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For each triple a, 8,0 where a > 0 and 8 = &, are cardinal
numbers and o >0 is an ordinal number, S%,, is defined.
It is proved that S%,; is Hausdorff, paracompact and zero-
dimensional. Various topological properties of S%,, are dis-
cussed and are used to give examples.

It this paper the showering space Sg, is defined where a and g
are cardinal numbers and ® is an ordinal number. An important
characteristic of the showering spaces is that various topological
properties are determined by set theoretic properties of the indices
a, 8, and w. Thus, for example, whether or not S, is Baire is
essentially a question of whether or not w is a sequential ordinal.
Theorems of this nature are given in §1-§5. Specific examples using
these results, such as an almost P-space which contains a closed copy
of the space of rationals, are given in §6.

It has come to my attention that the special cases Sgf% and
Sit ., are defined in [3] and [1].

1. Definition and basic properties of showering spaces. Given
spaces will be assumed to be completely regular (Hausdorff). Let
a > 0 be a fixed cardinal number and let @ > 0 be a fixed ordinal
number. As usual we identify a cardinal with the initial ordinal of
that cardinal. If 7 and ¢ are ordinals, [7, d) will denote the half-open
interval {o|7 < p < 8} and [7, d] will denote the closed interval {o|7 =<
p=0}. If Ais a set, |A| will denote the cardinal of A. Many of
the proofs of this section, particularly Theorem 1.6, were given for
special cases in [1] and [3].

For each ¥ < w, let R, = [0, o))", Inparticular, B, = {®}. When
we are discussing @ as the element of R,, we will usually denote it
Py, 80 R, = {p}. For 0 <7 < w, the elements of B, are nets valued in
[0, ) and indexed by the initial segment [0, ¥) of ordinals. Let
S? = Ur<o B;. Define a relation < on S by (%:)i<r, < (42)i<r, if 7, =
v, and x; = y, for all » < 7,. In particular, p, < z for all xeSe.
It is easy to verify that < is a partial ordering on Sg2.

ProPOSITION 1.1. (1) (Sg, <) is a tree.

(2) If v£0<w and yc R, then there is exactly one xe R,
such that © < y.

(3) Ifv+1<w,peR,,and A,={xc R, |p<a}, then |A,|=c.
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(4) If zeR,,yeR,, <y, then 7V, =7, and 7, =7, if and
only if x = y.
(5) If v =7 <w,xeR, then there is a y € R, such that x < y.

Proof. (1) Suppose x€S:. We must show that {y|y < a} is
well-ordered. Suppose @ < @, b < 2, ¢ = (@:);<ry b = (02)i<ry T = (£2)1<7y
with v, <v,. Then ", =7, <7, and if Yy <7, a,=2,=205,, so a <b.
Hence {y|y <=z} is a chain. If @ #+# A< {y|ly < x}, we must show
that there is a ¢e A such that ¢ < y for all ye A. Let 7, be the
smallest ordinal such that there is an element of A of the form (y,),<;,.
If g = (q1)1<70 €A and (zz)x<r1 €4, andif » = (x1)1<r27 then v, =7, =7
and if X <, ¢, =, =2, 50 ¢ < (2));<;- Hence, A has a smallest
element.

(2) If y=Wdicsy and &= (¥)i<cr, 2€R,, 2 <y, and 2« is the
only element of R, such that z < y.

(3) If p=(®)i<ry A» = {(%:)157|%: = p; for all X < 7}, Therefore,
14,1 = 1[0, @)| = a.

(4) The only statement that needs proof is that if v, =7, x =y.
But if @ = (2:);<r, ¥ = (¥2)i<r,, then @, =y, for all A <7, so = y.

(5) If = (%)< let ¥ = (4));<,, be defined by v, =2, if A<
and ¥, =0 if Y=X <. Then yeR, and z < y.

DEFINITION. (S%, <) is called the showering tree of type «, w.
If v+1<wand peR, A, will denote the set {xe R, |p <a}. If
Y+1=w and peR, let 4, = .

