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This paper develops a unified theory of function spaces
M. A(Y,Z) with set-open topologies, the sets in question being
the continuous images of selected classes of topological
spaces . We prove that at least five of these function
spaces are distinet and have corresponding exponential
homeomorphisms 0: M., (X, M. .(Y,Z)) = M. (X XY, Z) for
suitably retopologized product spaces X X . Y. Singleton
spaces are normally identities with respect to these products
and so we have determined four distinct monoidal closed
structures for the category of all spaces. Conditions for the
category of spaces generated by .57, i.e., the coreflective hull
of %7, to be cartesian closed and/or convenient are given.
One result asserts that the category of sequential spaces is
the smallest convenient category.

R. Brown proved in [4, p. 240, Corollary 1.8] that there is an
exponential homeomorphism for the category HAUS of all Hausdorff
spaces, relating function spaces with the compact-open topology to
a retopologized product X X,Y without any further restrictions on
X and Y. This product has the weak topology with respect to all
subspaces of the usual product X x Y of the form:

X X B where B is compact in Y, and {z} XY where z€ X .

It is also shown in the same paper [4, p. 242, Remark 1.15] that
there is a similar general exponential law for Top relating function
spaces with the topology of pointwise convergence to another suitably
retopologized product. It is known {24, p. 277] that an analogous
result holds for function spaces with the indiscrete topology. This
is not a completely trivial example as the product used does not
have the discrete topology, see example (ii) in §8 below. Hence we
know of two general exponential laws for Top and, by restriction,
three such for HAus. Wyler [25, p. 227] raises the question of
finding new closed structures for Top. Another similar theory is
developed in [21, Chapter 5] for function spaces with the c¢s-open
(convergent sequence open) topology of [12,13]. It is shown (21,
p. 61] and example (i) §6 below) that the corresponding 4 is a
continuous bijection; we have not been able to determine if it is, in
general, a homeomorphism.
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The work of [4] has been generalized by at least two authors,
i.e., Vazquez [22] and Wilker [24]; the former replacing compact-open
topologies by set-open topologies [1] and the latter by a type of
generalized set-open topology. In each case there is an investigation
of conditions that have to be placed on these defining classes of sets
to ensure a reasonable exponential law.

The basic purpose of this paper is similar to that of the two
authors just referred to, i.e., to develop the approach of [4] into a
unified theory of function spaces with set-open topologies. Our
method is to replace the use of “compact subspaces” with “maps
from classes of spaces .7, i.e., the “sets” of our set-open topologies
are the continuous images of spaces in the class %% It has come
to the authors’ attention, since the completion of a first version of
this manuscript, that this program was in fact proposed by R.
Brown in [6, p. 7]. We do not, however, restrict our attention to
Hausdorff space as was suggested there.

A key feature of owr approach is that it leads to a theory in
which the conditions arising are simple topological restrictions on
the spaces im the classes .7; this has the advantage of making it
very easy to generate a considerable variety of examples. Our initial
restriction on the types of sets that can be used in our set-open
topologies does not seem to exclude any important examples.

If A is a space, f: A—Y is a map and U is open in Z then
W(f, U) will denote the subset of M(Y, Z) consisting of all maps ¢
such that gf(A) S U.

DerFINITION 0.1. Let .o be an arbitrary class of topological
spaces. We use . to topologize M(Y, Z), the subbasic open sets
being all sets of the form W(f, U), where Ae€.% and U is open in
Z. This topology will be called the .S7-open topology for M(Y, Z):
the corresponding function space will be denoted by M (Y, Z).

It is easily seen that M, (—, —) is a bifunctor from Top°* x Topr
to Top. This function space is similar to — but presumably not
identical with — the function space C,(Y, Z) defined in [25, p. 232];
the topology is a set-open topology in the sense of [1, p. 13, Definition
4.2].

In §1 we define a modified product X ¥X_., Y and investigate some
of its basic properties. We then (§2) determine some conditions on
57 sufficient to ensure that X X, Y and M_.(Y, Z) are related by
an exponential law (2.4) and for a monoidal closed structure to be
determined on Tor (2.6). We use 2.4 to obtain conditions under
which the cartesian product X XY and M, (Y, Z) are related by an
exponential law (§3). In the particular case where .o is the class
of compact Hausdorff spaces and X and Y are Hausdorff this gen-
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eralizes the best known exponential law, i.e., the standard conditions
relating X X Y and the compact-open topology function space ([9, p.
265, Theorem 5.3] and see example (v) below).

