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ON THE FURTHER UNIFIED THEORY OF

IDEAL GENERALIZED CLOSED SETS

JOSÉ SANABRIA, ENNIS ROSAS, CARLOS CARPINTERO AND MARGOT SALAS-BROWN

Abstract. In this paper we introduce and study two new notions of sets called
I-mng-closed sets and mn-Ig-closed sets, which are defined on a nonempty set
with two minimal structures and an ideal. These sets enables us to obtain unified
properties for certain notions of generalized closed sets with respect to an ideal.
Moreover, we establish a new separation property called the class mn-TI, which
generalizes the class mn-T1/2 [17].

1. INTRODUCTION

After Levine’s work [12], where he introduced the notions of generalized closed
sets (briefly g-closed), many mathematician have been published their articles using
notions related with generalization of closed sets (see [1]-[2], [4]-[8], [10], [12]-[14],
[16], [18], [21], [23], [26], [29] and [32]). A particular attention is the article Unified
operation approach of generalized closed sets by J. Dontchev, M. Ganster and T. Noiri
[6], where they introduced and studied the notion of I-generalized closed sets (briefly
I-g-closed) using the notion of ideals on a topological space. Another mathematician
using the notion of minimal structures have been studied some unified approach of
generalized closed sets, as we mention some of them: mX-g-closed [27], mg∗-closed
[19], mng-closed [17], m-Ig-closed [22] and I-mg-closed [20] (or mIg∗-closed in [31]).
In this work, in order to unify modifications of g-closed sets, we define and study
two new notions of sets called I-mng-closed sets and mn-Ig-closed sets, which are
defined on a nonempty set with two minimal structures and an ideal. Also, we
introduce a new separation property called the class mn-TI, which generalizes the
class mn-T1/2 [17].

2. PRELIMINARIES

On a topological space (X, τ) the following variants of the notions of open sets
are very well-known (see [1],[2], [4]-[23] and [26]-[32]). Semi-open sets, SO(X, τ),
preopen sets, PO(X, τ), α-open sets, α(X, τ) or τα, semi-preopen sets or β-open
sets, SPO(X, τ) or β(X, τ), b-open sets, BO(X, τ), δ-open sets, δ(X, τ) or τδ,regular
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open sets, RO(X, τ). In the case that α : P(X) → P(X) is an operator associated
to a topology τ , that is, for all U ∈ τ, U ⊆ α(U), we obtain the notion of α-semi
open sets: A ⊂ X is said to be α-semi open set if there exists U ∈ τ such that
U ⊆ A ⊆ α(U). Now if α, β are operators associated to a topology τ , A ⊂ X is said
to be (α, β)-semi open set (see [27]) if for each x ∈ A, there exists a β-semi open set
V such that x ∈ V and α(V ) ⊆ A. The family of (α, β)-semi open set is denoted by
(α, β)-SO(X, τ).

The complements of semi-open (resp. preopen, α-open, semi-preopen, b-open,
δ-open, (α, β)-semi open, regular open) sets are called semi-closed (resp. preclosed,
α-closed, semi-preclosed, b-closed, δ-closed, (α, β)-semi closed, regular closed) sets.
For a subset A of (X, τ), the closure (resp. semi-closure, preclosure, α-closure,
semi-preclosure or β-closure, b-closure, δ-closure, (α, β)-semi closure), is denoted by
Cl(A) (resp. sCl(A), pCl(A), αCl(A), spCl(A) or βCl(A), bCl(A), Clδ(A), (α, β)-
sCl(A)), is defined as the intersection of all closed (resp. semi-closed, preclosed,
α-closed, semi-preclosed or β-closed, b-closed, δ-closed, (α, β)-semi closed) sets of X
containing A.

The family of closed sets above mentioned are extended to a general class of
sets called a generalized closed sets. The following definition give many well known
concepts of generalized closed sets.

Definition 2.1. A subset A of a topological space (X, τ) is said to be:

(1) g-closed [12], if Cl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ τ .
(2) gs-closed [1], if sCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ τ .
(3) gp-closed [18], if pCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ τ .
(4) αg-closed [14], if αCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ τ .
(5) gsp-closed [4], if spCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ τ .
(6) γg-closed [7], if bCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ τ .
(7) δ-g-closed [5], if Clδ(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ τ .
(8) rg-closed [23], if Cl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ RO(X, τ).
(9) sg∗-closed [16], if Cl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ SO(X, τ).

