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ORTHOCOMPACTNESS OF INVERSE LIMITS
AND PRODUCTS

By
Yasushi AOKI

Introduction. A topological space is said to be orthocompact if every open
cover has an interior-preserving open refinement. B.M. Scott and H.J. K. Junnila
have investigated the finite product theory for orthocompactness and have shown
in and that several known theorems concerning normality of product
spaces with compact or metric factors remain true if one replaces “paracompact”
by “metacompact” and “normal” by “orthocompact” in the theorems. Scott has
also proved in that a finite product of locally compact linearly ordered
topological space is orthocompact if and only if it is normal. In this paper we
study the behavior of orthocompactness of inverse limits and infinitely many
procuct spaces.

In Section 1 we present some definitions and preliminary lemmas which are
used in later sections. Inverse systems are considered in Section 2. Let
{Xa, fap} De an inverse system over a directed set A and let X be the inverse
limit of this system. For each a€ A, let f,: X— X, be the projection map. First
we deal with the case that X is | A|-paracompact and all f,’s are pseudo-open
maps. Next we deal with the case that X is | A|-metacompact and all f.’s are
closed maps. In both cases we will prove that X is orthocompact if all X,’s are
orthocompact. The first case is used in Section 3 to investigate the orthocompact-
ness of product spaces. Metacompactness as well as normality and paracom-
pactness of the limit space X is also considered in this section.

In Section 3 we will consider product spaces. A.H. Stone has proved
that the product of uncountably many copies of the countable discrete space is
not normal. We will show that this space is not orthocompact. The main
theorem of this section is that a product of arbitrarily many ordinals is ortho-
compact if and only if it is normal. This is a partial generalization of Scott’s
result which is stated above.

The last section contains some examples.

Received March 29, 1980



242 Yasushi AOKI

1. Preliminaries.

In this paper n, 4 and £ will denote cardinal numbers and w the first infinite
ordinal. As the usual convention, an ordinal is the set of smaller ordinals and
a cardinal is an initial ordinal. Whenever we regard an ordinal as a topological
space, it will be assumed to have the order topology. The space «? is the
Tychonoff product of A1 copies of the space x. The cofinality of an ordinal «
will be denoted by c¢f(a), and the cardinality of a set A will be denoted by |A].

Throughout this paper, no separation axioms are assumed unless otherwise
stated, and all maps are continuous. For a subset A of a space X, cl A (resp.
int A) denotes the closure (resp. interior) of A in X. The word “iff” reads “if
and only if”.

DEFINITION 1.1 (Junnila [5]). Let A4 be a family of subsets of a space X.
The family A is said to be interior-preserving (resp. closure-preserving) if we
have int (" {A|Ae A’} =N {int A|Ae A’} (resp.cl(V{A|Ae A} =U{clA|AsA'})
for every subfamily A4’ of A

DEFINITION 1.2. A space X is A-orthocompact (A-metacompact, A-paracompact,
resp.) if every open cover of X of cardinality=4 has an interior-preserving (point-
finite, locally finite, resp.) open refinement. (In this paper, a refinement always
means a Cover.)

Of course, a space is an orthocompact (metacompact, paracompact, resp.)
space iff it is A-orthocompact (A-metacompact, A-paracompact, resp.) for every A.

In the case that we deal with A-orthocompact spaces, A-metacompact spaces,
etc.,, the following lemma is very useful, and we will use it without referring
explicitly. The proof of it is clear.

LEMMA 13. A space X is A-orthocompact (A-metacompact, A-paracompact,
resp.) iff for every open cover U={U¢|lé€E} of X with |E|=2, there is an
interior-preserving (point-finite, locally finite, resp.) open cover V={Ve¢|E€Z} of
X such that VeSS Us for each £ 5.

DEFINITION 1.4 (Scott [11]). A space X is o()-orthocompact (a(A)-metacom-
pact, a(A)-paracompact, resp.) if every open cover of X has a refinement of type
U{w,|rel'} such that |I'|<2 and <V, is an interior-preserving (point-finite,
locally finite, resp.) family of open subsets of X for every rel.

