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CORONATED POLYHEDRA AND CORONATED ANRS
SERGEY A. MELIKHOV

ABSTRACT. Locally compact separable metrizable spaces are characterized among all
metrizable spaces as those that admit a cofinal sequence K1 C Ko C --- of com-
pact subsets. Their Cech cohomology is well-understood due to Petkova’s short exact
sequence 0 — lim* H""1(K;) — H™(X) — lim H"(K;) — 0.

We study a dual class of spaces. We call a metrizable space X a coronated polyhedron
if it contains a compactum K such that X \ K is a polyhedron. These include, apart
from compacta and polyhedra, spaces such as the topologist’s sine curve (or the Warsaw
circle) and the comb (=comb-and-flea) space. The complement of every locally compact
subset of S™ is a coronated polyhedron.

We prove that a metrizable space X is a coronated polyhedron if and only if it
admits a countable polyhedral resolution; or, equivalently, a sequential polyhedral res-
olution --- — Ry — R;. In the latter case, we establish a short exact sequence
0 — lim' H,11(R;) — Hn(X) — lim H,(R;) — 0 for Steenrod-Sitnikov homology
and also for any (extraordinary) homology theory satisfying Milnor’s axioms of map
excision and [[-additivity. We also show that such homology theories are invariants
of strong shape for coronated polyhedra. On the other hand, Quigley’s short exact
sequence 0 — lim! 7,1 (R;) — m,(X) — limm,(R;) — 0 for Steenrod homotopy of
compacta fails for Steenrod—Sitnikov homotopy of coronated polyhedra, at least when
n = 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

It is well-known that the poset kx of compact subsets of a metrizable space X (ordered
by inclusion) contains a cofinal sequence if and only if X is locally compact and separable
(see [10; Proposition 1.22]). Moreover, a sequence of compact subsets K; C Ky C ... of
X is cofinal in kx if and only if each Kj lies in the interior of some K (see [10; Proof of
Proposition 1.22]).

Theorem 1.1. (Petkova [19; Proposition 4|) Let X be a locally compact separable metriz-
able space. If X is the union of its compact subsets K1 C Ky C ..., where each
K; C Int K1, then its Cech cohomology fits in a natural short exact sequence

0 — lim' A" '(K;) — H"(X) — lim H"(K;) — 0.

This result was also rediscovered by Massey [%; Theorem 4.22]. We refer to [10] for a
proof and further references and discussion.

The purpose of the present paper is to obtain a dual theorem for homology. Or rather
to understand the natural class of metrizable spaces for which it should be valid.
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A class of metrizable spaces that is straightforwardly dual to locally compact separable
metrizable spaces is well-known. Namely, metrizable spaces whose directed set of open
covers (ordered by refinement) contains a cofinal sequence are characterized as follows.

Theorem 1.2. (Nagata [15], Monteiro—Peixoto [15], Levshenko [5], Atsuji [2], Rainwater
[21]; see also [16], [3])

(a) The following are equivalent for a metrizable space X :

the directed set of open covers of X contains a cofinal sequence;
the set X' of cluster points of X is compact;

the finest uniformity on X is metrizable;

every Hausdorff quotient of X is metrizable;

X admits a metric satisfying any of the equivalent conditions in (b) below.
(b) The following are equivalent for a metric space M :

every continuous map of M into any metric space is uniformly continuous;
d(A, B) > 0 for any disjoint closed A, B C M;
every open cover of M has a positive Lebesque number;

the set M' of cluster points of M is compact, and for each ¢ > 0, the complement
of the e-neighborhood of M’ is uniformly discrete.

Let us note that a metrizable space X is compact if and only if every metric on X
satisfies the conditions in (b) [16]. Metric spaces satisfying the conditions of (b) are
called UC spaces (and also “Atsuji spaces” and “Lebesgue spaces”), and so metrizable
spaces satisfying the conditions of (a) are called UC-metrizable. Thus a metrizable space
X is UC-metrizable if and only if it contains a compactum K such that X\ K is discrete.

Example 1.3. Let N = {1,2, ...} with the discrete topology. The null-sequence’ [5>°; N
of copies of N is UC-metrizable (since it has only one cluster point) but is not locally
) [m,n € N}U{(0,0)}

compact. Clearly, [x|3°, N is homeomorphic to the subset {(%, —

of the plane.

Every discrete set may be understood as a 0-dimensional polyhedron. We refer to [10]
for a treatment of polyhedra. In particular, our polyhedra are always endowed with the
metric topology (and not the weak topology).

1.A. Coronated polyhedra. We call a metrizable space X a coronated polyhedron® if
it contains a compactum K such that X \ K is a polyhedron. Let us note that if V'
is the set of vertices of some triangulation of the polyhedron X \ K, then K UV is
UC-metrizable.

(Clearly, coronated polyhedra include compacta and polyhedra.

'The null-sequence [, X; is the subset |2, pt'~' x X; x pt™ of the product [[°,(X; U pt). Al-
ternatively, X7, X; can be defined as the limit of the inverse sequence --- — X; U X5 U X3 U pt —
X1 UXaUpt = X7 Upt (see [10; §3.A]).

Initially the author spoke of “compactohedra” (see version 1 of the arXiv preprint [13]). But later it
became clear that to better understand coronated polyhedra it helps to study coronated ANRs as well
(as Theorem A depends on Theorem B), which was one of the reasons to change the terminology.
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Example 1.4. If X is a locally compact subset of S™, then S\ X is a coronated
polyhedron (see Theorem 2.2(a)).

Example 1.5. Some standard examples in introductory courses of topology, such as the
“comb and flea” space {* | n € N} x [0,1] U (0,1] x {1} U {(0,0)} and the “topologist’s
sine curve”, {(z,sin 1) | € (0,1]} U {0} x [1, 1], are coronated polyhedra.

Example 1.6. The null-sequence 4], P; of arbitrary polyhedra F; is a coronated poly-
hedron. If each P; is non-compact, then [+, F; is not locally compact.

Some further examples of coronated polyhedra are discussed in §2.

Theorem A. The following are equivalent for a metrizable space X :

(1) X is a coronated polyhedron;

(2) X admits a countable resolution consisting of polyhedra and polyhedral maps;

(3) X admits a resolution of the form . .. 2 Ry 25 Ry, where each R; is a polyhedron
and each p; is a polyhedral map.

Resolutions are a basic concept of shape theory (cf. [6], [7]). We refer to [10] for a
concise treatment of resolutions in the metrizable case.

Resolutions of non-compact spaces are, generally speaking, inverse systems indexed by
uncountable directed sets. The author is unaware of any previous literature discussing
sequential (or countable) ANR resolutions for any spaces other than ANRs and UC-
metrizable spaces.

Let us note that (3) trivially implies (2) in Theorem A. The converse implication
follows since every countable directed set contains a cofinal sequence, and passage to a
cofinal subset preserves the property of being a resolution (see [10; Lemmas 1.20 and
6.4]). The equivalence of (1) and (2) is proved in Corollary 4.8, which also contains some
additional characterizations of coronated polyhedra in terms of inverse sequences.

1.B. Coronated ANRs. We call a metrizable space X a coronated ANR if it contains
a compactum K such that X \ K is an ANR.

Example 1.7. If X is a locally compact subset of the Hilbert cube I°°, then I°°\ X is
a coronated ANR (see Theorem 2.2(b)).

Example 1.8. The null-sequence ||, P; of arbitrary ANRs P; is a coronated ANR.
Some further examples of coronated ANRs are discussed in §2.

Theorem B. The following are equivalent for a metrizable space X :
(1) X is a coronated ANR;
(2) X admits a resolution - -- — Xy — X, where the image of each X; in each X;
is an ANR;

(8) X admits a sequential ANR resolution whose bonding maps are embeddings.

Problem 1.9. Suppose that a metrizable space X admits a resolution --- — Xy — X3
where each X; 1s an ANR. Is X a coronated ANR?
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1.C. Steenrod—Sitnikov homology and homotopy. Using Theorem A, or rather
its more refined version, we obtain the following dualization of Petkova’s short exact
sequence (Theorem 1.1).

Theorem C. If--- — P, — P; is an ANR resolution of a coronated polyhedron X,
then its Steenrod—Sitnikov homology fits in a natural short exact sequence

0 — lim" H,4(P) — Ho(X) — lim H,(P;) — 0.

