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Introduction

This thesis is about some properties of compact and related topological spaces.

In the first section we study discrete subspaces of topological spaces. For example
in a 15, space the points of an ordinary (w type) convergent sequence are discrete. Some
kind of spaces (metric, M, spaces, ...) are fully determined by the convergent sequences.
But there are compact spaces, for example 5N, which have no nontrivial convergent w-
sequences. It is well known that in a compact space every non-isolated point is the
limit point of a convergent transfinite sequence. For a convergent w-sequence it is also
true that any initial segment doesn’t accumulate to the limit point. If we generalize this
property to transfinite convergence, we get the concept of a "free sequence". We prove
that if a compact space has tightness greater or equal to a regular cardinal x > w, then
the space has a convergent x-type free sequence.

A convergent (free) sequence in some sense has thin closure. Therefore it is an
interesting problem how large can be the closure of a discrete subspace. We prove that
if a weak version of GCH holds, in any countably tight compactum X there is a discrete
subspace D with |D| = | X]|.

We also prove that if a countably compact space is the union of countably many D
subspaces then it is compact, and if a compact Hausdorff space is the union of fewer
than N (R) = cov(M) left-separated subspaces then it is scattered.

Next we study the d-separable spaces, that is the spaces which have o-discrete dense
subspaces and we answer several problems raised by V. V. Tkachuk.

We prove the following result: If in a compact 7 space X there is a A-branching
family of closed sets then X cannot be covered by fewer than A many discrete subspaces.
(A family of sets F is A-branching iff |F| < A but one can form A\ many pairwise
disjoint intersections of subfamilies of F.) As a consequence, we obtain the following
strengthening of the well-known Cech-Pospisil theorem: If X a is compact 7, space
such that all points x € X have character x(x, X)) > « then X cannot be covered by
fewer than 2" many discrete subspaces.

We call a topological space x-compact if every subset of size x has a complete
accumulation point in it. Let ®(u, x, A) denote the following statement: u < Kk <
A = cf(A) and there is {S¢ : & < A} C [k]* such that [{ : |Se N A| = p}| < A
whenever A € [k]<". We show that if ®(u, x, A) holds and the space X is both p-
compact and A-compact then X is k-compact as well. Moreover, from PCF theory
we deduce ®(cf(k), k, k™) for every singular cardinal k. As a corollary we get that a
linearly Lindelof and N,,-compact space is uncountably compact, that is k-compact for
all uncountable cardinals x.

The next section is about the relation of calibers and density. We prove, among
others, the following theorems:

— If X is a T3 space with no free sequences of length A and (A, A, ) is a caliber of
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X then d(X) < p=* for some cardinal ;1 < k.

— If X is T3 and X = |JC with |C| < x and the members of C are compact with no
free sequences of length y, moreover (u, k) is a caliber of X then d(X) < &.

— If X is T3 and X = |JC with |C| < k and C is compact with no free sequences
of length « for every C' € C, moreover « is a caliber of X then d(X) < k.

These results provide strengthenings and generalizations of some results of Sapirovskii
and of Arhangelskii, respectively.

We define the projective m-character p 7wy (X) of a space X as the supremum of the
values 7y (Y') where Y ranges over all (Tychonov) continuous images of X. Our main
result says that every Tychonov space X has a m-base whose order is < pmx(X), that is
every point in X is contained in at most p 7x (X )-many members of the 7-base. Since
prx(X) < t(X) for compact X, this is a significant generalization of a celebrated
result of Shapirovskii.

We answer several questions of V. Tkachuk from [Point-countable m-bases in first
countable and similar spaces, Fund. Math. 186 (2005), pp. 55-69.] by showing the
following results:

— There is a ZFC example of a first countable, O-dimensional Hausdorff space with
no point-countable 7-base (in fact, the minimum order of a 7-base of the space
can be made arbitrarily large).

— If there is a k-Suslin line then there is a first countable GO space of cardinality
™ in which the order of any 7-base is at least .

— Itis consistent to have a first countable, hereditarily Lindelof regular space having
uncountable m-weight and w; as a caliber (of course, such a space cannot have a
point-countable 7-base).

The final section is about characterizing continuity by preserving compactness and con-
nectedness. Let us call a function f from a space X into a space Y preserving if the
image of every compact subspace of X is compact in Y and the image of every con-
nected subspace of X is connected in Y. By elementary theorems a continuous function
is always preserving. Evelyn R. McMillan [46] proved in 1970 that if X is Hausdorff,
locally connected and Frechet, Y is Hausdorff, then the converse is also true: any pre-
serving function f : X — Y is continuous. The main result of this part is that if X is
any product of connected linearly ordered spaces (e.g. if X = R")and f : X — Y isa
preserving function into a regular space Y, then f is continuous.



dc_118 10

Notations

We use all the standard notations of set theory.

If Z is an ideal on the set X such that [X]<“ C Z then the covering number of T
defined as cov(Z) = min{|J| : J C Z és UJ} =X

If M is the ideal on R generated by the nowhere dense subsets then N(R) =
cov(M) denotes the Novak-number of the real line.

s = min{|.A| : A splitting family} the splitting number.
A C [w]¥ is a splitting family it VY € w]* FA€ A|Y NA| =Y \ Al =w

e p =min{|F|: F C [w]“ strongly centered and VA € [w]|“3IF € F|A\ F| = w}

F C [w]¥ strongly centered if Vf € [F|<¥ |N f|=w

If B C P(X) then the order of B
ord(B) = sup{ord(z, B) : z € X} where ord(z,B) = [{B € B:z € B}|
The family B is point-countable if ord(B) < w

Cardinal functions

In this dissertation we assume that all topological spaces are infinite 77 spaces. 7 denotes
the open sets of X and 7* = 7\ {(} the family of the nonempty open sets. Now let X
be a topological space and x € X an arbitrary point in the space.

w(X) = min{|B| : Bis a base of X'} is the weight of X.
The space X is said to be an M, space if w(X) = w.

7(X) = min{|B| : Bis a m-base } is the w-weight of X.
d(X) = min{|S| : S = X} is the density of X.

L(X) = min{xk : VG open cover 3G’ € [G]=" subcover } is the a Lindeldf-
number of X.
The space X said to be Lindelof if L(X) = w.

c(X) =sup{|C| : C C 7 is cellular } is the cellularity of X.
Here "cellular" means "pairwise disjoint".
The space X has the Suslin-property (shortly Suslin) if ¢(X) = w.

s(X) =sup{|D| : D C X is discrete } is the spread of X.

A space S is left (right) separated if there is a well-ordering of S such that every final
(initial) segment is open.
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o 2(X) = hd(X) =sup{|S| : S is left separeted }.
o h(X)=hL(X) =sup{|S] : S is right separeted }.

{2 : a € K} C X is afree sequence ifVa € k {xp: f < a}nN{xsg:p>a} =0
o F(X) =sup{|S|: Sisafree sequence }.

Some of the (global) cardinal functions (like s(X), z(X), h(X), F(X)) are defined in
the form:

e(X) =sup{|Y|:Y C X and ¢)(Y)}
where 1) is a property of spaces that is inherited by subspaces. In this case we can define
the "~ version" of ¢ as follows:

P(X)=min{]Y|:Y C X and (Y}
In this way we get the cardinal functions $(X), 2(X), h(X), F(X).

e x(z,X) = min{|B| : B C 7 is a neighbourhood base of =} is the character of «
in X.
X(X) = sup{x(z, X) : x € X} is the character of X.
The space X is said to be an M; space or first-countable space if x(X) < w.

o Y(x,X)=min{|B|: B C 7, B = {z}} is the pseudo-character of x in X
(X)) = sup{v(z, X) : © € X} is the pseudo-character of X.

o t(z,X) = min{x : VA C X,z € 1A = 3B C A,|B| < K, € B} is the
tightness of r in X.
t(X) = sup{t(x, X) : x € X} is the tightness of X.

e 7x(z,X) = min{|B| : Blocal w-base of z-ben} is the w-character of x in X.
mx(X) = sup{mx(z, X) : € X} is the m-character of X.
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1 Discrete subspaces

1.1 Convergent free sequences in compact spaces

While there are compact 75 spaces with no nontrivial convergent w-sequences, SN
being perhaps the best known such space, every infinite compact 75 space contains
nontrivial convergent transfinite sequences. Indeed, as it is easy to see, if in such a
space { A, : a € p} is a (strictly) decreasing sequence of closed sets with ({A, : « €
¢} = p, a singleton, then for every choice of points ¢, € A, \ A,11, the sequence
{qa : @ € ¢} convergences to p, provided that ¢ is a limit ordinal.

Moreover, it is also easy to see that if the character of a point p in such a space is
equal to x then a decreasing sequence of closed sets { A, : « € k} does exist with

m{Aa:aEm}:p,

hence p is the limit of a k-sequence. Consequently, since every infinite compact 75
space has a separable closed infinite subspace, in which then every point has character
< ¢ = 2%, we get that every such space has convergent sequences of length < ¢.

On the other hand, it has also been known (see [8] or [71]) that for example, SN
contains a convergent sequence of length w; , without assuming CH, hence the natural
question arises whether every infinite compact 75 space contains a convergent w or wy,
sequence? This question was first formulated by HusSek in the late seventies, and a re-
lated stronger problem was independently raised by Istvan Juhdsz around the same time:
Does every nonfirst countable compact 75 space contain a convergent w; sequence?

In this section we show that every compact 75 space of uncountable tightness con-
tains a convergent w; sequence, moreover assuming CH every nonfirst countable com-
pact 15 space does. Also we obtain that under CH every compact 75 space with a small
diagonal is metrizable, thus solving another problem of Husek from [24]. More gener-
ally, using some results of Dow from [12] we obtain that these consequences will hold
in any generic extension obtained by adding Cohen reals to any ground model satisfying
CH.

1.1.1 The Main theorem

The main result of this section says that if x is any uncountable regular cardinal and
X is a compact 75 space containing a free sequence of length x, then X also contains
a convergent such sequence. Let us note that having a free sequence {p, : o € K}
converging to p in X also yields a closed set F' C X with x(p, F') = k. Indeed,
F = {p, : a € k} works since the sets {p, : @ € k \ B} are clopen in F for all g € ,
for the sequence {p, : « € K} is free, i.e.,

{(Pa €N {pa:acr\B=0

9
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for § € k.

The proof of the main result is split into two cases according to whether X contains
a closed set that maps continuously onto 2% or not. In the first case we get somewhat
stronger results and now we turn to their discussion.

Theorem 1.1. Let k be any uncountable cardinal and f : X — 2" be an irreducible
continuous map of the compact 15 space X onto 2 . Then for every point x € X we
have

(i) there is a (relatively) discrete subspace D C X \ {x} with |D| = k that "con-
verges" to x in the strong sense that every neighbourhood of x contains all but
countably many elements of D;

(ii) moreover, if cf(k) > w, then there is a free sequence {x, : o € K} C X \ {x} that
converges 1o x.

Proof. We need several simple facts concerning irreducible maps that are probably well
known, although we have not found them in the literature. For the sake of completeness
we present them here with their proofs. First, the image of a regular closed set (in
particular, of a clopen set) A under an irreducible closed map f : X — Z is regular

closed. Indeed, if we had y € f(A) \ int f(A) # (@ then A\ f~! <int f(A)), hence

G=intA\ f! (W)#@

because A is regular closed. Since f is irreducible we have int f(G) # (), contradicting
that both int f(G) \ int f(A) and f(G) Nint f(A) = 0.
Next we show that if f is as above and A, B are regular closed sets in X, then

int f(AN B) =int f(A) Nint f(B).

Indeed, assume that int f(A N B) & int f(A) Nint f(B). Then
C = (int f(A) Nint f(B)) \ f(AN B) # 0, hence D = int AN f~1(C) # 0, as well.
Butthen DN B = and f(D)\ C'\ f(B); consequently, f(X \ D) =Y, contradicting
that f is irreducible.

Let us now return to the proof of the theorem, where, for technical reasons, we first
assume that X is also 0-dimensional.

For S C k a subset H of 2" is called S-determined if z € H implies 2/ € H
whenever 2/ € 2" and 2/ [ S = 2z | S. Itis well known (cf. [15]) that every regular
closed (or open) subset of 2" is S-determined for some countable S C k. Moreover, it
is obvious that if H is S-determined then so are H and int H as well.

For o € k and 7 € 2 we shall put

Upi={2€2": 2(a) =i}

10
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so the U, ; form the canonical subbase for the product topology on 2*.

Now, for any subset S C x we let Ag be the collection of all those clopen subsets
A of X that contain x and whose f-image f(A) is S-determined. According to our
preliminary remarks, for every clopen neighbourhood A of x there is some countable
set S C k such that A € Ag . Moreover, each collection Ag is closed under finite
intersections. Finally, we set [.As = Fs. Then F§ is a closed set containing z, and
clearly S C T implies Fg C Fr.

Let us put f(x) = y and for any S C k we set

bs={z€2":21S=y[|S}
We claim that f(Fg) = ®g holds for every S C k. Indeed, first note that

f(Fs) = F([)As) = [ {f(A) : A€ As}
because X is compact and Ag is closed under finite intersections. But forall A € Ag
we have y € f(A) and f(A) is S-determined, hence &g C f(A),i.e., s C f(Fs). On
the other hand, for each v € S we clearly have f~! (U, y()) € As. Consequently,

f(Fs) C ﬂ{Ua,y(a) T E S} = (IDS

hence f(Fs) = Pg.
Now for every o € k we let ¥y be the point of 2" that agrees with y for 5 € « \ {«a}
but disagrees with it at o, i.e.,

y(B) iff#a

1—yla) iff=a .

Since P\ (o} = {¥, Yo, We may pick the points * € F\(q} such that f(z%) = y*
for all @ € k and claim that the set D = {z® : a € k} satisfies (i).

That D is discrete follows immediately from the fact that the set {y* : « € k} is
discrete. Next, if A is any clopen neighbourhood of x then there is a countable set S C &
with A € A : S. But then for every a €  \ S, we have

y*(B) =

¢ € FH\{Q} C Fg C A,

hence (i) holds because X is 0-dimensional.
As for (i1), let us first define the points y,, € 2" for a € k by the stipulation

y(B) iff<a

Ya(B) = .
1—y(B) fa<pf<k

11
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Clearly {y, : o € k} is a free sequence in 2*. Moreover, y, € P, for each
a € k. Since f(F,y1) = Por1, We can choose points z, € F, . for a € k such that
f(xa) = Ya-

Now {z, : a € k} is a free sequence in X: if z € {z,:«a € [} then f(z) €
{yo : @ € B} by the continuity of f; hence f(z) ¢ {y,:«a € 5\ 5} because {y,} is

free; thus z ¢ {x,: a € 8\ B}

Finally to see that {z, : @ € k} converges to x it clearly suffices to show that
(V{Fot1: o € K} = {z} since the F,; are decreasing and z, € F, 11 \ F,1o. But for
every clopen neighbourhood A of x there is a countable S C x with A € Ag, hence by
cf(k) > w there is an « € k such that S C a. Consequently, F,,,; C F,, C Fg C A.

Thus, using again that X is 0-dimensional, (ii) has been established.

Now let us consider the general case with an arbitrary compact 7, space X. By
Alexandrov’s well-known theorem (see, e.g., [15, 3.2.2]), there is a 0- dimensional com-
pact 15 space Z admitting an irreducible map g : Z — X onto X. Then the composition
h = fog:Z — 2" is also irreducible, hence the above considerations can be applied
to h and a fixed point z € Z with g(z) = x. This gives us points {z* : @ € r} with
h(z*) = y* and {z, : a € k with h(z,) = y,. Now it is straightforward to check that
the set D = {z® = ¢g(2%) : a € k} and the free sequence {z, = g(z,) : @ € K} are as
required by (i) and (ii), respectively. ]

Now we turn to the formulation of our main result.

Theorem 1.2. Let k be an uncountable regular cardinal. If a compact T space X
contains a free sequence S = {x,, : « € Kk} of length k then it also contains one that is
convergent.

Proof. Let us first note that the closure S of S can be mapped continuously onto the
space x + 1 taken with its usual order topology. Indeed, if for any limit ordinal A\ < &
we set

AA:m{xg:BE AN\ al,
or equivalently, since S is free,
Ay={z e X: X=min{a:z € {z5: 6 € a}'}},
then the map f : S — x + 1 (defined below) is clearly continuous:

no =T, n<w
flx)=¢Q a+1l z=1z, a€r\w
A x €Ay A<klimit

Thus we may assume without any loss of generality that X admits an irreducible
map f onto x+ 1. Moreover, using 1.1 (ii), we may also assume that no closed subspace

12
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of X can be mapped onto 2*. This, however, by Sapirovskil’s celebrated result (cf. [25,
3.18]) implies that every nonempty closed subset F' of X has a point p with 7wy (p, F') <
K.

For every ordinal « <  let us define Z, = f~*((x + 1) \ «). In particular, then the
set Z, = f~1({k}) is nowhere dense in X because f is irreducible.

Let p € Z, be any point having m-character wx(p, Z,) = 7 less than « in Z,. We
are going to show that there is a free sequence of length x converging to p. This will
clearly establish our result.

First we claim that for every open subset G of X if G N Z,, # () then f(G) Nk is
cofinal in k. Indeed, otherwise we had an o € & such that G\ Z,, C f~![a], hence as
Z,. 1s nowhere dense we had

GCG\Z,C fla]Cfla+1],

contradicting that G N Z,. # 0.
Using mx(p, Z,,) = (< k), we may choose open sets {G., : v € 7} in X such that
{G, N Z, : v € m} forms a local 7-base at p in Z,.. Let us pick a point ¢, € G, N Z,

for each v € 7 and then choose the open set B, in X such that ¢, € B, C B, C G,.
By the above claim, then

C, =rN f(B,)

is a closed unbounded subset of x, hence by 7 < ksois C' = ({C, : v € w}. (Here
we use the regularity of x.)

Now, for every a € k we let V, be the collection of all those open neighbourhoods
V' of p for which E N Z,, C V implies E N Z, for all v € 7. Clearly Vi, V5 € V,
implies V) NV, € V,.. Moreover V,, C V3 if a < . Let us put

Fa:ﬂ{V:VGVQ}

Then we have F, D Fj for a < § and

F(E) =(WSV):V eV}

by our above remarks.
But for every V' € V,, there is a y € 7 such that B, N Z, ¢ G, N Z, C V.
Consequently,
C\acC,\acC f(B,NZ,) Cf(V).
Thus we obtain C'\ o C f(F,,) and, in particular, F,, # {p}.
Next we show that for every neighbourhood V' of p there is some o € k with V' €
V,,. Indeed, if E N Z, C V then

Zﬁzﬂ{Za:ae K},

13
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and Z, C Zg for 8 < « imply that, as X is compact, there is some «., € ~ such that
E N Z,, C V. Thus if a o € « is chosen with a, < « for each v € 7, and this is
possible since « is regular and m < &, then V' € V), indeed.

Putting all this together we obtain from the sets F,, a strictly decreasing sequence of
closed sets whose intersection is {p} . By suitably thinning out, we may assume that
Fop1 G F, forall o € w; hence if p, € Foy1 \ F, then the sequence {p, : a € x}
converges to p. Finally, by passing to a subsequence we may assume that if & < 3 then
f(palpha) < f(ps), and then the subsequence {p,+1 : @ € K} is also free because its
f-image {f(pa+1) 1 @ € K} is.

[

1.1.2 Applications

In this section we are going to present several results that are more or less immediate
consequences of our main theorem and other known results. To start with, we consider
a result which, for kK = w, was formulated in the introduction.

Corollary 1.3. If 2" = k* and X is a compact Ty space of character x(X) > &, then
X has a closed subset F with a point p such that x(p, F') = k", hence a convergent
kt-sequence as well.

Proof. If ¢(X) > & then this is immediate from 1.2, even without assuming 2* = k.
(Remember that a convergent free x*-sequence yields F' and p as required.) Now if
t(X) < k then for any point p € X with x(p, X) > ™ we may apply 6.14(b) of [25]
with A = k™ to obtain a set Y C X with |Y| < k™ such that

X, Y) =x(pY) > r".

If |Y'| < & then we have w(Y) < 2¢0) < 25 = k*, hence we must have x(p,Y) = x*.
If, on the other hand, [Y'| = x* thenletus write Y = [J{Y, : @ € T} with [Y,| = &
and Y, C Yz fora < § < k™. Since t(X) < k, we also have Y = [ J{V, : a € k}.

But then for each « € k™ we have w(Y,) < kT as above, hence (cf. [25]) we have

w¥) =nw(Y) <Y {nw¥a):acrt} <k

and thus again x(p,Y) = k™. O

For the case x = w we can prove the following partial strengthening of 1.3.

Corollary 1.4. If V satisfies CH and W is an extension of V' obtained by adding some
Cohen reals to V', then in W every nonfirst countable compact T, space X has a con-
vergent wi-sequence. (Note that W =V is permitted here.)

14
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Proof. As above, using our main theorem we can assume that ¢(X) = w, hence, by
5.8(b) of [12], every point p € X with y(p, X) > w is the limit of an w;-sequence. ]

In [24] HuSek introduced the notion of small diagonal and asked whether CH implies
that every compact 75 space with a small diagonal is metrizable. (Recall that X is said to
have small diagonal if for every uncountable set H C X2\ A there is a neighbourhood
U of A with H \ U also uncountable. In other words, this means that no w;-sequence
from X2\ A can converge to A.) We can now establish the following stronger result.

Corollary 1.5. If W is as in 1.4 then in W every compact T, space X with a small
diagonal is metrizable.

Proof. By 5.8(c) of [12] this is so if #(X) < w. If on the other hand ¢(X) > w, then
by 1.2 there is a convergent w;-sequence {p, : o € wi} in X consisting of distinct
points. But if (p,) converges to p then {(pa, pas1) : @ € wi} C X2\ A converges to
(p,p) € A, which shows that X cannot have small diagonal. O

Let us now recall from the introduction Hu’sek’s other conjecture saying that every
compact 75 space contains a convergent w- or wi-sequence. Our next result shows that
this is implied by a conjecture formulated by Istvdn Juhdsz in [28], namely, that every
compact 75 space of countable tightness has a point of character < w;. In fact, a little
more is true.

Corollary 1.6. If every compact T, space of countable tightness has a point of character
< wy then in every infinite compact T space X there is a closed set ' with a pointp € F
such that x(p, F) = w or x(p, F) = wy.

Proof. If t(X) > w then we can simply apply 1.2. Next if ¢(X) = w and X is also
scattered, then X contains the one-point compactification of an infinite set, hence a
closed set I with a point p satisfying x(p, /') = w or x(p, ') = w;. Finally if t(X) = w
and X is not scattered, then X contains a closed set F' that is dense in itself and, by our
assumption, for some point p € F' we have x(p, F') = w or x(p, F') = w. ]

In [29] it was shown that the assumption of 1.6 is valid in a generic extension ob-
tained by adding w; Cohen reals to an arbitrary ground model. Moreover, Dow proved
in [13] that this assumption, hence by 1.6 also HuSek’s conjecture, is valid under PFA.
Next we give a very simple and quick proof of a result form [30]. In order to formulate
this we recall that a space X is said to omit a cardinal X if | X| > X but X does not
contain a closed subset of size \.

Corollary 1.7. If 2% = k' then no compact space X may omit both kt and k™.