(10) pg∗-closed [16], if Cl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ PO(X, τ).
(11) αg∗-closed [16], if Cl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ α(X, τ).
(12) βg∗-closed [16], if Cl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ SPO(X, τ).
(13) sg-closed [2], if sCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ SO(X, τ).
(14) pg-closed [18], if pCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ PO(X, τ).
(15) gα-closed [13], if αCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ α(X, τ).
(16) pgs-closed [32], if pCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ SO(X, τ).
(17) gpr-closed [8], if pCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ RO(X, τ).
(18) αgs-closed [26], if αCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ SO(X, τ).
(19) (α, β)-sg-closed [29], if (α, β)-sCl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ (α, β)-

SO(X, τ)
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Recall that an ideal I on a nonempty set X is a nonempty collection of subsets
of X which satisfies the following two properties:

(1) A ∈ I and B ⊂ A implies B ∈ I.
(2) A ∈ I and B ∈ I implies A ∪B ∈ I.

Let I an ideal on X and G a nonempty family of subsets of X. For a subset A of
X we define the generalized local function of A with respect to I and G as follows:

A�(I,G) = {x ∈ X : U ∩A /∈ I for every U ∈ G such that x ∈ U}.
A topological space (X, τ) with an ideal I on X is called an ideal topological

space and is denoted by (X, τ, I).
Using the concept of local function, we find in the literature the following class

of generalized closed sets:

Definition 2.2. A subset A of an ideal topological space (X, τ) is said to be:

(1) I-g-closed [6], if A�(I, τ) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ τ .
(2) gI-closed [10], if A�(I,SO(X, τ)) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ τ .
(3) I-sg-closed [20], if A�(I, τ) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ SO(X, τ).
(4) I-pg-closed [20], if A�(I, τ) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ PO(X, τ).
(5) I-αg-closed [20]], if A�(I, τ) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ α(X, τ).
(6) I-βg-closed [20], if A�(I, τ) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ β(X, τ).

3. MINIMAL STRUCTURES

Definition 3.1. LetX be a nonempty set and P(X) the power set ofX. A subfamily
mX of P(X) is called a minimal structure (briefly m-structure) on X [24] if ∅ ∈ mX

and X ∈ mX .

A set X with an m-structure mX (resp. two m-structures mX and nX) is called
an m-space (resp. bi m-space) and is denoted by (X,mX ) (resp. (X,mX , nX)).
Each member of mX is said to be mX -open and the complement of an mX-open set
is said to be mX -closed. The family of all mX-closed sets is denoted by mc

X .

Definition 3.2. Let X be a nonempty set and mX an m-structure on X. For a
subset A of X, the mX -closure of A and the mX-interior of A are defined in [15] as
follows:
(1) mX -Cl(A) = ∩{F : A ⊂ F, X\F ∈ mX},
(2) mX -Int(A) = ∪{U : U ⊂ A, U ∈ mX}.
Lemma 3.1. [15] Let X be a nonempty set and mX a minimal structure on X. For
subsets A and B of X, the following properties hold:
(1) mX -Cl(X\A) = X\mX -Int(A) and mX -Int(X\A) = X\mX -Cl(A),
(2) If (X\A) ∈ mX , then mX-Cl(A) = A and if A ∈ mX , then mX-Int(A) = A,
(3) If A ⊂ B, then mX-Cl(A) ⊂ mX-Cl(B) and mX -Int(A) ⊂ mX-Int(B),
(4) mX -Cl(mX-Cl(A)) = mX-Cl(A)and mX-Int(mX-Int(A)) = mX-Int(A).

Lemma 3.2. [24] Let (X,mX) be an m-space and A a subset of X. Then x ∈
mX-Cl(A) if and only if U ∩A 	= ∅ for every U ∈ mX containing x.
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Definition 3.3. A minimal structure mX on a nonempty set X is said to have
property B [15] if the union of any family of subsets belonging to mX belongs to
mX .

Remark 3.1. Let (X, τ) be a topological space. The families SO(X, τ), PO(X, τ),
α(X, τ), β(X, τ), BO(X, τ), τδ, (α, β)-SO(X, τ) and RO(X, τ) are all minimal struc-
tures on X have property B. It is well-known that α(X, τ) and τδ are topologies for
X and the others are not topologies.

Lemma 3.3. [25] Let X be a nonempty set and mX a minimal structure on X
satisfying property B. For a subset A of X, the following properties hold:
(1) A ∈ mX if and only if mX-Int(A) = A,
(2) A is mX-closed if and only if mX-Cl(A) = A,

Using the notions of minimal structure, many mathematician working in unify
the notions given in Definition 2.1. This unification was obtained by T. Noiri in [17].

Definition 3.4. Let (X,mX ) be an m-space. A subset A of X is said to be m-g-
closed [28] if mX-Cl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ mX .

Definition 3.5. Let (X, τ) be a topological space and mX an m-structure on X.
A subset A of X is said to be mg�-closed [19] if Cl(A) ⊂ U , whenever A ⊂ U and
U ∈ mX .

Definition 3.6. Let (X,mX , nX) be a bi m-space. A subset A of X is said to be
mng-closed [17] if nX-Cl(A) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ mX .

Definition 3.7. Let (X, τ, I) be an ideal topological space and mX an m-structure
on X. A subset A of X is said to be I-mg-closed [20], if A�(I, τ) ⊂ U , whenever
A ⊂ U and U ∈ mX .

