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Finite approximations of countable metric and
ultrametric compacta

Diego Mondéjar

Abstract

Adapting a homotopy reconstruction theorem for general metric compacta, we show that
every countable metric or ultrametric compact space can be topologically reconstructed as the

inverse limit of a sequence of finite Ty spaces which are finer approximations of the space.

1 Introduction

The realization or approximation of compact metric spaces (and more general topological spaces)
using inverse limits is a recurrent and significant theme in topology. For example, it is very useful
for the handling of some attractors in dynamical systems, as solenoid spaces. See the beautiful
surveys [12, 23] There are results back from Alexandroff [1] in this direction and, since then, a lot
of results have been achieved. One of the fields where this problem is addressed is shape theory:
roughly, the idea is to define spaces as inverse limits of inverse systems of simpler ones, so we can
define maps between the spaces as maps between the systems for an easier treatment. For spaces
with a "good” behaviour (ANRs), this is nothing but the homotopy type. But, for spaces with bad
local properties, this enlarge the set of morphisms so we can still detect interesting topological
properties, called shape properties. Shape theory was initiated by Borsuk [/] and subsequently
developed by many authors. For a comprehensive treatment, we recommend the book [15] by
Mardesi¢ and Segal.

Our approach is closely related with shape theory. We use inverse sequences of finite topolog-
ical spaces. The idea of computing topological properties from finite approximations of the space
comes from Robins [22], where she introduced the concept of persistence of Betti numbers using

inverse systems of finite approximations of the space in study and propose shape theory as a tool
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to perform this computation. In the last years, there has been an increasing interest in the use
of finite topological spaces, related with the development of Computational and Applied Topology
(8, 11]. A lot of work in finite topological spaces has been done, and its interest is still growing
(see, for instance, [17, 16, 5]). There are recent reconstructions of topological properties of spaces
by inverse systems or sequences of finite topological spaces. For instance, in [10] it is shown that
every compact polyhedron has the same homotopy type that an inverse limit of finite 7y spaces
containing a homeomorphic copy of the polyhedron. This result is generalized later in [18] for
compact metric spaces and in [0] for locally compact, paracompact Hausdorff spaces. In [14, 13],
every compact Hausdorff space is reconstructed as the Hausdorff reflection of an inverse limit of
finite Ty spaces.

This paper is a continuation of the works [18] and [19], in which it is shown that for the general
class of metric compacta, we can recover the homotopy type and the shape type as inverse limits of
the finite approximations and of some polyhedra associated with them, respectively. The aim of this
paper s to show that compact metric spaces which are countable or ultrametric can be completely
reconstructed as inverse limits of finite 7y spaces, which are approximations of the space considered.
The importance of these reconstructions if that they are explicitly calculated and can be described
and programmed for concrete examples, making them usable for practical computational goals as
in [18] and [9].

The article is structured in the following way. First, in the next section, we briefly retake the
construction used in [18] and [19], also using a detailed example for a simple space, the unit interval.
Then, in Section 3, we consider some refinements of the construction to enhance its reconstruction
capabilities. This machinery is used in Section 4 to prove the main results, namely, that every
countable metric or ultrametric compact space is homeomorphic to an inverse limit of finite Ty

spaces.

2 Finite approximative sequences for compact metric spaces

Here, we review the Main Construction for a compact metric space X introduced in [2] and sharpened
in [18] to obtain an inverse sequence of finite Ty spaces that reconstructs homotopically X. Recall
that finite topological spaces has a minimal base consisting of its minimal neighborhoods, that is,
the intersection of every open set of each point. Finite Ty spaces are in bijective correspondence
with PosETs and that continuous maps between them are just order preserving functions [1/]. For
the sake of completeness, we add here the definition of inverse sequences and limits. An inverse
sequence (Xn, Pt )neN of topological spaces is a countable set of spaces (X},),cy and continuous
maps, called bonding maps, p, i1 @ Xpg1 — X, for n.€ N For every n < m, we will write

