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Abstract

The class of SHD spaces was recently introduced in [I2]. The first part of this
paper focuses on answering most of the questions presented in that article. For
instance, we exhibit an example of a non-SHD Tychonoff space X such that
Z[X], the Pixley-Roy hyperspace of X, 83X, the Stone-Cech compactification
of X, and Cp(X), the ring of continuous functions over X equipped with the
topology of pointwise convergence, are SHD.

In the second part of this work we will present some variations of the SHD
notion, namely, the WSHD property and the OHD property. Furthermore, we
will pay special attention to the relationships between X and %#[X] regarding
these new concepts.

Keywords:

2010 MSC: 54A20, 54A25, 54B20, 54G05

F’-space, sequentially discrete, selectively highly divergent, Stone-Cech
compactification, Pixley-Roy hyperspace

1. Remarks on SHD spaces

All set-theoretic concepts whose definition is not included here must be as-
sumed as in [I3]. Our basic reference book for topological notions is [7], however,
the specific material corresponding to cardinal functions should be understood
as in [II]. Throughout this paper X will be a topological space with at least
two points, 7x will denote its topology and 75 will be the family 7x \ {0}.
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Recall that if {X, : @ < k} is a familiy of topological spaces, then the
collection

2| I Xa | = ﬂwgl[Ua]:Fe[n]<“\{@}AvaeF(UaeT;a)

a<k acF

is the canonical base for the standard product topology. If U € £ (H(KK Xa),
then the support of U is the set

supp(U) := {a < v : ma[U] # Xa } .

The class of SHD spaces appeared for the first time in [I2]. Recall that X
is selectively highly divergent (in short, SHD) if for every {U, : n € w} C T;g we
can pick z, € U, for each n € w in such a way that the sequence (z,) has no
convergent subsequences. In this section we will answer most of the questions
presented in [I2] and prove several new results. Let us begin with the following
proposition.

Proposition 1. Let k be an uncountable cardinal and {X, : « € Kk} be a col-
lection of topological spaces. Suppose there is D C k such that {X, : « € D} is
a family of non-sequentially compact spaces. If D is dense in the set k equipped
with the the co-countable topology, then || X, is SHD.

ack

PrOOF. Set X := [[,c. Xa and let {U, : n € w} be a subset of #(X). Set
F:=U,cosupp(Uyn), fix B € DN (x\ F) and let (y,) be a sequence in Xg with
no convergent subsequences. For each n € w define z,, € X by

Yns if o = ﬁa
Tn(a) =< € mo[Uyp], if a € supp(Uy,),
€ X, if o € k\ (supp(Un) U{B}).

Clearly, z,, € U, for every n € w. Furthermore, since (y,,) has no convergent
subsequences, (z,) has no convergent subsequences.

Corollary 1. If k is an uncountable cardinal and X is not sequentially compact,
then X" is SHD.

Evidently, a sequentially compact space cannot be SHD. It turns out that
in the case of uncountable topological powers both conditions are equivalent:

Proposition 2. If s is an uncountable cardinal, then X" is SHD if and only if
X" is not sequentially compact.

PROOF. Suppose that X" is not sequentially compact, let {U, : n € w} be a
subset of # (X*) and set F :=J,,,, supp(Uy,). Observe that if I := s\ F, then
X* is homeomorphic to X! and thus, X' is not sequentially compact. Fix a



sequence (y,) in X! with no convergent subsequences. For each n € w define
Ty € X by

yn(a), ifael,
Zn(a) := < € mo[Uyp], if a € supp(Uy),
€ Xa, if a € F\ supp(Uy,).

Certainly, x,, € U, for every n € w. Moreover, since (y,) has no convergent
subsequences, (z,) has no convergent subsequences.

Since there are no first countable SHD spaces it can be easily seen that the
restriction on k in Proposition [2] is essential. For example, if X is first count-
able and not sequentially compact, then X* is non-SHD and non-sequentially
compact.

Recall that X is wultraconnected if there are no disjoint non-empty closed
subsets of X. It is known that if s stands for the splitting number (see [9]) then
the product of at least s spaces which are not ultraconnected is not sequentially
compact (see [14, Lemma 4.2, p. 995]). Consequently, the following result holds.

Corollary 2. If X is not ultraconnected and k > s is a cardinal number, then

X" is SHD.

It was shown in [12] that under the Generalized Continuum Hypothesis it
happens that for every infinite cardinal k there is a space X that is Hausdorff,
compact, zero-dimensional and SHD with d(X,) = k and w(X,) = 2*. With the
previous result available we can get the same conclusion without using additional
axioms.

Proposition 3. For every infinite cardinal k there exists a topological space
Xy that is Hausdorff, compact, zero-dimensional and SHD with d(X) = k and
w(X,) =2"%.

PROOF. Let aD(k) stand for the one-point compactification of the discrete
space of size k. Clearly, X, = (aD(x))?" is Hausdorff, compact and zero-
dimensional. Moreover, a standard argument with cardinal functions shows
that d(Xx) = k and w(X,) = 27. Finally, Corollary [2 implies that X, is SHD
since s < 2%,

Remark 1. Let X be a non-ultraconnected sequentially compact space. If t
stands for the tower number (see [9]) and w; < ¢, it turns out that X' is
sequentially compact (see [, Theorem 6.9(a), p. 132]) and thus, X“* is not
SHD. On the other hand, w; = s implies that X*“* is SHD thanks to Corollary[2
Hence, the statement “the w;-th power of a non-ultraconnected sequentially
compact space is SHD” is independent of ZFC.