DEFINITION 1.5. A space X is o(A)-normal if for every open cover {U,, U}
of X, there is an open cover {Vil|rerl, i=1,2} of X such that |I'|=2 and
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cl V, & U, for every yel’ and i=1, 2.

PrROPOSITION 1.6 (Scott [11]). Let X be a A-metacompact and o(2)-ortho-
compact (resp. a(A)-metacompact) space, then X is orthocompact (resp. metacompact).

With a similar method of the proof of Proposition 1.6, we have the following

proposition.

PROPOSITION 1.7. Let X be a A-paracompact and o(R)-normal (resp. o(A)-
paracompact) space, then X is normal (resp. paracompact).

DEFINITION 1.8 ([3]). A space X is A-bounded if for each subset AS X with
| A| =24, there is a compact set CSX such that ASC.

PROPOSITION 1.9 ([3]). Every A-bounded space is A-compact.

At the present, a space X is A-compact iff each open cover of X of cardinality
= has a finite subcover.

PROPOSITION 1.10 ([3]). A-boundness is productive; that is, the product of
arbitrarily many A-bounded spaces is also A-bounded.

PROPOSITION 1.11. Let a be an ordinal (with the order topology), and let A
be an infinite cardinal. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) « is A-bounded.

(2) a is A-compact.

Q) cflay>2 or ca)=1.

The proof of Proposition 1.11 is obvious. More generally, the equivalence of
(1) and (2) for a linearly ordered topological space is proved in [3].

DEFINITION 1.12. A map f: X—Y is called pseudo-opern if for each point
y€Y and a neighborhood U of f~!(y), f(U) is a neighborhood of y.

It is clear that pseudo-open maps are onto maps and both open onto maps
and closed onto maps are pseudo-open.

2. Inverse limits.

In this section we consider inverse systems and orthocompactness as well as
metacompactness, normality and paracompactness of their limits. There are two
cases that we consider here. One is an inverse system with pseudo-open pro-
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jections from its limit space and the other is an inverse system with closed pro-
jections from its limit space.

First of all, the following propositions are useful to investigate inverse
systems over a directed set A whose limit space are |A|-paracompact or |Al-
metacompact. The first proposition is due to Mack [7], and the second is due
to Junnila [5]. Recall that a cover is directed if it is directed by set inclusion.

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let A be an infinite cardinal. A space X is 2-paracompact
iff for each directed open cover U of X with |U|=A4, there exists a locally finite
open cover <V of X such that {cl V|VeEV} refines U.

PROPOSITION 2.2. Let U be an interior-preserving (especially, point-finite)
open cover of a space X. Then there exists a closure-preserving closed cover
e={E(x)|x€X} of X such that x€E(x)SSt(x, U) for every x<X, where
St (x, V)=J{UevU|xcU}.

Now we state and prove our theorems.

LEMMA 2.3. Let {X,, fas} be an inverse system over a directed set A, and
let X be the inverse limit of the system. Assume that all projections fo: X— X,
are pseudo-open maps and X is | Al-paracompact, then we have the following.

(1) If all X.'s are orthocompact spaces, then X is o(| A|)-orthocompact.

(2) If all X.'s are metacompact spaces, then X is o(| Al|)-metacompact.

(3) If all X.'s are normal spaces, then X is o(| Al)-normal.

(4) If all X.'s are paracompact spaces, then X is o(| A])-paracompact.

PrOOF. If A is finite, then the theorem is obvious. Hence we can assume
that A is infinite. Let [A|=A4.

First of all, for each open subset U of X and ac€ A, let G,(U) denote the
largest open subset of X, such that f2'(G.(U)ESU. Then it is easy to see that

(2) Go(U)SG4(V) whenever U and V are open subsets of X such that
ucv.

