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ABSTRACT: In the paper there are considered the topologies de-
fined in real linear spaces: the core topology, the topology gen-
erated by the family of directionally continuous functions, and
the topology defined by Klee in [7]. The notion of the last one
is extended to infinite dimensional case by means of the finite
topology investigated by Kakutani and Klee [5]. Some properties
of the finite topology are proved. The main result says that every
one of considered topologies contain essentially the next one in
the order listed above.
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1. Introduction and Basic Notions

In the paper we deal with some topological spaces defined in real linear
spaces. We establish the inclusions between them. The strongest of them
is the core topology [6, p.446]. It is stronger than topology generated by
the family of all directionally continuous functions. The weakest of them is
the topology defined by Klee [7, p.27-28] in finite dimensional case. Taking
use of the concept of the finite topology [5, p.55-56] we extend it for infinite
dimensional spaces. To do it we have to state some properties of the finite
topology. Before we give definitions of all these topologies, we establish
the notation and terminology. We base on the monography [1], the page
references are to its Polish edition.

The sets of natural, real and nonnegative numbers are denoted by N, R
and R, respectively. The letter X always stands for a real linear space,
and its zero element is written as 0. The closed line segment between points
a,b € X is designated as

(a,b) ={ a4+ (1—-=XNb:0< A< 1},

analogical denotations are used for open and semiopen intervals, e.g. (a,b) =
(a,b)\ {b}. For any sets S C Rand A, B C X and for any s € S and z € X
we write

SA = {sa:se€S,ae A}, sA = {s}A,
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A+B ={a+b:acAbe B}, x+B = {z}+ B.

If A and B are sets contained in linear subspaces L and M, respectively,
and LN M = {0}, then A+ B is called, as usually, a direct sum and denoted
by A& B.

We write ), a; when almost all summing elements a; are equal to 0.

The linear space spanned by the set A C X is defined as the set

Lin(A) = {Z apug : ap €ER, ug € A} )

k

The restriction of the function f to the set A contained in the domain of
f is denoted by f|A, and f~1(B) = {a : f(a) € B} is the inverse-image of
the function f assuming values in the set B.

sup {fx : k=1,2,...,n} is the function ¢ defined by the formula

o(r) = sup{fir(z) : k=1,2,...,n}.

The cardinal of N is denoted by Np.

The strongest topology in X such that in every finite dimensional sub-
space L of X it induces the Euclidean topology, is called a finite topology
(see [5,p.55]) and is denoted by 7(X). We refer to it as to a natural, or
usual, topology in X.

Int A, C1 A, Fr A denote the interior, the closure and the boundary set of
theset A C X (in X, in the natural topology in X), respectively. Sometimes,
to make our consideration more legible, we write Intx A, Clx A, Frx A.

Given a subset L of X, the topology induced in L by the topology
n in X is denoted by n|L. Sometimes it is called a subspace topology.
The interior, the closure and the boundary set of the set A in the topology
induced in L are denoted by Inty A, Clp A, Frp A, respectively.

Let A be any subset of X. The core of A with respect to X, denoted by
Corx A, is defined to be the subset of A such that a € Corx A if and only
if for every z € X \ {a} there exists an element y in the segment (a,z) such
that (a,y) C A. We will write Cor A instead of Corx A if it is clear which
space X is considered. Following [4] we call a set A a core set if A = Cor A.
In [9] and [8] it is called an algebraically open set. Obviously, the empty set
() is core set. Examples of sets, for which

Cor CorA # CorA

are given in [4] and [9].

It is obvious that the family of all core sets is a topology. This topo-
logy is called a core topology, and it is denoted by 71(X), or 7 if it is
clear in which space X it is considered. It was first defined by V.L.Klee in
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1951 [6]. The core topology is an initial point to define such topologies as
approximate-core topology, core-almost everywhere topology, Hashimoto-core
topology etc, see e.g. [2], [11], [12], [3].

