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ON DIAGONAL DEGREES AND STAR NETWORKS

NATHAN CARLSON

ABSTRACT. Given an open cover U of a topological space X, we introduce
the notion of a star network for U. The associated cardinal function sn(X),
where e(X) < sn(X) < L(X), is used to establish new cardinal inequali-
ties involving diagonal degrees. We show | X| < sn(X)2™) for a T} space
X, giving a partial answer to a long-standing question of Angelo Bella. Many
further results are given using variations of sn(X). One result has as corollar-
ies Buzyakova’s theorem that a ccc space with a regular G5-diagonal has car-
dinality at most ¢, as well as three results of Gotchev. Further results lead to
logical improvements of theorems of Basile, Bella, and Ridderbos, a partial so-
lution to a question of the same authors, and a theorem of Gotchev, Tkachenko,
and Tkachuk. Finally, we define the Urysohn extent Ue(X) with the property
Ue(X) < min{aL(X),e(X)} and use the Erd6s-Rado theorem to show that
|X| < 2UeX)AX) for any Urysohn space X.

1. INTRODUCTION.

The diagonal of a topological space X, denoted by Ax, is defined as Ax =
{(z,r) € X? : z € X}. Considerable progress has been made in the theory
of cardinal inequalities involving the diagonal degree A(X) (Definition [2.1)) and
its variants. (See [2], [3], 5], 6], [8], [14], and others). An early result was
given in 1977 by Ginsburg and Woods [13] who used the Erdés-Rado theorem
(Theorem 3.21)) to demonstrate that if X is T} then | X | < 2¢(X)2(X) Here e(X),
the extent of X, is the supremum of the cardinalities of closed discrete subspaces
of X. In 1989 Bella [4] asked if e(X') could be moved out of the exponent in this
result.

Question 1.1 (Bella [4]). If X is T} is | X| < e(X)2(X)?

In 1982 Alas [1] showed that if X is 7} then |X| < L(X)2X). As e(X) <
L(X) for any space X, this represents a partial answer to the question of Bella.
Proofs of this result also occur in [4] and [19]. In this study we use the notion
of a star network (Definition 2.8)) to define the cardinal function sn(X) with the
property e(X) < sn(X) < L(X) and show if X is T} then | X| < sn(X)2()
(Theorem [3.2)). This gives an improved partial solution to the question of Bella.

For each integer m > 1 we define the cardinal function sn,,(X) using star-
m networks (Definition 2.8). There is a fundamental “pairing” of each sn,,(X)
with each corresponding rank m diagonal degree A,,,(X) (Definition 2.4) in the
sense that | X| < sn,,(X)2™X) for any space X for which A,,(X) is defined
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(Theorem [3.9)). Likewise, weak star-m networks (Definition[2.8)) are used to define
wsn, (X)), which is “paired” with the strong rank m diagonal degree sA,,(X)
through the cardinal inequality | X| < wsn,, (X)**m(X) for any space X for which
sAn,(X) is defined (Theorem B.11).

Many cardinal inequalities are established using sn,,(X) and wsn,,(X) in §3.
For example, we show sng(X) < we(X) (Theorem [3.7), where we(X) is the
weak extent of X (Definition[2.13)). Therefore the result that if X is Hausdorff then
|X| < snp(X)22(X) is a logical improvement of the result of Basile, Bella, and
Ridderbos [2] that the cardinality of a Hausdorff space is bounded by we(X )A2 (X)),
Another example is Theorem wsng(X) < 2wL(X) for any space X. A
consequence is that if X is Urysohn then | X | < owL(X)sA2(X)  Thjs gives a partial
answer to Question 4.8 in [2]. A third example is Theorem wsng(X) <
wL(X )d"t(x ), which has as a corollary the result of Gotchev, Tkachenko, and
Tkachuk [15] that if X is Urysohn then | X| < wL(X)%HX)sA2(X),

In Definition2.12]we define the Urysohn extent Ue(X) with the property Ue(X) <
min{aL(X), e(X)} and use the Erdgs-Rado theorem to show that if X is Urysohn
then | X| < 2Ve(X)AX) (Theorem B.22). This appears to be the first application of
the Erd6s-Rado theorem in connection with the regular diagonal degree A(X).

In §4 we use regular star networks (Definition to define the cardinal func-
tion 3m(X) and show there is also a natural “pairing” of 3m(X) with A(X).
This is demonstrated in Theorem If X is Urysohn then |X| < 37 (X)2(X),
By utilizing this result and the fact that sn(X) < 2¢(X) for any space X, we
have as a corollary Buzyakova’s theorem that a ccc space with a regular G-
diagonal has cardinality at most ¢. We also have as corollaries three results of
Gotchev [14]: If X is Urysohn then | X| < aL(X)2™), | X| < wL(X)X(XDAX),
and | X| < 2A(X)2E )

In this paper we make no global assumption on any separation axiom on a topo-
logical space.

2. DEFINITIONS.

In this section we give the main definitions used in this paper, as well as sev-
eral characterizations. For all other notions not defined here, see Engelking [12]]
and Juhasz [16].

