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On metric spaces with given transfinite asymptotic

dimensions

Yan Wu∗ Jingming Zhu∗∗ Taras Radul ∗∗∗ ∗

Abstract. For every countable ordinal number ξ, we construct a metric space Xξ whose transfi-
nite asymptotic dimension and complementary-finite asymptotic dimension are both ξ.
Keywords Asymptotic dimension, Transfinite asymptotic dimension, Complementary-finite
asymptotic dimension;
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1 Introduction

In coarse geometry, asymptotic dimension of a metric space is an important concept which was defined by
Gromov for studying asymptotic invariants of discrete groups [1]. This dimension can be considered as an
asymptotic analogue of the Lebesgue covering dimension. As a large scale analogue of W.E. Haver’s property
C in dimension theory, A. Dranishnikov introduced the notion of asymptotic property C in [2]. It is well
known that every metric space with finite asymptotic dimension has asymptotic property C. But the inverse
is not true, which means that there exists some metric space X with infinite asymptotic dimension and
asymptotic property C. Therefore how to classify the metric spaces with infinite asymptotic dimension into
smaller categories becomes an interesting problem.

In [3], T. Radul defined the transfinite asymptotic dimension (trasdim) which can be viewed as a trans-
finite extension of the asymptotic dimension and proved that for a metric space X , trasdim(X) <∞ if and
only if X has asymptotic property C. He also gave examples of metric spaces with trasdim= ∞ and with
trasdim= ω, where ω is the smallest infinite ordinal number (see [3]). But whether there is a metric space X
with ω <trasdim(X) <∞ (stated as“omega conjecture”in [4] by M. Satkiewicz) was unknown until recently.
A metric space X with trasdimX = ω + 1 was constructed in [5]. Some examples of metric spaces with
higher trasdim were constructed in [6]. Let us remark that trasdim takes only countable values [3]. In this
paper, for every countable ordinal number ξ, we construct a metric space Xξ with trasdim(Xξ) = ξ and
coasdim(Xξ) = ξ, which generalized the results in [5] and [6]. Let us remark that this result combined with
a recent result in [7] gives an answer to a problem stated by [8].

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we recall some definitions and properties of transfinite
asymptotic dimension and complementary-finite asymptotic dimension. In Section 3, we introduce a concrete
metric space Xξ with trasdim(Xξ) = ξ and coasdim(Xξ) = ξ for every countable ordinal number ξ.

2 Preliminaries
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Our terminology concerning the asymptotic dimension follows from [9] and for undefined terminology we
refer to [3] and [6].

Let (X, d) be a metric space and U, V ⊆ X , let

diam U = sup{d(x, y) | x, y ∈ U} and d(U, V ) = inf{d(x, y) | x ∈ U, y ∈ V }.

Let R > 0 and U be a family of subsets of X . U is said to be R-bounded if

diam U
.
= sup{diam U | U ∈ U} ≤ R.

In this case, U is said to be uniformly bounded. Let r > 0, a family U is said to be r-disjoint if

d(U, V ) ≥ r for every U, V ∈ U with U 6= V.

In this paper, we denote
⋃

{U | U ∈ U} by
⋃

U , denote {U | U ∈ U1 or U ∈ U2} by U1 ∪ U2. Let
A be a subset of a metric space X and ǫ > 0. We denote {x ∈ X | d(x,A) < ǫ} by Nǫ(A) and denote
{x ∈ X | d(x,A) ≤ ǫ} by Nǫ(A). We denote {Nǫ(U) | U ∈ U} by Nǫ(U) and denote {Nǫ(U) | U ∈ U} by
Nǫ(U).

Definition 2.1. ([1]) A metric space X is said to have finite asymptotic dimension if there exists n ∈ N,
such that for every r > 0, there exists a sequence of uniformly bounded families {Ui}ni=0 of subsets of X such
that the family

⋃n
i=0 Ui covers X and each Ui is r-disjoint for i = 0, 1, · · · , n. In this case, we say that the

asymptotic dimension of X less than or equal to n, which is denoted by asdim(X) ≤ n.
We say that asdim(X) = n if asdim(X) ≤ n and asdim(X) ≤ n− 1 is not true.
T. Radul generalized asymptotic dimension of a metric space X to transfinite asymptotic dimension

which is denoted by trasdim(X) (see [3]). We will need the set-theoretical function Ord from [11] which
classifies families of finite non-empty subsets of a set T . We will consider only the particular case when
T = N.

