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SEPARATION OF HOMOGENEOUS CONTINUA

VESKO VALOV

Abstract. We prove that any region Γ in a homogeneous n-
dimensional and locally compact separable metric space cannot
be irreducibly separated by a closed (n− 1)-dimensional subset C
with the following property: C is acyclic in dimension n − 1 and
there is a point b ∈ C ∩ Γ having a local base Bb

C
in C such that

the boundary of each U ∈ Bb

C
is acyclic in dimension n − 2. The

acyclicity means triviality of the corresponding Čech cohomology
groups. This implies all known results concerning the separation
of regions in homogeneous spaces.

1. Introduction

By a space we mean a locally compact separable metric space, and
maps are continuous mappings. We also consider reduced in dimen-
sion zero Čech cohomology groups Hn(X ;G) with coefficients from an
Abelian group G. If G is the group of the integers Z, we simply write
Hn(X). Recall that a space X is separated by a set C ⊂ X if C is closed
in X and X\C is the union of two disjoint open subsets G1, G2 of X .
When C is the intersection of the closures G1∩G2, we say that C is an
irreducible separator. A partition between two disjoint closed sets A,B
in X is a closed set P such that X\P is the union of two open disjoint
sets U, V in X such that A ⊂ U and B ⊂ V . By dimX we denote
the covering dimension of X , and dimGX stands for the cohomological
dimension of X with respect to a group G. Also, the boundary of a
given set U ⊂ X in X is denoted by bdU; if U ⊂ C ⊂ X , then bdCU
denotes the boundary of U in C.
One of the first results concerning the separation of homogenous met-

ric spaces is the celebrated theorem of Krupski [12], [13] stating that
every region in an n-dimensional homogeneous space cannot be sepa-
rated by a subset of dimension ≤ n− 2. Kallipoliti and Papasoglu [8]
established that any locally connected, simply connected, homogeneous
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metric continuum cannot be separated by arcs (according to Krupski’s
theorem, mentioned above, the Kallipoliti-Papasoglu result is interest-
ing for spaces of dimension two). van Mill and the author [17] proved
that the Kallipoliti-Papasoglu theorem remains true without simply
connectedness, but requiring strong local homogeneity instead of ho-
mogeneity. Recently, Karassev-Valov [9] settle the two-dimensional
case by proving that any region of a homogeneous space cannot be
separated by an arc.
In the present paper we establish the following theorem which cap-

tures all mentioned above results:

Theorem 1.1. Let Γ be a region in a homogeneous space X with

dimX = n ≥ 1. Then Γ cannot be irreducibly separated by any closed

set C ⊂ X with the following property:

(i) dimC ≤ n− 1 and Hn−1(C) = 0;
(ii) There is a point b ∈ C ∩ Γ having a local base BbC in C such

that Hn−2(bdCU) = 0 for every U ∈ BbC .

Remark 1.2. According to [20, Corollary 1.6], if X in Theorem 1.1
is a compactum with Hn(X) 6= 0, then X is not separated by any C
satisfying condition (i).
Since Hk+1(Y ) = 0 for any k-dimensional space Y , we have the fol-

lowing fact: If dimY ≤ n − 2, then Hn−1(Y ) = 0 and every x ∈ Y

has a basis of neighborhoods U with Hn−2(bdU) = 0. Moreover, any
(n−2)-dimensional separator contains a closed subset which is an irre-
ducible (n− 2)-dimensional separator. Therefore, Theorem 1.1 implies
directly that any region in a homogeneous n-dimensional space cannot
be separated by a subset of dimension ≤ n − 2. Similar arguments
show that if G is any countable Abelian group, then any homogeneous
connected space of cohomological dimension dimGX ≤ n cannot be
separated by a closed subset of dimension dimG ≤ n− 2 (this fact was
established by different methods in [10]).
If a region Γ in a two-dimensional homogeneous space is separated

by an arc C, then there is a closed C ′ ⊂ C irreducibly separating Γ,
see [17]. Then H1(C ′) = 0 and the point b = max{x : x ∈ C ′} satisfies
condition (ii) from Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.1 follows from its cohomological version, Theorem 3.2,
which is established in Section 3. Section 2 contains some definitions
and preliminary results. In the final Section 4 we present an analogue
of Mazurkiewicz’ theorem [16] that any (n − 2)-dimensional subset of
R
n cannot cut Rn.
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2. Definitions and preliminary results

