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ABSTRACT

The main aim of this paper is to present a technical result, which
provides an algorithm to prove several cardinal inequalities and relative
versions of cardinal inequalities related. Moreover, we use this result
and the weak Hausdorff number, H*, introduced by Bonanzinga in
[Houston J. Math. 39 (3) (2013), 1013—-1030], to generalize some upper
bounds on the cardinality of topological spaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Among the best known theorems concerning cardinal functions are those
which give an upper bound on the cardinality of a space in terms of other
cardinal invariants. Of course, one of these results is the famous Arhangel’skii
inequality, answering a 50 years old question posed by P.S. Alexandroff and P.
Urysohn, namely: For each Hausdorff space X, | X| < 2LC0OX(X),

The previous inequality generated a great development in the theory of topo-
logical cardinal functions, as well as new questions and open problems. The
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ideas employed in their proof became proving technique, which is now a line of
research. At present, there is a wide range of results that attempt to capture
the central ideas of Arhangel’skii’s proof, in order to obtain generic theorems
(see [11]). The reader interested in knowing about Arhangel’skii’s inequality
can consult the work of Hodel [11].

On the other hand, since the appearance of Arhangel’skii’s inequality, in
1969, to date, more results have been obtained that are either a generaliza-
tion or a variation of Arhangel’skii’s result. In [6], Bonanzinga introduced the
Hausdorff number and the weak Hausdorff number of a space X, denoted by
H(X) and H*(X), respectively, to analyze, among others, problems related
to Arhangel’skii’s inequality. Bonanzinga’s ideas have given new impetus to
the theory of the topological cardinal invariants and today many authors have
returned to the problems in this field.

In this paper we prove in Theorem 2.2 a general technical result, closely
related to [2, Theorem 1], which provides an algorithm for proving a wide
range of cardinal inequalities in absolute and relative versions. Moreover, we
use Theorem 2.2 to prove other well-known generic theorems and we establish
upper bounds on the cardinality of topological spaces which generalize some
recently presented.

We recall the following. Let X be a topological space and let A be a subset
of X. We denote by A or clx(A) the closure of A in X.

If X is a set and  is an infinite cardinal, then [X]<" (respectively, [X]
[X]* and [X]2*) denotes the collection of all subsets of X with cardinality
< k (respectively, < k, = k and > k). Also, if X is a topological space and
Y C X, then the k-closure of Y in X, denoted by ¢l (Y) or [Y], is the set:
U{D : D € [Y]="}. We say that Y is a r-closed subset of X if Y = [Y],.

We refer the reader to [13] and [14] for definitions and terminology on
cardinal functions not explicitly given. Let L, x, ¥, ¥., ¢, t, nw, F and d
denote the following standard cardinal functions: Lindelof degree, character,
pseudocharacter, closed pseudocharacter, cellularity, tightness, networkweight,
free sequence number and density, respectively. The following definitions are
known (see e.g. [7], compare also [12]). For Y C X, the almost Lindelsf
degree of Y relative to X, denoted by aL(Y, X), is the smallest infinite car-
dinal k such that for every open cover U of Y, by open subsets of X, there
is a subcollection V € [U]=" such that Y C JV = U{V | V € V}. The
almost Lindelof degree of X, denoted by aL(X) is aL(X,X). The almost
Lindelof degree relative to closed subsets of X is aL.(X) = sup{aL(C,X) |
C' is a closed subset of X}. The k-almost Lindelof degree of X [7]is aL.(X) =
sup{aL(C, X) | C is a k-closed subset of X}. For definitions of weak Lindel6f
degree of X, wL(X), and weak Lindelof degree relative to closed subsets,
wLo(X), see [12] (compare with [1, 5]).

<K
)
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2. GENERIC THEOREMS

In what follows, 7 and s are infinite cardinals such that k < ¢f(7). Let
X be a nonempty set. A k-sensor in X is a pair s = (A, F), where A is a
family of subsets of X and F is a collection of families of subsets of X such
that: for every A € A, |A| < k and |A| < k; and, for every C € F, |F| < k and
IC] < k. Given H C X and G C P(X), we say that a x-sensor s = (A, F) in X
is generated by the pair (H,G), if A C H, for each A € A, and C C G, for each
CeF.

