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A subset X of a Polish group G is Haar null if there exists a Borel probability
measure p and a Borel set B containing X such that p(gBh) = 0 for every g,h € G.
A set X is Haar meager if there exists a compact metric space K, a continuous
function f : K — G and a Borel set B containing X such that f~'(gBh) is meager in
K for every g,h € G. We calculate (in ZFC') the four cardinal invariants (add, cov,
non, cof) of these two o-ideals for the simplest non-locally compact Polish group,
namely in the case G = Z%. In fact, most results work for separable Banach spaces
as well, and many results work for Polish groups admitting a two-sided invariant
metric. This answers a question of the first named author and Vidnyéanszky.
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1. Introduction

Small sets play a fundamental role in many branches of mathematics. Perhaps the
most important example is the family of nullsets of a natural invariant measure.
Such a natural measure is the Lebesgue measure on R?, or more generally the Haar
measure on a locally compact group. However, on larger groups such as C[0, 1] or
Soo there is no such measure (a Polish group carries a Haar measure if it is locally
compact, see e.g. [9]). Therefore, Christensen [5] introduced the following notion.

DEFINITION 1.1. A subset X of a Polish group G is Haar null if there exists a Borel
probability measure p and a Borel set B containing X such that u(gBh) =0 for
every g,h € G.

The family of Haar null sets is denoted by HA(G) or simply HN .
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Christensen proved that these sets form a proper o-ideal which coincides with
the family of sets of Haar measure zero in the locally compact case. This notion
turned out to be very useful in various branches of mathematics, see e.g. the survey
paper [9].

Actually, the right dual notion to Haar null sets is not the meager sets, hence
Darji [6] introduced the following notion.

DEFINITION 1.2. A subset X of a Polish group G is Haar meager if there exists
a compact metric space K, a continuous function f: K — G and a Borel set B
containing X such that f~!(gBh) is meager in K for every g, h € G.

The family of Haar meager sets is denoted by HM(G) or simply HM.

Analogously to the Haar null case, Darji proved that these sets form a proper
o-ideal which coincides with the family of meager sets in the locally compact case.
For more information see e.g. the survey paper [9].

When investigating a notion of smallness, a fundamental concept is that of
cardinal invariants. The four most notable ones are the following.

DEFINITION 1.3. Let Z be a o-ideal on a set X. Define

add(Z) = min{|A|: ACT,| JA¢T},

cov(Z) = min{|A| : A C I,UA =X},

non(Z) =min{|H|: H C X,H ¢ T},

cof(Z) =min{|A| : ACZ, VI€Z3JAec A I C A}

These invariants are called the additivity, covering number, uniformity and
cofinality of I, respectively.

For more information on cardinal invariants see e.g. the monograph [3].

The goal of this paper is to determine these cardinal invariants of HA and HM.
The case of HN was asked in [10, question 5.7]. Before we proceed, let us describe
the most important results on this topic so far. First, note that if G is locally
compact then the Haar null sets agree with the sets of Haar measure zero and
Haar meager sets agree with the meager sets [9]. Moreover, it is also well-known
that the four invariants of the measure zero sets do not depend on the underlying
measure space as long as it is a Polish space equipped with a continuous o-finite
Borel measure, e.g. a locally compact non-discrete Polish group equipped with the
(left) Haar measure. Similarly, the four invariants of the meager sets do not depend
on the underlying space as long as it is a Polish space without isolated points, e.g.
a non-discrete Polish group [3]. Therefore, if G is locally compact and non-discrete
then the four invariants of HA(G) agree with the respective invariants of A/ (the
family of Lebesgue nullsets of R), and the four invariants of HM(G) agree with the
respective invariants of M (the family of meager subsets of R).

Recall that a set is universally measurable if it is measurable with respect to the
completion of every Borel probability measure.
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DEFINITION 1.4. A subset X of a Polish group G is generalized Haar null if there
exists a (completed) Borel probability measure p and a universally measurable set
B containing X such that p(gBh) = 0 for every g,h € G.

The family of generalized Haar null sets is denoted by HN g, (G) or simply
HNgen~

The following results were proved by Banakh [1]. For the definition of the so-called
bounding number b and dominating number 0 see e.g. [3].

THEOREM 1.5.
add(HN gen (Z)) = add(N),
cov(HN gen(Z*)) = min{b, cov(N)},
non(HN gen (Z)) = max{d,non(N)},
and under Martin’s Aziom

cof (HN gen(Z¥)) > c.

This last statement is really peculiar, since all the usual cardinal invariant are at
most the continuum.

Now we turn to the results concerning HN. The following theorem will answer
[10, question 5.7], and will show a surprising contrast to the above results of Banakh.

For the sake of completeness we list the values of all four invariants, but note that
additivity was already calculated by the first named author and Vidnyédnszky [10].

THEOREM 1.6.

add(HN (Z°)) = wy,
cov(HN(Z*)) = min{b, cov(N)},
non(HN(Z*)) = max{0,non(N)},
cof (HN(Z¥)) = «.

REMARK 1.7. In fact, additivity and cofinality works for all non-locally compact
Polish groups admitting a two-sided invariant metric.

Now we turn to the case of HM.
Again, we also list additivity here, which was already calculated by Dolezal an
Vlasék [7]. Let M denote the family of meager subsets of R.

THEOREM 1.8.

add(HM(Z?)) = wy,
cov(HM(Z¥)) = cov(M),
non(HM(Z*)) = non(M),
cof (HM(Z*)) = ¢.

https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2020.73 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2020.73

Cardinal invariants of Haar null and Haar meager sets 1571

REMARK 1.9. In fact, additivity and cofinality works for all non-locally compact
Polish groups admitting a two-sided invariant metric, and covering number and
uniformity works for non-locally compact Polish groups G admitting a continuous
surjective homomorphism onto a non-discrete locally compact Polish group. This
latter holds e.g. for Z“ and for separable infinite dimensional Banach spaces (indeed,
7Z* admits a continuous homomorphism onto (Z/27)“, and Banach spaces admit
continuous homomorphisms onto their finite dimensional subspaces).

2. Proofs

2.1. Covering number and uniformity

The results of this section build heavily on [1], in fact, most results of the section
are already present in Banakh’s paper in some form. However, one of the key points
of the present paper is the sharp contrast between the cardinal invariants of HN
and HN gen, so we need to be careful and repeat many familiar argument using this
more restrictive definition of Haar nullness.

Although the next lemma is known for the case of the Haar null ideal [8, propo-
sition 8], we include a proof, since our proof for the Haar meager case works for the
Haar null case as well.

LEMMA 2.1. Let ¢ : G — H be a continuous surjective homomorphism between Pol-
ish groups. Then the preimage of a Haar null (resp. Haar meager) set is Haar null
(resp. Haar meager).

Proof. Applying [2, theorem 4.3 and proposition 5.1] and then [2, theorem 11.7]
essentially yields the result (here we follow the numbering of the theorems and
propositions as in Version 4 of [2]). However, the cited paper only deals with abelian
groups, hence, for the convenience of the reader, we include the modified version of
[2, theorem 11.7] here. (The first two cited results are completely straightforward
to adapt to the non-abelian case.)

