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Duality of functors in the category of topological spaces with a distinguished
point was proposed by the author (1) as a formalization of Eckmann-Hilton du-
ality. In the present note an analogous duality is studied in the category of weak
homotopy types of spaces with distinguished points. Such a change of category
makes it possible to eliminate two important shortcomings of the duality opera-
tor introduced in (}). First, the latter is not homotopical. For example, for any
CW-complex there is a homotopy equivalence X * X ~ XS(X#X) (we borrow
the notation from (!)). But of the functors X — X * X and X — S(X#X),
the first is reflexive, while the second is dual to the zero functor. In the sense of
the present note, however, these functors do not differ from one another at all.
Secondly, the new approach makes it possible completely to avoid considerable
difficulties of a general topological nature that arise in considering the duality
operator (1).

The plan of the note is as follows. First (§§ 1, 2) the definition is given of the
category, functors, and duality; § 3 contains some examples; in § 4 restrictions
are formulated under which the equality

D(ST)=DS o DT
holds; § 5 is devoted to consideration of the category of stable homotopy types.

§ 1. An object of the category JH is a class of weakly homotopy equivalent
Hausdorff spaces with a distinguished point. In order to specify an object X of
the category J, one must specify a space X representing it. Two objects are
considered equivalent, respectively canonically equivalent, if between the spaces
representing them there exists, respectively, a specified weak homotopy equiv-
alence. A morphism f : X — Y of an object X into an object Y is specified
if a continuous map f : X — Y, carrying the distinguished point to the distin-
guished point, is specified. Two morphisms represented by maps ﬂ : )_(Z- — }7;-,
i = 1,2, are considered canonically equivalent if a weak homotopy equivalence
of the pairs (Zf;, X,), (Zf,, X,) is specified. Here Zf is the mapping cylinder
of f.
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Remark 1. Obviously, the category # 7' of morphisms of the category F is
equivalent to the category (H,H) of weak-homotopy classes of pairs.

Remark 2. If x-morphisms f: X — Y and g : Y — Z are specified, then
they determine, up to canonical equivalence, a morphism ¢gf : X — Z—their
composition.

For any two objects X and Y of the category H the objects X x Y, X VY,
X#Y, XY are specified (construction of the last: CTW-complexes X and Y
representing the objects X and Y are chosen, and the space XY is regarded as
a representative of X). Obviously, the equality

(YZ)X — YZ#X;

holds; specifying a morphism X — YZ is equivalent to specifying a morphism
Z#X =Y.

* “Specified” always means specified up to canonical equivalence.

Definition 1. A covariant functor S : H — H is called continuous if, for
any two objects X,Y € H, a morphism ig(X,Y) : X#SY — S(X#Y) is
given, and the correspondence (X,Y) — ig(X,Y) defines a covariant functor
ig: H x H — HH = (I, 70).

Definition 2. A natural map ¢ : S — T of a continuous functor S into a
continuous functor 7 is called continuous if the two functors 4,29 : K x H —
HH where i1(X,Y),iy(X,Y) : X#SY — T(X#Y),

W(X,Y) = oxpy oisg(X,Y),  0p(X,Y) =ip(X,Y) o [X#oy],

are equivalent.

Denote by ¢ : HH — H the functor which assigns to a morphism f: X — Y,
represented by a map f: X — Y, the object Y U, C'X, represented by the space

Y Us CX (here CX is the cone over the space X).

Remark 3. It is easy to check that if the functor S is continuous, then the
functor S : H x H — H, S’ = £oig, is continuous in each argument. For a
continuous map ¢ : S — T, the functor TU,CS ((TU,CS)X =TXU, CSX)
is continuous.

Remark 4. The functors and maps of functors defined in (1) define continuous
functors and their continuous maps in the sense of the definitions given here.
In particular, for any object A € K the continuous functors ¥, and {2, are
defined, and for any morphism f : A; — A, the continuous maps X, — X,
and Q4 — Q, are defined.

Remark 5. If S,T are continuous functors, then their composition ST is a
continuous functor.
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Remark 6. In the definition of a continuous functor, the requirement that
there exist a map X#SY — S(X#Y') may be replaced by the requirement that
there exist a map XY — SX°Y with certain natural properties.

§ 2. Let F be the category whose objects are the continuous functors in ', and
whose morphisms are the continuous maps of functors.

Definition 3. A contravariant functor D : & — F is called a duality opera-
tor if:

1°. D%, =Q,4 and DQ, =3, for any A € K.

2°. There exists a natural map » : & — DD, where & is the identity functor in
the category F, such that the composition

Mor (S, DT) — Mor (DDT, DS) — Mor (T, DS)

is one-to-one and onto for all S, T € F. Here Morp( , ) is the set of morphisms
from an object to an object in the category & .
Theorem 1. The duality operator exists and is unique.

The proof is based on the following lemma.

Lemma. Let P: H — § be a contravariant functor from the category H to
the category 8 of sets with distinguished element *, such that:

L PV, ;X;) = [l;.; P(X;). Here the sign \/ denotes a bougquet, [] a
product, and I an arbitrary set of indices.

