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CHAPTER 1
PRELIMINARIES

1.1 Categorical Problems of Topological Spaces

In order to work towards introducing convergence approach spaces, we must first
start by introducing a generalization of topology known as convergence theory. In
convergence theory, the structure of a space comes from how generalized sequences,
known as filters, converge. Because convergence theory generalizes topology, it is
possible to describe any topology using the language of convergence theory.

The study of convergence theory is motivated by problems that arise when we
view topological spaces from a categorical perspective. Before we address these issues,

we must introduce a few definitions from category theory.

Definition 1.1. [9] A category C, is a class of objects, ob(C) and a class B* of
C-morphisms from A to B for each pair A, B € ob(C), satisfying the following condi-

tions:
1. For each A € ob(C), there is an identity, 14 € A4,

2. For each A, B,C, there is a map B* x CB — C4 with (f,g) — go f satisfying
the following:
(a) If f € BA, g€ CB and h € D, then ho(go f) = (hog)o f

(b) For every A, B,C € ob(C), every f € B4 and every g € AY, foly = f

and lyog=g

(c) The sets B4 are pairwise disjoint.

We will use the traditional method of denoting a category by writing the category

in bold face, such as Set for the category of sets with functions between sets acting as



morphisms. Our focus for the time being will be on the category Top, of topological
spaces with continuous maps as morphisms and we will introduce other categories as

they appear.

Definition 1.2. [10] A category C is cartesian closed if it obeys the exponential law:
for every A, B,C € ob(C), there is a bijection from C**B to (CB)A which is written

as OB~ (CB)A,

While this property holds for some categories, such as Set, it is well known that
it does not hold in Top.

The problem comes when we take the objects X, Y, Z € ob(Top) and consider
the exponential condition C'(X x Y, Z) = C(X,C(Y, Z)), where C(X,Y) is the space
of continuous maps between X and Y. In general, there is no topology C(Y, Z) that
satisfies the exponential law. However, if we expand our focus to convergence spaces,
we can define a convergence structure on C(Y, Z) for which the equality holds. Then
we have that the category Conv, with convergence spaces (in particular topologies)

as objects and continuous maps as morphisms, is cartesian closed.

1.2 Convergence Theory

1.2.1 Filters

Now that we have motivation for studying convergence theory, we need to build some
machinery before we are able to define exactly what the objects of Conv are. In order

to do this, we must first introduce the notion of a filter on a set.

Definition 1.3. A (proper) filter F on a set X is a family of subsets of X that satisfy

the following conditions:

1. o ¢ F



2. For Ae F,if AC B, then B € F
3. IfA,B € F, then ANB € F

The space of all filters on a set X will be denoted as FX. If a filter satisfies condi-
tions 2 and 3, but not condition 1, it is called the degenerate filter on X and coincides
with the powerset of X. Unless specified otherwise, filters are always assumed to be
proper.

We say that a family B of nonempty subsets of X is a filter-base if the family
B'":={AC X :3B € Bwith BC A}

is a filter on X. If G C P(X) we will use the notation G’ to denote the closure of G
with respect to supersets. If B is a filter-base for some filter F, then we say that B

generates JF.

Example 1.4. Let A C X, then the filter {A}T :== {B € X : A C B} is called a

principal filter.

Example 1.5. For a point x in a metric space X, we define B(x) to be the family of
balls centered at x. This family is a filter-base for the filter B(x)', which is called the

vicinity filter, and will be denoted V().

Example 1.6. A subset W of a topological space (X, T) is called a neighborhood of
x € X if there is an open set O € T such that x € O C W. Then the family of

neighborhoods of x, denoted N'(x), is a filter called the neighborhood filter of .

Example 1.7. Let {z,,}5°, be a sequence on X. The family of tails of {z,,}°°, is the
family
(@n)m = {{xr : k€N and k > n}:m e N}.

This family generates a filter, (x,)!, called a sequential filter.

n’



Now that we have an idea of what sequences look like in F X, a natural question is
how can we interpret the convergence of a sequence in terms of the filter it generates?
Recall that in a metric space, a sequence {z, } converges to x, denoted x € lim,_, ooy,

if for every € > 0, there is an N € N such that
B(z,e) D {xm :m > N}.

To make a connection between these sets and the families that they are contained in,

we need the following definition.

Definition 1.8. For F,G C P(X), we say that F is finer than G, denoted F > G, if

for every G € G there is an F' € F such that G D F.

This relation is reflexive and transitive on P(X), and when it is restricted to
[FX it becomes a partial order. With this new definition, we see that z € lim,,_,ox,
whenever (z,,), > B(x). This relation holds when both families are closed under super

sets, so we have that x € lim,,_,,.z, if and only if
(zn)" > B(2)" = V(z).