If a<pB, then f3'(fal(CalUM=fapfp) (GCal(UN=FfG(UNEU, and hence
fal(G(U)SGU) and Fa(Go(U)ESf5Y(Gp(U)). Moreover, for each x€ U, we
can take a= A and an open subset V of X, such that xefz(V)SU. Then
VEG(U), and hence x€f3'(G,(U)). Thus, for every open subset U of X, we
have the following.

(b) If a, B A and a=p, then [ (G(UNSS5'(Gp(U)).

() V{fa(G(U)|acA}=U.
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Now we prove (1)—(4) simultaneously.

Let U={U:|é= 5} be an open cover of X. (In the case of (3), assume that
|£1=2.) For each ac A, let V,=J{G(Ue)|Ec&}. They by virtue of (b) and
(), W={f2'(Va)|as A} is a directed open cover of X. Since X is A-paracompact
it follows from Proposition 2.1 that there is a locally finite open cover 9 of X
such that {clW|We%W} refines <. For each acAd, let W,=U{Wew|
cl WSz (Vy)}. Since 9 is as above, it is easy to see the following.

(d) W, is an open subset of X such that cl W,Sf2}(V,).

() If @, B A and a<pB, then W, S W,.

) YU{W,lasA}=X.

For each x=X, we can take a=A such that x€W,. By virtue of (c),
We=\U{fa(Gs(W.)| B A}. Hence x&f3'(Gg(W,) for some BeA. Let
7€A, r>a, 8. Then by virtue of (a), (b) and (e), x5 (Gs(W)EF7(GH(Wo))
S (G, W,). Thus we have

(g8) V{f(GuWo)|ac A}=X
Moreover we can see that

(h) clG(WHEV, for every ac A.

In fact, for each yeX,\V,, f2' (NS i1 X \V)=X\f2'(V,)E X\cl W,. Since f,
is pseudo-open, f.(X\clW,) is a neighborhood of y. It is easy to see that
FeX\I WING.(W,)=¢. Hence ye X,\cl Go(W,), and we have cl G(W,)E V,.

In the case of (1), (2) or (4), by virtue of (h), there is an interior-preserving
(point-finite, locally finite, resp.) family {W,¢|é<Z} of open subsets of X, such
that clG,(W,)EU{W,elé€E} and W,.SG.(U:) for every €5, and every
ac A. Then the following are easily verified.

(1) {f2'(We,e)lé<=Z} is an interior-preserving (point-finite, locally finite, resp.)
family of open subsets of X for each ac A.

() f2*(W,ee)&SU: for every £ 5 and ac< A.

k) U{fa'(Weo)lE€E, ac A}=X.

Checking up conditions in Definition 1.4 we have shown that X is a o(2)-
orthocompact (o(4)-metacompact, o(2)-paracompact, resp.) space, by virtue of (i),
(j) and (k).

In the case of (3), let &=1{&,, &}. For each a= A, since X, is normal, we
can find open subsets Wee, and W,e, of X, such that ¢l Ga(W\Ga(Ug)S W,
Scl Wee, EGo(Use) and ¢l Ga(Wo\Wae,E Weae,Ecl Woe, EGo(Uz). Then it is easy
to see that cl Ga(Wa) S Weae, U Wae,.

Moreover, for each xeclfi'(Wae), fa(x)Efa(cl T (Wae ) Sl (falf2'(Wae)))
SclWag, EGu(Us)), and hence we have x&f2'(Ga(Ug)SUs. Thus cl f2'(Wee)
SUs. Similarly, clf3'(Wae,)SUs,. Hence the famiy {fz'(Weue)lasA, i=1, 2}
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satisfies the conditions in Thus X is a o¢(4)-normal space. The
proof is complete.

From Propositions and Lemma 2.3, we get

THEOREM 2.4. Uuder the same conditions as in Lemma 2.3, we have the
following.

(1) If all X,'s are orthocompact spaces, then so is X.

