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On spaces with star kernel Menger∗

JAVIER CASAS-DE LA ROSA, ÁNGEL TAMARIZ MASCARÚA

Abstract

Given a topological property P , a space X is called star-P if for any
open cover U of the space X, there exists a set Y ⊆ X with property P

such that St(Y,U) = X; the set Y is called a star kernel of the cover U . In
this paper, we introduce and study spaces with star kernel Menger, that
is, star Menger spaces. Some examples are given to show the relationship
with some other related properties studied previously, and the behaviour
of the star Menger property with respect to subspaces, products, continu-
ous images and preimages are investigated. Additionally, some comments
on the star selection theory are given. Particularly, some questions posed
by Song within this theory are addressed. Finally, several new properties
are introduced as well as some general questions on them are posed.

Key words. star-P spaces, Menger property, star Lindelöf spaces, (star) selection
principles, star Menger spaces, Hurewicz property.
2020 AMS Subject Classification. Primary 54D20; Secondary 54A25.

1 Introduction and preliminaries

Given a property P , a space X is called star-P (or star determined by P) if for
any open cover U of the space X , there is a set Y ⊆ X with the property P
such that St(Y,U) = X ; the set Y is called star kernel of the cover U .

The term star-P was coined in [22] but certain star properties were studied
before (under different names) by several authors. For example, Ikenaga ([15])
studied star countable, star Lindelöf and star σ-compact spaces. On the other
hand, the star finite and star countable properties were first studied by van
Douwen et.al. (see [7]). A systematic study of some star properties (with
different terminology) can be found in [21].

Fleischman proved in [11] that the properties of being star finite and count-
ably compact are equivalent in the class of the Hausdorff spaces (see also [7]).
On the other hand, Matveev proved in [21], that pseudocompactness and star
pseudocompactness are equivalent. In view of these facts, a special issue of inter-
est for different authors consists in identifying proper classes of pseudocompact
spaces that are star-P , for some property P , but are not countably compact

∗The first author was supported by Postdoctoral Fellowship Program at UNAM.
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(see for example [6]). In that sense, in [22] the authors present some examples
of spaces that are star-P for certain compact-like property but are not count-
ably compact. Besides, in [2], the authors present an study and examples of
star-P spaces for Lindelöf-like properties. Moreover, following the study of star
covering properties, many other properties of the type star-P have been defined
using the terminology of [22]. For example, in [24], the authors introduced and
studied the classes of star countable spread spaces and star determined by the
countable chain condition as well as, in [25], the class of star countable extent
spaces.

In order to contribute to this line of investigation, in Section 2, we introduce
the class of star Menger spaces and give some examples showing the relationship
with other classes of the type star-P . In Section 3, we make some comments
on relationships of the star selection principles theory with the star Menger
property; a couple of interesting examples are mentioned of which one of them,
allows us to address some questions posed by Song that are related to star
selection properties. In Section 4, we study the behaviour of the star Menger
property with respect to subspaces, products, mappings, preimages, etc. In
Section 5, we mention several classes of spaces where the star Menger property
is equivalent to some other related properties. Finally, in Section 6, we introduce
some schemes that provide (potentially) several new properties similar to the
one studied in this work; and some general problems about them are posed.

1.1 Notation and terminology

Throughout this paper, all spaces are assumed to be regular and T1, unless a
specific separation axiom is indicated. For notation and terminology, we refer
to [10].
As usual, R is the set of the real numbers endowed with its Euclidean topology.
We denote by [X ]<ω the collection of all finite subsets of X . Given a set A ⊆ X
and a family U of subsets of X , the star of A with respect to U , denoted by
St(A,U), is the set

⋃

{U ∈ U : U ∩ A 6= ∅}; for A = {x} with x ∈ X , we write
St(x,U) instead of St({x},U). Thus, if A and B are subsets of X such that
A ⊆ B and U is a family of subsets of X , then St(A,U) ⊆ St(B,U). Also, note
that every space which satisfies a property P is star-P . Moreover, the following
basic facts are satisfied by star-P spaces:

(a) For any space X , if D is a dense subset of X which satisfies a property P ,
then X is a star-P space.

(b) If P and Q are two topological properties such that P implies Q, then any
star-P space is star-Q.

A space X is called feebly compact if every locally finite collection of non-
empty open subsets of X is finite, and a space X is called feebly Lindelöf if every
locally finite family of non-empty open sets in X is countable. Obviously, every
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feebly compact is feebly Lindelöf and every feebly compact space is pseudocom-
pact but the converse is not true. However, for Tychonoff spaces the properties
of being feebly compact and pseudocompact are equivalent.

For a space X , recall that the Alexandroff duplicate of the space X , denoted
by A(X), is constructed in the following way: the underlying set of A(X) is
X × {0, 1} and each point of X × {1} is isolated; a basic open set of a point
(x, 0) ∈ X × {0} is a set of the form (U × {0}) ∪ ((U × {1})\{(x, 1)}), where
U is an open set in X which contains x. It is well-know that A(X) is compact
(countably compact, Lindelöf) if and only if so is X , and A(X) is Hausdorff
(regular, Tychonoff, normal) if and only if so is X .

Recall that a family A of infinite subsets of ω is almost-disjoint (a.d.) if for
any two distinct elements A,B ∈ A it holds that A ∩B is finite. Furthermore,
an almost-disjoint family is maximal (m.a.d.) if it is not properly contained in
another almost-disjoint family. Given an almost-disjoint family A, we define
the Mrówka-Isbell space determined by A (also known as the Ψ-space generated
by A), which is denoted by Ψ(A), as the space whose underlying set is ω ∪ A
with the following topology: every point in ω is isolated and, for a given element
A ∈ A, a local base for A is the set B(A) = {{A} ∪ (A\F ) : F ∈ [ω]<ω}. It is
well-known that an almost disjoint family A is maximal if and only if Ψ(A) is
a pseudocompact (see [12]).

CH denotes the Continuum Hypothesis and we refer the reader to [14] to
see the definitions of cardinal functions such as spread, extent, cellularity, etc.
Recall that the Pixley-Roy topology is given for spaces of subsets of a space X
and it is defined as follows: Let K be a class of subsets of a space X . For K ∈ K
and U an open neighbourhood of K in X , let [K,U ] = {A ∈ K : K ⊆ A ⊆
U}. Then, the Pixley-Roy topology on K is obtained by taking the collection
{[K,U ] : K ∈ K, U open in X} as a base (see [9]).

2 Star Menger spaces

The following definition was coined in [22] by van Mill et.al.

Definition 2.1. Given a topological property P, a space X is called star-P (or
star determined by P) if for any open cover U of the space X, there exists a
subspace Y ⊆ X with the property P such that St(Y,U) = X.

By considering Definition 2.1, many authors have studied several classes of
star-P spaces for P being a compact-like property as well as classes of star-P
spaces for P being a Lindelöf-type property (see, for example, [22] and [2]).
Recall that a space is Menger if for every sequence {Un : n ∈ ω} of open covers
of X , there exists a sequence {Vn : n ∈ ω} such that for each n ∈ ω, Vn is a
finite subcollection of Un and

⋃

{Vn : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of X . Let us
introduce one more star-P class with P being the Menger property.

