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Abstract

A strong generalized topological space is an ordered pair X =
(X,T) such that X is a set and 7 is a collection of subsets of X
such that (), X € 7 and T is stable under arbitrary unions. A neces-
sary and sufficient condition for a strong generalized topological space
X to satisfy Urysohn’s lemma or its appropriate variant is shown in
ZF. Notions of a U-normal and an effectively normal generalized topo-
logical space are introduced. It is observed that, in ZF + DC, every
U-normal generalized topological space satisfies Urysohn’s lemma. It
is shown that every effectively normal generalized topological space
satisfies Csaszéar’s modification of Urysohn’s Lemma. A ZF- exam-
ple of a strong generalized topological normal space which satisfies
the Tietze-Urysohn Extension Theorem and fails to satisfy Urysohn’s
Lemma is shown.
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1 Introduction

The set-theoretic framework for this paper is the Zermelo-Fraenkel system
of axioms ZF, so no form of the Axiom of Choice (AC) is assumed. The
system ZF + AC is denoted by ZFC. The set of all Dedekind-finite ordinal
numbers of von Neumann is denoted by w. Then 0 = () and, for every n € w,
n+1=nU{n}. Weput N=w)\ {0}. If X is a set, then [X]< stands for
the set of all finite subsets of X. The power set of X is denoted by P(X).
For sets X and Y, the set of all mappings from X to Y is denoted by YX.

Generalized topological spaces in the style of [2] have been studied by
many mathematicians. As to our knowledge, generalizations of the clas-
sical concept of a topology, such that it is not assumed that finite inter-
sections of open sets are open were considered already in [I]. It has been
shown, for instance, in [6] and [7] recently that generalized topologies that
are not topologies can appear in a very natural way in some mathematical
problems. Needless to say, the set-theoretic strength of Urysohn’s Lemma
and the Tietze-Urysohn Extension Theorem for topological spaces is very
important (see, e.g., |8, Forms 78 and 375|, [9] and [1I]). In [3], a modi-
fication of Urysohn’s Lemma for normal generalized topological spaces was
obtained. However, it has been done very little about possible modifications
of Urysohn’s Lemma and the Tietze-Urysohn Extension Theorem for gener-
alized topological spaces in ZF. In this article, we introduce and investigate
in the absence of the axiom of choice several new concepts relevant to nor-
mality, Urysohn’s Lemma and the Tietze-Urysohn Extension Theorem for
generalized topological spaces in the sense of [2].

Before we pass to the body of the paper, let us recall several basic defini-
tions and establish notation concerning mainly generalized topologies in the
sense of [2].

Definition 1.1. (Cf. [2].)

1. A generalized topology in a set X is a collection p of subsets of X such
that, for every family U C p, | JU € p. That u is a generalized topology
in X is abbreviated to: pis a GT in X.

2. A generalized topology p in X is called strong if X € pu.
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3. A (strong) generalized topological space (in abbreviation: a (strong)
GT space) is an ordered pair X = (X, u) where X is a set and p is a
(strong) generalized topology in X.

If 11 is a generalized topology in X, then () € u because @) is the union of
an empty subfamily of u.

Definition 1.2. Let X = (X, u) be a GT space and let A C X.

1. The set A is called p-open (respectively, u-closed) if A € u (respectively,
X\ Ae€np).

2. cl,(A) denotes the intersection of all p-closed sets containing A; that

is, cl,(A) is the closure of A in X. Sometimes, we denote cl,(A) by
clx(A) or by clx(A).

3. For ula ={UNA:U € u}, the GT space A = (A, p|a) is called the
subspace of X with the underlying set A.

Definition 1.3. (Cf. [2].) Let X = (X, ux) and Y = (Y, uy) be GT spaces.
A mapping f: X — Y is called:

1. {ux, py)-continuous if, for every V € uy, f~[V] € ux;

2. (ux, py)-continuous at a point z € X if, for every V' € uy with f(x) €
V, there is U € ux such that z € U and f[U] C V.

