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Abstract

In this paper, concepts of (topological) FS-approximation spaces are introduced. Rep-

resentations of FS-domains and BF-domains via (topological) FS-approximation spaces are

considered. It is proved that the collection of CF-closed sets in an FS-approximation space

(resp., a topological FS-approximation space) endowed with the set-inclusion order is an FS-

domain (resp., a BF-domain) and that every FS-domain (resp., BF-domain) is order isomor-

phic to the collection of CF-closed sets of some FS-approximation space (resp., topological

FS-approximation space) endowed with the set-inclusion order. The concept of topological

BF-approximation spaces is introduced and a skillful method without using CF-approximable

relations to represent BF-domains is given. It is also proved that the category of FS-domains

(resp., BF-domains) with Scott continuous maps as morphisms is equivalent to that of FS-

approximation spaces (resp., topological FS-approximation spaces) with CF-approximable

relations as morphisms.

Keywords FS-domain; BF-domain; FS-approximation space; CF-approximable relation;

topological BF-approximation space; Categorical equivalence

1 Introduction

Domain Theory, developed from continuous lattices introduced by Scott [19] in the 1970s as a

denotational model for functional languages, is one of the important research fields of theoretical

computer science [4]. It was. Mutual transformations and infiltration of the mathematical

structures of orders, topologies and algebras are the basic features of this theory. In recent

years, there is a growing body of scholarly work towards synthesizing Domain Theory with

various new mathematical fields such as Formal Concept Analysis [3], Rough Set Theory [18],

and Mathematical Logic. Such syntheses are clearly reflected in the research of representations

∗Supported by the Natural Science Foundation of China (11671008), the Natural Science Foundation of Jiangsu

Province (BK20170483)
†Corresponding author. E-mail: luoshanxu@hotmail.com

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.03523v1


for various domains. By representations of domains, we mean any general way by which one

can characterize a domain using a suitable family of some mathematical structures ordered

by the set-inclusion order. There are many ways to represent domains via such as abstract

bases [25, 30], formal topologies [31], information systems [10, 20, 25, 27, 32], formal contexts

[7, 8, 9, 22, 29], closure spaces [6, 16, 23, 28, 33, 34], various kinds of logics [24, 26].

Rough Set Theory, created by Pawlak and developed by many other mathematicians and

computer scientists, is fundamentally important in artificial intelligence and information sciences.

It has provided a more general framework to express common sense reasoning and uncertainty

reasoning, and received wide attention on the research areas in both of real-life applications and

the theory itself. Rough Set Theory is closely related to Order Theory and Topology. In [14],

Järvinen provided the lattice-theoretical background of rough sets and studied order properties

of generalized rough sets. Yang and Xu in [35] investigated algebraic and order structures

of various families of subsets of generalized approximation spaces (GA-spaces, for short) with

possibly infinite universes and arbitrary binary relations. Inspired by Rough Set Theory, Zou, Li

and Ho in [38] characterized continuous posets and Scott closed sets by approximation operators.

In [17], Lei and Luo studied representations of complete lattices and algebraic lattices based on

Rough Set Theory. All of these reveal that there are deep relationships between Rough Set

Theory and Domain Theory.

Representations of domains using abstract bases appear to be the most natural and simple

ones, while the study scope of abstract bases is little narrow and easy to miss out on something

deeper. Noticing from Rough Set Theory that abstract bases (B,≺) are special GA-spaces (U,R)

[35], Wu and Xu in [21] generalized an abstract basis to a CF-approximation space (U,R,F),

and generalized round ideals of abstract bases to CF-closed sets. Since the lower approximation

operator R and the upper approximation operator R are mutually dual, the upper approximation

operator R was mainly used to give representations of domains via CF-approximation spaces

in [21]. It turns out that this approach of representing domains is more general than that

of representing domains by abstract bases. The concept of CF-approximable relations using a

categorical approach was introduced and that the category of CF-approximation spaces and CF-

approximable relations is equivalent to that of continuous domains and Scott continuous maps

was proved. The work in [21] makes more natural and closed links between Domain Theory and

Rough Set Theory.

FS-domains were introduced and studied by Jung in [11, 12, 13]. It is proved that the

category of FS-domains (resp., BF-domains) is a maximal Cartesian closed full subcategory of

the category of continuous (resp., algebraic) domains and Scott continuous maps. It is well

known that a Cartesian closed category is of great importance in Domain Theory as it can be

employed to model the typed λ-calculus. Based on this fact and the work in [21], this paper

further works on representations of FS-domains and BF-domains with special CF-approximation

spaces—FS-approximation spaces and topological FS-approximation spaces.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we recall some basic notions in Domain The-

ory and Rough Set Theory, as well as some results in [21]. In Section 3, we introduce the concept

of FS-approximation spaces and discuss properties of FS-approximation spaces. In Section 4, we

give representations of FS-domains and BF-domains via (topological) FS-approximation spaces.
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In Section 5, we will prove that the category of FS-domains (resp., BF-domains) with Scott

continuous maps as morphisms is equivalent to the category of FS-approximation spaces (resp.,

topological FS-approximation spaces) with CF-approximable relations as morphisms.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we quickly recall some basic notions and results in Domain Theory and Rough

Set Theory. For notions not explicitly defined herein, the reader may refer to [2, 4, 5]. For some

basic notions and results in category theory, please refer to [1].

For a set U and X ⊆ U , we use P(U) to denote the power set of U , Pfin(U) to denote the

family of all nonempty finite subsets of U and Xc to denote the complement of X in U . The

symbol F ⊆fin X means F is a finite subset of X.

Let (L, 6) be a poset. A principal ideal (resp., principal filter) of L is a set of the form

↓x = {y ∈ L | y 6 x} (resp., ↑x = {y ∈ L | x 6 y}). For A ⊆ L, we write ↓A = {y ∈ L |

∃ x ∈ A, y 6 x} and ↑ A = {y ∈ L | ∃ x ∈ A, x 6 y}. A subset A is a lower set (resp., an

upper set) if A = ↓A (resp., A =↑A). We say that z is a lower bound (resp., an upper bound)

of A if A ⊆↑z (resp., A ⊆↓z). The supremum of A is the least upper bound of A, denoted by
∨
A or supA. The infimum of A is the greatest lower bound of A, denoted by

∧
A or inf A.

A nonempty subset D of L is directed if every finite subset of D has an upper bound in D. A

subset B of a directed set D is called a cofinal subset of D, if for all d ∈ D there is a ∈ B such

that d 6 a. It is well know that a cofinal subset of a directed set itself is a directed set.

A poset L is called a directed complete partially ordered set (dcpo, for short) if every directed

subset of L has a supremum.

Lemma 2.1. Let D be a directed subset of a poset P and D has a supremum supD. If ∪n
i=1Ai =

D, then there is some Aj (1 6 j 6 n) which is a cofinal subset of D, and supAj = supD.

Proof. Assume that for all i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, Ai is not a cofinal subset of D. Then for every

i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, select di ∈ D such that no element in Ai greater than di. Since D is directed

and {di | 1 6 i 6 n} is finite, there is d ∈ D = ∪n
i=1Ai such that {di | 1 6 i 6 n} ⊆ ↓ d.

Hence, there is j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n} such that d ∈ Aj and dj 6 d, contradicting to the choice of

dj. Thus, there is some Aj (1 6 j 6 n) which is a cofinal subset ofD. Clearly, supAj = supD. ✷

Recall that in a poset P , we say that x way-below y, written x ≪ y, if for any directed set

D having a supremum with supD > y, there is some d ∈ D such that x 6 d. If x ≪ x, then

x is called a compact element of P . The set {x ∈ P | x ≪ x} is denoted by K(P ). The set

{y ∈ P | x ≪ y} will be denoted ↑↑x and {y ∈ P | y ≪ x} denoted ↓↓x. A poset P is said to be

continuous (resp., algebraic) if for all x ∈ P , ↓↓x is directed (resp., ↓x ∩K(P ) is directed) and

x =
∨

↓↓x (resp., x =
∨
(↓x ∩ K(P ))). If a dcpo P is continuous (resp., algebraic), then P is

called a continuous domain (resp., an algebraic domain). A subset B of of a poset P is called a

basis of P if for all x ∈ P , there is Bx ⊆ B ∩ ↓↓x such that Bx is directed and supBx = x. It is

well known that a poset P is continuous iff it has a basis, and that P is algebraic iff K(P ) is a

basis.

3



Lemma 2.2. ([4]) Let P be a poset. Then for all x, y, u, z ∈ P ,

(1) x ≪ y ⇒ x 6 y;

(2) u 6 x ≪ y 6 z ⇒ u ≪ z.

Lemma 2.3. ([4]) If P is a continuous poset, then the way-below relation ≪ has the interpolation

property:

x ≪ z ⇒ ∃y ∈ P such that x ≪ y ≪ z.

Let L and P be dcpos, and f : L −→ P a map. If for any directed subset D ⊆ L,

f(
∨
D) =

∨
f(D), then f is called a Scott continuous map. We denote by [L −→ P ] the poset

of all the Scott continuous maps from L to P in the pointwise order: f, g ∈ [L −→ P ], f 6 g ⇔

f(x) 6 g(x) for all x ∈ L.

Definition 2.4. ([4]) Let L be a dcpo.

(1) An approximate identity for L is defined to be a directed set D ⊆ [L −→ L] satisfying

supD = idL, where idL is the identity on L.