The precise meaning of naturality is explained in the statement of Theorem 5.3, which
also notes that the proof of Theorem C works for any generalized homology theory® H,
on closed pairs of metrizable spaces which satisfies the map excision axiom and the
axiom of additivity with respect to metric wedges (see [10; §24.C, §24.D] concerning
these axioms). These are essentially the same two axioms as those used by Milnor
(in addition to the Eilenberg—Steenrod axioms) to characterize Steenrod homology on
compacta [11].

Example 1.10 (Comb and Flea). Let P = {+ | n € N} x [0,1] U (0,1] x {1} C R?
and let X = P U{(0,0)}. Since P is a polyhedron, X is a coronated polyhedron. Each
R; := XU[0, £]x {0} is locally contractible and hence an ANR. Since every neighborhood
of X in R? contains some R;, the inclusion maps --- — Ry — Ry form a resolution of X
(see [10; Lemma 6.9(a)]).

The inverse sequence --- — Hi(Rs) — Hi(R) is of the form ... — @, Z —
@:°, Z. Hence its lim'" is isomorphic to [[3°, Z/ @32, Z (see [10; Example 4.11]). There-
fore Ho(X) ~ [L,en Z/ Djen Z and Hi(X) = 0.

It might at first seem that this computation contradicts the definition of H,(X) as
colim H,,(K,) over all compact K, C X. But it does not. Let K = {1 | n € N} x {0} U
{(0,0)}. Then K is a compact subset of X and Hy(K) =~ [, Z. Tt is easy to see that
the inclusion induced map Hy(K) — Hy(X) is surjective and its kernel is the subgroup

D21 Z of [[:Z, Z.

Example 1.11. Using the notation of the previous example, let us choose the basepoint
x at the origin. It is easy to see that the inclusion-induced map of Steenrod-Sitnikov
homotopy sets mo(K, x) — mo(X, x) =~ colim m(K,, x) (where K, runs over all compact
subsets of X) is surjective and identifies the classes of the maps S0 = {(£,0),(0,00} c K
for all » € N, but does not identify them with the class of the constant map (see
[10; Example 22.12] for the details). Thus my(X) consists of two elements.

On the other hand, the inverse sequence --- — m(Ry) — m(Ry) is of the form
s K2, Z — k2, Z. This does not satisty the Mittag-Leffler condition and consists
of countable groups, so lim* 7, (R;) is uncountable (see [10; Theorem 4.21]).

This does not yet rule out a short exact sequence of pointed sets

0 — lim' 7 (P)) — mp(X) — limm(P;) — 0,

3By a generalized (co)homology theory we mean, as usual, a theory which satisfies the Eilenberg—
Steenrod axioms except for the dimension axiom.
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because trivial kernel does not imply injectivity for pointed sets. However let Y = XUFE,
where £ = {—1} x [0,1] U {0,1} x [-1,0], and let Q); = P, U E. Then my(Y') is trivial
and lim' 71(Q;) is uncountable, so we cannot possibly have a short exact sequence of
pointed sets

0— hml Wl(Qi) — 7T0(Y) — lim ﬂ-O(Qi) — 0.

It seems crucial for the latter example that mo(X) is not a group. Yet the proof of
Theorem C does not work to give an affirmative solution of the following problem, as it
uses excision in an essential way.

Problem 1.12. If--- — P, — P; is an ANR resolution of a coronated polyhedron X,
does its Steenrod—Sitnikov homotopy fit in a short exact sequence

0 — lim' 7,41 (P) = 7, (X) = lim7,(P;) — 0

forn>1%

S. V. Petkova (refining previous work of Sklyarenko [22]) proved that Steenrod—
Sitnikov homology and Cech cohomology are unique ordinary homology theories on
the category of closed pairs of locally compact separable metrizable spaces that satisfy
map excision, | J-additivity and [x|-additivity [20] (homology), [19; Theorem 9| (coho-
mology). The same approach works without assuming the dimension axiom, except that
“uniqueness” is understood in the sense that any natural transformation into another
such theory is an isomorphism as long as it is an isomorphism on pt (see [10; Theorem
26.15(b)]).

As a byproduct of the proof of Theorem C we obtain a dual theorem.

Theorem D. Let h, (resp. h*) be a generalized (co)homology theory on closed pairs of
coronated polyhedra satisfying map excision, | |-additivity and |x|-additivity. Then any
natural transformation of h, (resp. h*) into another such theory is an isomorphism as
long as it is an isomorphism on pt.

As a byproduct of the proof of Theorem C we also obtain

Theorem E. Steenrod-Sitnikov homology is an invariant of strong shape for coronated
polyhedra.

E. G. Sklyarenko asked if Steenrod—Sitnikov homology is an invariant of strong shape
for paracompact spaces, adding that the solution of this problem “will likely be a test
not only for Steenrod—Sitnikov homology, but also for strong shape theory itself” [23].

Problem 1.13. Are Steenrod—Sitnikov homotopy groups invariant under strong shape
for coronated polyhedra?

2. MORE EXAMPLES

2.A. Complements of local compacta.
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Lemma 2.1. Fvery locally compact subspace X of a metrizable space M is open in its
closure.

This is true also when M is non-metrizable (see [1; 3.3.9]). Clearly, when M is locally
compact, the converse holds: if X is open in its closure, then it is locally compact.

Proof. Suppose that some z € X is the limit of a sequence of points x;, € X \ X. We
may assume without loss of generality that each xj lies in an open neighborhood U of x
in X such that U N X has compact closure K in X. Each z, is the limit of a sequence
of points of X, hence the limit of a sequence of points of U N X, which are also points
of K. But then x;, € K, which is a contradiction. O

Theorem 2.2. (a) Let Q be a compact polyhedron. If X C Q is locally compact, then
Q \ X is a coronated polyhedron.

(b) Let Q be a compact ANR. If X C @ is locally compact, then Q\ X is a coronated
ANR.

In fact, the proof shows that @\ X = K'UP, where K is a compactum and P = X\ K
is a locally compact polyhedron (in (a)) or a locally compact ANR (in (b)).

Proof. Since X is locally compact, it is open in its closure X in Q. Hence K := X \ X is
closed in X and therefore in (). Since S™ is compact, so is K. On the other hand, P :=
S™\ X is an open subset of @, and hence it is locally compact. We have Q\ X = PUK.
If @ is an ANR, then so is P (see [10; Lemma 18.6(c)|), and hence @ \ X is a coronated
ANR. If @ is a polyhedron, then so is P [1; §II1.3, Satz II| (see also [2; Hint to Exercise
3.A.3|, [10; Theorem II1.F]), and hence @ \ X is a coronated polyhedron. O

2.B. Complements of coronated polyhedra and coronated ANRs. The converse
to Theorem 2.2 is not true (for instance, S'\ S° is a coronated polyhedron, but 5%\
(S1\ 59 is not locally compact), but some related assertions do hold.

Proposition 2.3. (a) If Q is a compact ANR and X C Q is of the form X = K U P,
where K is a compactum and P = X \ K is open in Q (hence an ANR), then Q \ X is
locally compact.

(b) Let Q be a compact affine polyhedron in some R™, and suppose that X is a subset
of Q of the form X = K U P, where K is a compactum and P = X \ K is a locally
compact affine polyhedron. Then there exists a coronated polyhedronY C Q) such thatY
deformation retracts onto X and Q \'Y 1is locally compact.

(c) If X is an n-dimensional coronated polyhedron of the form X = K U P, where
K is a compactum and P is a locally compact separable polyhedron, then X admits an
embedding in S*"* (regarded as an affine polyhedron in R***2) such that P is embedded
onto an affine polyhedron.

Proof. (a). Q\ X =(Q\ K)N(Q\ P) is an open subset of the compactum @ \ P. O

(b). Since P is locally compact, it is open in its closure P in ). Hence L := P\ P
is compact and therefore U := @ \ L is an affine polyhedron. Since P is closed in U,
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it is triangulated by a subcomplex F, of some simplicial complex U, triangulating U
[10; Theorem II1.I]. Let N be the second derived neighborhood of Py in Uy and let V' be
the interior of |N| in U. Then V deformation retracts onto P, and extending by idx we
get a deformation retraction of Y := K UV onto X. On the other hand, V' is open in
@, and so @ \ Y is locally compact by (a). O

(c). Let g: X — S?"*1 be some embedding. Since g(P) is locally compact, it is open in
its closure g(P) in S?"*1, and hence L := g(P)\ g(P) is compact. Then U := S$?"*1\ L
is an affine polyhedron, and by general position the proper embedding g|p: P — U
is e-close to a proper PL embedding h: P — U, where ¢: P — (0,00) is given by
e(x) = d(g(z), L). Clearly, g|x Uh is an embedding of X in S2"*1. O

2.C. Pinched mapping telescope.

