FINITE SPACES AND APPLICATIONS TO THE EULER
CHARACTERISTIC

JOSHUA WAKEFIELD

ABSTRACT. The aim of this paper is to introduce finite spaces and their sim-
plicial complexes. Next, we give an application to combinatorics in the form
of a relation between the Euler characteristic and the Mobius function. We
begin by giving an overview of finite topological spaces. We introduce beat
points and weak homotopy equivalences. Then, we show that finite spaces are
weak homotopy equivalent to their associated simplicial complexes. Lastly,
we discuss the Euler characteristic of finite spaces. We introduce the M&bius
function of posets to show its relation to the Euler characteristic.
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1. FINITE TOPOLOGICAL SPACES AND PREORDERED SETS

We begin with an exposition of finite topological spaces as an analogy to finite
preordered sets.

Definition 1.1. A finite topological space is a topological space with only a finite
number of points.

Definition 1.2. A finite preordered set is a set along with a binary relation “<”
that compares elements and designates when one element is greater than another.
For a preordered set P and elements a, b, c € P, the relation follows two properties:
® a<a,
e Ifa<band b<cthena<ec

We now show that these two concepts are in fact the same. Given a finite
topological space X, first note that the intersection of arbitrary open sets is open,
as there are only a finite number of open sets to begin with. Thus for each = € X,
define the minimal open set U, to be the intersection of all open sets in X containing
z. The set of these U, forms a basis for the space X; call this basis the minimal
basis. This is called the minimal basis because any other basis B for X must
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contain the minimal basis: if U, is not an element of B, then it must be the union
of elements of B. But if that were the case, then one of those elements must contain
x, and thus that element must be U, as it cannot contain anything outside of U,.
Therefore, the minimal basis is a subset of B.

Now, we define a preorder on a finite topological space X as z < y if x € U,,.
Now if X were a finite preordered set, we can define a topology on X as the topology
with a basis of sets {y € X | y < z} for all x € X. According to this definition, if
y < z, then y is contained in every basis element that also contains x. Thus y is
contained in their intersection, and thus y is contained in U,. On the other hand,
if in a finite topological space y € U,, then y < x. Thus, according to these two
definitions, y < z if and only if y € U,, which implies that these two definitions are
mutually inverses.Thus finite topological spaces and finite preordered sets are in a
one-to-one correspondence.

A common axiom used in topology is the T separation axiom.

Definition 1.3. A space satisfies the Ty aziom if no two points have an exactly
identical set of open neighborhoods.

Likewise, a common extension of the idea of a preordered set is to that of a
partially ordered set.

Definition 1.4. A partially ordered set, also known as a poset, is a preordered set
under the restriction that if x < y and y < x, then z = y.

Remark 1.5. If X is a T} finite topological space with z,y € X, then € U, and
y € U, implies that x and y are the same point. Translating this over to preordered
set terminology, * < y and y < x implies x = y. But this is exactly the requirement
for a preordered set to be a poset. Thus posets and T topological spaces are in
one-to-one correspondence as well.

This correspondence between finite spaces and preordered sets is interesting, but
what is really important about it is that the correspondence extends to maps of
these spaces.

Definition 1.6. A map f: X — Z between preordered sets is order preserving if
x <y implies that f(z) < f(y) for all z and y in X.

We now show that these maps correspond exactly to continuous maps between
finite topological spaces.

Lemma 1.7. A function [ between finite spaces is continuous if and only if it is
order preserving.

Proof. Consider a function f : X — Y between finite spaces. Let z and y be
elements of X with x < y. If f is continuous, then ffl(Uf(y)) is open. But
y € [ (Uyy)), and since & < y, it follows that € f~'(Uypy). Thus f(z) €
S (Usy)), so f(z) < f(y), and thus f is order preserving.