In the case of Cantor cubes, A. Bella proved in [2] that D(2)" is SHD if and
only if K > s. Our next goal is to prove a strengthening of Bella’s result.



Theorem 1. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and k be an uncountable
cardinal. If w(X) < wy or X is dyadic (i.e., X is a continuous image of a
Cantor cube) and w(X) < s, then the following statements are equivalent.

1. X" s SHD.
2. X" is not sequentially compact.
3. K> s.

PROOF. Items (1) and (2) are equivalent thanks to Proposition[2l On the other
hand, Corollary2 guarantees that (3) implies (1). For our remaining implication
suppose that (2) holds and let’s concentrate on proving (3). If w(X) < wy, then
w(X") = k and thus, since X" is compact and not sequentially compact, it
follows from [4, Theorem 6.1, p. 129] that x > s.

In the case where X is dyadic and w(X) < s, there exists a continuous
surjection from D(2)*X) onto X (see [7, 3.12.12(b), p. 231]), which in turn
produces a continuous surjection from D(2)*(X)* onto X*. Now, since X"
is not sequentially compact, D(2)w(X )% cannot be sequentially compact and
therefore, Bella’s theorem combined with Proposition 2] yields the inequality
w(X) - Kk > s; hence, Kk > s.

Recall that if p is an element of X and k is an infinite cardinal, then

o (X, p, k) == {IGX“ :‘{QEH:x(Q)#p}‘ <w} and
Y (X,p, k) = {:CEX” :‘{ae:«x(a);«ép}‘ gw}.

Remark 2. Let k > s and p € D(2). It is well-known that ¥ (D(2),p, k) is a
sequentially compact dense subspace of D(2)*. Hence, ¥ (D(2),p, n) is a non-
SHD dense subspace of the SHD space D(2)". The case x = ¢ was first shown
in [2].

One of the questions discussed in [12] was whether it was possible to establish
a connection with respect to the SHD property between a Tychonoff space X
and SX, its Stone-Cech compactification. It turns out that X does not have to
be SHD even if X is:

Theorem 2. Ifk > s is a cardinal number and X is a dense subspace of D(2)",
then X is SHD.

PROOF. Set Y := D(2)%. Let {W,, : n € w} be a subset of T;X and pick
{Vo : n € w} C T;X with V,, C clgx(V,,) € W, for every n € w. Since
{V, N X : n € w} is a subset of 75, there is a family {O, : n € w} C 7"
such that V,, N X = O,, N X whenever n € w. For every n € w let U,, € B(Y)
satisfy U,, C Oy. Set F := J, ., supp(U,) and Z := D(2)"\F. Since Z is not



sequentially compact (see Theorem [II), there is a sequence (z,) in Z with no
convergent subsequences. For each n € w define y,, € Y by

zn (@), ifaer\F,
Yn(a@) == S € 1o [Un], if o € supp(Un),
0, if € F\ supp(Uy,).

Clearly, y,, € U, for every n € w.

Observe that since Y is a compactification of X, there exists a continuous
surjective function £7 : X — Y such that its restriction to X is the identity
function. We claim that U, is a subset of 3i[W,,] for every n € w. To prove this
fix n € w and notice three facts: first, U, N X = Fi[U,, N X] C Bi[clgx (U, N X)];
second, clgx (U, N X) C clgx(V,) € W, and third, Gi [Cl@x(Un ﬂX)] is a
closed subset of Y since clgx (U, N X) is a compact subset of 5X. Therefore,
Un =cly(Uyn) =cly (U, N X) C Bilclgx (Un N X)) C Bi[W,].

For each n € w let w, € W, satisfy Bi(w,) = yn. To finish our proof
suppose that A € [w]* and w € BX are such that (wy)nea converges to w in
BX. Hence, since Bi : fX — Y and the natural projection 7 : ¥ — Z are
continuous, (z,)nea converges to m (Bi(w)) in Z, a contradiction. Thus, (w,)
has no convergent subsequences.

Remark [2] and Theorem [2] yield the following corollary.

Corollary 3. If Kk > s and p € D(2), then E(D(Q),p, Ii) is not SHD and
5> (D(2),p, Ii) is SHD.

In a similar vein to the question of X versus X, a natural question that
arose in [I2] was whether it was possible to obtain something similar regarding
X versus Z[X], the Pixley-Roy hyperspace of X. A. Bella and S. Spadaro
proved in [2] the following theorem:

Theorem 3. If X is Ty and SHD, then Z#[X] is SHD.

On the other hand, similarly to what happened with X, the presence of the
SHD property in .#[X| does not imply that X has it. To establish this fact we
first need to prove an auxiliary lemma. For what follows we will use the symbol
CO(X) to denote the set formed by all clopen subsets of a topological space X .

Lemma 4. Let k be an uncountable cardinal, p be an element of D(2) and X
be a dense subspace of X(D(2),p, k). If {U, : n € w} is a subset of 73: and
F € Z[X], then there are V € CO (D(2)*) and {z, : n € w} C X such that
FCV and x, € U, \'V for everyn € w.