(2) A Scott continuous map δ : L −→ L is said to be finitely separating if there exists a finite

set Mδ such that for each x ∈ L, there exists m ∈ Mδ satisfying δ(x) 6 m 6 x.

(3) If there is an approximate identity for L consisting of finitely separating maps, then L is

called an FS-domain.

(4) If L is an algebraic FS-domain, then L is called a BF-domain.

Lemma 2.5. ([4, Lemma II-2.14]) Let L be a dcpo.

(1) If D ⊆ [L −→ L] is an approximate identity for L, then D′ = {δ2 = δ ◦ δ | δ ∈ D} is also

an approximate identity.

(2) If δ ∈ [L −→ L] is finitely separating, then δ(x) ≪ x for all x ∈ L. Thus an FS-domain

is a continuous domain.

The following definitions and lemmas are basic concepts and results in Rough Set Theory.

Definition 2.6. ([15, 35]) A generalized approximation space (GA-space, for short) is a pair

(U,R) consisting of a non-empty set U and a non-empty binary relation R on U . For a GA-

space (U,R), define Rs, Rp : U → P(U) such that for all x ∈ U ,

Rs(x) = {y ∈ U | xRy}, Rp(x) = {y ∈ U | yRx}.

Definition 2.7. ([15, 35]) Let (U,R) be a GA-space. Define R,R : P(U) → P(U) such that for

A ⊆ U ,

R(A) = {x ∈ U | Rs(x) ⊆ A}, R(A) = {x ∈ U | Rs(x) ∩A 6= ∅}.

Operators R and R are called the lower approximation operator and the upper approximation

operator in (U,R), respectively.

Lemma 2.8. ([15, 35]) Let (U,R) be a GA-space.

(1) R(Ac) = (R(A))c, R(Ac) = (R(A))c, where Ac is the complement of A ⊆ U .

(2) R(U) = U , R(∅) = ∅.

(3) Let {Ai | i ∈ I} ⊆ P(U). Then R(
⋂

i∈I Ai) =
⋂

i∈I R(Ai), R(
⋃

i∈I Ai) =
⋃

i∈I R(Ai).

(4) If A ⊆ B ⊆ U , then R(A) ⊆ R(B), R(A) ⊆ R(B).

(5) For all x ∈ U, R({x}) = Rp(x).
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A binary relation R ⊆ U × U on a set U is said reflexive if for all x ∈ U , one has xRx; and

is said transitive if xRy and yRz implies xRz for all x, y, z ∈ U . A binary relation R is called a

preorder if it is reflexive and transitive.

Lemma 2.9. ([21, 37]) Let (U,R) be a GA-space.

(1) R is reflexive iff for all X ⊆ U , X ⊆ R(X).

(2) R is transitive iff for all X ⊆ U , R(R(X)) ⊆ R(X).

(3) If R is transitive and A,B ⊆ U , then R(B) ⊆ R(A) whenever B ⊆ R(A).

(4) If R is a preorder, then the operator R is an interior operator of a topology on U .

In [21], Wu and Xu introduced CF-approximation spaces and gave representations of con-

tinuous domains by them. We here recall some key notions and results in [21].

Definition 2.10. ([21]) Let (U,R) be a GA-space, R a transitive relation and ∅ 6= F ⊆ Pfin(U)∪

{∅}. If for all F ∈ F , whenever K ⊆fin R(F ), there always exists G ∈ F such that K ⊆ R(G)

and G ⊆ R(F ), then (U,R,F) is called a generalized approximation space with consistent family

of finite subsets, or a CF-approximation space, for short.

Definition 2.11. ([21]) Let (U,R,F) be a CF-approximation space, E ⊆ U . If for all K ⊆fin E,

there always exists F ∈ F such that K ⊆ R(F ) ⊆ E and F ⊆ E, then E is called a CF-closed

set of (U,R,F). The collection of all CF-closed sets of (U,R,F) is denoted by C(U,R,F).

Lemma 2.12. ([21]) For a CF-approximation space (U,R,F), the following statements hold:

(1) For any F ∈ F , R(F ) ∈ C(U,R,F);

(2) If E ∈ C(U,R,F), A ⊆ E, then R(A) ⊆ E;

(3) If {Ei}i∈I ⊆ C(U,R,F) is a directed family, then
⋃

i∈I Ei ∈ C(U,R,F).

Proof. (1) Let F ∈ F . Then For all K ⊆fin R(F ), by Definition 2.10, there is G ∈ F such that

K ⊆ R(G) and G ⊆ R(F ). By Lemma 2.9(3), R(G) ⊆ R(F ). By Definition 2.11, we see that

R(F ) ∈ C(U,R,F).

(2) and (3) follow directly from Lemma 2.8(4), 2.9(3) and Definition 2.11. ✷

Lemma 2.13. ([21]) For a CF-approximation space (U,R,F) and E ⊆ U , the following state-

ments are equivalent:

(1) E ∈ C(U,R,F);

(2) The family A = {R(F ) | F ∈ F , F ⊆ E} is directed and E =
⋃

A;

(3) There exists a family {Fi}i∈I ⊆ F such that {R(Fi)}i∈I is directed, and E =
⋃

i∈I R(Fi);

(4) There always exists F ∈ F such that K ⊆ R(F ) ⊆ E whenever K ⊆fin E.

Proof. If E = ∅ ∈ C(U,R,F), then by Definition 2.11, ∅ ∈ F and the lemma holds. If

∅ 6= E ∈ C(U,R,F), then we have

(1) ⇒ (2) By Definition 2.11, we know that A 6= ∅. Let X1,X2 ∈ A, then there exist

F1, F2 ∈ F and F1, F2 ⊆ E, such that X1 = R(F1), X2 = R(F2). By F1 ∪ F2 ⊆fin E and

Definition 2.11 we know that there exists F3 ∈ F , such that F1 ∪ F2 ⊆ R(F3) and F3 ⊆ E. By

Lemma 2.9(3), we know that R(F1) ⊆ R(F3) and R(F2) ⊆ R(F3). This shows that A is directed.

Next we prove E =
⋃

A. By Lemma 2.12(2) we know that
⋃

A ⊆ E holds. Conversely, if x ∈ E,
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then by Definition 2.11, there is F ∈ F such that x ∈ R(F ) ⊆ E and F ⊆ E. So x ∈
⋃

A. By

the arbitrariness of x ∈ E we know that E ⊆
⋃

A. Thus E =
⋃

A.

(2) ⇒ (3) Trivial.

(3) ⇒ (4) It follows directly from the finiteness of K and the directedness of {R(Fi)}i∈I .

(4) ⇒ (1) If K ⊆fin E, then there exists F ∈ F such that K ⊆ R(F ) ⊆ E. By Definition

2.10, there exists G ∈ F such that K ⊆ R(G) and G ⊆ R(F ). By Lemma 2.9(3), we know that

R(G) ⊆ R(F ) ⊆ E. Thus K ⊆ R(G) ⊆ E. Noticing that G ⊆ R(F ) ⊆ E, by Definition 2.11, we

have that E ∈ C(U,R,F). ✷

Example 2.14. Let (L,6) be a continuous domain, RL the way-below relation “≪” of (L,6);

FL = {F ⊆fin L | F has a top element cF }.

(1) (L,RL,FL) is a CF-approximation space.

(2) C(L,RL,FL) = {↓↓x | x ∈ L}.

Proof. (1) By Lemma 2.2, we know that RL =≪ is transitive. For any F ∈ FL, let cF be the

top element in F . By Lemma 2.8(5), we have that RL(F ) = ↓↓cF . For K ⊆fin RL(F ) = ↓↓cF , by

that L is a continuous domain, we know that ↓↓cF is directed. Then there exists x ∈ ↓↓cF such

that K ⊆ ↓x. It follows from x ≪ cF and Lemma 2.3 that there is y ∈ L such that x ≪ y ≪ cF .

Thus K ⊆ ↓↓y. Set G = {y} ∈ FL. By that K ⊆ RL(G) = ↓↓y and G ⊆ RL(F ) = ↓↓cF , we have

that (L,RL,FL) is a CF-approximation space.

(2) By the proof of (1) and Lemma 2.12(1), we know that {↓↓x | x ∈ L} ⊆ C(L,RL,FL). Con-

versely, let E ∈ C(L,RL,FL). Then by Lemma 2.13 and the continuity of L, there is a directed

set D ⊆ L such that E =
⋃
{↓↓d | d ∈ D}. Next we prove E = ↓↓

∨
D. Obviously, E ⊆ ↓↓

∨
D.

Conversely, if x ∈ ↓↓
∨

D, then by Lemma 2.3, there is y ∈ L such that x ≪ y ≪
∨

D. So

there is d ∈ D such that x ≪ y 6 d. Thus x ∈ ↓↓d ⊆ E, and E = ↓↓
∨

D. This shows that

C(L,RL,FL) ⊆ {↓↓x | x ∈ L} and C(L,RL,FL) = {↓↓x | x ∈ L}. ✷

We call (L,RL,FL) the induced CF-approximation space by continuous domain (L,6).

Lemma 2.15. ([21]) Let (U,R,F) be a CF-approximation space.

(1) If E1, E2 ∈ C(U,R,F), then E1 ≪ E2 if and only if there exists F ∈ F such that

E1 ⊆ R(F ) and F ⊆ E2;

(2) If F ⊆ E, then R(F ) ≪ E;

(3) R(F ) ≪ R(F ) if and only if there exists G ∈ F , such that G ⊆ R(G) = R(F ).