So let A C H be Haar null (resp. Haar meager). Without loss of generality we
may assume that A is Borel (and hence so is ¢~ 1(A)). Then by the above cited
two results there is a witness function f : 2 — H for A. By [4, theorem 1.2.6] ¢ is
open (and continuous and onto), hence the multi-function ® : 2 — P(G) defined
as ®(x) = o 1(f(x)) (z € 2¥) is lower semi-continuous (and closed-valued and non-
empty-valued). Therefore by the zero-dimensional Michael Selection Theorem [12,
theorem 2| there is a continuous selection, which in this case means a continuous
function s : 2¢ — G such that p o s = f. We claim that then s is a witness function
for o~ 1(A). Indeed, an easy calculation shows that gp=1(A)g’ = o~ (¢(g9)Ap(q')),
and hence

sTHge H(A)g) = s e He(9)Ap(g")) = (v o s)(e(9)Ap(g"))
= " (pl9)Ae(d)),

which is null (resp. meager) in 2¢ since f was a witness function for A. O

Also recall that in locally compact groups Haar null sets agree with the sets of
Haar measure zero and Haar meager sets agree with the meager sets [9]. Moreover,
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it is also well-known that cov(A’) and non(N') do not depend on the underlying
space as long as it is a Polish space equipped with a continuous o-finite Borel
measure, e.g. a locally compact non-discrete Polish group equipped with the left
Haar measure (where of course we mean that A/ stands for the o-ideal of null sets
of the above measure on the Polish space). Similarly, cov(M) and non(M) do not
depend on the underlying space as long as it is a Polish space without isolated
points, e.g. a non-discrete Polish group (of course M stands for the meager ideal
of the Polish space) [3].

COROLLARY 2.2. If G is a Polish group admitting a continuous surjective homo-
morphism onto a non-discrete locally compact Polish group then

cov(HN(G)) < cov(N),
cov(HM(G)) < cov(M),
non(HN(G)) = non(N),
non(HM(G)) > non(M).

Proof. Let ¢: G — H be a continuous surjective homomorphism onto a non-
discrete locally compact Polish group H. By the above remarks, H can be covered
by cov(N) many sets of Haar measure zero, which are Haar null in this case, since
H is locally compact. Similarly, H can be covered by cov(M) many Haar meager
sets. But then the preimages under ¢ of these sets clearly cover G, and these preim-
ages are Haar null (resp. Haar meager) by the previous lemma, finishing the proof
of the first two inequalities.

Similarly, the uniformity of the Haar null (resp. Haar meager) sets in H is
non(N) (resp. non(M)). Choose X C G with X ¢ HN(G) and | X| = non(HN(G))
(resp. X ¢ HM(G) and | X| = non(HM(G))). Then |p(X)| < |X| and ¢(X) is not
of Haar measure zero, or equivalently, o(X) ¢ HN(H) (resp. ¢(X) ¢ HM(H)),
otherwise X C ¢~ 1(p(X)) € HN(G) (resp. HM(G)) by the previous lemma, a
contradiction. |

Recall that a set A C G is called o-bounded (in symbols A € oB(QG)) if for each
sequence {U, }ne, of neighborhoods of the identity there is a sequence {F}, }pe. of
finite subsets of GG such that A C U,¢c, FUy.

LEMMA 2.3. If G is a non-locally compact Polish group admitting a two-sided
invariant metric then oB(G) C HN(G).

Proof. This is essentially [1, lemma 4], just note that when this paper proves
0B(G) C HN gen(G) the constructed set is in fact Borel. O

COROLLARY 2.4. If G is a non-locally compact Polish group admitting a two-sided
invariant metric then

cov(HN(GQ))
non(HN(G))

)

b
0.

A\VARV/AN
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Proof. By oB(G) C HN(G) we have cov(HN (G)) < cov(oB(G)), and by [1, lemma
1] we have cov(oB(G)) < b. Dually, by oB(G) C HN(G) we have non(HN (G)) =
non(oB(G)), and by [1, lemma 1] we have non(oB(G)) > 0. O

Now we are ready to prove the main results of the section.

THEOREM 2.5.

cov(HN(Z*)) = min{b, cov(N)},

non(HN(Z*)) = max{0,non(N)}.
Proof. Since HN(Z#) C HN gen(Z*) we obtain cov(HN(Z%)) >
cov(HN gen (Z¥)) = min{b,cov(N)} and non(HN(Z*)) < non(HN 4en(Z¥)) =

max{0,non(N)} using theorem 1.5. The opposite inequalities follow from
corollaries 2.2 & 2.4.

O

THEOREM 2.6. If G is a Polish group admitting a continuous surjective homomor-
phism onto a non-discrete locally compact Polish group then

cov(HM(G)) = cov(M),
non(HM(G)) = non(M).

Proof. 1t is well-known that HM(G) C M [9], which implies cov(HM(G)) >
cov(M) and non(HM(G)) < non(M). The opposite inequalities follow from
corollary 2.2. O

2.2. Cofinality

The main goal of this section is to prove the following.

THEOREM 2.7. If G is a non-locally compact Polish group admitting a two-sided
invariant metric then cof (HN(G)) = cof(HM(G)) = ¢.

We will need the following definitions.

DEFINITION 2.8. A set A C G is compact catcher if for every compact set K C G
there are g, h € G such that gKh C A. Let us say that A is left compact catcher if
for every compact set K C G there exists g € G such that gK C A.

It is easy to see that if A is compact catcher then it is neither Haar null nor Haar
meager, see e.g. [9]. Clearly, the same holds for left compact catcher sets, since left
compact catcher sets are compact catcher.

Recall that for a Polish space G the Effros standard Borel space of G is denoted
by F(G). This space consists of the non-empty closed subsets of G, and the Borel
structure on it is the o-algebra generated by the sets of the form {F € F(Q) :
FNU# 0}, where U C G is open.

The main technical tool will be the following.

DEFINITION 2.9. We say that the Polish group G is nice if there exists a Borel map
2% — F(G) such that
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(1) if 2 € 2 then ¢(z) € HN(G) NHM(G),
(2) if P C 2% is non-empty perfect then U,epp(z) is left compact catcher.

Theorem 2.7 will immediately follow from the next two results.

THEOREM 2.10. Every non-locally compact Polish group admitting a two-sided
tmoariant metric 18 nice.

THEOREM 2.11. If G is a nice Polish group then cof (HN(G)) = cof (HM(G)) = c.

Since the main technical difficulty lies in the proof of theorem 2.10, we prove
theorem 2.11 first.

LEMMA 2.12. Let B C G be a Borel set. Then
{z €2¥: ¢(x) C B} is coanalytic.