Since definitions of Ty, T}, Ts, T3 and normal GT spaces are known and the
same as analogous definitions for topological spaces, let us not write them
down here. We recommend [4] and [14] as basic textbooks on topological
spaces.

Definition 1.4. 1. 7, denotes the natural topology in R having the family
of all open intervals with rational end-points as a base.

2. For the generalized topology g7, = {0,R} U {(—o00,a) : a € R} U
{(a,+00) : a € R} U {(—00,a) U (b,+0) : a,b € R and a < b} in R,
R = (R, g7,).

In [3], the space R was used in a version of Urysohn’s lemma for GT
spaces.
Let us introduce the following new concepts for GT spaces:
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Definition 1.5. Let X = (X, i) be a GT space.

1. UL(X) is the statement: For every pair A, B of disjoint p-closed sets,
there exists a (i, 7,,)-continuous function f : X — R such that A C
“1{0}] and B C f'[{1}]. If UL(X) is true, we say that X satisfies

Urysohn’s Lemma.

2. GUL(X) is the statement: For every pair A, B of disjoint p-closed
sets, there exists a (u, g7,)-continuous function f : X — R such that

AC f7H{0}] and B C f7H{1}].

3. TET(X) is the statement: For any u- closed set A and any (p]a, 7,)-
continuous function f: A — R, there exists a (u, 7,,)-continuous func-
tion f : X — R such that, for every = € A, f(z) = f(z). If TET(X) is
true, we say that X satisfies the Tietze-Urysohn Extension Theorem.

4. GTET(X) is the statement: For any p-closed set A and any (u| 4, g7,)-
continuous function f : A — R, there exists a (u, g7,,)-continuous func-
tion f : X — R such that, for every z € A, f(x) = f(x).

The following proposition is straightforward:
Proposition 1.6. [ZF| Let X = (X, u) be a GT space.
1. UL(X) implies GUL(X).

2. If X is a topological space, then UL(X) and GUL(X) are equivalent,
TET(X) and GTET(X) are equivalent, and TET(X) implies UL(X).

3. (Cf. [3, Theorem 3.4].) If GUL(X) holds, then X is normal.

For a topological space X, the notation UL(X) and TET(X) was estab-
lished in [I1, Remark 2,3].

In the following definition, we recall three known froms from [8] and
introduce a new one.

Definition 1.7. 1. DC (the Principle of Dependent Choices, [8, Form
43]): For every non-empty set A and every binary relation S on A, the
following implication holds: ((Vz € A)(Jy € A)(z,y) € S) — ((Fa €
A¥)(Vn € w)(a(n),a(n+ 1)) € S).
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2. UL (Urysohn’s Lemma, |8, Form 78|): For every normal topological
space X, UL(X) holds.

3. GUL: For every normal GT space X, GUL(X) holds.

4. TET (the Tietze-Urysohn Extension Theorem, [8, Form 375|): For
every normal topological space X, TET(X) holds.

In [3], A. Csaszar proved in ZFC the following version of Urysohn’s
Lemma:

Theorem 1.8. (Cf. [3, Theorem 3.3].) [ZFC| If X = (X, u) is a normal
GT space, then GUL(X) holds.

In [12] (cf. also [5] and [9]), it was proved that it is consistent with ZF
the existence of a normal topological space X for which UL(X) is false. This
implies that Theorem [L.§]is not a theorem of ZF. On the other hand, it is well
known that, in ZF, DC implies TET and, in consequence, UL also follows
from DC (cf. [8, entries (43, 78) and (43, 375), pages 339 and 386]). It was
shown in [9] that there is a model of ZF in which a compact Tychonoff space
X fails to satisfy TET(X). Therefore, in general, for a compact Hausdorff
space X, UL(X) need not imply TET(X) in a model of ZF.

