
ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

01
37

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
T

] 
 2

 S
ep

 2
02

4

THE DIRECTED VIETORIS-RIPS COMPLEX AND HOMOTOPY AND
SINGULAR HOMOLOGY GROUPS OF FINITE DIGRAPHS

NIKOLA MILIĆEVIĆ, NICHOLAS A. SCOVILLE

ABSTRACT. We prove analogues of classical results for higher homotopy groups and singu-
lar homology groups of pseudotopological spaces. Pseudotopological spaces are a gener-
alization of (Čech) closure spaces which are in turn a generalization of topological spaces.
Pseudotopological spaces also include graphs and directed graphs as full subcategories.
Thus they are a bridge that connects classical algebraic topology with the more applied
side of topology. More specifically, we show the existence of a long exact sequence for
homotopy groups of pairs of pseudotopological spaces and that a weak homotopy equiva-
lence induces isomorphisms for homology groups. Our main result is the construction of
weak homotopy equivalences between the geometric realizations of directed Vietoris-Rips
complexes and their underlying directed graphs. This implies that singular homology
groups of finite directed graphs can be efficiently calculated from finite combinatorial
structures, despite their associated chain groups being infinite dimensional. This work is
similar to the work of McCord for finite topological spaces but in the context of pseudo-
topological spaces. Our results also give a novel approach for studying (higher) homotopy
groups of discrete mathematical structures such as (directed) graphs or digital images.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Singular homology groups of topological spaces are difficult to compute due to the
chain groups having infinite dimension, even for spaces of finite cardinality. Computing
higher homotopy groups of topological spaces presents an even greater challenge. An
elegant classical solution is to replace the space with a CW complex (or a simplicial
complex) that is (weak) homotopy equivalent to the original space. However, for finite
topological spaces, their non-Hausdorff nature generally disallows having continuous
maps to a Hausdorff space like a CW complex that are not constant. Thus, finite spaces
are generally not homotopy equivalent to a CW complex. Therefore, to effectively com-
pute these algebraic invariants of finite spaces the best hope is to find a weak homotopy
equivalence to a CW complex, as weak homotopy equivalences will also induce isomor-
phisms on singular homology. This is precisely what McCord did with the following
celebrated result:

Theorem. [36, Theorem 1]

(1) For each finite topological space X there exists a finite simplicial complex K
and a weak homotopy equivalence f : |K| → X .

(2) For each finite simplicial complex K there exists a finite topological space X
and a weak homotopy equivalence f : |K| → X .

An immediate consequence of this result was the surprising realization that finite topo-
logical spaces have more interesting singular homology and higher homotopy groups
than one might imagine; homology and homotopy groups of any finite simplicial com-
plex can be realized as singular homology groups and homotopy groups, respectively,
of a finite topological space.

Finite topological spaces are equivalent to a preorder on a set [2], i.e., a set with a
transitive and reflexive relation (X,E). However, in applied topology data typically does
not come with the transitivity assumption; we only have a set with a reflexive relation
(X,E), i.e., a simple directed graph, or digraph for short, with a loop at each vertex [31,
29, 12, 24].

The category of topological spaces, Top, and the category of digraphs, DiGph, are both
full subcategories of Čech closure spaces, Cl [16]. Closure spaces are a generalization
of topological spaces where one does not require the closure operator to be idempotent
[48]. This suggests we can develop a common homotopy and homology theory for
seemingly very distinct objects: the classical topological spaces and the objects studied
in applied topology [11, 44, 10]. However, just like in the case of finite topological spaces,
the singular homology groups of finite digraphs are difficult to compute on their own
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due to the infinite dimensional chain groups. By leveraging analogues of classical long
exact sequences like the Mayer-Vietoris sequence, some examples of singular homology
groups of undirected graphs can be computed [38]. Using a covering space theory of
closure spaces, Rieser computed examples of fundamental groups of finite closure spaces
[44]. However, so far there is no analogue of McCord’s result for computing singular
homology and homotopy groups of arbitrary finite digraphs more effectively.

In this paper, we show that McCord’s result (part (1)) can be extended to finite digraphs,
which are equivalent to finite closure spaces, i.e., we can drop the transitivity requirement
for (X,E). Part (2) of McCord’s theorem is immediately true in Cl, as every topological
space is a closure space which is why we are only interested in part (1). In particular,
in part (2), given an abstract simplicial complex, McCord showed that its geometric
realization is weak homotopy equivalent to its barycentric subdivision (as a finite set
with the partial order given by inclusion).

Given a finite digraph (X,E), we consider its directed Vietoris-Rips complex
−→
VR(X,E)

(also known as the directed clique complex or directed flag complex) which is the collec-
tion of all subsets σ ⊂ X on which there is an ordering σ = {v0, . . . vn} such that viEvj
whenever vi < vj . Note that E potentially having bidirected edges implies that there
might be more than one such ordering of vertices in σ. If E is symmetric on all of X ,
this definition recovers the usual Vietoris-Rips complex VR(X,E) (also called the clique
complex or the flag complex) on (X,E). McCord showed that a finite T0 topological
space (a partial order (X,E)) is weakly homotopy equivalent to the geometric realization
of its order complex, which consists of all chains in the preorder (X,E) (part (1) of
the theorem). As the directed Vietoris-Rips complex is an obvious generalization of the
order complex (when transitivity of E is not certain), the directed Vietoris-Rips complex
is the natural candidate for us to consider for our main result. In other words, our main
result is the following:

Theorem (Theorem 4.10). For each finite digraph (X,E) there exists a finite abstract

simplicial complex
−→
VR(X,E) and a weak homotopy equivalence fX : |

−→
VR(X,E)| →

(X,E) which is a morphism in Cl.

This result allows us to more effectively compute higher homotopy groups of finite
digraphs (or equivalently finite closure spaces) by using combinatorial structures such
as simplicial complexes.

In order to prove our results, we extended classical results from algebraic topology
from Top to the larger setting of Cl. This was not entirely trivial, since Top is a reflective
but not coreflective subcategory of Cl and thus colimits of diagrams of topological spaces
are not “well behaved" in Cl. Furthermore, for the sake of generality and a very technical
reason (Remark 3.4), we develop all this theory for an even larger category of spaces,
the category of pseudotopological spaces, PsTop [40]. However, finite pseudotopological
spaces coincide with finite closure spaces, for which our main result is intended. As an
example we prove the following important result in PsTop.

Theorem (Theorem 3.11). Let f : (X ;X1, X2) → (Y ; Y1, Y2) be a map of excisive triads
in PsTop such that f : (Xi, X1∩X2) → (Yi, Y1∩Y2) is an n-equivalence for i = 1, 2. Then
f : (X,Xi) → (Y, Yi) is an n-equivalence for i = 1, 2.
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Furthermore, we prove the following theorem which allows us to compute singular
(co)homology groups of finite digraphs more effectively.

Theorem (Theorem 3.18). A weak homotopy equivalence f : X → Y of pseudotopo-
logical spaces induces isomorphisms f∗ : Hn(X ;G) → Hn(Y ;G) and f ∗ : Hn(Y ;G) →
Hn(X ;G) for all n and all coefficient groups G.

In summary, this manuscript further develops singular homology and higher homo-
topy groups in PsTop. Our results apply to the important full subcategory digraphs,
DiGph, which is useful for applications. These homology and homotopy groups are a
natural extension of homology and homotopy groups of topological spaces. Our main
result allows us to compute them by replacing the digraph with its directed Vietoris-Rips
complex.

This manuscript is structured as follows. In Section 2 we recall the necessary back-
ground material on pseudotopological and closure spaces. In Section 3 we define higher
homotopy groups and singular homology groups for pseudotopological spaces. We show
these groups satisfy analogues of classical results from algebraic topology. For the sake
of readability, some of the proofs in Section 3 are relegated to the Appendix. In Section 4
we prove our main result. In Section 5 we discuss the meta implications of this work.

Related works. It should be noted that some of the same results on the weak homotopy
type of pseudotopological spaces have been arrived at independently, using very different
methods than those employed in this paper, by Jonathan Treviño-Marroquín [47]. To our
knowledge Demaria and Bogin [14] were the first to extend classical algebraic topology
to closure spaces. Many different singular homology theories and homotopy theories
of closure spaces were developed in [10, 11, 38]. Model structures on pseudotopological
spaces were developed by Rieser in [45] and Ebel and Kapulkin in [18]. The study of
CW complexes and their properties in Cl was done by Bubenik [9]. Riser studied a
fundamental group and covering spaces of closure spaces in [44]. Babson, Barcelo, de
Longueville, Kramer, Laubenbacher, and Weaver developed a discrete homotopy the-
ory of simple graphs, which they called A-theory [6, 5, 3]. Barcelo, Capraro and White
[4] defined a cubical singular homology theory for simple graphs. Dochtermann [17]
developed a homotopy theory for simple graphs, called ×-homotopy theory. A special
case of graphs, in which the underlying set is a finite subset of the lattice Z

n, is studied
in digital topology and digital homotopy theories [8, 30]. Grigor’yan, Lin, Muranov, and
Yau [22] developed a homotopy theory for directed graphs. Almost all of these differ-
ent homotopy and homology theories for graphs were shown to fall under a common
uniform framework of varying products and interval objects in the category of closure
spaces [11]. Vietoris introduced what is now known as the Vietoris-Rips complex (also
known as clique or flag complex) of an undirected graph [49]. To our knowledge the first
definition of a directed clique complex for a directed graph was given in [34]. However,
this definition assumes the digraph does not have any bidirected edges. Our definition
in this work is for digraphs potentially having some bidirected edges and is thus the
most general.
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2. BACKGROUND

Here we give some of the necessary definitions and background results for topological,
closure, and pseudotopological spaces that will be used throughout this paper. The proofs
of some lemmas are relegated to the Appendix. We refer to [7, Chapter 1] and [40] for
background on pseudotopological spaces. We refer to [48] for background on closure
spaces.

2.1. Pseudotopological spaces.

Definition 2.1. [26, Chapter 11] Let X be a non-empty set. A filter on X is a collection
F of non-empty subsets of X satisfying

(1) X ∈ F and ∅ 6∈ F .
(2) If A,B ∈ F , then A ∩B ∈ F .
(3) If A ∈ F with A ⊆ B ⊆ X , then B ∈ F .

For any set X , let F(X) denote the set of filters on X .

Definition 2.2. A convergence space is a pair (X,Λ) where Λ ⊆ F(X)×X is a relation
between X and the set of filters on X satisfying

(1) If (λ, x) ∈ Λ and λ ⊆ λ′, then (λ′, x) ∈ Λ (upward closure).
(2) ẋ ∈ Λ where ẋ denotes the filter generated by x.

Any such relation Λ is called a convergence structure or convergence on X . If (λ, x) ∈
Λ, we write λ → x and say that λ converges to x or that x is a limit point of λ. Note
that there is no requirement that when λ → x, every element of λ must contains x. If in
addition we have that

3) Whenever (λ, x), (λ′, x) ∈ Λ, we have (λ ∩ λ′, x) ∈ Λ,
we say that (X,Λ) is a limit space.

Remark 2.3. Some authors (for example in [7]) mean limit space when they write con-
vergence space.

Definition 2.4. Let (X,ΛX) and (Y,ΛY ) be convergence spaces, and let f : X → Y be a
map. Then f is continuous if whenever λ → x ∈ ΛX , we have f(λ) → f(x) ∈ ΛY . Here
f(λ) is the filter in Y generated by the collection {f(U) ⊆ Y : U ∈ λ} of subsets of Y .

Given two convergence structures Λ and Λ′ on X , we say that Λ is finer than Λ′ and
Λ′ is coarser than Λ if for all x ∈ X , {λ | (λ, x) ∈ Λ} ⊂ {λ′ | (λ′, x) ∈ Λ′}. In other words
for all x, Λ has fewer convergent filters to x than Λ′. Clearly Λ is finer than Λ′ if and
only if the identity function idX : (X,Λ) → (X,Λ′) is continuous.

Definition 2.5. Let (X,Λ) be a convergence space and let A ⊂ X . The subspace con-
vergence on A is the convergence structure ΛA on A defined by λ → x in ΛA if and only
if the filter generated by λ on X converges to x in Λ. We say that (A,ΛA) is a subspace
of (X,Λ). The inclusion map (A,ΛA) →֒ (X,Λ) is clearly continuous.

Example 2.6. The finest convergence structure on X is called the discrete convergence
where for every x ∈ X we have ẋ → x as the only filter that converges to x. If (X,Λ)
is such that Λ is the discrete convergence, then any function f : (X,Λ) → (Y,ΛY ) is
continuous for any convergence space (Y,ΛY ). That is because for all x ∈ X we have
that ẋ is the only filter converging to x and thus f(ẋ) = ˙f(x) → x in ΛY .
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Example 2.7. The coarsest convergence structure on X is called the indiscrete conver-
gence where for every x ∈ X , we declare that every λ ∈ 2F(X) converges to x, i.e., all the
filters on X converge to x. If (X,Λ) is such that Λ is the indiscrete convergence, then
any function f : (Y,ΛY ) → (X,Λ) is continuous for any convergence space (Y,ΛY ). That
is because if λ → y in ΛY we have f(λ) → f(y) by definition as Λ is indiscrete.

Definition 2.8. Let (X,Λ) be a convergence space. For all x ∈ X , the filter

U(x) =
⋂

{λ | λ → x}

is called the neighborhood filter of x and its elements are called the neighborhoods
of x. A set A ⊂ X is called open if it is a neighborhood of each of its points. For each
A ⊂ X the set

a(A) = {x ∈ X | ∃λ → x,A ∈ λ}

is called the adherence of A. Call A ⊂ X closed if a(A) = A.

Definition 2.9. An ultrafilter γ on a set X is a filter such that for all A ⊂ X , either
A ∈ γ or X \ A ∈ γ. A convergence space (X,Λ) is called a pseudotopological space,
(also called Choquet spaces [7]), if λ → x whenever every ultrafilter γ finer than λ also
converges to x. We denote the category of pseudotopological spaces and continuous
maps between pseudotopological spaces by PsTop.

The following is straightforward.

Lemma 2.10. Let f : (X,ΛX) → (Y,ΛY ) be a continuous map of pseudotopological spaces.
Then f(aX(A)) ⊂ aY (f(A)) for all A ⊂ X , where aX and aY are the adherences in (X,ΛX)
and (Y,ΛY ), respectively.

Example 2.11. Let (X,Λ) be such that Λ is the discrete convergence. Then (X,Λ) is
a pseudotopological space as ẋ is an ultrafilter for all x ∈ X and ẋ is the only filter
converging to x by definition. Thus, we say (X,Λ) is a discrete pseudotopological space.
Furthermore, for any pseudotopological space (X ′,Λ′) any function f : (X,Λ) → (X ′,Λ′)
is continuous in PsTop.

