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SEPARATION AXIOMS AND COVERING DIMENSION OF
ASYMMETRIC NORMED SPACES

VICTOR DONJUAN AND NATALIA JONARD-PEREZ

ABSTRACT. It is well known that every asymmetric normed space is a Ty
paratopological group. Since all T; axioms (i = 0,1,2,3) are pairwise non-
equivalent in the class of paratopological groups, it is natural to ask if some
of these axioms are equivalent in the class of asymmetric normed spaces. In
this paper, we will consider this question. We will also show some topologi-
cal properties of asymmetric normed spaces that are closely related with the
axioms T7 and Th (among others). In particular, we will make a remark on
[16l, Theorem 13], which states that every 77 asymmetric normed space with
compact closed unit ball must be finite-dimensional (as a vector space). We
will show that when the asymmetric normed space is finite-dimensional, the
topological structure and the covering dimension of the space can be described
in terms of certain algebraic properties. In particular, we will characterize the
covering dimension of every finite-dimensional asymmetric normed space.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a real linear space and RT be the set of nonnegative real numbers.
An asymmetric norm q on X is a function ¢ : X — RT satisfying the following
conditions

(1) g(ax) = aq(z),

(2) q(z +y) < q(x) +q(y),

(3) q(z) = ¢(—z) = 0 implies = = 0,
for every x,y € X and a € RT. The pair (X, q) is called an asymmetric normed
space.

Any asymmetric norm induces an asymmetric topology on X that is generated
by the asymmetric open balls B,(z,e) = {y € X | ¢(y — z) < e}. This topology is
always a Ty topology on X for which the vector sum on X is continuous. There-
fore, if (X,q) is an asymmetric normed space, then (X,+) is a group such that
the addition function is continuous. Such groups are called paratopological groups.
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However, in general this topology is not Hausdorff and the map x — —x is not
always continuous, thus (X, ¢) fails to be a topological group.

Let us remember that a topological group is a group endowed with a topology
such that the operation and the inverse functions are continuous. It is known that
every Ty topological group is completely regular (see, e.g., [I4, Chapter II, Theorem
8.4]). Since every topological vector space is a topological group, we also have that
every Ty topological vector space is completely regular (|21, Theorem 2.2.14]). In
the case of paratopological groups, the separation axioms 7T; (i = 0,1,2,3) are
pairwise non-equivalent. However, some non trivial implications may occur. For
example, T. Banakh and A. Ravsky proved in [5] that each T3 paratopological group
is T3%'

In the case of asymmetric normed spaces, some equivalences between separa-
tion axioms can occur too. Indeed, if (X, q) is a T} finite-dimensional asymmetric
normed space then it is a normable space (and therefore it is also 7). This is a
strong result, proved in [16, Corollary 11], that we will use often.

Recall that ¢° : X — RT denotes the norm defined through the formula

¢*(z) = max{q(z), q(—z)}

(see Section §2 for more details about ¢*).

Proposition 1.1. Let (X, q) be a finite-dimensional asymmetric normed space sat-
isfying the axiom Ty. Then the norm ¢° induces the same topology on X than that
induced by q. In this case we say that the asymmetric normed space (X,q) is
normable by q°.

Another interesting result related to the axiom T; was stated in [I6, Theorem
13]:

Theorem 1.2. The closed unit ball B4[0,1] of a T asymmetric normed space (X, q)
is g-compact if and only if X is a finite-dimensional linear space.

However, we noticed that there is a gap in the ‘only if’ part of the proof of
this theorem. Indeed, the author of [I6] used Proposition [[I] to prove the ‘only
if” part of Theorem But that can only be done provided that the space X is
finite-dimensional, which is actually what he wanted to conclude.

Nonetheless, Theorem [[2still holds and we will give a correct proof in Section §3
(CorollaryB.3]). In the same section, we explore other topological properties related
to the axiom 77, such as the topology of some quotient spaces.

Axiom Ty was explored in [I5]. In that paper, the authors characterized when
an asymmetric normed space is Hausdorff in terms of the seminorm || - ||, defined in
equation ([2.1]) in Section 2 (see Proposition[ZT]). In the same paper, the authors also
characterized when an asymmetric normed space is homeomorphic to the product
of a Hausdorff space times the kernel of the seminorm defined in (21). Inspired
by this result, in Section §4 we show that a similar decomposition can always be
given. In particular, we will show that if (X, ¢) is a finite-dimensional right bounded
asymmetric normed space, then X is homeomorphic to the product of a Euclidean
space times the linear span of the kernel of ¢ (see Corollary [4.8]).

Among all the literature about asymmetric normed spaces, finite-dimensional
ones are a good source of results, examples and counterexamples. Here, finite-
dimensional means that the space is a finite-dimensional vector space. Namely it
has a finite linearly independent spanning set. If X is a topological vector space, the
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algebraic dimension coincides with its topological dimension (covering dimension).
However, in the non symmetric case this is no longer true. In Section §5, we
investigate the topological dimension of several asymmetric normed spaces. The
main result of this section characterizes the covering dimension of every finite-
dimensional asymmetric normed space (see Theorem [B.9]). As a corollary of this,
we get that the algebraic and covering dimension of a finite-dimensional asymmetric
normed space coincide if and only if the space is T;. In other cases, the covering
dimension is 0 (and therefore the space satisfies the Ty axiom) or oo (depending on
whether the kernel of ¢ spans the whole space or not).

Finally, in Section §6 we investigate what other separation axioms are satisfied
by the asymmetric normed spaces and we show some counterexamples. Particularly
we prove that every asymmetric space (X, ¢) with B0, 1] ¢-closed satisfying the
axiom T3 is completely regular.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Given an asymmetric normed space (X, ¢q), and € > 0, let

By(z,e) ={y e X : q(y — z) < €},
Bylz,el ={y € X : q(y — =) < €}.

We call By(x,€) and By[z, €] the open ball and the closed ball centered at x of radius
€, respectively. We endow (X, q) with the topology generated by all open balls
By(z,€) (x € X,e > 0). With this topology, the sum function X x X — X given
by (x,y) — z + y is continuous, but the inverse function X — X given by z — —zx
is not always continuous. The multiplication by a fixed positive number, as well as
the translations are homeomorphisms (hence, these spaces are homogeneous).

Let ¢~ : X — R™ be defined by ¢~ (x) = ¢(—z). Then ¢~ is also an asymmetric
norm on X. If for every z € X we define

¢°(x) := max{q(x),q" (x)} = max{q(x), ¢(=2)},

then ¢® : X — RT is a norm on X and (X, ¢%) is the normed space associated with
the asymmetric normed space (X, q).

In certain cases, we will need to use the topology generated by the norm ¢, i.e.,
the topology determined by the sets

Bys(r,e) ={ye X : ¢°(y — ) < ¢}

with x € X and € > 0. For this reason, in order to avoid any confusion, it is
important to distinguish between both topologies at the moment of dealing with
them. Therefore, we will say that a set A C X is g-compact (g°-compact) if it is
compact in the topology generated by ¢ (¢°). We will similarly define the notion of
g-open, g-closed, g-continuous (¢*-open, ¢*-closed, ¢°-continuous), etc.
It is easy to check that (X, ¢q) is a first-countable space such that the sequence
(xy,) converges to x € X if and only if
lim ¢(z, —z)=0.
n—oo
Since ¢(x) < ¢°(z) for every z € X, if a sequence (z,,) converges to x in the
normed space (X, ¢°) then the same holds in (X, ¢). Also,

Bys(x,€) = By(x,€) N By (, €).
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This implies that the topology of (X, ¢®) is finer than both topologies induced by
q and ¢!, respectively. Additionally, the asymmetric norm ¢ : (X,¢%) — R is
always continuous, and therefore the closed balls By[x, €] are ¢°-closed. However,
in general the closed balls are not g-closed (see Proposition 2.4)).

