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CONSISTENCY AND INDEPENDENCE PHENOMENA

INVOLVING CELLULAR-LINDELÖF SPACES

RODRIGO HERNÁNDEZ-GUTIÉRREZ AND SANTI SPADARO

Abstract. The cellular-Lindelöf property is a common general-
ization of the Lindelöf property and the countable chain condi-
tion that was introduced by Bella and Spadaro in 2018. We solve
two questions of Alas, Gutiérrez-Domı́nguez and Wilson by con-
structing consistent examples of a normal almost cellular-Lindelöf
space which is neither cellular-Lindelöf nor weakly Lindelöf and
a Tychonoff cellular-Lindelöf space of Lindelöf degree ω1 and un-
countable weak Lindelöf degree for closed sets. We also construct a
ZFC example of a space for which both the almost cellular-Lindelöf
property and normality are undetermined in ZFC.

1. Introduction

The Lindelöf property and the countable chain condition are two
of the most important smallness properties in topology. They are a
prominent example of how the topological structure of a space can im-
pact its cardinality, as shown by Hajnal and Juhász’s inequality stating
that every first-countable Hausdorff space with the countable chain con-
dition has cardinality at most continuum and Arhangel’skii’s Theorem
stating that every Lindelöf first-countable Hausdorff space has cardi-
nality bounded by the continuum. That is why, at least since Bell,
Ginsburg and Woods’s 1979 paper [6], there has been considerable in-
terest in studying common generalizations of those two properties (see
also [10]). A first attempt at that was done by introducing the weak
Lindelöf property. Recall that the weak Lindelöf degree of a space X ,
denoted by wL(X), is the minimum cardinal κ such that for every
open cover U of X there is a ≤ κ sized subcollection V of U such that
X ⊂

⋃

V. A space having countable weak Lindelöf degree is said to
be weakly Lindelöf. Both Lindelöf spaces and spaces with the count-
able chain condition are weakly Lindelöf. However, unlike the Lindelöf
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property, the weak Lindelöf property is not inherited by closed sets.
This justifies the introduction of the following cardinal invariant.

Definition 1.1. [1] Given a space X, the weak Lindelöf degree for
closed sets, which we denote by wLc(X), is the minimum cardinal κ
such that, for every closed subset F of X and for every open cover U
of F , there is a ≤ κ sized subcollection V of U such that F ⊂

⋃

V.

Obviously wL(X) ≤ wLc(X) and it is easy to prove that wLc(X) =
wL(X) for every normal space X .
Bell Ginsburg and Woods [6] proved that |X| ≤ 2wL(X)·χ(X) for every

normal space X and Alas [1] proved that |X| ≤ 2wLc(X)·χ(X) for every
Urysohn space X . However, the following questions are still open:

Question 1.2. (Bell, Ginsburg and Woods, [6]) Let X be a regular
space. Is |X| ≤ 2wL(X)·χ(X)?

Question 1.3. (Arhangel’skii, [4]) Let X be a Hausdorff space. Is
|X| ≤ 2wLc(X)·χ(X)?

A common refinement of the Lindelöf property and the countable
chain condition that has recently received a lot of attention is the
cellular-Lindelöf property. Recall that a cellular family in a topological
space X is simply a family of pairwise disjoint non-empty open subsets
of X . A space X is said to be (almost) cellular-Lindelöf if for every
cellular family U in X there is a Lindelöf subspace L of X such that
U∩L 6= ∅ for every U ∈ U (respectively, if |{U ∈ U : U∩L 6= ∅}| = |U|).
Cellular-Lindelöf spaces were introduced by Bella and Spadaro in [8],

where the question of whether a cellular-Lindelöf first-countable space
has cardinality at most continuum was first posed. Several researchers
have attacked this question offering partial answers to it (see [7], [9],
[16], [20], [21], [24] and [25] for example). Besides, the same authors
have embarked in a systematic study of the cellular-Lindelöf and related
properties, showing, among other things, that it has an interesting
behavior with the product operation (see [3] and [12]). In particular,
Dow and Stephenson [12] constructed an example of a cellular-Lindelöf
space whose product with the one point-compactification of a discrete
space is not cellular-Lindelöf.
Almost cellular-Lindelöf spaces were introduced by Alas, Gutiérrez-

