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UNIVERSAL COVERINGS FOR LIMIT AND
PSEUDOTOPOLOGICAL SPACES

JONATHAN TREVINO-MARROQUIN

ABsTrACT. Limit and Pseudotopological spaces are two generalizations of
topological spaces which are defined by indicating what filters converge un-
der some axioms. In this article, we introduce covering spaces and set forth
some necessary conditions for a construction for a universal covering space.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The study of homotopical invariants of discrete spaces seen through a variety of
categories has become a topic of significant recent interest, due to a number of ap-
plications in different areas. One recent approach has been to study discrete spaces
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as Pseudotopological spaces (or Choquet spaces) [4I5[17] which is the cartesian
closed hull of pretopological spaces (or Cech closure spaces) [4]. The homotopy the-
ory of pseudotopological spaces has been proposed as a possibility for the homotopy
theory of points clouds and graphs, with the advantage that, in pseudotopological
spaces, one has non-necessarily-trivial maps to and from topological spaces, which
aids in the comparison of the invariants of discrete structures and topological spaces.
A property that is significant in pseudotopological spaces is the existence of all the
small limits and colimits, which is an important advantage over other categories
because it opens the significantly more structure. Indeed, it has been recently
shown that there is a natural model category structure in pseudotopological spaces
extending the Quillen model structure on topological spaces [I7]. Related works
in other categories are A-homotopy [I], x-homotopy [9,[11] and the developing of
different homotopies in Cech closure spaces [BL[16], as well as homotopy in digraphs
[12/[14]. Most of these tools look for homotopical invariants which allow us to study
graphs and simplicial complexes for applications to combinatorics [2L[3], or in the
development of topological data analysis (to see the relation with this topic see for
example [6L7L10,16]).

In this work, we develop covering space theory and construct universal covers in
this context, although actually work in limit spaces, since no additional problems are
encountered there. We work with the classical definition of homotopy (the interval
is the topological space [0, 1], denoted by I, and the product is the categorical
product, denoted by x). In related work, universal covers have been realized in
A-theory for graphs in [14]. The main complication in the construction arises from
the loss of the neigborhood filter when passing from topological or pretopological
spaces to pseudotopological spaces. These filters are essential for the definition of
open (or interior) covers. Nonetheless, by using local covering systems (2.1.4]) in
place of open (or interior) coverings, we may successfully handle the lack of (good)
open sets in pseudotopological spaces. This change also required a generalization of
the notions locally and semi-locally connectedness. Once all of this is established,
we may complete the essential step of lifting local covering systems from X to one
in the path space P(X,z) (Definition 2.2.9).

In order to define the local path connected property, we define a base for local
coverings (Definition 3.1.6). We then show that the necessary conditions to obtain
a universal covering are correspond to those in the topological case and a univer-
sal covering must be simply connected. We use this to construct many examples
of simply connected limit spaces. As mentioned above, the article is written for
limit spaces, which contains pseudotopological spaces as a full subcategory (even a
reflective one). However, in the last section we observe that the proof in the pseu-
dotopological spaces are analogous, and their main difference is in what category we
take the quotient. In addition, we conclude proving that if X is a pseudotopolog-
ical space, then the resulting universal covering spaces are exactly the same when
constructed in either limit or pseudotopological spaces.

2. LIMIT SPACES

Limits spaces and its continuous maps form a category which contains topological
spaces, graphs and metric spaces with a privileged scale. It is also cartesian closed,
which makes the evaluation map continuous.



UNIVERSAL COVERINGS FOR LIMIT AND PSEUDOTOPOLOGICAL SPACES 3

In this section, we introduce limit spaces and we give the necessary background
for the sections about covering spaces. Note that limit spaces are some times called
convergence spaces, as in [4]. We follow the terminology in [I5].

2.1. Basic notions and examples. Recall that a filter on a set X is a non-empty
collection of subsets of X which does not contain the empty set and is closed under
supersets and finite intersections. A subset B of a filter F is called a (filter) basis
of F and F a filter generated by B if and only if each set in F contains a set of B.
We then write F = [B] or F = [B]x. Also, we write [A] for [{A}] and [z] for [{z}]
where A C X and z € X, respectively.

If F and G are filters on X, then F is said to be finer than G and G coarser
than F when G C F. Let F be a filter which is not properly contained in any other
filter. We say that F is an ultrafilter. Remember that for every filter F' exists an
ultrafilter G such that G D F via the axiom of choice ([13], 7.5, Tarski).

Let f: X — Y be a mapping and F be a filter on X. We first denote f(F) the
filter generated by the {f(A) : A € F}.

Definition 2.1.1 (Limit Space; [4], 1.1.1). Let X be a set. A mapping A from X
into the power set of the set of all filters on X is called a limit structure on X and
(X, \) a limit space if and only if the following hold for all x € X:
(i) [z] belongs to A(x).
(ii) For all filter F,G € A(x) the intersection F NG = {U | U € F,U € G}
belongs to A(z).
(iii) If F € A(x) then G € A(x) for all filters G on X which are finer than F.

Whenever it is clear from context, we just write X without the limit structure. We
also write F — z for F € A(z).

We now define morphisms for these objects. Observe that the idea comes directly
from topological continuity.

Definition 2.1.2 ([4], 1.1.3). Let X and Y be limit spaces. A mapping f: X =Y
is called continuous at a point x € X if f(F) — f(x) in Y whenever F — z in X.
The mapping [ is called continuous if it is continuous at every point of X, and f
is a homemomorphism if it is bijective and both f and f~! are continuous.

Limit spaces has its own definition of neighborhood. We define a neighborhood
system for a limit space as the following filter U (z) := N{F : F — «} ([4], definition
1.3.1).

Example 2.1.2.1. .

i) Since a topology determines that every filter finer than the neighborhood
filter at = converges, every topological space has a natural limit space in-
duced by the convergence of its filters. In particular, we denote by I := [0, 1]
with the limit structure given by its metric topology.

ii) We emphasize that two different limit spaces can have the same neigh-
borhood system for a point x; as a simple example take a non-finite set
X and the following limit spaces: one where {X} — x, other one where
{z1,...,2n}]x — z for every n € N. U(z) = {X}.

iii) (M), 1.3.23) A limit space X is called a pseudotopological (or pseudotopo-
logical) space if F — x in X whenever every ultrafilrer G finer than F
converges to X.
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iv) (], 1.3.15) A limit space X is called pretopological if U(x) converges to x
in X for every z € X, i.e., if the neighborhood filter of each point converges
to this point.

and of 21.2.7], and continuous maps are both full subcategories of limit
spaces. Observe that spaces are Cech closure spaces [8L[16].

Example 2.1.2.2. Pseudotopological and pretopological spaces are clearly not
the same. As simple example take a fixed » < 0 and X = S! such that a filter
F converges to z if an only if exists n € N such that F = [{z1,...,2,}]x and
d(xz,z;) <rforeveryie{l,...,n}

This space is a limit space. [z] — «x for every € X by definition. If F,G € A\(x),
then F = [{z1,...,20}], G = [{#}, ..., 2, }], d(zi,z) < r for every i € {1,...,n}
and d(z},z) < rforeveryi e {1,...,m}; thus FNG = [{x1,..., 2, 2),..., 2, }] €
A(z). Finally, if F € A(z), then F = [{x1,...,2,}] with d(z;,z) < r; thus if F' is
finer than F, F' = [A] with A C {z1,...,2z,}.

This space is pseudotopological. If F is an ultrafilter contained in [{z1, ..., z,}],
then F = [x;] for some ¢ € {1,...,n}.

This space is not pretopological. Let z € X, then A € U(z) = (] F has to

—

F—=x
contain every y € X such that d(y,z) < r. Thus, A D {y € 51 : d(z,y) < r},
ie. U(z) D [{y € S1:d(z,y) < r}] and their elements have an infinite amount of
points.

We have the following simple result which is very useful. With this lemma, we
are able to replace any filter F — x with a filter 7' — x such that every set in F’
contains x.

Note that the limit spaces in Z1.2.1 have many filters 7 — x with sets U € F
that do not contain . To mention one, F = [{[0,1]N(3—%,3):neN,n>2}] — 1
and the elements (3 — L, 1) does not include 3.

Lemma 2.1.3. Let X be a limit space. F — x if and only if F N [z] — x.

Proof. Let X be a limit space and F a filter on X.

(=) Assume that F — z. Since [x] — = and filters are closed under intersection
in limit spaces, then we have that F N [z] — .

(<) Now assume that F N[z] — x. Observe that F D FN[z]. Thus F — z. O

Since 2.1.2.2] we observe that using just neighborhood systems does not describe
all of the information in limit spaces, i.e. we lost some convergent filters. Thus,
taking just open covers is not enough for limit spaces. In order to construct covering
spaces, we have the following definition which generalizes an open cover.

Definition 2.1.4 (Local Covering System; [4], 1.3.28). Let X be a limit space and
x € X. A local covering system (or local covering or local cover) of X at x is a
collection C of subsets of X such that C N F # 0 for each F — x in X.

Let A be a subset of X. A covering system of A is meant a collection C of subsets
of X which is a local covering system of X at each point of A. Whenever we omit
the set, we will assume that A = X.

2.2. New spaces generated by old ones. Topological constructs (see [I5]) admit
initial and final limit structures, which enables us to build new space from old ones;
for example product structures, subspaces, and quotients. We give the definition
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of them in this section, as well as the definition of the continuous limit structure or
spaces of continuous functions C(X,Y).

Definition 2.2.1 (Topological constructs; [15], 1.1.1 and 1.1.2). By a construct we
mean a category C whose objects are structured sets, i.e. pairs (X, ) where X is
a set and £ a C-structure on X, whose morphism f : (X,&) — (Y,n) are suitable
maps between X and Y and whose composition law is the usual composition map.