Definition 2.1. The diagonal of a topological space X is defined to be Ay =
{(z,2) € X?: 2 € X}. For a cardinal s, X has a G,-diagonal if there exists a
family {U, : a < r} of open sets in X% such that Ax = (1, ,, Ua. If additionally
Ax = Nacr Ua = Nacs U, then X has a regular G -diagonal. The diagonal
degree of X, denoted by A(X), is the least infinite cardinal x such that X has a
G.-diagonal. The regular diagonal degree of X, denoted by A(X), is the least
infinite cardinal x such that X has a regular G,;-diagonal.

It is not hard to see that a space X has a G-diagonal for some infinite cardinal
k if and only if X is 77. Likewise, X has a regular G;-diagonal for some infinite
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cardinal  if and only if X is Urysohn. It follows that A(X) is defined if and only
if X is T and that A(X) is defined if and only if X is Urysohn.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a space, U a family of subsets of X, and A C X. We
define St(A,U) = J{U ¢ U : UN A # @} and if A = {a} we rewrite
St({a},U) = St(a,U). We define St?(A,U) = St(St(A,U),U) and, for an
integer n > 2, we define St"(A,U) = St(St""1(A,U),U). Last, we define
St(A,U) = A and St}(A,U) = St(A,U).

Bonanzinga [7] defined the following cardinal function.

Definition 2.3. Given a space X, stL(X) is defined to be the least infinite cardinal
# such that for every open cover U there exists A C [X]=" such that St(A4,U) =
X.

It is not hard to see that st L(X) is also the least infinite cardinal x such that for
every open cover U there exists A C [X]=* such that {St(x,U) : x € A} covers
X. Observe that stL(X) < L(X).

Definition 2.4. Let X be a space, let n € w, and let s be an infinite cardinal. We
say X has a rank n G-diagonal (strong rank n G-diagonal) if there is a family
{Uy : @ < K} of open covers of X such that for all © # y there exists @ < k
such that y ¢ St"(z,Uy) (y ¢ St*(z,Uy)). If K = w then we denote a rank
n Ggs-diagonal by rank n diagonal. The least infinite cardinal s such that X has
a rank n G-diagonal or a strong rank n G-diagonal is denoted by A, (X) and
sA,(X), respectively.

It is clear that A, (X) < min{A,+1(X),sA,(X)}. We have the following
characterization. It is a straightforward generalization of a result of Ceder.

Proposition 2.5 (Ceder [11]]). A space X has a G -diagonal if and only if it has a
rank 1 G-diagonal.

Another way to state Proposition is that a space X has a G-diagonal if
and only if there is a family of open covers {U, : a < k} such that {z} =
Na<r St(x, Uy) for every x € X. It follows that )(X) < A(X) = Ay(X) for
any T} space X . Additionally, one can see that 1.(X) < sA(X) if X is Hausdorff,
where sA(X) is defined to be sA;(X). This is because if {U, : @ < K} is a
family of open covers witnessing that sA(X) = k, then for all z € X we have that
{St(xz,Uy) : @ < K} forms a closed pseudobase at x.

For a space X and a cardinal x, we have the following two similar characteriza-
tions of the statement “X has a regular GG,-diagonal” in Proposition (Notice
that U and V are in U, in the second characterization and not necessarily in U,
in the first). Zenor proved the first in [20] in the case Kk = w, which easily gen-
eralizes, and Gotchev proved the second in [14]]. It is interesting that the second
characterization is logically stronger than the first but both are still equivalent.

Proposition 2.6 (Zenor [20] and Gotchev [14]]). Let X be a space and let  be an
infinite cardinal. The following are equivalent.
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(1) X has a regular G-diagonal.

(2) There is a family {U, : a < Kk} of open covers of X such that if x #
y € X then there exists o < k and open sets U and V containing x and y
respectively such that V.0 St(U,U,) = 2.

(3) Thereis a family {U, : « < K} of open covers of X suchthatifx #y € X
then there exists o < r and open sets U and V' in U, containing x and y
respectively such that V.0 St(U,U,) = 2.

It follows by Proposition 2.6 that sA(X) < A(X) < sAy(X) if X is Urysohn.
Therefore if a space has strong rank 2-diagonal then it has a regular Gs-diagonal.
However, the following difficult question of Bella remains open.

Question 2.7 (Bella [3]]). Does any space with a regular G s-diagonal have a rank
2-diagonal?

Definition 2.8. Given a cover U of a space X and an integer m > 1, we define a
star-m network for U to be a collection N of subsets of X such that for all z € X
there exists N € N such that x € N C St"(x,U). We define a weak star-m
network for U in a similar way except x € N C St™(x,U). By star network we
mean a star-1 network and by weak star network we mean a weak star-1 network.
We define sm,,(X) (wsn,, (X)) to be the least infinite cardinal x such that every
open cover U has a star-m network (weak star-m network) of cardinality at most
k. We denote sn1(X) by sn(X) and wsny(X) by wsn(X).