Pom - Xm — X, as the composition p,m = Pnni1 © Prsini2 © ... 0 Pu_1m- The inverse limit



X = Lﬂ (Xn, p,mH)neN of an inverse sequence (Xn’p”'”'m)neN is the subset of the product space
[ 1,en Xo D X consisting of the points (x4, x5, .. ., Xp, Xn+1, - - ) satisfying py na1(x0a1) = x, for every
n € N. Note that open subsets in X" are of the form [ ]

different from X, for a finite number of indexes.

neny Un N X, where U, is open in X, only

The Main Construction over X states that there exists a decreasing sequence of real numbers
{en}, ey tending to zero and adjusted to a sequence of discrete subsets {A,},_y of X, that is, for
every n € N, A, is a finite €, approximation of X (for every x € X there is a point of A, closer
than &,) satisfying €,41 < =5, where y, = sup {d(x, A,) : x € X} < &,. The Main Construction
can be performed in every compact metric space X (Theorem 3 in [18]). Now, we can define the
spaces

Use,(An) = {C € 2 : diam(C) < 2¢,},

where 27 for a topological space Z denotes the hyperspace of non-empty closed sets of Z with
the upper semifinite topology (see [3, 4]) given by the base {B(U)}, for every U open set in X and
being B(U) the set of elements C of 24 that are contained in U. It turns out that this topology,
when Z is a discrete set, which is the case, is just a finite Ty space, that is, a POSET, given by the
relation C < D < C C D. Hence, our spaces U, (A,) are finite Ty spaces with its topology
given by this relation and hence the minimal neighborhood for a point C € U, (A,) is the set 2¢
Consider the map that connects two consecutive spaces

Pnn+1 - U2£,7+1(A17+1) — UZ&,,(An)
C +— | J{a €A da,0)=dA, )},

ceC

for every n € N. that is, the closest points in the next approximation. A FAs is an inverse sequence
(Uzgn,p,,,nﬁ)neN obtained in this way by the Main Construction. With this term, we will refer
interchangeably to the sequences of numbers and approximations (g,, A,),cn, as well as to the
inverse sequence itself, since the former completely determine the latter. Then, using associated
inverse sequences of polyhedra we can reconstruct the shape type of X [19]. Moreover, its homotopy

type can be obtained as the inverse limit of the sequence, as shown in the following.

Theorem 1 (Theorem 4 of [18]). Let X be a compact metric space. The inverse limit of every FAS

X = [L(_m (UZg,,(An)r Pn,n+1)

neN
contains a subspace X* C X homeomorphic to X which is a strong deformation retract of X.

We briefly review the proof of this theorem, for the sake of a better understanding of what
follows.



Scketch of the proof. The proof of the theorem is to construct natural maps from the inverse limit
to the original space and backquard and then check that the compositions are homotopic to the
identity.

Every element of the inverse limit is of the following form

Cn 5 An
(Co)yony &= & U, vn e N.
,Dn,n+1(Cn+1) = Cn

It is shown in Proposition 3 of [ 18] that (G,),cy is @ sequence of points in the Hausdorff hyperspace

2% converging —in the Hausdorff metric— to a singleton {x} € 2. See Figure 1. Thus, it is natural

Figure 1: An element (C,),on of the inverse limit X. Left: the sequence of
points (C,),cn of the inverse limit X. Right: the convergence of (C,),oy to a
singleton {x} € 2}, that is, to a point x € X of the original space.

to define a map from the inverse limit to the space as

p: X — X

(Cn)neN — x, with {X} = uHm(Cn)neN'

For every x € X and n € N, we define the following sets: the first is formed by the elements in
the approximation A, at distance smaller than g, from x and the second is the subset consisting of

the intersection of all the images by the maps p, 41 of this sets for every larger n:

X7 A Bl e and X, = () polX?

n<m

In this way, we consider all the candidates to be in the inverse limits and then select the ones
that really make it true. This is the key idea of the proof. See Figure 2. Then, we have that the

sequence formed by the latter is an element of the inverse limit (X}) .y € X. Also, it is shown