A construct C is called topological if and only if it satisfies the following condi-
tions:

(1) Existence of initial structures: For any set X, any family ((X;,&;))ier of
C.-objects indexed by a class I and any family (f; : X — X;);er of maps
indexed by I there exists a unique C-structure £ on X which is initial with
respect to (X, fi, (X;,&),I), i.e. such that for any C-object (Y,7) a map
g:(Y,n) — (X,€) is a C — morphism if and only if for every i € I the
composite map f; 0 g: (Y,n) — (X;, &) is a C-morphism.

(2) For any set X, the class {(Y,n) € Ob(C) : X = Y} of all C-objects with
underlying set X is set.

(3) For any set X with cardinality at mos one, there exists exactly one C object
with underlying set X (i.e. there exists exactly one C-structure on X).

Theorem 2.2.2 (Existence of final structures|[15], 1.2.1.1). Let C a construct. Then
the following are equivalent:

(a) Existence of initial structures.

(b) Existence of final structures: For any set X, any family ((X;,&))icr of
C-objects indexed by some class I and any family (f; : X; — X)ier of maps
indezed by I there exists a unique C-structure & on X which is final with
respect to ((X;,&), fi, X, I), i.e. such that for any C-object (Y,n) a map
g : (X,8) — (Y,n) is a C-morphism if and only if for every i € I the
composite map go f; : (X;,&) — (Y, n) is a C-morphism.

Theorem 2.2.3 ([I5], 2.2.12 and 2.3.1.5). Limit spaces, pseudotopological spaces
and Pretopological spaces are topological constructs.

Observe that in the following definitions we mention limit structure. The con-
structions for other topological constructs might be different, even when they satisfy
the same property. For more information about these differences see [15].

Definition 2.2.4 (Initial limit structure; [4], 1.2.1). Let X be a set, (X;)ier a
collection of convergence spaces and, for each i € I, f; : X — X; a mapping. A
filter F converges to x in the initial limit structure on X with respect to (f;):er if
and only if for each i € I, f;(F) — fi(z) in X;.

Two constructions which follow from from the initial structure are product and
subspace structures.

Definition 2.2.5 (Product limit structure; [4], example 1.2.2). Let (X;);c; be
a collection of limit spaces and let J[,.; Xi be the product set of the X;. The
product limit structure on [[;.; X; is the initial limit structure with respect to the
projection mappings (p; : HJEI X; = Xi)ier. The resulting limit space is said to
be the product of the (X;)ier.
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Definition 2.2.6 (Subspace limit structure; [4], example 1.2.2). Let X be a limit
space and let M be a subset of X. The subspace limit structure on M is the initial
limit structure with respect to the inclusion mapping e : M — X.

In the following definitions, we are using the existence of final limit structures.
Nonetheless, we give the following characterization because is not our intention to
discuss final structures neither in quotient in this part of the article [I5].

Definition 2.2.7 (Quotient limit structure; [4], example 1.2.10). Let (X, ) be a
limit space, Y a set and ¢ : X — Y a surjection. By the quotient limit structure
on Y we meant that F € A;(y) if and only if there are points z1,...,2, in X
and for each k € {1,...,n} a filter F), € A(z) such that ¢(x) = y for all k and
g(Fi)N...Nng(F,) C F.

Given limit spaces X and Y, we denote the set of all continuous mappings from
X toY by C(X,Y) and we denote by wxy : C(X,Y) x X — Y the evaluation
mapping, i.e. wxy(f,x) = f(x) for all f € C(X,Y) and all z € X.

Definition 2.2.8 (Continuous limit structure; [4], 1.1.5). Let X and Y be limit
spaces. Then the continuous limit structure A\, on C(X,Y) is defined as follows:
H— fe(C(X,Y),\) if and only if wx y(H x F) — f(x) for all z € X and all
F—oxzin X, where Hx F:={AxB:AcH,Bec F}.

In Bection 3l we are especially interested in based spaces and paths, so we will
make the following definition.

Definition 2.2.9. Let Y be a limit space yo € Y. We call P(Y,y) := {v €
C(I,Y) : v(0) = yo} the path space and we assign it the subspace limit structure
of C(1,Y).

2.3. Homotopy. Here we define what homotopy for limit spaces is in this paper.

Definition 2.3.1. Let X and Y limit spaces and let g, f : X — Y be mappings.
We say that f and g are homotopic, written f ~ g, if there exists a continuous
H: X xI—Y such that H(z,0) = f(z) and H(z,1) = g(z).

We know that homotopy is an equivalence relation. We only need to define the
first homotopy group for this paper. See [I7] for the definition of higher homotopy
groups.

Definition 2.3.2. Let X be a limit space and z € X. We define 7(X,z) := {[g] :
g: (St,%) = (X,x)} called the first homotopy group.

3. COVERING SPACES AND FIBRATIONS

In this section we talk about connectedness, covering spaces and fibrations. We
study covering spaces as [I8], by restructuring some concepts and proofs to consider
filters other than neighborhood filter.

We introduce our proposal. To achieve our objective, we modify the concept of
local connectedness in such a way that it does not depend on an open neighborhood
basis. We observe in that is not enough to take a basis of every convergent
filter, but a basis of coarser convergent filters which allows many connected subsets
as generators.

The results of our study are a possible candidate for the universal covering space
and the lifting theorem for limit spaces.
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3.1. Covering Spaces. We start with the definition of connectedness.

Definition 3.1.1. Let X be a limit space. We say that X is disconnected if there
exist non-empty subsets A and B of X such that:

e X=AUBand AN B =0.
e there exists a covering system U such that for every U € U either U C A
or U C B.

Otherwise, X is said to be connected.
We call C' a (connected) component if C' is connected with the subspace limit
structure and C' = C’ if C' D C is connected.

Observe that disconnectedness condition is equivalent to saying that exists A
and B subsets of X such that X = AU B, AN B = & and for every F — x either
Ae For BeF.

Example 3.1.1.1.

(1) Every connected topological space is connected.
(2) is connected.

Assume that that space is disconnected. Then there exist A,B C X
non-empty such that AN B = @ and AU B = X and {A, B} is a local
covering system.

Suppose that there exists a € A such that there exists b € B with
d(a,b) < r, then [{a,b}]x — a,b (—+«). This contradicts that {4, B} is a
local covering system.

Now suppose that for every a € A there is not exist b € B with d(a,b) <
r. This implies that B = @ (—+). B has to be non-empty. Thus, X is
connected.

The following is a useful equivalence. Under some assumptions, we can use it to
construct a path between two points in a connected space.

Proposition 3.1.2. Let X be a limit space. X is connected if and only if for
every z,y € X and every local covering U there exists a finite number of U,’s in
U, namely {Uq,,Uas, ..., Ua, } such that x € Uy, ,y € Us,,, and Uy, NUq,,, # 0
for1 <i<n.

Proof. Let X be a convergence space.

(=) Assume X is connected. Let’s take 2,y € X and an arbitrary local covering
U. Let’s the define the sets in X:

Al = U U,

Uel st zeU

AgZ: U Uv,...7

Ueu st zeU and zeA4,

A, = U U,...

Ueu st zeU and ze€A,_,

Note that A; C Ay C ... C A, C ... by construction. Since for every filter F — z’
we have that F N [2'] — 2’ and U is a local covering of X, then for every filter
F — o/ we get that Ay, € F if 2’ € A. (We can take only elements whose contains
2 with this observation.) If y € A,, for some n € N, we can take {Uy,...,Un} with
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the desired conditions. If y ¢ A,, for every n € N, then y ¢ U,enA,,. Let’s take
2z € UpenAy. Thereby every U € U such that z € U is inside Agy1. Therefore
Ag41 € F for every F — z. On the other hand, let’s take z ¢ Upey and F — z. If
there exists B € F NU such that BN U,enA, # 0, there would exist k € N such
that BN A # (), then z € Ag11. Therefore every F — z has an element within
(Unendp)®, so that set is in F. (—<) (This means that X is not connected.) Thus
y € A, for some n € N.

(<) (We work with the contrapositive affirmation.) Assume X is non-connected.
By definition, there exist non-empty A, B C X such that AUB =X, ANB =1
and there exists a local covering of X such that every U € U is a subset either A or
B Take x € A and y € B. Let’s suppose that there exists {Uy,...,U,} C U such
that = € Uy, yelU, and UiNU;41 # (. Since x € U1, then Uy C A IfU; C A, then
U;NU;y1 C Aand Uy C A. Thus, by induction, U,, C A. (—+) (This implies
that y € A.) Thus there does not exist any finite collection of elements of & with
those properties for x,y € X and that local covering of X. (I

We take an analogy from [16] to build covering limit spaces.

Definition 3.1.3 (Locally Trivial). Let p : E — B be a surjective continuous
function between limit spaces, and let U be a subset of B. If F' is another limit
space, let ¢; : U X F' — U be the projection under the first factor. We say that a
homeomorphism @ : p~}(U) — U x F is a trivilization of p over U if ¢, o ® = p.
When & exists, p is called trivial over U. We say that p is locally trivial if there
exists a local covering U of B such that p is trivial over U for each U € U.

Definition 3.1.4 (Covering map). A locally trivial map p : E — B is said to be
covering map if for every b € B, F, = p~1(b) is discrete (that is, every point is
closed and open) in the subspace limit structure on F, C E.

Proposition 3.1.5. Let p : E — B be a covering map through the local covering
U. Then U induces a covering map in E.

Proof. Let’stakey € E and F — y. Since p is continuous, there exists U € p(F)NU;
moreover Fj, is discrete and there exists a homeomorphism @y : pH(U) —
U x Fp(y) such that ¢y = p.