Example 2.4. Let ... 2 P, % P, be an inverse sequence of ANRs and continuous
maps which is a semi-resolution, that is, for each n and every neighborhood U of p2°(Px)
in P, there exists an m > n such that p(P,) C U. See [10] for a discussion of this
definition.

The extended mapping telescope Py o is the inverse limit of the finite metric tele-
scopes P = MC(po)Up, MC(p1)Up, - - -Up,_, MC(p,—1) (see details in [10; §3.1]). We
have P ] = Po,00) U P, Where Py, = lim P; and the infinite mapping telescope P o)
is an ANR (see [10; Proposition 19.5]). Since the inverse sequence is a semi-resolution,
the metric quotient Py o/ Px is well-defined and in fact is homeomorphic to the inverse
limit of the metric quotients Plo 111/ Pot1 = Plon Up, CP, (see [10; §8.G]).

We will write P[?)ioo) i= Po,o0]/ P and & := { P}, where P, is regarded as a point of
Pﬁoo). More generally for any J C [0,00) we denote by Pj the subset P; U % of Pﬁoo).

By the above Pﬁoo) is a coronated ANR. Clearly, its subspace P§+ is nothing but the
null-sequence |x|,.y F;.

Let us also note that if P, is not compact, then P[Z;OO) is not locally compact. Indeed,
if P

[0700
1 > k, and hence P, is compact.

) is locally compact, then there exists a k£ such that the P, are compact for all

Example 2.5. Let ... 25 P, 2% P, be a semi-resolution consisting of polyhedra and
polyhedral maps. Then in the notation of Example 2.4, Py is a polyhedron [10;
Theorem 19.10(a)|. So P[éoo) is a coronated polyhedron.

3. CORONATED ANRS
3.A. Detecting a coronated ANR.

Lemma 3.1. Let M be a metrizable space and --- C Xy C X1 C M. Let Xoo =, Xi-
If each X is an ANR and each neighborhood of X contains some Xy, then X,
contains a compact subset Z such that X, \ Z is an ANR.

Proof. Let N be the interior of X, in Xj;. Let us note that each Ny C Niy; due to
Xki1 C Xg. Since Ny is open in X, it is an ANR (see [10; 18.6(c)|). Also Ny is open
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in X and moreover in N := |J, N,. Hence N as a space has open neighborhoods of
points that are ANRs and hence is an ANR itself (see [10; Theorem 18.26]). Since each
Ny is open in X, so is N. Then Z := X \ N is closed in X,. By definition, Z is the
set of all x € X, such that each neighborhood of x in each X}, is not contained in X.

Suppose that Z is not compact. Let 21, 29,... be a sequence of points of Z that has
no cluster points in Z. Then it also has no cluster points in X, (since Z is closed in
X ). Since each z, € Z, the open %-ball about z, contains a point x, € X, \ Xo. If x
is a cluster point of the sequence 1, xo, ..., then it is also a cluster point of z1, 29, ...,
and therefore lies in M \ X,. Thus the closure Y of {x1, x5, ...} is contained in M \ X .
Then M \ 'Y is an open neighborhood of X, so by our hypothesis it contains some Xj.

Then x ¢ X}, which contradicts our choice of x. Thus Z is compact. ]
2 1
Lemma 3.2. Let X, be a metrizable space and ... o, X1 o, Xy be its sequential

resolution; in fact, it is enough to assume (B2). LetY = {yi,¥ys,...} be a countable
subset of X that has no cluster points in X.

Then there ezists a k such that Z = p3°({Yk, Yk+1, - - -, }) has no cluster points in X,
and there exists a neighborhood M of Z in pi°(X.o) such that p° embeds (p°)~1(M).

Proof. Clearly, each Y; := Y \ {y;} is closed in X,. Hence C' := {X,\Y; | i € N}
is an open cover of X,,. Then by (B2) there exists an n and an open cover D of X,
such that (p°)~!(D) refines C. Let Y = p°(Y) and y! = p>°(y;). If i # j, no element
of C' contains both y; and y;, and hence no element of D contains both y; and y;. In
particular, y; # y; whenever i # j, and Y’ has no cluster points in X,,. Clearly, each
Y/ :=Y"\ {y} is closed in X,,. Let p; = min(2, %), where d; = d(y},Y/). Let B] be the
closed p;-ball about y; in pi¥(Xe). Then BN B} = () whenever i # j, and if z; € Bj,
where i1 < iy < ..., then d(z;, ygj) — 0 and consequently the sequence z; has no cluster
points in X,,.

Let B; = (p°)~Y(B!). Thus B; is a closed neighborhood of y; and p>°(B;) = Bi. Let
m; = sup{m | pS° does not embed B;} € N U {oo}. Suppose that some subsequence
m;; — oo, where i; < iy < ... and NU {oo} has the topology of the one-point com-
pactification of N. Let us choose some m} € N such that m; < m;, and m} — oo.
Then f; := p% | B, is not an embedding for each j. If f; is not injective, then we have
distinct points]a, b € By, such that f;(a) = f;(b). In this case let us set Q; = {a} and
r; = b. If f; is injective, but the inverse map fj_lz fi(Bi;) — By, is not continuous,
then there exists a sequence of points a; € B;; and a point b € B;; such that a 4 b
but f;(ax) — f;(b). By passing to a subsequence we may assume that b is not a cluster
point of the sequence a;. In this case let @); be the closure of {a;,as,...} in X and
let 7; = b. Thus in both cases r; € B;, and (); is a closed subset of B;, which does not
contain r;, but the closure of f;(Q;) contains f;(r;). The latter implies that the closure
of pp2(Q;) contains pys(r;) for all m < m.

Let us show that @) := Uj Q; is closed in X,. Given a sequence of points ¢, € @
converging to a point g € X, their images ¢, := p2°(qx) in X,, converge to ¢’ := p°(q).
If the g all lie in a finite union of ();’s, which is certainly closed, then ¢ € ). Otherwise
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there exists a subsequence g, € Qj,, where j; < j» < .... Then each q,’ﬂ € ngl, where
ij, <ij, <...duetoji < j» <.... Then by the above the sequence z := ¢, has no
limit, which is a contradiction. Thus @ is closed in X, and similarly R := {ry,rs,...}

is closed in Xo. Then C' := {X, \ Q, Xo \ R} is an open cover of X.,. Hence by (B2)

there exists an m and an open cover D of X,, such that (p2°)~'(D) refines C. Since
j . j
pSe(r;). If U is an element of D containing p32(r;), then (p3)~(U) contains both r; and

m/;, — oo, there exists a j such that m’ > m. Then the closure of p°(Q;) contains
some point of @);, and hence does not lie in any element of C'. This is a contradiction.
Thus there exist an m and an [ such that m; < m for all i > [.

We have proved that p° embeds B; for all i > [. Let & = max(l,m,n). Then
p° embeds B = |J,5, B;. We have B = (p°)*(B’), where B’ = |J,», Bi. Each B!
is a neighborhood of_yg in p2°(Xw), so B’ is a neighborhood of 7’ := {g_/;g,yfgﬂ, ...} in
P (Xoo). Ik p*(Xo) — p°(Xo) denotes the restriction of p¥, then M := (7%)~1(B’)
is a neighborhood of Z := p®({yk, Yx+1, - .- }) in p°(Xo) and B = (p°)~H(M). Finally,
Z has no cluster points in X}, since Z’ has no cluster points in X,,. O

2 1
Theorem 3.3. Let X, be a metrizable space and ... oox Xo be its sequential
resolution, where each X; is an ANR and moreover each p;(XZ) is an ANR. Then X
contains a compact subset Z such that X \ Z is an ANR.

Proof. Let Nj be the set of all x € X, such that there exists an ¢ > k and an open
neighborhood V' of p°(x) in pi(X;) such that the restriction of p° to U := (p°)~1(V) is
a homeomorphism between U and V. Since p°: X, — pi(X;) is continuous, U is open
in X, and it follows that Ny is open in X,. Clearly p;° restricts to a homeomorphism
between Ny and N := p°(Ny), and clearly (p3°)~'(N;) = Ni. Also for each z € Nj,
there exists an ¢ > k such that some open neighborhood V' of z in N}, is open in pi (X;).
Since V' is open in pi(X;), it is an ANR (see [10; Lemma 18.6(c)]). Then N} is an ANR,
(see [10; Theorem 18.26]), and hence so is Ni. Since Nj is open in X, it is also open
in N :=J, Ny. Hence N is an ANR (see [10; Lemma 18.25(b)]). Since each Ny is open
in X, sois N. Then Z := X \ N is closed in X.

