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PATH-HOMOTOPY IS EQUIVALENT TO R-TREE REDUCTION

JEREMY BRAZAS, GREGORY R. CONNER, PAUL FABEL, AND CURTIS KENT

ABSTRACT. Suppose a path « factors through an R-tree 7" as a« = gop. Let r
parameterize the unique geodesic in T joining the endpoints of p. Then we say
that the path 8 = gor is obtained from « by geodesic R-tree reduction. Essen-
tially, 5 is obtained from « by deleting one-dimensional back-tracking. In this
paper, we show that any two homotopic paths are geodesic R-tree reductions of
some single common path. Hence, the equivalence relation on paths generated
by geodesic R-tree reduction is precisely path-homotopy. The common path
is explicitly constructed and is necessarily space-filling in the image of a given
path-homotopy.

1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose the non-constant path « : [0,1] — X in a metric space factors through
an R-tree T as o = qop for a path p : [0,1] > T and a map ¢ : T — X. Let
r : [0,1] — T parameterize the unique geodesic in T' from p(0) to p(1). Then
we say that the path = g or is obtained from « by geodesic R-tree reduction.
Certainly, if 3 is a geodesic R-tree reduction of «, then « and 8 are homotopic. In
this paper, we show that any two homotopic paths are both R-tree reductions of a
single common path. Hence, one may delete “one-dimensional backtracking” from
this common path to obtain either of the two homotopic paths.

Main Theorem. If X is a topological space and «, 3 : [0,1] — X are homotopic
paths, then there exists a path v : [0,1] — X such that « and B are both geodesic
R-tree reductions of ~y.

Typically, the path v will be very complicated, as it (1) will be space-filling in
the image of some chosen homotopy between o and 5 and (2) must pass through
all of the points of both « and 8 in the same order that each of these paths does.
Despite its complexity, the construction of « from the pair «, 8 is entirely explicit.
Our Main Theorem implies that the equivalence relation on paths generated by
geodesic R-tree reduction coincides precisely with path-homotopy. This theorem
also implies that the one-dimensional analogue of the path-homotopy relation (two
paths are equivalent if they form a loop that factors through an R-tree) is, in fact,
not an equivalence relation on paths in the plane because it fails to be transitive.
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Berestovskii-Plaut [I] construct, for every length space X, an action of a locally
free group I'(X) on an R-tree F with orbit space X = E/T'(X) and such that
the quotient map E — X uniquely lifts all rectifiable paths rel. starting point.
In a sequel paper, we characterize all orbits X = E/G of R-trees E for which the
quotient map F — X uniquely lifts all paths rel. starting point. In stark contrast to
Berestovskii-Plaut’s result, we find that such group actions are rare. For instance,
no such action exists if the closed unit disk embeds in X. These results are possible
due to the following, which answers a question of Dydak [8, Problem 2.3].

Corollary 1.1. If X is a first countable, locally path-connected, and simply con-
nected space, E is a path-connected space, and p: E — X is a map, which lifts all
paths uniquely rel. starting point, then p is a homeomorphism.

In [3| Section 4], it is shown that if Dydak’s Problem has an affirmative answer,
then every map p : F — X that uniquely lifts all paths rel. starting point is a
Serre fibration and, moreover, is a covering map if F and X are manifolds (of any
dimension and with or without boundary). Hence, unique lifting of paths alone
implies all other types of lifting.

Corollary 1.2. If a map p : M — N of manifolds lifts all paths uniquely rel.
starting point, then p is a covering map

2. R-TREE FACTORIZATION OF PATHS AND LOOPS

All topological spaces in this paper are assumed to be Hausdorff. For paths o and
[ in a space X, af will denote path concatenation and @ will denote the reverse
path. If (X,d) is a metric space, we let p(«, ) = sup{d(«(t),5(t)) | t € [0,1]}
denote the sup-metric on the space of paths from [0, 1] to X and recall that when
(X, d) is complete, then so is its path space [7, 4.3.13]. We also require notation
for a variety of relations on paths.

Definition 2.1. Let o : [a,b] = X, 8 : [¢,d] — X be paths.

(1) We say « is equivalent to § and write « = § if & = Soh for some increasing
homeomorphism h : [a,b] — [¢,d]. If h is linear, we may say that « is a
linear reparameterization of (.

(2) Wesay a and 3 are Fréchet equivalent and write a % f3 if ao f = Sog for non-
decreasing continuous surjections f : [0,1] — [a,b] and ¢ : [0, 1] — [¢, d].

Both = and ® are equivalence relations finer than the path-homotopy relation
~. See [0] for a proof of the transitivity of . Recall that an R-tree is a uniquely
arcwise-connected, and locally arcwise connected geodesic metric space [2, 9]. A
compact R-tree is called a dendrite [10].

Definition 2.2. Let «, 8 : [0,1] — X be paths in a topological space X.

(1) We say that S is a geodesic R-tree reduction of «, and we write o =g 3, if
there is an R-tree T, a path p: [0,1] — T, an injective path r : [0,1] > T
with p(i) = r(i) for ¢ € {0,1}, and a map f : T — X such that fop =«
and for = 0.

(2) We say that a and 3 are R-tree homotopic, and we write o ~g 3, if a3 is
a loop that factors through an R-tree, that is, if «(i) = 5(i) for i € {0, 1}
and if there exists an R-tree T, a loop £:[0,1] > T and amap f:T — X
such that fof = af.
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Note that
a=f8 = azrff = a~xf = ax~f

where the last implication holds since R-trees are contractible. Also, if o ~g
where 3 is injective, then o >r B. Certainly, ~p is reflexive and symmetric.
However, the transitivity of ~p is less clear. In a given space, transitivity of ~p
is equivalent to whether or not each path admits a unique (up to =) “maximally
reduced” geodesic R-tree reduction. One must be wary of this temptation as our
main result implies that there exist some paths in the plane which fail to have
unique maximally reduced representatives. We note some key properties of ~p and
>r that do hold.

Remark 2.3. If T} and T are R-trees, fi : [0,1] — T} is an injective path, and
fa 1 [0,1] — T3 is any path, then the pushout of f; and f5 is an R-tree. Indeed,
this pushout is obtained by attaching the closure of each connected component of
T1\f1([0,1]) to Ty at a point along the image of f5. This fact can be used to show
the following.

(1) >g is transitive and is antisymmetric up to equivalence, that is, o =g § and
B =2r a = a = . Hence, > induces a partial order on path-equivalence
classes.

(2) a ~g B if and only if o and S share a common geodesic R-tree reduction,
that is, if and only if there exists 6 with o =g d and 8 >g 9.

Lemma 2.4. The following properties of R-tree homotopy hold.

(1) If a,B : [0,1] — X are paths such that o ~g B (resp. « =gr () and
f: X —>Y isamap, then foa~g fof (resp. foa =g fof).

(2) If a1 ~g f1, ag =g B2, and a1(1) = a(0), then ajag ~g 1.

(3) If a, B : [0,1] — X are paths and oo g1 ~g B o g2 for non-decreasing
continuous surjections gy, go : [0,1] — [0,1], then a ~g (.

(4) If a1,a9 : [0,1] —> X are paths such that oy ~g ag and (1,02 : [0,1] > X
are paths such that aq X 81 and as & By, then 51 ~g Ps.