For every asymmetric normed space (X, ¢), let us consider the map |- || : X —
R* defined by
(2.1) =], = inf{q(y) +q(y —x) 1y € X}.

It was proved in [15] that |[z||, is the greatest (symmetric) seminorm on X such
that ||lz[|, < g(z) for every x € X. There, the following result was stated.

Proposition 2.1. For any asymmetric normed space (X, q) we have:
(1) X is Th if and only if g(x) > 0 for every x € X \ {0}.
(2) X is T» if and only if ||z[|, > O for every x € X \ {0}.
For any asymmetric normed space (X, q), we consider the sets
6, = {v€ X qz) = 0},
ker[|-|, = {z € X : [|z]|, = 0}

It is easy to see that 6, is a convex cone (i.e., it is closed under sums and positive
scalar multiplication), and ker ||-| o 18 a linear subspace of X. Thus from Proposition
2 we get that

(A1) 0, = {0} if and only if X is T7.

(A2) ker|-[|, = {0} if and only if X is Tb.

There is some disagreement in the mathematical literature about the definition
of the separation axioms T3, T} 1 and Ty. To avoid any confusion we will follow
[14] (see also [23]). Namely, a regular space will be a space satisfying the axioms
Ty and T3. Analogously by a completely reqular (normal) space we mean a space
satisfying the axioms 77 and T4 1 (Ty and Ty, respectively). It’s worth noting that
those definitions may not be the most commonly used (see, for example [12]).

It is widely known that any topological space satisfying the axioms T35 and Ty is

a Hausdorff space (hence, regular). For the sake of completeness we include a short
proof of this statement.

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a topological space satisfying the azioms T3 and Ty.
Then X is Ts.

Proof. Let z,y € X with x # y. Since X is Ty, without loss of generality there
exists an open set U such that z € U and y ¢ U. Using the fact that X is T3, we
can find two disjoint open sets, V and W such that z € V and X \ U C W. Since
y € X\ U, we can conclude that V and W separate = and y. (I

Since every asymmetric normed space is Ty, from Proposition we directly
infer the following.

Corollary 2.3. Every T3 asymmetric normed space is Hausdorff.

On an asymmetric normed space, there is a simple condition which implies the
separation axiom Tj.

Proposition 2.4. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space. If the closed ball
B,[0,1] is a g-closed set in X, then X is T3.
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Proof. If B,4[0,1] is g-closed, it is easy to see that all closed balls are g-closed too.
Let x € X and € > 0. Then clearly

x € By(z,€/2) C By(w,€¢/2) € By[r,e/2] C By(,¢).
Since By(z, €) was an arbitrary open basic neighborhood of z, this shows that X is
Ts. O

The following lemma will be used several times. The reader can find its proof in
[18, Lemma 3.6].

Lemma 2.5. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space and let x,y € X. If an
open ball By(z,€) contains the ray {tx +y:t > 0} then x € 6,.

From Lemma 2.5 we get that if the space is T1, then the open (and closed) balls
do not contain non-trivial rays.
The statements of the following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 2.6. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space.
(1) Let x1,...,zp € 04 with x, #0. Then x1 + ...+ x, #0.
(2) For every x,y € X, we have that ¢(x +y) > q(x) — q¢(—y).

Proof. Suppose that 1 +... +x, =0, s0 1 + ... + ©,_1 = —x,. Therefore
—x, € 64, because 0, is closed under addition. From this we conclude that ¢(z,) =
q(—z,) = 0, contradicting the hypothesis x,, # 0.
Now, let z,y € X. By the triangular inequality,
q(z) = qlz +y —y) < q(z +y) +a(~y).
It follows then that q(z) — ¢(—y) < q(z + y). O

Given a vector space X and M C X, we will denote by (M) the linear span of
M.

3. Tl SEPARATION AXIOM AND QUOTIENT OF ASYMMETRIC NORMED SPACES
As a consequence of Proposition [[LT, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space and let Y = (8,), the
subspace spanned by 0,. If Z is a subspace such that Y NZ = {0}, then the following
statements hold:

(1) Z is Tl.

(2) If Z is a finite-dimensional linear space then Z is normable by ¢°.

Proof. (1) Since Y N Z = {0}, then ¢(z) > 0 for every z € Z \ {0}. By Proposition
21 (Z,q) is Ty. If Z is finite-dimensional, (2) follows directly from Proposition
L1 O

We say that two asymmetric norms ¢ and p on X are equivalent if there exist
two numbers M, N > 0 such that for every = € X,

Mp(x) < g(z) < Np(x).
It follows that p and ¢ are equivalent if and only if there are M, N > 0 such that
B,(0,M) C B,(0,1) C B,(0, N).

Also, if ¢ and p are equivalent then (X, q) and (X, p) have the same topology.
Since we always have Bgs (0,1) C By(0, 1), then in order for ¢ and ¢° to be equivalent



6 VICTOR DONJUAN AND NATALIA JONARD-PEREZ

it suffices that B,(0, 1) is a ¢g°-bounded set. Clearly, these equivalences remain true
if we use closed balls instead of open balls.

Lemma 3.2. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space. If B4(0,1) (or B,[0,1])
is a q°-bounded set then q and q° are equivalent. In particular (X, q) is normable

by q°.
Now we prove the ‘only if’ part of Theorem

Corollary 3.3. Let (X,q) be a Tv asymmetric normed space. If By[0,1] is g-
compact then

(1) B4[0,1] is ¢°-bounded,

(2) X is normable by ¢° and

(3) X is finite-dimensional.

Proof. Let us suppose that B,[0,1] is a g-compact set in the space (X,¢q). Then
the sphere
S4 = Bal0, 1]\ By(0,1) = {w € X : g(x) = 1}

is g-closed in B4[0,1] (with respect to the subspace topology on By[0,1]). Since
B,[0, 1] is g-compact, we conclude that S, is also g-compact in B, [0, 1], and therefore
Sy is g-compact in the whole space X.

First, we will prove (1). Otherwise, if B,[0,1] is not ¢°-bounded, there exists a
sequence (z,,) € B,[0, 1] such that

lim ¢°(z,) = oc.
n—00

Since q(z,) < 1, we can assume that ¢(x,) < ¢°(z,) and therefore ¢°(z,,) = q(—zy)
for all n € N. For each n € N consider the point
In

q(=an)

Since q(yn) = q(—zn) " 1q(zn) < 1, we have that (y,) C By[0,1]. Thus, by the
compactness of By[0,1] we can assume that the sequence (y,) converges to some
y € B,[0,1]. Furthermore, ¢(—y»,) = 1 and then (—y,) C S;. Since Sy is g-compact,
we can suppose without loss of generality that (—y,,) converges to some point z € Sy
(in particular z # 0). By the continuity of the sum function, the trivial sequence
(yn + (—yn)) converges to y + z. Hence y + z € mq = {0} because X is Ti, so
y = —z # 0. This shows that (—y,) converges to —y, and then

Yn =

lim ¢*(y, —y) = Jim. max{q(yn —¥),q(=yn +y)} = 0.

n—oo

This means that (y,) converges to y in the normed space (X, ¢®). Now, let ¢
be any nonnegative real number. Pick n € N large enough such that ¢/q(—z,) <
1. Then, since xz, € By[0,1] we get that ¢(ty,) < 1, thus ty, € B4[0,1]. So
ty € Bgy[0,1] because By[0,1] is ¢°-closed. By Lemma we must have y = 0, a
contradiction. We conclude that Bg[0, 1] must be a ¢°-bounded set.