Example 2.12. Let (X,Λ) be such that Λ is the indiscrete convergence. Then (X,Λ) is a
pseudotopological space for all x ∈ X every filter on X (and thus ultrafilter) converges
to x by definition. Thus, we say (X,Λ) is an indiscrete pseudotopological space. Fur-
thermore, for any pseudotopological space (X ′,Λ′) any function f : (X ′,Λ′) → (X,Λ) is
continuous in PsTop.

2.2. Closure spaces and topological spaces. A (Čech) closure space is a pair (X, c)
where X is a set and c : 2X → 2X is a function such that

(1) c(∅) = ∅.
(2) A ⊂ c(A) for all A ⊂ X .
(3) c(A ∪ B) = c(A) ∪ c(B).

If c(A) = c(c(A)) for all A ⊂ X we say (X, c) is a topological space. This alternative
definition of topological spaces is equivalent to the standard one, in terms of declaring
what subsets are called open, [48]. A continuous map of closure spaces f : (X, c) → (Y, d)
is a function f : X → Y such that f(c(A)) ⊂ d(f(A)). We denote the category of closure
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spaces and continuous maps of closure spaces by Cl. We denote the full subcategory of
closure spaces, i.e, the topological spaces, by Top.

Definition 2.13. Let (X, c) be a closure space and let A ⊂ X . The subspace closure
operation on A is cA(B) := A∩ c(B) for all B ⊂ A. We say that (A, cA) is a subspace of
(X, c). The inclusion map (A, cA) →֒ (X, c) is clearly continuous.

Theorem 2.14. [48, Theorem 17.A.13] A map of closure spaces f : X → Y is continuous
iff the range restriction f : X → f(X) is continuous.

Definition 2.15. Let (X, c) be a closure space. The interior operator of (X, c) is a
function i : 2X → 2X defined by i(A) = X \ c(X \ A). A set U is a neighbhorhood of
A if A ⊂ i(U). We say a collection U of subsets of X is an interior cover of (X, c) if
X =

⋃

U∈U i(U).

Theorem 2.16. [48, Theorem 16.A.4 and Corollary 16.A.5] A function f : (X, c) → (Y, d)
between closure spaces is continuous at x ∈ X if and only if for every neighborhood
V ⊂ Y of f(x), the inverse image f−1(V ) is a neighborhood of x. Equivalently, f is
continuous at x if and only if for each neighborhood V ⊂ Y of f(x), there exists a
neighborhood U ⊂ X of x such that f(U) ⊂ V .

We consider each closure space (X, c) as a pseudotopological space by declaring that
U(x) → x for all x ∈ X , where U(x) is the filter consisting of all neighborhoods of x in
(X, c). An alternative definition of a closure space is that of a pseudotopological space
for which the neighborhood filter (Definition 2.8) at each point always converges to the
point. In this case one sets the closure operator to be the adherence operator of the
pseudotopological space. We will present this alternative definition as a proposition here.
For a proof, see [40, Chapter 2].

Proposition 2.17. A pseudotopological space (X,Λ) is a closure space if U(x) → x
(Definition 2.8) for all x ∈ X .

Proposition 2.18. [40, Remark 2.3.1.2] Cl is a full subcategory of PsTop.

Example 2.19. Let (X,Λ) be a discrete pseudotopological space. Then for all x ∈ X ,
U(x) = {ẋ} → x and thus the neighborhood filter converges to x. Thus (X,Λ) is a closure
space. One also computes that a(A) = A for all A ⊂ X , where a is the adherence for Λ
or the underlying closure operator. Furthermore, the closure operator a is idempotent
and thus (X, a) is a topological space. Thus we say (X,Λ) or equivalently (X, a) is a
discrete closure (topological) space. Additionally, for any closure (resp. topological)
space (Y, d) any function fcolon(X, a) → (Y, d) is continuous in Cl (resp. Top).

Example 2.20. Let (X,Λ) be an indiscrete pseudotopological space. Then for all x ∈ X ,
U(x) → x by definition of the indiscrete convergence structure and thus the neighbor-
hood filter converges to x. Thus (X,Λ) is a closure space. One also computes that
a(∅) = ∅, a(A) = X for all A ⊂ X , where a is the adherence for Λ or the underlying
closure operator. Furthermore, the closure operator a is idempotent and thus (X, a) is
a topological space. Thus we say (X,Λ) or equivalently (X, a) is an indiscrete closure
(topological) space. Furthermore, for any closure (resp. topological) space (Y, d) any
function fcolon(Y, d) → (X, a) is continuous in Cl (resp. in Top).
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The definition of interior covers of closure spaces motivates the following definition
of interior covers of pseudotopological spaces.

Definition 2.21. Let (X,Λ) be a pseudotopological space. For A ⊂ X a neighborhood
of A is a subset U ⊂ X such that U is a neighborhood of A in the closure space (X, a).
That is A ⊂ i(U) where i(U) = X \ a(X \ U). An interior cover of (X,Λ) is a cover of
X that happens to be an interior cover of (X, a).

We have the following version of the pasting lemma.

Proposition 2.22. [40, Proposition A.2.2][Pasting Lemma] Let (X, c) be a closure space
and let (X ′,Λ) be a limit space. If A1 and A2 are closed subsets of (X, c) such that
X = A1 ∪ A2, then a map f : (X, c) → (X ′,Λ) is continuous iff the restrictions f |Ai

are
continuous for i = 1, 2.

2.3. Modifications and inclusion adjunctions. The following describes different modi-
fications of one type of space to another. These modifications are also functors on the
underlying categories.

• Let (X,Λ) ∈ PsTop. Define (X, a) ∈ Cl by

a(A) = {x ∈ X | ∃λ → x,A ∈ λ},

that is, a(A) is the adherence of A in (X,Λ). One can check that adherences satisfy the
closure axioms [7, Lemma 1.3.3]. The closure space (X, a) is the finest closure space
coarser than (X,Λ), called the closure modification of Λ.

• Let (X, c) ∈ Cl. Define (X, τ(c)) ∈ Top by

τ(c)(A) =
⋂

{K ⊂ X | c(K) = K,A ⊂ K},

that is, τ(c)(A) is the intersection of all closed sets in (X, c) that contain A. The
topological space (X, τ(c)) is the finest topological space coarser than (X, c), called the
topological modification of (X, c).

Proposition 2.23. [41, Proposition 2.3.1.5] The following are composite adjunctions, with
right adjoints being inclusion functors of full subcategories, between Top and PsTop.

Top Cl PsTop⊥

τ

⊥

a

2.4. Limits and colimits of diagrams of spaces. Let C ∈ {Top,Cl,PsTop} represent
any of the categories of spaces among topological, closure, or pseudotopological spaces.
If X is an object in C we say X is a C-space or that X is a set with a C-structure. Here
we recall limits and colimits of diagrams of C-spaces and recall constructions that show
C is complete and co-complete. For a more detailed treatment of limits and colimits of
C-spaces, we refer the reader to [40, Chapter 1].

Let X : I → C be a diagram of C-spaces, i.e., X is a functor from some indexing
category I to C. More specifically, for all objects i in I we have a C-space Xi and for
every morphism ϕ : i → j in I we have a continuous map Xϕ : Xi → Xj .

Definition 2.24. A limit of the I-diagram X in C is given by a C-space limIX together
with continuous maps pi : limIX → Xi such that

(1) For ϕ : i → j a morphism in I we have pj = Xϕ ◦ pi.
8



(2) For any C-space Y and any family of continuous maps qi : Y → Xi, indexed by I,
such that for all ϕ : i → j in I we have qj = Xϕ ◦ qi there exists a unique continuous
map q : Y → limI X such that qi = pi ◦ q for every object i in I.

Dually, we define colimits of C-spaces.

Definition 2.25. A colimit of the I-diagram X in C is given by a C-space colimIX
together with continuous maps si : Xi → colimIX such that

(1) For ϕ : i → j a morphism in I we have si = sj ◦Xϕ.
(2) For any C-space Y and any family of continuous maps ti : Xi → Y , indexed by I, such

that for all ϕ : i → j in I we have ti = tj ◦Xϕ there exists a unique continuous map
t : colimIX → Y such that ti = t ◦ si for every object i in I.

Remark 2.26. An immediate consequence of the inclusion functors being right adjoints in
Proposition 2.23 is that limits of diagrams are preserved as we move up the categories,
as right adjoints preserve limits. For example, a limit of topological spaces is still a
topological space in Cl and PsTop. However, colimits do not have to be preserved.
In particular, a colimit of a diagram of topological spaces in Cl does not have to be a
topological space, see for example [48, Introduction to Section 33.B] and [9].

Recall that a concrete category is a pair (K, U) where K is a category and U : K → Set

is a faithful functor from K to the category of sets. For C-spaces we have the forgetful
functors U : Top,Cl,PsTop → Set that given a topological, closure, or pseudotopological
space return the underlying set, forgetting the structure. These forgetful functors make
any C ∈ {Top,Cl,PsTop} into a concrete category. Furthermore, by Examples 2.11
and 2.19, U is a right adjoint to the functor di : Set → C that assigns to any set Y the
discrete topological structure on Y . In other words, we have canonical bijections for any
C-space X and any set Y :

HomC(di(Y ), X) ∼= HomSet(Y, U(X)).

Similarly, U is left adjoint to the functor ind : Set → C that assigns to any set Y the indis-
crete topological structure on Y , by Examples 2.12 and 2.20. That is we have canonical
bijections for any C-space X and any set Y :

HomC(X, ind(Y )) ∼= HomSet(U(X), Y ).

Since U is both a left and right adjoint, it preserves limits and colimits. This means
that in order to compute limits or colimits in any of these categories we can compute
the limits or colimits in Set. Afterwards we associate the coarsest or finest, respectively,
C-structures on the limits or colimits in Set that will make them limits or colimits in C.

Example 2.27. Let I be a set, and let I the category whose objects are the elements of I
and whose morphisms are only the identity morphisms.

(1) For a diagram of C-spaces X : I → C, limIXi is the product
∏

i∈I Xi with projections
maps pi :

∏

i∈I Xi → Xi and the C-space structure on the underlying set of
∏

i∈I Xi is
the coarsest C-structure on

∏

x∈I Xi making all the projection maps continuous. We
call limIXi the product C-structure.

If C = PsTop, a filter λ on
∏

i∈I Xi converges to x in
∏

i∈I Xi if and only if pi(λ)
converges to pi(x) in the convergence structure on Xi.

9



In the case that C ∈ {Top,Cl} we can also describe the C-structure on
∏

i∈I Xi,
i.e., the closure operator on

∏

i∈I Xi, in the following way. For all x ∈
∏

i∈I Xi, let Ux

denote the collection of sets of the form
⋂

{p−1
i (Vi) | i ∈ A},

where A ⊂ I is finite and Vi is a neighborhood of pi(x) in Xi. For B ⊂ X , let

c(B) = {x ∈ X | ∀U ∈ Ux, U ∩ B 6= ∅}.

The closure c is called the product closure for
∏

i∈I Xi and (
∏

i∈I Xi, c) is called the
product closure space. For closure spaces (X, c) and (Y, d), their product is denoted
by (X × Y, c × d). If X is a diagram of topological spaces, the product closure is
topological and the resulting topological space is said to have the product topology.

(2) For a diagram of C-spaces X : I → C, colimIXi is the coproduct
∐

i∈I Xi with copro-
jection (inclusion) maps si : Xi →

∐

i∈I Xi and the C-structure on the underlying set
of

∐

i∈I Xi is the finest C-structure making all the coprojection maps continuous. We
call colimIXi the coproduct C-structure.

Let C = PsTop and let x ∈ ⊔i∈IXi. Suppose k is such that x ∈ Xk . Then, a filter
λ on ⊔i∈IXi converges to x ∈ ⊔i∈IXi if and only if λ = ẋ or there is a filter λk

converging to x in the convergence structure on Xk, such that si(λk) ⊂ λ.
In the case that C ∈ {Top,Cl}, the coproduct of {(Xi, ci)}i∈I is the disjoint union

of sets X = ⊔iXi with the closure operation c for X defined by c(⊔iAi) := ⊔ici(Ai)
for all subsets ⊔iAi of ⊔i∈IXi. If all Xi are topological spaces, then c is a topological
closure operator.

Example 2.28. Let I be the category with two objects, 1 and 2, and two parallel morphisms
from 1 to 2. Then an I-diagram of C-spaces X : I → C consists of a pair of continuous

maps X1 X2.
f

g

(1) We call limIX the equalizer of f and g. In particular, the equalizer consists of the
C-space E and map ι : E → X1 defined in the following manner. Let E = {x ∈
X1 | f(x) = g(x)} with ι the inclusion map and the C-structure on E being the
subspace C-structure induced from X1 (Definitions 2.5 and 2.13).

(2) We call colimIX the coequalizer of f and g. In particular, the coequalizer consists
of the C-space Q and a map q : X2 → Q defined in the following manner. Let Q
be the quotient set X2/∼, where ∼ is the equivalence relation given by f(x) ∼ g(x),
∀x ∈ X1. Let q : X2 → Q be the quotient map. Then the C-structure on Q is the finest
C-structure making q continuous.

In the case that C = Cl, the coequalizer consists of the closure space (Q, cq), where
for any A ⊂ Q, set cq(A) = q(c2(q

−1(A))). In the case that C = Top the quotient
topology on Q is the finest topology making q continuous. This coincides with the
topological modification of cq .

Theorem 2.29. [40, Theorem 1.2.1.10] The product and equalizer defined above are
the categorical product and equalizer in C and hence C is complete. The coproduct
and coequalizer defined above are the categorical coproduct and coequalizer in C and
hence C is co-complete.
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We now consider pushouts of C-spaces.

Definition 2.30. Consider the maps of C-spaces f and i in the following diagram.

(1)

(A, b) (Y, d)

(X, c) (Z, e)

f

i j

g

The pushout of f and i is the colimit of the above diagram, given by a C-space Z and
continuous maps g : X → Z , j : Y → Z . The set Z can be taken to be Z = (Y ∐ X)/∼,
where for all a ∈ A, f(a) ∼ g(a), the induced functions j and g. In the case that
C = PsTop, we have written out the adherence operators b, c, d and e on A,X, Y and
Z respectively in (1) for convenience. However the adherence operators are not used
to compute the pushout in (1), the convergence structures are. In the case that C = Cl,
then b, c, d and e are the closure operators on A,X, Y and Z , respectively. In either case,
for B ⊂ Z we have

e(B) = j(d(j−1(B))) ∪ g(c(g−1(B))).

If C = Top, the topological closure operator on Z is the topological modification of e.

2.5. Compactness of spaces. Here we discuss the notion of compactness of C-spaces
for C ∈ {Top,Cl,PsTop}.

Definition 2.31. Let X be a pseudotopological space and let x ∈ X . A local covering
system at x is a collection C of subsets of X such that C ∩ λ 6= ∅ for all λ → x in X . For
a subset A of X , a covering system of A is a collection of subsets of X , C , that is a local
covering system at each point of A.