Proof. (1) is clear. (2) holds since the one-point union of two R-trees is an R-tree.
(3) Since a0 g1 ~g B o go, there exists an R-tree T, map F : T — X, and loop
£ :[0,1] — T such that F ol = (a0 g1)(8ogs). We may replace T with the
dendrite ¢([0,1]) and assume / is surjective. Since X is assumed to be Hausdorff,
F(T) is a compact metric space [10} 8.17] and we may replace X with F(T). Define
a non-decreasing surjection g : [0,1] — [0, 1] by

g(t) _ %gl(2t)7 ifte [07 %]7
1—1ga(2—2t), ifte[i 1]

so that Fol = (af3)og. Applying the Monotone-Light Factorization Theorem [6] to
the map F': T'— X of compact metric spaces, we have F' = F’ o1 for a monotone
map 7w : T — T’ and a light map F’ : T — X. Since 7 is a monotone quotient
map on a dendrite, 7" is a dendrite [I0, Exercise 10.52]. Since g is monotone, F”’ is
light, and F' ool = (afB) o g, the loop 7o £ : [0,1] — T is constant on the fibers
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of g. Thus, there is a unique loop p : [0,1] — T” such that T o€ = pog.

[O,l]%T
g T F
i
F/
0,1] —— X
[0.1] ——

Since F' oo g = (af) o g where g is surjective, we have F’ o u = af, proving
o >R 5

(4) Write oy o f1 = 51 0 g1 and ag o fa = B3 0 g5 for non-decreasing continuous
surjections fi1, fa,91,92 : [0,1] — [0,1]. Since a3 ~g «o, there exists an R-tree T,
amap F: T — X, and loop £: [0,1] — T such that F o ¢ = ayag. Write £ = pi7iz

so that F o u; = a;, i€ {1,2}. If ¢ = (pg o f1)(u2 o f2), then the factorization

Fol' =(a10fi)(azo f2) = (B1091) (B2 0 g2)
shows that 81 0 g1 ~gr B2 © g2. Now, (3) implies 81 ~r S>. -

3. CANTOR PATHS AND THEIR STAGGERING

Definition 3.1. An open set U < (0,1) is a Cantor complement if [0, 1]\U is
homeomorphic to a Cantor set.

Note that an open set U < (0,1) is a Cantor complement if and only if U is
dense in [0,1] and the set of connected components of U have the order type of
Q. It is necessarily the case that the connected components of a Cantor com-
plement have pairwise-disjoint closures. Given a path « : [0,1] — X, let lc(«)
denote the set of connected components of the open set O(a) = {t € [0,1] |
« is locally constant at t}. Note that distinct elements of le(a) have pairwise-
disjoint closures and that « is a light map if and only if O(a) = &.

Definition 3.2. A non-constant path « : [0,1] — X is a Cantor path if O(«a) is a
Cantor complement.

The standard ternary Cantor map 7 : [0,1] — [0, 1] collapses the closure of each
component of the complement of the ternary Cantor set to a point. Thus 7 is a
non-decreasing, surjective Cantor path. If « is a light path, then « o 7 is a Cantor
path. A key concept in the proof of our main theorem is the following.

Definition 3.3. Let Uy, Us be proper open subsets of (0,1) such that for each
i € {1,2}, inf(U;) = 0, sup(U;) = 1, and such that the connected components
of U; have pairwise disjoint closures. We say the sets U; and Uy are staggered if
Uy v Uy = (0,1), or equivalently, if 0U; n U, = {0, 1}.

The next lemma, which has a straightforward proof, allows us to select connected
components from staggered Cantor complements U; and Uy so that the resulting
collections have the order type of Z while still having staggered unions.

Lemma 3.4. Let U; and Uy be staggered Cantor complements. Then for i€ {1,2}
there exists a set of connected components %; of U; such that, %; has the order type
of Z, inf(J %) =0, sup(| %) = 1, and such that | % and | ) % are staggered.
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Lemma 3.5. Let U be a Cantor complement. For every € > 0, there exists an
increasing homeomorphism f : [0,1] — [0,1] such that p(f,id[o,1]) < € and such
that U and f(U) are staggered.

Proof. Let € > 0 and % be the set of connected components of U with the induced
ordering. Since U is a Cantor complement, %/ is densely ordered and we may
find a bi-infinite sequence I, = (an,bn) € %, n € Z such that inf(| J, . In) = 0,
sup(U,,eny In) = 1, and such that for all n € Z, the segment [by, a,,+1] has diameter
less than §. For each n € Z, find J,, = (c,,dyn) € % with J S (b, apny1). We will
define f by first setting its value on the closures of the intervals in the bi-infinite
sequence

o<l o< o< i< Ja<ly<Jo<hh<Ji<lh<Jy<---.

For each n € Z, choose a subdivision of [ay,b,] as follows: find a, < D,,—1 <
A, < B, < C, < b, where the outer four segments [an, Dyn—1], [Dn-1,4n],
[Bn,Cr], and [Cy,, by,] all have diameter less that . Note that if K, = (A4,, By)
and L,, = (Cy, D,,), then the bi-infinite sequence

< Ko< L o<K g <L 1<Koy<Log<Ki<Li<Ko<Ly<---

limits to 0 on the left and 1 on the right. Moreover, K,, < I,, and J,, < L, for all
n € Z. We define f so that it maps [an,by,] to [An, Bn] and [c,, dn] to [Cr, Dy
respectively by increasing linear maps. Moreover, since the sets I,,J,, K,, L,
limit to 0 as n — —oo and to 1 as n — oo, this definition extends uniquely to an
increasing homeomorphism f : [0,1] — [0, 1], which is piecewise-linear on [a_,, by, ]
for all n > 1 (see Figure [1)).

<€/3 <e/3 <€/3 <€/3 <€/3 <€/3 <€/3 <€/3 <€/3 <€/3

FIGURE 1. An illustration of part of the homeomorphism f :
[0,1] — [0, 1] which maps I,, —» K,, and J, — L, in a piecewise-
linear fashion.

Our choices of the sizes of the intervals [b,, a,+1] and subdivisions ensures that
p(f,idp,1)) < e. Additionally, if ¢ € (0,1)\U, then t € [by,, cn] U [dn, Gpny1] for some
n € Z. Since [by,cn] U [dn, ant1] € Ly = f(Jn) where J,, € %, we have t € f(U).
We conclude that U u f(U) = (0,1), i.e. U and f(U) are staggered. O
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Definition 3.6. We say two Cantor paths «, 8 : [0,1] — X are staggered if O(«)
and O(pB) are staggered.

Our final lemma of the section allows us to take two non-staggered Cantor paths
and perturb one of them so that the resulting pair is staggered.

Lemma 3.7. Given any two Cantor paths o, : [0,1] — X and €,6 > 0, there
exist an increasing homeomorphism f : [0,1] — [0,1] such that p(f,idy 1) < 0,
pla,ao f) <e, and such that ao f and B are staggered.

