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Abstract. A discrete subset is said to be Lindelof dominated (respectively,
w-dominated) if it is contained in the closure of a Lindelof (respectively, a count-
able) subspace. We continue the study of spaces begun in [1] in which every
discrete subset is Lindel6f dominated (respectively, w-dominated). We generalize
results of [1] and [15] concerning perfect Hausdorfl spaces and give a ZFC exam-
ple of a perfect space in which all discrete subsets are Lindeléf dominated but not
w-dominated.

1. Introduction

Given a space X, a family A of subsets of X is said to be dominated
by a family B of subsets of X if for any set A C X with A € A, there is
some B € B such that A C cl(B). When A is the family of discrete subsets
(respectively, closed and discrete subsets) of a topological space X and B
is the family of countable subsets (respectively, Lindel6f subspaces), then
we say that all discrete subsets (respectively, closed discrete subsets) are
w-dominated (respectively, Lindeldf dominated). In [10] a stronger property
than Lindel6f domination of discrete subsets was introduced: A space is said
to be almost discretely Lindelof if every discrete subspace is contained in a
Lindel6f subspace.
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The following propositions were proved in [1] and suggest why these con-
cepts are worthy of study. For a definition of the terms star Lindeldf and
star countable we refer the reader to [11].

PropoSITION 1.1. If X is a space in which Lindelof (respectively,
countable) subsets dominate closed discrete subsets. Then X is star Lin-
deldf (respectively, star countable).

It is easy to see that w-domination of closed discrete sets is strictly
stronger than star countability. However, there is an important class of
spaces in which they coincide.

PROPOSITION 1.2. A first countable space X is star Lindeldf (countable)

if and only if Lindelof (countable) subsets of X dominate closed discrete sub-
sets of X.

Notation and terminology follow [6]; definitions of, and relations be-
tween, cardinal functions can be found in [9], but note that in the latter
work, the hereditary Lindel6f number of a space X is denoted by h(X) and
the extent is denoted by p(X), whereas here we use hl(X) and e(X), respec-
tively. We say that a filter is open if it has a base of open sets. All spaces,
including those which are designated regular or normal, are assumed to be
Hausdorff.

2. The results

For the purposes of the first theorem we denote the first weakly inacces-
sible cardinal (in any model of ZFC in which it exists) by 1.

THEOREM 2.1. Ifd(X) < s(X) < w, then all discrete subsets of X x X
are w-dominated if and only if X s separable.

ProoOF. The sufficiency is clear, since X x X is separable if and only if X
is separable. For the necessity, suppose first that s(X) = k < to, where & is
a singular cardinal and let {d, : @ < K} be a dense subset of X. For each
A < K, there is a discrete subset S = {5} : @ < A\} C X of size A\. Then for
each \ <k, set Ay = {(s,dy) : @ < A} is a discrete subset of X x X and so
there is a countable set C\ C X x X such that Ay C cl(Cy). Then if 7 de-
notes the projection onto the second coordinate space, w[C)] is a countable
subset of X whose closure contains {d, : @« < A}. Let I be a cofinal subset
of k of cardinality cf (k) < k; it follows that [J{=m[C\] : A € I} is a set whose
cardinality is w - cf(k) = ¢f (k) < k whose closure contains {d, : @ < k}, and
which therefore must be dense in X; thus d(X) < &.

Now consider the general case and suppose that s(X) = k < to; if & is
singular, then by the argument of the previous paragraph, d(X)=~v <k
and there is a discrete subset of size . If on the other hand k is a regular
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cardinal, then there is a discrete subset of X of size k, so in either case,
there is a discrete subset of X of size d(X). We now repeat the argument
of the first paragaraph. Let {d, : @ < K} be a dense subset of X and S =
{sa 1 < Kk} C X a discrete set of size k. The set A = {(sq,do) : @ < K} is
a discrete subset of X x X and so there is a countable set C' C X x X such
that A C cl(C). Then if 7 denotes the projection onto the second coordinate
space, m[C] is a countable subset of X whose closure contains {d, : a < K}
and hence is dense in X. [

The previous result should be compared with [1, Theorem 3.19], where it
was shown that if X is a Lindelof-p space and discrete subsets of X x X are
w-dominated, then X is separable. Theorem 2.1 seems to be considerably
more general, but we note that under C'H there are compact spaces (hence
Lindel6f-p spaces) to which Theorem 2.1 does not apply (see of [1, Example
3.20)).