Definition 2.2. ([11]) Let FinN denote the collection of all finite, nonempty subsets of N and letM ⊆ FinN.
For σ ∈ {∅} ∪ FinN, let

Mσ = {τ ∈ FinN | τ ∪ σ ∈M and τ ∩ σ = ∅}.

Let Ma abbreviate M{a} for a ∈ N. Define the ordinal number OrdM inductively as follows:

OrdM = 0 ⇔ M = ∅,

OrdM ≤ α ⇔ ∀ a ∈ N, OrdMa < α,

OrdM = α ⇔ OrdM ≤ α and OrdM < α is not true,

OrdM = ∞ ⇔ OrdM ≤ α is not true for every ordinal number α.

We call a family M ⊆ FinN inclusive if and only if for each σ, τ ∈ FinN such that τ ⊆ σ and σ ∈M , we
have τ ∈M . We consider only inclusive families in the following.

The following lemmas are particular cases of the corresponding lemmas from [11].

Lemma 2.1. ([11]) Let M ⊆ FinN and n ∈ N. Then

OrdM ≤ n if and only if |σ| ≤ n for every σ ∈M .

Lemma 2.2. ([11]) If M,N ⊆ FinN and M ⊆ N , then OrdM ≤ OrdN.

Lemma 2.3. ([11]) If M,N ⊆ FinN, then Ord(M ∪N) ≤ max{OrdM,OrdN}.

Lemma 2.4. ([11]) Let L and L′ be sets. Let FinL and FinL′ denote collections of all finite, nonempty
subsets of L and L′, respectively. Let M ⊆ FinL, M ′ ⊆ FinL′ and φ : L → L′ be a function such that for
every σ ∈M , we have φ(σ) ∈M ′ and |φ(σ)| = |σ|. Then OrdM ≤Ord M ′.

Let M ⊆ FinN and K be an infinite subset of N. Then there is a standard bijection ϕ from N to K

which keeps the order. We define M [K] =
{

{ϕ(k1), ϕ(k2), · · · , ϕ(km)}
∣

∣

∣
{k1, k2, · · · , km} ∈ M

}

. Note that

M =M [N]. By Lemma 2.4, we obtain the following result.
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Corollary 2.1. Let M ⊆ FinN and K is a infinite subset of N, then OrdM =OrdM [K].

Definition 2.3. ([3]) Given a metric space X , define the following collection:

A(X, d) = {σ ∈ FinN | there are no uniformly bounded families Ui for i ∈ σ

such that each Ui is i-disjoint and
⋃

i∈σ

Ui covers X}

and

A2(X, d) = {σ ∈ FinN | there are no uniformly bounded families Vi for i ∈ σ

such that each Vi is 2
i-disjoint and

⋃

i∈σ

Vi covers X}.

The transfinite asymptotic dimension of X is defined as trasdim(X) = OrdA(X, d) .

Lemma 2.5. OrdA(X, d) =OrdA2(X, d).

Proof. Since A(X, d) ⊆ A2(X, d), OrdA(X, d) ≤OrdA2(X, d) by Lemma 2.2. The inverse inequality follows
from Lemma 2.4 by considering the exponential function φ : N → N defined by φ(n) = 2n.

Definition 2.4. ([12]) Every ordinal number γ can be represented as γ = λ(γ) + n(γ), where λ(γ) is the
limit ordinal or 0 and n(γ) ∈ N ∪ {0}. Let X be a metric space, we define complementary-finite asymptotic

dimension of X (coasdim(X)) inductively as follows:

• coasdim(X) = −1 ⇔ X = ∅,

• coasdim(X) ≤ λ(γ) + n(γ) ⇔ for every r > 0, there exist r-disjoint uniformly bounded families

U0, · · · ,Un(γ) of subsets of X such that coasdim(X \
⋃⋃n(γ)

i=0 Ui) < λ(γ),

• coasdim(X) = γ ⇔ coasdim(X) ≤ γ and coasdim(X) ≤ β is not true for any β < γ,

• coasdim(X) = ∞ ⇔ coasdim(X) ≤ γ is not true for any ordinal number γ.

X is said to have complementary-finite asymptotic dimension if coasdim(X) ≤ γ for some ordinal number γ.

Remark 2.1. It is easy to see that for every n ∈ N ∪ {0}, coasdim(X) ≤ n if and only if asdim(X) ≤ n.

Lemma 2.6. ([12]) Let X be a metric space with X1, X2 ⊆ X . Then

coasdim(X1 ∪X2) ≤ max{coasdim(X1), coasdim(X2)}.

