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Abstract

In 1969, Arhangel’skil proved that | X| < 2XXLX) for every Hausdorft space X. This beautiful
inequality solved a nearly fifty-year old question raised by Alexandroff and Urysohn. In this paper we
survey a wide range of generalizations and variations of Arhangel’skii’s inequality. We also discuss
open problems and an important legacy of the theorem: the emergence of the closure method as
a fundamental unifying device in cardinal functions.
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1. The problem and the solution

In 1923, Alexandroff and Urysohn asked: Does every compact first-countable Haus-
dorff space have cardinality at most 2™0? Their question was obviously motivated by a
theorem that they had proved earlier, in 1922, but did not publish until 1929; this 1922 re-
sult states that every compact perfectly normal Hausdorff space has cardinality at most 20,
See Arhangel’skii’s paper Mappings and Spaces for a further discussion of the problem,

E-mail address: hodel@math.duke.edu.

0166-8641/$ — see front matter © 2005 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/j.topol.2005.04.011


https://core.ac.uk/display/82454726?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1

2200 R.E. Hodel / Topology and its Applications 153 (2006) 2199-2217

including some of his early attempts at a solution; see [1] for comments by Arhangel’skif
on the special role played by Alexandroff in formulating the problem.

The solution to the problem was finally obtained almost 50 years later, in 1969. I refer,
of course, to the following beautiful inequality in cardinal functions.

Theorem 1.1 (Arhangel’skit). For X Hausdorff, | X| < 2X®LX) In particular, every first-
countable Lindeléf Hausdorff space has cardinality at most 2%0.

By 1969, the year in which Arhangel’skii’s inequality was published, cardinal functions
was a growing, active area of research in set-theoretic topology. For example, in 1965
de Groot proved, among other results, that | X | < 2*£X) whenever X is a Hausdorff space.
And in 1967 Hajnal and Juhdsz published their two fundamental inequalities, namely | X| <
2xX)e(X) for Hausdorff spaces and | X | < 2¥ X)X for Ty spaces.

Given the two inequalities of Hajnal and Juhdsz, and the growing interest in cardinal
functions, Arhangel’skii’s solution to Alexandroff’s problem was a welcome addition to
the field, and it immediately assumed its rightful position as the most important inequality
in cardinal invariants. English translations of the proof were quickly available. Juhdsz pub-
lished an English translation [19], Gillman distributed unpublished notes of a proof for the
special case in which X is a first-countable compact Hausdorff space, and Roy published
an alternate proof for this special case.

In 1970, Comfort gave a lecture on cardinal invariants at the International Conference
on General Topology held at the University of Pittsburgh, and in his talk he outlined the
key ideas of Arhangel’skil’s proof (for details see [10]). As Comfort himself stated, the
Organizing Committee wanted Arhangel’skif to give the talk, but he was unable to come.

What makes a theorem great? There are at least two criteria:

e solves a long-standing problem;
e introduces new techniques and generates new results and open problems.

Arhangel’skii’s Theorem obviously satisfies the first requirement. The remainder of this
paper explains why it also satisfies the second.

2. Definitions and examples

All spaces are at least 77. Standard set-theoretic notation is used: x and A denote in-
finite cardinals and «, 8, and y denote ordinals. Notation for cardinal functions is also
fairly standard: L, hL, wL, c, psw, x, ¥, mx, and ¢t denote Lindelof degree, heredi-
tary Lindelof degree, weak Lindelof degree, cellularity, point-separating weight, character,
pseudo-character, 7 -character, and tightness; see [13,17,20]. We now define additional car-
dinal functions that are not quite so well known.

The almost Lindelof degree of X, denoted alL(X), is the smallest infinite cardinal «
such that for every open cover V of X, there is a subcollection V, of V such that |V,| <«
and {V™: V € V,} covers X. Note the following: aL(X) = L(X) whenever X is regular;
wL(X) <aL(X);if X is an H-closed space, then aL(X) = w.
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Recall that a subset A of a topological space X is an H-set if given any collection V' of
open sets in X that covers A, there is a finite subcollection of V, say {V1, ..., Vi}, such
that {V,", ..., V" } covers A. It is well known that a closed subset of an H-closed space
need not be an H-set. This pathology carries over to the cardinal function aL, thereby
giving rise to a stronger cardinal function aL. (see [26]). The almost Lindelof degree of
X with respect to closed sets, denoted a L.(X), is the smallest infinite cardinal « such that
for every closed subset H of X and every collection V of open sets in X that covers H,
there is a subcollection V, of V such that |V,| <k and {V~: V € V,} covers H. We have:
alL <alL. < L, and equality holds for regular spaces.

In a similar vein, the weak Lindeldf degree of X with respect to closed sets, denoted
wL.(X), is the smallest infinite cardinal « such that for every closed subset H of X and
every collection V of open sets in X that covers H, there is a subcollection V, of VV such that
V,| <« and H C (| J W)~ . For normal spaces, wL = wL,. The following diagram and
the examples given below should clarify the relationship between these cardinal functions:

‘ L=al,=aL
@ for regular spaces

wL =wL,
@ @ for normal spaces

Example (aL <alL, < L). This example is discussed by Willard and Dissanayake in the
paper [26]. Let kw denote the Katétov extension of @ with the discrete topology. Recall
that ko = w U T, where T is a set of cardinality 22 that indexes the collection of all free
ultrafilters on w. For ¢t € T let U; be the ultrafilter indexed by ¢; a local base for ¢ is the
collection {{t} UU: U € U,}. The space kw has the following properties:

(a) countable tightness;

(b) countable pseudo-character;

(c) Urysohn (hence Hausdorff);

(d) H-closed, hence aL (kw) = w;

(e) aL.(kw) =2 (proof sketched below);
(H) Lkw) =2

(g) separable, hence wL.(kw) = w.

e alL.(kw) > 2“: This follows from the following lemma (see [9]): There is a collection
{Uy: 0 < a < 2%} of 2¢ free ultrafilters on w such that for all & < 2¢, there exists
Uy € Uy such that US € Ug for all B # o

e alL.(kw) < 2“: This follows from the following observation. Let A C T, and for each
t € A let W; = {t} U V; be an open neighborhood of ¢. Define an equivalence relation
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~on A by s ~t < Vg = V;. The number of distinct equivalence classes is < 2%, and
if s ~t,thens e W, .

