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are characterized in terms of saturated sets under some sufficient conditions. To show the necessity of some of the 
conditions assumed counterexamples are also provided.

“Given a topological space (U, σ), for a subset M of U, M is pre-open [1] subset of U if M ⊆ int(cl(M)) and 
complement of M is said to be pre-closed [2] subset of U. The family of all pre-open sets is denoted by PO(U). Further, 
the intersection of all pre-closed sets containing M is known as pre-closure [2] of M denoted by pcl(M) and the union 
of all pre-open sets contained in M is known as pre-interior [1] of M, denoted by pint(M). Also a subset M is said to be 
dense (pre-dense) subset of U if cl(M) = U(pcl(M) = U).”

We will also make use of the following results :
Properties 1.1 Let (U, σ) be a topological space and M be any subset of U. Then
(a) pint(M) = M ∩ int(cl(M)) [1].
(b) pcl(M) = M ∪ cl(int(M)) [2].
(c) pcl(U − M) = U − pint(M) [3].
Definition 1.2 [1] A mapping η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) is called pre-open (pre-continuous) if image (inverse image) of 

open set in U(W) is pre-open in W(U).
Definition 1.3 [2] A mapping η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) is called pre-closed if image of closed set in U is pre-closed in W.
Theorem 1.4 [1] A mapping η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) is pre-open if and only if η(int(M)) ⊆ pint(η(M)) for any subset M 

of U.
Theorem 1.5 [1] A mapping η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) is pre-continuous if and only if η(pcl(M)) ⊆ cl(η(M)) for any 

subset M of U.
Theorem 1.6 [2] A mapping η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) is pre-closed if and only if pcl(η(M)) ⊆ η(cl(M)) for any subset M 

of U.
Definition 1.7 [7] For any two sets U and W, let η : U → W be any map and M be any subset of U. Then # image of 

a set M in U, denoted by η#(M) is a set in W defined by η#(M) = {p ∈ W : η−1(p) ⊆ M}. Therefore, for given any map η : 
U → W, # image of a set in U gives rise to an induced map η# : ℘(U) → ℘(W).

Definition 1.8 [7] For any two sets U and W, let η : U → W be any map and M be any subset of U. Then M is called 
saturated subset of U if M = η−1(N) for some subset N of W.

Note: If M is saturated subset of U then M c = U − M is also saturated subset of U. Since M c = (η−1(N))c = η−1(Nc) 
and hence M c is saturated subset of U.

Properties 1.9 [7] For any two sets U and W, let η : U → W be any map and M be any subset of U. Then
(a) η#(M c) = (η(M))c and so η#(M) = (η(M c))c and η(M) = (η#(M c))c.
(b) η−1(η#(M)) = M # = {η−1(p) : p ∈ W and η−1(p) ⊆ M} ⊆ M.
(c) M is saturated if and only if M = M #.
(d) N ⊆ η#(η−1(N)) for any subset N of W.
(e) η#(U) = W.

2. Results
In [1], Mashhour et al. gave the characterization of pre-open maps in terms of interior operator using the induced 

image map. But the following theorem gives the characterization of pre-open maps using induced map η# under given 
any map η : U → W in terms of closure operator.

Theorem 2.1 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be any map. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(a) η is pre-open map.
(b) pcl(η#(M)) ⊆ η#(cl(M)) for every subset M of U.
(c) cl(int(η#(M))) ⊆ η#(cl(M)) for every subset M of U.
(d) For each closed subset K of U, η#(K) is pre-closed in W.
(e) η−1(pcl(N)) ⊆ cl(η−1(N)) for every subset N of W.
Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) : For any subset M of U, consider an element p ∈ pcl(η#(M)). We have to prove that p ∈ η#(cl(M)) 

which means by definition of η#, the fiber η−1(p) ⊆ cl(M). For this, consider an element e ∈ η−1(p) and an open set G 
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containing e in U then by (a), η(G) is pre-open set containing η(e) = p. Therefore, p ∈ pcl(η#(M)) implies that η(G) ∩ 
η#(M) ≠ ∅ and so for an element q ∈ η(G) ∩ η#(M), we have q ∈ η(G) and η−1(q) ⊆ M. This implies that for an element 
g ∈ G where η(g) = q, G ∩ M ≠ ∅, since g ∈ G ∩ M and so e ∈ cl(M). Thus, the fiber η−1(p) ⊆ cl(M) and hence (b) 
holds.