Suppose that Z is not compact. Let y;, s, ... be a sequence of points of Z that has no
cluster points in Z. Then it also has no cluster points in X, (since Z is closed in X,). By
Lemma 3.2 there exists a k such that, writing y; = pp°(v;), the set Y := {y, ¥pr1,-- - }
has no cluster points in X} and there exists a closed neighborhood M of Y’ in p*(X)
such that p° embeds (p°) ™' (M). Since y; ¢ Ny, every neighborhood of y in M is not
open in pj(X;) for each i > k. Hence for each ¢ > k the 1-neighborhood of y; in p (X))
contains a point w; ¢ pi°(X). If w is a cluster point of W := {wg, w41, ... }, then it
is also a cluster point of {y;,v;.4,...}, but the latter has no cluster points by Lemma
3.2. Thus W is closed in Xj. Hence X \ W is an open neighborhood of p°(X.,), so by
(B1) it contains p(X;) for some i > k. Then w; € pi(X;) C X}, \ W, which contradicts
the definition of W. Thus Z is compact. U

3.B. Constructing a sequential resolution.
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Theorem 3.4. Let X, be a metrizable space containing a compact subset Z such that
Xoo \ Z is an ANR. Then X, has a resolution of the form --- C Xy C X;, where each
X; is an ANR.

Proof. Let us embed Z is some absolute retract M (see [10; Corollary 18.5]). Then the
inclusion Z — M extends to a continuous map f: X, — M. Let M; be the open
+-neighborhood of Z in M. Let U; be the open +-neighborhood of Z in f~!(M;). Since
U; is open f~1(M;), it is also open in X,. Hence U/ := U; \ Z is open in X/ := X\ Z,
so Ul is an ANR (see [10; Lemma 18.6(c)]).

Let A; be the metric mapping cylinder of f|y,: U; — M; relative to Z; that is, A; is
the adjunction space MC(f|y,) U, M;, where p: MC(f|z) — M; is the natural map onto
the image. Since Z is compact, f|z is perfect, and hence by [10; Corollary 18.29] A; is an
ANR. Let us note that A; \ M; = U/ x (0,1]. Let Ay be the subset U/ x (0, 1]U X/ x {1}
of the product X/ x (0,1]. A homeomorphic copy of Ay is homotopy dense in the
metric mapping cylinder M C(j) of the inclusion map j: U/ — X', whence A, is also an
ANR (see [10; Corollary 18.29 and Theorem 19.3]). Let X; be the amalgamated union
Ay Uprx(o,1) A2 (with the quotient topology). Let us show that X; is metrizable. Let
V1 and V3 be disjoint open neighborhoods of X, \ U; and Z in X,. Let us consider
Fro=A\ (Vinl;) x (3,1]) and F := (X \ V2) x {1} U (U; \ V2) x [3,1]. Then F
and Fy are closed in X; and F} U F;, = X;. Each F}, being a subset of Ay, is metrizable.
Hence X; is metrizable (see [10; Corollary 7.21(a)]). Since A; and Ay are ANRs which
are open in X;, we obtain that X; is an ANR (see [10; Corollary 18.24(a)]).

We have --- C X; C Xy and Xo = (), X;. If U is an open neighborhood of X in
Xo, then d(Xo \ U, Z) > 0 and hence U contains some X;. Thus --- C X; C X is a
resolution of X, (see [10; Lemma 6.9]). O

Corollary 3.5. Let X, be a metrizable space. The following are equivalent:
(1) Xoo has a resolution of the form --- C Xy C X1, where each X; is an ANR;
3 2 ;
(2) Xo has a resolution of the form ... 2 Xo 2% X1, where each p;(X;) is an ANR;
(3) X contains a compact subset Z such that X \ Z is an ANR.

Proof. Clearly, (1)=>(2). By Theorem 3.3 (2)=-(3). By Theorem 3.4 (3)=-(1). Also, a
direct proof of (1)=-(3) is given by Lemma 3.1. O

4. CORONATED POLYHEDRA

4.A. Detecting a coronated polyhedron.

2 1
Theorem 4.1. Let X, be a metrizable space and ... o, X3 N Xy be its sequential
resolution, where each X; is an affine polyhedron and each p*' is a polyhedral map.
Then X contains a compact subset Z such that X, \ Z is a polyhedron.

Proof. By Theorem 3.3 X, contains a compact subset Z such that N := X \ Z is an

ANR. We will show that NV is a polyhedron. Let N, and N}, be as in the proof of Theorem
3.3. Then for each x € Nj, there exists an ¢ > k such that some open neighborhood V
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of z in N} is open in pi(X;). Since pi(X;) is an affine polyhedron, so is V' [10; Corollary
14.17]. Then Ny, is an affine polyhedron [10; Theorem 15.1]. It is easy to see that each

Ny C Niy1. Since Ny, is open in X, it is open in Ny ;. Then N} := (ijLl)*l(Nk) is an
open subset of Ny 1. Hence N/ is an affine polyhedron |10; Theorem 15.1]. Since pllz“ is

polyhedral, and its restriction pft!| Nyt N — Nj is a homeomorphism, this restriction
is a polyhedral homeomorphism [10; Lemma 15.15]. Thus each N} is endowed with a
structure of a polyhedron, and the transition maps of these structures are polyhedral.
Since Nj, is open in X, it is also open in N := |J, Ny. Hence N is a polyhedron
[10; Lemma 15.25]. O
4.B. Compactohedral inverse sequences. Let R = (... 2 R, % R)) be an inverse

sequence. We call it compactohedral if the following conditions hold:
(CO) each R; is a polyhedron and each p; is a polyhedral map;
(C1) each R; contains a compact subpolyhedron K, and each p;( K1) C K;;
(C2) each K;y; C Int p; *(K;);
(C3) each p; restricts to a homeomorphism between p; '(R; \ K;) and R; \ K;.
We call R weakly compactohedral if it satisfies (C0), (C1) and (C3). We call R weakly
pre-compactohedral if (C0), (C1) and the following conditions hold:
(C2') each R; contains a closed supolyhedron L;, and each p;(L;11) C K; C Ly;
(C3') each p; restricts to a homeomorphism between p; '(R; \ L;) and R; \ L;.
We call R pre-compactohedral if (C0), (C1) and the following conditions hold:
(C2") each R; contains a closed supolyhedron L;, and each p;(L;11) C K; C Int L;;
(C3") each p; restricts to a homeomorphism between p; '(R; \ L;) and R; \ L;.
We will call the K; and the L; the associated compact and closed subpolyhedra of the

(weakly) [pre-]compactohedral inverse sequence.
If R is (weakly) compactohedral, then it is (weakly) pre-compactohedral by setting

Liv1 = p; (K)).

Lemma 4.2. If R is (weakly) pre-compactohedral, then each p; factors into a composition
of polyhedral maps R;11 — R, — R; so that the inverse sequence --- — Ry, — R is
(weakly) compactohedral.

Let us note that the new inverse sequence has the same limit as R.

Proof. We may assume that each R; is triangulated by a simplicial complex P; which
has an admissible simplicial subdivision P/ such that each p;: Py — P/ is simplicial
and L;, K; are triangulated by subcomplexes @);, S; of P;. Let S! be the subcomplex of
P/ subdividing S; and let ¢;: Q;41 — S; be the conization of p;|g,,, (see [10; §11.L]).
Let R} = |Piy1 U, Si| (see [10; §16.G|). Then the assertion on factorization follows from

[10; Lemma 16.21(a)]. O

Lemma 4.3. Let ... 2 Ry &% Ry be a weakly pre-compactohedral inverse sequence and
let K; and L; be its associated compact and closed subpolyhedra. Let X = lim R; and
K =lim K;. Then X \ K is a polyhedron.
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In particular, this implies that X is a coronated polyhedron.