The above definition almost unify all the notions given in Definition 2.1. In [22],
they introduced a new concept of local function using minimal structure and obtain
a generalization of all concepts given in Definition 2.1.

If (X,mX) (resp. (X,mX , nX)) is a m-space (resp. a bi m-space) and I is an
ideal on X, then (X,mX , I) (resp. (X,mX , nX , I)) is called an ideal m-space (resp.
ideal bi m-space).

Definition 3.8. Let (X,mX , I) be an ideal m-space and A a subset of X. Then
A�(I,mX ) ={x ∈ X : A ∩ U /∈ I for every U ∈ mX such that x ∈ U} is called the
minimal local function [22] of A with respect to I and mX .

When there is no ambiguity, we will write A�
m(I) or simply A�

m for A�(I,mX).
Observe that A�

m = mX-Cl(A) and A�
m(P(X)) = ∅. Furthermore, ∅�m = ∅.

Theorem 3.1. [22] Let (X,mX) be a m-space with I, J ideals on X, and let A, B
subsets of X. Then
(1) A ⊂ B ⇒ A�

m ⊂ B�
m,

(2) A�
m = mX -Cl(A�

m) ⊂ mX -Cl(A),
(3) (A�

m)�m ⊂ A�
m.
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Definition 3.9. A subset A of an ideal m-space (X,mX , I) is mX�-closed [22] if
A�

m ⊂ A. The complement of an mX�-closed is said to be mX�-open.

Definition 3.10. A subset A of an ideal m-space (X,mX , I) is m-Ig-closed [22] if
A�

m ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ mX .

4. I-mng-CLOSED SETS

Definition 4.1. Let (X,mX , nX) be a bi m-space and I be an ideal on X. A subset
A of X is said to be I-mng-closed if nX-Cl(A)\U ∈ I, whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ mX .
The complement of an I-mng-closed set is said to be I-mng-open.

Observe that in the above definition, we obtain the unification of all the con-
cepts of generalized closed sets given in Definitions 2.1, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6 and 3.7, also it
generalize the notions of mng-closed sets.

Remark 4.1. Let (X, τ) be a topological space.
(1) If mX = τ , nX = τ (resp. SO(X, τ), PO(X, τ), α(X, τ), SPO(X, τ), BO(X, τ),
τδ) and I = {∅} , then an I-mng-closed set is a g-closed (resp. gs-closed, gp-closed,
αg-closed, gsp-closed, γg-closed, δ-g-closed) set.
(2) If mX = nX = α(X, τ) (resp. SO(X, τ), PO(X, τ)) and I = {∅}, then an I-mng-
closed set is a gα-closed (resp. sg-closed, pg-closed) set.
(3) If mX = RO(X, τ) (resp. SO(X, τ), PO(X, τ), α(X, τ), β(X, τ)) and nX = τ
and I = {∅}, then an I-mng-closed set is an rg-closed (resp. sg�-closed, pg�-closed,
αg�-closed, βg�-closed) set.
(4) If mX = SO(X, τ) (resp. RO(X, τ)) and nX = PO(X, τ) and I = {∅}, then an
I-mng-closed set is a pgs-closed (resp. gpr-closed) set.
(5) If mX = SO(X, τ) and nX = α(X, τ) and I = {∅}, then an I-mng-closed set is
an αgs-closed set.
(6) If α and β are associated operators to the topology τ on X and mX = nX =
(α, β)-SO(X, τ) and I = {∅}, then an I-mng-closed set is an (α, β)-sg-closed set.

Remark 4.2. (1) Let (X,mX , I) be an ideal m-space. If nX = mX and I = {∅} ,
then an I-mng-closed set is an mX-g-closed set.
(2) Let (X, τ, I) be an ideal topological space and mX an m-structure on X. If
nX = τ and I = {∅} , then an I-mng-closed set is an mg�-closed set.
(3) Let (X,mX , nX , I) be an ideal bi m-space. If I = {∅} , then an I-mng-closed set
is an mng-closed set.

The following example shows that the union and the intersection of two I-mng-
closed sets need not be an I-mng-closed set.

Example 4.1. Let X = {a, b, c, d}, mX = {∅,X, {a}, {c, d}, {a, b, c}}, nX = {∅,X,
{a, d}, {b, c}, {c, d}, {a, b, d}} and I = {∅, {a}, {c}, {a, c}}. Then, nc

X = {∅,X, {c},
{a, b}, {a, d}, {b, c}}. Let A = {a}, B = {c}, C = {a, c}, D = {c, d}, E = {b, c, d}
and F = {a, c, d}. Observe that,
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nX-Cl(A) = nX-Cl({a}) = {a},
nX-Cl(B) = nX-Cl({c}) = {c},
nX-Cl(C) = nX-Cl({a, c}) = X,
nX-Cl(D) = nX-Cl({c, d}) = X,
nX-Cl(E) = nX-Cl({b, c, d}) = X,
nX-Cl(F ) = nX-Cl({a, c, d}) = X.