The investigation of core topologies has been continued by Klee in [7],
where he also dealt with an other topology (however only in finite dimen-
sional spaces) which in this paper is to be denoted by 73(X), or 73. To
define this topology let us introduce the notion of a Klee pair. A pair (U, F)
of subsets U, FF C X is called a Klee pair for a point x € X if U is open
in 7(X),F C U, {x} UF is closed and x € Cor({z} U F'). Now, the Klee
topology in X is called the topology, the base of which is the family of all
open sets in 7(X) and all sets of the form {x} UU, where z € X, and U
is open in 7(X) and has a subset F' of X such that (U, F) is the Klee pair
for z.

Another topology we deal with in our paper with is to be denoted by
T2(X), or 72, and called a directional topology. By definition, it is the
topology generated in X by the family of all directionally continuous func-
tions on X. Let’s recall that a real-valued function f on X is called direc-
tionally continuous if for each line L C X its restriction f|L is continuous
on L.

For any i € {1,2,3}, the interior, the closure and the frontier of a set A
with respect to the #-th topology 7;(X) are denoted Int; A, Cl;A and Fr; A,
respectively. A set open in the topology 7;(X) is called i-open set. Analogous
symbolism is applied to other notions related to topologies 7;(X), so we
have i-curves, i-compactness etc. When we write that a property holds for
the index j we mean that it holds for all three topologies 7;(X), i.e. for
j=1,2,3. If a property holds also for the topology 7, we embrace the index
Jj in parethesis, so we have e.g. (j)-open sets. We point out that the notions
such as open set, closure, component, which are not preceded by the index j,
relate to the natural topology, unless it is expressively indicated otherwise.

2. Some Remarks on Investigated Topologies

Theorem 1. Let L be a linear variety in X. The topology induced in L
by the topology 7(X) or 7;(X) is identical with the topology T(L) and 7;(L),
respectively. In case X = R all four topologies 7(X) and 7;(X) are identical.

Proof. We start with case X = R. First, 71(R) = 7(R) because every
core subset A of the space R is open. Next, 72(R) = 7(R) because any
function f : R — R directionally continuous is continuous. To show that
73(R) = 7(R) we take arbitrary open set B C R, a number h € R and a set
F such that (B, F) is the Klee pair for h. Then h belongs to an interval
(a,b) C {h} U F. Therefore {h} U B is open.
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Now we go to investigate spaces X of dimension greater than 1. The
equality 7(L) = 7(X)|L holds true because the variety L N M is finite di-
mensional for arbitrary finite dimensional subspace M of X. The identity
71(L) = 11 (X)|L is proved in [4, p.240]. To see that m(L) = mo(X)|L, first
we notice that for any function f : X — R and any set A C R there holds
the equality p~1(A) = f~1(A) N L, where ¢ = f|L. So, the restriction ¢
of a directionally continuous function f on X is directionally continuous on
L. Let X = L& M and ¢(l+m) = f(l) for all | € L and m € M. Then
Y1 (A) = f~1(A) @ M for every directionally continuous function f on L.
Consequently, for every directionally continuous function f on X and g on
L there exist directionally continuous functions ¢ on L and ¢ on X such
that ¢ = f|L and &|L = g. Therefore

fHUNL=¢'(U) and £HU)NL=g""(U)

for every open set U C R. It says that a set G is 2-open in L iff there exists
a 2-open set GG1 in X such that G = G; N L. This states the equality of
topologies m»(L) and that induced in L by 72(X).

To prove the last equality, i.e. 73(L) = 73(X)|L, we start with the obser-
vation that a set F' is closed in 7(X) iff for every finite dimensional subspace
M of X the intersection F'N M is closed in M. Thus, if (G, F) is the Klee
pair for h € X, then (GNL, FNL) is also the Klee pair for h, provided h € L.
It implies that the topology induced in L by 73(X) is weaker than 73(L).
There is no loss of generality when in the proof of the inverse implication
we assume that L is a subspace of X. Let’s take a set G = G U {h} such
that (G, F1) is the Klee pair in L for the point h € L. Let M denote a
complementary space to L in X, and let U be an open set in X such that
M@ {h}\{h} CU and UNL = (. Let’s define G} = (GLUU) & M and
F| = (FLu{h})® M\ {h}. Then (G', FY) is the Klee pair in X for the point
h. This means that G} U {h} is 3-open in X. This gives that the topology
induced by 73(X) in L is equal to the topology 73(L). And this also closes
the proof. |