Given a space X and a class of spaces .7 aX will be defined to
be the underlying set of X retopologized with the final topology
with respect to all incoming maps from spaces in .4 It is clear
that a is a covariant functor from Top to Tor. We call X an a-space
if aX = X; the category of all a-spaces is the coreflective hull of
.7 in Topr. Several authors have shown that, with suitable restrie-
tions on .7 the category of a-spaces is cartesian closed. We retrieve
some of these results in §4 via a different method; by simply showing
that within these categories the product X X. Y coincides with the
categorical products and so the cartesian closed structure is essentially
a restriction of the previously established monoidal closed structure.

It is well known that the category of all f-spaces (=a-spaces
with respect to the class of all compact Hausdorff spaces) is simply
the category of all quotients of locally compact Hausdorff spaces,
the category of all sequential spaces is the category of all quotients
of first countable spaces and so on. We generalize these results in
§5 to the level of arbitrary classes .©” and the corresponding a-
spaces.

In §6 we consider the examyle of the cs-open topology and the
associated cartesian closed category of sequential spaces. This leads,
in §7, to a discussion of the circumstances in which cartesian closed
categories of a-spaces can be regarded as being convenient; the point
being that they must contain the underlying spaces of all CW-
complexes, differentiable manifolds and metric spaces. Further ex-
amples are considered in §8; five of them involving function spaces
with (a) the indiscrete topology, (b) the topology of pointwise con-
vergence, (¢) a topology which coincides with the compact-open
topology M.,..(Y, Z) whenever Y is Hausdorff, (d) a “cube-open”
topology and (e) a “compact Hausdorff countable-open” topology, are
proved to generate distinet monoidal closed structures for Top. Con-
ditions are given in §9 for some of our function space topologies to
coincide.

NOTATION. We use the symbols 1., 1, ete. to denote identity
maps and ¢ to denote inclusions; the symbol = will always denote
a homeomorphism. We use U to denote the disjoint topological sum.

The following standard result will prove useful later.

LEMMA 0.2. If .97 1s a class of spaces containing at least one
nonempty space and X is an a-space then X is the quotient of a
topological sum of a set of spaces in .o
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Proof. Let A denote the set of nonclosed subsets of X. For
each ¢/ we can choose an 4,;¢.% and a map p;: 4, — X such that
pri(n) is not closed in A4;; choosing a mnonempty space Ae. we
can, for each z€ X, define the constant map ¢, 4 — X value z.
Taking U..r 4. to be the disjoint topological sum of a collection of
copies of A indexed by the points of x € X then we can define

p=(Um)u (e (Ua)u(Ya)—x

ied

to be the obvious surjective map. It follows from the composition
rule (or transitive law) for final topologies {5, p. 96] that X has the
final topology with respeet to p and hence is a quotient of (.. 4,) U
(User 42)-

The authors wish to acknowledge some helpful observations by
the referee, including the suggestion of 1.4(iii) and the generalization
of previous versions of 4.3 and 4.4.

1. The .%-product.

DerinIiTION 1.1. Given a class of spaces .o we define X X .Y
as the set X XY with the final topology with respect to all incoming
maps of the forms:

I, X i XXA—XXY,feMA,Y), Ac.o
g} XY — X xY,ze X.

We will refer to X X, Y as the .o~product of X and Y; it is
clear that — X_., — is a bifunctor from Topr x Top to ToP.

ProrosITION 1.2. If A is a class containing a nonempty space
and {*} denotes a singleton space then

"X Y=Y =Y X, {"}.

Proof. The first homeomorphism follows from the universal
property of final topologies, the second from the definition of ¥ X_. {*}.

LemMA 1.8, (Y X .Z) = a(Y X Z).

Proof. The identities
Y XZ)—Y X, 4 —Y X Z

are clearly continuous. Applying the functor @, and recalling that
a a(Y X Z)=a(Y X Z), [23, Proposition 1.2(e)], the result follows.
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PrOPOSITION 1.4. Given spaces X, Y, Z.
(1) The identity function

XX (Y Xy Z)— (X X, Y) X Z

18 continuous.

(ii) If .&7 is a class of locally compact Hausdorff spaces closed
under the formation of cartesian products then the above identity
18 a homeomorphism.

(iii) If .7 is a class of locally compact Hausdorff spaces with
the property that A, Be .S implies that A X B is an a-space and
X is a t-space then the above identity is a homeomorphism.