Example (wL. <alL). Let S be the Sorgenfrey line. The space S x § is separable but not
Lindelof; wL.(S x S) =w and aL(S x §) =2%.

Example (aL < wL.). Letk > w and let X be the Katétov extension of k with the discrete
topology; X is an H-closed space and so aL(X) = w. On the other hand, wL.(X) = «.
(The proof that wL.(X) > k follows from the following observation: Given any infinite
cardinal «, there is a pairwise disjoint collection {A,: 0 < o < «} of subsets of « and a
collection {Uy: 0 < a < k} of k free ultrafilters on « such that A, € U, for all @ < k.)

The closed pseudo-character of a space X, denoted ¥.(X), is the smallest infinite
cardinal « such that for each x € X, there is a collection {V (¢, x): o < k} of open neigh-
borhoods of x such that (,_, V(a, x)~ = {x}. The Hausdorff pseudo-character of X,
denoted H1r(X), is the smallest infinite cardinal « such that for each x € X, there is a col-
lection {V («, x): o < k} of open neighborhoods of x such that if x # y, then there exists
a, B < k such that V (o, x) NV (B, y) = @. These two cardinal functions are defined only
for Hausdorff spaces. The Urysohn pseudo-character of X, denoted Uy (X), is similar to
Hy (X) except that we require that V (o, x)™ N V (B, y)~ = @. This cardinal function is
defined only for Urysohn spaces and was introduced by Stavrova in [24]. The following
hold:

(D) Y (X) < Ye(X) < HY(X) SUYP(X) < x(X);
(2) Y:(X) <Y (X)L(X) for every Hausdorff space X (see [20, p. 15]).

Later we will need the following variation of (2).
Lemma 2.1. Let X be a Urysohn space. Then ¥.(X) < ¥ (X)aL:(X).

Proof. Let ¢/(X)aL.(X)=«,letx € X, and let {V(«, x): o <k} be a collection of open
neighborhoods of x such that ﬂa<K V(e,x)={x}. Fixa <«,let H=X — V(a, x), and
for each y € H let Uy and V, be open sets in X such that

(@) xeUyand y € Vy;
(b) Uy*ﬂV)T:@.

Now {V,: y € H} is an open cover of the closed set H and aL.(X) < «; hence there is a
subset A of H with |A| <« such that H C U{Vy_: y € A}. It easily follows that

m{Uy_: y€E A} C V(a,x).

In summary, for each o < « there is a collection U, of open neighborhoods of x such that
Uyl <k and (U : U €Uy} C V(a, x). Since ) V(a, x) = {x}, we obtain ¥.(X) <
k asrequired. O

o <K
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Let X be a topological space and let H € X. A point x € X is a 8-limit point of H if
V™ N H # @ for every open neighborhood V of x. The #-closure of H is the set H? =
{x: x € H or x is a §-limit point of H}, and H is 6-closed if H = H?. The following hold:

(1) H- C HY;

(2) every 0-closed set is closed;

(3) for regular spaces, H~ = HY:

(4) for Urysohn spaces, |H?| < |H|*X) (due to Bella and Cammaroto);

(5) if H is a O-closed set and x ¢ H, then there is an open neighborhood V of x such that
V™ N H =@ (“regularity with respect to 6-closed sets”).

3. Generalizations and variations of | X | < 2X(¥)L(X)

In this section we will discuss a long list of theorems from the literature, each of which
is either a generalization or a variation of Arhangel’skii’s original inequality. We begin
with four generalizations; in each case the Hausdorff hypothesis is fixed and at least one of
character or Lindelof degree is weakened.

(1) |X] < 21XV OLEO Arhangel’skii, Sapirovskif, 1974
(2) | X| < 2HV LX) Hodel, 1991

(3) |X| < 21XOVeXmx(XaLe(X)  Willard—Dissanayake, 1984

4) |X| < 21X¥e(X)ale(X) Bella—Cammaroto, 1988

The inequality |X| < 2/COVXLX) g perhaps our most elegant generalization of
Arhangel’skii’s theorem. By replacing x with ¢ and ¢, we have isolated the precise prop-
erties of x that are actually needed in the original proof. This result was first proved by
Arhangel’skif for regular spaces and later generalized to Hausdorff spaces by Sapirovskif
[22].

The inequality |X| < 27V (OLX) generalizes x in a different way; it replaces x with
Hr, alocal cardinal function that captures the Hausdorff property of X. At the same time
H 1 is a strengthening of Y and so tightness can be omitted as a hypothesis.

In both (1) and (2) the hypothesis L is fixed and x is generalized. In the two in-
equalities (3) and (4) the cardinal function L is weakened to aL.. Willard and Dis-
sanayake introduced this new cardinal function and then proved the inequality |X| <
21XV (X7 x(X)aLe(X) - Somewhat later Bella and Cammaroto generalized their result by
showing that |X| < 2/(X0Ve(Xale(X) Note that (4) not only generalizes (3) but also (1)
(recall the inequality ¥.(X) < ¥ (X)L(X)).

We now turn to variations of | X| < 2% (XLX). in each case the Hausdorff hypothesis is
strengthened and at the same time the Lindelof degree (and perhaps character) is weakened.

(5) For X normal, |X| < 2X(X)wL(X) Bell, Ginsburg, Woods, 1978
(6) For X regular, | X| < 2X(X0wLe(X) Arhangel’skif, 1979
(7) For X Urysohn, | X| < 2X(XwLe(X) Alas, 1993

(8) For X Urysohn, | X| < 2x(X)aL(X) Bella—Cammaroto, 1988
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(9) For X Urysohn, |X| < 2U¥(X)aL(X) Stavrova, 2000
(10) For X Urysohn, |X| < 2/0¥(X)ale(X)  (4) and Lemma 2.1

The inequality | X | < 2X )WL) for normal spaces is due to Bell et al. [6]; this was the
first variation of Arhangel’skii’s inequality to use the cardinal function wL. At about the
same time, Arhangel’skif [3] proved the inequality |X| < 2XXwLe(X) for regular spaces.
Since wL(X) = wL.(X) for normal spaces, (6) is a generalization of (5).