PROOF. Let m € w\ 1 and suppose that {y; : 0 <i < m} is a faithful enumer-

ation of F.

Claim. There exist {a; : 0 <i<m} Ckand {V(n,i):n€ewN0<i<m}C
% (D(2)*) such that the following conditions hold for every 0 < i < m:



@; € £\ Upey supp (V(n,9));

yi € 7o {p}s

V(n,0)NX C U, for every n € w and

if i > 0, then V(n,i) C V(n,i—1)\ 7! {p}.

Q-1

L s

We will do the construction by finite recursion. First, for every n € w
there is V(n,0) € %2 (D(2)") such that V(n,0) N X C U,. For this step we
only need to notice that, since y, '{p} has # elements, there exists ag € & \
Unew supp (V(n,0)) with yo(ag) = p.

Now suppose that for some 0 < ¢ < m we have produced {a; : 0 < i <
£} and {V(n,i) : n € wA0 < i < {} with the desired properties. Since
{V(n,0)\ m;}{p} : n € w} is formed by non-empty open subsets of D(2)", for
every n € w there is V(n,l + 1) € #(D(2)") with V(n,l +1) C V(n,{)\
7o {p}. Finally observe that, since yejrll{p} has k elements, there is agy; €
5\ Upew supp (V(n, £+ 1)) such that yeq1(cpr1) = 0. This completes our
construction.

To finish our proof set V := (J/*, 75! {p} and for every n € w let z, be
an element of X N (V(n,m)\ 7' {p}). Clearly, V and {z, : n € w} satisfy
everything required.

It turns out that for the class of spaces mentioned in Lemma[ the Pixley-Roy
hyperspace is always SHD.

Theorem 5. If k is an uncountable cardinal, p is an element of D(2) and X
is a dense subspace of X(D(2),p, k), then F|X] is SHD.

PROOF. Let Y := D(2)" and {[F,,,U,] : n € w} be a sequence in .Z#[X]|. The
proof of the following statement will be by recursion.

Claim 1. There are {V,,, : m € w} C CO(Y) and {z(n,m) : (n,m) € w x w} C
X such that the following conditions hold for every m € w:

1. 2(n,m) € U, \ Vi, whenever n € w and
2. Fp, U{z(m,i):0<i<m}C Vyt1.

For the base case apply Lemma Ml to the sequence {U, : n € w} and to the
set {0} to obtain V5 € CO(Y) and {z(n,0) : n € w} C X such that 0 € Vp
and z(n,0) € U,, \ Vy whenever n € w. Now, suppose that for some m € w we
have constructed {V; : 0 < i < m} and {z(n,i) :n € w y 0 < i < m} with
the desired properties. By Lemma Ml applied to the sequence {U, \ V;, : n € w}
and to the set F,, U {z(m,i) : 0 < i < m} there exist V41 € CO(Y) and
{z(n,m+1):n € w} C X such that F,,, U{z(m,i) : 0 <i<m} C V41 and
x(n,m+1) € U, \ Vint1 whenever n € w.

For each m € w let Gy, := F,, U{z(m,i) : 0 < i < m}. Clearly, G,, €
[Frn, Up] for all m € w. Our next statement essentially concludes the proof.



Claim 2. The family {{G,} : n € w} is locally finite, i.e., for every G € .Z[X]
there exists V € 7x with G C V and such that {n € w: Gy, € [G,V]} is finite.

If G € Z[X] and there is no n € w such that G € G, then V := X
satisfies {n € w:G, € [G,V]} = 0. When there is m € w with G C G,
what happens is that, for every n > m + 1, the point z(n,m + 1) belongs
to Fy, N (Un \ Ving1) and, therefore, V := Vi1 N X satisfies G, € [F, V];
consequently, {n €w: G, € [G,V]} C{icw:0<i<m}

Finally, since the sequence (G,,) satisfies that {{G,,} : n € w} is locally finite,
it follows that (G,,) has no convergent subsequences. Hence, .#[X] is SHD.

By Remark [ follows that 3(D(2),p, ) is not SHD whenever £ > s and
p € D(2), Theorem [ yields the following corollary.

Corollary 4. If k > s and p € D(2), then ¥ (D(2),p, k) is not SHD and
Tz [2 (D(2), p, m)} is SHD.

2. More divergence properties I

We say that X is weakly selectively highly divergent (in short, WSHD) if for
every {U, : n € w} C 7 there exists A € [w]* such that, for every n € A,
we can choose z,, € U, with the property that the sequence (z,),c4 has no
convergent subsequences.

If {U,:n €w} C 7 and x € X, we shall say that (U,) converges to x if
for every open set U with x € U there is m € w such that U, C U whenever
n > m. We will say that X is openly highly divergent (in short, OHD) if there
are no convergent sequences formed by elements of 7.

A m-local basis for X in x is a family & C T)Jg with the property that for any
U € 7x with 2 € U there exists B € & such that B C U. When £ is a m-local
basis for X in « and x € (% we say that & is a local base for X in z.