Figure 2: Connection of two consecutive stages. From the possible seven can-
didates of points in X" being in X7, only four are reached as images of p, »41.

that this elements are, in fact, the union of all the terms converging to the same x,

x= U a

‘P({Cn}neN):X

which allow us to define the backqguard map as

p: X — X

X (X:)nEN

This way, it is shown that ¢ is surjective and ¢ is injective. Indeed, the subset X* := ¢(X) C X
is Hausdorff, and hence ¢ : X — X* is a homeomorphism. The two defined maps are homotopical
inverses: @ - X > X=1xand ¢ ¢ : X > X = 1y, with H: X x[0,1] —» X given by

(Co)yers i teo,1),

PE e 0= { ¢ @l(Colocr) 1 £=1.

v

A simple example is very instructive for understanding the construction of these maps and their

posterior adaptation to countable and ultrametric cases.

Example 1. We recall the example of the unit interval in [18]. There, a Fas for | = [0,1] is
constructed, by taking subdivisions of the interval of size some powers of % Let us consider, €1 = 2



and Ay = {0}, we have y; = 1. For n > 2, consider

1 k
= 355 and A, = {3%_3 k=01, 32"3} .

The first two steps are depicted in Figure 3. Now we observe the elements of the inverse limit.

€n

1 2
0 3 3 1
@& —————————————————————— @
1 1 1314 2
033 3 333 3 1

00000000 0000000000000 000000

Figure 3: First two steps of the reconstruction of the unit interval. Note that
every step is a refinement of the previous one.

Note that, in this example, A, is a subset of A, for all n € N. The image of a point x € / by the
map ¢ can be of three types. The first, x = 32% is a point that is in the €, approximations A, for

every n > no, then
no

o) = [ 10}, ponlfxh). - Oxh {x}

For instance, 0 € A, for all n € N and we have ¢(0) = (0,0, ...). For points that are not in any of
the approximations, we have a different structure. If a point is not special for these approximations,
meaning it is not exactly in the middle of a pair of points, as % then its image under ¢ is just the

corresponding sequence of its expansion in base three,

¢(%) _ ({0},{%} ..... {%})

for some m € N making i as close as possible to % On the contrary, % & A, forany n € N,

and it is exactly in the middle of two points of the approximations for every n > 1, so we have
,I ,I 2 14 1 32/77371 32n73+1
o(1) = 1oy {2 2t {22} L |
2 3'3 3333 323 ' 3203
This is the maximal element of X' converging to % But, two more elements do, namely
1 14 -
{O}{§]"[§]’ ----- ‘[3%3 ,...| and
21 [15 SRS
oz (2] ]
3 33 3203

G =

G =




So, there are three elements converging to % thus making the map ¢ not injective.

This failure in the injectivity of ¢ is what causes that the inverse limit is homotopic but not
homeomorphic to the original space. In general, the approximation of the Fas is at homotopical level.
The inverse limit X contains a homeomorphic copy ¢(X) = X* of X to which it strong deformation
retract. But we can remake or tansform these approximations in order to make them more suitable
for concrete topological spaces.

3 Refining the Main Construction

In this section, we consider some refinements in the construction of our FAs for compact metric
spaces. Some of them will be used later to achieve complete reconstructions for countable spaces.
Ultrametric spaces do not need these refinements to be completely reconstructed.

Let us generalize what we saw in Example 1: the map ¢ is injective for every point that is in

all approximations since some stage of the construction.

Lemma 1. Let X be a compact metric space and suppose we perform the Main Construction obtaining
a FAS {&,, Antnen. If x € X satisfies that there exists an ny € N, with x € A, for every n > ny,
then X* = {x} for every n > ng and hence the cardinality of ¢~ '(x) is one, being ¢~'(x) = X*.