(2) If all X,.'s are metacompact spaces, then so is X.

3) If all X,'s are normal spaces, then so is X.

4) If all X,’s are paracompact spaces, then so is X.

COROLLARY 2.5. Let {X;|i€1l} be a family of spaces, and let X=II{X;|ie I}
be |I|-paracompact. Then X is orthocompact (metacompact, normal, paracompact,

resp.) iff for each finite subset I’ of I, Il {X;|i€1'} is orthocompact (metacompact,
normal, paracompact, resp.).

Proor. If I is finite, there is nothing to prove. Hence we can assume that
I is infinite. Let A be the set of all finite subsets of I, then A is a directed
set by set inclusion. For each a€ A4, let Y,=II{X;|ica}. And for each pair
a, fe A with aS B, let fq,p:Yz—Y, be the natural projection map, that is,
SFap((x)icp)=(x:)ica for every (x:)icgE Y. Then it is well-known that {Y,, fas}
is an inverse system over A and the limit of this system is homeomorphic to X,
moreover the projection maps from the limit space can be viewed as the natural
projection maps from X, hence they are open onto, a fortiori pseudo-open. Since
|A|=|I|, we can apply to obtain The proof is

complete.

COROLLARY 2.6. Let {Xa., fam} be an inverse sequence over w, and let X be
the inverse limit of the sequence. Suppose all fpn’s are open onto maps and X
1s countably paracompact (that is, w-paracompact). Then the statements of Theorem
24 are also true.

Proor. If all f,,’s are open onto maps, then all projections f,:X— X, are
also open onto maps. Hence by virtue of the proof is complete.

REMARK. The statements (3) and (4) of Corollary 2.6 are proved in Nagami
o1

LEMMA 2.7. Let {Xa., fap} be an inverse system over a directed set A, and
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let X be the inverse limit of the system. Assume that all projections f,: X— X,
are closed maps and X is | A|-metacompact, then we have the following.

(1) If all X,'s are orthocompact spaces, then X is o(| A|)-orthocompact.

(2) If all X,'s are metacompact spaces, then X is o(| A|)-metacompact.

(3) If all X.’s are normal spaces, then X is o(|Al|)-normal.

4) If all X,’s are paracompact spaces, then X is o(| A|)-paracompact.

ProOOF. If A is finite, then the theorem is obvious. Hence we can assume
that A is infinite. Let |A|=21. We prove (1)—(4) simultaneously. The proof is
quite similar to that of [Lemma 2.3, hence we use the same notations that are
defined in the proof of Lemma 2.3

Let U={U:|&é=Z} be an open cover of X. (In the case of (3), assume that
| £{=2.) Then, as in the proof proof of {21 (V) |as A} is a directed
open cover of X, where V,=\U{G.(Us)|ésE} for every ac A. Since X is A-
metacompact, there is a point-finite open cover W= {W,|lacs A} of X such that

WS fz4(V,) for every ac A. By virtue of Proposition 2.2, we can find a closure-
preserving closed cover {E(x)|x< X} such that

(a) xeE(x)SSt(x, W) for every x= X.
Let @ be the set of all finite subsets of A, then it is clear that

(b) |@]|=A.
Since A is a directed set, for each B @, we can take a(B)< A such that a=<a(B)
for every a= B. Moreover, for each B @, let E(B) denote the union of all
E(x) such that {«=A|xeW,} =B, then

(c) {E(B)|B=®} is a closed cover of X, and

@ EB)STalery(Vaw).
Indeed, (c) is obvious since 9 is a point-finite cover of X and by virtue of (a),
and (d) is implied by the following relations :

EB) Y {W.lac B} S {fa'(Va)laE B Sfalpy(Vaw) -

By hypothesis, f.s is a closed map. Hence fq.s(E(B)) is closed in X,g,
and {G,w (U | E} is a family of open subsets of X,z which covers [,z (E(B)),
by virtue of (d). Thus, as in the proof of for each Be @, there exists
an interior-preserving (point-finite, —, locally finite, resp.) family {Wy:|é€ 5} of
open subsets of X,z such that f,(E(B)S\I{We|écF} and Wg:S Gan(Us)
for every £€X. (In the above and below, “—” reads “without any property”.)
Moreover, in the case of (3), we can take Wy, such that ¢l WS Go(Ue). Then
it is easy to see the following.