Definition 2.2. We say that a space X is star Menger if for any open cover U
of the space X, there exists a Menger subspace M ⊆ X such that St(M,U) = X.
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In the following diagram (Figure 1) we summarize implications among star-P
properties (and some other well-known classical properties) that are obtained,
either immediately from some basic facts, or by some result from literature.
This diagram give us an overview on relationships among these properties with
the star Menger property. It is worth to mention that in the class of Tychonoff
spaces, pseudocompactness and feebly compactness are equivalent. Hence, for
Tychonoff spaces, pseudocompactness trivially implies feebly Lindelöf.

countable spread separable Lindelöf

countable extent

star separable

star countable star compact

star countable spread star σ-compact star countably compact

ccc star hereditarily Lindelöf star Menger star pseudocompact

star ccc star Lindelöf pseudocompact

star countable extent

feebly Lindelöf

Figure 1: Relationships among star-P properties

In the following, we will give some examples showing that the star Menger
property is different from other star-P properties defined previously. For that
end, we recall the definition of a Luzin space.

Definition 2.3. We say that a Hausdorff space X is Luzin if it is uncountable
and every nowhere dense set of X is countable.

The following lemma is well-known and will be useful for the example below.

Lemma 2.4 ([14]). Let c(X) ≤ κ and U be a collection of open subsets of X.
Then there exists a subcollection V of U such that |V| ≤ κ and

⋃

U ⊆
⋃

V.

Example 2.5. Assuming CH, there exists a star Lindelöf space which is not
star Menger.
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Proof. Given a topological space (X, τ), we denote by K[X ] the space of all
compact nowhere dense subsets of X endowed with the Pixley-Roy topology. In
Theorem 3 of [8], it was showed that K[R] is a ccc non-separable first countable
zero-dimensional Baire space without isolated points. It is easy to see that a
similar proof of these conditions for K[R] also works for K[P], where P ⊆ R is the
subspace of irrational numbers. Therefore, we can apply Corollary of Theorem
1 [8], to get, under CH, a dense Luzin subspace L of K[P].

Claim: The subspace L is Lindelöf.
Since K[P] is a ccc space and L is dense, then L is ccc. Thus, by Lemma 2.4,
if U is an open cover of L, then there exists a countable subcollection V1 of U
such that

⋃

U ⊆
⋃

V1. It follows that the set L \
⋃

V1 is nowhere dense in L
and therefore, it is countable. Thus, we have a countable subcollection V2 of U
such that L \

⋃

V1 ⊆
⋃

V2. Let V = V1 ∪ V2. Then, V is countable subcover.
We conclude that L is Lindelöf.

From this claim, it follows that K[P] is star Lindelöf. Let us show that K[P]
is not star Menger. We consider the open cover U = {[{p},P] : p ∈ P}. We will
show that if M is a Menger subspace of K[P], then St(M,U) 6= K[P]. For that
end, let us first show the following fact:

Fact: If M ⊆ K[P] is Menger, then M =
⋃

K∈M
K is a Menger subspace of P.

Let (Wn)n∈ω be a sequence of open covers ofM . Since for everyK ∈ M,K ⊆ M
is compact in P, then for each n ∈ ω, there exists a finite subcollection VK

n of
Wn such that K ⊆

⋃

VK
n . Thus, for each n ∈ ω, Un = {[K,

⋃

VK
n ] : K ∈ M}

is an open cover of M. Now, using the Menger property of M, there exists,
for each n ∈ ω, a finite subcollection Fn of Un such that {

⋃

Fn : n ∈ ω} is an
open cover of M. We define, for each n ∈ ω, Kn as follows: K ∈ Kn if and only
if [K,

⋃

VK
n ] ∈ Fn. Then, we let, for each n ∈ ω, Hn = {V ∈ VK

n : K ∈ Kn}.
Thus, Hn is a finite subcollection ofWn (n ∈ ω). Let us show that the collection
{
⋃

Hn : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of M . Let x ∈ M . There exists K0 ∈ M
such that x ∈ K0. Then, for such K0, there is n0 ∈ ω such that K0 ∈

⋃

Fn0
.

We take [K,
⋃

VK
n0
] ∈ Fn0

such that K0 ∈ [K,
⋃

VK
n0
]. Hence, K ∈ Kn0

and
then VK

n0
⊆ Hn0

. It follows that x ∈ Kn0
⊆

⋃

VK
n0

⊆
⋃

Hn0
. This proves that

{
⋃

Hn : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of M . Thus, M is Menger.

Now, suppose M is a Menger subspace in K[P]. By the previous fact, M =
⋃

M is Menger in P. It is well know that P is not Menger. Hence, there is a
point x ∈ P \M . Then {x} ∈ K[P] \ St(M,U) since [{x},P] is the only element
of U that contains {x} and [{x},P]∩M = ∅ (if there is C ∈ [{x},P]∩M, then
{x} ⊆ C ⊆

⋃

M that implies x ∈ M , contradiction).

It is well known and easy to proof that a space X is star countable if and
only if X is star separable. Arguing similarly and using a Šapirovskii theorem
saying that every space with spread number at most κ has a dense subspace
with hereditarily Lindelöf number at most κ, the following interesting result
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was obtained in [24].

Theorem 2.6 ([24]). A space X is star countable spread if and only if X is
star hereditarily Lindelöf.

Using Theorem 2.6, an example of a Hausdorff star countable spread that is
not star countable was given in [24]. Additionally, under CH, a Tychonoff star
countable spread non-star countable space was also given in it. Since every star
countable is star σ-compact and every star σ-compact is star Menger, we can
ask the following question requesting for a stronger example.

Question 2.7. Is there an example of a star countable spread space that is not
star σ-compact (star Menger)?

We answer this question by pointing out the following remark.

Remark 2.8. The subspace L of Example 2.5 is hereditarily Lindelöf

Proof. Let Z be an uncountable subset of L. Note that if A is a nowhere dense
subset of Z, then A is a nowhere dense subset of L. Therefore, any nowhere
dense subset of Z is countable. It means Z is Luzin.

Claim: Any discrete subset of Z of non-isolated points is nowhere dense.
Indeed, let D be a discrete subset of non-isolated points and assume that U
a non-empty open set contained in D. Let d ∈ U ∩ D and take V an open
neighbourhood of d such that V ∩ D = {d}. Let W = U ∩ V . Then W
is an open neighbourhood of d. Since d is not an isolated point, there is a
point y ∈ W \ {d}. Note that y is an element of D and W \ {d} is an open
neighbourhood of it. Therefore, there is a point d′ ∈ D \ {d} such that d′ ∈ V ,
contradiction. Hence, D is nowhere dense.

Note that L has at most countably many isolated points as it is ccc. It
follows that Z has no uncountable discrete subsets. In other words, the spread
number of Z is ω, and thus Z has the ccc property. To conclude that Z is
Lindelöf, it is enough to argue as in the proof of the claim of Example 2.5 where
it was showed that L is Lindelöf. This proves that L is hereditarily Lindelöf.

Example 2.9. Assuming CH, there exists a Tychonoff star countable spread
space that is not star Menger (therefore, not star σ-compact either).

Proof. By using Remark 2.8, the space K[P] is star hereditarily Lindelöf. Thus,
K[P] is star countable spread by Theorem 2.6. Since K[P] is not star Menger,
K[P] is not star σ-compact either.

