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SCALES, PRODUCTS AND THE SECOND ROW OF THE SCHEEPERS

DIAGRAM

MICHAŁ PAWLIKOWSKI, PIOTR SZEWCZAK, AND LYUBOMYR ZDOMSKYY

Abstract. We consider products of sets of reals with a combinatorial structure based on
scales parameterized by filters. This kind of sets were intensively investigated in products
of spaces with combinatorial covering properties as Hurewicz, Scheepers, Menger and Roth-
berger. We will complete this picture with focusing on properties from the second row of the
Scheepers diagram. In particular we show that in the Miller model a product space of two d-
concentrated sets has a strong covering property S1(Γ,Ω). We provide also counterexamples
in products to demonstrate limitations of used methods.

1. Introduction

By space we mean an infinite Tychonoff topological space. For a class A of covers of spaces
and a space X, by A(X) we denote the family of all covers of X from the class A. Let A and
B be classes of covers of spaces. We define the following combinatorial covering properties
which a space X can posses.

S1(A,B): for each sequence U0,U1, . . . ∈ A(X), there are sets U0 ∈ U0, U1 ∈ U1, . . . such
that {Un : n ∈ ω } ∈ B(X),

Sfin(A,B): for each sequence U0,U1, . . . ∈ A(X), there are finite sets F0 ⊆ U0,F1 ⊆ U1, . . .
such that

⋃

n∈ω Fn ∈ B(X),
Ufin(A,B): for each sequence U0,U1, . . . ∈ A, there are finite sets F0 ⊆ U0,F1 ⊆ U1, . . . such

that {
⋃

Fn : n ∈ ω } ∈ B.

Let U be a cover of a space X. The family U is an ω-cover of X if X /∈ U and for each
finite set F ⊆ X there is a set U ∈ U such that F ⊆ U . The family U is a γ-cover of X if
it is infinite and for each element x ∈ X the set {U ∈ U : x /∈ U } is finite. By O,Ω, and Γ
we denote the classes of all open covers, all open ω-covers and all open γ-covers of spaces,
respectively. For A,B ∈ {O,Ω,Γ}, the following diagram, called the Scheepers diagram [14],
shows the relations between combinatorial covering properties in the realm of Lindelöf spaces.

Hurewicz Scheepers Menger

Ufin(O,Γ) Sfin(Γ,Ω) Ufin(O,Ω) Sfin(O,O)

S1(Γ,Γ) S1(Γ,Ω) S1(Γ,O)

Sfin(Ω,Ω)

S1(Ω,Γ) S1(Ω,Ω) S1(O,O)

γ-property Rothberger
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The main stream of investigations of the properties from the Scheepers diagram is devoted
to sets of reals, i.e., spaces which are homeomorphic with subspaces of the Cantor space P(ω).
By a set with a topological property we mean a set of reals with this property. By [ω]ω and
Fin we denote the family of all infinite subsets and all finite subsets of ω, respectively. We
identify each element a ∈ [ω]ω with the increasing enumeration of its elements, an element
of the Baire space ωω. The topologies inherited from P(ω) and ωω coincide on [ω]ω. For
functions a, b ∈ [ω]ω, we write a ≤∗ b if the set {n : a(n) ≤ b(n) } is cofinite. A set A ⊆ [ω]ω

is bounded if there is a function b ∈ [ω]ω such that a ≤∗ b for all a ∈ A. A subset of [ω]ω is
unbounded if it is not bounded. Let b be the minimal cardinality of an unbounded subset of
[ω]ω. The value of b does not change if we consider its counterpart in ωω instead of [ω]ω.

A set {xα : α < b } ⊆ [ω]ω is a b-scale, if it is unbounded and xα ≤∗ xβ for all α < β < b.
A set is a b-scale set if it is equal to X ∪ Fin for some b-scale X. Bartoszyński–Shelah [1]
proved that any b-scale set (which exists in ZFC) satisfies the Hurewicz property Ufin(O,Γ).
It was the first uniform ZFC counterexample to the Hurewicz conjecture [6] which asserts
that a set of reals has the Hurewicz property Ufin(O,Γ) if and only if it is a countable union of
its compact subsets. This kind of sets play an important role when considering products with
combinatorial covering properties. For a topological property P a space X is productively P

in a given class of spaces if for any space Y from this class with the property P, the product
space X×Y hast the property P. By the result of Miller–Tsaban–Zdomskyy, each b-scale set
is productively Hurewicz in the class of sets of reals [11, Theorem 6.5]. In particular all finite
powers of a b-scale set are Hurewicz. A subset D of [ω]ω is dominating if for any function
a ∈ [ω]ω, there is a function b ∈ D such that a ≤∗ b. Let d be the minimal cardinality of a
dominating subset of [ω]ω. If X ⊆ [ω]ω is a b-scale which is a dominating set (such a set exists
if and only if b = d [23]), then the b-scale set X∪Fin is productively Scheepers Ufin(O,Ω) and
productively Menger Sfin(O,O) in the class of sets of reals [11, Theorem 6.2]. Let cov(M) be
the minimal cardinality of a family of meager subsets of [ω]ω whose union is equal to [ω]ω.
Assuming that cov(M) = b, all finite powers of a b-scale set satisfy the Rothberger property
S1(O,O) ([11, Corollary 6.9 (2)], [8, Theorem 19]). It turns out that this kind of sets and
their products have not been considered with respect to the property S1(Γ,Ω). Our main
goal is to discuss this problem in the scope of b-scale sets and their following generalizations.

A semifilter is a nonempty set F ⊆ [ω]ω such that for all a ∈ F and b ∈ [ω]ω with |a \ b| < ω
we have b ∈ F . An example of a semifilter is the Frechet filter cF of all cofinite subsets of ω,
the full semifilter [ω]ω and any nonprincipal ultrafilter on ω. For a semifilter F and functions
a, b ∈ [ω]ω, we write a ≤F b if the set {n : a(n) ≤ b(n) } is in F . The relation ≤∗ is the
same as ≤cF. A set X ⊆ [ω]ω is ≤F -bounded if there is b ∈ [ω]ω such that a ≤F b for all
a ∈ X. A subset of [ω]ω is ≤F -unbounded if it is not ≤F -bounded. Let b(F ) be the smallest
cardinality of a ≤F -unbounded subset of [ω]ω. Using this terminology, we have b(cF) = b

and b([ω]ω) = d. Let F be a semifilter. A set { xα : α < b(F ) } ⊆ [ω]ω is a b(F )-scale [24,
Definition 2.8] if it is ≤F -unbounded and xα ≤F xβ for all α < β < b(F ). Then a b(cF)-scale
is just a b-scale. If X ⊆ [ω]ω is a b(F )-scale for some semifilter F , then the set X ∪ Fin we
call a b(F )-scale set.

The notion of b(F )-scale sets has been used in products of sets with the Menger or Roth-
berger properties. For each filter F , all finite powers of a b(F )-scale set are Menger [24,
Theorem 4.1]. Moreover if U is an ultrafilter with b(U) ≤ cov(M), then all finite powers
of a b(U)-scale set are Rothberger [18, Lemma 2.21]. By the result of Szewczak–Tsaban–
Zdomskyy [18, Theorem 2.5, Lemma 2.10] assuming that d ≤ r and the cardinal number
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d is regular, there are a b(U)-scale set and b(Ũ)-scale set for some ultrafilters U and Ũ ,
whose product space is not Menger. In particular it shows that using the above assumptions
there are two Menger sets which are Menger in all finite powers (equivalently they satisfy
Sfin(Ω,Ω)), but their product space is not Menger. The above results show that b(U)-scale
sets, where U is an ultrafilter, serve as an important source of counterexamples regarding the
productivity of combinatorial covering properties, in particular for the Menger property and
for local properties in function spaces [18, Proposition 3.1].

Let ΓBor and ΩBor be the classes of all countable Borel γ-covers and countable Borel ω-covers
of spaces, respectively. In Section 3, we prove that for every filter F , b(F )-scale X ⊆ [ω]ω,
natural number k and set Y satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor), the product space (X∪Fin)k×Y satisfies
S1(Γ,Ω). An example of a set satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor) is a Sierpiński set [23, Theorem 2.4],
i.e., an uncountable subset of the real line whose intersection with any Lebesgue null set
is at most countable. In order to prove this result, we introduce a uniform notion which
generalizes b(F )-scales without referring to a specific filter F . In Section 5, we show that
in the above result we cannot replace the property S1(ΓBor,ΓBor) by S1(ΩBor,ΩBor). To this
end, we strengthen a result of Bartoszyński–Shelah–Tsaban [2, Theorem 7], and show that

assuming cov(M) = c and regularity of cov(M) there are a b(U)-scale set and a b(Ũ)-scale
set for some ultrafilters U and Ũ , which satisfy S1(ΩBor,ΩBor) and whose product space is
not even Menger. Provided proofs are purely combinatorial and use advanced methods.

A set of reals X is d-concentrated on a countable set D if |X| ≥ d and |X \ U | < d for any
open set U containing D. We say that X is d-concentrated if there exists a countable set D ⊆
X such that X is d-concentrated on D. A d-concentrated set exists in ZFC and each such a set
satisfies the property S1(Γ,O) [23, Corollary 1.14]. It follows from the result of Zdomskyy [25],
that in the Miller model, the product space of two d-concentrated sets is Menger. In Section 6
we show that a d-concentrated set in the Miller has a specific combinatorial structure related
to some ultrafilter. Consequently, using results from Section 3, we conclude that in the Miller
model, the product space of two d-concentrated sets satisfies S1(Γ,Ω).

2. Finite powers of κ-fin-unbounded scale sets

For natural numbers k, l with k < l let [k, l) := { i : k ≤ i < l }. We say that a set x omits
an interval of a ∈ [ω]ω if x ∩ [a(n), a(n+ 1)) = ∅ for some natural number n.

Definition 2.1. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number. A set X ⊆ [ω]ω is a κ-fin-unbounded
set if |X| ≥ κ and for each d ∈ [ω]ω there is a set S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such that for every
finite set F ⊆ X \ S the set

⋃

F omits infinitely many intervals of d. A set X ∪ Fin ⊆ P(ω)
is an κ-fin-unbounded scale set, if X is a κ-fin-unbounded set.