Proof. Let us suppose we obtain the sequences {&,, A,, ¥» }sen performing the Main Construction
over X. We are going to prove that, if x € X belongs to A, for every n > ny, then

no

d
XE= 1 prn(Dxd) o pogng(EX3), Ixd )

So, if this is true, there are no more points C € & satisfying ¢(C) = x, apart from X* (because of
the maximality of X*). Let us prove it. For n > ng, we have that x € X, = B(x, €,) N A,, and then,
x € X! for every n = ny, because p, ,({x}) = {x} for every ng < n < m. So X* has the form

X* = (p1,ﬂo(X:o) """ p”o*"r”O(X:O)’ X:O’ X*

ot )

Now we prove that X = {x} for every n > ng. Consider yo € X, different from x. Then,

no
y € X, if and only if there exists, for every i € N, y; € A, 1, such that y € pygiingrivi(yir1) and
y; € X,,+i for every i € N. We are going to see that, if there is a chain of points satisfiying the
first condition, they cannot satisfy the second. So, let us suppose there exists a chain y; € A, 44,
for every i € N such that one belongs to the image of the following. For the sake of simplicity,

let us write d; := d(x, y;) for i € N, (and do = d(x, yo)). For every i € N, y;;1 is closer (or at the



same distance) to y; than to x, so we have

diz1 = d(Yi, Yis1) < Vgti-

Moreover, it is obvious that d; < di 1 +d(yis1, yi), Le, di —dip1 < d(yi1, y;). Combining this with
the previous observation, we get d; — diz1 < Vp,+1. On the other hand, we have that, for every
ieN d; <dir +dyi, yi) < 2diq, 50 dip = g—‘ We supposed yg € X, so €,, — dop > 0. We
claim that, for every i € N,

2ep, — (I 4+ 2)dy
Eng+i — d ° it .
We prove it by induction. The first case is
Eng — Vn Eng — dO d1
€n0+1_d1 < %-Cﬁ <OT—7
< Sno—do _@ _ 28n0—3d0
D 2 2? 2? '

Now, suppose the hypothesis of induction is satisfied, and we check

Eng+i — Vng+i Eng+i — di d[—H

Engrit1 —dip1 < > —dip < > T
2en, — (i + 2)dy do 2&p, — ({4 3)do
Di+2 C D2 - Di+2 :

It is obvious that there exists an i € N such that (i + 3)dy > 2¢,,. For this i, we have that
€n, — di < 0,50 y; & X1, and then, yo & X;. We conclude X = {x} and the same argument
can be applied to show that X = {x}, for every n > ng v

In view of Lemma 1, it is natural to look for FAS making the map ¢ the 'more injective’ possible,
i.e, injective in the largest possible set of points. The first observation we can do is that the points
in the approximations are the better candidates for that. Given a compact metric space X, a FAS

satisfying A, C A,11 for every n € N will be called nested.
Refinement 1 (Existence of nested Fas). Every compact metric space has a nested FAs.

Construction. Let us consider €1 > 0 any real number and Ay any & approximation. Then, consider
€, adjusted to & and for A, take the union A, = A, UA; where A, is a €, approximation of X, then
so is Ay. We can proceed in this way for every n € N. If we have that A, is a €, approximation
of X, consider €,,1 adjusted to them. Then consider A,, as the union A’ ., U A, where A’ is
a €,41 approximation of X and, hence, A, too. In this way, we obtain the desired nested Fas of
X. v



Refinement 2 (Nesting preserves adjustment). For every compact metric space X and a FAS
(€n, An)pen, there exists a nested FAs (&,, %,),ony With A, C 7, for every n € N and |, . %, =

UnEN A”'

Construction. Consider, for every n € N, the €, approximation <7, = |J;_, A.. Adding more points
to the approximation A, does not change the fact that it is an €, approximation (it might be a &/,
approximation with €/ < g,, but we are not interested in this). The sequence is still adjusted (with
the same sequence of g,), since for these approximations, the sequence of y, change to y, with
v, <y, for all n € N, and hence

€n—Vn _ €0~ V¥n

En+1 < > < >

v

So, we can work always with nested FAs. The importance of nested Fas lies in the fact that

they provide better injectivity for the map ¢.