Proof. {x €2¥:¢p(x) CB}={ze€2¥:Vye G (yeplx) = yeB)}={z¢€
2%:VyeG (y¢ p(r)Vye B)}, which is a coprojection, hence it suffices
to check that {(z,y) €2 xG:y¢ p(x)} and {(r,y) €2* xG:y € B} are
coanalytic. The latter one is clearly Borel, so we just need to check that
the complement of the former one, {(z,y) €2¥ xG:y € p(x)}, is analytic.
Indeed, {(z,y)€2*xG:yecp@)}={(z,y) €2*xG:IF € F(G) (¢(z)=
FAyeF)}. Since this is a projection, it suffices to check that the sets
{(z,y,F) €2 x G x F(G) : p(x) =F} and {(z,y,F)€2¥xGxF(G):ye€F}
are analytic. In fact, these sets are already Borel. Indeed, the former one is
the graph of a Borel function multiplied by G, hence Borel. As for the latter
one, {(z,y,F)e2*xGxF(G):yeF}=2x{(y,F)e GXxF(G):ye F}=
2 x Np{(y, F) € GXx F(G):y € U, = FNU, # 0}, where {U, } ncw is a count-
able basis of G, and this set is Borel since {(y, F') € G x F(G) : y € U, } is clearly
open, and {(y,F) e GxF(G):FNU, #0} =Gx{FeF(G):FNU, #0} is
Borel by the definition of the Effros space. O

Proof (Theorem 2.11). First we show that it suffices to prove that for every Haar
null (resp. Haar meager) Borel set B C G we have

H{z €2¥:p(x) C B} <w. (2.1)

Indeed, first note that if the Continuum Hypothesis holds than we are clearly done,
since less than ¢ many, in other words countably many nullsets cannot be cofinal,
since they cannot even cover GG, so even a suitable singleton will show that the
family is not cofinal. Otherwise, assume that k < ¢ and {B, : @ < Kk} is a cofinal
family of Haar null (resp. Haar meager) sets, then by the definition of Haar null
(resp. Haar meager) sets without loss of generality we can assume that these sets
are Borel. Then every B, can contain ¢(z) for at most w; many z € 2¥; hence there
are at most £ - wy < ¢ many = € 2¢ such that ¢(x) is contained in some of the B,’s,
contradicting that the family was cofinal.

Now we prove (2.1). Let B be a Haar null (resp. Haar meager) Borel set.
Assume to the contrary that [{z € 2 : ¢(x) C B}| > w;. This set is coanalytic by
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lemma 2.12, and it is well-known that a coanalytic set of cardinality greater than
w1 contains a non-empty perfect set P. (Indeed, this easily follows from the facts
that every coanalytic set is the union of w; many Borel sets, and every uncount-
able Borel set contains a non-empty perfect set.) But then U,cpp(z) C B, where
Uzepp(x) is non-Haar null (resp. non-Haar meager) by the definition of niceness,
and B is Haar null (resp. Haar meager), a contradiction. [

It remains to prove theorem 2.10.

Proof (Theorem 2.10). First, it is easy to see that a closed Haar null set is Haar
meager. (Indeed, just restrict the witness measure to a compact set such that each
relatively open non-empty subset of this set is of positive measure.) Therefore
instead of checking ¢(z) € HN(G) N HM(G) simply ¢(x) € HN (G) will suffice.

For the proof we will need a lot of preparation.

For a finite sequence s € S™ C S<¢, |s| will denote n, the length of s.

The natural numbers are the finite ordinals and we can consider them as von
Neumann ordinals, i.e. for every n € w

n={0,1,...,n—1}.
The following notion will have great importance. O

DEFINITION 2.13. A function t with dom(y) = U, [];o;n; for some i€ w,

N, N1, ..., ni—1 € w\ {0} is an element of 7 (and we call 1) a ‘labelled tree’), if
¢ : dom(¢p) — 2<% is an injective mapping, such that
»(0) =0, (2.2)
and
sCt < P(s) CY(t), (2.3)

i.e. 1 maps end-extensions to end-extensions, and incomparable elements to incom-
parable elements. (Under ] j<omj we mean the set containing exactly the empty
sequence (), thus () € dom(v). Moreover, for the function 7 defined only on (),
mapping it to (), we have m € 7.)

DEFINITION 2.14. For ¢ € 7, define n¥ € (w\ {0})<% so that

dom(%)) = U H n]w

1<i j<l
Note that 7 is countable.
We partition 7 as follows.
DEFINITION 2.15.
T, ={YeT: n¥cuw}. (2.4)

Then

T:UTk.

kew
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REMARK 2.16. Since ¢ € 7 maps ) to () € 2<% (definition 2.13)

{(0,0)} € To,

that is the unique element of 7j.

Now we define a partial order on 7.
DEFINITION 2.17. 7 is a poset with the following partial order:

<y

if

(1) for the sequences n?, n? € w<¥, n¥ is an end-extension of n¥, i.e.

n¥ cn?,
(2) v Co.
In particular if ¢ < ¢, then ¥ = (¢)

w<¢ we have dom(¢) = dom(¢') Nw<s.
Combining this with remark 2.16 we have the following.

|dom(x) and for the length [ = [n%| of n¥ €

REMARK 2.18. ¥ > {(0,0)} for every ¢ € T.
Fact 2.19. Suppose that i € T;. Then for k < i defining

Vi = w'dom(w)ﬂwg’“ (25)

we have ¥y, € Ty, moreover, 1o = {(0,0)} <1 < -+ <1 < ¥y = P are the only
elements less than or equal to v in T (in the sense of definition 2.17). In particular,
if #m € T;, then ¢ and w are incomparable w.r.t. the partial order on T .

DEFINITION 2.20. We define an embedding of (7, <) into (w<¥, C) as follows. To
each 1 € T we assign by induction on |n¥| a sequence m¥ € w<* such that

m?| = 0’|, ie m?ewn’l (2.6)
First, fix a compatible two-sided invariant metric d, i.e. for which
d(z,y) = d(zz, zy) = d(xz,yz) Vz,y,z € G. (2.7)
(Such a metric is also automatically complete [4, corollary 1.2.2].)

DEFINITION 2.21. For r > 0 let B(r) C G denote the ball of radius r centred at the
identity of the group e, i.e.

B(r)={g€G : d(g,e) <r}.

The following two lemmas state well-known facts using the invariance of d, we leave
the proof to the reader.
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LEMMA 2.22. Let g,h € G. Then d(gh,e) < d(g,e) + d(h,e), moreover, for each
g,e’ > 0 we have B(e)B(e') C B(e +¢’).

LEMMA 2.23. If g € G, & > 0, then for the open ball B(¢)
gB(e) =B(e)g={h € G: d(g,h) <e}.

The next technical step is similar to the one in the proof of the main theorem in
[13] used for constructing 2¥-many pairwise disjoint compact catcher sets.

LEMMA 2.24. Let G be a Polish non-locally compact group with the two-sided invari-

ant metric d. Then there exist sequences (0;)icw, (€i)icw, (qj(-i))jew (i € w) such
that

(1) qéi) =e for eachi € w,
(i) ifi >0 then {¢\" : j € w}C B(d;-1/2),

(iii) (a) Cl({q](-i) tjew}) =cl(B(6;-1/2)) if i >0, i.e. it is a countable dense
subset of the ball,
(b) cd({g)” : jewh) =G
(iv) 0; +&; < 6;—1/2 for each i > 0,

(v) dlgy”,a{") = 56,

(iv) B(gei) cannot be covered by finitely many subsets of diameter at most 200;.