Proof. (1) Let E1, E2 ∈ C(U,R,F). If E1 ≪ E2, then it follows from E2 ∈ C(U,R,F) and

Lemma 2.13(2) that E2 =
⋃
{R(F ) | F ∈ F , F ⊆ E2} and that {R(F ) | F ∈ F , F ⊆ E2}

is directed. By that E1 ≪ E2, there exists F ∈ F such that F ⊆ E2 and E1 ⊆ R(F ).

Conversely, if there exists F ∈ F such that E1 ⊆ R(F ) and F ⊆ E2, then for any directed

family {Ci}i∈I ⊆ C(U,R,F) with E2 ⊆
∨

i∈I Ci =
⋃

i∈I Ci, then by F ⊆ E2 and the finiteness of

F , we know that there exists i0 ∈ I such that F ⊆ Ci0 . By Lemma 2.12(2) and E1 ⊆ R(F ), we

know that E1 ⊆ R(F ) ⊆ Ci0 , showing that E1 ≪ E2.

(2) and (3) follow directly from (1). ✷
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3 FS-approximation spaces

In this section, we introduce FS-approximation spaces and topological FS-approximation spaces.

They are special types of CF-approximation spaces. And then discuss their properties. We first

recall the concept of CF-approximable relations in [21].

Definition 3.1. ([21]) Let (U1, R1,F1), (U2, R2,F2) be CF-approximation spaces, and Θ⊆ F1×

F2 a binary relation. If

(1) for all F ∈ F1, there is G ∈ F2 such that F Θ G;

(2) for all F,F ′ ∈ F1, G ∈ F2, if F ⊆ R1(F
′), F Θ G, then F ′ Θ G;

(3) for all F ∈ F1, G,G′ ∈ F2, if F Θ G, G′ ⊆ R2(G), then F Θ G′;

(4) for all F ∈ F1, G ∈ F2, if F Θ G, then there are F ′ ∈ F1, G
′ ∈ F2 such that F ′ ⊆ R1(F ),

G ⊆ R2(G
′) and F ′ Θ G′; and

(5) for all F ∈ F1, G1, G2 ∈ F2, if F Θ G1 and F Θ G2, then there is G3 ∈ F2 such that

G1 ∪G2 ⊆ R2(G3) and F Θ G3,

then Θ is called a CF-approximable relation from (U1, R1,F1) to (U2, R2,F2).

Definition 3.2. Let (U,R,F) be a CF-approximation space and

Id(U,R,F) = {(F,G) | F,G ∈ F , G ⊆ R(F )} ⊆ F × F .

Then it is easy to check that Id(U,R,F) is a CF-approximable relation from (U,R,F) to itself.

Id(U,R,F) is called the identity CF-approximable relation on (U,R,F).

Proposition 3.3. Let Θ be a CF-approximable relation from (U1, R1,F1) to (U2, R2,F2). Then

for all F ∈ F1, G ∈ F2, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) F Θ G;

(2) There exists F ′ ∈ F1 such that F ′ ⊆ R1(F ) and F ′ Θ G;

(3) There exists G′ ∈ F2 such that F Θ G′ and G ⊆ R2(G
′);

(4) There exist F ′ ∈ F1 and G′ ∈ F2 such that F ′ ⊆ R1(F ), G ⊆ R2(G
′) and F ′ Θ G′.

Proof. Follows directly from (2)-(4) in Definition 3.1. ✷

Proposition 3.4. Let Θ be a CF-approximable relation from (U1, R1,F1) to (U2, R2,F2) and

E ∈ C(U1, R1,F1). Then the family D = {R(G) | F ∈ F1, F ⊆ E,G ∈ F2 and F Θ G} is

directed.

Proof. It is easy to see by Definition 2.11 and the condition (1) in Definition 3.1 that D 6= ∅. Let

X1,X2 ∈ D. Then there are Fi ∈ F1 and Gi ∈ F2 such that Fi ⊆ E, Fi Θ Gi and Xi = R(Gi)

(i = 1, 2). It follows from Definition 2.11 that there exits F3 ∈ F1 such that F1 ∪ F2 ⊆ R(F3)

and F3 ⊆ E. It follows from Definition 3.1(2) that F3 Θ G1 and F3 Θ G2. By Definition 3.1(5),

there exists G3 ∈ F2 such that G1 ∪ G2 ⊆ R2(G3) and F3 Θ G3. By Lemma 2.9 (3), we have

that X1 ∪ X2 ⊆ R2(G3) and the family D = {R(G) | F ∈ F1, F ⊆ E,G ∈ F2 and F Θ G} is

directed. ✷

Lemma 3.5. ([21]) Let Θ be a CF-approximable relation from (U1, R1,F1) to (U2, R2,F2).

Define a map fΘ : C(U1, R1,F1) −→ C(U2, R2,F2) such that for all E ∈ C(U1, R1,F1),

fΘ(E) =
⋃

{R(G) | F ∈ F1, F ⊆ E,G ∈ F2 and F Θ G}.
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Then fΘ is a Scott continuous map.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.12, Proposition 3.4 and the definition of fΘ that fΘ is well-

defined and order preserving. It is direct to show that for any directed family {Ei}i∈I ⊆

C(U1, R1,F1), we have fΘ(
⋃

i∈I Ei) =
⋃

i∈I fΘ(Ei). By Lemma 2.12(3), fΘ is a Scott continuous

map. ✷

Now we can give one of the main concepts in this paper.

Definition 3.6. A CF-approximation space (U,R,F) is called an FS-approximation space if

there exists a directed family {Θi}i∈I of CF-approximable relations on (U,R,F) satisfying the

following conditions:

(FS 1)
⋃

i∈I Θi = Id(U,R,F);

(FS 2) For all Θi (i ∈ I), there is Mi ⊆fin F such that for all F ∈ F , exists M ∈ Mi

satisfying

∀G ∈ F , F Θi G ⇒ G ⊆ R(M) ⊆ R(F ).

Theorem 3.7. For an FS-approximation space (U,R,F), (C(U,R,F),⊆) is an FS-domain.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.13(2) and 2.15(2) that the family {R(F ) | F ∈ F} is a basis of

(C(U,R,F),⊆) and that (C(U,R,F),⊆) is a continuous domain. Next we prove that there is an

approximate identity for (C(U,R,F),⊆) consisting of finitely separating maps. Let {Θi}i∈I be

a directed family of CF-approximable relations on (U,R,F) satisfying the condition (FS 1) and

(FS 2) in Definition 3.6. For all i ∈ I, the map fΘi
is a Scott continuous maps on (C(U,R,F),⊆)

by Lemma 3.5. Let Θj,Θk ∈ {Θi}i∈I and Θj ⊆ Θk. Notice that fΘi
(E) =

⋃
{R(G) | F,G ∈

F , F ⊆ E and F Θi G} (i ∈ I) for all E ∈ C(U,R,F). Then we have fΘj
(E) ⊆ fΘk

(E) for all

E ∈ C(U,R,F), showing that the family {fΘi
}i∈I is directed by the directedness of {Θi}i∈I . For

all E ∈ C(U,R,F), we have

(
∨

i∈I

fΘi
)(E) =

∨

i∈I

(fΘi
(E)) (by Lemma II-2.5 in [4])

=
⋃

i∈I

(fΘi
(E)) (by Lemma 2.12(3))

=
⋃

i∈I

(
⋃

{R(G) | F,G ∈ F , F ⊆ E and F Θi G})

=
⋃

{R(G) | F,G ∈ F , F ⊆ E and (F,G) ∈
⋃

i∈I

Θi}

=
⋃

{R(G) | F,G ∈ F , F ⊆ E and (F,G) ∈ Id(U,R,F)} (by (FS 1))

=
⋃

{R(G) | F,G ∈ F , F ⊆ E and G ⊆ R(F )}

=
⋃

{R(F ) | F ∈ F and F ⊆ E}(by Lemma 2.12(1) and 2.13(2))

=E (by Lemma 2.13(2)).

This shows that
∨

i∈I fΘi
= idC(U,R,F).

Next we verify that for all i ∈ I, fΘi
is finitely separating. By the condition (FS 2) in

Definition 3.6, we have a finite subfamily Mi of F such that for all F ∈ F , there exists N ∈ Mi

satisfying
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∀G ∈ F , F Θi G ⇒ G ⊆ R(N) ⊆ R(F ).

For M ∈ Mi and E ∈ C(U,R,F), set

DM = {R(F ) | (F ∈ F , F ⊆ E) and (∀G ∈ F , F Θi G ⇒ G ⊆ R(M) ⊆ R(F )}.

Then we have
⋃

M∈Mi
DM = {R(F ) | F ∈ F and F ⊆ E}. By Lemma 2.13(2), family {R(F ) |

F ∈ F and F ⊆ E} is directed. Since Mi is finite, by Lemma 2.1, there exists M0 ∈ Mi such

that DM0 is a cofinal subfamily of {R(F ) | F ∈ F and F ⊆ E} and
⋃

DM0 =
⋃
{R(F ) | F ∈

F and F ⊆ E}. It follows from Lemma 2.13(2) that
⋃

DM0 = E. Set Mi = {R(M) | M ∈ Mi}.

For F,G ∈ F with F ⊆ E and F Θi G, by finiteness of F , directedness of DM0 and that
⋃
DM0 = E, we can find some F0 ∈ F satisfying F0 ⊆ E and,

∀G ∈ F , F0 Θi G ⇒ G ⊆ R(M0) ⊆ R(F0).