REMARK. Any tree can be order-embedded in a showering tree.
Specifically, if T is a tree, @ = sup {\| T has a chain of order type
A}, and a = sup {7|some element of T has 7 immediate successors},
then T can be order-embedded in S¢.

We will now introduce a topology on S?. For peS? and A S
A4,, let U, (A) = {xeS|p < x but it is not the case that there is an
acA such that e < 2}. If peR, and A4S R,., U, (AN 4,) will be
denoted U,(A). Note that U,(2) is just the set of successors of p.
Now let g = W, be a fixed cardinal number. For pe Sz, let %, =

{UL(A]A] < g}

LEMMA 1.2. If peR, AC R,..,, and qeA\A, then U(D)S
U,(A).

Proof. Suppose € U(2). Then q < z, so q is the unique ele-
ment of R,,, such that ¢ < x. Therefore, there is no o € A such that
a < z. Hence, z e U,(A4).
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THEOREM 1.3. {Zr,|peS% is a system of neighborhood bases for
a topology on S:.

Proof. Clearly, pe U for each Ue%,. If U,(A), U(A)ec%,,
U(A)NUL(A) = U (AU A), and since |[AUA| Al +|A|< B+ 5=
B, UA) NU(A) e %,. If U (A)e%, and se U,(A)\p}, choose gc A,
such that ¢ < s. Such a ¢ exists by Proposition 1.1, g¢ A. Hence
U/(s) S U,(A) by Lemma 1.2. But since ¢ < s, U(@)SU,(2). There-
fore U(@) S U, (4). Since U(D) e %,, this completes the proof.

DEFINITION. Let S¢, denote the topological space obtained from
Sy by taking as a neighborhood base at pe Sy the collection Z,.
Sq s is called the showering space of type «, B, w.

LEMMA 1.4. Ifp,qe R, p=q,then U(2)NU(D)= @. Ifse
R, v < 3, and t is the unique element of R,,, such that t <s, then

U,(th nU(2) = @.

Proof. The first statement is immediate from (2) of Proposition
1.1. For the second statement, we observe that U,({t}) N U(D) = O,
and since U(Q) S U(2), U({tH) NU(D) = O.

LemMmA 1.5. (1) Every set of the form U,(A) is closed in S¢;
(irrespective of the cardinal of A).
(2) Every element of %, is open in So, for all p.

Proof. (1) Suppose pe R, and g¢ U,(4). Suppose qe R,. If
6 < 7, choose s€ R;,, such that s < p; then by Lemma 1.4, U,({s}) N
U(2) = @, so U({s}) N U,(A) = @. Therefore, we may assume 7 <
0. If v=90,q+#psoU(2)NU,(2) = @ by Lemma 1.4; hence U (@) N
UA) = @. If v <9, choose te R, , such that ¢t <¢q. Then tc 4
or tgA, If teA U(D)NU(4)= D, so U(@)NU,(4)=g. If
te¢ A, te A, forsome s #p. U(Q)NU(2) = 2,50 U(D)NUJ(A) =
@. Thus ¢ has a neighborhood which misses U,(A). Therefore, U,(4)
is closed.

(2) This is immediate from Lemma 1.2 and the fact that if
g <t U(2) S U(2).

THEOREM 1.6. S¢,is Hausdorff, zero-dimensional (that is, ind Sg; =
0), and paracompact. In fact, every open cover of 8¢, has a discrete
open refinement which covers S ,.