The proof of the next theorem is similar to that of the second paragraph
of the proof of the previous result and we omit it.

THEOREM 2.2. Ifd(X) < s(X), s(X) is attained and all discrete subsets
of X x X are Lindeldf dominated then X has a dense Lindelof subspace.

ProPOSITION 2.3. If X is hereditarily collectionwise Hausdorff, then
the discrete subsets of X are w-dominated if and only if s(X) = w.

PROOF. The necessity is trivial. To prove the sufficiency, suppose that
D is a discrete subset of X such that |D| > w and consider the subspace
Y = X\ (cI(D)\ D) which is open in X. Then D is a closed and discrete
subset of Y and since Y is collectionwise Hausdorff, there is a cellular family
in Y, hence also in X, of uncountable cardinality. The result now follows
from [1, Proposition 3.1(c)], where it was shown that if discrete subsets are
w-dominated, then X has countable cellularity. [

COROLLARY 2.4. The discrete subsets of a monotonically normal space
are w-dominated if and only if it is hereditarily Lindeldf.

ProoOF. If X is monotonically normal then it is hereditarily collection-
wise normal and ¢(X) = hl(X) (for example, see [7]). O

COROLLARY 2.5. The discrete subsets of a generalized ordered space are
w-dominated if and only if it is hereditarily Lindeldf.

COROLLARY 2.6. If X is a hereditarily collectionwise Hausdorff space in
which discrete subsets are w-dominated and Y(X) = w, then | X| <.

PROOF. This follows from the Hajnal-Juhész inequality | X | < 25()¥(X)
(see [9, 2.15]). O

It was shown in [1, Proposition 3.12] that if X is a regular space in which
all discrete subsets are w-dominated then hi(X) < ¢ and as a consequence,
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s(X) < ¢ and ¥(X) <c. However, the Katétov extension of w shows that
the first two inequalities are false in the class of Hausdorff spaces. The next
result should be compared to [8, Proposition 4.11].

THEOREM 2.7. If X is a Hausdorff space in which all discrete subsets
are w-dominated and s(X) < ¢, then P(X) <.

PRrROOF. Fix p € X; for each ¢ € X \ {p} we may find an open neigh-
bourhood V of ¢ such that cl(V,) C V' \ {p}. The family {V, : ¢ € X \ {p}}
is an open cover of X \ {p} and it then follows from a result of Sapirovskii in
[14], (as detailed in [6, Problem 3.12.9]), that there are sets A, B C X \ {p}
each of cardinality at most ¢, such that A is discrete and X \ {p} C cl(A)
UU{V; : ¢ € B}. Now suppose that Y C X is a separable subspace of X
which contains the discrete set A, and let D C Y be a countable dense sub-
set of Y. Let

S = {X\CI(C) :C CDandp QCI(C)} U {X\cl(Vq); qe B}.

Since D is countable and |B| < ¢, it is clear that |S| < ¢ . We shall show
that (S = {p}. To this end, suppose that x € (S and = # p; it follows
from the definition of S that = € cl(A), since if not, = € cl(V}) for some
g € Band X \ cl(V,) € S. But then, if U is a neighbourhood of X such that
p & cl(U), the set U N D is a non-empty subset of D and p ¢ cl(U N D), so
X\ cl(UnN D) € S which contradicts the fact that z € c(U N D). O

A space is said to be perfect if every closed set is a Gs. If X is a regular
perfect Lindelof space then it is both perfectly normal and hereditarily Lin-
deldf (see [6, 3.8A]). The next result should be compared to [4, Corollary 7]
and [1, Corollary 3.13].

PROPOSITION 2.8. If a space X is perfect and almost discretely Lindeldf,
then s(X) =w and | X| <.