Proof. Let | X| > . If t(X) < & then for every Y C X with |[Y| = £ we have
Y| = k™ because
V=|J{Z:ZcYand|Z| <k}
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If, however, t(X) > k, then by 1.2 there is a convergent x"-sequence S = {z, : @ €
kT}in X. Then we have

gzU{:@:ﬁGa}:aE/ﬁ}U{x},

where z is the limit of S, hence clearly either |S| = kT or [S]| = xk*7. O

Note that the same proof actually yields in ZFC that no compact 75 space can omit
every cardinal in the interval [x, 2].

We finish with a result that is not connected with our main theorem, still we thought
to add it here because it is directly related to HuSek’s conjecture. This result uses the set
theoretic principle & (club), introduced by Ostaszewski in [49], saying that with every
limit ordinal A € w; we can associate an w-type subset S, C A with [J S\ = A such
that for every uncountable set H C w; there is a A with Sy, C H. & is known to be
consistent with the continuum being arbitrarily large.

Theorem 1.8. Assume & and let X be a countably compact infinite Ty space that con-
tains no nontrivial convergent w-sequence. Then there is an wi-size supspace ¥ =
{Zo + @ € w1} of X such that in'Y every (relatively) open set is either countable or
co-countable

Proof. Let (S, : A € L) be a &-sequence with L; denoting the set of limit ordinals in
wi. By transfinite induction on a o € w;, we are going to define infinite closed sets
F,, C X and points z,, € F,, as follows.

Let us put F; = X, and if the infinite closed set F,, has been defined then we pick
Ty € Fyand F,yq C F, \ {z,} such that F, | be closed and infinite.

If A € L; and the F, have been defined for all « € A then (F,, : o € \) is a decreas-
ing w-sequence of closed sets, hence the set F), = {z, : @ € Sy} of all accumulation
points of the sequence {z,, : a € S\} is nonempty by countable compactness. More-
over, it is infinite because X contains no convergent w-sequence. This completes the
induction.

It is immediate from our construction that for every A € L; we have

{Xo:acew \ A} C{xs: €Sy}

Consequently, since for every uncountable set Z C Y there is a A € Ly with {zeta :
f € Sy} C Z, any uncountable closed (or open) subset of Y must be co-countable. The
proof is thus completed. O]

Let us first note that Y is an S-space if it is also 75. Moreover it is obvious that Y’
can have at most one complete accumulation point. Consequently, we have

Corollary 1.9. If & holds then every infinite initially wi-compact Ts-space has a non-
trivial convergent w or wi-sequence.
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1.2 Discrete subspaces of countably tight compacta

In this section compactum will mean an infinite compact Hausdorff space. The cardinal
function g(X') denotes the supremum of cardinalities of closures of discrete subspaces
of a space X; this was introduced in [2]. It was also asked there if | X| = ¢(X) holds
for every compactum X. Much later, at a meeting in Budapest in 2003, Archangelskii
also asked the following (slightly) stronger question: Does every compactum X contain
a discrete subspace D with |D| = |X|? (If, following the notation of [25], we denote
by §(X) the smallest cardinal « such that for every discrete D C X we have |D| < &
then this latter question asks if g(X) = | X|* for every compactum X.)

It was noted by K. Kunen that the answer to the second question is “no” if there is
an inaccessible cardinal, because for every non-weakly compact inaccessible cardinal A
there is even an ordered compactum X with g(X) = |X| = A. Moreover A. Dow in
[11] gave, with the help of a forcing argument, a consistent counterexample to the first
question. It remains open if there are ZFC counterexamples to either question.

On the other hand, A. Dow proved in [11] the following positive ZFC results for
countably tight compacta.

Proposition 1.10. (A. Dow, see in [11]) Let X be a countably tight compactum. Then
(i) |X| < g(X)*;
(ii) if | X| < N, then §(X) = |X|*.

A. Dow also formulated the following conjecture in [11]: For every such X we do
have g(X) = |X|". In what follows we shall confirm this conjecture under a slight
weakening of GCH, namely the assumption that for any cardinal ~ the power 2" is a
finite successor of x; or equivalently: every limit cardinal is strong limit.

It is trivial that for any space X we have s(X) < g(X) (and 5(X) < g(X)),
however the following stronger inequality, which we shall use later, is also true: h(X) <
9(X) (and E(X ) < G(X)). This is so because for any right separated (or equivalently:
scattered) space Y the set I(Y") of all isolated points of Y, that is clearly discrete, is
dense in Y.

We start by giving a new, simpler proof of 1.10 (1).

Proof of 1.10 (i). Let X be a countably tight compactum and M be a countably closed
elementary submodel of H(¥) for a large enough regular cardinal ¥ with X € M,
g(X) C M and |M| = g(X)“.

First we show that X N M is compact. Indeed, if D is any countable discrete sub-
space of X N M then D € M because M is countably closed, hence D € M and so
g(X) € M implies D C M. As X is countably tight, it follows that the X -closure of
any discrete subspace of X N M is contained in X N M, hence the subspace X N M
has the property that the closure of any discrete subspace of it is compact. But then it is
well-known (see e.g. [63]) that X N M is compact.
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Next we show that X = X N M; this will clearly complete the proof. Assume,
indirectly, that x € X \ M. By 2.10 (a) of [25] we have ¢(X) < h(X) < g(X), hence
again by g(X) C M there is for each point y € X N M a local y-base U, C M. Pick
for each y € X N M an element U, € U, C M with z € U,. Since X N M is compact,
from the open cover {U, : y € X N M} of X N M we may select a finite subcover
U={U,,,...,U,,} Butthenld € M and = ¢ UU, a contradiction.

O

Before giving our next result we shall prove two lemmas that may turn out to have
independent interest. Both lemmas say something about 75 spaces.

Lemma 1.11. Let X be a countably compact T space and \ be a strong limit cardinal
of countable cofinality such that mx(X) < A, moreover |G| > X for each (non-empty)
open subset G of X. Then we actually have g(X) > N\, i. e. X has a discrete subspace
D with |D| > ).

Proof. By a well-known result of Sapirovskif (see [25], 2.37), for every open G in X
we have ¢(G) > ), because otherwise we had w(G) < 7x(G)“% < ), hence also
|G| < 2w(G) < X as \is strong limit. But then by a result of Erdds and Tarski (see [25],
4.1) we also have ¢(G) > A, i.e. GG contains A\ many pairwise disjoint open subsets,
because A is singular.

Now given an open set G C X and a point = € G let us fix an open neighbourhood
V(G,z) =V of z such that V' & G. By the above we may also fix a family U(G, x) of
open subsets of G \ V' with pairwise disjoint closures and with [U/(G, z)| = A. This is
possible because X is T5.

We next define for all finite sequences s € A<“ open sets GG, and points x, € G, by
recursion on |s| as follows. To start with, we set Gy = X and pick 2y € Gy arbitrarily.
Once z; € G, are given, then the sets {G . :«a € A} are chosen so as to enumerate
U(Gy, z4) in a one-to-one manner. Then the points x - o € G are chosen arbitrarily.

Letusset D = {zs : s € A<*}. Then D is discrete because by the construction, we
clearly have D NV (G, xs) = {x,} for each s € A<“. For every w-sequence f € \*,
using the countable compactness of X, we may choose an accumulation point x; of the
set {xf;, : n € w}. Clearly, we have z; € Ef[n for all n € w. For fi, fo € A\ with
fi # fothen xy, # x4, because if n is minimal with f;(n) # f2(n) then

Ghinrt NGy = 0.

This shows that [ D| > \“, hence §(X) > A, and the proof is completed. O

As we shall see below, using 1.10 (i) and 1.11 one can already prove | X| = g(X)
for countably tight compacta, under the assumption that 2 < x** for all k. However,
to get the stronger result g(X) = | X|* for the case when | X | is an inaccessible cardinal,
we shall need the following lemma.
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Lemma 1.12. Let k, \, uu be cardinals with k — (\, 1)? and X be a T space in which
there is a left-separated subspace of cardinality k (i.e. Z(X) > k). Then either X has a
discrete subspace of size X (i.e. S(X) > \) or there is in X a free sequence of length
(ie. F(X) > p).

Proof. Let Y C X be left-separated by the well-ordering < in order-type ~. Then for
each y € Y we can fix a closed neighbourhood N, such that {z € Y: z < y} NN, = 0.

Let us then define the coloring c: [Y]? — 2 by the following stipulation: for y, z €
Y with y < 2z we have ¢({y,z}) = 0 if and only if = ¢ N,. By k — (A, 1)* then we
either have a 0-homogeneous subset of Y of size A or a I-homogeneous subset of size .
But clearly, if S C Y is 0-homogeneous then S is discrete because then S N N, = {y}
forall y € S, and if S is 1-homogeneous then S is free in X because in this case for
anyy € Swehave {z€ S: z<y}NN,=0and{z € S: y <z} CN,. O

We are now ready to present our result.

Theorem 1.13. Assume that 25 < k™ holds for all cardinals k. Then for every count-
ably tight compactum X we have g(X) = | X|*, i.e. there is a discrete subspace D C X
with |D| = | X|.

Proof. Let us first consider the case in which | X| is a limit cardinal, hence by our
assumption a strong limit cardinal. If | X| is also singular then by a result Hajnal and
Juhdsz (see [25], 4.2) we have §(X) = |X]|T, i.e. there is even a discrete D C X
with |[D| = |X|. If, on the other hand, |X| is regular, hence inaccessible, then we
have d(X) = |X| (and so Z(X) = |X|") because |X| is strong limit, moreover by
a well-known result of partition calculus (see e.g. [16]) we have | X| — (| X[, w;)%
But obviously in a countably tight compactum there is no free sequence of uncountable
length, hence applying lemma 1.12 we again obtain a discrete D C X with |D| = | X|.

So next we may assume that | X | is a successor cardinal: | X | = A*" where \ is limit
andn € w\ {0}.

Now, if | X | is w-inaccessible, i.e. for any u < | X| we have p* < | X]|, then by 1.1
(i) we must have g(X) = | X|. But then, g(X) being a successor cardinal, we must also
have g(X) = | X|T.

If, on the other hand, | X | is w-accessible then our assumptions clearly imply cf(\) =
wand A < |X| < A If h(X) = |X|* then by h(X) < G(X) we also have
9(X) = |X|T, hence we may assume that /f\L(X ) < |X]|. Note that, as we have seen
above, X does have a discrete subspace of cardinality A because A is singular strong
limit, so trivially we also have h(X) > A, consequently h(X) must be a successor
cardinal, say u* where A\ < p < | X]|.

Now let GG be the union of all open subsets of X of size at most p. Then we have
|G| < u as well since otherwise we could easily produce in X a right separated subset
of cardinality x4 contradicting /ﬁ(X ) = p*. But then, in the closed subspace X \ G
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of X, clearly each non-empty relatively open set has size > p > A. By a result of
Sapirovskii(see [25], 3.14) every countably tight compactum has countable 7-character,
hence lemma 1.11 can be applied to the space X \ G and the cardinal A. Consequently,
we have g(X) > g(X \ G) > A\ > | X]|, and so we may again conclude that g(X) =
| X|*. []

1.3 Two improvements on Tkaéenko’s addition theorem

We start this section by recalling a few well-known definitions and introducing some
related notation.A space X is said to be a D-space if for any neighbourhood assignment
¢ defined on X there is a closed discrete set D C X such that U{¢(z) : x € D} = X.
For any space X we set

e D(X)=min{|A| : X =UAand A is a D-space for each A € A}.
e Is(X) = min{|A| : X = UA and A is left-separated for each A € A }.

(Note that both D(X) and Is(X) can be finite.)

It was shown in [70] that left-separated spaces are D-spaces, hence we have D(X) <
Is(X) for any X.

In [62], M. Tkacenko proved the following remarkable result: If X is a countably com-
pact Tz-space with 1s(X) < w then

(i) X is compact,
(ii) X is scattered,
(iii) X is sequential.

It is easy to see that if in a scattered compact T5-space any countably compact sub-
space is compact then it is sequential, hence (iii) immediately follows from (i) and (ii),
although this is not how (iii) was proved in [62].

The aim of this section is to improve (i) and (ii) as follows:
(A) Any countably compact space X with D(X) < w is compact.
(B) If X is compact T with 1s(X) < N(R) then X is scattered.

Here N(R) denotes the Novdk number of the real line R, i.e. the covering number
cov(M) of the ideal M of all meager subsets of R.

If X is any crowded (i.e. dense-in-itself) space and ¥ C X then we denote by
N(Y, X) the relative Novdk number of Y in X, that is the smallest number of nowhere
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dense subsets of X needed to cover Y. In particular, N(X) = N (X, X) is the Novék
number of X.

We should also mention that a weaker version of statement (A), in which D(X) < w
is assumed instead of D(X) < w, has been established in [20].

Similarly as in [62], we can actually prove the following higher-cardinal generaliza-
tion of statement (A).

Theorem 1.14. Let k be any infinite cardinal and X be initially k-compact with D(X) <
k. Then X is actually compact.

The proof of Theorem 1.14 is based on the following lemma that may have some
independent interest in itself.

Lemma 1.15. Let X be any space and Y C X its D subspace. If p is a regular
cardinal such that X has no closed discrete subset of size p (i.e. é(X) < p), moreover

U = {U, : a € p} is a strictly increasing open cover of X then there is a closed set
Z C X suchthat ZNY =W and Z ¢ U, forall a € p.

Proof. If there isan o € p withY C U, then Z = X — U, is clearly as required. So
assume from here on that Y ¢ U, for all a € p.

For every point y € Y let a(y) be the minimal ordinal « such that y € U, and then
consider the neighbourhood assignment ¢ on Y defined by

¢(y> = Ua(y) .

Since Y is a D-space thereis aset £ C Y, closed and discrete in Y, such that Y C ¢[F].
We claim that Z = E’, the derived set of F, is now as required.

Indeed, 7 is closed in X and Z NY = () as F has no limit point within Y. It
remains to show that Z ¢ U, for all &« € p. Assume, indirectly, that Z C U, for some
a € p. Note first that for any point y € Y N U, we have a(y) < «, consequently
¢[F NU,] C U,. On the other hand, Z7 = E' C U, implies that £ — U, is closed
discrete in X, hence |E — U,| < p by our assumption. But then

B=supfa(y):ye E-Us} <p
because p is regular, consequently we have
Y CPlE] = o[ENU,U@[E —U,] C Uy UUs = Unax{a,s}

contradicting that no member of ¢/ covers Y. [l

Now, we can turn to the proof of our theorem.
Proof. It suffices to prove that for no regular cardinal p is there a strictly increasing open
cover of X of the form U = {U, : a € p}. For p < k this is clear, for X is initially
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k-compact. So assume now that p > &, and assume indirectly that i/ = {U, : a € p }
is a strictly increasing open cover of X. Note also that X has no closed discrete subset
of size p > k because X is initially k-compact.

By D(X) < k we have X = U{Y, : v € k}, where Y, is a D subspace of X
for each v € k. Using lemma 1.15 then we may define by a straightforward transfinite
recursion on v € k closed sets Z, C X such that for each v € Kk we have Z, NY,, = 0,
Z, ¢ U, forall a € p, moreover v, < v, implies Z,, O Z,,. In this we make use of the
fact that if v < x and {Z,, : 7 € v} is a decreasing sequence of closed sets in X such
that N{Z, : n € v} C U for some open U C X then there is ann € v with Z, C U as
well, using again the initial xk-compactness of X.

But then, applying once more that X is initially xk-compact, we conclude that

N{Z,:ver}#0D,

contradicting that X = U{Y,, : v € k}. O

It should be noted that in the above result no separation axiom is needed. This is in
contrast with Tkacenko’s result from [62].

Let us now turn to our second statement (B). Again, we need to first give a prepara-
tory result. For this we recall the cardinal function §(X) that was introduced in [72]:

d(X) =sup{d(S): S isdensein X}.

Let us note here that if X is a compact 75-space then §(X) = 7(X), as was shown in
[33].

Lemma 1.16. Assume that X is an arbitrary crowded topological space and Y C X is
its left-separated subspace. Then we have

N(Y, X) <4(X),

consequently
N(X) <1Is(X)-6(X).

Proof. We shall prove N (Y, X) < §(X) by transfinite induction on the order type of the
well-ordering that left-separates Y. So assume that < is a left-separating well-ordering
of Y such that if Z is any proper initial segment of Y, w.r.t. <, then N(Z, X') < 6(X).

Let GG be the union of all those open sets U in X for which Y (or more precisely:
UNY)isdensein U. Clearly, then Y \ G is nowhere dense in X and Y N G is dense
in G. The latter then implies

d(Y NG) < 5(G) < §(X).
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On the other hand, since < left-separates Y N G, any dense subset of Y N G must be
cofinalin Y NG w.r.t. <, hence we clearly have

of(Y NG, <) <dY NG) < 5(X).

But any proper <-initial segment of Y N G may be covered by ¢(.X) many nowhere
dense sets, by the inductive hypothesis, hence we have

N(Y,X) <1+6(X)-8(X) = 8(X),

because d(X ) and so 0(X) is always infinite by definition. The second part now follows
immediately. ]

Note that again absolutely no separation axiom was needed in the above result. How-
ever, in the proof of the following theorem the assumption of Hausdorffness is essential.

Theorem 1.17. Let X be a compact Ty-space satisfying 1s(X) < N(R). Then X must
be scattered.

Proof. We actually prove the contrapositive form of this statement. So assume that X
is not scattered, then it is well-known that some closed subspace F' C X admits an
irreducible continuous closed map f : F' — C onto the Cantor set C.

It is also well-known and easy to check that then we have 0(F) = §(C) = w,
moreover N(F) = N(C) = N(R) > w. But then from lemma 1.16 we conclude that

Is(X) > 1s(F) =1s(F) -w > N(F) = N(R). O

We would like to mention that 1.16 and 1.17 were motivated by the treatment of
Tkacenko’s results given in [60]. We also point out that theorems 1.14 and 1.17 yield
a slight strengthening of Tkacenko’s theorem in that the 75 separation axiom may be
replaced by 75 in it. This is new even in the case of left-separated spaces (1. e. the
assumption ls(.X') = 1) that preceded Tkacenko’s result in [17].

Corollary 1.18. Let X be a countably compact Ty space that satisfies 1s(X ) < w. Then
X is compact, scattered, and sequential.

We finish by formulating a couple of natural problems concerning our results.

Problem 1.19. Is the upper bound N (R) in theorem 1.17 sharp? Can it actually be
replaced by the cardinality of the continuum (in ZFC, of course)?

Note that as metric or compact spaces are all D-spaces, in theorem 1.17 one clearly
cannot replace 1s(X) with D(X). Also, a compact (D-)space may fail to be sequen-
tial. Being left-separated, however, is clearly a hereditary property, hence left-separated
spaces are actually hereditary D-spaces. Thus the following problems may be raised.

Problem 1.20. Is a compact T, hereditary D-space sequential? Does it contain a point
of countable character?

Concerning this problem we note that it follows easily from theorem 1.14 that a
compact T,-space X satisfying D(Y') < w for all Y C X has countable tightness.
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1.4 On d-separability of powers and C,(X)

A space is called d-separable if it has a dense subset representable as the union of count-
ably many discrete subsets. Thus d-separable spaces form a common generalization of
separable and metrizable spaces. A. V. Arhangelskii was the first to study d-separable
spaces in [3], where he proved for instance that any product of d-separable spaces is
again d-separable. In [64], V. V. Tkachuk considered conditions under which a function
space of the form C,(.X) is d-separable and also raised a number of problems concern-
ing the d-separability of both finite and infinite powers of certain spaces. He again raised
some of these problems in his lecture presented at the 2006 Prague Topology Confer-
ence. In this note we give solutions to basically all his problems concerning infinite
powers and to one concerning C,,(.X).

Theorem 1.21. Let x be an infinite cardinal and let X be a I space satisfying
S(X*) > d(X). Then the power X* is d-separable.

Proof. If X itself is discrete then all powers of X are obviously d-separable, hence in
what follows we assume that X is not discrete. Consequently, we may pick an accumu-
lation point of X that we fix from now on and denote it by 0. By definition, we may then
find a dense subset S of X with 0 ¢ S and |S| = d(X) = ¢. For any non-empty finite
set of indices a € [k]<“ we have then |S*| = 0 as well, hence we may fix a one-one
indexing S¢ = {s¢ : { < 6}

Let us next fix an increasing sequence (I, :n < w) of subsets of x such that
Un<w In = w and |k\I,| = & for each n < w. It follows from our assumptions then that
for every n < w there is a discrete subspace D,, of the “partial" power X"\ such that
|D,,| = 6. Thus we may also fix a one-one indexing of D,, of the form

Dy, ={yg £ <0}

The discreteness of D,, means that for each { < ¢ there is an open set U{" in X #\In such
that U N D,, = {y'}.

Now fix n € w and pick a non-empty finite subset a of [,,. For each ordinal £ < ¢
we define a point 7, € X" as follows:

s¢(a) ifa€a,
g (a) =4 0 ifa € I\a,
ye(a) ifa € r\I,.

Having done this, for any n < w and 1 < k < w we define a subset E™* C X" by

putting
E™* ={z": a€[l,])"and £ < 6}
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Now, for n and a as above and for £ < 4, let ng ' be the (obviously open) subset
of X" consisting of those points x € X* that satisfy both z(«) # 0 for all @« € a and
z | (k\I,) € UL Clearly, we have z,"“ € W/ and we claim that

Wgn’a N Evk = {x?a}

whenever a € [I,,)*. Indeed, if b € [I,]* and a # b then |a| = |b| = k implies that
a\b # 0, hence for any a € a\b and for any 1 < § we have z}»"(ar) = 0 showing that
b ¢ W%, Moreover, for any ordinal n < ¢ with  # £ we have

‘r?a r ("i\‘[”) - yg ¢ UgLv

hence again ;"¢ ¢ W;"“. Thus we have shown that each set E™* is discrete, while
their union is trivially dense in X". Consequently, X" is indeed d-separable. ]

Let us note now that if X is any 7} space containing at least two points then the
power X" includes the Cantor cube 2" that is known to contain a discrete subspace of
size k. So if we apply this trivial observation to k = d(X), then we obtain immediately
from theorem 1.21 the following corollary which answers problem 4.10 of [64]. This
was asking if for every (Tychonov) space X there is a cardinal x such that X" is d-
separable.

Corollary 1.22. For every T} space X the power X*X) is d-separable.

Next we show that if X is compact Hausdorff then even X*“ is d-separable, answer-
ing the second half of problem 4.2 from [64]. This will follow from the following result
that we think is of independent interest.

Theorem 1.23. If X is any compact Ty space then X? contains a discrete subspace of
size d(X), that is 5(X?) > d(X).

Proof. Let us assume first that for every non-empty open subspace G C X we also have
w(G) > d(X) = 6. We then define by transfinite induction on o < ¢ distinct points
ZTa, Yo € X together with their disjoint open neighbourhoods U,,, V,, as follows.

Suppose that o < J, moreover x5 € Ug and yz € Vj have already been defined for
all 5 < a. Then o < ¢ = d(X) implies that there exists a non-empty open set G, C X
such that neither x4 nor yg belongs to G, for 3 < a. Let us choose then a non-empty
open set H,, such that H, C G, and consider the topology 7, on H, generated by the
traces of the open sets Ug, Vj for all 8 < . Since

w(Hy, 7,) <0 < w(H,) <w(H,),

the topology 7, is strictly coarser than the compact Hausdorff subspace topology of . H,
inherited from X, hence 7, is not Hausdorff. We pick the two points z,, y, € H, S0
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that they witness the failure of the Hausdorftness of 7,. Note that, in particular, this will
imply
(T, Ya) & Us X Vg

for all # < «. We may then choose their disjoint open (in X') neighbourhoods U,, V,
inside G,. This will clearly imply that we shall also have (z,, y,) ¢ U, x V, whenever
a < v < 4. Thus, indeed, {(z4, ya) : @ < &} is a discrete subspace of X2.