The Michael topology [9] on the set P(ω) is the one, where open neighborhoods for points
from Fin are the same as in P(ω) and all points from [ω]ω are isolated. If X is a subset of
P(ω), then by XM we mean the set X considered with the Michael subspace topology.

The main goal of this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 2.2. Let κ be an infinite regular cardinal number with κ ≤ d, X be a κ-fin-
unbounded set, k be a natural number and Y be a set satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor).

(1) The space (X ∪ Fin)kM × Y satisfies S1(Γ,Ω).
(2) The space (X ∪ Fin)k × Y satisfies S1(Γ,Ω).
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In Section 3 we give equivalent conditions for being a κ-fin-unbounded set and also show
that this notion captures many subsets of [ω]ω with a combinatorial structure, e.g., finite
unions of b-scales or finite unions of U -scales for some ultrafilter U . In Section 3 we also
show applications of Theorem 2.2. In particular, there are many results for products of
subspaces of P(ω) with the standard topology.

In order to prove Theorem 2.2, we need the following notion and auxiliary results. For
a nonempty finite set F ⊆ [ω]ω, let minF ∈ [ω]ω be a function such that (minF )(n) :=
min {x(n) : x ∈ F } for all n. For functions a, b ∈ [ω]ω we write a ≤∞ b if the set {n : a(n) ≤
b(n) } is infinite.

Fact 2.3. Let k be a natural number, X ⊆ [ω]ω and Z be a space. For a set U ⊆ P(ω)k ×Y ,

let Intc(U) be the interior of the set U with respect to the canonical topology on P(ω)k × Z,
i.e., the product space topology, where in P(ω) we consider the standard topology. Then for

each open set U ⊆ (X ∪ Fin)M
k × Y we have U ∩ (Fink × Y ) ⊆ Intc(U) and for each family

U ∈ Γ((X ∪ Fin)M
k × Y ), we have { Intc(U) : U ∈ U } ∈ Γ(Fink × Y ).

If U ∈ Γ((X ∪Fin)k ×Y ), then there is a family U ′ of open subsets of P(ω)k ×Y such that
U = {U ∩ ((X ∪Fin)k ×Y ) : U ∈ U ′ }. In our considerations we will not distinguish between
the above families U and U ′ and usually we treat U as a family of open sets in the ambient
superspace. We follow this convention also for another kinds of covers. Let ω := ω ∪ {∞},
where ∞ /∈ ω. We extend the standard order ≤ on ω to ω in a natural way, treating that
n ≤ ∞ for all natural numbers n. In ω we consider the discrete topology. In the space ω ω,
define a relation ≤∗ in an analogous way as in ωω.

Lemma 2.4 ([20, Lemma 3.2]). Let m be a natural number, Y be a set and {Un : n ∈ ω } ∈
Γ(Finm×Y ) be a family of open sets in P(ω)m×Y . There are Borel functions f, g : Y → ω ω

and Borel function d : Y → ωω such that

(1) f(y)−1(∞) = g(y)−1(∞), and this preimage is finite;
(2) f(y) ↾

(

ω \ f(y)−1(∞)
)

and g(y) ↾
(

(ω \ f(y)−1(∞)
)

are non-decreasing and finite-to-
one, and f(y)(n) ≤ g(y)(n) for all n ∈ ω;

(3) For all points x ∈ ([ω]ω)m and y ∈ Y , and all natural numbers n we have

if xi ∩ [f(y)(n), g(y)(n)) = ∅ for all i ≤ m, then (x, y) ∈ Un;

(4) We have

f(y)(d(y)(i)) = i

for all but finitely many i. Consequently, d(y) is non-decreasing when restricted to
the cofinite subset of ω consisting of those i for which the equality above holds.

Lemma 2.5. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number, X ⊆ [ω]ω be a κ-fin-unbounded set and
Y be a set satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). Let A ⊆ X be a set with |A| < b, k be a natural number
and U ∈ Γ((Fin ∪ A)kM × Y ) be a family of open sets in (X ∪ Fin)kM × Y . Then there is a set
S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such that

U ∈ Ω((A ∪ Fin ∪X \ S)kM × Y ).

Proof. Let U = {Un : n ∈ ω }. Fix I ⊆ k. Let

BI := Fink\I × (Fin ∪ A)I × Y.
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For a set V ⊆ P(ω)k\I × (Fin ∪ A)I × Y , let IntIc(V ) be the interior of V considered in the

canonical topology of P(ω)k\I × (Fin ∪A)M
I ×Y , where we treat (Fin ∪ A)M

I ×Y as ZI . By
Fact 2.3 we have

{

IntIc(Un) : n ∈ ω
}

∈ Γ(BI) for all I ⊆ k. Let

dI , fI , gI : (Fin ∪ A)IM × Y → ω ω

be Borel functions from Lemma 2.4 applied to the family
{

IntIc(Un) : n ∈ ω
}

and the set

ZI = (Fin∪A)IM ×Y instead of Y . Since (Fin ∪A)IM×Y satisfies S1(ΓBor,ΓBor) for all i < k,
there is a function b ∈ [ω]ω with b(0) 6= 0 such that

{

dI(~a, y), gI(~a, y) : (~a, y) ∈ (Fin ∪A)IM × Y, I ⊆ k
}

≤∗ b.

Let c ∈ [ω]ω be a function such that c(0) := b(0) and c(n + 1) := b(c(n)) for all natural
numbers n. Then for all I ⊆ k and (~a, y) ∈ (Fin ∪ A)IM × Y , we have

(2.5.1) c(m) ≤ fI(~a, y)(c(m+ 1)) ≤ gI(~a, y)(c(m+ 1)) < c(m+ 2)

for all but finitely many natural numbers m. Indeed, the middle inequality follows from
Lemma 2.4(2), the third one from c(m + 2) = b(c(m + 1)) and the fact that gI(~a, y) ≤

∗ b,
while the first one can be established as follows:

c(m) = fI(~a, y)
(

dI(~a, y)
(

c(m)
)

)

≤ fI(~a, y)
(

b
(

c(m)
)

)

= fI(~a, y)
(

c(m+ 1)
)

,

where we used the monotonicity of fI(~a, y) on a cofinite set as well as dI(~a, y) ≤
∗ b.

Let c̃ ∈ [ω]ω be a function such that c̃(n) := c(2n) for all n. Since X is κ-fin-unbounded,
there exists a set S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such that for each finite set F ⊆ X \ S the set

⋃

F
omits infinitely many intervals of c̃. Fix

H ∈ [(A ∪ Fin ∪X \ S)kM × Y ]<ω

and find FX ∈ [X \ S]<ω, FA ∈ [A ∪ Fin]<ω and FY ∈ [Y ]<ω such that

H ⊆
⋃

{F
k\I
X × F I

A × FY : I ⊆ k }.

Then there is a natural number m0 such that the inequality (2.5.1) holds for all I ⊆ k,
(~a, y) ∈ F I

A × FY and m ≥ m0. Now take any m1 ≥ m0 such that
⋃

FX omits the interval

[c̃(m1), c̃(m1 + 1)) = [c(2m1), c(2m1 + 2)).

We have H ⊆ Uc(2m1+1): Take any h ∈ H . Then there are

I ⊆ k, ~x = (xj)j∈k\I ∈ (X \ S)k\I and (~a, y) ∈ F I
A × FY

such that h ↾ (k \ I) = ~x, h ↾ I = ~a and y is the “Y -coordinate” of h. We have
⋃

j∈k\I

xj ∩ [fI(~a, y)(c(2m1 + 1)), gI(~a, y)(c(2m1 + 1))) ⊂
⋃

j∈k\I

xj ∩ [c(2m1), c(2m1 + 2)) = ∅,

and thus h = (~x,~a, y) ∈ IntIc(Uc(2m1+1)). It follows that h ∈ Uc(2m1+1), which completes our
proof. �

Corollary 2.6. Let k be a natural number and Y be a set satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). Let
κ be an infinite cardinal number, X be a κ-fin-unbounded set, H ⊆ X be a finite set and
U ∈ Γ((Fin ∪H)kM × Y ). Then there is a set S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such that

U ∈ Ω((H ∪ Fin ∪X \ S)kM × Y ).
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Lemma 2.7. Let X, Y be spaces, κ be an infinite regular cardinal number, k be a natural
number and Un,m ∈ O((X ∪ Fin)kM × Y ) for all natural numbers n,m. Assume that for every
set A ⊆ X with |A| < κ and natural number n, there is Un,m(A) ∈ Un,m for all m ∈ ω such
that for each finite set H ⊆ A, there is a set SH ⊆ A with |SH | < κ such that

{Un,m(A) : m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((H ∪ Fin ∪X \ SH)
k
M × Y ).

Then there exist Un,m ∈ Un,m for all n,m ∈ ω such that

{Un,m : n,m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((X ∪ Fin)kM × Y ).

Proof. Let A−1 := ∅. Using our assumption for n = 0 and A = A−1 we can find U0,m(A−1) ∈
U0,m for all natural numbers m and a set S0 ⊆ X with |S0| < κ such that

{U0,m(A−1) : m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((Fin ∪X \ S0)
k
M × Y ).

Set A0 = S0 and fix a natural number n. Assume that sets Un,m(An−1) ∈ Un,m for all natural
numbers m and a set An ⊆ X with |An| < κ such that

An−1 ⊆ An and {Un,m(An−1) : m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((An−1 ∪ Fin ∪X \ An)
k
M × Y )

have been defined. Then by our assumption for n + 1 and An there are sets Un+1,m(An) ∈
Un+1,m for all natural numbers m such that for each finite set H ⊆ An there is a set SH ⊆ X
with |SH | < κ such that

{Un+1,m(An) : m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((H ∪ Fin ∪X \ SH)
k
M × Y ).

Define
An+1 := An ∪

⋃

{SH : H ⊆ An is finite }.

Since κ is regular, we conclude that |An+1| < κ. Therefore

{Un+1,m(An) : m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((An ∪ Fin ∪X \ An+1)
k
M × Y ).