Proposition 1. Let X be a compact metric space with a nested FAsS (€,, A,),cn- Then ¢ is injective

<p‘1(UAn).

neN

on the set

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 1 v

One important property of compact metric spaces is that they always have a countable dense
subset. Since the reconstruction is by finite spaces and hence the union of all is countable, we
would like to apply Lemma 1 in a dense subset of X to obtain injectivity on it. Actually, the union
of all approximations is a good candidate for that.

Proposition 2. For every Fas (,, An),en 0f @ compact metric space X, the set |,y As is always
dense in X.

Proof. For each open set U C X there exists x € U and € > 0 such that B(x,e) C U. Let us
select ng € N such that B(x, €,,) C B(x, €). Then, for any a € A,, with d(x, a) < &,,, we have that
B(x,e) NA,, + 0. v

For the last refinement, we first show that we can find the approximations using only points of
dense subsets.

Lemma 2. for every dense subset Y C X of a compact metric space, and every € > 0, there exists

a finite e-approximation A C Y.



e-approximation of X. v

Refinement 3 (Approximations in dense subsets). Let X be a compact metric space and Y C X a
dense subset. There is a nested FAs such that | ] A, C Y. Moreover, if Y is countable, there is

A, =Y.

neN

a nested FAs also satisfying |, -y

Construction. The first FAS can be obtained just applying Lemma 2 to every €, and making it nested
with Refinement 2. For the second condition, let us write Y = {y1,y>, ..., Yn, ...} We just have
to be sure that every element of Y is included in A, for some n € N. There are several ways of
doing so, two of which we describe next. First, we can take as finite approximations Ay = {y;} UA],
with A7 C Y an &7 approximation of X and, for every n > 1, A, = {y,} UA,_1 UA with A, C Y
an g, approximation of X. This is possible since Y is dense in X by Lemma 2. A second way of

doing it, and more explicit, could be to choose, for every n € N, the numbers
r(n)=min{i €N:{yy,..., y;} is a €, approximation of X},

it is clear that r(n + 1) > r(n) and then we can write the approximations as A, = {y4, ..., Yrim }

for every n € N and we are done. v

We can state the main result for countable dense subsets: they can be homeomorphically

reconstructed as a subspace of the inverse limits.

Theorem 2. For every countable dense subset of a compact metric space, Y C X, there exists a

FAs of X such that there is a dense subset of X* which is homeomorphic to Y.

Proof. By Refinement 3, it is easy to obtain a Fas {g,, A,},en of X such that A, C A4, for every
neN and [, .yA =Y.

If we restrict the map ¢ : X - X D Y =
1 that

A, to the set ¢~ '(Y), we obtain by Proposition

neN

@ lo1(v): e '(Y)— Y

is injective and hence a homeomorphism. So ¢~ ' is the desired set. We have the inclusions
@ (YY) C X* C X, by Lemma 1. Now, to see that ¢~ '(Y) is dense in X*. Let V be any open set of
X* and C € V any point of it, where C = (G, G, . . ., C,,...). By Lemma 1 in[18] we can choose
an open neighborhood W of the form

CeW=(2x ... x2%x Uy, (Ani) x ...)NX CV,

10



and select any ¢ € G,. Then, there exists an index ng such that ¢* = (..., {c}, {c},...), because
of Lemma 1. So c* € W N '(Y) C VN '(Y), which implies ¢~ 1(Y) = X*. v

Remark 1. The inclusion ¢~ (Y) of last proposition is proper: recall Example 1 where Y =, .y An
with A, = {32,% k=0,1,..., 32”_3} and, while %* is obviously an element of X*, it does not

belong to ¢~ '(Y), since % does not belong to any approximation A,,.
Let us exhibit a Fas of this type for the rationals in the unit interval.