For this partial order, we can define the greatest lower bound of a family of filters
(E)iela by
NF ={{JF :Viel,Fe R}
iel iel
The greatest lower bound of the family (F;);cs is a filter on X called the infimum of
the filters (F;)icr-
If F,G C P(X), we say that F and G mesh, denoted F#G, if F NG # @ for
every F' € F and G € G. When one of the filters is a principal filter, {A}T, we denote

the mesh of {A}"T and F by A#F or A € F#, where

F# ={AC X : A#F}.



If 7,G € FX, then we can get a least upper bound for F and G, whenever F#¢,

which we denote by
FVG:={FNG:FeF GegG}

In order to generalize the least upper bound to a family of filters, we have to generalize

the notion of two filters meshing.

Definition 1.9. A family F of subsets of X has the finite intersection property if
Nucs A # @ for any finite subset B of F.

A family of filters (F;);c; admits a least upper bound in FX whenever | J,.; Fi
has the finite intersection property. The least upper bound of the family (F;)ies is

given by

\/E’ = { ﬂ A:BCU}",-,cardB< oo}T.

iel AeB iel
From time to time, we can simplify results by looking at a special class of filters.

Definition 1.10. A proper filter U is called an ultrafilter on X, denoted U € UX, if

it satisfies the following equivalent conditions:
1. If AUB €U, then either AcU or BelU.
2. For A C X, either AcU or A® € U.
3. IfGeFX and G > U, then G =U.
4. Ut =U.

Example 1.11. The principal filter {x}" is an ultrafilter since if AU B € {z}', then

re€AorxeDB.
Assuming the axiom of choice, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 1.12. Every family of subsets of X with the finite intersection property

(in particular every filter) is contained in an ultrafilter.



Definition 1.13. If f : X = Y and F € FX, then the image filter is defined as

fIFl={f(F):FeFy'={ACY : f}(A) e F}

1.2.2 Convergences

In this section we define the basics of convergence theory, for the most part without
proofs. The interested reader should consult [3] or [4] for details.
Given a nonempty set X, the family of filters FX, and a relation £ between X

and FX, we say that 7 € FX converges to x € X, denoted x € lim¢F, whenever
(z, F) €.

Definition 1.14. A relation & from X to FX is called a convergence if it satisfies

the following properties:
1. For F,G € FX, F <G = lim:F C lim.G,
2. For every F,G € FX, limeF NlimeG C lim¢(F A G),
3. Forxz € X, z € limg{z}.

The pair (X, €) is called a convergence space, and these are the objects of the
category Conv that was mentioned earlier. If the relation £ only satisfies 1 and 2,
then we call £ a preconvergence and the pair (X, £) is likewise called a preconvergence

space.

Definition 1.15. A function f : (X,£) — (Y, 7) is continuous if for every F € FX
and x € X

r € limF = f(x) € lim, f[F].
An equivalent formulation of the continuity of f is that f is continuous if

f(lime F) C lim, f[F].



Example 1.16. We define the usual notion of convergence on R, denoted v, by saying

that for x € R, F € FR
_ 1 1 t
r € lim, F <— F > r——,z+—|:neN, .
n n

Example 1.17. A map V(:) : X — FX with {z}" > V(x) for every x determines a
convergence & on X by

z € lim F <= F > V(x),
then & is called a pretopology.

An equivalent method of classifying a convergence as a pretopology is that £ is

a pretopology if for any family of filters {F;};c; we have the following

lime (/\ ) = [ limeF.

iel iel
We say that O C X is £-open if whenever O contains limit points of F € FX we

have that O € F, or written symbolically,
lim¢FNO #0 =0 e F.

If we let O denote the collection of £-open sets on X, then it is easy to check that

O satisfies the following conditions
1. 9,X € O
2. For any B C O¢, Upep O € O¢
3. For any B C O, with cardB < 00, (50 € O.

In other words, O, defines a topology on X. By Ex. 1.6, we can define a filter at
each z € X called the neighborhood filter, by saying that a set A is a neighborhood
of x if there is an O € O¢ such that x € O C A and considering the family NM¢(z) of

neighborhoods of x.



Example 1.18. A convergence space (X,€) is a topological space if and only if
z € limeNe(z) for every x € X. Equivalently, for F € FX, x € lim¢F if and only if
F > Ne(x).

Obviously, each topology is a pretopology, but the converse is not true in general.

Example 1.19. Let X = {zo} U{z, : n < oo} U{zur 1 n,k < oo} with every
element distinct. We can define a convergence § on X by x,; € limeF if F =
(2o }T, 2 € imeF if {z, ) A znidt < F, and 2o € ime F if {zo0}T A {20}

It is easy to verify that £ is a pretopology. To see that £ is not a topology, let
O be an open set containing xro. Then there is are ng, kg € N such that x,, € O and
Tnik € O forn > ng and k > ky. So the neighborhood filter of v is generated by sets
like

{Toct U{zn :n>no} U{zpi : k> ko,n > no}
and thus does not converge to xo, with respect to .