Domı́nguez and Wilson in [2]. They are an interesting subclass of
both the class of feebly Lindelöf spaces and that of cellular-Lindelöf
spaces. The authors of [2] showed that the Mrówka-Isbell Ψ-space over
a MAD family on ω1 is an example of an almost cellular-Lindelöf space
which is neither cellular-Lindelöf nor weakly Lindelöf, but left open the



CELLULAR-LINDELÖF SPACES 3

existence of a normal example with the same features. Assuming the
existence of a tower of length ω2 of uncountable subsets of ω1, we will
construct such an example, thus giving a consistent answer to their
question.
On the positive side, the authors of [2] proved that almost-cellular-

Lindelöf space of Lindelöf number at most ω1 are weakly Lindelöf. That
begs the question whether such spaces have also countable weak Lin-
delöf number for closed sets. By exploiting scales, we will construct a
consistent example of an even cellular-Lindelöf space of Lindelöf num-
ber ω1 whose weak Lindelöf number for closed sets is uncountable.
We also construct a ZFC example of a space for which both normality

and the almost cellular-Lindelöf property are undecided in ZFC. That
will be a byproduct of a characterization of when removing a point
from a Lindelöf P -space results in a cellular-Lindelöf space. Even just
for normality this appears to be new.
All spaces are assumed to be Hausdorff. Our notation regarding

cardinal functions follows [15]. In particular, given a topological space
X , χ(X), πχ(X), L(X) and c(X) denote the character, π-character,
Lindelöf degree and cellularity of X respectively.

2. The Main Results

Given a space X and subsets S,Q ⊂ X , the set S is said to be
concentrated on Q if for every open set U with Q ⊂ U the set S \ U is
countable. It was proved by Rothberger in 1939 that under b = ω1 it is
possible to construct an uncountable set of irrational numbers that is
concentrated on the rationals. The following discussion can be found
in [22] in more detail and generality.
Let P(ω) be the power set of ω. The Cantor set topology on P(ω)

is the topology whose base is the collection B of all sets of the form

[x;n] = {y ∈ P(ω) : y ∩ n = x ∩ n}

for x ∈ P(ω) and n < ω.
We will identify each infinite subset of ω with its natural enumerating

function, that is, given x ∈ [ω]ω, define x ∈ ωω as follows: x(0) = min x
and x(n + 1) = min (x \ x(n)), for every n < ω. Given x, y ∈ [ω]ω we
write x ≤∗ y if the set {n < ω : y(n) < x(n)} is finite. The cardinal b
is the minimal size of a ≤∗-unbounded family in [ω]ω.
A set {xα : α < b} ⊂ [ω]ω is called a b-scale if it is ≤∗-unbounded

and xα ≤∗ xβ, whenever α < β < b. It is well-known that there are
b-scales in ZFC and if b = ω1 then any b-scale is concentrated on [ω]<ω.
The following theorem answers Question 2.4 in [2].
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Theorem 2.1. b = ω1 implies there is a cellular-Lindelöf Tychonoff
space X such that L(X) ≤ ω1 but wLc(X) = ω1.

Proof. As before, denote by B the standard base for the Cantor set
topology on P(ω). Let

X = [ω]<ω ∪ (ω1 × [ω]ω).

We define a topology on X as follows. A basic open neighbourhood for
a point (α, x) ∈ ω1× [ω]ω has the form {α}× (B ∩ [ω]ω), where B ∈ B.
A basic open neighbourhood of a point x ∈ [ω]<ω is of the form

(B ∩ [ω]<ω) ∪ ((ω1 \ F )× (B ∩ [ω]ω)),

where B ∈ B, x ∈ B and F ∈ [ω1]
<ω. Notice that X is a Haus-

dorff space with a base of clopen sets, so it is zero-dimensional and, in
particular, completely regular.
We make two observations about the topology of X :

(1) {α} × [ω]ω is a clopen subset of X which is homeomorphic to
the irrational numbers, for each α < ω1, and

(2) [ω]<ω is a closed and nowhere dense subset of X that is count-
able (in fact, homeomorphic to Q).

