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AbstratContinua as inverse limits have been studied for a long time. Onereason for suh intense researh in this area is the fat that inversesequenes with very simple spaes and simple bonding maps an giveextremely ompliated ontinua. Even in the ase, where all the spaesare unit intervals [0, 1℄ and all the bonding maps are the same, theresulting inverse limit may be very ompliated.A new onept of inverse limits of inverse sequenes with uppersemiontinuous set-valued bonding funtions was introdued in 2004by W. S. Mahavier and W. T. Ingram [11, 13℄. It has already provedto be very useful at onstruting new interesting spaes. It also pro-dued many new tehniques to study important properties of topologi-al spaes. The onept of these generalized inverse limits has beomevery popular sine their introdution and has been studied by manyauthors and many papers appeared.In the talks we will look losely to the de�nition of generalizedinverse limits and study some of their properties. We will also produesome interesting examples of ontinua using the generalized inverselimits.Referenes[1℄ I. Bani£, On dimension of inverse limits with upper semiontinuous set-valuedbonding funtions, Topology Appl. 154 (2007), 2771-2778,1
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