Proof. That Sy, is Hausdorff is immediate from Lemma 1.4.
S, is zero-dimensional by Lemma 1.5. We now prove that S¢, is
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paracompact. Suppose 7" is an open cover of S;,. Choose A S 4,
such that [A| < g and U, (4) & V for some Ve 7. Let 7 = {U,(A4)}.
Suppose inductively that 77 is defined for ¥ < 7, <  such that U,,, 77
is an open refinement of 7~ which covers U,<,, B, and whose elements
are pairwise disjoint. Let %0 = U<, 77 Foreach pe R, \U({V|Ve
7,3}, choose B, = A, such that |B,| < 8 and such that UyB,) SV
for some Ve 70 Let 77, = (U,(B)|pec R \U{V|Ve 7;}}. Then
Ui<ro+: 77 i an open refinement of 7 which covers U, <+, B, and
whose elements are pairwise disjoint. Let ¥ = U,<» 7;- Then a
is an open refinement of 7” by pairwise disjoint sets which covers Sg ;.
Hence, S¢, is paracompact.

REMARK 1.7. A slight modification of the proof of Theorem 1.6
shows that for any a, S:%, and S;%, are Lindelof.

2. Isolated points and the Baire property. In this section we
characterize the Baire showering spaces.

ProrosiTiON 2.1. (1) If B8 > «, S¢, is discrete (and hence Baire).

(2) If =7+ 1, every point of R, is tsolated.

(3) Ifa=pRB,7+1<w, and pe R,, then p is not isolated. In
particular, if a = B and @ is a limit ordinal, S¢, is dense-in-itself.

Proof. (1) {p} = U,(4,), and if a < B, |4,] = a < B, so U,(4,) is
open.

(2) If A, =0, U, (@) = {p}, so p is isolated.

(3) If peR, U(A)eZ,, then |A| < 8 < a, so there is an x €
A)\A. Then ze U,(A). Hence, p is not isolated.

THEOREM 2.2. Suppose o = .
(1) If o =7 + 1, then the set R, of isolated points is dense in
ws Hence, Sy, ts Baire.

(2) Suppose @ is a limit ordinal. Then the following are equi-
valent:

(i) o s not a sequential ordinal, that s, if w, < ® for i =
1,2 .-, then sup 0, < .

(ii) S¢, is Baire.

(iii) Sy, is second category in itself.

Proof. (1) Suppose peS¢;\R, and suppose U,(A)e Z,. Since
a = B, there is an e A,\A. By Proposition 1.1, there is a ye R,
such that « < y. Then y e U,(4).

(2) (i) implies (ii). Suppose w is not a sequential ordinal. Let
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{D;}z, be a decreasing sequence of open dense subsets of S¢,. Suppose
peS¢,and Uy(A)e %,. We must show U,(4) NN D, = @. U,(4A)n
D, # @, so there is a set U,(B,) such that |B,| <8 and U, (B) S
U,(A)N D,. Choose y'cA,\B,. Then U,(0)<SU,(A) N D, Induc-
tively, suppose y', % ---, y"~' are chosen so that U,«(®) SU,(4)N D,,
and y' < y*< .-+ < y*'. There is a set U, (B,)€ U1 such that
U, (B,) e % y»-1(2)ND,. Choosey"ec A, \B,. ThenU,«(2)=U,(A)ND,,
and ¥,_, < ¥,. Hence, we have inductively defined a sequence {y"};_,
such that y' < y* < .- and such that y* € U,(A)ND,. Suppose y" e R,,
and let 0 =sup{v,/n=1,2.--}. 0<® since w is not sequential. Let
Yy = (¥,),<; € B; be defined by ¥%; = y* where » < 7, ¥ is well-defined
since ¥y, < ¥, for all k- y* <y for all n. Hence ye N, Un(2) S
U,(A) N Nie. D,. Thus Sy, is Baire.

(ii) implies (iii) is trivial.

(iii) implies (i). If ® is sequential, there are ordinals 7, 7,, «--,
such that v, < for all k¥ and such that w = sup, 7;. Let C, = U, ;.
Then each C, is closed, and by Proposition 1.1(5), each C, has empty
interior. But Sy, = Ui, C,. Hence, S¢,; is not second category in
itself.