Lemma 2.32. Let X be a pseudotopological space and U an interior cover of X . Then U
is a covering system of X .

Proof. Let x ∈ X and let λ → x in X . Since U is an interior cover of X , there exists a
U ∈ U such that U is a neighborhood of X . In particular U belongs to the neighborhood
filter at x, and therefore U belongs to every filter on X that converges to x. Therefore
U ∈ λ and thus U ∩ λ 6= ∅. Therefore U is a local covering system at x, and therefore U
is a covering system of x. �

The following are usually taken to be results for characterizing compactness of pseu-
dotopological and closure spaces, but we will take them as definitions of compactness.

Definition 2.33. [7, Proposition 1.4.15] A pseudotopological space X is compact if for
every covering system C of X , there is a finite subsystem C′ ⊂ C which covers X (C′

does not have to be a covering system of X , only a cover of X).

In particular if X is a compact pseudotopological space, then every interior cover of
X has a finite subcover by Lemma 2.32.

Definition 2.34. [48, Theorem 41.A.9] A closure space X is compact if every interior
cover U of X has a finite subcover (the finite subcover does not have to be an interior
cover).

11



A topological space X is compact if every open cover has a finite subcover. As
expected, the definitions of compactness agree across the categories Top, Cl and Pstop.
For example, if X is a topological space then X is a compact pseudotopological space if
and only if X is a compact topological space.

Proposition 2.35. [7, Proposition 1.4.7] Let f : X → Y be a map of pseudotopological
spaces. If X is compact then f(X) as a subspace of Y is compact.

Lemma 2.36. Let X be a compact topological space. Let Y be a pseudotopological space
with interior cover V , and suppose that f : X → Y is continuous. Then there exists an
(finite) open cover U of X such that for all U ∈ U , there is a V ∈ V such that f(U) ⊂ V .

Proof. Let d be the adherence operator on Y . Since f : X → Y is morphism in PsTop

the function f : X → (Y, d) is a morphism in Cl. Since V is an interior cover, for all
x ∈ X , there is a neighborhood of f(x) in V . Label this neighborhood by Vf(x). By
Theorem 2.16, for the neighborhood Vf(x) ⊂ Y of f(x) there exists a neighborhood
Wx ⊂ X of x in X such that f(Wx) ⊂ Vf(x). Since Wx is a neighborhood of x and X is
topological, there is an open set Ux ⊂ Wx with x ∈ Ux for every x ∈ X . The collection
{Ux}x∈X is thus an open cover of X which refines {Wx}x∈X by construction. Since X is
compact, {Ux}x∈X admits a finite subcover U = {Uxi

}ni=1, and U satisfies the conclusion
of the lemma, by construction. �

2.6. Exponential objects. Let C be a category with finite products. An object X of C is
called exponentiable if product with X is left adjoint, i.e., if there are natural bijections

HomC(X × Z, Y ) ∼= HomC(Z, Y
X),

for all objects Y and Z of C. The power object Y X is given by the right adjoint −X of
X ×−.

Suppose now that C ∈ {Top,Cl,PsTop}. Then C is a concrete category over Set and
constant maps are morphisms in C. Let X be an exponential object in C. In particular
if Z = {∗} is the one-point space, i.e., is the terminal object in C, we have HomC(X ×
{∗}, Y ) ∼= HomC({∗}, Y

X). Thus there is a natural bijection between HomC(X, Y ) and
the elements of the power object Y X . This means that there are canonical function
spaces for exponential objects X . Furthermore, let LX , RX : C → C be the functors
Y 7→ Y × X and Y 7→ Y X , respectively. The evaluation mapping evX : LX ◦ RX → idC

is the co-unit of the adjunction, in particular evX,Y : Y X ×X → Y is a natural morphism
in C, for every Y in C. With the identification Y X ≈ HomC(X, Y ), the C-structure on
HomC(X, Y ) must be so that evX,Y : HomC(X, Y )×X → Y is continuous. Furthermore,
one computes that evX,Y (f, x) = f(x).

Example 2.37. Let (X,ΛX) and (Y,ΛY ) be pseudotopological spaces. The continuous
convergence structure Λc on HomPsTop((X,ΛX), (Y,ΛY )), which is in fact pseudotopo-
logical [7, Theorem 1.55], is given by

H → f in Λc if and only if evX,Y (H× λ) → f(x)∀(λ, x) ∈ ΛX .

In other words, Λc is the coarsest convergence on HomPsTop((X,ΛX), (Y,ΛY )) such that
the evaluation map evX,Y is continuous. Let ac denote the adherence operator associated
to Λc.
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Example 2.38. We have the following examples of exponential objects in different con-
crete categories over Set together with function spaces for exponential objects.

(1) Let Top2 be the category of T2 (Hausdorff) topological spaces. A T2 topological space
X is exponential in Top2 if and only if X is locally compact. In particular, if X
is locally compact, then HomTop2

(X, Y ) has a canonical topology that makes the
evaluation map continuous. This is the well known compact open topology. See [20,
37] for more details.

(2) Consider Top, the category of topological spaces. A topological space X is exponen-
tial in Top if and only if X is quasi locally compact. Once again, HomTop(X, Y ) with
the canonical compact open topology makes the evaluation map continuous. See [13,
25] for more details.

(3) Consider PsTop, the category of pseudotopological spaces. The category PsTop is
Cartesian closed and therefore any object X of PsTop is exponential. The pseudo-
topological structure on HomPsTop(X, Y ) that makes the evaluation map continuous,
for any pseudotopological spaces X and Y , is the one described in Example 2.37. See
[19, 39] for more details.

(4) Consider Cl, the category of closure spaces. A closure space X is exponential in Cl

if and only if X is finitely generated, i.e. X is a colimit of a diagram of finite spaces.
It can be shown that this is equivalent to the requirement that every point in X has
a smallest neighborhood. The closure space structure on HomCl(X, Y ) making the
evaluation map continuous, for given closure spaces X and Y , is the following. First
consider X and Y as objects in PsTop and consider the continuous convergence
structure Λc on HomPsTop(X, Y ) from Example 2.37. Note that HomPsTop(X, Y ) =
HomCl(X, Y ) as sets, since as Cl is a full subcategory of PsTop. Consider the
adherence operator ac associated to Λc and make HomCl(X, Y ) into a closure space,
where the closure operation is precisely ac. See [27, 43] for more details.

Remark 2.39. In Example 2.38, we have a sequence of full subcategories Top2 →֒ Top →֒
Cl →֒ PsTop. Furthermore, as we go from Top2 through Top and finally PsTop the
collection of exponentiable objects keeps expanding. Surprisingly, the collection of ex-
ponentiable objects shrinks when going from Top to Cl. In particular, the unit interval
I with its standard topology is compact and hence a locally compact topological space
and is thus an exponentiable object in Top. However, no point in I has a smallest neigh-
borhood with respect to the topology as one can find arbitrarily small open euclidean
balls around each point. Thus I is not exponentiable in Cl.

2.7. CW complexes. Let C ∈ {Top,Cl,PsTop}. Here we show how to construct CW
complexes in C.

Let Sn be the topological n-sphere and Dn the topological n-disk. A C-space X is
obtained from a C-space A by attaching cells if there exists a pushout in C,

∐

j S
nj−1
j A

∐

j D
nj

j X

∐
j ιj

ϕ

ιA

Φ
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where for each j , Dnj

j is the nj-dimensional disk and ιj : S
nj−1
j → D

nj

j is the inclusion
of its boundary. We call ϕ the cell-attaching map. If for all j , nj = n we say that X is
obtained from A by attaching n-cells.

For a C-space X and a closed subspace A, we say the pair (X,A) is a relative CW
complex in C if X is the colimit of a diagram of C-spaces

A = X−1 →֒ X0 →֒ X1 →֒ X2 →֒ · · · ,

where for all n ≥ 0, Xn is obtained from Xn−1 by attaching n-cells. If A = ∅, we say X
is a CW complex in C. If the total numbers of cells attached is finite, we call X a finite
CW complex in C. If for each n ≥ 0, there are only finitely many n-cells attached, we
call X a CW complex of finite type in C. If no more cells are attached after a certain
n ≥ 0, we say X is a finite-dimensional CW complex in C.

It was shown in [9] that finite-dimensional CW complexes, CW complexes of finite type,
and finite relative CW complexes need not be topological in Cl or PsTop. However, this
does not happen in the case of finite CW complexes. In particular, from [18, Corollary
4.26] we immediately have the following.

Proposition 2.40. The construction of finite CW complexes in the categories Top and
PsTop agree. In particular, the construction of finite CW complexes in the categories
Top and Cl agree.

The construction of finite CW complexes in Top and Cl agreeing is also a special case
of applying [9, Theorems 1.4 and 1.5].

2.8. Graphs as closure spaces. Here we recall how the categories of simple directed
graphs and simple undirected graphs are isomorphic to full subcategories of closure
spaces. For a set X let ∆X = {(x, x) | x ∈ X}.

Definition 2.41. A simple directed graph, or digraph for short, is a pair (X,E) where
X is a set and E is a relation on X such that E ∩ ∆X = ∅, that is E is not reflexive.
A simple undirected graph, or graph for short, is a digraph (X,E) such that E is
symmetric. A spatial digraph is a pair (X,E) where X is a set and E is a reflexive
relation on X , that is ∆X ⊂ E . To each simple digraph (X,E) we can associate a spatial
digraph (X,E) where E = E ⊔ ∆X . A digraph morphism f : (X,E) → (Y, F ) is a set
map f : X → Y such that whenever xEx′ we have f(x)Ff(x′).

If (X,E) is a digraph and A ⊂ X , the induced subgraph (A,E) is defined by aEAa
′

if and only if aEa′ for all a, a′ ∈ A. We denote the category of digraphs and digraph
morphisms by DiGph. Let Gph be the full subcategory of DiGph consisting of graphs.

Definition 2.42. A closure space (X, c) is Alexandroff if c(A) =
⋃

x∈A c(x) for all A ⊂ X .
A closure space (X, c) is symmetric if whenever y ∈ c(x), we have x ∈ c(y). Let Cla, ClsA
denote the full subcategories of Cl consisting of Alexandroff and symmetric Alexandroff
closure spaces, respectively.

To each digraph (X,E) we can associate an Alexandroff closure space (X, cE) defined
by cE(x) = {y ∈ X | xEy} and cE(A) =

⋃

x∈A cE(x). Obviously if E was symmetric, then
(X, cE) will be a symmetric Alexandroff closure space. Conversely, given an Alexandroff
closure space (X, c) we can associate with it a digraph (X,Ec) defined by xEcy if and
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only if y ∈ c(x) and if (X, c) was a symmetric Alexandroff closure space then Ec will
also be symmetric. These assignments are functorial and furthemore are inverses to
one-another. In particular, if (X,E) is a digraph and A ⊂ X then the induced subgraph
(A,EA) corresponds to the subspace closure on A induced from (X, cE). In other words
we have the following:

Proposition 2.43. The categories ClA and DiGph are isomorphic. This isomorphism
also restricts to the subcategories ClsA and Gph.

The proof follows from definitions, see [11, 16] for example.

Remark 2.44. Note that every finite pseudotopological space is in fact a finite closure
space and hence equivalent to a digraph. Indeed, let (X,Λ) be a finite pseudotopological
space. Since X is a finite set, for each x ∈ X , the collection {λ |λ → x} is finite.
Because every pseudotopological space is a limit space, we have that for all x ∈ X ,
U(x) =

⋂

{λ | λ → x} → x which by Proposition 2.17 shows that (X,Λ) is a closure space.

3. HOMOTOPY AND HOMOLOGY FOR PSEUDOTOPOLOGICAL SPACES

In this section, we develop the basics of homotopy and singular homology groups of
pseudotopological spaces. Most of the results, if not the proofs, are completely analogous
to the standard results about homotopy and singular homology groups of topological
spaces. Of particular interest in this section is a pseudotopological version of the Quillen
fiber lemma, Corollary 3.13, which plays a key role in our main result, Theorem 4.10.

One of the main results of [45] for our purposes is that PsTop is an I-category ([45,
Corollary 4.23]). In particular, this means that PsTop has a cylinder object given by the
obvious cylinder construction; that is, for any pseudotopological space X , the cylinder
object is given by (X × [0, 1], i0, i1, p) where [0, 1] = I is the topological unit interval,
i0, i1 : X → X× [0, 1] by i0(x) = (x, 0) and i1(x) = (x, 1) are inclusions, and p : X×I → X
by p(x, t) = x is the projection.

3.1. π0 in PsTop. Let X be a pseudotopological space. A path from x to y in X is a
continuous map α : I → X such that α(0) = x and α(1) = y. If α is a path, its inverse
path is the map α : I → X defined by t 7→ 1− t. If α and β are two paths in X such that
α(1) = β(0), the concatenation of α and β , α ∗ β , is path in X from α(0) to β(1) defined
by

α ∗ β(t) =

{

α(2t), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
2

β(2t− 1), 1
2
≤ t ≤ 1

.

We put a relation on X by saying x ∼ y if there is a path from x to y. By reversing
and concatenating paths, which is made possible by Propositions 2.22 and 2.40, it follows
that ∼ is an equivalence relation on X . The equivalence classes of ∼ are called the path
components of X . We write π0(X) for the set of path components of X . We say X is
path-connected or 0-connected if π0(X) is a singleton. Equivalently, X is path connected
if there is a path between any pair of points in X .
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3.2. Homotopies of maps in PsTop. This existence of a cylinder object yields the defi-
nition of homotopy as the obvious one. That is, continuous maps f, g : X → Y in PsTop

are homotopic, and we write f ≃ g if there exists a continuous H : X × I → Y such that
H ◦i0 = f and H ◦i1 = g (equiv. H(x, 0) = f(x) and H(x, 1) = g(x)). The map H is called a
homotopy between f and g, denoted H : f ≃ g. Given H : f ≃ g, the inverse homotopy
−H : X × I → Y is the map (x, t) 7→ (x, 1 − t). We have −H : g ≃ f . If H : f ≃ g and
L : g ≃ h are given, the glued homotopy H + L : X × I → Y is given by

H + L(x, t) =

{

H(x, 2t), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
2

L(x, 2t− 1), 1
2
≤ t ≤ 1

,

and we have H+L : f ≃ h. This is indeed a continuous map by Propositions 2.22 and 2.40.
This was also argued more directly in [45, Section 3.2.1]. It follows that ≃ is an equivalence
relation on HomPsTop(X, Y ). For a continuous map f : X → Y its equivalence class is
denoted by [f ] and is called the homotopy class of f . The set of homotopy classes
of maps f : X → Y is denoted by [X, Y ]. For a subspace A ⊂ X , we say a homotopy
H : X × I → Y is relative to A if for all t ∈ I , we have H(x, t) = f(x) = g(x) for all
x ∈ X . That is, the homotopy H is constant on A. In this case we write H : f ≃ g (rel A).
We will use Ht to denote the map Ht : X → Y defined by Ht(x) = H(x, t).