The proof of the following proposition is easy.

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a set. If H C X and G C P(X), then the collection
of k-sensors in X generated by the pair (H,G) has cardinality less than or equal
to |H|" - |G|".

Let © denote a function such that each k-sensor s in X, is associated with
a subset O(s) of X, called the ©-closure of s, and we say that the function ©
is a ©-closure. Let Y be a nonempty subset of X. If s a k-sensor in X, we say
that s is small for Y if Y \ O(s) # @. When Y = X, we only say that s is a
small rk-sensor.

Let 7 and  be infinite cardinals. An operator p : P(X) — P(X) will be
called (7, k)-closing if whenever A C X such that |A| < 7%, then [p(A)| < 7"
and A C p(A). Tt is clear that if 7 = k™, then the condition |A| < 7% implies
|p(A)| < 7" in this definition is equivalent to |A] < 2% implies |p(A4)] < 2.

Throughout this paper, we put £ = [X]<7" and Q = [P(X)]="". Moreover,
if g: £ — Qis a function and € C £, we put Uy (E) = U{g9(F) | F € £}. When
p is a (7, k)-closing operator we denote by p(&) the set {p(E) | E € £}.

Let p be a (7, k)-closing operator and let © be a O-closure operator. Con-
sidering £ C £ and a function g : £ — Q we say that a k-sensor s in X is
©-good for € with respect to Y if s is generated by the pair (|J p(€),Uy(E)) and
Y N[Up(E)] € O(s). When Y = X, we only say that s is ©-good for £.

Finally, a (g, p, ©)-quasi-propeller for Y is a family € = {E, |a <7} C L
such that no small k-sensor for Y in X is ©-good for £ with respect to Y. When
Y = X, we only say that £ = {E, | a <7} C L is a (g, p, O)-quasi-propeller if
no small k-sensor is ©-good for £.

Now we are ready to prove our main result in Theorem 2.2. We mention that
currently there are several results that are adapted to prove cardinal inequali-
ties, but generally related to the inequality of Arhangel’skii. Arhangel’skii has
a much more general result, an algorithm, for proving relative versions of car-
dinal inequalities (main Theorem from [2]). However, Arhangel’skii mentions
in [2] that he does not know a proof of Gryzlov’s result [10] (see Theorem 2.6,
here). Following the ideas of Arhangel’skii in [2], we obtain in Theorem 2.2 a
general technical result, which can be used to prove several well-known cardinal
inequalities in relative and absolute version. Among others, the results given
in [2], and Gryzlov’s inequality.
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Theorem 2.2. Let X be a set, let Y be a nonempty subset of X, and let T
and k be such that k < cf(1). If g : L — Q is a function, p: P(X) — P(X)
is a (7, k)-closing operator, and © is a ©-closure, then there exists a family
{Eo | @< 7} C L, such that:

(1) for each 0 < a <7, | H{p(Eg) NY | B < a} C E,, {p(E)NY | E €
[Uﬁ<a EB]SH} g Eou and
(2) E={Es | a<T} is a(g,p,O)-quasi-propeller forY.

Proof. We construct a sequence {E, | @ < 7} C £ and a collection of families
of subsets of X, {Uo | 0 < @ < 7}, such that:

(a) For each 0 < o < 7,
Ulp(Es) NY | B < a} € Eq and U{p(E)NY | E € [Upc, Bs]="} C Eaj

(b) For each 0 < av < 7, Uy = U{9(Ep) | B < a};

(c) For each 0 < a < 7, if s is a k-sensor such that is small for ¥ and is
generated by the pair ({p(Es) | 8 < a},U,), then (Y N E,) \ O(s) # 2.

Fix 0 < a < 7 and assume that E3 and Ug are already defined such that
(a)-(c) hold for each 8 < «. Note that U, has been defined by (b). We put
H, =U{p(Es)NY | B <a}. It is not difficult to prove that |H,| < 7". For
each small for Y k-sensor s generated by the pair (J{p(E3) | 5 < a},Uy), we
choose one point m(s) € Y \ ©(s), and let F, be the set of points chosen in
this way. From Proposition 2.1, |F,| < 7%. We put H., = J{p(E)NY | E €
(Us<a Esl="}. Note that |Hj| < 7.