The term “star network™ is used above because of its similarity to a network for
a space. A network N has the property that whenever x € U for an open set U
there exists N € N such that x € N C U. Similarly, a star network N for an
open cover U has the property that for all x € X there exists an N € N such that
x € N C St(x,U). While the terminology “star P has a particular meaning when
P is a property of a space X, we remark that “network” is not a property of a space
and so should not be confused with this terminology.

For an integer m > 1, every star-m network is a star-(m + 1) network and
therefore snp41(X) < snp(X). In particular sno(X) < sn(X). Likewise,
wsNm+1(X) < wsnpy(X) and thus wsna(X) < wsn(X). Observe also that
W8Ny, (X) < snypy,(X) for any space X, in particular wsn(X) < sn(X).

Definition 2.9. Given a cover U of a space X, a regular star network for U is a
collection N of subsets of X such that for all z € X there exists N € N such
that x € N C O{St(U,U) : « € U € U}. Then sn(X) is defined to be the
least infinite cardinal x such that every open cover U has a regular star network of

cardinality at most k.

Note that wsna(X) < sn(X) < wsn(X) for any space X. This is because
St(z,U) C N{St(U,U) : z € U € U} C St2(x,U).

Recall that the extent e(X) of a space X is defined as the supremum of the
cardinalities of the closed discrete subsets of X. We define the Urysohn extent in
Definition It uses the notion of a Urysohn discrete set defined by Schréder

in [[18]]. First recall the following.
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Definition 2.10. Given a set A in a space X, the O-closure of A is defined as
clg(A) = {z € X : UN A # @ whenever U is an open neighborhood of z}. A is
f-closed if A = clg(A). A point z is a 8-accumulation point of Aif U N A\{x} #
& for every open set U containing x.

Definition 2.11 (Schroder [18]). A set D in a space X is Uﬂsohn discrete if for
all d € D there exists an open set U, containing d such that Uy N (D\{d}) = @.

Definition 2.12. Given a space X, we define the Urysohn extent of X by
Ue(X) = sup{|D| : D is #-closed and Urysohn discrete }.

One can see that Ue(X) < e(X). Our last variant on the extent is the weak
extent we(X) of a space X.

Definition 2.13. The weak extent of a space X, denoted by we(X), is the least
cardinal x such that for every open cover U of X there is a subset A of X of
cardinality no greater than x such that St(A,U) = X.

It is clear that we(X) < d(X) and we(X) < e(X). Note that spaces with

countable weak extent are called star countable by some authors.
Recall the following definitions of wL(X), aL(X), and wL.(X).

Definition 2.14. Given a space X, the weak Lindelof degree wL(X) is defined to
be the least infinite cardinal x such that every open cover U of X has a subfamily
V of cardinality at most & such that X = (JV. The almost Lindelof degree aL(X)
is defined to be the least infinite cardinal s such that every open cover U of X has
a subfamily V of cardinality at most  such that X = ¢y V.

Definition 2.15. Given a space X and a subset A of X, we define wL(A, X)) to be
the least infinite cardinal s such that every open cover U of A has a subfamily V
of cardinality at most x such that A C W The weak Lindeldf degree of X with
respect to closed sets is wL.(X) = sup{wL(C, X) : C is a closed subset of X }.

It is clear that wL(X) < aL(X) < L(X) and wL(X) < wL.(X) < ¢(X).

Definition 2.16 ([10]). Let X be a Hausdorff space and let x € X. A collection
of open sets V is a weak closed pseudobase at x if {x} = (,,cy V. (Note that
it is not necessarily the case that x € V for any V' € V). We define wi.(z, X)
to be the least infinite cardinal « such that x has a weak closed pseudobase of
cardinality k. The weak closed pseudocharacter wi).(X) is defined as wip.(X) =
sup{wi.(z, X) : z € X}.

It is clear that wi).(X) < 9.(X) for any Hausdorff space X. The following
was defined in [I3]. It can be seen that dot(X) < mx(X) and dot(X) < ¢(X).

Definition 2.17 ([15]). Let X be a space. The dense o-tightness of X, ﬂoted by
dot(X), is the least infinite cardinal « such that whenever z € X = [JU, for an
open family U, there exists V C U such that |[V| < kand z € |JV.
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3. ON STAR NETWORKS, WEAK STAR NETWORKS, AND Ue(X).

In this section we establish several cardinal inequalities involving sn(X) and
its variants, including a partial answer to Question of Bella. We begin with
preliminary inequalities.

Proposition 3.1. e(X) < sn(X) < L(X) for any space X.

Proof. First we show sn(X) < L(X). Let K = L(X) and let U be an open cover
of X. As k = L(X) there exists V C U such that |[V| < kand X = V. If
x € X then there exists V' C V such that z € V' C St(x,U). This shows V is a
star network for U and that sn(X) < |V| < k.

To show e(X) < sn(X), let K = sn(X) and suppose by way of contradiction
that e(X) > k™. Then there exists a closed discrete set D such that | D| = ™. For
all d € D there exists an open set U, containing d such that U;ND\{d} = @. Then
U={X\D}U{Uyy:d e D} is an open cover of X. Observe that St(d,U) = Uy
foralld € D.

