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ABSTRACT. In the theory of inverse systems, in order to study the
properties of a space X or a map f: X — Y between spaces, one expands
X to an inverse system X or expands f to amap f: X — Y between the
inverse systems, and then work on X or f. In this paper, we define ap-
proximate injectivity (resp., surjectivity) for approximate maps, and show
that a map f: X — Y between compact metric spaces is injective (resp.,
surjective) if and only if any approximate map f : X — 2) whose limit
is f is injective (resp., surjective). As a consequence, we show that an
approximate map f : ¥ — ) is approximately injective (resp., approxi-
mately surjective) if and only if f represents a monomorphism (resp., an
epimorphism) in the approximate pro-category in the sense of Mardesié
and Watanabe.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the theory of inverse systems, given a space X oramap f : X — Y, one
uses an inverse system or a map between inverse systems to get information
on the space X or the map f. More precisely, given a space X, one of the
typical ways is to expand X into a resolution p : X — X in the sense of
S. Mardesié ([4]) (or an approximate resolution p : X — X in the sense of
Mardesi¢ and T. Watanabe ([8])) and study the inverse system X (or the
approximate inverse system X) to obtain the properties of X. In a similar
way, given a map f : X — Y, one considers a map f : X — Y between the
inverse systems (or an approximate map f : X — 2) between the approximate
inverse systems) and study f to obtain the properties of f.
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For example, every map f : X — Y between compact metric spaces
admits compact polyhedral inverse sequences X = (X;,pii41) and Y =
(Yj,qj,;+1) and maps of inverse sequences f = (fj,¢) : X — Y whose limit
is f, where ¢ : N — N is an increasing function. Here f is a map if for j < j/,
there exists i > ¢(j') such that

(1.1) [iPo(iyi = @ij' [i'Po(37is
and f is the limit of f if the following equality holds:
(1.2) fjp@(j) = ij, fOI‘j € N.

However, if the polyhedral inverse sequences X and Y are chosen in advance,
there may not exist maps f; : X, (;) — Y; satisfying both (1.1) and (1.2). In
order to overcome this deficiency, Watanabe ([9]) introduced the notion of ap-
proximate map (approximative map in the literature). An approximate map
differs from the usual map of inverse sequences in the sense that it requires
only approximate commutativity in stead of the commutativity relation (1.1).

In this paper, we introduce the notion of approximately injectivity (resp.,
approximately surjectivity) for approximate maps. The purpose of this paper
is to show that a map f : X — Y between compact metric spaces is injective
(resp., surjective) if and only if for any approximate map f : X — 2) whose
limit is f, f is approximately injective (resp., surjective) (Theorem 3.1 (resp.,
Theorem 4.1)). The part for surjectivity was proved for approximate maps
between noncommutative approximate inverse sequences in [3], here we give
a simpler proof for commutative approximate inverse sequences.

Throughout the paper, we concentrate on compact metric spaces. Thus
the systems that we deal with are so-called commutative approximate inverse
sequences. This means that the bonding maps are commutative in the sense
that p;jpjx = pir for i < j < k. More general discussions on (noncommuta-
tive) approximate inverse systems and approximate maps can be found in [5],
[7] and [8].

As an application, we relate approximate injectivity (resp., approximate
surjectivity) to a monomorphism (resp., an epimorphism) in the approximate
pro-category in the sense of [8]. We obtain characterizations of monomor-
phism and epimorphism in approximate pro-category. Monomorphisms and
epimorphisms in pro-categories and pro*-categories were studied in [2,1] (see
[6, Ch. II, §2.1] for pro-groups).

Throughout the paper, map means continuous function unless otherwise
stated. Let N denote the set of all positive integers.

2. APPROXIMATE SEQUENCES AND APPROXIMATE RESOLUTIONS

Let (X,d) be a metric space. Then, for each ¢ > 0 and A C X, let
B(A,e) ={z € X : d(z,a) < ¢ for some a € A}.
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For any ¢ > 0 and § > 0, a function f : X — Y between metric spaces
is said to be (g, 0)-continuous if d(z,z') < § implies d(f(z), f(z")) < € for all
z,x' € X.

An approzimate inverse sequence (approximate sequence, in short) (X, ;,
Piit1) consists of compact metric spaces X, called coordinate spaces, positive
real numbers ¢;, called meshes, and maps p; ;11 : X;41 — X;, called bonding
maps, for ¢ € N, and it must satisfy the following condition:

(A) for each i € N and for each € > 0, there exists ig > 4 such that p;; is
(e, €4 )-continuous for all i’ > 4.