Taking into account Theorem 1 we will abbreviate the denotations in
7;(X) and 7;(L), to 7; in every case it does not lead to missunderstanding.
From the proof of Theorem 1, as well as from [4,p.240], it follows

Corollary 1. Let L be a linear variety in the space X. If G C X
is an open or i-open set, where i € {1,2}, and M 1is the subspace which
complements L to X, then the set G & M is open or i-open, respectively.

Corollary 2. Every linear variety in the space X is (j)-closed.

Proof. Obviously, if L is a subspace of X and codim(L) = 1, then L is
closed set in the topology 7. Analogous property holds in topologies 7 and
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73. In the topology 7 it is enough to assume that L ®R = X and define the
function f by the formula f(I +r) = r for all [l € L and r € R. Naturally,
the function f is directionally continuous in X. Thus the subspace L is a
closed set.

Now it follows that the intersection of any family of such subspaces
is (j)-closed set. Since every subspace is an intersection of subspaces of
codimension equal to 1, so every subspace is (j)-closed. Obviously, if A is
(j)-closed subset of X, then for arbitrary element = € X the set x + A is
(j)-closed. Therefore every linear variety is (j)-closed. This completes the
proof. |

Now we are going to prove our main result, namely that the topology
is essentially weaker than 7 and it is essentially stronger than 73. To state
these inclusions we have to exhibit some properties of considered topologies.
The first one is related to the result proved in [4, p.245]: 1-closure of a
non-empty l-open subset of R™ contains a non-empty open set. In view of
Corollary 2 this result may be formulated as

Theorem 2. Let L be a finite dimensional subspace of X, and G be an
1-open set in X having at least one element common with L. Then there
exists a non-empty open set U C L such that U C Cl1G.

Corollary 3. If G1 and G2 are disjoint 1-open non-empty sets in X,
then

Int;, (Cl (Gl N L)) N Inty, (Cl <G2 N L)) =10
for every finite dimensional subspace L of X.

Proof. Let’s suppose that the above intersection of the interiors, denoted
here by U, is non-empty. Then the sets G1 NU and G N U are dense in U.
Since each open set is 1-open, the set G; NU is 1-open in L. Therefore, by
Theorem 2, in L there exists a non-empty open set V' contained in Cly (G N
U). SoV C U and G2 NV is dense in V. Therefore, by Theorem 2, in L
there exists a non-empty open set W contained in Cl;(G2NV). G; and G2
are disjoint, so W N Gy = (). Resuming we see that W Cc U C CI(G; N U).
Just obtained relation W C CI(G; NU) and the relation W N Gy = ) are
contradictory. This way the proof is completed. |

Corollary 3 does not hold in the infinite dimensional case, and it is to
be shown in paper in preparation. Here we show that in Theorem 2 the
assumption on the finite dimensionality of the space X can not be suspended.
It is verified below, where we construct an 1-open set such that its closure
has the empty interior in the natural topology .
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Example 1. Let X be a countable dimensional linear space. We can
identify it with the space of all real sequences having finite number of
non-zero elements. We can write

[e.¢]
X =Jr",
n=1
where R™ C R™ for m < n, i.e. we identify a point x = (x1,z2,...,2m,0,...,

0) € R™ with the point x = (x1,z2,...,Tn) € R™. Let the set {a, : n € N}
be dense in R and let differentiable functions f;,, g,, where n € N, on R be
such that

(1) fn,gn are odd,

(2) 0 < fulr) < gn(r) for all r > 0,

(3) gn(r) — faul(r) <272 for all r > 0,

(4) their derivatives f/, g/, vanish at 0,

(5) fn,gn are convex in an interval (0,7) with an r > 0.