Fix finite sets HX ⊆ X ∪ Fin and HY ⊆ Y and let A :=
⋃

n∈ω An. Since the sequence of
An’s is increasing, there is a natural number n such that HX ∩A = HX ∩ An, i.e.,

HX ⊆ An ∪ Fin ∪X \ A ⊆ An ∪ Fin ∪X \ An+1.

It follows that the set Hk
X ×HY is covered by one of the sets Un+1,m(An). It remains to set

Un,m := Un,m(An−1) for all n,m ∈ ω. �

Lemma 2.8. Let A be a space with |A| < d, k be a natural number, Y be a set satisfying
S1(ΓBor,ΓBor) and Un = {Un,m : m ∈ ω } ∈ Γ((A ∪ Fin)kM × Y ) for all n. Then there are sets
Un ∈ Un for all n such that for each finite set F ⊆ A there is a family UF ⊆ {Un : n ∈ ω }
such that UF ∈ Γ((F ∪ Fin)kM × Y ).

Proof. Fix a natural number n. Let Vn,m :=
⋂

i≥m Un,i for all m. Then the family Vn :=

{ Vn,m : m ∈ ω } is an increasing Borel γ-cover of (A ∪ Fin)kM × Y . Let F ⊆ A be a finite set.
Then (F ∪ Fin)kM×Y satisfies S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). A function ϕF : (F ∪ Fin)kM×Y → ωω given by

ϕF (x, y)(n) := min{m : (x, y) ∈ Vn,m }.

for all n is Borel. By the result of Scheepers–Tsaban [15, Theorem 1], the image of ϕF is
bounded in ωω. Thus, there is a function bF ∈ ωω such that ϕF [(F ∪ Fin)kM×Y ] ≤∗ bF . Since
|A| < d, there is a function c ∈ [ω]ω such that { bF : F ⊆ A is finite } ≤∞ c. Fix a finite set
F ⊆ A. We have

{ Vn,bF (n) : n ∈ ω } ∈ ΓBor((F ∪ Fin)kM × Y ).
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It follows that

{Un,c(n) : bF (n) < c(n), n ∈ ω } ∈ Γ((F ∪ Fin))kM × Y ). �

Remark 2.9. See that the above proof does not invoke the properties of topology on (A ∪
Fin)k × Y ) aside from Y being S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). It follows that Lemma 2.8 holds when A∪Fin
is endowed with any topology.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. (1) Let Un,m ∈ Γ((X ∪ Fin)kM × Y ). Fix a natural number n and
a set A ⊆ X with |A| < κ. By Lemma 2.8, there are sets Un,m(A) ∈ Un,m for all m
such that for each finite set H ⊆ A there is a family UH ⊆ {Un,m(A) : m ∈ ω } such that

UH ∈ Γ((H ∪ Fin)M
k × Y ). Fix a finite set H ⊆ A. By Corollary 2.6, there is a set SH ⊆ X

with |SH | < κ such that UH ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H ∪X \ SH)
k
M × Y ). Thus,

{Un,m(A) : m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H ∪X \ SH)
k × Y )

for all finite sets H ⊆ A. Since A ∈ [X ]<κ was chosen arbitrarily, by Lemma 2.7 there are
Un,m ∈ Un,m for all n,m ∈ ω such that {Un,m : n,m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((X ∪ Fin)kM × Y ).

(2) The product space (X ∪Fin)k×Y is a continuous image of (X ∪ Fin)kM×Y . Apply (1)
and the fact that S1(Γ,Ω) is preserved by continuous mappings. �

3. Applications to finite powers of scale sets

In the combinatorial covering properties theory we mainly focus on sets of reals. One may
ask why in the previous section we consider the Michael topology instead of standard one?
The reason lie in the following simple but not obvious corollary from Theorem 2.2 which allow
us in many cases consider products of spaces with some combinatorial structure instead of
only powers of these spaces. It can also simplify proofs for sets of reals, if we consider the
Michael topology on P(ω).

Proposition 3.1. Let κ be a regular cardinal with κ ≤ d, k be a positive natural number,
X0, . . . , Xk ⊆ [ω]ω be sets such that the set X =

⋃

i<k Xi is a κ-fin-unbounded set and Y be
a set satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). Then the following assertions hold.

(1) The product space
∏

i<k

(Xi ∪ Fin)M × Y

satisfies S1(Γ,Ω).
(2) The product space

∏

i<k

(Xi ∪ Fin)× Y

satisfies S1(Γ,Ω).

Proof. (1) By Theorem 2.2, the product space
∏

i<k

(X ∪ Fin)M × Y

satisfies S1(Γ,Ω). Then the product space
∏

i<k (Xi ∪ Fin)M × Y satisfies S1(Γ,Ω) being a
closed subspace of the above product.

(2) The product space
∏

i<k(Xi∪Fin)×Y is a continuous image of
∏

i<k (Xi ∪ Fin)M×Y .
Apply (1) and the fact that S1(Γ,Ω) is preserved by continuous mappings. �
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As we already seen, the proof of Theorem 2.2 is highly nontrivial and very technical. Even
if the same technique can be used to prove Proposition 3.1 directly it would have been more
complicated, because of possible different factors in

∏

i<k (Xi ∪ Fin)M. In the remaining part
of this Section we analyze some applications of Proposition 3.1. To this end we need to see
examples of sets whose unions are κ-fin-unbounded sets for some regular cardinal number κ.

Proposition 3.2. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number and X ⊆ [ω]ω be a set with |X| ≥ κ.
Then the following assertions are equivalent.

(1) The set X is κ-fin-unbounded.
(2) For each d ∈ [ω]ω there exits S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such that for every finite set

F ⊆ X \ S we have d ≤∞
⋃

F .
(3) For each d ∈ [ω]ω there exits S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such that for each finite set

F ⊆ X \ S we have d ≤∞ minF .

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) Fix d ∈ [ω]ω. Let d̃ ∈ [ω]ω be a function such that

d̃(k) :=

{

d(0), if k = 0,

d(d̃(k) + 1) + 1, if k > 0.

Then there exists a set S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such that for every finite set F ⊆ X \ S the set
⋃

F omits infinitely many intervals of d̃. Let F ⊆ X \ S be a finite set. Then the set

I := { k ∈ ω : [d̃(k), d̃(k + 1)) ∩
⋃

F = ∅ }.

is infinite and for any k ∈ I we have that
⋃

F (d̃(k) + 1) ≥ d̃(k + 1) > d(d̃(k) + 1).

Since { d̃(k) + 1 : k ∈ I } is infinite, we have d <∞
⋃

F .
(2) ⇒ (3) It follows from the fact that

⋃

F ≤∗ minF for any finite nonempty set F ⊆ X.
(3) ⇒ (1) Let d ∈ [ω]ω. There exists t ∈ [ω]ω such that for each k ∈ ω the interval

[t(k−1), t(k)) contains k2+1 many consequtive intervals of d. Then there exists a set S ⊆ X
with |S| < κ such that for each finite set F ⊆ X \ S we have t ≤∞ minF . Thus, the set

J := { k ∈ ω : t(k) ≤ x(k) for all x ∈ F }

is infinite. Take k ∈ J such that k > |F |. Then |x ∩ [t(k − 1), t(k))| ≤ k and thus
|
⋃

F ∩ [t(k − 1), t(k))| < k2. Since [t(k − 1), t(k)) contains more than k2 consequtive in-
tervals of d, the set

⋃

F omits some interval of d in [t(k − 1), t(k)). Since J is infinite, the
set

⋃

F omits infinitely many intervals of d. �

For a ∈ P(ω), define ac := ω \ a. Let F be a semifilter. By F+ we denote the set
{ a ∈ [ω]ω : ac /∈ F }. There is in literature a notion which generalizes mentioned in the
introduction b(F )-scale. A set X ⊆ [ω]ω is an F -scale [17, Definition 4.1] if |X| ≥ b(F ) and
for any function d ∈ [ω]ω there are a function c ∈ [ω]ω and a set S ⊆ X of cardinality smaller
than b(F ) such that

d ≤F+ c ≤F x

for all functions x ∈ X \ S.

Proposition 3.3. Let F be a filter. Each F -scale is b(F )-fin-unbounded set.
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Proof. Take any d ∈ [ω]ω. There exists c ∈ [ω]ω and a set S ⊆ X with |S| < b(F ) such that

d ≤F+ c ≤F x

for all functions x ∈ X \ S. Now take any finite set FX ⊆ X \ S. Then c ≤F minFX . Since
d ≤F+ c, it follows that d ≤∞ minFX . Since |X| ≥ b(F ), the set X is a b(F )-fin-unbounded
set. �

Corollary 3.4. Let F be a filter, X be an F -scale, k be a natural number and Y be set
satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). Then the product space (X ∪ Fin)kM × Y is S1(Γ,Ω).

In general we cannot prove Proposition 3.3 for semifilters. To explain that we need to
introduce the notion of bi-d-unbounded set. For a, b ∈ [ω]ω we say that a ≤ b if a(n) ≤ b(n)
for each n ∈ ω. We say that X ⊆ [ω]ω is d-unbounded if |X| ≥ d and for each d ∈ [ω]ω

the cardinality of the set { x ∈ X : x ≤ d } is smalller than d. We say that X ⊆ [ω]ω is
bi-d-unbounded if the sets X and { xc : x ∈ X } ⊆ [ω]ω are d-unbounded. Szewczak and
Tsaban proved [17, Theorem 3.3] that bi-d-unbounded subsets of [ω]ω exist if and only if
d ≤ r.

Example 3.5. Let F = [ω]ω be the full semifilter and X ′ ⊆ [ω]ω be a bi-d-unbounded set.
Then X := X ′ ∪ { xc : x ∈ X ′ } is an F -scale which is not b(F )-fin unbounded set.

Proof. First we show that X is an F -scale. Note that b(F ) = d, thus |X| ≥ b(F ). Take any
d ∈ [ω]ω. Let

S := { x ∈ X ′ : x ≤ d } ∪ { xc : x ∈ X ′, xc ≤ d }.

Then |S| < d and for all x ∈ X \ S we have d ≤∞ x (equivalently d ≤F x). Thus X is an
F -scale.