(e) {fals(Wge)|é=E} is an interior-preserving (point-finite, —, locally finite,
resp.) family of open subsets of X.
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(£) Sfaley(Wp)SUe for every 5.

(8 Y{fadaoWp)lEeE}t=X.
Moreover, in the case of (3), we have

() clfate;(Wge)SU; for every §€ 5.
In fact, since cl Wg:SGawsy(Ue), we have fap(cl falpy(Wae)Scl (fawm(fals(Wee))
Scl WpeEGawr(Ug). Hence cl faley(Wae) S alpy(Gar(Ue) E Ue.

By virtue of (b), (e), (f) and (g) (or (b), (e), (') and (g)), U has an appropriate
open refinement mentioned in Definition 1.4 (or Definition 1.5). Hence the proof

is complete.
From Propositions [.6 and [.7 and Lemma 2.7, we get

COROLLARY 2.8 (Katuta [6]). Let {X., fas} be an inverse system over a
directed set A, and let X be the inverse limit of the system. Assume that all
projections fo: X— X, are closed maps and X is | A|-paracompact, then we have
the following.

(@) If all X.'s are normal spaces, then so is X.

(b) If all X,’s are paracompact spaces, then so is X.

THEOREM 2.9. Let {Xa., fag} be an inverse system over a directed set A, and
let X be the inverse limit of the system. Assume that all projections f,: X— Xa
are closed maps and X is | A|-metacompact, then we have the following.

(@) If all X.'s are orthocompact spaces, then so is X.

(b) If all X.'s are metacompact spaces, then so is X.

REMARK. (1) Since normality and paracompactness are closed hereditary
properties, in [Corollary 2.8, we can assume that all projections are closed onto
maps. Thus is also from since closed onto maps are
pseudo-open.

(2) Note that is of the form which is obtained from
2.8 by replacing “paracompact” by “metacompact” and “normal” by “orthocompact”.

3. Products.

In this section we investigate the product theory for orthocompactness.

THEOREM 3.1. For a space X, the following are equivalent.

(1) X is A-metacompact.

(2) XXY is 2-metacompact for every compact space Y of weight at most A.
(3) XXY is 2-orthocompact for every compact space Y of weight at most 2.
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(4) XxI* is A-orthocompact, where I is the closed unit interval.

(5) Xx2%* is A-orthocompact.

(6) XX AQ) is A-orthocompact, where A(A) is the space of one-point compacti-
fication of the discrete space of cardinality A.

PROOF. Since the product of a A-metacompact space with a compact space is
also A-metacompact, the implication (1)—(2) is obvious. The implications (2)—(3)
—(4)—(5) are clear. Since A(4) can be embedded in 2* as a closed subset, (5)—
(6) is also clear.

To prove (6)—(1), we can assume that A(A)={a.|a=A4} and a; is the only
non-isolated point of A(1). Let U={U,|a<A} be an open cover of X. Then it
is easy to see that {U,X(AW\{a.})|a<A}\I{XX(A\{a.})} is an open cover
of XX A(1). Since XX A(A) is 1-orthocompact, there is an interior-preserving open
cover {V.|a=4} of XX A(A) such that V,SE U, X(A(U\{a.}) for each a<4 and
Vi€ XX(A(M\{a;}). For each a<4, let W, be the set of all x= X such that
(x, a)€V,. Then we can easily show that W= {W,|a<A4} is an open cover of
X and W,& U, for every a<A. Moreover, since {V,|a=4} is interior-preserving
and (x, a))eNn{Wex{a} | xeW,, a<} EN{VaixeW,, a<l} EN{XXAQ\{a})|
xEW,, a<At=XX(AW\{az|lxEW,, a<i}), {a<ilxsW,} must be finite for
every x=X. Hence 9 is a point-finite open refinement of U. Thus X is A-
metacompact, and the proof is complete.