Now let f be order preserving. Since the set of U,’s constitutes a basis, we only
need to show that f~1(U,) is open for all z € Z. Suppose y € f~1(U,). As v <y,
f(@) < f(y) < z. Thus x € f~1(U,). Thus f is continuous as U, is a union of
minimal basis elements with maximums in the set f~1(2). O
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2. CONNECTEDNESS AND HOMOTOPIES OF FINITE SPACES

Before this section, note that throughout this paper we will make use of the term
map between topological spaces generally to refer to continuous maps.

Definition 2.1. A path between points z and y in X is a map « : I — X such
that «(0) = 2 and a(1) = y.

Proposition 2.2. If z,y € X for X a finite space, and x < y, then there is a path
connecting x to y.

Proof. We prove this by constructing a path «. Define a to be the function such

that
z if0<t<]1
a(t) = :
y ift=1.

Now we show that « is a continuous. For all open subsets U C X, a~1(U) is either
0, [0,1), or [0, 1] since if U contains y then U also contains . Thus « is continuous
and thus is a path. ([l

Proposition 2.3. Suppose x,y € X for X a finite space. If there is a path con-
necting x to y, then there exists a sequence of points x1,xs, ..., T, with xt = 1 and
Yy = x, such that x; is comparable to x;41.

Proof. Let X be a finite space and let € X. Let
S={ye X |3 z,x9,..,2, with = 21,y = 2, and z; is comparable to x;1}.

But then S is open as if z € S, then so is U,. On the other hand, if z ¢ S then
neither is U,. Thus X \ S is open, and S is closed. But since S is both open and
closed, and X is connected, it must be the case that S = X. (Il

Now we examine homotopies of maps using the mapping space.

Definition 2.4. Let X and Y be topological spaces. The mapping space YX
denotes the set of maps from X to Y. Y X can be considered a topological space
by using the compact-open topology, which is the topology having a subbasis of sets
of the form

w(CU)={flf(C)cU}
for all C' compact in X and U open in Y.

Definition 2.5. For X and Y finite spaces and f,g € YX, the pointwise order on
Y X is defined by f < g if f(z) < g(z) for all z € X.

Proposition 2.6. For X and Y finite spaces, the intersection of all open sets in
YX containing a map g is {f € YX | f < g}.

Proof. Let V' denote the intersection of all open sets containing g. We know that
V is open as X and Y are finite. Let f < g. ¢ is an element of V, thus f € V.
Conversely, if f is in V' then fix an 2 € X. g is in W({z}, Uy)), thus f €
W({z},Ug(s)). Thus f(x) € Uy(,) and therefore f(z) < g(x). O

Proposition 2.6 can be restated as saying that the pointwise ordering coincides
with the preordering associated with the compact-open topology.

Throughout algebraic topology, one of the most important ideas is that of a
homotopy relation.



4 JOSHUA WAKEFIELD

Definition 2.7. Two maps f,g : X — Y between topological spaces X and Y
are homotopic if there exists a map G : X x I — Y such that for all x € X,
G(z,0) = f(z) and G(x,1) = g(x). If two maps f and g are homotopic, we write
f~g

Definition 2.8. T'wo spaces X and Y are said to be homotopy equivalent if there
exist maps f: X - Y and g : Y — X such that go f ~idx and fog~idy. We
write X ~ Y.

We use this opportunity to introduce some language that will be useful later.

Definition 2.9. A strong deformation retract of a space X is a subspace A such
that there exists a map F : X x [ — X with F(x,0) = z, F(z,1) € A, and
F(a,t)=aforallz € X,a€ A, and t € I.

In other words, let i : A — X denote the inclusion. F' is a homotopy between
id4 and a map i or for some map r : X — A. If A is a deformation retract of X,
then clearly X and A are homotopy equivalent.

Definition 2.10. A space is contractible if there exists a homotopy from the iden-
tity map on that space to a constant map.

Now we return to the context of finite spaces.