Note that as a consequence of Example 2.9, we also have that, assuming CH,
there exists a Tychonoff star ccc space that is not star Menger (therefore, not
star σ-compact either). However, we mention that in [24], without assuming
additional axioms, it was given an example of a Tychonoff star ccc space that
is not star countable extent, by using the Pixley-Roy topology. Therefore, we
also obtain the following.
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Example 2.10. There exists a Tychonoff star ccc space that is not star Menger.

Proof. Let X = [R]<ω \ {∅} be endowed with the Pixley-Roy topology. Then,
X is a ccc Moore space and hence, it is star ccc. Additionally, X is not star
Menger as it is not a star countable extent space (see [24] or [25]).

On the other hand, using the space given in Proposition 2.6 of [24], we also
obtain the following example. For the sake of completeness, we mention such a
space and we refer the reader to [24] for details.

Example 2.11. There exists a Tychonoff star Menger space that is not star
ccc.

Proof. LetA be a mad family on ω of size c andX = Ψ(A). Let Y = D(c)∪{∞}
be the one-point compactification of the discrete space of size c. Then, the
product space X × Y is a star σ-compact (therefore, star Menger) space that is
not star ccc (see [24]).

Again, as a consequence of Example 2.11, we also have the following.

Example 2.12. There exists a Tychonoff star Menger space that is not star
countable spread.

We recall that a space X is a P -space if all Gδ-sets in X are open. A well-
known fact is that a P -space is Lindelöf if and only if it is Menger (see [38]). In
addition, another well-known fact that is easy to proof is that the product of a
Menger space and a compact space is Menger (see [37]).

Example 2.13. There exists a Tychonoff star Menger space that is not star
σ-compact.

Proof. Let X = [0, ω2] with the order topology, Y = D(ω1) ∪ {∞} be the one-
point Lindelöfication of the discrete space D(ω1) = {dα : α ∈ ω1} of size ω1 and
Z = (X × Y ) \ {〈ω2,∞〉}.

Let us show that the space Z is star Menger. Let U be an open cover of
Z. For each α ∈ ω1, fix Uα ∈ U such that 〈ω2, dα〉 ∈ Uα. Thus, for each
α ∈ ω1, there exists β(α) ∈ ω2 such that (β(α), ω2] × {dα} ⊆ Uα. We define
β = sup{β(α) : α ∈ ω1} ∈ ω2. Then, the subspace [0, β + 1] × Y is Menger
as Y is a P -space. Furthermore, note that [β + 1, ω2) × {∞} is countably
compact and therefore, it is star finite. Thus, for the open cover U , there exists
a finite subset F of [β + 1, ω2) × {∞} such that [β + 1, ω2)× {∞} ⊆ St(F,U).
Let M = ([0, β + 1] × Y ) ∪ F . Then, M is a Menger subspace of Z so that
St(M,U) = Z. We conclude that Z is a star Menger space.

It remains to show that Z is not star σ-compact. For each α ∈ ω1, let
Uα = X × {dα}. We define U = {Uα : α ∈ ω1} ∪ {[0, ω2) × Y }. It is clear
that U is an open cover of Z. Now, note that if Kn is a compact subspace of
Z, then πY [Kn] is compact in Y and thus, a finite subset of Y . Hence, if K
is a σ-subspace of Z, let say K =

⋃

n∈ω Kn with each Kn compact, then for
each n ∈ ω, we can fix βn ∈ ω1 such that Kn ∩ (X × {dα : α ≥ βn}) = ∅. If
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β = sup{βn : n ∈ ω}, then K ∩ (X × {dα : α ≥ β}) = ∅. Hence, if α > β, then
〈ω2, dα〉 /∈ St(K,U) as Uα is the only element of U that contains to 〈ω2, dα〉 and
Uα ∩K = (X ×{dα})∩K = ∅. This proves that Z is not star σ-compact.

In [28], the author gave an example of a pseudocompact Tychonoff space that
is not star Lindelöf. We note that this space is even star countably compact.
Thus, we obtain the following example.

Example 2.14. There exists a Tychonoff star countably compact space that is
not star Menger.

Proof. Let D = {dα : α < c} be the discrete space of size c and let

X = (β(D) × (c+ 1)) \ ((β(D) \D)× {c})

be the subspace of β(D)× (c+ 1). Since β(D)× c is countably compact and it
is dense in X , it follows that X is star countably compact. On the other hand,
X is not star Menger as it is not even a star Lindelöf space (see [28])

On the other hand, to give an example of a star Menger that is not star
countably compact, it suffices to take any Lindelöf non-pseudocompact space.
In addition, it is also possible to give another example of this kind (star Menger
not star countably compact) but in this case, being pseudocompact not Lindelöf.

Example 2.15. There exists a Tychonoff star Menger space that is not star
countably compact.

Proof. Let A be a mad family on ω of size c and X = Ψ(A). Then the spaceX is
a pseudocompact space that is not Lindelöf. Furthermore, since X is separable,
X is star Menger. Finally, the space X is not star countably compact (see [6]).

We finish this section establishing a diagram (Figure 2) showing negative
implications between the star Menger property and some other star-P properties
obtained as a consequence from examples given in this section; for easy reference
in the diagram, we summarize such examples in the following list:

1. Example 2.5 is a star Lindelöf space that is not star Menger.

2. Example 2.9 is a star countable spread space that is not star Menger.

3. Example 2.10 is a star ccc space that is not star Menger.

4. Example 2.11 is a star Menger space that is not star ccc.

5. Example 2.12 is a star Menger space that is not star countable spread.

6. Example 2.13 is a star Menger space that is not star σ-compact.

7. Example 2.14 is a star countably compact space that is not star Menger.

8. Example 2.15 is a star Menger space that is not star countably compact.
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countable spread separable Lindelöf

countable extent

star separable

star countable star compact

star countable spread star σ-compact star countably compact

ccc star hereditarily Lindelöf star Menger star pseudocompact

star ccc star Lindelöf pseudocompact

star countable extent

feebly Lindelöf

/
2

/
7

/
8

/
5 / 6

/
3

/
4

/ 1

Figure 2: Negative implications involving the star Menger property

3 Comments on star selection principles theory

In this section, we point out some remarks about the relationship between some
star selection principles with the star Menger property and, we also give some
examples showing the star Menger property does not coincide with related prop-
erties defined in this theory. Further, we address some questions from [29], [30]
and [33].

We begin mentioning some star selection principles introduced by Kočinac in
[18] and [19]. Before of that, it is important pointing that a property belonging
to this theory is called the same (star-Menger property) as the property studied
in this work. However, in order to avoid notational confusion, we will denote it
just as SM property. Let A and B be collections of families of subsets of X
and K be a family of subsets of X :

S∗
fin(A ,B): For any sequence {An : n ∈ ω} of elements of A , there is a

sequence {Bn : n ∈ ω} such that Bn is a finite subset of An, n ∈ ω, and
⋃

n∈ω{St(B,An) : B ∈ Bn} ∈ B.

SS∗
K
(A ,B): For any sequence {An : n ∈ ω} of elements of A , there is a

sequence {Kn : n ∈ ω} of elements of K such that {St(Kn,An) : n ∈ ω} ∈ B.