3. P-spaces and almost P-spaces. If X is a space, a point x ¢
X is called a P-point if every G; containing x is a neighborhood of
2. A space X is called a P-space if every point of X is a P-point.
X is called an almost P-space if every nonempty G; of X has non-
empty interior. Every P-space is clearly an almost P-space. In
Proposition 2.1 it was proved that if @ < 8, S, is discrete and hence
a P-space. In this section we characterize the P-spaces and the almost
P-gpaces among the nondiscrete showering spaces. We note that since
S}, consists of a single point, the case @ = 1 will not be of interest
to us.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Suppose @ = 8 and w > 1. Then the following
are equivalent:

(i) Sy, is a P-space.

(i) 8¢, has a non-itsolated P-point.

(iii) B is not a sequential cardinal.

Proof. (i) implies (ii) is trivial since by Proposition 2.1, p, is
not isolated.

(ii) implies (iii). Let p be a non-isolated P-point. Suppose B, <
B for t=1,2 -.-. Let B, B, --- be pairwise disjoint subsets of
A, such that |B,] = 8,. Then N, U, (B, =U,(Jx-, B:) is a neigh-
borhood of p. Therefore, 35, 8, = > | B:| = | U= B.] < 8. Hence
£ is not sequential.
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(iii) implies (i). Suppose p e S, and suppose p € M, U,(B;) where
each U,(B,) e %,, and B; & A, for each 7. Then

NU.B) = U(UB,),

and |U, B = 332, 8:, < B since B, < 8 for each ¢ and g is not
sequential. Hence ()~ U,(B,) is a neighborhood of p. Thus, S¢, is
a P-space.

ProPOSITION 3.2. Suppose a = g8 and w > 1. Then S¢, is an
almost P-space if and only 1f >.2, B, < & whenever B, < B for each ©.

Proof. Suppose there were B, B, +-- such that B, < @ for each
1 but X7, 8, = a. Choose pairwise disjoint subsets B, B,, --- of 4,
such that Uz, B, = 4,,and | B,| = 8,. Then N, U, (B;) =U,(U=.B) =
U,(A4,) = {p} which has empty interior by Proposition 2.1(3). Thus
S¢, is not almost P-space. For the converse, suppose >\, 83, < «
whenever each 8, < 8. Then for each pe Sy, if U,(B,) <€ %, wWhere
B, & A4, for each 7, N, U,(B) = U,(Uz: B Uz Byl = 22, |1B| =
2. 8:; < a. Hence there is a ¢c A\U B U(2) & N UL(By), so
int N2, U,(B,) = @.

COROLLARY 3.3. Suppose w > 1. Then the following are equi-
valent:

(i) 8¢, is a P-space.

(ii) Sg, is an almost P-space.

(iii) « 1is not a sequential cardinal.

4. Subspaces and autohomeomorphisms. In this section we
state results about the embedding of showering spaces in other
showering spaces and about autohomeomorphisms of showering spaces,
but proofs will be omitted or only sketched since they are straight-
forward.

PROPOSITION 4.1. Suppose w <& and a < & Then Si; is a
closed subspace of S?f,s'

LemMmA 4.2. Suppose [0, w) is order-isomorphic to |7, @) where
Y < w, and suppose pe R,. Then there is an order-preserving homeo-
morphism f: 8¢, — Uyl(D).

Proof. Suplt?ose P = (P2)i<;» Define f by f((%)1<s) = (¥2)i<rss
_ (oL AT s 3 -to-

where ¥, = {967 RN Then f is one-to-one and onto, and
order-preserving. Thus, since the topology on S¢, and the relative
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topology on U,(®) are each determined by the partial order < and
B, f is a homeomorphism.

LEmMA 4.3. If [0, w), [V, @), and [, ) are mutually order-iso-
morphic, and if p<€ R, q € R,,, then there is a homeomorphism F of
S¢ ; such that F* is the identity and F(p) = q(and hence F(q) = p).