Now suppose that X is a b(F )-fin unbounded set and let d ∈ [ω]ω \ {ω}. Then there exists
S ⊆ X with |S| < d such that for all finite sets H ⊆ X \ S we have that d ≤∞

⋃

H . Since
|S| < d, it follows that there exists x ∈ X \ S such that xc ∈ X \ S. Then {x, xc} ⊆ X \ S
and thus d ≤∞ x ∪ xc = ω, a contradiction. �

Proposition 3.6. Let U be an ultrafilter. A union of less than b(U) many U-scales is a
U-scale, too. In particular it is a b(U)-fin-unbounded set.

Proof. Let X =
⋃

α<κ Xα where Xα’s are U -scales and κ < b(U). Take any function d ∈ [ω]ω.
Then for each α < κ there is cα ∈ [ω]ω and a set Sα ⊆ Xα of cardinality smaller than b(U)
such that

d ≤U+ cα ≤U x

for all functions x ∈ Xα \ Sα. Let

S :=
⋃

α<κ

Sα.

Since U+ = U , it follows that d ≤U cα ≤U x for all x ∈ Xα \ S and α < b(U). Then d ≤U x
for all x ∈ X \ S. Since b(U) is regular, we have |S| < b(U). �

Corollary 3.7. Let U be an ultrafilter, k be a natural number, X0, . . . , Xk be U-scales and
Y be a set satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). Then the product space

∏

i≤k (Xi ∪ Fin)M × Y satisfies
S1(Γ,Ω).

Corollary 3.8. Let U be an ultrafilter, k be a natural number, X0, . . . , Xk be U-scales and
Y be a set satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). Then the product space

∏

i≤k(Xi ∪ Fin) × Y satisfies
S1(Γ,Ω).
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Theorem 3.9 (Talagrand [21]). Let F be a semifilter. The following assertions are equiva-
lent.

(1) The semifilter F has the Baire property;
(2) The semifilter F is meager;
(3) There is a function h ∈ [ω]ω such that for every x ∈ F and for all but finitely many

natural numbers n we have x ∩ [h(n), h(n+ 1)) 6= ∅.

For x, y ∈ [ω]ω and a relation R on ω we standardly denote by [xR y] the set {n ∈ ω :
x(n)Ry(n)}.

Lemma 3.10. Let F ⊆ [ω]ω be a semifilter such that for every a ∈ F+ the family

{ a ∩ b : b ∈ F }

is bounded with respect to ≤∗. Let X be an F -scale. Then for every d ∈ [ω]ω there exists a
set L ⊆ [ω]ω that is ≤∗-bounded and a set S ⊆ X with |S| < b such that for every finite set
H ⊆ X \ S there exists lH ∈ L such that d(lH(i)) ≤ (minH)(lH(i)) for all but finitely many
n ∈ ω. In particular X is b-fin unbounded set.

Proof. Let d ∈ [ω]ω. By induction we construct a sequence of sets Ln ⊆ [ω]ω and Sn ⊆ X
with |Sn| < b such that for all k ≤ n and all k-element sets H ⊆ X \ Sn we have d(lH(n)) ≤
(minH)(lH(n)) for some lH = l1 ◦ · · ·◦ lk, where l1, . . . , lk ∈ Ln and the set Ln is ≤∗ bounded.
Note that since the family { a ∩ b : b ∈ F } is bounded for all a ∈ F+, it follows that
F = {ω ∩ b : b ∈ F } is a bounded subset of [ω]ω. By Theorem 3.9 it follows that F is a
meager semifilter and b(F ) = b.

We begin our construction for n = 1. Since X is an F -scale, there exists c1 ∈ [ω]ω and
S1 ⊆ X such that |S1| < b and d ≤F+ c1 ≤F x for all x ∈ X \ S1. Set a1 = [d ≤ c1] ∈ F+

and define L1 := { a1 ∩ b : b ∈ F }. Then L1 is ≤∗-bounded by our assumption. Given an
1-element set H = {x} ⊆ X \ S1, set lH = a1 ∩ [c1 ≤ x]. Then

d(lH(i)) ≤ c1(lH(i)) ≤ x(lH(i)) = (minH)(lH(i))

for all i.
Now take any n such that there exists Ln ⊆ [ω]ω which is ≤∗-bounded and Sn ⊆ X

with |Sn| < b such that for all k ≤ n and all k-element sets H ⊆ X \ Sn there exists
lH = l1 ◦ · · · ◦ lk, where l1, . . . , lk ∈ Ln, such that d(lH(i)) ≤ (minH)(lH(i)) for all but
finitely many i ∈ ω. Note that the family { lH : H is an n-element subset of X \ Sn } is
≤∗-bounded and let hn be the witness of that. Since X is an F -scale, there exists cn ∈ [ω]ω

and S ′
n+1 ⊆ X with

∣

∣S ′
n+1

∣

∣ < b such that d ◦ hn ≤F+ cn ≤F x for all x ∈ X \ S ′
n+1. Then

an = [d ◦ hn ≤ cn] ∈ F+ satisfies the condition (d ◦ hn)(an(i)) ≤ cn(an(i)) for all i ∈ ω.
Define Ln+1 := Ln ∪ { an ∩ b : b ∈ F } and Sn+1 := Sn ∪ S ′

n+1. Then Ln+1 is ≤∗-bounded and
|Sn+1| < b. Now we show that for all k ≤ n + 1 and for all k-element sets H ⊆ X \ Sn+1

there exists lH = l1 ◦ · · · ◦ lk, where l1, . . . , lk ∈ Ln+1, such that d(lH(i)) ≤ (minH)(lH(i)) for
all but finitely many i ∈ ω. Clearly for k < n+1 this follows from the induction hypothesis.
Now take any (n+1)-element subset H ⊆ X \Sn+1. Then H = H ′∪{x} for some n-element
set H ′ ⊆ X \ Sn+1 and some x ∈ X \ Sn+1. Letting

ln+1 = an ∩ [cn ≤ x] = [d ◦ hn ≤ cn] ∩ [cn ≤ x],

we have

d(lH′(ln+1(i))) ≤ d(hn(ln+1(i))) ≤ cn(ln+1(i)) ≤ x(ln+1(i)) ≤ x(lH′(ln+1(i)))
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for all but finitely many i ∈ ω. On the other hand, d(lH′(j)) ≤ (minH ′)(lH′(j)) for all but
finitely many j ∈ ω, in particular j of the form ln+1(i), which yields

d(lH′(ln+1(i))) ≤ (minH ′)(lH′(ln+1(i)))

for all but finitely many i ∈ ω. Thus for lH = lH′ ◦ ln+1 we have

d(lH(i)) ≤ min{(minH ′)(lH(i)), x((lH(i)))} = (minH)(lH(i))

for all but finitely many i ∈ ω. This finishes the construction.
Let S :=

⋃∞
n=1 Sn, L

′ :=
⋃∞

n=1 Ln and

L := { l1 ◦ · · · ◦ ln : n = 1, 2, . . . and l1, . . . , ln ∈ L′ }.

Then |S| < b, the set L is ≤∗-bounded and by the construction for all finite sets H ⊆ X \ S
there exists lH ∈ L such that d(lH(i)) ≤ (minH)(lH(i)) for all but finitely many i ∈ ω. �

Proposition 3.11. Let F ⊆ [ω]ω be a semifilter such that for every a ∈ F+ the family

{ a ∩ b : b ∈ F }

is bounded with respect to ≤∗. Then a union of less than b many F -scales is a b-fin-unbounded
set. In particular a finite union of b-scales is a b-fin-unbounded set.

Proof. Let X =
⋃

α<κ Xα, where κ < b and Xα is an F -scale for each α < κ. Let d ∈ [ω]ω.
By induction we prove that for each α < κ there exists a ≤∗-bounded set Lα ⊆ [ω]ω and
Sα ⊆

⋃

β≤αXβ with |Sα| < b such that for every finite set H ⊆ (
⋃

β≤αXβ) \ Sα there exists

lH ∈ Lα such that d(lH(n)) ≤ (minH)(lH(n)) for all but finitely many n ∈ ω.
For α = 0 by Lemma 3.10 we obtain L0 ⊆ [ω]ω and S0 ⊆ X0 with |S0| < b such that for

all finite sets H ⊆ X0 \ S0 there exists lH ∈ L0 such that d(lH(n)) ≤ (minH)(lH(n)) for all
but finitely many n ∈ ω.

Now suppose we have already defined Sβ ⊆
⋃

γ≤β Xγ and Lβ ⊆ [ω]ω for all β < α. Note
that

⋃

β<α Lβ is ≤∗-bounded and let h be the witness of that. By Lemma 3.10 there exists

a set L′
α ⊆ [ω]ω that is ≤∗-bounded and S ′

α ⊆ Xα with |S ′
α| < b such that for all finite sets

H ⊆ Xα \ S ′
α there exists lH ∈ L′

α such that (d ◦ h)(lH(n)) ≤ (minH)(lH(n)) for all but
finitely many n ∈ ω. Define

Lα :=
{

l ◦ l′ : l ∈
⋃

β<α

Lβ , l
′ ∈ L′

α ∪ {Id}
}

, Sα := S ′
α ∪

⋃

β<α

Sβ.

Then Lα is ≤∗-bounded, Sα ⊆
⋃

β≤αXβ and |Sα| < b. Now we show that for each finite set

H ⊆ (
⋃

β≤αXβ) \ Sα there exists lH ∈ Lα such that d(lH(n)) ≤ (minH)(lH(n)) for all but

finitely many n ∈ ω. Take any finite set H ⊆ (
⋃

β≤αXβ) \ Sα. Then H = H ′ ∪ H ′′ where

H ′ ⊆ (
⋃

γ≤β Xγ) \ Sβ for some β < α and H ′′ ⊆ Xα \ S ′
α. Then there are lH′ ∈ Lβ , lH′′ ∈ L′

α

such that d(lH′(n)) ≤ (minH ′)(lH′(n)) and d(h(lH′′(n))) ≤ (minH ′′)(lH′(n)) for all but
finitely many n ∈ ω. Observe that

d(lH′(lH′′(n))) ≤ d(h(lH′′(n))) ≤ (minH ′′)(lH′′(n)) ≤ (minH ′′)(lH′(lH′′(n)))

and d(lH′(lH′′(n))) ≤ (minH ′)(lH′(lH′′(n))) for all but finitely many n ∈ ω. It follows that
for lH = lH′ ◦ lH′′ ∈ Lα we have that d(lH(n)) ≤ (minH)(lH(n)) for all but finitely many
n ∈ ω. This finishes the construction.