Now, assume that X is an arbitrary compact Hausdorff space and call an open set
G C X good if we have d(H) = d(G) for every non-empty open H C G. Clearly,
every non-empty open set has a non-empty good open subset, hence if G is a maximal
disjoint family of good open sets in X then | J G is dense in X. Consequently we have

D {d(G): Geg} > dX).

But for every G € G its square G has a discrete subspace D¢ with |Dg| = d(G).
Indeed, if H is open with () # H C G then for every non-empty open U C H we have
w(U) > d(U) = d(H) = d(I), so the first part of our proof applies to H, that is 7~
(and therefore GG?) has a discrete subspace of size d(H) = d(U). It immediately follows
that D = |J{Dg¢ : G € G} is discrete in X2, moreover

ID| =) {d(G): G € G} >d(X),
completing our proof. ]

Any compact L-space, more precisely: a non-separable hereditarily Lindelof com-
pact space (e. g. a Suslin line), demonstrates, alas only consistently, that in theorem
1.23 the square X ? cannot be replaced by X itself. On the other hand, we should recall
here Shapirovskii’s celebrated result, see 3.13 of [25], which states that d(X) < s(X)*
holds for any compact 75 space X. This leads us to the following natural question.

Problem 1.24. Is there a ZFC example of a compact T space X that does not contain
a discrete subspace of cardinality d(X)?

Since X? embeds as a subspace into X*, theorems 1.21 and 1.23 immediately imply
the following.

Corollary 1.25. If X is any compact T; space then X* is d-separable.

Of course, to get corollary 1.25 it would suffice to know s(X*) > d(X). Our
next result shows, however, that if we know that some finite power of X has a discrete
subspace of size d(X) then we may actually obtain a stronger conclusion. To formulate
this result we again fix a point 0 € X and introduce the notation

o(X¥)={z e X¥ : {i <w: (i) # 0} is finite }.

Clearly, o(X*) is dense in X“, hence the d-separability of the former implies that of
the latter.
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Theorem 1.26. Let X be a space such that, for some k < w, the power X* has a
discrete subspace of cardinality d(X). Then o(X%) (and hence X*) is d-separable.

Proof. Let us put again d(X) = ¢ and fix a dense set S C X with |[S| = 4. By
assumption, there is a discrete subspace D C X* with a one-one indexing D = {d; :
¢ < ¢}. Also, for each natural number n > 1 we have |S™| = J, so we may fix a one-one
indexing S™ = {s} : { < d}.

Now, forany 1 <n < wand{ < ¢ we define a point 7§ € o(X¥) with the following
stipulations:

sg(7) ifi <mn,
zg(i) = de(i—n) ifn<i<n+k,
0 ifn+k<i<w.

It is straight-forward to check that each D,, = {2} : { < 0} C o(X¥) is discrete,
moreover | J _ D, is dense in o(X¥). O

Actually, before we get too excited, let us point out that the d-separability of X*
implies that some finite power of X has a discrete subspace of cardinality d(X), in
“most" cases, namely if c¢f(d(X)) > w. Indeed, first of all, in this case there is a discrete
D C X¥ with |D| = d(X¥) = d(X). Secondly, for each point x € D there is a
finite set of co-ordinates a, € [w]|<* that supports a neighbourhood U, of z such that
DNU, ={z}. Butby cf(|D|) > w then there is some a € [w]<* with |{x € D : a, =
a}| =|D| = d(X), and we are clearly done.

Let us mention though that the d-separability of the power X“ does not imply that of
some finite power of X. In fact, the Cech—Stone remainder w* demonstrates this because
its w'™ power is d-separable by theorem 1.26 but no finite power of w* is d-separable, as
it was pointed out in [64, 3.16 (b)].

Next we give a negative solution to one more problem of Tkachuk concerning the d-
separability of powers. Problem 4.9 from [64] asks if the d-separability of some infinite
power X" implies the d-separability of the countable power X“. We recall that a strong
L-space is a non-separable regular space all finite powers of which are hereditarily Lin-
delof.

n<w

Theorem 1.27. Let X be a strong L-space with d(X) = wy. Then X*“' is d-separable
but X is not. Moreover, there is a ZFC example of a 0-dimensional T space Y such
that Y*? is d-separable but Y*“* (and hence Y*) is not.

Proof. It is immediate from corollary 1.22 that X“* is d-separable. Also, since all finite
powers of X are hereditarily Lindelof so is X*“, hence

$(XY) =w <wy =d(X?)

implies that X*“ cannot be d-separable.
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To see the second statement, we use Shelah’s celebrated coloring theorem from [59],
which says that C'ol(AT, 2) holds for every uncountable regular cardinal \, together with
theorem [26, 1.11 (i)] saying that C'ol(AT, 2) implies the existence of a 0-dimensional
T, space Y that is a strong L, space. The latter means that A L(Y™) < X for all finite n
but d(Y) > A. Without loss of generality, we may assume that d(Y') = A*. Thus from
from corollary 1.22 we conclude that the power Y s d-separable.

On the other hand, a simple counting argument as above yields that

s(YM) <hL(YM) <A< AT =d(Y) =d(Y?),

hence Y obviously cannot be d-separable. In particular, if A\ = w,; then we obtain our
claim. []

Finally, our next result answers the first part of problem 4.1 from [64] that asks for a
ZFC example of a (Tychonov) space X such that C},(X) is not d-separable. (The second
part asks the same for compact spaces.)

Theorem 1.28. If Col(k,2) holds for some successor cardinal k = \* then the Can-
tor cube of weight k, D(2)*, has a dense subspace X such that C,(X) is not d-
separable. Moreover, if X is a compact strong Sy space of weight \* then C,(X)
is not d-separable.

Proof. It was shown in [27, 6.4] (and mentioned in [26, 1.11]) that C'ol(k, 2) implies the
existence of a strong x-HFD,, subspace Y = {y, : @ < k} of D(2)" with the additional
property that y,(3) =0 for 8 < a < k.

It is also well-known (see e. g. [25, 5.4]) that D(2)" has a dense subspace Z of cardi-
nality A. Letusnow set X =Y U Z.

AsY is a strong k-HFD,,, we have s(Y™) < hd(Y™) < X for each finite n and it
is easy to see that then we also have s(X™) < hd(X™) < A whenever n < w. It was
also pointed out in [27, 6.5] that every (relatively) open subset G of Y (and hence of
X) satisfies either |G| < Aor [Y\G| < A (resp. |X\G| < ). This in turn obviously
implies that no family U/ of open subsets of Y (resp. X) with |U/| < k can separate its
points, hence we have

iw(X) =iwlY)=r> A\

But then by [64, 3.6] neither C,,(X) nor C,,(Y") is d-separable. As we have noted above,
Col(wsy, 2) is provable in ZFC, so in particular we may conclude that the Cantor cube
of weight w, has a dense subspace X such that C,,(X) is not d-separable.

To see the second statement of our theorem, consider a compact strong .S space X.
This means that for each natural number n we have s(X™) < hd(X™) < Abut hL(X) >
A. It is well-known that we may assume without any loss of generality that w(X) = A"
holds as well. But now the compactness of X immediately implies iw(X) = w(X),
hence again by [64, 3.6] the function space C,(X) is not d-separable. [
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It is an intriguing open question if the existence of a cardinal A for which there is
a compact strong Sy space is provable in ZFC. Note that by theorem 1.23 there is no
compact strong L space for any cardinal A. On the other hand, the existence of compact
strong S (i. e. S,) spaces was shown to follow from CH by K. Kunen, see e. g. [14,
2.4] and [47, 7.1].

1.5 A strengthening of the (vlech-Pospiéil theorem

In [44] the following problem was formulated and raised: If X is a crowded (i. e.
dense-in-itself) compact 75 space, is then dis(X) > ¢ ? The cardinal function dis(X)
was defined there as the smallest infinite cardinal x such that X can be covered by
many discrete subspaces. This problem was answered affirmatively by G. Gruenhage:
He showed in [21] that if f : X — Y is a perfect onto map, with X and Y arbitrary
topological spaces, then dis(X) > dis(Y"). Since any crowded compact T5 space maps
continuously (and hence perfectly) onto the closed interval [0, 1], this clearly suffices.

Our aim here is to present another solution to the above problem which also may
be considered as a significant strengthening of the, by now classical, Cech—Pospisil
theorem, see [25, 3.16]. Although our solution goes in a completely different direction
from that of Gruenhage, it makes use of a lemma of his that was playing a crucial role in
his solution as well. Since [21] is still unpublished and because we would like to make
our paper self-contained, we shall start by presenting a proof of Gruenhage’s lemma.
Our proof, we think, is also somewhat simpler than the one given in [21].

First we recall that a point x in a space X is a limit point of a set X iff for every
neighbourhood U of z in X we have U N A\{z} # (. (Of course, if X is 7} then this
is equivalent to U N A being infinite.) Also, for any subset A of X we use A’ to denote
the derived set of all limit points of A. Note that D C X is a discrete subspace iff
DnND =§.

Lemma 1.29. (G. Gruenhage) Let X be any topological space and K C X be its non-
empty compact subset with K C UD, where each D € D is a discrete subspace of X.
Then there exist D € D and € € [D]|<¥ such that

0 £KNDN(|{E:E€c&}CD.

Proof. By Zorn’s lemma we may choose a maximal subfamily C C D such that the
family { K} U{C" : C' € C} is centered (i. e. has the finite intersection property). As K
is compact and each C” is closed, then we have

En({C':Cec}#0,
hence there is some D € D with

KnD({C':CecC}#0.
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But then D ¢ C, for D N D’ = (), so by the maximality of C there is a finite subfamily
& C Cwith
EnD'n({E:Ec&} =0

Since D = D U D/, then D and & are as required. ]

Note that the sets of the form E' are closed, hence sois D N ([{E' : E € &}.
Consequently, K N D N({E': E € £} is compact and discrete, and hence finite (and
non-empty).

Now, to present the main result of this section we need a simple definition.

Definition 1.30. Let A\ be an infinite cardinal. A family of sets F is said to be \-
branching if | F| < )\ but one can form A many pairwise disjoint intersections of sub-
families of F.

Theorem 1.31. If in a compact space X there is a \-branching family of closed sets
then dis(X) > \.

Proof. Let F be a A\-branching family of closed subsets of X. So |F| < A and we may
fix a family K of pairwise disjoint non-empty sets with || = X such that each K € K
is obtainable as the intersection of some subfamily 5 C F. Each K € K is closed in
X and therefore is also compact.

Arguing indirectly, assume that dis(X') < A and fix a family D of discrete subspaces
of X such that |D| < A and X = UD. Applying Lemma 1.29, for each set K € K there
are a member Dy € D and a finite subfamily i € [D]<“ such that

0# Sk =KnDxn( |{E':E €&k} C Dg.

Since K = NFk and D’ is also compact, we may find a finite subfamily G C Fg
such that Gk N({E': E € Ex} N D}y = () and hence

Sk CTK:ﬂgKﬂD_Kﬂm{E/ : EE(C/'K} C Dg.

But then T is a compact and discrete set as well, and so it is finite. Consequently, we
may extend Gy with finitely many further members of F to obtain a finite family H x
with G C Hyx C Fx C F in such a way that

SK:m/HKmDKﬂﬂ{EIZEEgK}.

Now, we have both |F| < A and |D| < A, so there are only fewer than A\ many
choices for Dy, £ and H ., while || = A, hence there must be distinct sets K, L € K
such that D = Dy, Ex = & and Hi = Hp, consequently Sx = Sp. But this is a
contradiction because Sy and S}, are disjoint non-empty sets. U
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Let us emphasize that in Theorem 1.31 no separation axiom had to be assumed about
our compact space X. In contrast to this, the following result, the promised strength-
ening of the Cech—Pospisil theorem, seems to require that our compact space be also
Hausdorff.

Corollary 1.32. If X is a compact Ts space such that all points x € X have character
X(x, X) > K then dis(X) > 2".

Proof. The proof starts out exactly as in the proof of the original Cech—Pospisil theorem,
that is one builds a Cantor-tree 7 = {F; : s € 2<"} of non-empty closed sets as
e. g. in [25, 3.16]. For k = w, each Fj is regular closed. For x > w we have
X(Fs, X) <|s|-w < k whenever s € 2<".

Now let = log(2%) < & (thatis, g = min{\ : 2* = 2*}) and set F = {F, : s €
2<#}. Then, by cf(2*) > u, we have

[Fl=2"=> {2 : A<} <2" =27,

moreover the sets F; = [{Fijo : @ < p} fort € 2 are non-empty and pairwise
disjoint, hence F is 2"-branching. Thus it follows from Theorem 1.31 that dis(X) > 2~.
O

In [44, Theorem 3] the following related result was proved: If X is a compact 75
space such that all points € X have character x(z, X) > & then rs(X) > «, where

rs(X) = min{|R|: X = UR and each R € R is right separated}.

Since every discrete (sub)space is right separated, this result is stronger than corollary
1.32 provided that 2 = k™. On the other hand, now the following interesting open
question can be raised.

Problem 1.33. Can one replace in Corollary 1.32 dis(X) with rs(X), even if 25 > k*?

Finally, we would like to formulate one more open problem. Note that it follows
immediately even from the original Cech—Pospisil theorem that if X is a compact T}
space in which all points have character > « then

A(X) = min{|G| : G is non-empty open in X } > 2"

Consequently, an affirmative answer to the following question would yield another
strengthening of Corollary 1.32.

Problem 1.34. For X compact T, is dis(X) > A(X)?
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1.6 Interpolation of x-compactness and PCF

We start by recalling that a point x in a topological space X is said to be a complete
accumulation point of a set A C X iff for every neighbourhood U of x we have |U N
A| = | A|. We denote the set of all complete accumulation points of A by A°.

It is well-known that a space is compact iff every infinite subset has a complete
accumulation point. This justifies to call a space xk-compact if every subset of cardinality
k in it has a complete accumulation point. Now, let x be a singular cardinal and xk =
Y {ka 1 a < cf(k)} with k, < k for each a < cf(k). Clearly, if a space X is both
Ko-compact for all & < cf(x) and cf(x)-compact then X is x-compact as well. This
trivial "extrapolation" property of k-compactness (for singular ) implies that in the
above characterization of compactness one may restrict to subsets of regular cardinality.

The aim of this note is to present a new "interpolation" result on x-compactness,
i.e. one in which ;x < kK < A and we deduce k-compactness of a space from its p- and
A-compactness. Again, this works for singular cardinals « and the proof uses non-trivial
results from Shelah’s PCF theory.

Definition 1.35. Let x, A, 1 be cardinals, then ®(u, x, A) denotes the following state-
ment: ;¢ < k£ < A = cf(\) and there is {S; : £ < A} C [k]* such that [{¢ : |S. N A| =
p}| < X whenever A € [k]<".

As we can see from our next theorem, this property ¢ yields the promised interpo-
lation result for k-compactness.

Theorem 1.36. Assume that ®(p, k, \) holds and the space X is both p-compact and
A-compact. Then X is k-compact as well.

Proof. Let Y be any subset of X with |Y| = & and, using ®(u, x, \), fix a family
{Se : £ < A} C [Y]* such that [{€ : [Se N A| = pu}| < A whenever A € [Y]<". Since X
is yi-compact we may then pick a complete accumulation point pe € S¢° foreach { < A.

Now we distinguish two cases. If [{pe : & < A}| < A then the regularity of A
implies that there is p € X with [{{ < A : pe = p}| = A. If, on the other hand,
{pe : &€ < A}| = X then we can use the A-compactness of X to pick a complete
accumulation point p of this set. In both cases the point p € X has the property that for
every neighbourhood U of p we have [{¢ : |[Se N U| = pu}| = A

Since Se NU C Y N U, this implies using ®(p, x, A) that [Y N U| = k, hence pis a
complete accumulation point of Y, hence X is indeed x-compact. O]

Our following result implies that if ®(1, , \) holds then £ must be singular.
Theorem 1.37. If O(y, k, \) holds then we have cf(u) = cf(k).

Proof. Assume that {S¢ : £ < A} C [«]* witnesses ®(u, x, \) and fix a strictly increas-
ing sequence of ordinals 7, < k for v < cf(k) that is cofinal in k. By the regularity of
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A > k there is an ordinal £ < \ such that |S¢ N 7,| < p holds for each o < cf(k). But
this S¢ must be cofinal in x, hence from |S¢| = p we get cf(p) < cf(k) < p.

Now assume that we had cf(u) < cf(x) and set |Se N 7,| = o for each o < cf(k).
Our assumptions then imply p* = sup{p, : @ < cf(k)} < pas well as cf(k) < pu,
contradicting that S¢ = U{S; N7, : @ < cf(k)} and |S¢| = p. This completes our
proof. [

According to theorem 1.37 the smallest cardinal y for which ®(u, x, A) may hold for
a given singular cardinal  is cf (k). Our main result says that this actually does happen
with the natural choice A = k™.

Theorem 1.38. For every singular cardinal k we have ®(cf(k), Kk, kT).

Proof. We shall make use of the following fundamental result of Shelah from his PCF
theory: There is a strictly increasing sequence of length cf(x) of regular cardinals x,, <
r cofinal in k and such that in the product

P = H{/-ca ca < cf(k)}

there is a scale { f¢ : £ < k7} of length k™. (This is Main Claim 1.3 on p. 46 of [59].)
Spelling it out, this means that the x*-sequence {f; : { < k*} C P is increasing
and cofinal with respect to the partial ordering <* of eventual dominance on . Here
for f,g € P we have f <* ¢ iff there is @ < cf(x) such that f(3) < g(8) whenever
a < B < cf(k).
Now, to show that this implies ®(cf(x), k, k1), we take the set

H=U{{a} X ko : a < cf(r)}

as our underlying set. Note that then |H| = « and every function f € P, construed as
a set of ordered pairs (or in other words: identified with its graph) is a subset of H of
cardinality cf(k).

We claim that the scale sequence

{fe: € <w'} C[H]"™

witnesses ®(cf(k), K, kT). Indeed, let A be any subset of H with |A| < . We may then
choose a < cf(k) in such a way that |A| < k,. Clearly, then there is a function g € P
such that we have

AN({B} x rg) C{B} x 9(P)

whenever a < [ < cf(k). Since {fe : £ < xT} is cofinal in P w.r.t. <*, there is a
¢ < k' with g <* f¢ and obviously we have |[A N f,| < cf(x) whenever £ <7 < x™.
[

33



dc_118 10

Note that the above proof actually establishes the following more general result:
If for some increasing sequence of regular cardinals {x, : o < cf(k)} that is cofinal
in k there is a scale of length A = cf(\) in the product [[{k. : @ < cf(k)} then
O (cf(k), K, A) holds.

Before giving some further interesting application of the property ®(u, x, A), we
present a result that enables us to "lift" the first parameter cf(x) in theorem 1.38 to
higher cardinals.

Theorem 1.39. If ®(cf(k), k, ) holds for some singular cardinal  then we also have
O (u, k, ) whenever cf(k) < p < k with cf(u) = cf(k).

Proof. Let us put cf (k) = p and fix a strictly increasing and cofinal sequence {x,, : o <
o} of cardinals below . We also fix a partition of « into disjoint sets {H, : o < o}
with |H,| = K, for each a < p.

Let us now choose a family {S¢ : £ < A} C [x]? that witnesses ®(cf(k), k, \).
Since A is regular, we may assume without any loss of generality that |[H, N S¢| < o
holds for every o < p and £ < A. Note that this implies [{« : H, NS¢ # 0} = o for
each & < .

Now take a cardinal p with cf(1) = o < p < & and fix a strictly increasing and
cofinal sequence {y, : a < o} of cardinals below . To show that ®(u, x, A) is valid,
we may use as our underlying set S = U{H, X i, : & < o}, since clearly |S| = k.

For each £ < A let us now define the set Ty C .S as follows:

Te = U{(Se N Hy) X pig : @ < o}

Then we have |T¢| = p because [{a : H, NSe # 0} = 0. We claim that {T; : £ < A}
witnesses P (u, K, A).

Indeed, let A C S with |A| < k. For each a < p let B, denote the set of all first
co-ordinates of the pairs that occur in A N (H, X p,) and set B = U{B, : f < o}.
Clearly, we have B C x and |B| < |A| < &, hence [{£ : |Se N B| = o} < A

Now, consider any ordinal { < A with |SeNB| < o. If (,6) € (TeNA)N(Hq X fta)
for some v < p then we have v € SN B,, consequently H, NS N B # (). This implies
that

W={a: (TeNA)N(Hy X f1a) # 0}

has cardinality < |S¢ N B| < o. But for each oo € W we have
Te N (Ha X pa)| < 0 pta < g,

hence
TeNA=U{(TeNA)N(Hy X pto) v € W}

implies |7 N A| < p as well. But this shows that {7 : { < A} indeed witnesses
D, ky ). O
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Arhangel’skii has recently introduced and studied in [4] the class of spaces that are
r-compact for all uncountable cardinals « and, quite appropriately, called them uncount-
ably compact. In particular, he showed that these spaces are Lindelof.

We recall that the spaces that are k-compact for all uncountable regular cardinals
x have been around for a long time and are called linearly Lindel6f. Moreover, the
question under what conditions is a linearly Lindelof space Lindelof is important and
well-studied. Note, however, that a linearly Lindel6f space is obviously comapct iff it is
countably compact, i.e. w-compact. This should be compared with our next result that,
we think, is far from being obvious.

Theorem 1.40. Every linearly Lindelof and X ,-compact space is uncountably compact
hence, in particular, Lindelof.

Proof. Let X be a linearly Lindelof and N,-compact space. According to the (trivial)
extrapolation property of x-compactness that we mentioned in the introduction, X is
r-compact for all cardinals x of uncountable cofinality. Consequently, it only remains
to show that X is k-compact whenever « is a singular cardinal of countable cofinality

with 8, < k.
But, according to theorems 1.38 and 1.39, we have ®(X,, x, ") and X is both N,-
compact and x"-compact, hence theorem 1.36 implies that X is xk-compact as well.
[]

Arhangel’skii gave in [4] the following surprising result which shows that the class
of uncountably compact T5-spaces is rather restricted: Every uncountably compact 75-
space X has a (possibly empty) compact subset C' such that for every open set U O C
we have |X \ U] < N,. Below we show that in this result the 75 separation axiom
can be replaced by 7} plus van Douwen’s property wD, see e.g. 3.12 in [69]. Since
uncountably compact T3-spaces are normal, being also Lindelof, and the wD property
is a very weak form of normality, this indeed is an improvement.

Definition 1.41. A topological space X is said to be k-concentrated on its subset Y if
for every open set U D Y we have | X \ U| < k.

So what we claim can be formulated as follows.

Theorem 1.42. Every uncountably compact T, space X with the wD property is X,,-
concentrated on some (possibly empty) compact subset C.

Proof. Let C' be the set of those points x € X for which every neighbourhood has
cardinality at least N,,. First we show that C, as a subspace, is compact. Indeed, C' is
clearly closed in X, hence Lindelof, so it suffices to show for this that C' is countably
compact.

Assume, on the contrary, that C' is not countably compact. Then, as X is 7}, there
is an infinite closed discrete A € [C]¥. But then by the wD property there is an infinite

35



dc_118 10

B C A that expands to a discrete (in X) collection of open sets {U,. : © € B}. By the
definition of C' we have |U,| > R, for each = € B.