Proof. By Lemma 4.2, there are order-preserving homeomorphisms
fiu8e, —U/() and fy: Se, — Uy(@). Let f = f,ofr". Then

[1U(2) — Ud2)

is an order-preserving homeomorphism. There are essentially two
cases: Case (i). U, (@)NU/ (@)= @. Define F by F|S: \(U,(2)U
U/(@)) is the identity map, F|U,(Q) = f, F|U(@) = f~*. Case (ii).
U, (2) 2 U(2). Define F by F|(S::\U,(@)) U Us (@) is the identity
map,

FIUP(Q)\UQ(@) = flUp(@)\Uq(g), F]Uq(@)\Ufm(@)
= fU(ON\U; (D) -

DEFINITION. A space X is bihomogeneous if for each p,qge X
there is a homeomorphism f: X — X such that f(p) = ¢ and f(q) = ».

ProposITION 4.4. If [0, w) is order-isomorphic to [V, w) for each
Y < w, then S, is bthomogeneous.

5. First countability and developability. In this section we
give a necessary and sufficient condition for a showering space to
be first countable. We also give a necessary condition for a nondiscrete
showering space to be developable. It will be shown in §6 that this
condition is also sufficient for S¢, to be developable and is in fact
equivalent to the metrizability of S¢;. We recall that if @ < g or
if w =1, S, is discrete and hence metrizable. For this reason, these
cases will not be of interest to us here.

ProOPOSITION 5.1. Suppose @ > 1 and a« = 8. Then the following
are equivalent:

( i ) a=p= xo-

(ii) S¢, is first countable.

(iii) S¢, has a monisolated point of first countability.

Proof. (i) implies (ii). If @« = 8 = W, and p e S, is not isolated,
let A, = {a, a,, ---}. Then {U,({a,, ---, a,})}>-, is a base at p.
(ii) implies (iii) is trivial.
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(iii) implies (i). If a > B, S¢, is an almost P-space by Proposition
3.2, and hence S2, is not first countable at any nonisolated point.
Therefore, if Sy, is first countable at a nonisolated point p,, a = g.
We must show that @ = W,. Recall that B is always assumed to be
infinite. Suppose B8 > W,. Let {U, (B}, be a countable base at p,,
with B; & A,, | B;| < B(=«) for each i. Choose ;€ A, \B; for each 1.
Let B= {«;]i=1,2, ---}. Then BE€ A4, and [B|=W, <8 so U,(B)e
Z,,- But for each 1%, x, ¢ U, (B)\U,,(B), so U, (B) contains no U, (B,),
contradicting the assumption that {U,(B)}z. is a base at p,.

REMARK 5.2. It is not difficult to prove that if w > 1 and a =
B8, then every point of S¢, is a G, if and only if «a is a sequential
cardinal and a = B8. (Compare to Corollary 3.3.) Hence there are
showering spaces which fail at each point to be first countable but
which have countable pseudo character. Sy ., is such a space.

PROPOSITION 5.3. Suppose a« = B. If Si, is developable, o =
B =% and v £ w,.

Proof. Any developable space is first countable, so by Proposition
5.1, « = 8 = W,. Suppose w > w,. By Proposition 4.1, Su;" is a
subspace of S2;, so it suffices to prove that Sy, is not developable.
Suppose {Z,}»., is a countable collection of open covers of Sii.
Choose D,e &7, such that p,e D,. Choose B, & 4,, |B,| < W, such
that U, (B) S D,. Choose p,e€A,\B. Then U, (2)% D,. Choose
D, e =, such that p,e D,. Chose B,S A,, | B,| <, such that U, (B) S
D,. Choose p,€ A,\B,. Then U, (®)S D,. Inductively, suppose
Doy D1y ***, Pu, and Dy, ---, D,_, are chosen so that D,_, e &, p,€ R,,
and U, (®)& D,_, for k=1,2,---n. Choose D,c =, such that
p,€D, Choose B,,, S A,,|B,;,| <¥N, such that U, (B,.) S D,.
Choose p,.,€ A, \B,+i. Then U, (@)= D,. Now p, < p, < p, <---
and p, € R,, so there is a unique ¢ € R,, such that p, < q for each k.
By Proposition 2.1(2), ¢ is isolated in S, but ge D, for n =0, 1, ---,
so St(g, 2,) 2 D,_, # {g}. Hence, {St (¢, 2,)}7-, is not a base at q.
Therefore, Sio%i, is not developable.