Now let S :=
⋃

α<κ Sα and L :=
⋃

α<κ Lα. Then |S| < b and by the construction for each
finite set H ⊆ X \ S there exists lH ∈ L such that d(lH(n)) ≤ (minH)(lH(n)) for all but
finitely many n ∈ ω. This proves that X is b-fin unbounded set. �



12 M. PAWLIKOWSKI, P. SZEWCZAK, AND L. ZDOMSKYY

Corollary 3.12. Let F be a semifilter such that every a ∈ F+ the family { a ∩ b : b ∈ F }
is bounded with respect to ≤∗, k be a natural number, X0, . . . , Xk be F -scales and Y be a set
satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). Then the product space

∏

i≤k (X ∪ Fin)M × Y satisfies S1(Γ,Ω). In
particular, it holds if X0, . . . , Xk are b-scales.

4. γ-sets

In this Section, we consider properties from the third row of the Scheepers diagram. Our
main goal is to show the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number with κ ≤ cov(M), X be a κ-fin un-
bounded set and Y ⊆ P(ω) be a set with the γ-property. The product space (X ∪ Fin)M × Y
is S1(Ω,Ω).

The above Theorem generalizes a result of Szewczak–Włudecka [20, Theorem 5.6]. To
obtain this result we require the following theorems and auxiliary results, some of which are
derived from the results of Szewczak–Włudecka [20].

Lemma 4.2. Let |A| < cov(M), Y be a set with the γ-property and U0,U1, . . . ∈ Ω((Fin ∪A)M×
Y ). Then there exists a family {Un : n ∈ ω } where Un ∈ Un such that for each finite set
H ⊆ A there is a family UF ⊆ {Un : n ∈ ω } such that UF ∈ Γ((Fin ∪H)M × Y ).

Proof. Take any finite set H ⊆ A and let Un = {Un,m : m ∈ ω }. Since (Fin ∪H)M × Y
has the γ-property, there are sets Un,fH(n) ∈ Un for each n such that

{

Un,fH(n) : n ∈ ω
}

∈
Γ((Fin ∪H)M × Y ). Note that |{ fH ∈ [ω]ω : H ∈ [A]<ω }| < cov(M), thus there exists f ∈
[ω]ω such that for each finite set H ⊆ A the set NH := {n ∈ ω : fH(n) = f(n) } is infinite.
Note that UH :=

{

Un,fH(n) : n ∈ NH

}

⊆
{

Un,f(n) : n ∈ ω
}

and UH ∈ Γ((H ∪ Fin)M × Y ).
�

Lemma 4.3. [4, Lemma 1.2] Let U be a family of open sets in P(ω) such that U ∈ Ω(Fin).
There are a function a ∈ [ω]ω and sets U0, U1, . . . ∈ U such that for each set x ∈ [ω]ω and all
natural numbers n:

If x ∩ [a(n), a(n + 1)) = ∅, then x ∈ Un.

Theorem 4.4. [5, Theorem 2] Let X be a space. Then X has the γ property if and only if
for each U ∈ Ω(X) there is a family V ⊆ U such that V ∈ Γ(X).

Let U and V be covers of the space X. We say that V refines U if for each V ∈ V, there
exists U ∈ U such that V ⊆ U .
Lemma 4.5. [7, Lemma 3.2] Let X be a space and k be a natural number. If U ∈ Ω(X),
then

{

Uk : U ∈ U
}

∈ Ω(Xk).

Lemma 4.6. [7, Lemma 3.3] Let X be a space and k be a natural number. If U ∈ Ω(Xk),
then there exists V ∈ Ω(X) such that

{

V k : V ∈ V
}

refines U .

Lemma 4.7. [20, Lemma 5.2] Let Y ⊆ P(ω), H ⊆ [ω]ω be a finite set and k be a natural
number. Let U ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H)kM × Y ). There is a family V ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H)M ⊔ Y ) such that
the family

{

V k+1 ∩ (P(ω)k × Y ) : V ∈ V
}

∈ Ω((Fin ∪H)kM × Y )

refines the family U .
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Proof. Let U ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H)kM × Y ). Let

U ′ :=
{

U ∪ (((Fin ∪H)M ⊔ Y )k+1 \ ((Fin ∪H)kM × Y )) : U ∈ U
}

.

Then U ′ ∈ Ω(((Fin ∪H)M⊔Y )k+1). By Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 there exists V ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H)M⊔
Y ) such that

{

V k+1 : V ∈ V
}

∈ Ω(((Fin ∪H)M ⊔ Y )k+1) refines U ′. Then the family
{

V k+1 ∩ (P(ω)k × Y ) : V ∈ V
}

is an ω-cover of (Fin ∪H)kM × Y and refines U . �

Lemma 4.8. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number and H ⊆ [ω]ω be a finite set. Let Y ⊆
P(ω) be a set satisfying γ property and X ⊆ [ω]ω be κ-fin unbounded set. For each family
U ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H)M⊔Y ) of open sets in P(ω)⊔P(ω) there are a set S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such
that U ∈ Ω(((X \ S) ∪H)M ⊔ Y ).

Proof. Let U ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H)M ⊔ Y ) be a family of open sets in P(ω) ⊔ P(ω). Note that
(Fin ∪H)M ⊔ Y has the γ property. By Theorem 4.4, there exists U ′ ⊆ U such that U ′ ∈
Γ((Fin ∪H)M ⊔ Y ). Define

U ′′ := { Intc(U ∩ (Fin ∪H)) ∪ (U ∩ Y ) : U ∈ U ′ }.

Note that U ′′ ∈ Γ(Fin ⊔ Y ) and U ′′ refines U ′. Apply Lemma 4.3 to the family U ′′. Then
there are a function a ∈ [ω]ω and sets U0, U1, . . . ∈ U ′′ such that x ∈ [ω]ω and all natural
numbers n:

If x ∩ [a(n)a(n + 1)) = ∅, then x ∈ Un.

Since X is a κ-fin unbounded set, there exists the set S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such that for
all finite sets F ⊆ X \ S we have that

⋃

F omits infinitely many intervals of a. Thus
for all finite sets F ⊆ X \ S we have that F ⊆ Un for infinitely many n ∈ ω. Since
U ′ ∈ Γ((Fin ∪H)M ⊔ Y ), it follows that U ′ ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H ∪X \ S)M ⊔ Y ). But then U ∈
Ω((Fin ∪H ∪X \ S)M ⊔ Y ). �

Lemma 4.9. Let κ be a cardinal number and let X ⊆ [ω]ω be a κ-fin unbounded set. Let
Y ⊆ P(ω) be a set satisfying the γ property, H ⊆ [ω]ω be a finite set and k be a natural
number. For each sequence U0,U1, . . . ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H)kM × Y ) of families of open sets in
P(ω)k+1, there are a set S ⊆ X with |S| < κ and sets U0 ∈ U0, U1 ∈ U1, . . . such that
{Un : n ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H ∪X \ S)kM × Y ).

Proof. Fix a natural number k. By Lemma 4.7, there is a sequence V0,V1, . . . ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H)M⊔
Y ) such that the family

{

V k+1 ∩ (P(ω)k × Y ) : V ∈ Vn

}

refines the family Un for all natural numbers n. Since the set (Fin ∪H)M ⊔ Y has the γ
property, there are sets V0 ∈ V0, V1 ∈ V1, . . . such that {Vn : n ∈ ω } ∈ Γ((Fin ∪H)M ⊔
Y ). By Lemma 4.8 there exists a set S ⊆ X with |S| < κ such that {Vn : n ∈ ω } ∈
Ω((Fin ∪H ∪X \ S)M⊔Y ). By Lemma 4.7 for each natural number n, there is a set Un ∈ Un

such that
V k+1
n ∩ (P(ω)k × Y ) ⊆ Un.

Now take any finite set FX ⊆ Fin ∪H ∪X \ S and any finite set FY ⊆ Y . Since

F k
X × FY ⊆ V k+1

n ∩ (P(ω)k × Y ) ⊆ Un

for some natural number n, it follows that {Un : n ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H ∪X \ S)kM × Y ). �
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. (1) Let Un,m ∈ Ω((X ∪ Fin)M×Y ). Take any n ∈ ω and any set A ⊆ X
with |A| < κ. Since |A| < cov(M), from Lemma 4.2 there are Un,m ∈ Un,m such that for all
finite sets H ⊆ A there are UH ⊆ {Un,m : m ∈ ω } such that UH ∈ Γ((H ∪ Fin)M × Y ). By
Corollary 2.6 there exists SH ⊆ X with |SH | < κ such that UH ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H ∪X \ SH)M ×
Y ). Then {Un,m : m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((Fin ∪H ∪X \ SH)M × Y ) for all finite sets H ⊆ A. By
Lemma 2.7, there are Wn,m ∈ Un,m such that {Wn,m : n,m ∈ ω } ∈ Ω((X ∪ Fin)M × Y ). �

Proposition 4.10. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number with κ ≤ cov(M) and X be a κ-fin
unbounded set. Let k be a natural number and Y ⊆ P(ω) be a set satisfying the γ property.
The space (X ∪ Fin)kM × Y satisfies S1(Ω,Ω).

Proof. Since (X ∪ Fin)M×Y is S1(Ω,Ω), it follows that ((X ∪ Fin)M ×Y )k is S1(Ω,Ω). Now
since (X ∪ Fin)kM × Y is a closed subspace of ((X ∪ Fin)M × Y )k, it satisfies S1(Ω,Ω) as
well. �

Proposition 4.11. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number with κ ≤ cov(M), k be a positive
natural number, X0, . . . , Xk ⊆ [ω]ω be sets such that the set X =

⋃

i<k Xi is a κ-fin-unbounded
set and Y ⊆ P(ω) be a set satisfying the γ property.