In 1993 Alas proved that |X| < 2X)wLe(X) holds for the class of Urysohn spaces,
thereby generalizing both (5) and (6). Prior to this result, Bella and Cammaroto had ob-
tained the inequality |X| < 2X(X¢L(X) for Urysohn spaces. Thus we have two variations
of Arhangel’skii’s inequality for the class of Urysohn spaces, neither of which implies the
other. Moreover, both proofs use an interesting new strategy: build up a 6-closed set that
is all of X (instead of just a closed set; more on this later). We also note that the inequality
|HY| < |H|*X) plays a key role in both proofs.

The Bella—Cammaroto inequality | X | < 2XX)4L(X) does not hold for Hausdorff spaces.
In 1998 Bella and Yaschenko obtained the following result: if « is a non-measurable car-
dinal, then there is a first-countable almost Lindel6f Hausdorff space X such that | X| > «.

In 2000 Stavrova [24] obtained a very nice generalization of the Bella—Cammaroto
inequality by showing that |X| < 2U¥XaL(X) for Urysohn spaces. This result is a “com-
panion” of the inequality |X| < 27Y LX) for Hausdorff spaces. Finally, the inequal-
ity | X| < 2/X0¥Xale(X) for Urysohn spaces is a consequence of the two inequalities
|X| < 20XVeXale(X) (which holds for Hausdorff spaces) and .(X) < ¥ (X)aL(X)
(which holds for Urysohn spaces; see Lemma 2.1). Compare this with the way in which
(1) follows from (4) and . (X) < ¥ (X)L(X) for Hausdorff spaces.

Let us summarize the results discussed thus far. If we eliminate the inequalities that
follow from more general ones, we have:

Hausdorff spaces Urysohn spaces

(2) |X| < 2HV LX) (7) |1X| < 2XOwLe(X)
@) |X| < 2/0¥eXaleX) () | x| L 2UV(XaL(X)

The proofs of these four inequalities have a common construction that is inspired by
Arhangel’skil’s original proof. Theorem 3.1 below captures this common core; in most
applications of the theorem, ¢ will be the closure operator and d the identity function.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a set, let k and )\ be infinite cardinals with . <2, let c: P(X) —
P(X)andd: P(X) — P(X) be operators on X, and for each x € X let {V(y,x): y <A}
be a collection of subsets of X. Assume the following:

(T) if x € c(H), then there exists A C H with |A| < « such that x € c(A) (tightness
condition);
(C) if AC X with |A| <k, then |c(A)| < 2 (cardinality condition);



R.E. Hodel / Topology and its Applications 153 (2006) 2199-2217 2205

(C-S) if H#W, c(H) C H, and q ¢ H, then there exist A C H with |A| < k and a func-
tion f:A— A suchthat H Cd(U,cq V(f(x),x) and g ¢ d(U,cp V(f(x),x))
(cover-separation condition).

Then | X| < 2%.

Proof. We will use the closure method (more on this in Section 6). Construct a sequence
{Hy: 0 < <k} of subsets of X such that for 0 <o <« ™T:

(a) |Hy| <2 (Hp is any non-empty subset of X of cardinality at most 2°);
(b) forall A C U,3<a Hg such that [A| < «k:
(bl) ¢(A) € H, (the cardinality condition (C) is used here);
(12) if frA—>randd(U,cq V(f(x),x)) #X,
then H, — d(UxeA V(f(x),x)) #@ (A <2 used here).

Let H = | J{Hy: o <k}

e |[H| <25

e c(H) C H (use the tightness condition (T) and (b1));

e H = X. Suppose that g ¢ H. By the cover-separation condition (C-S), there exists
A C H with |A| <k and f:A — X such that
(i) HCSd(Uyea V(f(x), X))
(i) g ¢d(Uyea V), %))

Now choose o < k% such that A € Uﬁ<a Hg. By (ii) and (b2), Hy —d({,cq V(f(x),
x)) # . This contradicts (i). O

We emphasize that the statement of Theorem 3.1 is not far removed from General The-
orem 2 in Arhangel’skii’s original paper! In particular, for ¢ the closure operator, condition
(T) and a variation of (C) both appear. To emphasize this point, let us use Theorem 3.1 to
prove a result that Arhangel’skii derives from General Theorem 2 in [1].

Theorem 3.2 (Arhangel’skii). Let X be a sequential Lindeldf Hausdorff space with Y (X) <
2% Then | X| <2%.

Proof. We need to check the following.

(T) If x € H™, then there is a countable set A C H such that x € A™; this follows from
the fact that every sequential space has countable tightness.
(C) If A C X and A is countable, then |A™| < 2¢ (this holds in any sequential Hausdorff
space).
(C-S) This follows from the Lindelof and the pseudo-character hypotheses. O

We will now use Theorem 3.1 to prove (7) and (2) and leave (4) and (9) to the reader.
Each of (7) and (2) has a “non-standard” choice for c¢. Let us also mention another
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common thread in the proofs of all four of these inequalities: in each case the verifica-
tion of the cardinality condition (C) is inspired by the standard proof of the inequality
|X| <d)* .

Proof that | X | < 2X(X)wLc(X) for Urysohn spaces. Let x (X)wL.(X) = «, for each x €
Xlet{V(y,x): y <k} bealocal base for x, let c(H) = HY andletd(H) = H . We need
to check the following.

(T) If x € HY, then there exists A € H with |A| < k such that x € A? (the hypothesis
x (X) < « proves this).

(C) If A C X and |A| < k, then |A?| < 2¢ (this follows from the inequality |H?| <
|H|*X) in [7]; the Urysohn hypothesis is used here).

(C-S) Let H be af-closed setand let g ¢ H. There exists y < k suchthat V(y,q)"NH =
. For each x € H there exists yy <« such that V(y,,x)NV(y,q) =0. Now H is
closed, {V (yx,x): x € H} covers H, and wL.(X) < «; it follows that there exists
A C H with |[A| <« such that H € (U,cq V¥, X)) 7. Now (s V(yx, X)) N
V(y,q) =9 and so g ¢ ((U,eq V(¥x,x))”. The required function f:A — « is
f) =y O

Proof that | X | < 27V XOLX) for Hausdorff spaces. Let Hy (X)L(X) = «, and for each
x € X let Uy be a collection of open neighborhoods of x with |l | < «, closed under
finite intersections, and such that if x # y, then there exist U € U, and V € Uy such that
UNV=0.LetUy ={V(y,x): y <k}.Define cand d by c(H) ={x: V(y,x) N H #0
forall y <«} and d(H) = H. We need to check the following.