Proof. It follows from 1.3 and [23, Proposition 1.2(c)] that the
natural function from M(A, Y)XM(A, Z) into M(A, Y X.,Z) is a
bijection, where A €.%7 hence we see, using the composition rule
(or transitive law) for final topologies, that X X . (Y X. Z) has the
final topology with respect to all incoming functions

1L, X(f,9): X XA— X XY X Z
XL Xxg:{ag} XY X A— X XY X Z
IX i X1 {e} x Yy X Z— X XY X Z

where feM(A, Y), geM(A,Z), Ac .7,z X, yeY.
Also we notice that (X X.Y) X. Z has the final topology with
respect to all incoming functions

I1X g (XX, Y)XA— (X XY)X Z
) X Y X Z— (X XY) X Z

where ge M(A, Z) and A€ .

(i) it is clear that 1 X (f, 9): X X A - X XY x Z factors
through the corresponding map 1 X f X g: X X A X A—- X XY X Z;
the result follows.

Parts (ii) and (iii) require a slightly modified description of the
topology on (X X..Y) X. Z. We notice that if K is locally compact
Hausdorff and S has the final topology with respect to a family of
incoming functions {f;: C; — S};.; then S x K has the final topology
with respect to the family {f; X 1x: C; Xx X — S x K} (this is easily
verified using [9, p. 265, Theorem 5.3] and the universal property
of final topologies). It follows, by the composition rule for final
topologies [5, p. 96], that if .o~ is a class of locally compact Haus-
dorff spaces then (X X, Y) X. Z has the final topology with respect
to all incoming functions
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I, XX XXAXA—XXYXZ
I X1y Xg{@ XY XA— X XY X Z
X i X1{El XYy x Z— X XY X Z

where feM(A', Y),9eM(A, Z), A, A'e v, xeX,ycY.
(ii) If A,A'e. o/ feM(A,Y),geM(A',Z) then A” = A x A'e
Y and

IXfFXgXXAXA—XXYXLZ
can be expressed in the form
1 X (fprojs, gproj,): X x A — X XY X Z;

hence the identity (X X, Y)X., Z— X X (Y X. Z) is continuous.

(iii) It follows from Lemma 0.2 that there is an identification
map p: C = ;.4 C; — X, where each C, is compact Hausdorff. Now
A X A' is an a-space so there is an identification ¢: A” = Uuex 47 —
A x A’ and the composite

CxXAl——>Cx Ax A — X X A X A
1Xgq

P X 14X 1y

is also an identification; the last fact following by the argument
used at the beginning of (ii). The composites

CoX Al — X X A X A’ — (XX, Y)X. Z

1XfXg
factor through the maps
IX(f,90: XXA—XXA(YX.,Z)

and the result follows.
2. Exponential laws and monoidal closed structures for ToP.

ProOPOSITION 2.1. (Proper condition, compare with [1, Theorem
4.21].) If the spaces im .o are compact and f: XX .Y —Z is
continuous then f(x,y) = f'(x)(y) determines a continuous function
[l X-> MY, Z).

Proof. For each xec X, f'(x) is simply the composite
Y={x} xY

——>X)(J,Y—f—>Z,

inclusion

the inclusion is continuous from the definition of X X Y, and hence
f' is a well defined function.
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Now let W =W(g, U) be a subbasic open set for M, (Y, Z),
where g: A—-Y. If k= f(1 xg9g): X X A— Z then k is continuous
and k™*(U) is open in X X A. Given ze(f")"(W) it is clear that
{x} x A kY(U). Now A is compact and so there exists an open
set V< X such that xe V and V X A C kY(U) [14, Theorem 5.12].
This implies that xe€ V < (f")""(W) and so (f')"%(W) is open.

DEFINITION 2.2. The class .o~ of spaces will be said to be a
regular class if for any element % of a set 4 in .&7 any neighbor-
hood of k contains a closed neighborhood C for which there is a
surjective mapr: B— C with Be ., We notice that the individual
spaces in .%” must then, of course, themselves be regular.

PRrROPOSITION 2.3 (Admissible condition, compare with [1, Theorem
4.71.) If .o7 is a regular class of spaces and f': X —> M, (Y, Z) is
continuous, then so is the associated function f: X X,Y — Z.

Proof. We show that the evaluation map,
e M (Y, Z) X Y—Z, e(9,y) =91,
is continuous and the result will follow. since
f=e(f" x1y.
Using the universal property of final topologies and noticing that
e(i X 1,):{h} XY — 2

is clearly continuous for all he M. (Y, Z), we just have to prove
that

e.=e(l X k): MY, Z) X A—> Z, e,(9, a) = gk(a) where
ke M(A, Y), is continuous.