(1) The product space
∏

i<k

(Xi ∪ Fin)M × Y

satisfies S1(Ω,Ω).
(2) The product space

∏

i<k

(Xi ∪ Fin)× Y

satisfies S1(Ω,Ω).

Proof. (1) By Proposition 4.10, the product space
∏

i<k

(X ∪ Fin)M × Y

satisfies S1(Ω,Ω). Then the product space
∏

i<k (Xi ∪ Fin)M × Y satisfies S1(Ω,Ω) being a
closed subspace of the above product.

(2) The product space
∏

i<k(Xi∪Fin)×Y is a continuous image of
∏

i<k (Xi ∪ Fin)M×Y .
Apply (1) and the fact that S1(Ω,Ω) is preserved by continuous mappings. �

Corollary 4.12. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number with κ ≤ cov(M) and X be a κ-fin
unbounded set. Let k be a natural number and Y ⊆ P(ω) be a set satisfying the γ property.
Then (X ∪ Fin)k × Y is S1(Ω,Ω).

The above Corollary generalizes the result of Szewczak–Tsaban–Zdomskyy [18, Lemma
2.21] that was mentioned in the introduction to this paper, since the 1-element space has the
γ property. It is noteworthy that their approach uses the definition of U -Menger space and
its topological properties, while our approach is mostly combinatorial which is much more
flexible. It is also a generalization of results by Miller, Tsaban and Zdomskyy [11, Corollary
6.9 (2)] combined with a result of Kočinac and Scheepers [8, Theorem 19]. Their results also
use advanced topological tools instead of combinatorial ones.

Corollary 4.13. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number with κ ≤ cov(M) and X be a κ-fin
unbounded set. Then X ∪ Fin is S1(Ω,Ω).
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Corollary 4.14. Let κ be an infinite cardinal number with κ ≤ cov(M) and X be a κ-fin
unbounded set and k be a natural number. Then (X ∪ Fin)k is Rothberger.

5. Counterexamples

In this section we present two counterexamples. Our aim is to show that in Theorem 2.2
the property S1(ΓBor,ΓBor) cannot be replaced by S1(ΩBor,ΩBor), even if X is a b-scale. The
first example is constructed using ideas from the papers of Szewczak–Wiśniewski [19] and
Bartoszyński–Shelah–Tsaban [2]. The second example is constructed using the Cohen forcing.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that cov(M) = c and c is regular. Then there are a U-scale X and

a Ũ-scale Y , for some ultrafilters U and Ũ such that X ∪Fin and Y ∪Fin are S1(ΩBor,ΩBor)
but the product space (X ∪ Fin) × (Y ∪ Fin) is not Menger. In fact even X and Y are
S1(ΩBor,ΩBor) with X × Y not being Menger

By [ω]ω,ω we denote the infinite subsets of ω that have infinite complement.

Proposition 5.2. [19, Lemma 2.4] Let M′ be a family of meager subsets of [ω]ω with |M′| <
cov(M). Then for each family Z ⊆ [ω]ω with |Z| < cov(M) and each d ∈ [ω]ω there exists
x, y ∈ [ω]ω,ω \

⋃

M′ such that

z <∞ x, z <∞ y for each z ∈ Z and d ≤∗ max{xc, yc}.

Lemma 5.3. Let M′, Z and d be as in Proposition 5.2. Then there are x, y ∈ [ω]ω,ω \
⋃

M′

such that

z <∞ x′, z <∞ y′ for each z ∈ Z and d ≤∗ max{(x′)c, (y′)c}

for each finite modification x′, y′ of x and y, respectively.

Proof. Let T = {h(z) : z ∈ Z}, where h(z)(n) = z(2n) for all n ∈ ω. Since |T | < cov(M) by
Proposition 5.2 there exists x, y ∈ [ω]ω,ω \

⋃

M′ such that

t <∞ x, t <∞ y for each t ∈ T and h ◦ d ≤∗ max{xc, yc}.

We claim that x, y are as required. Indeed, suppose that x′, y′ are finite modifications of x, y,
respectively. Then there are k0, l0, k1, l1 ∈ Z such that x′(i) = x(i + k0), y

′(i) = y(i + l0),
(x′)c(i) = xc(i+ k1) and (y′)c(i) = xc(i+ l1) for all but finitely many i ∈ ω. In particular,

max{(x′)c(i), (y′)c(i)} ≥ max{xc(i+ p), yc(i+ p)}

where p = min{k1, l1}, for all but finitely many i ∈ ω.
Now, if x(i) > h(z)(i) = z(2i) and i > |k0|, then

x′(2i) > x′(i− k0) = x(i+ k0 − k0) = x(i) > z(2i),

and hence x′(2i) > z(2i) for infinitely many i. Similarly we can show the same for y.
Finally, if max{xc(i), yc(i)} > h(d)(i) = d(2i) and i > |p|, then

max{(x′)c(i+ |p|), (y′)c(i+ |p|)} ≥ max{xc(i+ p + |p|), yc(i+ p + |p|)} ≥

max{xc(i), yc(i)} ≥ d(2i) ≥ d(i+ |p|),

hence max{(x′)c, (y′)c} ≥∗ d. �
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Let U ∈ ΩBorel(X). We say that U is ω-fat if for every F ∈ [X ]<ω and finitely many
nonempty open sets O1, . . . , Ok, there exists U ∈ U such that F ⊆ U and none of the sets
U ∩O1, . . . , U ∩Ok are meager. Let Ωfat

Borel be the collection of all countable ω-fat Borel covers
of X. We will use some simple properties of these covers, for proofs we refer to the paper of
Tsaban [22].

Lemma 5.4. Assume that U is a countable collection of Borel sets. Then
⋃

U is comeager
if, and only if, for each nonempty basic open set O there exists U ∈ U such that U ∩O is not
meager.

Corollary 5.5. Assume that U ∈ Ωfat
Borel(X). Then:

(1) For each finite set F ⊆ X and each finite family F of nonempty basic open sets, the
set

⋃

{U ∈ U : F ⊆ U and for each O ∈ F , U ∩O /∈ M}

is comeager.
(2) For each element x in the intersection of all sets of this form, U is an ω-fat cover of

X ∪ {x}.

Lemma 5.6. [2, Lemma 10] If Y ⊆ [ω]ω has cardinality less than cov(M), then Y satisfies
S1(Ω

fat
Bor,Ω

fat
Bor).

Proof. Suppose that U0,U1, . . . is a sequence of ω-fat-covers of Y , where Un = {Un,k : k ∈ ω }.
Let B be a countable base of [ω]ω. For each finite set F ⊆ Y , and each finite B ⊆ B, let
fF,B(n) = min { k : F ⊆ Un,k and V ∩ Un,k is not meager for each V ∈ B }. The set

HF,B = {x ∈ ωω : ∀∞n x(n) 6= fF,B(n) }

is meager in ωω. It suffices to show that sets Gk = { x ∈ ωω : ∀n > k x(n) 6= fF,B(n) } are
nowhere dense for each k ∈ ω. Take any k ∈ ω and x ∈ Gk. Take any basic neightborhood
Ox of x. We may assume that Ox = { y ∈ ωω : y(m) = x(m) for all m = 0, 1, . . . , n0 }. Then
there exists k0 > n0 such that x(k0) 6= fF,B(k0). Then the set

{ y ∈ ωω : y(m) = x(m) for m = 0, 1, . . . , n0 and y(k0) = fF,B(k0) }

is contained in Ox but its intersection with Gk is empty, thus Gk is nowhere dense. Since
HF =

⋃

k∈ω Gk, it is a meager subset of ωω.
Let

H =
⋃

F∈[Y ]<ω ,B∈[B]<ω

HF,B.

Since cov(M) = c and |Y | < c, it follows that the set ωω \ H is not empty. See that any
z ∈ ωω \H gives the desired selector. �

Lemma 5.7. Assume that X is a set of reals such that for each nonempty basic open set O,
the set X ∩ O is not meager. Then every countable Borel ω-cover U of X is an ω-fat cover
of X.

Let Y ⊆ ωω. We define maxfin(Y ) to be the set consisting of a ∈ ωω such that a(k) =
maxx∈F x(k) for some finite set F ⊆ Y and all k ∈ ω.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let {On : n ∈ ω } and {Fm : m ∈ ω } be all nonempty basic open sets
in [ω]ω and all finite families of nonempty basic open sets, respectively. Let {Gα : α < c }
be a family of all dense Gδ-sets in [ω]ω. Let { dα : α < c } be a dominating set in [ω]ω and
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{ 〈Uα,n : n ∈ ω〉 : α < c } be all sequences of countable families of Borel sets. We will define

sets Fα, F̃α ⊆ [ω]ω and distinct elements xα, yα ∈ [ω]ω for α < c such that

(1) the sets Fα, F̃α are closed under finite intersections,
(2)

⋃

β<α Fβ ⊆ Fα,
⋃

β<α F̃β ⊆ F̃α,

(3) |Fα| < c, | F̃α | < c,
(4) { dβ, xβ : β < α } ≤Fα

xα and { dβ, yβ : β < α }≤F̃α
yα,

(5) dα ≤∗ max{xcα, y
c

α}.

Let Xα := {xγ : γ < α }, Yα := { yγ : γ < α }. We say that α is X-good if Uα,n is an ω-fat
cover of Xα for each n ∈ ω. We define the notion of Y -good ordinal in the same way. By
Lemma 5.6 for each X-good α there exists a sequence UX

α,n ∈ Uα,n such that
{

UX
α,n : n ∈ ω

}

is an ω-fat cover of Xα. The same is true for Y -good ordinals. We want our sequence of xα’s
and yα’s to satisfy the following conditions

(6) for each X-good β < α the set
{

UX
β,n : n ∈ ω

}

is an ω-fat cover of Xα,

(7) for each Y -good β < α the set
{

UY
β,n : n ∈ ω

}

is an ω-fat cover of Yα.

We begin by setting F0 = F̃0 = {ω} and X0 = Y0 = ∅. By Lemma 5.3 there exists x0, y0 ∈ [ω]ω

such that d0 ≤
∗ max{xc0, y

c

0}.
Now let α ≥ 0 and suppose we have xβ , yβ, Fβ, F̃β such that the conditions (1)-(7) are

satisfied for all β < α. Let

F =
⋃

β<α

Fβ , F̃ =
⋃

β<α

F̃β.

and

S := maxfin { dβ, xβ : β < α }, S̃ := maxfin { dβ, yβ : β < α }.