(hence R(F0) ∈ DM0) such that F ⊆ R(F0). It follows from F ⊆ R(F0) and F Θi G that

F0 Θi G by Definition 3.1(2). Thus G ⊆ R(M0) ⊆ R(F0). It follows from G ⊆ R(M0) that

R(G) ⊆ R(M0) by Lemma 2.9(3). Since

fΘi
(E) =

⋃
{R(G) | F,G ∈ F , F ⊆ E and F Θi G},

we have fΘi
(E) ⊆ R(M0) ⊆ E and R(M0) ∈ Mi. By finiteness of Mi, we see that fΘi

is finitely

separating.

To sum up, it is proved that (C(U,R,F),⊆) is an FS-domain. ✷

Definition 3.8. A CF-approximation space (U,R,F) is called a strong FS-approximation space

if there exists a directed family {Θi}i∈I of CF-approximable relations from (U,R,F) to itself

satisfying the following conditions:

(FS 1)
⋃

i∈I Θi = Id(U,R,F);

(FS 2′) For all Θi (i ∈ I), there is Mi ⊆fin F such that for all F ∈ F , there exists M ∈ Mi

satisfying

∀G ∈ F , F Θi G ⇒ G ⊆ R(M) and M ⊆ R(F ).

Remark 3.9. By Lemma 2.9(3), we have that (FS 2′)⇒(FS 2). Thus a strong FS-approximation

space (U,R,F) must be an FS-approximation space, and (C(U,R,F),⊆) is an FS-domain. If R

is a preorder, then (FS 2′)⇔(FS 2).

Since for a preorder R on a set U , the lower approximation operator R is really an interior

operator for a topology on U , we have naturally the following definitions.

Definition 3.10. Let (U,R) be a GA-space, ∅ 6= F ⊆ Pfin(U) ∪ {∅}. If R is a preorder,

then a CF-approximation space (resp., FS-approximation space) (U,R,F) is called a topological

CF-approximation space (resp., topological FS-approximation space).

Remark 3.11. It follows from Lemma 2.9 that for a GA-space (U,R) with R being a preorder

and ∅ 6= F ⊆ Pfin(U) ∪ {∅}, then (U,R,F) is a CF-approximation space, hence a topological

CF-approximation space.

Example 3.12. Let (L,6) be an algebraic domain, RK(L) =6K(L) and FK(L) = {F ⊆fin

K(L) | F has a top element cF }, where 6K(L) is the restriction of 6 to K(L). Then
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(1) (K(L), RK(L),FK(L)) is a topological CF-approximation space;

(2) C(K(L), RK(L),FK(L)) = {↓x ∩K(L) | x ∈ L}.

Proof. (1) Trivial. (2) Similar to the proof of Example 2.14(2). ✷

In this paper, we call (K(L), RK(L),FK(L)) the induced topological CF-approximation space

by the algebraic domain L.

The following proposition gives a characterization of CF-approximable relation between topo-

logical CF-approximation spaces.

Proposition 3.13. Let (U1, R1,F1), (U2, R2,F2) be topological CF-approximation spaces. Then

a binary relation Θ⊆ F1 ×F2 is a CF-approximable relation iff it satisfies

(1) for all F ∈ F1, there is G ∈ F2 such that F Θ G;

(2) for all F,F ′ ∈ F1, G,G′ ∈ F2, if F ⊆ R1(F
′), G′ ⊆ R2(G), and F Θ G, then F ′ Θ G′;

and

(3) for all F ∈ F1, G1, G2 ∈ F2, if F Θ G1 and F Θ G2, then there is G3 ∈ F2 such that

G1 ∪G2 ⊆ R2(G3) and F Θ G3.

Proof. Follows directly from Lemma 2.9 and that R is a preorder. ✷

Theorem 3.14. If (U,R,F) is a topological FS-approximation space, then (C(U,R,F),⊆) is a

BF-domain.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.9(1), 2.13(2) and 2.15(1) that the family {R(F ) | F ∈ F} is

a basis of (C(U,R,F),⊆) consisting of compact elements. Thus (C(U,R,F),⊆) is an algebraic

domain. By Theorem 3.7, we know that (C(U,R,F),⊆) is an FS-domain, hence a BF-domain.

✷

4 Representations of FS-domains and BF-domains

In this section, we first consider representations of FS-domains via FS-approximation spaces.

Then we introduce topological BF-approximation spaces and consider representations of BF-

domains via topological BF-approximation spaces.

Proposition 4.1. Let (L1, RL1 ,FL1) and (L2, RL2 ,FL2) be the induced CF-approximation spaces

by continuous domains L1 and L2, respectively. For a Scott continuous map g : L1 −→ L2, define

Ωg ⊆ FL1 ×FL2 such that

∀F ∈ FL1 ,∀G ∈ FL2 , (F,G) ∈ Ωg ⇔ cG ≪L2 g(cF ),

where cF is the top element of F . Then we have

(1) Ωg is a CF-approximable relation from (L1, RL1 ,FL1) to (L2, RL2 ,FL2); and

(2) if h ∈ [L1 −→ L2] and g 6 h, then Ωg ⊆ Ωh, that is if (F,G) ∈ Ωg, then (F,G) ∈ Ωh.

Proof. (1) We need to prove that Ωg satisfies the conditions (1)-(5) in Definition 3.1.
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Let F ∈ FL1 . Since L2 is a continuous domain, we know that ↓↓g(cF ) 6= ∅. Therefore there

exists x ∈ L2 such that x ≪ g(cF ). Thus {x} ∈ FL2 and (F, {x}) ∈ Ωg. This shows that Ωg

satisfies the condition (1) in Definition 3.1.

To check that Ωg satisfies the condition (2) in Definition 3.1, let F,F ′ ∈ FL1 and G ∈ FL2 .

Then

F ⊆ RL1(F
′) = ↓↓cF ′ , (F,G) ∈ Ωg

⇒cF ≪ cF ′ , cG ≪ g(cF )

⇒cG ≪ g(cF ) 6 g(cF ′)

⇒(F ′, G) ∈ Ωg.

To check that Ωg satisfies the condition (3) in Definition 3.1, let F ∈ FL1 and G,G′ ∈ FL2 .

Then

(F,G) ∈ Ωg, G
′ ⊆ RL2(G) = ↓↓cG

⇒cG′ ≪ cG, cG ≪ g(cF )

⇒cG′ ≪ g(cF )

⇒(F,G′) ∈ Ωg.

To check that Ωg satisfies the condition (4) in Definition 3.1, let F ∈ FL1 , G ∈ FL2 and

(F,G) ∈ Ωg. Then cG ≪ g(cF ). By Lemma 2.3, there exist a1, a2 ∈ L2 such that cG ≪

a1 ≪ a2 ≪ g(cF ). Since L1 is a continuous domain and g is Scott continuous, we have that

g(cF ) =
∨
{g(x) | x ≪ cF } and {g(x) | x ≪ cF } is directed. It follows from a2 ≪ g(cF ) =

∨
{g(x) | x ≪ cF } that there exists v ≪ cF such that a2 6 g(v). Thus cG ≪ a1 ≪ g(v). Set

F ′ = {v} ∈ FL1 and G′ = {a1} ∈ FL2 . Then G ⊆ ↓↓a1 = RL2(G
′), F ′ = {v} ⊆ ↓↓cF = RL1(F )

and (F ′, G′) ∈ Ωg, showing that Ωg satisfies the condition (4).

To check that Ωg satisfies the condition (5) in Definition 3.1, let F ∈ FL1 and G1, G2 ∈ FL2

satisfying (F,G1) ∈ Ωg and (F,G2) ∈ Ωg. Then {cG1 , cG2} ⊆ ↓↓g(cF ). Since L is a continuous

domain, we have d ∈ L2 such that {cG1 , cG2} ⊆ ↓↓d and d ≪ g(cF ). Therefore G1∪G2 ⊆ RL2({d})

and (F, {d}) ∈ Ωg, showing that Ωg satisfies the condition (5).

(2) Straightforward. ✷

Theorem 4.2. Let (L,6) be an FS-domain. Then the induced CF-approximation space (L,RL,FL)

is an FS-approximation space.

Proof. Let {δi}i∈I be an approximate identity for L consisting of finitely separating maps. For

all i ∈ I, construct a binary relation Θi = Ωδi such that

∀F,G ∈ FL, (F,G) ∈ Θi ⇔ cG ≪ δi(cF ).

It follows from Proposition 4.1 that {Θi}i∈I is a directed family of CF-approximable relations

from (L,RL,FL) to itself. Next, we check that {Θi}i∈I satisfies (FS 1) and (FS 2) in Definition

3.6.

To check that {Θi}i∈I satisfies (FS 1) in Definition 3.6, let F,G ∈ FL and (F,G) ∈

Id(L,RL,FL). Then G ⊆ RL(F ) = ↓↓cF and cG ≪ cF . Since {δi}i∈I is an approximate iden-

tity for L, we have that
∨

i∈I(δi(cF )) = cF . Since L is continuous and cG ≪ cF =
∨

i∈I(δi(cF )),

11



by interpolation property, there exists i ∈ I such that cG ≪ δi(cF ) and (F,G) ∈ Θi = Ωδi ,

showing that Id(L,RL,FL) ⊆
⋃

i∈I Θi.

Conversely, let (F,G) ∈
⋃

i∈I Θi. Then there exists j ∈ I such that (F,G) ∈ Θj = Ωδj .