Let E, = Hy, UH! UF,. Clearly, E, € L and E, satisfies (¢). This completes
the construction. On the other hand, it is clear that the collection {E,, | o < 7}
satisfies (1). Finally, the proof will be complete if we prove that £ = {E, |
a < 7} is a (g,p, ©)-quasi-propeller for Y. To see this, suppose there is a
r-sensor so = (A, F), which is small for Y, and sg is ©-good for £ with respect
to Y. Thus, Y \ O(so) # @, so is generated by the pair (|J p(£),Uy(E)) and
Y N [Up(€)] € O(so). Since k < cf(7), there exists ag < 7 such that for each
Ae A AC|J{p(Es) | B < ap}, and for each B € F, B C U,,. Hence, s¢ is
generated by the pair (U{p(Eg) | 8 < ao},Ua,) and satisfies Y \ O(so) # 2.
Thus, by (c) there exists m(sg) € Eq, \ O(s0), a contradiction. O

We apply Theorem 2.2 in Section 3 to obtain some results on cardinal invari-
ants of topological spaces. However, Theorem 2.2 also can be used to obtain
other generic theorems. For example, the next technical result due to Hodel
captures the common core of several cardinal inequalities which are either a
generalization or a variation of Arhangel’skii’s inequality: For each Hausdorff
space X, | X| < 2E(0Ox(X),

Corollary 2.3 ([12]). Let X be a set, let k and A be infinite cardinals with
A <28 et yd: P(X) — P(X) be operators on X, and for each x € X, let
B, ={V(v,2) | v < A} a collection of subsets of X. Assume the following:
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(T) if x € ¢'(H), then there exists A € [H]<", such that x € ¢/ (A);

(C) if A € [X]|=%, then |c'(A)| < 2%; and

(C-S) if H # @, /(H) C H, and q ¢ H, then there exist A € [H]="
and a function f : A — X such that H C d(U{V(f(z),z) | z € A}) and
q ¢ dU{V(f(x),2) [ = € A}).

Then |X| < 2.

Proof. Let 7 = xt. Let £ = [X]=2", Q@ = [P(X)]=?", and g : £L — Q given by
g(F) =U{Bs | x € F}, for every F' € L. It is easy to see that p : P(X) —
P(X) given by p(A) = ¢/(A4) is a (7, k)-closing operator. For each k-sensor
s = (A, F), we put ©(s) = d(U{UUC | C € F}). Then, there exists a family
{Es | @ < 7} C L such that parts (1) and (2) of Theorem 2.2, hold. Let
P =J€&. Clearly P # @ and |P| < 2%. Moreover, ¢'(P) C P.

The proof will be complete once we show that X C P. Suppose the contrary.
Then, there exists p € X \ P. Hence, by (C-S) there exist A € [P]<* and
a function f : A — X such that P C d(J{V(f(z),z) | * € A}) and p ¢
AUV (f(x),z) | x € A}). Let so = (&, {{V(f(2),z) | x € A}}) and O(sg) =
H{V(f(z),z) | « € A}. Then sg is a small k-sensor in X which is generated
by the pair (|Jp(&),Uy(E)) and P C O(sg), a contradiction. Hence, X C P.
Therefore, | X| < 2. O

We observe that Cammaroto, Catalioto and Porter [7] use Corollary 2.3 to
generalize the inequalities: |X| < 2LCOFX)UX) due to Spadaro-Juhdsz [16],
and |X| < 2LX)F(X)P(X) que to Bella [4]. On the other hand, the next result
improves a result by Cammaroto et al. [8, Main Theorem], which is also a
unified approach to prove several cardinal inequalities.