Let B = {z,, : n < w} be any one-to-one enumeration of B. Then for eachn < w
we may pick a subset A,, C U, with |4, | =X, and set A = U{A,, : n < w}. But then
|A] = X, and A has no complete accumulation point, a contradiction.

Next we show that X is N, concentrated on C'. Indeed, let U D C be open. If we
had | X \ U| > R, then any complete accumulation point X \ U is not in U but is in C,
again a contradiction. O

The following easy result, that we add or the sake of completeness, yields a partial
converse to theorem 1.42.

Theorem 1.43. If a space X is r-concentrated on a compact subset C' then X is \-
compact for all cardinals A\ > k.

Proof. Let A C X be any subset with |[A] = A > k. We claim that we even have
A°NC # (). Assume, on the contrary, that every point z € C' has an open neighbourhood
U, with |A N U,| < A. Then the compactness of C' implies C C U = U{U,, : © € F'}
for some finite subset F' of C'. But then we have |[ANU| < A, hence |[A\ U| = A > &,
contradicting that X is xk-concentrated on C'. [l

Putting all these theorems together we immediately obtain the following result.

Corollary 1.44. Let X be a 11 space with property wD that is N, -compact for each
0 < n < w. Then X is uncountably compact if and only if it is N,-concentrated on
some compact subset.
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2 Calibers, free sequences and density

All spaces considered in this section are assumed to be 75.

Let us start by recalling that a cardinal « is said to be a caliber of a space X (in
symbols: £ € Cal(X)) if among any x open subsets of X there are always x many with
non-empty intersection. Obviously, if cf(x) > d(X) holds then x € Cal(X), however,
as was shown by Sanin in [53], the converse of this statement is false, e.g., because
the property "x € Cal(X)" is fully productive. Therefore, it is of some interest to find
additional conditions on X such that they ensure the truth of the converse or at least
provide some upper bound for the density d(X) of X.

As an example we may mention Sapirovskii’s theorem that for a compact space X
and a regular cardinal x we have d(X) < & (in fact even 7(X) < k) provided that
k € Cal(X) and t(X) < k (see [25, 3.25]), or the recent result of Arhangelskii from
[7] saying that if X is Lindelof with 7'(X) = w and x € Cal(X) and ¢(X) < k then
d(X) < 2¥. (Recall from [31] that 7'(X) is defined as the smallest cardinal x such
that whenever {F,, : a € p} is an increasing sequence of closed subsets of X with
0 = cf(o) > K then | J{F, : a € p} is closed as well.)

Now, it is well known that ¢(X) = T(X) = F(X) for a compact space X, where
F(X) denotes the supremum of the sizes of all free sequences in X, moreover it is
easy to show that F'(X) = w if X is Lindelof and 7'(X) = w. Hence in both results
mentioned above we consider spaces in which limitations for the sizes of their free
sequences are given. Our aim in this section is to show that this is the crucial assumption
together with the caliber assumption.

In addition to the notation F'(X) (following [25, 1.22]) we shall also make use of the
notation F (X)) that is defined as the smallest cardinal such that X has no free sequence
of that size. Thus F (X) < p means that X contains no free sequence of size (or length)
0.

We shall also consider modifications of the notion of caliber to pairs and triples of
cardinals. If A\ < k then the pair (), k) is said to be a (pair) caliber of the space X
(and this will be denoted by (A, k) € Caly(X)) if among any x open subsets of X there
are always A many with non-empty intersection. Also, if 4 < A < k then the triple
(1, A, k) is said to be a (triple) caliber of X (in symbols: (u, A, k) € Cal3(X) provided
that among any x open sets in X we can always find a collection of size A such that any
subcollection of this of size < p has non-empty intersection.

Clearly, if A € Cal(X) then (A, k) € Caly(X) for all K > A, moreover (\, k) €
Caly(X) implies (A, A\, k) € Calz(X). We conclude the introduction of this section
with the following simple result connecting the density with calibers.

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a space with T'(X) < d(X) = o = cf(0). Then o ¢ Cal(X).

Proof. Clearly, the assumptions imply that we can write X in the form X = (J{ K, :
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a € o}, where each K, is closed and K3 & K, if f < o < o. Then the family
{X \ K, : a € pof open subsets of X witnesses that p ¢ Cal(X). O

2.1 X has no "long'" free sequences
The main result of this section was directly motivated by [7, Theorem 5.1].

Theorem 2.2. Assume that for the space X and the infinite cardinals A < r we have
both F(X) < XA and (\,\,k) € Cal3(X). Then there is a cardinal ;v < k such that
d(X) < p=N

Proof. Assume, indirectly, that d(X) > p<* for all cardinals p < k.

Let us fix a choice function ¢ on P(X) \ {0} and then define for &« < k subsets
Y, C X with |Y,| < |a|<* and open sets U, in X as follows:

Set Yy = 0. If Y, satisfying |Y,| < |a|<* has been chosen then, by the indirect
assumption, Y, is not dense in X hence, as X is 75, we can choose a non-empty open
set U, in X suchthat Y, NU, = 0.

Next, let #,, denote the family of all those subcollections &/ C {Us : 8 < a} for
which we have both |U/| < X and (U # (, and then put

Yot :Yau{cp (ﬂu) :UGHQ}.

Clearly, we have Y, 1| < |Ya| + |[Hol < || + Ja + 1[<* = |a + 1|7

If v is limit and Y} has been defined for all 3 < « such that |Y3| < 8|<*, we simply
set Y, = [J{Vs : B € a}; then we clearly have |Y,| < |a|<* as well.

Applying (A, \, k) € Cal3(X) to the family {U, : o € x} we can find aset [ € [x]*
of order type tp(/) = A such that for every « € I we have

m{ngﬂe(oc—l—l)ﬂI}.

Then the point ¢ ({Us : 5 € (a+ 1) N I}) is well-defined and y, € Y,41 by our
construction. Clearly, this implies that {ys : 8 € aN 1} C Y, whenever qalpha € I,
moreover y, € U, if v € I and v > «, by definition of y,. Consequently we have

(W{Us:Be(@+1)nI} #0

because Y, N U, = (), and thus {y, : a € I} is a free sequence in X of size ),
contradicting that F'(X) < A. O

It is instructive to isolate the following particular instance of our theorem: \ = o™
and k = (2¢2)" for some fixed cardinal p. In this case for every cardinal i < x we have
p<* < (29)* = 2¢ and thus we obtain the following result.
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Corollary 2.3. If F(X) < gpand (0", 0", (29)") € Cal3(X) then d(X) < 2¢.

For p = w this is clearly a strengthening of [7, Theorem 5.1]. As we have pointed
out in the introduction, the assumption there, namely 7'(X) = w together with the
Lindel6fness of X, is really only needed to obtain F'(X ) = w. Ironically, as it turns out,
the assumption 7'(X') = w may be used to get further improvements on the bound for the
density, at least under some extra assumptions on calibers and cardinal exponentiation.

Theorem 2.4. Assume 2¢ = o™ for some n < w, moreover F(X) < 0, T(X) < o
and {o*, ..., 0"} C Cal(X). Then d(X) < 0.

Proof. First, as 93+ € Cal(X) implies (o™, o7, (2¢)") € Cal3(X), we conclude from
Corollary 2.3 that d(X) < 22 = o*™). But then d(X) > o would mean that d(X) =
o+ where 0 < i < n, hence by T(X) < p and Lemma 2.1 we would have o9 ¢
Cal(X), a contradiction. O

Note that if we have n = 1 in Theorem 2.4, i.e., if GCH holds at o, then what we get
is the following.

Corollary 2.5. If2¢ = o, moreover F(X) < o, T(X) < o and ot € Cal(X) then
d(X) <o

Again, for p = w, this yields the following interesting partial strengthening of [7,
Theorem 5.1]: If CH holds and X is Lindelof with 7'(X) = w and w; € Cal(X) then X
is separable. It is an interesting open question whether or not this last statement remains
valid without CH?

Now we formulate one more interesting Corollary of Theorem 2.4.

Corollary 2.6. Assume that R, is strong limit cardinal, moreover X is a space such
that T(X) = w, F(X) <N, and X,, € Cal(X) for each n with 0 < n < w. Then X is
separable.

Proof. Let us first deal with the case in which F (X) < R, say F(X) = X;. Then we
may apply Theorem 2.4 with o = W, and first conclude that d(X) < N,. But now we
also have N; € Cal(X) for 1 < i < k that, by Lemma 2.1, implies d(X) = w because
we now have T'(X) = w as well.

Now let us assume that ﬁ(X ) = N,. Let H be the family of all those non-empty
open subsets [ of X for which F (H) = F (U) is satisfied for every non-empty open
subset U of H. Clearly, every non-empty open subset G of X has a subset H C G with

F(H) minimal, hence HqinH (i.e., H is a m-base of X).

Next, we show that F'(H) < R, whenever H € H. Assume, indirectly, that F\(F) =
N,. There is a sequence (U, : n € w) of non-empty open subsets of H with U,NU,, = ()
if n # m. But then H € H implies that, for every n € w, we have F (U) =R, > N,
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whenever U C U, hence there is a free sequence S,, with |S,| = X,, and S, C U,.
But then S = (J{S, : n € w} is clearly also a free sequence in X with |[S| = N, ,
contradicting F(X) = N,,.

To conclude the proof, let C be a maximal disjoint family of members of /. Since
w; € Cal(X), C is countable, and by the first part of the proof we have d(H) = d(H) =
w whenever H € H, because both T(H) = w and {w, : n € w\ {0}} C Cal(H) are
clearly "inherited" by H from X. So X is separable because, as H is a 7-base, | JC is
dense in X. []

__Actually, the second part of the above proof can be avoided because, as it turns out,
F(X) = X, cannot occur under the assumptions of Corollary 2.6, namely if Y, is
strong limit. Although this fact does not properly belong to the theme of this section,
we provide a proof just for completeness. Before formulating the result, let us agree on
the following: for a space X we denote by L(X) the smallest cardinal ~ such that every
open cover of X has a subcover of size less than k.

Theorem 2.7. Assume A\ > cf(\) = w and X is a (T3!) space such that if S C X is a
free sequence with |S| < X then L(S) < \. Then F(X) # \.

Proof. Assume that F(X) < A, we shall show that then F(X) < A. To see this,
first note that if (K, : n € w) is any sequence of closed sets in X such that K, N
U{K., :m > n} = 0 for every n € w then there is a ;1 < A such that F(K,,) < p
for all large enough n € w, since otherwise we could easily "put together" a free se-
quence of size A in X.

Next we show that for every point p € X there is an open set U with p € U such
that F(U) < A. Indeed, assume that () = \ whenever p € U.

We claim that for every 1 < A and for every open U with p € U there is a free
sequence S in U with |S| = p, and p ¢ S. Indeed, let Sy + S be any free sequence in
U of order type 41 + p, where + denotes addition of order types. Then either p ¢ S, or
pé¢ S

Using the claim above we define a sequence (S, : n € w) of free sequences with
|S,| = A\, * X and a sequence of open sets (U, : n € w) such that S, C Uy, p & U,
and U, N S,, = 0 forn < m.

If Sk, Uy have been de?ned for all & < n with these properties then p ¢ U{U: - k <
n}, and so we have an open neighbourhood W, of p with W, N | J{Uy : k < n} = 0.
Now we can choose a free sequence S, with p ¢ S,, C W, and |S,| = A, by the claim
and then the open set U,, C W, with S, C U, and p ¢ U, since X is T5. Now the
sequence (S, : n € w) clearly satisfies Sn N (J{S,, : m >n} = 0 for all n € w, and
this is impossible by our introductory remark.

Now, it follows immediately that actually there is a cardinal ;1 < A such that for
every p € X there is an open nelghbourhood U with F(U ) < . Indeed, otherwise we
could choose distinct points p, € X with F (U ) > A, if p, € U with U open, for all
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n € w. As X is T3, we may assume that {p,, : n € w} forms a discrete subspace in X,
and so we may also fix for each p,, a neighbourhood U, so that {U,, : n € w} is pairwise
disjoint. Let us now pick for every n € w a free sequence S, in X with |S,| = A, and
S, C U,. Then we clearly have S, N U{gn :m > n} = () for each n, contradicting
again our introductory remark. R

Let H be any closed set in X with F'(H) = X and let S C H be a free sequence,
then |S| < A. Thus by our assumption we have E(?) < A, hence S can be covered by
a family U of less than A\ many open sets U with F\(U) < pu < AforU € U. Clearly
this implies that every free sequence in X that is contained in | JU/ has size at most
(- |U| < A\, consequently by F(H) = A we have F(H \ [JU) = X as well.

This fact allows us again to define inductively a sequence (S,, : n € w), where S, is
free in X with |.S,| = A, for all n and also satisfying

gnﬂU{gm:m>n}=@

for all n € w, arriving at a contradiction as above. L]

Let us note that if A is strong limit then we have

~

L(S) <w(S)* < (25" <A

for any subset S of X with |S| < A, hence the second condition of Theorem 2.7 holds
trivially.

Also, by an old result of Hajnal and Juhdsz (see [25, 4.3]), we can never have 5(.X ) =
A for a singular cardinal A of cofinality w if X is T3, where of course 5(X) denotes the
smallest cardinal x such that X has no discrete subspace of size x. The question if this
also holds for the cardinal function F' instead of s remains open.

2.2 X is the union of ''few'' compact subspaces with no "long'' free
sequences

In this section we are going to prove two main theorems whose proofs, while similar
to each other, are quite different from that of Theorem 2.2. Both will use a caliber
assumption on a space X and an assumption that X is union of a "small" number of
compact subspaces, all without "long" free sequences, and conclude that the density
of X is "small". Of course, in view of the equality of F' and ¢ for compact spaces,
we could also formulate this by saying that X is the union of a "small" number of
compact subspaces of "small" tightness. Now, the precise statements of the results read
as follows.

Theorem 2.8. Assume that X = |\ J{C, : a € k} where C,, is compact and F(C,,) < k
for each o € K, moreover k € Cal(X). Then d(X) < k.
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Theorem 2.9. Assume that w < u < r and X = |JC where |C| < r and every C' € C
is compact with F(C') < p, moreover (i, k) € Caly(X). Then d(X) < k.

Before we can prove these results, we need to introduce a new concept that will turn
out to play an important role in producing free sequences.

Definition 2.10. Let X be a space and H C P(X) be any family of subsets of X. We
say that the sequence of pairs

5 = ((Ua, Vo) s € 1)
is loose over ‘H if the following two conditions are satisfied:
(1) U,, V, are non-empty open sets in X with UyaNV, =0 for every o < 1);

(ii) if a,b € [n]=¥ with a < band H € H are such that
(WUa:acayn[{Vs:BEbINH #0
then for every v with b < v < n we have
(WUe:acayn[{Vs:BebINV,NH #0
as well.

To shorten exposition, let us introduce here the following piece of notation: if a, b €
[n]<“ then
W(a,b) = {Ua:a€a} N[ {Vs:Beb}
Thus (ii) says that W (a,b) N H # ( implies W(a,b U {7}) N H # () whenever
a,ben<“, a<b<y<nand H € H.
Let us note that if s is loose over A then so is every subsequence of ?, moreover s
is loose over any subfamily of H.

The following result tells us how we can obtain "long" loose sequences over appro-
priate families of sets in a given space.

Lemma 2.11. Let X be a space and H C P(X) be a family of subsets of X.
(A) if |[H| < d(X) then there is a loose sequence over H of length d(X);

(B) if, in addition, H C 7(X), i.e., all elements of H are open in X then |H| < 7(X)
implies that there is a loose sequence over H of length w(X).
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Proof.
(A) We are going to define by transfinite recursion on o < d(X) non-empty open

sets Uy, V,, as follows. Assume that o < d(X) and s = ((Ug, V) : B € o) has been
defined already in such a way that s, is loose over H. Consider the family

We = {W(a,b)NH :a,be[a]*and H € H} \ {0}

then clearly [W| < d(X). Therefore, we can find a non-empty open set GG,, such that
W\ G, # ) for every W € W, Since X is T3, we can choose two (non-empty) open
sets U,, W, suchthatU, c U, C W, C G,. SetV,, = X \Wa, it is obvious then that
Sa1 = Sa — (Uy,, Vo) will also be loose over H, hence 5 = ((Un, Vo) v € d(X))
is as required.

(B) The proof in this case is the same as in case (A), the only difference being
in noticing that for each @ < 7(X) the family W, will consist of open sets and so
[Wa| < m(X) will suffice to imply the existence of an open set G, as above. O

The following easy result, that actually gives an alternative characterization of free
sequences, will be used to produce free sequences from appropriate loose ones.

Lemma 2.12. Let X be any space (T3 is not used here!) and (p,, : « € 1) be a sequence
of points of X. Then the following statements (1) and (2) are equivalent:

(1) (po : @ € n) is afree sequence in X ;

(2) there is a sequence ((K,, L) : « € ) of pairs of disjoint closed sets X such that

Pa €[ UEe: € <a} N[ {Le:a <& <n}
forall o € n.

Proof. -

If (p, : @ € ) is free then clearly (2) will be satisfied with K, = {p¢ : £ > o} and
Lo =A{pe: &€ < al.

In the other direction, if (p, : o € ) and ((K,, L,) : a € ) satisfy (2) then for
every o € nwe have {p¢ : £ < a} C L, and {p¢ : { > a} C K,, hence (p, : a € 1) is
free in X. O

Next we first give the proof of Theorem 2.9.
Proof of Theorem 2.9. Assume, indirectly, that k < d(X), then Lemma 2.11 (A)

implies the existence of a sequence s = ((Ua, Vy) : a € k) that is loose over C. Since
(u, k) € Caly(X), there is a set I € [k]* with tp(I) = p such that (U, : « € T} # 0),
hence as X = |JC, there is some C' € C with

(WUa:ael}nC#0
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as well.
Now s restricted to I is loose over {C'} and clearly for every a € [I]<“ we have

({Ua:a€alnC 0.
Consequently, an easy induction yields that if a, b € [I]<* with a < b then
W(a,b) N C # 0.

Since C'is compact, this clearly implies that for every a € I we have

(WU::¢ca+r)nIin( [{Ve: eI\ (a+1)}nC #0,
hence applying Lemma 2.12 to the sequence
((UaNC,VonC):aecl)

we get a free sequence of length tp(/) = p in C, contradicting ﬁ(C) < u. O

Note that if X is compact with F (X) < p,i.e., we can have C = {X} in Theorem
2.9, then Lemma 2.11 (B) can be applied in the above proof, hence we get the following
result that strengthens Shapirovskii’s result mentioned in the introduction:

Corollary 2.13. If X is compact, F(X) < p, and (11, k) € Caly(X) then 7(X) < k.

Now, to prove Theorem 2.8, we actually need a slight technical variation of the
notion of a loose sequence.

Definition 2.14. Assume that H = {H, : a € n} C P(X). We say that the sequence
((Us, V) : ae € ) is weakly loose over H if the following two conditions are satisfied:

() U,, V,, are non-empty open sets in X and U, NV, = 0 for o € 1;
(ii) ifa,b € [n]<“ and § € n with a < b < 0 satisfy
Wi(a,b) N Hs # ()
then for every v with 0 < 7 < n we have
Wia,bU{~}) N Hs #0
as well.

We can now formulate a lemma that corresponds to Lemma 2.11 for weakly loose
sequences.
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Lemma 2.15.

(A) If k < d(X)and H = {H, : o € K} C P(X) then there is a weakly loose
sequence of length k over H.

(B) If gkappa < w(X) and H = {H,, : « € K} C 7(X) then there is a weakly loose
sequence of length k over H.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Lemma 2.11, only the de?nition of W,
needs to be modified in it as follows:

W, = {W(a,b)NHs:a,b e [a]**and § < a} \ {0}.

]

Now, the proof of Theorem 2.8 is again quite similar to that of Theorem 2.9, the
difference is in using weakly loose sequences instead of loose ones.
Proof of Theorem 2.8. Assume x < d(X). Apply Lemma 2.15 (A) to get a weakly
loose sequence s = ((Un, Vo) v € k) over {C, : a € k}. Since k € Cal(X), there is
aset I € [k]* and an ordinal § € x such that 6 < I and {U, : a« € I} NCs # .

The compactness of C together with the fact that S is weakly loose over {C,, : a €
k} now easily imply that

(TUe:¢ca+)NIIn({Ve: €I\ (a+1)}NCs#0,

for all & € 1. Thus Lemma 2.12 applied to the sequence
<<Ua NCs,. Vi ﬂ05> fo € ]>

gives us a free sequence of length « in Cj, a contradiction. U

Perhaps the most interesting particular case of Theorem 2.8 is the following: If X
is the union at most w; compact subsets of countable tightness and w; € Cal(X) then
X is separable. This result seems to be new even for the case in which X is o-compact
and countably tight.

Now we formulate a result that on one hand generalizes this last observation, and on
the other relates to Theorem 2.8 in the same way as Theorem 2.4 does to Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 2.16. Let X be a space and o be a cardinal such that T'(X) < o, andn > 0 be
a natural number such that X = | JC with |C| < o™, where each C € C is compact,
moreover o) € Cal(X) whenever 0 < i < n. Then d(X) < o.
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Proof. First, note that for every C' € C we have

~

F(C) <tC)T =T(C)" < 0" < o™,

hence Theorem 2.8 can be applied with x = o*™ to conclude that d(X) < o™, But
then from 7'(X) < g and o™ € Cal(X) for 0 < i < n it follows, just like in the proof
of Theorem 2.4, that d(X) < . O

Finally, we shall give an example which shows that the results of this section cannot
be strengthened in the direction of Corollary 2.13, i.e., we cannot replace in them d(X)
by m(X) or even by (X ). Let us recall that

§(X) =sup{d(Y):Y = X},

hence one clearly has
d(X) <§(X) <7(X)

for any space X.

Example 2.17. There is a space X which is the union of countably many compact sets
of countable tightness, moreover X is separable, consequently every k with cf(k) > w
is a caliber of X, but X has a dense subspace Y with d(Y') = §(X) = ¢ = 2%.

Indeed, let S be a countable dense subset of the Cantor cube 2¢ and let Y be the
o-product in 2, i.e.,

Y={ye2: {a:yla) =1} <w}.
Then Y = | J{Y, : n € w}, where
Y, = {y €2 [{a:y(a) = 1} <n}

is both compact and countably tight. Consequently the space X = SUY, as a subspace
of 2¢, is clearly as required.

Of course, if we only want an example with 7(X) > w then a countable space with
uncountable w-weight will do. Let us also remark that if X itself has countable tightness
then its separability, i.e., d(X ) = w, implies §(X) = w.
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3 On order of 7-bases

3.1 Projective m-character bounds the order of a 7-base

Let us start by recalling a few definitions and basic facts. A m-base B of a space X
(resp. a local m-base at a point x € X) is a family of non-empty open sets such that
every non-empty open set (resp. every neighbourhood of x) includes some member of
B. The m-weight 7(X') of X is the smallest infinite cardinal such that X has a 7w-base of
at most that cardinality. The 7-character wx(z, X) of z in X is the smallest cardinality
of a local 7-base at x € X and

mx(X) = sup{mx(z,X) : z € X}

is the m-character of the space X. Finally, the local tightness at x € X is the smallest
cardinal « such that if = belongs to the closure A of a set A then there is B C A with
|B| < k and = € B; moreover

t(X) = sup{t(z, X) :x € X}

is the tightness of the space X.