Here, we write p;; (i < j) for the composite p; it1Di+1,i+2 - - Pj—1,5, and
let Pii = 1X7,-

An approzimate map p = (p;) : X — X of a compact metric space X into
an approximate sequence X = (X;,¢&;,piit1) consists of maps p; : X — X;
for i € N, called projection maps, such that p; = p;;p; for i« < j. It is an
approzimate resolution if it satisfies the following two conditions:

(R1) For each ANR P, &> 0 and map f: X — P, there exist ¢ € N and a
map g : X; — P such that d(gp;, f) < e.

(R2) For each ANR P and ¢ > 0, there exists § > 0 such that whenever
t € Nand g,¢' : X; — P are maps such that d(gp;, ¢'p;) < ¢, then
d(gpiir, g'piir) < € for some i’ > i.

For any approximate map p = (p;) : X — X = (Xj, €, Dii+1), consider
the following conditions:

(B1) For each € > 0, there exists ¢ € N such that
d(pi(z),pi(z") < &i = d(x,2") <¢, for all z,2’ € X.
(B2) For each i € N, there exits i’ > ¢ such that
piir (Xir) C B(pi(X), ).
(B1)* For each € > 0, there exist ¢ € N and § > 0 such that
d(pi(z),pi(z") < § = d(z,2') <e¢, for all z,2’ € X.
(B2)* For each i € N and for each € > 0, there exits i’ > i such that
pir (X)) C B(pi(X),e).
The following is a useful characterization of approximate resolution.

THEOREM 2.1. For any approximate map p = (p;) : X — X =
(Xi,€i,Diix1), the following conditions are equivalent:

1) p is an approzimate resolution of X .

2) p satisfies conditions (B1) and (B2).

3) p satisfies conditions (B1)* and (B2)*.
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PROOF. An approximate map p is an approximate resolution of X if
and only if the induced system map p = (p;) : X - X = (X, pii+1) is a
resolution in the sense of [6, p. 74], which is characterized by conditions (B1)*
and (B2)* (see [6, Theorems 3, 4, 5, Ch. I, §6.2]). Note here that our (B1)*
and (B2)* are (B2) and (B1) in [6], respectively, and that the coverings in
(B1) and (B2) of [6] can be replaced by positive real numbers since the spaces
are compact metric spaces. Thus, we have 1) < 3). Moreover, since (Bl) <
(B1)* and (B2) < (B2)* hold, we have 2) < 3). O

Recall that a system map p = (p;) : X = X = (X;, pii+1) (which means
that p;’s satisfy p; = p;iy1pit1 for each ¢ € N) is a limit of X if it satisfies
the following universal property:

(UL)* For any sysmte map q = (¢;) : Y — X of a space, there exists a unique
map ¢ : Y — X such that p;g = ¢; for each i € N.
In a similar way, an approximate map p = (p;) : X — X = (X;,€i,pi i+1)
is defined to be a limit of X if it satisfies the following universal property:
(UL) For any approximate map q = (¢;) : Y — X of a space, there exists a
unique map ¢ : Y — X such that p;g = ¢; for i € N.

If p: X — X is a limit of X, then X is determined up to homeomorphism.

An approximate map p = (p;) : X — X = (X;, €4, pii+1) is a limit of X if and

only if the induced system map p = (p;) : X = X = (X;, pi,i+1) is a limit.
The following theorem shows the existence of approximate resolution.

THEOREM 2.2. Every compact metric space X admits an approzimate
resolution p = (p;) + X — X = (Xi,€4,piiq1) such that X; are compact
polyhedra.

PROOF. Every compact metric space X admits an inverse sequence X =
(Xi,pii+1) of compact polyhedra with limit p : X — X (see [6, Corollary
4, p. 62], for example). This p satisfies conditions (R1) and (R2) (see [6,
Theorem 8, p. 63], for example), and there exist &; > 0 (i € N) such that
X = (X;, i, piit1) Is an approximate sequence (see [9, Proposition 3.8]). Thus
p = (p;) : X = X defines an approximate resolution. O

Throughout the paper, all the coordinate spaces X; of the approximate
sequence X are assumed to be compact polyhedra when we speak of an ap-
proximate resolution p : X — X.

An approzimate map f = (fj,¢) : X — 2 between approximate se-
quences X = (X, e, pii+1) and 9 = (Y, 95,¢;,j+1) consists of an increasing
function ¢ : N — N and maps f; : X,¢;) — Y; for j € N, and it must satisfy
the following condition:

(M) For any j,j' € N with j < j/, there exists i > ¢(j’) such that
(g Fipe(iyis FiPe(yir) < 0j-
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An approximate map f = (f;,¢) : X — 9 is said to be an approximate
level map if ¢ is the identity function on N.
A map f: X =Y is a limit of an approximate map f = (f;,¢): X =2
if
(L) For each € > 0 and for each j € N, there exists jo > j such that

d(qjjffj/p<p(jz),qu) <eg, for all j/ > jo.