Corollary 2.4. Let X be a set, k and T infinite cardinals such that k < cf(7),
p: [ XI5 — P(X) a function, and for x € X, B, = {V(z,a) | a € k} a
collection of subsets of X such that:
(i) For A,B € [X]=7", AC p(A) and if A C B, then p(A) C p(B).
(ii) For A € [X]=7", |p(A)| < 7~.
(iii) If H # @, p(H) C H, and q ¢ H, then there exist A € [H]<F
and a function f : A — k such that H C U e, V(z, f(x)) and q ¢
Usea Vi, f(2)).
Then | X| < 7.

Proof. Let L =[X]="", Q= [P(X)]=7", and g : £ — Q given for every F € L
by g(F) = U{Bs | = € F}. Clearly, p is a (7, x)-closing operator. Now, for
every s-sensor s = (A, F), we put ©(s) = J{UC | C € F}. Hence, there exists
a family {F, | a < 7} C L such that parts (1) and (2) of Theorem 2.2 hold.

We see p(P) C P. For this end, it suffices to note that if B € [P]<*, then
p(B) C P. Indeed, if B € [P]<*, then by regularity of 7, there exists ag < 7
such that B C (J{Es | # < ap}. Thus, by second contention of part (1) in
Theorem 2.2 p(B) C P.

We show that X C P. Suppose the contrary and fix ¢ € X \ P. By (iii) there
exist A € [P]=* and a function f : A — & such that P C (J,.,{V(z, f(x))}
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and ¢ ¢ U,ca{V (2, f(z))}. We consider the x-sensor so = (&, {{V(z, f(z)) |
r € A}}) and O(so) = U,catV (2, f(2))}. We note that ¢ € X \ O(sg). Thus,
50 is a small k-sensor which is ©-good for &£, a contradiction. It follows that
X C P. Therefore, | X| < 7. O

We conclude this section with a proof of Gryzlov’s theorem using Theorem
2.2.

Lemma 2.5 ([10]). Let X be a Ty compact space with ¥(X) < k. Let H be
a subset of X such that every infinity subset of H of cardinality < k has a
complete accumulation point in H. Then H is compact.

Theorem 2.6. If X is a Ty compact space, then |X| < 2¢(X),

Proof. Let k = 1(X) and 7 = k. For each z € X, let B, be a local pseudobase
of z in X with |B;| < k. We consider the operator p : P(X) — P(X) defined
by p(A) = AU A’, where A’ is the set defined as follows: For each infinite
subset, B C A with |B| < k, we take a complete accumulation point of B in X
and A’ is the set formed by such points. Clearly p is a (7, k)-closing operator.

For each k-sensor s = (A, F) in X, we put 0(s) = J{UC | C € F}. Consider
g: L — Q defined by g(F) = U{B, | x € p(F)}, for F € L. By Theorem 2.2,
there is a family € = {E, | « € xT}, which is a (g, p, ©)-quasi-propeller in L.
Let H = J{p(E,) | @ € k*}. Tt is not difficult to show, using Lemma 2.5, that
H is compact. Moreover, |H| < 2%,

Let us show that X C H. Suppose not and let p € X \ H. For each z € H,
let V, € B, such that p ¢ V,. Clearly the collection {V, | z € H} cover H.
Hence, there exist z1,...,2, € H such that H C | J{V,, | i € {1,...,n}}.
Let F = {V,, | i € {1,...,n}}. Then, we have that so = (&, {F}) is a small
k-sensor in X, which is ©-good for £. This is a contradiction, since £ is a
(g, p, ©)-quasi-propeller. Thus, X C H. Therefore, | X| < 2¢(X), O

3. SOME APPLICATIONS IN CARDINAL FUNCTIONS

In 1969, Arhangel’skii [3] proved his famous result: For each Hausdorff space
X, |X]| < 28(9x(X) | This inequality has been generalized by some authors as
Sapadaro [16], Bella [4], Cammaroto Catalioto and Porter [7], among others.
Another generalization from Arhangel’skii’s result is due to Bonanzinga in 2013,
namely she proved: For each T} space X with H*(X) < w, |X| < 2ECOX(X)
the which is a positive partial answer to a question posed by Arhangel’skii, that
is: Ts it true that if X is a Tj-space, then |X| < 2L(Xx(X)? Like all the im-
portant results, Bonanzinga’s inequality, in addition to solving a long-standing
problem, introduces new techniques and generates new questions. Among the
new concepts presented by Bonanzinga we find the Hausdorff number and the
weak Hausdorff number of a space X, denoted by H(X) and H*(X), respec-
tively. Next, we use these cardinal functions and Theorem 2.2 in order to
present some generalizations of bounds to the cardinality of topological spaces.
Before this, we recall the notion of the weak Hausdorff number of a space.
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Definition 3.1 ([6]). Let X be a topological space. The weak Hausdorff num-
ber of X is