We have that @' (U x {y}) s, U x {y} =, U because Fj,) is discrete. Then
F — y if and only if ®y(F Np~1(U)) — (p(y),y) because p~*(U) € F. This is
equivalent to ®y (FNp~ L (U))N(B x {y}) = p(FNp~ (1)) x {y} — (p(y), ). Thus
;' (U x {y}) € F.

We obtain a local covering of E, {®;' (U x {y}): U €U,y € E}. O

We require a generalization of neighborhood basis to be capable to define (any)
local connectedness. Thus we make the following definition.

Definition 3.1.6 (Local Covering System Base). Let X be a limit space and z a
point at X. We say that B is a local covering system base of X at x if for every
‘H — x there exists a F — x such that F C H, and for every A € F there exists
B € BN F such that B C A.

Let A C X. By a covering system base of A is meant a collection C of subsets
of X which is a local covering system base of X at each point of A. Whenever we
omit the set, we will assume that A = X.



UNIVERSAL COVERINGS FOR LIMIT AND PSEUDOTOPOLOGICAL SPACES 9

Observe that a local covering system base is in particular a local covering, how-
ever the former has the extra condition to look at within the sets in the filters, that
is, to have smaller elements.

Example 3.1.6.1.

(1) For every topological space, every open neighborhood base is a local cover-
ing system base. In particular, let X = R joint with its euclidean topology.
By :={(t—%,t+1):neN}is alocal covering system base at ¢.

(2) Let 7 > 0 and X = S! joint with the limit space defined in Let
n € N, then

B:={{z1,...,2} | k > n and 3z € X such that d(z;,z) <r Vie{l,...,k}}

is a local covering system base.
Observe that every filter with less than n elements are including in one
with £ < n elements.

Since 213 every element of a local covering system base of X at  can include
x by itself.

Definition 3.1.7. X is locally connected if for every x at X there exists a local
covering system base B, at = such that B is connected for every B € B,.

With the intention to achieve that every locally connected topological space is a
locally connected limit space, we realize why we define local covering system base
through coarser filter. Take for example R with its euclidean topology. The filter
[{{% : k= n} | n € N}]g — 0 for being finer than the neighborhood filter. However,

there is not a connected space contained in {% :n € N}

Example 3.1.7.1.

(1) Every locally connected topological space is a locally connected limit space.

(2) Example is a locally connected limit space. We already see in
BI6T that B is a local covering system base. Observe that {z1,...,zx}
is connected because {{z1,...,z1}} — x; as subspace of X for every
ie{l,...,k}.

Some of the following results are established in [I8] for topological spaces. We
keep the references changing that category for limit spaces. A few proofs only need
the group structure in first homotopy group; there we do not do any change at all.

First we can characterize a covering map by covering spaces in the components
of the codomain.

Theorem 3.1.8 ([18]; 2.1.11). If B is locally connected, a continuous map p :
E — B is a covering map if and only if for each component C of B the map
plp=rC : p~1C — C is a covering map.

Proof. Let p: E — B be a continuous map

(=) Assume p is a covering map. Then there exists U such that p is trivial
over U € U. Let C be a component of X and x € C. Let F be a filter such that
F = FN[z] and for every A € F there exists A’ € G connected such that A’ C A4,
which exists because B is locally connected.

Let U € U N F and V be a component of U containing x, where x € U by
construction. Since V' is a component in U, then V € F and V C C. Thus
[FNV]—=2zonV and [FNC] — x on C.
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Since F is arbitrary, all of the V forms a local covering system of C.

(<) Assume p|p~1C : p~1C — C is a covering map for each component C of X.

Let C be a component, x € C' and F — = on B. Then there exists G — x such
that G D F and for every A € G there exists A’ € G connected such that A’ C A.

Thus C € G, and GNC — z on C. Since p|p~'C is a covering map, there
exists Uc such that p|p~1C is trivial over every U € Uc. In particular, there exists
U €UcnNG. Because G = [G N ()¢, then U € G. Therefore, U = U Uc is

C' component
our local covering system of B. (I

Lemma 3.1.9 (Based on [I8|; 2.1.12). Let p: E — B a covering map through U,
and U € U connected. Then p maps each component of p~1(U) homeomorphically
onto U.

Proof. Let z € U, then U x p~*(U). Thus p~*(U) = U,¢p1(s) @5 (U % {2}) where
U x {z} is connected, therefore ®~1(U x {z}). Since p is locally trivial over U,
o, (U x {z})=U. O

Corollary 3.1.10 (|I8]; 2.1.13). Consider a commutative triangle

X1
X

where X s locally connected and p1 and pa are covering maps. If p is surjective, it
1S a covering map.

Proof. Let U; be the local covering with which p; : X;— X is locally trivial. Let’s
take F — &g, then py(F) —  with & := pa(Z2). Therefore, there exists G — x on
X such that G D py(F) and for every A € G there exists A’ € G connected such
that A’ C A. Thus, there exists Uy e U1 NG, Us € UsNGand U C U1 NUsNG
connected such that p is locally trivial. In particular, U x pl_l(;v) = pl_l(U) and
U % py ' (z) = py ' (U). )

Observe that, for z € p~1(Z3) we have that O (Ux{z}) = (b3 U {F2})o(p |Ux {2}])
<I>a712(U x {Z2}). Therefore p_1(<1>a712(U x{Z2})) =2 Uxp~1(Z3). Thus pis a covering
map. ([l

Theorem 3.1.11 ([I8], 2.1.14). Ifp: X — X is a covering map onto X which is
a locally connected space, then for any component C of X the map p|C : C — p(C)
is a covering map onto some component of X.

Proof. Let C' a component of X. We show the following: p(C) is connected, p(C)
is a component of X and p|C’ is a covering map.

Since p is continuous, then p|C' is continuous. Suppose that p(C’) is non-continuous,
then there exists disjoint subsets A, B of p(C) such {4, B} is a local covering sys-
tem. Let F — & on C, then p|C(F) — x where x := p(i). Therefore A € p|C(F)
or B € p|C(F), then p~(A)NC € F or p Y (B)NC € F (—+<). This implies that
{p~H(A)NC, p~(B)NC} is alocal covering system of C and then C is disconnected.
Thus p(C) is connected.

Let € p(C) and G — x such that G = G N [z] and A € G there exists a A’ € G
such that A” C A. Let B € G connected such that p is trivial over B. Then
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BNp(C) # @ and there exists U component of p~1(B) such that UNC # @. Since
C is a component, then U ¢ C. By BL3, p(C) C p(U) = B. Observe this implies
that if you add another element to p(é), then its filters contains X — p(é); thus it
is disconnected.

The last argument shows that if = € p(C) and B € G connected such that p
is trivial over p, then B C p(C) and (p|C)~(B) is the disjoint union of those
components of p~1(U) that meet C. It follows from that p|C is trivial over

B. Therefore p|C’ is a covering map. ([

We define path-connected as topology and locally path-connected. The last
results in [subsection 3.1]is a set of relations between connected and path-connected
spaces.

Definition 3.1.12. Let X be a limit space. We say that:

e X is path-connected if for every x,y € X there exists v : I — X continuous
such that v(0) = z and (1) = v.

e X is locally path-connected if for every x at X there exists a local covering
system base at x B, such that B is path-connected for every B € B,.

C is a path component if C' path connected and every set which contains C' is not
path connected.

Example 3.1.12.1. 2.T.2.2is path-connected and locally path-connected for r > 0.

First we will observe that v : I — S! must have a finite image. Let t € I
and suppose that for every n € N #f(I N (t — 2,¢+ 1)) has infinite number of
elements. Then for every A € f[I N (t — 1,¢+ 1)] there exists n € N such that
fUIN(t=L1t+1)) Cc A (—=+). Since f[IN(t—L,t+1)] — ¢, then a finite subset
is element of that filter. Thus there exists n € N such that f(t — <,¢+ 1) is finite.
Since I is compact in topology, it is covered by a finite amount of intervals, so its
image is finite.

Let z,y € S, suppose without loss of generality that z = 0. Let k = [£] and
f: I — S*such that

(k—1)r El<t<i
Y t

which is continuous by construction. Thus S! is path-connected.

To observe that S is locally path-connected is enough to check that the elements
in B in BI.6. are path-connected. It follows straightforward for the previous
function.

Proposition 3.1.13. Let X be a path-connected limit space. Then X is a connected
space.

Proof. (Proof by contradiction.) Assume that X is path connected and discon-
nected. Since X is disconnected, there exist non empty subsets A, B of X such
that X = AUB, ANB = & and for every filter F who converge to any point either
A€ For B e F. Because A and B are non-empty, we take a € A and b € B.
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X is path connected, then there exists v : [0,1] — X such that v(0) = a and
v(1) =b. Let T, = [(t — ,¢ + 1];. Since v is continuous, there exists n, € N such
that (¢t — n%,t + n%) C Aory(t— n%,t + n%) C B. By topological compactness,
we can take just finite many ¢’s (—<—). This is a contradiction because, if we start
with a t; such that 0 € (tl—i, 1+ﬁ), then *y(tl—ﬁ, 1+ﬁ) C A;thus I C A.

Thus X is connected. (]

Lemma 3.1.14. Let X be a limit space. If X is locally path-connected, then X has
the components as path components.

Proof. Let C' be a component. Since X is locally path connected, there exists
a local covering base B of X such that each element is path connected. By
[Proposition 3.1.2] between every z,y € C there exists {B1,... B,} C B such that
x € By,y € By, and B;,NB;y1 # 0 for i € {1,...,n —1}. Then we build a path
between x and y. Therefore C' is path connected.

Observe that if there exists C' D C path connected, then C’ is connected by
[Proposition 3.1.13] Thus C’ = C because C is a component. Therefore C' is a path
component.