Therefore cG ≪ δj(cF ) 6 cF . Thus G ⊆ ↓↓cF = RL(F ). It follows from the definition of

Id(L,RL,FL) that (F,G) ∈ Id(L,RL,FL), showing that
⋃

i∈I Θi ⊆ Id(L,RL,FL). Thus
⋃

i∈I Θi =

Id(L,RL,FL). Thus (FS 1) is checked.

Next we check that {Θi}i∈I satisfies (FS 2) in Definition 3.6. By Definition 2.4, for every

i ∈ I, we can get a finite set Mi such that for each x ∈ L, there exists m ∈ Mi such that

δ(x) 6 m 6 x. Construct a finite family Mi = {{m} | m ∈ Mi} for all i ∈ I. Since δi is

finitely separating with Mi, we know that for every F ∈ FL, there exists m ∈ Mi such that

δi(cF ) 6 m 6 cF . Now, set M = {m} ∈ Mi. If G ∈ FL and F Θi G, then cG ≪ δi(cF ).

Therefore cG ≪ m 6 cF and G ⊆ RL(M) ⊆ RL(F ), showing that Θi satisfies (FS 2) in

Definition 3.6 for every i ∈ I. ✷

Theorem 4.3. (Representation Theorem I: for FS-domain) A poset (L,6) is an FS-domain iff

there is an FS-approximation space (U,R,F) such that (L,6) ∼= (C(U,R,F),⊆)).

Proof. ⇐: Follows directly from Theorem 3.7.

⇒: If L is an FS-domain, then by Theorem 4.2, the induced CF-approximation space

(L,RL,FL) is an FS-approximation space. Define f : L → C(L,RL,FL) such that for all

x ∈ L, f(x) = ↓↓x. Then it follows from Example 2.14(2) and the continuity of L that f is an

order isomorphism. ✷

Theorem 4.4. (Representation Theorem II: for FS-domain) A poset (L,6) is an FS-domain

iff there is a strong FS-approximation space (U,R,F) such that (L,6) ∼= (C(U,R,F),⊆)).

Proof. ⇐: Follows directly from Theorem 4.3 and Remark 3.9.

⇒: By the proof of Theorem 4.3 we need only to prove that (L,RL,FL) defined in Example

2.14 is a strong FS-approximation space, Let {δi}i∈I be an approximate identity for L consisting

of finitely separating maps. For all i ∈ I, construct a binary relation Θi = Ωδ2i
such that

∀F,G ∈ FL, (F,G) ∈ Θi ⇔ cG ≪ δ2i (cF ).

By Proposition 4.1, {Θi}i∈I is a directed family of CF-approximable relations on (L,RL,FL).

Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.2, it is easy to check that {Θi}i∈I satisfies (FS 1) in

Definition 3.8 by Lemma 2.5(1). Next we check that {Θi}i∈I satisfies (FS 2′) in Definition 3.8.

By Definition 2.4, for every i ∈ I, we can get a finite set Mi such that for each x ∈ L, there

exists m ∈ Mi such that δ(x) 6 m 6 x. Construct a finite family Mi = {{δi(m)} | m ∈ Mi}

for every i ∈ I. Since δi is finitely separating with Mi, we know that for every F ∈ FL, there

exists m ∈ Mi such that δi(cF ) 6 m 6 cF . Now, set M = {δi(m)} ∈ Mi. If G ∈ FL and

F Θi G, then cG ≪ δ2i (cF ). Noticing that δi(cF ) 6 m 6 cF and δi is order preserving, we have

that δ2i (cF ) 6 δi(m) 6 δi(cF ) ≪ cF by Lemma 2.5. Thus cG ≪ δi(m) ≪ cF , G ⊆ RL(M) and

M ⊆ RL(F ), showing that Θi satisfies (FS 2′) in Definition 3.8 for every i ∈ I. ✷

Definition 4.5. ([4]) Let P be a poset, k : P −→ P a monotone map. If k satisfies

(1) k(x) 6 x for all x ∈ P ; and

(2) k(k(x)) = k(x) for all x ∈ P ,
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then k is called a kernel operator.

Lemma 4.6. ([4, Proposition II-2.20]) For a dcpo L, the following properties are equivalent:

(1) L is a BF-domain;

(2) L is an algebraic domain and has an approximate identity consisting of maps with finite

range;

(3) L has an approximate identity consisting of kernel operators with finite range.

Now we arrive at representations of BF-domain with topological FS-approximation spaces.

Theorem 4.7. (Representation Theorem III: for BF-domains) A poset (L,6) is a BF-domain

iff there is a topological FS-approximation space (U,R,F) such that (C(U,R,F),⊆) ∼= (L,6).

Proof. ⇐: Follows from Theorem 3.14.

⇒: Let (L,6) a BF-domain, FK(L) = {F ⊆fin K(L) | F has a top element} andRK(L) =6K(L).

By Remark 3.11, (K(L), RK(L),FK(L)) is a topological CF-approximation space. Moreover, for

any F ∈ FK(L), let cF be the top element of F . To show that (K(L), RK(L),FK(L)) is a topo-

logical FS-approximation space, we need only to prove (K(L), RK(L),FK(L)) satisfies (FS 1)

and (FS 2). By Lemma 4.6, we have an approximate identity {δi}i∈I for L consisting of kernel

operators with finite range. For all i ∈ I, define Θi ⊆ FK(L) ×FK(L) such that

∀F,G ∈ FK(L), (F,G) ∈ Θi ⇐⇒ cG 6 δi(cF ).

It is routine to check that {Θi}i∈I is a directed family of CF-approximable relations.

To check that {Θi}i∈I satisfies (FS 1), let F,G ∈ FK(L), then

(F,G) ∈
⋃

i∈I

Θi ⇐⇒∃j ∈ I such that (F,G) ∈ Θj

⇐⇒∃j ∈ I such that cG 6 δj(cF )

⇐⇒cG 6 cF (“ ⇐ ” follows by
∨

i∈I

δi(cF ) = cF and cG ∈ K(L))

⇐⇒G ⊆ RK(L)(F ) = ↓cF ∩K(L)

⇐⇒(F,G) ∈ Id(K(L),RK(L),FK(L)) .

Next we check that {Θi}i∈I satisfies (FS 2). For all Θi, let Mi be the range of δi. For any m ∈

Mi, by Lemma 2.5(2) and the condition (2) in Definition 4.5, we have that m = δi(m) ≪ m and

m is compact. Set Mi = {{m} | m ∈ Mi} ⊆ FK(L). For all F ∈ FK(L), select {δi(cF )} ∈ Mi. If

G ∈ FK(L) and F Θi G, then cG 6 δi(cF ) 6 cF , showing that G ⊆ RK(L)({δi(cF )}) ⊆ RK(L)(F ).

Thus {Θi}i∈I satisfies (FS 2).

By Example 3.12(2), we see that (C(K(L), RK(L),FK(L)),⊆) ∼= (L,6). ✷

Representations of FS-domains and BF-domains above are all given by using CF-approximable

relations. In the following, we will give direct representations of BF-domains without using CF-

approximable relations. To this end, we give another one of main concepts in this paper as

follows.
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Definition 4.8. A topological BF-approximation space is a topological CF-approximation space

(U,R,F) satisfying that for all K ⊆fin U , there is a finite family MK ⊆fin F such that

(TB 1) P(K) ∩ F ⊆ MK ;

(TB 2) (∀F ∈ F)(G ⊆ MK ,
⋃

G ⊆ R(F )) =⇒ (∃M ∈ MK)(
⋃

G ⊆ R(M) ⊆ R(F )).

Remark 4.9. For a topological BF-approximation space (U,R,F), we have

(1) the binary relation R is a preorder;

(2) for the same K ⊆fin U , we have may more than one finite families of F satisfying

conditions (TB 1) and (TB 2), however, we can use Axiom of Choice for all K ⊆fin U to select

a fixed one MK ⊆fin F satisfying conditions (TB 1) and (TB 2).

(3) for all K ⊆fin U , set G = ∅, then by (TB 2) in Definition 4.8, we have that MK 6= ∅.

Theorem 4.10. If (U,R,F) is a topological BF-approximation space, then (C(U,R,F),⊆) is a

BF-domain.

Proof. Clearly, (C(U,R,F),⊆) is an algebraic domain. To show that (C(U,R,F),⊆) is a

BF-domain, we divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. Set D = {K ⊆fin U | ∃F ∈ F s.t. F ⊆ K}. Then in set-inclusion order, D is

clearly a directed family. For all K ∈ D, define δK : C(U,R,F) −→ C(U,R,F) such that for all

E ∈ C(U,R,F), δK(E) =
⋃
{R(M) | M ∈ MK and M ⊆ E}, where MK is stated in Remark

4.9(2).

Step 2. Assert that for all K ∈ D, δK is well defined and has finite range.

Let E ∈ C(U,R,F). By the finiteness of MK and MK ⊆fin F , we have
⋃
{M | M ∈

MK and M ⊆ E} ⊆fin E. It follows from E ∈ C(U,R,F) that there exists F ∈ F such that
⋃
{M | M ∈ MK and M ⊆ E} ⊆ R(F ) ⊆ E. It follows from {M | M ∈ MK and M ⊆

E} ⊆ MK and (TB 2) that there is M∗ ∈ MK such that
⋃
{M | M ∈ MK and M ⊆ E} ⊆

R(M∗) ⊆ R(F ) ⊆ E. By Lemma 2.9 (1) and (3), we see that M∗ ⊆ E and R(M∗) is the

greatest element in {R(M) | M ∈ MK and M ⊆ E} equipped with set-inclusion order. Hence

δK(E) = R(M∗) ∈ C(U,R,F), showing that δK is well defined. It follows from the finiteness of

MK and M∗ ∈ MK that δK has finite range.