Furthermore, nX-Cl(A)\U ∈ I and nX-Cl(B)\V ∈ I for every U, V ∈ mX such that
A ⊂ U and B ⊂ V . Therefore, A = {a} and B = {c} are I-mng-closed sets. On the
other hand, nX-Cl(C) \{a, b, c} = X \{a, b, c} = {d} /∈ I. Thus, A∪B = C = {a, c}
is not I-mng-closed. Finally, nX-Cl(E) \ U ∈ I and nX-Cl(F ) \ V ∈ I for every
U, V ∈ mX such that E ⊂ U and F ⊂ V . Thus, E = {b, c, d} and F = {a, c, d}
are I-mng-closed sets and nX-Cl(D) \ {c, d} = X \ {c, d} = {a, b} /∈ I. Therefore,
E ∩ F = D = {c, d} is not I-mng-closed.

In the sequel, the ideal bi m-space (X,mX , nX , I) is simply denoted by X. We
give some results related with I-mng-closed sets.

Proposition 4.1. Every mng-closed set is I-mng-closed.

Proof. Suppose that A is mng-closed and let U ∈ mX such that A ⊂ U . Then,
nX-Cl(A) ⊂ U and hence nX-Cl(A) \U = ∅ ∈ I for each ideal I on X. Therefore, A
is I-mng-closed. �

The following example shows that the converse of the above theorem is in general
not true.

Example 4.2. Let X = {a, b, c}, mX = {∅,X, {a}, {b}}, nX = {∅,X, {a},
{c}} and I = {∅, {b}, {c}, {b, c}}. Then, {a} is I-mng-closed but not mng-closed
in X, since nX-Cl({a}) = {a, b} is not contained in {a} ∈ mX .

Proposition 4.2. If A is I-mng-closed and A ⊂ B ⊂ nX-Cl(A), then B is I-mng-
closed.

Proof. Suppose that A is an I-mng-closed set and A ⊂ B ⊂ nX-Cl(A). Let U ∈ mX

such that B ⊂ U . Then A ⊂ U and hence nX-Cl(A) \ U ∈ I. Since B ⊂ nX-Cl(A),
we have nX-Cl(B) ⊂ nX-Cl(A) and nX-Cl(B) \ U ⊂ nX-Cl(A) \ U ∈ I. Therefore,
B is an I-mng-closed set. �
Proposition 4.3. A subset A of X is I-mng-open if and only if F \G ⊂ nX-Int(A)
for some G ∈ I, whenever F ⊂ A and F is mX -closed.

Proof. Necessity: Suppose that A is I-mng-open. Let F ⊂ A and F be mX-closed.
Then, X \A ⊂ X \ F ∈ mX and X \A is I-mng-closed. Therefore, nX-Cl(X \A) \
(X \ F ) ∈ I and hence, nX-Cl(X \ A) ⊂ (X \ F ) ∪ G for some G ∈ I. This implies
that, X \ ((X \ F ) ∪G) ⊂ X \ nX-Cl(X \ A) and hence F \G ⊂ nX-Int(A).
Sufficiency: Let X \ A ⊂ U and U ∈ mX . Then, X \ U ⊂ A and X \ U is mX -
closed. By the hypothesis, we have (X \ U) \ G ⊂ nX-Int(A) = X \ nX-Cl(X \ A)
for some G ∈ I. This gives X \ (U ∪ G) ⊂ X \ nX-Cl(X \ A) and consequently
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nX-Cl(X \A) ⊂ U ∪G for some G ∈ I. Therefore, nX-Cl(X \A) \U ∈ I and hence,
X \ A is I-mng-closed. �

Definition 4.2. Let (X,mX) be an m-space and A a subset of X. The subset
Λm(A) [3] is defined as follows: Λm(A) = ∩{U : A ⊂ U ∈ mX}.
Theorem 4.1. A subset A of X is I-mng-closed if and only if nX-Cl(A)\Λm(A) ∈ I.

Proof. Necessity: Suppose that A is I-mng-closed. Let U be any mX-open set
containing A. Then nX-Cl(A)\U ∈ I and Λm(A) ⊂ U . Hence, nX-Cl(A)\Λm(A) ⊂
nX-Cl(A) \ U ∈ I.
Sufficiency: Suppose that nX-Cl(A) \ Λm(A) ∈ I and let V be any mX-open set
containing A. Then,

nX-Cl(A) \ V ⊂
⋃

U∈mX

{nX-Cl(A) \ U : A ⊂ U}

= nX-Cl(A) \
⋂

U∈mX

{U : A ⊂ U}

= nX-Cl(A) \ Λm(A) ∈ I.