On the other hand, let C be a path component, then C is connected by[Proposition 3.1.13]
Let C’ be the connected component such that C' C C’. Above we show that C” is
a path component, then C = C’. Thus C is a connected component. O

Proposition 3.1.15. Let X a limit space. If X is connected and locally path-
connected, then X is path-connected.

Proof. Since X is connected, X has only one component. By [Lemma 3.1.14), that
component has to be a path component. Thus X is path connected. (|

3.2. Fibrations. This category allows the definition of (Hurewicz) fibrations. In
this section we observe some properties of these fibrations that we use later.

Definition 3.2.1. Let E and B be limit spaces. A map p: E — B is said to have
the homotopy lifting property with respect to a space X if, given maps ' : X — F
and F' : X x I — B such that F(z,0) = pf'(z) for © € X, there exists a map
F': X x I — E such that F'(z,0) = f'(x) for v € X and pF’ = F. It means, the
following diagram commutes

Definition 3.2.2. A map p: F — B is called a fibration (or Hurewicz fiber space)
if p has the homotopy lifting property with respect to every space. F is called the
total space and B the base space of the fibration. For b € B, F, := p~1(b) is called
the fiber of b.

Theorem 3.2.3 ([18], 2.2.2). Letp: E — B be a covering map and let f,g: Y — E
liftings of the same map (that is, pf = pg). If Y is connected and f agrees with g
for some point of Y, then f = g.
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Proof. Let Y1 :={y € Y : f(y) = g(y)}. Since Y71 # &, we can take y € Y7 and
F — y in Y. By continuity, pf(F) — pf(y) and pg(F) — pg(y) = pf(y). Then
there exists U € pf(F) N pg(F) such that p is trivial over U. Thus there exists
U such that U € g(F) N f(F), U =, U and f(y) = g(y) € U. By construction,
there exist V, V' € F such that gV = fV’ = U. That means that ¢~ *(U) € F and
f~Y(U) € F, what implies g~ Y(U) N f~1(U) € F.

If we take z € g~ (U) N f~1(U), then f(z),g(z) € U. However pf(z) = pg(z) €
U, thus f(z) = g(z). Therefore Y; € F.

Let Yo :={y € Y : f(y) # g(y)} and y € Y. By continuity, pf(F) — pf(y),
pg(F) = pf(y) and pf(F)Npg(F) — pf(y). Then there exists U € pg(F) Npf(F)
such that p is trivial over U. Thus there exist U and U’ such that U =, U =, U'.
Therefore g~ 1(U"), f~*(U) € F and ¢~ (U")N f~1(U) € F. We obtain that Y € F
(—+) (This contradicts that Y is connected. Thus Yo = @ and Y; =Y. O

Theorem 3.2.4 ([I8], 2.2.3). A covering map is a fibration.

Proof. Let p: X — X a covering map, and let f/:Y — X and F: Y x I — X be
maps such that F(y,0) =pf'(y), y€ Y.

Assume there exists a local covering ¢ in Y and maps F}, : U x I — X such
that F{;(y,0) = f'(y), y € U, and pF}, = F|U x I for every U € U. Below we
construct these maps and the local covering; first we show that it is defined F’ such
that F' = pF”’ by them.

If y e UNU’, with U, U’ € U, then F{,ly x I and F{,|y x I sends the path
connected space y x I into X such that for every t € T

(pFyly x I)(y,t) = F(y,t) = (pFp |y x I)(y,t).

Since (Ff;|ly x I)(y,0) = f'(y) = (F{;/|y x I)(y,0) and from B:2.3] it follows that
Flilyx I =Fllyx I. Thus F,{UNU" = F,[UNU".

Now we define F’ : Y x I — X as F'(y,t) = F{;(y,t) for U such that y €
U. Observe F’ is well defined for the previous argument. We want to see F” is
continuous.

Let’s take G — (x,t), then p1G — x and p2G — t by the definition of product
limit structure. Since p1G — x there exists U € UNp1G. F{;(G) — F{;(x,t) because
F{; is continuous. Thus [F;(G)]yxr — F{(z,t) = F'(z,t) for the definition of
subspace limit structure.

If we show that [F};(G)]lyxr = F'(G), we obtain the continuity. Observe that
Ux1Ie€Gand F,;(Ux1I) = F'(U x I), therefore we take elements contained
in F/(U x I) without loss of generality. Let A C F/(U x I), then there exists
B C Y x I such that F'(B) = A. Since B C Y x I, F/,(B) = F'(B). Thus
[F4(9))y x1 = F'(G).

Following we define those maps. Since p is a covering map, there exist a local
covering U in X with which p is trivial for each of its elements.

Let’s take F — y in Y and define G; := [{A X (t —¢,t+¢): A € F,e > 0}]; G —
(y,t) by definition of product limit space. Therefore there exists Uy € U N F(G;)
and there exist A; € F and €; > 0 such that F(A; x (t — e, t +¢)) C Uz

By (topological) compactness of I there exist 0 =tg < t1 < ...t = 1 such that
F(AL x [ti,ti+1]) € Ul € U. That condition is preserved even when we change A}
for A :=NA] what also lives in F.
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Observe that A depends on the filter F, hence A’s could be candidates to be the
local covering in Y. Maps are defined by induction:

Base step: (G : A x [0,t;] — X) Since p is trivial over U, then p~'(U}) =
UU; such that U; = U] via p restricted. Define V; := f'~1(U;). Observe that
Pl (UV;) = Uf = F(UV; x {0}).

We claim that A C UV;. Let y € A, F(y,0) = pf'(y) € Uy, then there exists j
such that f'(y) € U;. Thusy € f/~1(U;) =V;.

Since U; =2, U{, we can define G1(y,t) = (p|V;) 1 F(y,t) with y € A,t € [0,#1].
By construction, V; NV, = @, then G is well-defined. (; is continuous because it
is composition of continuous maps.

Inductive step: (G; from G;_1) Assume G;_1 is define for 2 < i < m. We

know F(A x [t;,t;+1]) C U. Since p is trivial over U/, then p~1(U}) = UU; such
that U;- = U/ for every j. Let’s deﬁne_Vki = {y € A:Gi1(y,t;) € U}}. Observe
that Uy V¥ = A. Define G;(y,t) = (p|V{) "' F(y, ).
Thus we build G; : A X [t;, t;+1] = X, with ¢{0,...,m — 1}, such that
o pGi = F|A X [tiuti-i—l]-
* Gi(y,0) = f'(y) for y € A.
° Gifl(y, tz) = Gz(y,tl) for Yy e A.
With this in mind, we define F’y : AxT — X such that Fy|Ax [t;, t;1] = G;. O

Definition 3.2.5. A map p : E — B is said to have unique path lifting if, given
paths w,w’ in E such that pw = pw’ and w(0) = w’(0), then w = w’'.

Lemma 3.2.6 ([18], 2.2.4). If a map has a unique path lifting, it has the unique
lifting property for path-connected spaces.

Proof. Assume that p : F — B has unique path lifting. Let Y be path connected
and suppose that f,g:Y — FE are maps such that pf = pg and f(yo) = g(yo) for
some yo € Y. We must show f = g. Let y € Y and let w be a path in Y from
yo to y. Then fw and gw are paths in E that are liftings of the same path in B
and have the same origin. Because p has unique path lifting, fw = gw. Therefore

f(y) = fw(l) = gw(1) = g(y). 0

Theorem 3.2.7 ([I8], 2.2.5). A fibration has unique path lifting if and only if every
fiver has no nonconstants paths.

Proof. Assume that p : E — B is a fibration with unique path lifting. Let w be
a path in the fiber p~1(b) and let w’ be the constant path in p~'(b) such that
w'(0) = w(0). Then pw = pw’, which implies w = w’. Hence w is a constant path.

Conversely, assume that p : E — B is a fibration such that every fiber has no
nontrivial path and let w and w’ be paths in £ such that pw = pw’ and w(0) = w’(0).
For t € I, let w; be the path defined by

"N w((l _2tl)t) 0
“*”"‘{w%@ﬂ—nw L

Then wj’ is a path in E from w(t) to w'(¢) and pw; is a closed path in B that is
homotopic relative to {0, 1} to the constant path at pw(t). By the homotopy lifting
property of p, there is a map F’ : I x I — E such that F'(¢,0) = w}(t') and F’
maps (0 x I) U (I x 1) U (1 x I) to the fiber p~!(pw(t)). Because p~!(pw(t)) has

<t'<i
<t'<1
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no nonconstant paths, F” maps 0 x I, I x 1, and 1 x I to a single point. It follows
that F’(0,0) = F’(1,0). Therefore w;(0) = w;' (1) and w(t) = w'(¥). O

We observe that fibrations (with unique path lifting) have more structure that
covering maps.

Theorem 3.2.8 ([4], 2.2.6). The composition of fibrations (with unique path lifting)
is a fibration (with unique path lifting).

Lemma 3.2.9 ([18], 2.3.1). Let p : E — B be a fibration. If A is any path
component of E, then pA is a path component of B and p|A : A — pA is a fibration.

Proof. Since pA is the continuous image of a path connected space, it is path
connected. It is a path component subset of B, as a consequence of that if w is a
path in B that begins in pA, there is a lifting @ of w that begins in A. Since A is
a path component of E, @ is a path in A. Therefore w = pw is a path in pA.