As sn(X) = k there exists a star network N for U such that |N| < &. It follows
that for all d € D there exists Ny € N such that d € Ny C St(d,U) = Uy. As
|ID| = k* and |N| < k, there exists di # do € D such that Ny, = Ny,. Let
N = Ny, = Ng,. Then {dy,d2} C N C Uy, NUyg,. This implies that dy € Uy, , a
contradiction. Therefore e(X) < k = sn(X). O

The next theorem gives a partial solution to Question [I.1] of Bella. The proof
is modeled after the proof that |X| < nw(X)¥X) for a Ty space X, where
{St(xz,Uy) : @ < Kk} is a used as a pseudobase at z € X. (See [16]).

Theorem 3.2. If X is T} then | X| < sn(X)2X),

Proof. Let k = A(X) and let A\ = sn(X). By Proposition there exist open
covers {U, : a < K} of X such that for all z # y € X there exists an o < &
such that y ¢ St(z,Uy,). As A = sn(X), for all a < & there exists a star network
N for U, such that [No| < A Let N = J,.,. No and note [N| < Ax. Let
€= {NM:M € [N]=F}. Then |C] < IN]* < (Ar)® = A~

Fix x € X. For all & < k there exists N, € N, C N such that z € N, C
St(x, Uy). It follows that € (.. Na € [Nper St(x, Uy). If y # 2 then there
exists o < s such that y ¢ St(z,Uy) and soy & [, St(x, Uy ). Therefore y ¢
Na<r Noand {z} = (<, Na- As[\yer No € €, wehave [ X| < [C] < A*. O

In light of Proposition 3.1l compare the above result with the following theorem
of Ginsburg and Woods.

Theorem 3.3 (Ginsburg and Woods [13])). If X is T} then | X| < 26(X)AK),

Also, it is straightforward to modify the proof of Theorem to show the fol-
lowing.

Theorem 3.4. If X is Hausdorff then | X| < wsn(X)*>(X),

By Proposition [3.1land Theorem we have the following result of Xuan and
Song.
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Corollary 3.5 (Xuan and Song [19]). If X is T} then | X| < L(X)2(X),
Question 3.6. Is there an example of a Ty space for which sn(X)*X) < L(X)2(X) 2

The next theorem establishes nice relationships between sna(X), stL(X), and
we(X). (See Definitions and respectively).

Theorem 3.7. sny(X) < stL(X) < we(X) for any space X.

Proof. For the first inequality, let K = stL(X) and let U be an open cover of X.
As stL(X) = k there exists A € [X]=" such that {St(z,U) : x € A} covers X.
Let N = {St(z,U) : = € A} and note |N| < k. Fix z € X. Then z € St(y,U)
for some y € A. It follows that there exists U € U such that x € U and y € U.
We want to show that St(y, U) C St(St(x,U),U). Let W € U such that y € W.
Theny € WNU and so WNU # @. Therefore W C St(St(x,U),U). This
shows St(y, U) C St(St(z,U),U) and that sne(X) < stL(X).

For the second inequality, let we(X) = & and let U be an open cover of X.
As we(X) = k, there exists A € [X]=F such that St(4,U) = X. We show
{St(a,U) : a € A} covers X. Let x € X. Then x € St(A,U) and there exists
UecUsuchthatz € UandUNA # @. Leta € UNA. Thenz € U C St(a,U).
This shows {St(a,U) : a € A} covers X and that stL(X) < we(X). O

In [2], Basile, Bella, and Ridderbos showed that if X is Hausdorff then | X| <
we(X)A2 (X). We give a logical improvement of this result using the cardinal func-
tion sny(X).

Theorem 3.8. If X is Hausdorff then | X| < sny(X)?2(X).

Proof. Let k = Ag(X) and let A = sna(X). As Ag(X) = k, there exist open
covers {U, : @ < K} of X such that for all z # y € X there exists an o < &
such that y ¢ St?(z,Uy). As A = sng(X), for all & < & there exists a star-2
network N, for U, such that [N| < A. Let N = |J, ., N and note [N| < Ax.
Let € = {\M: M € [N]=F}. Then |€] < IN]® < (Ar)® = -,

Fix x € X. For all o < & there exists N, € N, C N such that x € N, C
St2(z,Uy). It follows that z € (-, Na € Nu<y St2(z, Uy). If y # x then there
exists a < £ such thaty ¢ St?(z,U,) and so y ¢ (<, St?(z,Ua). Therefore
Y & Noer Noand {z} = e, Naw As [Nyer No € €, we have [X| < |C] <
AP O

Generalizing the above proof we have the following.

Theorem 3.9. Let m be an integer such that m > 1. If X is a space for which
A, (X) is defined, then | X| < s, (X)Am(X),

Theorems and [3.8] are corollaries of Theorem In addition, straightfor-
ward modification of the proof Theorem [3.8] gives the following.

Theorem 3.10. If X is Urysohn then | X | < wsngy(X)*22(X),

This in turn generalizes to the following.
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Theorem 3.11. Let m be an integer such that m > 1. If X is a space for which
sA(X) is defined, then | X | < wsn,, (X)*3m(X),

Corollary 3.12 (Basile, Bella, and Ridderbos [2]]). If X is Hausdorff then | X| <
we(X)A2(X),

Proof. By Theorems B3.8land 3.7, we have | X| < sno(X)22(X) < we(X)A2(X),
O

Theorem 3.13. wsna(X) < 2wL(X) for any space X.