H*(X) =min{r | for each A € [X]=", there is B € [A]<", and for every

b € B, there exists an open subset U, such that b € U, and ﬂ U, = o}.
beB

The following concepts were introduced in [5]. If X is a T} topological space
then for each # € X we put Hw(z) = (J{U | z € U and U is open in X }. The
Hausdorff width is HW (X) = sup{|Hw(z)| | z € X} (see [5]). Moreover, for
every € X, Yw(z) = min{|Uy,| | Uy is a family of open neighbourhoods of
and ({U | U € U,} = Hw(z)}. Thus, we have that yw(X) = sup{yw(x) |
x € X}.

In the following results, if Y C X, we denote by Y* the set | J{Hw(x): x €
Y}. The next application of Theorem 2.2, generalizes [17, Theorem 2.2], [5,
Theorem 2.22] and [6, Theorem 31] (see Corollary 3.3 parts (a), (b) and (c),
respectively).

Theorem 3.2. Let X be a Ti-space and for every infinite cardinal k assume
that:

(i) aLy(X)pw(X) < &;
(ii) For each A € [X]=F, |A| < 2%,
Then |X| < HW (X)2".

Proof. Let 7 = k™. For every z € X we fix a collection B, of open subsets
of X containing = such that |B,| < x and (B, = Hw(z). We consider the
operator p : P(X) — P(X) defined by p(A) = [A].. By (ii), we have that p is
a (1, k)-closing operator. For each s-sensor s = (A, F) in X, we put O(s) =
U{UC | C € F} and we take g : £ — Q defined by g(F) = J{B. | = € p(F)},
for F € £. By Theorem 2.2, there is a family £ = {E,, | « < xT}, which is a
(g, p, ©)-quasi-propeller in L.

Let H = [JE. We have that p(H) = U{p(E.) | « € kT}. Indeed, if
p € p(H), then there exists C' € [H]<" such that p € C. Because H = [J¢,
there exists a;,, < k* such that C C |J{Es | B < a,}. By hypothesis in (i),
[C] = p(C) C E,,. Thus, p € U{p(Ea) | @ € kT}. Moreover, it is clear that
|H| < 2%. Hence |p(H)| < 2%. Then |p(H)*| < HW (x)2".

Let us show that X C p(H)*. Assume the contrary, and fix p € X \ p(H)*.
For each x € p(H), choose U, € B, such that p ¢ U,. Hence V = {U, | x €
p(H)} is a collection of open subsets of X which cover p(H). Thus, there exists
A € [p(H)]=" such that p(H) C | J{U, | z € A}.

It is clear that p € X \ | J{U. | = € A}. Let Fy = {U, | = € A} and we
put so = (&,{Fo}). Then, we have that s¢ is a small k-sensor in X, which
is ©-good for €. This is a contradiction, since £ is a (g, p, ©)-quasi-propeller.
Thus, X = p(H)* and therefore, | X| < HW(X)2". O
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Corollary 3.3. Let X be a Ti-space with H*(X) < w. Then

(a) |X| < HW(X)20Ls(XOX(X)

(b) ([5]) |X] < HW (X)20ECOX(0),

(©) (6]) [X| < HW (X)2E00x0),
Proof. (a) By [5, Note 2.21], we have that aL.(X)pw(X) < aL.(X)x(X).
Thus, part (i) from Theorem 3.2 holds. Moreover, by [6, Proposition 2.8], we
obtain that, for every A € [X]Sel~(XX(X) 14| < 20L+(X)X(X) " Thus, part (ii)
from Theorem 3.2 holds. We have shown that |X| < HW (X )22L=(XOx(X),