Proof. We may assume that the R; are affine polyhedra. Since K = (,(p°) H(K;), we
have X \ K = |, P, where P, = (p°) *(R; \ K;). Let Q; = (p°) *(R; \ L;). Since
K; C L;, we have R; \ L; C R; \ K;, whence Q; C P,. Since p;(L;y1) C K;, we have
p; H(R;\ K;) C Rit1\ Lit1, whence P; C Q;;,. Consequently U.Qi=U, P =X\K. By
[10; Corollary 14.17] each R;\ L; (with the induced topology) is an affine polyhedron, and
so is each p; ' (R;\ L;). Then by [10; Lemma 15.15] each homeomorphism p; ! (R;\ L;) LN
R; \ L; is polyhedral. Thus each @; is a polyhedron and moreover the inclusion maps
Q; C Q41 are polyhedral. Hence by [10; Lemma 15.25] X \ K is a polyhedron. O

Remark 4.4. Not every resolution of a coronated polyhedron is a weakly pre-compactohedral
inverse sequence. Indeed, --- C [0,1+ 3) C [0,1 + 3) is a resolution of [0,1] (see
[10; Lemma 6.9(a)]). Since each [0,1+ 1) is non-compact, it is easy see that this inverse
sequence is not weakly pre-compactohedral.

One of the usual proofs of the Lebesgue lemma works to show the following.

Lemma 4.5 (|9; 2.5]). Let X be a metric space and K C X be compact. Then for every
open cover C' of X there exists an open neighborhood O of K and a A > 0 such that
every closed ball By(x), where x € O, lies in some element of C.

Theorem 4.6. Every weakly pre-compactohedral inverse sequence is a resolution of its
limat.

Proof. Let ... 2 Ry &% Ry be a weakly pre-compactohedral inverse sequence, and let
K; and L; be its associated compact and closed subpolyhedra. Let X = lim R; and

Let us verify condition (B1): For each n and every neighborhood U of p°(X) in R,
there exists an m > n such that p"(X,,) C U. Now --- — K; — Kj is a resolution
of K (see [10; Lemma 6.1]), in particular, it satisfies (B1); thus there exists an m > n
such that p™1(K,,_;) C UN K,. On the other hand, by the definition of a weakly
pre-compactohedral inverse sequence, p_,(R,,) lies in K,,_1 Up" (R, \ Ly,). Hence
P (Ry) lies in pm N (K1 U Pl (R \ L)) = p (K1) U p?(Rm \ Ly,). Here
p"Y(K,,_1) C U by the above. Finally, R,, \ L, lies in p2(X), so p™(R,, \ Ly,) lies in
P (po (X)) = pe(X), and therefore also in U.

Let us verify condition (B2): For every open cover C' of X there exists an open cover
D of some R, such that (p°)~*(D) refines C'. Let us fix some metric d; on each R; such
that R; has diameter < 1, and let us fix the metric d((z;), (y;)) = sup;ey 27di(z;, y;) on
their inverse limit X C [[, R;. By Lemma 4.5 there exists an open neighborhood O of
K and a A > 0 such that every closed ball By(x), where x € O, lies in some element of
C'. Let us choose m so that 2-™*! < X\ and O contains the 2-"-neighborhood of K. Let
Uy, be the 27 Lneighborhood of f°(K) in K,,. Now - -- — K; — K is a resolution of
K (see [10; Lemma 6.1]), in particular, it satisfies (B1); thus there exists an n > m such
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that p Y (K,_1) C Up. Let V. = (p>° ;) Y (K,_1). Then pX(V) C U, and it follows
that V lies in the 27™-neighborhood of K in X, hence in O.

Let Dk be the open cover of the 27™-neighborhood of L,, by all balls of radius 27
centered at points of L,. Let Dp be the open cover of R, \ L, by the sets p>*(W)\ L,
(which are homeomorphic copies of the sets W\ (p>°)~*(L,)) for all W € C. Then D :=
Dy UDp is an open cover of R,,. Clearly, (p>°)~!(Dp) refines C. Since p”_,(L,) C K,_1,
we have L, C (p"_ ;) '(K,_1) and consequently (p>°)~'(L,) C (p=°,) Y K,_1) = V.
Thus if z € L, and y € (p°)~!(x), then y lies in V and hence in O. Since n > m + 1,
we have (p°) ™! (Ba-m(z)) C By-m+1(y). Then each element of (p°)~!(Dy) lies in the
ball of radius 27™*! centered at some point of O. Hence (p>°)~!(Df) refines C. Thus
(p°)~Y(D) also refines C. O

4.C. Constructing a sequential resolution.

Theorem 4.7. Let X be a metrizable space and K a compact subset of X such that
X\ K is a polyhedron. Then X is the limit of a compactohedral inverse sequence.

Proof. We can represent K as the limit of an inverse sequence . .. 2 |K;| £ | K| where
each Kj; is a finite simplicial complex and each ¢; is a simplicial map K;;; — K/, where
K7 is a subdivision of K;. We may assume that Ko = pt. Let |K|jpo = [K|j0,00) U K
be the compactified mapping telescope. Let us fix some metrics on X and on |K|[p o).
There exists a homeomorphism A: Kl o) — Ko (see [10; Theorem 16.17]); by
construction, the diameters of the images in | K| of the simplexes of Ky tend to
0 as they approach K.

Let P = X \ K. By [10; Lemma 14.19] there exists a homeomorphism H: P — |L|
for some affine simplicial complex L such that the diameters of the images in X of the
simplexes of L tend to 0 as they approach K. Let N, be the open e-neighborhood of K
in X, and let A, be the subcomplex of L consisting of all simplexes that intersect
H(X \ Nij,) and all their faces. Since K, = pt, it follows that idx extends to a
map f: X — |Kljp) sending P into |K|j (see [11; Lemma 2.17(a)]). Using the
deformation retractions |Klj o) = |K|on (see [10; Proposition 8.20]), we may assume
that f sends each H'(]A,|) into |K|j,—1). By Sakai’s theorem (see [10; Theorem 14.20])

—1
there exists an admissible subdivision L’ of L such that the composition |L| T, p f|—P>
| K J[0,00) LN | K[0,00)| is C-homotopic to a simplicial map ¢: L' = Kjg ), where C' is
the cover of |K[p«)| by the open stars of vertices of Ky ). Due to the condition on

the diameters of simplexes, the composition P 2 L] 5 | K(g.00)| L | K |[0,00) extends
via idg to a continuous map g: X — |K|]. On the other hand, clearly, ¢ sends
each |A,| into |Kg,|. For any J C [0,00) let L; denote the subcomplex of L’ such that
|Ls| = ¢ (] K,]) and let ¢ denote the conization of the simplicial map ¢|z,: Ly — K
(see [10; §11.1]). We also write L,y = L, and @3 = ¢,,. Thus we have |A,| C L),
and consequently X \ [Lin| C X \ |An| C Nijp.

Let R, = ‘L[O,n} Ug, K,| (see [10; §16.G]). Similarly let R[n,n-ﬁ-l} = ‘L[O7n+1} Ut nig
Kinnt1)- Then [10; Lemma 16.21(b)] yields a polyhedral map R, — Rpni1), and
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the polyhedral retraction |Kp, ,,+1)| — |K,| yields a polyhedral map R, 1] — R,. Let
Pn: Ryp1 — Ry, be their composition. Let Ry, o) = |L[0,Oo) Um0 K[nm)\ and let r,, be
the composition X — Ry, o) U Ko — R, It follows from [10; Lemma 16.21(b)| that
each composition X Intly R, 2 R, equals r,.

By construction ... 25 R; 2% Ry is a compactohedral inverse sequence. Let Ro, be
its limit. The maps r, yield a continuous map r: X — R, such that each composition

X5 Ry ﬁ R, equals r,,. Clearly, r is bijective, and r|p and r|x are homeomorphisms
onto their images. To show that r~! is continuous, it remains to show that a sequence
of points x; € P converges to a point z € K if the sequence r(x;) converges to r(x).
Suppose on the contrary that r(z;) — r(z) but x; 4 z. Since pSr = r,, we get
that for each n the sequence r,(x;) converges to r,(x). Suppose that there exists an
m such that H~"(|Lj,|) contains an infinite subsequence x;,. The image of |L,,| in
R,,+1 is a closed subset of R, 1, disjoint from K. Hence r,(x;) /4 r,(z), which is a
contradiction. Thus we obtain that for each m all except finitely many of the z; lie in
X\ |Lio,m)| € Nijm- Thus d(z;, K) — 0 as i — oo. Let us pick points y; € K such that
d(x;,y;) = d(x;, K). Since x; # x, there exists an infinite subsequence z;; such that x is
not its cluster point. Since K is compact, the sequence y;, has a cluster point y. Then y
is also a cluster point of the sequence z;;. Since  is continuous, 7(y) is a cluster point of
r(x;,;). But we have assumed that r(z;) — 7(x), so r(y) = r(z) and consequently y = z.
Thus x is a cluster point of z;;, which is a contradiction. 0

Corollary 4.8. Let X be a metrizable space. The following are equivalent:

(1) X is the limit of a compactohedral inverse sequence;

(2) X is the limit of a weakly compactohedral inverse sequence;

(8) X is the limit of a pre-compactohedral inverse sequence;

(4) X is the limit of a weakly pre-compactohedral inverse sequence;

(5) X admits a resolution of the form . .. 2, Ry ¥ Ry, where each R; is a polyhedron
and each p; is a polyhedral map;

(6) X contains a compact subset K such that X \ K is a polyhedron.