Proof. Let U; = O(«) and Us = O(B) and note that V = Uy n Uy is also a Cantor
complement. Find 0 < ¢’ < § such that s — | < ¢’ implies |a(s) — a(t)| < §. By
Lemma 3.5, we may find an increasing homeomorphism f : [0,1] — [0, 1] such that
|f(t) —t] < ¢ forall te[0,1] and V U f(V) = (0,1). Hence, |a(f(t)) — a(t)| < §
for all ¢ € [0, 1], which gives p(f,id,1]) < ¢’ < d and p(a, 0 f) < e. Also, note
that V U f~5(V) = (0,1) and O(a o f) = f~1(U;). Thus

0,1) =V o f (V)= (UinUs)u (fTH(U1) n fTH(Us) € U2 v O(ao f),
showing that «wo f and 8 are staggered. O

4. INSERTING INVERSE PAIRS INTO CANTOR PATHS

If % is a collection of open intervals in [0, 1] with disjoint closures, then a % -
collapsing map is a non-decreasing, continuous surjection u : [0, 1] — [0, 1], which is
constant on the closure of each J € % and which is bijective on [0, 1]\ |4, J. Such
maps may be constructed canonically using dyadic rational outputs and by enu-
merating % by non-increasing length and the ordering in [0, 1] (lexicographically).
If a path « : [0,1] — X is not light and %, : [0,1] — [0,1] is a lc(a)-collapsing
map, then there is a unique light path o : [0, 1] — X such that a* o k, = a.

Definition 4.1. We call a given loop ¢ : [0,1] — X an inverse-pair loop if there
exists a path « : [0,1] — X such that ¢ = a@. More specifically,
(1) if « is a Cantor path or has the form « = ajas for Cantor path «; and
constant path «s, then, we call £ a Cantor-inverse-pair loop or CIP-loop
(see Figure [2)).
(2) if « is light, we call ¢ a light-inverse-pair loop or LIP-loop.

Q a
A A
r Y N\
£ } £ }
Q a
A A
r Y J— N\
o4l ag
f—% f—%
. \ [ \ . \
¢ } ‘ } : 3

FicUre 2. A CIP-loop is an inverse pair loop which either has the
form of an inverse pair a@ of Cantor paths (above) or of the form
a1 fag for a Cantor path a; and constant path 5 (below).
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Remark 4.2. If o : [0,1] — X is a CIP-loop, then « is a Cantor path. Moreover, if
a = a’ ok, for le(a)-collapsing map k, : [0,1] — [0,1] and light path o* : [0,1] —
X, then o is a LIP-loop.

Definition 4.3. Let a, 3 : [0,1] — X be Cantor paths and % < le(a). We say
that B is a % -extension of « if

(1) B(t) = aft) for all te [0, 1\ J %,

(2) for each J € %, B|5 is a CIP-loop.
If 8 is a % -extension of « for some subset % < lc(a), we write a <, S.

Remark 4.4. If o <, 8, then O(8) < O(a). In particular, if J € le(8), then
either J € lc(a)\% or J € K for some K € % . Moreover, the loop af factors
through a dendrite in a highly structured way. In particular, there is a dendrite
D(f,a) constructed by starting with a “base arc” B and attaching an arc to B
for each element of %/. We have F o (ab) = af8 where a : [0,1] — D(B,a) is a
monotone map onto B and where b : [0,1] — D(8, a) maps [0, 1]\| % into B and
the closure of each element of % onto the corresponding attached arc in D(S, «)
by an inverse-pair loop. While a@ ~g 3 holds, the relation a@ <g 5 only holds in the
trivial case where % = (J (see the Appendix for more details).

Remark 4.5. The relation <, on the set of paths in a space X is certainly reflexive
and it is straightforward to check that <, antisymmetric. However, <, is not
transitive. Rather, <, is a very fine relation that generates a partial order relation,
which is strictly finer than <g.

If we have a sequence v; <y V2 <4 73 <4 --- in a space X where, as one
proceeds through the sequence, the added out-and-back loops have very quickly
shrinking diameters, then {;, }nen should converge uniformly to a path . Moreover,
Y172 factors through a dendrite, call it D;, as described in Remark Since
Yni1 agrees with -y, except on portions on which v,y; is a CIP-loop, we may
recursively construct a dendrite D,, by attaching arcs to D, so that v;¥,41
factors through D,, for each j € {1,2,...,n}. In the limit, we find that there is
a uniquely determined limit dendrite D., = Lgln D,, that ~,7% factors through for
all n. Hence, v ~p 7, for all n € N. The next lemma establishes this conclusion
assuming the existence of the limit . As one can see from the above proof sketch,
this result is fairly intuitive. However, a detailed proof requires careful bookkeeping
of parameterizations of paths in inverse limits. We omit the details here and include
them in the Appendix.

Lemma 4.6. If {y,}nen is a sequence of Cantor paths in a metric space (X,d)
such that vn, <4 Ynt1 for all n € N and such that {v,}nen — v uniformly, then
Y =R Y for all n € N.

In the next section, we will be forming alternating sequences a; <y o} = as <4
ofy = - -+ where the equivalences are given by small perturbations. The next lemma,
which is proved using elementary real analysis, allows us to manage all of these
perturbations simultaneously.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose {fn}nen is a sequence of increasing homeomorphisms f, :
[0,1] — [0,1] such that p(fn,id,1y) < ar™ for some a > 0 and |r| < 1. If
gn=frtof oo fstofit for alln €N, then {gn}nen converges uniformly to
a continuous, non-decreasing surjection go : [0,1] — [0, 1].
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Next, we combine the previous two lemmas.

Lemma 4.8. Suppose {,}nen and {a }nen are sequences of Cantor paths in a
metric space (X,d), v : [0,1] = X is a path, and {f,}nen is a sequence of increasing
homeomorphisms f, : [0,1] — [0, 1] such that the following hold:

(1) {an}nen — v uniformly,

(2) ap <4 ), forallneN,

(3) any1 =a, o f, forallneN,

(4) there exists a > 0 and |r| < 1 such that p(fy,idp,17) < ar™ for all n e N,

Then oy, ~g 7y for all n € N.

Proof. Let go = idjg1) and g, = fylo filio---ofi'o fi! for all n € N. Note
that f,, 0 g, = gn—1 for all n € N. By Lemma {gn }nen converges uniformly to
a continuous, non-decreasing surjection g4 : [0,1] — [0, 1].

Let v1 = a7 and for n > 2, set ~,, = o, 0gp—1. For the moment, fix n € N. Since
Qpy1 = a0 [, we have

A /
T+l = Qg1 0Gn = 0, © fr, © gy = ), O Gn—1.

By assumption, o, <4 o). Composing «,, and o/, with the homeomorphism ¢,
gives v, <4 Yn+1. Additionally, note that since {ap }neny — v and {gn—1}nen — goo
uniformly, we have {vn}nen = {0 gn—1}neny — 79 goo- It now follows from Lemma
[4:6] that 7, ~r v © go for all n € N. Thus oy, 0 g1 ~r 7y © go for all n € N. Since
we have Fréchet equivalences o, ® a;, 0 g1 and v & y 0 gy it follows from Lemma
(4) that a,, ~g «y for all n e N. O

5. A PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

To begin, we fix Cantor-path parameterizations of planar line segments. Recall
that 7 : [0,1] — [0,1] is the ternary Cantor map.

Definition 5.1. Given points z,y in the closed unit disk D?, let L, , : [0, 1] — D?
be the path defined by L., (s) = 7(s)(%:2) + (1 — 7(s))z.