To show that p|A : A — pA has the homotopy lifting property, let f': Y — A
and F : Y x I — pA be maps such that F(y,0) = pf’(y). Because p is a fibration,
there is a map F’ : Y x I — FE such that pf’ = F and F'(y,0) = f'(y). For
any y € Y, F' must map y x I into the path component of F containing F’(y,0).
Therefore F'(y x I) C A for all y, and F’ : Y x I — A is a lifting of F such that

F'(y,0) = f'(y)- 0

Theorem 3.2.10 ([18], 2.3.2). Let p : E — B be a map. If E is locally path
connected, p is a fibration if and only if for each path component A of E, p(A) is a
path component of B and p|A : A — pA is a fibration.

Proof. Let p : E — B be a continuous map and E be a locally path connected
space.

(=) Apply to each path component of B.

() Let f/: Y - Eand F : Y x I — B maps such that F(y,0) = pf'(y)
for every y € Y. Let {A4,} be the path components of E. Since BI.I4 {A4;} are
disjoint components because F is locally path connected. Denote V; := f'~1(4;)
and observe that UV; =Y. Then it suffices to construct maps FJ’ :Vy x I — E for
all j such that pFj = F|V; x I and F;(y,0) = f'(y).

Since y x I is path connected, F'(y x I) is contained in the path component
of B containing F(y,0) = pf'(y). Because pA; is a path component of B, then
F(V; x I) = F(Uyev,y x I) C pA; for each j.

Because p|A; : A; — pA; is a fibration, there exists Fj : V; x I — A; such that
pFj: F|V;x I and Fj(y,0) = f'(y) for y € V;. Therefore p has the homotopy lifting
property. (I

We can add “with unique path lifting” to the theorem. This is possible because
every path lies in some path component of the space.

Lemma 3.2.11 ([1§], 2.323). Letp: X — X be a fibration with unique path lifting.
If w and W' are paths in X such that w(0) = w'(0) and pw ~ pw’, then w ~ w'.

Proof. Let F : I x I — X be a homotopy relative to {0,1} from pw to pw’. By
the homotopy lifting property of fibrations, there is a map F’ : I x I — X such
that F'(¢,0) = w(t) and pF’ = F. Then F'(0 x I) and F(1 x I) are contained in
p~1(pw(0)) and p~!(pw(1)) respectively. By [Theorem 3.2.71 F'(0x I) and F'(1x I)
are single points. Hence F’ is a homotopy relative to {0,1} from w to some path
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w' such that w”(0) = w(0) and pw” = pw’. Since w’'(0) = w(0), it follows from the
unique-path-lifting property of p that w’ = w” and F’ : w ~ ' rel {0, 1}. O

Theorem 3.2.12 ([I8], 2.3.4). Let p : X — X be a fibration with unique path
lifting. For any To € E the homomorphism

py (X, %) = (X, x)
is a monomorphism.

Proof. Apply [Lemma 3.2.11] to closed paths w,w’ in X with origin o such that
[pw] = [pw’]. Thus [w] = [W']. O

In [I8] page 45, we have the following definition of hy,([7]) = [w* 7 *w™'] where
7 is closed path in the end of w.

Lemma 3.2.13 ([18], 2.3.5). Let p: E — B be a fibration with unique path lifting
and assume that E is a nonempty path-connected space. If ey, e1 € E, there is a
path w in B from p(ey) to p(e1) such that

p#TF(E, 60) = h[w]p#ﬂ'(E, 61).

Conversely, given a path w in B from p(eo) to 1, there is a point ey € p~ (1)
such that

higp#m(E, e1) = pxm(E, eo).
Proof. For the first part, let @ be a path in E from Zg to Z;. Then n(E,Zg) =
higm(E,%1). Therefore pum(E,Zo) = hpgpym(E,21) and so po will do as the
path from p(Zg) to p(Z1).
Conversely, given a path w in B from p(Zo) to z1, let @ be a path in E such that
0(0) = & and po = w. If 1 = @(1), then hypum(E,T1) = pg(hgm(E,21)) =
pum(E, Zo). O

The following result is direct from the last lemma.

Theorem 3.2.14 ([I8], 2.3.6). Let p: E — B be a fibration with unique path lifting
and assume that E is a nonempty path-connected space. For xo € pE the collection
{ppm(E,e0) : €0 € p~(x0)} is a conjugacy class in w(B,xo). If w is a path in pE
from o to x1, then hy,) maps the conjugacy class in w(B, x1) to the conjugacy class
in (B, xg).

3.3. Lifting Theorem.

Lemma 3.3.1 ([18], 2.4.1). Let p: E — B a fibration. Any map of a contractible
space to B whose image is contained in p(E) can be lifted to E.

Proof. Let Y be contractible and let f : Y — B be a map such that f(Y) C p(E).
Because Y is contractible, f is homotopic to a constant map of Y to some point
of f(Y). f(Y) C p(E), so this constant map cam be lifted to E. The homotopy
lifting property then implies that f can be lifted to E. ([

Lemma 3.3.2 ([I8], 2.4.2). Let p : (X,&) — (X,x0) be a fibration with unique
path lifting. If yo is a strong deformation retract of Y, any map (Y,yo) — (X, xo)
can be lifted to a map (Y,y0) = (X, Zo).
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Proof. Let f : (Y,y0) — (X,20) be a map. [ is homotopy relative to yo to the
constant map y — xo. The constant map can be lifted to the constant map y — Zo.
By the homotopy lifting property, f can be lifted to a map f' : ¥ — X such
that f’ is homotopic to the constant map y — Zp by a homotopy which maps
yo x I to p~1(xg). Because p~*(zp) has no nonconstant maps by [Theorem 3.2.7
f'(yo) = To. U

Lemma 3.3.3 ([18], 2.4.3). The constant path at yo s a strong deformation retract
of the path space P(Y, o).

Proof. A strong deformation retraction F' : P(Y,yo) x I — P(Y,yo) to the constant
path at yo is defined by F(w,t)(t') = w((1 — t)t') where w € P(Y,y0) and t,t' €
I. (]

Consider P(Y, o) as[Delinition 2.2.91 We define ¢ : P(Y,y0) — Y as w +— w(1).
 is surjective if and only if Y is path connected. To observe continuity, take H — f
in P(Y,yo). By continuous limit structure definition, wr y (H % [1]) — f(1). Then
©H — f(1). Thus ¢ is continuous.

Theorem 3.3.4 ([18], 2.4.4). A connected locally path-connected space Y is the
quotient space of its path space P(Y,yo) by the map .

Proof. Let A be the limit structure of Y. We need to show that A = (\.),, where
(Ac)q is the quotient limit structure with respect to .

Since (A¢)q is the final structure on Y of ¢ and A is continuous, then (\.), is
finer than A.

We prove the other contention. Let F — = under A\. Without loss of generality,
allow that F N [z] = F and for every A € F there exists A’ € F path-connected
such that A" C A. Since X is path connected, there exists v € P(Y,yo) such that
(1) = x. Because Y is locally path connected, there exists a local covering base
B, C F at x such that B € B, is path-connected.

Let B € By, we define B* := {r : 37/,7/(0) = z,7/(1) € B, 7(0,1] C B,7 =
vx7'} and B* := {B* : B € B,}. Observe that v € B* for every B.

Let By, By € B,, then there exists Bs € B such that Bz C BiNBs. Thus BfNB3
is nonempty because contains Bj.

By construction, B8* = B, and F = [B,]. It just remains to prove that [B*] € A..
(Observe that [B*] would converge to 7 * &, where €, is the constant path of z.)

Let’s take the coarser filter what converges to ¢t in I, 7 := [(t — L, ¢+ L)];. If
t €[0,4), we get that 7(t) = v(2t) for every 7 € B* € B*. Thus, by continuity of
7, wr,x ([B* x Tg]) = 7(2t). We now check that w([B* x T;]) — « for ¢ € [5,1]. We
divide it in two case.

e t = 1. We divide our filter in two: [(t—2,¢]] and [(¢,t+1)] By construction
wr,x([B* x (t — ]]) = [y(2t — 2,2¢]] — ~(1). On the other hand, take
B* € B*. By definition, wy x(B* x (t,t +1/n)) C B. Then wr x([B* x
(t,t+ 1)) >[B=F — =
e t € (3,1]. For some large enough n, we obtain that wy, x(B* x (t — 2, ¢ +
1)) € B. Thus the argument is analogue to the last one.
Hence [B*] € Ac(y * €;) and ¢([B*]) = [Bz] = F € (A¢)q(x). Therefore, we have
that A = (Ac)q. O
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We highlight the following part of the proof B34 because it implies that it is
enough to prove that ¢ is continuous to observe that Y is the final structure with
respect to ¢, that is, it is the quotient structure on Y.

Proposition 3.3.5. Let Y be a connected locally path-connected limit space, let Z
be a limit space. If f : P(Y,yo) — Z is continuous and there exists f' such that
flo=7F, then [’ is continuous.

Proof. Let 7 — x in X. By the result above, there exists a filler H — ~ such
that y(1) = « and ¢(H) = F. Since f is continuous, then f(H) — f(v), what is
equivalent to f'p(H) = f'(F) = f(x) = f'o(7). O

Theorem 3.3.6 (Lifting theorem; [I8], 2.4.5). Let p : (X, &) — (X,z0) be a
fibration with unique path lifting. Let'Y be a connected locally path-connected space.
A necessary. and sufficient condition that a map [ : (Y,yo) = (X, zo) have a lifting
(Y, y0) = (X, Zo) is that in (X, xo)

Jam(Y,90) C p#ﬂ—(Xv To).

Proof. If £ : (Y,yo) — (X, &) is a lifting of f, then f = pf’ and fum(Y,y0) =
pufum(Y,y0) C p#ﬂ'(f(, Zo), which shows that the condition is necessary.