Proof. Let ey =1, and choose a countable dense subset {q(O)
e, q§()), ce qj(O ,...} C G so that there is no finite cover of B(Eo) B(1) with sets

of diameter at most 4 - d(qéo),qgo)), and define 6y = d(q(()0 ,q1 )/5 Fix i > 0, and

assume that dy, (q](-k))jew, e, are already defined for each k < i. Let &; = ;-1 /4.
There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that there is no finite c-net in B(g;) (hence

¢ <¢g;). Now if g € B(d;-1/2) is such that d(g,e) < ¢/4, then choosing qu) =g,
q(()‘) e, 0;=d(g,e)/b<¢/20 <¢e;/20 = ((0;—1/4)/20) will satisfy conditions
(iv, vi). Also, the set {¢3 2),q§),...,q,(z),.. } C B(0;—1/2) can be chosen so that
condition (111) holds. O

DEFINITION 2.25. For each ¢ € w and 7 > 0 let
{qO aql ). aqj(z_)l}
By our previous lemma we can deduce the following.

LEMMA 2.26. For each i € w there are elements tgi)m € B(g;)) (mymew, n>0)
such that whenever (n,m) # (n',m’)

dQVtD),, QW) ) > 95 (2.8)
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Proof. Fix i € w, and fix an enumeration of w x w:
wXw={{ng,mg): ke€w}

Let jew 7 >0 be ﬁxed and assume that the t%?ml 's are determined for [ < j.
Let Q = Q( = {qo ,ql ey qﬁfj)_l}. Now assume on the contrary that there is no
t € B(g;) such that

VIi<j: d(Qt, Qm " ml) > 99;.
This means that for each ¢t € B(g;) there is an element ¢ € @, and [ < j such that
d(qt, Q)5 ) < 98, (2.9)
thus by the invariance of d
dit,q Q) ) < 95,

Using lemma 2.23

tegq 1Q$LZL tgLZl my 105 U q -1 , nl my (1051)
q EQ&;

And because for each t € B(g;) there exist q E Q, and [ < j such that (2.9) holds,

we obtain that using the finiteness of Q) = Qn and the Qs (definition 2.25) and
recalling lemma 2.23 we conclude that B(e;) can be covered by finitely many subsets
of diameter at most 200;, contradicting (iv) from lemma 2.24. O

DEFINITION 2.27. For every integer i > 0 and sequences p € (w \ {0})?, r, s € w' we
define the group element g, ,, € G

0).(0 1).(1 7 1 i—1
p,rys = < (o)t;go),m) ( (1)t§71)7T1>' (ng 1) ;Sh 1?Tz 1) :

Lemma 2.26 yields the following.

LEMMA 2.28. Suppose that i >0, n = (n;)j<i, n' = (n});<i € (w\{0})" and m =
(mj)j<i, m' = (m})j<i € w* are such that

(g my))j<i # (0, M) j<is
and they differ only on the last, i — 1-th coordinate, i.e.
((ng,mj))j<io1 = ((nf,m}))j<i,

Let s € [I;.;ny. s € [[;o;m) be such that s|, = (s')|,_,. Then

j<i

d(Gn,m,s» ' m/,s') > 90i—1. (2.10)
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Proof. Since the two products have the same first ¢ — 1 coordinates, i.e.

(@O (M) Y (g2 ) =

SO T0,M0 Sl ni,mi q'SL 2 Mi—2,Mi—2

(0) (0) )(q(l) (1) ). (q(f 2) (1 2) )
s1 nl,ml ’

(50 ng,M Si—2 ” oMy

by the invariance of the metric d it is enough to prove that

A (@ d ) > 90, (2.11)

Ni—1,Mi—17 1s; 17m 1

Now, since s;_1 € n;,_1, and s,_, € n’_, by our assumptions, using definition 2.25
7 7 ) i—1 i—1 4

- 11) e Y~V and qgf_l) EQS,_D. This yields using lemma 2.26 and
i—1 i—1

(ni—1,mi—1)) # (nj_;,m;_,) that

Ti—1,Mq—1" s 1 nfl,m

1—1),(:—1
a (Dt ) > 960 (2.12)
O
Now we can turn to the construction of ¢ from proposition 2.10. Fix ¢ € 2%.

DEFINITION 2.29. For ¢ € 2% let
T(c) = {w eT:3te [[ n¥: v(t)C c}, (2.13)
J<|n¥|

i.e. there is an element

te H n}pcdom(w): U Hn}b

J<|n?| I<|n¥] j<l
for which ¢ is an end-extension of 1 (t). For k € w define
Ti(c) =T (c) NTy. (2.14)

Note that condition (2.3) from definition 2.13 implies that (for a fixed ¢ € T) at

most one ¢ € J[; 0 n;b can exist for which ¢ (t) € 2<% is an initial segment of c.

J<ln

DEFINITION 2.30. For ¢ € 2%, ¢ € T(c) let b¥ €[]
element for which

|n;?’ C dom(v) be the

Jj<|n¥

YY) C e
REMARK 2.31.

10,0} € To(c) =Ty (¥ ce2¥).

The following is an easy observation, the proof is left to the reader.
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LEMMA 2.32. Let c € 2%, let v € T;(c) C T(c). Then for any m < ¢ (in the sense
of definition 2.17) with = € T}, we have

7 € Ti(c), (2.15)
moreover,

(] (2.16)

ke

DEFINITION 2.33. Let v € 7;(c), then (recall the definitions of n¥, m", defini-
tions 2.14, 2.20,) for ¢ > 0 define

FY = c(B(6i-1))gne g perv

0 0 1 i— i—
= cl(B(0i-1)) (qlgé’)”’ .t(’”),méb) (qé%{,, 't(w) w) (qt(;?’”ll) 't(w Y » ) - (217)

L) Ty My MMy
For i = 0 and the unique element ¢ = {(0,0)} of 7y = To(c), define
FY =G. (2.18)
We are ready to define ¢(c).

DEFINITION 2.34.

ﬂ U Fw = ﬂ U gn“’ mw pe, (2.19)

1€wPpeT;(c) i>09peT;(c)
=N U aBo-) (40 £ .)
>0 $ET; (c) ’

1 1 i—1 i—1
) ().