Proof. Trivially, (1)=(2)=(4) and (1)=(3)=(4).

(4)=-(5) by Theorem 4.6. (5)=(6) by Theorem 4.1. (6)=-(1) by Theorem 4.7.

Also, Lemma 4.2 yields direct proofs of (3)=(1) and (4)=(2); and Lemma 4.3 yields
a direct proof of (4)=(6). O

4.D. Alternative construction. If the directed set of open covers of a space X con-
tains a cofinal sequence Cp,C5, ..., then the inclusion of the inverse sequence --- ~~
N¢, ~» N¢, of the homotopy classes of maps between the nerves into the Cech ex-
pansion of X is an isomorphism in the pro-category (cf. e.g. [7; §.1.1, Theorem 1|).
Although it is not true that the directed set of open covers of a coronated polyhedron
X contains a cofinal sequence (unless X is UC-metrizable), the desired pro-categorical
consequence still holds.
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Theorem 4.9. The Cech expansion of a coronated polyhedron X contains an inverse
sequence whose inclusion is an isomorphism in the pro-category.

Proof. Suppose that K C X is a compactum and P := X \ K is a polyhedron. Let us
fix some metric on X bounded above by 1 and for any A C X let B.(A) denote the
cover of the closed e-neighborhood of A by all closed balls B.(z), x € A. Let Cy = {X},
Uy =0y =X and A\g = 1. Assume inductively that C,, is a finite open cover of an open
neighborhood U, of K that is refined by B, (O,,) for some open neighborhood O,, of K
in U,. Let C,41 be a finite subset of B, (0O,) that covers K; then it also covers some
open neighborhood U, of K. By Lemma 4.5 there exists an open neighborhood O,,14
of K in U,y such that C, 4y is refined by B, ,(Op41) for some A\,y1 > 0. We may
assume that A, is so small that A\, ; < min(\,, n%rl) and that O, contains the open
Ans1-neighborhood of X. But then we may assume that O, ; equals the open A, -
neighborhood of X. Since the metric on X is bounded above by 1, this condition also
holds for n + 1 = 0. Thus we get open neighborhoods X = Uy D Oy D U; D O; D ...
of K and finite open covers C; of the U; such that each C,, refines B, ,(O,_1) and is
refined by B, (O,,), where each O, is the open \,-neighborhood of X and each A, < %
In particular, each C,,; refines C,,.

Let L be a triangulation of P such that for each n, every simplex intersecting O, is of
diameter < A\, — A, 1. Then for any vertex of L that lies in O,,, its open star lies in some
element of C,,; and a simplex of L that intersects P \ O,, does not intersect the closure
of O,11. Let L, be the subcomplex of L consisting of all simplexes of L that intersect
X\ O,, and of all their faces. Then |L,| is a closed subset of the closed set X \ O,1, so
it is closed in X. Hence V; := X \ |L;| is an open neighborhood of K in O;. Also |L,|
lies in the interior of X \ O,41, which lies in |L,1]; thus |L,| C Int|L,.;|. Since each
O; lies in the %—neighborhood of X, we have |J|L;] = P. Let D; be the set of all open
stars of vertices of L; in L. Then E; := C;|y, U D; is an open cover of X. Let us show
that Fj 1, refines ;. Since Cj4q refines C; and Vi1 C V;, every element of Cjyqy;,, lies
in some element of C;|y,. Every element of D; C D, lies in itself, and an element of
D;y1\ D; is the open star of a vertex v of L that lies in V;, and in particular in O;. Hence
it lies in some element of C;, and consequently also in some element of C;ly;.

Finally, let C' be an open cover of X. By Lemma 4.5 there exists an open neighborhood
O of K and a A > 0 such that every element of B,(O) lies in some element of C. Let
n be such that O, C O and \,_5 < A. Then every element of C),,_; lies in some
element of C'. Hence every element of C,, |y, U(D,,\ D,_1) also lies in some element of C.
Let L’ be a subdivision of L with new vertices only in Int |L,| and such that the open
star of every vertex of L), in L’ lies in come element of C. (Hereafter L] denotes the
induced subdivision of L;, which is a subcomplex of L'.) Let D} be the set of open stars
of vertices of L, in L'. Then D) _, refines C and D), \ D) _, refines D,, \ D,_;. Since
Chlv, U (D, \ D,_1) refines C, the open cover ES := C,|y, U D! of X also refines C.
On the other hand, since (L', L})) is a subdivision of (L, L), the nerves of D,, and D/,
are homeomorphic. Moreover, since the only new vertices of L’ are in Int L,,, their open
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stars are disjoint from the elements of C,|y, , and it follows that Ngc is homeomorphic
to Ng,; let he denote the homeomorphism. Also, ES refines E,, and the homotopy
class of maps Npc — N, given by this refinement clearly contains hc. Therefore this
homotopy class is invertible, with inverse [h¢].

Let us write E, = j(C) and E¢ = j/(C). Then j is a map from the directed set A
of all open covers of X to its totally ordered subset £ := {FE, | n € N}, and we can
define a homotopy class jo € [Nj(c), No| by composing [hg'] € [Njc), Nj(c)) with the
homotopy class of maps Nj ) — Nc given by the refinement of C by j/(C') = EY. Then
J = (4,jc) is an inv-morphism of the two inverse systems in the homotopy category.
Indeed, if D refines C, then j(D) = E,, for some m. If, for example, m < n, then it is
clear that the following diagram commutes up to homotopy:

h=1
Ng,, —— Ngp —— Np

I T H

h71

Bt
Ng, —— Npc —— Nc.

(For J to be an inv-morphism, we need only the outer square of this diagram to be
commutative.) The case m > n is similar (and easier).

We also have the inclusion i: £ — A and the morphism I := (4, [id]) of the inverse
systems. Then JI determines the same pro-morphism as the identity since it can be
assumed that j(E,) = E,2 and jg, € [Ng,,,,
determines the same pro-morphism as the identity since [h¢] is the inverse of a bonding

Ng, | is given by refinement. Finally, I.J

map. Thus [ is an isomorphism. O

Theorem 4.9 can also be deduced from Theorem A using that every resolution is an
expansion (see [10; Theorem 20.8]) and every two expansions of the same space are
pro-isomorphic (see [10; Corollary 20.16]).

On the other hand, as a byproduct of the proof of Theorem 4.9 we obtain an alternative
construction of a sequential polyhedral resolution for a given coronated polyhedron.”

Corollary 4.10. FEvery coronated polyhedron X 1is the limit of a pre-compactohedral
inverse sequence.

Proof. This follows from the proof of Theorem 4.9 by considering the nerves of the
constructed covers. To ensure that lim R; = X and lim K; = K one needs to modify
the construction by setting each C,, to be a finite subset of By, /o (rather than B),) that
covers K. This guarantees that each C;,; barycentrically refines C;. The bonding maps
Ng,., — Ng, are defined in the usual way, by sending each vertex U € E,; to the

Historically, this was the original construction (see version 1 of the arXiv preprint [13]).
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barycenter of the simplex {V,...V,}, where Vi,... Vj are those elements of E, that
contain U, and extending linearly. O

4.E. A simple construction in a special case. For a finite-dimensional coronated
polyhedron X = KUP, where K is a compactum and the polyhedron P = X\ K is locally
compact, we also note a different representation of X as the limit of a compactohedral
inverse sequence. Indeed, by the proof of Proposition 2.3(c) we may identify X with a
subset of S™ for some n such that P is a subpolyhedron of an open subset V' of S™\ K;
now the assertion follows from

Theorem 4.11. Suppose that X C S™ is a coronated polyhedron, X = K U P, where
the polyhedron P is a subpolyhedron of an open subset V of S™\ K. Then X is the limit
of a compactohedral inverse sequence of the form --- C Ry C Ry, where each R; is a
subpolyhedron of an open subset of S™.