Step 3. Assert that for all K ∈ D, δK is Scott continuous.

Obviously, δK is order preserving. Let {Ei}i∈I ⊆ (C(U,R,F),⊆) be a directed family and

E =
∨

i∈I Ei =
⋃

i∈I Ei ∈ C(U,R,F). By the proof of Step 2, there is M∗
E ∈ MK and M∗

E ⊆ E

such that δK(E) = R(M∗
E). Since M

∗
E ⊆fin

⋃
i∈I Ei = E, there exists j ∈ I such that M∗

E ⊆ Ej .

So, δK(Ej) =
⋃
{R(M) | M ∈ MK and M ⊆ Ej} ⊇ R(M∗

E) = δK(E). Therefore δK(E) ⊆

δK(Ej) ⊆
⋃

i∈I δK(Ei) ⊆ δK(E). Thus δK(
⋃

i∈I Ei) =
⋃

i∈I δK(Ei), showing that δK is Scott

continuous.

Step 4. Assert that {δK}K∈D is an approximate identity on (C(U,R,F),⊆).

To show {δK}K∈D is directed, let K1,K2 ∈ D and K = K1 ∪K2 ∪
⋃
(MK1 ∪MK2). Then

K ∈ D and MK1 ∪MK2 ⊆ P(K) ∩ F ⊆ MK . For all E ∈ C(U,R,F), i = 1, 2, we have that

δKi
(E) =

⋃
{R(M) | M ∈ MKi

and M ⊆ E} ⊆
⋃
{R(M) | M ∈ MK and M ⊆ E} = δK(E),

showing that {δK}K∈D is directed.

Let F ∈ F and F ⊆ E ∈ C(U,R,F). Then by (TB 1), there exists MF ⊆fin F satisfying

P(F ) ∩ F ⊆ MF . It follows from F ∈ P(F ) ∩ F ⊆ MF that R(F ) ⊆
⋃
{R(M) | M ∈

14



MF and M ⊆ E} = δF (E). Noticing that F ∈ F ⊆ D, we have R(F ) ⊆
∨

K∈D δK(E). By

Lemma 2.13 and the arbitrariness F , we have E = {R(F ) | F ∈ F , F ⊆ E} ⊆
∨

K∈D δK(E).

Obviously,
∨

K∈D δK(E) ⊆ E and
∨

K∈D δK(E) = E. This shows that
∨

K∈D δK = idC(U,R,F).

To sum up Step 1–Step 4, by Lemma 4.6, we have that (C(U,R,F),⊆) is a BF-domain. ✷

Since a BF-domain is an FS-domain, it is natural to ask that whether a topological BF-

approxiamtion space is a topological FS-approxiamtion space or not? The following proposition

gives an affirmative answer.

Proposition 4.11. A topological BF-approxiamtion space is a topological FS-approxiamtion

space.

Proof. Let (U,R,F) be a topological BF-approxiamtion space. Then D = {K ⊆fin U | ∃F ∈

F such that F ⊆ K} defined in the proof of Theorem 4.10 is a directed family. For all K ∈ D,

define a binary relation ΘK on F such that

∀F,G ∈ F , (F,G) ∈ ΘK ⇐⇒ ∃M ∈ MK such that G ⊆ R(M) ⊆ R(F ),

where MK is stated in Remark 4.9(2).

To show the proposition, it suffices by Definition 3.6 to show that the family {ΘK}K∈D is

a directed family of CF-approximable relations on (U,R,F) satisfying (FS 1) and (FS 2) in

Definition 3.6. To this end, we divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. Show that for all K ∈ D, ΘK is a CF-approximable relation.

To check ΘK satisfies the condition (1) in Proposition 3.13, let F ∈ F . By the proof of

Theorem 4.10, there is an M∗ ∈ MK such that R(M∗) is the greatest element in {R(M) | M ∈

MK and M ⊆ R(F )}. Thus M∗ ⊆ R(M∗) ⊆ R(F ) and (F,M∗) ∈ ΘK , showing ΘK satisfies

the condition (1).

To check ΘK satisfies the condition (2) in Proposition 3.13, let F,F ′ ∈ F1, G,G′ ∈ F2. Then

F ⊆ R(F ′), G′ ⊆ R(G) and F ΘK G

=⇒∃M ∈ MK , F ⊆ R(F ′), G′ ⊆ R(G) and G ⊆ R(M) ⊆ R(F )

=⇒∃M ∈ MK , G′ ⊆ R(M) ⊆ R(F ′)

=⇒F ′ ΘK G′.

So, ΘK satisfies the condition (2).

To check ΘK satisfies the condition (3) in Proposition 3.13, let F ∈ F1, G1, G2 ∈ F2. If

(F,G1) ∈ΘK and (F,G2) ∈ΘK , then there exists M1,M2 ∈ MK such that Gi ⊆ R(Mi) ⊆ R(F )

(i = 1, 2). By the maximality of R(M∗), we have that G1 ∪ G2 ⊆ R(M1) ∪R(M2) ⊆ R(M∗) ⊆

R(F ) and (F,M∗) ∈ΘK , showing that ΘK satisfies the condition (3).

Thus, ΘK is a CF-approximable relation on (U,R,F).

Step 2. It follows from Step 4 in the proof of Theorem 4.10 that ({MK}K∈D,⊆) is directed.

Thus {ΘK}K∈D is directed.

Step 3. Check the condition (FS 1) in Definition 3.6 for {ΘK}K∈D.

Clearly, for all K ∈ D, ΘK ⊆ Id(U,R,F). Conversely, let F,G ∈ F . If (F,G) ∈ Id(U,R,F),

then G ⊆ R(F ). By the proof of Theorem 4.10, we have an approximate identity {δK}K∈D on
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C(U,R,F), where for all E ∈ C(U,R,F), δK(E) =
⋃
{R(M) | M ∈ MK and M ⊆ E}. Thus

∨
K∈D δK(R(F )) = R(F ). It follows from Lemma 2.15(1) and R being a preorder that R(F )

is a compact element of (C(U,R,F),⊆). So there exists J ∈ D such that δJ(R(F )) = R(F ).

Thus G ⊆ δJ(R(F )). By Step 2 of Theorem 4.10, there exists M∗
F ∈ MJ such that δJ(R(F )) =

R(M∗
F ) ⊆ R(F ). Hence, G ⊆ R(M∗

F ) ⊆ R(F ), showing that (F,G) ∈ ΘJ ⊆
⋃

K∈D ΘK and
⋃

K∈D ΘK = Id(U,R,F), showing that {ΘK}K∈D satisfies the condition (FS 1).

Step 4. Check that {ΘK}K∈D satisfies the condition (FS 2) in Definition 3.6.

For all K ∈ D, let MK ⊆fin F be the one stated in Remark 4.9(2). Let F ∈ F . By

the proof of Theorem 4.10, there is an M∗ ∈ MK such that R(M∗) is the greatest element

in {R(M) | M ∈ MK and M ⊆ R(F )}. If G ∈ F and (F,G) ∈ ΘK , then there is M ∈

MK such that G ⊆ R(M) ⊆ R(F ). Noticing that R(M∗) is the greatest element in {R(M) |

M ∈ MK and M ⊆ R(F )}, we have G ⊆ R(M∗) ⊆ R(F ), showing that {ΘK}K∈D satisfies the

condition (FS 2).

To sum up, (U,R,F) is a topological FS-approxiamtion space. ✷

Theorem 4.12. Let L be a BF-domain, (K(L), RK(L),FK(L)) the induced CF-approximation

space by L. Then (K(L), RK(L),FK(L)) is a topological BF-approxiamtion space.

Proof. By Remark 3.11, (K(L), RK(L),FK(L)) is a topological CF-approxiamtion space. By

Lemma 4.6, there is an approximate identity {δi}i∈I for L consisting of kernel operators with

finite range. For all i ∈ I, we use Im(δi) to denote the range of δi. For any m ∈ Im(δi), by

Lemma 2.5 (2), we have that m = δi(m) ≪ m and m is compact, showing that Im(δi) ⊆ K(L).

For H ⊆fin K(L) and H 6= ∅, it follows from
∨

i∈I δi(a) = a that there is ia ∈ I such

that a 6 δia(a) for all a ∈ H ⊆ K(L). Clearly, δia(a) 6 a and δia(a) = a. For {δia |

a ∈ H} ⊆fin {δi}i∈I , it follows from the directedness of {δi}i∈I that there exists j ∈ I such

that δia 6 δj for all a ∈ H. Thus for all a ∈ H, we have that a > δj(a) > δia(a) = a,

and a = δj(a), showing that H ⊆ Im(δj). Set MH = P(Im(δj)) ∩ FK(L). It follows from

H ⊆ Im(δj) that P(H) ∩ FK(L) ⊆ MH , showing that MH satisfies (TB 1). To show MH

satisfies (TB 2), let F ∈ F and G ⊆ MH satisfying
⋃

G ⊆ RK(L)(F ) = ↓ cF ∩ K(L). Take

M = {δj(cF )} ⊆ Im(δj). Clearly, M ∈ MH . It follows from δj(cF ) 6 cF that RK(L)(M) =

↓ δj(cF ) ∩ K(L) ⊆ ↓ cF ∩ K(L) = RK(L)(F ). For all g ∈
⋃

G, notice that
⋃

G ⊆ Im(δj),

we have δj(g) = g. It follows from
⋃

G ⊆ RK(L)(F ) = ↓ cF ∩ K(L) that g 6 cF . Thus

g = δj(g) 6 δj(cF ), showing that
⋃

G ⊆ ↓ δj(cF ) ∩ K(L) = RK(L)(M). Thus, we obtain that
⋃
G ⊆ RK(L)(M) ⊆ RK(L)(F ), showing that MH satisfies (TB 2).