An approzimate resolution of a map f : X — Y is a triple (p,q, f)
consisting of approximate resolutions p = (p;) : X - X andg=(¢;): Y - 9
of X and Y, respectively, and an approximate map f satisfying condition (L).
The following theorem shows the existence of approximate resolution of a map
for any choice of approximate resolutions (see [9, Theorem 4.3]).

THEOREM 2.3. For any approximate resolutions p: X — X and q:Y —
) of compact metric spaces X and Y, respectively, every map f : X = Y
admits an approximate map f : X — Q) such that (p,q, f) is an approximate
resolution of f.

3. APPROXIMATE INJECTIVITY OF APPROXIMATE MAP

In this section, we define the notion of approximate injectivity for approx-
imate maps and show that this notion characterizes injective maps between
compact metric spaces.

An approximate map f = (f;,¢) : X — 2 between approximate se-
quences X = (X;,&;,pi,i+1) and Y = (Y}, 9, ¢;,j+1) is said to be approzimately
injective if it satisfies the following condition (see Diagram (3.1)):

(API) (Vi e N)(37 € N)(Fjo > 7)(V5' > jo) (3 > p(j’), ©)(Vz, 2’ € Xy):

d(gji firpo(iryi (2), @i Fippnye () < 85 = d(piwr (2), pir () < &

Py

(3.1) X; Xy

fj/l
;5!

Y Yy

X,
Pep(5)i! ¢

The main theorem states as follows.

THEOREM 3.1. Let f : X — Y be a map between compact metric spaces,
and let f = (fj,¢) : X = 9 be an approzimate map between approzimate
sequences X = (X;,€;,0i541) and Y = (Yj,0;,q,,i+1) such that (p,q, f) is an
approzimate resolution of f, where p = (p;) : X > X and gq=(¢;): Y =9
are approzrimate resolutions of X and Y, respectively. Then f is injective if
and only if f is approximately injective.
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We break the proof into the following two lemmas.

LEMMA 3.2. If a map f: X — Y is injective, then the approximate map
I is approximately injective.

PRrROOF. Let i € N. It follows from the uniform continuity of p; on X,
which is compact, that there exists & > 0 such that
(3.2) d(z,2") < & = d(pi(z),pi(z)) < e;/3, for all z,2" € X.
The fact that the inverse of f is uniformly continuous on the image of f
implies that there exists & > 0 such that

(3.3) d(f(z), f(2") < & = d(x,2") < &, for all 2,2’ € X.
Condition (B1) for q implies that there exists j € N such that

(3.4) d(q;(y),q; () < 6; = d(y,y') < &, forally,y €Y.
Condition (A) implies that there exists j”/ > j such that

(3.5) d(y,y') < 6 = d(gj5 (y), 457 (y')) < 8;/9, for y,y’ € Y.
Condition (L) for j and d;/3 implies that there exists jo > j” such that
(3.6) d(ajj firPe(iry» a5.f) < 6;/3 for j' > jo.

Fix j' > jo. Then we have
Cram 1. For any z,2’ € X,

(3.7) (g5 Fir Do) (@), aigr firppny (27)) < 65/3
implies
(38) d(pi(a), pi(e')) < e4/3.

Indeed, (3.6) and (3.7) imply

d(g; f(x), q; f(2")) < ;.
This together with (3.4), (3.3) and (3.2) implies (3.8).
Now take i’ € N such that i’ > i,p(j’). By uniform continuity, there
exists 71 > 0 such that for all z, 2" € Xy,

(3.9)  d(z,2") < m = d(qjj [irpeiini (), @jj [ Ponye (2)) < 6;/9, and

(3.10) d(z,z") < = d(pi (z), pir (z')) < /3.
Condition (B2) implies that there exists " > i’ such that
(3.11) pirin (Xirr) C B(pir (X),m).

CLAIM 2. For any z,z' € X,
(3.12) d(ajjr fiPo(iryin (2)s djjr firPonyin (7)) < 85/9
implies

(3.13) d(pisr (x), pisr (2')) < &.
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Let z,2’ € X, satisfy (3.12). (3.11) implies that there exist z,z’ € X
such that

(3.14) d(pirin (), pir(2)) <m, and d(pys ('), pir(2")) < m,
respectively. This together with (3.9) implies

d(qjy fyPe(inin (%), 45 FiPe(i) (2)) < 05/9, and
(g FirPotinyir (2'): @i firpe(ir) (21) < 65/9.
(3.12) and (3.15) imply

(3.15)

(g0 i Po(i1) (2), €30 TPy (7)) < 6;/3.
This together with Claim 1 implies
(3.16) d(pi(2),pi(z")) < &:/3.
(3.14) and (3.10) imply
(3.17) d(piin (z),pi(2)) < &:/3, and d(py (z'), pi(2")) < €i/3.
(

3.16) and (3.17) then imply (3.13), as required (see Diagram (3.18)).
Now (3.5) and Claim 2 imply that for any z,2’ € X;»,

d(qjrjr fi:p(5ryir (), Qo g fio o ryin (27)) < 8jir = d(piin (), piin (27)) < 4.