We say two pseudotopological spaces X and Y are homotopy equivalent or have the
same homotopy type if there exist continuous maps f : X → Y and g : Y → X such that
fg ≃ idY and gf ≃ idX . If X and Y are homotopy equivalent via maps f : X → Y and
g : Y → X we call f and g homotopy equivalences and we say g is a homotopy inverse
of f . A map f : X → Y is called a null homotopic if it is homotopic to a constant map
and in this case the homotopy is called a null homotopy. For a subspace A of X a map
r : X → X is a retraction of X onto A if r(X) = A and r|A = idA, and we say A is a
retract of X . A deformation retraction is a homotopy between the identity map on X
and a retraction r. In this case, we say X deformation retracts onto A. If a deformation
retraction is a homotopy relative to A, we say it is a strong deformation retraction.
A space X is contractible if X deformation retracts to a one point space and a null
homotopy of idX is called a contraction.

Lemma 3.1. Let Y be a closure space containing a point a such that the only neighbor-
hood in Y containing a is Y itself. Then Y is contractible.

Proof. Define H : Y × I → X by H(y, t) =

{

y, 0 ≤ t < 1,

a, t = 1
. We need to show that H is

continuous. Let (y, t) ∈ Y × I and let U be a neighborhood of H(y, t) in Y . There are
two cases to consider.

Case 1: Suppose that t = 1 or y = a. Then H(y, t) = a and U = Y by assumption.
Thus Y × I is a neighborhood of (y, t) such that H(Y × I) ⊂ Y = U .

Case 2: Suppose that t < 1. Then H(y, t) = y and H−1(U) = U×[0, 1) is a neighborhood
of (y, t) in Y × I such that H(U × [0, 1]) ⊂ U .

Thus, H is continuous by Theorem 2.16. �

3.3. Mapping cylinder in PsTop. Here we define the mapping cylinder in PsTop. We
will be using the fact that PsTop is Cartesian closed.
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Definition 3.2. Let f : X → Y be continuous between pseudotopological spaces. The
mapping cylinder of f , denoted Mf , is given by the pushout of the diagram

X
f

//

i0
��

Y

j

��
✤

✤

✤

X × I
g

//❴❴❴ Mf

where i0(x) = (x, 0). The mapping cone is explicitly given by

Mf = ((X × I) ⊔ Y )/((x, 0) ∼ f(x))

j(y) = [y], and g(x, t) = [x, t].

Proposition 3.3. Let f : X → Y in PsTop. Then f factors as f = r◦ i where i : X → Mf ,
is the inclusion given by composition

X
i1−→ X × I

g
−→ Mf ,

i1(x) = (x, 1), and r : Mf → Y , r([x, t]) = f(x) and r([y]) = y, is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Note that i : X → Mf is given by i(x) = [x, 1]. Clearly f = r ◦ i. We first check
that r is indeed continuous. Let k : X × I → Y be the map (x, t) 7→ f(x). Note that k
factors as k = f ◦ πX , where πX : X × I → X is the canonical projection, and thus k is
continuous. Note that r is the unique continuous map induced by the pushout Mf and
the maps h : X × I → Y and idY : Y → Y .

X
f

//

��

Y

j

��
idY

��

X × I //

k

,,

Mf

r

  
❆

❆

❆

❆

Y

From the commutative diagram above, we have that r ◦ j = idY . Thus, we only need
to show j ◦ r ≃ idMf

.
Since PsTop is Cartesian closed, the unit interval I is an exponentiable object, i.e., the

functor −× I : PsTop → PsTop is a left adjoint (Example 2.38(3)). Therefore

X × I
f×idI

//

i0×idI

��

Y × I

j×idI

��
✤

✤

✤

✤

✤

✤

X × I × I
g×idI

//❴❴❴❴❴❴ Mf × I

is also a pushout. Define m : X×I×I → Mf by m(x, t, s) = [x, t(1−s)] and ℓ : Y ×I → Mf

by ℓ(y, s) = [y]. Write write m = g ◦ m′ : X × I × I → X × I → Mf where m′ is the
map (t, s) → t(1 − s). Then m′ is a map between topological spaces I × I → I and is
known to be continuous. Similarly, we can write ℓ as a composition ℓ = j ◦ πY , where
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πY : Y ×I → Y is the canonical projection, yielding that ℓ is also continuous. Furthermore,
m ◦ (i0 × idI) = ℓ ◦ (f × idI) so that there is a unique continuous map H : Mf × I → Mf

given by the pushout:

X × I
f×idI

//

i0×idI

��

Y × I

j×idI

��

ℓ

��

X × I × I
g×idI

//

m

--

Mf × I
H

##
❍

❍

❍

❍

❍

Mf

Observe that

H([x, t], 0) = [x, t] = idMf
[x, t]

H([y], 0) = [y] = idMf
[y]

and

H([x, t], 1) = [x, 0] = [f(x)] = j(f(x)) = j ◦ r([x, t])

H([y], 1) = [y] = j(y) = j ◦ r([y]).

Therefore H is a homotopy and thus j ◦ r ≃ idMf
. �

Remark 3.4. Since I is not an exponentiable object in Cl (Remark 2.39), we cannot
guarantee the existence of mapping cylinders in Cl. More precisely, the pushout Mf

still exists as a closure space as Cl is cocomplete. However in arguing for the homotopy
H : Mf × I → Mf between idMf

and r : Mf → Y being continuous, in PsTop we used the
fact that product with I preserves pushouts. We cannot do this in Cl. Mapping cylinders
will be of great use in our proofs and thus the need to work in PsTop instead of Cl.

3.4. Homotopy groups of pseudotopological spaces. We now define homotopy groups
of pseudotopological spaces and derive the long exact sequence.

We call a pair (X, x0) consisting of a pseudotopological space X and a base point
x0 ∈ X a pointed space. A pointed map f : (X, x0) → (Y, y0) is a continuous map
f : X → Y such that f(x0) = y0. A homotopy H : f ≃ g is pointed if Ht is pointed for
all t ∈ I . Denote the set of pointed homotopy classes by [(X, x0), (Y, y0)] or by [X, Y ]0

(with fixed base points assumed). We can analogously define concepts such as pointed
homotopy equivalence, pointed contractible and pointed null homotopy for instance.

A pair (X,A) of pseudotopological space consists of a pseudotopological space X with
a subspace A of X . A continuous map of pairs f : (X,A) → (Y,B) is a continuous map
f : X → Y such that f(A) ⊂ B. A homotopy of pairs is then a homotopy H : X× I → Y
such that Ht is a map of pairs for all t ∈ I . We write [(X,A), (Y,B)] for the homotopy
classes of maps of pairs. Note that if X is a closure space (resp. topological space), then
A is a closure space (resp. topological space) as the categories Cl and Top are reflective
subcategories of PsTop (Remark 2.26).
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Lemma 3.5. Let q : X → Y be a quotient map of pseudotopological spaces. Suppose
{Ht : Y → Z}t∈I is a family of functions (not necessarily continuous) such that the col-
lection Ht ◦ q, t ∈ I , is a homotopy. Then the family Ht is also a homotopy.

Proof. The product q× idX : X×I → Y ×I . This is because a quotient map is an example
of a colimit and PsTop is Cartesian closed and thus is I is an exponentiable object and
therefore it preserves colimits. The composition H◦(q×idX) is continuous by assumption
and thus by colimit property of quotients, the map H must be continuous as well. �

A continuous map of pairs f : (X,A) → (Y, y0) into a pointed space induces a pointed
map f : X/A → Y . Furthermore, by Lemma 3.5 the assignment f 7→ f induces a bijection

[(X,A), (Y, y0)] ∼= [X/A, Y ]0.

With this in mind, when we have a pair (X,A) we consider the quotient space X/A as
a pointed space (with A identified with a point) with base point {A}. If A = ∅, then
X/A = X+ is the space X with a separate base point.

Let In be the n-fold product of I with itself. Denote by ∂In the set ∂In = {(t1, . . . , tn) ∈
In : ti ∈ {0, 1} for at least one i}, with the subspace structure induced from In, for n ≥ 1.
We set I0 = {0}, and ∂I0 = ∅. In In/∂In we use ∂In as the base point. For n = 0 we
have I0/∂I0 = {0} ⊔ {∗}, that is we get an additional disjoint base point ∗.

The n-th homotopy group, n ≥ 1, of a pointed pseudotopological space (X, x0) is the
set of relative homotopy classes of maps

πn(X, x0) = [(In, ∂In), (X, x0)],

with the following group structure. Suppose that [f ], [g] ∈ πn(X, x0). Then a representa-
tive of [f ] + [g] is f +i g where

(2) (f +i g)(t1, . . . , tn) =

{

f(t1, . . . , ti−1, 2ti, . . . , tn), 0 ≤ ti ≤
1
2

g(t1, . . . , ti−1, 2ti − 1, . . . , tn)
1
2
≤ ti ≤ 1

.

This construction extends the usual definition of homotopy groups for topological spaces.
Furthermore, the proof of [15, Propositon 6.1.1] applies verbatim and it follows that for
n ≥ 2, πn(X, x0) are abelian groups and that the definition of [f ] + [g] does not depend
on the choice of i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Finally, if X is a path connected pseudotopological space,
then πn(X, x0) does not depend on the base point x0 and we write πn(X) instead. For
n = 0, π0(X, x0) is the set of path components of X , π0(X), with base point at [x0].

3.5. Relative homotopy groups. We now define relative homotopy groups (sets) for a
pointed pair (X,A), i.e., a pair of spaces (X,A) with a base point x0 ∈ A ⊂ X . For n ≥ 1,
let Jn = ∂In×I∪In×{0} ⊂ ∂In+1 ⊂ In+1 as a subspace of In+1. Since In+1 is topological,
so is Jn. Let J0 = {0} ⊂ I . Then define

πn+1(X,A, x0) = [(In+1, ∂In+1, Jn), (X,A, x0)].

In other words, πn+1(X,A, x0) is set of homotopy classes of maps of triples. A map
of triples f : (In+1, ∂In+1, Jn) → (X,A, x0) means that f : In+1 → X is a map such that
f(∂In+1) ⊂ A and f(Jn) ⊂ {x0}. A homotopy of maps of triples is a homotopy H such
that each Ht is also a map of triples for all t ∈ I . For n ≥ 1, πn+1 has a group structure,
the same one as defined in (2). For n = 0, there is no group structure.
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Lemma 3.6. The space Jn is a deformation retraction on In+1. Given a set of faces F of
In−1 and their union Jn−1

F , Jn−1
F ⊂ In is the inclusion of a deformation retraction.

Proof. Both deformation retractions are achieved via straight line homotopies. For ex-
ample, there are unique straight lines between a = (1

2
, . . . , 1

2
, 1) and every point in Jn.

Similarly for Jn−1
F . �

If f : (X,A, x0) → (Y,B, y0) is a map of pointed pairs, i.e., the map preserves the base
point, then composition with f induces a map f∗ : πn(X,A, x0) → πn(Y,B, y0) which is
a group homomorphism for n ≥ 2. In the same fashion, a map of pointed spaces
f : (X, x0) → (Y, y0) induces a group homomorphism f∗ : πn(X, x0) → (Y, y0) for n ≥ 1.
Additionaly, g∗ ◦ f∗ = (g ◦ f)∗ and id∗ = id. These observations show that πn is a functor.
Furthermore, f ≃ g implies that f∗ = g∗ and πn(X,A, x0) is abelian for n ≥ 3.

Given f : (In+1, ∂In+1, Jn) → (X,A, x0), restricting to In, identified with In×{1} in In+1,
we have a map ∂f : (In, ∂In) → (A, x0). By considering homotopy classes this induces a
boundary operator ∂ : πn+1(X,A, x0) → πn(A, x0). The boundary operator ∂ is a group
homomorphisms for n ≥ 1 and for n = 0 we have ∂([f ]) = [f(1)]. Furthermore, there is
a morphism j∗ : πn(X, x0) → πn(X,A, x0) where we identify πn(X, x0) with πn(X, {x0}, x0)
and define j∗ to be the morphism induced by inclusion j : (X, {x0}, x0) →֒ (X,A, x0).

Theorem 3.7. Given a pointed pair of pseudotopological spaces (X,A, x0), the sequence

· · · → πn(A, x0)
i∗−→ πn(X, x0)

j∗
−→ πn(X,A, x0)

∂
−→ · · · → π1(X,A, x0)

∂
−→ π0(A, x0)

i∗−→ π0(X, x0),

is exact, where i∗, j∗ are the maps induced by inclusions i : (A, x0) → (X, x0) and
j : (X, x0, x0) → (X,A, x0), respectively and ∂ is the boundary operator described above.

Proof. We prove exactness at πn(A, x0), πn(X, x0) and πn(X,A, x0), for all n.
Exactness at πn(A, x0). We show that im(∂) ⊂ ker(i∗). Let f be a representative of

a homotopy class [f ] ∈ πn+1(X,A, x0), f : (In+1, ∂In+1, Jn) → (X,A, x0). By definition,
∂f = f |In×{1} : (I

n, ∂In) → (A, x0). Then i∗(∂f) : (I
n, ∂In) → (X, x0) is homotopic to the

constant map, relative to the boundary, as the original map f is such a homotopy.
We now show that ker(i∗) ⊂ im(∂). Let f be a representative of a homotopy class

[f ] ∈ πn(A, x0) such that i∗f = f : (In, ∂In) → (X, x0) is homotopic to the constant map at
x0, cx0

. Such a homotopy is a map H : In×I satisfying H1 = f , H0 = cx0
and H|∂In×I = cx0

.
This means that H is a map of triples H : (In+1, ∂In+1, Jn) → (X,A, x0) and ∂H = f , by
construction.