Let U be an open subset of Z and (g, a) €¢;'(U). Then the regularity
of .o ensures that there is an open set ¥V and a closed set C such
that

ae VS CC kg ((U) with Wk|C, U)=Wir, U),

for a suitable choice of ». Hence W(k|C, U) is a subbasic open set
for M. (Y, Z) and g(a)e (W(k|C, U) x V)*» C ¢;*(U) ensures that
¢;'(U) is open and that ¢, is continuous.

THEOREM 2.4 (Exponential law). (1) Given that X, Y, Z are
spaces and .7 is a regular class of compact spaces. The function
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0: M.(X, MY, Z) — M (XX.,Y, Z),
0f") =1 fle,v) = f'@)y),rcX,ye Y,

is a continuous bijection.

(ii) If, in addition, .5 is a class of Hausdorff spaces closed
under the formation of cartesian products then 6 is a homeomor-
phism.

Proof. (i) It follows from 1.4(1) and the continuity of the
evaluation maps e (see the proof of 2.3) that the composite

Mo X, MY, 2)) Xl X X Y) = (Mo(X, MoAY, Z)) X X)
X, Y— M (Y Z)X.,.Y—Z
e X1 e

is continuous; the result follows from 2.1.
(ii) This follows from 1.4 (ii), 2.1, 2.8 and [15, Theorem 10].

DEFINITION 2.5. A monoidal closed structure for Top will mean
a 4-tuple (Top, {*}, X., M..(—, —)), where {*} is a singleton space
and X, and M_(—, —) are the product and function space bifunctors
associated with some class .%7 subject to the following axioms:

(i) thereisan exponential homeomorphism as in Theorem 2.4(ii);

(ii) there is a natural homeomorphism

o X — M . ({*}, X), g(@)(*) = 2, v X.

1t follows from [10, p. 495, Theorem 5.10} that any such structure
can be completed to determine a monoidal closed category [10, p.
475].

THEOREM 2.6. If . s a regular class of compact Hausdorff
spaces containing at least one monempty space and closed under the
formation of Cartesian products then the product X X. Y and the
function space M (Y, Z) determine a monoidal closed structure for
Top.

Proof. Condition (i) follows from 2.4(ii); condition (ii) either
from the definition of M. (Y, Z) or 1.2 and the first sentence of [10,
p. 480].

REMARK 2.10. If X, Y are Hausdorff (or 7, or regular) then
X X .Y is Hausdorff (or T, or regular respectively). This follows
from the continuity of the identity X X .Y —» X X Y. If Zis Haus-
dorff (or T, or regular) then M (Y, Z) is Hausdorff (or T, or regular
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respectively), the regular case requiring that .%7 is a class of
compact spaces. The proofs are similar to the analogous standard
results for the compact-open topology. Hence Theorem 2.5 also gives
sufficient conditions for the existence of monoidal closed structures
on HAUS (and on the categories of T,-spaces and regular spaces).

3. Exponential law relating cartesian products to function
spaces with the .-open topology.

THEOREM 3.1. Let .7 be a regular class of compact spaces and
X, Y and Z be given spaces.

(i) The function 6: M. (X, M., (Y, Z)) > M. (X XY, Z) is «a
continuous bijection if

XXxY=XX,Y.

(ii) If, wm addition, .7 consists of Hausdorff spaces and is
closed under the formation of cartesian products then 6 is a homeo-
morphism if and only if X XY =XX_Y.

Proof. This follows easily from Theorem 2.4.

Hence the problem of determining conditions under which there
is a valid exponential law relating X x Y with M. (Y, Z) reduces to
finding conditions under which X xY = X X_. Y. Criteria of this
type are given by the next result.

DEFINITION 3.2. The space Y is said to be locally .7 if each
point ¥ € Y has a neighborhood A, homeomorphic to a space in .7

PROPOSITION 3.3. Given spaces X and Y and a class of spaces
7, if either (1) Y is locally &7 or (ii) X XY s an a-space then
XxY=XX.,Y.

Proof. We have to show that 1: XX Y — XX Y is continuous.
(i) We notice that for each choice of ¥ the composite

XXV,—/mXXx A, — XX,Y,
1 1X1

is continuous where e V, £ A, and V, is open in Y. If U is open
in X X. Y it follows that U N (X x V,) is open in X X V,, and there-
fore in X X Y. Hence

U=UUNX XV, isopenin X XY.
yeyY
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(ii) 1:a(X XY)— X X.Y is continuous, and the result follows
since X XY =a(X X Y).