Then, for j := j", jo and i’ := ", the condition (API) is fulfilled. This proves
that f is approximately injective.

(3.18) X

X’i” f

Pirir

O

LEMMA 3.3. If the approzimate map f is approximately injective, then
the map f is injective.

PROOF. Suppose that f satisfies condition (API). Let ¢ > 0. Condition
(B1) for p implies that there exists ¢ € N such that

(3.19) d(p;(z),pi(2)) < g = d(z,2') < e.
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Condition (API) implies that there exist j € N and jo € N with jy > j such
that each j' > jo admits ¢/ > ¢(j'),¢ with

(3.20) d(qi5r £ oy (%), @ FirPoiini (&) < 6

' = d(piir (z),pivr (2")) < &;, for all z,2’ € Xy.

Condition (L) implies that there exists j° > jo such that

(3.21) d(g;j firpoiiny, 5 f) < 05/3.

The uniform continuity of ¢; implies that there exist n > 0 such that
(3.22) d(y,y") <n=d(q;(y),q;(y")) < d;/3 forall y,y €Y.
We have

CrLAM. For any z,2’ € X, d(f(z), f(2')) <n=d(z,2") < e.
Suppose that z,2’ € X and d(f(x), f(z')) < n. Then this together with
(3.22) implies

d(q; f(x),q; f(x") < 0;/3.
This and (3.21) imply
d(gjjr fiPo(iy (), @ FirPo(iry (2')) < 65
By (3.20), this then implies
d(pi(x), pi(2")) < &;.
This together with (3.19) implies
d(z,2') < e,
as required.

The claim implies that if f(z) = f(2’) then d(z,2’) < € for any € > 0,
showing that x = z’. This proves that f is injective. O

4. APPROXIMATE SURJECTIVITY OF APPROXIMATE MAP

In this section, we define the notion of approximate surjectivity for ap-
proximate maps and show that this notion characterizes surjective maps be-
tween compact metric spaces.

An approximate map f = (fj,¢) : ¥ — 2) between approximate se-
quences X = (X;,¢&;,pi,i+1) and Y = (Y}, 95, ¢;,j+1) is said to be approzimately
surjective if it satisfies the following condition (see Diagram (4.1)):

(APS) (Vi € N)(Jjo > 7)(Vj" > jo)(Fj" > ') (3o > ¢(j")) (Vi > io)(Vy €
Y}'//)(EIL’ S Xz)

d(gjj (¥), 4j5 fiPe(inyi(T)) < 5.
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Po(i')i

fj’J/
q;it q;r 511

}/‘—j 73 }/‘—jl 73 }/‘—j”

THEOREM 4.1. Let f: X — Y be a map between compact metric spaces,
and let f = (fj,¢) : X = ) be an approzimate map between approzimate
sequences X = (X;, €4, 0i541) and Y = (Y;,0;,q;,j+1) such that (p,q, f) is an
approzimate resolution of f, where p = (p;) : X > X and g=(¢;): Y =92
are approximate resolutions of X and Y, respectively. Then f is surjective if
and only if f is approzimately surjective.

We break the proof into the following two lemmas.

LEMMA 4.2. If a map f: X — Y is surjective, then the approximate map
f is approximately surjective.

PROOF. Let ¢ > 0 and j € N. Condition (A) for g implies that there
exists jo > 7 such that
(4.2)

d(y,y') < 6 = dlg;5 (v), 45 () < 8;/3, for j* > jo and y,y’ € Y.
Fix j° > jo. Then condition (B2) for g and condition (L) imply that there
exists j” > j’ such that

(4.3) gy (Yjr) € B(gj (Y),0;:), and

(4.4) (g f+ a4y Fipeim) < G-

Condition (M) implies that there exists ig > ¢(j”) such that

(4.5) A(fjPo(iyir @i FiPo(imyi) < 8jrs for i > .

Now let y € Y;». (4.3) implies that there exists 3’ € Y such that

(4.6) gy 5 (y), a5 (y')) < &

Since f is surjective, there exists # € X such that f(z) = ¢’. Claim that
(4.7) d(q;57 (Y), Qs [P ()i (i) < 65, for i > ip.