Proof. Let ... Ky C K; be a nested sequence of closed polyhedral neighborhoods of
K in S™ such that each K; is a PL manifold with boundary, each K;;; C Int K; and
N, K; = K. We will show that R; := P U (K; N V) UInt K; is a subpolyhedron of the
open subset U; := V U Int K; of S™ (hence, in particular, a polyhedron). See Example
4.12 below for an illustration.

Let M; = CI(S™\ K;). Since (M;,0M;) is triangulated by a pair of subcomplexes of
some triangulation of S™, it is easy to see that (M; NV, OM;NV) is triangulated by a pair
of subcomplexes of some triangulation Ty, of V. On the other hand, P is also triangulated
by a subcomplex of some triangulation 77, of V. Then P N M; and (M; NV, OM; NV)
are triangulated respectively by a subcomplex C; and a pair of subcomplexes (A;, 0A;)
of a common subdivision of Ty and T7,.

Next, (U; N K;, U; NOKj) is triangulated by a pair of subcomplexes (B;, 0B;) of some
triangulation of U;. Now U; N 0K; = V N OM; is triangulated by 0A; and by 0B;, and
hence also by their common subdivision 0A; = dB;, which extends to subdivisions A} of
A; and B} of B;. Therefore A; U B; is a triangulation of U; = (U; N K;) U (V N M;) such
that its subcomplex C} U Bj triangulates R; = (U; N K;) U (P N M;).

Since K;11UP C R; C K;UP, the inverse sequence - -- C Ry C Ry is compactohedral.
Clearly (e Ri = X. O

Example 4.12. Let X = KU P C R? where P = {1 | n € N} x [-1,1] and K =
{0} x {—1,1}. Then P is a subpolyhedron of the open set V :=R?\ {0} x [—1,1]. Let

Ky, =[x ([-1-21, —1+1Ju[1—1 1+1]), the union of two closed ln-balls of radius
+ about the two points of K. Then the subpolyhedra R, := PUK,\{0} x {—1+%,1—-2}
of the open sets U, := R?\ {0} x [-1+ %, 1—- %] form a compactohedral inverse sequence

with (Ve Bi = X.

5. HoMoLOGY

5.A. Homology of the extended telescope.
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Lemma 5.1. Let X be the limit of a pre-compactohedral inverse sequence of polyhedra
B Ry B Ry, and let H, (resp. H*) be a generalized (co)homology theory satisfying
map excision on closed pairs of coronated polyhedra. Then the map of pairs given by the
metric quotient map Rjg o] — R[’am) induces isomorphisms

H,(Rio,00, X U Ro) = Ho(R[g o), % U Ro),
H"(Rjp e, X U Ry) = H™(Rfg o), % U Ry).

See Example 2.4 concerning RE&OO) and *.

Proof. We prove only the isomorphism in homology, the case of cohomology being sim-
ilar. Let K; C L; C R; be the associated compact and closed subpolyhedra.
The map of triples

(Rjo,00)s Kjo,00) U X U Ry, X URy) — (R[ﬁ,w), Kﬁ](,oo) U Ry, X U Ry)

given by metric quotient map R o) — RF& ) yields the following commutative diagram
with exact columns:

Hi(Kjpooy KUK)) — ——=  Hi(K[,, % UK

H;(Rjp o)y X U Ryp) —  Hi(Rp,.), % U Ro)

4(R,K)

* *
Hi(R[O,oo]a K[on] UXu Ro) —_— Hi(R[O,oo)’ K[O,oo) U RO)

By the map excision axiom, qx is an isomorphism. Then by the five-lemma, to show
that gg is an isomorphism it suffices to show that q(g k) is an isomorphism.
Let us recall that each p;(Liy1) C K; C L;. Let Ly be the extended mapping

Ly
clearly, Loc = Ljpo) N X = K. The mapping cylinder of each p;|r,

p1lrq PolLg

telescope of ...

» Lo, identified with the corresponding subset of Rjg ;;
it Li-‘,—l — K;
1t Kiy1 = K (even though
L;,1 does not necessarily collapse onto K;,1). These collapses performed simultaneously

collapses onto the mapping cylinder of its restriction p;|x

yield a deformation retraction of Ly . onto Ko, which also qualifies as a deformation
retraction r; of Ljg o) UX U Ry onto Koo UX URy. We may assume that r, is a strong
deformation retraction (i.e. keeps Ky o) U X U Ry fixed), and for each x € Ly ) and
each t € I we have d(r(z),X) < 2d(z, X). Since R is an ANR (see [10; Theorem
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19.10(b)]), r extends to a homotopy 7 of Rjp ) in itself, which keeps K o) U X U Ry
fixed and satisfies d(r,(z), X) < 3d(z, X) for each € Rjp~; and each ¢ € I. Since 7
keeps X fixed, it descends to a homotopy of the metric quotient R ) in itself; indeed,
the latter is continuous at % (in the topology of the metric quotlent) due to the distance
estimate for 7. It follows that the pair (R, Oo} Kjo,00) UX U Ry) is homotopy equivalent
to (Ro,0c], Ljo,00) UX U Ry), and the pair (R[ 00’ Kﬁw U Ry) is homotopy equivalent to
(R oy Lig.oe) U Ro).

Each pair (RZ, L;) is map-excision-equivalent to ( Clg,(R; \ L;), Frg,(R; \ L;)). (Here
map excision can be replaced by usual excision along with homotopy invariance.) It
follows from the definition of a pre-compactohedral inverse sequence that the latter pair
is homeomorphic to (CIX ((p°)"H(R; \ Ly)), Frx ((p°) (R \ Li))>, which is in turn
map-excision-equivalent to (X, M;), where M; = Cly ((p°)'(L;)). Finally, the latter
pair is map-excision-equivalent to (X/K, M;/K), which will denote by (X", M,") for
brevity. Writing M[{)m} for the mapping telescope, we get a commutative diagram

4(R,
Hi(Rjo,00), Kjooe) UX U Rp) AR, Hi(R} ). K ooy U Ro)
Hi(Rpp o), Lipoe) U X U Ry) RN H (R} o). L o) U Ro)

Hi(X % [0,00], Mo UX x {0,00})  —%  Hy(X x [0,00]/X x {00}, M5 ) x {oo} UX x {0})

Ix® m*)

Hi(X* x[0,00], M UX® x{0,00}) ———  Hi(X" x[0,00]/X" x {oo}, My, UX" x{0}),

[0 oo]
where the vertical arrows in the top square are induced by the inclusions of pairs, which
are homotopy equivalences; those in the middle square are each composed of two map
excision isomorphisms; and those in the bottom square are map excision isomorphisms.
Thus showing that ¢(g k) is an isomorphism amounts to showing that gx+ j+) is an
isomorphism. Finally, the map of triples

(X. X [07 OO], M[.O,oo] UX. X {0700}7 X" x {0700})

— (X7 x[0,00]/ X" x {00}, M ) U X" x {0}, {X" x {oo}} U X" x {0})
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given by the metric quotient map X° x [0,00] — X* x [0,00]/ X" x {o0} yields the
following commutative diagram with exact columns:

| |

Hi(Mjy ooy, {K} % {00} U M) s, Hi(Mjj oy, {X* x {00} } U My)
Hy(X" % [0,00], X* x {0,00}) X H(XT % [0,00]/X " x {oo}, {X* x {oo}}UX" x {0})

l l

Hi(X" x [0,00], My UX" x {0,00}) —20 H(X* x [0, 00]/X" x {00}, My UX" x {0})

Here ¢y is induced by a homeomorphism, and so is an isomorphism. To see that gy« is
an isomorphism, we let us represent the underlying map of pairs in different notation,
asamap (X° x[0,1], X* x{0,1}) — (X" x[0,2]/X" x {2}, {X* x {2} }UX" x{0}).
The latter factors into the composition

(X" x[0,1], X" x{0,1}) 5 (X" x[0,2]/X" x {2}, (X" x[1,2]/X" x {2})uX" x{0})

B(XT % [0,2/X° x {2}, {X° x {2} U X" x {0}),

where g is an inclusion of pairs and induces an isomorphism on homology by map excision
(or alternatively by usual excision along with homotopy invariance), and h is a homotopy
equivalence of pairs (since it is homotopic to the identity keeping X* x {0} and the point
{X*" x {2}} fixed), and hence induces an isomorphism on homology by the homotopy
axiom. Thus g(x+ j+) is an isomorphism by the five-lemma. U

5.B. Strong shape invariance. Theorem FE is a consequence of the following

Theorem 5.2. Let H be a generalized (co)homology theory satisfying map excision on
closed pairs of coronated polyhedra. Then H is an invariant of strong shape on coro-
nated polyhedra, in the sense that its restriction to single spaces (i.e. pairs of the form
(X,0)), regarded as a covariant (contravariant) functor from the homotopy category of
coronated polyhedra to the category of graded abelian groups, factors through the strong
shape category.