Shapirovskii proved the following two important results concerning these cardinal
functions for compacta: If X is compact then 7y (X) < ¢(X), moreover X has a m-base
B of order < t(X), i.e. every point of X is contained in at most ¢(.X )-many members
of B. (A trivial consequence is that if £(X)™ is a caliber of X, i.e. among ¢(X)"-many
open sets there always are ¢(X)"-many with non-empty intersection, then X has a 7-
base of cardinality at most ¢(X').) The first result was proved in [54], alternative proofs
were given in [5] and [25]. The second result first appeared in [56] and then in [58]. A
very short and elegant new proof (using a variant of Shapirovskii’s “algebraic" approach
to free sequences) was presented in [67].

Arhangel’skii has recently introduced in [6] the concept of a space of countable
projective T-character and noticed that any compact space of countable tightness has
countable projective m-character. Then he showed that a compact space of countable
projective m-character that has w; as a caliber is separable (or equivalently: has a count-
able 7-base), thereby strengthening the above consequence of Shapirovskii’s result for
countably tight compacta.

In this paper we introduce the general concept of projective m-character and give the
following significant generalization of Shapirovskii’s full result: Any Tychonov space
has a m-base of order at most the projective m-character of the space. Not only is this
result stronger for compacta, because it replaces tightness with projective 7-character
that is smaller, but somewhat surprisingly it extends to all Tychonov spaces.

Let ¢ be any cardinal function defined on a class C of topological spaces. We define
the projective version p ¢ of ¢ on C as follows. For any X € C we let p p(X) be the
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the supremum of the values ¢(Y) where Y ranges over all continuous images of X be-
longing to C. In particular, we shall consider the case in which ¢ = 7y, the m-character
defined on the class of Tychonov spaces. It is easy to show that then a Tychonov space
X has countable projective m-character in the sense of [6] iff p my(X) < w.

Also, as was already mentioned before, if X is compact Hausdorff then we have
prx(X) < t(X). In fact, this follows because ¢(Y) < ¢(X) for any continuous image
of X and, by Shapirovskii’s first result above, mx(Y) < ¢(Y") for every compact Y. But
are px(X) and ¢(X) really different? Arhangel’skii asked, more specifically, if there
is a compactum of countable projective m-character that is not countably tight, see [6],
problem 7. Our next example yields such a compactum.

Example 3.1. Let X be a compactification of w whose remainder is (homeomorphic to)
the ordinal wy + 1. Then prx(X) < w < t¢(X).

Proof. It is obvious that ¢(wy, X) = t(X) = w;. To see prx(X) < w, consider any
continuous surjection f : X — Y. If f(w;) = p is an isolated point in Y then there
is an o < wy such that f is constant on the interval [, w;], hence Y is countable and
compact and so, trivially, 7y (V) < w(Y) = w.

If, however, p is not isolated then Y has a countable dense subset .S with p ¢ S. So
there is a closed G5 set F' such that p € F' C Y\ S and again we can find an o < w; such
that flo,w;] C F. But then G = Y\ F' is countable and dense open in Y, moreover
w(G) = w because every countable and locally compact space is second countable. So
we have Ty (Y) < 7n(Y) = w(G) = w. O

We recall from [25] that wsw(X') denotes the 7-separating weight of a space X, that
is the minimum order of a m-base of X, see p. 74 of [25].
With this we may now formulate our main result in this section as follows.

Theorem 3.2. For any Tychonov space X we have msw(X) < pnx(X). In particular,
any Tychonov space of countable projective T-character has a point-countable T-base.

Our proof of theorem 3.2 will go along similar lines as Shapirovskii’s proof of the
weaker result wsw(X) < ¢(X) for compact spaces. The main idea of that was to show
that the compactum X admits an irreducible map onto a subspace of the X x)-power
of the unit interval. The role of irreducible maps in our proof will be played by a new,
more general, type of maps that we shall call 7-irreducible. So we shall first define and
deal with these maps. (The referee has pointed out to us that [58] is an excellent source
concerning Shapirovskii’s original method.)

Definition 3.3. Let f be a continuous map of X onfo Y. We say that the map f is
m-irreducible if for every proper closed subset F' C X its image f[F] is not dense in Y.

Clearly, an onto map f is w-irreducible iff the f-image of a non-dense set is non-
dense. Also, it is obvious that a closed map is 7-irreducible iff it is irreducible, conse-
quently the two concepts coincide for maps between compact Hausdorff spaces.
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The following proposition will be used in the proof of theorem 3.2 and explains our
terminology.

Proposition 3.4. Let f be a continuous map of X onto Y. Then the following five
statements (1)—(5) are equivalent.

(1) f is m-irreducible ;

(2) for every m-base B of X and for every B € B the f-image of its complement,
fIX\B], is not dense in Y';

(3) there is a w-base B of X such that for every B € B the f-image f[X\DB] is not
dense in'Y;

(4) for every m-base C of Y the family {f~'(C) : C € C} is a m-base of X ;

(5) there is a m-base C of Y such that { f~1(C) : C € C} is a m-base of X .

Proof. We shall show (3)=-(4) and (5)=-(1) only because the other three implications
of the cycle are trivial.

So, let B be as in (3) and C be any m-base of Y. For every non-empty open set U in
X choose B € B with B C U. Then there is a C' € C such that C' N f[X\B] = (), and
hence f~'(C)Cc B CU.

Now, let C be as in (5) and F be a proper closed subset of X. Then thereisa C' € C
with N f~1(C) = 0, consequently we have f[F]NC = () and so f[F] is not dense in
Y. [

Corollary 3.5. If f : X — Y is m-irreducible then w(X) = m(Y).

Proof. 7(X) < 7(Y) is immediate from part (4) of proposition 3.4. To see 7(X) >

7(Y") first note that for any non-empty open U C X the interior of f[U] in Y is non-

empty. So for any m-base B of X the family { [(f[B]) : B € B} is a w-base of Y.
Y

Indeed, this is because if V' is non-empty openin Y and B € B with B C f~*(V) then
f[B] C V. O

We now consider another key ingredient of the proof of our main result: certain
specially embedded subspaces of Tychonov cubes. As usual, we shall denote the unit
interval [0, 1] by /. The members of the Tychonov cube /* will be construed as functions
from k to [. Soif x € I" and o < k then x | « is the projection of z to the subproduct
I

Definition 3.6. We say that Y C I” is 0-embedded in the Tychonov cube I* if
{yla:yeYandy(a) =0}

is dense in the projection Y [ @ = {y [ a: y € Y} for every a < k.
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We now present two results concerning 0-embedded subspaces of Tychonov cubes
which will be crucial in the proof of our main theorem and are also interesting in them-
selves.

Theorem 3.7. Assume that Y is 0-embedded in the Tychonov cube I" where K is a
regular cardinal and y € Y is such that y(a) > 0 for all « < k. Then wx(y,Y) = k.

Proof. Of course, only 7x(y,Y) > k needs to be proven. To see this, let I/ be any family
of elementary open sets in [* such that || < kand U NY # (@ for all U € U. Every
elementary open set U € U is supported by a finite subset of x, hence the regularity
of x implies the existence of an ordinal @ < « such that the support of each U € U is
included in a.

Since Y is 0-embedded in /7, this implies that for every U € U we may pick a point
yu € U NY such that yy(a) = 0. But then y(«) > 0 clearly implies that the point y is
not in the closure of the set {yy : U € U}, consequently U cannot be a local 7-base at
y in Y, completing the proof. []

From theorem 3.7 we can immediately obtain the following useful corollary about
the projective m-character of 0-embedded subspaces of Tychonov cubes.

Corollary 3.8. If' Y is 0-embedded in the Tychonov cube 1" then for every non-isolated
pointy € Y we have

px(y.Y) = {a: y(a) > 0}
and if y € Y is isolated then {a : y(a) > 0} is finite.

Y

Our next result shows that every Tychonov space admits a w-irrredu-cible map onto
a suitable 0-embedded subspace of a Tychonov cube.

Theorem 3.9. Let X be any Tychonov space of m-weight m(X) = k. Then there is a
m-irreducible map [ of X onto a 0-embedded subspace Y of the Tychonov cube I".

Proof. To begin with, let us choose a m-base B of X with |B| = x and fix a well-ordering
< of B of order-type .
We shall define by transfinite induction on o < k the co-ordinate maps

ga:paof:Xﬁla

where p,(y) = y(«) is the ath co-ordinate projection, and sets B, € 5. So assume that
a < r and for all 8 < « the maps g3 : X — I and the sets Bz € B have been defined.
Let f, : X — I“ be the map whose [th co-ordinate map is gg for all 3 < « and
set Y, = fo[X]. Then, in view of corollary 3.5, the map f, : X — Y, cannot be 7-
irreducible because 7(Y,) < k = 7(X), hence using part (2) of proposition 3.4 there is
amember B € B for which f,[X\ B] is dense in Y. Let B, be the <-first such member
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of B. We then define g, : X — I as any continuous function that is identically 0 on
X\ B, and takes the value 1 at some point in B,. As was intended, with the induction
completed we let f : X — [” be the unique map having the g, for @ < & as its
co-ordinate functions and we also set Y = f[.X].

Note first that if 3 < a then Bsz < B,. Indeed, since we have Y3 = Y, | 3, the
density of f,[X\B,]inY, implies that f5[X\ B,] is dense in Y3, hence B, < Bz would
contradict the choice of Bs. Moreover, by our construction, fz;1[X\Bj] is not dense in
Y51 and consequently f,[ X\ Bpg]| is not dense in Y, which implies B, # Bg.

Since B is of order type x under <, it follows from this that for every B € B there
is an a < k with B < B,. But then, by the choice of B, we have that f,[X\B] is
not dense in Y, = Y [ « and hence f[X\B] cannot be dense in Y. Using part (3) of
proposition 3.4 this implies that f is indeed a 7-irreducible map of X onto Y.

Finally, by our construction, for every o < r the image f,[X\B,] is dense in Y, =
Y | a,, moreover we have

falX\Bo] C{y [ a:y € Y and y(a) = 0},

consequently Y is indeed O-embedded in I*. [

Let us now recall that the x-th ¥\-power of I, denoted by X, (I, k), is the subspace
of I" consisting of all points whose support is of size at most A. The support of a point
y € I"is the set {ow < K : y(a) > 0}. Thus, from theorem 3.9 and from corollary 3.8,
moreover from the trivial fact that p x(Y) < pmx(X) if Y is any continuous image of
X, we immediately obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.10. If X is a Tychonov space such that 1(X) = r and prx(X) = X then
some T-irreducible image Y of X embeds into ¥, (I, k).

This corollary is clearly a strengthening of the following result of Shapirovskii from
[56] (see also 3.22 of [25]) : If X is compact Hausdorff then some irreducible image of
X embeds into a Y x)-power of I.

The proof of our main theorem 3.2 can now be easily established by recalling the
following result of Shapirovskii from [56] (see also[25], 3.24).

Theorem (Shapirovskii). If the space Y embeds into a YX.\-power of I then msw(Y') <
A

Proof of theorem 3.2. Now, to prove theorem 3.2, consider any non-discrete Tychonov
space X. By corollary 3.10 then X has a mw-irreducible image Y that embeds into a
Ya-power of I, where A = pmx(X). By the previous theorem of Shapirovskii then the
space Y has a m-base C of order at most A\. But by part (4) of proposition 3.4, then
{f71(C) : C € C} is an-base of X that clearly has the same order as C. O

The following result is then an immediate consequence of theorem 3.2.
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Corollary 3.11. Let X be any Tychonov space and k > pmx(X) be a cardinal such
that k is a caliber of X. Then w(X) < k.

Since t(X) > pmx(X) for a compact Hausdorff space X, this corollary implies
Shapirovskii’s theorem saying that if ¢(X)™ is a caliber of such a space X then m(X) <
t(X). Moreover, it also extends from compacta to all Tychonov spaces Arhangel’skii’s
result from [6] saying that spaces of countable projective m-character and having w as
a caliber are separable.

Let us conclude this paper by pointing out that neither theorem 3.2 nor corollary
3.11 remain valid if the projective m-character p 7wy is replaced by simple 7-character
7 in them. In fact, it has recently been shown in [35] that there are even first countable
spaces whose m-separating weight is as large as you wish. Moreover, in the same paper
it was also shown that it is consistent to have first countable spaces with caliber w; which
have uncountable m-weight (or equivalently, density). However, since first countability
implies countable tightness, none of these examples are (or could be) compact, so the
following intriguing questions remain open.

Problem 3.12. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space of countable w-character. Does
X have a point-countable m-base? If, in addition, w; is a caliber of X, is then X
separable?

3.2 First countable spaces without point-countable 7-bases

V. Tkachuk in [65] has recently proved under CH that any first countable Hausdorff
space that is Lindelof or CCC has a point-countable 7-base. (Actually, in [65] all spaces
are assumed to be Tychonov, but the proof only needs Hausdorff.) Tkachuk’s motiva-
tion was to extend (at least partially) Shapirovskii’s celebrated ZFC result saying that
any countably tight compactum has a point-countable 7-base, from compact spaces to
Lindel6f ones. So it was natural to ask if his use of CH was necessary. Also, 27 years
after Shapirovskii’s result was published, Tkachuk could not come up with even a con-
sistent example of a first countable space not having a point-countable 7-base.

Our aim here is to remedy this situation and provide ZFC (and several consistent)
examples of first countable (Tychonov) spaces without point-countable m-bases, as well
as examples which show that Tkachuk’s CH results cannot be proved in ZFC alone. In
this manner we succeeded in answering 7 of the 12 questions that were listed at the end
of [65].

In what follows, we shall use the notation and terminology of [25]. In particular,
wsw(X) denotes the 7-separating weight of X, that is the minimum order of a m-base
of the space X, see p. 74 of [25]. Note that msw(X) < w is then equivalent to the
statement: X has a point-countable 7-base.
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3.2.1 ZFC examples

The key to Tkachuk’s above mentioned CH results in [65] was his Theorem 3.1 which
says that if X has countable tightness and m-character, moreover d(X) < w; then
msw(X) < w. In his list of problems (Problem 4.11), Tkachuk asked if the assump-
tion of countable tightness could be omitted here. It is immediate from our next result
that this question has an affirmative answer.

Theorem 3.13. Let X be any topological space with d(X) < mx(X)*. Then msw(X) <

TX(X).
Proof. Let us set mx(X) = x. If d(X) < & then we even have 7(X) = k. So
we may assume d(X) = k' and, as is well-known, we may then fix a dense set

D = {z, : @ < kT} that is left-separated in this well-ordering. This means that
for every a < k™ there is a neighbourhood U,, of z,, with

{zg:p<a}nU, =0.

Let us now fix a local 7-base B, of the point x, such that |B,| < x and B C U,
whenever B € B,. Then B = | J{B, : @ < xk"} is a m-base of X such that for every
x3 € D we have

ord(zs,B) = |{B € B:xp € B} <k.

We claim that then we have
ord(B) = sup{ord(z,B) :x € X} <k

as well. Assume, on the contrary, that ord(x, B) = " for some point z € X. Since
wx(z, X) < k, this implies that there are x*-many members of B (containing z) that

include a fixed non-empty open set V. This, however, is impossible because DNV # ().
O

We may now turn to our first aim that is to produce, in ZFC, first countable spaces
without point-countable 7-bases.

Theorem 3.14. There is a first countable, O-dimensional Hausdorff (hence Tychonov)
space X with msw(X) > N,

Proof. The underlying set of our space is X = [[{w, : n < w}. For f, g € X we write
f < g to denote that f(n) < g(n) for all n < w. The topology 7 that we shall consider
on X will be generated by all sets of the form U,,(f) (with f € X and n < w), where

U(f)={9€eX:f<gand fn=g][n}

Note that if g € U,(f) then U, (¢9) C U,(f), and if g ¢ U, (f) then there is k < w such
that Ux(g) N U,(f) = 0. It follows that, for any f € X, the family {U,(f) : n < w}
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forms a clopen neighbourhood base of f with respect to the topology 7, consequently
the space (X, 7) is indeed first countable, O-dimensional, and Hausdorff.

It is also easy to see from the definitions that if {U,_(f,) : @ < Kk} is a m-base of 7
then { f, : @ < k} must be cofinal in the partial order (X, <). But it is well-known that
the cofinality of (X, <) is greater than X, consequently we have 7(X) > N,. (Actually,
it is easy to see that 7(X) = cf ((X, <)) but we shall not need this.)

Next we claim that, for any k£ < w, the pair (X1, 8;) is a pair caliber of the space
X, i.e. among any N, ., open sets one can find 8; whose intersection is non-empty.
Without any loss of generality, it suffices to check this for a family of basic open sets
of the form {U,,(f) : f € F} where F' € [X|*+ and n > k is fixed. We may also
assume that f [ n = o forafixed o € [],_, w; whenever f € F. Now let G C F with
|G| = Ny then there is g € X with g [ n = o, moreover f(i) < g(i) for all i > n and
f € G. Butthen we have g € ({U,(f) : f € G}.

Putting together the previous two paragraphs we conclude that the order of any -
base of (X, 7) must be at least X,,, that is we have msw(X) > R, O

It is clear that if we replace in the above proof the sequence of cardinals (w,, : n < w)
with any other strictly increasing w-sequence of regular cardinals, say (k, : n < w),
then we obtain a first countable, O-dimensional space in which the order of any 7-base
isatleast ) _ fp.

The referee has pointed out that the method of constructing such spaces was pub-
lished by Todor&evicZ in [66], Theorem 0.5 (of course, the fact that they do not have a
point-countable 7-base is not mentioned there).

The cardinality of our above example is 8 that is much larger than the optimal
value Ny permitted by Theorem 3.13. So it is natural to raise the question if we could
find other examples of smaller cardinality. As it turns out, we can do slightly better by
choosing an appropriate subspace Y of the space X from Theorem 3.14. First, however,
we need to fix some notation. For f,g € X = [[{w, : n < w} we write f <* g to
denote that [{n < w : f(n) > g(n)}| is finite, i.e. f is below g modulo finite. Similarly,
we write f =" ¢ to denote that [{n < w : f(n) # g(n)}| is finite. Finally, it is well-
known that there is in X a transfinite sequence of order type w,, 1 that is increasing with
respect to <*.

Theorem 3.15. Let {f, : @ < wyi1} C X be an increasing sequence with respect to
<* and set
Y={feX: Ja<wywihf="F[f,}

Then the subspace Y of X, with the subspace topology inherited from T, also satisfies
msw(Y) > N,.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Theorem 3.14. First we note that, trivially,
again we have m(Y') > W,,. Next, we show that (X, 1, Ny ) is a pair caliber of Y for each
k < w. To see this, we again consider a family {U,,(f) : f € F} where F € [Y]N+
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and n > k > 0, moreover f | n = o forafixed o € [],_, w; whenever f € F. Let us
choose any subset G C F with |G| = Ry, then there is an ordinal & < w,; such that
g <* f, forall g € G. We may find an integer m > n such that the set

G ={geG:VYi>m (g9(i) < fa(i))}

also has cardinality Ny.

Note that if n < j < m then {g(j) : ¢ € G*} is bounded in w;, hence we may
find a function f € Y such that f [ n = o,if n < j < mthen g(j) < f(j) for
all g € G*, moreover f(i) = f,(i) whenever m < i < w. Clearly, then we have
feMUa(g): g e G}INY. O

We were unable to produce a ZFC example of a first countable space without a point-
countable 7-base of cardinality less than R, ;. This leads us to the following intriguing
open question.

Problem 3.16. Is there, in ZFC, a first countable (Tychonov) space of cardinality less
than N, that has no point-countable T-base?

Actually, at this point we do not even have such an example of cardinality R,. We
conjecture, however, that having such an example is equivalent to having one of size
< N,,. In fact, we could verify this conjecture under the assumption 28t < X,,.

Theorem 3.17. Assume that 2% < R, and X is a first countable space of cardinality

N,. If every subspace of X of cardinality < N, has a point-countable m-base then so
does X.

Proof. Let us start by giving a (very natural) definition. A family B of non-empty open
sets in X is said to be an outer mw-base of a subspace Y C X if for every open set U
with U N'Y # () there is a member B € B such that B C U. We claim that, under the
assumptions of our theorem, every subspace of X of cardinality < X, even has a point-
countable outer m-base. Thus if we have X = J,,_ Y, where |Y,| < R, foralln < w
and B, is a point-countable outer 7-base of Y;, in X then | J B,, is a point-countable
m-base of X.

To prove the above claim let us consider an wy-closed elementary submodel M of a
"universe" H(#) with |M| < X,. (As usual, here ¢ is a large enough regular cardinal,
H () is the collection of all sets of hereditary cardinality < 6, and for M to be w;-
closed means that [M]=“* C M.) The regular cardinal 6 is chosen so large that H(6)
(and also M) contains X and everything else that is relevant, e.g. a map ) that assigns
to every point z € X a countable open neighbourhood base V,. Now, 2% < X, implies
that for every Y € [X]|<™ there is such an elementary submodel M with Y C M.
Consequently, our claim will be proven if we show that X N M has a point-countable
outer 7-base in X whenever M is like above.

n<w
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To see this, note first that for every point z € X N M we have V, € M and
hence V, C M as well. Consequently V) = U{V, : © € X N M} C M is an
outer base of X N M in X, hence we may choose a subfamily B C V), such that
B | M ={BnNM : B € B} is a point-countable 7-base of the subspace X N M.

It suffices to show now that 5 is a point-countable outer 7-base of X N M in X.
Indeed, B is point-countable for if U € [B]“* then Y € M because M is w;-closed, and
thus MU # () would imply N N M # (), contradicting that B | M is point-countable.
(Here we used the fact that, by elementarity, the correspondance B — B N M is one-
to-one on B C M.) Finally, B is an outer 7w-base of X N M in X because if U is open
withz € UN M # () then thereis V € V, € M with V C U, hence if B € B with
BN M CV & M then we alsohave B C V C U. ]

3.2.2 Examples from higher Suslin lines

We start this section by giving a theorem that, quite naturally, will turn out to be very
useful in finding (first countable) spaces without point-countable 7-bases.

Theorem 3.18. Assume that X is a topological space which has a m-base B such that
ord(B)T < d(X). Then X has a discrete subspace D with |D| > d(X).

Proof. Let us first choose a point 25 € B from each B € B. , then the set S = {zp :
B € B} is dense in X, hence we have

S| > d(X) > ord(B)*.

We now define a set mapping F' on S by the following stipulation: For any point z € S
let us put
F(x)={zp € S:x € B} € [S]=01®),

By Hajnal’s set mapping theorem (see [22]) then there is a free set D C S for the set
mapping F' with |D| = |S|. This means that for every x € D we have DN F(z) C {z}.
But every member of D is of the form x for some B € 3, and we claim that for this
point we have BN D = {zp}. Indeed, x5 € BN D is obvious, and if z € D is different
from zp then 25 ¢ F(x) implies ¢ B. Consequently, D is as required. O

The referee has pointed out to us that Theorem 3.18 is an easy consequence of the
following result of Shapirovskii , see [25], 3.26: If B is any family of non-empty open
sets in a space X with ord(B) < k then there are discrete subspaces {D,, : a < 1}
of X such that | {D, : « < K} N B # () for any B € B. Since our above proof of
Theorem 3.18 is quite different and very short, for the reader’s convenience we decided
to keep it.