For every natural n > 2 we define the sets .S,, C X as follows: an element
r = (x) € Sy iff

1° z, >0 and fu(z,) < 21— ap < gn(xy)
or 2° 1z, <0 and gn(x,) <x1—an < fulx,).

It’s obvious that the sharp inequalities in above relations produce sets Int S,
and Cl1S,, = S, U P,, where P, is the set of elements () € X such that
1 = an, Ty, = 0 and other x;’s are arbitrary real numbers.

By the definition of the set S, the n-th element z, in the sequence
(x) € Sy is non-zero, so R™ N S, = 0 for m < n. We define S = U2,S,
and we wish to show that for arbitrary m < n the set R” N (X \ S) \ R™ is
non-empty. We will show even more: (I"\ S)\ R™ # () where I = (—r,r)
and r is an arbitrary positive number. Since R" N S, = 0 for n < k, so
I"N Sy, = (. Therefore

"N(X\S)=TI"\Up_Sk.
Taking into account that for k = 2,3,...,n there holds
p(I™ N S) < (2r)r272n

where p is the usual measure in R”, we have

p(Im\ S) > ZMI"ﬂSk
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Since p(R™) =0, so pu((I™\ S) \ R™) > 0, and it proves that (I™\ .S)\ R™
is not empty.

Now we are going to show that the set X \ S is 1-open. In this aim we
take an arbitrary z = (z3) € X \ S and arbitrary y = (yx) € X \ {z}.
Obviously, there exists a natural number m such that both x,y € R™. We
will show that in the interval (x,y) there exists an element z such that the
interval (z,z) C X \ S. We will show that for every k = 2,3..., m there
exists element z;, € (x,y) such that (z,z;) C R™\ Sk.

We have to consider two cases

() ze€R™\Cl Sy

In case () we have x € Intgm (R \ Sk), and it proves that there exists
an element z;, we looked for.

Let’s now consider the case (). Let’s take a Hamel base of the space
X composed of elements by, = (0y;), where 0y, is the Kronecker delta. If
y € Py, then (z,y) C R™\ Si because P, NSy = 0. It proves the existense
of a desired zi. If y € Py, by p we denote the projection from R" onto Lj =
Lin ({b1,b}), so p(x) = (x1,2%), p(y) = (y1,yx). From conditions (1) and
(5) it follows that there exists u € (p(x), p(y)) such that (p(x),u) C Lj \ Sk.
Let My = Lin ({b2,b3,...,b,} \ {br}). Then (p(z),u) & My C R™\ Si and
(p(z),u) ® My C (p(x),p(y)) & My. Therefore in the set {u} & M there
exists an element z; we looked for. Hence for every k = 2,3,...,m there
exists zp € (z,y) such that (x,z;) C R™ \ Si. In consequence, (x,z) =
Nreo(z, 2i) C R™\ Uity Sk. Since S, NR™ = ) for n > m, so (z,z) C
R™\ Upey Sk =R™\ S C X\ S.

Now we are going to prove that Int (X \ IntS) = 0.

Suppose that there exists an open non-empty set U C X \ IntS.

Then

U c X\Cl(IntS) c X\ J C18,.
n=2
Let’s fix m € N. Since S, NR™ = () for n > m and C1S,, = S, U P,, so
Cl1(Sp)NR™ = P,NR™ = {a,} @ R™!
Therefore

(e} o
R™NUcR™\ [JCS, cR™\ | (P.NR™) =R"\Z,

n=2 n=m-+1

o0
where Z = |J {an} ®R™ L
n=m+1
Since the set {a, : n > m} is dense in R, so Z is dense in R™. Since

R™ N U is open, so the inclusion R™ N U C R™ \ Z cannot hold. This
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contradiction shows that Int (X \ IntS) = (. Therefore Int (C1(X \ S)) = 0.
So the constructed set S fulfills requirements: X \ S is 1-open and its closure
has the empty interior.

Below we give a simple example of the set A in the infinite dimen-
sional space X such that IntxA = () and for every n € N one can take
a n-dimensional subspace L C X such that Inty, (AN L) # 0.