Thus, nX-Cl(A) \ V ∈ I and hence A is an I-mng-closed set. �

5. mn-Ig-CLOSED SETS AND mn-TI-SPACES

The Definition 4.1 can not be described using the concept of minimal local
functions [22]. In consequence, we define a new class of sets in order to unify all the
given concepts in Definitions 2.1, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6, 3.7 and 3.10.

Definition 5.1. Let (X,mX , nX) be a bi m-space and I be an ideal on X. A subset
A of X is said to be mn-Ig-closed if A�

n ⊂ U , whenever A ⊂ U and U ∈ mX . The
complement of an mn-Ig-closed set is said to be mn-Ig-open.

Remark 5.1. Note that if I = {∅}, then
mn-Ig-closed ⇔ I-mng-closed ⇔ mng-closed.

Thus, the Remarks 4.1 and 4.2 are also true if we replace I-mng-closed by mn-Ig-
closed.

Remark 5.2. Let (X, τ) be a topological space and I be an ideal on X.
(1) If mX = τ , nX = τ (resp. SO(X)), then an mn-Ig-closed set is an I-g-closed
(resp. gI-closed) set.
(2) If mX = SO(X, τ) (resp. PO(X, τ), α(X, τ), β(X, τ)) and nX = τ , then an
mn-Ig-closed set is an I-sg-closed, I-pg-closed, I-αg-closed, I-βg-closed) set.

Remark 5.3. (1) Let (X, τ, I) be an ideal topological space and mX an m-structure
on X. If nX = τ , then an mn-Ig-closed set is an I-mg-closed set.
(2) Let (X,mX , I) be an ideal m-space. If nX = mX , then an mn-Ig-closed set is
an m-Ig-closed set.
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The following two examples shows that, in general, the notions of I-mng-closed
and mn-Ig-closed are independent.

Example 5.1. Let X = {a, b, c}, mX = {∅,X, {a}, {b}}, nX = {∅,X, {a}, {c}} and
I = {∅, {b}, {c}, {b, c}}. Then, nc

X = {∅,X, {b, c}, {a, b}}. Let A = {a}. Observe
that nX-Cl(A) = nX-Cl({a}) = {a, b}, A = {a} ⊂ {a} ∈ mX and A = {a} ⊂ X ∈
mX . Furthermore,

nX-Cl(A) \ {a} = {a, b} \ {a} = {b} ∈ I,
nX-Cl(A) \X = {a, b} \X = ∅ ∈ I.

Therefore, A = {a} is an I-mng-closed set. On the other hand, A�
n = {a, b} is not

contained in {a} ∈ mX . Thus, A = {a} is not mn-Ig-closed.

Example 5.2. Let X = {a, b, c, d}, mX = {∅,X, {c}, {a, b}}, nX = {∅,X,
{a}, {c}} and I = {∅, {b}, {c}, {b, c}}. Then, nc

X = {∅,X, {b, c, d}, {a, b, d}}. Let
A = {c}. Observe that nX-Cl(A) = nX-Cl({c}) = {b, c, d}, A = {c} ⊂ {c} ∈ mX ,
but nX-Cl(A) \ {c} = {b, c, d} \ {c} = {b, d} /∈ I. Therefore, A = {c} is not an
I-mng-closed set. On the other hand, A�

n = ∅ and so A�
n ⊂ U , whenever A ⊂ U and

U ∈ mX . Therefore, A = {c} is an mn-Ig-closed.

Now, we present some results related with mn-Ig-closed sets.

Proposition 5.1. Every mng-closed set is mn-Ig-closed.

Proof. Suppose that A is mng-closed and let U ∈ mX such that A ⊂ U . Since
A�

n ⊂ nX-Cl(A), then A�
n ⊂ U . Thus, A is also mn-Ig-closed. �

The following example shows that the converse of the above theorem is not true.

Example 5.3. Consider the ideal bi m-space (X,mX , nX , I) given in Example 5.2.
Then, A = {c} is an mn-Ig-closed but not mng-closed in X, since nX-Cl(A) =
{b, c, d} is not contained in {c} ∈ mX .

Definition 5.2. A minimal structure mX on a nonempty set X is said to have
property F if any finite intersection of subsets belonging to mX belongs to mX .

Definition 5.3. Let (X,mX) be an m-space. A family A = {Aλ : λ ∈ Λ} of subsets
of X is said to be mX-locally finite if for each x ∈ X, there exists an mX -open set
U containing x and U intersects Aλ at most for finitely many λ.

Note that every finite family of subsets of (X,mX) is mX-locally finite.

Proposition 5.2. Let (X, τ) be a topological space and mX an m-structure on X
such that τ ⊂ mX . Then, every locally finite family of subsets of X is mX-locally
finite.

The following example shows that the converse of the above proposition need
not be true in general.