The following lemmas will ensure that o(c) is closed.
LEMMA 2.35. Leti € w,p € (w\{0})!, rew’, se Hj<ipj and k < i be fized. Then
N B(0k-1))9p| r| 5|, 2 AB(i-1))gp,r.s-

Proof. W.l.o.g. we can assume that £k =4 — 1. Then by definition 2.27

o (i— 1) (i—1)
9p,r,s —gp|i71,r|i71,s|i ds; ;Dz 11’

Hence by the invariance of d it is enough to show that

(i— 1)t(l D S B((sl',g — 6i,1), (220)

qsz 1 Pi—1,Ti—1
that is,
(gl Dt5 D, e) < 6o — i1, (2.21)

Pi—1,Ti—1"

Now tl(fb i?n . € B(g;—1) by the definition of t(J 's (lemma 2.26), also qu De
B(8;—2/2) by (ii) in lemma 2.24. Therefore d(qgf f)tz(fl }%1 pe) <egio1+0i2/2 by

https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2020.73 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2020.73

Cardinal invariants of Haar null and Haar meager sets 1581

lemma 2.22. Finally using the fact that ;-1 + §;,_1 < §;—2/2 ((iv) in lemma 2.24)

d(qi= D= e) +0i—1 <egi—1+0i—2/2+ 61 < i—2

Si—1 "Pi—1,Ti—1"

yields (2.21). O

LEMMA 2.36. Let c€2¥, ¢ € T;(c), m € Ty(c), assume that k> 0. Then ¢ >
implies

FY C FT.
Proof. Using corollary 2.19 w.l.o.g. we can assume that © = 1/}|(d0m(w)ﬂw<"’—1) €
Ti-1, te. k=i—1>0. Since 7 <%, (n¥)|,_, =n" (by definition 2.17 (2.17)),
and (mw)h_l = (m™) (by definition 2.20). Claim 2.32 gives that m € 7;(c), and
b“/’|i71 = b®™. Finally, applying lemma 2.35 with p=n%, r=m¥, s=b"" ¢

Hj <i n}z’ finishes the proof. O

LEMMA 2.37. Let c€2¥, ,7me€ Ti(c) be fixzed. Suppose that for ;1=

and m;_1 i1 = Ti—1, but Y #w. Then the

Plaom(wynwsi-1) = | dom(mywsi-1) ¥

following inequality holds
d(g@wﬂw,bw,g@w,mﬂ,bw) > 95,'_1. (2.22)

Proof. First, applying lemma 2.32 we obtain ¢;_; =m;—1 € T;_1(c) (we used
i1 < b, mi_1 < 7 by claim 2.19), moreover if s = b>¥, s’ = b>™ then

8l = (bc’¢)| =bovi = et = ")),y = (S/)‘i—l' (2.23)

i-1
By the definition of the partial order on 7 (definition 2.17), and definitions 2.14, 2.20

we have that ((n)"~*,m!" ")) jci1 = ((n} ,m¥))j<i1 and (07, mI ")) jcimn =

((n}r,mﬁ)jd_l. Therefore, since ;1 = m;_1

(<ng}’m}p>)j<i_1 = ((nfm7)), sy
and
mi_y #mi_,
(since m¥ # m™ by v # 7). Now using (2.23), and the fact that s =b"¥ €

Hj<i n? o —por GHj<in;T (by definition 2.30), we can apply lemma 2.28

j 9
with ((nj,m;))j<i = (n¥,mY))j<i, and ((n},m}))j<; = ((nT,m7));<;. This yields
(2.22), as desired. O

COROLLARY 2.38. Let c € 2%, ¢ € T;(c), 7 € Tp.(c). Then m <+ implies F¥ C FT,
and if ¥ and w are incomparable in the partial order of T, then

d(F(#}vF(?r) > 76min{i,k}—1~ (224)
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Proof. First, we assume that 7 < ¢ (hence k < 4). If k > 0, then apply lemma 2.36,
and we are done. If & = 0, then 7 is the unique element of 7y = 7y(c) (remark 2.31),
and F™ =G by definition 2.33, thus FJ D FT obviously holds. Now assume
that ¢, 7 are incomparable in the partial order of 7. Let iy be such that

and WiO_l:ﬂ_|(dom(‘n’)ﬁw<i07l) are equal, but v, =

such an i( exists by claim 2.19, also i <

1%—1 = w|(dom(¢ Nw<io—1)
w|(d0m(w)nwgi°) 7 Tio = 7T|(dom(7r)ﬂw<’30) (
ik, mi, <, i, < ). Now ¥y, mi, € T3 (c) by lemma 2.32. Applying claim 2.37
for n = 1;,,¢ = mi, € T;y(c) gives that
d(gm,m”,bcm,gﬂc,mqbc,c) > 90;,-1.
This with the definition F7, F$ (definition 2.33) gives that
d(FCn7 FCC) > 76i0—1'

Moreover, 1 < 1, ¢ < 7 implies using lemma 2.36 that F)? D F¥, FS D FT, there-
fore d(Fg", ET) > 70;,—1. Finally, the inequality ig < ¢, k, and the monotonicity of
the ¢’s ((iv) from lemma 2.24) implies (2.24). O

It is worth mentioning the following consequence of lemma 2.36.

COROLLARY 2.39. For a fized c€2¥, i <j€w implies that UweTi(c) F¥ D
Uperyo -

LEMMA 2.40. Let ¢ € 2% be given. Then

=N U &

i€w YeT;(c)

is closed.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that for a fixed i € w the set

U F'= U ABE-1))gns mo pes

YeT;(c) PeT;(c)

is closed. Recall the fact that for a system of closed sets {F; : i € 7} with a constant
do > 0 such that dy < d(F;, F;) whenever i # j € Z, the union |J;c; F; is closed.
Therefore (by the invariance of d) it suffices to show that there is a constant r; > 0
such that for ¢ # 7w € T;(c)

r; < d(FY,FT). (2.25)
But for fixed ¢ # m € T;(c) applying corollary 2.38 we have
70,1 < d(FY,FT),
i.e. we proved (2.25) with r; = 7d;_1. O

LEMMA 2.41. Let c € 2. Then F = p(c) is Haar null.
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Proof. First we define a measure p according to which each two-sided translate of
©(c) will be null. For a fixed i € w and s € 2¢ define

o ABE )G gDl i >0, (2.26)
° G if i =0, ie. s=0.
Let
c=Jc., (2.27)
se2t
and define

O
We will prove that C' is a Cantor set, i.e. it is homeomorphic to 2* by showing that
if s# s €2 then C,NCy =0, (2.28)
and
if s, € 2<% sCt then Cs D C, (2.29)
(which together with (2.27) will imply that
i<j — C'oCY). (2.30)

Recall that since diam(Cy) < 20)4_1 by the invariance of d, and the §;’s converge
Is]

to 0 by (iv from lemma 2.24, therefore the mapping 2% 5 ¢ — Ny C, is indeed a
homeomorphism, see [11, (6.2)].) First, if ¢ > 0 then since qgl) equals either qéi), or
¢\”, and ¢$,¢\" € B(8;_1/2) (by (ii) in lemma 2.24), d implies (fixing s € 2+1)

n

d(gDql) gl e qVal) gD (D) < 6ia /2.