Example 2. Let B = {b; : t € T} be a Hamel base of X, and
A = Conv (BU{0}). Let’s take a finite number of elements b1, b, ..., by,
of B and let’s denote L = Lin ({b1,bo,...,by}). Then for any element
z € Inty, (AN L) we have x = Y ;| A;b;, where >, A; =1 and A\; > 0 for
i=1,2,...,m. At last, let’s take b € B\ L and define M = L + Rb. It’s
clear that AN M = Conv (B U {b} U {0}). Therefore = ¢ Intys (AN M), so
T ¢ IntxA.

A more advanced case is presented in [5, p55]. There it is shown that
there exists a set A in the infinite dimensional space X such that 0 € Inty A
for every finite dimensional space L and 0 ¢ Intx A.

Otherwise than in the above examples, in the next part we state that
under some assumptions a set is open if its intersection with some subspaces
is open. Precisely, it holds true

Lemma 1. Let L be a family of subspaces of X which are linearly ordered
by the inclusion, and UL = X. For every L € L let Gy, be open set in L,
and let G, C Gpr if L € M. Then the set G = U{GL : L € L} is open
mn X.

Proof. We can choose a well-ordered subfamily M C £ such that UM =
X. This way we have M = {L, : @ < v}, where «, v are ordinals. Let’s take
an element x € G. Obviously, there exists §y < v such that x € Gg,, where
G = Gr,. We will show that in G there exists an open set U containing .
In this aim we construct the family {Ug : 8 < v} such that for every ordinal
number 3, where Gy < 8 < =, the following conditions hold

(i) Ugisopenin Lg
(i) UgcCGp
(i) Us=UgN Ly for a < f.

Inductively, we start with Ug, = Gg, and we assume that for some ordinary
number ¢ there are already defined, for all 3 < ¢, the sets Ug satisfying
conditions (i)-(iii), and we define U,. There are two cases possible: or ¢
has its immediate preceding numer d, or ¢ is a limit ordinal, i.e. it is not a
successor ordinal.

If o = § 41, we take the subspace M complementary to Ls in the space L,
and we set U, = (Us @ M)NG,. It is easy to see that U, satisfies conditions
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(i)-(ii).

If  is a limit ordinal, we set

U, = |J Us.
B<ep

For every (3 < ¢ there holds Lg N U, = Ug, so Lg N U, is open. Indeed, if
L is finite dimensional subspace in L, then the open set LNU, = LN U,
for each ordinary number a < ¢ such that L C L,. Now it is clear that U,
satisfies conditions (i)-(iii). Now we set

U=JUs

B<y

and we argue as above to conclude that the set U is contained in G, is open
in X and contains . Thus G is open, and it makes the proof complete. W

Theorem 3. The topological space (X, T) is hereditarily normal.

Proof. Let v denote the limit ordinal such that card v = dim X, let

{ba : @ < v} be a Hamel base of the space X (with elements identified by
ordinal & > 1), and let X3 = Lin ({bo : @ < 3}), where 8 > 2. The proof
is by the transfinite induction, so we will assume that for some ordinary
number 6 (where 2 < § < «) the space (Xg,7) is hereditarily normal if
B < § and we will show that (X, 7) is also hereditarily normal.
Obviously, the space (X3, 7) is hereditarily normal if 5 € N, so it is enough
to consider ordinals & > Ng. If § is not an initial ordinal, there exists an
ordinal ¢’ < ¢ such that card ' = cardd. Therefore cardé = cardd’ =
dim Xy = dim X and, consequently, (Xs,7) is hereditarily normal. In case
0 is an initial ordinal, we consider two separated sets A, B, i.e. sets satisfying
conditions ANCI(B) = Cl(A)NB = () both in X;. For every ordinal number
B such that 2 < 8 and 3 < 0 we will define sets G 3, Hg such that

(1) Gg, Hg, are open in Xg,

(2) AnXzC Ggand BNXg C Hg,

(3) Gﬁ/ C G@N and Hg/ C Hg// for all ﬂ/ < ﬂ”,
(4) GgnHg =0,

(5) G5 C X5\ C1B and Hz C X;\ ClA.