Remark 5.2. If x = y, then L, is constant. If z # y, then L, , is a Cantor path
that parameterizes the line segment from x to % Moreover, if x1,x2,y1,y2 €
D? with midpoints m; = £5¥ then since the paths Ly, ,, and Ly, ,, are both
parameterized using 7, their sup-distance is the maximum distance between the

endpoints, that is,

p(LJI/’l,yULyQ,IQ) < max {d(thQ)vd(mlvyZ)}

d d
< maX{(mzyQ) + d(x1, 22), % + d(yhyz)}

(See Figure [3)). In the case that ¢ = 1 = z9 and y = y1 = ya, we have
p(Lm,yaLy,r) = %d(x,y)
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Y2

FIGURE 3. Since Lg, 4, and Ly, ,, are both parameterized by T,
their metric distance is the maximum length between starting and
ending points.

We attribute the next lemma especially to the third author. The main idea is to
fix staggered Cantor paths «, 3 : [0,1] — D? satisfying «(i) = 8(i), i € {0,1} and
modify both of them by inserting CIP-loops on a Z-ordered sequence of elements of
le(ar) and le(B) respectively so that a <, o' and 8 <, /. Specifically, we construct
o from a by inserting a bi-infinite sequence of CIP-loops of the form L, , L, , or
(Lgy)c(Ly ) (for constant path ¢) on certain elements of lc(ar). We will construct
B’ from f in an analogous way. However, the two constructions are not symmetric.
Rather, they must be done simultaneously in an “interlocking” fashion. In the end,
the resulting paths o’ and 8’ will have 2/3 the sup-distance of the original paths.
That one can insert non-constant portions into both paths and somehow shrink the
distance between them is somewhat non-intuitive and is only possible because the
paths are staggered.

Since the construction of o' and 8’ will involve an intricate arrangement of
overlapping intervals, we employ the following notation: if I < [0,1] is an interval,
then £(I) and r(I) will denote the left and right endpoints of I respectively.

Lemma 5.3 (Fabel’s Construction). For staggered Cantor paths «, 3 : [0,1] — D?
such that a(i) = B(i), i € {0,1}, there exists Cantor paths o', 3" : [0,1] — D? such
that:
(1) a <4 o and p(a,0’) < 1
(2) B =<4 B and p(B,5') < 5
(3) p(e/, ') < 3p(e, B).

Proof. Let 6 = p(a,B). By assumption, O(«) and O(S) are staggered Cantor
complements. By Lemma we may select a set of connected components %
of O(a) and %, of O(B) such that for i € {0,1}, % has the order type of Z,
inf(| %) = 0, sup(|J %) = 1, and such that | J% and | % are staggered. Index
the elements of %4 as - - < A_9g < A_1 < Ay < A1 < Ay < --- and the elements
of U as -+ <C_9<(C_1<Cy<(C; <Cqy<--- s0that C,, meets A,,_1 and A,,.

Set wy, = a(Ay,) and y, = B(Cy)
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For the moment, fix n € Z. Since O(a) is a Cantor complement and « is
uniformly continuous, we may find a sequence B,1 < Bp2 < --- < By, in
O(«) of length k, > 2, where each set B, ; is contained in [r(Ay),¢(An+1)]
and such that if I is a connected component of [r(An),ﬁ(AnH)]\Ufll B, j, then

diam(a(I)) < g. Similarly, since O(f) is a Cantor complement, we may find a
sequence Dy, 1 < Dpo < -+ < Dy, in O(B8) of length m,, > 2 where each
D,, ; is contained in [r(C)—1),4(C},)] and such that if I is a connected component
of [F(Cp1), (C)\UJZy D.j, then diam(3(I)) < 2. Note that D, ; < A, and
B, ; < C, holds whenever these sets are defined (See Figure [4)).

Bu-1.1 Ba-12 A, Bn1 B2 I Apsi Bui1,1 Buei2

\
i \

{ A
\ /

-

) — 1 L
Coq ! -Dn,l. 'Dn,2. ' Cy Dis1,1 Dns12 Dnet 3 ' Chs1
FicURE 4. The upper segment illustrates the selected sets A,
and B, ; on which « is constant. The lower segment illustrates

the selected sets Cy, and D,, ; on which j is constant.

~-
e

Set x, ; = a(By, ;) and 2, j = B(D,, ;) whenever these sets are defined. Addition-
ally, let p,, be the midpoint of [£(A4,,),7(Cr-1)], ¢» be the midpoint of [¢(C},), r(An)],
7n,; be the midpoint of B, ;, and 8,, ; be the midpoint of D,, ;.

To begin our definition of o/, we first set o’ to agree with o on {0,1} and on
[r(An), 0(Ant1)]\ Ufil B,, ; for all n € Z. We complete the definition of o/ piecewise
by fixing n € N and defining o/ on A, in three cases and B,, ; for 1 < j < k, in a
fourth case. It may be helpful to note that

Tn = [E(An)vpn] o [pnvr(cnfl)] v [T(Cnfl)ae(cn)] v [‘g(cn)v(_In] o [anT(An)]
(see Figure [9)).

(1) On [¢(An),0.1], we define o to be the CIP-loop, which is the linear repa-
rameterization of Ly, 4, , on [((A,), pn], the constant path at %
[Pn, €(Dy 1)], and the linear reparameterization of Ly, ,,, , on [¢(Dy 1), 60,1].

(2) On [0,,,0n, j4+1] (for each 1 < j < m, — 1), we define o to be the CIP-
loop, which is the linear reparameterization of L, ., , on [0y ;,7(Dn ;)]
the constant path at 52 on [r(Dy ;),¢(Dn j+1)], and the linear repa-
rameterization of Ly, -, ; on [(Dp 1), 0n,j11]-

(3) On [6,,m,,7(As)], we define o to be the CIP-loop, which is the linear
reparameterization of L., ., on [0n.m,,7(Dnm, )], the constant path at
at¥n on [r(Dn,m, ), qn], and the linear reparameterization of Ly, ,, on
[¢n,7(A,)]. This completes the definition of o/ on A,,.

(4) Lastly, on B, ;, we define o/ to be the linear reparameterization of the
CIP-loop Ly, ; .y, Lz, ;.-

This completes the definition of o’ (compare Figures [5| and @ Note that o’ agrees
with « everywhere except on a Z-ordered sequence of elements of le(a) on which
CIP-loops replace constant loops. Hence, it is clear that o’ is a well-defined func-
tion. To begin our definition of ', we first set 5’ to agree with 5 on {0,1} and on

on
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r(Cpn_1),4(C, M D, i for each n € Z. We complete the definition of 8’ piece-
[r( )s =1 ¥ p p

wise by fixing n € N and defining 5’ on C,, in five cases and Dy jforl1<j<m,
in a sixth case.

(1) On [£(Cy),pn], we define 5’ to be constant at y, (this happens to agree
with the value of ).