By Lemma [3.2] the spaces (X, ¢) and (X, ¢°) have the same topology and there-
fore (2) holds. Finally, since the topology generated by ¢° coincides with the one
generated by ¢, we thus have that the g®-closed set Bg=[0, 1] is also g-closed. Then
By:[0,1] is a g-closed subset of the g-compact set B,[0,1] and therefore it is also
g-compact. This shows that X is a locally compact normed space and so it must
be finite-dimensional. O
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Remark 3.4. Statement (3) can also be deduced from [9], Proposition 2.4.14], where
the result is proved for asymmetric locally convex spaces.

Remark 3.5. Statement (1) in Corollary[3.3 does not hold without the separation
aziom Ty1. Indeed, consider the asymmetric normed space (R, q) where q(z) = x™
for every x € R. In this case ¢°(x) = |z| and the unit ball B,[0,1] = (—oc0,1] is g
compact but not ¢° bounded.

3.1. Quotient subspaces. Let (X, q) be an asymmetric normed space. If YV is
a linear subspace of X, let us remember that the linear space X/Y of all cosets
x +Y is called the quotient space of X by Y. The asymmetric norm ¢ induces the
function wy : X/Y — R™ given by

wy(x+Y)=inf{g(x+y):yeY}.

Although wy is nonnegative, positively homogeneous and satisfies the triangular
inequality, it might not be an asymmetric norm. Rather, it is an asymmetric
seminorm (see [9, Chapter 1] for more information about asymmetric seminorms).
We endow X/Y with the topology induced by the asymmetric seminorm wy, in
the same way we do for asymmetric norms.

If ¢ is a (symmetric) norm in X, then wy is the usual quotient seminorm for
linear subspaces. In this case, the topology generated by wy coincides with the
quotient topology induced by the canonical map m# : X — X/Y (see e.g. [1l
Chapter III, Theorem 4.2]).

In the asymmetric case, the same situation holds. Indeed, it is not difficult to
prove that m(By(zo,€)) = Buy (o + Y,e) and therefore the map = : (X,q) —
(X/Y,wy) is a continuous, open and onto map (hence, it is an identification) (see
also [T, Proposition 3.1]).

If X is a normed space, it is well known that wy is a norm on X/Y if and only if
Y is closed. In [24] Proposition 8] it is proved that if Y is a g-closed linear subspace
of the asymmetric normed space (X, q), then wy defines an asymmetric norm on
X/Y. This condition is not necessary, as we can see in [I, Proposition 3.2], where
the authors proved that wy is an asymmetric norm on X/Y if Y is a (¢, ¢~ *)-closed
subset (i.e., if y,—y € Y then y € Y).

On the other hand, the g-closedness of Y characterizes the 77 axiom on the
quotient space This was proved in [I, Proposition 3.3] and we enounce it in the
following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space and Y be a linear
subspace of X. Then the quotient X/Y is Ty if and only if Y is g-closed.

Proposition 3.7. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space and Y be a linear

subspace of X. If XY is Ty then (8,) C Y, where (8,) denotes the linear subspace

of X spanned by 04, and (04) its q-closure.

Proof. Suppose that X/Y is T} and take x € 64, i.e., ¢(x) = 0. Then wy (z+Y) =0,
which implies z € Y. Hence (§,) C Y. Since Y is g-closed by Proposition B.6, we

get that () C Y. O

To finish this section, we will make a final remark regarding 77 and T» asymmetric
normed spaces. By Propositions and 37, if Y is a g-closed linear subspace of
an asymmetric normed space (X, ¢), then Y contains (6,). However, as we will

show in Example [£.6] (f,) might not be a linear subspace. Let Yy be defined as the
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smallest g-closed subspace of X containing 8,. Therefore, X/Yj is a T} space and
Yy is the smallest subspace such that the quotient is 77.

On the other hand, in [I5] it was proved that X/ker|[|, is a T> space (in
particular, Yy C ker [|-||,). Let us show that ker |||, is the smallest subspace such
that the quotient is T5.

Proposition 3.8. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space and Y be a linear
subspace of X. If X/Y is Ty then ker ||Hq cY.

Proof. Let us show that the corresponding seminorm |-|,, ~satisfies the following
inequality
|z + Y|, <lzl,, forallze X.
By definition,
|z +Yl,, =inf{wy(vo -2 +Y) +wy(zo +Y): 20 € X}.

Since wy (rg —z +Y) < g(xo — x) and wy (zg +Y) < q(zo) for all g € X, we
obtain
|z + YHwY < inf{q(zo — ) + q(xo) : x0 € X} = ||x||q .
This proves the inequality. Therefore, if 2 € ker ||-[|, then ||z + Y|, = 0. Since
X/Y isTy, thenz+Y =Y, hence z € Y. O

4. PRODUCT STRUCTURE OF ASYMMETRIC NORMED SPACES

In the case of a normed space, say X, if Y is a closed linear subspace and
X/Y is finite-dimensional, then X is homeomorphic to Y x Z, for any subspace Z
complementary to Y (see [6, Chapter III]). We will show that the same result holds
in asymmetric normed spaces. With this, we can give a natural decomposition of
the so called right-bounded asymmetric normed spaces.

In [15] Theorem 14], the authors proved that any asymmetric normed space
(X, q) is linearly homeomorphic to ker |[-[|, x (X/ker ||-|[,) if and only if ker [|-[|,, is
complemented. Inspired by the proof of this theorem, we will show that in fact X
is linearly homeomorphic to Y x (X/Y") (with a certain condition) if and only if Y’
is complemented. Let us recall some definitions.

Definition 4.1. Let X be a linear space and 'Y be a linear subspace of X .

(1) A projection of the subspace Y is a linear function Q : X — Y such that
Q(y) =y for everyy €Y.

(2) If Z is a subspace of X, we say that Z is an algebraic complement of Y if
X=Y®Z. Namely, YNZ={0}and X =Y + Z.

(3) If (X, q) is an asymmetric normed space, the subspace Y is called topologically
complemented if there exists a projection @ : X — Y such that Q and I —Q are
continuous functions in (X, q), where I : X — X is the identityl. The subspace
Z =1Im(I — Q) will be called a topological complement of Y.

It is well-known that if @ : X — Y is a projection then X = Im Q @ ker Q) (see
for instance [13] or [11]).

On the other hand, it was proved in [I5, Lemma 10] that a linear function between
asymmetric normed spaces, say f : (X,q) = (X1,p), is continuous if and only if

1Unlike the normed case, in asymmetrically normed spaces the continuity of Q does not nec-
essarily imply the continuity of I — Q.
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there exists K > 0 such that p(f(z)) < Kq(x) for all z € X. Hence, a subspace Y’
of (X, q) is complemented if and only if there exist a projection @ : X — Y and
K > 0 such that for every z € X,

max{¢(Q(z)),q(z — Q(z))} < Kq(x).

In what follows, if (X,q) and (Y,p) are asymmetric normed spaces, we will
assume that the product X x Y is endowed with the asymmetric norm

¢ (z,y) = max{q(z),p(y)}-
It is easily seen that ¢* induces the product topology on X x Y.

Theorem 4.2. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space and Y and Z linear
subspaces of X such that X =Y & Z, with Py the projection of X onto Y along
Z. Define the maps ¢ : Y X Z = X and ¢ : X)Y — Z given by ¢(y,z) =y + 2
and Y(x +Y) = (I — Py)(z). Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) Py and I — Py are continuous.
(2) ¢ is a homeomorphism.