We now prove that the condition is sufficient. If follows from [Lemma 3.3.3] and
that if wg is the constant path at g, the composite

(P(Y,90), wo) ——= (¥, o) — (X, z0)

can be lifted to a map f : (P(Y,yo),wo) — (X,Z). We show that if J#m (Y y0) C
pu7(X, o) and if w,w’ € P(Y,yo) are such that ¢(w) = p(w’), then f(w) = f(w').
Let @ and @’ be that path in P(Y,yg) from wy to w and w’, respectively, defined by
W(t) (') = w(tt') and @ (t)(t') = ' (tt'). Then fw and fw’ are paths in X from

to f(w) and f(w ) respectlvely, such that pf@ = fow = fw and pf@’ = fu'.

Because w * w'~! is a closed path in Y at yy and f#w(Y Yo) C p#(X Zo), there
is a closed path @ in X at o such that (fw)* (fw’)~' ~ p&. Then p(f@) = fw ~
(p2) * (fo') = pl@ * (&), ]

By [Cemma 3.2.11] fo ~ @ * (fw ). In particular, the endpoint of fw, which is
f(w), equals to the endpoint of f@’, which is f(w’).

It follows that there is a functlon I+ (Y,y0) = (X, o) such that f'¢ = f, and

using [Mheorem 3.3.4] we see that f/ is continuous. Because pf'y = pf = fo and ¢
is surjective, pf’ = f. Therefore f’ is a lifting of f. O

4. UNIVERSAL COVERING SPACE

In the last section about limit spaces, we introduce universal covering spaces, its
main homotopy property and its construction for connected locally path-connected
limit spaces with an extra condition.

4.1. Definition and properties. Let X be a connected space. The category of
connected covering spaces of X [18] has objects which are covering mapsp: X — X,
where X is connected, and morphisms which are commutative triangles
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X, 4>X2

NP

Observe that if X is in addition locally path-connected, then X is also locally
path-connected since p is a covering map.

Lemma 4.1.1 ([I8], 2.5.1). In the category of connected covering spaces of a con-
nected locally path-connected space every morphism is itself a covering projection.

Proof. Consider a commutative triangle

X, —>X2

NP

where p; and py are covering projections and X is locally path connected. If we
prove that f is surjective, then f is a covering projection from Since X is
path connected for Let #1 € X; and @ € X» be arbitrary and let @y be a
path in X, from f(Z1) to Zo. Because p; is a fibration, there is a path @& in X,
beginning at Z; such that p;w; = p2@s. By the unique path lifting of ps, fio, = @o.
Therefore

proving that f is surjective. O

Theorem 4.1.2 ([I8], 2.5.2). Let py : X1 — X and py : Xo — X be objects in the
category of connected covering spaces of a connected locally path connected space
X. The following are equivalent:
a) There is a coverzng map f : X1 — X2 such that pof = p;.
b) For every &, € X1 and &9 € Xy such that p1(Z1) = p2(Z2), pl#w(f(l,il)
is conjugate in (X, p1(71)) to a subgroup of paym(Xa, ¥2).
¢) There exist T1 € X1 and s € Xo such that py (Z1) = p2(Z2), pl#w()zl,il)
is conjugate in w(X,p1(Z1)) to a subgroup Ofpg#ﬂ'(Xg,LZ'g).

Proof. a) = b) Given f : X1 — X, such that pof = p1, if #1 € X; and @ € X, are
such that p;(Z2) = p2(ZT2) then p1ym(X1,2:) = pz#f#W(thn) C pap7(X2, T2).

Because f(Z1) and Zo lie in the same fiber of py : Xy — X, it follow from
Mheorem 3.2.14]that paym(Xa, f(#1)) and payn(Xa, 72) are conjugate in 7T(X1,p1(:1:1))

b) = c¢) The condition is fulfilled by every pair Z; € X1 and I, € Xg, in
particular there exists one pair which fulfill the condition.

c) = a) Assume that Z; € X, and Z» € X, are such that p; (:101) = pa(Z2) and
pl#w(Xl,:vl) is conjugate in 7(X,p1(Z1) to a subgroup of pg#ﬂ'(Xz,J]g)

By [Theorem 3.2.14) there is a point &, € Xy such that &, € p, (&) and such
that pl#ﬂ'(Xl, Z1) C pz#w(Xg, T5).

Because X is a connected locally path connected space, the [TTheorem 3.3.6 im-
plies the existence of a map f : (X1,%1) — (Xa, Z2) such that pof = p1. O
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Corollary 4.1.3 ([I8], 2.5.3). Two objects in the category of connected covering
spaces of a connected locally path connected space X are equivalent if and only if
their fundamental groups map to conjugate subgroups of the fundamental group of
X.

Proof. Let py : X1 — X and ps : X2 — X be objects in the category of connected
covering spaces of a connected locally path connected space X

For the first side, let’s assume they are equivalent. Then there exist f : X1 = X,
isomorphism such that p; = fps. By there exists #; € X and &y €
Xy such that pi(Z1) = p2(Z2) = p2f(Z1), p1gm(X1, Z1) is conjugate in 7(X, p1(21))
to a subgroup of poym(Xy, ia).

On the other hand, we satisfies b) in [Theorem 4.1.2] then there exists f : X; —
X, such that pof = p1. Moreover, f and Id g, satisfies the same, so there exists
g such that Idg = fg. However, g and Id; also satisfies b), then there exists h
such that Id; = gh. Thus h = f, and the objects are equivalent. ([

Definition 4.1.4 ([I8]). A wuniversal covering space of a connected space X is an
object of the category of connected covering spaces of X such that for any object
p' : X! — X of this category there is a morphism

X4>X’

N A

Corollary 4.1.5 ([18], 2.5.6). Two universal covering spaces of a connected locally
path connected space are equivalent.

in the category.

Proof. Let py : X1 — X and p- : X5 — X universal covering spaces, then there
exists f : X1 — X2 and g : X2 — X1 such that p; = p2 f and ps = p1g by definition.

For 1.2 their fundamental groups map to conjugate subgroups of the funda-
mental group of X. Thus, both objects are equivalents in the category of connected
covering spaces of X since O

Definition 4.1.6. Let X be a path connected limit space. We say that X is simply
connected if m(X) = 0.

Corollary 4.1.7 ([18], 2.5.7). A simply connected space of a connected locally path
connected space X is a universal cover space of X .

Proof. Tt follows from pl#w(ffl, Z1) = 0. O

4.2. Construction. Finally we provide the definition of the universal covering
space for a limit space. We need a last condition for this construction: there exists
a local covering system where the loops of its elements are contractible within all
of the space.

Definition 4.2.1. Let X be a limit space. X is said to be semi-locally simply
connected if there exists a local covering system U such that for every U € U each
continuous function « : I — U such that v(0) = (1) is contractible to the constant
path at v(0) within X.
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Example 4.2.1.1.

(1) Every semi-locally simply connected topological space is semi-locally simply
connected limit space.

(2) X = S! from is semi-locally simply connected. Provide the r > 0,
the local covering system {E, | z € X} where £, = {y € X | d(y,z) < §}
and every loop within F, is contractible within X.

For the rest of the section, we assume that X is a connected locally path con-
nected semi-locally simply connected limit space. The construction of the universal
covering space is given through the following space:

Definition 4.2.2. Let X be a limit space and zg € X. We define C := {[y] : v €
P(X,x0)}, where v’ € [y] if and only if /(1) = (1) and v ~ +/, with quotient limit
structure given by v — [v].

Lemma 4.2.3. X is the quotient space of C by the map @ such that g[y] = v(1).

Proof. Let’s call ¢ : P(X,xz9) — C is the quotient map. Observe that ¢ is well-
defined by definition, that is, all of the elements in the equivalence relation have
the same end-point.

Since v — [7] is quotient, we obtain that @ is continuous because ¢ = @q and ¢
is continuous, 3.3.41

Let F — x under A\, what is the limit structure of X. Without loss of generality,
FNz] = F and for every A € F there exists A’ € F path-connected such that
A’ C A. There exists v € P(X, xg) such that v(1) = x because X is path-connected.
Since X is locally path connected and semi-locally simply connected, then there
exists a local covering base at © B C F such that [B]x = F, and B € B is path
connected and every closed path in B is contractible within X.

Let’s define B* := {7 : 37',7/(0) = z,7" € B,7'(0,1] C B,7 = vy x 7'} for every
B € B and B* := {B* : B € B}. By Mheorem 3.3.4, [B*]p(x,z,) — 7 *€2- Then the

quotient under homotopy, denoted by B[ > converges to [v] and their image under
@ converges to y(1). Hence, @ is a quotient map. O

Once again, we have the following proposition as a corolary of the last lemma.
The proof is completely analogous to [3.3.9]

Proposition 4.2.4. Let X be a connected locally path-connected semi-locally simply
connected space, let Z be a limit space and ¢ : C — X such that T — 7(1). If
f:C — Z is continuous and there exists f' such that f'@ = f, then f’ is continuous.

Lemma 4.2.5. Let x € X, then ¢~ () is discrete under subspace limit structure.

Proof. By definition, g~1(z) :== {r € C: 7(1) = z}. Let F — [7] in ¢ (=), and
then [Fl¢ — [r] in C. Since X is locally path connected and semi-locally simply
connected, then there exists G in X such that [F]¢ = G* (this argument is the same
to the one in the proof of [Theorem 5.2.3)) and a subset A C X containing 2 and
with every loop (closed path) contained there contractible. Thus, if we observe only
the closed path in G* all of them are homotopy to one element, say 7, and the filter
is the filter generated just by 7. ([

Lemma 4.2.6. ¢ is locally trivial map.
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Proof. Since X is semi-locally simply connected space, there exists a local covering
U such that for every U € U every closed path at U is contractible in X.