Recall that for any nontrivial Abelian group G the Čech cohomology
group Hn(X ;G) is isomorphic to the group [X,K(G, n)] of pointed
homotopy classes of maps from X to K(G, n), where K(G, n) is a
CW -complex of type (G, n), see [6]. It is also well known that the
circle group S

1 is a space of type (Z, 1). The cohomological dimension
dimG(X) is the largest number n such that there exists a closed subset
A ⊂ X with Hn(X,A;G) 6= 0. Equivalently, for a metric space X
we have dimGX ≤ n if and only if for any closed pair A ⊂ B in X

the homomorphism jnX,A : Hn(B;G) → Hn(A;G), generated by the
inclusion A →֒ B, is surjective, see [2]. This means that every map
from A to K(G, n) can be extended over B. For every G we have
dimGX ≤ dimZX ≤ dimX , and dimZX = dimX in case dimX <∞
[15] (on the other hand, there is an infinite-dimensional compactum X

with dimZX = 3, see [1]).
Suppose (K,A) is a pair of compact sets in a space X with A ⊂

K. We say that K is an n-cohomology membrane spanned on A for

an element γ ∈ Hk(A;G) if γ is not extendable over K, but it is
extendable over every proper closed subset of K containing A. Here,
γ ∈ Hk(A;G) is extendable over K means that γ is contained in the
image jkK,A

(
Hk(K;G)

)
. Concerning extendability, we are using the

following simple fact:

Lemma 2.1. Let A,B be closed sets in X with X = A ∪ B. Then

γ ∈ Hk(A;G) is extendable over X if and only if jkA,Γ(γ) is extendable

over B, where Γ = A ∩B.

Proof. This follows from the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence

Hk(X ;G)
ϕk

−−−→ Hk(A;G)⊕Hk(B;G)
ψk

−−−→ Hk(Γ;G),

where ϕk(γ) = (jkX,A(γ), j
k
X,B(γ)) and ψ

k(γ1, γ2) = jkA,Γ(γ1)− jkB,Γ(γ2).

Indeed, suppose γΓ = jkA,Γ(γ) is extendable over B. So, there is α ∈

Hk(B;G) with jkB,Γ(α) = γΓ. Then, ψk(γ, α) = 0, which implies the

existence of β ∈ Hk(X ;G) such that ϕk(β) = (γ, α). This yields
jkX,A(β) = γ. Hence, γ is extendable over X .

To prove the other implication, suppose jkX,A(β) = γ for some β ∈

Hk(X ;G), and let α = jkX,B(β). Then ψ
k(γ, α) = 0, which means that

jkB,Γ(α) = jkA,Γ(γ). Therefore, j
k
A,Γ(γ) is extendable over B. �

We use below the following notation: Suppose A is partition in a
space Z between two closed disjoint sets P,Q ⊂ Z. Then there are two
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open disjoint subset WP ,WQ of Z containing P and Q, respectively,
such that Z\A = WP ∪ WQ. Then we denote ΛP = WP ∪ A and
ΛQ =WQ ∪ A.

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a homogeneous space with dimGX = n and

x ∈ Γ be a fixed point, where Γ ⊂ X is open. Then there exist a

compact set M ⊂ Γ with x ∈ M and a local basis Bx in X with the

following property: For every U, V ∈ Bx with U ⊂ V there exist a

nontrivial γU,V ∈ Hn−1(M(U, V );G), where M(U, V ) = (V \U) ∩M ,

such that:

(i) There is a compactum KU ⊂ U such that KU is an (n − 1)-
cohomology membrane for γU = jn−1

M(U,V ),M∩bdU
(γU,V ) spanned

on M ∩ bdU;
(ii) γV = jn−1

M(U,V ),M∩bdV
(γU,V ) is not extendable over M ∩ V ;

(iii) If A is a partition in M(U, V ) between M ∩bdU and M ∩bdV,

then γA = jn−1
M(U,V ),A(γU,V ) is extendable over ΛbdU ∪ B for any

proper closed set B ⊂ KU , but not extendable over ΛbdU ∪ U .