PROOF. Since each discrete set is contained in a Lindel6f subspace, it
follows that e(X) = w and since X is perfect and s(X) < e(X)y(X) (see [9,
2.30]) that s(X) = w. That |X| < ¢ now follows from the previously cited
Hajnal-Juhész inequality |X| < 250¢(X) O

COROLLARY 2.9. In an almost discretely Lindelof perfect space, all dis-
crete sets are w-dominated.

The next lemma has a proof similar to that of [9, 2.30]

LEMMA 2.10. If a space is perfect then all its closed and discrete sub-
sets are w-dominated (respectively, Lindeldf dominated) if and only if all its
discrete subsets are w-dominated (respectively, Lindeldf dominated).

Acta Mathematica Hungarica



LINDELOF DOMINATION VERSUS w-DOMINATION

PROOF. Suppose that X has the property in the hypothesis and let D
be a discrete subset of X. For each d € D, let U be an open set such that
UisN D ={d}. The open set W =|J{Uy:d € D} is an F, set and hence
there is a countable family of closed sets D,, so that W = J{D,, : n € w}.
Each of the sets D N D, is then a closed discrete subset of X and hence
there is a countable set A,, (respectively, a Lindel6f subspace A,,) such that
D,, C cl(4,). It follows that A = J{A, : n € w} is a countable subset (re-
spectively, a Lindel6f subspace) of X and D C cl(4). O

It was shown in [15, Proposition 2.6] that if X is perfect and all closed
discrete subsets are w-dominated, then X has countable cellularity; the fol-
lowing result generalizes this.

THEOREM 2.11. A perfect space in which all closed discrete sets (or
equivalently, all discrete sets) are Lindeldf dominated has countable cellular-
1ty.

PROOF. Suppose that the space X satisfies the hypothesis of the the-
orem but ¢(X) > wy. There is some cellular family {U, : @ < w;} of non-
empty open sets and for each o < w; we may pick z, € U,. Since | J{U, :
a €w} is an Fy-set, there is a family {F), :n € w} of closed sets such
that (J{Us:a € w1} =J{F, : n € w} and hence there is m € w such that
J ={a €w; x4 € Fy} is uncountable; clearly A = {z, : o € J} is a closed
and discrete subset of X. There is some Lindelof subspace L C X such that
ACcl(L) and so LNU, # () and we may pick I, € LNU, for each « € J.
The uncountable set {l, : @ € J} C L is discrete and the family of open sets
{Uq : o € J} witnesses this. Again since (J{U, : o € J} is an F,-set, as pre-
viously, we may find an uncountable subset K C J such that {l, : o € K}
is closed and discrete, which contradicts the fact that L is Lindelof. [

Clearly, if all discrete subsets of a space are w-dominated, then they are
also Lindel6f dominated, and the inverse implication was proved in the class
of semi-stratifiable spaces in [15]. Recall that if X is a Tychonoff space, a
point p € X \ X is a remote point of X if it is not in the closure of any
nowhere dense subset of X. It was shown in [5] that any non-pseudocompact
space with countable cellularity and m-weight at most w; has a remote point.
We now give a ZFC example of a perfect regular space in which all discrete
subsets are Lindel6f dominated but not all are w-dominated.

EXAMPLE 2.12. There is a perfect regular space in which all discrete
subsets are Lindelof dominated but in which there is a closed and discrete
subset which is not w-dominated.

PROOF. Let £ be the space constructed in [12], that is, £ is a heredi-
tarily Lindel6f non-separable Tychonoff space and we may assume that no
non-empty open subset of L is separable; furthermore, mw(£) < w(L) =
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d(L) = w;. Let M be an almost disjoint family on w of cardinality w; and
denote by X the set (£ x w) U M. Since L is not pseudocompact and has
countable cellularity, it follows from [5, Theorem 2.4] that £ has a remote
point p and let F be the open filter which is the the trace of the neigh-
bourhood system of p in 5L on L. For future reference, we note that the
regularity of 5L implies that F has a base of regular closed sets.

Then for each nowhere dense subset A C £, and hence for each separable
subset S C L, there is F € F such that SNF =ANF =(. We define a
topology on X as follows:

(i) £ x w has the product topology,

(ii) A basic neighbourhood of a point M € M is any set of the form

{M}UU{F(n)x{n}:F(n)GfandnGM\T},

where T' C w is finite.