4. Cartesian closed categories of topological spaces. The reader
will recall that a category of topological spaces is Cartesian closed
[10, p. 551} if it includes a singleton space and is equipped with
categorical product and function space bifunctors related by an
exponential law. It is well known (see e.g., [8, Theorem 3.1], [19],
[23, §3] and [25, Theorem 3.3]) that with suitable restrictions on
7 the category of a-spaces is cartesian closed. We prove below
that these “cartesian closed” exponential laws are simply the restric-
tion of our expomential law (Theorem 2.4) to categories of a-spaces.

Our first result is essentially a slight generalization of [23,
Corollary 3.3(b)].

LEMMA 4.1. Let .o be a class of locally compact Housdorff
spaces satisfying the condition that A X B is an a-space for any
choice of A, Be .7 If X is an a-space and Y e€.97 then X XY =
a(X xXY).

Proof. Given that Z is a space and f: X XY — Z is a function.
The continuity of f is equivalent to the continuity of the corre-
sponding f': X — M, (Y, Z), and hence to the continuity of all
funections f'g: A —> M, (Y, Z) where Ac.o” and ge M(A4, Y).. Now
this last condition is equivalent to the continuity of all f(g X 1;):
A XY —Z and so A xY has the final topology relative to all maps
g X1,:AXY—>X XxY. Wenotice that maps (g, h): 4 > X X Y factor
through g x 1,; it follows by the composition rule for final topologies
[5, p. 96] that X X Y is an a-space.

REMARK 4.2. The identities a(X XY) > X X.,Y— X XY are
continuous and so, under the assumptions of 4.1, a(XX Y)=XX_, Y=
X xY. The condition for a(X xY) = XX_. Y is generalized in the
next result.

PROPOSITION 4.3. Given that . s a class of locally compact
Hausdorfl spaces satisfying the condition that A X B is an a-space
for any A, Be .7 If X and Y are a-spaces then X X ,Y = a(X X Y).

Proof. Given that Ae ./, X X A is an a-space [23, Corollary
3.8]; it follows that X X .Y has the final topology with respect to
all maps

(90 A— X XY, iXh{r}x A — X XY,
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where A'e . feM(A', X),9e M(A', Y),heM(4,7Y), i:{x} - X is
the ineclusion and zeX. Henece X X. Y has the final topology
relative to all incoming maps from spaces in .97

THEOREM 4.4. If &7 s a regular class of compact Hausdorff
spaces satisfying the condition that A X B is an a-space whenever
A, Be .57, then the category of a-spaces with product a(X XY) and
function space aM. (Y, Z) is a cartesian closed category.

Proof.

M(X, aM. (Y, Z) = M(X, MY, Z)) [23, Corollary 1.4]
= M(X X.. Y, Z) 2.4()
= M(X xY), Z) 4.3

and the result follows.

REMARK 4.5. The other approaches mentioned at the beginning
of this section give slightly stronger results than our 4.4; we can
in each case delete the regular class requirement, the last two
(equivalent) cases use a(M..(Y, Z)) rather than our aM_.(Y, Z) for
their function spaces. Our version seems, however, to include all
of the important examples. Also it follows that given spaces Y and
Z and a class .o satisfying the conditions of Theorem 4.4 then

a'M.,V(Y; Z) = a‘Mcct(Y, Z) .
5. Locally .&” spaces and a-spaces.

PROPOSITION 5.1. If the space Y is locally &7 then Y is an a-
space.

Proof. If U is open in aY then UN A, is open in A, for all
ye Y, where {4,},., is the cover of ¥ with open subcover {U,},.r
whose existence is implied by the data. It follows that UN U, is open
in U, for all ye Y; hence UNU, is open in Y and U = UY,,UNVU, is
open in Y. So the identity function ¥ — oY is continuous and hence
is a homeomorphism.

THEOREM 5.2. Let .7 be any class of spaces containing at least
one nonemply space and % be a class of a-spaces containing all
topological sums of spaces in % The class of all a-spaces is then
the class of all quotients of spaces in <. In particular the class
of all a-spaces can be characterized as either (i) the class of all
quotients of topological sums of spaces in . or (ii) the class of all
quotients of locally 7 spaces .
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Proof. If X is an a-space then it is a quotient of a topological
sum of spaces in .7 (see Lemma 0.2) and hence a quotient of spaces
in &. Conversely any quotient of a space in & is a quotient of an
a-space, and hence is itself an a-space [23, Corollary 2.2].