(T) If x € c(H), then there exists A C H with |A| < k such that x € ¢c(A). (Here we see
why tightness can be omitted—c is not the usual closure operator!)
(C) f AC X and |A| < «, then [c(A)| < 2° (follows from |c(A)| < |A|*; see the proof
of Theorem 3.3 below for details).
(C-S) Again see the proof of Theorem 3.3. O

In recent years there has been considerable interest in relative versions of cardinal func-
tion inequalities; see, for example, [4,16,24]. Theorem 3.3 below gives a unified approach
to several such results that are related to Arhangel’skii’s inequality. For example, we will
use Theorem 3.3 to obtain a relative version of (9). Note that the cardinality condition (C)
of Theorem 3.1 has been incorporated into the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a set, let Y C X, and for each x € X let {V(y,x): y <k} bea
collection of subsets of X such that x € V(y, x) for all y < k. Assume the following:

@) givena, B < k, there exists y < k suchthat V(y,x) C V(a,x)NV (B, x) (intersection
condition);
(H) if x #£ y, then there exists o, B < k such that V («, x) NV (B, y) = ¥ (Hausdorff con-
dition);
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(C) if f:X — k, then there exists A C X with |A| <« such that Y € |J,c, V(f(x),x)
(cover condition).

Then |Y| < 2%.

Proof. For A C X, define c(A) = {x: V(y,x)N A # @ for all y < «}. We first verify the
inequality

|c(A)] <A<,

Let x € ¢(A); there exists Ay C A such that |A;| <k and x € c(Ay). Define @ :c(A) —
P (Pc(A)) by

D(x)= {V(y,x)ﬂAx: y <K}.

By condition (I), x € ¢(V(y,x) N Ay) for all y < «. From this it follows that @ is one-to-
one (use condition (H) here).
Now construct a sequence {H,: o < k T} of subsets of X such that for 0 < o <« ™,

(a) |Hy| <2 (Hp is any non-empty subset of X of cardinality at most 2¢);
(b) forall A C Ug.yHpg such that |[A| < «:
(bl) c(A) € Hy (the inequality |c(A)| < |A[“ is used here);
02 if frA—-> ., W={J,ca V(f(x),x),and Y — W #£ @, then (H,NY) — W # 0.

Let H = |J{Hy: @ <«™}. Clearly |[H| < 2%, and c(H) = H by (bl). It remains to prove
that Y € H. Suppose thatg € Y — H.

e For each x € H choose y, <k such that g ¢ V (y,, x).
e For each x ¢ H choose y, < k such that V(y,,x) N H = (recall that c(H) = H).

Define f: X — «k by f(x) = y,. By the cover condition (C), there exists B C X with |B| <
« such that Y C UxeB V(f(x),x).Let A=BNH,so AC H and |A| < «. Moreover,
{V(f(x),x): x € A} covers HNY.Let W = [ J{V(f(x), x): x € A}, and note that (H N
Y) C W and g ¢ W. Choose o < kT such that A C Uﬁ<a Hg. By (b2), there exists z €
(Hy NY)— W, acontradictionof (HNY)CW. O

From Theorem 3.3 we can derive the two inequalities |X| < 28V X)L(X) and |X| <
2U¥XaL(X) n fact, let us extend the latter to a relative inequality. For this we need a
relative version of aL. Let X be a topological space and let Y € X. The cardinal function
aL(Y, X) is the smallest infinite cardinal « such that if V) is any open cover of X, then there
is a subcollection Vg of V such that |Vy| <« and {V~: V € Vy} covers Y. For Y = X this
reduces to aL(X).

Corollary 3.4. Let X be a Urysohn space and let Y C X. Then |Y| < 2UV(X)aL(Y.X)

Proof. Let Uy (X)aL(Y, X) =k, and for each x € X let U, be a collection of open neigh-
borhoods of x with |Uy| < «, closed under finite intersections, and such that if x # y, then
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there exists U e Uy and V e Uy suchthat U" N V™ =0. LetUy ={U(y,x): y <k}, and
forx € X and y <« let V(y,x) = U(y, x)~. The three conditions (I), (H), and (C) of
Theorem 3.3 are easy to check. O

Corollary 3.4 also generalizes Theorem 12 in [8]: Let X be a Urysohn space and let Y
be a relatively H-closed subset of X (if V is any open cover of X, then there is a finite
subcollection Vg of V such that {V~": V € Vy} covers Y). Then |¥| < 2X(,

Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 are tailored to prove cardinal function inequalities that are re-
lated to Arhangel’skii’s inequality. Arhangel’skif has a much more general approach (an
“algorithm”) for proving relative versions of cardinal inequalities. In the paper A generic
theorem in the theory of cardinal invariants of topological spaces he states:

We formulate a general technical theorem, after which the proofs of many original re-
sults on cardinal inequalities acquire almost algorithmic character—they turn into a
rather easy (though still not quite routine) verification of certain natural (mostly, tech-
nical) conditions.

An example of an application of his algorithm is the following partial solution to Question 2
in Section 5; for details, see [4]. We state the countable version only. Stavrova [23] has also
given a unified approach to a wide range of inequalities in cardinal invariants.

Theorem 3.5 (Arhangel’skii). Let X be a first-countable Hausdorff space such that the
Sollowing holds for every closed subset H of X: if V =|JVy is a collection of open
sets in X that covers H, then each V, has a countable subcollection VW, such that
H C U, co (UWn) ™. Then | X| < 2°.

Finally we arrive at what is undoubtedly the most complicated (to prove) variation of
Arhangel’skii’s inequality. Recall that a space X is linearly Lindelof if every increas-
ing open cover of X has a countable subcover. This is equivalent to: every uncountable
subset of X of regular cardinality has a complete accumulation point. In recent years
Arhangel’skii has emphasized the following general problem: What theorems about Lin-
delof spaces extend to linearly Lindelof spaces? Arhangel’skii and Buzyakova prove:

Theorem 3.6 (Arhangel’skii-Buzyakova). Let X be a completely regular space that is se-
quential, linearly Lindeldf, and has ¥ (X) < 2. Then | X| < 2°.

Arhangel’skil and Buzyakova first prove:
Theorem 3.7. Let X be a T space such that
(1) X is wi-Lindeldof (every open cover of X of cardinality < wi has a countable
subcover);

(2) X has countable tightness;
(3) if AC X with |A| < 2%, then |A™| <2%;
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(4) for each closed subset H of X of cardinality < 2%, there is a collection Vg of open
sets in X with V| < 2% and (Vg = H.