The set ω1 × {ω} is closed discrete and of size ω1, so wLc(X) ≥ ω1.
To see that L(X) ≤ ω1, notice that {α} × [ω]ω is homeomorphic to
the irrationals for each α < ω1, so X is the union of ω1 many Lindelöf
subspaces.
Let us now prove that X is cellular-Lindelöf. Let U be a cellular

family inX ; we need to find a Lindelöf subspace L ofX which intersects
each member of U . Since ω1 × [ω]ω is an open dense subset of X with
cellularity ω1, we may assume, without loss of generality, that |U| = ω1

and that each member of U is a basic clopen subset of some {β}× [ω]ω.
Let {Uα : α < ω1} be an enumeration of U . Then, for every α < ω1,
there are βα < ω1, nα < ω and sα ∈ [ω]ω such that

Uα = {βα} × ([sα;nα] ∩ [ω]ω).

Note that, since [ω]ω is a ccc space, the map α 7−→ βα is countable-
to-one. In order to define L, we construct a set of irrational numbers
concentrated on the rationals.

Claim. There is a b-scale Y = {yα : α < ω1} ⊂ [ω]ω such that
yα ∈ [sα;nα], for every α < ω1

Proof of Claim. We can use b = ω1 to fix a b-scale {xα : α < ω1} ⊂
[ω]ω. We recursively construct another b-scale Y = {yα : α < ω1} ⊂
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[ω]ω with the additional property that yα∩nα = sα∩nα, for all α < ω1

in the following way.
Assume that {yα : α < β} has been chosen for some β < ω1. Since

the set Sβ = {yα : α < β}∪{xβ} has cardinality less than b we can find
a ≤∗-bound bβ ∈ [ω]ω for Sβ. Let mβ = |sβ ∩ nβ|. We define yβ in the
following way. First, we choose the firstmβ elements of yβ in such a way
that yβ ∩nβ = sβ ∩nβ. After this, we let yβ(mβ + i) = nβ + bβ(mβ + i),
for each i < ω. In this way, yβ is a well-defined infinite subset of ω,
yβ ∈ [sβ;nβ] and bβ ≤∗ yβ. It is therefore clear that Y is a b-scale. △

Let now L = {(βα, yα) : α < ω1} ∪ [ω]<ω and note that L intersects
every member of U . We claim that L is Lindelöf. Let V be an open
cover of L consisting of basic open sets. For each x ∈ [ω]<ω choose
Vx ∈ V such that x ∈ Vx. Thus, given x ∈ [ω]<ω, there exist tx ⊂ ω,
kx < ω and Fx ∈ [ω1]

<ω such that:

Vx = ([tx; kx] ∩ [ω]<ω) ∪ ((ω1 \ Fx)× ([tx; kx] ∩ [ω]ω)).

Since [ω]<ω is countable, there exists λ < ω1 such that:
⋃

{Fx : x ∈ [ω]<ω} ⊂ λ.

Let W =
⋃

{[tx; kx] : x ∈ [ω]<ω}. Since Y is concentrated on [ω]<ω

there exists η < ω1 such that {yα : η ≤ α < ω1} ⊂W .
Note first that V0 := {Vx : x ∈ [ω]<ω} is a countable subcollection of

V that covers [ω]<ω ∪ {(βα, yα) : η ≤ α < ω1, λ ≤ βα}.
Since the map α 7−→ βα is countable-to-one, the set {(βα, yα) : α <

ω1, βα < λ} is countable; similarly the set {(βα, yα) : α ≤ η, λ ≤ βα}
is also countable, so there is a countable subcollection V1 of V which
covers both sets. It turns out that V0 ∪ V1 is a countable subcollection
of V which covers L. �

We now turn to the construction of a normal almost-cellular Lin-
delöf space which is neither cellular-Lindelöf nor weakly Lindelöf. The
authors of [2] proved that if A is a maximal almost disjoint family
of uncountable subsets of ω1 then the Mrówka-Isbell Ψ-space over A
is a Tychonoff non-normal example with all the required properties.
We begin by proving that MADness of A is actually equivalent to al-
most cellular-Lindelöfness of the associated Ψ-space, which shows that
different combinatorial tools are needed to get a normal example.
Let κ be an infinite cardinal and let A be a family of κ-sized subsets

of κ. Recall that A is said to be an almost disjoint family (AD family,
for short) if |A ∩ B| < κ, for every A,B ∈ A with A 6= B. An AD
family is said to be a MAD family if it is a maximal AD family.
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Given an AD familyA, the Ψ-space overA is the space Ψ(A) = A∪κ,
where points of κ are isolated and a basic neighbourhood of a point
A ∈ A is {A} ∪ (A \ F ), where |F | < κ.

Proposition 2.2. Let A be an almost disjoint family on ω1. Then
Ψ(A) is almost cellular-Lindelöf if and only if A is maximal almost
disjoint.

Proof. The reverse implication was proved in [2]. For the direct im-
plication, assume that Ψ(A) is almost cellular-Lindelöf and let B be
an uncountable subset of ω1. Then {{α} : α ∈ B} is a cellular family
in Ψ(A) and therefore there is a Lindelöf subspace L ⊂ Ψ(A) and an
uncountable set C ⊂ B such that L ∩ {α} 6= ∅, for every α ∈ C.
Note that A is a closed discrete subset of ψ(A). Therefore L ∩A is

Lindelöf and hence countable. It turns out that there are a countable
family {An : n < ω} ⊂ A and a countable set F ⊂ ω1 such that
L ⊂

⋃

{{An} ∪ An : n < ω} ∪ F . Now, since C is uncountable, there
must be n0 < ω and D ⊂ C such that β ∈ An0

, for every β ∈ D.
It follows that An0

∩ B is uncountable, and therefore A is a maximal
almost disjoint family. �

Note that the Ψ-space over an almost disjoint family on ω is always
cellular-Lindelöf, because it’s separable, whereas the Ψ-space over an
almost disjoint family on ω1 is never cellular-Lindelöf.
Let κ be a regular uncountable cardinal and let A and B be subsets

of κ. We say that A is almost contained in B, and we write A ⊆∗ B, if
the set A \B has cardinality strictly smaller than κ.
Let F be a subfamily of [κ]κ. We say that F has the strong intersec-

tion property if for every subfamily G of F of size < κ, the intersection
⋂

G has cardinality κ. Moreover, we say that P ∈ [κ]κ is a pseudoin-
tersection for F if P ⊆∗ F , for every F ∈ F . The cardinal pκ is
defined as the minimal cardinality of a subfamily in [κ]κ which has no
pseudointersection.
A sequence T = {Tα : α < λ} ⊂ [κ]κ with the strong intersection

property is called a tower if Tβ ⊆∗ Tα, for every α < β < λ. The tower
number tκ is defined as the minimal cardinality of a tower T ⊂ [κ]κ.
It is easy to see that these cardinals are well-defined and κ+ ≤ pκ ≤

tκ ≤ 2κ (see [19]). So, in particular pκ = tκ = κ+ if the GCH holds at
κ. Malliaris and Shelah proved that pω = tω in ZFC, but the question
of whether pκ = tκ in ZFC for every regular cardinal κ (or even for
κ = ω1) is still open. For some progress on that question, as well as a
model of ZFC where pκ = tκ = κ+ < 2κ see [13].
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The following theorem consistently answers the first half of Question
2.8 from [2].

Theorem 2.3. tω1
= ω2 implies there is a normal almost cellular-

Lindelöf space X which is neither cellular-Lindelöf nor weakly Lindelöf.

Proof. Fix a tower T ′ = {Tα : α < ω2} of uncountable subsets of ω1.
Let S = {α < ω2 : cf(α) 6= ω} and let T = {Tα : α ∈ S}. Let
X = T ∪ ω1. Declare every point of ω1 to be isolated and declare a
basic neighbourhood of a point Tα ∈ T to be

U(β, α, C) := {Tγ : γ ∈ (β, α] ∩ S} ∪ Tβ \ (Tα ∪ C)

where β < α and C is a countable set.

Claim 1 The space X is a P -space.