REMARK. The equivalence of (1)—(5) in is essentially proved in
[11]. Since there is a space X such that XX A(1) is normal but X is not A-
paracompact (Example 4.3), the equivalence of (1) and (6) itself seems to be of
interest.

As an immediate application of [Theorem 3.1, we will state two theorems
concerning orthocompactness of the product of uncountably many copies of a
space, which are compaired to the following propositions concerning normality of
the product of uncountably many copies of a space.

Let N denote the space of all positive integers with the discrete topology,
and w, the first uncountable ordinal.

PROPOSITION 3.2 (Stone [14]). N¢t is not normal.

ProposITION 3.3 (Noble [101). For a T,-space X, the following are equivalent.
(1) X* is normal for every A.
(2) X is compact.
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THEOREM 3.4. N“! is not orthocompact.

PROOF. Assume that N®! is orthocompact. Since N“:X N“! is homeomorphic
to N¢t and N¢! has a closed subspace homeomorphic to 2¢:. Hence it follows
from that N“! is w,-metacompact. Since N“! is of weight w,, it is
metacompact. It is well-known that N“: is separable (e.g. [2] P111), and that
every separable matacompact space is Lindel6f. Hence N“! is a Lindelof regular
space, which is a contradiction since N“! is not normal by Proposition 3.2 Thus
N¢“1 cannot be orthocompact.

THEOREM 3.5. Let X be a T,-space of weight y. Then the following are
equivalent.

(1) X?* is orthocompact for every A.

(2) X* is orthocompact, where p=Max {w,, 1}.

(3) X is compact.

PRrOOF. (3)—(1)—(2) are obvious.

(2)—(3): Since X1 is orthocompact, it follows from that X
cannot contain a closed subspace homeomorphic to N. Hence X is countably
compact. Since X7 is orthocompact, it follows from that X is
metacompact. As is well-known that every countably compact and metacompact
space is compact (e.g. [2] P400), X is compact. The proof is complete.

Concerning orthocompactness of finite products, Scott has first shown in
that a finite product of ordinals is orthocompact iff it is normal, and later he
generalized his result as follows. Note that each ordinal is a locally compact
linearly ordered topological space.

PROPOSITION 3.6 (Scott [12]). A finite product of locally compact linearly
ordered topological spaces is orthocompact iff it is normal.

In the rest of this section, we will show, together with Conover’s result [1],
that a product of arbitrarily many ordinals is orthocompact iff it is normal. This

is a partial generalization of [Proposition 3.6
From the result of Scott in [117], we have the following.

PROPOSITION 3.7. Let a and B be ordinals such that cfla)=cf(B) and axf
is orthocompact. Then one of the following is satisfied:

(a) cfla)=w and cf(f)=w;

(b) cfla)Sw, cf(B)>w and a<cf(B);

(¢) cfla)=a>w and a=p.
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Recall that an ordinal « is regular iff cfla)=«a, and a subset of a is called
stationary iff it intersects every closed unbounded subset of a. The following
lemma is known as the “Pressing Down Lemma”. For a proof of this lemma,

see [11].

LEMMA. 3.8. Let x be an uncountable regular ordinal, and let S be a station-
ary subset of k. If f:S—«k be a function such that fla)<a for every a€S,

then there is a€k such that [~ a) 1s stationary in k.

PROPOSITION 3.9. Let r be an uncountable regular ordinal, then the space &

is not k-metacompact.