Let € X and, without loss of generality, let 7 — x such that F = F N [z] and
for every A € F there exists A’ € F path-connected such that A’ C A. Then there
exists U(z, F) € U NF and B(x,F) € F such that B(z,F) C U(z, F). Note that
B(x, F) inherits that every cycle in B is contractible in X. By simplicity, we write
B(x,F) as B, having in mind that B depends on = and F.

We define Bl :={[r] € C [ 37" : [0,1] = X,7'(0) = 2,7'(0,1] C B, 7 =y 7'}
for every [y] € p~1(x). We claim that ¢~}(B) = Usyeg—1(2)Bly-

a(0) = z, a(l) = 7(1) and «(0,1] C B. Observe that 7 * o~ € ¢~ !(z) and
E-*a*l]'

D) 7 € Uyep-1() Bfy- There exist v € ¢ (z) such that 7 € B, and o
[0,1] — X such that 7 = y*a and «(0,1] C B. Thus 7(1) € B, getting 7 € ¢~ (B).

(C) Let 7 € ¢71(B), then 7(1) € B, and we have an « : [0,1] — X such that
T=71%a 'xa Thus T € B
(

We verify that ¢! is homeomorphic to B x ¢~ !(B) observing that this union is
disjoint: Let 7,7’ € ¢~*(x) such that Bf N B, # &; let 7 be an element in that
intersection. Then there exists a, 8 : [0,1] — X such that 7 = y*x o = v x 8 and
«(0,1],5(0,1] € B. We obtain that o x 57! is a closed path, then is contractible,
then [y/] = [y*ax* 7Y = [v].

Next phase is to show that B is homeomorphic to B[*'v] via ¢|B[*,”. Observe that
¢|B[*ﬂ is continuous because @ also is continuous. It remains to show that it has a
continuous inverse.

Let y € B, then there exists « : [0,1] — X such that «(0) = z, a(1) = y and
a(0,1] € B. Thus v+ € Bfj and v x (1) = y. Thus, ¢| B[, is surjective.

Let 7,7 € B[, such that 7(1) = 7/(1), then there exits a, 3 : [0,1] — X such

that 7 = y*a, 7/ = v+ and «(0, 1], 3(0,1] C B. a*3~! is a closed path in B, thus
contractible within X. Therefore 7 = 7/. We conclude that @|Bfﬁy] is one-to-one.

It only left to prove that (ng|B[*ﬂ)71 is continuous. Let G — y € B such that
G = GNJy]. Since B is path connected and B € B,, there exists « : [0,1] — X such
that «(0) = z, a(1) = y and «(0,1] C B.

Since G — y in B, then [G]x — y in X and there exists G’ — y in X such that
G’ C |G]x and there exists a local covering system at y © in X such that every
element in © is connected and [D]x = G'.

For every D € @, we define D, = {[rf] e C| I :[0,1] —» X,7(0) =
y,7(0,1] € D,7 = y*ax7'}. Observe that [y o] € Df ., N B}, Hence

[y*a ik
(Do | D €Dle C[DF,, N B | D eDle = [y+alinC. Thus DI, NBE, [ D e

”D]B[*ﬂ — [y*a] in Bf,.

We claim that [D*, ,NB?%, | D € CD]B[*ﬂ C (¢|B;)~H(G), and thus (¢|Bfﬁy])_1(g) —

e ] ]
[y*a]. Let D" € [D},,NBf, | D€ CD]B[*W then there exists D € © such that
Dt Bty C D'. Then D € [G]x and DNB € G. Since (¢|BE,))(D*NB*) = DNB,
then (¢|BE;])*1(D NB)CD',and D' € (¢|Bﬁ])*1(g). O

Lemma 4.2.7. C is path connected and simply connected.
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Proof. Let g9 be the constant path in xg, and let v € P(X, x¢). For every u € [0, 1],
we define the path 7, : I — X such that v, (¢) = y(ut). We also define 7 : [0,1] — C
where §(t) = [y¢]. If 4 is continuous, then it is a path between gy and [v].

Let t € [0,1] and Ty := [(t — £,t + 1) | n € N];. Since 7 is continuous, then
G = y(T}) — y(t). We claim that (7;) = [y(t — L, + %)F%] | n € Nlg. It
suffices to prove that there exists N € N such that for every n > N satisfies
At =gt + ) =t — 5t + 25,

Let 7. : [0,1] — X such that 7.(s) = y(se + t) for each ¢ € [—t,1 —t]. Note
that [y; * 7] = [yi+e]. By hypothesis, X is locally path connected and semi-locally
simply connected. Then there exists U € G path connected whose closed paths
are contractible to one point in X; consequently, there exists N &€ N such that
~y(t — %, t+ %) C U has the same properties. N is our candidacy. Let n > N

C Let 7 € (t — 1,t+ 1), then 7 = [y4.] with =t <& < 1. By construction,
7 = [y 7.] where 7.[0,1] Cy(t — 2,t + ). Thus 7 € y(t — L, ¢+ %)F%].
O LetTey(t—2,t+ %)[*%], then there exists o : [0,1] — X such that 7 = vy, *x «
and a[0,1] C y(t — 2,¢t + 2). Define € := «(1). Since (¢t — 2,¢ + 1) satisfies
that every closed path within it is contractible in X, then a * 72! ~ gy. Thus

7=y xa*x7 1 *x 7] = [y4e) in C.

Thus 7 is continuous. Therefore C is path connected.

The next phase is to show that C is simply connected. Let &4 be a closed path at
[e0] in C. Observe that v := @7 is a closed path at 2o in X. For every u € I, we
define 7, : I — X such 7, (t) = y(ut).

The heart of the proof is to show that J(t) = [y:]. Since 7 is continuous, [J(t —
L t+ L)]¢ convergences to 4(t). Then there exists F — 5(t)(1) in X such that

O .
[7 (t _ E’t—i— ;> |ne NL = [ny(t)]Belgwt)”f'

Also by continuity, G == [y(t — 2,t + 1) | n € N]x — ~v(¢). Since X is semi-
locally simply connected and locally path-connected, there exists B; € B ) NF NG
connected such that the closed path in B; are contractible within X.

By the equality between the filters above, there exists N; € N such that (¢t —
aol+ ) C (Bt)3 1)~ Thus, for every e € (7> ) there exists af path in X such
that ! (0,1] C B; and ¥(t + €) = ¥(t) * [al].

On the other hand, (¢t — N%,t—k N%) = oy(t — N%,IH— N%) C B;. Observe that
Ureoa](t = 5>t + 77) = [0,1], then there exist 0 = to < t1 <ty < ... <t =1
such that U¥_,(t; — N%wti + ﬁ) = [0, 1] by (topological) compactness. Lastly we
observe that: ' '

e For tg, 7.[0,1] C By for ¢ < L, then () * [y-!] = [g0]. Thus 7(¢) =

Np?
3(e) * [7;1 *Ye] = [Vel-

e Without loss of generality, suppose that [0, 1+ Nio) Nn(1- NL, 1+ Nl ) # 0.
t1 tq

Let y be an element in that intersection. We obtain that
e+ 7] = (1) = 3(y) = 3(t) * [y, ]

where T;Ltl is path in X such that T;Ltl(s) = v(s(y — t1) + t1). Thus

[v¢,] = 7(t1) and satisfies the same for each element in (¢; — N%l’ t1+ ]Vltl ).
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e Repeating that process along [0,1], we obtain that ¥(¢) = ~ for every

t € [0,1].
Since J(t) = [y], we observe that ¢g = (0) = J(1) = [n1] = [7] € C. We
also showed that every closed path in C is characterized by his image by ¢, thus
m(C,e0) = m(X, o) is one-to-one. Therefore, 7 ~ 0. O

Theorem 4.2.8. C is the universal cover of X.

Proof. [Lemma. 4.2.6] implies that ¢ : C — X is a cover map. [Lemma 4.2.7 tells us
C is a universal cover of X. O

5. PSEUDOTOPOLOGICAL MODIFICATION

Pseudotopological spaces are important because they include graphs, digraphs
and scaled metric space, that is, include pretopological spaces. Particularly, pseu-
dotopological spaces are the cartesian closed hull of pretopological spaces ([4], page
58), what means that they are the smallest cartesian closed category which contains
pretopological spaces.

This last section describes the changes we may do to obtain the universal covering
space. Despite the fact that most of the definitions are categorical and hence
they work for every categorical construct, we use two particular definitions which
depends on limit spaces: quotients ([Z22.7)) and continuous limit structure (Z2.8]).

To develop our objective, we describe an equivalence of quotient in pseudotopo-
logical spaces and enunciate results which tell us when a continuous limit structure
is a pseudotopological Space. Then we apply that property to prove the last theo-
rems in [Section 4] for our space of interest.

5.1. Basic notions on pseudotopological Spaces.

Definition 5.1.1. A pseudotopological Space (or Choquet space) if F — z in X
whenever every ultrafilter G finer than F converges to x in X.

There exists a left functor from the pseudotopological spaces (PsTop) to the
limit spaces (Lim) called the pseudotopological modifical £ : PsTop — Lim (its
right functor is the inclusion tpgrop : Lim — PsTop). A direct consequence of
these facts is:

Corollary 5.1.2 ([4], 1.3.27). Let (X;)icr be a family of pseudotopological limit
spaces and let X be a limit space which carries the initial limit structure with respect
to (fi : X = X;)ier- Then X is pseudotopological.

In particular subspaces and product of pseudotopological limit spaces are them-
selves pseudotopological spaces.

Since I is a pseudotopological space, homotopy is well-defined in pseudotopolog-
ical spaces. Also for the continuous limit structure, we have a result which help us
in pseudotopological.