Proof. Let k = wL(X) and let U be an open cover of X. Then there exists V C U

such that [V| < kand X = V. ForallU € UletVy = {V € V:V NU # @.

As X = [JV we see that V; # @ forall U € U.

We wish to find a collection N of subsets of X such that [N| < 2" and for all
x € X there exists N € N such that z € N C St?(z,U). We show that N =
{UVy : U € U} has these properties. First, note that N C {{JW : W € P(V)}
and so |[N| < |P(V)| < 2%.

Fix z € X and fix U € U such that x € U. For an open set W containing x, we
have x € W N U and therefore there exists V€ Vsuchthat W NU NV # . It
follows that V' € V7. Since W NV # &, we have W N |JVy # &. Therefore
zeUVy.

We show |JVy C St2(x,U). Lety € (JVy. Then there exists V € Vy
such that y € V and U NV # @. Let T be an open set containing y. We
show T'N St2(z,U) # @. Asy € VN T we have that V N T # @. Now as
VNU # @and U C St(x,U), we have that V C St(St(z,U),U) = St*(z,U).
AsT NV # @, we have that T N St?(z,U) # @ and y € St2(x, U). This shows
U VU - St2((£, U)

It follows that = € |JVy C St?(z,U) and that N is a weak star-2 network for
U. Therefore wsng(X) < |N| < 2% = 2wL(X), O

By Theorems and [3.10] we have the following corollary. Corollary 3.14]
provides a partial solution to the question of Basile, Bella, and Ridderbos of whether
a space X with a strong rank 2 diagonal has cardinality at most 29¢(X) (Question
4.8 in [2])).

Corollary 3.14. If X is Urysohn then | X| < 20L(X)sA82(X),

The proof of the following is a reduced version of the proof of Theorem 4.3
in [[15]. Recall the definition of dot(X) in[2.17}

Theorem 3.15. wsny(X) < wL(X)%"X) for any space X.

Proof. Let k = dot(X), A = wL(X), and let U be an open cover of X. As
wL(X) = A, there exists W C U such that [W| < Aand X = (JW. As dot(X) =
%, for all z € X there exists V, € W such that z € [JV, and |V,| < k. Let
W, ={V €V, : VnSt(z,U) # @} and note that |[W,| < |V,| < k.

For x € X define W, = [JW,. Observe that W, C St?(z,U) and so W, C

St2(x, U). We show = € W, foreach x € X. Forz € X let T be an arbitrary open
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set containing x. There exists U € U such that € U and there exists V € V,
suchthat UNT NV # @. Then V N St(z,U) # @ and so V € W,. Then
TNW, # @andx € W,.

Let N ={W,:z € X} C{UJC: € c [W]=*}. Then |N| < |W|* < \*. As

x e W, C St2(xz,U), we see that N is a weak star-2 network for U. Therefore
wsna(X) < NI <\ = wL(X)dot(X). 0

We have as a corollary a theorem of Gotchev, Tkachenko, and Tkachuk.

Corollary 3.16 (Gotchev, Tkachenko, Tkachuk [15]]). If X is Urysohn then | X| <
wL(X)dot(X)sA2 (X)

Proof. By Theorems and we have

sA2(X)

1X] < wsna(X)22) < (wL (X)) = wl (X)) X)sh ()

O
Theorem 3.17. sn3(X) < wL(X) for any space X.

Proof. Let k = wL(X) and let U be an open cover of X. We want to show there
exists N C P(X) such that [N| < x and for all z € X there exists N € N such
thatz € N C St3(z,U). As wL(X) = & there exists V C U such that |V| < &
and X = JV.

Fix x € X. There exists V, € V such that St(z,U) NV, # &. Therefore
Ve C St2(z,U). As St(z,U) NV, # @ there exists U € U such that z € U and
UNV, # @. Itfollows that x € U C St(V,,, U). As V,, C St?(x,U), we have = €
St(Vy,U) € St3(x,U). Thus N = {St(V,,U) : € X} is a star-3 network for
U. We have snz(X) < |N| < [{St(V,U) : V € V}| <|V| < k = wL(X). O

Note that in the above proof the star-3 network N for U in fact consists of open
sets. We have as a corollary a generalization of Proposition 4.7 in [2]].

Corollary 3.18 (Basile, Bella, Ridderbos [2] in the case where Ag(X) = w). If X
is a space for which A3(X) is defined then | X| < wL(X)?3(X),

Proof. By Theorems [3.9]and 317 we have | X| < sng(X)23(X) < wL(X)A3(X),
(]

Notice that the case m = 3 of Theorem is a logical improvement of Corol-
lary [3.18]in light of Theorem

For the remainder of this section we turn to results involving the Urysohn extent
Ue(X) (Definition 2.12). While it is well known that e(X) < L(X), we have a
sharper upper bound for Ue(X) given in the next proposition. See Definition 2.14]
for the definition of aL(X).