It is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.18 that a space X satisfying d(X) >
wy and $(X) < d(X) cannot have a point-countable m-base. Unfortunately, we do
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not know if there is in ZFC a first countable Tychonov space like that. (Recall that
solving Tkachuk’s problems from [65] requires Tychonov examples.) If, however, we
are satisfied with Hausdorff examples then we are much better off. In fact it was shown
in [23] that there is a natural left-separated refinement o of the euclidean topology 7
on the real line R that is first countable and hereditarily Lindel6f. Consequently, by
Theorem 3.18, a subspace of (R, o) which is left-separated in order-type w,, and thus
of density w-, has no point-countable 7m-base. This shows that, at least for Hausdorff
spaces, Tkachuk’s CH results mentioned in the introduction simply fail without CH, for
(R, o) is hereditarily Lindelof. Actually, it is very easy to show that something stronger
than CCC can be established for such a subspace, namely that w; is a caliber of it. For
Hausdorff spaces, this settles one more question of Tkachuk from [65]. In the next
section we shall produce (consistent) Tychonov examples with these properties but that
will require more work.

Next we shall consider higher Suslin lines; these are ordered spaces whose spread
(equal in this case with cellularity) is less than their density. More precisely, we shall
consider first countable variations of them that retain this property. For different pur-
poses, this construction had been already used in Theorem 1.1 of [32], although there
CH was additionally assumed.

Let  be an infinite cardinal. We shall call a continuous linear order (L, <), equipped
with the order topology generated by <, a x-Suslin line if there are no more than
disjoint open intervals in L (i.e. ¢(L) < k), although the density d(L) of L is larger than
. (It 1s known that the existence of a x-Suslin line is equivalent to the existence of a
r-Suslin tree, but this will be irrelevant for us.) Thus, an ordinary Suslin line is the same
as an w-Suslin line and by a higher Suslin line we mean a x-Suslin line where xk > w.

The main result of this section is the following theorem that, in particular, yields us
a consistent example of a first countable GO-space without a point-countable 7-base of
the minimum possible cardinality w,. (Recall that GO-spaces, or generalized ordered
spaces, are the subspaces of linearly ordered spaces.)

Theorem 3.19. Ifthere is a k-Suslin line (L, <) then there is a first countable GO-space
X with | X| = k" and msw(X) = k.

Proof. Let Z be the set of all those points « € L that have left-character w, that is the
open half line (+—, x) has cofinality w with respect to <. Since (L, <) is continuous, Z
is dense in L. It follows that d(Z) = d(L) = ™ because d(L) < ¢(L)" holds for any
linearly ordered space L, see e. g. [9]. Now let X be any dense subspace of Z (and
hence of L) with | X| = x™.

We consider X with the left-Sorgenfrey topology o, i.e. for any x € X the half-open
intervals (y, z| form a o-local base. Then ¢ is finer than the order topology on X, hence
the density of (X, o) must be larger than «. It is clear from the definition that o is a first
countable topology.
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Also, (X, 0) is a GO space because it is homeomorphic to the subspace topology
on X x {0} inherited from the order topology on L x 2 taken with the lexicographic
order. Finally, we have ¢(X, o) = ¢(L), moreover s(X,0) = ¢(X, o) is known to hold
for GO-spaces, see 2.23 of [25]. Consequently we have s(X) < x < d(X) and so
Theorem 3.18 implies msw(X) > k. By Theorem 3.13, then wsw(X) = k. O

In particular, the existence of an w;-Suslin line implies that of a first countable GO
space of cardinality w- without a point-countable 7-base.

Finally, we mention here the curious fact that it is an outstanding open question of
set theory whether one can find a model of ZFC that does not contain any higher Suslin
line. Consequently there is a chance that Theorem 3.19 yields us a ZFC example of a
first countable GO space with no point-countable 7-base.

3.2.3 Examples from subfamilies of 7P (w)

In this section we are going to introduce a (quite simple but apparently new) way of con-
structing first countable, O-dimensional Hausdorff topologies on subfamilies of P (w),
the power set of w. Then we shall use some of the spaces obtained in this manner to
present examples that demonstrate the necessity of the use of CH in Tkachuk’s results
mentioned in the introduction.

We start with fixing some notation and terminology. We shall use Examples from
subfamilies of P(w) to denote the family of all co-finite subsets of w. For a given family
Z C P(w)andfor I € Zand U € U we put

[LU);={JeZ:1cCcJcCU}

If Z = P(w) then we shall omit the subscript.

Finally, we say that the family Z C P(w) is stable if I € Z and [ =* J for J C w
imply J € 7 as well. (Of course, here / =* J means that [ and J are equal mod finite,
i.e. their symmetric difference /A/J is finite.)

Definition 3.20. Let us fix a family Z C P(w). We shall denote by 77 the topology on
7 generated by all sets of the form [I,U)z, where [ € Z and U € U, and by X7 the
space (Z, 77).

Of course, X7 is identical with the appropriate subspace of the maximal such space
Xp(w). A few basic (pleasant) properties of the spaces X7 are given by the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.21. The spaces X7 are first countable, 0-dimensional and Hausdorff.
Proof. It suffices to show this for Z = P(w) because all three properties are inherited

by subspaces.
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Observe first that if J € [I,U) N [I',U’) then
Je[LUnU) C[LU)N[IU",

hence the “intervals" [/, U') form an open basis of 7p(,,, moreover {[[,U) : I C U € U}
forms a countable neighbourhood base of the point / of X7.

Next, if J ¢ [I,U) then either J\U # 0 and then [J,w) N [[,U) = 0, or J C U
and I\ J # (). In the latter case we may pick n € I\ J and then we have J C U\{n},
moreover [J,U\{n}) N [I,U) = () because n € I. This means that all basic open sets
[1,U) are also closed, hence X, is indeed 0-dimensional.

Finally, for every I € P(w) we have

(WIL.U):1cUeut ={1},

implying that Xp(w) is also Hausdorff. [

For any family Z C P(w) we shall denote by cof(Z) the cofinality of the partial
order (Z,C). Also, we say that a cardinal number « is a set caliber of T if for every
subfamily J € [Z]”* there are K € [J]* and I € T such that UK C I or, less formally,
among any x-many members of Z there are x-many that have an upper bound in Z. We
now connect these concepts concerning Z with properties of the associated space X7.

Proposition 3.22. For any subfamily T C P(w) we have
(i) d(Xz) = cof(Z) - w;

(ii) if T is stable and & is a cardinal with cf(k) > w then k is a caliber of the space
Xz if and only if k is a set caliber of the family T.

Proof. The proof of (i) and the left-to-right direction of (ii) follows immediately from
the fact that X C Z has an upper bound in Z iff ({[I,w)z : I € K} # 0. To see the
other direction, assume that & is a set caliber of the family Z and consider a family B of
k-many basic open sets. Since cf(k) > w we may assume that 5 = {[[,U) : [ € J}
for J € [Z]" and a fixed U € U. By our assumption there is a K € [J]* which has an
upper bound K € Z. Then K NU € 7 as 7 is stable and

KEnUe({lI,U): 1€k}

]

After these preparatory propositions we can now present a result that will yield us
further nice examples of first countable spaces without point-countable 7-bases.

Theorem 3.23. Assume that T C P(w) is stable, cof (Z) > w, and w, is a set caliber of
Z. Then msw(Xz) > w.
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Proof. Since X7 is first countable, and by (i) of Proposition 3.22, we have
7(X7) = d(Xz) = cof (Z) > w.

But, in view of part (ii) of Proposition 3.22, w; is a caliber of X7z, consequently no
m-base of X7 can be point-countable. O]

Corollary 3.24. Assume that there is a mod finite strictly increasing wo-sequence in
P(w). Then there is a first countable, 0-dimensional and Hausdorf{f space of cardinality
wo which has wy as a caliber. In particular, M A,,, implies the existence of such a space.

Proof. Let {A, : @ < wy} C P(w) be a mod finite strictly increasing wo-sequence, i.e.
we have |A,\As| < wand |Ag\A,| = w whenever a < 3 < ws. It is obvious that the
family

I={lCw:Ja<wywithl =" A,}

is stable and satisfies |Z| = cof(Z) = wy. Next, we claim that w; is a set caliber of Z.

To see this, consider any family J = {[, : @ € a} C Z where a € [wo]*“" and
I, =* A, forall & € a and pick 8 < w, such that a C 5. Then |A,\Asz| < w for all
« € a, hence there is a fixed s € [w]<“ such that

b={aca:A\Ap C s}

is uncountable, while s U Az is an upper bound of {/, : & € b} in Z. By Theorem 3.23,
the space X7 is as required. ]

This result takes care of Problems 4.6 and 4.7 from [65] by showing that it is con-
sistent to have first countable Tychonov spaces with caliber w; (and hence also CCC)
without any point-countable m-base. With some further elaboration we shall find ex-
amples that, in addition, are also hereditarily Lindelof, and thus provide a solution to
Problem 4.3 from [65] as well.

Theorem 3.25. Let {A, : @ < wy} C P(w) be a mod finite strictly increasing wo-
sequence with the additional property that in every uncountable index set a € |ws]“"
there is a pair {c, B} € [a]* such that A, C Ag, (i.e. A, is really a subset of Ag, not
just mod finite). Then, with I defined as in Corollary 3.24, the space X1 is hereditarily
Lindelof.

Proof. Assume, on the contrary, that X7 has an uncountable right-separated subspace.
Without loss of generality this may be taken of the form {/,, : « € a}, right separated
in the natural well-ordering of its indices, where a € [w,]** and I, =* A, forall « € a.
Moreover, we may assume that we have a fixed U € U such that [I,,U)z is a right
separating neighbourhood of [, for any « € a.
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Now, there is a fixed finite set s € [w]<* such that
b={a€a:l,AA, = s}

is uncountable. By our assumption, there is a pair {a, 3} € [b]? (with a < ) for which
A, C Ap and hence I, C I3. This, however, would imply /5 € [I,,U)z, contradicting
that [, U)z is a right separating neighbourhood of /,,. O

Note that a space as in Theorem 3.25 is a first countable L-space, hence unlike the
spaces in Corollary 3.24, it does not exist under M A, , see [61]. Instead, there is a
"natural” forcing construction that produces mod finite strictly increasing w»-sequences
in P(w) with the additional property required in Theorem 3.25.

Theorem 3.26. There is a CCC forcing that, to any ground model, adds a mod finite
strictly increasing sequence {A, : a < wy} C P(w) in any uncountable subsequence
of which there are two members with proper inclusion.

Proof. Let P consist of those finite functions p € Fn(wy x w,2) for which dom(p) =
a x nwith a € [we]<¥ and n < w. We define p’ < p (i.e. p’ extends p) as follows:
p’ D p, moreover p'(«, i) = 1 implies p'(3,7) = 1 whenever «, 5 € a with a <  and
i € n'\n (of course, here dom(p) = a x n and dom(p’) = a’ xn’). It is straightforward
to show that (P, <) is a CCC notion of forcing.

Let G C PP be generic, then it follows from standard density arguments that g = UG
maps wy X w into 2 and if we set

Ay ={i<w:g(a,i)=1}

then {A, : @ < wo} is mod finite strictly increasing.

To finish the proof, let us assume that p € P forces that / is an order preserving
injection of w; into wy. It suffices to show that p has an extension ¢ which forces
Aje) C Ay for some § < < wy.

To see this, let us choose first for each { < w; a condition p; < p and an ordinal
¢ < wy such that pe IF A(€) = ae. We may assume without any loss of generality
that for some n < w we have dom(pg) = a¢ x n and ag¢ € a for all £. Using standard
A-system and counting arguments, it is easy to find then § < 1 < w; such that p; and p,
are compatible as functions and for any ¢ < n we have p¢(ag,i) = p,(c,, 7). But then
we have ¢ = p: U p, € P and ¢ < p, moreover it is obvious that ¢ forces A, C A,
and hence Aj, ) C A;(,) as well. O

From Theorems 3.25 and 3.26 we immediately obtain a joint solution to Problems
4.3 and 4.7 (and hence 4.6) of Tkachuk from [65].

Corollary 3.27. It is consistent that there exists a first countable, hereditarily Lindelof
O-dimensional space X of size wy which has no point-countable m-base while w, is a
caliber of X.
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Let us recall here that the failure of CH is not sufficient to produce a mod finite
strictly increasing wo-sequence in P(w), the basic ingredient of our examples in this
section. In fact, Kunen had proved (see e.g. [34]) that if one adds wy Cohen reals
to a model of CH then no such sequence exists in the extension. Actually, we have
shown the following strengthening of this: In the same model, if w; is a set caliber of a
subfamily Z of P(w) then cof (Z) < w. This implies that we may not use the methods of
this section to find similar examples just assuming the negation of CH. The following
natural problem can thus be raised.

Problem 3.28. Does 2¥ > w; imply the existence of a first countable Lindeldf and/or
CCC Tychonov space having no point-countable m-base?
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4 Preserving functions

Let us call a function f from a space X into a space Y preserving if the image of every
compact subspace of X is compact in Y and the image of every connected subspace
of X is connected in Y. By elementary theorems a continuous function is always pre-
serving. Quite a few authors noticed—mostly independently from each other—that the
converse is also true for real functions: a preserving function f : R — R is continuous.
(The first — loosely related — paper we know of is [51] from 1926!)

Klee and Utz proved in [KI] that every preserving map between metric spaces X and
Y is continuous at some point p of X exactly if X is locally connected at p. Whyburn
proved [74] that a preserving function from a space X into a Hausdorff space is always
continuous at a first countability and local connectivity point of X. Then Evelyn R.
McMillan [46] proved in 1970 that if X is Hausdorff, locally connected and Frechet,
moreover Y is Hausdorff, then any preserving function f : X — Y is continuous. This
is, we think, quite a significant result that is surprisingly little known.

We shall use the notation Pr(X,T;) (i = 1,2,3 or 33) to denote the following
statement: Every preserving function from the topological space X into any 7; space is
continuous.

The organization of the section is as follows: In §1 we give some basic definitions
and then treat some results that are closely connected to McMillan’s theorem. §2 treats
several important technical theorems that enable us to conclude that certain preserving
functions are continuous. In §3 we apply these to prove that certain product spaces
X satisfy Pr(X,Ts); in particular, any preserving function from an arbitrary product
of connected linearly ordered spaces into a regular space is continuous. In §4 we dis-
cuss some results concerning the continuity of preserving functions defined on compact
and/or sequential spaces. Finally, §5 treats the relation Pr(X,T}).

4.1 Around McMillan’s theorem

The first theorem of the paper (due to D. J. White, 1971) implies that (at least among
T3% spaces) local connectivity of X is a necessary condition for Pr(X, T%). Of course,
the assumption of local connectivity as a condition of continuity for preserving maps is
very natural and, as can be seen from our brief historical sketch given above, has been
noticed long ago.

Theorem 4.1. (D. J. White [73]) If the T 1 space X is not locally connected at a point

p € X, then there exists a preserving function f from X into the interval [0, 1] which is
not continuous at p. U

It is not a coincidence that the target space in Theorem 4.1 is the interval [0, 1],
because of the following result:
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Lemma 4.2. Suppose f : X — Y is a preserving function into a T} 1 space Y and f
is not continuous at the point p € X. Then there exists a preserving function h : X —
0, 1] which is also not continuous at p.

Proof. Since f is not continuous at p, there exists a closed set F' C Y such that f(p) & F
but p is an accumulation point of f~(F'). Choose a continuous function g : Y — [0, 1]
such that g(f(p)) = 0 and g is identically 1 on F'. Then the composite function h(z) =
g(f(x)) has the stated properties. O

Y

The following Lemmas will be often used in the sequel. They all state simple prop-
erties of preserving functions.

Lemma 4.3. If f : X — Y is a compaciness preserving function, Y is Hausdorff,
M C X with M compact then for every accumulation point y of f(M) there is an
accumulation point x of M such that f(x) =y, i. e. f(M) C f(M').

Proof. Let N = M — f~'(y) then f(N) = f(M) — {y} and so we have y € f(N) —
f(N). But f(N) is also compact, hence closed in Y and so y € f(N) — f(IV) as well.
Thus there is an x € N — N such that f(z) = y and then z is as required. U

We shall often use the following immediate consequence of this lemma:

Lemma 1 (E. R. McMillan [46]). If f : X — Y is a compactness preserving function,
Y is Hausdorff, {x, : n < w} C X converges to x € X then either {f(x,) : n < w}
converges to f(x) or there is a point y € Y distinct from f(x) such that f(x,) = y for
infinitely many n € w. In particular, if the image points f(x,,) are all distinct then they
must converge to f(x). O

Actually, to prove Lemma 1 we do not need the full force of the assumption that f is
compactness preserving. It suffices to assume that the image of a convergent sequence
together with its limit is compact, in other words: the image of a topological copy of
w + 1 is compact. For almost all of our results given below only this very restricted
special case of compactness preservation is needed.

Lemma 4.4 ([S0]). If f : X — Y preserves connectedness, Y is a T1-space and C C X
is a connected set, then f(C) C f(C).

Proof. If z € C then C' U {z} is connected. Thus f(C U {z}) = f(C)U{f(x)} is also

connected and hence f(z) € f(C). O

The next lemma will also play a crucial role in some theorems of the paper. A
weaker form of it appears in [46].

Definition 4.5. We shall say that f : X — Y is locally constant at the point x € X if
there is a neighbourhood U of z such that f is constant on U.
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Lemma 4.6. Let | be a connectivity preserving function from a locally connected space
X into a Ty-space Y. If F C Y is closed and p € f~(F) — f~Y(F) then p is also in
the closure of the set

{x € f~'(F): f is not locally constant at r}.

Proof. Let GG be a connected open neighbourhood of p and C' be a component of the
non-empty subspace G N f~!'(F). Then C has a boundary point z in the connected
subspace G because () # C' # G. Clearly, f(z) € F by Lemma 4.4. If V C G is any
connected neighbourhood of x then V' U C'is connected and V' — C' # () because z is a
boundary point of C hence V is not contained in f~!(F), so f is not locally constant at
x. O]

Lemma4.7. Let f : X — Y be a connectivity preserving function into the 11-space Y .
Suppose that X is locally connected at the point p € X and f is not locally constant at p.
Then f(U) NV is infinite for every neighbourhood U of p and for every neighbourhood

V of f(p).

Proof. Choose any connected neighbourhood U of x; then f(U) is connected and has
at least two points. Thus if V' is any open subset of Y containing f(p) then f(U) NV
can not be finite because otherwise f(p) would be an isolated point of the non-singleton
connected set f(U). O

The following result is a slight strengthening of McMillan’s theorem in that no sep-
aration axiom is assumed on X. Its proof is based upon the same ideas as her original
proof, although, we think, it is much simpler. We included it here mainly to make the
paper self-contained. She needed the assumption that X be Hausdorff because origi-
nally she got her result for spaces having the hereditary K property instead of the Frechet
property and the equivalence of these two properties is only known for Hausdorff spaces.

Theorem 4.8 (E. R. McMillan [46]). If X is a locally connected and Frechet space,
then Pr(X,Ty) holds.

Proof. Assume Y is 75 and f : X — Y is preserving but not (sequentially) continuous
at the point p € X. Then by Lemma 1 there is a sequence x,, — p such that f(z,) =
y # f(p) forall n < w . Using Lemma 4.6 with F' = {y} we can also assume that f is
not locally constant at the points x,,.

As Y is Ty, there is an open set V' C Y such that y € V but f(p) ¢ V. By Lemma
4.7 the image of every neighbourhood of each point x,, contains infinitely many points
(different from y) from V.

Now we select recursively sequences {z} : k < w} converging to x,, for all n < w.
Suppose n < w and the points z7" are already defined for m < n and £ < w so that
f(z}") # y. Then x,, is in the closure of the set

FV = {f @) cm kb <n}U{y}),
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hence, as X is Fréchet, the new sequence {z} : k < w} converging to x,, can be chosen
from this set.

Since the sequence {z} : k < w} converges to x,, and {x,, : n < w} converges to the
(Frechet) point p, there is also a "diagonal" sequence {z}! : [ < w} converging to p. But
then the sequence {n; : | < w} must tend to infinity so, by passing to a subsequence if
necessary, we can assume that n;; > max(ny, k;) for all [ < w. However, the sequence
{f(zy!) : I < w} does not converge to f(p) because f(p) & {f(v;) I <w} CV,
while the points f(z!) are all distinct, contradicting Lemma 1. O

We could prove the following semi-local version of McMillan’s theorem:

Theorem 4.9. If X is a locally connected Hausdorff space, p is a Frechet point of X
and f is a preserving function from X into a T} 1 space Y, then f is continuous at p.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 it suffices to prove this in the case when Y is the interval [0, 1].
Assume, indirectly, that f is not continuous at p then, since p is a Fréchet point and by
Lemma 4.6, we can again choose a sequence x,, — panday € [0,1] with y # f(p)
such that f(x,) = y and f is not locally constant at z,, for all n < w.

For each n choose a neighbourhood U, of x,, with p ¢ U,, and put A, ={zx €U, :
0 < |f(x) —y| < 1/n}. For any connected neighbourhood W of z,, its image f(W)
is a non-singleton interval containing ¥, hence the local connectivity of X implies that
z, € A, for all n < w and so p belongs to the closure of [ J{A, : n < w}. Asp
is a Frechet point, there is a sequence 2, € A, converging to p where n;, necessarily
tends to infinity because p ¢ A, C U, for each n < w. But then f(z) — vy # f(p)
contradicts Lemma 1 since the set { f(zx) : £ < w} is infinite because we have f(z;) #
y forall k£ € w. ]

Theorem 4.9 is not a full local version of Theorem 4.8 because local connectivity is
assumed in it globally for X. This leads to the following natural question:

Problem 4.10. Let X be a Hausdorff (or regular, or Tychonov) space,  be a preserving
function from X into a Tgé space Y and let X be locally connected and Frechet at the
point p € X. Is it true then that f is continuous at p?

We do not know the answer to this problem, however we can prove some partial
affirmative results.

Definition 4.11 ([1]). A point = of a space X is called an (ay) point if for any sequence
{A, : n < w} of countably infinite sets with A, — =z for each n < w there is a
countably infinite set B — x such that {n < w : A,, N B # 0} is infinite.

An (ay) and Fréchet point will be called an (a4)-F point in X.

Theorem 4.12. Let [ be a preserving function from a topological space X into a Haus-
dorff space Y and let p be a point of local connectivity and an (ay)-F point in X. Then
f is continuous at p.
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Proof. Assume not. Then by the Lemma 1 there is a point y € Y such that y # f(p)
but p is in the closure of f~!(y). Choose an open neighbourhood V of y in Y with
f(p) € V. By Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 1 we can recursively choose pairwise distinct
points y,, € V such that p is in the closure of f~!(y,) for all n € w. As the point p is
an (ay)-F point in X, there is a “diagonal” sequence {z,, : m € M} converging to p,
where f(z,,) = ym and M C w is infinite, contradicting Lemma 1. O

The next result yields a different kind of partial answer to Problem 4.10:

Theorem 4.13. Let | be a preserving function from a topological space X into a T. 31
space Y and let p be a Frechet point of local connectivity of X with character < 2
Then f is continuous at p.

Proof. Assume not, f is discontinuous at the point p € X. By Lemmas 4.2 and 1 we
can suppose that Y = [0, 1], f(p) = 0 and every neighbourhood of p is mapped onto
the whole interval [0, 1] . Let U be a neighbourhood base of p of size < 2* and choose
for each U € U a point zy € U such that f(xy) € [1/2,1] and the points f(zy)
are all distinct. Put A = {xy : U € U}, then p € A and so there exists a sequence
{z, : n <w} C A converging to p, contradicting Lemma 1. O]

There is a variant of this result in which the assumption that ¥ be T3 1 1s relaxed to
T3, however the assumption on the character of the point p is more strmgent Its proof
will make use of the following (probably well-known) lemma:

Lemma 4.14. Let Z be an infinite connected regular space, then any non-empty open
subset G of Z is uncountable.