Example 2. Let | = [0, 1] be the unit interval. We want a Fas of / such that the approximations
UnenA, are the rational numbers in the unit interval Q N /. One way of doing this could be using
the approximations consisting of subdivisions of the unit interval using n + 1 points % apart, for
each n € N. But, it turns out that there is no appropriate sequence of €, to make it a FAs. Instead,

we pick the following not nested Fas. Define

A”:{ a k=0,1,..., n2”1]» and g, =
n

n2n71

for every n € N. We have a well defined Fas and it is a simple but satisfying exercise for the

reader to verify it, with y, = 5 = %;—4 for every n € N. This way, we have obviously that
En
/—/H
1 2 z
0 nén=1 n2n=T : } 1
X
0 1
*—0—0 00 00— *—0—0 0 0 0 0 0 °

(,7+1)2(n+1)—1

Figure 4: Two consecutive steps of the reconstruction of the unit interval, A,
and A,.1. Note the irreqularity in the process, the FAs is not nested. Here, we
see X" = {x} but Z" has two points.

UnenAn € QN 1L Actually, we have |,.y A = Q N/, since for any rational number x = ¢ we

have that for every step multiple of the denominator, n = kb with k € N,

a
b

a B a nZn—1 B a(kb)Zn—1 B aan—1b2n—2 A
E o E . n2n—1 - bn2n—1 o n2n—1 € An.

That is, every rational in / appears in an infinite number of approximations. By Refinement 2, we
can construct a nested Fas {&,, @, }en of X with |, oy @ = U,en A = QN [0 By Theorem 3,
we have that ¢~ '(Q N /) is a homeomorphic copy of Q N/ into X*. Recall from Theorem 4 in [18]

11



that X* is homeomorphic to the original space /, so this FAS is a sort of completion of unit interval
from rational to real numbers.

Taking a deeper look into the original unnested Fas {e,, A, },en in Figure 4, we find that for
every stage n, any point x € A, (hence rational, x = ¢) satisfies X" = {x} and any point z ¢ A,
satisfles X" = {nz% k=], j+ 1} for some j =0,1,... n?" =1 of X s only one point, we have
also X = {x}. Recall that every rational in the unit interval appears in an infinite number of
indices of the Fas, write them as x1, x,, .. .. Hence, we have that X} = {2} for n = x;, x,, .. .. For
the rest of the indices, X is determined by the bonding maps. That is,

o | Qe
—

and hence, because of its maximality, it is the unique element of the inverse limit satisfying ¢(X*) =
x. So, these points satisfy the same conditions than the points of Lemma 1 and hence we also have
that = '(Q N /) is a homeomorphic copy of Q N / into X* with this unnested Fas.

From the previous example, and using the Sierpinski characterization theorem [24] of the ratio-
nals with the subspace topology from the reals as the only countable metric space without isolated

points, we have the rationals has an inverse limit description in terms of finite 7y spaces.

Proposition 3. The rationals Q with the usual topology from R are a subspace of an inverse limit

of an inverse sequence of finite Ty spaces.

Proof. By Sierpinski characterization theorem, @ is homeomorphic to Q N /. By Example 2, we

have the desired description. v

4 Topological reconstruction for countable and ultrametric spaces

Next, we consider countable compact metric spaces, compact metric spaces with a countable number
of points, not to be confused with countably compact metric spaces. For them, we have a complete

topological reconstruction by the inverse limit of a FAs.

Theorem 3. Let X be a countable compact metric space. Then there exists a FAs of X such that

the inverse limit X is homeomorphic to X.

Proof. We can write X = {x1,x,..., Xp, ... }. By Theorem 3 we find a Fas {e,, A, }hen for X

satisfying x, € A, and A, C A, for every n € N. The first condition gives us [, _yA, = X and

neN

12



the second one will make ¢ injective on the set

o UM =0 =2
neN
and then, ¢ : X — X will be a homeomorphism. v

The second kind of compact metric spaces that are completely reconstructible by a Fas are
ultrametric spaces. An ultrametric space X is a metric space with an extra property of the distance.