Exactness at πn(X,A, x0). We show that im(j∗) ⊂ ker(∂). Let f : (In, ∂In) → (X, x0)
be a representative of a homotopy class [f ] ∈ πn(X, x0). The map j∗f is a map of triples
f : (In, ∂In, Jn−1) → (X,A, x0). In particular j∗f |In−1×{1} = cx0

, the constant map at x0. In
other words, ∂j∗f = cx0

.
We now show that ker(∂) ⊂ im(j∗). Let f : (In, ∂In, Jn−1) → (X,A, x0) be a repre-

sentative of a homotopy class [f ] ∈ πn(X,A, x0) which lies in ker(∂). In other words,
∂f : (In−1 × {1}, ∂In−1 × {1}) → (A, x0) is homotopic to the constant map cx0

, at x0, rela-
tive to the boundary. Let H be a homotopy relative to the boundary, between ∂f and cx0

.
Define H ′ : Jn = In ×{0} ∪ ∂In × I → X by setting H ′ = f on In ×{0}, the homotopy H
on In−1×{1}×I and is equal to the constant map cx0

on the rest of ∂In×I . Therefore H ′

is continuous by Proposition 2.22. By Lemma 3.6 there exists a map F : In+1 → X which
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restricts to H ′ on Jn, that is a homotopy of maps of triples (In, ∂In, Jn−1) → (X,A, x0)
between f and F1 : (I

n, ∂In) → (X, x0). Hence [f ] = j∗([F1].
Exactness at πn(X, x0). We show that im(i∗) ⊂ ker(j∗). Let f : (In, ∂In) → (A, x0) be a

representative of a homotopy class [f ] ∈ πn(A, x0). Then i∗(f) = f : (In, ∂In) → (X, x0)
is the map f , with an expanded codomain. Furthermore, j∗i∗f = f as a map of triples
f : (In, ∂In, Jn−1) → (X,A, x0), but from the original definition of f we have f(In) ⊂ A.
Let H : In × I → In be the strong deformation retraction from Lemma 3.6 of In to Jn−1.
Then f ◦ H0 = f and f ◦ H1 = cx0

, the constant map at x0. Thus f ◦ H is a homotopy
between f and cx0

in πn(X,A, x0).
We now show that ker(j∗) ⊂ im(i∗). Let f : (In, ∂In) → (X, x0) be a representative

of a homotopy class [f ] ∈ πn(X, x0) such that j∗f = f : (In, ∂In, Jn−1) → (X,A, x0) is
null homotopic in πn(X,A, x0). Let H : In × I be a homotopy between f : (In, ∂In, x0) →
(X,A, x0) and the constant map at x0, cx0

. This implies that H(In × {1}) ⊂ {x0} ⊂ A and
H(∂In× I) ⊂ A. Furthermore, In× I strongly deformation retracts to In×{1}∪ ∂In× I ,
which is a “reflected" copy of Jn, by Lemma 3.6. Composing H with this deformation
retraction we get that f is homotopic relative to ∂In to a map g, whose image is contained
in A. �

3.6. Weak homotopy equivalences. A map f : X → Y of pseudotopological spaces is
called an n-equivalence, if for all x ∈ X , f∗ : πk(X, x) → πk(Y, f(x)) is an isomorphism
for all 0 ≤ k < n and a surjective homomorphism for k = n. A map of pairs f : (X,A) →
(Y,B) is called an n-equivalence if (f∗)

−1(Im(π0(B) → π0(Y )) = Im(π0(A) → π0(X))
and for all a ∈ A, πk(X,A, a) → (Y,B, f(a)) is an isomorphism for all 0 ≤ k < n and
a surjective homomorphism for k = n. Note that the condition of path components is
automatically satisfied if both X and Y are path connected. In both the absolute and
relative cases, f is called a weak homotopy equivalence if f is an n-equivalence for all
n. We say that the pair (X,A) of pseudotopological spaces is n-connected if πi(X,A) = 0
for all i ≤ n. The following are inspired by the work of May in [35].

Definition 3.8. A map i : A → X of pseudotopological spaces has the homotopy exten-
sion property (HEP) for a pseudotopological space Y if for each homotopy h : A×I → Y
and each map f : X → Y with fi(a) = h(a, 0) there exists a homotopy H : X × I → Y
such that H(x, 0) = f(x) and H(i(a), t) = h(a, t). The map i : A → X is a cofibration if it
has the HEP for all pseudotopological spaces Y . The HEP can be summarized with the
following diagram:

X

A X × I Y

A× I

iX
0

f

i

iA
0

H

i×id

h

Lemma 3.9. If a pair of topological Hausdorff spaces (X,A) satisfies the HEP in Top,
then (X,A) satisfies the HEP in PsTop.
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Proof. Since (X,A) has the HEP in Top, there exists a retract r : X × I → (X × {0}) ∪
(A× I). Let Y be a pseudotopological space and let f : A× I → Y and g : X × {0} → Y
be such that f(a, 0) = g(a, 0) for all a ∈ A. Define H : X × I → Y by

H(x, t) =

{

f ◦ r(x, t), ∀(x, t) ∈ X × I such that r(x, t) ∈ A× I

g ◦ r(x, t), ∀(x, t) such that r(x, t) ∈ X × {0}
.

H is well defined by assumptions on f and g. Since A and X are Hausdorff and the
inclusion A →֒ X is a cofibration in Top, A is closed in X . Therefore, {A×I,X×{0}} is
a closed cover of (X×{0})∪(A×I). Therefore the map f ∪g : (X×{0})∪(A×I) → Y is
continuous by Proposition 2.22. Hence as H = (f∪g)◦r, we have that H is continuous. �

Corollary 3.10. Let X be a finite CW complex and let A be a subcomplex. Then the
pair (X,A) has the HEP, in PsTop.

Let X be a pseudotopological space with subspaces A and B. We call the triple
(X ;A,B) a triad. If {A,B} is an interior cover for X , we call (X ;A,B) an excisive
triad. A map of a triads f : (X ;A,B) → (Y ;C,D) is a map f : X → Y such that
f(A) ⊂ C and f(B) ⊂ D. The statement and proof of Theorem 3.11 below is borrowed
almost verbatim from Hatcher [23, Proposition 4K.1], however there are a few instances
where the arguments might not carry over when going from Top to PsTop. We write
out the proof for completeness sake in the Appendix. This way the reader can verify
the arguments carry over, albeit with small modifications.

Theorem 3.11. Let f : (X ;X1, X2) → (Y ; Y1, Y2) be a map of excisive triads in PsTop

such that f : (Xi, X1 ∩ X2) → (Yi, Y1 ∩ Y2) is an n-equivalence for i = 1, 2. Then
f : (X,Xi) → (Y, Yi) is an n-equivalence for i = 1, 2.

Corollary 3.12. Let f : (X ;X1, X2) → (Y ; Y1, Y2) be a map of excisive triads such that
f : X1 ∩X2 → Y1 ∩ Y2, f : X1 → Y1, and f : X2 → Y2 are weak equivalences. Then f is a
weak equivalence.

Corollary 3.13. Let f : X → Y be a map of pseudotopological spaces and let U be a
finite interior cover for Y . Let V be the the closure of U under finite intersections. That
is

V = {V ⊂ X | ∃U1, . . . , Un ∈ U , V =
⋂

n

Un}.

If f−1(V ) → V is a weak equivalence for all V ∈ V , then f : X → Y is a weak equiva-
lence.

Proof. Suppose that U = {U1, U2} is an interior cover of Y consisting of two elements.
Note that by Theorem 2.16, {f−1(U1), f

−1(U2)} is an interior cover of X . Then the
statement follows from Corollary 3.12. The general case of finite interior covers can be
reduced to the cover by two elements in the following way. Given a finite interior cover
U = {U1, . . . , Un}, we create a new interior cover by two elements by defining U ′

1 = U1

and U ′
2 =

⋃n
i=2 Ui. �

Remark 3.14. In the category of topological spaces, Top, the statement of Corollary 3.13
is true for arbitrary open covers [15, Theorem 6.7.11]. The argument goes as follows.
By compactness of In, we can reduce the case to finite open covers and then apply
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Theorem 3.11. However, since we are working with interior covers, in Cl or PsTop,
compactness means that we only get a finite subcover (Section 2.5), which might not be
an interior cover and thus we cannot apply Theorem 3.11 to the subcover.

3.7. Singular (co)homology of pseudotopological spaces. The n-dimensional stan-
dard simplex is the topological space

|∆n| = {(t0, . . . , tn) ∈ R
n+1 |

n
∑

i=0

ti = 1, ti ≥ 0},

with the topology inherited from R
n+1. For a set of points v0, . . . , vm ∈ R

k , we denote
by [v0, . . . , vm] the convex hull of v0, . . . , vm in R

k . Thus, we have |∆n| = [e0, . . . , en]
where the ei’s are the standard basis vectors in R

n+1. Let X be a pseudotopological
space. A map σ : |∆n| → X of pseudotopological spaces is called a singular n-simplex.
We denote by Cn(X) the free abelian group generated by all singular n-simplices, that
is Cn(X) = Z〈{σ : |∆n| → X | σ is continuous}〉. An element c ∈ Cn(X) is called a
singular n-chain. The singular boundary operator ∂n is a group homomorphism
∂n : Cn(X) → Cn−1(X) defined on singular simplices by

∂nσ =

n
∑

i=0

(−1)iσ|[e0,...,êi,...,en]

where the notation êi means that ei is excluded. Then, ∂n is extended linearly to all of
Cn(X). If c ∈ ker ∂n we call the chain c a cycle. If c ∈ Im∂n, we call c a boundary.
For n = 0, ∂0 is set to be the zero morphism. A straightforward computation, just like
in Top, shows that ∂n−1∂n = 0 and thus we have a chain complex of abelian groups
(C•(X), ∂•). We denote the homology groups of this chain complex by Hn(X) and we
call them the singular homology groups of X . In particular, by definition the abelian
group Hn(X) = ker ∂n/Im∂n+1 are the n-cycles modulo boundaries.

Let f : X → Y be a map of pseudotopological spaces. If σ : |∆n| → X is a singular
n-simplex on X , then f ◦ σ is a singular simplex on Y . Thus we have an induced chain
map f# : Cn(X) → Cn(Y ). One can show this map respects boundary operators and
therefore induces a map f∗ : Hn(X) → Hn(Y ) on homology.

Let X be a pseudotopological space and let A be a subspace. The chains on A are also
chains on X , that is there is an inclusion of subgroups Cn(A) →֒ Cn(X). Let Cn(X,A),
be the quotient group Cn(X)/Cn(A). The boundary map ∂n : Cn(X) → Cn−1(X) takes
Cn(A) to Cn−1(A), hence it induces a quotient boundary map ∂n : Cn(X,A) → Cn−1(X,A).
Therefore we have a chain complex of abelian groups (C•(X,A), ∂•). The relative sin-
gular homology groups Hn(X,A), are the homology groups of the this chain complex.
Standard arguments from homological algebra give the following:

Theorem 3.15. Given a pair of pseudotopological spaces (X,A), there exists a long
exact sequence of homology groups:

· · · → Hn(A)
i∗−→ Hn(X)

j∗
−→ Hn(X,A)

∂
−→ Hn−1(A)

i∗−→ Hn−1(X) → · · · → H0(X,A) → 0

where i : Cn(A) → Cn(X) is the inclusion and j : Cn(X) → Cn(X,A) is the quotient map.

Let G be an abelian group. We define Cn(X ;G) to be the singular chains on X with
coefficients in G, that is Cn(X ;G) = Cn(X)⊗G. We still get a chain complex (C•(X ;G), ∂•)
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whose homology groups we denote by Hn(X ;G). We call these the singular homology
groups of X with coefficients in G.

For a chain complex of abelian groups (C•, ∂•), let (C•
G, δ

•) be its associated cochain
complex, with coefficients in G. Elements of Cn

G are called n-cochains value in G. More
specifically, Cn

G = HomAb(Cn, G). The coboundary operator δn−1 : Cn−1
G → Cn

G is the
dual of the boundary operator; for a cochain α ∈ Cn−1

G we have δn−1(α) = α ◦ δn. As
∂∂ = 0 it then follows that δδ = 0 and thus (C•

G, δ
•) is indeed a cochain of groups with

coefficients in G. The cohomology groups of this cochain complex are called singular
cohomoly groups with coefficients in G of X . We denote these cohomology groups
by Hn(X ;G).

Applying this construction to singular chain complexes of pseudotopological spaces,
we obtain singular cochains of pseudotopological spaces. That is, we define Cn(X ;G) =
Cn

G(X). For a pair of spaces (X,A), the short exact sequence

0 → Cn(A) → Cn(X) → Cn(X)/Cn(A) → 0

dualizes to the following short exact sequence

0 → Cn(X,A;G) → Cn(X ;G) → Cn(A;G) → 0

where by definition Cn(X,A;G) = HomAb(Cn(X)/Cn(A), G) = HomAb(Cn(X,A), G). As
we have a short exact sequence of cochain complexes, standard arguments in homolog-
ical algebra give us the following.

Theorem 3.16. Given a pair of pseudotopological spaces (X,A), there exists a long
exact sequence of cohomology groups:

· · · → Hn(X,A;G) → Hn(X ;G) → Hn(A;G) → Hn+1(X,A;G) → Hn−1(X ;G) → · · · .

Given a map of pseudotopological spaces f : X → Y , composing with f induces a map
f ∗ : Hn(Y ;G) → Hn(X ;G). The following is an expected result.

Theorem 3.17. If f, g : X → Y are homotopic maps of pseudotopological spaces, then
f∗ = g∗ : Hn(X ;G) → Hn(Y ;G) and f ∗ : Hn(Y ;G) → Hn(X ;G) for any n ≥ 0.

Proof. The proof is a verbatim replication of a standard one used for topological spaces,
for example see [46, Theorem 4.4.9]. �

Theorem 3.18. A weak homotopy equivalence f : X → Y of pseudotopological spaces
induces isomorphisms f∗ : Hn(X ;G) → Hn(Y ;G) and f ∗ : Hn(Y ;G) → Hn(X ;G) for all
n and all coefficient groups G.

Proof. Replace Y by the mapping cylinder Mf and note that from the long exact ho-
motopy, homology and cohomology exact sequences of the pair (Mf , X) (Theorems 3.7,
3.15 and 3.16), it suffices to show that if (A,B) is an n-connected pair of path connected
pseudotopological spaces, then Hi(A,B;G) = 0 and H i(A,B;G) = 0 for all i ≤ n and all
G.

Let α =
∑

j njσj be a relative cycle representative of an element in Hk(A,B;G), for
some singular k simplices σj : |∆

k| → A. Build a finite ∆ complex K from a disjoint
union of k simplices, one for each σj , by identifying all (k − 1) dimensional faces of
these k simplices for which the corresponding restrictions of the σj ’s are equal. This ∆
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complex has its usual topological structure by Proposition 2.40. Thus the σj ’s induce a
map σ : K → A. Since α is a relative cycle, ∂α is a chain in A.

Let L ⊂ K be the subcomplex consisting of (k − 1) simplices corresponding to the
singular (k − 1) simplices in ∂α, that is σ(L) ⊂ A. The chain α is the image under the
chain map σ# of a chain α̃ in K , with ∂α̃ a chain in L. In relative homology we then have
σ∗[α̃] = [α]. If we assume πi(A,B) = 0 for i ≤ k, then σ : (K,L) → (A,B) is homotopic
rel L to a map with image in B. This fact was shown when arguing for exactness
at πn(X,A, x0) in the proof of Theorem 3.7. Hence σ∗[α̃] is in the image of the map
Hk(A,A;G) → Hk(A,B;G), and since Hk(A,A;G) = 0 we conclude that [α] = σ∗[α̃] = 0.
This proves the result for homology, and the result for cohomology then follows by the
universal coefficient theorem (the universal coefficient theorem is an entirely algebraic
result involving chain complexes and so it doesn’t depend on the category of spaces we
are working with). �

4. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we show our main result. Recall Gph and DiGph, the categories
of graphs and digraphs with graph morphisms, respectively. As per the discussion in
Section 2, we can assume that our graphs are reflexive relations by associating them
with their spatial digraphs.