(b) Let £ = aL.(X)x(X). Since t(X) < x(X) < k, we have that each
k-closed subset is a closed subset; hence, aL.(X) < k. Moreover, pw(X) <
X(X) < k; thus, aLy(X)Yw(X) < k. It is easy to see that part (i) from
Theorem 3.2 holds. Therefore, | X| < HW (X)20Le(XOx(X), O

The following definition is from [2]. Let X be a Tj space. A subspace YV
of X is said to be Lindelof in X if for each open cover U of X, there is a
subcollection V € [U]=* such that Y C [JV. For a cardinal number &, we say
that Y is initially x-Lindeldf in X, if for every open cover U of X of cardinality
less than r, there is a subcolection V € [U]=* such that Y C [JV.

Theorem 3.4. Let X be a T1-space with H*(X) < w, and let Y be a subspace
dense in X and initially 2X)-Lindelof in X, then |X| < 2X(X) and Y is
Lindelof in X.

Proof. Let k = x(X) and 7 = k™. For every x € X fix B, a local base of
in X such that |B,| < k. We consider the operator p : P(X) — P(X) defined
by p(A) = A. Note that, by [6, Proposition 28], p is a (kT, k)-closing operator.
For each k-sensor s = (A, F) in X, we put O(s) = U{UC | C € F}. Let
g: L — Q begiven by g(F) = J{B: | € p(F)}, for F € L. By Theorem 2.2,
there is a family & = {F, | @ < k¥}, which is a (g, p, ©)-quasi-propeller in L.

Let H =J&. Since x(X) <k, H=J{Es | a € k7}. Thus |p(H)| < 2~.

We show that Y C p(H). Assume the contrary, and fix p € Y \ p(H).
For each © € p(H), choose U, € B, such that p ¢ U,. Hence, V = {U, |
x € p(H)} U{X \ p(H)} is an open cover of X such that |[V| < 2". Since
Y is 2%-Lindeldf in X there exists A € [p(H)]=¥ such that Y C (J{U, | = €
A} U (X \ p(H)). Clearly, if z € Y N p(H), then ¢ X \ p(H). On the other
hand, p € Y\ U{U, | = € A}.

We put Fo = {U, | ¢ € A} and we put sop = (&,{Fo}). Then, we have
that so is a k-sensor in X, sg is generated by the pair (Jp(&),Uy(E)) and
Y NnUp(E) € O(sg). Thus, we conclude that sg is a k-sensor in X, which is
small for Y and is ©-good for £ with respect to Y, a contradiction, because
€ is a (g, p, ©)-quasi-propeller in £. Hence, Y C p(H). Therefore, |Y| < 2.
Finally, since Y is dense in X, from [6, Proposition 28], we conclude that
|X| < 2*. In consequence, and since Y is 2*-Lindelof in X, it follows that Y is
Lindeldf in X. O

© AGT, UPV, 2019 Appl. Gen. Topol. 20, no. 1 |218



Generic theorems in the theory of cardinal invariants

From Theorem 3.4, we obtain the following result due to Arhangel’skii (see
[2, Corollary 1]).

Corollary 3.5 ([2]). Let X be a Hausdorff space, and letY is a subspace dense
in X and initially 2XX) -Lindelof in X, then | X| < 2X(X) and Y is Lindelof in
X.

For the third application of Theorem 2.2, we recall that given a topolog-
ical space and » an infinite cardinal, we say that a subset A € [X]=?" is
k-quasi-dense in X if for every open cover U of X, there exist B € [A]SF
and V € [U]* such that X = clx(B) UJV. Moreover, ¢L(X) = min{x |
there is a k-quasi-dense subset A in X}.

Theorem 3.6. If X is a Ty-space with H*(X) < w, then | X| < 29LCOx(X),

Proof. Let k = qL(X)x(X), 7 = kT, for each x € X, let B, be a local pseu-
dobase of z in X with |B,| < k. Since ¢L(X) < &, there exist A € [X]=%"
which is a r-quasi-dense in X. Let g(F) = |J{B, | € F}, for every F € L.
We consider p(A) = A. Then, since H*(X) < w, we obtain by [6, Proposition
28] that p is a (k% k)-closing operator.