In this article, we show that, in general, for a normal GT space X,
GUL(X) need not imply UL(X) in ZF. We observe that, in ZF + DC,
every normal GT space X satisfies GUL(X). We introduce a concept of an
effectively normal GT space and prove that, for every effectively normal GT
space X, GUL(X) holds in ZF. We show in ZF necessary and sufficient
conditions for a normal GT space to satisfy GUL(X), as well as more com-
plicated necessary and sufficient conditions for X to satisfy UL(X). Some
of the sufficient conditions are shown to be also necessary. Furthermore, we
discuss TET(X) and GTET(X). We show that there is in ZF a GT space
X which satisfies the conjunction TET(X) A -UL(X).

2 The GT space R

In this section, we concentrate on the space GT space R = (R, g7,,) (see Defi-
nition [[L4)(2)). We show in ZF that UL(R) is false but GUL(R), GTET(R)
and TET(R) are all true.



To begin, let us observe that D(R) = {0,R} U {(—o0,a] : a € R} U
{[a,+0) : a € R} U{[a,b] : a,b € Rand a < b} is the collection of all
gtn-closed sets. If A, B is a pair of non-empty disjoint g7,,-closed sets, then
there exists ¢ € R\ (AU B) such that A C (—o0,¢) and B C (¢, +00) or
B C (—o0,¢) and A C (¢,00). This simple observation shows that the space
R is normal.

Lemma 2.1. [ZF] Let f : R — R be a (g7, Tn)-continuous function. Then
the set f[R] is ,-connected.

Proof. Since D(R) N g7, = {0, R}, the GT space R is connected. Thus, the
set f[R] is connected in (R, 7,). O

Proposition 2.2. [ZF] UL(R) is false.

Proof. Suppose that UL(R) is true. Since the sets A = [0,1] and B = [2, 3]
are both g7,-closed and AN B = ), by UL(R), there exists a (g7,, Tn)-
continuous function f : R — R such that A C f~'[{0}] and B C f~[{1}].
It follows from Lemma 2T that [0,1] C f[R]. Let U = f~'[(=1,7)], V =
S7HUG, 2)] and W= f7Y(23,400)]. The sets U, V, W are pairwise disjoint,
non-empty and g7,-open. This is impossible. Hence UL(R) is false. O

Proposition 2.3. [ZF| GUL(R) is true.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary pair A, B of non-empty disjoint g7,-closed sets.
There exist real numbers ¢, d such that ¢ < d and either A C (—o0, ¢] and
B C [d,+00) or B C (—o0,c] and A C [d,+00). We may assume that
A C (—o0o,c] and B C [d,+00). Then we define a function f : R — R as
follows:

0 if x € (—o0,¢);

flx) =141 if z € [d,4+00);

= ifx e (cd).
The function f is (g7, g7,)-continuous, A C f~1[{0}] and B C f~![{1}]. O
Proposition 2.4. [ZF] Both GTET(R) and TET(R) are true.

Proof. Let us show that TET(R) is true.
Let P be a non-empty ¢7,-closed set such that P # R and P is not a
singleton. Let f: P — R be a (g7,|p, 7,,)-continuous function.
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Suppose that P = [a,b] for some a,b € R such that a < b. We define a
function f; : R — R as follows:

f(z) ifze P
filz) =14 fla) ifz € (—o0,a);
f(b) if z € (b, +00).

To show that f; is (g7, 7,)-continuous, we consider any set V' € 7, and put
U = f~'[V]. Then U € g7,|p. If U = [a, c) for some ¢ € (a,b], then f; '[V] =
(—00,¢) € 7,,. If U = (d, b] for some d € [a,b), then f;'[V] = (d,+00) € g7,.
If U = [a,c) U (d,b] for some ¢,d € [a,b] such that a < ¢ < d < b, then
V] = (—o0,¢) U (d, +0) € g7n. If U = 0, then f{'[V] =0 € gr,. If
U = P, then f;'[V] =R € g7,. Hence f is {g7y, 7,,)-continuous. Of course,
fi(z) = f(x) for every x € P.