Moreover, the fact that 6; < 6;—1/2 (by (iv) from lemma 2.24) clearly implies that
(using lemma 2.23)

B(6i1)q0 ¢l . qlm ) D B:)qQ ¢l . gl DY

i

After taking closures we obtain (2.29). Now as we already have (2.29), for (2.28) it
suffices to show that for a fixed 0 < i € w if s # s’ € 2%, and s|, , =5, , (e the

https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2020.73 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2020.73

1584 M. FElekes and M. Poor

i — 1-th is the first coordinate on which s and s’ differ) then
d (qgg)qﬁ?) gl qgg)qi? . qi?;l)) > 26;_1. (2.31)

But in this case, since s;_1 # s, €{0,1} we have {q,gijll),qgil)}z
Si—1

{q(()i_l), q%i_l)}, thus by (v) (from lemma 2.24)
d(gli=1, a5 ) =551 1.

Now, since

i — 0 1 1—2
¢a) a7 =q{q) Y,

2

(as s|, | =s'|, ) the invariance of d implies

a(a0a) a2 gm0, g0 P gl ) =56, (2.32)
which proves (2.31), thus finishes the proof of (2.28). Observe that (by the definition
of the Cy’s (2.26)) (2.32) implies the following
s#s ¢ 2i,s‘i71 = s’|i71 (i >0) — d(Cs,Cy) = 36;—1 A diam(Cs U Cy) < 78;_1.

(2.33)

We define i to be the standard coin-tossing measure supported by C, i.e. if s €
2" then p(Cy) = 57 (and u(G\ C)=0). The following claim together with its
corollary will ensure that each translate of the closed set F = ¢(c) C G is null
w.r.t. p, that is, g witnesses that F' = ¢(c) is Haar null.

CLAIM 2.42. Let h,h’ € G be fixed. Let i € w, i > 0. Then there exists ¢ € 2 such

that
(h-F-h)n <U cs> c Cy.
se2t
Before proving the claim first observe that since p(Cs) = i (s € 2<%) claim 2.42

has the following corollary.

COROLLARY 2.43. Let h,h' € G be fived, then
p(h-F-h')=0,
therefore F' = ¢(c) is Haar null.

Proof (Claim 2.42). Recall the definition of ¢(c) =F =N;c,Uyer (o) FY
(definition 2.19). We will prove for this fixed ¢ € 2¥, h,h' € G that for each i € w

Jte2, IreTi(e): | |J F|WnC cCnhET (2.34)
$€Ti(c)

by induction on i. Before proving (2.34), we briefly describe the idea: In the i-th
step we will use the induction hypothesis, that is t' € 20=!, 7’ € 7;_;(c) are such
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that h(Uyper, . (o) FY)R' N1 € Cy NhET B and we will prove and use the fact
that the hEYh"’s (1 € T;(c)) are small enough (compared to d(C, ~,,C,~,)) so
that each hE¥h/ can intersect only one of the C t,ﬁj’s. Moreover, we will verify that

the hE¥h'’s are far enough from each other so that whenever n € 7;(c) is such that
hEIR N (Cpng UC,,~)) # 0, then no hFYR (¢ # n) can intersect C,,~, U C

0 oL
Now turning to the proof of (2.34), for i =0, let ¢ = () be the only element of
20 (hence CY = Cp), and 7 be the only element of 7o(c) (remark 2.31), thus (2.34)

obviously holds. Suppose that i > 0 and ¢ € 2!, 7’ € 7;_;(c) are such that

hi U FY|WnCT'cCunhEIN.
YeTi—1(c)

By corollary 2.39

hi |J FY W ch U r|n.

heT;(c) YeT;—1(c)
implying
hl U FY|WnctcCunhES N, (2.35)
YETi(c)

Using that the C%’s are decreasing (2.30)

hl U FY|WncicounhEr . (2.36)
YeTi(c)
Now using only that h(U e, () F¥)YW N O C Cy, after intersecting both sides with

C" we obtain (recalling that C*NCy = C,~,UC,~, by (2.27) and (2.28)) the
following:

h(i | FY|Wnciccinc, =cC

70 U Ct’”‘
PET;(c)

(2.37)

ik

Recall that corollary 2.38 implies that (Uycr, (o FHYNFT = UpeTi(e) s FY
from which h(Uyer, o) FEIN NRET B = h(Uyper (o) psm FE)P- These together
with the inclusion h(Uyer, (o) FYYW' nC* € hEF B (that holds by (2.36)) imply

hi U FY|wncich| |J FY|W0hETH
YeT;(c) YeT;(c)

Ch U r = U nFew . (2.38)
YETi(c)p=2m YeTi(c) 2’
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We can summarize (2.37) and (2.38) in

h{ |J FYWnC c(C,yUC,n)N U wESR ). (239)

YeTi(c) YeTi(c) p2n’

Suppose that there is a ¢ € Ti(c),1» > 7’ such that (C,,~, UC,~) NhFYh #0,
and let 7 be such a ¢ if there is one, otherwise h(Uyer, (o) FY)W N C"is empty, (in
this case let m € 7;(c) be arbitrary, (2.34) obviously holds). This means that from
now on we can assume that (C,,~, UC,,~) NAETR #0,let t € {t' ~0,¢' " 1} be
such that hFTh' N Cy # 0. It remains to show that

(C

o UC, ) N U rF!W ) chETR NG (2.40)

YeTi(c),p=m!

(this with (2.39) will complete the proof of (2.34)). Corollary 2.38 gives that for ¢ €
Ti(c) v = 7', if ¢ # m then d(FY¥, FT) > 75,1 (that is equal to d(hE¥h', hFTh') >
7d;—1 by the invariance of d). By (2.33) diam(C’t,,\O UC,,~,) < 70;—1, therefore

GET() V2T, bET — hEYH 1(CyngUC,yn) = 0. (2.41)

On the other hand, since 7 € 7;(c), diam(hFTh') < 2d;,_1 by definition 2.33 and the
invariance of d, and d(C C,~,) = 30;_1 by (2.33), therefore hFYh' can only

t/AO7
intersect one of C,,~ , C Thus hETR' N Cy # () together with (2.41) verifies

1

(2.40). |
Next we prove that perfectly many ¢(c) form a right compact catcher set.

LEMMA 2.44. Let P C 2% be non-empty, perfect, and K C G be compact. Then there
exists h € G such that

Khc | ele). (2.42)
ceP

Proof. We will need the following technical statements. Let T' C 2<% denote the
downward closed tree corresponding to P, i.e.

P=[T]={ce2¥: Viewc| €T} (2.43)
(see [11, (2.5)]). We will need the following lemma. O

LEMMA 2.45. There exist sequences n = (n;)jcw, M = (M;)jcw € w*, (¥i)icw such
that the following hold.