Proposition 2.11. For finite spaces X and Y, the homotopies h: X x I —'Y are
in bijective correspondence with the paths j : I — YX.

Proof. This correspondence is given by h(z,t) = j(t)(x). O

Proposition 2.11 implies that homotopy classes of maps between finite spaces are
equivalent to path components in the mapping space.

Proposition 2.12. Let f and g be maps between two finite topological spaces X
and Y. Then f ~ g if and only if there exist maps fi1,..., fn with f1 = f, fn=g9,
and such that f1 < fa, fo > f3,f3 < fa, fa = [f5, and so on.

Proof. First suppose that there is a string of maps f1, ..., f, that satisfy the con-
ditions above. Since for all i, either f; < f;41 or fir1 < fi, we have a path «

connecting f; with fi;1 in YX given by

a(t) — min(fi7 fi-‘rl) if 0 <t<l1
max(f;, fiy1) ift=1

Since this is order-preserving, it is continuous under the compact-open topology.
Since paths in YX correspond to homotopies, f; ~ fi1 for all i. Inductively,
f~g.

If f ~ g, then by proposition 2.11 we know that there is a path between f and
g in YX. Let Z be the set of points that are on this path. Thus Z is a connected
subspace of YX. But then by proposition 2.3, all maps including g are connected to
f by exactly a sequence fi, ..., f, such that f; = f, f, = ¢, and such that f; < fs,
fo > f3,f3 < fs, and so on. O

So far, we have mainly been dealing with finite spaces in general. However, alge-
braic topology usually only concerns itself with identifying spaces up to homotopy,
and in the case of finite spaces it turns out that every space is homotopy equivalent
to a Tp finite space. We show this below.
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Lemma 2.13. FEvery finite space X is homotopy equivalent to a finite Ty space Xg.

Proof. If X is a finite space, let Xy denote the space X/ ~ where x ~ y if < y
and y < z. Immediately we see that X is a Ty space as if z < y and y < = in X,
then x = y by the definition of Xy and quotient space. Thus, X as a preordered
set satisfies antisymmetry, which is the requirement for a preordered set to be a
poset. As we showed in remark 1.5, Xy being a poset is exactly the same as the
space X being Tj.

All that remains to be shown is that X is indeed homotopy equivalent to X.
Since Xy is a quotient of X, there is a quotient map ¢ : X — Xy. Let p be the
function such that g o p = idx,. Thus p o ¢ is order preserving, and furthermore,
poq < idx as it only sends elements to themselves or to something less than or
equal to themselves. Thus p is a homotopy inverse of ¢, and X ~ Xj. (]

This implies that from now on we only need concern ourselves with Tj finite
spaces up to homotopy.

3. BEAT POINTS AND CORES

Definition 3.1. A down beat point x of a finite Ty space is a point such that there
exists a y such that y < z, and if z < x then z < y. An up beat point = of a finite
Ty space is a point such that there exists a y such that y > x, and if z > x then
z 2.

Definition 3.2. A beat point is a point that is either an up beat point or a down
beat point.

Intuitively, a beat point is a point with a point directly above or below it, that
is to say, there is nothing between the two points.

Definition 3.3. A minimal finite space is a space without beat points. A core of
a finite Ty space X is a minimal finite space that is a deformation retract of X.

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a finite Ty space and let x € X be a beat point of X.
Then X \ {x} is a deformation retract of X.

Proof. Let x be a down beat point of X. Let y be as in definition 3.1. The retraction
r: X — X\ {z} is given by r(z) = y, and otherwise r is the identity. This is an
order-preserving map. Additionally the inclusion 7 : X \ {x} — X implies that
tor <idy. Thus ior ~ idx, and thus r is deformation retraction. A similar proof
works for up beat points. O

It immediately follows from the previous result that every finite T;, space has a
core as one can remove beat points until none are left. Since the removal of beat
points constitutes a deformation retract, then one would be left with a minimal
deformation retract which is a core.