2. Ifae P(X), f:Y — X is a morphism, and P(f)a = * in P(Y), then
there ezists B € P(XU;CY) such that o = P(i)B3, wherei: X — XU,CY
is the inclusion.

3. Let By,By € P(X U; CY) and P(i)B; = P(i)By. Then there erists an
element v € P(XY) such that

P(m)(B1,7) = Ba,

where
T: XU, CY = (XU, CY) VY

is the separation of the suspension from the cone.

Then there exists an object A € H (unique up to canonical equivalence) such
that
P(X) =Morg(X,A).

This lemma follows from the usual obstruction and distinguishing theorems.

Let, further, S, T € F. Denote, for any X € H,

P(X) = Mot (S, Q7).
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The functor P satisfies the conditions of the lemma. By {S — T} we shall
denote the object of H existing by this lemma.

It is easily verified that {£4S5 — T} = {S — Q, T} = Q{S - T}; {SQ,4 —
T = {S — TX,}; SA = {Q, — S}, the equalities meaning canonical
equivalence. Continuous mappings S; — S,, 13 — T, induce morphisms
{S9 =T} = {5, =T} {S - T} = {S — T,}. We note that, in check-
ing these assertions, and also later on, it will be necessary to use not only the
lemma formulated above, but also the analogous assertion for pairs.

It remains now to put

DSA={S = %,}.

If Ay — A, is a morphism, then a continuous mapping ¥, — X, is induced
and, consequently, a morphism DSA; — DSA,. The continuity of the functor
DS, as well as the fulfillment of properties 1° and 2°, are checked directly.

In addition to property 2° one can prove that there is a natural canonical equiv-
alence, in S and T,

{S = DT} ={T — DS}.

§ 3. Hypothesis. The functor S is reflexive (i.e. D25 = 9) if and only if
there exists a reflexive functor S in the category of topological spaces with
distinguished point such that the functor is obtained from the functor S by
passing from topological spaces to their weak homotopy types (see Remark 4).
In this case the functor is obtained in the same way from DS.*

From this hypothesis it would follow, for the operator D from (1), that if S,
and S, are two reflexive functors in the category of topological spaces and if for
every CW-complex A the spaces S; A and S, A are weakly homotopy equivalent
naturally in A, then the same is true also for the spaces DS;A and DS,A.
For nonreflexive functors this is false, as is shown by the example given in the
introduction.

The stated hypothesis does not contradict the existence of nonreflexive functors
in the category of topological spaces which become reflexive upon passage to
the category J. Here are two examples: P, where P(X) = X#X, and T3,
where T5 X C X X X X X; T4(X) = {(z1, 29, X3), Ty = *, OF Ty = *, OF Ty = *}.
The reflexivity of these functors in the category H would follow immediately
from the stated hypothesis, but it can also be proved without it by a direct
computation of the dual functor. Namely, the functor D P assigns to the weak-
homotopy class of a space A the weak-homotopy class of the space of paths in
A x A beginning at the distinguished point and ending at points of the bouquet
AV AC AxA. The space DT5A can be obtained by contracting, in the direct
product A x DPA, the subspace * x DPA to a point.
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One can also check that the functor J, JX = X % X, is reflexive and that,
with respect to the operator 2, the space 2J A has the homotopy type DJA =
K (A, A). Hence it follows that

K(A, A) ~ Q(DPA).

§ 4. Consider continuous functors satisfying the following additional condition:

(x) Let A,C, X € J be arbitrary objects. Suppose that for all B € H a
morphism

P X — A#(B#C)SD
is given such that, if ¢ : B; — B, is a morphism, then

(A#(p#C)%Pr) 0 pp, = (AF(Bo#C)) 0 pp,.

Then there exists a morphism

p: X = A#{S — X}

such that for all B € J there is a canonical equivalence

(A#’/TB> °p = PR,
where
i {S = Yot — (C#B)SB

is the obvious morphism.

Theorem 2. If S, T € ¥, and the functor T satisfies axiom (*), then

D(SoT)=DS o DT.

Proof essentially repeats verbatim the proof of the analogous assertion in (2).
It differs from it in two places:
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* By the symbol D, in contrast to 2D, we denote the duality operator from note
(1).

first, all the difficulties arising from point-set topology are removed. Secondly,
in constructing the mapping D(Q4T) — X 4, DT, at the very end the fulfillment
of axiom (%) for T is required.

Condition () is fulfilled, for example, for S = ¥ ,, since in this case (B#C)5E =
{S = X} for B=T (a two-point set). Similar considerations make it possible
to verify axiom (x) for all the basic functors from note (1). But whether it is
always fulfilled, I do not know.

§ 5. Duality can be defined in exactly the same way also in the category of
stable homotopy types. For them it turns out:

Theorem 3. In the category H'S) of stable weak homotopy types, every con-
tinuous functor is a functor of the form ¥ 4. Moreover,

2)(EA) = ZBa

where B is dual to A in the Spanier- Whitehead sense.
The proof is quite simple.
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