Suppose that P = (—o0,a| for some a € R. In this case, we define a
(gTn, Tn)-continuous function fo : R — R as follows:

) flx) ifxeP;
fale) = {f(a) if z € (a,+00).

Suppose that P = [b, +00) for some b € R. In this case, we define a (g7, 7,)-
continuous function f3 : R — R as follows:

) flx) ifxe Py
fsle) = {f(b) if z € (—o0,b).

All this taken together shows that TET(R) is true. Using similar arguments,
one can check that GTET(R) is also true. O

Corollary 2.5. In ZF, for a GT space X, GUL(X) need not imply UL(X),
and TET(X) need not imply UL(X).
3 Conditions under which GUL(X) holds

Since, for every GT space X = (X, u) such that X ¢ p, UL(X) holds because
there does not exist a pair A, B of disjoint u-closed sets (see |3, Proposition
2.1]), we are concerned mainly with strong GT spaces.
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Proposition 3.1. [ZF] Let X = (X, u) be a strong GT space. Then GUL(X)
holds if and only if, for every pair A, B of non-empty disjoint j-closed sets
there exists a collection {U, : 7 € QN (0,1)} of u-open sets such that:

(1) for allr,s € QN (0,1), if r < s, then cl,(U,) C Us;
(ii) for everyr € QN (0,1), ACU,;
(i) for everyr € QN (0,1), cl,(U,) € X \ B.

Proof. Assume that A, B is a pair of non-empty disjoint u-closed sets.
Sufficiency. Suppose that {U, : r € QN (0,1)} is a family of p-open
sets satisfying conditions (i)—(iii). For every r € Q such that r» < 0, we put
U, = (. For every r € Q such that »r > 1, we put U, = X. We also put
Uy = X \ B. Then, as in the standard proof of Urysohn’s lemma, we define
a function f : X — R by putting f(z) = inf{r € Q : x € U,}. Arguing in
much the same way, as in the proof to Theorem 3.3 in [3], one can check that
the function f is (u, g7,,)-continuous, A C f~![{0}] and B C f~'[{1}].
Necessity. Suppose that g : X — R is a (i, g7,,)-continuous function such
that A C ¢g7![{0}] and B C g~ '[{1}]. Then, for every r € QN (0,1), we
define U, = g~ *[(—o0,7)]. O

That it holds in ZF + DC that every normal topological space satisfies
Urysohn’s Lemma is shown in [10, Problem 2.26] (see also [8, p. 339]) but
without any detailed proof. Therefore, let us sketch a proof to the following
more general theorem for completeness.

Theorem 3.2. [ZF]| DC implies that, for every normal GT space X, GUL(X)
holds.

Proof. Let X = (X, u) be a strong normal GT space. Suppose that A, B is a
pair of non-empty disjoint u-closed sets. Fix a bijection ¢ : w — Q N (0, 1).
For every n € w, let U,, be a family of all finite sequences (Uy())ient1 of
p-open sets such that:

(i) forall i,j € n+1,if (i) < 9(4), then cl,(Upw)) € Uyjys

(ii) for every i € n+ 1, A C Uyy;

(iii) for every i € n+ 1, cl,(Uyu)) € X \ B.
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It follows from the normality of X that, for every n € w, U, # (. Let
U = |J U, We define a binary relation R on U as follows: if V; € U,
new
with Vi = (U(1)y@))ient1, and Vo € Uy, with Vo = (U(2)y@))iem+1, then
(V1,Va) € Rif and only if n < m and, for every i € n+1, U(1)yu) = U(2)y)-
It follows from the normality of X that, for every n € w and every V € U,
there exists W € U, 11 such that (V,W) € R. Assuming DC, we may fix
V' € U¥ such that, for every n € w, (V(n),V(n+1)) € R. Using V, one can
easily define a family {U, : r € QN (0, 1)} of p-open sets satisfying conditions
(i)—(iii) of Proposition Bl Hence GUL(X) holds in ZF + DC. O

The notion of an effectively normal topological space was introduced in
[13] (see also [8, Note 71| and [9] for a definition of an effectively normal
space). It is known from [9] that every effectively normal topological space
satisfies Urysohn’s lemma in ZF. Let us adopt the concept of effective nor-
mality to generalized topological spaces.

