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Abstract

Player ONE chooses a meager set and player TWO, a nowhere dense
set per inning. They play w many innings. ONE’s consecutive choices
must form a (weakly) increasing sequence. TWO wins if the union of the
chosen nowhere dense sets covers the union of the chosen meager sets. A
strategy of TWO which depends on knowing only the uncovered part of
the most recently chosen meager set is said to be a remainder strategy.
TWO has a winning remainder strategy for this game played on the real
line with its usual topology.

1 Introduction

A variety of topological games from the class of meager-nowhere dense
games were introduced in the papers [], [@] and [B9|. The existence
of winning strategies which use only the most recent move of either player
(so-called coding strategies) and the existence of winning strategies which
use only a bounded number of moves of the opponent as information (so-
called k-tactics) are studied there and in [E] and @] These studies are
continued here for yet another fairly natural type of strategy, the so-called
remainder strategy.

The texts [ and [@] would be sufficient references for the
miscellaneous results from combinatorial set theory which we use. As
for notation: The symbol Jr denotes the ideal of nowhere dense subsets
of the real line (with its usual topology), while the symbol “C” is used
exclusively to denote “ is a proper subset of ”. The symbol “C” is used
to denote “ is a subset of, possibly equal to”. Let (S,7) be a Ti-space
without isolated points, and let J be its ideal of nowhere-dense subsets.
The symbol (J) denotes the collection of meager subsets of the space. For
Y a subset of S, the symbol J[y denotes the set {T'€ J: T CY}.
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The game WM EG(J) (defined in [@]) proceeds as follows: In the first
inning player ONE chooses a meager set M, and player TWO responds
with a nowhere dense set N1. In the second inning player ONE chooses a
meager set Mo, subject to the rule that M; C Ms; TWO responds with
a nowhere dense set N2, and so on. The players play an inning for each
positive integer, thus constructing a sequence

(My, Ny, ..., Mg, Ny, ...)

which has the properties that My C M1 € (J), and Ny € J for each k.
Such a sequence is said to be a play of WMEG(J). Player TWO wins

such a play if
U M = | N
k=1 k=1

A strategy of player TWO of the form
1. N1 = F(Ml) and
2. N1 = F(Mya\(Uj_; N;)) for all k

is said to be a remainder strategy. When does TWO have a winning
remainder strategy in the game WMEG(J)?

It is clear that TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WM EG(J)
if J = (J). The situation when J C (J) C P(S) is not so easy. In Section
2 we investigate this question. We prove among other things Theorem [lf,
which implies that TWO has a winning remainder strategy in the game
WMEG(Jr).

The game W MG(J) proceeds just like WM EG(J); only now the win-
ning condition on TWO is relaxed so that TWO wins if

M, C

1 n

Ny.

s
s

n 1

In Section 3 we study remainder strategies for this game; we briefly also
discuss the game SMG(J) here. In Section 4 we attend to the version
VSG(J). The rules of this game turns out to be more advantageous to
TWO from the point of view of existence of winning remainder strategies.
Some of the theorems in these two sections show that the hypotheses of
Theorem [| are to some extent necessary.

Theorem @ is due to Winfried Just, while Theorem E is due to Fred
Galvin. I thank Professors Galvin and Just for kindly permitting me to
present their result here and for fruitful conversations and correspondence
concerning remainder strategies.

2 The weakly monotonic equal game, WM EG(J).

When defining a remainder strategy F' for TWO in WM EG(J), we shall
take care that for each A € (J):

1. F(A) C A, and



2. F(A) # 0 if (and only if) A # 0.

Otherwise, the strategy F' is sure not to be a winning remainder strategy
for TWO in WMEG(J),

Theorem 1 If (VX € (J)\J)(cof({J),C) < |J[x]|), then TWO has a
winning remainder strategy in WMEG(J).

Theorem ﬂ follows from the next two lemmas. In the proof of Lemma
we use an auxilliary game, denoted REG(J). It is played as follows: A
sequence
(My,Ni,..., My, Ng,...)
is a play of REG(J) if M}, € (J) and N € J for each k. Player TWO
is declared the winner of a play of REG(J) if U2, My = UpZ; Ni. TWO
has a winning perfect information strategy in REG(J). (We call REG(J)
the “random equal game on J”.)