The local character and w-local character of X in x are, respectively, the
cardinal numbers

x(z, X) := min {|4| : # is a local basis for X in z} y
mx(z, X) :=min {|%| : 2 is a 7-local basis for X in z}.

Finally, we will say that X is a UC space (resp., w-UC) if for every x € X
happens that x(z,X) > w (resp., mx(z, X) > w).

Let us start with some basic relationships between these new concepts. It is
clear that SHD implies WSHD, 7-UC implies OHD and OHD implies UC. The
fact that WSHD implies OHD requires a brief argument. Suppose that X is not
OHD and let {U,, : n € w} be a subset of 75 that is convergent to € X. Then,
if A€ [w]¥ and for every n € A we pick x,, € U,, it turns out that (z,)nca
converges to x. Thus, X is not WSHD.

Unlike the SHD property (see Corollary Bl), the OHD property is inherited
to dense subsets in the realm of regular spaces.



Proposition 4. If X is a reqular OHD space and D is a dense subset of X,
then D is OHD.

PROOF. Let {U, : n € w} be a subset of 7} and for each n € w let V,, € 75
satisfy U, = V,,ND. Suppose z € D is such that (U,,) converges to « in D. Our
goal is to prove that (V;,) converges to z in X. Let V € 7x be such that z € V
and fix W € 7x with x € W C clx W C V. Observe that if n € w satisfies
U, CWND, then V,,ND C WND and, therefore, clx (V;, N D) C clx (W N D);
that is, clx V,, C clx W, which in turn implies that V,, C V. Consequently,
Hnew:V, ZV} <{new:U, ZWnND} <w.

A standard fact is that if p € X and & is an infinite cardinal, then o (X, p, k)
is contained in ¥ (X, p, k) and is dense in X*. This together with Proposition @l
implies the following result:

Proposition 5. Let X be a regular space, p € X and k be an infinite cardinal.
If X* is OHD, then ¥ (X, p, k) is OHD. Furthermore, when ¥ (X, p, k) is OHD,
it is satisfied that o (X, p, k) is OHD.

On the other hand, if X admits a sequence of non-empty open sets that
is convergent to p € X, and p¥ € X*“ denotes the sequence p¥(n) := p, then
o (X, p,w) admits a sequence of non-empty open sets that is convergent to p*.

Proposition 6. If there exists a sequence {U, : n € w} C T;(r converging to

p € X, then there exists a sequence {V,, :n € w} C T:(X ) converging to p*.

PRrROOF. For each n € w let
Vn =0 (vauw) N ﬂ ﬂ-k_l[Un]
k=0

If W is an open subset of o (X, p,w) with p* € W, there exist F' € [w]<¥ \ {0}
and {Wy : k € F} C 7x such that

p* €0 (X,p,w)N ﬂ ﬂ'k_l[Wk] CW.
keF

Then, the condition p € [, .p Wi implies the existence of m € w such that
U, CN wer Wk for any n > m. Finally, a routine argument shows that V,, C W
for all n > m + max F.

Furthermore, if x is uncountable it is satisfied that the x-th power of a T}
space is OHD.

Proposition 7. If X is a Ty space and k is an uncountable cardinal, then X"
is OHD.



PROOF. Let 2z € X* and {U,, : n € w} be a subset of Z(X"). Since the set
U,hco supp(Uy) is countable, there exists 8 € &\ U, ¢, supp(Uyn). Fix n € w
and for every « € supp(U,) let yo € 74[Un]. Furthermore, let U € 7x satisfy
z(B) € U and X \ U # (). Therefore, if z € X \ U, then

Y= {(a,ya) ta € supp(Un)} U ((F& \ supp(Un)) x {Z})

is an element of U, \ ﬂ'ﬂ_l[U], in particular, U, € wﬁ_l [U]. Thus, (U,) does not
converge to x.

Propositions [ [6] and [ are the proof of the following result.

Theorem 6. If X is a T5 space, X admits a non-empty open sequence con-
verging to p € X and k is an infinite cardinal, then the following statements are
equivalent.

X" is OHD.
Y (X,p, k) is OHD.
o (X,p, k) is OHD.

K> W.

=W

In particular, since the discrete space D(2) satisfies the conditions of Theo-
rem [6] we obtain the next corollary.

Corollary 5. The following statements are equivalent for an infinite cardinal
k and p € D(2).

D(2)" is OHD.

¥ (D(2),p, k) is OHD.

o (D(2),p, k) is OHD.

K> W.

- w e

Finally, since % (D(2), D, n) is not WSHD because it is sequentially compact,
Corollary [l yields the following result.

Corollary 6. For every cardinal k > w and p € D(2) it is satisfied that
¥ (D(2),p, k) is OHD and not WSHD.

3. More divergence properties 11

The purpose of this section is to study the behavior of the OHD property
between X and .#[X]. To begin with, the following lemma will be useful to
characterize the OHD property in .#[X] in terms of X when the latter is T5.

Lemma 7. If X is a Hausdorff space and F € F[X], then the following state-
ments are equivalent.

1. X has countable character at every point of F.



F[X] has countable character in F.

F[X] has w-countable character in F.

There is a sequence {Vy, :n € w} C T;[X] converging to F'.

There are {F, : n € w} C Z[X] and {U, : n € w} C 7 such that
{[F,Upn) :n € w} converges to F.