Since the dense subspace £ X w is hereditarily Lindelof, it is clear that
all discrete subsets of X are Lindel6f dominated. To show that the discrete
subset M is not w-dominated, it suffices to note that if C' C X is separable,
then for each n € w, C' N (L x {n}) is nowhere dense in £ x {n} and hence
for each n € w, there are sets G(n) € F such that (G(n) x {n})NC =0 for
each n € w; thus no point of M lies in the closure of a countable subset of
L x w. It is easy to see that every point of X has a local base of closed neigh-
bourhoods and hence X is regular. Thus it only remains to show that X is
perfect. To this end, let C be a closed subset of X and let Cr = C N (£ x w)
and Cop = CNM; C, is a closed subspace of £ x w and Cp is closed in X.
Since £ X w is perfectly normal, C, is a Gg-set in £ X w and hence in X.
Furthermore, since Co = ({{U{L x {n} :n >k} UCo : k € w} it follows that
Co is a Gg-set in X; as a consequence, C'is a Gg in X. [

Recall that a @)-set is an uncountable subset of the real line in which
every subset is a GGg. The space described in Example 2.12 is not necessar-
ily normal; however the following modification provides a perfectly normal
example assuming there exists a Q-set (whose existence is a consequence of
MA+-CH).

EXAMPLE 2.13. Assuming that there exists a QQ-set, there is a perfectly
normal space in which all discrete subsets are Lindel6f dominated but in
which there is a closed and discrete subset which is not w-dominated.

PROOF. Suppose that M is the almost disjoint family on w which cor-
responds to an wi-Cantor tree K — which, assuming the existence of a Q-
set is a normal space (see [13, IV(5)]). The notation and the topology of
X = (£ x w)UM are as described in Example 2.12. It remains only to show
that X is normal. To this end, suppose that C, D are disjoint closed subsets
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of X. It is easy to see that there are essentially only three distinct cases to
consider:

(1) C,D C L X w, or

(2) C,D C M, or

(3)CCLxwand DC M.

Case (1). That C' and D can be separated follows from the fact that
L x w is perfectly normal and open in X.

Case (2). Consider C' and D as disjoint subsets of the w’th level of the
tree K. By normality of K there are disjoint subsets I and J of w such that
IUC and JUD areopenin K. Then U =CU (L xI)and V =DU (L x J)
are disjoint open neighbourhoods of C' and D respectively.

Case (3). It suffices to consider the case D = M. For each M € M there
is a neighbourhood U of M which misses C', and hence for some finite set
Ty € M and for each n € M \ Ty thereis Fyyp, € F such that (Fa, X {n})
NC = (). Since F has a base of regular closed sets, for each M € M and each
n € M \ Tyr; there is a regular closed set Gz, € F such that Gar, € Fiar .
Thus for each n € (J{ M\ Ty : M € M}, we have found a regular closed
set, which we denote by G, such that G,, € F and (G, x {n})NC = (. Let

V=Mu|J{Gnx{n}:neU{M\Ty: MeM}}

Then V is a closed neighbourhood of M which misses C' and we are done.
O

QUESTION 2.14. Is there a ZFC example of a perfectly normal space in
which all discrete subsets are Lindeldf dominated, but not all discrete subsets
are w-dominated?

With regard to this question, we note that in [2] and [3], Z. Balogh has
constructed in ZFC regular spaces in which every subset is a G, the space
of [3] being perfectly normal and that of [2] having cardinality ¢, but which
are not o-discrete. However, we do not know if these spaces can be used to
construct a space with the properties of Example 2.13.

Clearly, discrete subsets of a space X are dominated by separable Lin-
delof subspaces if and only if discrete subsets are w-dominated. A stronger
condition is the following: A discrete subset of a topological space X will
be said to be L,-embedded if it is contained in a separable Lindel6f space.
Obviously, if discrete subsets of a space X are L,-embedded, then they are
w-dominated and the space X is almost discretely Lindelof.