However, this definition of a topology isn’t always useful, and we instead find
ourselves using the equivalent view of our convergence being diagonal. Before we do
that, we have to define a selection map, which takes each point x € X to a filter
S(z) € FX that converges to x. When we let this map act on a filter on X, we get
what is called the contour filter S(F) which is defined as

SF) =\ NS,

FeF xeF

Definition 1.20. A convergence £ is diagonal if for every selection S : X — FX

and every filter F converging to x € X, the contour filter converges to x:

With diagonality, we obtain a more useful characterization of topologies as con-

vergences.



Proposition 1.21. A convergence £ is a topology if and only if & is a pretopology

and is diagonal.

Theorem 1.22. A convergence £ is a topology if and only if for every set A, every
map | : A — X and S : X — FX such that l(a) € lim¢S(a) for each a € A,

lime/[F] C limS(F)
for every F € FA.

Since we have a way of talking about a topology on a space by considering the
convergence structure of the space and have seen how to interpret continuous maps
in this language, a natural question is how we can talk about other topological ideas
in terms of convergences. While we could give convergence generalizations of all of
the ideas of topology, this is outside of the scope of this paper, and we will instead
only look at the notions that we will need to state the theorems of interest.

The first notion that we will look to generalize is that of the topological closure.
Recall that the topological closure of A C X denoted cl(A), is the collection of all
points x € X such that every neighborhood of x contains a point of A. Note that this
means that A C clA. So in the case of filters, when the convergence ¢ is a topology,
we want our generalization of closure to have A#N¢(z) for every x in the generalized

closure.

Definition 1.23. If A is a subset of a convergence space X, then the adherence of
A is defined by

adheA = U lim F
AcF#

Proposition 1.24. For any subset A of a convergence space

adhed = | limeF = | JlimG= | ] limes

AcF# Aeg AeUeUX
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Claim 1.25. If ¢ is a topology, then cl(A) = adh¢A for every A C X

Proof. First, let 2 € cl(A). Then we have that A € N¢(z)#, and since £ is a topology,
then we have that = € limeNVe(2), so z € adhA.

Conversely, let z € adhgA. Then there is a F € FX with A € F# such that
z € lim¢ F. Since € is a topology, « € lim¢F if and only if F > N¢(z). Then we have

that A € N¢(z)#, so we conclude that x € cl(A) since A € Ng(z)*. O

Since we can apply adhe to any subset of X, we can also apply it to any family

of subsets of X. In particular, if 7 € FX, we consider
adhiF := {adhF : F € F}I.

Since several of our main results deal with regularity, we need to generalize the
idea into convergence spaces. Recall that a topological space (X, 7) is said to be
reqular if for every closed A C X and every x ¢ A, there are disjoint U,V € 7 such
that x € U and A C V.

Proposition 1.26. A topological space (X, &) is reqular if and only if for every x €
X, Nelr) = adbi(Ny(x)).

This leads to the the following definition.
Definition 1.27. A convergence £ is regular if for every filter F,
limeF C limeadhiF.

We can obtain a characterization of regularity dual to that of topologies given in

Theorem 1.22.

Theorem 1.28. A convergence space (X, &) is reqular if and only if for every set A,
everymap l : A — X, and S : A - FX with l(a) € lim¢S(a) for each a € A,
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The first of our main theorems is a generalization of Thm. 2.6 in [12]. Adapting
this theorem to the convergence space setting requires us to revisit the problem that
first motivated our interest in convergence spaces: for X, Y, Z € ob(Conv), what is
the structure required on C(Y, Z) so that C(X x Y, Z) = C(X,C(Y, Z))?

To answer this question, we begin by defining the relation [X, Y] on the space of

all functions from X to Y. To do this, we say that for f € YX and F € F(Y?),
felimxy|F & Ve e X,VG € FX, (z € limeG = f(z) € limy (G, F)).

where

G, F)={(G,F):GeG FecF}

and

(G,F):={h(g) : g€ G,h € F}.

It turns out that [X,Y] only satisfies properties 1 and 2 in 1.14, and that f €
limpx y){f}" only when f € C(X,Y). So [X,Y] defines a convergence on C(X,Y)
called the continuous convergence, and it is exactly this structure that is required to

make C(X x Y, Z) = C(X,[Y, Z]) in Conv.

Theorem 1.29. [12, Thm. 2.6] A convergence space (Y, T) is regular if and only if
for every topological space X, every f € YX and every F € F(Y™X), f € limx y)F
implies that f € C(X,Y).

This theorem generalizes the fact that while the pointwise limit of a sequence
of continuous functions need not be continuous, the uniform limit of a sequence of
continuous functions is continuous.

The second theorem that we are interested in generalizing is due to Fri¢ and
Kent and deals with extending a function from what they call a strict subspace to a

larger subspace.
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Definition 1.30. Let (X&) be a convergence space and S C X. Then S is a strict
subspace if for every x € adheS and F € F(adheS) with x € lim¢F, thereis a G € FS
such that adhgg < F and z € lim.@.

Consider S € X and a continuous function f : S — Y. If z € adhS, then

for f to extend to S U {x} continuously, it is necessary (and sufficient) that f(z) €

m]—'e]FS,:relim]-‘ lim, f[F].