Then | X| < 2%.

First note that every linearly Lindel6f space is w;-Lindelof. The proof of Theorem 3.7
is given below and is an interesting variation of the closure arguments given thus far. More-
over, the statement itself is reminiscent of General Theorem 2 in [1]. We emphasize that
the derivation of Theorem 3.6 from Theorem 3.7 requires considerable effort. The difficult
to verify property is (4). Note that (4) is easy to prove if (a) X is Lindelof or (b) CH holds.
But for the case in which X is just linearly Lindelof, the verification of (4) is extremely
delicate; see [5] for details.

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Construct a sequence {H,: o < w1} of closed subsets of X (use
hypothesis (3) here) such that for 0 < ¢ < w1:

(@) |Hyl| <29

(b) if A is a countable subset of  J{Hg: B <a}, then A~ C H,;

(c) if W is a countable union of elements of {V: V € VHﬁ and 8 < «} and W # X, then
Hy, — W #0.

Let H = | J{Hy: a < w1}; clearly |H| < 2%. Now verify: H is closed [by (b) and 7(X) <
w]; H = X [use (c¢) and the fact that H is wi-Lindelof]. O

It is not known if the Arhangel’skii-Buzyakova inequality extends to regular or Haus-
dorff spaces. However, Buzyakova has recently proved:

Theorem 3.8 (Buzyakova). Every first-countable w-Lindelof Hausdorff space has cardi-
nality at most 2%° .

4. Gryzlov’s theorems and generalizations

In 1980 Gryzlov proved two variations of Arhangel’skii’s equality, each of which an-
swers the original question of Alexandroff and Urysohn. His first result is as follows.

Theorem 4.1 (Gryzlov). Let X be a compact Ty space. Then |X| < 2VX),

Recall that a compact T7-space need not be Hausdorff. The proof of Theorem 4.1 is
a standard closure argument: construct a set H = | J{Hy: « < « T}, where each H, has
size at most 2¥, and then prove that H = X. However, the sequence {H,: o < k} is con-
structed to insure that H is compact (as opposed to closed as in previous proofs). The key
is Lemma 4.2 below, easily the most difficult and ingenious step in Gryzlov’s proof (given
that closure arguments are by now well understood).
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Lemma 4.2. Let X be a compact T| space with y(X) < k and let H be a subset of X such
that every infinite subset of H of cardinality < k has a complete accumulation point in H.
Then H is compact.

Once Lemma 4.2 is available, the proof of Theorem 4.1 proceeds as follows.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let X be a compact T7-space, let ¥ (X) = «, and for each x € X
let V; be a collection of open neighborhoods of x such that | Vx| <« and ({V: V € W} =
{x}. Construct a sequence {H,: o < k} of subsets of X such that for 0 < a < «+:

(@) |Hyl <2°;

(b) if A is an infinite subset of Uﬂ<a Hpg of cardinality < «, then some point of H, is a
complete accumulation point of A;

(c) if W is a finite union of elements of {V: V €V, and x € Uﬁ<a Hg} and W # X, then
Hy, — W #0@.

Let H = |J{Hy: a < kT}; clearly |H| < 2¢. Now check: H is compact (use (b) and
Lemma 4.2); H = X (use (c) and the compactness of H). O

In 1983 Stephenson generalized Gryzlov’s Theorem as follows.

Theorem 4.3 (Stephenson). Let X be a 2¥-total T\ space with ¥ (X) < k. Then | X| < 2¢
and X is compact.

Stephenson’s proof is interesting from the following point of view: he proves the com-
pactness of X by first obtaining an upper bound on the cardinality of X. A space X is
k-total if for every subset H of X with |H| < «, every filter base on H has an adherent
point in X. This class of spaces was introduced by Vaughan in connection with problems
on compactness-like properties of product spaces.

Now let us turn to Gryzlov’s second theorem.

Theorem 4.4 (Gryzlov). Let X be an H-closed space with ¥.(X) = w. Then | X| < 2%.

Again the proof is a closure argument, but the technical details are even more delicate.
The idea is to construct the sequence {Hy: @ < w;} so that the union is an H-set. (Recall
that a closed subset of an H-closed space need not be an H-set.) To do this, Gryzlov uses
f-accumulation points rather than complete accumulation points. However, this method of
proof does not seem to extend to higher cardinality, and in 1982 Porter and Dow used a
quite different attack to prove the general case.

Theorem 4.5 (Dow—Porter). Let X be an H-closed space. Then | X| < 2¥<(X),
A suitable modification of Gryzlov’s original construction does extend to higher cardi-

nality. The key is to replace 6-accumulation points with 6-cluster points. We now outline
this approach. First of all, we will work with nets of the form & = {xp: F € k=%};
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here k=% is the directed set that consists of all finite subsets of x. Let A € X and let
E={xp: Fex~%}beanetin A. A point x € A is a O-cluster point of & relative to A if
given any open set R of X with x € R and any « < «, there exists F' € k <“ such that« € F
and xr € (RN A)™.If A= X, we say that x is a 9-cluster point of &. It is easy to prove
that for an H-closed space X, every net § = {xp: F € «=?} in X has a 6-cluster point. We
will use the following well-known characterization of H-sets.

Lemma 4.6. Let A C X. The following are equivalent:

(1) Ais an H-set.
(2) IfV is a collection of open sets in X, closed under finite intersections, and such that
ANV Z£@forall V eV, then there exists x € A suchthat x € V™ forall V e V.

The following replaces Lemma 3 in [15].

Lemma 4.7. Let X be an H-closed space with ¥.(X) < k and let A be a subset of X with
the following property (OCP):

For every net £ = {xp: F € k=®} in A, there exists x € A such that x is a 0-cluster
point of € relative to A.

Then A is an H-set.
Proof. First note that (6 CP) implies that A has the following cover property (C):

If {Ry: @ < «} is a collection of open sets in X that covers A, then there exists F' € k=
such that A C (J,cp(Ra NA)™.

Indeed, the definition of a 6-cluster point is motivated by the proof that (¢ CP) implies (C).

We will prove that A is an H-set by verifying condition (2) of Lemma 4.6. Let V be
a collection of open sets in X, closed under finite intersections, and such that V. N A # ¢
for all V € V. By Zorn’s Lemma, we may assume that V) is maximal with respect to these
two properties. (Thus, if R is an open set and R ¢ V, then there exists V € V such that
RNANV =0.) Since X is H-closed, there exists x € X such that x € V™ forall V € V.
The proof is complete if we can show that x € A.