PROPOSITION 2.15. A space is almost discretely Lindelof and has all of
its discrete subspaces w-dominated if and only if all discrete subspaces are
L., -embedded.

PRroOOF. The sufficiency is trivial. To prove necessity, suppose that D
is a discrete subset of an almost discretely Lindelof space X which has the
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property that all its discrete subsets are w-dominated. Then there is some
Lindelo6f subspace L which contains D and some countable set C' such that
D Cclx(C). It follows that clx (C) D clx(D) 2 clr(D) . But clg(D) is Lin-
del6f and so C' U clp (D) is both separable and Lindel6f and contains D. O

PRrRoOPOSITION 2.16. If all discrete subsets of X are L, -embedded and

f: X =Y is a continuous surjection, then all discrete subsets of Y are
L,,-embedded.

PROOF. Suppose that D is a discrete subset of a space Y'; clearly there
is some discrete subset C' C X such that f[C] = D and so there is a sepa-

rable Lindel6f subspace A C X such that A D C. Then f[A4] is a separable
Lindel6f subspace of Y which contains D. [

[1, Proposition 3.11(a)] states that w-domination of discrete sets is a
property which is inherited by open subspaces. However, neither an open
nor a closed subset of a space in which all discrete sets are L, -embedded,
need have this property; the one point compactification of an Isbell-Mrowka
W-space is one such example. This same example shows that part (d) of the
above-mentioned theorem does not hold either. Nor is the property of having
discrete sets L,-embedded productive; the Sorgenfrey line is the requisite
example here.

As mentioned previously, it follows from [1, Proposition 3.12] that if X
is regular and its discrete subsets are w-dominated, then s(X) < hl(X) <.
The following question then arises: If discrete subsets of X are L,-embed-
ded, is it true that hl(X) < ¢ and hence s(X) < ¢?

To give a partial answer to this question, we need the following lemma
which may be of interest in its own right.

LEMMA 2.17. If X is a separable Lindelof Ts-space, then nw(X) < c.

PROOF. Suppose that D is a countable dense subset of X; we shall
show that the set A of all countable intersections of elements of the set
{cl(UND):U € 7} is a network for X, thus proving the result, since |P(D))|
< ¢. Fix x € X; since X is Hausdorff,

{x}:ﬂ{cl(U):aeUGT}:ﬂ{cl(UﬂD):xEUGT},

and so Y.(x, X) < ¢. Suppose that {z} = ({cl(U,) : @ < K}, where z € U,
€7 and k <c. If V is an open neighbourhood of X; then N{cl(U,) \ V :
a €k} =0 and since X is Lindelof, there is a countable subset I C &
such that N{cl(Uy) \V : @ € I} = 0. Hence x € ({cl(U,) : « € I} CV and
clearly, {cl(Uy) : €I} e N. O

THEOREM 2.18. If X is a Hausdorff space in which discrete subsets are
L,-embedded, then s(X) < c.
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PROOF. Let E be a discrete subset of X and Z a separable Lindelof
subspace of X which contains F. From the previous lemma we have that
nw(Z) < ¢ and hence s(Z) < ¢. Thus |E| < ¢ and the result follows. O

The following corollary is now an immediate consequence of the previous
theorem and Theorem 2.7.

COROLLARY 2.19. If X is a Hausdorff space in which discrete subsets
are L,,-embedded, then (X)) < c.

We end with some open problems.

QUESTION 2.20. If discrete subsets of a Hausdorff space X are L,,-embed-
ded, is it true that d(X) < c¢?

QUESTION 2.21. If discrete subsets of a Hausdorff space X are L, -embed-
ded, is it true that hl(X) < c?

QUESTION 2.22. If discrete subsets of a Hausdorff (respectively, reqular)
space X are Ly-embedded, is it true that nw(X) < ¢?

QUESTION 2.23. If discrete subsets of a Hausdorff (respectively, reqular)
space X are L,-embedded, is it true that w(X) < c¢?

Of course, there are separable compact Hausdorff spaces of size 2¢, (for
example fw), but any such space must have weight at most .

Acknowledgement. We thank the referee for a number of comments
which improved the paper.
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