Instead of satisfying just the triangle inequality, they satisfy the strong triangle inequality, that is:
Vx,y,z€ X, d(x,y) < max{d(x,2),d(y, 2)}.

This inequality gives us some properties that make the ultrametric spaces very special ones. For
example, in ultrametric spaces, every triangle is isosceles, with the non equal side smaller than the
other two. See Chapter 2 of [21] for more properties and detailed proofs about ultrametric spaces.
We shall need the following one: if two balls intersect, one is inside the other.

Proposition 4. For every two points x,y of an ultrametric space X and every € > 0 > 0, if
B(x, €) N By, 0) # @, then B(y, 0) C B(x, €).

We want to show that, for the case of compact ultrametric spaces, there exist some special FAS
whose limit recovers the topological type of the space. The key idea here is that, for those spaces,
there are very special approximations.

Lemma 3. Let X be a compact ultrametric space. For every € > 0, there exists a finite -
approximation of X, A= {x, ..., x¢}, such that B(x;, €) N B(x;, €) = @ for every i # j.

Proof. The covering by open balls {B(x, €) : x € X} of X has a finite subcover {B(xy, €), . . ., B(xk, €)}.
So, {x1,..., X} is an € approximation of X. Now for any i # j such that B(x;, €) N B(x;, €) # @ it
turns out that B(x;, €) = B(x;, €). v

We can state the reconstruction theorem about ultrametric spaces.

Theorem 4 (Ribota). Let X be a compact ultrametric space. Then, there exists a FAs such that its
inverse limit X is homeomorphic to X.

Proof. Let us consider any Fas of X in which, for every n € N, A, satisfies the property stated in
the previous lemma. Consider, for every n € N, the so called nearby map

ga, - X — U, (A))
x +— {a €A, dla x)=dA, x)}.

13



This map is shown in [18] to be well defined and continuous and it is easy to check that for every
C e Uy, (Ans1)

pn,n+1(C) = U qAn(C)'

ceC
Then, for every x € X and every n € N, we have that card(ga,(x)) = 1: Let us suppose that a4, a, €
ga,(x). Then, d(x, aq), d(x, a2) < y, < &, but, in that case, we will have that x € B(ay, €,)NB(az, €,)
which is not possible. Then, gs, : X — A, is actually a single valued continuous map. Moreover,
if we restric to A,,1, we obtain that

An+1: An+1 ? An

qAN Ant1 = ,Dn,n+'|

is a continuous map. So, it makes sense to write the following diagram,

X

A
qAn-H l \

An+1 Pn+1,n
which, moreover, is commutative (compare with Proposition 2 of [20], where the same diagram is
shown to be commutative, but up to homotopy type, for general compact metric spaces). If it would
not be the case, then there would exist a1, a2, € A, with g4, (x) = a1 and p,,11G4,..(x) = az.
Clearly, d(x, a1) < €5, but also

d(X’ 02) < d(X' qA/7+1 (X)) + d(qAn+1 (X)' P/7.n+1 qAn+1 (X)) <
En — Vn

< Vn+1 + Vn < En+1 + Vn < 2

+vn < &p.

and this is imposible, since then x € B(a1, €,) N B(ay, €,). Adding that gu, is always a surjective
map distinguishing points of X (see Corollary 3 on page 671 of [15]), we have that X is the inverse
limit X = lim(A,, pnns1). Now, it remains to see that every element of the inverse limit C =
(G, G, ..., Ch, ...) € X satisfies that card(C,) = 1 for every n € N. If not, for any pair a1, a; € G,
we would have that d(x, aq), d(x, a2) < €, with x = limy{C,}, which, again, is not possible. So, we
have that

X = le (UZSn(An)'pn,n+1 )neN = anq(An:Pn.nﬂ)nEN =X,
concluding the proof. v

We conclude with a question that may have been lingering in the reader's mind from the
beginning.

Question 1. What kind of compact metric spaces are topologically reconstructible by a FAs?
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