Indeed, (4.4) implies that

(4.8) gy f (), 4y fiDp(iy (X)) < G-

(4.5) implies that

(49) d(fj’pcp(j’)i(pi (Z)), Qj/j”fj”pap(j”)i(pi (:C))) < (5j/, for 7 > io.
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(4.6), (4.8), (4.9) together with (4.2) imply (4.7) as required (see Diagram
(4.10)). This proves that f is approximately surjective.

(4.10) X
pj//
pi
Po(i")e (")

Koy ¢ Xogm G Xi

}/‘—j//

qj/j//
0

LEMMA 4.3. If the approzimate map f is approzimately surjective, then
the map f is surjective.

PRrROOF. Let y € Y. For each j € N, put y; = ¢;(y). We wish to find
x € X such that y = f(z).

Conditions (APS), (M), and (A) imply that there exist subsequences {jx},
{ix} of N, and points z;, € X;, (k € N) such that ji < jrt1, () < ix <
©(Jk+1), and the following three conditions hold (see Diagram (4.14)):

(411) d(y]k y Ajrjr+1 fjk+1pip(jk+1)ik+1 (Zik-H )) < 5jk7
(4'12) d(fjkptp(jk)imqjkjn fjnpso(jn)in) < 6jk’ for n > k, and

(4'13) d(yvyl) < 5jk+1 = d(qjkjk+1 (y)7 qjkjk+1(yl)) < 5jk7 for yvyl € Y}k+1'

Po(ig)i Pigo(in) Pe(in)in
(4.14) Xo(in) — Xy : Xo(in) € = Xi
fjkl J/fjn

Replace X by the subsequence X' = (Xj, , piyi,.,), Y by the subsequence
Q" = (Y}, ¢jrs. ), and f by the approximate level map F = (f]) where
I = fixPo(i)in» and assume that f = (f;) : X — 9 is an approximate level
map satisfying the following two conditions (see Diagram (4.18)):

(4.15) AWk, G k1 Frr1(zre1)) < Ok,

(4.16) d(frprns Qen fn) < Ok, for n >k, and

(417)  d(y,y") < dpt1 = d(@hj+1(¥)s Qo1 (Y")) < Ok, for y,y" € Yiqq.
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(4.18) X2 X,

A |-

dkn
Vi é—" Y,

Since each X} is compact, one can find a decreasing sequence of infinite
subsets of N, I1 D I D -- -, such that I is cofinal in Iy, and

(4.19) {pri(zi) }ier, converges to some point zj € Xj.

CrLaM. For each k € N, xp, = limy,—s 00 Dk (Tn)-
To see this, let € > 0. Then (4.19) and condition (A) imply that there
exists N € N such that for each n > N,

(4.20) d(zg, prn(2n)) < £/2, and

(4.21) d(z,2") < en, = d(prn(x), prn(2")) < g/2, for all z,2" € X,,.
For each n > N, there exists m > n such that
A(xp, Prm (2m)) < €n.
This together with (4.21) implies
(4.22) AdPrn(Tn)s Prm(2m)) < /2.
(4.20) and (4.22) then imply
d(@k, Pin(2n)) <&,

proving the claim.

The claim means that the sequence (x) forms a thread and determines a
point € X. We show f(x) = y. To see this, let j € N and £ > 0. Conditions
(A) and (L) imply that there exists k € N such that

(4.23) d(y,y') < 0, = d(qk(v), qjx(y')) < /4, for y,y’ € Y, and

(4.24) d(qji frpr: ;) < e/4.

By uniform continuity, there exists 6 > 0 such that
(4.25) d(z,2") < 6§ = d(qji fx(2), gjr fr(2")) < /4, for z,2" € X.
There exists n > k (see (4.19)) such that
d(xk, Pen(2n)) < 4.
This together with (4.25) implies
(4.26) A(gjk fr(k)s Gk frprn(2n)) < /4.
(4.16) and (4.23) imply
(4.27) A(gsh fiprns Ginfa) < /4.
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(4.15), (4.17) and (4.23) imply

(4.28) A(yj, gjn fn(zn)) < e/4.

By (4.24), (4.26), (4.27), (4.28) (see Diagram (4.29)),
d(y;,q;f(x)) <e.

This shows that f(z) = y.

(4.29) X

5. CONDITIONS EQUIVALENT TO (API) AND (APS)

In this section, we discuss some variations of Theorems 3.1 and 4.1.

Given any approximate sequence X = (X;,&;, pi i+1), forgetting the num-
bers €;, we obtain an inverse sequence X = (X;,pii+1). Conversely, given
any inverse sequence X = (X;,p;;y1), there exist ¢, > 0 for ¢ € N such
that X = (X;, &, pii+1) is an approximate sequence (see [9, Proposition 3.8]).
Thus we are interested in conditions (API) and (APS) without using meshes
for approximate sequences.