For H ⊆fin K(L) and H = ∅, we have P(H)∩FK(L) = ∅. Let M∅ = P(Im(δi))∩FK(L), for

any i ∈ I. Obviously, M∅ ⊆fin FK(L) and M∅ satisfies (TB 1). The check of (TB 2) is similar

to the case of H 6= ∅. ✷

Theorem 4.13. (Representation Theorem IV: for BF-domains) A poset (L,6) is a BF-domain

iff there exists a topological BF-approximation space (U,R,F) such that (C(U,R,F),⊆) ∼= (L,6).

Proof. Follows directly from Proposition 4.11, Theorem 4.7, 4.10 and 4.12. ✷
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5 Categorical equivalence between related categories

In this section, we first define compositions of suitable CF-approximable relations, and then

prove categorical equivalence of related categories.

Definition 5.1. Let (U1, R1,F1), (U2, R2,F2) and (U3, R3,F3) be CF-approximation spaces,

Θ⊆ F1 × F2 and Υ⊆ F2 × F3 be CF-approximable relations. Then the composition Υ ◦ Θ⊆

F1 ×F3 of Υ and Θ is define by that for any F1 ∈ F1, F3 ∈ F3, (F1, F3) ∈Υ ◦ Θ iff there exists

F2 ∈ F2 satisfying (F1, F2) ∈Θ and (F2, F3) ∈Υ.

Proposition 5.2. Let (U1, R1,F1), (U2, R2,F2) and (U3, R3,F3) be CF-approximation spaces,

Θ⊆ F1 × F2 and Υ⊆ F2 × F3 be CF-approximable relations. Then the composition Υ ◦ Θ is a

CF-approximable relation from CF-approximation space (U1, R1,F1) to (U3, R3,F3).

Proof. Since the composition of CF-approximable relation “◦” is precisely the composition of

binary relation, we have that Υ ◦ Θ satisfies the condition (1) in Definition 3.1.

To check that Υ ◦ Θ satisfies the condition (2) in Definition 3.1, let F,F ′ ∈ F1, H ∈ F3.

F ⊆ R1(F
′), (F,H) ∈Υ ◦ Θ

⇒∃G ∈ F2 such that F ⊆ R1(F
′), F Θ G and G Υ H

⇒∃G ∈ F2 such that F ′ Θ G and G Υ H (by Θ satisfying (2) in Definition 3.1)

⇔(F ′,H) ∈Υ ◦ Θ .

This shows that Υ ◦ Θ satisfies the condition (2) in Definition 3.1. Similarly, by Υ satisfying

the condition (3) in Definition 3.1, we have that Υ ◦ Θ satisfies the condition (3) in Definition

3.1.

To check that Υ ◦ Θ satisfies the condition (4) in Definition 3.1, let F ∈ F1, H ∈ F3.

(F,H) ∈Υ ◦ Θ

⇒ ∃G ∈ F2 such that F Θ G,G Υ H

⇒ ∃F ′ ∈ F1, G ∈ F2,H
′ ∈ F3 such that F ′ ⊆ R1(F ), F ′ Θ G;G Υ H ′,H ⊆ R3(H

′)

(by Proposition 3.3)

⇒ ∃F ′ ∈ F1,H
′ ∈ F3 such that F ′ ⊆ R1(F ),H ⊆ R3(H

′) and (F ′,H ′) ∈Υ ◦ Θ .

To check that Υ ◦ Θ satisfies the condition (5) in Definition 3.1, let F ∈ F1, H1,H2 ∈ F3.

(F,H1) ∈Υ ◦ Θ and (F,H2) ∈Υ ◦ Θ

⇒ ∃G1, G2 ∈ F2 such that F Θ G1, F Θ G2;G1 Υ H1, G2 Υ H2

⇒ ∃G3 ∈ F2 such that G1 ∪G2 ⊆ R2(G3), F Θ G3;G1 Υ H1, G2 Υ H2

(by Θ satisfying (5) in Definition 3.1)

⇒ G3 Υ H1, G3 Υ H2 and F Θ G3 (by Υ satisfying (2) in Definition 3.1)

⇒ ∃H3 ∈ F3 such that H1 ∪H2 ⊆ R3(H3), G3 Υ H3 and F Θ G3

(by Υ satisfying (5) in Definition 3.1)

⇒ ∃H3 ∈ F3 such that H1 ∪H2 ⊆ R3(H3) and (F,H3) ∈Υ ◦ Θ .

To sum up, Υ ◦ Θ is a CF-approxiamble relation from (U1, R1,F1) to (U3, R3,F3). ✷
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Proposition 5.3. Let Θ be a CF-approximable relation from CF-approximation space (U1, R1,F1)

to (U2, R2,F2). Then Θ ◦ Id(U1,R1,F1) = Id(U2,R2F2) ◦ Θ=Θ, where the identity CF-approximable

relation Id(U1,R1,F1) is defined in Definition 3.2.

Proof. For all F ∈ F1, G ∈ F2, we have

(F,G) ∈Θ ⇔ ∃G′ ∈ F2 s.t. F Θ G′, G ⊆ R2(G
′)(by Proposition 3.3)

⇔ ∃G′ ∈ F2 s.t. F Θ G′, (G′, G) ∈ Id(U2,R2,F2)

⇔ (F,G) ∈ Id(U2,R2,F2) ◦ Θ .

This shows that Id(U2,R2,F2) ◦ Θ= Θ. Similarly, by Proposition 3.3, we have Θ◦ Id(U1,R1,F1) = Θ.

✷

By Proposition 5.2 and 5.3, FS-approximation spaces (resp., strong FS-approximation spaces,

topological FS-approximation spaces, topological BF-approximation spaces) as objects and CF-

approximable relations as morphisms form a category, denoted by FS-APPS (resp., StFS-

APPS, TopFS-APPS, TopBF-APPS).

In this paper, we use FS-DOM (resp., BF-DOM) to denote the category of FS-domains

(resp., BF-domains) and Scott continuous maps.

Next, we investigate more relationships between CF-approximable relations and Scott contin-

uous maps, and establish categorical equivalence between category FS-APPS (resp., TopFS-

APPS) and category FS-DOM (resp., BF-DOM).

Lemma 5.4. ([21]) Let Θ be a CF-approximable relation from (U1, R1,F1) to (U2, R2,F2).

(1) Let f : C(U1, R1,F1) −→ C(U2, R2,F2) be a Scott continuous map. Define Θf⊆ F1 ×F2

such that

∀F ∈ F1, G ∈ F2, F Θf G ⇔ G ⊆ f(R1(F )).

Then Θf is a CF-approximable relation from (U1, R1,F1) to (U2, R2,F2).

(2) Let Θ be a CF-approximable relation from CF-approximation spaces (U1, R1,F1) to

(U2, R2,F2), f : C(U1, R1,F1) −→ C(U2, R2,F2) a Scott continuous map. Then ΘfΘ=Θ and

fΘf
= f , where fΘ is the one defined in Lemma 3.5.

Proof. It is a routine work to check relevant items by Definition 3.1, Lemma 2.12 and 2.13. ✷

Proposition 5.5. Let L1 and L2 be continuous domains, (L1, RL1 ,FL1) and (L2, RL2 ,FL2) the

relative induced CF-approximation spaces.

(1) For any CF-approximable relation Ω from (L1, RL1 ,FL1) to (L2, RL2 ,FL2), define gΩ :

L1 → L2 such that for any x ∈ L1,

gΩ(x) = supL2
(
⋃
{RL2(G) | F ∈ FL1 , G ∈ FL2 , F ⊆ ↓↓x and (F,G) ∈ Ω}.

Then gΩ is Scott continuous.

(2) Let g : L1 −→ L2 be a Scott continuous map, Ω a CF-approximable relation from

(L1, RL1 ,FL1) to (L2, RL2 ,FL2). Then gΩg = g and ΩgΩ = Ω, where Ωg is defined in Proposition

4.1.
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Proof. (1) It follows from Lemma 3.5 and Example 2.14(2) that gΩ(x) = supL2
fΩ(↓↓x) and

fΩ(↓↓x) ∈ C(L2, RL2 ,FL2) = {↓↓y | y ∈ L2}, where fΩ is defined in Lemma 3.5. By continuity of

L2, we have fΩ(↓↓x) = ↓↓y for some y ∈ L2 and gΩ is well defined. For any directed set D ⊆ L1,

we have

gΩ(supL1
D) = supL2

fΩ(↓↓ supL1
D)

= supL2
fΩ(

⋃
d∈D ↓↓d) (by the continuity of L1)

= supL2
(
⋃

d∈D fΩ(↓↓d)) (by Lemma 2.12(3), 3.5 and Example 2.14(2) )

= supL2
{supL2

fΩ(↓↓d) | d ∈ D}

= supL2
{gΩ(d) | d ∈ D}.

This shows that gΩ is Scott continuous.

