since
H is a subgroup, [hi][ho]™! € H. Hence [f1][f2] ' € 7% (X,z). Now let H be normal, and let

close

[f] € 7/ (X,x) and [g] € m(X,z) be arbitrary elements. By the definition of ?, f —— h rel

I for some [h] € H. By applying Lemma [2.7, we have g % f % g~! dose, gxhxg ! rel I, but
[9][h][g]~' € H, since H is normal. Hence [¢][f][g] ™! € 7% (X, ). O

By Deﬁnition H C 7%} (X, x), but the equality does not hold in general. To see this, consider
X as the wedge of Harmonic archipelago and a line segment (Figure [2)) for which {e} # 77° (X, z)
(see Remark . Moreover, the other elements of 7/ (X, z) are generated by H and 7{°(X, z).

close

Proposition 3.3. If f =2% g rel I, then [f x g~ '] € 7%°(X,z). Moreover, for a subgroup H of
7Tl(Xa x)
(X, z) = Hr{* (X, z).
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Proof. Let f <% g rel . By Lemma frgl 9% 54 g1, Therefore, [fxg7 1 € n¥*(X,z),
since g * g~! € [¢g]. Clearly, 7§ (X, z) C 7% (X, z). So we have (r{*(X,z) U H) C 7% (X,z). On
the other hand, let [f] € 7%/ (X, z). Hence, f <3¢, 1 for some [h] € H. Then [f+h~1] € 7%°(X, z),
but we have [f] = [f x h™1][h] € (7]°(X,z) U H). Accordingly, 7% (X,z) C (n{*(X,2) U H). Since
71*(X,z) is a normal subgroup of m (X,x), Hn¥(X,z) is a subgroup of m;(X,z). Therefore,
(X, z) = (7P*(X,2) UH) = Hr{*(X, z). O

Corollary 3.4. Let H be a subset of m1(X,x) and let K be a subgroup of m1(X,x) containing
(X, x) (ormiP(X,z)). Then H C K if and only if 77 (X, z) C K. In particular, 73, (X, z) = K.
Proof. Trivially, if 7f; (X, z) C K, then H C K. To prove the other direction, let [f] € 7%/ (X, z).
Then f 2% h for some [h] € H. By Proposition , [f][n]7! € n¥*(X,z) C K (by Proposition
[f][h)~t € mP(X,x) C K). On other hand, by the hypothesis H C K, we have [h] € K. Hence
[fT=[fllr] " [h] € K. 0

For any subgroups H and K of m1(X,z) with n7°(X,z) C H, K, using Corollary we have
H = K if and only if 7%/ (X, z) = 7% (X, ).

Corollary 3.5. Let H < K <m(X,x). If n}; (X,z) = H, then n3}(X,z) = K.

Proof. Assume that H < K < 7 (X, z) and that 7}/ (X,z) = H. Then Propositionimplies that
Hrl*(X,z) = 7§ (X,z) = H. Hence n{°(X,z) C H. It follows from H < K that 7{"(X,z) C K.
Therefore, 77 (X, z) = K by Corollary O

The group 7§ (X, z) depends on the choice of base point, but in the following proposition, we
show that 7]°(X,x), as a generalization of §(X, z), does not depend on the base point in a given
path component.

Proposition 3.6. Let H be a subset of m1(X, ), and let A : I — X be a path from x toy. Then
i (X, x) =7, o\ (X, ). In particular, n{°(X, ) = 7n{*(X,y) for all  and y belonging to a path
component of X.

close

Proof. Suppose [f] € 73 (X, z). By Definition f =25 horel I for some [h] € H. By ap-

close

plying Lemma we have A~1fA —=5 A71hA, where [A\"1hA] € A"YHA. Therefore, [A\"1fA] €
8% (X, y). Then we can define Sy : 7 (X, 2) — 75%, (X, y) by Ba([f]) = [A\"'fA], which
is a group isomorphism. O

The following proposition implies that 77" can be considered as a functor from hTop,, the
category of pointed topological spaces, to Groups, the category of groups.

Proposition 3.7. Let ¢ : (X,z) — (Y,y) be a continuous map and let H C m (X,z). Then

by i (X, ) — ngi(H)(Y’ y) defined by ¢.([f]) = [¢f] is a homomorphism.