In this case ¥ : XY — Z is a homeomorphism as well.

Proof. Let us suppose that (1) is true. Clearly ¢ is a linear isomorphism whose
inverse is given by ¢~ '(x) = (Py(x),(I — Py)(x)). Since Py and I — Py are
continuous then ¢! is continuous too. On the other hand, for (y,z) € Y x Z we
have
a(9(y, 2)) = q(y + 2) < q(y) +q(2) < 2¢"(y, 2),
and hence ¢ is continuous.
Suppose now that (2) is true. Since ¢! is continuous there exists C' > 0 such
that
¢ (Py (@), (I - Py)(@)) = ¢ (6~} (@) < Caa).
This proves that both Py and I — Py are continuous, and since Z = Im(I — Py)
then Z is a topological complement of Y.
Finally, let us show that in this case 1 is a homeomorphism as well. The inverse
function of 1 is given by ¥~!(z) = 2 + Y. For any 2 + Y € X/Y we have

wy (2 +Y) =inf{g(z +y) :y €Y} <q(z + Pr(—2)) = q(¥(2 +Y)),

hence ~! is continuous.
The continuity of ¢ follows from [I2, Proposition 2.4.2]. O

As we mentioned earlier, it is well known that in (symmetric) normed spaces,
X admits a decomposition of the form Y x Z if X/Y is finite-dimensional and
Y is closed. We will show that such decomposition holds in asymmetric normed
spaces too. According to Theorem [£.2] it is enough to prove that Y is topologically
complemented.

Proposition 4.3. Let (X, q) be an asymmetric normed space and Y be a q-closed
subspace of X. If X =Y @ Z and Z is finite-dimensional, then (Z,q) is linearly
homeomorphic to X/Y and Y and Z are (topologically)-complementary to each
other.

Proof. Let @ : X — Y be the projection onto Y along Z. Since ¢ : X/Y — Z given
by ¥(z+Y) = (I —Q)(x) is a linear isomorphism, X /Y is finite-dimensional too.
Moreover, since Y is g-closed, then by Proposition X/Y is a T1 asymmetric
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normed space. By Theorem [[T] X/Y is normable. This implies that the map
between normed spaces —¢ : X/Y — (Z,¢*) is continuous and therefore it remains
continuous when Z has the weaker topology inherited by gq.

If 7: X — X/Y is the quotient map, then for every z € X,

—(n(z)) = —Y(z+Y) = Qx) — .
Hence Q@ = I+ (—¢) om and I — @ = 9 o 7 are continuous projections, so Y is
topologically complemented (and so is Z). Finally, Theorem 2] implies that (Z, q)
is linearly homeomorphic to X/Y. ([

If X is a normed space, and @ : X — Y is a continuous projection, then we
always have that ¥ = ker(I — Q) and Z = ker @ are necessarily closed linear
subspaces. This situation changes in the case of asymmetric normed spaces, as we
can see in the following example.

Example 4.4. Let X = R? and consider the asymmetric norm q(z,y) = max{z™, |y|}.
It is easy to see that Y = {(x,y) : y = 0} is q-closed. Since Z = {(z,y) : x = 0}

is finite-dimensional and X =Y @ Z, then, by Proposition[{.3, Y and Z are topo-
logically complemented to each other. However, Z is not q-closed because any point
(z,y) with > 0 is in the g-closure of Z.

Despite this situation, the subspace Z may have nice properties, as we can see
in the following.

Corollary 4.5. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space, and Y be a g-closed
subspace of X. If X =Y & Z and Z is finite-dimensional, then X is linearly
homeomorphic to Y x Z and Z is a Ty subspace of (X, q).

Proof. By Proposition 43| Y is complemented and Z is linearly homeomorphic to
X/Y. By Theorem 2] X is linearly homeomorphic to Y x Z. The space X/Y is
T, because Y is g-closed, by Proposition [3.6l Hence Z is T3. O

Remember that by Proposition B7 any g-closed subspace must contain (8,).

Hence, if Y = (,) is a linear subspace of (X, ¢), then it is the smallest subspace

for which the decomposition in Corollary 4.5l holds. However, it turns out that (6,)
might not be a linear subspace of X. Besides, even if it is a subspace, it could

happen that X = (¢,) and then such decomposition would be trivial. We illustrate
these situations with the following example.

Example 4.6. (1) Let X = R?. In [10, Example 2.7], an asymmetric norm q was

defined by

q(z,y) = % (—y + Vdr? + yz) :
This asymmetric norm satisfies

By(0,1) = {(z,y) : y > 2* — 1},

and 0, = {(0,y) : y > 0}. Thus (0,) = {(0,y) : y € R}. The q-closure (8,) is the
whole space R?, because all nonempty q-open sets intersect 0.

(2) Consider X and q given as in (1), and let p: X — RT defined by p(z,y) =
max{|z|,y~ }, where y~ = max{—y,0}. Let r: X — R* be

r(z.y) = {p(w,y) z<0

q(z,y) >0
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Then r is an asymmetric norm on X and we have (0,) = {(0,y) : y € R}, while its
r-closure is {(z,y) : ® < 0} which is not a linear subspace of X.

To finish this section, we will show that there is a class of asymmetric normed
spaces such that (6,) = (6,). Therefore, in this case the g-closure of (6,) is indeed
a linear subspace of X.

In [16, Definition 16], the class of right-bounded asymmetric normed spaces was
defined. An asymmetric normed space (X, q) is called right-bounded if there exists
r > 0 such that

B,(0,1) C By=(0,7) + 0.

Proposition 4.7. Let (X, q) be a right-bounded asymmetric normed space with the
following two properties:
(1) (84) is ¢°-closed.
(2) There exists a norm ||-|| equivalent to q° such that (X, ||-||) is a Hilbert space.
Then (04) is a g-closed linear subspace of X.

In particular, if (X, q) is a right-bounded finite-dimensional asymmetric normed
space, then (64) is a q-closed linear subspace of X.

Proof. Let us call Y = (6,). Since Y is ¢°-closed, it is also closed in the Hilbert
space (X, ||-||). Therefore X =Y @ Y+, where Y* is the orthogonal complement
of Y (see, e.g. [20, Theorem 3.3-4]). Let N > 0 be such that

N lz]l < ¢*(x),
forallz € X. If y €Y and z € Y+, we know that
2 2 2
ly + 2017 = llyll” + ll=1"-
Hence, for any y € Y and z € Y+,

(4.1) Nzl < Ny +z| < ¢*(y + 2).

To prove that Y is g-closed, let (y,) C Y be a sequence that converges to some
2 € X. This means that ¢(y, — ) converges to zero. So, without loss of generality,
we can suppose that ¢(y, —x) < 1/n for all n € N. Since X is right-bounded, there
exists 7 > 0 such that

B,(0,1) C By« (0,7) + 6.

Therefore y, — ¢ € By=(0,7/n) + 6,. For each n € N, pick v, € 0, with the
property that y, — 2 — v, € Bg:(0,7/n). Let y € Y and z € Y+ be such that
xr =19y + 2. Then

Nzl < ¢°(yn —vn —y — 2) <7/n, for every n € N.
This implies that 2 = 0 and hence x € Y, as desired. (]
Condition (2) in Proposition [l may seem a little restrictive, however, there are
many known conditions for a norm being equivalent to a norm generated by an

inner product. See for instance [I7, Theorem 7.12.68] and [8] Theorem 3.3].
Proposition [£.7] and Corollary yield the following corollary.