4.1. Directed Vietoris-Rips complexes. Let V = be a finite set. An (abstract) simplicial
complex K on V is a collection of nonempty subsets of V such that

(1) If σ ∈ K and τ ⊆ σ, then τ ∈ K .
(2) {v} ∈ K for every v ∈ V .

The set V is called the vertex set of K . If σ ∈ K with cardinality n+ 1, for some n ≥ 0,
we say that σ is an n-simplex of K . If K ′ is any other simplicial complex, a simplicial
map f : K → K ′ is a function from the vertex set of K to the vertex set of K ′ such that
if σ is a simplex of K , then f(σ) is a simplex of K ′. If τ ⊂ σ we say that τ is a face of σ.

We say that L is a subcomplex of K if L ⊆ K and L is a simplicial complex. In
addition, if every simplex of K whose vertices are in L is also a simplex of L, we say
that L is a full subcomplex of K . Let Simp denote the category of abstract simplicial
complexes with morphisms given by simplicial maps.

Let K be a simplicial complex. We think of K as a category whose objects are the
simplices in K and there is a uninue morphisms σ → τ if and only if σ ⊂ τ . Pick a total
order on the vertex set of K , V , and define a functor F : K → PsTop in the following
way. For any n-simplex σ ∈ K , let F (σ) = |∆n| be the standard n-simplex. The order on
the vertex set then specifies a unique bijection between the elements of σ and vertices
of |∆n|, ordered in the usual way e0 < e1 < · · · < en. If τ ⊂ σ is a face of σ, then this
bijection specifies a unique m-dimensional face of |∆n|. Define F (τ) → F (σ) to be the
unique affine linear embedding of |∆m| as that distinguished face of |∆n|, such that the
map on vertices is order-preserving. The geometric realization of K , |K| is defined as

|K| = colimσ∈KF (σ).

In particular |K| =
∐

σ∈K F (σ)/ ∼, where x ∼ F (τ ⊂ σ)(x), that is a point x ∈ F (τ) is
identified with its image under the inclusion F (τ ⊂ σ) : F (τ) →֒ F (σ), for all τ ⊂ σ.
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Note that if K is finite, its geometric realization |K| is an example of a finite CW
complex and is thus a topological space by Proposition 2.40.

Definition 4.1. For (X,E) ∈ DiGph, let
−→
VR(X,E), the directed Vietoris-Rips complex,

be the set (simplicial complex)
−→
VR(X,E) = {σ ⊂ X | ∃ an ordering of points in σ, σ = {x0, . . . , xn} with i < j =⇒ xiExj}

This is also sometimes called the directed clique complex of (X,E) [33]. If (X,E) had

no bidirected edges,
−→
VR(X,E) would correspond to totally ordered subsets of (X,E).

Thus
−→
VR(X,E) is a generalization of the order complex assigned to a partially ordered

set. The order complex was shown by McCord [36] to be weakly homotopy equivalent
to its underlying poset.

For (X,E) ∈ Gph let VR(X,E) be the set of clique subgraphs of (X,E), that is,

VR(X,E) = {σ ⊂ X | ∀x, x′ ∈ σ, xEx′}.

We call VR(X,E) the Vietoris-Rips complex of (X,E). This is also sometimes called
the clique complex of (X,E).

Note that
−→
VR(X,E) and VR(X,E) coincide when (X,E) is a graph. See Figure 1 for

some examples of the
−→
VR(X,E) construction.

FIGURE 1. Three different digraphs (top) and the geometric realizations of
their respective directed Vietoris-Rips complexes (bottom).

Lemma 4.2. Let (X,E) be an digraph (resp. a graph). For each x ∈ X , if Ux = {y ∈

X | yEx}, then |
−→
VR(Ux)| (resp. |VR(Ux)|) is a cone with apex corresponding to x and is

therefore contractible (here we consider Ux as an induced subgraph of (X,E)).

Proof. We prove the directed case, and the undirected case will thus follow. Let x ∈ X ,
Ux = {y ∈ X | yEx}, and Vx = Ux \ {x}. We prove that

−→
VR(Ux) is a cone with apex x

over the simplicial complex
−→
VR(Vx). Note that every simplex n-simplex of

−→
VR(Vx) has an

ordering of vertices of the form y0, . . . , yn, where yiEyj , for i < j in (X,E). Furthermore,
since yi ∈ Vx for all i, we also have that yiEx. Therefore {y0, . . . , yn, x} is a simplex in
−→
VR(Ux). Furthermore every simplex of

−→
VR(Ux) \

−→
VR(Vx) is of the form {y0, . . . , yn, x}
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where y0, . . . , yn is an ordering of vertices of a simplex of Vx. Therefore |
−→
VR(Ux)| is cone

with apex at x and therefore contractible. �

Proposition 4.3.
−→
VR(−) : DiGph → Simp and VR(−) : Gph → Simp are functors.

Proof. We prove that
−→
VR(−) and VR(−) send morphisms to themselves, that is if f : (X,E) →

(Y, F ) is a morphism of graphs, the induced morphisms by the functors will be the same
set theoretic function f . We prove the directed case and the undirected case will follow
immediately.

Let f : (X,E) → (Y, F ) be a graph homomorphism of digraphs. Let σ ∈
−→
VR(X,E).

Then there exists an ordering of points in σ, σ = {x0, . . . , xn} such that xiExj for all
i < j . Since f is a graph morphism, we have f(xi)Ef(xj) for all i < j and thus f(σ) is a

simplex in
−→
VR(Y, F ). �

Lemma 4.4. If A is an induced subgraph of a digraph X , then
−→
VR(A) is a full subcomplex

of
−→
VR(X). If A is an induced subgraph of a graph X , then VR(A) is a full subcomplex

of VR(X).

Proof. We prove the directed case. The undirected case will then follow. Let σ ∈
−→
VR(X)

be such that σ ⊂ A, i.e., the vertices of σ are in A. Let σ = {x0, . . . , xn} be an ordering

of elements in σ that gave us that σ ∈
−→
VR(X). Then xiExj in X , for i < j . As A is an

induced subgraph of X , we also have xiEAxj , for each i < j . Therefore, σ ∈
−→
VR(A). �

Let (X,E) be a digraph. For each x ∈ X , let Ux = {y | yEx}. Since E is reflexive,
x ∈ Ux so that x 6∈ X \ Ux. Furthermore, every y ∈ X such that yEx satisfies y ∈ Ux,
hence y 6∈ X \ Ux. It follows that x 6∈ cE(X \ Ux), hence x ∈ X \ cE(X \ Ux). Thus Ux is a
neighborhood of x, in fact it is the smallest neighborhood of x. It follows that {Ux}x∈X
is an interior cover of (X, cE).

Lemma 4.5. If (X,E) is a digraph or a graph and x ∈ X , then Ux (as an induced subgraph)
is contractible.

Proof. The result follows from Lemma 3.1 by setting Ux = Y and x = a. �

4.2. Definition of fX . Here we define a map fX : |
−→
VR(X,E)| → (X,E) between the geo-

metric realization of the directed Vietoris-Rips complex and the its underlying digraph,
that we will later show is a weak homotopy equivalence in PsTop. Naturally, the map
fX will depend on E and not just X but that will be clear from the definition, however
there are choices involved with defining fX and it is not unique in any way. In order to
keep the notation somewhat simple we have opted for fX and not f(X,E) as the symbol.
The relation E will always be clear from context. The same definition of fX will work
for graphs as well. Thus, let (X,E) be a given digraph.

Let σ = {v0, . . . , vn} be an n-simplex in
−→
VR(X,E). Here we are simply enumerating

the vertices of σ and this enumeration has nothing to do with an ordering that was
used to determine that σ ∈

−→
VR(X,E). The geometric realization of σ, |σ| is the standard

n-simplex |∆n| (which is guaranteed by Proposition 2.40 to indeed be homeomorphic
to |∆n|). Thus the vi’s can be viewed as a finite collection of points in Euclidean space
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in general position, yielding a Voronoi diagram subdivision of R
n+1. Thus to each vi

there is an assigned V (vi), its Voronoi cell, which is geometrically a convex polytope
of points in R

n that are closest to vi, or lie on an intersection of hyperplane bisectors
among several of vi’s. Let σi = V (vi) ∩ |σ|, that is σi is the intersection of V (vi) with the
n-simplex spanned by the vi’s. Since |σ| is also convex, each σi is convex.

Let barσ , called the barycenter of |σ|, be the point in |σ| that is equidistant to all the
vi’s. If σ is a 0-simplex, say σ = {v}, the barycenter is the point v. For τ ⊂ σ, let
στ =

⋂

i,vi∈τ
σi =

⋂

i,vi∈τ
∂σi; that is, στ are the points in |σ| that are equidistant from all

the vertices in τ . In particular, σσ = {barσ}.

We define fX by induction on the n-skeleta of |
−→
VR(X,E)|. Recall that the n-skeleton of

|
−→
VR(X,E)| is the geometric realization of the abstract simplicial subcomplex of

−→
VR(X,E)

consisting of only m-simplices in
−→
VR(X,E), m ≤ n.

Suppose that fX is defined on the (n − 1)-skeleton of |
−→
VR(X,E)|, n ≥ 1. Let σ =

{v0, . . . , vn} be an n-simplex, where now we have assumed a specific ordering of vertices

that was used to determine that σ ∈
−→
VR(X,E), i.e., we have viEvj for i < j in (X,E).

Since fX is already defined on all m-simplices, m ≤ n, we only need to extend fX on the
interior of |σ|, in |

−→
VR(X,E)|. We define fX(x), x ∈ interior(|σ|) by considering two cases:

(1) If x has a closest point in |σ|, say vi, that is x ∈ interior(σi), we define fX(x) = vi.
(2) Let τ be the largest subset of σ such that x ∈ στ ∩ interior(|σ|). Set fX(x) = vk where

k = sup{i | vi ∈ τ}. In particular, if τ = σ then x = barσ and fX(x) = vn.

Geometrically, we are mapping the points closest to vi in |σ| to vi. When considering
points on the boundaries of Voronoi cells, we map the points to the point in σ with the
largest index that is involved with the boundary. See Figure 2 for a colored illustration,
where we have chosen a total ordering of vertices of a digraph and a graph with 3
elements that is consistent across all the skeleta of the resulting directed Vietoris-Rips
complex.

x0 x0 x0x1 x1 x1

x2 x2 x2

FIGURE 2. Example of a map fX on a |∆2| = |
−→
VR(X,E)| = |VR(X,F )| (left)

produced from the digraph (X,E) (middle) or the graph (X,F ) (right).

However, because faces of simplices in
−→
VR(X,E) could have been considered with

different orderings as we move up the n-skeleta, the map fX could send points in lower
28



dimensional faces of στ that are not in the interior of |σ| in |
−→
VR(X,E)| to different choices

of vertices in (X,E). See Example 4.6.

Example 4.6. Let (X,E) be the clique graph on 3 vertices, X = {x, y, z}. Then |VR(X,E)|
is a |∆2|. Suppose that for the triangle [x, y, z] we have picked the ordering x = v0, y = v1,
z = v2, that for the edge [x, y] we picked the ordering x = w1, y = w0, that for the edge
[x, z] we picked the ordering x = u1, z = u0 and that for the edge [y, z] we picked the
ordering y = q1, z = q0. Then the definition of fX will be different from the one given
in Figure 2 for the same clique graph. See Figure 3 for a colored illustration.

x xy y

z z

FIGURE 3. Example of a map fX on a |∆2| = |VR(X,E)| (left) produced
from the graph (X,E) (right).

We claim that fX is continuous, irregardless of the different choices in defining fX due
to potentially different orderings of vertices considered in different skeleta. Furthermore,
as |

−→
VR(X,E)| is a topological space and we view (X,E) as a closure space, fX is a

morphism in Cl.

Proposition 4.7. The function fX : |
−→
VR(X,E)| → (X,E) is a continuous map in Cl.

Proof. We prove by induction on n that fX is continuous on the n-skeleton of |
−→
VR(X,E)|.

Suppose n = 0. The 0-skeleton of |
−→
VR(X,E)| are the vertices of X with the discrete

topology and any set map out of that space is continuous in Cl. In particular, fX is
continuous on the 0-skeleton.

Now suppose that the map fX is continuous on the (n−1)-skeleton, n ≥ 1. It is sufficient

to show that the restrictions of fX to all |σ|, for σ an n-simplex in
−→
VR(X,E) are continu-

ous, since then fX will be continuous on the n-skeleton by the pasting lemma (Proposi-
tion 2.22). Let σ = {v0, . . . , vn} ∈ |

−→
VR(X,E)|, where viEvj , for i < j . We show that fX is

continuous at all x ∈ |σ|, relying on Theorem 2.16. For v ∈ (X,E), its minimal neighbor-
hood, when considering (X,E) as a closure space, is the set Uv = {v′ ∈ X | v′Ev}. There
are several cases to consider. In Case 1, x has a unique vertex vi in σ that is closest to
it and in that case x belongs to σi and is not on the boundary of any σj ’s. The other
possibility is that x could be equidistant from multiple vertices in |σ|. This possibility

gives two additional cases. In Case 2, x is in the interior of |σ| in |
−→
VR(X,E)|. In Case 3,

x belongs to a lower dimensional face of |σ|.
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(1) Suppose we are in Case 1. Then x is in the interior of σi in |σ| and fX(x) = vi. Since
the interior of σi in σ is open in |σ|, we can find a small enough open neighborhood
of x, W , such that W ⊂ interior(σi). Thus f(W ) = {vi} ⊂ Uvi and hence fX is
continuous at x.

(2) Suppose we are in Case 2. Let τ be the largest subset of σ such that x ∈ στ and
x is also in the interior of |σ| in

−→
VR(X,E). Let v ∈ τ ⊂ σ be the vertex in the

ordering we have chosen in σ with the highest index. Thus fX(x) = v. By definition,
στ =

⋂

i,vi∈τ
∂σi . Hence, every neighborhood of x in σ will have an intersection with

all σi (and their interiors), for i such that vi ∈ τ . Let W be a small enough open
neighborhood of x, such that W only intersects the σi’s for vi ∈ τ , and no other
Voronoi cells. Note that if τ = σ, then x = barσ and W will intersect all the Voronoi
cells in σ. Thus, fX(W ) = {vi | vi ∈ τ}. Furthermore, for i such that vi ∈ τ , we have
viEv by the choice of v. Thus {vi ∈ τ} ⊂ Uv and therefore fX(W ) ⊂ Uv . It thus
follows that fX is continuous at x.