For 3 = 2 the hereditary normalness of the space (R?,7) guarantees that
in R? there exist sets G’ and H' satisfying conditions (1), (2) and (4). Since
the sets A and B are separated, so there exist open sets G” and H” such
that A C G” C X5\ B and B C H” C X5\ A. It is easy to see now that the
intersections

Gy =G'NG" and Hy = H' N H"
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satisfies conditions (1)-(5), the condition (3) being satisfied by definition (for
B < 2 there do not exist sets Gz and Hg).

Now we suppose that for any ordinal ¢, where 2 < ¢ < 4, and every
ordinal 3 < ¢ there are already defined sets Gg and H satisfying conditions
(1)-(5), and we are going to construct analogous sets G, and H,,.

There are two cases to be considered: ¢ has its predecessor or ¢ is a limit
ordinal.

We investigate the first case, i.e. when there exists an ordinal v such
that ¢ = ¢ + 1. We start with showing that the sets

Aw:(AﬂX@)UGw and Bd,:(BﬂX@)UHw

are separated. We do it by the verification that each component, A N X,
and Gy, of the set Ay is separated with every component, BN X, and Hy,
of the set By. Conditions (1) and (4) imply that G, and Hy, are separated.
The sets AN X, and BN X, are separated because A and B are separated.
By the condition (5) it is Cl(ANX,) N Hy C CL(ANX;5)N(X5\ClA) C
ClAN(Xs\ClA)=0.

At last, we go to state that

(ANX,) N ClHy =0 = (BNX,)N ClGy.
By Corollary 2 the subspace Xy, is closed, so C1 Hy, C Xy,. Hence
(AﬂXsa) N ClHy C (AQX¢) N ClHy C Gy N ClHy,

where the last inclusion is implied by (2). Since Gy is open in Xy, so by (4)
the intersection G, N Cl Hy, is empty, and it proves that (AN X,)NClH, =
(0. Similarly, (B N X,)NClIGy = 0. Now, all four possibilities examined, we
conclude that A, and B, are separated.

For (X, 7) is hereditarily normal, so there exist disjoint sets C' and D which
are open in X, and contain sets Ay and By, respectively. Since A and B
are separated, so

ANX,C X\CIB and BNX, C X\ ClA.
Futhermore, by (5) we have
Ay C X\CIB and By C X\ ClA.
Now it is not difficult to check that the sets

G,=CN(X\CIB) and H,=DnN(X\ ClA)
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satisfy conditions (1)-(5), and this concludes the proof in the first case.

In the second case, i.e. when ¢ is a limit ordinal, we set G, = Uw <y Gy and
H, = U¢<so Hy. By Lemma 1, both these sets are open in X,. They contain
sets AN X, and B N X, respectively. Since sets GG, and Hy, are disjoint
for all ¢ < ¢, so G, and H, are disjoint, too. Hence G, and H, satisfy
conditions (1), (2) and (4). It is not difficult to verify that they also satisfy
conditions (3) and (5). So, for every [ such that 2 < § and 5 < J there
exist the families of sets G3 and Hpg satisfying conditions (1)-(5). Therefore
the unions G = (Jz5Gg and H = (Jz5 Hp are open in X, are disjoint,
and contain A and B, respectively. By Theorem 2.1.7 in [1, p.96], the space
(Xs,7) is hereditarily normal.

We worked with ordinal § < -, so in virtue of the transfinite induction
the space (X,,7) is hereditarily normal. In view of the equality X, = X
this completes the proof. |

3. Theorems on Inclusions between Topologies

In this part of the paper we will prove the inclusions between topologies
71, 7o and 73. But first we show

Theorem 4. The basis of the topology T is the family of all sets of the
form f=1((0,00)), where f’s are directionally continuous functions.