Corollary 4.8. Let (X, q) be a right-bounded asymmetric normed space such that
X satisfies (1) and (2) from Proposition[[.7 If X/ (04) is finite-dimensional, then
X is linearly homeomorphic to (84) x Z, where Z is a Th subspace of (X, q), linearly
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homeomorphic to X/ (8,4). In particular Z is linearly homeomorphic to a Euclidean
space.

Since every finite-dimensional asymmetric normed space satisfies (1) and (2)
from Proposition .7 we directly conclude the following.

Corollary 4.9. If (X, q) is a right-bounded finite-dimensional asymmetric normed
space, then X is linearly homeomorphic to (04) X Z, where Z is a Euclidean subspace
of (X,q) linearly homeomorphic to X/ (6,).

The following example shows that the condition of being right-bounded is essen-
tial in Corollaries [4.8 and [£.9], even in the finite-dimensional case.

Example 4.10. In R?, consider the asymmetric norms q and p defined as in
Ezxample[{.60l We have 8, = 8,4, and since p*(z,y) = max{|z|, |y|}, it is easy to see
that

B,(0,1) = Bp=(0,1) + 6,
so (R2, p) is right-bounded. Corollary[].§ implies that (R?,p) is linearly homeomor-
phic to (8p) x R, where R has its usual topology.

On the other hand, q is not right-bounded (See [10, Example 2.7 and Proposition
2.9]) and (0,) xR = (0,) xR is homeomorphic to (R?, p), which is not homeomorphic
to (R%,q). Indeed, all open sets in (R?,q) have q-closure equal to the whole space
R?, while the p-closure of the ball B,(0,1) is the set {(z,y) : —1 < x < 1} # R2.

5. COVERING DIMENSION VS. ALGEBRAIC DIMENSION

In this section, we will find the covering dimension of some asymmetric normed
spaces. We refer the reader to [22] for more information about the theory of di-
mension. We emphasize that the definition of covering dimension that we will use
(c.f. [22]) does not require any additional condition on the topological space, such
as being Hausdorff or any other separation axiom.

The order of a family of nonempty subsets {A; : i € I} is the maximum n €
NU {0} for which there exists M C I with [M|=n+ 1 such that (),c,, A; # 0. If
there is no such n, then we say that the order of {A; : i € I} is co. The covering
dimension of a topological space X is the minimum n € N U {0} such that every
finite open cover of X has an open refinement of order not exceeding n, or is oo if
there is no such n. We will denote this number with dim X. On the other hand,
if X is a linear space then dim, X will denote the algebraic dimension, namely the
cardinality of any basis of X. As we have done before, when we say that X is
finite-dimensional we understand that dim, X < oco.

It is well known that for every finite-dimensional normed space X the covering
dimension coincides with its algebraic dimension. Furthermore, if X is an infinite-
dimensional normed space, then dim X = oo. Thus, it is natural to ask what
happens when we consider asymmetric normed spaces. As expected, in this case
the situation is rather different.

For example, if we consider on R the asymmetric norm ¢ : R™ — RT defined
by q(z1,...,7m) = max{z],..., 2z} }, then it is not difficult to show that (R, q)
has covering dimension zero. In fact, every finite open cover must have the whole
space R™ between its elements. The essential reason for this is that 8, is somehow
big, meaning (in this case) that it contains nonempty g-open sets. We generalize
this situation in the following lemmas.
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Lemma 5.1. Let (X, q) be an asymmetric normed space such that there exist x € X
and € > 0 with By(z,€) C 04. IfU is any finite g-open cover, then X € U.

Proof. Since —nx € X for every n € N there must exist an infinite sequence of
natural numbers (n;);en and U € U such that —njz € U for every j € N. Let
r; > 0 be such that By(—njz,r;) C U for every j € N. Fix any y € X, and let
m € N with m > 2¢(y). It is easy to see that

Y
— B .
- + 2 € By(z,¢)
Since By(z,€) C 0, it follows that ¢(ey + ma) = 0. This also implies
0= gley +mz) = q(ey + (m + Dz — x),
so ey + (m+ 1)z € By(z,€) C 6, and then g(ey + (m + 1)z) = 0. By induction we

can see that g(ey + (m + k)x) = 0 for each k € N. Pick j € N with n; > m, so in
particular for k = n; — m we obtain g(ey + njz) = 0. This means

ey € By(—njz,r;) CU.
Since y was arbitrary, we obtain X = U. O
c

We will show now that Lemma [5.T]still holds if we only suppose that By (z, €)
6, (a weaker condition, because we always have By-(z,¢€) C By(z,¢€)).

Lemma 5.2. Let (X, q) be an asymmetric normed space such that there exist x € X
and € > 0 with Bys(x,€) C 04. If U is any finite g-open cover, then X € U.

Proof. In [10, Lemma 2.8], it was shown that there is an asymmetric norm p on X
(not necessarily equivalent to ¢) such that
B,(0,1) = By« (0,1) + 6.

Moreover, 8, = 0, (see [19, Lemma 2.6]) and the topology induced by p is finer
than that induced by ¢ (JI0, Proposition 2.6]). Hence, U is a finite p-open cover of
X. Since

By(z,€) = By (x,€) + 0, C 0, + 0, = 06,,
then by Proposition [5.1] we conclude that X € U. (]

Corollary 5.3. Let (X, q) be an asymmetric normed space such that 64 has nonempty
q°-interior. Then dim X = 0.

Proof. If U is a finite g-open cover of X, then X € U by Lemma Therefore
{X} is an open refinement of ¢/ whose order is 0. O

The following lemma is a direct consequence of [3} Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 5.4. Let (X,q) be a finite-dimensional asymmetric normed space. Then
04 spans the whole space X if and only if 04 has nonempty q°-interior.

The following characterization of the covering dimension is very useful [22] Chap-
ter 3, Proposition 1.2].

Proposition 5.5. For any topological space X the following statements are equiv-

alent:

(1) dim X <mn,

(2) If {Uy,...,Unyi2} is an open cover of X, there is an open cover {Vi,...,V,i2}
such that each V; C U; and ﬂ?:f Vi =0.
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Lemma 5.6. Let (X,q) be a finite-dimensional asymmetric normed space, with
0#Y = (6,) # X. Let ||| be a norm on X induced by a fized inner product,
and suppose that X =Y @ Z, where Z = Y1 is the orthogonal complement of Y
with respect to the inner product. Let C' and {z; : j € N} be subsets of Z such that
zj ¢ C for every j € N. Then there exists an open subset U of X with the following
two properties:

HY+CcCU,

(2) Y + z; is not contained in U for every j € N.

Proof. First, observe that by Lemma 3.1l the subspace Z is 77 and normable by
¢°. Hence ¢(z; —c¢) > 0 for every j € N and ¢ € C, because z; —c € Z \ {0}.
Since X is finite-dimensional, we can find N > 0 such that

Nzl < ¢* (=)

for every x € X. Following the same arguments used in the proof of Proposition .1
we get that

(5.1) Nyl < ¢*(y + 2).

every y € Y and z € Z (c.f. inequality ([@I]) of Proposition 7). Since (Z,q7) is
also normable by ¢°, then ¢ and ¢~ are equivalent, so there exists M > 0 such that

(5.2) Mq(—z) < q(z), forevery z € Z.

Let {y1,...,ym} C 6, be a linear basis of Y. Define y = > /" y; € 6,. By
Lemma 26y # 0. For every z € Z, n € N and r > 0, consider

In.r=DBy(—ny+zr)NZ.