9



When K is the collection of all finite (resp. compact) subsets of X , it is
denoted by SS∗

fin(A ,B) (resp. SS∗
comp(A ,B)) instead of SS∗

K
(A ,B). Given

a topological space X , if O denote the collection of all open covers of X , then
S∗
fin(O,O) defines the star-Menger property (SM), SS∗

fin(O,O) defines the
strongly star-Menger property (SSM). Also, SS∗

comp(O,O) defines the star-
K-Menger property (S-K-M). Explicitly, a space X is strongly star-Menger
(SSM) if for each sequence {Un : n ∈ ω} of open covers of X , there exists a
sequence {Fn : n ∈ ω} of finite subsets of X such that {St(Fn,Un) : n ∈ ω}
is an open cover of X ; a space X is star-Menger (SM) if for each sequence
{Un : n ∈ ω} of open covers of X , there exists a sequence {Vn : n ∈ ω} such
that Vn is a finite subset of Un for each n ∈ ω, and

⋃

n∈ω{St(V,Un) : V ∈ Vn} is
an open cover of X ; a space X is star-K-Menger (S-K-M) if for every sequence
{Un : n ∈ ω} of open covers of X , there exists a sequence {Kn : n ∈ ω} of
compact subsets of X such that {St(Kn,Un) : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of X .
We refer the reader to [20] to see the current status of previous properties and
some other star selection principles. One more property belonging to this theory
that has been extensively studied by several authors under different terminology
is the star-Lindelöf property (see [7]) which is defined as follows: A space X is
star-Lindelöf, briefly SL, if for every open cover U of X there exists a countable
subcollection V of U such that St(

⋃

V ,U) = X ; once again, to avoid notational
confusion, we will denote it just by SL property.

Following the general star selection hypothesis SS∗
K
(A ,B), we may also

consider the class of star-M -Menger in the same way as the classes of star-
K-Menger and star-C-Menger have been defined and studied (see [30] y [35]).
Namely,

Definition 3.1. A space X is said to be star-M -Menger if for any sequence
{Un : n ∈ ω} of open covers of X, there is a sequence {Mn : n ∈ ω} of Menger
subsets of X such that {St(Mn,Un) : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of X.

And making a slight modification to the previous definition, we can establish
the following notion:

Definition 3.2. A space X is said to be star-Mf -Menger if for any sequence
{Un : n ∈ ω} of open covers of X, there is a Menger subspace M ⊆ X such that
{St(M,Un) : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of X.

Note that Definitions 3.1 and 3.2 can be viewed as new star selection proper-
ties. However, the following remark, easy to prove, says that these two notions
coincide with the star Menger property given in Definition 2.2.

Remark 3.3. Let X be a topological space. Then, the following are equivalent:

(i) X satisfies the star Menger property;

(ii) X satisfies the star-Mf -Menger property;

(iii) X satisfies the star-M -Menger property.

10



Proof. To show (i) → (ii), let (Un)n∈ω be a sequence of open covers of X .
Applying the star Menger property of X for the open cover U0, we can take a
Menger subspace of X such that St(M,U0) = X . It trivially follows that the
collection {St(M,Un) : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of X . Hence, X satisfies the
star-Mf -Menger property.

To show (ii) → (iii), let (Un)n∈ω be a sequence of open covers of X . Then,
by hypothesis, there exists a Menger subspace of X such that the collection
{St(M,Un) : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of X . Defining for each n ∈ ω, Mn = M ,
we obtain that the collection {St(Mn,Un) : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of X . Thus,
X satisfies the star-M -Menger property.

To show (iii) → (i), let U be an open cover of X . We put, for each n ∈ ω,
Un = U . Then, applying the star-M -Menger property of X to the sequence
(Un)n∈ω, there exists a sequence (Mn)n∈ω of Menger subspaces of X such
that the collection {St(Mn,Un) : n ∈ ω} is an open cover of X . We define
M =

⋃

n∈ω Mn. Then M is Menger. Furthermore, for each n ∈ ω, we have
St(Mn,Un) ⊆ St(M,Un). It follows that the collection {St(M,Un) : n ∈ ω} is
an open cover of X . Note that, for each n ∈ ω, St(M,Un) = St(M,U). Hence,
X = St(M,U). It shows that X satisfies the star Menger property.

The previous observation allows us to relate some star selection principles
with some star-P properties. Next, we establish a diagram (Figure 3) that shows
the immediate implications among star selection properties and related star-P
properties.

Menger Lindelöf

SSM star countable

star-K-Menger star σ-compact

SM star Menger

star Lindelöf

SL

Figure 3: Some star selection principles and star-P properties

As in Section 2, we may wonder if the star Menger property coincides with
some of the properties from star selection theory. In particular, we wonder if
there is a relationship between the SM property and the star Menger property.
To answer it, we present next examples.

Recall that the Niemytzki plane on a set X ⊆ R, denoted by N(X), has as
underlying set X × {0} ∪ R × (0,∞). The open upper half-plane R × (0,∞)
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has the Euclidean topology and the set X × {0} has the topology generated
by all sets of the form {(x, 0)} ∪ B where x ∈ X and B is an open disc in
R × (0,∞) which is tangent to X × {0} at the point (x, 0). It is well-known
that N(R) is completely regular, separable, but not normal, not Lindelöf, not
second countable, not paracompact.

Example 3.4. There exists a Tychonoff star Menger space that is not SM . In
addition, there is a model where do exist a normal star Menger space that is not
SM .

Proof. Since N(R) is separable, it is a star Menger space. In [4], it was pointed
out that N(X) is not SM for any X ⊆ R of size c. Thus, in particular, N(R)
is not SM . On the other hand, recall that a set X ⊆ R is a Q-set if for every
A ⊆ X , A is Fσ in X and |X | > ℵ0. It is known that the existence of Q-
sets are consistent with (and independent from) ZFC (see for instance [23]).
Furthermore, a Niemytzki plane N(X) is normal if and only if X is a Q-set
(see [36]). Again, in [4], it is pointed out that in [16], Judah and Shelah built a
model with a Q-set of size d. Therefore, in such a model, N(X) with X being
such a Q-set of size d is an example of a normal star Menger that is not SM by
Proposition 2.12 in [26].

On other hand, we also have an example showing that the SM property
does not imply the star Menger property. In Example E of [36], Tall presented,
assuming 2ℵ0 = 2ℵ1 , an example of a normal separable space with an uncount-
able closed discrete set. We provide details of the construction of such example
for sake of completeness:

Construction: Let L be a set of cardinality ℵ1 disjoint from ω and F be a
strongly independent family of subsets of ω of size 2ℵ0 = c.
We write F = {Aα : α < c}. Since |L| = ℵ1, |P(L)| = 2ℵ1 . Since we are
assuming 2ℵ0 = 2ℵ1 , it is possible to build a function f : P(L) → {Aα : α <
c} ∪ {ω r Aα : α < c} which is bijective and complement-preserving (for each
B ⊆ L, f(LrB) = ω r f(B)).
Now, let X0 = L ∪ ω with a subbase ϕ for a topology defined by

1. if M ⊆ L, then M ∪ f(M) ∈ ϕ,

2. if n ∈ ω, then {n} ∈ ϕ,

3. if p ∈ X , then X r {p} ∈ ϕ.

Then X0 is a normal T1 separable space with an uncountable closed discrete
subspace.

In [31], Song defined a modification of Tall’s example to get an example,
under 2ℵ0 = 2ℵ1 , of a normal feebly Lindelöf space that is not star Lindelöf1

and very recently, in [5], the authors used Song’s example to get an example,

1Song gave this example to partially answer a question posed in [2].