Definition 1.31. Let (X,§) and (Y, T) be two convergence spaces, S C X, and f :
(S,&s) = (Y, 1) be continuous. The hull of extensionability of S for f is
h(S, f)={z€adhS: (] lim,f[F]+# o}
FEFS,z€lim F
Theorem 1.32. A convergence space (Y, T) is reqular if and only if whenever S is a
strict subspace of a convergence space (X, ) and f: (S,§s) — (Y, 7) is a continuous

map, there is a continuous map f : (h(S, ), &ns.p) — (Y, 7) such that ﬁs = f.

Theorem 3.10 generalizes this result to Cap.



CHAPTER 2
APPROACH SPACES

In [8], R. Lowen showed that there is a category that contains the categories Top
(topological spaces with continuous maps) and Met(metric spaces with contractive
maps) as full subcategories. That is, from a categorical point of view, that topological
spaces and metric spaces can be considered as special cases of a common type of
object. One of the insights that sparked this result was that certain topological
notions have metric counterparts that have similar characterizations.

For example, in topological spaces, compactness of a topological space is similar
to the concept of total boundedness of a metric space. Recall that a topological
space (X, 7) is a compact space if for any open covering of the space, there is a finite
subcover. A metric space (X,d) is a totally bounded space if and only if for every
€ > 0, there is a finite collection of open balls of radius € that covers X. It turns out
that both notions are instances of measure of compactness 0 in approach spaces.

This insight lead to the introduction of the category Ap, with approach spaces
as objects and contractions as morphisms. Since Ap contains both Top and Met,
we are able to combine the notions that make topological spaces nice to use without
having to give up the ability to obtain the quantifications that make metric spaces
nice. In fact, in Ap we are able to measure how much structure a space has, such as
how close a topological space is to being compact.

However, it turns out that Apand Topshare the same categorical problems.
Luckily Ap can be embedded in a larger but better behaved category, in the same way
that we were able to embed Topinto Conv. This generalization, Cap(convergence
approach spaces with contractions as morphisms) contains Convand Met as full
subcategories and is free of the categorical problems present in Ap.

This chapter will be focused on providing the basics of the theory of convergence



14

approach spaces, and, as in the first chapter, many results will be stated without

proof. The interested reader is directed to [9] for a reference on approach spaces.

2.1 Convergence Approach Spaces

In our treatment of convergence approach spaces, we will define the spaces by focusing

on functions A : FX — [0, 00]* known as limits, that we compare pointwise.

Definition 2.1. A function A : FX — [0,00]* is called a (convergence-approach)

limit if it satisfies the following properties:
1. For any x € X, \({z}")(z) = 0,
2. For F,G € FX, if F < G, then A\(G) < A(F),
3. For all F,G € FX, A(F A G) = A(F) V AG),
where A\(F) V AG) = sup{\(F),N(G)} in [0,00]* ordered pointwise.

A limit can be thought of as a map that measures how close a filter is to con-
verging to a point z € X. So, the first condition can be interpreted as saying that
the principal filter of a point fully converges to the point. Similarly, the second con-
dition states the finer the filter, the better it converges. The pair (X, \) is called a
convergence approach space, and these are the objects of Cap.

Now, we turn our attention to defining the morphisms of Cap.

Definition 2.2. For two convergence approach spaces (X, Ax) and (Y, \y) a map

f (X, Ax) = (Y, A\y) is called a contraction if for every x € X

Ay (FIFD(f () < Ax (F)(2)
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Cap A{z})(z) =0 Conv z € lime{z}t
F>G= \G) < AF) F > G = limeG C limeF
MFAG) = AF)VAG) lime (F A G) = lime(F) N lime(G)
PrAp AMAier Fi) = Vier AF) PrTop  lime(Aie; i) = (ie, lime 7
Ap  PrAp+A(S(F)) = MF) + V,ex A(S(2))(x) | Top PrTop + diagonal

Table 2.1: The relationship between Cap and Conv

We can consider any convergence space (X, ) as a convergence approach space

by defining its limit in the following way

0 ifx € hmg./_"
Ae(F)(z) =

oo otherwise.
Also, a map from f : (X,£) — (Y, 7) is continuous if and only if it is a contraction
from (X, A¢) to (Y, A;).

Table 2.1 demonstrates the relationship between convergence approach spaces
and convergence spaces, as well as their associated subcategories. There are several
other ways of defining an approach space, such as using distance functions, but each
of these can be shown to be equivalent [9], so we will focus on limit functions.

Comparing the convergence side of the table and the convergence approach side,

we see that the condition that

AS(F) = AF) + \ AS(@))(x)

rzeX

is the convergence approach generalization of diagonality.
The generalization of adherence to Capis defined by letting A C X and € > 0

and considering the set
A ={r e X :3UcUX, Acl, \U)(z) < e},
and extending it to G C P(X) by

G .={G¥ .G eg}.
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With this generalization of adherence to convergence approach spaces, we can now

generalize regularity of a space to convergence approach spaces.