(b) ⇒ (c) : Since, for any subset M of U, pcl(M) = M ∪ cl(int(M)). Therefore, by (b), η#(M) ∪ cl(int(η#(M))) = 
pcl(η#(M)) ⊆ η#(cl(M)) and so cl(int(η#(M))) ⊆ η#(cl(M)). Hence (c) holds.

(c) ⇒ (d) : For any closed subset K of U, by (c), it follows that cl(int(η#(K))) ⊆ η#(cl(K)) = η#(K) and hence (d) 
holds by definition of pre-closed sets.

(d) ⇒ (e) : For any subset N of W, consider an element e ∈ η−1(pcl(N)). We have to prove that e ∈ cl(η−1(N)). For 
this, consider an open set G containing e in U and so K = U − G is closed subset of U then by (d), η#(K) is pre-closed 
subset of W not containing η(e). Therefore, (η#(K))c is pre-open set containing η(e) in W and so e ∈ η−1(pcl(N)) i.e. η(e) 
∈ pcl(N) implies that (η#(K))c ∩ N ≠ ∅. Thus, for an element p ∈ (η#(K))c ∩ N, we have p ∈ (η#(K))c and p ∈ N. Now, p 
∉ η#(K) implies that η−1(p) ⊆/  K and so η−1(p) ∩ Kc ≠ ∅ i.e. η−1(p) ∩ G ≠ ∅. Further, η−1(p) ⊆ η−1(N) implies that η−1(N) 
∩ G ≠ ∅ and hence (e) holds.

(e) ⇒ (a) : For any subset G open in U, consider the subset N = W − η(G) of W in (e). Therefore, η−1(pcl(W − 
η(G))) ⊆ cl(η−1(W − η(G))) and so η−1(W − pint(η(G))) ⊆ cl(η−1(η(G)))c, since pcl(W − N) = W − pint(N). This implies 
that (η−1(pint(η(G))))c ⊆ cl(η−1(η(G)))c ⊆ cl(Gc) = (int(G))c and so G = int(G) ⊆ η−1(pint(η(G))). Further, η(G) ⊆ 
η(η−1(pint(η(G))) ⊆ pint(η(G)) and so η(G) is pre-open subset of W. Hence (a) holds.                                                       □

The following Corollary gives the characterization of pre-open maps under some sufficient condition.
Corollary 2.2 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be a surjective map. Then η is pre-open if and only if for every closed subset 

M of U, η(M #) is pre-closed subset of W.
Proof. For any subset M of U, by definition of M # (Property 1.9(b)), it follows that η(M #) = η(η−1(η#(M))). Further, 

η is surjective implies η(η−1(η#(M))) = η#(M) and so η(M #) = η#(M). Hence the result holds by the equivalence of 
Theorem 2.1 (a) & (d).                                                                                                                                                          □

The following corollary gives the characterization of pre-open maps for saturated closed sets under some sufficient 
condition.

Corollary 2.3 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be a surjective map. Then η is pre-open if and only if for every closed 
saturated subset M of U, η(M) is pre-closed subset of W.

Proof. For any saturated subset M of U, by Property 1.9(c), it follows that η(M) = η(M #). Hence the result holds by 
Corollary 2.2.                                                                                                                                                                        □

The following corollary shows that inverse image of pre-dense set is dense under pre-open maps.
Corollary 2.4 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be pre-open map. Then inverse image of pre-dense subset of W is dense 

subset in U.
Proof. Let N be any pre-dense subset of W then pcl(N) = W. Therefore, by the equivalence of Theorem 2.1 (a) & (e), 

it follows that η−1(pcl(N)) ⊆ cl(η−1(N)) and so U = η−1(W) ⊆ cl(η−1(N)). This implies cl(η−1(N)) = U and hence η−1(N) is 
dense in U.                                                                                                                                                                            □

Characterization of pre-open maps in terms of closure operator also motivates to characterize pre-closed maps in 
terms of interior operator rather than closure operator already introduced in literature. Therefore, the following theorem 
gives the characterization of pre-closed maps using induced map η# under given any map η : U → W in terms of interior 
operator.