12



assuming 2ℵ0 = 2ℵ1 and ω1 < d, of a normal SM space that is not SSM (not
Dowker space)1. In conclusion, we have the following

Example 3.5. Assuming 2ℵ0 = 2ℵ1 and ω1 < d, there exists a normal SM
space that is not star Menger.

Proof. Let X0 = L ∪ ω denote the space given above. Let X = L ∪ (ω1 × ω)
with the topology given as follows: a basic open set of

(i) x ∈ L is a set of the form V U
α (x) = (U ∩ L) ∪

(

(α, ω1) × (U ∩ ω)
)

where U
is a neighbourhood of x ∈ X0 and α < ω1.

(ii) 〈α, n〉 ∈ (ω1 × ω) is a set of the form VW (〈α, n〉) = W × {n} where W is a
neighbourhood of α in ω1 with the usual topology.

Then X is a normal SM space (see [5] for details) that is not star Lindelöf (see
[31]) and therefore neither star Menger.

By Theorem 2.7 in [2], it is known that every star Lindelöf space is feebly
Lindelöf and, it is easy to prove that every star Lindelöf space is also SL. How-
ever, the reverse of those implications does not hold in general; an example of a
feebly Lindelöf not star Lindelöf space was given in [2] and, an example of a SL
space that is not star Lindelöf can be found in [29] (under different terminol-
ogy). Nevertheless, one might wonder if both properties together imply the star
Lindelöf property, that is to say, if a feebly Lindelöf SL space is star Lindelöf;
it turns out that it is not true in general. In [32], Song proved that the space X
described in Example 3.5 is SL. Thus, such a space is an example of a feebly
Lindelöf SL space that is not star Lindelöf.

The following diagram (Figure 4) includes the negative implications between
the star Menger property and the SM property obtained as consequences from
two examples given in this section; such examples are in the following list:

1. Example 3.4 is a star Menger space that is not SM .

2. Example 3.5 is a SM space that is not star Menger.

To finish this section, we address some questions due to Song. In [29], Song
gave an example (under different terminology) of a Tychonoff SL space that is
not star Lindelöf and he asked (see Remark 1 in [29]) if a normal SL space is star
Lindelöf; this is not the case. The space in Example 3.5 is a (consistent) normal
SL space ([32]) that is not star Lindelöf ([31]). On the other hand, in [30], Song
gave an example of a T1 SM space that is not star-K-Menger2 and he asked
(see Remark 2.5 in [30]) about a Hausdorff (or Tychonoff) example. Thereafter,
in [33], the author gave a Hausdorff example and asked, again, about a regular
or Tychonoff example (see Question 2.1 in [33]), that is, is there a regular (or

1The authors of [5] gave this example to answer a couple of questions posed in [4]
2There is a mistake in this example; it is not difficult to show that the space in this example

is, in fact, star-K-Menger.
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Menger Lindelöf

SSM star countable

star-K-Menger star σ-compact

SM star Menger

star Lindelöf

SL

/
2

/
1

Figure 4: Negative implications with star selection principles

Tychonoff) SM space which is not star-K-Menger? To answer it, it is easy
to show that if a space X is star-K-Menger, then X is star σ-compact (and
therefore, star Lindelöf). Thus, Example 3.5 consistently answer this question
in the affirmative, since that example is a normal SM space that is not star
Lindelöf (hence, neither star-K-Menger).

4 Behaviour of the star Menger property

In this section we study how the star Menger property behaves. In particular,
we investigate the type of subspaces to which it is inherited, when the product
of two star Menger spaces conserve this property, and under which conditions
on continuous functions it is a direct or inverse invariant.

Although it is easily showed that the Menger property is inherited by closed
subspaces, the star Menger property does not behave the same. If X = Ψ(A)
with A being a mad family on ω, then X is a star Menger space (since this
space is separable). However, it is clear that the subset A is not star Menger.
Since this subset is closed Gδ (even it is a zero set), we conclude:

Proposition 4.1. The star Menger property is not necessarily inherited either
by closed subset or closed Gδ-sets or zero sets.

On the other hand, if we consider X = L(D(ω1)) being the one-point Lin-
delöfication of the discrete space D(ω1) of size ω1, then X is a star Menger
space and D(ω1) is an open dense subset which is not star Menger. Therefore,
we obtain:

Proposition 4.2. The star Menger property is not necessarily inherited either
by open sets or dense sets, nor even by open dense sets.
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The following result is showed in [24],

Proposition 4.3 ([24]). Let P be a property that is preserved by countable
unions. If P is inherited by open subsets or if P is inherited by closed subsets,
then the star P property is inherited by open Fσ-subsets.

It is well-known that the Menger property is preserved by countable unions
and it is inherited by closed subsets. Hence we have the following facts,

Proposition 4.4. The star Menger property is inherited by open Fσ-subsets.
In particular, the star Menger property is inherited by clopen sets as well as by
cozero sets.

Another kind of subsets for which it is worth asking if the star Menger
property is inherited by, are the regular closed subsets and the regular open
subsets. In contrast to the above, the behaviour of star Menger property is not
good even for these subsets.

Proposition 4.5. The star Menger property is not necessarily inherited by
regular closed subsets.

Proof. Let A1 be an almost disjoint family on ω with |A1| = ω1. We consider
X1 = A1 ∪ (ω1 × ω) with the topology generated by the following basic open
sets: The set ω1 × ω has the usual product topology (where ω1 is considered
with the order topology) and it is an open subset of X1. For each a ∈ A1, a
basic open set has the form Bβ,F (a) = [(β, ω1)× (a \F )]∪ {a} with β ∈ ω1 and
F being a finite subset of a.

Let us show that X1 is not star Menger. We enumerate A1 = {aα : α ∈ ω1}.
Then, for each α ∈ ω1, let Uα = [(α, ω1) × aα] ∪ {aα}. Thus, the collection
U = {Uα : α ∈ ω1} ∪ {ω1 × ω} is an open cover of X1. Let M be any Menger
subspace of X1. Since A1 is a closed discrete subset of X1, then M ∩ A1 is at
most countable. So, we can take β1 ∈ ω1 such that for each α > β1, aα /∈ M .
On the other hand, note that for each n ∈ ω the set ω1 ×{n} is a closed subset
of X1. Thus, (ω1 × {n}) ∩ M is a Menger subset of ω1 × {n} and then there
exists γn ∈ ω1 such that [(γn, ω1) × {n}] ∩M = ∅. Let β2 = sup{γn : n ∈ ω}.
Then, we define β = max{β1, β2}. It follows that Uα ∩M = ∅ for any α > β.
Since Uα is the only element of U containing to aα, then aα /∈ St(M,U) with
α > β. We conclude that X1 is not star Menger.

Now, let X2 = Ψ(A2) with A2 being an almost disjoint family on ω of size
ω1. Note that X2 is star Menger as it is separable. Assume X1 ∩ X2 = ∅. We
take a bijection f : A1 → A2 and let X be the quotient space obtained from the
discrete sum X1⊕X2 by identifying aα of A1 with f(aα) of A2 for each α ∈ ω1.
Namely,

X = (ω1 × ω) ∪ {(aα, f(aα)) : α ∈ ω1} ∪ ω.