ProOF. The open cover {[0, alla<k} of £ has no point-finite refinement.
In fact, let U be any open refinement of this cover, then there is a function
f: £\{0} =« such that f(a)<a for each a=k\{0} and {{0}}\ {(f(a), oa]lask\{0}}
is a refinement of U. By virtue of Lemma 3.8, there is ack such that |f (a)l
=k. For each fef ' (a), we can take UgeU and a(f)<k such that (f(8), B8]
=(a, 1S U0, a(B)]. Since & is regular, we can find TS/ Ya) such that
| {Ugl BT} |=k. 1t is obvious that a+len{Us|BeT}. Thus U cannot be
point-finite at a+1. The proof is complete.

From Propositions 3.1 and 3.9, we get

PROPOSITION 3.10. Let x be an uncountable regular ordinal, then kX2F is not

orthocompact.
The following lemmas are well-known.

LEMMA 3.11. Let f: X—Y be a closed onto map such that f~(y) is A-compact
for every yeY. If Y is A-paracompact, then so is X.

LEMMA 3.12. Let X be a A-compact space and let Y be a space of character
<1, then the projection from XXY onto Y is a closed map.

Recall that a map f: X—Y is perfect iff it is a closed map such that /()
is compact for every yY. A space X is a paracompact M-space in the sence
of Morita ‘ff there are a metric space M and a perfect map from X onto M.

PROPOSITION 3.13. Let X be a A-compact space and let Y be a paracompact
M-space. Then XXY is A-paracompact.
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PROOF. There are a metric space M and a perfect onto map f: Y — M.
Let g: XXY— XXM be the map defined by g(x, y)=(x, f(y)) for every (x, y)
€XXY. Let p: XXM— M be the projection map. Then p is a closed map by
Lemma 3.12, and p~'(z) is A-compact for every ze M. By virtue of Lemma 3.11,
XXM is A-paracompact. Since g is a perfect map, it follows from Lemma 3.11
that XX Y is A-paracompact. The proof is complete.

Now we prove our main theorem in this section.

THEOREM 3.14. Let {a;licI} be a collection of non-zero ordinals with
[I1=2. Let I,={icl|cfa))=1}, [,={i€l|cfa;)=w} and I,={iel|cfla;))>w}.
Then the following are equivalent.

(1) I{a;|lisl} is orthocompact.

(2) H{a;liel} is normal.

(3) |I.]=w and one of the following is satisfied :

(@) I,=¢;

(b) I.={i}, || <cflai,) and a;<cflas,) for every icl,\Ul,;

(¢) |Is|=2 and there exists an uncountable regular ordinal x such that
a;=k for every icl,, a;<k for every i€l,\JI, and |I,\II,| <.

ProOF. The equivalence (2)=(3) is proved by Ccnover (Theorem 3 of [I]).
Hence we only prove the equivalence (1)=2(3).

First of all, let X=II{a;li€l} and X,=Il{a;|icl,} for k=1, 2,3. Since
I=1,VI,JI,, X=X, X X, X X;.

Now we prove (1)—(3). Assume that X is orthccompact. Now that for
each ie1,UI, and jEI,, a;Xa; is orthocompact and cf(a;)=w<cf(a;. Hence it
follows from (b) of Proposition 3.7| that a;<cf(a;) for each i€Il,UI, and jel,.
Similarly, from (c) of [Proposition 3.7, it follows that if |[/3|=2 then there is a
regular ordinal & such that a;=« for every j&I,. Thus it is sufficient to prove
that |I,|Sw and |I,\VI;| <cf(ay) for every j€l,. For each iel,, a; contains a
closed subspace which is homeomorphic to N. If |I;|>w, then X, and hence X
contains a closed subspace homeomorphic to N“! which is a contradiction by
virtue of Hence |I;|=w. If |I,\VI,|=cf(a;) for some jeI,, then
we are led to a contradiction as follows. Let cf(a;)=«£. Then £ is an uncount-