Since ¥.(X) < «, there is a collection {W,: o« < «} of open neighborhoods of x such
that (), ., Wy = {x}. For each o < «, there exists V,, € V such that (V, N A)~ € W, . To
see this, let R=X — W, . Clearly x ¢ R~ and so R ¢ V. Hence there exists V,, € V such
that V, N AN R =, and from this we obtain (V, N A)~™ C W .

Property (C) can now be used to show that A N (ﬂa<K(Va N A)7) # (. (Otherwise,
{X — (Vo NA)™: o <k} is an open collection in X that covers A; use the fact that A N
Vo NNV B forany oy, ..., €x)Let pe AN, -, (Vo NA)7). We then have:
peAand pe|)

<K

W, is0o p=xandx € A asrequired. O

o <K

The following replaces Lemma 4 in [15].
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Lemma 4.8. Let X be an H-closed space with x (X) <k and let & = {xp: F € x<®“} be a
netin X. Then there is a subset Ag of X such that

(1) § € Ag and |Ag| <«
(2) some point of Ag is a 0-cluster point of & relative to Ag.

Proof. Let x be a 0-cluster point of £, and for each y € X let {V(y, y): ¥ < «} be alocal
base for y.

e We have: for each y < k and each o < «, there exists F € k=% such that @ € F and
xpeV(y,x)".

e We want: for each y < k and each o < «, there exists F' € « =“ such that @ € F and
xpe(V(y,x)NAg)™.

For each y < k and each F € k<% such that xp € V(y,x)7, let x(y, F,B) € V(y,x) N
V(B,xF), 0< B < k. The required set is

A ={x}U&U {x(y,F,,B): y<k, Fex=*, xpeV(y,x)~, B <K}. a

Theorem 4.9 (Gryzlov for k = w; Dow—Porter). Let X be an H-closed space. Then | X| <
2x(X).

Proof. Let x(X) =«, and for each x € X let V, be a local base for x such that |V,| < k.
For each net £ = {xp: F € k=?} in X let A¢ be a subset of X that satisfies (1) and (2) of
Lemma 4.8. Construct a sequence {Ay: o < k T} of subsets of X such that for0 < a < x+:

(@) [Aql <2

(b) if ¢ ={xp: F € «=?}isanetin Uﬂ<a Ag, then Ag C Ag;

(c) if W is a finite union of elements of {V: V € V), and x € U5<a Hg}and W™ # X,
then A, — W™ #0.

Let A = J{Aq: @ < kT}); clearly |A| < 2¢. By (b), the set A satisfies (CP); Lemma 4.7
now applies and A is an H-set. Finally, A = X by (c) and the fact that A is an H-set. O

Let (X, 7) be an H-closed space and let RO(X) be the collection of all regular open
subsets of X. Then RO(X) is a base for a courser topology ts on X. Moreover, (X, tg) is

an H-closed space and x ((X, ts)) < ¥.({X, t)). From these observations we have:

Corollary 4.10. Let X be an H-closed space. Then |X| < 2V,

5. Problems

This section is devoted to problems that are related to generalizations or variations of
Arhangel’skii’s inequality. The first two come from Section 3.
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Question 1. Let X be a regular space. Is | X| < 2X(0wL(X)9

This question is due to Bell, Ginsburg, and Woods and also Arhangel’skii [3]. For Haus-
dorff spaces, the answer is NO; see Example 2.3 in [6]. On the other hand, for normal
spaces, the answer is YES (see inequality (5) in Section 3). What happens for Urysohn
spaces? For regular spaces?

Question 2. Let X be a Hausdorff space. Is | X | < 2X(0wLe(X)9

This question is due to Arhangel’skii (1979). The answer is YES for Urysohn spaces
(due to Alas). A positive solution to Question 2 would give a unified approach to these two
fundamental inequalities for Hausdorff spaces: |X| < 2X(OL(X) and | x| < 2xX)eX),

Now let us turn to questions of the following general form. Suppose that X is a Lindelof
space with countable pseudo-character. What can we say about the cardinality of X ? Note
that X is T7; for now we do not assume the Hausdorff hypothesis. This question is very
natural and was raised by Arhangel’skif in [2]. Tall’s paper [25] is the best and most com-
prehensive source of information on questions of this type. The situation is rather negative
and can be summarized by the following two results.

Theorem 5.1 (Arhangel’skii). Let X be a Lindeldf space with countable pseudo-character.
Then | X| < first measurable cardinal (if it exists).

Theorem 5.2. (Juhdsz [20]) Let Ag = w, Ap4+1 = 22”, and k = sup{A,: n € w}. Then there
is a Lindelof space with countable pseudo-character and of cardinality k. (This construc-
tion works for any choice of Lo below the first measurable cardinal.)

The cardinal « of Theorem 5.2 has countable cofinality. In [25] Tall proves: it is consis-
tent that for each regular cardinal k < first measurable cardinal, there is a Lindelof space
with countable pseudo-character and of cardinality «.

Two partial (positive) result are:

Theorem 5.3 (Charlesworth). Let X be a Lindeldf space with countable pseudo-character
and a separating open cover S such that ord(x, S) < 2% for all x € X. Then | X| < 2°.

Theorem 5.4 (Buzyakova). Let X be a countably paracompact Lindeldf space with count-
able pseudo-character and countable tightness. Then | X| < 2%.

Now suppose that X is a Lindelof space with countable pseudo-character that is also
Hausdorff. Again, what can we say about the cardinality of X? The following result by
Shelah (proved in 1978 but not published until 1996) shows that we cannot prove | X | < 2¢
without extra set-theoretic axioms.

Theorem 5.5 (Shelah). The following is consistent with ZFC 4 2% = R: there is a zero-
dimensional Lindeldf space with countable pseudo-character of cardinality X,.
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Can we prove that | X| < Ny, X3, and so on? The answer is NO.