Proposition 3.5. If X is a minimal finite Ty space and f: X — X is homotopic
to idx, then f =idx.

Proof. First suppose f > id. Then f(z) > « for all z € X. We proceed with
induction. For the base case: if z is a maximal point of X, then necessarily f(z) = .
For the inductive step: fix a y and suppose f(x) = x for all x > y. Thus for all
x>y, x= f(x) > f(y) >y. Butif f(y) # y, then y is a beat point by definition.
This contradicts the minimality of X, so y = f(y) for all y inductively. A similar
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argument works to show that if f <id, then f is the identity. Since we have already
shown that any map homotopic to the identity has a sequence of comparable maps
between it and the identity, by induction they must all be the identity map, and
thus any map homotopic to the identity must be the identity. [

Corollary 3.6. A homotopy equivalence between minimal finite spaces is a home-
omorphism.

Proof. Let X and Y be minimal finite spaces, and let f be a homotopy equivalence
between them. Let g be the homotopy inverse of f, and thus fog ~ id. By
proposition 3.4, fog = id and similarly gof = id. Thus X and Y are homeomorphic.

O

Since two cores of a space are homotopy equivalent to the original space, and
they are both minimal, this implies that cores are unique. Additionally, it follows
that two finite spaces are homotopic if and only if they have homeomorphic cores.

4. WEAK HOMOTOPY EQUIVALENCES AND SIMPLICIAL COMPLEXES

Definition 4.1. A continuous map f : X — Y between topological spaces is called
a weak homotopy equivalence if f. : mo(X) — mo(Y) is a bijection and for all n > 1,
fu i (X, 20) = T (Y, f(20)) is an isomorphism for every base point x.

Homotopy equivalences are all weak homotopy equivalences, and in many cases
weak homotopy equivalences are homotopy equivalences. Whitehead has shown
that weak homotopy equivalences between CW-complexes are in fact homotopy
equivalences. However, this is not true for general spaces. Weak homotopy equiv-
alences are very important in the study of finite spaces, and while we will not go
too deeply into this, we will see some of their uses.

Now we will state a key theorem about weak homotopy equivalences without
proof. This is a theorem that allows maps to be identified as weak homotopy
equivalences if they are locally weak homotopy equivalences, in a sense. This is
a theorem from general algebraic topology, its proof can be found at [2, corollary
4K.2]. Tt will be useful at the end of this section to prove that a specific map is a
weak homotopy equivalence.

Definition 4.2. A basis like open cover U of a space X is an open cover such that
for each U1, Us € U and x € U;NUs, there exists Us € U such that x € U3 C U1 NUs.

Theorem 4.3. Let f : X — Y be a continuous map between spaces X and Y. If
there exists a basis like open cover U of Y such that for each U € U,

flyrwy - f7HU) = U
1s a weak homotopy equivalence, then f is a weak homotopy equivalence.

Now we introduce the concept of a simplicial complex that is associated to each
finite Ty space X.

Definition 4.4. A simplicial complex K consists of a set Vi of vertices and a set
Sk of finite and nonempty subsets of Vi called the simplices. It is also required
that all single points of Vi are simplices, and all subsets of simplices are simplices.

Often we just refer to something as being in K if it is in one of these two sets,
and context will make it clear which one. The dimension of a simplex is one less
than the number of vertices it contains.
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Definition 4.5. Let o = {vy, ... vn} be a simplex in K. Then the closed simplex
7 is the set of convex combinations Z a;v; for a; > 0 and Z a; = 1. This is given

=0 i=1
the metric topology with metric

d(z ai”i»ZﬂiUi) Z(ai — B:)2.
i=0 i=0 ;

Associated to each simplicial complex, there is a useful notion of its geometric
realization.