Definition 2.3. A convergence approach space (X, ) is regular if for every F €
FX,e>0,andx € X
MFO) (x) < MF)(z) +e.

Definition 2.4. A convergence approach space (X, \) is strongly regular if for every

FeFX,e>0,andx e X
MF (z) < MNF)(x) Ve

Let @ : [0,00] — [0, 00] be a commutative and associate binary operation that

satisfies the following two conditions

0@r = r (2.1)
ro Na = N\@r@a) (2.2)

for every r € [0, 00] and A C [0, oo]. This is the same as saying that [0, co] with reverse
order is a unital quantale in the sense of [11]. In the case of the non-negative reals,
the two main examples of a unital quantale are standard additon + and pairwise

maximum V. This tensor preserves order, that is

a<bandc<d=a®dc<bPd, (2.3)
and it also respects limits,

(a+e)D(b+e) > adb, ase — 0. (2.4)

Combining (2.1) and (2.3), it is easy to see that V < @.
Using this tensor, we are able to generalize both cases of regularity that were

just introduced with the following definition.
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Definition 2.5. A convergence approach space (X, \) is ®-regular if for every F €
FX,e >0, and x € X
ANF9)(z) < ANF)(z) @ e.

Of course, in this definition, if we take & to be 4+ or V then we obtain the
definitions for regularity or strong regularity respectively. If for every F € FX 2.5
holds for some z € X, then we call x an ®-reqularity point.

We are also able to generalize diagonality using the tensor.

Definition 2.6. A convergence approach space (X, \) is ®-diagonal if for every map
S: X = FX and F € FX we have that
MS(F)() = AP @ \ AS(x))(x)
zeX
Similar to the case in convergence spaces, we have an alternative way of charac-

terizing regularity using maps from a non-empty subset and selection maps.

Proposition 2.7. A convergence approach space is B-reqular if and only if for every

A4£@,1:A— X, FEFA and S : X — FX,

MIFNE) S ASENC) @\ MS(@)(U(a)).
acA
The final thing that we need to generalize is the continuous convergence [X,Y]

on Y. For two convergence approach spaces (X, \y) and (Y, \y), the limit on the

space C'(X,Y) of contractions from X to Y, is defined by
Ay (F)(f) == inf{a € [0,00] : VG € FX, SAy (G, F) (f(1)) < Ax(9)(1) V a},

where (G, F) is defined as it was in the case of convergence spaces.



CHAPTER 3
REGULARITY IN Cap

3.1 Regularity and continuous convergence

We define the default of contraction of a function f € Y, denoted m(f), in the

following way:
m(f) = inf{a € [0,00] : VG € FX, Ay (f[0]) o f < Ax(G) +a}.

The default of contraction measures how far away the function is from being a con-
traction, so it is clear that f is a contraction if and only if m (f) = 0. We generalize
the default of contraction using the tensor & that was defined in the previous chapter
by

meg(f) == inf{a € [0,00] : VG € FX, A\y(f[G]) o f < Ax(G) ® a}.

For our two examples of this tensor, + and V, it is easy to see that for every f,

my(f) < my(f)
because a Vb < a+ b for all a,b € [0, c0].
Theorem 1.29 states that if if the codomain is regular, then [X,Y]-limits are
automatically continuous. In the case of convergence approach spaces, we will see

that the level of convergence in [X, Y] controls the default of contraction:

Theorem 3.1. [1] IfY is a ©-reqular convergence-approach space, X is a convergence-
approach space, and f € Y then

me(HN<| N dxv@N e A Axn@W)

FeF(YX) FeF(YX)

Conversely, if Y is not ®-regular, there is a topological space X and f € YX with

me(f) > /\ Axm(F))

FeF(YX)
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In particular, considering convergence spaces as convergence-approach spaces, we

get as an immediate corollary:

Corollary 3.2. Let Y be a convergence space. The following are equivalent:

1. 'Y 1s reqular,

felimxyF = feC(X,Y)

for every convergence space X, every f € YX and every F € F(YX);

f c hm[X’y].F —— f c C(X, Y)

for every topological space X, every f € YX and every F € F(YX).

In particular, this result generalizes [12, Theorem 2.6] of Wolk, which establishes

the equivalence between (1) and (3), under the assumption that Y be topological.

Corollary 3.3. If a convergence-approach space Y is reqular then for every convergence-

approach space X and f € YX,
2 N\ AxmF)).
FeF(YX)
If Y is not reqular, there is a topological space X and f € Y~ with
/\ Ay (F)f) <m(f).
FeF(YX)
Corollary 3.4. A convergence-approach space'Y is strongly reqular if and only if for

every convergence approach (equivalently, topological) space X and f € Y,

my(f) < /\ Axy)(F)(Sf).