Proposition 3.19. Ue(X) < aL(X) for any space X.

Proof. Let k = aL(X) and suppose by way of contradiction there exists a -
closed, Urysohn discrete set D such that [D| = x*. As D is f-closed, for all
x € X\D there exists an open set U,, containing x such that U, N D = @. For
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all x € D, there exists an open set V,, containing x such that V, N D\{z} = @.
Then {U, : x € X\D} U {V, : x € D} is an open cover of X. As aL(X) = &,
there exists A C X\D and B C D such that [A] < &k, |[B] < Kk, and X =
Usea Uz UU,ep Ve Pick d € D\B. Thend ¢ |J,. 4 Uy by choice of each U,,
and d ¢ U,cp V. by choice of each V.. As this is a contradiction, we conclude
Ue(X) < k. O

The next example demonstrates that the spread between Ue(X) and e(X) can
be quite large.

Example 3.20. In this example we give a Hausdorff space X for which Ue(X) <
e(X). Let X be the Katétov H-closed extension of the natural numbers; that is,
X = kw. It is well-known that this space has a closed discrete set of cardinality
2¢ and therefore e(X') = 2°. However, as X is H-closed we have aL(X) = w and
thus by Proposition 3.19/we have Ue(X ) = w.

The next theorem is a special case of the well-known Erdés-Rado Theorem from
infinite Ramsey Theory. It will be used in the proof of Theorem [3.22

Theorem 3.21 (Erd6s-Rado). Let X be a set, let k be an infinite cardinal, and let
f 1 [X])? = k be a function. If | X | > 2° then there exists Y C X and o < k such
that |Y| = kT and f(z,y) = aforallz #yinY.

Our next result is, to the best of the author’s knowledge, the first application of
the Erd6s-Rado Theorem to a result involving the regular diagonal degree A(X).

Theorem 3.22. If X is Urysohn then | X| < 2UeCOAR),

Proof. Let k = Ue(X)A(X). For each a < & let U, be an open set in X? such
that Ay = Ny Ua = ﬂa<,.@U_a- For every a < k and € X there exists
an open set V(x,«) in X such that (z,z) € V(z,«a) x V(z,a) C U,. For all
x # y € X there exists a(z,y) < k such that (z,y) € X2\Ua(m7y). Define the
function f : [X]? — k by f(z,y) = a(z,y).

Suppose by way of contradiction that | X| > 2*. Then by Theorem there
exists @ < kand Y C X such that |[Y| = k" and f(z,y) = a(z,y) = « for all
x #y €Y. We show that Y is a §-closed Urysohn discrete set by showing Y has
no f-accumulation points. (Definition 2.10). Suppose z is a f-accumulation point

of Y. Then V(z,a) N Y \{z} # @ and in fact V(z,a) N Y'\{z} must contain at
least two distinct points. To see this, suppose V(z,a) NY\{z} = {p}. Asp # z
and X is Hausdorff, there exists an open set W containing z such that p ¢ W.
Then @ # V(z,a) "W NY\{z} C V(z,a) NY\{z} = {p}, a contradiction
since p ¢ W. Therefore there are two distinct points = # y in V(z,a) N Y'\{z}.
It follows that (z,y) € V(z,a) x V(z,a) C U,. This contradicts the fact that
(2,y) ¢ Un(sy) = Usaszand y arein Y.

Therefore Y has no #-accumulation points. It is straightforward to see that this
implies Y is 6-closed and Urysohn discrete. As |Y| = x™, this contradicts that

Ue(X) < k. Therefore | X| < 2", O
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As Ue(X) < aL(X) by Proposition [3.19] we see that Theorem is a vari-

ation on Gotchev’s result from [14] that if X is Urysohn then | X| < aL(X)2()
(Corollary 4.7]in the next section).

4. ON REGULAR STAR NETWORKS.

In this section we show that if X is Urysohn then |X| < 57(X)2™) (Theo-
rem .1). Results of Buzyakova and Gotchev involving A(X) follow as corollar-
ies. It was shown by Buzyakova in [[8] that the cardinality of a ccc space with a
regular GGg-diagonal has cardinality at most ¢. This was generalized by Gotchev
in [14] who showed that if X is Urysohn then |X| < 2¢(¥)A(X) By showing
sn(X) < 2¢(X) for any space X (Theorem 4.4), we see that Buzyakova’s result
follows from Theorem [4.1l Using three additional upper bounds for 57(X ), three
results of Gotchev also follow from Theorem[4.1] Indeed, the proof of Theorem 4.1
contains the fundamental interaction between the cardinality of X and A(X) that
is at the core of Buzyakova’s theorem and the three theorems of Gotcheyv.

Theorem 4.1. If X is Urysohn then | X| < su(X)2(0.

Proof. Let k = A(X) and let A\ = 372(X). By Proposition 2.6 there exists a family
{U, : @ < Kk} of open covers of X such that if 2 # y € X then there exists o < k
and U € U, such that z € U and y ¢ St(U, U,).