6. ExAMPLES. In this section we apply the results of previous
sections to get several examples.

ExAMPLE 6.1. Sy, is homeomorphic to the space @ of rationals.

Proof. Sy, is easily seen to be countable. It is first countable
by Proposition 5.1. Hence it is second countable and thus metrizable.
S0 w, 18 dense-in-itself by Proposition 2.1. Therefore, by a theorem
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of Sierpinski [5], Sy, is homeomorphic to Q.

COROLLARY 6.2. If a > 3, the following are equivalent:
(i) S¢, is metrizable.

(i) S¢, is developable.

(iii) a=p=N and 0 = w,.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.3 and Example 6.1.

ExaMPLE 6.3. The space @ of rationals is a closed subspace of
a dense-in-itself almost P-space.

Proof. @ is homeomorphic to Sy!y, by Example 6.2. Sy, is
homeomorphic to a closed subspace of Sy, by Proposition 4.1, and
by Propositions 2.1 and 3.2, Sy, is a dense-in-itself almost P-space.

The following example is given in [4] where the proof may be
found. 4

ExAMPLE 6.4. If w is not sequential, the first countable, para-
compact space Sy x, contains no dense developable subspace.

ExXAMPLE 6.5. For each uncountable cardinal «, there is a P-
space of cardinal a which is first category in itself and an almost
P-gpace of cardinal o which has no P-points and which is first category
in itself.

Proof. |S| = a, so by Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 2.2, S,
is the required P-space, and by Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, and Theorem
2.2, S}, is the required almost P-space.

LeEMMmA 6.6. If X is a Lindelof P-space and f: X — R is com-
tinuous, | F(X)| = No.

Proof. {f(r)|r e R} is an open cover for X. Therefore, it has
a countable subcover.

EXAMPLE 6.7. If a > ¥, every continuous function f:S:o —
R has countable image.

Proof. This is immediate from Example 6.5, Lemma 6.6, and
Remark 1.7.

EXAMPLE 6.8. Let X = Sk, X S:x \(20, ».), where ¢ = 2%, Then
X is a nonnormal P-space.
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Proof. By Proposition 3.1 and the fact that P-spaces are closed
under subspaces and finite products, X is a P-space. Let A = ({p,} X
S2x) N X and B = (S%n, X {p}) N X. Then A and B are disjoint closed
subsets of X. But a proof similar to the usual proof that the
Tychanoff plank is not normal shows that A and B are not completely
separated. Hence, X is not normal.

EXAMPLE 6.9. Let Y = S;% X S¢% . Then Y is a dense-in-itself
P-gpace such that for any pe Y, Y\{p} is nonnormal.

Proof. By Propositions 2.1, 3.1, and 4.4, Y is a product of dense-
in-themselves homogeneous P-spaces, so Y is a dense-in-itself homo-
geneous P-space. If X is as in Example 6.8, X is a closed subspace
of Y\{(p,, »o)}, 80 Y\{n,, »} is nonnormal. By the homogeneity of Y,
for any pe Y, Y\{p} is nonnormal.

REFERENCES

1. C. E. Aull, Topological spaces with a o-point finite base, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.,
29 (1971), 411-416.

2. L. Gillman and M. Jerison, Rings of Continuous Functions, Van Nostrand, 1960.
3. A. S. Miscenko, Spaces with point countable bases, Soviet Math. Dokl.,, 3 (1962),
855-858.