6. First example: the sequential case.

(1) We will take &7 = &%/ the class whose only element is
N_, the one point compactification of the natural numbers with the
discrete topology. Then M. (Y, Z) carries the &.%%-open topology
(convergent sequence-open topology) of [12], [13]. Now &% is a
regular class consisting of one compact Hausdorff space and it follows
from 2.4(i) that there is a continuous bijection:

M’{S’(X, ng(Y, Z)) R M’{y(X Xefy Y, Z) .

Now %% is not closed under the formation of cartesian products,
so it is not clear if the & S-product is associative, if 8 is a homeo-
morphism or if this determines a monoidal closed structure on Top.
The associated category of a-spaces is the category of sequential
spaces.
It follows from 3.1 and 3.3 that if X and Y are spaces whose
product is a sequential space then

M o (X, My (Y, Z)) =M. (XXY, Z).

Various characterizations of the category of sequential spaces follow
from our 5.2, i.e., it is:

(a) the category of metrizable spaces and their quotients,

(b) the category of first countable spaces and their quotients,

(¢) the category of direct sums of copies of N, and their
quotients,

(d) the category of all locally compact metrizable spaces and
their quotients,

(e) the category of all direct sums of compact metrizable spaces
and their quotients,
and

(f) the category of all M-spaces [16] and their quotients ((a),
(b), (¢) are given in [11]).

A detailed discussion of most of the points raised in this example
is given in [21].

Our sequential exponential laws .should not be confused with
the analagous results for L*-spaces [18, p. 200, Theorem 3'] and
“convergences” [21, Theorem 2.5]. These “objects”, although they
can be generated by N., are not topological spaces; the relationship
between such exponential laws and those for sequential spaces is
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discussed in [21, Chapter III].
7. Convenient categories.

DEFINITION 7.1. Given a class .o the associated category of
a-spaces is said to be a convenient topological category if:

(i) it is cartesian closed, and ‘

(ii) it contains the underlying topological spaces of all CW-
complexes, all differentiable manifolds and all metric spaces.

The category is then “closed under certain standard operations”
(it has limits and colimits, subspaces and quotients), (i) ensures
that it is small enough to satisfy “certain reasonable identities” and
(ii) that is large enough to contain (just about) ‘“all of the par-
ticular spaces arising in practice”; it follows that it is convenient
in the sense of Steenrod [20]. For more details of these arguments
the reader is referred to [23, 2.1 and 3.7].

REMARK 7.2. Some limits of spaces (e.g., any cartesian product
of CW-complexes which fails to be a CW-complex) and some func-
tion spaces (e.g., with the compact-open topology) may be outside
a convenient category. We can, however, replace any such spaces
by their images under the appropriate functor . The fact that a
convenient category includes the standard spheres S* and cylinders
S* x I ensures that the identity ¢ X — X is a weak homotopy equi-
valence and induces isomorphisms of homotopy, homology and cohomo-
logy groups [23, 1.2(h) and 5.3(d)].

PROPOSITION 7.3. Given that . gemerates a cartesian closed
category of a-spaces. The following conditions are equivalent

(1) the category of a-spaces is convenient,

(ii) N, 1s an a-space,

(iii) all sequential spaces are a-spaces.

Proof. The condition (i) = (ii) because N, is metrizable, (ii) =
(iii) follows from (c) above and [23, p. 548] and (iii) = (i) is immediate.

THEOREM 7.4. The category of sequential spaces is the smallest
convenient topological category.

Proof. This is immediate from 7.3(iii).

THEOREM 7.5. Let .7 be a regular class of compact Hausdorff
spaces satisfying the conditions that:
(i) N, 1s an a-space,
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(ii) A X B is an a-space whenever A, B€ .7 Then the category
of a-spaces is a convenient topological category.

Proof. This follows from 6.1 (ii) and 4.4.

REMARK 7.6. (a) Condition (i) is satisfied if N, .97 [23, 1.2(d)].
(b) If we use a different function space, i.e., aM.(Y, Z) rather than
aM. (Y, Z), then the “regular class” condition can be deleted from
7.5 (see Remark 4.5).

8. Further examples. The sequential example has been consider-
ed in §6. Each of the examples (ii), (iii), (iv), (v), (vi), (vii) and (viii)
below is determined by a regular class of compact Hausdorff spaces,
hence each satisfies an exponential law as in 2.4(1). These cases all
involve classes closed under the formation of cartesian products and
hence determine exponential homeomorphisms; all but (ii) generate
monoidal closed structures for TOP (see 2.6). Example (v) is the
monoidal closed structure for the category of all Hausdorff spaces
associated with the compact-open topology and referred to in the
introduction.