The sets I, . are open in the Euclidean space Z. Clearly, if r < r’ then I, ,, C
I, .. Note that
[ Bal—ny + 2,7) = 0 + (—ny + 2),
>0
so it follows that
m In . = {2}
r>0
Denote the diameter of each I, ., with respect to the norm ¢° by D(I, ...);
namely D(I, ,,) = sup{q¢®(z1 — 22) : 21,22 € I, » . Therefore

lim D(I,.,)=0.

r—0t

We will use this fact to construct the desired set U as follows. For each n € N
and c € C, choose 7, > 0 such that
(a) max{ryc,Tn.c/M} < N |ly|.
(b) D(Inc,r,.) <min{g(z; —c):j < n}.

Let By = By(—ny + ¢, 7n.c)-

Claim I'Y + ¢ C U, ey Bn,e-

Indeed, an element in Y + ¢ has the form yo + ¢, where yo = 2111 t;y; for some
t1,...,tm € R. Let n € N be such that t; +n >0 foralli=1,...,m. Then

g(yo+c— (—ny+¢) =qlyo +ny) < Y _(ti+1)q(y:) =0 < rnc.
=1

Hence yo + ¢ € By, .. This proves Y + ¢ C |J B, as desired.

neN
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Let

U={J | Bne

ceC neN
It follows from Claim I that Y +C C U.
Fix 7 € N. In order to prove that Y + z; is not contained in U, it suffices to
show that —jy + z; ¢ U.
Suppose this is not the case, so let us assume that there exist n € N and c € C
such that —jy + z; € By .. This means that

(5.3) q(—jy+zj = (—ny+c)) =q((=j +n)y+2zj — ) <Tne.

Let us call w = (—j +n)y + z; — ¢, so q(w) < rye.

Claim II: j < n.

Assume that the opposite is true, so j —n > 0. In particular, (j —n)y € §,. By
using the inequality given in Lemma 2.6l we obtain

(5.4) q(w) = q((=j+n)y+2zj —c) > q(z; — ) —q((j —n)y) = q(z; — ¢).
On the other hand,
(5.5)  q(—w)=q((j —n)y—2; +¢) < q((j —n)y) + q(—z; + ¢) = q(—z; +¢).

By (52), we have Mq(—z;+¢) < q(z; —c). Hence, by (5.4) and (5.5) we conclude
that Mq(—w) < g(w) < ry . Therefore, by (5.1 and the definition of r,, .,

N|=j+nlllyl = Nl(=j +n)yll < ¢*(w) < max{rnc,rm.e/M} <Nyl

This implies that | — j + n| < 1, a contradiction since j # n. Thus the Claim II is
proved.
Note that z; € B,, ., because

a(zj — (—ny +c)) = q(zj + ny — c = jy + jy) < q(w) +q(jy) = q(w) < Tnc.
Analogously, ¢ € By, ., because
q(c = (=ny +c)) = q(ny) =0 <rne.

We conclude that ¢, z; € Iy, .. But by Claim II j < n, so part (b) of the
definition of r, . implies that

q(zj —c) < ¢°(zj —c) < D(In,c,rn,c) < q(zj — o).

This contradiction shows that —jn 4+ z; cannot be in B, ., and now the proof is
complete. O

Lemma 5.7. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space and Y = (8,). Assume
that Z C X s a linear subspace such that X =Y + Z. IfY is finite-dimensional
then for every finite open cover U of X and every z € Z there exists U € U such
thatY + 2 CU.

Proof. Take a basis {y1,...,yx} C 0, of Y. For every n € N consider

k
Ty = — Znyi + z.
i=1

Since the cover U is finite, there exists U € U containing infinitely many elements
of {z, : n € N}. Let (n;)jen be an increasing sequence of natural numbers such
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that x,, € U for every j € N. If j € N, since U is open there exists ¢; > 0 such

that
k
Bq<—znjyi+276j> cuU
i=1
Let y+2z€ X. Soy = Zletiyi for some tq,...,t; € R. Let j € N such that
t; +mn; >0 for every i € {1,...,k}. Then
k k k
o[ Xtk s+ Yo = =) < 300+ nat) .
i=1 i=1 i=1

So
k

k
y+z_Ztiyi—l-zqu(—anyi—l-z,ej) cU.
i=1 i=1

Hence Y + 2 C U. O

Theorem 5.8. Let (X, q) be a finite-dimensional asymmetric normed space such

that 0 #Y = (8,) # X. Then dim X = co.

Proof. Fix n € N. We will use Proposition to show that dim X < n is false.
Consider an inner product on X so that X = Y @ Z, where Z = Y. By
Lemma BTl (Z,¢) is normable, so it is homeomorphic to some Euclidean space.
Let Z1,...,Z,42 C Z be pairwise disjoint dense subsets of Z with Z = U"+2
For each k € {1,...,n+ 2}, let {ZJ(-k) : j € N} be a countable dense set of Z;, which
is also dense in Z. By Lemma 5.6, for every k € {1,...,n+ 2} there is an open
subset Uy of X such that Uy contains Y + Z; and U does not contain Y + z](i) for
every j € Nand i € {1,...,n+ 2} \ {k}. Clearly

n+2 n+2
X=Y+z=Y+J %= U
k=1 k=1

Hence {Uq,...,U,12} is an open cover of X. In order to apply Proposition 5.5
let {Vi,...,Viq2} be any open cover of X such that each Vi, C Uy and let us show

that ﬂ"+2 Vk # (). Consider the element zé ) By Lemma Bl some V; must contain

M) then k= 1. In particular

Y+ zé ) and so does Uy. Since only U; contains Y + z;
251) € V1. Let m < n+ 2 and suppose there is j such that zj(-m) € M, V. Since

My, Vi is g-open, there exists €,, > 0 such that

By(2{™ e ﬂ V.

Since {z(m+1)} is dense, there is some zj(m'H) € Bq(zj(-m),em) SO zJ(:)nH) €
Mie; Vi. Again, Y + z(m+1) is contained in some element of {Vi,... , V,42}, it
only can be V,, 41 by construction. In particular zJ( m+1) € Vint1, so

m+1
() Vi # 0.
k=1

This proves (=2 Vi, # 0. O
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We have thus computed the covering dimension of all finite-dimensional asym-
metric normed spaces.

Theorem 5.9. Let (X, q) be a finite-dimensional asymmetric normed space. Let
Y =(4,).

(1) If Y = X, then dim X = 0.

(2) If0#Y # X, then dim X = co.

(3) If Y =0, then dim X = dim, X.

Proof. If Y = X, by Lemma [5.4] 6, has nonempty ¢°-interior. Hence, by Corollary
B3l dim X = 0.

If 0 £Y # X, then dim X = oo by Theorem 5.8

IfY =0, then 6, = {0}. Hence X is T3, so it is normable and homeomorphic to
the Euclidean space R", where n = dim, X. Since R™ has covering dimension n (
[22, Chapter 3, Theorem 2.7]) so does X. O

6. SEPARATION AXIOMS ON ASYMMETRIC NORMED SPACES

By Proposition[I]] every finite-dimensional asymmetric normed space satisfying
the axiom T} is normable, which in particular means that, in this case, T} implies
T5. In this section we explore the relation between other separation axioms that
occur in asymmetric normed spaces.

Let us begin by remembering that, if (X, ¢) is an asymmetric normed space, then
X is always a Ty space.

In [4], F. G. Arenas, J. Dontchev and M. Ganster introduced the Ty separation
axiom as follows.

Definition 6.1. Let X be a topological space. We say that X is a Ti space if for
any x € X and any finite collection of points x1,...,x, € X, with x # x; for all
t=1,...,n, there exists an open set U C X such that x € U and x1,...,z, ¢ U,
orx ¢ U and x1,...,x, € U.