As A = 3sm(X), for all & < k there exists a regular star network N,, for U, such
that [No| < A Let N = (J,. No. Then [N| < X -k, Let € = {(\M : M €
[N]=%}. Then |€] < [N]® < (A - k)" = A~

Fix x € X. For all o < k there exists N, € N, € N such that z € N, C
N{St(U,Ua) : x € U € Ua}. Thenz € (e, Na € Nper [WHSHU, Ua) : 2 €
U € U,}. Now suppose y # x. Then there exists « < x and U € U, such that
rcUandy ¢ St(U,Uy). Itfollows thaty ¢ (. (W{St(U,Us) : x € U € Uy}
and therefore y ¢ (,., Nao. This says {z} = (.. No and as (), No € C,
we have | X| < [C] < A%, O

The following is Lemma 4.1 in [[14]. It is a generalization of Lemma 2.1 in [8]].
Lemma 4.2 (Buzyakova [8] for X ccc, Gotchev [14]). Let X be a space, let k =
c(X), and let U x V be a nonempty open set in X>. Let U be a collection of open

boxes in X? such that U x V C | JW. Then there exists V = {Uy x Vo : a0 < £} C

U such that V- C Vo and (U, x Vo) N (U x V) # @ for all o < k.

Theorem 4.3 (Kurepa [17]). For any space X, ¢(X?) < 2¢(X).

a<k

The proof of the next theorem represents a reduced version of the proof of The-
orem 4.2 in [14] and is framed in a bit different way.

Theorem 4.4. If X is any space then 3m(X) < 26X),

Proof. Let k = ¢(X) and let U be an open cover of X. Define W = [ J{U x U :
U € U}. By Theorem there exists a collection V of open boxes in X AW
such that [V| < 2% and X2\W C V. Define N = {X\cl|J{T : S x T €



12 NATHAN CARLSON

W for some S} : W € [V]="}. Observe |N| < [[V]=F] < (27)" = 2%, We show
N is a regular star network for U.

Fixz € X. Letz € U € UandsetY = {y € X : (2,y) € X2\W}. We
show X\St(U,U) C Y. Lety € X\St(U,U). Then there exists an open set R
containing y such that R N St(U,U) = @. We show (U x R) N W = &. Suppose
by way of contradiction that there exists (a,b) € (U x R) N W. Then there exists
Z € U such that (a,b) € (U x R) N (Z x Z). It follows that « € U N Z and
b e RNZ. Therefore Z C St(U,U)and b € RNSt(U,U). Bt RNSt({UU) = @
and so (U x R)N'W = @. It follows that (x,y) € X*\W, y € Y, and that

X\St(U,U) C Y. As this holds for all U € U such that z € U, we have
{ye X :(z,y) e W}=X\Y C[{SHU, W) : 2 € U € U}.

As Ax C W, we have (z,x) € W. There exists an open set B containing
x such that B x B C W. For each y € Y there exists an open box U, x Vj,
suchthatz € U, C B,y € Vy,and Uy x V,, C XA\W. As & = ¢(X), there
exists A € [Y]=F such that Y C (J{V, :y € A}. Let D = {U, x V, : y € A}
and note for all y € A we have Uy x V;, C X 2\W C UV. By Lemma &2 for
each y € Y there exists Vy, = {U(y,a) x V(y,a) : @ < s} such that V, C V,
Vy € UH{V(y,a):a <k}, and (U(y,a) x V(y,a)) N (U, x V) # @. Itis
straightforward to see that Y C (U, c 4 Up<s V(y, @).

Now, for all y € A we have U, C B and U, NU (y, ) # @ for all « < k. Thus
U(y,a) N B # @ for all @ < k. Suppose that V(y,«) N B # & for some a < k.
Then (U(y, o) x V(y,a) N (B x B) # &. However, B x B C W and U(y, ) X
V(y,a) € Vand is a subset of X2\ W, a contradiction. Therefore V (y, 2)NB = @
foralla < randy € A. Define N = X\, c4 Up<r V(y, @) and note N € N.

As BNUyea Ua<r V(y;a) = @, we have z € N. Also, by the last sentences of

the previous two paragraphs, we have N C X\Y C N{St(U,U) : z € U € U}.
It follows that N is a regular star network for U and that sn(X) < |[N| < 2F =

2eX), O

Observe that the regular star network in the proof of Theorem[4.4]in fact consists
of open sets. In addition, it is interesting to note that while no diagonal degree is
used in the proof, the space X2, Ax, and Kurepa’s theorem are still used.

By Theorem and Gotchev’s generalization of the result of Buzyakova
follows.

Corollary 4._5 (Buzyakova [8] for X ccc, Gotchev [14]]). If X is Urysohn then
|X| < 2¢(XAX),

Proposition 4.6. sn(X) < aL(X) for any space X.

Proof. Let k = aL(X) and let U be an open cover of X. As k = aL(X) there
exists V € [U]=* such that X = (Jy,cyy V. We show N = {V : V € V} is aregular
star network for U. Letz € X andlet U € U such that x € U. There exists V € V
such that x € V. It follows that U NV # & and so V C St(U,U). Therefore
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V CSt({U,UW)andz € V C N{St(U,U) : x € U € U}. Then N is a regular star
network for U and since |N| < |V| < k we have s7(X) < aL(X). O

Observe that we now have three versions of sn(X) that are bounded above by
variations on the Lindelof degree: sn(X) < L(X) (Proposition B.I), sm(X) <
aL(X) (Proposition [4.6), and sn3(X) < wL(X) (Theorem [3.17).