3 Main result

3.1 Families with given Ord

For each τ = {k0, k1, · · · , ks} ∈ FinN, we choose an indexation such that k0 < k1 < · · · < ks. For every
n ∈ N ∪ {0}, let

K(τ, n) = {kn+1, kn+2 · · · , ks} if n < s and K(τ, n) = ∅ if n ≥ s,

and let
i(τ, n) = max{k0, k1 · · · , kn} = kn if n ≤ s and i(τ, n) = ks if n > s.

For each limit ordinal α, we fix an increasing sequence {ζi(α) + i} of ordinals such that

each ζi(α) is a limit ordinal or 0 and α = supi(ζi(α) + i).

When α = supi(β + i) for some limit ordinal β, we put ζi(α) = β for each i ∈ N.
For each countable ordinal number ξ, we write ξ = γ(ξ) + n(ξ), where γ(ξ) is a limit ordinal or 0 and

n(ξ) ∈ N ∪ {0}. We build a family Sξ ⊆ FinN by induction.

Definition 3.5. Let n ∈ N and let ξ be a countable ordinal number , we define

3



• Sn = {σ ∈ FinN | |σ| ≤ n}.

• Sξ = Sγ(ξ)+n(ξ) =
{

σ ∈ FinN
∣

∣

∣
K(σ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l ∪∅ for some l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , i(σ, n(ξ))}

}

.

Remark 3.2.

• It follows from the definition of the family Sξ that σ ∈ Sξ for each σ ∈ FinN with |σ| ≤ n(ξ) + 1.

• Note that if σ = {k0, · · · , ks} ∈ Sξ, then {l, k0, · · · , ks} ∈ Sξ+1 for every l < k0 with l ∈ N.

Lemma 3.1. Let ξ = γ(ξ) + n(ξ) be an infinite ordinal number and τ = {k0, · · · , ks} ∈ Sξ. Then we have

τ ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1 for some l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , i(τ, n(ξ))}.

Proof. Since τ = {k0, · · · , ks} ∈ Sξ, we have K(τ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l ∪∅ for some l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , i(τ, n(ξ))}.

• If K(τ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l, then τ = {k0, · · · , kn(ξ), kn(ξ)+1, · · · , ks} ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1 by Remark 3.2.

• If K(τ, n(ξ)) = ∅, then K(τ, l + n(ξ) + 1) ⊆ K(τ, n(ξ)) implies K(τ, l + n(ξ) + 1) = ∅. So τ ∈
Sζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1.

Lemma 3.2. The family Sξ is inclusive for each countable ordinal ξ.

Proof. • It follows from the definition of Sξ that the result is true when ξ is finite.

• Assume that the result holds for every infinite ordinal number ξ < α. Now for ξ = α, let τ =
{kj0 , kj1 , · · · , kjt} ⊆ σ = {k0, · · · , ks} ∈ Sξ. Note that t ≤ s and K(τ, n(ξ)) ⊆ K(σ, n(ξ)). If t ≤ n(ξ),
then we have τ ∈ Sξ by definition. Consider the case t > n(ξ). Then we have s > n(ξ) and

K(σ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l for some 1 ≤ l ≤ i(σ, n(ξ)) = kn(ξ) ≤ kjn(ξ)
= i(τ, n(ξ)).

By inductive assumption, we have K(τ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l. So τ ∈ Sγ(ξ)+n(ξ).

Lemma 3.3. Sγ+n ⊆ Sγ+m , where γ is a limit ordinal and m ∈ N, n ∈ N ∪ {0} such that n < m.

Proof. For every σ = {k0, · · · , ks} ∈ Sγ+n.

• If s ≤ m, then we have σ ∈ Sγ+m by definition.

• If s > m, then s > n. It follows that

K(σ, n) ∈ Sζl(γ)+l for some 1 ≤ l ≤ i(σ, n) = kn < km = i(σ,m).

Since n < m, we have K(σ,m) ⊆ K(σ, n). Since Sζl(γ)+l is inclusive by Lemma 3.2, we have

K(σ,m) ∈ Sζl(γ)+l for some l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , i(σ,m)}.

Hence σ ∈ Sγ+m.

Lemma 3.4. For each countable ordinals ξ, OrdSξ ≤ ξ.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, the result is true when ξ is finite. Assume that the result holds for every ξ < α. Now
ξ = α. For every a ∈ N and σ ∈ Sa

ξ , {a} ⊔ σ ∈ Sξ. It follows that

K({a} ⊔ σ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l ∪∅ for some l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , i({a} ⊔ σ, n(ξ))}.