Proof. Let [f] € 7%/ (X, z). Then f <ose, prel T for some [h] € H. By Proposition of close,
¢h rel I. This means that [¢f] € F;i(H)(K y). One can easily check that ¢, is a homomorphism.
O

Remark 3.8. As mentioned in Section 1, 7§ (X, z) may admit different structures at different
points. In order to have a subgroup not depending on the base point, Virk [24] introduced 77?(X, x),
as the subgroup generated by the set

{[Bxaxp7Y| B e P(X,2), [a] € 7] (X, 5(1))},
where P(X,x) is the space of all paths in X with initial point 2. In general, 7§(X,z) C m?(X, x),
however, there exist spaces, namely the Harmonic archipelago HA for which n5(HA, x) is trivial
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FIGURE 2. The wedge of Harmonic archipelago and line segment

but mY(HA,x) is not, whenever z is any point except the origin. In the same manner, we can
study 777 (X, x) as the subgroup generated by the following set:

{[BxaxB7']|B e P(X,x), [a] € 7}, ,(X, B(1))}.

We show that 7% (X, z) = 757(X, z). Clearly 7% (X, z) C n%77(X, z). Assume that [3* a x 371]
is an arbitrary generator of m;?(X,z), where € P(X, ) and [a] € m3”, ,,(X,5(1)). Since

close

[a] € ﬂgs,lHB(X,x)7 it follows that a —— B~ 'hfS for some [h] € H. Then B * a * 37! close,
B* B xhxBxB71 where [Bx B xhxBxB7 =[h] € H. So [B*axp7!] €n¥(X,z). Thus
(X, z) C 7 (X, z).

Remark 3.9. The inclusion 7§(X,z) < 77°(X,2) holds trivially, however, there exist spaces X
for which 7§(X,z) = 1 while 7{°(X,x) # 1. Take X as the wedge of Harmonic archipelago and
a line segment (Figure . At point z, there is no non-trivial small loop, and hence 75 (X, z) = 1,
but fxgx fL L2 fufl e, Thus [frg*fl] € 7{°(X,z) and moreover [f * g f~1] # 1.
Therefore 75 (X, z) =1 and 77" (X, z) # 1.

Proposition [2.6] presents a relationship between homotopical closeness and the Spanier subgroup,
which helps us to find the location of subgroup 7{°(x,z) in the chain 75(X,z) < 779(X,z) <
P (X, x) as follows.

Proposition 3.10. For a topological space X and any x € X,
(X, z) < 7P (X, 2) < P (X, z). (3.1)

Proof. First, assume that [a*3xa 1] is an arbitrary generator of 7;?(X, z), where a € P(X, x) and
close _1 close

(8] € §(X, a(1)). Then B —— co1) el I, which implies that asxBxa~1 £22% kcqryka ! rel I.
Since ax co(1) x ! € [¢g], s0 [ax Bxa™l] € ol (X, x).

Now, assume that [f] € 7{°(X,z). Then f close, g for some g € [c;]. By Proposition
[f] =[f xg7'] € mP(X,x). Thus n{*(X,z) < mP (X, ). O

Remark 3.11. (1) Consider the space Z in Remark (Figure . Clearly f ose, S rel
I and f’' € [c,]. Then 1 # [f] € n%(Z,z) while 779(Z,2) = 1, because Z is semilocally
simply connected at any point. This shows that the inclusion 77(X, z) < 7{°(X, z) can
be strict.

(2) Consider the space Y’ defined by Fischer et al. [14]. By [14], Proposition 3.2 and Theorem
3.7], Y’ is homotopically path Hausdorff and then m*(Y’,z) # 1, but by Theorem
77°(Y',z) = 1. Putting X =Y implies that the inclusion 77°(X,z) < m}7(X,x) can be
strict.
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It is well known that a space X is homotopically Hausdorff if and only if #$(X,z) = 1 for
all z € X. Due to the fact that the notion of closeness is a generalization of the smallness,
Virk generalized the above statement in [23, Proposition 48] as follows: A locally path connected

metric space X is homotopically path Hausdorff if and only if there are no (non-homotopic) paths

f,g : I — X with f close, g. For a topological space X, if there are non-homotopic paths

f,g: I = X with f Lose, g, then by Proposition [3.3] [f * ¢7!] € 7¥*(X,x), which implies
that 7{°(X,x) # 1. If 7{°(X,x) # 1, then there is a non- null—homotoplc loop f in X such that

[f] € m*(X,z). So f ose, g for some g € [¢;]. Hence, for a topological space X, there are no

close

non-homotopic paths f,g : I — X with f —— g if and only if 77°(X,z) = 1. Since, for non-
homotopic paths, Deﬁmtlon and Definition 58 in [23] coincide on locally path connected spaces,
it follows from [23], Proposition 48] that a locally path connected metric space X is homotopically
path Hausdorff if and only if 71°(X,z) = 1. In the following theorem, we prove a more general
version of the above fact, using the quasi-small loop group.