(2) On [pn,Nn,1], we define 8 to be CIP-loops, which is the linear reparameteri-
zation of Ly, ., on [p,,r(Ay,)], the constant path at 225%= on [r(A,,), £(By1)],
and Ly, ., on [{(Bp1),Mn1]-

(3) On 7,5, 7Mn,j+1] (for each 1 < j < k, — 1), we define 3’ to be CIP-loops,
which is the linear reparameterization of L, ., . on [9,;,7(Bn;)], the

constant path at % on [r(By,;),4(Bn j+1)], and the linear reparame-
terization of Ly, ,, . on [{(By 1), n,j+1]-

(4) On [k, ,Pn+1], we define B’ to be the CIP-loop, which is the linear
reparameterization of Ly, .., on [k, ,7(Bnk,)], the constant path at

% on [7(Bnk, ), {(Ant1)], and the linear reparameterization of Ly, .., ,
on [g(AnJrl)vanrl]'

(5) On [pnt1,7(Cy)], we define 8’ to be constant at y, (this happens to agree
with the value of 3). This completes the definition of 3’ on C,,.

6) On D, ; (for each 1 < 7 < m,), we define 3’ to be the linear reparameter-

( b J : P
ization of the CIP-loop L., ; w,L-, ; w,-

This completes the definition of 8’; which is a well-defined function (see Figures

and @

Bn-11 Bo-12 { A, \ Bn1 Bn2 / Ansi \ Bns1,1 Bni12

J v v
LU AN JVE ARV,

Cy, ™ Du Dy Ch ™™ Duti Dai2 Dtz ™ Cuyy
F1GURE 5. The interlocking pattern that determines the structure
of o/ and 3’. The triangles represent inserted inverse-pair loops and
the trapezoids represent an inverse pair loop but with a constant
path included in the middle.
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FIGURE 6. A full “period” of the construction of o’ and 3’ start-
ing with ¢(A,) and ending with ¢(A,41). Starting and ending
points are circled and the initial and terminal steps are indicated
with arrows. The upper and lower curves represent o and [ re-
spectively where each subdivided segment has diameter less than
%. The numbered paths trace out the trajectory of o’ and the
box-numbered paths trace out the corresponding trajectory of £’
When a number is positioned at a point, the path is constant at

that point.

By construction, o’|,1) is continuous. If U is a convex neighborhood of a(0) =
B(0) in D?, then we may find N € Z such that a(A, u C,) u (4, U C,) € U
for all n < N. Let ¢ = sup(Ay). Since the CIP-loops added to « on [0,t] are
contained in line segments with endpoints in «([0,t]) and S([0,¢]) respectively, it
follows that o/([0,¢]) € U. Thus o is continuous at 0. A symmetric argument
shows that ' is continuous at 1. The construction of o’ also ensures that distinct
elements of lc(a’) have disjoint closures. Hence, o/ is a Cantor path. Additionally,
since o’ is constructed from o only by replacing constant loops with CIP-loops
on elements of lc(c) (one on each B, ; and at least three on each A,), we have
a <4 o/. Moreover, if 1 : I — D? is one of the added CIP-loops in the construction
of o/, then the image of  is the line segment connecting «a(s) and M for some
se . Thus p(a,a’) < %p(a, B). Since these arguments apply just as well for 3, we
also conclude that 5’ is a Cantor path satisfying 8 <, " and p(5, ') < %p(a, B).

To complete the proof, we will show that d(c/(s),5'(s)) < %‘;. We begin by

considering the case s € A,,.

(1) On [£(A,),qn],  parameterizes the line from w, to “**¥»=% and ' is a

corresponding parameterization of the line from “2=tkat¥»=1 464, Thus
if s € [¢(A,), gn], Remark gives us the first inequality in the following

sequence:
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d(d/(s), B'(s))

{ d(xnfl,kn ) ynfl)
max f

— max { d(a(r(Bn-1k,)), B(r(Bn-1k,)))

< max é—&—éé <2—6
2 6'2) 3

N

) d(wmynl)}

+ d(xn—l,knvwn ) 9

+ d(xn_lykn ? w”)?

d(a(pn), B(pn)) }
2

[\

(2) On [p,,7(Cy)], o is constant at “»¥2=L and B’ is constant at y,_;. There-
fore, if s € [pn,(Cy)], we have

d(O/(S),B/(S)) _ d(wn’yn—l) _ d(a(pn)’ﬁ(pn)) < J

2 2 S 2
D,,.1)], ¢ is constant at % and 3’ agrees with 5. Thus
(D, 1)], then
)

< d(0(), B(r(Car))) + d(Br(Car)). B(s))
4 (“’“’y) (B (), B(s))

(3) On [r(Cn), X
if se[r(Cy),
)

)
d(c/(s), B'(

S

(4) On [€(Dy.1),0n1], o parameterizes the line segment from % to wy,

. . +
and ' parameterizes the line segment from z, ; to ===

5 € [l(Dn,1),0n,1], then
d(c(s),8(s) < max {d (wn “’n“/nl) d (znl M)}

. In this case, if

2 2
— d(wnayn—l) d(Zn,l,wn)
= max{ 2 , 2
- max{ﬂa(pn%ﬁ(pn)) d(a(en,u,ﬂ(en,l))}
2 ’ 2
5 26
S5 5 < ?

(5) On [0n,1,7(Dn,1)], o parameterizes the line segment from w,, to 2211~

. . +w, .
and f parameterizes the line segment from % to 2p,1. Since these

paths move along the same line segment, it follows that if s € [0y, 1,7(Dn.1)],
then

d(Oél(S),B/(S» _ d(wnézn,l) § d<a(97l1)27ﬁ(9n,1)) < g

As we proceed through the remainder of the intervals on which o/ and 3’ are defined
piecewise, every remaining case (all of which are illustrated in Figures|5|and @ may
be verified using an argument nearly identical to one of the above five cases. Hence,
we omit the remainder of the details. We conclude that p(o/, 5) < %. O
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The construction given in the proof of Lemma [5.3| results in two Cantor paths
o' and ', which are not staggered. Hence, to iterate this construction, we must
perturb one of these two paths so that they become staggered.

Lemma 5.4. For given staggered Cantor paths «, 3 : [0,1] — D? with a(i) = B(i)
for i € {0,1} and § = p(«, B), there exists sequences of Cantor paths {aum}n>0,
{a }ns0, {Bn}nz0, such that ag = «, By = S and such that for all n =0,
(1) an <4 o, and By <4 Bn+1,

(2) an, and B, are staggered,

) Qni1 = b, o fn for some increasing homeomorphism f, : [0,1] — [0,1]
with p(fna id[O,l]) < 2%7
(4) max{p(ay,, an+1), p(@n, nt1), P(Bns Bot1)s plan, Bn)} < 6 (%)n

Proof. Let ap = v, Bo = B, and § = p(ag, Bp). Suppose «,, and 3, are given stag-
gered Cantor paths that satisfy p(ay,, 8n) < 0 (%)n Applying Lemma find Can-

tor paths af,, 8, : [0, 1] — D? such that o, <y oy, B <u B, max{p(an, ), p(Bn, B,)} <
1p(am, Bn), and p(a,, B) < %‘5. By Lemma there exists an increasing home-
omorphism f,, : [0,1] — [0,1] such that p(f,,idp,17) < =, plal, o fo,al) <
5p(om, Bn), and such that of, o f, and B, are staggered. Set ani1 = o, o f,

and fSn4+1 = Bl,. Then a, 11 and B,41 are staggered Cantor paths and satisfy the
following inequalities:

) 1 5 3 n 3 n+1
o — S—=|=) <ol
p( naanJrl) < 12p(anaﬂn) 12 \ 1 0 4

and
p(an;anJrl) < p(anaagl) +p(a;wan+1)
1 1
< §p(an7ﬁn) + Ep(armﬂn)
3 3 n+1
— g —
< ot < (3)
and
1 3 3 n+1
p(ﬂnaﬂrﬂrl) < *P(anaﬂn) < *P(Oémﬂn) <0 |-
2 4 4
and
p(an+1a5n+l) < p(an-ﬁ-lva{n) +p(0/na5;)
1 2
< Ta nsy Mn o nsy Mn
(i, Ba) + =p(an, Bu)
3 3 n+1
= - nyMn < ol - .
1P, Bn) <4>
This completes the inductive construction of the desired sequences. O

In the next two statements, we assume «, § are fixed staggered Cantor paths as
given in the hypothesis of Lemma [5.4

Proposition 5.5. The sequences {a, }n=0 and {Bn}n=0 constructed in the proof of
Lemma both converge uniformly to a single path ~y : [0,1] — D2.
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Proof. Recall that § = p(«g, fo) is fixed. Since p(@,, apy1) < 9 (%)n for all n > 0,
{an}ns0 is Cauchy in the sup-metric and, therefore, converges uniformly to some
path 7 : [0,1] — D?. Since the sequence {8,},>0 satisfies the same inequality,
{Bn}n=0 also converges uniformly to some path. Additionally, since p(ap,B,) <
6(%)" for all n = 0, {ap}n>0 and {B,}n>0 must both converge uniformly to v. O

Lemma 5.6. If v : [0,1] — D? is the uniform limit of the sequences {ay}n=0 and
{Bn}n=0 as given in the conclusion of Pmposition then o ~g v and B ~p 7.

Proof. For given paths o and 3, Lemma gives sequences {ay,}ns0, {0, }n>0,
{fn}nen, and {5 }n>0 satisfying a variety of relations and inequalities. Proposition
ensures {a, >0 and {8, }n>0 converge uniformly to a path v. The sequences
{antn=0, {&), }n>0, {fn}nen and the limit path « satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma
It follows that «, ~g 7 for all n = 0. In particular, & = ap ~g . Similarly,
we may apply Lemma [£.8]to the sequence {3, },>0 in the case where 3, = 3, and
fn=1d for all n = 0 (or we could apply Lemma. Thus, 8 = By ~gr 7. O

Finally, we complete the proof of our main result.

Proof of Main Theorem. First, we prove a single case in D?. Respectively, let a and
b be the injective paths in D? from (1,0) to (—1,0) that parameterize the upper and
lower semicircles of S1 respectively. Let 7 : [0,1] — [0,1] be the ternary Cantor
map and note that a o7 and b o 7 are Cantor paths. Set by = bo 7. By Lemma
(taking e = 1), there exists an increasing homeomorphism f : [0,1] — [0,1]
such that ag = ao 7o f and by are staggered. Applying Lemma to the pair of
staggered Cantor paths ag and by, we obtain the existence of a path ¢ : [0,1] — D?
such that ag ~g ¢ and by ~g c¢. Since a ® ag and b= by, Lemma, (4) gives that
a ~g c and b ~g c. Since a and b are injective paths, it follows that ¢ >gr a and
cz2rb

In the general case, suppose «, 3 : [0,1] — X are path homotopic. Find a map
f:D? - X such that foa = @ and fob = 3. By Lemmal[2.4) (1), the path v = foc
in X satisfies v >r a and v =g B. O

Corollary 5.7. The equivalence relation on the set of paths in a given topological
space generated by =r (and ~g) coincides with path-homotopy.

If X is one-dimensional, then it is known that the R-tree homotopy relation on
the set of paths in X is transitive [4]. Since D? contains simple closed curves (pa-
rameterizations of which cannot factor through an R-tree), our main result implies
the following.

Corollary 5.8. If D? embeds in X, then the R-tree homotopy relation on the set
of paths in X is not transitive.
6. A SOLUTION TO DYDAK’S PROBLEM

We conclude with a proof of Corollary First, we note the following lemma,
which is proved using standard techniques from covering space theory.

Lemma 6.1. Letp: (E,eq) — (X,xz¢) be a based map with unique lifting of paths
rel. starting point and suppose T is an R-tree. If f : (T,to) — (X, x0) is a based
map, then there exists a unique based map f : (T,tg) — (E,eq) such that po f = f.
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Proof of Corollary[1.1} Let p: E — X be a map where X is first countable, locally
path connected and simply connected and such that every path in X has a unique
lift in E rel. starting point. Since X is path connected, p is surjective. Suppose
that p(er) = p(ea) = = for ey, e € E. Let §: [0,1] — E be a path from e; to es.
Then 8 =po B is a loop based at . Let «: [0,1] — X be the constant path at x.
Since X is simply connected, @ ~ 8 and thus, by our Main Theorem, there exists a
path v : [0,1] — X such that v >gr a and v >g 5. Let &,7 : ([0,1],0) — (E,e1) be
the lifts of a and «y respectively and note that & is constant at e;. Since a7 factors
through an R-tree, it follows from Lemma that &(1) = (1) in E. Similarly,
we have §(1) = 5(1). Thus e; = J(1) = ey, proving that p is injective. Since X
is first countable, it suffices to show p~! : X — E preserves convergent sequences.
If {x,,} — x is a convergent sequence in X, the hypotheses on X allow us to find
a path « : [0,1] > X with «a(1/n) = x, for all n € N and «(0) = z. There is
one lift & : [0,1] — E for which po & = « and it satisfies &(1/n) = p~!(z,) and
a(0) = p~i(z). Since @ is continuous, {p~ (z,)} — p~l(z) in E. Thus p~! is
continuous. d
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7. APPENDIX: A PROOF OF LEMMA

To prove Lemma we must first detail the structure of a single % -extension.
For the moment, suppose that 5 : [0,1] — X is a given % -extension of « : [0,1] —
X (where both are Cantor paths). Additionally, we fix

(1) an lc(a)-collapsing map k, and light path o such that o o k, = «,
(2) an le(B)-collapsing map kg and light path 8* such that 8* o kg = 3.

It follows from Remark that there is a unique map kg : [0,1] — [0, 1] such
that ko = kg a0 kg. Let ¥ = {kg(J) | J € %} be the collection of open intervals
which are the images of the elements of 7. If J € % and (¢,d) = kg(J) € ¥, then
8|7 is a CIP-loop and (5)‘)|[c7d] is a LIP-loop. Thus we have equivalence (BA)\[C,d] =
bsby for a light path by. In particular, there exists m € (c,d) and a “tent map”
77t [¢,d] — [0,1] which (1) is an increasing homeomorphism [¢,m] — [0, 1] on
[¢,m], (2) a decreasing homeomorphism [m,d] — [0,1] on [m,d], and (3) satisfies
the equality (b’)‘)|[c7d] =bjorTy.

Let ~ be the smallest equivalence relation on [0, 1] satisfying the following:
identify s ~ t if there exists J € % such that s,t € [c,d] = kg(J) and 75(s) = 7(t).
Let D(B,a) = [0,1]/~ and ¢ : [0,1] — D(8, ) denote the quotient “folding” map.