• When n(ξ) ∈ N.
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– If i({a} ⊔ σ, n(ξ)) > a, then K(σ, n(ξ) − 1) = K({a} ⊔ σ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l ∪∅. Note that

1 ≤ l ≤ i({a} ⊔ σ, n(ξ)) = i(σ, n(ξ) − 1) which implies that σ ∈ Sγ(ξ)+n(ξ)−1.

– If i({a}⊔σ, n(ξ)) ≤ a, then l ≤ a and K(σ, n(ξ)) ⊆ K({a}⊔σ, n(ξ)). Since Sζl(γ(ξ))+l is inclusive,
K(σ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l ∪∅. So by Remark 3.2, σ ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1 for some l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , a}.

Therefore,

Sa
ξ ⊆ Sγ(ξ)+n(ξ)−1 ∪ (

a
⋃

l=1

Sζl(γ(ξ))+n(ξ)+l+1).

Then by Lemma 2.3 and inductive assumption,

Ord(Sa
ξ ) ≤ γ(ξ) + n(ξ)− 1 < ξ.

• When n(ξ) = 0.

– If i({a} ⊔ σ, 0) = a, then σ = K({a} ⊔ σ, 0) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l ∪∅, for some l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , a}.

– If i({a} ⊔ σ, 0) < a, then

K(σ, 0) ⊆ K({a} ⊔ σ, 0) ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l ∪∅ for some l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , i({a} ⊔ σ, 0)},

which implies σ ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l+1 for some l < a, by Lemma 3.2.

So by Lemma 3.3,

Sa
ξ ⊆

a
⋃

l=1

Sζl(γ(ξ))+l+1.

Then by Lemma 2.3 and inductive assumption,

Ord(Sa
ξ ) ≤ ζa(γ(ξ)) + a+ 1 < ξ.

So in both cases, we have OrdSξ ≤ ξ.

Let σ = {k0, · · · , ks} ∈ FinN and τ = {p0, · · · , ps} ∈ FinN . We denote σ ≤ τ if for each i ∈ {0, 1, · · · , s},
ki ≤ pi.

Lemma 3.5. Let ξ be an countable ordinal number and σ ∈ Sξ. Then for each τ ∈ FinN such that σ ≤ τ ,
we have τ ∈ Sξ.

Proof. It is easy to see the result is true when ξ is finite. Assume that the result holds for every countable
ordinal number ξ < α. For ξ = α, let σ = {k0, · · · , ks} ∈ Sξ and τ = {p0, · · · , ps} such that ki ≤ pi for
i ∈ {0, 1, · · · , s}.

• If s ≤ n(ξ), then τ ∈ Sξ by Remark 3.2.

• If s > n(ξ), then K(σ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(ξ)+l for some 1 ≤ l ≤ i(σ, n(ξ)) = kn(ξ) ≤ pn(ξ) = i(τ, n(ξ)). Note
that K(σ, n(ξ)) ≤ K(τ, n(ξ)). By inductive assumption,

K(τ, n(ξ)) ∈ Sζl(ξ)+l for some l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , i(τ, n(ξ))}.

So τ ∈ Sξ.

Proposition 3.1. OrdSξ = ξ for each countable ordinal number ξ.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, it is easy to obtain that the result is true when ξ is finite. Assume that the result holds
for every countable ordinal number ξ < α. For ξ = α. By Lemma 3.4, it suffices to show that OrdSξ ≥ ξ.

5



• If n(ξ) = 0, then it means that ξ is a limit ordinal. For every k ∈ N, let

Sζk(ξ)+k(k) = {τ ∈ Sζk(ξ)+k | t > k for each t ∈ τ}.

Then for each τ ∈ Sζk(ξ)+k(k), {k} ⊔ τ ∈ Sξ by definition. Since Sξ is inclusive by Lemma 3.2, τ ∈ Sξ.
So Sζk(ξ)+k(k) ⊆ Sξ.

Note that
OrdSζk(ξ)+k = OrdSζk(ξ)+k(k).

Indeed, by Lemma 2.2, Sζk(ξ)+k(k) ⊆ Sζk(ξ)+k implies OrdSζk(ξ)+k(k) ≤ OrdSζk(ξ)+k. There is a
function φ : N → N defined by φ(i) = i+ k. Then by Lemma 3.5,

φ(σ) ∈ Sζk(ξ)+k(k) whenever σ ∈ Sζk(ξ)+k and |φ(σ)| = |σ|.