(1) ’(/}i S 7—1';
(i) Y1 < s (1>0),

(iii) dom(dh‘) = Uik Hj<l g, (i'e' ﬂwih‘ = ﬂ\z)’
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(iv) ran(y;) C T,
(v) my* =m; (j <i),

(vi) for each i € w, if i > 0 then

. 51
0 1 i—1 %
thlo)ﬂno ’ tgll)ﬂnl e tgli—l);mi—l - U B < 2 ) gﬂ|i,m|i,s

SEH]’<1‘ nj

0i—1 0)4+(0 1),(1 i—1),(i—1
= U B (2) (q‘go)tgzg),mc)) : (q£1)t’£u),m1) e (qgi—l)t’gli—l)ymi—1> :
56Hj<7‘, nj

(2.44)

Proof. Fori = 01let g : {0} — {0} be the unique element of 7. It is straightforward
to check that (i)—(vi) hold. Suppose that i > 0 and ©; (j < @) and mj,n; (j <i—1)
are already constructed satisfying (i)—(vi). By (vi)

i— 52’—2
K0t tD e B( 5 ) G| m| e (245)

s€ll;cimimi

The definition of the qéi_l)’s (lemma (ii)) implies that {q§i_1) : J €Ew} C B(6;—2/2)
is dense in B(d;—2/2), therefore (for s € [[;_; ;)

i—1 .
9af, m|,_ oo A0 T W)

is dense in

s B(6i—2/2) = B(6i—2/2) - g,,

In|  m
i—1

pLLLS

i—1

i—1

(where the last equality is due to lemma 2.23). Now because translations of a fixed
open set by a dense set cover we have that (for a fixed s € Hj<i_1 n;)

i1
B(di—2/2) ’gﬂ|,717m|,717s - LJ B(6i-1/2) .gﬂlA oml. s 'qJ(' g
JEW - "

Therefore by (2.45) and the compactness of K, there exist [ € w such that

0 1 i—2
thlo)ymo ’ t'ETl)aml e t'SLi—2)ami72
i—1
C U B(i-1/2) 9 m| sk - (2.46)

SEH]‘<1'71 n; k<l

Define n;_1 =1. Now we are ready for the construction of ;. For each

i—1 ) . . . .
se]] j<io1 1 =11 j<io1 M choose pairwise incomparable proper extensions
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807 817 MR Sni7171 Of wi—l(s) 1n /1—’7 le
Pi—1(s) € s; €T, and |
( lf k #j < Ti—1, then Sk ,:Q_ Sj A Sj ,:Q_ Sk VS € H nﬂ : (247>

j<i—1

(This can be done since ran(¢;_1) C T, and T is a perfect tree, i.e. each of its
element has incomparable extensions, see [11, (6.14)].) Define

Y D iy, dom(y;) = U Hnj = dom(t);—1) U Hngw
1<i j<l J<i (2.48)

Gils k) = s (k< ni).

Now we are ready to check (i)—(iv) for ¢; and the n;’s (j < 7). (iii) obviously holds,
and it is straightforward to check (i), (ii) (recalling the definition of 7 and the
partial order on it, definitions 2.13 and 2.17). Using (iv) for ¢;_1, and that the
si’s (s € [[;0;_1ny) are in T (2.47), we have that ran(y;) C T by (2.48), i.e. (iv)
holds for ;. Now, as ¢; € 7;, put m;_1 = m;ﬁ_il. By the definition of the m¥’s
(definition 2.20) ;1 < 1); implies that (m¥?)].
j <i—1 by the induction hypothesis (v), thus (v) holds with 1);, too. It remains
to check (vi). As we have already defined n;_; to be such that [ = n;_; satisfies
(2.46), we can formulate it as

— ’1,01'7 'L/}i—l . .
,=m 1. But m; =m; for

0 1 i—2 i—1
Kt'ELO),mO ! tsLl),ml ttt t'ELi_Q),mqj_‘z C U B(51_1/2) : gﬂ|i_17ﬂ|i_1xs i1 ’ q‘gi—l)
SEHJQ g
(2.49)
Using that for s € [;_; n; (by definition 2.27)
i—1 i—1
gﬂ|i71’m|171’8|171 ’ qvgi—l) : t'gli—l):m'i—l = gﬂ|i,m|i,5’
the multiplication of (2.49) by tEZ;RmH from the right gives
thl(z)),mo ’ tglll)7ml T t"('fi_—QZ)’mi—Zt'Sji_—ll),mi—l - U B(6i71/2) ’ gﬂ ivm ivs’
SEHJ<7‘, nj
as desired. O

For proving (2.42) our candidate for h is limi_,oo(t;%),mo -tgﬂml ...tgfiill),mi_l)

given by lemma 2.45. First we have to prove that this limit exists.

LEMMA 2.46. For i<k€cw and any sequences 0 <pi,Dit1,---,0k, 0<
ri>r’i+17'-'7rk:

t® D R e B(6i1/2).

PisTi "Pi41,Ti+1 PkiTk
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Proof. By lemma 2.26 tg),rj € B(e;), hence lemma 2.22 implies that
@, 10D ) ) <eiteiqrt ...+ ek, (2.50)
therefore we only have to prove that
giteip1+...+ep < (51',1/2. (2.51)
But g, + §; < §;-1/2 by (iv) from lemma 2.24, from which (by induction for j > i,
always replacing 0, by the smaller €11 + d;41)
Eit+ecit1+...+¢; +6j < 51',1/2.
From this (2.51) follows. O
COROLLARY 2.47. For the sequence (t%%),mo ~t£}1),m1 ~...'tg;?mi71)¢6w (given by
lemma 2.45), if i < j
0 1 i—1 0 1 j—1
d(tglo),mo ’ t'sll)ﬂnl et t"('zi—l)’mi—17t£10)am0 ’ tgll),ml Tt tgljjfl?mjfl) < §i*1/27
in particular, it is Cauchy.
Proof. By the invariance of d
0 1 i—1 0 1 j—1
d(tglo)JWO : t'E'Ll)aml Tt tglzi71),mi71’t$lo),m0 ’ tgbl)ﬂnl Tt ﬁgl]jfl?mjfl)
_ i i+l j—1
- d(67 tni)qmi ’ tgli-%—l)ami-#l T t"('ljj—l?mj—l)’
therefore claim 2.46 yields the inequality (furthermore, as the sequence (;);c. tends
to 0 it is Cauchy, indeed). O
Now we can define h.
h=lim (60, b0t ) (2.52)

The following two lemmas will ensure that (2.42) holds.

LEMMA 2.48. With (n;)icw, (Mi)icw given by lemma 2.45 and h as in (2.52),

Khc() U ABO-1))9n) m) s

i>0 SEHJ.<i n;

=N U a0 (604,) - (aPt,,) - (e,

>0 SEH]‘<7L n;

LEMMA 2.49.