Proof. Since X is homogeneous, dimG Γ = n. Hence, Γ is a countable
union of compact sets and at least one of then should be of dimension
dimG = n (otherwise, by the countable sum theorem for dimG, we
would have dimG Γ ≤ n−1). Therefore, there exists a compactum Y ⊂
Γ with dimG Y = n. This implies the existence of a proper closed set
F ⊂ Y and γ ∈ Hn−1(F ;G) such that γ is not extendable over Y . Using
the continuity of Čech cohomology [19], we can apply Zorn’s lemma to
conclude there exists a minimal compact setM ⊂ Y containing F such
that γ is not extendable over M , but it is extendable over every proper
closed subset of M containing F . Since X is homogeneous, we can
assume that x ∈M\F . Now, let Bx be the family of all open sets U in
X such that:

U = intU and U ∩ F = ∅.

Suppose U, V ∈ Bx with U ⊂ V . Then M\U is a proper closed sub-
set of M containing F . Hence, there is γ′ ∈ Hn−1(M\U ;G) with
jn−1
M\U,F (γ

′) = γ. Let γU,V = jn−1
M\U,M(U,V )(γ

′). So, γU = jn−1
M(U,V ),M∩bdU

(γU,V )

is not extendable overM∩U , otherwise γ would be extendable overM ,
see Lemma 2.1. Let KU be a minimal subset of U containing M ∩bdU
such that γU is not extendable over KU . Then γU is extendable over
any proper closed subset of KU . So, KU is an (n − 1)-cohomology
membrane for γU spanned on M ∩ bdU. Similarly, we can see that
γV = jn−1

M(U,V ),M∩bdV
(γU,V ) is not extendable over M ∩ V .
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To prove item (iii), suppose A is a partition inM(U, V ) betweenM∩
bdU and M ∩ bdV. Then γA is the restriction of γ(ΛbdU) on A, where
γ(ΛbdU) = jn−1

M(U,V ),Λ
bdU

(γU,V ). So, γ(ΛbdU) is an extension γA over the

set ΛbdU and, since γU = jn−1

Λ
bdU

,M∩bdU
(γ(ΛbdU)), γA is extendable over

ΛbdU ∪B for any proper closed set B ⊂ KU . On the other hand, γA is
the restriction of γ(ΛbdV) = jn−1

M(U,V ),Λ
bdV

(γU,V ) on A. This implies that

γA is not extendable over ΛbdU ∪U , otherwise γV would be extendable
over M ∩ V . �

Proposition 2.3. Let A ⊂ K be a compact pair and γ be a nontrivial

element of Hn−1(A;G). Suppose there are closed subsets P1, P2 of K

satisfying the following conditions:

• P1 ∪ P2 = K and P1 ∩ P2 = C 6= ∅;

• γ is extendable over Pi ∪ A for each i = 1, 2, but γ is not

extendable over K.

Then Hn−1(C,C ∩A;G) 6= 0.

Proof. Consider the commutative diagram below whose rows are parts
of Mayer-Vietoris exact sequences, while the columns are exact se-
quences for the corresponding couples:

Hn−1(K;G)
ϕn−1

K−−−→ Hn−1(P1;G)⊕Hn−1(P2;G)yjn−1

K,A

yjn−1

P1⊕P2

Hn−1(A;G)
ϕn−1

A−−−→ Hn−1(A ∩ P1;G)⊕Hn−1(A ∩ P2;G)y∂K,A

y∂P1⊕P2

Hn(K,A;G)
ϕn
K,A

−−−→ Hn(P1, P1 ∩A;G)⊕Hn(P2, P2 ∩A;G)

Here, the maps jn−1
P1⊕P2

and ∂P1⊕P2
are defined by

jn−1
P1,A∩P1

⊕ jn−1
P2,A∩P2

,

∂P1⊕P2
= ∂P1,P1∩A ⊕ ∂P2,P2∩A.