It is easy to see that 77 implies T% , T% implies Ty, and that these axioms are
non-equivalent. As the notation suggests, the T% axiom can be thought as the
weakest separation axiom that implies Ty. It is natural to ask if there exists a Ti
asymmetric normed space that is not T7. We give a negative answer to this.

Proposition 6.2. Every Ty asymmetric normed space (X, q) is Ty.

Proof. Let us suppose that (X, ¢) is not T} and let us show that X cannot be T
Then, pick z € §, with z # 0. Clearly, any basic neighborhood of 0, say B,(0, €),
contains  because g(x) = 0 < e. On the other hand, any neighborhood of z, say
By(x,d), contains 2z because ¢(2z — ) = 0. Hence, there is no g-open set U such
that 22,0 € U and ¢ U, or 22,0 ¢ U and z € U. O

T. Banakh and A. Ravsky proved in [5] that every T3 paratopological group is
Ty3. This result in combination with Propositions 2.4 and Corollary 23] yields the
following.

Corollary 6.3. Let (X,q) be an asymmetric normed space. If the closed ball
B,[0,1] is a q-closed set in X, then X is Tsé and Ty. Hence, X is completely
regular.
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Proposition 6.4. If (X, q) is a reqular space, then By[0,1] is g-bounded. Namely,
there exists k > 0 such that B4[0,1] C By(0,k).

Proof. If X is regular, there exists r > 0 such that B,(0,7) C By(0,1). Therefore
B,[0,7/2] C By(0,1). Since the function z — (2/r)z is a homeomorphism on (X, ¢),
we conclude that B4[0,1] C By(0,2/7). O

Example 6.5. Consider the linear space X = Cy[0,1] of all continuous functions
f:[0,1] = R such that fol f(@®)dt =0, with the asymmetric norm q(f) = max{f(t) :
t € [0,1]}. Then B,[0,1] is g-closed in X, and therefore X is completely regular.
In particular it is Hausdorff.

Proof. Let B = B,[0,1]. Suppose that (f,) C B is a sequence that converges to
f, for some f € X. We will show that ¢(f) < 1. Suppose on the contrary that
q(f) > 1, then there exists ¢y € [0,1] such that f(to) > 1. For all n € N, we have

1 1 1
0= [ (Gal) = £O)it = [ (halt) = 5D a1~ [ (hale) - 5(0) "t
0 0 0
where the positive and negative parts of a real-valued function g are defined as g+ =
max{g,0} and g = max{—g,0}. Since ¢(f, — f) — 0, then fol(fn(t) — f(t)tdt
converges to zero. Hence fol (fn(t) — f(t))~ dt must converge to zero too. Since

f(to) > 1= q(fn) = fu(t)

for all n and ¢ € [0, 1], there is a closed subinterval J C [0, 1] containing the point
to in its interior, where f(t) — fn(t) > 3(f(to) —1) > 0 for all n and ¢ € J. Thus

1 B 1 1
| 0= 10y = [ max{s0) = £u0.0)ae > [ 5(00) = 1yt >0

This contradicts the fact that fol (fn(t) — f(t))Tdt converges to zero. O

By Lemma [3.2] if B4[0, 1] is ¢°-bounded then (X, ¢) is normable, hence it is Tb.
It is well known that the asymmetric normed space described in Example [6.3] is
not a topological vector space and hence it is not normable (see, e.g., [9, Example
1.1.41])). Therefore, its closed unit ball cannot be ¢°*-bounded. This shows that
in the infinite-dimensional case, not every Hausdorff (or even, completely regular)
asymmetric normed space is normable.

We will show now that if the set 6, has nonempty ¢°-interior then the space is
Ty. Although it seems that, under this condition there cannot be disjoint nonempty
closed subsets, it is worth observing that this can be deduced from our results about
the covering dimension of asymmetric normed spaces. Indeed, it is well known that
any topological space X such that dim X = 0 is a Ty-space (see [22, Chapter 3]).
Then, by Corollary 5.3l we can infer the following.

Corollary 6.6. Let (X, q) be an asymmetric normed space such that 64 has nonempty
q®-interior. Then (X, q) is a Ty-space.

In the following example, we show an asymmetric normed space such that it is
not a Ts-space nor a Ty-space.

Example 6.7. Let X = R? and consider the asymmetric norm q(z,y) = max{z™, |y|}.
Then X is not a Ts-space nor a Ty-space.
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Proof. Let F be the closure of the set {(z,1/z): 2z > 0} and C = {(2,0) : x € R}.
It is easy to see that ' N C = ) and that C is a g-closed subset. Consider an
open neighborhood B,((0,0),¢€) of (0,0) and A an open set containing F. Clearly
(0,¢/2) € B,4((0,0),¢). Also (2/¢,¢e/2) € F, so there is § > 0 such that

B,((2/€,€¢/2),6) C A.

Since
q((0,¢/2) — (2/€6,€¢/2)) =0< 4
we have (0, ¢/2) € A. Hence any two open sets containing (0,0) and F, respectively,
cannot be disjoint. This shows that X is not a T3-space. The same reasoning shows
there cannot be two open disjoint sets containing F' and C, respectively. ([

In the literature about asymmetric normed spaces, every 7} infinite-dimensional
asymmetric normed space that we find has closed unit ball, and therefore it is
completely regular (and Hausdorff). From this, we find interesting the following
examples.

Example 6.8. There is a 11 infinite-dimensional asymmetric normed space which
is not Hausdorff.

Proof. Let {e,}7%; be the standard orthonormal Schauder basis of ¢5. Consider
the set
S ={—en,nen, (n+1)(ent1 +e1)}o,.
Let B be the convex hull of S, and let X be the linear span of B. Define the
asymmetric norm ¢ on X as the Minkowski gauge functional on B.
First we will prove that (X,q) is not Hausdorff. For every n € N, the point
(n+1)(ent1 +e1) € S and then ¢((n + 1)(en+1 +€1)) < 1. Hence

q(ent1+e1) <1/(n+1),

and therefore the sequence (e,41+ e1) converges to 0 in (X, ¢). On the other hand,
since (n + 1)e,41 € S for all n € N, then

q((n +1)entr)
n+1
From this we infer that the sequence (e,4+1 + e1) converges to both 0 and e;, and

then (X, ¢q) is not a Hausdorfl space.

To prove that (X, q) is T1 it suffices to show that B does not contain any ray
{tx : t > 0} with € B\ {0}.

Observe that every point = = (x,,) € B, can be written as the convex sum

Q((€n+1 +e1)— 61) =q(en—1) = — 0.

(6.1) T = —anen—l—Ztnnen—i—Zm(n—i—1)(en+1 +e1),
n=1 n=1 n=1
where {sn,tn, Tntneny C [0,1], D (8n + tn + 1) = 1, and all but finitely many
n=1

Sn,tn,rn are zero. Hence, the coordinates of the vector x can be written as

oo
1 = —81 +1t + Z(n + Dry,

n=1

Tk = —Si + ktg + krg—1, ifk>2.
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From this representation we conclude that if z = (z,,) € B, then —1 < z,,, for
every n € N. Furthermore, if k¥ > 2 then z; < k. Let us assume that « € B\ {0}
is such that {tx : ¢ > 0} C B. Then 27 > 0 and z; = 0 for every k > 2. Since the
whole ray {tz : ¢ > 0} is contained in B, we can assume without loss of generality
that z; > 1. Thus, if n > 2, we have that

O0=x, =—8, +nty, +nrp_1 > —S, +nrp_1.