CU N

PRrROOF. The implication (1) — (2) and the equivalence (2) <+ (3) can be found
in [I7, Proposition 1, p. 336]. Furthermore, it is evident that (2) — (4) and
(4) — (5). To check that (5) — (1), suppose that {F, : n € w} C .Z#[X] and
{Un :n € w} C 7¢ are such that {[F,,U,] : n € w} converges to F. Let m € w
be such that if n > m, then [F,,U,] C [F, X]. Use the Hausdorff property to
produce a family {V,, : x € F} C 7';(' such that x € V, and V, NV, = () whenever
x,y € F are different.

Let x be an element of F. Our goal is to show that {U, NV, : n > m} is
a local basis for X in z. First, for any n > m the inclusion [F,,,U,] C [F, X]
implies that F' C U,; in particular, x € U,,. On the other hand, if U belongs

to 7x and x € U, then for V := U U (UyeF\{m} Vy) there is & € w such that

[F,,U,] C [F,V] when n > k. Finally, since Uy, C V, it is satisfied that
Upse NV CVNV,=U0UNV, CU.

Our next theorem can be deduced from Lemma, [T

Theorem 8. The following statements are equivalent for a Hausdorff space X .

By Theorem [3 follows that any SHD space X satisfies that .%[X] is SHD. In
fact, a simple modification of that argument can be used to prove that if X is
WSHD, then #[X] is WSHD. On the other hand, Theorem [ guarantees that
Z1X] is OHD whenever X is a Hausdorfl UC space. What follows is to show
that Z#[X] is WSHD if X is regular and OHD. In order to do this we first prove
the following lemma.

Lemma 9. Let X be a reqular OHD space. If A is an infinite subset of w,
{U, : n € A} is a subset of T and F is an element of F[X|, then there is a
closed neighbourhood V' of F (i.e., V is a closed subset of X and F CintV ) in
such a way that the set {n eA:U,\V #£ @} is infinite.

PRrOOF. Let {zg,z1,...,2Tm} be an enumeration with no repetitions of F'. Since
X is a regular OHD space, a finite recursion argument can be employed to
construct a sequence {V; : 0 < i < m} C P(X) and a decreasing sequence
{4;:0<i<m} C[A]“ such that:

1. V; is a closed neighbourhood of z; for every 0 < i < m;

10



2. A C{neA:U,\Vy #0}; and
3.

A; C nGAzeliUn\UVj#@

=0
whenever 0 < 7 < m.

Hence, V := U;io V; is a closed neighbourhood of F' and A,, is an infinite subset
of {ne A: U, \V #0}.

With the previous result available, we are all set to prove one of the central
theorems of this section.

Theorem 10. If X is a reqular OHD space, then F[X] is WSHD.

PrROOF. Let {F, : n € w} C Z[X] and {U,, : n € w} C 7x be such that
{[Fn7 U, :ne w} is a sequence of non-empty open subsets of %#[X]. The fol-
lowing statement is the cornerstone of our proof.

Claim. There are a decreasing sequence {Ay, : k € w} C [w]¥, {Gy 1 k € w} C
FX], {Vk 1 k € w} C P(X) and {z(n,k) : (n,k) € w X w} in such a way that
the following properties hold for every k € w:

1. V4 is a closed neighbourhood of Fjp;
2. for each n € Ay, x(n, k) € (U, \ Fp) \ Uf:o Vi;
3. Gy:=F, U {:C(k,m) m<kAkE€ Am}; and

4. Vj is a closed neighbourhood of Uf;ol G; whenever k > 0.

We proceed by recursion. Since our hypothesis imply that {U, \ F,, : n € w}
is a sequence of non-empty open subsets of X, Lemma [0 produces Ay € [w]¥
and Vp, a closed neighbourhood of Fy, such that (U, \ F,) \ Vo # 0 for every
n € Ay. For each n € Ag let z(n,0) be an element of (U, \ F,,) \ Vo. Set

G F()U{LL'(0,0)}, ifoe Ao,
T\ R, if 0 ¢ Ao,

ie, Go=FoU{z(0,m):m<0A0E€ Ay}

Now suppose that for k € w we have constructed {A4; : 0 < i < k}, {G; :
0<i<k}L{V;:0<i<k}and {z(n,i):0<1i<kAn € A;} with the
desired properties. From Lemma [0l we can obtain Ayy; € [Ax]¥ and Viiq, a
closed neighbourhood of Uf:o G;, such that (U, \ F) \ Ufiol V; # 0 for every
n € Apt1. Foreachn € A1 let (n, k+1) be an element of (Un\Fn)\Uf:Ol i
Finally, set

Gra1 ::Fk+1u{x(k+1,m):m§k+1/\k+1€Am}.

This completes our construction.
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It is clear that G,, € [F,,U,]| for every n € w. Now, recursively generate a
strictly increasing sequence (ng) in such a way that ny € Ay for every k € w.
Our final goal is to prove that, if A := {ng : k € w}, then (Gy)nea has no
convergent subsequences.

Before we begin we need to make a key remark: if j € w and n € A satisfy
n; <n,thenn € A; and x(n,j) € G,. Indeed, if k € w is such that n = ny, then
Jj < k and thus, the relations n = ny € Ay C A; imply n € A;; consequently,
z(n, j) € Gy since j < n; <n.