Proof. Choose a point z € G and an open proper subset V of G withz € V C V C G.
If G would be countable then, as a countable regular space, G would be T31 and so
there would be a continuous function f : G — [0, 1] such that f(z) = 1 “and fis
identically zero on G — V. Extend f to a function f : Z — [0, 1] by putting f(y) = 0 if
y € Z — G. Then f is continuous and hence f(Z) is also connected. Consequently we
have f(G) = f(Z) = [0, 1] implying that |G| > |[0, 1]| > w, and so contradicting that
G is countable. ]

Theorem 4.15. Let f be a preserving function from a topological space X into a Tj
space Y and let p € X be a Frechet point of local connectivity with character < w;.
Then f is continuous at p.

Proof. Assume f is discontinuous at the point p € X. As p is a a Frechet point, there is
a sequence x,, — p such that f(x,) does not converge to f(p). Taking a subsequence if
necessary, we can suppose by Lemma 1 that f(x,) =y # f(p) forall n < w.

Choose now an open neighbourhood V' of the point y € Y with f(p) € V. Let U be
a neighbourhood base of the point p in X such that |[I/| < w; and the elements of U/ are
connected.
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Choose now points x; from the sets U € U such that f(zy) € V and the points
f(zy) are all distinct. This can be accomplished by an easy transfinite recursion because
for each U € U the set f(U) is connected and infinite, hence f(U) N V' is uncountable
by the previous lemma. Put A = {zy : U € U}. Then p € A and so there exists a
sequence {y, : n < w} C A converging to p, contradicting Lemma 1. ]

We shall now consider some further topological properties implying that preserving
functions are sequentially continuous. Since in a Fréchet point sequential continuity
implies continuity, these results are clearly relevant to McMillan’s theorem. Their real
significance, however, will only become clear in the following two sections.

Definition 4.16. A point x in a topological space X is called a sequentially connectible
(in short: SC) point, if x,, € X, x,, — x implies that there are an infinite subsequence
(n, : k < w) and a sequence (C} : k < w) consisting of connected subsets of X
such that {z,,, 2} C Cj for all £ < w (i.e. Cy “connects” x,, with z, this explains the
terminology), moreover C}, — z, i.e. every neighbourhood of the point x contains all
but finitely many C}’s. A space X is called an SC' space if all its points are SC' points.

Remark 4.17. It is clear that the SC property is closely related to local connectivity.
Let us say that a point x in space X is a strong local connectivity point if it has a
neighbourhood base B such that the intersection of an arbitrary (non-empty) subfamily
of B is connected. For example, local connectivity points of countable character in an
arbitrary space or any point of a connected linearly ordered space have this property.
We claim that if x is a strong local connectivity point of X then x is an SC' point in
X. Indeed, assume that x,, — x and for every n € w let C,, denote the intersection of all
those members of B which contain both points x,, and x. (As the sequence {x,, : n < w}
converges to x, we can suppose that some element By € B contains all the x,,’s.) Then
{z,z,} C C,, moreover C,, — x. Indeed, the latter holds because if v € B € B then,
by definition, x,, € B implies C,, C B. O

The SC property does not imply local connectivity. (If every convergent sequence
is eventually constant then the space is trivially SC.) However, the following simple
lemma shows that if there are “many” convergent sequences then such an implication is
valid.

Lemma 4.18. Let x be a both Frechet and SC' point in a space X. Then x is also a
point of local connectivity in X.

Proof. Let G be any open set containing = and let H be the component of the point x
in G. We claim that H is a neighbourhood of x. Indeed, otherwise, as x is a Fréchet
point, we could choose a sequence x,, — x from the set G — H while for every point
y € G — H no connected set containing both = and y is a subset of G, contradicting the
SC property of x. ]
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If SC holds globally, i.e. in an SC space, then in the above result the Frechet prop-
erty can be replaced with a weaker property that will turn out to play a very important
role in the sequel.

Definition 4.19. A point p in a topological space X is called an s point if for every
family A of subsets of X such that p € [J Abutp ¢ Aforall A € A there is a sequence
({(zn, Ay) :m < w) such that z,, € A,, € A, the sets A,, are pairwise distinct and {z,, }
converges to some point x € X (that may be different from p).

A Frechet point is evidently an s point, moreover any point that has a sequentially
compact neighbourhood is also an s point. Other examples of s points will be seen later.

Theorem 4.20. Any s point in a T3 and SC space is a point of local connectivity.

Proof. Let p be an s point in the regular SC' space X and let G be an open neighbour-
hood of p. We have to prove that the component K, of the point p in G is a neighbour-
hood of p. Assume this is false and choose an open set U suchthatp € U C U C G.
Put
A={KnNU : K is acomponent of G, K # Ky}

Thenp € | JAand p € A for A € A (because a component of G is relatively closed
in G9), hence, by the definition of an s point, there exists a sequence {(z,, 4,) : n < w}
such that z,, € A, € A, x, — x for some x € X and if A, = K,, N U then the
components K, are distinct. Note that z € U C G. As distinct components are disjoint,
we can assume that x ¢ K, forall n < w. As x is an SC point, there are a connected set
C' and some n < w such that {z,z,} C C' C G. However, this is impossible, because
then K, U C would be a connected set in G larger then the component K ,,. ]

The significance of the SC' property in our study of continuity properties of preserv-
ing functions is revealed by the following result.

Theorem 4.21. A preserving function f : X — Y into a Hausdorff space Y is sequen-
tially continuous at each SC' point of X.

Proof. Let x € X be an SC point and assume that x,, — x but f(x,,) does not converge
to f(x) for a sequence {z,, : n < w} in X. We can assume by Lemma 1 that f(z,) =
y # f(x) forall n < w. Choose an open neighbourhood V of iy in Y such that f(x) & V.

As x is an SC' point in X, we can also assume that there is a sequence of connected
sets C, such that C), — z and x,x,, € C, forn < w. We can now define a sequence
zn € C, such that f(z,) € V and the points f(z,) are all distinct. Indeed, assume
n < w and the points z; are already defined for i < n in this way. As f(C,,) is connected
and f(C,) NV is its non-empty open proper subset, this intersection f(C,,) NV is not
closed and hence is infinite. Consequently there exists a point z,, € C,, with f(z,) €
f(Cn) NV —{f(2) : i < n}. But then the sequence {z,} contradicts Lemma 1.  [J
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Corollary 4.22. Let f be a preserving function from a topological space X into a Haus-
dorff space Y and let p be both an SC point and a Fréchet-point in X. Then f is
continuous at p. 0

The following example (due to E. R. McMillan [46]) yields a locally connected SC'
space with a discontinuous preserving function. (Compare this with Theorem 4.21.)

Example 4.23. Take w; copies of the interval [0, 1] and identify the 0 points. We get in
this way a “hedgehog” X = {0} U {R¢ : £ € wy}, where the spikes Re = (0, 1] x {{}
are disjoint copies of the half closed interval (0, 1]. A basic neighbourhood of a point
x € Rg¢ is an open interval around v in Re. A basic neighbourhood of 0 is a set of the
form {0} U U{Je : £ < w1}, where each J¢ is a non-empty initial interval of R¢ and
Je = R¢ holds for all but countably many ordinals &.

It is easy to see that in this way we get a locally connected T 1 SC space X. The
function f : X — [0, 1] defined by f((z,£)) = x, f(0) = 0 is preserving but not contin-
uous at the point 0 because every neighbourhood of 0 is mapped onto [0, 1]. However,
by Theorem 1. 21 the function f is sequentially continuous. U

The next example is locally connected, hereditary Lindelof, 7§, countably tight and
has a preserving function defined on it that is not even sequentially continuous. It fol-
lows that this space is not an SC' space.

Example 4.24. The underlying set of our space X consists of a point p, of a sequence of
points p, for n < w and countably many arcs {I1(n,m) : m < w} with disjoint interiors
connecting the points p,, and p,, .1 for every n < w.

If x is an inner point of some arc, then its basic neighbourhoods are the open in-
tervals around it on the arc. The basic neighbourhoods of a point p,, are the unions of
initial (or final) segments of the arcs containing p,. Finally, basic neighbourhoods of
p are the sets which contain all but finitely many p,,’s together with their basic neigh-
bourhoods and for any two consecutive p,,’s in the set all but finitely many of the arcs
I(n,m). Note that the subspace X — {p} can be realized as a subspace of the plane,
hence it is easy to check that X has the above stated properties.

Now let f : X — [0,1] be defined as follows: f(p) = 0, f(pn) = 0 if n is even,
f(pn) = lifnisodd, and f is continuous on each arc I(n,m). Then f is not sequen-
tially continuous at p as is shown by the sequence {p, : n odd } converging to p, but it
is preserving. Indeed, an infinite sequence whose members are from the interiors of dif-
ferent arcs is closed discrete and so a compact subset of X can meet only finitely many
open arcs. It follows then that its f-image is the union of finitely many compact subsets
of [0,1]. Moreover, if a connected set contains both p and some other point, then it also
contains an arc I(n, m), and thus its image is the whole |0, 1]. O

In the rest of this section we shall consider a slight weakening of the sequential conti-
nuity property that comes up naturally in the proof of McMillan’s theorem or Theorems
4.32 and 4.33 below.
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Definition 4.25. A function f : X — Y is said to be weakly sequentially continuous at
the point x if f(z,) — f(x) whenever z,, — z in X and f is not locally constant at z,,
foralln < w.

We shall consider below two types of points at which preserving functions turn out
to be weakly sequentially continuous. In the next section then these will be used to yield
“real” continuity of preserving functions on some interesting classes of spaces.

Definition 4.26. A point x in a space X is called an inflatable point if x,, — x with x,, #
x for all n < w implies that there is a subsequence {z,, : k < w} with neighbourhoods
Uy, of z,, for k < w such that U, — z (i.e. every neighbourhood of x contains all but
finitely many U}’s). The space X is called inflatable if all its points are inflatable.

It is obvious that any GO (i. e. generalized ordered) space is inflatable.

Theorem 4.27. Any preserving function f : X — Y from a locally connected space X
into a'l, space Y is weakly sequentially continuous at an inflatable point x.

Proof. Assume, indirectly, that z,, — x but f(z,,) does not converge to f(z), while f is
not locally constant at x,, for all n < w. By Lemma 1 we can assume that f(z,) = y #
f(z) for all n < w. Choose an open neighbourhood V' C Y of y such that f(z) & V.
As z is inflatable, we may also assume to have open sets U,, with z,, € U, such that
U, — z. Using Lemma 4.7 we can recursively choose points z,, € U, with distinct
f-images such that f(z,) € V for all n < w, contradicting Lemma 1 again. O

The other property we consider is both a weakening of the Frechet property and a
variation on the s property.

Definition 4.28. We call a point z in a space X a set-Fréchet point if whenever A =
U{A, : n < w} withx € Abut z ¢ A, for all n < w then there is a sequence
{z,} C Asuch that z,, — z. Of course, a space is set-Fréchet if all its points are.

Theorem 4.29. Let f be a preserving function from a locally connected T space X into
the interval [0, 1]. Then f is weakly sequentially continuous at every set-Fréchet point
rof X.

Proof. Assume x,, — x but f(x,) does not converge to f(z), moreover f is not locally
constant at each z,, for n < w. By Lemma I, we can assume that f(z) = 1 and
f(z,) = 0forall n < w. Note that then for any connected neighbourhood G of any point
x, the image f(G) is a proper interval containing 0. For every n < w choose an open
sets U, such that z,, € U, andx ¢ U,, andput A, = {z € U, : 0 < f(2) < 1/(n+1)}.
By Lemma 4.7 the conditions in the definition of a set-Fréchet point are satisfied for the
sets A,, so there is a sequence of points z, € A = |J{A, : n < w} converging to z. It
is immediate that f(z,) converges to 0 # 1 = f(x) while the set {f(z,) : n < w} is
infinite because f(z,) # 0 for all n, contradicting Lemma 1. [
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4.2 From sequential continuity to continuity

The aim of this section is to prove a few results saying that if a locally connected space
X fulfills one of the “convergence-type” conditions of the first section (i.e. X is an SC-
space or it is inflatable or set-Fréchet) and f : X — Y is a preserving function then,
assuming in addition appropriate separation axioms for X and Y, f is continuous at
every s-point of X. The proofs of these theorems, just like their formulations, are very
similar.

Theorem 4.30. A preserving function f : X — Y from a locally connected SC-space
X into a regular space Y is continuous at every s-point of X.

Proof. Assume indirectly that f is not continuous at the s-point p € X. Then there
exists a closed set F' C Y such that p € f~1(F) but f(p) ¢ F. Choose an open set
V C Y suchthat F C V and f(p) € V.

Let K be the family of the components of f~'(V) and put A = {K N f~Y(F) :
K € K}. Asp ¢ K for K € K by Lemma 4.4 and p € f~1(F), the conditions given
in the definition of an s point are fulfilled for the family 4. Thus there is a sequence
{z, :n <w} C f7YF) such that z,, — z for some z € X and if K,, is the component
of z,, in f~1(V), then K,,, # K, for m # n.

As the components K, are pairwise disjoint, we can suppose that z ¢ K, for all
n < w. It follows that if C' is a connected set which contains both z and some =z,
then C' ¢ f~'(V), because otherwise K, U C would be a connected subset of f~1(V)
strictly larger than the component K,,, a contradiction. Hence, using that x is an SC-
point, we may assume to have a sequence C), of connected sets such that C';, — x and
C, ¢ f~4V). We can choose points z, € C, — f~1(V) for all n < w, then 2, —
x and f(z,) € V. But by Theorem 4.21 f is sequentially continuous, consequently
f(z) = lim f(z,) € Y — V. On the other hand, f(x,) € F for n < w and so, using
again the sequential continuity of f at the point x, we get that f(x) = lim f(z,) € F, a
contradiction. []

The proofs of the other two analogous theorems for inflatable and set-Fréchet spaces,
respectively, make essential use of the following lemma:

Lemma 4.31. Assume that f : X — Y is a preserving and weakly sequentially con-
tinuous function from a locally connected T space X into a Ty space Y and f is not
continuous at some s-point of X. Then there are two sets ' C 'V C Y, F' closed and
V openinY and a convergent sequence x,, — x in X such that for all n < w we have
r, # x, f(x,) € F but f(U) ¢ V whenever U is a neighbourhood of x,,. It follows
that f is not locally constant at the points x,, and x.

Proof. Assume f is not continuous at the s-point p € X, then there exists a closed set
F C Y suchthatp € f~!(F) but f(p) ¢ F. Choose an open set V' C Y such that
FcVandf(p) V.
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Put
B = {x € f~'(F): fisnotlocally constant at z'},

then p € B by Lemma 4.6. Now let
H={xec fY(F): f(U) ¢ V for every neighbourhood U of x},

clearly H C B. We assert that p € H as well. To show this, fix a closed neighbourhood
W of p. Let K be the family of the components of f~'(V) andput A = {KNBNW :
K € K}. Since p ¢ K for K € K by Lemma 1.4, the conditions in the definition of
an s-point are satisfied for p and A. Thus there is a sequence {y, : n < w} C BNW
such that y,, — ¥ for some y € X and if K, is the component of y,, in f~*(V/), then
K,, # K, if m # n.

We claim thaty € WNH. As W is closed, trivially y € WW. The sets K, are disjoint
so we can assume that y ¢ K, for all n < w. Using that f is weakly sequentially
continuous and y,, € B, we get that f(y) = lim f(y,) € F, hence y € B since B is
closed in f~*(F). We have yet to show that f(U) ¢ V if U is any neighbourhood of
y. By local connectivity, we can suppose that U is connected. But the connected set U
meets (infinitely many) distinct components of f~'(V'), so indeed U ¢ f~(V).

Now applying the s-point property of p to the family A = {{x} : + € H} there is an
infinite sequence of points z,, € H converging to some point z, completing the proof.

[]

Theorem 4.32. A preserving function from a locally connected and inflatable T space
X into a Ts space Y is continuous at every s-point of X.

Proof. Assume, indirectly, that the preserving function f : X — Y is not continuous
at an s-point of X. By Theorem 4.27 f is weakly sequentially continuous, hence we
can apply the preceding lemma and choose appropriate sets /', V' in Y and points z,,
and z in X. As X is inflatable and locally connected, we can also assume that there is
a sequence of connected open sets U,, such that U,, — x and z,, € U,, for n < w. Then
for all n we have f(U,) — V # (), hence by Lemma 4.14 these sets are uncountable.
Consequently we can recursively select another sequence of points vy, € U, (and so
converging to x) such that f(y,) € Y — V and the f(y,)’s are pairwise distinct. But
then the sequence f(y,,) does not converge to f(z) because f(z) = lim f(z,) € F CV
by the weak sequential continuity of f, contradicting Lemma 1 again. [

Corollary 4.33. If X is locally compact, locally connected, and monotonically normal
(in particular if X is a locally connected linearly ordered space) then Pr(X,T3) holds.

Proof. See [26, theorem 3.12] for a proof that a (locally) compact, monotonically normal
space is both inflatable and radial. Consequently, it is also locally sequentially compact,
and thus an s-space. [
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Theorem 4.34. A preserving function from a locally connected and set-Frechet T space
Xintoa': 3% space is continuous at every s-point of X.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2, it suffices to prove this for preserving functions f : X — [0, 1].
Assume, indirectly, that the function f is not continuous at some s-point p € X. Then,
by Theorem 4.29, f is weakly sequentially continuous, hence we may again apply
Lemma 4.31 to choose appropriate sets F' and V' in Y = [0, 1] and points z,, and =
in X. There is a continuous function g : [0, 1] — [0, 1] which is identically 1 on F' and
0 on [0,1] — V. Then the composite function h = gf : X — [0, 1] is also preserving,
h(z,) = 1 for all n, and the h-image of any neighbourhood of a point x,, is the whole
interval [0, 1].

Let us choose open sets G, for n < w such that z,, € G, and z € G,. If A, =
GoNf7((0,1))and A = [J A, thenz ¢ A, butz € A. So, as X is a set-Frechet space,
there is a sequence of points y,, € A converging to . But then the set {A(y,) : n < w}
is infinite and h(y,) — 0 # 1 = f(x), contradicting Lemma 1. O

Corollary 4.35. If X is a locally connected, locally countably compact, and set-Frechet
T; space then Pr(X,Ts3) holds.

Proof. It is enough to note that a countably compact set-Fréchet space is also sequen-
tially compact and so an s-space. ]

4.3 Some theorems on products

The aim of this section is to prove that an arbitrary product X of certain “good” spaces
has the property Pr(X,T3). To achieve this, we shall make use of Theorem 4.30. It is
well-known that any product of spaces that are both connected and locally connected is
locally connected, moreover a similar argument (based on the productivity of connect-
edness) implies that the product of countably many connected SC' spaces is SC'. Hence
two of the assumptions of Theorem 4.30 are countably productive if the factors are also
connected. Nothing like this can be expected, however, about the third assumption of
Theorem 4.30, namely the s-property. To make up for this, we are going to consider a
stronger property that is countably productive, and use this stronger property to establish
what we want, first for 2-products and then for arbitrary products. Now, this stronger
property will require the existence of a winning strategy for player I in the following
game.

Definition 4.36. Fix a space X and a point p € X. The game G(X, p) is played by two
players I and II in w rounds. In the n-th round first I chooses a neighbourhood U,, of p
and then II chooses a point z,, € U,,. I wins if the produced sequence {z,, : n < w} has
a convergent subsequence, otherwise II wins.
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We shall say that X is winnable at the point p if I has a winning strategy in the game
G(X,p). X is winnable if G(X,p) is winnable for all p € X. Note that, formally,
a winning strategy for I is a map o : X<“ — V(p), where V(p) is the family of
neighbourhoods of p, such that if (z,, : n < w) is a sequence obtained in a play of
the game in which player I followed o, i.e. z,, € o(zg, x1, ..., x,_1) for all n < w, then
(x, : n < w) has a convergent subsequence.

Lemma 4.37. A winnable point p of a space X is always an s point.

Proof. Let o be a winning strategy for I in the game G/(X,p) and fix a family A of
subsets of X withp € (JAbutp ¢ A forall A € A. Let us play the game G(X,p)
in such a way that I follows o and assume that the first n rounds of the game have
been played with the points x; € U; and the distinct sets 4; € A with z; € A; chosen
by player II for i < n. Let U, = o(zo, 1, ...,x,_1) be the next winning move of
I, then II can choose a set A, € A with A, N (U, — U, A;) # () and then pick
r, € A, N (U, — Ui, A4;) as his next move. But player I wins hence, a suitable
subsequence of {z,, : n < w}, whose members were picked from distinct elements of
A, will converge. O

In order to prove the desired product theorem for winnable spaces we shall consider
monotone strategies for player I. A strategy o of player I is said to be monotone if
for every subsequence (z;,, ..., ;,_,) of a sequence (g, x1, ..., ,—1) of points in X we
have

(T, X1y ooy Tpo1) C 0Ty, ey Tip ).

Lemma 4.38. If player I has a winning strategy in the game G(X, p) then he also has
a monotone winning strategy.

Proof. Let o be a winning strategy for player I; we define a new strategy o, as follows
: for any sequence s = (xg, 1, ..., T,_1) put

0'0(3) = ﬂ{0‘<l'i0, ...,Zlﬁ'ir_1> 0<pp< <. . <, < 7’L}

The function oy is clearly a monotone winning strategy for I. [

It is easy to see that if I plays using the monotone strategy o then any infinite
subsequence of the sequence chosen by player Il is also a win for L, i. e. has a convergent
subsequence. Another important property of a monotone winning strategy o is the
following: If (z, : n < w) is a sequence of points in X such that we have z,, €
oo{zg, X1, ..., Tn_1) only for n > m for some fixed m < w then this is still a winning
sequence for I. Indeed, this holds because for every n > m we have

Ty € 00(T0, L1, ey Tn—1) C 00(Trms Tty s Tne1)
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by monotonicity, hence the “tail” sequence (x,, : m < n < w) is produced by a play of
the game where I follows the strategy o.

For a family of spaces {X; : s € S} and a fixed point p (called the base point) of
the product X = [[{X; : s € S} let T(z) denote the support of the point z in X:
this is the set {s € S : x(s) # p(s)}. Then X(p) (or simply 3 if this does not lead to
misunderstanding) denotes the >:-product with base point p: it is the subspace of X of
the points with countable support, i.e.

Y={re X |T(z)] <w}.

In the proof of the next result we shall use two lemmas. The first one is an easy
combinatorial fact:

Lemma 4.39. Let (Hy, : k < w) be a sequence of countable sets, then for every n < w
there is a finite set ), depending only on the first n many sets (Hy : k < n) such that
F,cU,., Hi, F, C Fypyand \J F, = U H,.

Proof. Fix an enumeration H; = {z(i,j) : j < w} of the set H; for all i < w and then
let F, = {x(i,7) : 4,5 < n}. Il

The second lemma is about certain sequences which play a crucial role in the games
G(X,p). Let us call a sequence {x,} in the space X good if every infinite subsequence
of it has a convergent subsequence.

Lemma 4.40. If v, € X = [[{X, : i <w} forn < wand {x,(i) : n < w} is a good
sequence in X; for all i € w then {x,} is a good sequence in X.

Proof. We shall prove that if V is any infinite subset of w then there is in X a convergent
subsequence of {z,, : n € N}.