For any approximate sequence X = (X;, €4, pi,i+1), consider the following
two conditions:
(APD)* (Ve > 0)(Vi € N)(F§ > 0)(Fj € N)(Fjo > HV) > jo)3F >

90(.7‘/); i)(vxvx/ € Xi’):

d(qjz [Py (@), @0 [ Doy (&) < 0 = d(pirr (), piv (2')) < €.
and
(APS)* (Ve > 0)(Vj € N)(Fjo > j)(Vi" > jo)( 37" > j')(Fio > »(j'))(Vi >
i0)(Vy € Y )(Fz € X;):
d(qj57 (Y): ajj firpe(ini(@)) <e.

The following proposition shows the equivalence between conditions (API)
and (API)*.
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PROPOSITION 5.1. Let f = (fj,f) : ¥ — 2 be an approzimate map
between approzimate sequences X = (X;,e;,pii+1) and Y = (Y5,65,¢5,5+1)-
Then f satisfies condition (API) if and only if f satisfies condition (API)*.

PROOF. Suppose that X satisfies condition (API). For each ¢ > 0 and
1 € N, there exists i’ > ¢ such that

d(z,z") < 8y = d(piw (z), pis (2)) < &, for z, 2" € X;r.

Apply condition (API) for this ¢’ to obtain j € N and j, > j as in (API).
Then condition (API)* holds with § = §;.

Conversely, suppose that X satisfies condition (API)*. Let ¢ € N, and for
this ¢ and € = ¢;, take § > 0, j € N, and jo > j as in (API)*. Condition (A)
implies that there exists j' > jo such that

(5.1) d(y,y') < 60 = d(q;5:(y),qj5 (y")) < /3, for y,y € Y.

Let j” > j'. Then condition (M) implies that there exists ¢’ > ¢(j"”) such
that

(52) d(fj/pkp(j')i'7 qj'j"fj//ptp(j//)i/) < (5_]/
Claim that for any z, 2’ € X/,

(53) d(‘lj’j” fj”pap(j”)i/ (x), q]'I]'II fj”pap(j”)i/ (Zl)) < (S]/
implies

(5.4) d(pirr (), pirr (2')) < €i.

Indeed, (5.3) and (5.1) imply
d(gjjr fiPo(imi (), ajjr firPo(imi (x')) < 6/3,
and (5.2) and (5.1) imply
d(q]]/ fj/ptp(j')i'7 qjj” fj”ptp(j”)i') < 6/3
Those two inequalities imply
d(qi5r £y (%), djg FirPoiini (&) < 6.

This together with condition (API)* then implies (5.4). This verifies condition
(API). O

The following proposition shows the equivalence between conditions
(APS) and (APS)*.

PROPOSITION 5.2. Let f = (f;,f) : X — 2 be an approzimate map
between approzimate sequences X = (X, €5,pii41) and QD = (Y5,65,¢5,5+1)-
Then f satisfies condition (APS) if and only if f satisfies condition (APS)*.
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PROOF. Suppose that an approximate map f : X — 2) satisfies condition
(APS). For each € > 0 and j € N, condition (A) implies that there exists
j' > j such that

d(y,y") < 05y = dlajj (y). 4j; (y')) < &, for all y,y’ € Y.
Apply (APS) with this 5/ to get (APS)*. The converse is obvious. O

6. MONOMORPHISMS AND EPIMORPHISMS IN APPROXIMATE
PRO-CATEGORIES

In this section, we obtain characterizations of monomorphism and epi-
morphism in the approximate pro-category. More precisely, we show that
condition (API) (resp., (APS)) gives a characterization of a monomorphism
(resp., an epimorphism) in the approximate pro-category. For this purpose,
we use the categorical equivalence of the approximate pro-category and the
topological category.

First, we recall the definition of approximate pro-category. Our version of
approximate pro-category (restricted for the class of compact metric spaces)
is a little simpler than the definitions in [9, §2] and [8].

Let C be any full subcategory of the category CM of compact metric
spaces. For two approximate maps f = (fj,¢), f = (f,¢') : ¥ = 2
between approximate sequences X = (X, &;,pii+1) and 9 = (Y5, 65, ¢j,541) in
C, we define a relation ~ by setting f ~ f’ if and only if each j € N admits
i > (7)), ¢ (j) such that

d(fiPe()ir FiPer (i) < 05

We then define a relation = by setting f = f' if and only if there exist finitely
many approximate maps f; : X = 2), ¢ = 1,2,...,n, such that f = f;,
fi~fiygfori=1,2,...,n—1, and f' = f,. Then the relation = is an
equivalence relation, and the equivalence class of f is denoted by [f].