For every sensor s = (A, F), we put O(s) = clx(JA)UU{UC|C € F}. By
Theorem 2.2, there is a family & = {E, | @ < x*}, which is a (g, p, ©)-quasi-
propeller in L.

Let H = |J&. Note that |H| < 2". Hence, |p(H)| < 2". Observe that,
p(H) =U{p(Ea) | a € 5T}

We prove that X C p(H). Suppose that there exists p € X\p(H). For
every © € p(H), let V,; € B, such that p ¢ V,. It is clear that the collection
{Ve | 2 € p(H)}U{X\p(P)} cover X. Since qL(X) < k, there exist D € [A]=<
and B € [p(H)]=* such that X = clx(D)U{V: | = € B} U X\p(H). Let
A={D}, F ={Vy | x € B} and let 59 = (A, F). Clearly p ¢ O(so) and
H C p(H) C ©(sp). Then, we conclude that sop is a small k-sensor in X,
which is ©-good for £, a contradiction, because £ is a (g, p, ©)-quasi-propeller
in L. O

Corollary 3.7. For every Hausdorff space X,
(1) |X] < 2¢LCOX(X)
(2) ([15]) | X| < 2aEX)w(X)UX)

Problem 3.8. If X is a Ty -space with H*(X) < w, then | X| < 20L(X)v(X)HX)

For another application of Theorem 2.2 we consider the following notion
introduced by Arhangel’skii in [2] for kK = w. Given a topological space X and
% an infinite cardinal, we say that X is strictly quasi-k-Lindeldf if for every
closed subset P of X and every collection {U, | a € k} of families of open
subsets in X sucht that P C J{UUn | o € K}, there exists, for each a € &,
Va € [Ua]® such that P C [J{UVa | @ € k}. It is easy to see that for every x,
if X is Lindelof, then X is strictly quasi-s-Lindelof.
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Theorem 3.9. Let X be a Ti-space with H*(X) < w. Let k be an infinite
cardinal such that:

(1) x(X) <&,

(il) X is strictly quasi-k-Lindelof.
Then | X| < HW(X)2".

Proof. Let 7 = k*. For every z € X, we fix a collection B, of open subset of X
containing x such that |B;| < xk and (B, = Hw(x). Let g(F) = U{B: | = €
F}, for every F € L. We consider the operator p : P(X) — P(X) defined by
p(A) = A. Note that, from [6, Proposition 28], p is a (k™ k)-closing operator.

For each k-sensor s = (A, F) in X, we put O(s) = |J{UC : C € F}. By
Theorem 2.2, there is a family £ = {E, | o < £1}, which is a (g, p, ©)-quasi-
propeller in L.

Let H = |J€&. Note that |H| < 2%. Moreover, since p(H) = |J{p(Es) | a €
kT}, then |p(H)| < 2%. Hence, |p(H)*| < HW(X)2". Because x(X) < k, we
obtain that p(H) is a closed subset of X.

We prove that X C p(H)*. For this end, suppose that there exists p €
X\ p(H)* and let U, = {U, | @ € K} alocal base of p in X. For every « € &,
let Un = {V € Uy(E) |V N U, = o).

We claim that p(H) C U{UU. | @ € x}. Indeed, let © € p(H). Since
p & p(H)* = U{Hw(h) : h € p(H)}, then p ¢ Hw(x). Thus, since Hw(z) =
({U | U € B,}, there exists V € B, such that p ¢ V. Observe that there is
Us € U, such that UsNV = @. Thus, x € |JUs. Hence, z € [ J{UUa | @ € K},
therefore, p(H) C U{UUa | a € K}.

Now, since X is strictly quasi-x-Lindelof y p(H) is a closed subset, for every
o € K, there is V, € [Us])=* such that p(H) € U{UVa | @ € K}. Let F =
{Va | @ € Kk} and sp = (@, F). By construction, we note that s is generated
by (UE,Uy(E)). Moreover, p ¢ U{UVa | a € k}; that is, p € X \ O(so).
Hence, we conclude that sg is a small x-sensor in X which is ©-good for &,
a contradiction, because € is a (g, p, ©)-quasi-propeller. Thus, we obtain that
X C p(H)*. Therefore, | X| < HW(X)2". O

From Theorem 3.9, we obtain the following result due to Arhangel’skii (see
[2, Corollary 22]).