Recall also that ϕn−1
K = (jn−1

K,P1
, jn−1
K,P2

), the maps ϕn−1
A , ϕnK,A and ϕnK are

defined similarly.
Denote αi = jn−1

A,A∩Pi
(γ), i = 1, 2. Since γ is extendable over A ∪ Pi,

there exists γi ∈ Hn−1(A ∪ Pi) extending γ, i.e. jn−1
A∪Pi,A

(γi) = γ. Let
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βi = jn−1
A∪Pi,Pi

(γi). It follows from the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence

Hn−1(A ∪ Pi;G) → Hn−1(A;G)⊕Hn−1(Pi;G) → Hn−1(A ∩ Pi;G) → ...

that jn−1
Pi,A∩Pi

(βi) = αi for every i = 1, 2. This implies jn−1
P1⊕P2

((β1, β2)) =
(α1, α2). Since the second column is a part of an exact sequence, the
last equality yields ∂P1⊕P2

(ϕn−1
A (γ)) = 0. Hence, ϕnK,A(∂K,A(γ)) = 0.

Note that γ̃ = ∂K,A(γ) 6= 0 because the first column is exact and γ is
not extendable over K.
Finally, since ϕnK,A(γ̃) = 0, Proposition 2.3 follows from the Mayer-

Vietoris exact sequence

Hn−1(C,C ∩A;G)
△

−−−→ Hn(K,A;G)
ϕn
K,A

−−−→ Hn(P1, P1 ∩ A;G)⊕Hn(P2, P2 ∩ A;G).

�

Corollary 2.4. Let X be a homogeneous space with dimGX = n and

C ⊂ X separate X. If there is an open set U such that C ⊂ U and U is

an (n−1)-cohomology membrane for some γ ∈ Hn−1(bdU;G) spanned
on bdU, then Hn−1(C;G) 6= 0.

Proof. Since C ∩ bdU = ∅, the proof follows from Proposition 2.3 and
the exact sequence

Hn−2(C ∩ bdU;G) −−−→ Hn−1(C,C ∩ bdU;G) −−−→ Hn−1(C;G) → ...

�

Corollary 2.4 implies the well known fact [7] that Hn−1(C;G) 6= 0
for any compact separator C of Rn. Indeed, take any ball Bn with
C ⊂ intBn.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We need the following version of Effros’ [5] theorem (see [12, Propo-
sition 1.4]):

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a homogeneous space with a metric ρ, a ∈ X

and ε > 0. Then there is δ > 0 such that for every x ∈ X with

ρ(x, a) < δ there exists a homeomorphism h : X → X with h(a) = x

and ρ(h(y), y) < ε for all y ∈ X.

Theorem 1.1 is a particular case of the following theorem when G =
Z:

Theorem 3.2. Let Γ be a region in a homogeneous space X with

dimGX = n ≥ 1, where G is a countable Abelian group. Then Γ can-

not be irreducibly separated by any closed set C ⊂ X with the following

property:



Separation of homogeneous continua 7

(i) dimGC ≤ n− 1 and Hn−1(C;G) = 0;
(ii) There is a point b ∈ C ∩ Γ having a local base BbC in C such

that Hn−2(bdCU;G) = 0 for every U ∈ BbC .