Then s, > nr,_1 and therefore:

1<x1=—81+t1+2(n+1)rnS—sl—i—tl—i—angl.

n=1 n=2

This contradiction concludes the proof.
O

Example 6.9. There exists a Hausdorff asymmetric normed space (X, q) such that
its closed unit ball By[0,1] is not g-closed and X is not regular.

Proof. Let (X, ||-||) be a normed space with a discontinuous linear functional f :
X — R. The map ¢ : X — R defined by ¢(x) = max{||z|, f(z)} is an asymmetric
norm on X. Consider By = B,[0,1] and By = By [0,1]. We will show that
Bi = By, where B is the g-closure of Bj.

First, note that ||z|| < ¢(x) for all x € X. Then By C Bz and the topology of
the norm ||-|| is contained in the topology of the asymmetric norm ¢. This implies
that (X, q) is Hausdorff and By is closed in (X, ¢q). So, By C Bs.

In order to prove the other contention, consider any point z € By and assume
without loss of generality that f(x) > 0 (the other case is analogous). Since f is
not continuous, there exists a sequence (z,) C By such that (f(z,)) diverges to
+o00. For every n € N, let y,, be defined by

Tn

I )

It is clear that ||y, — || — 0. On the other hand f(y, — ) = —f(z) < 0 for all
n €N, so q(yn — ) = [lyn — z[| — 0.

If |z|] < 1 we can suppose that (y,) C Ba. Also, f(y,) = —f(z) + f(z) = 0.
This shows that ¢(y,) = ||ya|| < 1, so (y,) C By and therefore = € Bj.

If ||z|| = 1. Let 2, = (1 — 1/n)x for every n € N. Hence ||z,]| =1—1/n < 1,
so this sequence is contained in Bj, by the previous case. Since q(z, — z) =
(1/n)qg(—z) — 0, then = € By = By, as desired. Thus By = By.

Finally observe that f(Bz) is not bounded in R, and therefore the set By = By
is not g-bounded. This, in combination with Proposition [6.4] implies that (X, q) is
not regular and therefore B; is not g-closed neither. O

f(x) + .

6.1. Final Question. For asymmetric normed spaces, the relations between ax-
ioms T4, Ty, T3, T} 1 and the property of having the closed unit ball B,[0, 1] g-closed
are summarized in the following diagram
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B,[0,1] is closed == T3 <= T

|

T

l

T

As we have shown in Examples and 6.9 implications T = 17 and T3 = 15
cannot be reversed.

On the other hand, the property of having the closed unit ball B0, 1] g-closed
is equivalent to the continuity of the norm ¢ : (X,q) — (R,|-|). Indeed, for every
a € R, the set ¢! ((—00,a)) = B,(0,a) is always open and therefore ¢ is always
upper semi-continuous. On the other hand B,[0, 1] is g-closed if and only if B,[0, a]
is closed for every a € R. This happens if and only if the complement of B,[0, a)
is g-open, namely, iff ¢7! ((a,00)) is a g-open set. Thus, closedness of B,[0,1] is
equivalent to the lower semi-continuity of ¢, which in turn is equivalent to the
continuity of ¢ (c.f. [9, Proposition 1.1.8 (5)]).

From this situation we are particularly interested in the following natural ques-
tion:

Question 6.10. Does every regular asymmetric normed space admit an equivalent
asymmetric norm which is continuous?

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors want to express their gratitude to Taras Banakh, for suggesting Ezx-
amples and [6.9.  The authors also want to thank the anonymous referees for
the careful reading and the suggestions that helped improve the final version of this

paper.

REFERENCES

(1] C. Alegre, I. Ferrando, Quotient subspaces of asymmetric normed linear spaces, Bol. Soc.
Mat. Mexicana (3) Vol. 13 (2007), 357-365.
[2] C. Alegre, I. Ferrando, L. M. Garcia Raffi, and E. A. Sdnchez Pérez, Compactness in asym-
metric normed spaces, Topology Appl. 155 (2008), 527-539.
(3] C. D. Aliprantis, R. Tourky, Cones and Duality, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, Vol. 84,
AMS, Providence, 2007.
[4] F. G. Arenas, J. Dontchev and M. Ganster, On A-sets and the dual of generalized continuity,
QA in General Topology 15 (1997), 3-13.
[5] T. Banakh and A. Ravsky, Fach regular paratopological group is completely regular, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 145 (2017), 1373-1382.
(6] C. Bessaga, A. Pelczynski, Selected Topics in Infinite-Dimensional Topology, PWN-Polish
Scientific Publishers, 1975.
[7] G. Birkhoff, Orthogonality in linear metric spaces, Duke Math. J. 1 (1935), 169-172.
[8] J. Chmieliniski, Normed spaces equivalent to inner product spaces and stability of functional
equations, Aequat. Math. 87 (2014), 147-157.
[9] S. Cobzasg, Functional Analysis in Asymmetric Normed Spaces, Birkhduser, Basel, 2013.
[10] J. Conradie, Asymmetric norms, cones and partial orders. Topology Appl. 193 (2015), 100-
115.
[11] J. B. Conway, A Course in Functional Analysis, Second Edition, Graduate Texts in Math-
ematics, Vol. 96, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1990.
[12] R. Engelking, General Topology, Heldermann Verlag, Berlin, 1989.



22

VICTOR DONJUAN AND NATALIA JONARD-PEREZ

[13] S. H. Friedberg, A. J. Insel, L. Spence, Linear Algebra, Fourth Edition, Pearson, Illinois,

2002.

[14] E. Hewitt and K. A. Ross, Abstract Harmonic Analysis, Vol. 1, Second Ed., Springer Verlag,

New York, 1979.

[15] L. M. Garcia Raffi, S. Romaguera, and E. A. Sdnchez Pérez, On Hausdorff asymmetric

normed linear spaces, Houston J. Math. 29 (2003), 717-728.

[16] L. M. Garcia Raffi, Compactness and finite dimension in asymmetric normed linear spaces,

Topology Appl. 153 (2005), 844-853.

[17] V.I. Istratescu, Inner Product Structures: Theory and Applications, Springer Netherlands,

Dordrecht, 1987.

[18] N. Jonard-Pérez and E. A. Sdnchez-Pérez, Extreme points and geometric aspects of compact

convez sets in asymmetric normed spaces, Topology Appl. 203 (2016), 12-21.

[19] N. Jonard-Pérez and E. A. Sédnchez-Pérez, Local compactness in right bounded asymmetric

normed spaces, Quaestiones Mathematicae (2017), 1-15.

[20] E. Kreyszig, Introductory Functional Analysis with Applications, Wiley, New York, 1989.
[21] R. E. Megginson, An Introduction to Banach Space Theory, Springer, New York, 1998.
[22] A. R. Pears, Dimension Theory of General Spaces, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,

1975.

[23] L. A. Steen and J. A. Seebach, Counterezamples in Topology, Dover, New York, 1995.
[24] O. Valero, Quotient normed cones, Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. (Math. Sci.) 116 (2003), 175-191.

DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICAS, FACULTAD DE CIENCIAS, UNIVERSIDAD NACIONAL AUTONOMA

DE MEXICO, 04510 CIUDAD DE MEXICO, MEXICO.

E-mail address: (N. Jonard-Pérez) nat@ciencias.unam.mx
E-mail address: (V. Donjuén) donjuan@ciencias.unam.mx



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. T1 separation axiom and quotient of asymmetric normed spaces
	3.1. Quotient subspaces

	4. Product structure of asymmetric normed spaces
	5. Covering dimension vs. algebraic dimension
	6. Separation axioms on asymmetric normed spaces
	6.1. Final Question

	References