(3) Suppose we are in Case 3. Let τ be the largest subset of σ such that x ∈ στ and
x belongs to a lower dimensional face of |σ|. Let k = sup{i | vi ∈ τ} be the highest
index of vertices from σ that are in τ . Then viEvk for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n. Assume that
σ′ ⊂ σ is the smallest face of σ such that x ∈ |σ′|. Note that σ′ cannot be a single
point, as otherwise x would not be equidistant from multiple points in σ. Since x ∈ στ ,
we have that τ ⊂ σ′. The maximality of τ in σ implies that τ is also the largest subset
of σ′ such that x ∈ σ′

τ . When constructing
−→
VR(X,E) up to the (n − 1)-skeleton, the

ordering used to determine σ′ ∈
−→
VR(X,E) and the definition of fX on |σ′| could

have been different from the one we have in σ. Suppose |σ′| = m + 1 < n and let
σ′ = {w0, . . . , wm} be an ordering of vertices in σ′ that was used to determine that

σ′ ∈
−→
VR(X,E). In other words, we have wiEwj for all i < j . Let l = sup{i |wi ∈ τ}

be the highest index of vertices from σ′ that are in τ . Then by definition, fX(x) = wl.
Since στ =

⋂

i,vi∈τ
σi, any neighborhood of x intersects σi (and its interior), for all i

such that vi ∈ τ . Let W be a small enough neighborhood of x in |σ| such that W
only intersects the σi’s for vi ∈ τ and no other Voronoi cells. From the ordering
and labeling of vertices in σ and σ′ and the definition of τ , we have viEwl for all
vi ∈ τ . Therefore, fX(W ) = {vi | vi ∈ τ} ⊂ Uwl

= {v′ ∈ X | v′Ewl}. Therefore fX is
continuous at x. here

�

When (X,E) is a graph, we can impose a total order on the vertices of X , and enumer-
ate them as {x0, . . . xN}. The following is an immediate consequence of the definition
of fX and the fact we can make the choices of fX on different skeleta we were making
inductively consistent with the chosen total order as every edge in (X,E) is bidirected.

Corollary 4.8. Let σ = {v0, . . . , vn} be an n-simplex in VR(X,E), where the order is
gotten by restricting the total order on X . Then fX restricted to |σ| has can be defined
as

fX(x) =

{

vi, x is in the interior of σi

vj, j = sup{k | x ∈ ∂σk}
,

and this definition makes fX a continuous map of closure spaces.
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4.3. fX is a weak homotopy equivalence. Here we show that the map fX : |
−→
VR(X,E)| →

(X,E) is a weak homotopy equivalence in PsTop. For A ⊂ X , let (A,E) be the induced
subgraph of (X,E) on A (We used the notation (A,EA) for induced subgraphs before,
but from now on for simplicity we write (A,E)).

Lemma 4.9. Let (X,E) be a digraph and let A ⊂ X . Then f−1
X (A) deformation retracts

to |
−→
VR(A,E)| in |

−→
VR(X,E)|.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4,
−→
VR(A,E) is a full subcomplex of

−→
VR(X,E). Let C = X \ A be

the complement of A, and consider the induced subgraph (C,E). Then
−→
VR(C,E) is the

set of simplices in
−→
VR(X,E) whose geometric realization is disjoint from |

−→
VR(A,E)|. By

Lemma 4.4,
−→
VR(C,E) is also a full subcomplex of

−→
VR(X,E). Therefore for σ ∈

−→
VR(X,E),

if the vertices of σ are in A, then σ ∈
−→
VR(A,E). If the vertices of σ are in C = X \ A,

then σ ∈
−→
VR(C,E). Otherwise if σ has vertices both in A and C , then the geometric

realization of σ, is a join |σ| = |α|∗|β| of geometric realizations of a simplex α ∈
−→
VR(A,E)

and a simplex β ∈
−→
VR(C,E).

We define a retract r : f−1
X (A) → |

−→
VR(A,E)|. Let a ∈ f−1

X (A). Then a is in the geometric

realization of some simplex σ ∈
−→
VR(X,E) with the property that |σ| ∩ |

−→
VR(A,E)| 6= ∅. If

|σ| ⊂ |
−→
VR(A,E)|, define r(a) = a. Otherwise, the vertices in σ lie both in A and C . Write

σ = α⊔ β where the vertices of α are in
−→
VR(A,E) and the vertices of β are in

−→
VR(C,E).

As noted above, |σ| is a join of |α| and |β|. Since we are in the case where a 6∈ |α|, a lies
on a unique line segment joining a point of |α| to a point of |β|. Denote the end point

of this line segment that lies in |
−→
VR(A,E)| by sσ(a). By construction of fX , note that

f−1
X (A) ∩ |σ| =

(
⋃

i∈α interior(σi)
)

∪ N , where N = {x ∈ |σ| | ∃i ∈ α, x ∈ ∂σi, fX(x) ∈ A}
and σi are the Voronoi cells of |σ| associated to vertices in α. The set N are the points of
the boundaries of the Voronoi cells corresponding to vertices from α that are in f−1

X (A).
Because a ∈ f−1

X (A) ∩ |σ|, any point on the line segment between a and sσ(a) also lies in
f−1
X (A) ∩ |σ| as we are moving closer and closer to |α|, and σi being the Voronoi cells

guarantee that. Define r(a) = sσ(a) and observe that r is the desired retract. Then the
straight line homotopy is a homotopy between identity on f−1(A) and r and thus the
result follows. �

Theorem 4.10. For each finite digraph (X,E) there exist a weak homotopy equivalence

fX : |
−→
VR(X,E)| → (X,E) in PsTop (fX is a morphism in Cl, but our homotopy theory

is defined in PsTop).

Proof. We proceed by induction on the cardinality of X , n = |X|. If n = 1 the claim
is immediate. Suppose the claim is true for any digraph with cardinality m < n. Let
(X,E) be a digraph with |X| = n. Consider the interior cover of (X, cE), U = {Ux}x∈X ,
where Ux = {y ∈ X | yEx}. If ∃x ∈ X such that the cardinality of Ux is n, |Ux| = n,
then Ux = X . By Lemma 3.1 it follows that (X, cE) is contractible. Furthermore, as

|
−→
VR(Ux, E)| is always a cone by Lemma 4.2, and hence contractible, the claim follows.

Now suppose that ∀x ∈ X , |Ux| < n. Let U ′ be the closure of the collection U under finite
intersections, U ′ = {A ⊂ X | ∃U1, . . . , Uk ∈ U , A =

⋂k
i=1 Ui}. For each A ∈ U ′, f−1

X (A)
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deformation retracts to |
−→
VR(A,E)| in |

−→
VR(X,E)| by Lemma 4.9. Furthermore, by the

induction hypothesis we have that fA : |
−→
VR(A,E)| → A is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Thus, by Corollary 3.13 the result follows. �

5. DISCUSSION

We discuss the implications of this manuscript with several examples from applied
topology.

Example 5.1. In [38], the author develops a Mayer–Vietoris long exact sequences and
other tools to compute singular homology for closure spaces. In particular, the homology
of the closure space of roots of unity (Zn, cm), where cm is the m-nearest neighbors
closure on the integers modulo n, is studied. One question that was left open was to
compute the homology of (Z6, c2). Using Theorems 3.18 and 4.10, we see that

Hi(Z6, c2) ∼= Hi(|VR(Z6, c2)|) ∼=

{

Z, if i = 0, 2

0, otherwise
,

since one computes that |VR(Z6, c2)| is the regular octahedron. More generally we can
now compute the singular homology of the closure space (Zn, cm) for any values of n
and m by considering the associated Vietoris-Rips complex.

Example 5.2. Digital homotopy theory studies topological properties of digital images
[29]. A digital image X is a finite subset of Z

n along with an adjacency relation where
two point ~x, ~y are adjacent if |xi − yi| ≤ 1 for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n. A digital image may thus
be thought of as a graph whose vertices are points in Z

n with edge relations constrained
by the lattice. Both a digital π1 [28] and digital π2 [32] have been studied, and it has
been shown that π1(Cn) ∼= π2(S

2) ∼= Z where Cn is any cycle of length ≥ 4 and S2 is
the digital image given by {±e1,±e2,±e3} where ei is the ith standard basis vector in
Z
3. More generally, the authors in [31] showed that the digital fundamental group of a

digital image is isomorphic to the edge group of its clique complex. This latter group is
well-known to be isomorphic to the fundamental group of the geometric realization of
the clique complex so that the digital fundamental group of a digital image X (defined
purely in terms of digital homotopy classes of digital loops) turns out to be computed by
simply computing the classical fundamental group of the geometric realization of X .

If we instead view a digital image as a closure space, we may associate an alternative
version of homotopy groups as well as homology groups to digital images, namely, the
classical homotopy and homology groups of the closure space. Theorem 4.10 may be
used to compute these alternative homotopy and homology groups by constructing the
Vietoris-Rips complex of the graph. The result mentioned in the above paragraph then
implies that the alternate fundamental group of X coincides with its digital fundamental
group. Whether or not the higher digital homotopy groups coincide with the higher
homotopy groups induced from X as a closure space is unknown. In particular, the
digital image S2 described above as a closure space is homeomorphic to (Z6, c2) whose
Vietoris-Rips complex is the regular octahedron. Thus, in this case we also have an
isomorphism of digital homotopy groups and the classical homotopy groups in degree
2 as well. We conjecture that we have isomorphisms of all higher homotopy groups, for
all digital images.

32



Example 5.3. The Vietoris-Rips and the Čech complex are two commmonly used con-
structions in topological data analysis [21, 42]. More specifically if (X, d) is a metric space
and P ⊂ X is a finite point sample, the (ambient) Čech complex at scale r ≥ 0 of P is
the abstract simplicial complex defined by

Čr(P ) = {σ ⊂ P | ∩v∈σ Br(v) 6= ∅},

where Br(v) is the closed ball of radius r in (X, d) centered at p. The Vietoris-Rips
complex at scale r of P is obtained by constructing a graph on P , (P,E) by declaring
that xEy if and only if d(x, y) ≤ r, and then taking the clique complex of this graph.
Computing the Čech complex is hard due to the complicated combinatorics and thus
the Vietoris-Rips complex is a preferred choice, as one only needs to consider pairwise
distances in the construction. The famous nerve theorem states that for a paracompact
Hausdorff topological space X , the Čech nerve of a “good" cover is homotopy equivalent
to X . If for example (X, d) is the euclidean space R

m, then the Čech complex described
above is precisely the nerve of the cover by closed balls of radius r, centered at points
of P . If the cover is “good" meaning that all finite intersections of balls are contractible,
the nerve theorem says that

⋃

p∈P Br(p) is homotopy equivalent to Čr(p). Thus, even

though the Čech complex is hard to compute, it is considered desirable as it preserves
the homotopy type of

⋃

p∈P Br(p), if the cover is good. On the other hand, the Vietoris-
Rips complex in general will not have the same homotopy type as

⋃

p∈P Br(p) [1], even
if the cover is good. Our work instead shows that the (directed) Vietoris-Rips complex
always preserves the weak homotopy type of the underlying graph (P,E).

APPENDIX A. PROOFS ABOUT INTERIORS OPERATORS

We have the following characterization of continuity of maps of closure spaces in
terms of interiors of sets.

Lemma A.1. A function f : (X, c) → (Y, d) between closure spaces is continuous if and
only if f−1(id(A)) ⊂ ic(f

−1(A)) for all A ⊂ Y .

Proof. Suppose that f is continuous, that is f(c(A)) ⊂ d(f(A)) for all A ⊂ X . Since
closure operations on sets are order-preserving relations under ⊂, we have that for all
A ⊂ Y , c(f−1(A)) ⊂ f−1(d(A)) is an equivalent characterization of continuity. Let A ⊂ Y .
Then

f−1(id(A)) = f−1(Y \ d(Y \ A)) = f−1(Y ) \ f−1(d(Y \ A)) =

= X \ f−1(d(Y \ A)) ⊂ X \ c(f−1(Y \ A)) =

= X \ c(f−1(Y ) \ f−1(A)) = X \ c(X \ f−1(A)) = ic(f
−1(A)).

Now suppose that for all A ⊂ Y , f−1(id(A)) ⊂ ic(f
−1(A)). Let A ⊂ Y . Then

f−1(id(Y \ A)) = f−1(Y \ d(A)) = f−1(Y ) \ f−1(d(A)) = X \ f−1(d(A)) ⊂ ic(f
−1(Y \ A)).

On the other hand

ic(f
−1(Y \ A)) = X \ c(X \ f−1(Y \ A)) = X \ c(X \ (f−1(Y ) \ f−1(A)) =

= X \ c(X \ (X \ f−1(A))) = X \ c(f−1(A)).

33



From these it follows that c(f−1(A)) ⊂ f−1(d(A)) and hence f is continuous. �

Let (X,ΛX) and (Y,ΛY ) be pseudotopological spaces. Let cX and cY be the adherence
operators for ΛX and ΛY respectively. A continuous map f : (X,ΛX) → (Y,ΛY ) is a
closed map if for all A ⊂ X that are closed, i.e., cX(A) = A, we have cY (f(A)) = f(A),
that is f(A) is closed in (Y,ΛY ). Note that this immediately also defines a closed map of
closure and topological spaces.

Assuming that the map i in (1) (the definition of a pushout of C-spaces, Definition 2.30)
is an inclusion, we can take Z = (X \A)⊔Y in the definition of the pushout of C-spaces,
for C ∈ {Top,Cl,PsTop}. We then have the following characterization the adherence
operator on the pushout.

Lemma A.2. Assume that i in the pushout (1) is a closed inclusion. Then the following
are true:

(1) Let B ⊂ Y ⊂ Z . Then e(B) = d(B).
(2) Let B ⊂ X \ A ⊂ Z . Then e(B) = g(c(B)).
(3) Let B ⊂ Z . Then e(B) = d(B ∩ Y ) ∪ g(c(B ∩ (X \ A))).
(4) j is a closed inclusion.
(5) ie(B) = iX\A(B∩(X \A))⊔(id(B∩Y )\f(A∩c((X \A)\B))), where iX\A is the interior

operator associated to the subspace closure operator cX\A on X \ A induced by the
closure operator c for the closure space (X, c). Finally, ie and id are the interior
operators for (Z, e) and (Y, d), respectively.

Proof. The proofs of (1) − (4) follow almost immediately from definitions and are also
available in [9, Lemma 2.4] in the case of closure spaces, but they apply verbatim for the
adherence operators in question. All that is left is to prove (5).

By definition we have Z \ ie(B) = e(Z \B). From (3) we have

e(Z \B) = d((Z \B) ∩ Y ) ∪ g(c((Z \B) ∩ (X \ A))).

Observe that

(Z \B) ∩ Y = ((Y ⊔ (X \ A)) \B) ∩ Y = Y \B = Y \ (B ∩ Y ).

Similarly

(Z \B) ∩ (X \ A) = (X \ A) \B = (X \ A) \ (B ∩ (X \ A)).