ﬂ U CI(B(éifl))gﬁli,mli,s - U SO(C)

>0 SEH;@'"J' ceP
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Proof (Lemma 2.48). Fix i € w, i > 0. By (vi) we know that

) i1
0 1 i—1 7
thlo)ﬂﬂo ’ tsll);ml "'tgli—l)»mi—l - U B( 2 )gﬂ|i,m|i,s
56Hj<i nj
0i—1 0)4(0 1) (1 i—1),(i—1
= U B (2) (qugo)tglo),mo) ’ (q‘gl)tgll)7ml) (qgifl)tg’bifl{mifl) : (253)
5€Hj<7: nj
Now claim 2.46 states that if k& > 4, then
i i+1 k
tgzi)’mitgi-:l);miﬁ»l to t"('Lk);mk € B(éi*1/2)7
therefore
W' = lim )t D € d(B(6i-1/2)). (2.54)
Observe that
_ 4(0 1 i—1
h = tglo)ymo ’ tgll)mu e tgli—l),mi—l ’ h/' (2'55)

Using (2.55), (2.53) and finally (2.54)

’ b
0 1 i1 -
Kh = thmzmo . tsll),ml . .tgli—l),mi_l . h/ c U B( 2 )gn i,m i,S h/ .
senj<z‘"j
51'—1
C U <B< 5 ) “Yn| m| s .CI(B((si_l/Q))>

SeHj<i n;
c U d (3(52-,1/2) Gl | B(éi,l/z))
sel_[j<inj .
and (since by lemmas 2.23, 2.22
B(6i-1/2) - g - B(6i-1/2) = B(6i-1/2) - B(6i-1/2)g C B(6i-1)g (9 € G)

holds,)
Kh C U cl (B((Sifl) 'gg|_,m _,s) = U cl (B((Slfl)) 'gﬂ m| s
SEHj<inj ¢ ¢ 56Hj<i"j ‘ ‘
we are done. O

Proof (Lemma 2.49). Recall that T' C 2<% is defined so that the perfect set P C 2%

is the body of T' ((2.43)), and the sequences (n;)icw, (Mi)icw € W*, (¥)icw fulfill

the criteria (i)—(vi). Fix an element z € ;5 Useq on cl(B(0i—1)) g and
< -

487
define B C (U~ [[,<; nj such that

B= {1" cU][n: =€ Cl(B(éi_l))gnh’mL’r}.

i>0j<i

s
i

First observe that using lemma 2.35 B is downward closed. B is an infinite tree
by the choice of x, and it has finitely many nodes on each level, thus by Kénig’s
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lemma there is an infinite branch through it. Let 7" € [, n; be the union of that

branch, i.e. the corresponding infinite sequence, for which

xr € Cl(B(aifl))gﬂ|_7m|_ﬂ“'|_ (Vi > 0). (2.56)

Now, for i<k, o; <o by (ii) from lemma 245, that implies (using
definition 2.17) that ¢; = (wk)|dom(¢_). Recall that dom () = U<, [[;<; 7y by (iil)
from lemma 2.45. This implies that for ¢ < k

ei(r'|) = ¥i(r'],) © Yi(r'],)-
Define
¢ = Jwi(r),) s i ew} (2.57)

Then ¢ € P, since ran(v;) C T (i € w) by (iv) from lemma 2.45 and (2.43). Now
we will verify that = € ¢(¢’). Recall the definition of ¢(¢’) (definition 2.34):

-N U m=NU e D 5+

tewpeT;(c) 1>0peT;(c)

Hence for proving that x € ¢(¢') it suffices (by (2.56)) to show that for each i € w,
if 4 >0 then ; € T;(¢) and be' v = r’|i (since we know that n¥: = n|,, m¥i =
m|, by (v) and (i) from lemma 2.45). Fix i € w, i > 0. Now ¢;(r'| ) C ¢ by the
definition of ¢’ (2.57), therefore ; € T;(c') by definition 2.29, and r/|, = bV (by
definition 2.30). O

LEMMA 2.50. The mapping ¢ : 2 — F(G) is Borel.

We need that for each Borel set B C F(G) (w.r.t. the Effros Borel structure) its
preimage, ¢~ (B) € B(2). For this it suffices to show that for each fixed open set
U C G the preimage of

(FeFG): FAU %0}

under ¢ is a Borel subset of 2¥, since those sets form a generator system of the
Effros Borel structure on F(G). This is provided by the following lemma.

LEMMA 2.51. Let the open set U C G be fized. Suppose that ¢ € 2 is such that U N
¢(c) # 0. Then there exists ig € w such that for each ¢’ € [c| |={y€2¥: y|. =
0

ig
c|. } we have o(c') NU # 0. In particular
io

{FeF(G): FNU #0}) C 2% is open.
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Proof. First pick an element = € U N ¢(c). By the definition of ¢(c) (definition 2.34)

for each ¢ > 0
T € U EY.
HET;(c)

Now by corollary 2.38 for a fixed i the F¥’s (1) € T;(c)) are disjoint, hence for each
i > 0 there is a unique 9 € 7;(c¢) for which

reFY.

As diam(F¥) < 29,1 for 1 € T;(c) and 6; tends to 0 as i tends to oo ((iv) from
lemma 2.24), we can fix an index i’ (and the unique 7 € 7 (c¢)) so that

xeFI CU. (2.58)

Observe that if I witnesses that m € 7;/(c) according to definition 2.29, i.e. c|, =
7(b*™) (definition 2.30), then also for each y € 2* with y|, = c|, we have m € 7/(y),
and b¥'™ = b>™. Define 79 = [. Fixing such a y it follows from this that

FT =FT (2.59)

(Definition 2.33). Now we show that for each y € 2“ the tree 7(y) C 7 is
pruned, i.e. for each i € w, ¥ € T;(y) there exists ¢’ € 7;11(y) with ¥ < ¢ (w.r.t.
definition 2.17). First we show that this completes the proof of claim 2.51. Indeed,
an infinite branch

7O =<V <@ <o g (70 e Ty i(y))
in 7 (y) would yield an infinite decreasing chain of closed sets
S N — SED) (0
Fy —FyDFy D"'DFy DI

(using corollary 2.39). Now 7\ € T y;(y), diam(F;(j)) < 20p45-1  (by
definition 2.33), and the sequence d; (j € w) tends to 0 ((iv) from lemma 2.24).
This would yield (recalling definition 2.34) that

)
0+ F cew)=( U £,
JEW i€w PeT;(y)
implying
o(y) NEFy # 0.
This together with (2.59) and (2.58) implies

e(y) NU # 0,
hence

e '{FeF(G): FNU#0}) D {ye2v: y|, =c

70 |i0

b

as desired. Finally we have to check that 7 (y) is pruned. Fix i € w, ¥ € T;(y).
According to definition 2.30 this means that in the set of maximal elements of
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dom(¢))

_ ¥
M = H n;
Jj<i
there is an element sg with 1)(sg) C y. For each s € M choose ts € 2<% with ¥(s) C
ts, and with ¢y, C y. Define ¢’ D 1) so that

dom(z) UHnw U Hn}p

1<ij<l j<i

(e n? =n¥ ™1, dom(¢') = UKHIHKln ) For each s € M let ¢/'(s ™ 0) = ts.
Tt is stralghtforvvard to check that ¢’ € T (definition 2.13), hence obviously v’ €

7i+1 (definition 2.4), and 4" > ¢ (definition 2.17). Last, 1'(so ~ 0) C y proves that
Y’ € T (y) (definition 2.30). O

3. Open problems

PROBLEM 3.1. Which results can one generalize to all Polish groups admitting a
two-sided invariant metric?

PROBLEM 3.2. What can we say about the case of arbitrary Polish groups?
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