(ii) Let us take .o = &, the empty class of spaces; then
M.(Y, Z) has the indiscrete topology and X X.Y has the final topology
with respect to all inclusions

{2} X Y— X XY, 2z€6X

(and not the discrete topology as stated in [24, p. 277](. It is easily
seen that this condition ensures that a given function f: X X.Y —>Z
is continuous if and only if the associated f': X — M (Y, Z) is well
defined, the continuity of f' being immediate X X. {*} is discrete and
so the structure is not monoidal closed.

The idea of being locally & (i.e. locally empty) is self contra-
dictory! The associated cartesian closed category is the category of all
discrete spaces; it is not convenient, however, as it does not contain
many of “the particular spaces arising in practice.”

(iii) We now take .97 = 5=, the class of all finite discrete
spaces; then M_-.(Y, Z) has the topology of pointwise convergence.
It is known [4, Remark 1.15], [17, Theorem 1.5],[24, p. 277] and
[25, p. 226-227] that this determines an exponential law and hence
a monoidal closed structure on ToP.

If Y is discrete (=locally &#<) then X X -.Y = X XY and

0: Mfz/:(X, M:rg(Y, Z)) I Mfz’(X X Y, Z)

is a homeomorphism. The corresponding cartesian closed category
is, as in example (i), the category of discrete spaces.
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(iv) Let us take % = ¥.5%, the class of all compact Hausdorff
spaces. Then TorP with the exponential law.

Mool X, Moo (Y, Z)) = Mool X X Y, Z)

is monoidal closed.
It follows from 3.1 and 3.8 that if either (i) Y is locally compact
and Hausdorff or if (ii) X XY is a f-space then

Meo(X, Mes(Y, 2)) = Mea(X XY, Z) .

The associated convenient category is that of f-spaces [7], [2,
p. 276] and [23, p. 558]. It is well known (and follows from 5.2)
that this is the category of all locally compact Hausdorff spaces and
their quotients.

(v) If X and Y are Hausdorff then M...(Y, Z) has the compact-
open topology (=M.,.(Y, Z)) [7, p. 23] and X X.. Y coincides with
the product X X,Y of [3, p. 309-310], we then have the exponential
law

Moo X, Mool(Y, Z)) = Moo X X,Y, Z)

(=[4, Theorem 1.6]). Hence taking .o = 57 and working with
the compact-open topology and HAUS we obtain a monoidal closed
structure on that category.

The last homeomorphism of example (iv) then reduces to the
following standard theorem (=[9, p. 265, Theorem 3]): If X, Y are
Hausdorff and either (i) Y is locally compact or (ii) X x Y is compactly
generated, then

Mool X, Mol Y, Z)) = Moo X X Y, Z) .

The associated convenient category is that of compactly-generated
spaces.

(vi) We will now take & = &.# the class of all compact
metrizable spaces.

It follows from 3.1 and 8.3 that: If either (i) Y is locally compact-
metrizable, or (ii) X X Y is a sequential space (e.g., X, Y first-countable
or X, Y spaces whose product is a CW-complex) then

M. (X, M. (Y, Z)) =M. (X XY, 2Z).

The corresponding convenient category is that of sequential spaces
[25, p. 236-237]; for more details see example (i) above.

(vii) Let us now take .7 = &<# the class of all cubes I* (I
denotes the unit interval, #» > 0 and finite). The associated cartesian
closed category has been discussed in [8, p. 6] and [25, p. 236-237].

It follows from 5.2 that is can be characterized as either
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(a) the category of all underlying spaces of CW-complexes and
their quotients [8, p. 6],

(b) the category of all locally Euclidean spaces and their quo-
tients,

(e) the category of all topological sums of cubes I and the
quotients of such sums, and

(d) the category of all topological sums of copies of the unit
interval I and the quotients of such sums [25, p. 237] (the proof of
(d) involves (c), the fact that each I* has the final topology with
respect to all incoming maps from I and the composition rule [5, p.
96] for final topologies).

It follows from 3.3 and (a) above that: if either (i) Y is locally
Euclidean or (ii) X and Y are spaces whose product is the underlying
space of a CW-complex then

Meo(X, Moo(Y, Z) = Meo(X XY, Z) .

The associated, cartesian closed category, although adequate for many
purposes in Algebraic Topology, is not a convenient topological
category sense. The reason is that it does not contain all metric
spaces; in particular it does not contain N_, for it is easily seen
that the corresponding aN, carries the discrete topology.