Theorem 2.5 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be any map. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(a) η is pre-closed map.
(b) η#(int(M)) ⊆ pint(η#(M)) for every subset M of U.
(c) η#(int(M)) ⊆ int(cl(η#(M))) for every subset M of U.
(d) For each open subset G of U, η#(G) is pre-open in W.
Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) : For any subset M of U, consider an element p ∈ η#(int(M)). We have to prove that p ∈ 

pint(η#(M)) which means by definition of pre-interior, there exists a pre-open set V in W such that p ∈ V ⊆ η#(M), which 
further mean by definition of η#, we have to prove that η−1(V) ⊆ M. Now, p ∈ η#(int(M)) implies that the fiber η−1(p) ⊆ 
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int(M). Therefore, there exists an open set G in U such that η−1(p) ⊆ G ⊆ M and so by (a), η(Gc) is pre-closed and so 
(η(Gc))c is pre-open set containing p in W. Further, consider the pre-open set V = (η(Gc))c then η−1(V) = η−1((η(Gc))c) = 
(η−1(η(Gc)))c ⊆ (Gc)c = G ⊆ M. Thus, there exists a pre-open set V such that η−1(V) ⊆ M and hence (b) holds.

(b) ⇒ (c) : Since, for any subset M of U, pint(M) = M ∩ int(cl(M)). Therefore, by (b), η#(int(M)) ⊆ pint(η#(M)) = 
η#(M) ∩ int(cl(η#(M))) ⊆ int(cl(η#(M))) and so η#(int(M)) ⊆ int(cl(η#(M))). Hence (c) holds.

(c) ⇒ (d) : For any open subset G of U, by (c), it follows that η#(int(G)) ⊆ int(cl(η#(G))) and so η#(G) ⊆ int(cl(η#(G))). 
Hence (d) holds by definition of pre-open sets.

(d) ⇒ (a) : For any closed subset K of U, consider the subset G = U − K open in U then by (d), η#(G) is pre-open in 
W i.e. η#(Kc) is pre-open in W. Therefore, by Property 1.9(a), it follows that (η(K))c is pre-open in W and so η(K) is pre-
closed in W. Hence η is pre-closed map.                                                                                                                               □

The following Corollary gives the characterization of pre-closed maps in terms of pre-open sets using the induced 
image surjective maps.

Corollary 2.6 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be a surjective map. Then η is pre-closed if and only if for every open subset 
M of U, η(M #) is pre-open subset of W.

Proof. For any subset M of U, by definition of M # (Property 1.9(b)), it follows that η(M #) = η(η−1(η#(M))). Further, 
η is surjective implies η(η−1(η#(M))) = η#(M) and so η(M #) = η#(M). Hence the result holds by the equivalence of 
Theorem 2.5 (a) & (d).                                                                                                                                                          □

The following Corollary gives the characterization of pre-closed maps for saturated open sets under some sufficient 
condition.

Corollary 2.7 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be a surjective map. Then η is pre-closed if and only if for every open 
saturated subset M of U, η(M) is pre-open subset of W.

Proof. For any saturated subset M of U, by Property 1.9(c), it follows that η(M) = η(M #). Hence the result holds by 
Corollary 2.6.                                                                                                                                                                        □

Next we characterize pre-continuous maps in terms of interior operator using the induced map η#.
Theorem 2.8 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be any map. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(a) η is pre-continuous map.
(b) int(η#(M)) ⊆ η#(pint(M)) for every subset M of U.
(c) int(η#(M)) ⊆ η#(int(cl(M))) for every subset M of U.
Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) : For any subset M of U, consider an element p ∈ int(η#(M)). We have to prove that p ∈ 

η#(pint(M)) which means by definition of η#, we have to prove that the fiber η−1(p) ⊆ pint(M) i.e. by definition of pre-
interior, we have to prove that there exists a pre-open set V such that η−1(p) ⊆ V ⊆ M. Now, p ∈ int(η#(M)) implies that 
there exists an open set G in W such that p ∈ G ⊆ η#(M) and so by (a), η−1(G) is pre-open set containing η−1(p) in U 
such that η−1(p) ⊆ η−1(G) ⊆ η−1(η#(M)) ⊆ M. Therefore, for the pre-open set V = η−1(G), η−1(p) ⊆ V ⊆ M. Hence (b) 
holds.