Example 5.4. Let X = R be the real numbers and τ = τu the usual topology. Let
A = {{1/n} : n = 1, 2, . . .} and mX = SO(X, τ). Then the family A is mX-locally
finite since for every a ∈ X we have (a− 1, 0] ∈ mX but A is not locally finite.
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Lemma 5.1. Let (X,mX , I) be an ideal m-space and mX has property F. If {Aλ :
λ ∈ Λ} is an mX-locally finite family of subsets of (X,mX , I), then

⋃

λ∈Λ
(Aλ)

�
m = (

⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ)

�
m.

Proof. For every λ ∈ Λ we have Aλ ⊂
⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ and this implies (Aλ)

�
m ⊂ (

⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ)

�
m.

Hence we have
⋃

λ∈Λ
(Aλ)

�
m ⊂ (

⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ)

�
m.

Conversely, let x ∈ (
⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ)

�
m and U an mX-open set such that x ∈ U . Since

{Aλ : λ ∈ Λ} is mX-locally finite, there exists an mX-open set V containing x
and V intersects Aλ at most for finitely many λ, says Aλ1 , Aλ2 , . . . , Aλk

. Note that

U ∩ V is an mX -open set containing x. Since x ∈ (
⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ)

�
m, then (U ∩ V ) ∩

(
⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ) =

⋃

λ∈Λ
((U ∩V )∩Aλ) /∈ I for every U ∈ mX such that x ∈ U . It follows that

k⋃

i=1

((U ∩ V ) ∩ Aλi
) /∈ I for every U ∈ mX such that x ∈ U . Therefore, there exists

Aλj
∈ {Aλ1 , Aλ2 , . . . , Aλk

} such that (U ∩ V ) ∩ Aλj
/∈ I, and hence U ∩ Aλj

/∈ I.

Thus, we obtain x ∈ (Aλj
)�m which implies x ∈

k⋃

i=1

(Aλi
)�m ⊂

⋃

λ∈Λ
(Aλ)

�
m. This shows

that (
⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ)

�
m ⊂

⋃

λ∈Λ
(Aλ)

�
m. This completes the proof. �

Theorem 5.1. Let (X,mX , nX , I) be an ideal bi m-space where nX has the property
F. If A = {Aλ : λ ∈ Λ} is an nX-locally finite family of subsets of X and Aλ is

mn-Ig-closed for each λ ∈ Λ, then
⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ is mn-Ig-closed.

Proof. Let U ∈ mX such that
⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ ⊂ U . Then, Aλ ⊂ U for each λ ∈ Λ. Since Aλ

is mn-Ig-closed for each λ ∈ Λ, we have (Aλ)
�
n ⊂ U and hence,

⋃

λ∈Λ
(Aλ)

�
n ⊂ U . By

Lemma 5.1, we have (
⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ)

�
n ⊂ U . Therefore,

⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ is mn-Ig-closed. �

Corollary 5.1. Let (X,mX , nX , I) be an ideal bi m-space where nX has the property
F. If A and B are mn-Ig-closed sets of X, then A ∪B is also an mn-Ig-closed set.

The following example shows that the condition that nX has the property F is
necessary in the above corollary.
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Example 5.5. Let X = {a, b, c, d}, mX = {∅,X, {a, b}, {a, c, d}}, nX = {∅,X,
{a, b}, {b, c}, {c, d}} and I = {∅, {b}, {d}, {b, d}}. Then, A = {a} and B = {c, d} are
mn-Ig-closed sets but A∪B = {a, c, d} is not mn-Ig-closed in X, since (A∪B)�n = X
is not contained in {a, c, d} ∈ mX .

Definition 5.4. Two minimal structures mX and nX on a nonempty set X are said
to have property D if M ∈ mX and N ∈ nX imply M ∩N ∈ nX .

Lemma 5.2. Let (X,mX , nX , I) be an ideal bi m-space and mX and nX have prop-
erty D. If {Aλ : λ ∈ Λ} is an mX -locally finite family of subsets of (X,mX , nX , I),
then ⋃

λ∈Λ
(Aλ)

�
n = (

⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ)

�
n.

Proof. Arguin as in the proof of Lemma 5.1. Just use the fact that mX and nX have
property D instead of mX has property F. �

Theorem 5.2. Let (X,mX , nX , I) be an ideal bi m-space where mX and nX have
property D. If A = {Aλ : λ ∈ Λ} is an mX-locally finite family of subsets of X and

Aλ is mn-Ig-closed for each λ ∈ Λ, then
⋃

λ∈Λ
Aλ is mn-Ig-closed.

Proof. Follows from Lemma 5.2, using a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem
5.1. �

Corollary 5.2. Let (X,mX , nX , I) be an ideal bi m-space where mX and nX have
property D. If A and B are mn-Ig-closed sets of X, then A ∪B is also an mn-Ig-
closed set.

Proposition 5.3. If A is mn-Ig-closed and A ⊂ B ⊂ A�
n, then B is mn-Ig-closed.