Proof. Let F denote the set of all directionally continuous functions on
X. For arbitrary f € F and any r, s € R such that r < s the equality

F7H(r8) = 7 ((=o0,8) N f7H((r,00))
holds. Therefore

(1) FH(rys) = g7 ((0,00)) N AT ((0,00))

where g = —f + s,h = f — r, both functions in F.
Let P be the family of the subsets in X of the form f~1((r,s)), where
f € F and r < s. Obviously, the family P is a subbase of the topology 7o.

Let B be the base of the topology generated by P, i.e. B= |J B,, where
neN

B, = {ﬂAk:Al,AQ,...,AnEP}.

k=1

By (1) the base B is contained in the family of all finite intersections of
the family

B = {f71((0,0)): f € F}
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It’s clear that f~1((0,00)) is 2-open if f € F. Therefore the family B’ is
also a subbase of the topology 7.
It is obvious that

F7H(0,00)) = () £ (0, 00))
k=1

where f1, fo,..., fm € F and f = sup{fx : k = 1,2,...,m}. Hence the
family B’ is a base of 7. [ |

Now, at last, we are ready to prove

Theorem 5. In every real linear space of dimension greater than 1 the
topology T is essentially stronger then the topology To.

Proof. Let f be a directionally continuous function on X, and r < s.
Let’s denote U = f~1((r,s)) and let’s take an arbitrary z € U. Let P be
a straight line passing through z. It’s obvious that the restriction fp = f|P
is continuous on P and the set U N P is open. So there exist elements
y,z € P such that = € (y,2) C fp'((r,s)) C U. Therefore z € CorU. Since
x is taken arbitrarily in U, so Cor U = U, and it says that every 2-open set
is 1-open.

Now we will show that the inclusion 75 C 71 is sharp in X = R?. It means
we will find a set which is 1-open and is not 2-open. Let U be an open set
and G be an 1-open set such that GNU # () and U \ G is dense in U; such
a set exists by virtue of Lemma 1 in [4, p.241]. From Theorem 2 it follows
that there exists a non-empty open set V' such that V' C Cl; (U NG). The
set V' N G is not 2-open and we prove it by reductio ad absurdum. So we
suppose that VNG is 2-open. By Theorem 4, for every x € VNG there exists
a directionally continuous function f such that 2 € f~1((0,00)) C V N G.
Therefore f~! ((—00,0))D V' \ G. Then we take into consideration two sets:

A= () i m =1 (03))

where r = f(x). These 2-open sets are l-open and disjoint. Moreover,
x € ACVNG. Obviously,

e (=),

Since f is directionally continuous, so ClbB = f~!((—o0,%)). Hence
VNG CClaBCClB. Since V' \ G is dense in V, so V C ClB.

On the other hand, A is 1-open, so, by Theorem 2, there exists a non-empty
open set W such that W C Cl1A C ClA. It implies that W C ClA C
Cl(V NnG) c Cl1V. Further, since W and V are open, so W C J, where

J =Int (ClA)NInt (C1 B). It contradicts Corollary 3, where it is stated that
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J = (. This proves that the set G NV is not 2-open. Taking into account
that V' is open (and, in consequence, it is 2-open), we see that G' cannot be
2-open.

So we know that in R? there exists a set which is 1-open and is not
2-open. By Theorem 1 it follows that such a set exists in each space X of
dimension greater than 2. |

Arguing as in the second part of the proof of Theorem 5 for any finite
dimensional space (it is enough to replace R? by R") one can show

Corollary 4. Let G be an 1-open set. If there exists a finite dimensional
subspace L and an open set U C L such that UNG # 0 and L\ G is dense
in U, then G is not 2-open.

Note that Corollary 4 is slightly stronger than the result given in [8,
p.31], where Theorem 3 states that every directionally continuous function
is core continuous, and it is mentioned that this does not hold in the case
of pointwise continuity.

A different problem concerning core continuous functions is considered
by R.J.Pawlak in [10]. He asks do exist core continuous and bounded
real-valued functions on R? such that they are not almost continuous (a
function f mapping a topological space S in a topological space Y is called
almost continuous if, for every open set U C S x Y containing the graph
of f, U contains the graph of some continuous function from S in Y'). He
answers positively, see [10, p.466].