Furthermore

g(c((X \ A) \B))) = g(c((X \ A) \B) ∩ (X \ A)) ⊔ g(c((X \ A) \B) ∩A)

= g(cX\A((X \ A) \B)) ⊔ g(c((X \ A) \B) ∩ A)

= cX\A((X \ A) \B) ⊔ f((c(X \ A) \B) ∩A).
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Combining all this we get:

ie(B) = Z \ e(Z \B)

= Z \ [(d((Z \B) ∩ Y )) ∪ g(c((Z \B) ∩ (X \ A))]

= Z \ (d(Y \B) ∪ g(c(X \ A) \B))

= (Z \ d(Y \B)) ∩ (Z \ g(c((X \ A) \B)))

= ((Y \ d(Y \B)) ⊔ (X \ A)) ∩ ((X \ A) \ cX\A((X \ A) \B) ⊔ Y \ f(A ∩ c(X \ A) \B))

= (id(B ∩ Y ) ⊔ (X \ A)) ∩ (iX\A(B ∩ (X \ A)) ⊔ Y \ f(A ∩ c((X \ A) \B)))

= iX\A(B ∩ (X \A)) ⊔ (id(B ∩ Y ) \ f(A ∩ c((X \ A) \B))).

�

Recall the definition of excisive triads and maps of excisive triads (Section 3.6).

Example A.3. Let f : (X ;A,B) → (Y ;C,D) be a map of excisive triads. One might try to
replace Y by the mapping cylinder of f , and hope to have a map (inclusion) of excisive
triads f̃ : (X ;A,B) → (Mf ;Mf |A,Mf |B) where Mf |A and Mf |B are the mapping cylinders
of restrictions of f to A and B respectively. Clearly, f̃ is a map of triads f̃ : (X ;A,B) →
(Mf ;Mf |A,Mf |B), however (Mf ;Mf |A,Mf |B) may not be excisive. As an example, we have
the following construction borrowed from [23, Chapter 4.K]. Suppose X = {A,B} i.e., X
has two points A and B, with the discrete topology and if Y = {C} = {D} is a singleton
space and f : X → Y is the constant map. Then the interior of Mf |A in Mf will not
contain the point {C} in Mf . Same for the interior of Mf |B and thus (Mf ;Mf |A,Mf |B) is
not excisive. However, one can still show f̃ is a map of excisive triads, but we need to
be more nuanced in selecting the subsets of Mf .

The following result shows us how to select interior covers of mapping cylinders that
are induced from interior covers of the underlying spaces in order to avoid the issue
from Example A.3.

Lemma A.4. Let f : (X ;X1, X2) → (Y ; Y1, Y2) be a map of excisive triads. Let Mf be
the mapping cylinder of f . Let Mi = Mf |Xi

∪ f−1(Yi) × (0, 1
2
), for i = 1, 2, where

Mf |Xi
= ((Xi × I) ⊔ Yi)/((x, 0) ∼ f(x)) is the mapping cylinder of f |Xi

: Xi → Yi. Then

(Mf ;M1,M2) is an excisive triad and the induced map f̃ : X → Mf is a map of excisive
triads f̃ : (X ;X1, X2) → (Mf ;M1,M2).

Proof of Lemma A.4. Clearly by construction we have f̃(Xi) ⊂ Mi for i = 1, 2. What
is left to argue is that M1 and M2 form an interior cover of Mf . Let if and cf be the
interior and adherence operators of Mf , respectively. We rely on Lemma A.2 to compute
interiors of M1 and M2 in Mf . First we explicitly match the notation in the pushouts in
Definition 2.30 and Definition 3.2. That is, we replace A by X , X \ A by X × (0, 1], Z
by Mf , and we keep Y as is. Note also that the inclusion i0 : X →֒ X × [0, 1] is closed.
Therefore by Lemma A.2 we have:

if (M1) = iX×(0,1](M1∩ (X × (0, 1])))⊔ (id(M1∩Y ) \ f((X×{0})∩ c× τ((X × (0, 1]) \M1))),
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where iX×(0,1] is the interior operator for the subspace X × (0, 1] of X × I , and c× τ is
the adherence for X × I . Note that M1 ∩ Y = Y1. Furthermore,

X × (0, 1] \M1 = X × (0, 1] \ (X1 × [0, 1] ∪ f−1(Y1)× (0,
1

2
))

= ((X \X1)× (0, 1]) ∩ ((X \ f−1(Y1)× (0,
1

2
)) ⊔ (X × [

1

2
, 1]))

= (X \ f−1(Y1)× (0,
1

2
)) ⊔ ((X \X1)× [

1

2
, 1]),

since X \ f−1(Y1) ⊂ X \X1 (as X1 ⊂ f−1(Y1)). Therefore

c× τ((X × (0, 1]) \M1)) = c(X \ f−1(Y1))× [0,
1

2
] ∪ c(X \X1)× [

1

2
, 1]

= X \ ic(f
−1(Y1)))× [0,

1

2
] ∪ c(X \X1)× [

1

2
, 1].

Hence

f((X × {0}) ∩ c× τ((X × (0, 1]) \M1)) = f(X \ ic(f
−1(Y1))) ⊂ f(X \ f−1(id(Y1)))

since f−1(id(Y1)) ⊂ ic(f
−1(Y1)) by Lemma A.1. Furthermore id(Y1) \ f(X \ f−1(id(Y1))) =

id(Y1) ⊂ id(Y1) \ f(X \ ic(f
−1(Y1))). All of this together gives

id(Y1) ⊂ id(M1 ∩ Y ) \ f((X × {0}) ∩ c× τ((X × (0, 1]) \M1)).

On the other hand, we have that

cX×(0,1]((X × (0, 1]) \ (M1 ∩ (X × (0, 1]))) = cX×(0,1]((X × (0, 1]) \M1)

= cX×(0,1](((X \X1)× [
1

2
, 1]) ∪ ((X \ f−1(Y1)× (0,

1

2
)) =

= (c(X \X1)× [
1

2
, 1]) ∪ (c(X \ f−1(Y1))× (0,

1

2
]).

Therefore

iX×(0,1](M1 ∩ (X × (0, 1])) = (X × (0, 1]) \ cX×(0,1]((X × (0, 1]) \ (M1 ∩ (X × (0, 1])))

= (X × (0, 1]) \ ((c(X \X1)× [
1

2
, 1])

∪(c(X \ f−1(Y1))× (0,
1

2
]))

= ((X \ c(X \X1)× [
1

2
, 1]) ⊔ (X × (0,

1

2
)))

∩((X \ c(X \ f−1(Y1))× (0,
1

2
]) ⊔ (X × (

1

2
, 1])))

= ((ic(X1)× [
1

2
, 1]) ⊔ (X × (0,

1

2
)))

∩((ic(f
−1(Y1))× (0,

1

2
])) ⊔ (X × (

1

2
, 1)))

= (ic(X1)× [
1

2
, 1]) ⊔ (ic(f

−1(Y1))× (0,
1

2
)),
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since X1 ⊂ f−1(Y1), implying that ic(X1) ⊂ ic(f
−1(Y1)). For the same reason and the

above equality, we have

ic(X1)× (0, 1] ⊂ iX×(0,1](M1 ∩ (X × (0, 1])).

In everything so far, we could have replaced X1 and X2 and Y1 by Y2 and gotten analogous
statements. Finally, we thus have (ic(Xi) × (0, 1]) ⊔ id(Yi) ⊂ if (Mi), for i = 1, 2. Since
X1, X2 and Y1, Y2 were interior covers for X and Y , respectively, the result follows. �

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.11

Here we prove Theorem 3.11. Before we proceed, we need to also prove a couple of
preliminary results. I what follows it will be useful to consider an alternate and equivalent
definition of homotopy groups. For convenience sake we will work with the following
alternate but equivalent definitions of homotopy groups in what follows.

Let Dn be the topological n-disk and let Sn−1 be its boundary, ∂Dn, i.e. the topological
(n−1)-sphere. Note that maps (In, ∂In) → (X, x0) in PsTop are the same as pointed maps
(In/∂In, ∂In/∂In) → (X, x0). Thus by Lemma 3.5, [(In, ∂In), (X, x0)] ∼= [In/∂In, X ]0. Note
that in PsTop, In/∂In is a topological space by Proposition 2.40 and thus homeomorphic
to Sn. Thus we can define

πn(X, x0) = [(Sn, s0), (X, x0)],

where s0 = ∂In/∂In. The group operation on πn(X, x0) is then defined as follows. For
[f ], [g] ∈ πn(X, x0), let [f ] + [g] be represented by the homotopy class of the composition

Sn q
−→ Sn ∨ Sn f∨g

−−→ X , where q is a quotient map collapsing the equator in Sn to a point,
and Sn ∨ Sn is a wedge of spheres, which is topological by Proposition 2.40. Similarly,
we also define

πn(X,A, x0) = [(Dn, Sn−1, s0), (X,A, x0)],

noting that collapsing Jn−1 to a point converts (In, ∂In, Jn−1) to (Dn, Sn−1, s0) and this
will not affect homotopy classes of maps out of either space, by Lemma 3.5.

The following proofs of Lemma B.1 and Theorem 3.11 are taken almost verbatim
from the proof of [23, Proposition 4K.1], with small modifications invoking Lemma 2.36
to make sure the arguments carry over from Top to PsTop.

Lemma B.1. Let j : (X,A) →֒ (Y,B) be an inclusion of pairs in PsTop. The following
are equivalent for all n ≥ 1:

(1) For all choices of basepoints the map j∗ : πm(X,A) → πm(Y,B), induced by inclusion,
is surjective for m = n and is injective for m = n− 1.

(2) Let ∂Dn be written as the union of hemispheres ∂+D
n and ∂−D

n intersecting in Sn−2

at the “equator". Then every map

(Dn × {0} ∪ ∂+D
n × I, ∂−D

n × {0} ∪ Sn−2 × I) → (Y,B),

taking (∂+D
n×{1}, Sn−2×{1}) to (X,A), extends to map (Dn×I, ∂−D

n×I) → (Y,B)
taking (Dn × {1}, ∂−D

n × {1}) to (X,A).
(3) Condition (2) with the added hypothesis that the restriction of the given map to

∂+D
n × I is independent of the I coordinate.
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Proof. Note that (2) and (3) are equivalent since the stronger hypothesis in (3) can always
be achieved by composing with a homotopy of Dn×I that shrinks ∂+Dn×I to ∂+D

n×{1}.
We now show that (3) implies (1) and that (1) implies (2).

(3) implies (1). Let f : (∂+D
n × {1}, Sn−2 × {1}) → (X,A) be a representative of an

element in πn−1(X,A). Suppose that the relative homotopy class of f is in the kernel
of j∗. Then there is an extension of f over Dn × {0} ∪ ∂+D

n × I , with the constant
homotopy on ∂+D

n × I and mapping (Dn × {0}, ∂−D
n × {0}) to (Y,B). Condition (3)

then gives an extension over Dn × I , whose restriction to Dn × {1} shows that f is null
homotopic relative to A, and therefore [f ] = 0 in πn−1(X,A). Hence j∗ is injective. To
check surjectivity of j∗, represent an element of πn(Y,B) by a map f : Dn × {0} → Y
taking ∂−D

n×{0} to B and ∂+D
n×{0} to a chosen base point. Extend f over ∂+Dn×I via

the constant homotopy, then extend over Dn × I by applying (3). This gives a homotopy
of f to a map representing an element of the image of j∗ : πn(X,A) → πn(Y,B).

(1) implies (2). Suppose f is as in the hypothesis in (2) is given. Since j∗ is injective
on πn−1(X,A), there is an extension of f over Dn × {1}. Let En ⊂ ∂−D

n × I be a
small disk intersecting ∂−D

n × {1} in a hemisphere ∂+E
n of its boundary. We can

assume the extended f has a constant value x0 ∈ A on ∂+E
n. Consider the extended

f as representing an element of πn(Y,B, x0). By the surjectivity part of (1), there is an
extension of f over Dn × I taking (En, ∂−E

n) to (X,A) and the rest of ∂−D
n × I to B.

Compose this extended f with a deformation of Dn × I pushing En into Dn × {1}. This
gives the desired result. �

Finally, we prove Theorem 3.11, which we reprinted below for convenience.

Theorem (Theorem 3.11). Let f : (X ;X1, X2) → (Y ; Y1, Y2) be a map of excisive triads
in PsTop such that f : (Xi, X1∩X2) → (Yi, Y1∩Y2) is an n-equivalence for i = 1, 2. Then
f : (X,Xi) → (Y, Yi) is an n-equivalence for i = 1, 2.

Proof. Replacing Y by the mapping cylinder of f with its induced decomposition as an
excisive triad, as in Lemma A.4, we may assume without loss of generality that f is
an inclusion. Recall the conditions (1), (2) and (3) from Lemma B.1. By Lemma B.1 it
suffices to show that condition (2) for the inclusions (X1, X1 ∩ x2) →֒ (Y1, Y1 ∩ Y2) and
(X2, X1 ∩ X2) →֒ (Y2, Y1 ∩ Y2) implies (3) for the inclusion (X,X1) →֒ (Y, Y1). Suppose
f : Dn×{0}∪∂+D

n×I → Y is a map satisfying the hypothesis in condition (3). For what
follows it will be convenient to identify Dn with In. The identification is such that ∂−Dn

corresponds to the face In−1 × {1}, which we denote by ∂−I
n, and ∂+D

n corresponds
to the remaining faces of In, which we denote by ∂+I

n. Under these correspondences,
we have a map f on In × {0} taking ∂+I

n × {0} to X and ∂−I
n × {0} to Y1 , and on

∂+I
n × I we have the constant homotopy. Since (Y ; Y1, Y2) is an excisive triad, we can

subdivide each of the I factors of In × {0} into subintervals so that f takes each of the
resulting n dimensional subcubes of In × {0} into either Y1 or Y2. This is possible to do
by Lemma 2.36 and the Lebesgue number lemma. The extension of f we construct will
have the following property:

(*) If K is a one of the subcubes of In × {0}, or a lower dimensional face of such a
cube, then the extension of f takes (K×I,K×{1}) to (Y1, X1) or (Y2, X2) whenever
f takes K to Y1 or Y2, respectively.
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Initially f was defined defined on ∂+I
n × I with image in X , independent of the I

coordinate, and we may assume the condition (*) holds here since we may assume that
X1 = X ∩ Y1 and X2 = X ∩ Y2, these conditions holding for the mapping cylinder
construction described in Lemma A.4. Suppose we now want to extend f over K × I for
K one of the subcubes. We can assume that f has already been extended to ∂+K × I
so that (*) is satisfied, by induction on n and on the sequence of subintervals of the last
coordinate of In × {0}. To extend f over K × I , let us first deal with the cases that the
given f takes (K, ∂−K) to (Y1, Y1 ∩ Y2) or (Y2, Y1 ∩ Y2). Then by (2) for the inclusion
(X1, X1 ∩ X2) →֒ (Y1, Y1 ∩ Y2) or (X2, X1 ∩ X2) →֒ (Y2, Y1 ∩ Y2) we may extend f over
K × I so that (*) is still satisfied. If neither of these two cases applies, then the given f
takes (K, ∂−K) just to (Y1, Y1) or (Y2, Y2), and we can apply (2) to construct the desired
extension of f over K × I . �
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