Let q : X1 ⊕X2 → X be the quotient map and we consider Y = q[X1]. Since
Y = ω1 × ω, it follows that Y is a regular closed subset in X . However, Y
is not star Menger as it is homeomorphic to X1. Indeed, q↾X1

is a continuous
bijection. To see it is open, let aα ∈ A1 and F be a finite subset of aα. Then,
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q[{aα} ∪ ((β, ω1) × aα \ F )] = U ∩ Y with U = {(aα, f(aα))} ∪ ((β, ω1) ×
(aα \ F )) ∪ f(aα) which is an open set in X . So, U ∩ Y is an open set in
Y and then q ↾X1

is open. It shows q ↾X1
is an homeomorphism. Finally, let

us show that X is star Menger. Let U be an open cover of X . Since for
each n ∈ ω, ω1 × {n} is countably compact, there is a finite subset Fn of
q[ω1 × {n}] such that q[ω1 × {n}] ⊆ St(Fn,U). We put C1 =

⋃

n∈ω Fn. Thus,
q[ω1 × ω] ⊆ St(C1,U). On the other hand, we can take a countable subset C2

of q[X2] such that q[X2] ⊆ St(C2,U) as q[X2] is separable. Let C = C1 ∪ C2.
It follows that X = St(C,U). This shows that X is even star countable and
hence, star Menger.

We have same situation for regular open subsets. In fact, there is an example
of a normal star Menger space with a regular open subset that is not star Menger.

Proposition 4.6. The star Menger property is not necessarily inherited by
regular open subsets.

Proof. Let L = D(ω1) ∪ {∞} be the one-point Lindelolification of the discrete
space D(ω1) of size ω1. Then, L is a star Menger space. Put D(ω1) = {dα :
α ∈ ω1} and take a partition of ω1 = A ∪ B with |A| = |B| = ω1. Let
D(A) = {dα : α ∈ A}. Note that D(A) is a regular open subset of L and it is
not star Menger as it is an uncountable discrete subset of L.

Now, regarding products, it turns out that the star Menger property need
not be preserved by products, not even by finite products. In fact, we will see
that there are spaces with stronger properties than star Menger property whose
product is not star Menger. We start by considering countably compactness.
The construction of these spaces is standard and well-known. For convenience
of the reader, we recall such a construction.

Proposition 4.7. There are two countably compact spaces (and hence, star
Menger spaces) whose product is not star Menger.

Proof. Let us define two subspaces X,Y of β(D), with D being the discrete
space of size c, such that X ∩ Y = D, X ∪ Y = β(D) and X,Y are countably
compact. Let X0 = D. By transfinite induction, it is easy to define, for each
α ∈ ω1,

Xα =
⋃

γ<α

Xγ ∪ f

[[

⋃

γ<α

Xγ

]ω]

where f : [β(D)]
ω → β(D) is a function assigning to each infinite countable

subset A of β(D) a limit point of A in β(D). Let X =
⋃

α∈ω1
Xα and Y =

D ∪ [β(D) \ X ]. Thus, X ∩ Y = D and X ∪ Y = β(D). In addition, by
construction, it is easy to show that X and Y are countably compact and then,
star Menger spaces. However, X × Y is not star Menger since it contains the
discrete clopen set ∆ = {(x, x) : x ∈ D} that is not star Menger.

The spaces X and Y used in Proposition 4.7 show that not even the product
of countably compact spaces need not be star Menger. Next, we will see that
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the product of a countably compact space with a Lindelöf space need not be
star Menger either.

Proposition 4.8. There exist a countably compact space and a Lindelöf space
whose product is not star Menger.

Proof. Let X = [0, c) with the usual order topology and Y = D(c) ∪ {∞} be
the one-point Lindelöfication of the discrete space D(c) of size c. Let us show
that the product X × Y is not star Menger. Put D(c) = {dα : α ∈ c}. For each
α ∈ c let Uα = [0, α] × ({dβ : β ≥ α} ∪ {∞}) and Vα = (α, c) × {dα}. Then,
the collection U = {Uα : α ∈ c} ∪ {Vα : α ∈ c} is an open cover of X × Y . Let
M ⊆ X × Y be any Menger subspace. Since πX [M ] is Menger, then there is
γ ∈ c such that M ∩ [(γ, c) × Y ] = ∅. Hence, if α > γ, Vα ∩M = ∅ and thus,
〈α+ 1, dα〉 /∈ St(M,U) as Vα is the only element of U containing to 〈α+ 1, dα〉.
It follows that X × Y is not star Menger.

Besides last two propositions, in [13], Hiremath gave an example of two
Lindelöf spaces whose product is not star Lindelöf. Therefore, the product of
Lindelöf spaces need not be star Menger either.

Proposition 4.9 ([13]). There are two Lindelöf spaces whose product is not
star Menger.

On one hand, Proposition 4.7 shows that, in particular, the product of a star
Menger space and a countably compact space need not be star Menger. On the
other hand, Proposition 4.8 shows that the product of a star Menger space and a
Lindelöf space need not be star Menger. In contrast to these results, we do have
that the product of a star Menger space with a compact space is star Menger.
In [2], the authors call a property P compactly productive if whenever X has
property P and Y is compact, then X × Y has property P . Also, they showed
that if P is a compactly productive property, then the star-P property is also
compactly productive. It follows that the star Menger property is compactly
productive. Moreover, since the countable union of Menger spaces is Menger,
it readily follows that the star Menger property is also preserved by countable
unions. So, we obtain

Proposition 4.10. If X is a star Menger space and Y is σ-compact, then the
product X × Y is a star Menger space. In particular, the product of a star
Menger space and a compact space is star Menger.

We can even get a small generalization of last proposition.

Proposition 4.11. If X is a star Menger space and Y is a Lindelöf locally
(σ-)compact space, then the product X × Y is star Menger.

Proof. Let U be an open cover of X × Y . For each y ∈ Y , fix an open neigh-
bourhood Vy of y such that Vy is (σ-)compact. By Proposition 4.10, X × Vy is
star Menger, for each y ∈ Y . Hence, for each y ∈ Y , there is a Menger subspace
My of X × Vy such that X × Vy ⊆ St(My,U). On the other hand, since Y is
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a Lindelöf space and the collection {Vy : y ∈ Y } is an open cover of Y , there
exists a countable subcover V of {Vy : y ∈ Y }. Let us denote V = {Vyn

: n ∈ ω}
and define M =

⋃

{Myn
: n ∈ ω}. Then M is a Menger subspace of X × Y and

X × Y = St(M,U). Thus, X × Y is star Menger.

It is worth mentioning that Proposition 4.11 can also be obtained by noting
the following immediate remark.

Remark 4.12. Let X be a locally (σ-)compact space. Then X is Lindelöf if
and only if X is σ-compact.

Regarding to continuous mappings, in [2], it was observed that if P is a
topological property that is preserved under continuous images, then the star-P
property is also preserved under continuous images. Since the Menger property
is preserved by continuous images (see [38]), then we obtain the following,

Proposition 4.13. The continuous image of a star Menger space is star Menger.

Now, we may wonder about inverse images of star Menger spaces under
perfect, open or closed mappings. For the cases of open and closed mappings,
this property is not preserved by taking inverse images as we see below.

Proposition 4.14. The inverse image of a star Menger space under a contin-
uous open and closed mapping need not be star Menger.