To finish our proof suppose, in search of a contradiction, that B € [A]* and
H € Z[X] are such that (Gp)nep converges to H in .#[X]. Let s € w satisfy
{Gn, :m € BN [s,w)} C [H,X] and set m := min(B \ s). Notice that since
H C Gy, C int Vpyy1, then [H,int V,,11] is an open neighbourhood of H and
therefore, {G,, : n € BN [t,w)} C [H,int V,,41] for some t € w.

Let k € w satisfy m = n; and fix j € w with np < j. For every n € B
such that n; < n, our key remark ensures that z(n,j) € G,. Furthermore,
since z(n,j) & UL_, Vi and m = ni < j, it follows that z(n,j) & Viuq1; in
particular, z(n,j) € Gy \ intV,,41. Consequently, B N [n;,w) is an infinite
subset of {n €B:G, ¢[H,int Vm+1]}, which contradicts the last line of the
previous paragraph.

We will show next that in the realm of regular P-spaces and Hausdorff
topological groups a lot of the properties we have presented so far are, in fact,
equivalent.

Proposition 8. If X is a reqular P-space and x € X, then the following state-
ments are equivalent.

1. X has countable character in x.
2. There exists {U, :n € w} C 75 converging to x.
3. X has w-countable character in x.

PROOF. We only need to see that (3) — (1). Suppose that {V,, : n € w} C 75
is a local m-base for X in z. Since every regular P-space is zero-dimensional (see
[16, 1W, p. 69)]), for every n € w there exists C,,, a non-empty clopen subset of
X, with C,, CV,,. Evidently, {C), : n € w} is a local m-basis for X in x.

Claim. If I ;== {n € w:z € Cy}, then {C,, : n € I} is a local basis for X in z.

Indeed, if U € 7x satisfies z € U and V := U N[, ¢\ ;(X \ Cp), then V' is
an open subset of X with « € V. Hence, there exists n € w with C,, C V and
thus, the inclusion C, € (e (X \ Cp) implies that n € I; consequently,
reC, CU.

Thus, we have the following result.

Theorem 11. If X is a regular P-space, then the following statements are
equivalent.

1. Z[X] is SHD.

12
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PRrROOF. The implications (1) — (2) — (3) — (4) and (6) — (7) — (8) — (9)
always hold. Since X is a Hausdorff space, Theorem [Rlensures that (3) — (5) and
(9) are equivalent. On the other hand, the fact that (8) — (10) are equivalent
follows from Proposition Finally, (6) — (1) by virtue of Theorem Bl and
(9) — (6) thanks to [12] Proposition 2, p. 4].

Proposition 9. If G is a topological group, x € G and e € G is the neutral
element of G, then the following statements are equivalent.

G has countable character in e.

G has countable character in x.

There exists {Uy, :n € w} C 7'5 converging to x.
G has w-countable character in x.

CUp Lo

G has m-countable character in e.

PROOF. Clearly, (2) — (3) — (4). On the other hand, the homogeneity of G
certifies that (1) — (2) and (4) — (5). To see that (5) — (1) suppose that
{Vh :n € w} C 74 is a m-local basis for G in e. Our goal is to verify that

{Vn . (an1 ‘n € w} is a local basis for G' in e. Indeed, if U € 7¢ satisfies

e € U, then there exists V € 7¢ withe € V and V- V~! C U. Then, if n € w
satisfies V,, C V, it follows that e € V, - (Vn)_1 cU.

Theorem 21 and Proposition [0 allow us to obtain a result similar to Theo-
rem [[1l in the realm of Hausdorff topological groups.

Theorem 12. If G is a Hausdorff topological group, then the following state-
ments are equivalent.

N Ot
5
)
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8. Gisw-UC.
9. mx(e,G) > w.

PROOF. Since G is a Hausdorff space, Theorem [ guarantees that (2) — (4)
and (8) are equivalent. On the other hand, (5) — (9) are equivalent thanks to
Proposition @ To finish the proof, recall that (1) — (2) is always true and
notice that (5) — (1) by virtue of Theorem

Unfortunately, it is not possible to add the statement “G is WSHD” in the
list of Theorem[I2]since X (D(2), 0, c) is a Hausdorff topological group that is not
WSHD and its Pixley-Roy hyperspace does have that property (see Corollary[d]).

Finally, if X is a Tychonoff space and Cp,(X) stands for the ring of continuous
function equipped with the topology of pointwise convergence, it is well-known
that Cp(X) is a topological group. In this particular case we can prove the
following strengthening of Theorem

Theorem 13. The following statements are equivalent for a Tychonoff space

X.
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- 7mx (0,Cp(X)) > w.
. X 1is uncountable.
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PROOF. Items (2) — (5) and (8) — (12) are all equivalent to each other by virtue
of Theorem Furthermore, (1) — (2) and (6) — (7) — (8) always hold.
On the other hand, (6) — (1) follows from Theorem Bl and (10) — (13) since
x (Cp(X)) = | X| (see [1} Theorem I.1.1, p. 25]). The argument for (13) — (6)
goes as follows.