The objects of APRO-C are approximate sequences in C. The set
APRO-C(%,2)) of morphisms X — 9) is the set of the equivalence classes
of uniform approximate maps X — ) with respect to the equivalence relation
=. Here, an approximate map f = (fj,¢) : X — 2 is uniform if for each
JeN,

(6.1) d(z,z") < e,y = d(f;(x), f;(2") < 95, for z,2" € Xy(j).

Note that each approximate map f : X — ) admits a uniform approximate
map f' : ¥ — 9 such that f ~ f'.

For any uniform approximate maps f = (f;,¢) : X = 2 and g = (g&, ¥) :
2 — 3, define the composition [g] o [f] as the equivalence class of the uniform
approximate map h = (hj, p) : ¥ — 3 defined as in the following Proposition
(see Appendix for its proof).
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PROPOSITION 6.1. Let X = (Xi,€i7pi,i+1), iD = (3@,5j,qj7j+1), and X =
(Zk, C, 7k k1) e approzimate sequences in C.
1. Let s : N — N be an increasing function which satisfies s(k) > k for

each k € N and the following three conditions:
— for each k' > s(k),

(6.2) d(z,2") < 4Gy = d(riw (2), Tk (27)) < Cky for z,2" € Zyy,
— for each k € N,
d(z,2") < Csrs1)
= d(rs()sk1) (2), Ts(k)s(h41) (27) < Coys for 2,2" € Zgeiny,
and

(6.4)  d(z,2") < Gy = d(Thsr) (2) Ths() (2)) < Ciy Jor z,2" € Zyy.
For each k € N, define a map hy : Xowsiky)) — Zk by hp =
Ths(k)Is(k) fu(s(kyy- Then h = (hg) : X — 3 defines a uniform ap-
proximate map.

2. Let f = (fj,9), f' = (fj,¢'): X = Y and g = (gx, %), 9" = (g1,¢') :
2 — 3 be uniform approzimate maps, and let h = (hy,p),h’ =
(hy, p') + X — 3 be the uniform approzimate maps that are defined
by f and g, f' and g', respectively, as in 1). Then if f ~ f' and
g~g, then h~h'.

Let the identity idx € APRO-C(X,X) be the equivalence class which is
represented by the approximate map 1x = (1 X5 1n). Thus defined objects and
morphisms together with the composition and the identity form a category,
which is called the category of approrimate systems in C and denoted by
APRO-C.

Let CPol be the full subcategory of CM whose objects are compact
polyhedra. Let lim be the limit functor APRO-CPol — CM. More pre-
cisely, each approximate sequence X = (Xj,¢&;,pii+1) in CPol admits a
nonempty compact metric space X together with an approximate resolution
p=(pi): X —- X. Let limX be the space X. Each uniform approximate
map f = (fj,¢) : ¥ = 2 admits a limit map f =lim f : X — Y between
the limits X =lim X and Y = limg). For any two uniform approximate maps
£, :X—9,if f~ f, then lim f = lim f' (see [8, Theorem 7.7]). So we
can define lim[f] as the limit f : X — Y of the equivalence class [f]. Then
lim is functorial and preserves the identities, and thus lim is a functor.

THEOREM 6.2. The functor lim : APRO-CPol — CM is an equivalence of
categories.

PRrROOF. It suffices to verify that the functor lim is faithful, full, and
dense. Indeed, for any two uniform approximate maps f,f : X — 9, if
lim f = lim £, then f ~ f’ (lim is faithful) (see [8, Theorem 7.7]). Each map
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f X — Y with uniform approximate resolutions p: X - X andq:Y — 92
admits a uniform approximate map f : X — %) whose limit is f (lim is full)
(see Theorem 2.2). For each compact metric space X, there exists a uniform
approximate resolution p : X — X, so that X = lim X (lim is dense) (see
Theorem 2.3).

The following shows that the property of being approximately injective
(resp., surjective) is defined in the approximate pro-category.

ProprosITION 6.3. Let f,g: X — Y be uniform approximate maps such
that f ~ g. If f is approzimately injective (resp., approxzimately surjective),
then so s g.

PrROOF. The statement follows from the fact that lim f = limg, and
Theorem 3.1 (resp., Theorem 4.1). O

The following gives a characterization of monomorphism (resp., epimor-
phism) in the approximate pro-category.

THEOREM 6.4. For any approzimate map f = (fj,0) : X — 2, the
morphism [f] is a monomorphism (resp., an epimorphism) in APRO-CPol if
and only if f is approximately injective (resp., approzimately surjective).