The compact case of Theorem 5.2 is due to Mrozik [17].

Proof. We discuss only the case of homology, the case of cohomology being similar (and
less interesting). If X and Y are coronated polyhedra, by Theorem 4.7 X admits a
polyhedral resolution of the form --- — Ry — Ry and Y admits a polyhedral resolution
of the form -+ — @2 — Q1. Then a strong shape morphism F: X — Y can be
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represented by a map f: (Rjo.c0), Ro) = (Qo,0), Qo) which extends to a continuous map
f: (R[’am), *URy) — (QF&OO), *UQo) (see [10; Remark 21.2]). By Lemma 5.1 f induces
homomorphisms H,(Rjg ], X U Ry) = Hy(Qo,c], Y U Qo). Since Rjg oy deformation
retracts onto Ry, we have H,(Rj ), Ry) = 0 for all n. Hence the exact sequence
of the triple yields Hy(Ro,c0p X U Ro) ~ Hn1(X U Ry, Ry) ~ Hy,1(X), and similarly
H,(Qo,c], YUQo) ~ H,—1(Y). Thus we get a homomorphism f,: H,_1(X) = H,_1(Y).
Givien another rer_)resentative g: (R[’&@, *URy) — (Q[’S’OO), *UQo) of F, it is homotopic
to f, and hence f, = g,. Thus F, := f, is well-defined. It is easy to see that id, = 1 and
G.F, = (GF).. If F is represented by a map ¢: X — Y (in other words, f extends to
a continuous map (Rjo o), X U Ry) = (Qo,e0, ¥ U Qo)), then clearly F, = ¢.. O

5.C. Milnor-type short exact sequence. Theorem C is a consequence of the follow-
ing

Theorem 5.3. Let --- — P, — P; be an ANR resolution of a coronated polyhedron X

and let H, (resp. H*) be a generalized (co)homology theory satisfying |x|-additivity on

null-sequences of polyhedra and map excision on closed pairs of coronated polyhedra.
(a) There is an isomorphism H"(X) ~ colim H"(P;) and a short exact sequence

0 — lim' H,4(P) — Ho(X) — lim H,(P;) — 0.

(b) These are natural with respect to any natural transformation of (co)homology theo-
ries and with respect to any map f: X — X' along with a collection of maps f;: P;, — P!
that fit in a homotopy commutative diagram with f and with the bonding maps.

Proof. First we prove all assertions for one specific sequential resolution of X. Namely,
by Theorem 4.7 X is the limit of a pre-compactohedral inverse sequence of polyhedra
LB R, 2 Ry, which by Theorem 4.6 is a resolution of X.

By standard arguments (see [10; Proposition 26.5]) there is a short exact sequence

0 = lim*' Hyy1(R:) = Hpp1 (R oy K U Ro) — lim Hy,(R:) — 0

and an isomorphism H "H(R[’a’oo), *URjg) =~ colim H"(P;) which are natural with respect
to any natural transformation of (co)homology theories and with respect to any collection
of maps f;: R;, — R that fit in a homotopy commutative diagram with the bonding
maps.

By Lemma 5.1 the metric quotient map Rpo) — ng,m) induces an isomorphism

Hyi1 (R} poys % U Ro) = Hyp1(Rip.o), X U Ry).

Since Ry o) deformation retracts onto Ry, from the exact sequence of the pair (Rjg ], Ro)
we have Hi(R[O,oo]a Ry) = 0 for all i. Hence the connecting homomorphism

Hyi1(Rppoe, X U Ry) 25 H,(X U R, Ry)
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from the exact sequence of the triple (R ], X URy, Rp) is an isomorphism. By excision
H, (X URy, Ry) ~ H,(X). Thus we obtain a short exact sequence

0 — lim' H,1(R;) — H,(X) — lim H,(R;) — 0

and by similar arguments also an isomorphism H™(X) ~ colim H"(R;). By inspect-
ing their constructions one can see that they is natural with respect to any natural
transformation of homology theories.

Let f: X — X’ be a map into another coronated polyhedron (not necessarily respect-

ing the decompositions X = K U P and X' = K’ U P’) and let ... T, R, , R} be a
resolution of X’ which is a pre-compactohedral inverse sequence. Since . .. LEN Rs LN R,
is a resolution of X and each R; is an ANR, the map f extends to a continuous map of
the extended mapping telescopes I': Ry o) — Rfo,oo] such that F~!(R;) = R;, for some
increasing sequence ji, Ja, . .., and in particular F~*(X’) = X (see [10; Theorem 21.3]).
Then we have a commutative diagram

F
Rppo) —  Rjg o

! !

F/X
Ry —— (B0

and hence the isomorphism of Lemma 5.1 commutes with F, and (F/X),. From this we
straightforwardly get commutative diagrams

0 —— lim'H, 1 (R;)) —— H,(X) —— limH,(R;)) —— 0

! | |

0 —— lim' H,1(R)) —— H,(X') —— limH,(R)) —— 0

and N
H"(X) —— colim H"(R;)

| !

H™(X') —— colim H™(R)).

Given an arbitrary sequential ANR resolution --- — P, — P; of X, we similarly
get continuous maps FPjo] — Rjp,o) and Rjpo] — P, both extending idx whose
compositions are the identities up to the bonding maps. These yield isomorphisms
& lim H,(P) ~ lim Hy,(R;), €L lim! H,(P;) ~ lim! H,(R;) and &*: colim H"(P;) ~
colim H"(R;).

Given a map f: X — X’ and an arbitrary sequential resolution - - - — Py — P; of X',
we also get a continuous extension Py ) — P[/opo} of f, which induces homomorphisms
fo: lim H,(P;) — lim H,(P!), f}: lim' H,(P,) — lim' H,(P/) and f*: colim H"(P!) —

(2
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colim H"(P;). Moreover, the diagram

Poo) — P

! !

Rjoo) — Ry o

homotopy commutes up to the bonding maps. Hence these homomorphisms f,, f! and
f* commute with the isomorphisms &,, £! and £*.
From this we get an isomorphism H™(X) ~ colim H"(P;) and a short exact sequence

0 — lim' H, 1 (P) — H,(X) — lim H,(P;) = 0

which are natural with respect to to any map f: X — X’ along with a collection of
maps f;: P;, — P/ that fit in a homotopy commutative diagram with f and with the
bonding maps. By inspecting their construction one can see that they are also natural
with respect to any natural transformation of (co)homology theories. O

5.D. Uniqueness theorem.

Corollary 5.4. Let h, (resp. h*) be a generalized (co)homology theory on closed pairs of
coronated polyhedra which satisfies the |*|-additivity axiom for null-sequences of polyhedra
and the map excision axiom. Then any natural transformation of h, (resp. h*) into
another such theory is an isomorphism as long as it 1s an isomorphism on polyhedra.

Theorem D follows from Corollary 5.4 and Milnor’s theorem that if h, (resp. h*)
satisfies | |-additivity for disjoint unions of compact polyhedra, then any natural trans-
formation of h, (resp. h*) into another such theory is an isomorphism on polyhedra as
long as it is an isomorphism on pt (see [10; Theorem 26.14(b)]).

Proof. Let X be a coronated polyhedron. By Theorem 4.7 X is the limit of a pre-
compactohedral inverse sequence of polyhedra ... 2 Ry 2% Ry, which by Theorem 4.6
is a resolution of X.

In the case of homology, by Theorem 5.3 ¢ yields a commutative diagram

3
0 — lim' A, 1 (R;) —— ho(X) —— limh,(R;)) — 0
. | |
0 —— lim' k&, 1(R;) —— k(X)) —— limk,(R;) —— 0
where the outer vertical arrows are isomorphisms. Hence by the five-lemma the central

vertical arrow is also an isomorphism.
In the case of cohomology, by Theorem 5.3 ¢ yields a commutative diagram

h*(X) —— colim h"™(R;)
I
E"(X) —— colim k™(R;).
Hence ¢t: h™(X) — k™(X) is an isomorphism. O
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Disclaimer. I oppose all wars, including those wars that are initiated by governments
at the time when they directly or indirectly support my research. The latter type of wars
include all wars waged by the Russian state in the last 25 years (in Chechnya, Georgia,
Syria and Ukraine) as well as the USA-led invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq.
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