Definition 3.3. Let X = (X, y) be a GT space and let
E(X)={(A,B) : A, B are p-closed and AN B = (},

OX)={(U,V): U,V are p-open and U NV = (}.

We say that X is effectively normal if there exists a function F' : £(X) —
O(X) such that, for every (A, B) € £(X), if F'((A,B)) = (U, V), then A C U
and BCV.

Theorem 3.4. [ZF] For every effectively normal GT space X, GUL(X)
holds.

Proof. Let X = (X, u) be an effectively normal GT space. Let F': £(X) —
O(X) be a function such that, for every (A, B) € &£(X), if F((A,B)) =
(U,V),then AC U and BC V. Let ¢ : w — QnN(0,1) be a bijection. Given
a pair A, B of non-empty disjoint u-closed sets, we can mimic the standard
ZFC-proof of Urysohn’s Lemma and, by using F', we can inductively define
in ZF a family {U, : r € QN (0,1)} of pu-open sets satisfying conditions
(i)—(ili) of Proposition Bl Hence GUL(X) is true in ZF by Proposition
3.1 O

Proposition 3.5. [ZF| The space R is effectively normal.
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Proof. Let 1 : w — Q be a bijection. For every i € w, let U; = (—o0, (1))
and V; = (¢(i),+00). To define a mapping F' : £(R) — O(R) showing
the effective normality of R, for a fixed pair A, B of non-empty disjoint ¢7,,-
closed sets, we consider the set N(A,B) = {i € w : A C U;and B C
Vior A C Viand B C U;}. Clearly, N(A,B) # 0, so we may define
n(A, B) = min N(A, B) and

<UnA,B,VnA7B> ingUnA,B;
P((A, By) = { (U Vnian) Unia.z)
<Vn(A,B)7 Un(A,B)) otherwise.

If A, B is a pair of g7,-closed sets such that either A or B is empty, we put

(O,R) if A=0;

FUA,B) = {(R 0) if B=0.

4 Conditions under which UL(X) holds

Reasonable necessary and sufficient conditions for a GT space to satisfy
UL(X) are more complicated than the ones to satisfy GUL(X).

Proposition 4.1. [ZF| Let X = (X, u) be a GT space. Then, for every pair
A, B of non-empty subsets of X, the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) there exists a (u,T,)-continuous function f : X — R such that A C

f7{0}] and B C f7{1}];

(b) there exists a family of ordered pairs {(U,, F,) : r € QN (0,1)} which
satisfies the following conditions:

(i) for everyr € QN (0,1), U, is a p-open set, F,. is a p-closed set
and A C U, CF,;

(i1) for every pair s,r € QN (0,1), if s < r, then F;, C U, and
U-\ Fs € u;

(iii) for everyr € QN (0,1), F, N B =1.
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Proof (a) — (b) Given a <,u,7‘n)-continuous function f : X — R such that
Q f7Y{0}] and B C f71[{1}], for every r € QN (0,1), we can define
= f7[(=00, )] and F, = f~[(—o0,r]].