Note that D(B, ) is constructed by folding each interval [c,d] = kg(J), J € %
“in half” according to the tent map 7;. Hence, D(8,«) is a dendrite consisting
of the “base arc” B = ¢([0,1]\|J¥) and possibly infinitely many attached arcs.
In particular, the arc Ay = ¢([¢,d]) meets B at the point ¢({c,d}) and has free-
endpoint ¢(m) (where m is defined as above).

The definition of ~ ensures that 5* is constant on the fibers of ¢ and, therefore,
there is a unique map F : D(,a) — X such that Foq = $*. Recall that each fiber
of kg is contained in (and possibly equal to) a fiber of k,. Moreover if ¢(s) = ¢(t)
for s # t, then kgl(s) and klgl(t) lie in the same fiber of k, (the closure of some
element of %). Therefore, k, is constant on the fibers of g o kg and there is a
unique map r : D(8,«) — [0, 1] such that k, = r o g o kg. In particular, r maps
the base-arc B homeomorphically onto [0, 1] and if (¢,d) = kg(J) for J € %, then
r maps the arc A to the point kg o([c,d]) = ka(J) in [0,1]. It follows that r is a
monotone map. Finally, since roqokg = k, = kg o © kg where kg is surjective, we
have roq = ko g. Overall, the following diagram on the left commutes. We address
the diagram on the right in the next proposition.

[0,1] —< [0, 1] c—“ ¢
kg Ea kslo kalc
kg.o Blc
[0,1] [0,1] [0,1] [0,1]

B B q id g q / id alc
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Proposition 7.1. The map r : D(8,a) — [0,1] is a retraction. Moreover, the
unique section o : [0,1] — D(B,«), which satisfies r o 0 = id, parameterizes the
base-arc B and satisfies F oo = a’.

Proof. Let C = [0,1]\| % and note that the restrictions ¢ o kg|c : C' — B and
(ka)|c : C — [0,1] are quotient maps that make the same identifications, namely
they collapse intervals .J for .J € le(a)\% and identify endpoints of intervals J € % .
Thus, there exists a unique homeomorphism o : [0,1] — B such that o o (ko)|c =
g o kg|c (see the right diagram above). Since r oo o (ka)|c = rogqokglc = (ka)lc
where (ko )|c is surjective, we have r o o = id[g ). Overall, we have that r is a
retraction whose section o parameterizes B.

One can use the above diagram to confirm that Fooo(k,)|c = 8|¢. By definition
of B being a % -extension of a, we have a|c = S|¢. Thus F oo o (ky)|c = alc =

a*o(ka)|c. Since (ko )|c is surjective, we have the desired equality Foo = o*. O

Corollary 7.2. If a <4 8, then a ~g 8 and o™ <g .

Proof. Note that o o ko and ¢ o kg are paths in the compact R-tree D(, ) with

the same endpoints and which satisfy F o (0 0 ky) = « and F o (qo kg) = 8. Thus

a ~g B. Moreover, since F oq = * and F oo = a* where ¢ is injective, we have
A A

a™ <g B O

Again, we suppose that § is a % -extension of a (where both are Cantor paths)
and we reuse the above notation. However, now we suppose also that there exists
a dendrite D, a map H : D — X, and a surjective path @ : [0,1] — D such
that H o Q = o* (surjectivity of @ is not required for the following construction
but appears naturally in our recursive application so we assume it). In particular,
we use this data and the above construction of D(8,«) to uniquely determine a
factorization of 8.

Let D’ be the pushout of @ : [0,1] — D and the section o : [0,1] — D(8, ). We
have the following pushout square. Note that i is injective since o is injective. Also,
j is surjective since @ is surjective. All of the domains being compact ensures that 4
is an embedding and j is a quotient map. Observe that since i(D) is a dendrite and
D\i(D) = D(8,a)\o([0,1]) is a disjoint union of half-open arcs, D’ is a dendrite.

0,1 -2 pn

1

D(B,0) —— D/

Since Ho@Q = a* = F o0, there exists a unique map H’ : D’ — X making the left
diagram below commute. Set Q' = joq:[0,1] > D’. Then H o @Q' = H' ojoq =
Foq = . Additionally, since roo = tdpp,1] the right diagram below shows that
there exists a map R : D' — D such that Roi = idp and Roj = Q or. Thus
R is a retraction with section i. Additionally, note that R is monotone, since r is
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monotone.
Q
[0,1] —— D
[0,1] —)Dﬁ, D(B,a) —— D'

Qor

We also have Ro Q' = Rojogq=Qoroq=Qoks, and H 0io@Q = o’. Finally,
note that the paths i 0 Q o ko : [0,1] —» D’ and Q' o ks : [0,1] — D’ start and
end at the same points and that H' cio Q ok, = a and H o Q' o kg = B. This
gives a factorization of the loop af : [0,1] — X through the dendrite D’. Overall,

we conclude the following, which employs the notation in the construction of both
D(B,«) and D'.

Lemma 7.3. Let Cantor-path [ be a % -extension of another Cantor-path o and
let ko and kg be collapsing maps for these paths respectively. Suppose there exists
a dendrite D, a map H : D — X, and a surjective path Q : [0,1] — D such that
HoQ = a*. Then there exists a dendrite D' (constructed from the pushout square
ioQ=jo0c), amap Q :[0,1] > D’ defined as Q = j o q, a monotone retraction
R : D' — D with section i, and a map H' : D' — X such that the following diagram
commutes

[0,1] ——[0,1]
kg ko

——1[0,1]

X X
Moreover, (i0Q o kqo)(Q' 0 kg) is a well-defined loop in D' satisfying

aB=H'o((ioQoka)(Q ©ks)).

In the proof of Lemma we iterate the above construction. To complete this
proof, we require the also following elementary lemma.

Proof of Lemma[f.6, Since v, <s Ynt1, Ynt1 is a Z,-extension of ~, for some
U, < lc(yn). Before we inductively apply the construction from Lemma
we fix collapsing functions k., for the paths v,. We then have uniquely deter-
mined maps k., ., : [0,1] — [0,1] such that k., ., .. ok, , = k,, and light
path ~). To simplify notation in the inverse systems to come, we write k, for
k,, and K41, for k, ., .. Recall that since v, <y yp41 for all n € N, we
have a dendrite D(v,+1,7n), which comes equipped with a corresponding folding
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map gnt+1 : [0,1] = D(Vn+1,7n), retraction rpi1,n @ D(Ynt1, ) — [0,1], and
embedding oy, nt1 : [0,1] = D(Ypt1,7s) such that 7,415 0 gnp1 = kng1,n and
Tn+ln ©Onntl = id[O,l]‘

To begin the recursion, set D; = [0,1], H; = 77, and Q; = idpo,1] so that
Hy o ky = 1. Suppose that we have given dendrite D,,, map H, : D,, — X, and
quotient map Q,, : [0,1] — D,, such that H,, 0@, = ;. We apply the construction
used in the proof of Lemma to the case where 7,1 is a %,-extension of ,.
We obtain a dendrite D, constructed as the pushout of embedding o, »+1 and
Q- This pushout construction yields a quotient map j,+1 : D(Yn+1,Vn) — Dnti1,
and an embedding i, p41 : Dy, — Dy that satisfy that j, 0 o ny1 = innt1 0 @n
and ipp+1 © Qn = Jnt1 © Opnt1. We also obtain a map Hpq4q @ Dpp1 — X,
a quotient map Qn41 : [0,1] — Dpyq defined as Qni1 = Jni1 © ¢ns1, and a
retraction Ry,i1n @ Dpy1 — Dp. These maps satisfy Hyi1 0 Qni1 = (Yni1)?,
Rn-‘rl,n o Qn+1 = Qn o kn+1,n7 and Rn+1,n o Z.’n,n-ﬁ-l = ian-

This recursion results in the following infinite diagram where the top three rows
form inverse systems. In the n-th column, the vertical composition is .