Theorem 3.12. Let X be a topological space and let x € X.
(1) If 7¥(X,z) = 1, then X is homotopically path Hausdor(f;
(2) If X is homotopically path Hausdorff with respect to a subgroup H < m1(X,x), then
i (X,x) = H. Moreover, if X is homotopically path Hausdorff, then nfj(X,z) = H
for every H < m1(X, x).

Proof. 1. Suppose that X is not homotopically path Hausdorff. Then by Definition[I.3] there exist
paths «, 8 € P(X,z) with a(1) = B(1) and [a] # [f] such that for every partition 0 = ¢y < t; <
ty < --» < t, =1 and every sequence of open sets Uy, Us,...,U, with a([t;—1,t;]) C U;, there
exists a path 7 : [0, 1] —>Xsatisfying’y([ i—1,t]) CU; for 1 <4 < nandi) =o(t;) for0<i<n

close

such that [y] = [8]. By Definition [1.1} § <2*% « rel I. Now by Lemma [2.7, a % 7 close, yxa!
rel I. This means that [ 871 € 7{*(X,z). Therefore {*(X,z) # 1 since [a] # [B].
2. Suppose that X is homotopically path Hausdorff relative to H. By contrary, assume that

there exists [f] € 7} (X, z)\H. Then f <lose, b vel I for some [h] € H. Since [f] € H, [hxf~'] ¢ H.
Now by the hypothesis, there are a partition 0 = tg < t; < t3 < --- < t, = 1 and a sequence of
open sets Uy, Us, ..., U, with h([t;—1,t;]) C U;, such that for any path v [O, 1] — X satisfying
v([ti=1,t:]) C U; for1<z<nand7( i) = h(t;) for 0 < i < n, we have [y* f~1] ¢ H. This implies

close

that v % f rel I, which contradicts with the fact that f <% h rel I. Thus 1 (X,xz) = H. Now
let X be homotopically path Hausdorff. Then n}°(X,z) = 1, which implies that 7% (X,z) = H
for every H < 71(X, z) by Corollary O

The next theorem presents several equivalent conditions for the property of homotopically path
Hausdorffness. Theorem part (1) = (2) is obtained by [23, Proposition 48] for locally
path connected metric spaces. Moreover, Virk presented the example C(S*, {0}) to show that
the property of locally path connectedness cannot be omitted [23, p. 370]. In the following, by
adding the condition ~(¢;) = g(¢;) in Definition we see that Proposition 48 in [23] holds for
any arbitrary spaces.

Theorem 3.13. Let X be a topological space and let x € X. Then the following statements are
equivalent:
(1) X is homotopically path Hausdorff;
(2) " (X,2) =1;
(3) for all[ | € m(X,x), sz%g rel I, then [f] = [g];
(4)

close

4) for all [f] € m (X, z), if f dose, g1 rel I and f =25 gy rel I, then [g1] = [ga)].
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St
FIGURE 3. The space C(S',{0})

Proof. (1) & (2). It follows from Theorem for the trivial subgroup H =1 of m1 (X, x).

close

(2) & (3). Assume that 7%°(X,z) =1 and f =2*% g rel I for [f] € m1(X,z). Then by Lemma

, Frgt 2o g s g1 el I, where g+ g~ ! € [cz]. Hence [f * g71] € 7{*(X,z) = 1 and so
[f] = [g]. Thus the condition (3) holds.
Conversely, suppose that for all [f] € m (X, ), if f dose, g rel I, then [f] = [g]. Assume

close

that f € 7%%(X,z). Then f =22% f’ rel I, for some f’ € [¢,]. Then by the hypothesis, we have
[f] =[f'] = lcz] and so, 77 (X, z) = 1.
(3) & (4). Assume that for all [f] € 71 (X, z), if f <ose, grel I, then [f] = [g]- Also, assume that
£ 2% g0 vel Tand f 2255 gy rel T for [f] € m1(X,z). Then by the hypothesis, [g1] = [f] = [92]-
Conversely, assume that for all [f] € m1 (X, ), the conditions f dose, g1 rel I and f dose, 92

close close

rel I imply [g1] = [g2]. Suppose that f =22% g rel T for some [f] € m1(X,z). Since f =25 f rel
I, by the hypothesis [f] = [g]. O

By Theorem we show the difference between Definition and Definition 58 in [23] on
non-locally path connected spaces.