Proof of Claim 1. It suffices to prove that every point of X is a P -
point. This is obviously true for every point of ω1, as well as for every
Tα such that α is a successor ordinal. Now fix a limit ordinal α ∈ S,
ordinals βn < α and a countable subset Cn of X , for every n < ω. We
will prove that

⋂

{U(βn, α, Cn) : n < ω} is an open neighbourhood of
Tα. Indeed, let β = sup{βn : n < ω} < α and let Fn = Tβ \ Tβn

, which
is a countable set. Finally, let C =

⋃

{Cn ∪ Fn : n < ω}. Then

Tα ∈ U(β, α, C) ⊂
⋂

{U(βn, α, Cn) : n < ω}

which proves that Tα is a P -point. △

Claim 2. The space X has countable extent.

Proof of Claim 2. First of all note that the subspace T is closed in X
and has countable extent. Indeed, T is homeomorphic to S with the
order topology. Now let A be a subspace of S having cardinality ω1;
there must be an ordinal γ < ω2 such that A ⊂ γ. But then A is a
subset of S ∩ (γ + 1), which is a Lindelöf space. It turns out that A
must have an accumulation point.
Now suppose by contradiction thatX contains an uncountable closed

discrete subset D. We can assume |D| = ω1 and, by the above argu-
ment, we can also assume that D ⊂ ω1. Since T has no uncountable
pseudointersection, we can consider the minimum ordinal α < κ such
that D \Tα is uncountable. It is easy to see that Tα is an accumulation
point of D (as a matter of fact, D is a transfinite sequence converging
to Tα).

△

Claim 3. The space X is not cellular-Lindelöf.
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Proof of Claim 3. Let U = {{α} : α < ω1} which is a cellular family
in X . Suppose by contradiction that there exists a Lindelöf subspace
L of X such that L ∩ U 6= ∅, for every U ∈ U . Then ω1 ⊂ L, so,
in particular L is dense in X . But since L is a Lindelöf subspace of a
P -space then L must be closed in X . It follows that L must be equal to
X , but that’s a contradiction, since X is easily seen not to be Lindelöf:
it suffices to note that T is closed in X and homeomorphic to S with
the order topology. △

Claim 4. The space X is almost cellular-Lindelöf.

Proof of Claim 4. Let {Uα : α < ω1} be a cellular family. Since X is a
P -space we can assume each Uα is clopen. By countable extent there
must be τ < ω2 such that Tτ ∈

⋃

{Uα : α < ω1} \
⋃

{Uα : α < ω1}, or
otherwise {Uα : α < ω1} would be a discrete family. Since χ(Tτ , X) =
ω1, there is an ω1-sequence S ⊂

⋃

{Uα : α < ω1} which converges to
Tτ . Moreover, since Tτ /∈ Uα = Uα for every α < ω1, the intersection
S ∩Uα is at most countable, for every α < ω1. Therefore L = S ∪{Tτ}
is a Lindelöf subspace of X which intersects ω1 many Uα’s.

△

Claim 5. The space X is not weakly Lindelöf.

Proof of Claim 5. For every α ∈ S, let Uα be the following open subset
of X :

Uα = U(0, α, ∅) = {Tγ : γ ∈ [0, α] ∩ S} ∪ T0 \ Tα.

Then {Uα : α < ω2} ∪ {{β} : β < ω1} is an open cover of X .
Suppose by contradiction that there are countably many ordinals

{αn : n < ω} ⊂ S and countably many ordinals {βn : n < ω} ⊂ ω1

such that

X ⊂
⋃

{Uαn
: n < ω} ∪

⋃

{{βn} : n < ω}.

Let γ ∈ S be an ordinal such that sup{αn : n < ω} < γ and let
C =

⋃

{Tγ\Tαn
: n < ω}∪{βn : n < ω}. Then U(γ, γ+1, C) is an open

subset of X which is disjoint from
⋃

{Uαn
: n < ω}∪

⋃

{{βn} : n < ω},
but that is a contradiction. △

�

We would like to finish by constructing a ZFC example of a space
for which having the cellular-Lindelöf property is independent of ZFC.
Our example is a byproduct of a positive result (Corollary 2.8) which
has independent interest. We finally prove that also the normality of
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our example is independent of ZFC. It appears that the existence of
such an example is also new.
Recall that a space X is said to be strongly cellular-Lindelöf (see

[7]) if for every cellular family U in X there is a closed Lindelöf sub-
space L of X such that L ∩ U 6= ∅, for every U ∈ U . Note that
every cellular-compact space is strongly cellular-Lindelöf. Moreover,
cellular-Lindelöfness and strong cellular-Lindelöfness are equivalent for
P -spaces.