[0,1] — - —45[0,1] [0,1] [0,1] [0,1]

lk@ ka4 ks ko k1

[0,1] —— - 2% 10, 1] 2242 [0, 1] =225 [0, 1] — 22 [0, 1]

J{ro Qa Qs Q2 Qi=1id[o,1]

Dy for  py Lt p, M2 o p, o p0,1]
Hy Hs H, Hy=)
X X X X

The inverse limit of the top row may be identified with [0, 1] so that the projection
maps are also the identity. Since the bonding maps in the second row are non-
decreasing continuous surjections, the inverse limit L@n([o, 1], Kp41,n) may also
be identified with [0,1] and the bonding maps K, : [0,1] — [0,1] are also non-
decreasing continuous surjections. We let koo = (lim k;,) : [0,1] — [0,1] be the
inverse limit of the morphisms connecting the first two rows.

In the third row, we have an inverse sequence where the bonding maps R, 41,5
are monotone retractions of dendrites. Since any inverse limit of dendrites with
monotone bonding maps is a dendrite [10, Theorem 10.36], the inverse limit Dy, =
Ligln(Dn,RnH,n) is a dendrite and the n-th projection R, : Dy — D, is also
a retraction. For m’ = m, let iy : Dy — Dy and Ry @ Dy — D,y be
the respective composition of the sections 4, ,,11 and retractions R,11, (and the
identity if m = m/). For fixed n, the maps i, ,,, m = n induce a unique map
in : Dp — Dy such that R, o4, = i, ;. The case m = n shows R, o4, = idp,,.
Finally, let Qo = Lgln @, be the inverse limit of the maps connecting the second
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and third rows. Then the following diagram commutes for all n > 1.

[0,1] —2 [0, 1]

We include v in the above diagram to indicate that we intend to show that
is constant on the fibers of @ o ko and therefore induces a unique map Ho, :
Dy, — X such that Hy o Qy 0 kyy = 7. First, we pause to verify that ko, and
R« are surjective. In the top two rows, 0 and 1 are identified in the inverse limit
with (0,0,0,...) and (1,1,1,...) respectively. Since ko is continuous and maps
k% (0) = (kn(0)) = (0) = 0 and ks (1) = (kn(1)) = (1) = 1, the connectedness of
[0,1] ensures that k4 is surjective.

To check that Qy is surjective, we first show that i, (D,) S Im(Qy) for all
n e N. If d, € D,,, we have that i,(d,) = (d1,d2,ds,...) so that di = iy, 1(dy)
for k > n, and dy = R, x(d,) for k < n. Fix t, € [0,1] with @Q,(¢t,) = d,. For
k < n, recursively define t5_1 = K, p—1(tr). Since Qr—1 0 K x—1 = Rk x—1° Qk,
it follows that Qg (tx) = di for all 1 < k < n. For k > n, recursively choose points
tpy1 € qkjil(ak,k_irl(tk)) (see the diagram below to trace these choices).

o'n,n#»ll 7;n,n+1
dn+1 In+1 >
[0.1] — " D(ymers ) 225 Dy
Un+1,n+2l on In4+1,n+2
qn+2
[07 1] D(’Y’n+2a 7n+1) Jnio Dn+2
O’n+21n+3l \—/ in+2,n+3
Qn+2

From this choice, we have for every k > n that

Qr+1(tk+1) = Jr+1 © Q1 (trt1) = Fo+1 (O, k+1(tk)) = Tk k41 © Qr(tr)

and so, by induction, we have Q(tx) = di, for all k = n. It follows that Q4 (t1, to, t3, . . .
in(dyn), proving that i,(D,,) € Im(Q). Now, consider an arbitrary element z =
(dl, dg, d3, - ) € Dy. We have z,, = (dh . ,dnfl, dn, in’nJrl(dn)’ in7n+2(dn)7 - ) €
in(Dy) for all n € N. Since Dy, is topologized as a subspace of | [, .y Dn, we have
{Zn}neny — @ in Do, For each n € N, find ¢, € [0, 1] such that Q4 (t,) = x,. Since
[0,1] is compact, we may find a subsequence {t,, }men such that {t, }men — ¢
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for some ¢ € [0,1]. Since {Qw(tn,,)}men = {Tn,, tmen — = and {Quw(tn,,) tmen —
Qo (t), it follows that Q(t) = . Thus Q4 is surjective.

Knowing that Q« o ks is surjective, we now check that v is constant on each
fiber of Q4 o k. Suppose a,b € [0,1] such that Qu © ke (a) = Q 0 kg (b). Then
Qn 0 kn(a) = Qp o kn(b) for all n € N. Applying H,, gives

/Yn(a) = Hn © Qn o kn(a) = Hn o Qn o kn(b) = 'Vn(b)
for all n € N. Since {y,} — < uniformly, we have {y,(a)}nen — ~7(a) and
{7n(b) }neny — v(b) but since these sequences in X are equal, it follows that y(a) =
~(b). This completes the check and so we conclude that the desired map Hy, exists.

With the existence of Hy confirmed, we fix m € N and check that the equality
H,, = Hy 0y, holds. Since {H, 0 R, 0 Q0 kn} = {7} = v = Hyp 0 Qu © ko
uniformly where Q4 o ko, we have that {H, o R,} — H, uniformly. Recalling
that m is fixed, we have {H, o R, 0 iy }n>m — Hyp © iy uniformly. However,
{Hn,oRyoimtnsm = {Hn%tmntn>m = {Hm}n>m is the constant sequence at H,,.
Thus H,, = Hy, © iy, for all m € N.

For t € {0,1}, set z,; = Qn 0 ky,(t). Since Rpt1n(Tnt1,t) = Tny, we have
Quw © Ky(t) = (n,t)nen. However, recall that our inductive construction ensures
that ip m(Tn,t) = Tm, whenever m > n. Thus in the limit, we also have iy, (1) =
(@n,t)nen. We conclude that Qo 0k (t) = i, 0Qn 0k, (t) for allm € Nand t € {0,1}.
Therefore, if we set g,1 = Qu 0 Ky and gn 2 = i © @y © k;,, the concatenation
9n,10n2 is a well-defined loop in Dy,. Moreover, Hy 0 gn1 = Hop 0 Qoo 0 Koy = 7y
and Hyp0ogno = Hyp0in0Qn ok, = HyoQpoky = vy, Thus Hyp 0 (gn,10n.2) = Y,
proving v ~g vn. [l
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