Let Zα :=
{

s ◦ f : s ∈ S ∪ S̃, f ∈ F ∪ F̃
}

. Since cov(M) is regular, it follows that |S |, | S̃ |, |F |, | F̃ | <

cov(M). Thus, |Zα| < cov(M) = c. Now for A = X, Y , any finite set F ⊆ Aα, A-good
β ≤ α and m ∈ ω define

GA
β,m,F :=

⋃

{

UA
β,m : F ⊆ Uβ,m and for each O ∈ Fm, U

A
β,m ∩ O /∈ M

}

.

By Corollary 5.5(1) and the inductive hypothesis, GA
β,m,F is comeager for each m ∈ ω, each

finite set F ⊆ Aα, each A-good β ≤ α and A = X, Y . Then let

L =
⋂

β<α

Gβ∩
⋂

β<α

[ω]ω\{xβ, yβ}∩
⋂

{

GA
β,m,F : A = X, Y,A-good β ≤ α,m ∈ ω, finite set F ⊆ Aα

}

.

Observe that L = [ω]ω \
⋃

Mα for some family of meager sets Mα with |Mα| < c = cov(M).
Let k = α mod ω. Then by Lemma 5.3 there exists xα, yα ∈ L ∩ Ok such that dα ≤∗

max{xcα, y
c

α} and Zα ≤∞ xα, yα. By Corollary 5.5(2) conditions (6) and (7) are preserved.
Now we need to show that other conditions are preserved as well.

The intersection of finitely many elements of the set F ∪ { [s ≤ xα] : s ∈ S } is infinite:
Since the set F is closed under finite intersections, it is enough to show that for an element
f ∈ F and a finite subset S ′ ⊆ S the intersection f ∩

⋂

s∈S′[s ≤ xα] is infinite. Let f ∈ F
and S ′ ⊆ S be a finite set. Then

⋂

s∈S′

[s ≤ xα] =
⋂

s∈S′

{n : s(n) ≤ xα(n) } ⊇
{

n : max
s∈S′

s(n) ≤ xα(n)
}

= [max[S ′] ≤ xα].
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From the definition of S we have max[S ′] ∈ S. Thus max[S ′] ◦ f ≤∞ xα and thus

max[S ′](f(n)) ≤ xα(n) ≤ xα(f(n)),

for infinitely many natural n. It follows that the intersection f ∩ [max[S ′] ≤ xα] is infinite and
f ∩

⋂

s∈S′[s ≤ xα] is infinite as well. Let Fα be the closure of the set F ∪ { [s ≤ xα] : s ∈ S }
under finite intersections. By the definition of S we have that dβ, xβ ∈ S for all ordinal
numbers β < α. It follows that { dβ, xβ : β < α } ≤Fα

xα. Analogously we define the set

F̃α and show that { dβ, yβ : β < α } ≤F̃α
yα. By the construction we have |Fα |, | F̃α | < c =

cov(M). Thus all conditions are satisfied.
Let U and Ũ be free ultrafilters containing the sets

⋃

α<c
Fα and

⋃

α<c
F̃α respectively.

Define X := { xα : α < c } and Y := { yα : α < c }. Then the set X is S1(Ω
fat
Bor,Ω

fat
Bor). Take

any sequence 〈Uα,n : n ∈ ω〉 of ω-fat Borel covers of X. Then {UX
α,n : n ∈ ω } is an ω-fat

cover of X. Indeed take any finite family of basic nonempty open sets F and any finite set
F ⊆ X. Then there exists α < α′ < c such that F ⊆ Xα′ and α is X-good. Then the set
{

UX
α,n : n ∈ ω

}

is an ω-fat cover of Xα′ . Thus there exists n ∈ ω such that F ⊆ UX
α,n and

UX
α,n ∩ O is not meager for each O ∈ F . Thus

{

UX
α,n : n ∈ ω

}

is an ω-fat cover of X. It

follows that X is S1(Ω
fat
Bor,Ω

fat
Bor). In the same way we show that Y is S1(Ω

fat
Bor,Ω

fat
Bor). See that

X ∩O∩G 6= ∅ for each nonempty basic open set O and for each dense Gδ set in [ω]ω. Indeed
take any nonempty basic open set O and dense Gδ set G. Then O = Ok and G = Gα for
some k ∈ ω and α < c. See that there exists α′ ∈ (α, c) such that k = α′ mod ω. Then
xα′ ∈ Gα ∩Ok. Similarly it can be shown that Y ∩O ∩G 6= ∅ for each nonempty basic open
set O and for each dense Gδ set G. It follows that X ∩ O, Y ∩ O are nonmeager for each
nonempty basic open set O. By Lemma 5.7 X and Y are S1(ΩBor,ΩBor) and so are X ∪ Fin
and Y ∪ Fin.

The set X is a U -scale. By the construction we have that |X| = c = b(U). Fix an element
b ∈ [ω]ω. There is an ordinal number β < c such that b ≤∗ dβ. For all ordinals α ∈ (β, c) we

have dβ ≤U xα. Thus |{ x ∈ X : x ≤U b }| < c. Analogously Y is a Ũ -scale.
Now it remains to show that (X ∪ Fin) × Y is not Menger. Observe that the function

ϕ : (X ∪ Fin)× Y → ωω given by ϕ(x, y) = max{xc, yc} is a continuous function. However,
by our construction the set {max{xc, yc} : x ∈ X ∪ Fin, y ∈ Y } is dominating. Thus (X ∪
Fin)× Y cannot be Menger. �

Now we present an example showing that even for b-scale we cannot change assumption
of Theorem 2.2. The example uses the ideas found in the paper of Repovš–Zdomskyy [13].

Theorem 5.8. It is consistent with CH, that there are a b-scale set a set Y satisfying
S1(ΩBor,ΩBor) whose product space is not Menger.

To obtain this result, we require the following two straightforward Lemmata.

Lemma 5.9. Let a, b ∈ [ω]ω be elements such that |a \ b| < ω and |b \ a| = ω. Then b ≤∗ a.

Let a, b ∈ [ω]ω. We say that a ⊆∗ b if |a \ b| < ω. We say that X = {xα : α < b } ⊆ [ω]ω is
a b-unbounded tower if X is unbounded with respect to ≤∗ and xα ⊆∗ xβ as well as xβ 6⊆∗ xα

for all β < α < b.

Lemma 5.10. Every b-unbounded tower is a b-scale.

Proof of Theorem 5.8. Suppose that CH holds in the ground model V and fix

Y = { yα : α < ω1 } ⊆ [ω]ω
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such that

(1) yβ ⊆∗ yα for all β > α;
(2) yα+1 ⊆ yα for all α < ω1;
(3) yα \ yα+1 is infinite for all α < ω1;
(4) For every y ∈ [ω]ω, there exists α with yα 6≤∗ y.

Then Y is a b-unbounded tower. In what follows we shall work in V [G] where G is Fn(ω1, 2)-
generic over V . Here Fn(ω1, 2) is the standard poset adding ω1 Cohen reals over V . The
set Y is unbounded in V [G] since Cohen reals preserve the unboundedness of ground model
unbounded sets. Fix an enumeration [ω]ω = { zα : α < ω1 } and for every α pick xα ∈
[yα]

ω such that xα ⊃ yα+1, |xα \ yα+1| = |yα \ xα| = ω and zα ≤∗ (yα \ xα). Then X =
{xα : α < ω1 } is b-unbounded tower. By Lemma 5.10 X is a b-scale. By [13, Observation
3.1] (X ∪ Fin) × Y is not Menger. So it suffices to show that Y is S1(ΩBor,ΩBor) in V [G].
By [15, Theorem 18] it suffices to show that Y n is S1(B,B) for each n ∈ ω. By [15, Theorem
14] it suffices to show that each Borel image of Y n is Rothberger for each n ∈ ω.

Now take any n ∈ ω and let W be any Borel image of Y n. Now take any sequence of covers
U0,U1, . . . in V [G], where Un = {Un,m : m ∈ ω }. Then it is the sequence of open covers in
model V [Gα] for some α < ω1 that arises by addding α many Cohen reals to the ground
model. Now for each w ∈ W define fw(n) = min {m ∈ ω : w ∈ Un,m }. If c ∈ V [G] is any
Cohen real over V [Gα] then for each w ∈ W the set {n ∈ ω : fw(n) = c(n) } is infinite. Thus
the set

{

Un,c(n) : n ∈ ω
}

witnesses the Rothberger property of W in V [G]. �

6. Products of d-concentrated sets in the Miller model

As mentioned in the introduction of the paper, Zdomskyy showed that in the Miller model,
the product space of two d-concentrated sets is Menger [25, Theorem 1.1]. However it is
consistent with ZFC, that there are d-concentrated sets whose product is not Menger [17,
Theorem 2.7]. Let U and Ũ be ultrafilters. We say that U is near coherent to Ũ if there is a
function h ∈ [ω]ω such that for each set u ∈ U , we have

⋃

{ [h(n), h(n + 1)) : u ∩ [h(n), h(n + 1)) 6= ∅ } ∈ Ũ.

The near coherence of filters (NCF) is a statement introduced by Blass that any two ultrafil-
ters are near coherent [3]. This statement is independent from ZFC [3]. Let U ⊆ [ω]ω be an
ultrafilter. We say that B ⊆ U is a base of U if for each u ∈ U , there exists b ∈ B such that
b ⊆ u. By u we denote the minimal cardinality of an ultrafilter base. It is know fact that if
NCF hold than u < d = b(U) for every ultrafilter U , see [3, Corollary 15, Theorem 16]. In
particular, d is regular under NCF. In fact, NCF is equivalent to the statement “u < b(U)
for every ultrafilter U ” by [10, Proposition 2.1(c), Proposition 3.2(e)]. We say that X ⊆ [ω]ω

is d-unbounded if |X| ≥ d and |{ a ∈ X : a ≤ c }| < d for each c ∈ [ω]ω. Note that the set X
is d-unbounded if and only if the set X ∪ Fin is d-concentrated on Fin [17, Lemma 2.3].