Proof. Let D(ω1) be a discrete space of size ω1 and ∞ be a point not in D(ω1).
We consider the function f : D(ω1) → {∞} such that for each α ∈ ω1, f(dα) =
∞. It is clear that f is a continuous, open, closed mapping and the space {∞}
being a star Menger space. However, the inverse image f−1[{∞}] which isD(ω1)
is not star Menger as it is an uncountable discrete space.

It turns out that for perfect mappings we also have the same.

Proposition 4.15. The star Menger property need not be preserved under
preimages of perfect mappings.

Proof. Let A be an uncountable almost disjoint family on ω. We consider the
space X = A(Ψ(A))\ (ω×{1}) and let π : X → Ψ(A) be projection on the first
coordinate. Then, π is a perfect mapping. Now, since Ψ(A) is separable, it is
star Menger. However, its preimage π−1[Ψ(A)], which is X , is not star Menger.
Indeed, note that the subset A × {1} is an uncountable open and closed set
which consist of isolated points in X . Thus, A × {1} is not star Menger and,
by Proposition 4.4, we conclude that X is not star Menger either.

However, we can add an extra condition to perfect mappings so that preim-
ages do preserve the star Menger property. Before of giving such a condition,
let us show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.16. The perfect preimage of a Menger space is Menger.
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Proof. Suppose f : X → Y is a perfect mapping with Y being a Menger space.
Let (Un)n∈ω be a sequence of open covers of X . For each n ∈ ω, let us denote
Un = {Uα : α ∈ In}. Thus, for each n ∈ ω and for each y ∈ Y , there exists a
finite subset Fn

y of In such that f−1(y) ⊆
⋃

α∈Fn
y
Uα. We let, for each n ∈ ω and

for each y ∈ Y , V n
y = Y \ f [X \

⋃

α∈Fn
y
Uα]. Note that for each n ∈ ω and for

each y ∈ Y , V n
y is an open neighbourhood of y. Now, we define for each n ∈ ω,

Wn = {V n
y : y ∈ Y }. Thus, each Wn is an open cover of Y . Since Y is Menger,

for each n ∈ ω there is a finite subcollection Gn of Wn such that
⋃

{Gn : n ∈ ω}
is an open cover of Y . Denote, for each n ∈ ω, Gn = {V n

yi
: i ≤ k(n)}. Hence,

we have the following

X = f−1[Y ] = f−1

[

⋃

{V n
yi

: i ≤ k(n), n ∈ ω}
]

=
⋃

{f−1[V n
yi
] : i ≤ k(n), n ∈ ω}

=
⋃

{f−1[Y \ f [X \
⋃

α∈Fn
yi

Uα]] : i ≤ k(n), n ∈ ω}

=
⋃

{X \ f−1[f [X \
⋃

α∈Fn
yi

Uα]] : i ≤ k(n), n ∈ ω}

⊆
⋃

{
⋃

α∈Fn
yi

Uα : i ≤ k(n), n ∈ ω}.

Thus, if we define, for each n ∈ ω, Vn = {Uα : α ∈ Fn
yi
, i ≤ k(n)}, then Vn is a

finite subcollection of Un, for each n ∈ ω, that satisfies that
⋃

{Vn : n ∈ ω} is
an open cover of X . We conclude that X is a star Menger space.

Proposition 4.17. If f : X → Y is an open perfect mapping and Y is a star
Menger space, then X is star Menger.

Proof. Let U be an open cover of X . For each y ∈ Y , let Uy be a finite subcol-
lection of U such that f−1(y) ⊆

⋃

Uy with the property that, for every U ∈ Uy,
f−1(y) ∩ U 6= ∅. Since f is a closed mapping, we can choose an open neigh-
bourhood Vy of y such that f−1[Vy] ⊆

⋃

Uy, for each y ∈ Y . Moreover, given
that f is an open mapping, we can choose each Vy so that Vy ⊆

⋂

U∈Uy
f [U ].

The collection V = {Vy : y ∈ Y } is an open cover of Y with Y being a star
Menger space. Therefore, there exists N ⊆ Y Menger such that St(N,V) = Y .
By Lemma 4.16, the set M = f−1[N ] is a Menger subspace of X . Let us
show that St(M,U) = X . Let x ∈ X . Then, there exists y ∈ Y such that
f(x) ∈ Vy and Vy ∩ N 6= ∅. Since x ∈ f−1[Vy ] ⊆

⋃

Uy, there exists U0 ∈ Uy

such that x ∈ U0. Moreover, considering that Vy ⊆ f [U ] for each U ∈ Uy,
then, in particular, Vy ⊆ f [U0] and therefore, f [U0] ∩ N 6= ∅. It follows that
U0 ∩ f−1[N ] = U0 ∩ M 6= ∅. Thus, x ∈ St(M,U). This shows that X is star
Menger.

Let us finish this section by mentioning some facts on the Alexandroff du-
plicate. It is well-known and easy to prove that for the Menger property, we
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have that a space X is Menger if and only if its Alexandroff duplicate A(X)
is Menger. Therefore, we may wonder about the behaviour of the star Menger
property on the Alexandroff duplicate. To answer this question, we give the
following example:

Example 4.18. There exists a Tychonoff (pseudocompact) star Menger space
X such that its Alexandroff duplicate A(X) is not star Menger.

Proof. Let X = Ψ(A) with A being a mad family on ω. Then, it is obviously
that X is a Tychonoff pseudocompact star Menger space. Furthermore, since A
is a closed discrete subset of X , then A× {1} is an uncountable clopen subset
of A(X) which consists of isolated points. It follows that A × {1} cannot be
star Menger. Consequently, A(X) is not a star Menger space either, as the star
Menger property is inherited by clopen subsets (see Proposition 4.4).

Despite the previous example, we do have the converse. That is, if A(X) is
star Menger, then X is star Menger. In fact, something stronger holds as the
following result shows; we refer the reader to [34] for details.

Theorem 4.19. Let X be a topological space. The following are equivalents:

(a) e(X) ≤ ω;

(b) e(A(X)) ≤ ω;

(c) A(X) is star countable;

(d) A(X) is star σ-compact;

(e) A(X) is star Menger;

(f) A(X) is star Lindelöf;

(g) A(X) is SL (see Section 3).

5 Equivalences on some classes

In this section, we point out some immediate consequences of some results found
in the literature which are related to the star Menger property. Some of these
consequences tell us in which classes the star Menger property coincides with
some other properties.

Recall that a space X is said to be σ-paraLindelöf if every open cover of X
admits a σ-locally countable open refinement. In [13], Hiremath obtained that
in the class of σ-paraLindelöf spaces, the Lindelöf and star Lindelöf properties
coincide. Thus, we have the following,

Proposition 5.1. Let X be a σ-paraLindelöf space. Then, the following are
equivalent:

(a) X is Lindelöf;
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(b) X is star Menger;

(c) X is star Lindelöf.

Recall that a development for a spaceX is a sequence of open covers (Un)n∈ω

such that for each x ∈ X , the family {St(x,Un) : n ∈ ω} is a local base at x.
Thus, a Moore space is a regular space with a development. In [1], the authors
proved that in the class of Moore spaces, separability and the star Lindelöf
property are equivalent. As a consequence, we have,

Proposition 5.2. If X is a Moore space, then the following are equivalent:

(a) X is separable;

(b) X is star Menger;

(c) X is star Lindelöf.