(vil) Finally we take . = &5#°%, the set of compact Hausdorff
spaces whose underlying set is countable. A monoidal closed structure
for ToP and associated convenient category are determined. Now
countable compact Hausdorff spaces are metrizable, so

{(N.jcesxpe Ccs A

and the associated convenient category is that of sequential spaces
[25, p. 23T].

REMARK 8.1. Many other classes of spaces . determine monoidal
closed structures for TorP and cartesian closed (and often convenient)
categories of a-spaces. Assume for example that P is any property
of topological spaces that is productive [14, p. 133] and closed here-
ditary, the last condition meaning that if a space satisfies P then
all of its closed subspaces satisfy P. It follows that if

% = the class of all compact Hausdorff spaces satisfying P

contains a nonempty space then it generates a monoidal closed
structure for ToP and a cartesian closed category of a-spaces. The
reader might also consider the results of taking . = {I} or .&% =
{NZ|n = a finite integer}.

It is not, however, clear to the authors that any of the modified
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products, function spaces M. (Y, Z) and categories of a-spaces gen-
erated are distinet from examples (i) --- (viii) above (compare with

$9).

9. Comparison of function space topologies. It is clear that
if .97, .97 are classes of spaces and .97 C .9 then the .97-open topology
is contained in the .%4-open topology; hence the following identity
functions are continuous:

Mes(Y, 2)
/ \

Z)=——MeoAY, oY, Zy~—Mzeco(Y,
MY, Z) MeAY, Z)\MZG%”K(Y,Z)/M//(Y Z) Me:Y, Z)

MY, Z) /

The % -open and &% Z-open topologies are the indiscrete topology
and the topology of pointwise convergence respectively; furthermore
the latter is completely independent of the topology on Y, so these
two are in general distinet from the others. It is shown in [13, p.
110] that the % <%-open topology is in general distinet from the
compact-open topology; the same argument shows that both the
. -open and & .57z -open topologies differ from all of the &7~
open, &../-open and & .<Z-open topologies. The essential point here
being that one cannot cover the unit interval with union of a finite
countable sets.

LEMMA 9.1. Let .o7 .57 be regular classes of compact Hausdorff
spaces closed under the formation of cartesian products and Y be a
giwen space. Then M (Y, Z)= M (Y, Z) for all spaces Z if and
only if XX, Y =XX_..Y for all spaces X.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.4 and the uniqueness of
adjoints.

PROPOSITION 9.2. M_.,(Y, Z) + M. (Y, Z), in general.

Proof. It is sufficient, by the previous lemma, to show
N,X. ,N,#N,XzzN. .
Consider the set:
D = {(n,n)|neN_,}C N2 .

N,.Xe.N,= N, x N, (by Lemma 38.3) and D is not closed in that
space. On the other hand all maps from I" into N, are constant and
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so N, X..» N. has the final topology with respect to all inclusions
{x} X Ny— N, X N, N, X {y} —> N, X N, 2, ye N,, .

Hence D is closed in N, X.» N, [5, p. 93, 4.22(b)] and the result
follows.
Hence we have proved the following result.

THEOREM 9.3. There are at least five distinct set-open function
space topologies on M(Y, Z) (indiscrete, pointwise-convergence, & .57
open, G F-open and G SFE-open) that have associated exponential
homeomorphisms in TOP.

We have not been able to determine whether:

(i) Mgs (Y, Z) and M..(Y, Z) are in general distinct;
and

(i) M..(Y,Z) and M. (Y, Z) are in general distinct.
Question (i) is related to the problem of whether M. . (Y, Z) deter-
mines a monoidal closed structure on ToP; question (ii) is of some
interest because €57 and &.# give rise to different convenient
categories.

PROPOSITION 9.4. Given spaces Y, Z.
(i) If Y is a discrete space then

Mg‘ﬁ(Y, Z) = M?W(Yy Z) = Mz;y(Y, Z) = M@f&r’v(Y, Z)
=M (Y, Z) = M.5(Y, Z) = M..(Y, Z) .

(ii) If Y us locally Euclidean
M. Y, Z)= M, Y, Z) = M..(Y, Z) .
(iii) If Y s metrizable

MY, Z)=M,. Y, Z) = MY, Z) .
Proof. (i) For each choice of .9 the subsets f(4) of Y are
compact, and hence are either the finite subsets or the singleton

subsets; hence the function space topologies coincide.
(ii) We have, for all spaces X

(by 3, 3); the result follows by 9.1.
(iii) This is immediate from the definitions involved.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT. Georg Grene has pointed out the necessity
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of excluding the case .% = & from 1.2 and 2.6, hence % does not
therefore determine a monoidal closed structure on Top.
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