Let {U, : n € w} be a subset of Tgp (X) formed by canonical elements of the
standard base. For every n € w, let f,, € Cp(X), e, € (0,00) and F,, € [X]|<¥
be such that U,, = [f,; Fn;en]. Notice that, since X is uncountable, there is a
point z € X\ U, ., Frn- Foreachn € w,let G, := F,,U{z} and let g, : X - R
be defined as

necw

on() = {fn(a:), if x € F,

n, if x = 2.
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Since every G,, is C*-embedded in X, there is a continuous function h, : X — R
such that its restriction to G,, coincides with g,,; in particular, g,, € U,, for every
n € w. However, for every h € Cp(X) the open set [h; {z};1/2] intersects {h, :
n € w} in at most one point; consequently, (h,,) has no convergent subsequences.

We have mentioned several times that there are no first countable SHD
spaces. A natural question is whether there are SHD spaces that are Fréchet-
Urysohn. Since for a compact Hausdorff space X it is satisfied that Cp,(X) is
Fréchet-Urysohn if and only if X is scattered (see [I, Theorem I11.1.2, p. 91]),
Theorem provides a list of examples of the sort; namely, any uncountable,
scattered, compact and Hausdorff space X satisfies that Cp(X) is a Fréchet-
Urysohn SHD space. In particular, C, ([O, wl]) has the desired properties.

4. More divergence properties 111

The space X will be called sequentially discrete (in short, SD) if every conver-
gent sequence in X is eventually constant. It was proven in [12] Proposition 1,
p. 4] that any SD space in which every non-empty open set is infinite is SHD.
On the other hand, a Tychonoff space X is an F’-space if any two disjoint cozero
sets have disjoint closures. It is known that any F’-space is SD (see [10, Fact 3.2,
p. 574]).

Our first task in the present section is to prove that a 77 space is SD if and
only if its Pixley-Roy hyperspace is SD. We begin with an auxiliary result.

Lemma 14. If X a Ty space and F[X] is not SD, then there is an injective
sequence {F,, :n € w} C F[X] in such a way that, if F 1=, .., Fn, then (F,)
converges to F.

ncw

PROOF. Let {G,, : n € w} be a non-trivial sequence in .#[X] in such a way
that (Gy,) converges to a set G € Z[X]. Firstly, since (G,) is not eventually
the constant G, the set A := {n € w: G,, # G} is infinite. Notice that since
(Gn)nea is a sequence converging to G, G € {G,, : n € A} and F[X]is a Ty
space, it must be the case that {G,, : n € A} is an infinite set. Let {F,, : n € w}
be an enumeration with no repetitions of {G,, : n € A}.

Now, since [G, X] is an open set in .Z[X], there is m € w such that {F, :
n > m} C [G,X], which in turn implies that G C >, Fn. Finally, if F' :=
Nysm Fn and U € 7x satisfies F C U, then [G,U] is an open set in .Z[X]
and therefore, there is k > m in such a way that F,, € [G,U] for every n > k;
consequently, F,, € [F,U] for whenever n > k. Thus, {F,, : n > m} satisfies the
properties required in our lemma.

Equipped with the above lemma we are ready to prove that the SD property
appears in X and only if it does so in Z[X].

Proposition 10. If X is a Th space, then X is SD if and only if #[X] is SD.

15



PROOF. Since every convergent sequence in X naturally induces a convergent
sequence in .Z[X], it follows that X is SD whenever .#[X] is SD. For the re-
maining implication let us assume by contradiction that X is SD and #[X] is
not SD. Use Lemma [I4] to fix an injective sequence {F), : n € w} C F[X] in
such a way that, if F':= (), Fp, then (F),) converges to F.

Let A:={n € w: F, # F}, pick @, € F, \ F for every n € A and let
{#1,..., 2} be a faithful enumeration of F. Since X is a 71 SD space, a finite
recursion argument can be used to construct a sequence {U; : 1 <i <k} C 7';{'
and a decreasing sequence {A4; : 1 < i < k} C [A]“ such that, for every 1 <i <
k, Ul NFE = {Zl} and

{xn:neAi}ﬂUUiZ(Z).
j=1
Finally, if U := Ule Ui, then [F,U] is an open set in .#[X] and thus, there
is m € w such that F, € [F,U] for every n € A N [m,00); consequently,
{zn:n € AN [m,00)} C U, a contradiction. Hence, .#[X] is SD.

Gillman constructed in [8] a P-space X and an extremally disconnected
space Y such that X x Y is Tychonoff and not an F’-space. Notice that X x Y
is SD since X and Y are SD (see [16], 6L, p. 505]). Hence, we have proven the
following statement.

Proposition 11. There exists a Tychonoff SD space which is not an F'-space.

On the other hand, there are examples of Pixley-Roy hyperspaces which are
SHD but not SD.

Proposition 12. There ezxists a Hausdorff space X such that F|[X] is SHD
and not SD.

PROOF. Let X be a Hausdorff SHD space with a non-trivial convergent sequence
() (see [1Z, Example 2, p. 5]). It follows form Theorem Bl that .#[X] is SHD.
Now, let z € X be convergence point of (z,) and define F,, := {z,,, 2} for every

n € w. A standard argument shows that {F},},c. is a non-trivial sequence in
F[X] converging to {z}. Thus, .#[X] is not SD.