able regular ordinal and «; contains a closed subspace homeomorphic to £#. Since
|I,\UI,| =k, X;X X, contains a closed subspace homeomorphic to 2% Thus X
contains a closed subspace homeomorphic to £#X2*%, which is a contradiction by
virtue of Proposition 3.10. Hence, as above, the implication (1)—(3) is proved.
Next, we prove (3)—(1). Assume that (3) holds. Since the implication (3)
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—(2) is true, X is normal. Hence, from Proposition 3.6, /7 {«a;|i<I’} is ortho-
compact for every finite subset I’ of I. We can assume that [ is an infinite set
and let |I|=2. By virtue of it is sufficient to show that X is 4-
paracompact. First, note that for each i€I,, a; is a locally compact Lindeldf
regular space and hence it is a paracompact M-space. Since |/[;|=w, X, is also
a paracompact M-space. Moreover, since X; is a compact T,-space X;X X, is a
paracompact M-space.

In the case (a) of (3), there is nothing to prove. In the case (b), since it can
be easily seen that 1<cf(a;,), Xs=a;, is A-compact by [Proposition I.I1. In the
case (c), since Z<m:cf(lc), it follows from [Proposition 1.11 that a;=« is 4-bounded
for every i=l,. Hence by virtue of Propositions .9 and X, is A-compact.
Thus in any case of (a), (b) and (c), we have shown that X, is A-compact. By
virtue of Proposition 3.13, X=(X,X X;)X X, is A-paracompact. The proof is
complete.

In the proof above we have also obtained

COROLLARY 3.15. Let {a,|n<w} be a countable family of ordinals. Then
I {a, | n<w} is countably paracompact.

COROLLARY 3.16. Let {a,|n<w} be a countable family of ordinals. Then
the following are equivalent.

(1) H{a.|n<w} is orthocompact.

@) I{a,|ne A} is orthocompact for every finite subset ASw.

3) IH{a,|n<w} is normal.

4) IHi{a,\ns A} is normal for every finite subset ASw.

COROLLARY 3.17. Let k be an uncountable regular ordinal, and let 2 be a
cardinal. Then the following are equivalent.
(1) k* is orthocompact.

(2) £* is normal.
3) i<k,

REMARK. The equivalence (2)=>(3) in [Corollary 3.17is proved by Conover [1].

4. Examples.

EXAMPLE 4.1. Let Y be an orthocompact space which is not countably meta-
compact, such a space exists, e. g. Scott [13]. For each n<w, let X,=YX2". And
for each n=<m, let fpm: Xm— X» be the natural projection map. Then {Xy, frm}
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is an inverse system over w, and the inverse limit X of this system is homeo-
morphic to Y X2 It is easy to see that all X, are orthocompact spaces and all
projections f,: X— X, are closed and open onto maps. But by virtue of
3.1 X is not orthocompact, since Y is not countably metacompact.

Thus for (a) of Thorem 2.9 the condition that X is | A|-metacompact cannot
be dropped.

EXAMPLE 4.2. Let Y be a Dowker space, (that is, a normal space which is
not countably paracompact.) Then, as in Example 4.1, we can construct an
inverse system of normal spaces and open and closed bonding maps, whose
limit space is not normal.

EXAMPLE 4.3. Let w(X) be the weight of a space X. Although that if
XX A(w(X)) is orthocompact then X is metacompact by [Theorem 3.1, the normality
of XX A(o(X)) need not imply that X is paracompact. For example, ;X A(w,)
is a normal space but w, is not paracompact. ®,X A(w,) is also a simple example
of a (collectionwise) normal space which is not orthocompact.

More generally, for each pair of cardinals 2 and x such that w<cf(®)<2,
the product space £X A(Z) is collectionwise normal and not orthocompact.

EXAMPLE 44. Let {a;|iel} be a family such that |/|=w, and a;=w, for
every i€l. Then, by virtue of |Corollary 3.17, II {«;|i= A} is orthocompact and
normal for every countable subset A of I, but II {a;|i=I} is neither orthocompact

nor normal. Hence [Corollary 3.16 cannot be generalized to an uncountable

family of ordinals.
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