By Proposition 4.6l and Theorem .1l we have the following result of Gotchev. It
is the first of three results of Gotchev that follow from Theorem (.11

Corollary 4.7 (Gotchev [14])). If X is Urysohn then | X| < aL(X)A(X).

The proof of the following theorem represents a reduced version of the proof of
Theorem 4.7 in [14]).

Theorem 4.8. 57(X) < wL(X)XX) for any space X.

Proof. Let k = x(X), let A = wL(X), and let U be an open cover of X. As
A = wL(X) there exists W € [U]=* such that X = [JW. Forall z € X let
{V(x,a) : @ < K} be a neighborhood base at z.

Fix x € X. For all @ < & there exists W(x,a) € W such that V(z,a) N
Wz, o) # . Let W, = {W(z,a) : @ < k} and note |[W;| < k. Forall & < k
let W(z,o) = {W € W, : WNV(zx,a) # @}. Then for all « < k we have
W(z,a) # @ and |[W(z,a)| < |W,| < k.

We show = € [JW(x,«). Let B be an open set containing . Then x €
BNV (z,a) and so there exists 5 < k such that x € V(z,0) € BNV (z,«).
As W(z,8) NV (x,5) # @, wehave BNV (z,a) N W (x, ) # & and therefore
W(z,B) € W(z,a). As BN W(x, ) # @ we have x € |JW(z, a).

Now unfix z € X and let N = {ﬂa<,{UMa Myt a < K} € [[W]S“]SH}.
Then [N] < (|W|%)" < (A¥)® = X*. We show N is a regular star network for
U. First, consider St(U,U) for some x € X and U € U such that z € U.
Then there exists @ < r such that V(z,a) C U. For W € W(z,a) we have
W NV(z,a) # @. Therefore W N U # @& which implies W C St(U,U) and
UW(z,) € St(U,U). Tt follows that |JW(z,a) C St(U,U) and that x €

No<cr UW(z,a) € N{St(U,U) : z € U € U}. Now for all & < x we have
W(z,a) € [W]=" and so ., UW(z,a) € N. This shows N is a regular star
network for U and that 572(X) < |N| < \* = wL(X )X, O

By Theorems (4.1l and [4.8] we have a second result of Gotchev that follows from
Theorem 4.11

Corollary 4.9 (Gotchev [14])). If X is Urysohn then | X| < wL(X)X(X)A(X),
Proof. By TheoremsZ TlandE8we have | X| < sn(X)AX) < (wL(X)X(X))A(X)
wL(X )XX)AX), O

Theorem 4.10. 57(X) < 92t for any space X.
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Proof. Let k = wL(X) and let U be an open cover of X. As k = wL(X) there
exists V C U such that |V| < kand X = [JV. Foreach U € U, let Vy = {V €
V:VNU+# @} Note Vyy # @as X = JV.

Fix x € X and suppose € U € U. For an open set W containing =, we have
x € W N U and therefore there exists V€ Vsuchthat WNUNV # @. It
follows that V' € V. Since W NV # &, we have W N JVy # . Therefore
x € JVu C St(U,U).

Define N = {Nerce UC : € € P(P(V))}. Then [N| < |P(P(V))] < 227 <
22" We have

re( W Vv:izeUeU} C({SHU W) 2 €U e U

As ﬂ{m :x € U € U} €N, it follows that N is a regular star network for U.
Therefore, sm(X) < |N| < 92w LX) -

By Theorems [4.1] and we have a third result of Gotchev that follows from
Theorem

Corollary 4.11 (Gotchev [14]). If X is Urysohn then |X| < 28(%)

qwL(X)

We conclude with a final observation and a question.

Observation 4.12. It was shown by Basile, Bella, Ridderbos in [2] that if X
is Hausdorff then | X| < 2¢(X)sA(X)  We remark that this follows immediately
from a recent result of Carlson. It was shown in [10] that if X is Hausdorff then
|X| < 2X)wee(X)  (Recall the definition of wib.(X) in ZI6). As wipe(X) <
Ye(X) < sA(X), the theorem of Basile, Bella, and Ridderbos follows as a corol-
lary. In fact, Example 2.14 in [9] is an example of a Hausdorff space X such that
2d(X)wipe(X) < 9d(X)sA(X) = This example X is compact, separable, and Haus-
dorff with wip.(X) = w and .(X) = ¢. Therefore sA(X) > 9.(X) = c and
2d(X)wipe(X) — guww — ¢ < 9¢ = gwe < 9dX)sAX) This shows the improvement
is a strict improvement.

In connection with the above observation and noting that we(X) < d(X) for
any space X, the following question of Basile, Bella, and Ridderbos [2] is still
open.

Question 4.13 (Basile, Bella, and Ridderbos [2]). If X is Hausdorff is | X| <
2we(X)sA(X) ?
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