(b) ⇒ (c) : Since, for any subset M of U, pint(M) = M ∩ int(cl(M)). Therefore, by (b), int(η#(M)) ⊆ η#(pint(M)) = 
η#(M ∩ int(cl(M)) ⊆ η#(int(cl(M))) and so int(η#(M)) ⊆ η#(int(cl(M))). Hence (c) holds.

(c) ⇒ (a) : Consider an open subset N in W then for the subset M = η−1(N) in U, (c) implies that int(η#(η−1(N))) ⊆ 
η#(int(cl(η−1(N)))). Therefore, by Property 1.9(d), it follows that int(N) ⊆ int(η#(η−1(N))) ⊆ η#(int(cl(η−1(N)))) and so N 
⊆ η#(int(cl(η−1(N)))), since N is open in W. Further, η−1(N) ⊆ η−1(η#(int(cl(η−1(N))))) ⊆ int(cl(η−1(N))) using Property 
1.9(b). Hence η−1(N) is pre-open subset in U and so η is pre-continuous map.                                                                   □

The following Corollary gives the characterization of pre-continuous mappings under the assumption of 
surjectivity.

Corollary 2.9 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be a surjective map. Then η is pre-continuous map if and only if int(η(M #)) 
⊆ η((pint(M))#) for every subset M of U.

Proof. For any subset M of U, by definition of M # (Property 1.9(b)), it follows that η(M #) = η(η−1(η#(M))). Further, 
η is surjective implies η(η−1(η#(M))) = η#(M) and so η(M #) = η#(M). Hence the result holds by the equivalence of 
Theorem 2.8 (a) & (b).                                                                                                                                                          □

The following theorem gives another characterizations of pre-continuous mappings under the assumption of 
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surjectivity.
Theorem 2.10 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be a surjective map. Then the following are equivalent.
(a) η is pre-continuous map.
(b) M # is pre-open in U whenever η(M #) is open in W.
(c) M # is pre-open in U whenever η#(M) is open in W.
(d) for any saturated set M in U, M is pre-closed in U whenever η(M) is closed in W.
(e) for any saturated set M in U, M is pre-open in U whenever η#(M) is open in W.
(f) for any saturated set M in U, M is pre-open in U whenever η(M) is open in W.
Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) : Let η(M #) be open in W then by (a), η−1(η(M #)) is pre-open in U. Therefore, by Property 1.9(b), 

it follows that η−1(η(η−1(η#(M)))) is pre-open in U and so η−1(η#(M)) is pre-open in U, since η−1 ◦ η ◦ η−1 = η−1. Hence 
M# = η−1(η#(M)) is pre-open in U.

(b) ⇒ (c) : Let η#(M) be open in W then η is surjective implies η#(M) = η(η−1(η#(M))) = η(M #) is open in W and so 
by (b), M # is pre-open in U.

(c) ⇒ (d) : Let η(M) be closed subset of W, where M is saturated set in U then (η(M))c is open in W and so by 
Property 1.9(a), η#(M c) is open in W. Therefore by (c), it follows that (M c)# is pre-open in U and so by Property 1.9(c), 
M c is pre-open in U, since M is saturated implies M c is saturated. Hence M is pre-closed in U and so (d) holds.

(d) ⇒ (e) : Let η#(M) be open subset of W for some saturated subset M of U. Then (η#(M))c is closed in W and so 
η(M c) is closed in W by Property 1.9(a). Therefore, by (d), it follows that M c is pre-closed subset of U and so M is pre-
open in U. Hence (e) holds.

(e) ⇒ ( f ) : Let η(M) be open subset of W for some saturated subset M of U then by Property 1.9(c), it follows that 
η(M #) is open in W. Further, η is surjective map implies that η#(M) = η(M #) is open in W. Hence by (e), M is pre-open 
subset of U and so ( f ) holds.