FeF(YX)
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We will need the following observation to prove Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.5. [fa € [0,00], G e FX, F € F(YX) and f € Y satisfy

Ay ((z, F))(f(2)) <«

for every x € X, then
g1 = (g, 7).

Note that the case a = 0 states that if F converges pointwise to f € YX then
for any G € FX, f[G] > adhi(y)(g,}'), where ¢(Y') is the convergence defined by
z € lim.y)F if and only if Ay (F)(z) = 0. (*)

Proof. Let © € G for some G € G. We consider the filter ({z}', F) on (G, F) for

F € F. Then by the assumption,

Ay ({2}, F)(f (@) < o,

so f(z) € (G, F)®. Thus f(G) C (G,F)® for any G € G and F € F, so f[G] >
(G, F). O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let Y be a ®-regular convergence-approach space and let

Cc = /\ )\[X7y](]:)(f)
FeF(YX)
For € > 0, there is an F, € F(Y™) such that \x,y(F.)(f) < ¢+ ¢, and, by definition
of A\ix vy}, there is ae < A\xy)(Fe)(f) + € < ¢+ 2e such that A(G, F) o f < Ax(G) V .

for every G € FX. In particular,

A{a}! Fo) (f(2) < Ax({2})(@) V ae = o

so that f[G] > (G, F.)@) by Lemma 3.5.

Le(Y) is known as the Conwv-coreflection of Y.
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Since Y is @-regular,

AY(<Q7F€>(Q€)) © f < )‘<g7"re> © f Dae < ()‘X(g) v ae) D a.,

< Ax(9) @ (a ® o),

using (2.3) and the fact that V < @. Thus Ay (f[G]) o f < Ax(G) @ (e  a.) because
fIG] > (G, F.)(@). However, o ® o < (c + 2€) @ (c + 2¢), and since ¢ is arbitrary,
the inequality becomes Ay (f[G])o f < Ax(G) @ (¢ c) by (2.4), and we conclude that
me(f) <c@ec

For the converse, assume that Y is not @-regular. Then in view of Proposition

2.7, there exists A£ 0, 1: A—Y,S: A—FY, HeTFA, and yy € Y such that
Ay (I[H]) (o) > M (S(H) (o) @ \/ My (S(a))(U(a)). (3.1)
acA
From this, we build a topological approach space X, a filter Fy on Y, and a
function f € YX with mg(f) > AMxyv(Fo)(f).

The space X and function f

Let X := (Y x A)U AU {z} where 2o, ¢ A. Define py : ¥ x A - Y by
py(y,a) = y for all (y,a) € Y x A, and let f : X — Y be defined by fla = [,

fiyxa =py, and f(rs) = yo. Let

N= ] (S(a) x {a}") A{a}".

HeH acH
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Now we define Ay by, for alla € A and y € Y

4

0 ifG={(y,a)}
MO () = 4 !

oo otherwise

0 ifG>(S(a)x {a}?) A{a}?

Ax(G)(a) =
oo otherwise
0 ifG>NA{z}'
Ax(9)(T00) =
oo otherwise.
Too A Too 4
(y, a
Y x A Y x A
Lo a A Loo A
Y x A Y x A

Figure 3.1: The space X and the approach structure defined on X

Note that X is then a topological CAP space, and that

ma(f) > Ay (S(H))(yo) ® \/ A (S(a))(U(a)),

acA

because of (3.1) and f[H] = I[H].
The filter F,

Let P:={heY¥: hiyxa = py and h(2s) = 1o}, and for each a € A, let
a:Y* =Y

h +— h(a).
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Let
A= J{a"()nP:aec A 5e8)}
B:=J{[(a'SHNP: (5SNeer € [ S(a)}.

Then A U B has the finite intersection property, in the sense of Def 1.9, and thus
generates a filter 7, on YX.

Controlling Ajxy)(Fo)(f)

It suffices to show that
Axr)(F) () < M (S(H))(wo) v \/AAY(Sw)(l(a))
ae
because then
A1 (Fo)(f) < Av(S(H))(yo) \/Aky(s(a))(l(a)) <me(f)-
ae
To this end, by definition of [X, Y], we only need to show that
Ay (G, Fo)) (f(z)) < A (S(H))(f(2)) V \/AAY(S(a))(l(a)) V Ax(9)(x)
ac

for every G € FX and z € X.

If G > N A{zoo}! then (G, Fo) > S(H) A{yo}! since for each B € S(H) there is
Hp € H and for each a € Hp, there is S, € S(a) such that (J,c,, Sa € B and

< U ((Sa x {a})u{a}), &_1(Sa)ﬂP> c U Sa

aEHB aEHB aEHB

Thus
Ay ({G, Fo)) (o) < Ay (S(H)) (o) = Ay (S(H))(yo) V Ax () (7oo)-

If G > (S(a) x {a}") A {a}" for some a € A, then

<g7FO> Z S(a)
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Indeed, by definition of P, (S x {a},a"'(S)NP) C S for any S € S(a). Moreover,
(a,a=[S(a)] v P) > S(a), so that {a, Fo) > S(a).