( ) — (a) Suppose that for a pair A, B of non-empty subsets of X, we
a given a family {(U,, F,) : r € QN (0,1)} which satisfies conditions (i)-
(iii). For every non-negative rational number r, we define U, = F,, = (). For
every rational number r» > 1, we define U, = F, = X. We define a function
f X — R by putting f(z) = inf{r € Q : z € U,}. As in the standard
proof of Urysohn’s lemma, one can check that it follows from (i¢) that f is
{, T,)-continuous. Clearly, A C f~1[{0}] and B C f~'[{1}]. O

Definition 4.2. We say that a GT space X = (X, p) is U-normal if, for every
pair A, B of non-empty disjoint u-closed sets and for every n € w, there exists
a family {(U;, F;) : i € n+ 1} which satisfies the following conditions:

(1) for every 1 €N, AC U, CF;, C Ui+1 - Fi—l—l - X\B,
(ii) for every pair ¢,j € n+ 1 such that i € j, U; \ F; € p;

(iii) for every i € n + 1, there exist a p-open set U and a p-closed set F
such that U C F and if ¢« = 0, that F C Uy, if « = n, then F, C U,
if 0 € 2 € n, then F; C U and F C U,;; and, moreover, for every
jen+1,if FCUj, then U; \ F € p, and if F; C U, then U \ F; € p.

Definition 4.3. Let X = (X, u) be a U-normal GT-space. Assume that
A, B is a pair of dsjoint non-empty u-closed sets.

(a) Let n € wand let S be a set which has exactly n+1 elements. A family
U = {(Us, Fy) : s € S} will be called a U-family of length n+ 1 for the
pair (A, B) if there is a bijection ¢ : n + 1 — S such that the family
{(Uy), Fyiiy) - @ € n+ 1} satisfies conditions (i)-(iii) of Definition E.21

(b) Suppose that m,n € w, U = {(Us, Fs) : s € S} is a U-family of length
n+ 1 for (A, B), and V = {(V;, H;) : t € T} is a U-family of length
m + 1 for (A, B). Then we say that U is an extension of V if m € n,
T C S and, for every t € T, Uy =V, and F;, = H,.

Theorem 4.4. It holds in ZF that DC implies that every U-normal GT
space X satisfies UL(X).
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Proof. Let X = (X, u) be a U-normal GT space. Suppose that A, B is
a pair of disjoint non-empty pu-closed sets. Let ¥ : w — QN (0,1) be a
bijection. For every n € w, let U, ({4, B)) be a collection of all U-families
{(Uyi, Fy)) = @ € n+ 1} of length n + 1 for (A,B). Let U((A,B)) =
U U.((A, B)). We define a binary relation R on U((A, B)) as follows. If

new

U,V € U((A, B), then (U, V) € R if and only if V is an extension of U. It
follows from the U-normality of X that, for every n € w, U,,({A, B)) # () and,
for every U € U((A, B)), there exists V € U((A, B)) such that (U,V) € R.
Assuming DC, we can fix a function H € U((A, B))¥ such that, for every
n € w, (H(n),H(n+ 1)) € R. By using H, one can easily define a family
{{(U, F,) : 7€ QN (0,1)} satistying conditions (i)-(iii) of Proposition E.II(b).
This, together with Proposition [4£.1], completes the proof. O

5 On the topology generated by a generalized
topology

For a generalized topology p in a set X, let 7(u) be the topology in X
generated by p. If p is strong, then

T(p) ={VCX: (Ve eV)FU e [u*)zec[ UV}

The main aim of this section is to show in ZF an example of a Hausdorff
strong GT space X = (X, p) such that GUL(X) is true but UL((X, 7(u)))
is false. The following theorem shows that, in such an example, 7(x) cannot
be compact.

Theorem 5.1. [ZF] Let X = (X, u) be a strong GT space such that GUL(X)
is true and T(p) is compact. Then UL((X, 7(w))) is true.