Theorem 6.1. Assume that NCF holds. Let U ⊆ [ω]ω be an ultrafilter. Each d-unbounded
set in [ω]ω is a U-scale.

Proof. Suppose that X ⊆ [ω]ω is a d-unbounded set which is not a U -scale. Then there is a
function g ∈ [ω]ω such that

|{ x ∈ X : x <U g }| ≥ d.

Since every subset of X of cardinality at least d is d-unbounded and d is regular, we may
assume that X is ≤U -bounded by a function g. Let B ⊆ [ω]ω be a basis of size u for the
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ultrafilter U . Let gb := { g(n) : n ∈ b } for all b ∈ B. Since X is d-unbounded, there is a
function x ∈ X with { gb : b ∈ B } ≤∞ x. Since x ≤U g, there is a set b ∈ B with b ⊆ [x ≤ g].
Take a natural number k with gb(k) < x(k) and let n = b(k). Then n ≥ k and we have

g(n) = g(b(k)) = gb(k) < x(k) ≤ x(n) ≤ g(n),

a contradiction. �

Corollary 6.2. In the Miller model any product of two d-concentrated sets satisfies S1(Γ,Ω).

Proof. Let X and Y be d-concentrated on Fin. Then X \ Fin and Y \ Fin are d-unbounded.
Then by Theorem 6 the sets X \ Fin and Y \ Fin are U -scales for some ultrafilter U . By
Corollary 3.8 the space X × Y satisfies S1(Γ,Ω). �

7. Comments and open problems

7.1. Characterization of S1(Γ,Λ), S1(Γ,Ω) and S1(Γ,Γ). In this section we present the
characterizations of S1(Γ,Λ), S1(Γ,Ω) and S1(Γ,Γ). The characterization of S1(Γ,Γ) appears
implicitly in the paper of Peng [12]. Here we state his result more explicitly and devise
characterizations of S1(Γ,Λ) and S1(Γ,Ω) using his ideas.

Lemma 7.1. Let X be a zero-dimensional, separable metric space and U0,U1, . . . ∈ Γ(X),
where Un = {Un,m : m ∈ ω } for all n. Then for every natural numbers n,m there is a
continuous function fn,m : X → ω such that X \ Un,m = f−1

n,m[{∞}].

Proof. Fix natural numbers n,m. Then Un,m =
⋃

i∈ω An,m,i, where An,m,i are clopen sets for
each i ∈ ω and An,m,i ⊆ An,m,i+1 for all i ∈ ω. Let fn,m : X → ω be a function such that

fn,m(x) :=

{

i, if x ∈ An,m,i \
⋃

j<iAn,m,i,

∞, if x 6∈ Un,m.
�

By cF we denote the filter consisting of all cofinite subsets of ω.

Theorem 7.2. Let X be a zero-dimensional metric space.

(1) The space X is S1(Γ,Γ) if and only if for each continuous ϕ : X → X there is a ∈ ωω

such that { a \ ϕ(x)−1{ω} : x ∈ X } ∈ cF for all x ∈ X.
(2) The space X is S1(Γ,Ω) if and only if for each continuous ϕ : X → X there is a ∈ ωω

such that{ a \
⋃

x∈F ϕ(x)−1{ω} : F ∈ [X ]<ω } ⊆ [a]ω for all x ∈ X.
(3) The space X is S1(Γ,O) if and only if for each continuous ϕ : X → X there is a ∈ ωω

such that { a \ ϕ(x)−1{ω} : x ∈ X } ⊆ [a]ω for all x ∈ X.

Proof. (⇒) Let A ∈ {Γ,Ω,O} and assume that X is S1(Γ,A). Fix a continuous function
ϕ : X → X . Let

Un,m := { g ∈ X : g(n,m) < ω }

for all natural numbers n,m. Since ϕ[X ] ⊆ X , we have {Un,m : m ∈ ω } ∈ Γ(ϕ[X ]) for all n.
Since the set ϕ[X ] is S1(Γ,A) there is a ∈ ωω such that

{Un,a(n) : n ∈ ω } ∈ A(ϕ[X ]).

(1) Since {Un,a(n) : n ∈ ω } ∈ Γ(ϕ[X ]) we have { a \ ϕ(x)−1{∞} : x ∈ X } ∈ cF.
(2) Since {Un,a(n) : n ∈ ω } ∈ Ω(ϕ[X ]) we have { a\

⋃

x∈F ϕ(x)−1{∞} : F ∈ [X ]<ω } ⊆ [a]ω.
(3) Since {Un,a(n) : n ∈ ω } ∈ Λ(ϕ[X ]) we have { a \ ϕ(x)−1{∞} : x ∈ X } ⊆ [a]ω.
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(⇐) Let U0,U1, . . . ∈ Γ(X), where Un = {Un,m : m ∈ ω } for all n By Lemma 7.1 for every
natural numbers n,m there is a continuous function fn,m : X → ω such that X \ Un,m =
f−1[{∞}]. Then the function ϕ(x)(n,m) := fn,m(x) is continuous and ϕ : X → X .

(1) There is a ∈ ωω such that { a \ f(x)−1{ω} : x ∈ X } ∈ cF for all x ∈ X. Fix x ∈ X.
We have x ∈ Un,a(n) for all but finitely many n. Thus,

{Un,a(n) : n ∈ ω } ∈ Γ(X).

(2) There is a ∈ ωω such that { a \
⋃

x∈F f(x)−1{∞} : F ∈ [X ]<ω } ⊆ [a]ω. Let F be a
finite subset of X. Then a \

⋃

x∈F f(x)−1{ω} is an infinite subset of a. There is n such that
f(x)(n, a(n)) < ω for all x ∈ F , and thus F ⊆ Un,a(n). It follows that

{Un,a(n) : n ∈ ω } ∈ Ω(X).

(3) There is a ∈ ωω such that { a \ f(x)−1{ω} : x ∈ X } ⊆ [a]ω. Fix x ∈ X. Then
a \ f(x)−1{ω} is an infinite subset of a, and thus there are infinitely many n such that
f(x)(n, a(n)) < ω. We have x ∈ Un,a(n) for infinitely many n. It follows that

{Un,a(n) : n ∈ ω } ∈ Λ(X). �

7.2. Properties S1(Γ,Ω) and S1(Γ,O). The following fact is an easy and useful observation
about spaces whose all finite powers satisfy S1(Γ,Ω). Surprisingly it is not mentioned in the
literature on combinatorial covering properties.

Proposition 7.3. Let X be a space. The space Xk satisfies S1(Γ,O) for each natural number
k if and only if Xk satisfies S1(Γ,Ω) for each natural number k.

Proof. It is enough to prove that if a space Xk is S1(Γ,O) for each natural number k, then
it is S1(Γ,Ω). Let U0,U1, . . . ∈ Γ(X). Let us renumerate this sequence as Uk,m where m
and k are natural numbers. Let U ′

k,m := {Uk : U ∈ Uk,m }. Then for any natural k and m

U ′
k,m ∈ O(Xk). Since Xk is S1(Γ,O) for each natural k, it follows that for each natural k,

there exist Uk,m ∈ Uk,m such that
{

Uk
k,m : m ∈ ω

}

is a cover of Xk.
Let U ′ := {Uk,m : n,m ∈ ω }. Then U is an ω-cover of X. Indeed take any finite F =

{x0, x1, . . . , xk} ⊆ X. Then there exists m ∈ ω such that (x0, x1, . . . , xk) ∈ Uk+1
k+1,m. Thus

F ⊆ Uk,m ∈ U . �

This fact allows us to easily prove a more basic version of Theorem 2.2 (2) where we take
Y to be a 1-element space.

7.3. Michael topology. Note that all results where the space is endowed with the Michael
topology hold when we consider any topology where the neighborhoods of Fin are the same
as in the standard topology on P(ω).

Now let X ⊆ P(ω). We endow X with the Sorgenfrey topology, i.e., a topology on the
Cantor space inherited from the Sorgenfrey line [16] and denote it by XS. See that since Fin
are exactly the left ends of the intervals that appear in the construction of the Cantor set,
it follows that basic open neighborhoods of these points are exactly the same as on the real
line. That proves that all results that can be obtained for the Michael topology are also true
when we replace it by the Sorgenfrey topology. For example one can prove the following:

Theorem 7.4. Let κ be a regular cardinal number with κ ≤ d, X be a κ-fin-unbounded set, k
be a natural number and Y be a set satisfying S1(ΓBor,ΓBor). Then the space (X ∪Fin)kS × Y
satisfies S1(Γ,Ω).
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7.4. Open problems.

Problem 7.5. Is it consistent with ZFC that there is a filter F and F -scales X and Y such
that the product space (X ∪ Fin)× (Y ∪ Fin) is not S1(Γ,Ω)?

By Proposition 3.1 the affirmative answer to Problem 7.5 would follow if X ∪ Y were
b(F )-fin-unbounded.

Problem 7.6. Let A ⊆ [ω]ω be a set with |A| < b ( or |A| < d) and Y be a set with the
γ-property. Does the product space A× Y satisfy S1(Γ,O)?

Problem 7.7. Let X be a b-unbounded tower and Y be a set with the γ-property. Does the
product space (X ∪ Fin)× Y satisfy S1(Γ,O)?

Problem 7.8. Let X be a b unbounded tower and Y be a set with the γ-property. Does the
product space (X ∪ Fin)× Y satisfy S1(Γ,Ω)?

Problem 7.9. Let κ be a regular cardinal number and X be a κ-fin unbounded scale set. Let
Y be a set with the γ-property. Does the product space (X ∪ Fin)× Y satisfy S1(Γ,Ω)?

Let prod(S1(Γ,Ω)) be the minimal cardinality of a space that is not productively S1(Γ,Ω)
in the class of metric spaces.

Problem 7.10. Let κ be a regular cardinal number with κ ≤ prod(S1(Γ,Ω)) and X be
κ-fin unbounded set. Let Y be a space satisfying the γ-property. Does the product space
(X ∪ Fin)× Y satisfy S1(Γ,Ω)?.
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