By Lemma 2.4, OrdSζk(ξ)+k ≤ OrdSζk(ξ)+k(k). So OrdSζk(ξ)+k = OrdSζk(ξ)+k(k).

By Lemma 2.2 and inductive assumption,

OrdSξ ≥ OrdSζk(ξ)+k(k) = OrdSζk(ξ)+k = ζk(ξ) + k for each k ∈ N.

Hence OrdSξ ≥ ξ.

• If n(ξ) ∈ N, then for every k ∈ N, let

Sξ−1(k) = {τ ∈ Sξ−1 | t > k for each t ∈ τ}.

Then for each τ ∈ Sξ−1(k), by Remark 3.2, {k} ⊔ τ ∈ Sξ which implies τ ∈ Sk
ξ . Then Sξ−1(k) ⊆ Sk

ξ .
By the similar argument and inductive assumption,

OrdSk
ξ ≥ OrdSξ−1(k) = OrdSξ−1 = ξ − 1.

Hence OrdSξ ≥ ξ.

3.2 Construction of spaces Xξ

Definition 3.6. ([13]) Let X be a metric space and let A,B be a pair of disjoint subsets of X . We say
that a subset L ⊆ X is a partition of X between A and B if there exist open sets U,W ⊆ X satisfying the
following conditions

A ⊆ U,B ⊆W and X = U ⊔ L ⊔W.

Definition 3.7. ([6]) Let X be a metric space and let A,B be a pair of disjoint subsets of X . For every
ǫ > 0, we say that a subset L ⊆ X is an ǫ-partition of X between A and B if there exist open sets U,W ⊆ X
satisfying the following conditions

A ⊆ U,B ⊆W,X = U ⊔ L ⊔W,d(L,A) > ǫ and d(L,B) > ǫ

Clearly, an ǫ-partition L of X between A and B is a partition of X between A and B.

Lemma 3.6. ([13], Lemma 1.8.14) Let F+
i , F−

i , where i = 1, 2, . . . , n, be the pairs of opposite faces of
In

.
= [0, 1]n. If In = L0 ⊃ L1 ⊃ . . . ⊃ Ln is a decreasing sequence of closed sets such that Li+1 is a partition

of Li between Li ∩ F
+
i+1 and Li ∩ F

−
i+1 for i ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , n− 1}, then Ln 6= ∅.

Lemma 3.7. Let L0
.
= [0, B]n for some B > 0, F+

i , F−
i , where i = 1, 2, · · · , n, be the pairs of opposite

faces of L0 and let 0 < ǫ < 1
6B. For k = 1, 2, · · · , n, let Uk be an ǫ-disjoint and 1

3B-bounded family of

subsets of [0, B]n. Then there exists an ǫ-partition Lk+1 of Lk between F+
k+1 ∩ Lk and F−

k+1 ∩ Lk such that
Lk+1 ⊆ Lk ∩ (

⋃

Uk+1)
c for k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , n− 1. Moreover, Ln 6= ∅.
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Proof. For k = 1, 2, · · · , n, let Ak
.
= {U ∈ Uk | d(U, F+

k ) ≤ 2ǫ} and Bk
.
= {U ∈ Uk | d(U, F+

k ) > 2ǫ}. Note
that Ak ∪ Bk = Uk. Let

Ak =
⋃

{N ǫ
3
(U) | U ∈ Ak} and Bk =

⋃

{N ǫ
3
(U) | U ∈ Bk}.

Then d(Ak, F
−
k ) > B − 1

3B − 2ǫ− ǫ
3 >

4
3ǫ and d(Bk, F

+
k ) > 2ǫ− ǫ

3 >
4
3ǫ. It follows that

(Ak ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F+

k )) ∩ (Bk ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

k )) = ∅.

Let Lk+1
.
= Lk \ ((Ak+1 ∪N 4

3 ǫ
(F+

k+1)) ∪ (Bk+1 ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

k+1))) for k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , n− 1.

Note that F+
k+1 ∩ Lk 6= ∅ and F−

k+1 ∩ Lk 6= ∅ for k = 0, 1, · · · , n− 1. Indeed,

• Clearly, F+
1 ∩ L0 6= ∅ and F−

1 ∩ L0 6= ∅.