Thus, taking into account that f(a) = l(a),

Ay ((G, Fo))(f(a) < Ay (S(a)(l(a)) = Ay (S(a))(I(a) V Ax(9)(a).

Finally, if G is a principal ultrafilter {t}' then ({t}T, Fo) = {f(t)}T if t € (Y x A)U
{z}, by definition of f and Fy. If ¢ = a € A, however, we have (a, Fo) > S(a), so
that Ay (a, Fo) (f(a)) < Ay (S(a))(l(a)).

Thus

M) (Fo) () < M (S(H)) (o) vV \/ v (S(a) (Ua)).

acA

3.2 Regularity and contractive Extensions

In this section, we investigate the conditions under which a contractive map f : S —
Y, where S C X and X, Y are CAP spaces, can be extended to a contraction defined
on a larger subset of X. In particular, we will provide a generalization of Theorem
1.32. First, we need a convergence approach analogue of the hull of extensionability
of Def 1.31.

We proceed following the terminology used in [6]. Given two CAP spaces X and
Y,ee X, SCX, f:5—=Y and o, € € [0, 00|, define

Hi(z) = {FeFS : Ax(F)(z) <€}
Fg(x) = {yeY : VF e Hg(x), Av(fI[F])(y) <€}
ns, fa) = {wes@: () Filx) #0}
€€[0,00]

(S, f) = h(S,f,0).



25
Note that F§(z) =Y if Hg(x) = (), that S C (S, f) C h(S, f, «) for each «, and
that if X and Y are convergence spaces (considered as CAP spaces) then

h(S, f) = {x cadhS: () limy f[F] # @},

FeFS, x€limy F

is the hull of extensionability as in definition 1.31.

Definition 3.6. Given a contraction f : S — Y where S C X, and a € [0, 0],

we call a function g : h(S, f,a) =Y with g = f and g(x) € () F&(x) for each
€€[0,00]
x € h(S, f,a) an admissible extension of f. If each g(x) is also a ®-reqularity point,

then we call g a @-regular extension of f.
Note that we can adopt a similar terminology in Conv (?).

Definition 3.7. Let X be a CAP space and S C X and « € [0,00]. Then S is called
an a-@-strict subspace if for every x € S and every F € FS@ there is G € FS
such that G < F and

AG)(z) < A(F)(x) @ a (3.2)
S is called @-strict if it is a-@-strict for every a € [0, 0o].

Definition 3.8. S is called a uniformly a-@-strict subspace if for every F € FS
there is G € FS such that G < F and

AMG) < AF) @ a. (3.3)
on S,

S is called wuniformly @-strict if it is uniformly a-@-strict for every a € [0, 0o].

2Namely if f : § — Y is continuous for S C X, we call a function g : h(S, f) — Y with gis = f

and g(z) € N limy f[F] for each x € h(S, f) an admissible extension of f. If moreover
z€limx F; SEF
each g(x) is a regularity point, g is a regular extension of f.
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Thus a subspace of a convergence space is strict, in the sense of definition 1.30,
if and only if it is @-strict, equivalently e-®-strict for some € < oo, when considered

as a CAP space.

Proposition 3.9. If X is a ®&-diagonal CAP space, then every subspace is uniformly

D-strict.

Proof. Let S C X, let a € [0,00] and take a filter on S® and call F is the filter
generated on X. For each z € S, take S(z) € FS such that A\(S(x))(z) < a and
for z ¢ S let S(z) = {x}T. Since X is ®-diagonal, for G = S(F) we have

MG) = MS(F)) AF) &\ MS(@)(2) < AF) @ a

zeX

on X. Clearly S € . . S(z) and since S belongs to F we have S € G. We

x€S
finally check that G < F. Let Z € (),cpng S(x) for some F € F. With u €
F N S@ the filter S(u) contains Z and AS(u)(u) < a. So u € Z(®). Tt follows that

Fns@ cz@, O
We are now ready to generalize Theorem 1.32 to convergence approach spaces.

Theorem 3.10. Let o € [0,00] and let Y be a CAP space. If S is an a-B-strict
subspace of a convergence approach space X and f : S — Y is a contraction, then

every ®-regular extension g : h(S, f,a) = Y of [ satisfies mg(g9) < a ® a.

Proof. We may assume a < oo. Let g be an @-regular extension g : h(S, f,a) — Y.
Let F € F(h(S, f,a)) and zo € h(S, f,«). Since S is an a-@-strict subspace of X
there is a G € FS such that G < F and

Ax(G)(z0) < Ax(F)(xo) & a.
Since G\ V h(S, f,a) < F we have

(FIG)™ < g[G“ v h(S, f.a)] < g[F],
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where the first inequality follows from the assertion g(G® N h(S, f,a)) C (f(G))*.
Indeed for z € G N A(S, f,a) there is an ultrafilter & on G with A\(U)(z) < «, that

is with 4 € HZ(z). Since g is an admissible extension of f, g(z) € () Fi(z) so
pel0,00]
that in particular g(z) € FS(z) and Ay (f[U])(g(x)) < a. Thus g(z) € (f(G)).