Theorem 6. In every real linear space of dimension greater than 1 the
topology o is essentially stronger than the topology T3.

Proof. In the proof we adopt the proof of Theorem 6 in |7, p.29], stating
that the topological space (R™,73) is completely regular. The key point of
this proof is the normality of the space (R™ \ {h}, 7) with arbitrary h € R".
From Theorem 3 it follows that the space (X \ {h},7) is normal in case
dim X > Ng, too.

Let G be a set belonging to the base of 73.

First we consider the case when G is an open set. Let z € G. It’s
clear that then there exists a continuous function f on X such that z €
f71((0,00)) C G. Obviously, f is directionally continuous. Hence for every
x € G there exists a 2-open set contained in G. It says that G is open.

Let now (G1, F1) be a Klee pair for h € X and G = G; U {h}. Let
F = Fy U{h}. Thanks to the normality of X \ {h} we can define a function
f+ X — (0,1) which is continuous on X \ {h} in the topology 7, and its
restrictions to sets F' and X \ G are f|F =1 and f|X \ G1 = 0, respectively.
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By the construction, f is directionally continuous. Thus, by Theorem 4, the
set G1 = f71((0,00)) is 2-open. It proves that 73 C 7.

We will show that this inclusion is sharp. First we investigate the case
X = R?. Here we find a 2-open set G which is not 3-open one. This set
will be symmetric with respect to both axes of the rectangular coordinate
system, i.e. a point (r1,72) € G iff (|r1],|r2|) € G, so we need to define G
only on the quarter Ri.

Let (s,,) be a decreasing sequence of positive real numbers tending to 0,
and let 7, ¢, x and 9 be real-valued functions defined on R} and such that:
(1) ~ is strictly convex and differentiate function,

(2) ¢, x and 9 are continuous functions,

(3) ©(0) = x(0) = 9(0) =~(0) = 0 and the derivative 7/(0) = 0,

(4) 0 <o(r) <x(r) <t(r) <y(r)if re § =Ry \ {sn:neN},

(5) ¢(sn) = x(sn) = ¥(sp) for each n € N,

(6) graphs of functions ¢, x and v are tangent to the lines {(s,,r) : r € R}

at points (sp,0),n € N.

Now we define the set G in Ri, symmetric with respect to both axes, by
the equality

GNRY ={(rt):0<t<x(r) and r € S}
U{(r,t) : ¢(t) <t <~(t) and r € (0,00)
U{(r,0) : r € Ry}

U{(r,t) : t > 2y(r) and r € (0,00)}.

We define the set F', also symmetric with respect to both axes, by the
formula

FNRZ ={(rt):0<t<y(r) and 7 € (0,00)}

{(sn,t) 0<t< (;n)}

t):t>3vy(r)and r € Ry}

2

C s8I

U

U{

We see that F is closed and F' C G. Let’s define another set, Y = R?\{(s, 0) :
s=0or |s| = s, with some n € N}.

By Theorem 3, the topological space (Y, 7) is normal. Thus the sets Y \ G
and F'NY are disjoint and closed in Y. Therefore there exists a continuous
function f:Y — (0,1) such that f|Y \ G =0 and f|F = 1. We extend the
function f over R? by putting f(z) = 1 for each € R?\ Y. It is obvious
that if x € R?\ Y, then 2 € Cor F. Therefore f is directionally continuous
and G = f~1((0,00)). This means that the set G is 2-open. It is also obvious
that if z € R?\ Y, then there does not exist its neighbourhood contained
in G. So there is no s > 0 such that the segment {(r,0) : —s < r < s} is

1

3
=
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contained in Int G. In consequence, there does not exists a closed set F such
that (G, E'\ {0}) is a Klee pair for 0. It implies that the set G is not 3-open
in R2.

By Theorem 1 this result is valid in any space X of dimension equal at

least 2. [ |
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