Theorem 5.6 (Gorelic). Let k be a cardinal. The following is consistent with ZFC 4 2 =
Ri: k < 280 and there is a zero-dimensional Lindelof space with countable pseudo-
character and of cardinality 2%

There is a partial (positive) result.
Lemma 5.7 (Toroni). Let X be a pseudo-radial space. Then t(X) < ¥ (X).
Theorem 5.8 (Toroni). Let X be a pseudo-radial Hausdorff space. Then |X | < 2V X)L,
Proof. Follows from Lemma 5.7 and the inequality | X | < 2¥X)!(X)LX) o

The consistency result of Gorelic suggests the following question.

Question 3. Let X be a Lindelof Hausdorff space with countable pseudo-character. Can
we prove that |X| < 281?

There is a theorem in [25], proved independently by Alas and Tall, that gives a partial
solution to Question 3 and perhaps shows that the question is not unreasonable. Recall that
every 81-compact meta-Lindel6f space is Lindelof.

Theorem 5.9 (Alas-Tall). Let X be an X1-compact space with countable pseudo-character
such that every subspace of X of cardinality at most 2™ is meta-Lindelof. Then | X| < 281,

A somewhat more general result, with proof, follows.

Theorem 5.10. Let X be an R-compact space, and assume that X satisfies

(1) P(X) < 2N,
(2) ifY € X and |Y| < 2%, then Y is meta-Lindeldf.

Then | X| <28,

Proof. For each x € X let V;, be a collection of open neighborhoods of x such that |V | <
281 and ({V: V €V} = {x}. Construct a sequence {Hy: « < N} of subsets of X such
that for 0 < o < Rj:

(a) |Hol <2,

(b) if AC Uﬂ<a Hpg with |A| = 81, then some point of H,, is a limit point of A;

(c) if W is a countable union of elements of {V: V € V, and x € U,5<a Hg}and W # X,
then Hy — W # 0.
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Let H = J{Hy: o < Rp}; clearly |H| < 281 and by (b), H is ®|-compact. By (2), H is
also meta-Lindelof. Now use (c) and the fact that A is Lindel6f to prove that H =X. O

Finally, there is an obvious question about which very little is known.

Question 4. Let X be a Lindelof first-countable T;-space. Can we prove that |X | < 28072

6. The closure method and elementary submodels

Throughout this paper we have used the closure method to prove a wide range of in-
equalities, all inspired by Arhangel’skii’s original theorem. The closure method emerged
from Arhangel’skii’s original proof, with simplifications by §apirovskif [22] and Pol [21].
As an early example of a proof by the closure method, let us mention Rudin’s 1964 proof
that every countably compact space with a point-countable base has a countable base (see
(11]).

Pol [21] used the closure method to prove the Arhangel’skii inequality | X | < 2X(X)L(X)
and also the Hajnal-Juhdsz inequality | X| < 2XX)¢(X): somewhat later I used this method
to prove the inequality |X| < 2¥X)$(X) The original proofs of the two inequalities by
Hajnal and Juhdsz used the Erdés—Rado Partition Theorem, which itself can be proved
using the closure method (see [18]). By now it is generally recognized that the closure
method is a unifying device for most of the deeper inequalities in cardinal invariants. In
summary, the development of the closure method is one of the most important legacies of
the Arhangel’skil inequality.

In 1980 Hajnal and Juhdsz proved the following remarkable reflection theorem: if every
subspace of X of cardinality < R has a countable base, then X itself has a countable base.
Their proof is a highly original application of the closure method. In 1988, Dow answered a
question raised by Juhasz by proving the following equally remarkable reflection theorem:
if X is countably compact, and every subspace of X of cardinality < R is metrizable,
then X itself is metrizable. Dow’s method of proof introduced a new technique into set-
theoretic topology: elementary submodels. Roughly speaking, this is a deeper and more
sophisticated version of the closure method. See [12] for a detailed discussion of Dow’s
proof.

A recent paper by Fedeli and Watson is highly recommended to anyone who wants to
understand and use this important new tool. They show that a wide variety of results in set-
theoretic topology can be proved using elementary submodels. An especially nice feature
of their paper is the use of the Lowenheim—Skolem Theorem to give a clear explanation of
why the method works. Another nice feature is that on several occasions the authors give
two proofs: a “formal” proof in which the required formulas are actually constructed, and
an “in practice” proof in which the language of elementary submodels is used. Finally, we
note that in each of the papers [12,14] there is a proof of the Arhangel’skii inequality using
elementary submodels.



2216 R.E. Hodel / Topology and its Applications 153 (2006) 2199-2217

Acknowledgement

I am grateful to Frank Tall and Jerry Vaughan for several helpful comments.

References

[1] A. Arhangel’skii, On the cardinality of bicompacta satisfying the first axiom of countability, Soviet Math.
Dokl. 10 (1969) 951-955.
[2] A. Arhangel’skii, On cardinal invariants, in: J. Novak (Ed.), General Topol. and Its Relations to Modern
Analysis and Algebra III, Proc. of the Third Prague Topol. Symp., 1971, Academia, Prague, 1972, pp. 37—
46.
[3] A. Arhangel’skii, A theorem about cardinality, Russian Math. Surveys 34 (1979) 153-154.
[4] A. Arhangel’skii, A generic theorem in the theory of cardinal invariants of topological spaces, Comment.
Math. Univ. Carolin. 36 (1995) 303-325.
[5] A. Arhangel’skii, R. Buzyakova, On some properties of linearly Lindelof spaces, Topology Proc. 23 (1998)
1-11.
[6] M. Bell, J. Ginsburg, G. Woods, Cardinal inequalities for topological spaces involving the weak Lindelof
number, Pacific J. Math. 79 (1978) 37-45.
[7] A. Bella, F. Cammaroto, On the cardinality of Urysohn spaces, Canad. Math. Bull. 31 (1988) 153-158.
[8] A. Bella, I.V. Yaschenko, Embeddings into first countable spaces with H-closed like properties, Topology
Appl. 83 (1998) 53-61.
[9] A. Charlesworth, R. Hodel, F. Tall, On a theorem of Jones and Heath concerning separable normal spaces,
Collog. Math. 34 (1975) 33-37.
[10] W. Comfort, A survey of cardinal invariants, Gen. Topology Appl. 1 (1971) 163-199.
[11] H. Corson, E. Michael, Metrization of certain countable unions, Illinois J. Math. 8 (1964) 351-360.
[12] A. Dow, An introduction to applications of elementary submodels to topology, Topology Proc. 13 (1988)
17-72.
[13] R. Engelking, General Topology, Heldermann, Berlin, 1989.
[14] A. Fedeli, S. Watson, Elementary submodels and cardinal functions, Topology Proc. 20 (1995) 91-110.
[15] A. Gryzlov, Two theorems on the cardinality of topological spaces, Soviet Math. Dokl. 21 (1980) 506-509.
[16] A. Gryzlov, D. Stavrova, Topological spaces with a selected subset—cardinal invariants and inequalities,
Comment. Math. Univ. Carolin. 35 (1994) 525-531.
[17] R. Hodel, Cardinal functions I, in: K. Kunen, J.E. Vaughan (Eds.), Handbook of Set-Theoretic Topology,
North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1984, pp. 1-61.
[18] R. Hodel, Combinatorial set theory and cardinal function inequalities, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 111 (1991)
567-575.
[19] I. Juhdsz, Arhangel’skil’s solution of Alexandroff’s problem, Mathematisch Centrum, Amsterdam, ZW
1969-013, October 1969.
[20] I. Juhdsz, Cardinal Functions in Topology—Ten Years Later, Math. Centre Tracts, vol. 123, Math. Centrum,
Amsterdam, 1980.
[21] R. Pol, Short proofs of two theorems on cardinality of topological spaces, Bull. Acad. Pol. Sci. 22 (1974)
1245-1249.
[22] B. Sapirovskii, On discrete subspaces of topological spaces; weight, tightness and Suslin number, Soviet
Math. Dokl. 13 (1972) 215-219.
[23] D. Stavrova, Unified approach to the theory of topological cardinal invariants, C. R. Acad. Bulgare Sci. 50
(1997) 5-8.
[24] D. Stavrova, Separation pseudo-character and the cardinality of topological spaces, Topology Proc. 25
(2000) 333-343.
[25] E. Tall, On the cardinality of Lindel6f spaces with points G, Topology Appl. 63 (1995) 21-38.
[26] S. Willard, U.N.B. Dissanayake, The almost Lindelof degree, Canad. Math. Bull. 27 (1984) 452-455.