• For k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1,

Lk = Lk−1 \ ((Ak ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F+

k )) ∪ (Bk ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

k )))

= Lk−2 \ ((Ak−1 ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F+

k−1)) ∪ (Bk−1 ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

k−1)) ∪ (Ak ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F+

k )) ∪ (Bk ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

k )))

= · · ·

= L0 \ ((A1 ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F+

1 )) ∪ (B1 ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

1 )) ∪ · · · ∪ (Ak ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F+

k )) ∪ (Bk ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

k ))).

Note that F+
k+1 \ (N 4

3 ǫ
(F+

1 ))∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

1 )∪ · · · ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F+

k )∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

k )) is a nonempty connected set with

diameter greater than 5
9B and (A1 ∪B1 ∪ · · ·Ak ∪Bk) is a union set of a ǫ

3 -disjoint and
4
9B-bounded

family. Then

F+
k+1 \ ((A1 ∪N 4

3 ǫ
(F+

1 )) ∪ (B1 ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

1 )) ∪ · · · ∪ (Ak ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F+

k )) ∪ (Bk ∪N 4
3 ǫ
(F−

k ))) 6= ∅.

It follows that F+
k+1 ∩ Lk 6= ∅. Similarly, F−

k+1 ∩ Lk 6= ∅.

Therefore, Lk+1 is an ǫ-partition of Lk between F+
k+1 ∩Lk and F−

k+1 ∩Lk such that Lk+1 ⊂ Lk ∩ (
⋃

Uk+1)
c.

By Lemma 3.6, Ln 6= ∅.

Let L = {n + 2 | n ∈ N} and Sξ[L] =
{

{k0 + 2, k1 + 2, · · · , ks + 2}
∣

∣

∣
{k0, k1, · · · , ks} ∈ Sξ

}

. Then by

Corollary 2.1, OrdSξ[L]=OrdSξ = ξ for each countable ordinal number ξ.

Definition 3.8. For τ = {k0 + 2, k1 + 2, · · · , km + 2} ∈ Sξ[L], we define

Xτ =
{

(xi)
m
i=0 ∈ (2k0Z)m+1

∣

∣

∣
|{j | xj /∈ 2kpZ}| ≤ p for every p ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,m}

}

.

We consider Xτ with sup-metric.

Proposition 3.2. τ ∈ A2(Xτ , d) for every τ = {k0 + 2, k1 + 2, · · · , km + 2} ∈ Sξ[L].

Proof. Suppose that τ = {k0 + 2, k1 + 2, · · · , km + 2} /∈ A2(Xτ , d), then there are B-bounded families
U0,U1, · · · ,Um such that Uj is 2kj+2-disjoint for every j ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,m} and

⋃m
i=0 Ui covers [0, 8B]m+1 ∩Xτ

for some B > 2km+1.
Assume that p1 = 8B

2km
∈ N. Take a bijection ψ : {1, 2, · · · , pm+1

1 } → {0, 1, 2, · · · , p1 − 1}m+1. Let

Q(t) =

m+1
∏

j=1

[2kmψ(t)j , 2
km(ψ(t)j + 1)],where ψ(t)j is the jth coordinate of ψ(t).

Let Q1 = {Q(t) | t ∈ {1, 2, · · · , pm+1
1 }}, then [0, 8B]m+1 =

⋃

Q∈Q1
Q. Note that

[0, 8B]m+1 ∩Xτ ⊆
⋃

Q∈Q1

∂mQ, where ∂mQ is the m-dimensional skeleton of Q.
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Let L0 = [0, 8B]m+1. Since N2km (Um) is 2km+1-disjoint and (2km+1 +B)-bounded, by Lemma 3.7, there
exists a 2km+1-partition L1 of [0, 8B]m+1 between F+

1 and F−
1 such that

L1 ⊆ (
⋃

N2km (Um))c ∩ [0, 8B]m+1 and d(L1, F
+/−
1 ) > 2km+1,

where F
+/−
1 is a pair of opposite facets of [0, 8B]m+1. Since L1 is a partition of [0, 8B]m+1 between F+

1 and
F−
1 , [0, 8B]m+1 = L1 ⊔ A1 ⊔ B1 such that A1, B1 are open in [0, 8B]m+1 and A1, B1 contain two opposite

facets F−
1 , F+

1 respectively.
Let M1 = {Q ∈ Q1 | Q∩L1 6= ∅} and M1 =

⋃

M1. Since L1 is a 2km+1-partition of [0, 8B]m+1 between
F+
1 and F−

1 , then M1 is a partition of [0, 8B]m+1 between F+
1 and F−

1 , i.e., [0, 8B]m+1 = M1 ⊔ A′
1 ⊔ B′

1

such that A′
1, B

′
1 are open in [0, 8B]m+1 and A′

1, B
′
1 contain two opposite facets F−

1 , F+
1 respectively. Let

L′
1 = ∂mM1 =

⋃

{∂mQ|Q ∈ M1}, then [0, 8B]m+1 \ (L′
1 ⊔ A′

1 ⊔ B′
1) is the union of some disjoint open

m+1-dimensional cubes with length of edge = 2km . So L′
1 is a partition of [0, 8B]m+1 between F+