PROOF. Let f: X — Y be a limit map of f with approximate resolutions
p: X —>Xand q:Y — 9. Consider the following conditions:

1. f is a monomorphism (resp., an epimorphism) in CM,

2. f is injective (resp., surjective),

3. f is approximately injective (resp., approximately surjective).

4. [f] is a monomorphism (resp., an epimorphism) in APRO-CPol,
1) and 2) are equivalent, 2) and 3) are equivalent (see Theorem 3.1 (resp.,
Theorem 4.1)), and 3) and 4) are equivalent (see Theorem 6.2). This shows
the assertion. O

APPENDIX. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6.1

PROOF. To see part 1), let k < k. By (AM) for g, there exists j >
¥ (s(k’)) such that

(A1) d(Gs(k) D (s(k))j» Ts(k)s (k) Is (k) Qr(s(k'))j) < Cs(k)>
and there exists ¢ > ¢(j) such that

(A.2) A(f(s(k)) P (s ()))ir Qo (s(k))3 fiPeo()i) < Oups(iy)» and
(A3) A(f (s (k)P (s(k)))is Qp(s(k))3 [P (G)i) < Op(s(hr))-

Then, by (A.2) and (6.1),
(A.4) A(s (k) S (s(0)) P (58> G () D (5 (1)) [P (i) < G -
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By (A.1),

(AB)  d(Gs() Ty (s(k))3 [iPe(i)is Tstk)s(k) (k) (s )5 fiPe(i)i) < Cshy-
By (A.3), (6.1), and (6.3),
(A.6)

A(rs(ie)s (k)9 (k") D (s )3 SiPo Gy Ts () () I () Fio (s (k) Pep (o (s(k)))i) < G-
(A.4), (A.5), (A.6) together with (6.2) imply

A(Tres () (k) So s (k) Poo (6 (5 () )i This () I (k) S (s ) Pep (s ()))i) < Ces

showing that h satisfies condition (M) (see Diagram (A.7)). That h is uniform
follows from (6.4) and the assumption that both f and g are uniform.

Po((s(k)))i
Po(y(s(k’)))i
T
(A7) X o (s(k)) Xo(w(s())) Xo() oo i
Fustoy oot Fycsy fi
v NN —
P(s(k)) YR gy arns J
9s(k) 9s (k')
Ts(k)s(k')
Zyky & Zs(ir)
Thks(k) Tk!s(k)

Tik!
Zk*Zk’

To see part 2), let K € N. Then g ~ g’ and condition (A) imply that
there exists j > ¥(s(k)), ¢’ (s(k)) such that

(A.8) A(Gs(k) (k) Doy B (s(k))3) < Cs(hy s
(A.9) d(y,y") < 05 = d(qy(s(k)); (¥)> Qs U)) < du(s(iy), and
d(y,y') < é; =

(A.10)
Ay (s(k)); (Y), @ (s(k)) (Y')) < Oy (s(ry) for y, 4" € Y.

Moreover, f ~ f' and condition (AM) for f and f’ imply that there exists
i > ¢(j),¢'(j) such that

(A.11) d(fipe(iyis [iper (Gyi) < 9
(A.12) Ay (s(k) Do (0 (s(k)))is D (s (k)5 FiPo(i)i) < Oup(s(k))s

(A.13) A g (k)P (8" (s> B (s (k)3 F 1P (5)) < O (s(k)) -
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(A.12) implies

(A.14) A(Gs (k) Lo s (k) P (s ()))i> Ik D ()3 fiPo (i) < Sy -
(A.11) and (A.9) imply

(A.15) A(Gs (k) Q5 ()3 [P ()i s () B (s(0)3 £ 5P (3i) < oty -
(A.8) implies

(A.16) (s (k) D (s (k)7 f P (Gyi Do) G (s(k))3 [P ()i) < Co(r-
(A.13) implies

(A.17) A Gy () Qo (5813 [P ()is G iy o (s 1)) P’ (07 (sR)))i) < Sy -
(A.14), (A.15), (A.16), (A.17) imply

A(Gs(k) Fo(s (k) Peo (s (s(k)))i> T (i) Fopr (s (1) Peo? (w5 (s(k))i) < ACa(k)
(see Diagram (A.18)). This together with (6.2) implies
A(T ks (k) Is (k) S (s (k) Po (6 (s(k)) )i Tks(k)gs(k)fqp (s(k)) P’ (4! '(s(k)))i) < Gk
This shows h ~ h/.

(A.18)
Po(p(s(k) () P! (9! (s(k))) ¢’ (3)
X (s(k)) Xt (9 (s(k))) Xew) Xy E25 X
fw(ﬂk))l qu»k_mjl/
Yy sy Yortst) <amoin, Y

’7
s (k
gs% /
Tks(k)

Ly — Zs(k)
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