Definition 4.6. The geometric realization |K| of a simplex K, consists of the set

of all convex combinations Y «,v such that {v | a, > 0} € Sk. Note that each
veVk

7 is a subset of |K|. |K]| is given the topology such that U € |K]| is open if U N&

is open in & for each o € Sk, otherwise known as the final topology.

In the case that K is a finite simplex, the topology on |K| coincides with the
metric topology under the metric

d( Z v, Z Byv) = Z (o — Bu)?.

veVK veVi veVK

Now let X be a finite Ty space. The simplicial complex associated with X is
denoted (X)), and it is the simplicial complex whose simplices are the nonempty
chains in the poset X. If f: X — Y is a map between topological spaces, then the
associated simplicial map K(f) : K(X) = K(Y) is defined to be K(f)(x) = f(x).
Categorically, K(X) is a functor from finite T spaces to simplicial complexes.

The geometric realization of a simplicial complex associated to a poset |[K(X)]

n
consists of points k = > t;x; with 7 < 29 < ... <z, being a chain in X, and with

i=1
n

> t; =1and t; > 0 for all 1.

Definition 4.7. The support of a point k in the geometric realization of a simplicial
complex of a finite poset is the set {1, xa, ..., 2p}.

Now we come to a map which is useful to showing relations between a poset and
its associated simplicial complex.

Definition 4.8. The K-McCord map of a finite Ty space X is px : [K(X)| = X
such that px (k) = min(support(k)).

Lastly we prove a useful theorem showing a deep relation between a poset and
its associated simplicial complex.

Theorem 4.9. The K-McCord map for a finite Ty space X is a weak homotopy
equivalence between X and |KC(X)|.

Proof. The idea of this proof is to first show that px is continuous. Then we apply
theorem 4.3 on the minimal basis of X by showing that for all x € X both U, and
px' (U,) are contractible.

Let X be a finite space and fix an z € X. Since the minimal basis is a basis and
since x was chosen arbitrarily, to show that px is continuous, it suffices to show
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that py'(U,) is open. In order to do this we first assign L = K(X \ U,). Now we
will show that

px (Uz) = KX\ L.

First, let @ € px'(Uy). Let v = min(support(a)). Thus, v € U,. By definition of
tx, « € K(K). But since v € U,, o & |L| as the support of anything in |L| cannot
contain anything in U,.

Next suppose a € |[K(X)| but o ¢ |L|. Since o ¢ |L|, there must exist some
w € support(a) such that w € U, as otherwise a would be in |L|. Again let
v = min(support(a)), and thus v < w < x. Thus px(e) = v € U,. Therefore
we have shown py' (U) = [K(X)|\ |L|. But U, is open, so X \ U, is closed, and
IK(X \U,)| = |L]| is closed. Thus p5'(U,) is open, and px is continuous.

We now show that [IC(X)|\ |L| strong deformation retracts onto |K(U,)|. Once
we've shown this, showing |[C(U,)| is contractible will imply that |[IC(X)|\ |L| is
also contractible.

|K(Us)| is a subset of [K(X)|\ |L| as if x € |IC(Uy)|, then z € K(X), and x & |L]|.
Let o € |[K(X)| \ |L|. The support of « then contains elements from |K(U,)|, and
possibly elements from |L|. But since min(support(«)) is an element of [K(U,)]|, at
least one element of the support of & must be from |[I(U,)|. Thus « can be written
as a linear combination of an element in |[K(U,)| and an element in |L|. So

a=Ft+~y(1—-1)

for 5 € |KK(Uy)|, v € |L|, and 0 < ¢t < 1. Now let i : |[IC(Uy)| — |[IC(X)|\ |L| be the
inclusion map. Let r : |[KK(X)| \ |L| — |K(U,)| be defined by r(«) = 3. For each
o€ K(X), rl(kw.)hns : IK(Uz)|]) NG — 7 is continuous. Since (|K(X)|\ |L|) has
the final topology with respect to each @, it follows that since r is continuous on
each restriction, r is continuous overall.