Regarding the F’ property between X and Z[X], it turns out that this
concept does not reflect from X onto the hyperspace & [X].

Proposition 13. There exists a compact Hausdorff F'-space X such that F|X]
s not an F'-space.

PRrROOF. Let Y and Z be disjoint copies of fw such that fw =Y U Z. Now,
[15, Theorem 2.6, p. 145] implies that

ZlBu) = F[Y] @ F(Z] @ (F[Y] x F]Z))
> Z[fu] ® F[Bw] @ (F[Buw] x F[Buw]).
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Looking for a contradiction, suppose that %[Sw| is an F’-space. Since
Fpw] x F[Bw] is C*-embedded in F[Bw] & F[Buw] & (F[pw] x F[puw]), it
follows that .7 [fw] x Z[Bw] is an F'-space (see [B, Theorem 0.1, p. 276]) and
therefore, Z[Bw] is a P-space (see [3] Theorem, p. 51]). Then, it follows from
[12, Proposition 5] that Sw is a P-space, which in turn implies that Sw is finite
([16, 4AG, p. 353]). In sum, Sw is an F’-space and .%[Bw] is not.

We mentioned at the beginning of Section [2] that 7-UC implies OHD and
OHD implies UC. We will show below that these implications are not reversible.
For our next results the symbol w* will denote the space fw \ w, i.e., the re-
mainder of the Stone-Cech compactification of w.

Proposition 14. There exists a UC space which is not OHD.

PROOF. For each a € w; let X, stand for the space w* x {a}. Define X :=
@QEM X, fix a point p ¢ X and set Y := X U {p}. Declare X to be an open
subset of Y and let

Y\ U Xo : F € fwn]=¥
a€F

be a local basis for Y in p.

Clearly, each member of Y\ {p} has uncountable character. Now, if {F, :
n € w} is a subset of [w1]<¥ and B € wi \ |, Fn, then for every n € w it is
satisfied that

new

Y\ | XaZY\ X5

acl,

Thus, x(p,Y) > w. Finally, since {X,, : n € w} is a sequence in 7y converging

to p, it follows that Y is not OHD.

Regarding OHD versus 7-UC, we can even produce an SD space that is not
m-UC.

Proposition 15. There exists an SD space which is not w-UC.

PRrROOF. For each n € w let X,, be the space w* x {n}. For every U € 73, define

U= Unw)u | | Xn
nelU

Set X := ,c, Xn and Y := X Uw*. Declare X to be an open subset of ¥’
and for every p € w* let {U* :p € UAU € 75} be a local basis for Y in p.
Evidently, {X,, : n € w} is alocal w-base for Y in every point of w*; therefore,
Y is not 7-UC. In order to prove that Y is SD, let (y,,) be an injective sequence
in Y. Since each X, is open in Y and is homeomorphic to the SD space w*, it
cannot happen that (y,) converges to a point in X. Now, if A:={ncw:y, €
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w*} is infinite, then (y,)neca is a non-trivial sequence in the SD space w* and
thus, (y,) cannot converge to any element of w*.

In the case where A is finite, for every n € w\ A let m(n) € w satisfy y, €
Xm(n) and fix y € w*. Since the sequence (m(n))new\a € w does not converge
to y in fw, there is U € 73, with y € U such that B:={n c w\ A:m(n) €U}
is infinite. Notice that for every n € B the condition m(n) ¢ U implies that
U* N Xpny = 05 in particular, y, & U*. Thus, {yn}nep is disjoint from U* and
hence, {yn }new does not converge to y in Y.

To conclude this section we include a diagram that summarizes most of
the results presented throughout the text. It is necessary to mention that the
implications marked with (*) need non-empty open sets to be infinite in the
corresponding space to be true. Finally, the indication “47;” means that X
needs to be a T; space for the implication to be valid.

X F'-space —/— F’-space F[X]

[t t

SD « . sDp

@+ Fle

SHD — X SHD

e

WSHD —* s WSHD

[t = |

7-UC —— OHD OHD + 2, r.UC

[Fm]

UC +— UC

5. Questions

In this article we have answered most of the questions presented in [I2],
however, some of them continue to be open. Furthermore, new questions have
arisen from the topics presented in this text.

Question 1. Is there a Hausdorff zero-dimensional SHD space X such that BX
is not zero-dimensional?

The natural candidate to solve Question [Ilis the space constructed in [6] but
we have not been able to determine if it does not have isolated points.

Question 2. Does it hold that if X is a Tychonoff non-compact SHD space,
then BX is SHD?

18



Theorem [2] reinforces the hope of having a positive answer to Question

Question 3. Is it true that if X is Tychonoff, non-compact, locally compact
and Lindeldf, then X \ X is SHD.

Regarding Question B the statement obtained by changing the word “Lin-
deldf” to “o-compact” was proved in [12].

Finally, concerning Sections 2 [Bland M of this article, the following questions
remain unanswered.

Question 4. Does it hold that every WSHD space is SHD?
Question 5. Is X OHD whenever #[X] is WSHD?

Question 6. Are the following statements are equivalent?

1. F[X] is SHD.
2. F[X] is WSHD.
3. F[X] is OHD.

Question 7. Is it true that if F[X] is an F’'-space, then X is an F’-space?
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