Proof. Let C ⊂ X be closed such that C ∩ Γ irreducibly separates Γ
and satisfies conditions (i) − (ii). Then Γ\C = G1 ∪ G2 with C ′ =
G1 ∩ G2 ∩ Γ ⊂ C, where G1, G2 are disjoint open subsets of Γ. By
Lemma 2.2, there exist a compactum M containing b and a local base
Bb satisfying the hypothesis of that lemma. Actually, it follows from
the proof of Lemma 2.2 that there exists an open neighborhood W0

of b in Γ such that any open U ⊂ Γ with b ∈ U ⊂ U ⊂ W0 belongs
to Bb. We assume that W 0 ⊂ Γ is compact and C ′\W 0 6= ∅. Let
U, V ∈ Bb be any pair with U ⊂ V . Following the notations from
Lemma 2.2, note that the compact setM is contained in Γ, and observe
that dimG(KU\bdU) = n (otherwise γU would be extendable over KU).

Claim 1. We can suppose that b ∈ KU\bdU and KU\bdU meets both
sets G1 and G2.

Indeed, let ε be the distance between W 0 and X\Γ and δ > 0 be a
number from Theorem 3.1 corresponding to ε and the point b. Choose
U to be so small that its diameter is less than δ. Then there is a δ-small
homeomorphism h on X so that h(V ) ⊂ Γ and b ∈ h(KU)\bdh(U).
Hence, considering the sets h−1(U), h−1(V ) and h−1(KU) instead of
U, V and KU , we can assume that b ∈ KU\bdU. Since dimG C ≤ n−1,
KU\bdU is not contained in C. So, KU\bdU meets at least one Gi,
i = 1, 2. If KU\bdU intersects only G1, then Theorem 3.1 allows us
to push KU towards G2 by a small homeomorphism h : X → X such
that h(KU\bdU) ∩ Gi 6= ∅, i = 1, 2, and h(U) still contains b. So,
everywhere below we can assume that KU\bdU meets both G1 and
G2, and b ∈ KU\bdU.
We can take U so small that there is W ∗ ∈ BbC such that bdCW

∗ ⊂
V\U. Then the set F = M ∩ bdCW

∗ is a partition in C ∩ MU,V

between C ∩M ∩ bdU and C ∩M ∩ bdV. Because G is countable and
dimG C ≤ n − 1, C has a base BC such that dimG bdCO ≤ n − 2 for
every O ∈ BC , see [3] and [4]. So, we can suppose that dimG bdCW

∗ ≤
n − 2. This inequality together with Hn−2(bdCW

∗; G) = 0 implies
Hn−2(F ;G) = 0. Now, consider the space MU,V and its closed disjoint
setsM ∩bdV, M ∩bdU. By [18, Corollary 3.5], there exists a partition
T inMU,V betweenM∩bdV andM∩bdU such that T ∩C ⊂ F . Hence,
A = T ∪F is a partition in MU,V between M ∩bdV and M ∩bdU with
A ∩ C = F . Then, by Lemma 2.2, γA = jn−1

M(U,V ),A(γU,V ) is a nontrivial

element which is extendable over ΛbdU ∪ B for any proper closed set



8

B ⊂ KU , but not extendable over ΛbdU ∪ U . There are two possible
cases, where K ′ = ΛbdU ∪KU :

(1) γA is not extendable over K ′;
(2) γA is extendable over K ′.

Claim 2. Case (1) is not possible.

Let CV = C ∩ V and K = K ′ ∪CV . Since γA is not extendable over
K ′ it is also not extendable over K. We obviously have K = P1 ∪ P2

and CV = P1 ∩ P2, where Pi = CV ∪ (K ∩ Gi), i = 1, 2. Since each
KU ∩ Gi is a proper subset of KU , γA is extendable over each of the
sets A ∪ (K ∩ Gi). Finally, since dimG CV ≤ n − 1, γA is extendable
over each of the sets A ∪ Pi. Therefore, we can apply Proposition 2.3
to conclude that Hn−1(CV , CV ∩ A) 6= 0. On the other hand we have
the exact sequence

Hn−2(CV ∩A;G) −−−→ Hn−1(CV , CV ∩A;G) −−−→ Hn−1(CV ;G).