Lemma 2.4. Let X be a P -space. Then X is cellular-Lindelöf if and
only if X is strongly cellular-Lindelöf.

Proof. It suffices to note that every Lindelöf subspace of a P -space is
closed. �

Lemma 2.5. Let X be a strongly cellular-Lindelöf space. Then every
regular closed subset of X is strongly cellular-Lindelöf.

Proof. Let F be a regular closed subset of X (that is, F = Int(F )).
Let G be a cellular family in F . Then for every G ∈ G there is an
open subset UG of X such that G = UG ∩ F . It turns out that U =
{UG ∩ Int(F ) : G ∈ G} is a cellular family in X and therefore there
is a closed Lindelöf subspace L of X such that L ∩ U 6= ∅, for every
U ∈ U . Then L ∩ F is a closed Lindelöf subspace of F such that
(L∩ F ) ∩G is non-empty, for every G ∈ G and therefore F is strongly
cellular-Lindelöf. �

Theorem 2.6. Let X be a strongly cellular-Lindelöf regular space. If
p ∈ X does not have a disjoint local π-base then X \ {p} is strongly
cellular-Lindelöf.

Proof. Assume that p does not have a disjoint local π-base and let U
be a cellular family in X \ {p}. Then U is not a local π-base at p
and hence there is a neighbourhood V of p such that U \ V 6= ∅, for
every U ∈ U . Since X is a regular space we can actually assume that
U \ V 6= ∅, for every U ∈ U and therefore {U \ V : U ∈ U} is a

cellular family in the regular closed subspace F = X \ V of X . By the
lemma above we can find a closed Lindelöf subspace L ⊂ F such that
L ∩ (U \ V ) 6= ∅, for every U ∈ U . But then L is a closed Lindelöf
subspace of X \ {p} which meets every member of U and that proves
that X \ {p} is strongly cellular-Lindelöf. �

Theorem 2.7. Let X be a regular P -space and p ∈ X be a non-isolated
point. If X \ {p} is cellular-Lindelöf then p does not have a disjoint
local π-base.
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Proof. Assume that X \ {p} is cellular-Lindelöf and suppose by con-
tradiction that p has a disjoint local π-base B. By thinning out the
elements of B we can assume that p /∈ B for every B ∈ B and there-
fore B is a cellular family in X \ {p}. Hence there exists a Lindelöf
subspace L of X \ {p} such that L ∩ B 6= ∅, for every B ∈ B. From
the definition of a local π-base, p ∈ L. Since a Lindelöf subspace of a
P -space is closed, then L = L. Thus, p ∈ L ⊂ X \ {p}. But that is a
contradiction and hence we are done. �

The assumption that X is a P -space cannot be removed from the
proposition above. Indeed, if X is any compact first-countable space
without isolated points then, for every point p ∈ X , the space X \ {p}
is σ-compact and hence strongly cellular-Lindelöf, but p has a disjoint
local π-base.

Corollary 2.8. Let X be a cellular-Lindelöf P -space and p ∈ X be a
point. Then X \ {p} is cellular-Lindelöf if and only if p does not have
a disjoint local π-base.

Proof. Combine Theorem 2.6 and 2.7 with Lemma 2.4. �

Given an infinite cardinal κ recall that the σ-product of 2κ is defined
as σ(2κ) = {x ∈ 2κ : |x−1(1)| < ℵ0}. Given a space X , recall that the
Gδ topology Xδ is the topology on X generated by the Gδ subsets of
X It is well-known that σ(2κ)δ, is a Lindelöf space. The easiest way to
see this is to note that σ(2κ) is the union of countably many compact
scattered spaces and use a result of Arhangel’skii stating that the Gδ

topology on a compact scattered space is Lindelöf (see [5]).