Theorem 5.1.3 ([4], 1.5.5). Let X andY be non-empty convergence spaces. Then
C(X,Y) with the continuous limit structure is a pseudotopological space if and only
if Y is a pseudotopological space

Hence, P(X,x9) :={y € C(I,X) : v(0) = o} for a fixded xy € X as subspace
of C(I,X) is a pseudotopological space if X is a pseudotopological space. Thus we
only have to modify the category where we made the quotient in the universal cover,
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observing that in general we do not have that the quotient of any pseudotopolog-
ical spaces is so (see [Example 5.1.5.1). To do that, we remember the definition
of quotient through final structures for any topological construct and observe an
equivalence in pseudotopological spaces.

Definition 5.1.4. Let D be a topological construct, X be an object in D, Y be a
set and f : X — Y be a surjective function in D. Then f is a quotient map if and
only if Y has the final structure with respect to f, that is, for any object Z in D a
map ¢ : Y — Z is a morphism in D if and only if the composite map gof: X — Z
is a morphism in D.

Theorem 5.1.5. Let X be a pseudotopological Space and Y be a set. f: X =Y
is a quotient map if and only if F — y if for every ultrafilter G O F there exists
z € f~Hy) and H — x such that f(H) C G.

Proof. We start observing that f : X — Y is continuous with that structure on Y
Consider F — x in X, then tautologically ¢(F) C G for every ultrafilter of ¢(F)
and then ¢(F) — q(z).

Let ¢ : Y — Z be a function. Observe that if g is continuous, then gf is
continuous by composition of continuous maps. On the other hand, suppose that
gf is continuous and F — y in Y. Then, for every ultrafilter G of F there exists
a filter G — x such that f(x) =y and f(G) C G. We define H as the intersection
of all of the ultrafilter of every G; H — = because X is a pseudotopological space.
We now have that gf(H) — gf(z) = g(y).

We claim that f(H) C F. Suppose that A € f(H), then there exists B € H
such that f(B) C A, which implies that B € G for every ultrafilter G of F and
satisfies that f(B) C A. Then f(B) € G for every ultrafilter G of F and satisfies
that f(B) C A. Concluding that f(B) and A are in F. Concluding that g(F) —

9(y). O

Example 5.1.5.1. The limit quotient of a pseudotopological spaces is not neces-
sary pseudotopological. Consider I with its topological metric structure and define
for x € T and all of the ultrafilters F — x the pseudotopological (actually pretopo-
logical) structure on I, which we denote as I, r such that the only convergent filter
in y # z is [y] and the only convergent filters in z are [z], F and [z] N F.

Even when the disjoint union is a final structure, the disjoint union of pseudo-
topological spaces is pseudotopological. And we define the function (as set)

L |_| I, 7 — I such that u(t, (z, F) =t.
z,F
Observe that F — x in the limit quotient of ¢ if and only if F is finer than the
intersection of a finite amount of ultrafilters, and thus it is cleat that topological
neighborhood filter of  does not converge to x.

This construction in any pseudotopological space X is special. It is called the
ultrafilter modification of X and provides a right adjoint of the Pseudotopological
([4], page 58) modification and also provides an example of non-topological compact
space ([4], example 1.4.5).

5.2. Covering Spaces on pseudotopological Spaces.

Proposition 5.2.1. Let X be locally path-connected. ¢ : P(X,x9) — X such that
v+ (1) is surjective and continuous.
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Proof. Since X is locally path-connected, there exists v, € P(X, o) such that ~,(1)
for every x € X, hence ¢ is surjective. Let H — f in P(X,z0). By continuous
limit structure definition, wr x(H x [1]) — f(1). Then ¢(H) — f(1). Thus ¢ is
continuous. (]

For and B.2.7] ¢ is a quotient map. Hence we have the lifting theorem
for pseudotopological spaces and if we define C := {[7] | v € P(X, z0)}, where
v € [7] if and only if 4'(1) = (1) and v ~ v/, with quotient pseudotopological
structure given by ¢ : P(X,z9) — C such that v — [y] and we define ¢ : C — X
such that v — (1), then @ is continuous and quotient.

To prove the properties of ¢ and C only depends on local connectedness, semi
local simply connectednees and @ being a quotient. Thus ¢ is covering map and C
is simply connected and path-connected. Hence ¢ is a universal cover map.

We conclude this section observing that the limit construction of C for a pseudo-
topological space X is actually a pseudotopological space. This remark essentially
comes from the following result, which tells us that the convergent filters for a path
~ are very similar in terms of their homotopy.

Lemma 5.2.2. Let X be a connected, locally path connected, semi-locally simply
connected pseudotopological space, v € P(X,xo) and F — ~. Then there exists a
filter F' — ~ such that there exist elements B € F and B’ € F' such that

(1) For every T € B, there exists ' € B’ such that [7] = [7'].
(2) Every element in B’ is of the form v x c.

Proof. Since F — -, by definition we obtain that wy x(U x F) — v(t) in X
for every t € I. We know that X locally path-connected and semi-locally path
connected, then there exists A; € wr,x (U x F) such that it is path-connected and
every loop inside A; is contractible in X. We also obtain the existence of &, > 0
and C; € F such that wLX((t — &, b+ Et) X Ct) C Ay

Since I is compact, and we can always assume that v € C;, we can find a finite
amount of real numbers 0 =ty < t; < ... < t, = 1 such that

U Cy D y(I)
{to,t1, - otn}
We call C' the intersection of C%,, observing that it is still in F. Consider 7 € C,
then there exists « : I — A such that a(0) = v(1) and a(1) = 7(1) for A; being
path-connected. Since every loop in Ay, is contractible in X, we have that 7 ~ yx*a.
We make this construction for every 7 € C, then we obtain this for every element
for every set in the collection CNF. For every D € CNF, then we define D as the

construction above and then we obtain the filter 7' := [D | D € C' N F]. Observe
that C and C satisfies the conditions by construction. O

Theorem 5.2.3. Let X be a connected, locally path connected, semi-locally simply
connected pseudotopological space and v € P(X,xzg). Then F' — [v] if and only if
there exist F — v such that qF C F'.

Proof.

(<) This follows directly from ¢ continuous.

(=) Let F' — [], then there exist a finite amount of F; — ~; such that [y;] = [7]
and F' D q(F1)N...Ng(F,). For every F; — ; there exists G; — ~; which elements
only depends on v;, and B; € F; and B, € G, as [Lemma 5.2.21 Then we might
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define Gi, replacing 7; by 7, which converges to 7. Thus GiN...NG, — 7 and
q(G1N...NG,) =q(F)N...Nqg(F,) C F'. O

Corollary 5.2.4. Let X be a connected, locally path connected, semi-locally sim-
ply connected pseudotopological space. If P(X,xo) is pseudotopological, then C is
pseudotopological. Concluding that the pseudotopological modification of C is equal
to the universal covering space through the pseudotopological quotient.

Proof. Let F such that all of its ultrafilters converge to [y]. Then for every ultrafilter
G of F, there exists g — 7 such that qg C G. Define H as the intersection of every
all of the ultrafilters of all of G. Given that P(X, ) is a pseudotopological space,
then H — ~. Therefore, ¢H — [7] and F D qH. O

In the same sense of pseudotopological spaces, there exists pretopological (PsTop)
and topological (Top) modifications from limit spaces to these categories: pi and
7, respectively. Both functors are also left adjoints (and the inclusions are left ad-
joints of them). These facts do not tell us anything about the space of continuous
functions, but assure that the limit initial structure with respect a (pre)topological
is (pre)topological so.

Corollary 5.2.5. Let X be a connected, locally path connected, semi-locally simply
connected pretopological space. If C(I,X) is pretopological, then C is pretopological.

Proof. For every filter 7' — [y] in C there exists a filter F — v such that ¢F C F'.
Since P(X, zg) is pretopological, then the neighborhood filter

Uy, = ﬂ F =y
F—y
Thus we have that

qU)=q| OV F|ceF= [ F =t —DhHl
F—y F—y F'—[v]

with U the neighborhood filter of [v]. O

Example 5.2.5.1. C(I, X) is not necessarily pretopological if X is pretopological.
To observe this, consider R with its typical metric space and its closure space given
by a privileged scale r > 0, i.e., for every € R we have the neighborhood filter
Uy =[x —r—e,x+r+¢e)|e>0].
It is routine to observe that the path
_J 0 ifzxel0,1/2)
f(@) '_{ roifze[1/2,1]

We can also observe that the filters [f,,] with f,,(z) = f(z) when & # x and
fuo(x) = f(x0)+r converges to f in the continuous limit structure for every zo € I.
However the filter

ﬂ [fxo] = [fxo | Zo € I] DZ/{f
xo€l

does not converges to f.
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The following proposition tell us that for every topological space X, C(I,X)
is always topological given the good properties of I. This fact, in addition that
every limit subspace of topological spaces is a topological space, gives as a corollary
(EZ70) that this constructions is actually an extension of the cover spaces in Top
and not just an imitation of the techniques.

Proposition 5.2.6. Let X be a topological space then the continuous limit structure
in C(I,X) is continuous, in particular it has the compact-open topological structure.

Corollary 5.2.7. Let X be a connected, locally path connected, semi-locally simply
connected topological space. Then C is pretopological. Concluding that the pre-
topological modification of C is equal to the universal covering space through the
pseudotopological quotient.

Proof. Given [Proposition 5.2.6] we know that P(Xy, ) is pretopological and then
C is so. Thus it is enough to show that for every U in the neighborhood filter
Uy of [7], there exists V' € U, such that for every [r] € V the set U is in the
neighborhood filter of [7]. By construction, observe thatwe can find a U’ in U, such
that ¢(U’) = U and, since X is topological, there exists V' in U, such that every
7 € V' satisfies that U’ € U,. Therefore q(V') € Up,) and every [7] € q(V') satisfies
that U € U[T]. ([l
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