To complete the proof of Claim 2, observe that CV ∩ A = C ∩ A = F .
Hence, Hn−2(CV ∩ A;G) = Hn−2(F ;G) = 0. Since dimG C ≤ n − 1
with Hn−1(C;G) = 0 and CV is closed in C, Hn−1(CV ;G) = 0. Hence,
Hn−1(CV , CV ∩ A;G) = 0, a contradiction.

Claim 3. Case (2) is not possible.

Since γA is not extendable over ΛbdU ∪ U , there is a minimal subset
KA of ΛbdU ∪ U containing K ′ such that KA is an (n− 1)-cohomology
membrane for γA spanned on A. Because KA contains KU , KA meets
both G1 and G2. Hence, we can repeat the proof of Claim 2 with
KU replaced by KA and obtain again a contradiction with Proposition
2.3. �

Remark 3.3. (i) The proof of Theorem 3.2 works for arbitrary G if
condition (ii) is replaced by the following one: Hn−2(Φ∩bdCU;G) = 0
for every U ∈ BbC and every closed set Φ ⊂ C.
(ii) Moreover, if C ∩ Γ has a dense set C∗ of points b satisfying

condition (ii) from Theorem 3.2, then C does not separate Γ. Indeed,
assuming that Γ\C = G1 ∪G2 with G1, G2 disjoint open subsets of Γ,
take arbitrary b ∈ G1∩G2. Following the proof of Theorem 3.2, choose
neighborhoods U, V of b such that U ⊂ V , KU\bdU meets both G1

and G2, and b ∈ KU\bdU. Then (V \U)∩C is open in C and contains
a point b′ ∈ C∗. Next, we take a neighborhood W ∗ of b′ in C such
that bdCW

∗
⊂ V\U, Hn−1(bdCW

∗
; G) = 0 and dimG bdCW

∗
≤ n− 2.

Further, the proof goes as in Theorem 3.2.
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4. Cuts

Mazurkiewicz [16] proved that any (n − 2)-dimensional set M ⊂
R
n does not cut R

n (i.e., for every two points from R
n\M there is a

continuum in R
n\M joining both points). In this section we establish

an analogue of this theorem for homogeneous spaces.
For any space X denote by HX(n− 1, G) all closed sets F ⊂ X with

the following property: dimG F ≤ n − 1, Hn−1(F ;G) = 0 and F has
a dense set of points x ∈ F each having a base Bx in F such that
Hn−2(bdU;G) = 0, U ∈ Bx.
Theorem 4.1 below implies the case of [11, Theorem 4] when the

class of all closed subsets F ⊂ X with dimG F ≤ n− 2 is considered.

Theorem 4.1. Let Γ be a locally connected region in a homogeneous

space X with dimGX = n ≥ 1, where G is a countable Abelian group.

Then Γ cannot be cut by any set M =
⋃∞
i=1 Fi such that all Fi are

closed in Γ and Fi ∈ HΓ(n− 1, G).

Proof. Our proof follow the arguments from the proof of the mentioned
above [9, Theorem 4]. Suppose there is an Fσ-subset

⋃∞
i=1 Fi of Γ

cutting Γ with Fi ∈ HΓ(n− 1, G), i ≥ 1. Then, by [9, Lemma 3], there
exists j and a region Γ1 ⊂ Γ such that Fj does not cut Γ1. Since Γ1 is
locally connected, Fj ∩ Γ1 separates Γ1, see [14, Theorem 1, page 238].
Consider now the set Qj of the points x ∈ Fj having a base Bx in Fj
with Hn−2(bdU;G) = 0 for all U ∈ Bx. Since Qj is dense in Fj , Qj∩Γ1

is dense in Fj ∩ Γ1. Then, according to Remark 3.3(ii), Fj ∩ Γ1 cannot
separate Γ1, a contradiction. �

Let us note that Theorem 4.1 is not anymore true without the as-
sumption each Fi to have a dense set of points x ∈ Fi having a base Bx
in Fi such that Hn−2(bdU;G) = 0, U ∈ Bx. Indeed, let X = R

2 and
M be any line in R

2. Then M is a countable union of segments Fi and
M cuts R2.
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