( f ) ⇒ (a) : Let N be any open subset of W. Then N = η(η−1(N)), since η is surjective map. Therefore η(η−1(N)) is 
open in W and so for the subset M = η−1(N) which is also saturated subset of U, ( f ) implies that η−1(N) is pre-open in U. 
Hence η is pre-continuous map and so (a) holds.                                                                                                                 □

In [1], Mashhour et al. gave the characterization of pre-continuity in terms of closure operator using the induced 
image map. The following theorem gives the relationship between closure and pre-closure of a set using the induced 
map η# under pre-continuous injective maps.

Theorem 2.11 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be any map and η be pre-continuous injective map. Then η#(pcl(M)) ⊆ 
cl(η#(M)) for any subset M of U.

Proof. Consider the subset M of U and an element p ∈ η#(pcl(M)). Then the fiber η−1(p) ⊆ pcl(M). We have to 
prove that p ∈ cl(η#(M)) which means for any open subset G containing p in W, G ∩ η#(M) ≠ ∅. Now, for the open 
subset G containing p in W, η is pre-continuous map implies that η−1(G) is pre-open subset containing η−1(p) in U. 
Therefore, η−1(G) ∩ M ≠ ∅ and so η(η−1(G)) ∩ η(M) ≠ ∅ and so G ∩ η(M) ≠ ∅. Further, η is injective implies η(M) ⊆ 
η#(M). Thus, G ∩ η#(M) ≠ ∅ and hence η#(pcl(M)) ⊆ cl(η#(M)).                                                                                         □

The following Example shows that the condition is not sufficient for a map to be pre-continuous in Theorem 2.11 i.e. 
converse need not to be true.

Example 2.12 Let U = {e, p}, σ = {∅, {e}, U}, W = {1, 2, 3} and ν = {∅, {1}, {1, 2}, W}. Define η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) 
by η(e) = 3, η(p) = 2. Now 1 ∈ η#(M) and cl({1}) = W, so cl(η#(M)) = W for every subset M of U. Therefore, η#(pcl(M)) 
⊆ cl(η#(M)) for every subset M of U. But η is not pre-continuous map since {1, 2} is open in W but η−1{1, 2} = {p} is 
not pre-open in U.

The following Example shows the necessity of injective map in Theorem 2.11.
Example 2.13 Let U = {e, a, p, b}, σ = {∅, {a, b}, {e}, {a, b, e}, U}, W = {1, 2, 3} and ν = {∅, {1}, {2},{1, 2}, W}. 

Then PO(U) = {∅, {a}, {b}, {e}, {a, b}, {b, e}, {a, e}, {a, b, e}, U}. Define η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) by η(a) = 2, η(b) = 1, 
η(e) = 3, η(p) = 3. It can be easily checked that η is pre-continuous map. Now for the subset M = {e}, η#(M) = ∅ and so 
cl(η#(M)) = ∅. But pcl(M) = {e, p} and η#(pcl(M)) = η#({e, p}) = {3}. Therefore, the condition η#(pcl(M)) ⊆ cl(η#(M)) 
does not hold for every subset M of U and so the assumption of injectivity can not be dropped.

The following Corollary shows that # image of pre-dense set is dense under pre-continuous injective maps.
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Corollary 2.14 Let η : (U, σ) → (W, ν) be pre-continuous injective map. Then # image of pre-dense subset of U is 
dense subset in W.

Proof. Let M be any pre-dense subset of U then pcl(M) = U. Therefore, by Theorem 2.11, it follows that η#(pcl(M)) 
= η#(U) ⊆ cl(η#(M)) and so by Property 1.9(e), W ⊆ cl(η#(M)). Hence cl(η#(M)) = W and so η#(M) is dense in W.           □

3. Conclusion
Topological spaces have many applications in real life which are not only related to mathematics field but also 

related to various other fields like Physics, Computer, Engineering, Chemistry etc. In real life applications of topological 
spaces, continuous maps as well as open and closed maps play an important role to study various topological properties. 
Therefore, due to so many applications of topological spaces various types of strong and weak form of continuous 
maps, open maps and closed maps were introduced by many authors in literature, where pre-continuous(open and 
closed) maps are one of them. Motivated by the applications of these mappings, new type of characteriza-tions of these 
maps have been introduced using the induced map η# induced via a map η between any two topological spaces. Also 
these characterizations are utilized to study some topological properties. The next target is to study further topological 
properties using these characterizations and also to introduce another type of mappings using the induced map η# and 
the theoretical study of these mappings.
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