Lemma 2 If
1. cof ({J),C) is infinite and
2. (VX € (IN\J)(eof (), ) < | x]),
then TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WMEG(J).

Proof Let A C (J)\J be a cofinal family of minimal cardinality. Observe
that | A] < |P(X)]| for each X € (J)\J. Thus, if thereisno Y € J[x
such that |A| < |P(Y)|, then |Y]| < |X| for each Y € J[x, and we
fix a decomposition

X = Xn

i Cs

1
where {X,, : n € N} is a disjoint collection of sets from (J)\J. For
each such X, we further fix a representation

Xn = Xn,m
1

T Ce

where X, 1 C X,, 2 C ... are from J, and a surjection
oF : J[x,— <“A.

For each Y € J such that |A| < |P(Y)| the set Y is infinite and we
also write

o0
V="
n=1
where {Yn 'n e N} is a pairwise disjoint collection such that |Y| =
|Y| for each n. Further, choose for each n a surjection

Y P(Y)\{0, Y} — <“A.



Let U and V be sets in (J) such that we have chosen a decomposition
U = U2, U, as above. We'll use the notation

Ucv

to denote that there is an m such that U,, C V for each n > m; we
say that m witnesses that U C* V.

Fix a well-ordering < of (J). For X € (J) we define:

1. ©(X): the <-minimal element A of A such that X C A,

2. ®(X): the <-minimal element Z of (J)\J such that Z C* X
whenever this is defined, and the empty set otherwise,

3. k(X): the minimal natural number which witnesses that ®(X) C*
X whenever ®(X) # (), and 0 otherwise,

4. I'(X): the <-minimal Y € J such that [J[x| < |P(Y)| and
Y C* X whenever this is defined, and the empty set otherwise,
and

5. m(X): the minimal natural number which witnesses that I'(X) C*

X whenever I'(X) # 0, and 0 otherwise.

Let G be a winning perfect information strategy for TWO in the
game REG(J). We are now ready to define TWO’s remainder strat-
egy

F:(J)—J
Let B € (J) be given.
B € J: Then we define F(B) = B.
B & J: We distinguish between two cases:
Case 1: I'(B) = 0.
Write X for ®(B) and n + 1 for k(B). For 1 < j < n define o; so
that

o — 07 (X;\B) if X;\BeJ
T 0 otherwise
Let 7 be 01 ~ ... ~ o, ~ (©(B)), the concatenation of these finite

sequences, and choose V € J[x, , such that ©),,(V) = 7. Then
define

F(B)=BN[Xint1U...UXpnt1 UV U(U{G(0) : 0 CTH\X)].

Case 2: I'(B) # 0.
Write Y for I'(B) and n + 1 for m(B). For 1 < j < n define o; so

that
{\y;’(Yj\B) if ;\B ¢ {0,Y;}
0

o; = .
J otherwise

Let 7 be 01 —~ ... ~ on — (O(B)), the concatenation of these finite
sequences, and choose V' € P(Y;+1)\{0, Yn11} so that U¥, (V) = 7.
Then define

FB)=BNY1U...UY,UVU((U{G(e) : 0 CT})\Y)].



From its definition it is clear that F(B) C B for each B € (J). To
see that F' is a winning remainder strategy for TWO in WM EG(J),

consider a play
(M1, N1,..., Mg, Ng,...)

during which TWO adhered to the strategy F. To facilitate the
exposition we write:
By for My and By for M1\ U_, N,
Y7 for T'(B;),
X7 for ®(B;),
A7 for ©(By),
k; for k(B;) and
6. m; for m(B;).
We must show that U2, B; C U2 N;.
We may assume that B; ¢ J for each j.

Suppose that Y711 =£ () for some j. Then N;i; is defined by Case
2, and as such is of the form

oUW =

m

Bi NY{T UYL UV U((W{G(0) s o S )Y

where Vj;1 and 7j41 have the obvious meanings. Now Bj41\Bj4+2 =
Njt1, and thus:

e YJT1 C* Bj,s is a candidate for Y772 and
o YIT2 £ () 50 that N;;2 is also defined by Case 2.