(2) For every x ∈ L1 and Ωg defined in Proposition 4.1, we have

gΩg (x) = supL2
fΩg(↓↓x)

= supL2
(
⋃
{RL2(G) | F ∈ FL1 , G ∈ FL2 , F ⊆ ↓↓x and (F,G) ∈ Ωg}

= supL2
(
⋃
{↓↓t | s ∈ L1, t ∈ L2, s ≪ x and t ≪ g(s)})

= supL2
{t | s ∈ L1, t ∈ L2, s ≪ x and t ≪ g(s)}

= supL2
{g(s) | s ∈ L1 and s ≪ x} (by the continuity of L2 )

= g(x). (by the Scott continuity of g)

This shows that gΩg = g.

For any F ∈ FL1 and G ∈ FL2 , then

(F,G) ∈ ΩgΩ ⇐⇒ cG ≪ gΩ(cF ) = supL2
fΩ(↓↓cF )

⇐⇒ G ⊆ fΩ(↓↓cF ) (by fΩ(↓↓x) ∈ C(L2, RL2 ,FL2) = {↓↓y | y ∈ L2})

⇐⇒ G ⊆
⋃
{RL2(K) | H ∈ FL1 ,K ∈ FL2 ,H ⊆ ↓↓cF and (H,K) ∈ Ω}

⇐⇒ (∃H ∈ FL1 ,K ∈ FL2)(H ⊆ ↓↓cF = RL1(F ), G ⊆ RL2(K) and (H,K) ∈ Ω)

(by Proposition 3.4)

⇐⇒ (F,G) ∈ Ω. (by Proposition 3.3)

This shows that ΩgΩ = Ω. ✷

Theorem 5.6. Let (U,R,F) be an FS-approximation space, (V,Q,G) the FS-approximation

space induced by the FS-domain (C(U,R,F),⊆). Then (U,R,F) ∼= (V,Q,G) in FS-APPS.

Proof. By Example 2.14, we have that V = C(U,R,F), G = {C ⊆ C(U,R,F) | C has a top element},

and Q is the way-below relation ≪ in FS-domain (C(U,R,F),⊆). Define Υ⊆ F × G and

Ω ⊆ G × F such that

∀F ∈ F , C ∈ G, (F, C) ∈Υ⇔ EC ≪ R(F ), (C, F ) ∈ Ω ⇔ F ⊆ EC ,

where EC denote the top element in C.

We prove firstly that Υ is a CF-aproximable relation from (U,R,F) to (V,Q,G). It is a

routine work to check that Υ satisfies the conditions (1), (2), (3) and (5) in Definition 3.1. To

check that Υ satisfies (4) in Definition 3.1, let F ∈ F , C ∈ G. Then we have

(F, C) ∈Υ ⇐⇒ EC ≪ R(F )
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⇐⇒ ∃E1, E2 ∈ C(U,R,F) such that EC ≪ E1 ≪ E2 ≪ R(F ) (by Lemma 2.3)

⇐⇒ ∃E1, E2 ∈ C(U,R,F), F ′ ∈ F such that EC ≪ E1 ≪ E2 ⊆ R(F ′), F ′ ⊆ R(F )

(by Lemma 2.15)

=⇒ ∃E1 ∈ C(U,R,F), F ′ ∈ F such that EC ≪ E1, E1 ≪ R(F ′), F ′ ⊆ R(F )

=⇒ ∃F ′ ∈ F , {E1} ∈ G such that F ′ ⊆ R(F ), (F ′, {E1}) ∈Υ, C ⊆ Q({E1}) = ↓↓{E1}.

This shows that that Υ satisfies (4) in Definition 3.1.

We then prove that Ω is a CF-aproximable relation from (V,Q,G) to (U,R,F). It is a routine

work to check that Ω satisfies the conditions (1), (2), (3) and (5) in Definition 3.1. To check

that Ω satisfies (4) in Definition 3.1, let C ∈ G, F ∈ F . Then we have

(C, F ) ∈ Ω ⇔ F ⊆ EC ∈ C(U,R,F)

⇒ ∃F1 ∈ F such that F ⊆ R(F1), F1 ⊆ EC (by Definition 2.11)

⇒ ∃F1, F2 ∈ F such that F ⊆ R(F1), F1 ⊆ R(F2) and F2 ⊆ EC (by Definition 2.11)

⇒ ∃F1 ∈ F , {R(F2)} ∈ G such that F ⊆ R(F1), ({R(F2)}, F1) ∈ Ω and R(F2) ≪ EC

(by Lemma 2.15(2))

⇒ ∃{R(F2)} ∈ G, F1 ∈ F such that {R(F2)} ⊆ Q(C), ({R(F2)}, F1) ∈ Ω, F ⊆ R(F1).

This shows that Ω satisfies (4) in Definition 3.1.

Next we prove Ω ◦ Υ= Id(U,R,F) and Υ ◦Ω = Id(V,Q,G). Let F,G ∈ F , C1, C2 ∈ G. Then

(F,G) ∈ Id(U,R,F) ⇔ G ⊆ R(F )

⇔ ∃F1 ∈ F , G ⊆ R(F1), F1 ⊆ R(F ) (by Definition 2.10)

⇔ ∃C = {R(F1)} ∈ G, G ⊆ EC , EC ≪ R(F ) (by Lemma 2.15(2))

⇔ ∃C ∈ G, (F, C) ∈Υ, (C, G) ∈ Ω (by definitions of Ω and Υ)

⇔ (F,G) ∈Ω ◦ Υ,

(C1, C2) ∈ Id(V,Q,G) ⇔ C2 ⊆ Q(C1)

⇔ EC2 ≪ EC1

⇔ ∃E ∈ C(U,R,F), EC2 ≪ E ≪ EC1 (by Lemma 2.3)

⇔ ∃F ∈ F , F ⊆ EC1 , EC2 ≪ R(F ) (by taking E = R(F ) and Lemma 2.15)

⇔ ∃F ∈ F , (C1, F ) ∈ Ω, (F, C2) ∈Υ (by definitions of Ω and Υ)

⇔ (C1, C2) ∈Υ ◦ Ω .

These show that (U,R,F) ∼= (V,Q,G) in FS-APPS. ✷

Lemma 5.7. ([1]) Let C,D be two categories. If there is a functor Φ : C −→ D such that

(1) Φ is full, namely, for all A,B ∈ ob(C), g ∈ MorD(Φ(A),Φ(B)), there is f ∈ MorC(A,B)

such that Φ(f) = g;

(2) Φ is faithful, namely, for all A,B ∈ ob(C), f, g ∈ MorC(A,B), if f 6= g, then Φ(f) 6=

Φ(g);

(3) for all B ∈ ob(D), there is A ∈ ob(C) such that Φ(A) ∼= B,

then C and D are equivalent.
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Theorem 5.8. The categories FS-APPS and FS-DOM are equivalent.

Proof. Define Φ : FS-DOM −→FS-APPS, such that

∀L ∈ ob(FS-DOM),Φ(L) = (L,RL,FL); ∀g ∈ Mor(FS-DOM),Φ(g) = Ωg,

where the Ωg is defined in Proposition 4.1. By Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 4.2, we know Φ

is well-defined. We then prove that Φ is a functor from FS-DOM to FS-APPS. Let L be an

FS-domain, idL the identity on L. Then for all F,G ∈ FL, we have

(F,G) ∈ Φ(idL) ⇐⇒ cG ≪ idL(cF ) = cF

⇐⇒ G ⊆ RL(F ) = ↓↓cF

⇐⇒ (F,G) ∈ Id(L,RL,FL),

where cF is the top element of F . This shows that Φ(idL) = Id(L,RL,FL).

Let L1, L2, L3 be FS-domains, h : L1 −→ L2 and g : L2 −→ L3 Scott continuous maps.

Then for all F ∈ FL1 , G ∈ FL3 , we have

(F,G) ∈ Φ(g) ◦ Φ(h) ⇐⇒ ∃K ∈ FL2 such that (F,K) ∈ Φ(h) and (K,G) ∈ Φ(g)

⇐⇒ ∃K ∈ FL2 , cK ≪ h(cF ), cG ≪ g(cK)

⇐⇒ cG ≪ g(h(cF ))(“ ⇐ ” follows from g(h(cF )) = sup{g(x) | x ≪ h(cF )}

⇐⇒ (F,G) ∈ Φ(g ◦ h).

This shows that Φ(g) ◦ Φ(h) = Φ(g ◦ h). Thus Φ is a functor from FS-DOM to FS-APPS.

It follows from Proposition 5.5 that Φ is full and faithful. By Theorem 5.6, we see that Φ

satisfies the condition (3) in Lemma 5.7. Thus, FS-DOM and FS-APPS are equivalent. ✷

Theorem 5.9. The categories TopFS-APPS and BF-DOM are equivalent.

Proof. Define Ψ : TopFS-APPS−→ BF-DOM such that

∀(U,R,F) ∈ ob(FS-DOM), Ψ((U,R,F)) = (C(U,R,F),⊆);

∀Θ ∈ Mor(TopFS-APPS), Ψ(Θ) = fΘ,

where fΘ is defined in Lemma 3.5. By Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 4.7, we know that Ψ is well-

defined. Similar to the proof of Theorem 5.8, it is routine to check that Ψ is a functor. It follows

from Theorem 4.7 and Lemma 5.4 that Ψ satisfies all the conditions in Lemma 5.7, showing that

categories TopFS-APPS and BF-DOM are equivalent. ✷

Similarly, the category StFS-APPS of strong FS-approximation spaces and CF-approximable

relations is equivalent to category FS-DOM, and the category TopBF-APPS of topological

BF-approximation spaces and CF-approximable relations is equivalent to category BF-DOM.

We leave the details of these to the interested reader.
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