We can choose by recursion on k£ < w infinite sets N, such that Ny, C Ny C N
and {z,(k) : n € Ny} converges to a point z(k) in X;. Then there is a diagonal
sequence {n : k < w} such that n, € Ny and ny, < nyy for all k& < w. The sequence
{ni : k < w} is eventually contained in IV; , hence x,, (i) — x(i) in X, for all i < w.
It follows that {x,, } is a convergent subsequence of {x, : n € N} in X. O

The following result says a little more than that winnability is a countably productive
property.

Lemma 4.41. Let p € X = [[{X; : s € S} and suppose that G{ X, p(s)) is winnable
forevery s € S. Then G(X(p), p) is also winnable.

Proof.
We have to construct a winning strategy o for player I in the game G(X(p), p). By
Lemma 4.37, we can fix a monotone winning strategy o, of I in the game G(X, p(s))
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for each s € S. Given a sequence (zg, ..., z,—1) € [2(p)]<¥, let H; denote the support
of z; and F,, be the finite set assigned to the sequence { H; : i < n} as in Lemma 4.38.
Now, if 7, is the projection from the product X onto the factor X for s € S then set

o(x; i <n)= ﬂ{w;l(as@i(s) ri<n)):seF)}

Now let (z, : n < w) be a sequence of points in 3(p) produced by a play of the
game G(X(p), p) in which I followed the strategy o. Then for every s € H = |J H,,
the sequence (x,(s) : n < w) is a win for player I in the game G (X, p(s)) because
there is an m < w with s € F}, and then x,(s) € os(z;(s) : i < n) is valid for all
n > m. Consequently, by Lemma 4.39, the sequence (x,|H : n < w) has a convergent
subsequence in [[{X; : s € H}, while for s € S — H we have z,,(s) = p(s) for all
n < w, and so (z,, : n < w) indeed has a convergent subsequence in 3(p). O

The following two statements both easily follow from the fact that any product of
connected spaces is connected.

Lemma 4.42. A Y-product of connected SC' spaces is also an SC' space. U

Lemma 4.43. A >.-product of connected and locally connected spaces is also locally
connected. U

We now have all the necessary ingredients needed to prove our main product theo-
rem.

Theorem 4.44. Let f : X = [[{Xs : s € S} — Y be a preserving function from a
product of connected and locally connected SC spaces into a regular space Y. Ifp € X
and G(X;,p(s)) is winnable for all s € S then f is continuous at the point p .

Proof. Let > denote the sigma-product with base point p. Then, by Lemma 4.41,
G(X, p) is winnable and so p is an s point in ¥.. Moreover, by Lemmas 4.42 and 4.43, ¥
is also a locally connected SC' space. Hence Theorem 4.30 implies that the restriction
of the function f to the subspace X of X is continuous at p.

To prove that f is also continuous at the point p in X, fix a neighbourhood V" of f(p)
in Y. As the restriction f|X is continuous at p, there is an elementary neighbourhood U
of p in the product space X such that f(UNX) C V. Since the factors X are connected
and locally connected, we can assume that U and U N X are also connected and hence,
by Lemma 4.4, we have

FU)CcfUNS)CcfUNT)CV.

The regularity of Y then implies that f is continuous at p. [
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Corollary 4.45. Pr(X,T3) holds whenever X is any product of connected and locally
connected, winnable SC' spaces. In particular, if X = [[{X;s : s € S} where each
factor X is either a connected linearly ordered space (with the order topology) or a
connected and locally connected first countable space then Pr(X,T3) is valid. ]

For the proof of the next Corollary we need a general fact about the relations Pr (X, T;).

Lemma 4.46. If ¢: X — Y is a quotient mapping of X onto Y then, for any i,
Pr(X,T;) implies Pr(Y,T;).

Proof. Let f: Y — Z be a preserving function into the 7; space Z. The function
fq: X — Z, as the composition of a continuous (and so preserving) and of a preserv-
ing function is also preserving, hence, by Pr(X,T;), it is continuous. But then f is
continuous because ¢ is quotient. [

Corollary 4.47. Let X = [[{X; : s € S} where all factors X are compact, connected,
locally connected, and monotonically normal. Then Pr(X,Ty) holds.

Proof. It follows from the recent solution by Mary Ellen Rudin of Nikiel’s conjecture
[52], combined with results of L.B.Treybig [68] or J.Nikiel [48], that every compact,
connected, locally connected, monotonically normal space is the continuous image of a
compact, connected, linearly ordered space. Hence our space X is the continuous image
of a product of compact, connected, linearly ordered spaces. But any 7, continuous
image of a compact 75 space is a quotient image (and 75), hence Corollary 4.45 and
Lemma 4.46 imply our claim. [

Comparing this result with Corollary 4.33, the following question is raised naturally.

Problem 4.48. Let X be a product of locally compact,connected and locally connected
monotonically normal spaces. Is then Pr(X,T3) true?

The following is result is mentioned here mainly as a curiosity.

Corollary 4.49. Let X = [[{X, : s € S} be a product of linearly ordered and/or first
countable T, 1 spaces. Then the following are equivalent:

a) Pr(X,Ts);
b) X is locally connected;

c) the spaces X, are all locally connected and all but finitely many of them are also
connected.

Proof. a)=-b) : Lemma 4.1.
b)=-c): [15, 6.3.4]
c)=-a) : Corollary 4.44. O
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Remark 4.50.

E. R. McMillan raised the following question in [46]: does Pr(X,Ty) imply that X is
a k-space? We do not know the (probably negative) answer to this question, however
we do know that the answer is negative if Ty is replaced by T in it. Indeed, for instance
R is not a k-space (see e.g. [15, exercise 3.3.E],), but, by Corollary 4.45, Pr(R“* | T})
is valid.

4.4 The sequential and the compact cases

The two examples 1.23 and 1.24, given in section 1, of (locally connected) spaces on
which there are non-continuous preserving functions both lack the properties of (i) se-
quentiality and (i1) compactness. Here (i) arises naturally as a weakening of the Frechet
property figuring in McMillan’s theorem, while the significance of (ii) needs no expla-
nation. This leads us naturally to the following problem.

Problem 4.51. Assume that the locally connected space X is (i) sequential and/or (ii)
compact. Is then Pr(X,Ty) (or Pr(X, Tgé)) true?

The answer in case (i) turns out to be positive if we assume the SC' property instead
of local connectivity. The following result reveals why local connectivity need not be
assumed in it.(Compare this also with Lemma 4.18.)

Theorem 4.52. Any sequential SC space X is locally connected.

Proof. We have to prove that if K is a component of an open set G C X then K
is open. Assume not, then X — K is not closed, hence as X is sequential there is a
sequence {z,} C X — K such that z, — = € K. Since X is an SC' space and G is
a neighbourhood of z there is a connected set C' C G such that {x,z,} C C for some
n < w. But this is impossible because then the connected set X' U C' C G would be
larger than the component K of G. [

Now we give the above promised partial solution to Problem 4.51 in case (i), i. e.
for sequential spaces.

Theorem 4.53. If X is a sequential SC' space then Pr(X,T,) holds.

Proof. Let f : X — Y be a preserving map into a 75 space Y. Since X is sequential
it suffices to show that the function f is sequentially continuous but this is immediate
from Theorem 4.21. ]

Our next result implies that a counterexample to Problem 4.51 (in either case) can
not be very simple in the sense that discontinuity of a preserving function can not occur
only at a single point (as it does in both examples 4.23 and 4.24). In order to prepare
this result we first introduce a topological property that generalizes both sequentiality
and (even countable) compactness.

79



dc_118 10

Definition 4.54. X is called a countably k space if for any set A C X that is not closed
in X there is a countably compact subspace C' of X such that A N C'is not closed in C'

This condition means that the topology of X is determined by its countably com-
pact subspaces. All countably compact and all £ (hence also all sequential) spaces are
countably k. It is easy to see that the countably k property is always inherited by closed
subspaces and for regular spaces by open subspaces as well.

Theorem 4.55. Let X be countably k and locally connected and 'Y be T, moreover let
f: X — Y be apreserving function. Then the set of points of discontinuity of f is not
a singleton. So if X is also T then the discontinuity set of f is dense in itself.

Proof. Assume, indirectly, that f is not continuous at p € X but it is continuous at all
other points of X. Then we can choose a closed set F' C Y with A = f~!(F) not
closed. Evidently, then A — A = {p}. As A is not closed in X and X is countably F,
there is a countably compact set C' in X such that AN C'is not closed in C; clearly then
p € C and p is in the closure of AN C.

Let V C Y be an open set with F C V and f(p) ¢ V and put H = f~'(V). Then
H is open in X and contains the set A. For every component L of H we have p &€ L
by f(p) € L C V and by Lemma 4.4, hence p € A N C implies that there are infinitely
many components of H that meet ANC'. Thus we may choose a sequence {Ln n < w}
of distinct such components with points x,, € L, N ANC.

We claim that z,, — p. As the z,,’s are chosen from the countably compact set C,
it is enough to prove for this that if © # p then x is not an accumulation point of the
sequence {x,}. If z ¢ A = AU{p} this is obvious so we may assume thatx € A C H.
But then, as H is open and X is locally connected, the connected component of = in H
is a neighbourhood of x that contains at most one of the points x,,.

The point f(p) is not in the closure of the set {f(x,): n < w} C F, hence, by
Lemma 1, we can suppose that f(x,) =y # f(p) foreachn < w.

Now we choose a sequence of neighbourhoods V,, of y in Y with Vj; = V and
Vpy1 C V,, for all n < w and then put U,, = f~*(V,). Clearly U, is open in X and
Uy = H, hence, as was noted above, the closure of any connected set contained in U
contains at most one of the points z,,.

Next, let K, be the component of x,, in U,, for n < w. We claim that every boundary
point of K, is mapped by f to a boundary point of V,,, i. e.

f(FrK,) C FrV,.

Indeed, f(K,) C V, by Lemma 4.4 (or by continuity at all points distinct from p).
Moreover, we have

FrK,=K, - K, c FrUu,=U, — U,
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because K, U, are open and K, is a component of U,,, and f(FrU, )NV, = () because
U, = f~Y(V},). Thus indeed f(FrK,) C V,, — V,, = FrV,,.

Every connected neighbourhood of p meets all but finitely many £,’s hence also
FrK, by local connectivity, consequently K = (J{FrK,, : n < w} is not closed. So
there exists a countably compact set D with D N K not closed in D. But the sets F'r K,
are closed, thus D must meet infinitely many of them, i. e. the set

N={n<w:DNFrk, # 0}

is infinite. Let us choose a point z,, from each nonempty D N K.
Again we claim that the only accumulation point of the sequence {z, : n € N}
is p. Indeed, if + # p would be such an accumulation point, then f(z,) € V,, C V}
for all n € N — {0} would also also imply f(x) € V; C V;. By continuity and local
connectivity at x then there is a connected neighbourhood W of = with f(W) C V4.
But then the set
WUl K. : WNEK, # 0}

would be a connected subset of U that has p in its closure, a contradiction.

Consequently, the sequence {z, : n € N} must converge to p, while {f(z,) : n €
N} C V does not converge to f(p), contradicting Lemma 1 because f(z,) € FrV,, for
alln € N and the boundaries F'rV,, are pairwise disjoint, hence the f(z,)’s are pairwise
distinct.

The last statement of the theorem now follows easily because an isolated disconti-
nuity of f yields an open subspace of X on which the restriction of f has a single point
of discontinuity, although if X is 73 then any open subspace of X is both countably k
and locally connected. U

Noting that Problem 4.51 really comprises three different questions, and having
shown above that, in a certain sense, it seems to be hard to find counterexamples to
any of these, we now turn our attention to the case in which both (i) and (ii) are as-
sumed. In this case we can provide a positive answer, at least consistently and with the
extra assumption that the cellularity of the space in question is “not too large”. In fact,
what we can prove is that if 2 < 2P then any locally connected, compact 75 space X
that is sequential and does not contain a cellular family of size p satisfies Pr(X,T5).
Of course, here p stands for the well-known cardinal invariant of the continuum whose
definition is recalled below.

A set H C w is called a pseudo intersection of the family A C [w]* if H is almost
contained in every member of A, i.e. H — A is finite for each A € A. Then p is the
minimal cardinal  such that there exists a family A C [w]|* of size x which has the finite
intersection property but does not have an infinite pseudo intersection. (Here the finite
intersection property means that any finite subfamily of A has infinite intersection.)
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It is well-known (see e.g.[69]) that the cardinal p is regular, w; < p < 2% and
2% = 2% for w < Kk < p. The condition “27 > 2 of our result is satisfied if p = 2¢
(hence Martin’s axiom implies it), but it is also true if 2 > 2%,

Now, our promised consistency result on compact sequential spaces will be a corol-
lary of a ZFC result of somewhat technical nature. Before formulating this, however,
we shall prove two lemmas that may have some independent interest in themselves. We
recall that a G, (resp. G ;) set in a space is one that is the intersection of « (resp. fewer
than x) many open sets.

Lemma 4.56. Let X be a compact Ty space of countable tightness and f : X — [0, 1]
be a compactness preserving map of X into the unit interval. If v € X is a point in X
and [a,b] is a subinterval of [0, 1] such that for every neighbourhood U of x we have
la,b] C f(U) then for any G, set H containing x we also have [a,b] C f(H).

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that H is closed. Now the proof will
proceed by induction on k where w < k < p and H is a (closed) G, set, or equivalently,
the character x(H, X) = k. If K = w then we can write H = ({G,, : n < w} with G,
open and G,,;1 C G, for all n < w. Fix a countable dense subset {c,, : n < w} of [a, b]
and then pick z,, € G,, with f(x,) = ¢,, this is possible by our assumption. Note that
then every accumulation point of the set M = {z, : n < w} is in H, hence by Lemma
4.3 we have

[a, 0] = f(M)" C f(M') C f(H).

Next, if w < x < pthen we have v € H = ({S; : { < k}, where S¢ D 5, if £ <1
and the S¢ are closed sets of character < x. By induction, we have f(S¢) D [a, b] for
all ¢ < k, and we have to prove that f(H) D [a,b] as well. In fact, it suffices to show
that f(H) N [a, b] # 0 because applying this to all (non-singleton) subintervals of [a, b]
we actually get that f(H) N [a, b] is dense in [a, b] while f(H) is also compact, hence
closed.

We do this indirectly, i. e. we assume that f(H) N [a,b] = 0.We may then easily
choose points z; € Sg — H for all £ < & such that their images f(z¢) € [a,b] are all
distinct. Let Z be a complete accumulation point of the set {z¢ : { < xk}. Thenz € H
and t(X) = w implies that there is a countable subset A C {z¢ : £ < x} such that

z € A— A. Choose now a neighbourhood base B of H in X of size k < p. The
family {AN B : B € B} C [A]“ has the finite intersection property hence it has an
infinite pseudo intersection P C A, i. e. the set P — B is finite for each B € B. This
implies that every accumulation point of P is contained in H. But P is compact, hence
by Lemma 4.3 we have

0# f(P) C f(P)N[a,b] C f(H)Na,b],

which is a contradiction. ]
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Before we state the other lemma, let us recall that for any space X we use ¢(X) to
denote the smallest cardinal « such that X does not contain x disjoint open sets.

Lemma 4.57. Let f : X — Y be a connectivity preserving map from a locally con-
nected space X into a Ts space Y. Then for every v € X with x(f(x),Y) < ¢(X)
there is a G ¢ x) set H in X such that v € H and if = € H is any point of continuity of

[ then f(2) = f(x).

Proof. Let x = ¢(X) and fix a neighbourhood base V of the point f(z) in Y with
|V| < k. For every V' € V let us then set

Gy = U{G : Gisopenin X and f(G) NV = (0}.

For every component K of the open set Gy we have f(z) ¢ f(K) and therefore x ¢ K
by Lemma 4.4, moreover the components of GGy form a cellular family because X is
locally connected, hence their number is less than <. Consequently,

Hy = ﬂ{X — K : K is a component of Gy}

isa G, set withx € Hy and Hy NGy = 0.

The cardinal « is regular (see e.g. [25, 4.1]), hence H = N{Hy : V € V}isalsoa
G . set that contains the point . Now, suppose that z is a point of continuity of f with
f(2) # f(x). Then there is a basic neighbourhood V' € V of f(x) and a neighbourhood
W of f(z) with V NV = (), and there is an open neighbourhood U of z in X with
f(U) C W. But then, by definition, we have z € U C Gy, hence z ¢ Hy D H. O

Theorem 4.58. Let X be a locally connected compact T, space of countable tightness.
If, in addition, we also have | X | < 2P and ¢(X) < p then Pr(X,Ts) holds.

Proof. Using Lemma 4.2 it suffices to show that any preserving function f : X — [0, 1]
is continuous. To this end, first note that if f is not continuous at a point z € X
then the oscillation of f at x is positive, hence , by local connectivity at = and because
f is preserving there are 0 < a < b < 1 such that f(U) D [a,b] holds for every
neighbourhood U of x. Consequently, by Lemma 4.56 we also have f(H) D [a,b]
whenever H is any G, set containing the point z. In particular, this implies that if the
singleton {x} is a G, set (equivalently, if the character of = in X is less than p) then f
is continuous at z.

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.57, for every point « € X there is a closed G, set
H, with x € H, such that for any point of continuity z € H, of f we have f(z) = f(x).
We claim that f is constant on every such set H, and then, by the above, f is continuous
at every point x € X.
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For this it suffices to show that f has a point of continuity in every (non-empty)
closed G, set H. Indeed, for any point y € H, then the intersection H, N H,, contains
a point of continuity z for which f(z) = f(z) = f(y) must hold. By the Cech-Pospisil
theorem (see e.g. [25, 3.16]) and by |H| < 2P there is a point z € H with x(z, H) < p
and so x(z, X) < p as well, for H is a G, set in X. But we have seen above that then
z is indeed a point of continuity of f. [

Theorem 4.59. Assume that 2% < 2P and X is a locally connected and sequential com-
pact Ty space with ¢(X) < p. Then Pr(X,Tz) holds.

Proof. By a slight strengthening of some well-known results of Shapirovski (see e.g.
[25, 2.37 and 3.14]), for any compact 75 space X we have both 7x(X) < ¢(X) and

d(X) < (X)),
Consequently, for our space X we have
d(X) <wsP=2¢

and so by sequentiality | X| < 2“ as well. But this shows that all the conditions of
Theorem 4.58 are satisfied by our space X. [

To conclude, let us emphasize again that Lemma 4.3, i.e. the full force of compact-
ness preservation, as opposed to just the preservation of the compactness of convergent
sequences, was only used in this section (cf. the remark made after 1).

4.5 The relation Pr(X,T))

The main aim of this section is to prove that if Pr(X,7T}) holds and X is T3 then X is
discrete. Note the striking contrast between Pr(X,T}) and Pr(X,T5): the latter holds
for large classes of (non-discrete) spaces (see Theorem 4.8 or Corollary 4.45).

Let us recall that the cofinite topology on an underlying set X is the coarsest 7T}
topology on X: the open sets are the empty set and the complements of the finite subsets
of X. Itis not hard to see that such a space is hereditarily compact and any infinite subset
in it is connected. Let us start with a result that gives several different characterizations
of T spaces X that satisfy Pr(X,Ty).

Theorem 4.60. For a T space X the following conditions are equivalent:

a) If YisTyand f : X — Y is a connectedness preserving function then f is continu-
ous.

b) If Y is Ty and f : X — Y is a preserving function then f is continuous (i.e.
Pr(X,T1) holds).
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c) If Y has the cofinite topology and f : X — Y is a preserving function then f is
continuous.

d) If A C X is not closed then there exists a connected set H C X such that H N A #
) £ H— Aand H — A is finite.

Proof. a) = b) and b)=- c) are obvious.

¢) = d) Assume that A C X is not closed. Let Y denote the space with the cofinite
topology on the underlying set of X. Choose a point ag € A. (A is not closed so it is
not empty, either.) Define now the function f : X — Y by

f(x):{ ap ifxz € A,

x, otherwise.

Then f is not continuous because the inverse image of the closed set {ag} is the non-
closed set A hence, by c), f is not preserving. As an arbitrary subset of Y is compact,
f preserves compactness, so there is a connected set H C X such that f(H) is not
connected. It follows that H is infinite and f(H ) is finite but not a singleton. As f is
the identity map on X — A, the set H — A is finite and so H N A # (.Finally, H C A
is impossible because f(H) is not a singleton.

d) = a) Assume f : X — Y is not continuous for a 77 space Y, hence there is
a closed set I C X such that A = f~!(F) is not closed in X. By d), there is a
connected set H such that H N A # () and () # H — A is finite. But then f(H) is not
connected because it is the the disjoint union of two non-empty relatively closed sets,
namely of f(H) N F and of the finite set f(H) — F. Consequently, f does not preserve
connectedness. [l

Corollary 4.61. If Pr(X,Ty) holds for a T\ space X then every closed subspace of X
is the topological sum of its components.

Proof. Let K be a component of the closed subset F' C X. It is enough to prove that
K is relatively open in F'. Assume this is false; then A = F' — K is not closed in X,
and thus, by condition d) of Theorem 4.60, there is a connected set H in X such that
HNA=#(Qand () # H — Ais finite. Then H — F is also finite, consequently H C F'
because H is connected and F' is closed. Thus H is a connected subset of /' which
meets the component K of F, contradicting that H N A # (). Il

Corollary 4.62. If Pr(X,T}) holds for a Ts space X then every closed subspace of X
is locally connected.

Proof. By 4.61 it is enough to prove that if every closed subset of a regular space X is
the topological sum of its components then X is locally connected.
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Let U be a closed neighbourhood of a point x € X. By our assumption if A denotes
the component of x in U then K is open in U, hence K C U is a connected neighbour-
hood of z in X. As the closed neighbourhoods of a point form a neighbourhood base of
the point in a regular space, X is locally connected. [

Theorem 4.63. If Pr(X,T}) holds for a T space X then X is discrete.

By Corollary 4.62 it is enough to prove the following result that, we think, is inter-
esting in itself:

Theorem 4.64. If X is T3 and every regular closed subspace of X is locally connected
then X is discrete.

Proof. We can assume without any loss of generality that X is connected. Suppose,
indirectly, that X is not a singleton and fix a (non-isolated) point z in X . By regularity,
there is a sequence of non-empty open sets {G, : n < w} such that + ¢ G, and
G, C Gy forall n < w. Then the open set G = | J{G, : n < w} can not be also
closed in the connected space X, so there is a point p € G — G.

Put Uy = Goand U,, = G,, — G,,_, for 0 < n < w. If Hy = |J{U, : niseven}
and H, = (J{U, : nis odd}, then G = Hy U Hy, hence G = H, U H,. Consequently,
p € Hyorp € Hy;assume e. g. thatp € H,. We shall show that then H is not locally
connected at p, although it is a regular closed set, arriving at a contradiction.

Indeed, let U be any neighbourhood of p in Hj and fix an even number n < w with
U,NU # 0. ThenUNU,41 C HyN H; = Qimplies U C G, U (X \ Gpy1), where G,
and X \ G, are disjoint closed sets both meeting U, hence U is disconnected. [

With a little more effort it can also be shown that for any non-isolated point p in a
T3 space X there is a regular closed set H in X with p € H such that p is not a local
connectivity point in /.

We do not know if every T, space X with the property Pr(X,7T}) has to be discrete.
Also, the following 75 version of Theorem 4.64 seems to be open: If X is 15 and all
closed subspaces of X are locally connected then X has to be discrete. Note that if X
has the cofinite topology then it is hereditarily locally connected and satisfies Pr (X, T7).
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