On the other hand, in [2], the authors investigated the question as to when
a feebly Lindelöf space has countable extent. Classes of spaces where this fact
occurs is in the class of GO spaces (see [2]) and in the class of normal P -spaces
(see [2] and also [1]). In other words, in the class of GO spaces as well as in
the class of normal P -spaces, the feebly Lindelöf property and having countable
extent are equivalent. Thus, we obtain the following immediate consequences:

Proposition 5.3. If X is either a GO-space or a normal P -space, then the
following are equivalent:

(a) e(X) ≤ ω;

(b) X is star Menger;

(c) X is feebly Lindelöf.

Besides the two classes mentioned above, the authors ([2]) also showed that
certain feebly Lindelöf subproducts of ω2

1
have countable extent. Namely, the

product of two stationary sets of ω1 is feebly Lindelöf if and only if it has count-
able extent (if and only if it is normal). Therefore, we also have equivalences like
in Proposition 5.3 for this kind of products. However, for arbitrary subspaces
of ω2

1
, it was obtained that having countable extent is equivalent to having the

star Lindelöf property ([2]). Thus, we have the following,

Proposition 5.4. Let X be a subspace of ω2

1
. The following are equivalent:

(a) e(X) ≤ ω;

(b) X is star Menger;

(c) X is star Lindelöf.

Regarding to countable powers of ω1, in [1], it was obtained that same equiv-
alence holds for subspaces of ωω

1 . Namely, if X is a subspace of ωω
1 , then X is

star Lindelöf if and only if X has countable extent. Hence,
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Proposition 5.5. Suppose X ⊆ ωω
1
. Then, the following are equivalent:

(a) e(X) ≤ ω;

(b) X is star Menger;

(c) X is star Lindelöf.

Now, in relation to Cp-theory, the following Arkhangel’skii result is well-
known,

Theorem 5.6 ([3]). Let X be a dyadic compact space and Y ⊆ Cp(X). Then
nw(Y ) = l(Y ).

As a consequence of it, we can prove the following equivalences in function
spaces.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose X is a dyadic compact space. The following are
equivalent:

(a) Cp(X) is star countable;

(b) Cp(X) is star Menger;

(c) Cp(X) is star Lindelöf.

Proof. We just need to prove (c) implies (a). Assume Cp(X) is star Lindelöf
and let U be an open cover of Cp(X). We take a Lindelöf L ⊆ Cp(X) such that
St(L,U) = Cp(X). By Theorem 5.6, L has a countable network. This implies
that Cp(X) is star separable, that is, Cp(X) is star countable.

Remark 5.8. In Theorem 1.37 of [1], it was obtained that X is metrizable
provided X is a dyadic compact space and Cp(X) is star Lindelöf.

We finish this section by mentioning a last interesting fact in this topic.
Every Tychonoff space can be embedded as a closed Gδ in a Tychonoff star
σ-compact space (see [2]). Therefore, as an immediate consequence of it, same
situation happens for the star Menger case. For convenience of the reader, we
present the idea to prove this fact.

Corollary 5.9. If X is a Tychonoff space, then X can be embedded as a closed
Gδ subset in a Tychonoff star Menger space.

Proof. Let Y = (βX × ω) ∪ (X × {ω}) with the topology inherited from βX ×
(ω + 1). Since ω is Menger, βX × ω is a Menger dense subset of Y . Thus, Y
is a star Menger space. In addition, X is homeomorphic to X × {ω} where the
last set is a closed Gδ set in Y .
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6 Further study and some general problems

In this section, by looking at star kernel satisfying some selection hypotheses,
we give some schemes that provide several new classes of topological spaces;
some general questions are posed about them. First, we recall some classical
well-known selection principles. Given an infinite set X , let A and B be col-
lections of families of subsets of X . In [27], Scheepers introduced the following
general forms of classical selection principles:

S1(A ,B): For any sequence {An : n ∈ ω} of elements of A there is a se-
quence {Bn : n ∈ ω} such that for each n ∈ ω, Bn ∈ An and {Bn : n ∈ ω} is an
element of B.

Sfin(A ,B): For any sequence {An : n ∈ ω} of elements of A there is a se-
quence {Bn : n ∈ ω} such that for each n ∈ ω, Bn is a finite subset of An and
⋃

{Bn : n ∈ ω} is an element of B.

Ufin(A ,B): For each sequence {An : n ∈ ω} of elements of A there is a
sequence {Bn : n ∈ ω} such that for each n ∈ ω, Bn is a finite subset of An and
{
⋃

Bn : n ∈ ω} is an element of B.

There are several classes of open covers for a given space X (see [27], [17]):

(1) O denotes the collection of all open covers of X .

(2) Λ denotes the collection of all large covers of X ; an open cover U of X is
large if for each x ∈ X , x belongs to infinitely many elements of U .

(3) Ω denotes the collection of all ω-covers of X ; an open cover U of X is an
ω-cover if each finite subset of X is contained in some element of U and
X is not an element of U .

(4) Γ denotes the collection of all γ-covers of X ; an open cover U of X is a
γ-cover if U is infinite and for each x ∈ X , x belongs to all but finitely
many elements of U .

It is not difficult to note that Γ ⊆ Ω ⊆ Λ ⊆ O. Note that Sfin(O,O) defines
the Menger property. Other well-known classical selection properties are the
Rothberger and Hurewicz properties; S1(O,O) defines the Rothberger property
and Ufin(O,Γ) defines the Hurewicz property.

The above notation motivates the following classes of star-P spaces:

Definition 6.1. Let A ,B ∈ {O,Λ,Ω,Γ}. We say that a space X is

1. star-S1(A ,B) if for any open cover U of the space X, there exists a
set Y ⊆ X such that it satisfies the selection hypothesis S1(A ,B) and
St(Y,U) = X.
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2. star-Sfin(A ,B) if for any open cover U of the space X, there exists a
set Y ⊆ X such that it satisfies the selection hypothesis Sfin(A ,B) and
St(Y,U) = X.

3. star-Ufin(A ,B) if for any open cover U of the space X, there exists a
set Y ⊆ X such that it satisfies the selection hypothesis Ufin(A ,B) and
St(Y,U) = X.

Previous definition is in fact, three schemes that generate several classes of
spaces; each of those three cases give us potentially sixteen topological proper-
ties1. For instance, the class star-Sfin(O,O) defines the star Menger property
studied in this work; other classes which its investigation would be interesting
are the star Rothberger property, defined by the class star-S1(O,O) and, the
star Hurewicz property, defined by the class star-Ufin(O,Γ). Moreover, we have
the following general problems (when applicable). Let A and B range over the
set {O,Λ,Ω,Γ}

Question 6.2. Do there exist examples for each class of spaces star-Sfin(A ,B)?
Same question apply for the classes star-S1(A ,B) and star-Ufin(A ,B).

Question 6.3. Is it true that the classes defined from the schemes of the Defi-
nition 6.1 are different each other?

Question 6.4. Make an study for each property obtained from Definition 6.1.
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Comment. Math. Univ. Carolin. 57 (3) 2016 pp. 381-395.

[26] M. Sakai, Star versions of the Menger property, Topology Appl. 176 (2014) 22-34.

[27] M. Scheepers, Combinatorics of open covers I: Ramsey Theory, Topol. Appl., 69
(1996), 31-62.

25

http://at.yorku.ca/v/a/a/a/19.htm


[28] Y.K. Song, A pseudocompact Tychonoff space that is not star Lindelöf, Bull. Aust.
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