Now we can construct a strong deformation retract H between [K(X)|\ |L| and
IK(Uy)|. Let H : |[KK(X)|\ |L] x I — |K(X)]\ |L| be given by

H(a,s) = (1—s)a+ s(r(a)).

Since the simplexes involved are finite, they have the metric topology as stated
below definition 4.6. Since r is continuous, and H is a linear function, between
(1 —s)a and s(r(«)) it follows that H is continuous with respect to the referenced
metric.

We check that H satisfies the conditions to be a strong deformation retract.
H(a,0) = a. H(a,1) = r(a) € [K(Ug)|. And lastly, for all 6 € [K(U,)|, r(6) = 4.
So H(6,t) = (1 —t)d +td = 6. Therefore |[K(U,)| is a strong deformation retract of
KX\ L.

We now turn toward the goal of showing U, and ' (U,) are contractible. U,
has a maximum value, namely x. Let ¢ : U, — U, be the constant map sending
everything to x. Thus idy, < ¢, and thus U, is contractible by proposition 2.12.

|K(Uy)| is contractable by the homotopy J : |[K(Uy)| x I — |K(U,)| given by

J(y,t) = (1 —t)y + ta.

J is well-defined and continuous because for every simplex o in |[K(U,)|, o U {z} is
also a simplex in |[IC(U,)|. Because |[KC(U,)| is contractible, so must be [IC(X)|\ |L|.

Since we have shown that on the minimal basis of X, x is continuous and takes
contractible basis elements to contractible basis elements. This shows that ux is
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locally a weak homotopy equivalence. Thus by theorem 4.3, 1 x is a weak homotopy
equivalence. ([

5. THE EULER CHARACTERISTIC

The Euler characteristic is an important invariant throughout mathematics. If
the homology of a topological space X is finitely generated and all the groups H,
are zero for some arbitrarily large n then the Fuler characteristic is well defined.
the Euler characteristic is given by

X(X) =) (=1)"rank(H,(X)).

n>0

For compact CW complexes, the euler characteristic is given by

AX) = S (1),

n>0

where «,, is the number of n-cells in X.

Now choose a finite T space X. It is a result from general topology that weak
homotopy equivalences induce isomorphisms in the homology groups of spaces.
This can be found at [2, proposition 4.21]. By theorem 4.9, X is weak homotopy
equivalent to the geometric realization of I(X). Because of this, we see that the
Euler Characteristic of X is:

X(X)= > (=pler,

cec(X)

where C(X) is the set of chains in K(X), and |C| is the number of points in a chain
C.

This next theorem is a combinatorial approach to proving that the Euler char-
acteristic of finite spaces is a homotopy invariant.

Theorem 5.1. If X andY are finite Ty spaces and X ~Y, then x(X) = x(Y).

Proof. The main idea of this proof relies on the fact that cores of homotopic spaces
are homeomorphic. Let X, and Y, be the cores of X and Y respectively. Since
X, is homeomorphic to Y, it follows that x(X.) = x(Ye). Since cores of spaces
are formed by removing beat points, it suffices to show that the Euler charac-
teristic is invariant under removal of beat points. (If we can show that, then
x(X) = x(X.) = x(Yo) = x(Y) and we are done.)

Consider an arbitrary finite T space P with beat point p. Since p is a beat point,
there is a ¢ such that if x € P is comparable with p, then x is comparable with p.
Let C(P) be the set of chains of P. For every chain containing p and ¢, there is a
chain identical except without ¢ in it. Conversely, for every chain containing p and
not containing g, there is a chain identical except with ¢ inserted directly after p.
This implies the set of chains containing ¢ in bijection with the set of chains not
containing q.
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Now, consider

X(P) = Z (—1)lcH+t = Z (—1)lC+1 4 Z 1)l

cec(p) CceC(X) cec(X)
Cop CFp
= Y (=D x(P\{p})
Ccec(X)
C>5p
Z (—1)lC1+1 = Z (—1)lcHt 4 Z 1)lc+,
cec(X) CceC(X) cec(X)
C3p Cop Cop
C>q C3Fq