R.E. Hodel / Topology and its Applications 153 (2006) 2199-2217 2217

Further reading

[27] O. Alas, More topological cardinal inequalities, Colloq. Math. 65 (1993) 165-168.

[28] P. Alexandroff, Some results in the theory of topological spaces, obtained within the last twenty-five years,
Russian Math. Surveys 15 (1960) 23-83.

[29] P. Alexandroff, P. Urysohn, Sur les espaces topologiques compacts, Bull. Intern. Acad. Pol. Sci. Sér. A
(1923) 5-8.

[30] P. Alexandroff, P. Urysohn, Mémoire sur les espaces topologiques compacts, Verh. Akad. Wetensch. Ams-
terdam 14 (1929) 1-96.

[31] A. Arhangel’skii, Mappings and spaces, Russian Math. Surveys 21 (1966) 115-162.

[32] A. Arhangel’skii, Structure and classification of topological spaces and cardinal invariants, Russian Math.
Surveys 33 (1978) 33-96.

[33] A. Arhangel’skii, R. Buzyakova, On linearly Lindelof and strongly discrete Lindelof spaces, Proc. Amer.
Math. Soc. 127 (1999) 2449-2458.

[34] A. Bella, A couple of questions concerning cardinal invariants, Questions Answers Gen. Topology 14 (1996)
139-143.

[35] R. Buzyakova, Cardinalities of some Lindelof and w1 -Lindelof T/ T,-spaces, Topology Appl. 143 (2004)
209-216.

[36] A. Charlesworth, On the cardinality of a topological space, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 66 (1977) 138-142.

[37] J. de Groot, Discrete subspaces of Hausdorff spaces, Bull. Acad. Pol. Sci. 13 (1965) 537-544.

[38] A. Dow, An empty class of nonmetric spaces, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 104 (1988) 999-1001.

[39] A. Dow, J. Porter, Cardinalities of H-closed spaces, Topology Proc. 7 (1982) 27-50.

[40] L. Gillman, Arhangel’skii’s solution of Alexandroff’s problem, Distributed notes, 1969.

[41] I. Gorelic, The Baire category and forcing large Lindelof spaces with points G5, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 118
(1993) 603-607.

[42] A. Hajnal, I. Juhdsz, Discrete subspaces of topological spaces, Indag. Math. 29 (1967) 343-356.

[43] A. Hajnal, I. Juhdsz, Having small weight is determined by the small subspaces, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 79
(1980) 657-658.

[44] R. Hodel, New proof of a theorem of Hajnal and Juhdsz on the cardinality of topological spaces, Bull. Acad.
Pol. Sci. 24 (1976) 999-1000.

[45] R. Hodel, «-structures: cardinality conditions, compactness, metrization, in: S. Andima, R. Kopperman,
P. Misra, A. Todd (Eds.), Papers on General Topology and Applications, in: Ann. New York Acad. Sci.,
vol. 659, New York Academy of Sciences, New York, 1992, pp. 89-98.

[46] R. Hodel, J. Vaughan, Reflection theorems for cardinal functions, Topology Appl. 100 (2000) 47-66.

[47] 1. Juhész, Cardinal Functions in Topology, Math. Centre Tracts, vol. 34, Math. Centrum, Amsterdam, 1971.

[48] J. Porter, G. Woods, Extensions and Absolutes of Hausdorff Spaces, Springer, New York, 1988.

[49] P. Roy, The cardinality of first countable spaces, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 77 (1971) 1057-1059.

[50] B. Sapirovskii, Canonical sets and character. Density and weight in compact spaces, Soviet Math. Dokl. 15
(1974) 1282-1287.

[51] S. Shelah, On some problems in general topology, Contemp. Math. 192 (1996) 91-101.

[52] R. Stephenson, A theorem on the cardinality of «-total spaces, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 89 (1983) 367-370.

[53] E. Tall, On quasi-Lindel6f first countable spaces, Topology Proc. 22 (1997) 297-303.

[54] G. Tironi, Some remarks on radial and pseudoradial spaces, in: J. Novdk (Ed.), General Topol. and Its
Relations to Modern Analysis and Algebra V, Proc. Fifth Prague Topol. Symp., 1981, Heldermann, Berlin,
1982, pp. 608-612.

[55] J. Vaughan, Powers of spaces of non-stationary ultrafilters, Fund. Math. 117 (1983) 5-14.

[56] N.V. Velicko, H-closed topological spaces, Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. 78 (1968) 103-118.