Proof. Consider any pair Ay, A; of disjoint non-empty 7(u)-closed sets. If
i € {0,1}, there exist a non-empty set S; and a family {F;s : s € 5;}
such that, for every s € S;, F; ;s is a finite family of p-closed sets and A; =
N (UFis). Since Ag N A; = 0 and the sets Ag, Ay are both 7(u)-compact,

SES;
for every i € {0,1}, there exists a finite subset K; of S; such that, for B; =

N (UFis), the sets By, By are disjoint. Now, it is easily seen that, for
seK;
every i € {0,1}, we can choose a finite family C; of u-closed sets such that
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B; = |JC;. Since every (u, g7,)-continuous function is (7(u), 7,,)-continuous,
it follows from GUL(X) that there exists a (7(u), 7,)-continuous function
[+ X = [0,1] such that, for every i € {0,1}, UC; € f*[{i}]. This shows
that UL((X, 7(u))) is true. O

Let us establish the following general fact:

Theorem 5.2. [ZF] Fori € {1,2}, let X; = (X, p;) be a strong GT space.
Let X = X1 X X2 and

w={UxXo)U(Xy xV):U € py andV € ps}.

Then X = (X, u) is a strong GT space. Moreover, the following conditions
are satisfied:

(i) if, for each i € {1,2}, GUL(X;) holds, then GUL(X) holds;
(11) if, for each i € {1,2}, UL(X;) holds, then UL(X) holds;
(111) if, for each i € {1,2}, X, is effectively normal, so is X.

Proof. 1t is obvious that u is a strong generalized topology in X. To prove
(i)—(iii), let us assume that A, B is a pair of disjoint u-closed sets. Then there
exist pq-closed sets A, By and us-closed sets As, By such that A = Ay x A,
and B = B; x By. Without loss of generality, we may assume that A;NB; = ().

To prove (i), assuming that, for each i € {1,2}, GUL(X;) holds, we can
take a (i1, g7,,)-continuous function f : X; — R such that A; C f~'[{0}] and
By C f71[{1}]. We define a function g : X — R by putting g(x,y) = f(z) for
every point (z,y) € X. The function g is (i, g7,,)-continuous, A C g~![{0}]
and B C g~ ![{1}]. Hence GUL(X) holds. The proof to (ii) is similar.

To prove (iii), we assume that the spaces X; are effectively normal. For
each i € {1,2}, choose a function F; : £(X;) — O(X;) such that, for every
(C,D) € £(X,), if F;,((C,D)) = (U, V), then C C U and D C V. Now,
we define a function F' : £(X) — O(X) as follows. If 4, N B; = § and
F1(<A1, Bl>) = <U, V), we define F((A, B)) = <U><X2, VXX2>. IngﬂBg = @
and Fy((Ag, By)) = (U, V), we define F((A,B)) = (X; x U, X; x V). This
shows that X is effectively normal. O

Example 5.3. [ZF] Let us consider the following generalized topology g7;
in R:

g7s = g1 U{[a,+0) : a € R} U {(—00,a) U [b,+00) : a,b € R and a < b}.
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Then 7(g75) is the topology of the Sorgenfrey line. Let X = R x R and
w={(UxR)URXxV):UYV € gr}.

Then g is a Hausdorff strong generalized topology in X. To check that
the GT space (R, g7y) is effectively normal, for every pair A, B of disjoint
gTs-closed sets such that either A is g7,-open or B is g7s-open, we put

(A R\ A) if Ais grs-open;

F((A,B)) = {(R\B,B> otherwise.

If A, B is a pair of disjoint g7s-closed sets such that neither A nor B is g7,-
open, we can define F'({A, B)) in much the same way, as in the proof to Propo-
sition In this way, we define a mapping F : E((R, g75)) — O((R, g75))
witnessing that (R, g7,) is effectively normal. It follows from Theorem [3.4]
that GUL((R, g7s)) is true. One can also check that GUL((R, g7s)) holds by
a slight modification of the proof to Proposition 2.3l It follows from Theorem
B2 that GUL((X, p)) is true. That UL((X, 7(u))) is not true follows from
the well-known fact that the square of the Sorgenfrey line is not normal in

ZF.
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