Proof. Suppose that A is an mn-Ig-closed set and A ⊂ B ⊂ A�
n. Let U ∈ mX

such that B ⊂ U . Then A ⊂ U and hence A�
m ⊂ U . Since B ⊂ A�

n, we have
B�

n ⊂ (A�
n)

�
n ⊂ A�

m ⊂ U . Therefore, B is an mn-Ig-closed set. �

Theorem 5.3. A subset A of X is mn-Ig-closed if and only if A�
n ⊂ Λm(A).

Proof. Necessity: Suppose that A is mn-Ig-closed. Let U be any mX-open set
containing A. Then A�

n ⊂ U and hence, we obtain A�
n ⊂ Λm(A).

Sufficiency: Suppose that A�
n ⊂ Λm(A) and let U be any mX -open set containing

A. Then, A�
n ⊂ Λm(A) ⊂ U and hence A is an mn-Ig-closed set. �

Proposition 5.4. If mX has property B and A is a subset of X, then the following
properties are equivalent:
(1) A is mn-Ig-closed.
(2) nX-Cl(A�

n) ⊂ U for every mX-open set U containing A.
(3) mX -Cl({x}) ∩A 	= ∅ for every x ∈ nX-Cl(A�

n).
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Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). Suppose that A is mn-Ig-closed. Let U ∈ mX such that A ⊂ U .
Then, A�

n ⊂ U and so by Theorem 3.1, nX-Cl(A�
n) ⊂ U whenever A ⊂ U and

U ∈ mX .
(2) ⇒ (3). Let x ∈ nX-Cl(A�

n) and suppose that mX-Cl({x}) ∩ A = ∅. Then,
A ⊂ X \mX-Cl({x}) and X \mX-Cl({x}) is mX-open, since that mX has property
B. By (2), we have nX-Cl(A�

n) ⊂ X \mX -Cl({x}) ⊂ X \{x}.This is a contradiction.
Therefore, mX-Cl({x}) ∩A 	= ∅.
(3) ⇒ (1). Suppose that A is not mn-Ig-closed. Then, there exists an mX-open set
U such that A ⊂ U and A�

n is not contained in U . Therefore, there exists a point
x ∈ A�

n such that x /∈ U . Thus, we have {x}∩U = ∅ and hence, mX-Cl({x})∩U = ∅.
Since A ⊂ U , we obtain mX-Cl({x}) ∩ A = ∅. By Theorem 3.1, we have x ∈ A�

n =
nX-Cl(A�

n) and it follows that (3) does not hold. This complete the proof. �
The following example shows that the implication (2) ⇒ (3) of Theorem 5.4 is

not satisfied when mX does not have property B.

Example 5.6. Let X = {a, b, c, d}, mX = {∅,X, {a, b}, {b, c}}, nX = {∅,X, {a},
{a, c}, {c, d}} and I = {∅, {b}}. Let A = {a, c}, then nX-Cl(A�

n) = A�
n = X and X

is the only mX -open set containing A. Thus, (2) is satisfied. On the other hand,
d ∈ nX-Cl(A�

n) = X and mX-Cl({d}) = {d}. It follows that mX-Cl({d}) ∩ A = ∅
and hence (3) is not satisfied.

Definition 5.5. Minimal structures mX and nX on a nonempty set X are said to
have property C [17] if M ∈ mX and N ∈ nX imply M ∪N ∈ mX .

Theorem 5.4. If a subset A of X is mn-Ig-closed, then nX-Cl(A�
n) \ A = A�

n \ A
does not contain any nonempty mX-closed. The converse holds if nX has property
B and mX and nX have property C.

Proof. Suppose that A ismn-Ig-closed. Assume that F ⊂ A�
n\A and F ismX-closed.

Observe that A ⊂ X \F and X \F is mX-open. Then, A�
n ⊂ X \F and F ⊂ X \A�

n.
Since F ⊂ A�

n, we have F ⊂ (X \A�
n)∩A�

n = ∅. Thus, nX-Cl(A�
n) \A = A�

n \A does
not contain any nonempty mX-closed.

Conversely, suppose that nX has property B and mX and nX has property C.
Let A ⊂ U and U ∈ mX . Since nX-Cl(A�

n) = A�
n and nX has property B, then A�

n

is nX-closed. Note that A�
n ∩ (X \U) ⊂ A�

n \A and (X \U) is mX-closed. Since mX

and nX have property C, then A�
n∩ (X \U) is an mX-closed set contained in A�

n \A.
By assumption, A�

n ∩ (X \U) = ∅ and hence A�
n ⊂ U . Thus, A is mn-Ig-closed. �

The following example shows that, in the theorem above, the conditions that
nX has property B and mX and nX have property C cannot be dropped.