Ezample 3.14. Consider the space C(S!,{0}) (see Figure[3), constructed in [23, p. 370], which is
recalled in Remark The space C(S*, {0}) is not locally path connected [23, p. 370, Remark].
Moreover, C(S*, {0}) is homotopically path Hausdorff with loops that are close together [23] p.
370], namely f and g, in the sense of [23] Definition 58]. If f and g are homotopically close in
the sense of Definition then by Theorem (3), [f] = [g] or equivalently f ~ g rel I, which
contradicts with [23, Definition 58]. Therefore C'(S!, {0}) has no homotopically close loops in the
sense of Definition [1.1] except homotopic ones.

Theorem (1) = (2) proves that the converse statement of part (1) of Theorem holds
for every space X. Now there is a natural question whether the converse statement of part (2) of
Theorem [3.12] holds.

Problem 3.15. Under which conditions for a space X and a subset H of m(X, ), if 73 (X, x) =
H, then we can conclude that X is homotopically path Hausdorff relative to H ?

4. QUASI-SMALL LOOP GROUP AND QUASI-TOPOLOGICAL FUNDAMENTAL GROUP

There are some relationships, indicated in Remark [4.] between the quasi-small loop subgroup
7% (X, z) and the quasi-topological fundamental group 7¢*”(X, x) studied in Brazas-Fabel [2] as
the quotient of P(X,x), the set of paths in X starting at « equipped with the compact open topol-
ogy. Also, Brazas-Fabel [2] proved that for a locally path connected space X, the quasi-topological
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FIGURE 4. The space Y

fundamental group 7¢*°”(X, z) satisfies the T} separation axiom if and only if X is homotopically
path Hausdorff. Now, we find an equivalent condition for homotopical path Hausdorffness by the
quasi-small loop group.

Remark 4.1. Let X be a locally path connected space and let H G 71 (X, z).
(1) If H is closed in 7{*?(X, ), then 7% (X,z) = H. By [2, Lemma 9], H is closed in
7I*°P(X, z) if and only if X is homotopically path Hausdorff relative to H. By Theorem
if X is homotopically path Hausdorff relative H, then nf; (X,z) = H.
(2) m{"°P(X,x)is Ty if and only if 7{"(X,2) = 1. By item (1) and Theorem (X, z) =1
if and only if the identity is closed in 77*°P(X, z), which is equivalent to be T} for quasi-
topological groups.

Remark 4.2. The local path connectedness is an essential condition in Remark[£.1} As an example
for item (2), consider the space X introduced in Example 2.9 of Torabi-Pakdaman-Mashayekhy
[22] as follows: Let Y7 = {(z,y) € R? | 22 +¢* = (1/2+ 1/n)?, n € N}, let Ya = {(z,y) €
R? | 22 +9? =1/4}U{(2,0) €e R? | 1/2 < 2 < 3/2}, and let Y = Y7 UY; with x = (3/2,0) = a
as the base point (see Figure . Let f; : S' — S; be a homeomorphism from the 1-sphere into
Y such that f;((1,0)) = (1/2 + 1/i,0), where S; = {(z,y) € R? | 2% +y* = (1/2 + 1/i)/2}, for
every i € N. Put Xo =Y, and let X; = X;_; Uy, C;, where C} is a cone over S! with height 1, be
the space obtained by attaching the cone C; to X;_; via f; for all i € N. Consider X = (J;cy Xi-
Clearly, X is path connected and semilocally simply connected, but it is not locally path connected.
Then m}7(X,z) = 1. Hence 7{*(X,x) = 1 by Proposition On the other hand, 7¥*°P(X, z) is
an indiscrete topological group by Remark 2.11 of Torabi-Pakdaman-Mashayekhy [22]. Therefore
7I°P(X, z) is not T}.

Homotopical Hausdorffness holds if and only if the path space is Hausdorff; see [3]. For the
relative cases, homotopicall Hausdorffness is equivalent to a certain quotient space be Hausdorff
[1L15]. Now because of the name of the property of homotopically path Hausdorff and other similar
results, it is interesting to know if there is any topology on the fundamental group or on the path
space, which is suitable as follows.
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Problem 4.3. Is there any topology on the fundamental group or path space that satisfies the

fol

lowing equivalence?

e a space X is homotopically path Hausdorff relative to H if and only if either the quotient
space w or a quotient of the path space is Hausdorff.

Also by Remark we can restate Problem as follows.
Under which conditions for a space X and subset H of m1(X,x), if 7% (X,z) = H, then H is

closed in 79" (X, x) ?
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