4. G. M. Reed, Concerning first countable spaces, 111, preprint.

5. W. Sierpinski, Sur une propriété topologique des ensembles dénombrables denses en
s0%, Fund. Math., 1 (1920), 11-16.

6. S. Willard, General Topology, Addison-Wesley, 1970.

Received June 12, 1974,

WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY



PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

EDITORS
RICHARD ARENS (Managing Editor) J. DUGUNDJI
University of California Department of Mathematics
Los Angeles, California 90024 University of Southern California
Los Angeles, California 90007
R. A. BEAUMONT D. GILBARG AND J. MILGRAM
University of Washington Stanford University
Seattle, Washington 98105 Stanford, California 94305

ASSOCIATE EDITORS

E. F. BECKENBACH B. H. NEUMANN F. WoLFr K. YosHIDA

SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS

UNIVERSITY OF BRITISH COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY STANFORD UNIVERSITY

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA UNIVERSITY OF TOKYO

MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY UNIVERSITY OF UTAH

UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIVERSITY UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON

OREGON STATE UNIVERSITY * * *

UNIVERSITY OF OREGON AMERICAN MATHEMATICAL SOCIETY
OSAKA UNIVERSITY NAVAL WEAPONS CENTER

Printed in Japan by Intarnational Academic Printing Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan



Pacific Journal of Mathematics

Vol. 57, No. 1 January, 1975

Keith Roy Allen, Dendritic compactification ..................c..cciiiiiieo... 1
Daniel D. Anderson, The Krull intersection theorem ..................cccccvuv... 11
George Phillip Barker and David Hilding Carlson, Cones of diagonally dominant

PRALTICES « o o e e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 15
David Wilmot Barnette, Generalized combinatorial cells and facet splitting . . ... ... 33
Stefan Bergman, Bounds for distortion in pseudoconformal mappings ............. 47
Nguyén Phuong Céc, On bounded solutions of a strongly nonlinear elliptic

CQUATION . . . ..ottt et e e e 53
Philip Throop Church and James Timourian, Maps with 0-dimensional critical

SOT o et 59
G. Coquet and J. C. Dupin, Sur les convexes ubiquitaires ......................... 67
Kandiah Dayanithy, On perturbation of differential operators..................... 85
Thomas P. Dence, A Lebesgue decomposition for vector valued additive set

JURCHIONS . o o oottt et e e e 91
John Riley Durbin, On locally compact wreath products.......................... 99
Allan L. Edelson, The converse to a theorem of Conner and Floyd . ............... 109
William Alan Feldman and James Franklin Porter, Compact convergence and the

order bidual for C(X) . ..ot e e e 113
Ralph S. Freese, Ideal lattices of lattices . ....... ... 125
R. Gow, Groups whose irreducible character degrees are ordered by divisibility . ... 135
David G. Green, The lattice of congruences on an inverse Semigroup . ............. 141

John William Green, Completion and semicompletion of Moore
David James Hallenbeck, Convex hulls and extreme points of fa

close-10-convex mappings . ..............couiiiiiiaainl
Israel (Yitzchak) Nathan Herstein, On a theorem of Brauer-Car
Virgil Dwight House, Jr., Countable products of generalized co

SPACES .« o vttt e e e e
John Sollion Hsia, Spinor norms of local integral rotations. I . .
Hugo Junghenn, Almost periodic compactifications of transfor

SEMUGIOUDS . .« vttt ettt
Shin’ichi Kinoshita, On elementary ideals of projective planes i

oriented ©-curves in the 3-sphere . .....................
Ronald Fred Levy, Showering spaces........................
Geoffrey Mason, Two theorems on groups of characteristic 2-ty
Cyril Nasim, An inversion formula for Hankel transform . . . ...
W. P. Novinger, Real parts of uniform algebras on the circle . . .
T. Parthasarathy and T. E. S. Raghavan, Equilibria of continuou

John Pfaltzgraff and Ted Joe Suffridge, Close-to-starlike holom

several variables ........... ... ... ... . . .,
Esther Portnoy, Developable surfaces in hyperbolic space . . . ..
Maxwell Alexander Rosenlicht, Differential extension fields of
Keith William Schrader and James Lewis Thornburg, Sufficient

existence of convergent subsequences ...................
Joseph M. Weinstein, Reconstructing colored graphs .. ........



	
	
	