Example 5.7. Consider the ideal bi m-space (X,mX , nX , I) given in Example 5.2.
If B = {a}, then B�

n = {a, b, d} and B = {a} ⊂ {a, b} ∈ mX but B�
n = {a, b, d}

is not contained in {a, b}. Therefore, B = {a} is not an mn-Ig-closed set. On the
other hand, mc

X = {∅,X, {c, d}, {a, b, d}}. Thus, B�
n \ B = {b, d} does not contain

any nonempty mX-closed.
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Proposition 5.5. A subset A of X is mn-Ig-closed if and only if A�
n ∩ F = ∅

whenever A ∩ F = ∅ and F is mX-closed.

Proof. Necessity: Suppose that A is a mn-Ig-closed set. Let A ∩ F = ∅ and F be
mX-closed. Then A ⊂ X \ F and X \ F is mX-open. Therefore, A�

n ⊂ X \ F and
A�

n ∩ F = ∅.
Sufficiency: Let A ⊂ U and U is mX -open. Then, A ∩ (X \ U) = ∅ and X \ U is
mX-closed. By the hypothesis we have A�

n ∩ (X \ U) = ∅ and hence, A�
n ⊂ U . This

shows that A is a mn-Ig-closed set. �

Definition 5.6. An ideal bi m-space (X,mX , nX , I), is said to be mn-TI if every
mn-Ig-closed set of X is nX�-closed.

Theorem 5.5. For an ideal bi m-space (X,mX , nX , I), the following properties are
equivalent:
(1) X is mn-TI,
(2) For each x ∈ X, {x} is an mX-closed set or {x} is an nX�-open set.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). Let x ∈ X. If {x} is not mX-closed, then A = X \ {x} is not
mX-open and hence, A is trivially mn-Ig-closed. By (1), A is nX�-closed and hence,
{x} is nX�-open.
(2) ⇒ (1). Let A ⊂ X be mn-Ig-closed and let x ∈ A�

n. We have the following two
cases:
Case 1. {x} is mX-closed. By Theorem 5.4, A�

n \A does not contain any nonempty
mX-closed. Since x ∈ A�

n, then we obtain x ∈ A.
Case 2. {x} is nX�-open. We have X \ {x} is nX�-closed and hence:

(X \ {x})�n ⊂ X \ {x}
or equivalently

{x} ⊂ X \ (X \ {x})�n.
Since x ∈ {x}, then x /∈ (X \ {x})�n and hence, there exists an nX-open set U such
that x ∈ U and U ∩ (X \{x}) ∈ I. On the other hand, x ∈ A�

n entails that V ∩A /∈ I

for each nX-open set such that x ∈ V . In particular, there exists U ∈ nX such that
x ∈ U , U ∩A /∈ I and U ∩ (X \{x}) ∈ I. We claim that {x}∩A 	= ∅. If {x}∩A = ∅,
then A ⊂ X \ {x} and hence U ∩A ⊂ U ∩ (X \ {x}) ∈ I. It follows that U ∩A ∈ I.
This is a contradiction. Therefore, {x} ∩A 	= ∅ and so x ∈ A.

Thus in both cases x is in A and hence A�
n ⊂ A. Thus, A is nX�-closed, which

shows that X is mn-TI. �

Definition 5.7. [17] A bi m-space (X,mX , nX), where nX has property B, is said
to be mn-T1/2 if and only if every singleton {x} of X is nX-open or mX -closed.

Corollary 5.3. Let (X,mX , nX , I) an ideal bi m-space. If X is mn-T1/2, then X
is mn-TI.



On the further unified theory of ideal generalized closed sets 95

REFERENCES

[1] S. P. Arya and T. Nour: Characterizations of s-normal spaces, Indian J. Pure Appl. Math.,

21(1990), 717-719.

[2] P. Bhattacharyya and B. K. Lahiri: Semigeneralized closed sets in topology, Indian J. Math.,

29(1987), 375-382.

[3] F. Cammaroto and T. Noiri: On Λm-sets and related topological spaces, Acta Math. Hungar.,

109(2005), No. 3, 261-279.

[4] J. Dontchev: On generalizing semi-preopen sets, Mem. Fac. Sci. Kochi Univ. Ser. A Math.,

16(1995), 35-48.

[5] J. Dontchev and M. Ganster: On δ-generalized closed sets and T3/4-spaces, Mem. Fac. Sci.

Kochi Univ. Ser. A Math., 17(1996), 15-31.

[6] J. Dontchev, M. Ganster and T. Noiri: Unified operation approach of generalized closed sets

via topological ideals, Math. Japonica, 49(1999), No. 3, 395-401.

[7] T. Fukutake, A. A. Nasef and A. I. El-Maghrabi: Some topological concepts via γ-generalized

closed sets, Bull. Fukuoka Univ. Edu. III, 52(2003), 1-9.

[8] Y. Gnanambal: On generalized preregular closed sets in topological spaces, Indian J. Pure Appl.

Math., 28(1997), 351-360.
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