Therefore

Ay (91F)(g(z0)) < M (fIG])(g(0)) < Av((f[G])(9(0)) @ e,

since g(xo) is a regularity point of Y. With Ax(G)(xo) = =, using the fact that

g(zo) € Fd(x) we obtain

Ay (F19D)(9(w0)) < v = Ax(9) (o).

Finally we obtain
Ay (9[F)) (g9(20)) < AG(20) ® v < AF(20) ® v B v
O

Corollary 3.11. If S is a ®-strict subspace of a CAP space X, and Y is a ®-
reqular CAP space, then every admissible extension g : h(S, f) =Y of a contraction

f: S =Y s a contraction.

The restriction of Theorem 3.10 to Conv is essentially (in fact, it is slightly more

general than) the direct part of [5, Theorem 1.1]:

Corollary 3.12. If S is a strict subspace of a convergence space X and Y is a
convergence space, then every reqular extension g : h(S, f) =Y of a continuous map
f S =Y is continuous. In particular, if Y is reqular, every admissible extension

g:h(S,f) =Y of a continuous map f:S —Y is continuous.

Using a construction similar to that of the proof of Theorem 3.1, we obtain a

partial converse:
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Theorem 3.13. IfY is not ©-regular, then there is a @-approach space X, a ( uni-
formly @®-strict) subspace S, a contraction f:S —Y, a €[0,00), and an admissible

extension g : h(S, f,a) = Y that is not contractive (that is, mg(g) > 0).

Proof. Since Y is not @-regular, thereexists A# 0, 1: A—Y,S: A= FY, H € FA,

and yp € Y such that

Ay (D) (o) > Ay (S(H))(wo) & \/ M (S(a))(U(a)). (3.4)

acA

Let X = (Y x A)UAU{z}, S:=Y xA,and f: S — Y be f(y,a) =y. Let

N=J N(S) x {a}?) A f{a}".

HeHacH

On X, we define the following CAP structure:

;

@y = {0 0T
o0 otherwise
(o it G = {a}!

Ax(@)(a) = { A (S(a))(l(a)) if G > (S(a) x {a}") A {a}land G # {a}'

& otherwise
’0 if G = {zoc}!

Ax(G)(@oc) = A (SH)) (o) ifG>N
% otherwise.

\

Note that f is a contraction and that X is a @-approach space. Thus, in view
of Proposition 3.9, S is a @-strict subspace.

We claim that A(S, f,a) = X for a := Ay(S(H)) (o) V Ves Av(S(@))((a)),
which is finite by (3.4). Indeed, A C h(S, f,a) because if G > (S(a) x {a}") A {a}T,
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Ax(G)(a) = \v(S(a))(I(a)) < a. Also, l(a) € gero] F&(a), since Hs(a) = {G € FS :

G > S(a) x {a}'} and f[G] = S(a) imply that Ay (f[G])(I(a)) = Ay (S(a))(I(a)).
Moreover o, € 5@ because Ax (N V S)(z) = Ay (S(H)) (o) < a, and x4 €

h(S, f,a) because yp € [\ F§(2oo). Indeed, if € < Ay (S(H))(yo) then H(2o) = 0,

€€[0,00]

so that F§(zo) =Y. If Av(S(H)) () < € < 00, then
Hi(to0o) ={G €FS: MAx(G)(2s) <€} ={G€FS: G>NVS}

Thus if G € H§(r) then f[G] > S(H), and Ay (f[G])(v0) < A (S(H))(vo) =
Ax(G)(Too) < €. Thus yg € F&(2).
Consider the admissible extension g : h(S, f,a) = Y of f defined by g5 = f,
gia =l and g(r«) = yo. Then
ma(g) > \/ A (S(a)(l(a)) >0
acA
because

Ay (9[H])(yo) = Av([[H])(yo) > Av(S(H))(wo) @ \/ Ay (S(a))(l(a))

a€A

> Ax(H) () & \/ Av(S(a)(U(a)).

acA

]

Note that if, in the proof above, Y is a convergence space (considered as a CAP
space), then we can assume Ay (S(a))(I(a)) to be 0 for each a € A, and Ay (S(H))(yo)

to be 0. Thus, X is then a topological CAP space. Therefore, we recover:

Corollary 3.14. [5, Theorem 1.1] A convergence space Y is regular if and only if,
whenever S is a strict subspace of a convergence (equivalently, topological) space X

and f : S — Y is a continuous map there exists a continuous map f : h(S, f) — (Y, 7)

with ﬁs = f
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Since every subspace of a diagonal convergence space is strict, we also recover:

Corollary 3.15. [2/ A Hausdorff convergence space Y is reqular if and only if for
every diagonal convergence space X, every subspace S of X, and every continuous

map f: S =Y there exists a (unique) continuous map f : h(S, f) = Y with fis = f.
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