1 and F−
1

and L′
1 ⊆ (

⋃

Um)c ∩ [0, 8B]m+1.
Since N2km−1 (Um−1) is 2

km−1+1-disjoint and (2km−1+1+B)-bounded, there exists a 2km−1+1-partition L2

of L′
1 between F+

2 ∩ L′
1 and F−

2 ∩ L′
1 such that

L2 ⊆ (
⋃

N2km−1 (Um−1))
c ∩ L′

1 and d(L2, F
+/−
2 ) > 2km−1+1.

Since L2 is a partition of L′
1 between F+

2 ∩ L′
1 and F−

2 ∩ L′
1, L

′
1 = L2 ⊔ A2 ⊔B2 such that A2, B2 are open

in L′
1 and A2, B2 contain two opposite facets F−

2 ∩ L′
1, F

+
2 ∩ L′

1 respectively.
Assume that p2 = 8B

2km−1
∈ N. Take a bijection ψ : {1, 2, · · · , pm+1

2 } → {0, 1, 2, · · · , p2 − 1}m+1. Let

Q′(t, l) =
l

∏

j=1

(2km−1ψ(t)j , 2
km−1(ψ(t)j + 1))× 2km−1ψ(t)l ×

m+1
∏

j=l+1

(2km−1ψ(t)j , 2
km−1(ψ(t)j + 1)),

where ψ(t)j is the j-th coordinate of ψ(t). Let

Q2 = {Q′(t, l) ∩ L′
1 | t ∈ {1, 2, · · · , pm+1

2 }, l ∈ {1, · · · ,m+ 1}}

be a family of m-dimensional cubes with length of edges=2km−1, then L′
1 =

⋃

Q∈Q2
Q. Let

M2 = {Q′ ∈ Q2 | Q′ ∩ L2 6= ∅} and M2 =
⋃

M2.

Since L2 is a 2km−1+1-partition of L′
1 between F+

2 ∩ L′
1 and F−

2 ∩ L′
1, then M2 is a partition of L′

1 between
F+
2 ∩ L′

1 and F−
2 ∩ L′

1, i.e., L′
1 = M2 ⊔ A′

2 ⊔ B′
2 such that A′

2, B
′
2 are open in L′

1 and A′
2, B

′
2 contain

two opposite facets F−
2 ∩ L′

1, F
+
2 ∩ L′

1 respectively. Let L′
2 = ∂m−1M2 =

⋃

{∂m−1Q
′ | Q′ ∈ M2}. Then

L′
1 \ (L

′
2 ⊔A

′
2 ⊔B

′
2) is the union of some disjoint open m-dimensional cubes with length of edge = 2km−1 . So

L′
2 is a partition of L′

1 between F+
2 ∩ L′

1 and F−
2 ∩ L′

1 and L′
2 ⊆ (

⋃

(Um−1 ∪ Um))c ∩ [0, 8B]m+1.
After m + 1 steps, we obtain L′

m+1 to be a partition of L′
m between F+

m+1 ∩ L
′
m and F−

m+1 ∩ L′
m and

L′
m+1 ⊆ (

⋃

(
⋃m

i=0 Ui))
c ∩ [0, 8B]m+1. Note that L′

m+1 is 0-dimensional cubes with length of edge = 2k0 . By
the construction, L′

m+1 ⊆ Xτ . Since
⋃m

i=0 Ui covers [0, 8B]m+1 ∩ Xτ , L
′
m+1 = ∅ which is a contradiction

with Lemma 3.7.