Corollary 2.9. Let κ ≥ ω2 and X = σ(2κ)δ. Then X \ {p} is cellular-
Lindelöf, for every p ∈ X.

Proof. Note first that πχ(p,X) = cof([κ]ω,⊂) ≥ κ ≥ ω2. To see why
the equality is true, then let U be a local π-base at p. Without loss
of generality we can assume that U is made up of basic open sets and
enumerate U as {[σα] : α < λ}, where σα ∈ Fn(κ, 2, ω1), for every
α < λ and given σ ∈ Fn(κ, 2, ω1), [σ] = {f ∈ X : σ ⊆ f}. Given
A ∈ [κ]ω we see that [σα] ⊆ [p ↾ A] if and only if p ↾ A ⊆ σ, which is
equivalent to A ⊂ dom(σ) and p(β) = σ(β) for every β ∈ A. It follows
that the family of domains of elements of U is cofinal in ([κ]ω,⊆).
Viceversa, if A is a cofinal family in ([κ]ω,⊆) then {[p ↾ A] : A ∈ A} is
even a local base at p.
On the other hand c(X) = ω1, because X is an uncountable Lindelöf

P -group (see [23]). It follows that p cannot have a disjoint local π-base
and hence by Corollary 2.8 the space X \ {p} is cellular-Lindelöf. �
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Corollary 2.10. The space σ(2ω1)δ \ {p} is not cellular-Lindelöf, for
every p ∈ σ(2ω1).

Proof. Being a P -space of character ω1, the space σ(2
ω1)δ has a disjoint

local π-base at every point (see [11]) and therefore the statement follows
from Corollary 2.8. �

As a byproduct we obtain a ZFC example of a space whose cellular-
Lindelöf property is independent of ZFC.

Theorem 2.11. There is a Tychonoff space X such that X is cellular-
Lindelöf if and only if CH fails.

Proof. It suffices to set X = σ(2c)δ \ {0} and use Corollaries 2.9 and
2.10. �

We finally prove that the construction from Theorem 2.11 provides
an example of a space whose normality is independent of ZFC.

Theorem 2.12. There is a ZFC example of a space X such that X is
normal under CH and X is not normal under not CH.

Proof. Again, let X = σ(2c)δ \ {0}. Under CH, every P -space of car-
dinality continuum is even paracompact (see [14]). Thus, X is normal
under CH.
Assume now that c > ℵ1, and let eα ∈ 2c be the function defined as

follows:

eα(β) =

{

0, if β 6= α, and

1, if β = α.

Then {eα : α < c} is a closed discrete subset of X . Let {A,B} be a
partition of c into two sets such that |A| = ℵ1. We will show that the
disjoint closed sets FA = {eα : α ∈ A} and FB = {eα : α ∈ B} cannot
be separated. Indeed, suppose by contradiction that UA and UB are
disjoint open subsets of X such that FA ⊂ UA and FB ⊂ UB.
For every α ∈ A let σα : c → 2 be a countable partial function such

that eα ∈ [σα] ⊂ UA and, for every β ∈ B, let σβ : c → 2 be a countable
partial function such that eβ ∈ [σβ ] ⊂ UB. Without loss of generality
we can assume that α ∈ dom(σα), for every α < c.
Use c > ℵ1 to find an ordinal γ < c such that γ /∈

⋃

{dom(σα) : α ∈
A}. Then γ ∈ B and hence

[σγ ] ∩ [σα] = ∅ for every α ∈ A.

Fix α ∈ A and note that γ /∈ dom(σα). Therefore σα(β) = 0 for
every β ∈ dom(σγ)∩ dom(σα) \ {α}. It follows that in order for [σγ ] to
be disjoint from [σα] we must have α ∈ dom(σγ).
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Since α was an arbitrary element of A we deduce that A ⊂ dom(σγ),
but that contradicts the fact that σγ is a countable partial function.
Therefore X is not normal if CH doesn’t hold.
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ogy Proc. 59 (2022), 89–98.
[12] A. Dow and R.M. Stephenson, Productivity of cellular-Lindelöf spaces, Topol-
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