Corollary 3.10 ([2]). Let X be a Ty-space strictly quasi-x(X)-Lindelof. Then
|X| < 2x(X),

It is easy to see that if k = ¢(X) or kK = L(X), then X is strictly quasi-x-
Lindel6f. Hence, Theorem 3.9 is a common generalization of the inequalities
|X| < 2¢CX(X) and | X| < 2FCOX(X) where X is a Hausdorff space.

Problem 3.11. Let X be a Ty-space with H*(X) < w and strictly quasi-x-
Lindeldf.

(1) If p(X)t(X) < &, then | X| < 282

(2) If Y(X)F(X) < K, then | X| < 2%¢
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Finally, we present the last application of Theorem 2.2 to prove some upper
bounds to density, netweight and cardinality of Hausdorff spaces, which are
inspired by the bounds obtained by Charlesworth in [9]. Before this, we recall
that if X is a Hausdorff space, then a collection of open subsets of X, U, is called
closed separating cover of X, if X = JU and ({U | U €U and z € U} = {=},
for each x € X. Moreover, the closed point separating weight of X, denoted
psw,.(X), is the smallest infinite cardinal s such that X has a closed separating
cover U, such that |Uy| < k, where U, = {U € U | x € U}. We have the
following result.

Theorem 3.12. If X is a Hausdorff space, then d(X) < pswe(X )X,

Proof. Let k = aL.(X) and 7 = psw.(X). Let U be a closed separating cover
of X with [Uy,| < k, where U, = {U €¢ U | x € U}. Let L = [X]|~7", Q =
[P(X)]=™", and g : £ — Q given by g(F) = U{U, | x € F}. We consider the
operator identity p. Clearly, p is (7, k)-closing. For each k-sensor s = (A, F),
we put O(s) = [J(UF). Thus, there exists a family £ = {E, | a < 7} C L
such that (1) and (2) of Theorem 2.2 hold. Clearly |P| < 7", where P = J£.

We show that X C P. Indeed, suppose p € X \ P. Since U is closed
separating cover of X, for each x € P, there exists U, € U, such that p ¢ U,.
Clearly, the collection U = {U, | * € P} covers P. Hence, there exists A €
[P]=" such that P C |J{U,. | = € A}.

Note that each x € A may be replaced by an 2’ € P. Indeed, since = € A,
then € P. Hence, U, N P # @. Thus, there exists ' € U, N P. Hence,
Up € Uy Tt follows P C J{U? | ' € A'}, where U = U,. Then, sy =
(2, {{U*" | 2’ € A’}})is a small s-sensor which is ©-good for &, a contradiction.
Thus, X C P. Therefore, d(X) < psw,(X)*Le(X), O

Corollary 3.13. If X is a Hausdorff space, then nw(X) < pswe(X)*Fe(X),

Proof. Let £ = aL.(X) and let U be a closed separating cover of X with
|U| < psw.(X). By Theorem 3.12, there exists a dense subset D of X with
|D| < psw.(X)". Let N = {X\UV | V € [U]="}. Notice that |N| < |[D]=F| <
pswe(X)". Thus |[N| < psw.(X)".

We claim that N is a network on X. Indeed, let p € X and let U be an open
subset of X such that p € U. For each x € X \ U, we fix U, € U such that p ¢
U,. Clearly {U, | # € X \ U} covers X \ U. Hence, there exists A € [X \ U]="
such that X \U C |J{U, | z € A}. Then p € X \ | J{U. | z € A} C U. Thus,
N is a network on X. The proof is complete. O

Corollary 3.14. If X is a Hausdorff space, then | X| < psw(X)Le(X)v(X),

Proof. Tt follows from [13, Theorem 4.1] that | X| < nw(X)¥X). Since
nw(X)w(X) < (pswc(X)aLc(X))w(X),

then, by Corollary 3.13, we obtain that | X| < psw,(X)*Fe(X)¥(X), O
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