Definition 3.9. Let
⊕

Z = {(xi) | xi ∈ Z and there exists k ∈ N such that xj = 0 for each j ≥ k}

with the sup-metric ρ. For every τ = {k0 +2, k1+2, · · · , km +2} ∈ Sξ[L], we define an isometric embedding
iτ : Xτ →

⊕

Z by

iτ (x)i = xi ∀ i ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,m} and iτ (x)i = 0 ∀ i /∈ {0, 1, · · · ,m},

where iτ (x)i is the i-th coordinate of iτ (x) and x = (x0, x1, · · · , xm) ∈ Xτ .
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For any countable ordinal number ξ, we define Xξ as the disjoint union of Xτ with τ ∈ Sξ[L], i.e.,

Xξ =
⊔

τ∈Sξ[L]

Xτ

with the metric dξ which is defined as

dξ(x, y) =

{

ρ(iτ (x), iτ (y)) if x, y ∈ Xτ ,

max{s(τ1), s(τ2), ρ(iτ1(x), iτ2(y))} if x ∈ Xτ1 , y ∈ Xτ2 and τ1 6= τ2,

where s(σ) = 2maxσ for any σ ∈ Sξ[L].

Theorem 3.1. trasdim(Xξ) ≥ ξ.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2, for every τ ∈ Sξ[L], τ ∈ A2(Xτ , d) ⊆ A2(Xξ, d). i.e., Sξ[L] ⊆ A2(Xξ, d). So

trasdimXξ = OrdA(Xξ, d) = OrdA2(Xξ, d) ≥ OrdSξ[L] = ξ.

Theorem 3.2. coasdim(Xξ) ≤ ξ for each countable ordinal number ξ.

Proof. For finite ξ it follows from Theorem 25 in [10]. We proceed by transfinite induction. For k ∈ N we
put Tk = {τ ∈ Sξ[L] | |τ | ≥ n(ξ) + 2 and i(τ, n(ξ)) ≥ k + 2} and Kk = Sξ[L] \ Tk.

Since Xτ ⊂ {(x1, . . . , x|τ |) ∈ Z
|τ | | |{j | xj /∈ 2kZ}| ≤ n(ξ)} for each τ ∈ Tk, by Lemma 3.8 in [6],

for any r ∈ N, there exists p ≥ 2r such that for each τ ∈ Tp there exist uniformly bounded 2r-disjoint
families U0, . . . ,Un(ξ) which cover Xτ . Since the distance between Xτ and Xσ is greater or equal then 2p for
τ , σ ∈ Tp, there exist uniformly bounded 2r−disjoint families which are still called U0, . . . ,Un(ξ) such that
⋃n(ξ)

i=0 Ui covers the set Y =
∐

{Xτ | τ ∈ Tp}.
So, we need to prove that coasdim(Xξ\Y ) =coasdim(

∐

τ∈Kp
Xτ ) < γ(ξ). For each τ ∈ Kp we can consider

Xτ as a subset of Xζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1 for some l ∈ {1, . . . , p+1} by Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.2. Moreover, we
have that the natural embedding eτ : Xτ → Xζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1 is isometrical by the definition of the metrics on
Xτ and on Xζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1. Let us define a metric space (Z, d). Put Z =

∐

l∈{1,...,p+1}Xζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1.
Define the metric d as follows. On each Xζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1 we consider its metric dζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1. If
x ∈ Xζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1 and y ∈ Xζs(γ(ξ))+s+n(ξ)+1 with s 6= l, we have that x ∈ Xτ and y ∈ Xσ for some
τ ∈ Sζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1 and σ ∈ Sζs(γ(ξ))+s+n(ξ)+1. Then we put d(x, y) = max{s(τ), s(σ), ρ(iτ (x), iσ(y))}
where ρ is the sup-metric in

⊕

Z. By Lemma 2.6 we have

coasdim(

p+1
∐

l=1

Xζl(γ(ξ))+l+n(ξ)+1) ≤ max
l∈{1,...,p+1}

ζp+1(γ(ξ)) + l + n(ξ) + 1 ≤ ζp+1(γ(ξ)) + p+ n(ξ) + 2 < γ(ξ).

Define the map e :
∐

τ∈Kp
Xτ → Z by the conditions e(x) = eτ (x) for each x ∈ Xτ . We have that e is

an isometrical embedding. Hence coasdim(
∐

τ∈Kp
Xτ ) ≤coasdimZ < γ(ξ).

Lemma 3.8. ([6]) Let X be a metric space, if X has complementary-finite asymptotic dimension, then
trasdim(X) ≤ coasdim(X).

Theorem 3.3. coasdim(Xξ) = ξ and trasdim(Xξ) = ξ for every countable ordinal ξ.

Proof. By Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.8, trasdim(Xξ) ≤ ξ. Then trasdim(Xξ) = ξ by Theorem 3.1. By
Lemma 3.8, coasdim(Xξ) ≥trasdim(Xξ) = ξ. Then coasdim(Xξ) = ξ by Theorem 3.2.
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