As {C eC(X)|pe C,q¢&C}is in bijection with {C € C(X) | p,q € C},

z (71)|C\+1: Z (71)(\C\+1)+1'

CeC(X) CeC(X)
C>p Cop
C3q Caq

(The only difference is adding in the ¢ directly after p, so the cardinality increases
by 1.) Thus

D Lcan S N [ e NG [ S I E S O ) /)

Cec(X) CeC(X) CeC(X) cec(X)
C>p C>p C>p Csp
C3q C3q C>3q C>oq
Thus x(P) = x(P \ {p}), and therefore x(X) = x(Y). O

6. THE MOBIUS FUNCTION

The Mobius function is an important function that branches across a couple fields
including combinatorics and number theory. We will end this paper by defining it,
and showing it’s connection to the Euler characteristic, a topological property.

Definition 6.1. Let P be a finite poset. The incidence algebra U(P) on P is the
set of complex valued functions on P x P such that f(x,y) =0 unless x < y.

Addition on these functions is defined pointwise, multiplication is defined to be

(fo)x,y) = > flx,2)g(zy).

z€eP
<2<y

The identity element of the incidence algebra is
1 ifa=y
oz, y) = :
0 ifx#y.

Another important function is the zeta function, which is

((z,y) = {1 ifxgy

0 otherwise.
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The Mobius function p is defined to be the inverse of the zeta function. We can
find a basic recurrence for the Mobius function from the relation u¢ = 8. For x # y,
we have

0=16(z,y) = (uQ)(w,y) = > wx,2)C(z,9) = Y px,2).
So
(@, y) = — Z (@, 2).

r<z<y
Since this recurrence is only for  # y, we must add the condition that pu(z,z) = 1.

Now we compute the Mobius function more explicitly and show how it is directly
related to the Euler characteristic. By Taylor series expansion,

=0+ ¢=0)7 =3 (DM (C- 9"
k>0

Define the length of a chain to be one less than the number of points in it.

Lemma 6.2. In a poset P with x,y € P, (¢ — 6)*(x,y) represents the number of
chains of length k between x and y.

Proof. We see that (¢ — d)(z,y) = 1if x < y, and 0 otherwise. This is exactly the
amount of length 1 chains that there are between z and y. But then (¢ — 6)*(z,y)
counts the number of chains of length k, as there is one counted for every unbroken
k length sequence of 1-chains between z and y. O

Thus we get Hall’s theorem.

Theorem 6.3.
wlz,y) =Co—C1+Cy —Cs + ...,

where C; is the number of chains of length i going from x to y.

Now we define P = PU{0,1}. By this we mean the poset P is identical to P but
with maximum and minimum elements adjoined to it. By Hall’s theorem, along
with the characterization of the Euler characteristic of finite posets from before, we
get the following theorem.

Theorem 6.4. With respect to the incidence algebra on P of a poset P,

#(0,1) = x(P) — 1.

Acknowledgments. It is my pleasure to first and foremost thank my mentor
Alan Chang for his assistance, time, and effort in making sure I succeeded and
understood the math behind this paper. I would also like to thank Peter May for
suggesting the topic, and running a truly enjoyable course and program.



12 JOSHUA WAKEFIELD

REFERENCES

[1] Barmak. Algebraic Topology of Finite Topological Spaces and Applications. Lecture Notes in
Mathematics, 2011.

[2] Allen Hatcher. Algebraic Topology. Cambridge University Press, 2001.

[3] R. Stanley I. Gessel. Algebraic Enumeration, volume Handbook of Combinatorics, vol. 2. 1995.

[4] Katie Lyons. Posets and the mébius function. Online.

[6] May. Finite Spaces and Larger Contexts. 2015.