We conclude that if Y7 # () for some j, then Y* # @ for all i > j.
Moreover, it then also follows that Y™ < Y for each ¢ > j. Since
< is a well-order, there is a fixed k such that Y* =Y for all i > k.
Let Y be this common value of Y?,i > k. An inductive computation
now shows that (A*,..., A7) C 7; for each j > k. But then

By N[(GA")U...UG(A*,..., A))\Y] C N;

for each j > k. It follows that U72, B;\Y C U2, N;. But it is
also clear that Y N (Uj2,B8;) C U7Z,N;. It then follows from the
monotonicity of the sequence of M;-s that TWO has won this play.
The other case to consider is that Y771 = () for all j. In this case,
X3+ £ () for each j, and Njy1 is defined by Case 1. In this case

Nj41 is of the form:

Bjan[Xxitt U, .uxgﬁlﬂyk UVj41U((U{G(0) : o C 141 D\X7TH)],

Lkjta 341

where V1 and 7,41 have the obvious meaning. Now B, 1\Bjt2 =
Nji1, and so X9t C* Bjio, and X7 is a candidate for X772, Tt
follows that X?%2? < XJT! for each j < w. Since < is a well-order
we once again fix k such that X7 = X* for all j > k. Let X denote
XF*. As before, (A*,... A7) C 7; for each such j, and it follows that
TWO also won these plays. B



Lemma 3 If (J) = P(S), then TWO has a winning remainder strategy
in WMEG(J).

Proof Let < be a well-order of P(S), and write S = U;Z;S, such that
Sn € J for each n, and the S,-s are pairwise disjoint. For each
countably infinite Y € J write Y = U;2,Y, so that |Y,| = n for
each n, and {Y, : n € N} is pairwise disjoint. For X and Y in (J)
write Y C* X if Y\ X is finite.

For each X € (J)\J,

e cither there is an infinite Y € J[X7
e or else X is countably infinite.
In the first of these cases, let ®(X) be the <-first countable element

Y of J such that Y C* X, and let m(X) be the smallest n such that
Y. € X for all m > n.

In the second of these cases, let ®(X) be the <-least element Y of
(J)\J such that Y C* X, and let m(X) be the minimal n such that
®(X)N Sm C X for all m > n. Also write ®(X); for ®(X)NS; for
each j, in this case.

Then define F(X) so that
1. F(X)=Xif X € J, and
2. F(X) = XN[(S1U...USpx)\®(X))U(P(X)1U. . . UD(X)m(x)]

Then F is a winning remainder strategy for TWO in WMEG(J),
for reasons analogous to those in the proof of Lemma E |

Corollary 4 Player TWO has a winning remainder strategy in the game
WMEG(Jr).

Recall (from [@]) that G is a coding strategy for TWO if:

1. N1 = G(@,Ml) and

2. Nit1 = G(Ng, My41) for each k.

If F is a winning remainder strategy for TWO in WMEG(J), then
the function G which is defined so that G(W,B) = W U F(B\W) is
a winning coding strategy for TWO in WM EG(J). Thus, Corollary H
solves Problem 2 of [B]] positively.

We shall later see that the sufficient condition for the existence of a
winning coding strategy given in Theorem [| is to some extent necessary
(Theorems [l and [Lg). However, this condition is not absolutely necessary,

as we shall now illustrate. First, note that for any decomposition S =
U?lezﬁ the following statements are equivalent:

1. TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WM EG(J),
2. For each j, TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WMEG(J[SJ. ).



Now let S be the disjoint union of the real line and a countable set S™.
Let X € Jif XN S™ is finite and X NR € Jg. Then S* € (J), and J[g= is
a countable set, while cof((J), C) is uncountable. According to Corollary
H and Lemma E, TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WMEG(J).

Let A be an infinite cardinal of countable cofinality. For k > X\, we de-
clare a subset of k to be open if it is either empty, or else has a complement
of cardinality less than X. With this topology, J = [s]<*.

Corollary 5 Let A be a cardinal of countable cofinality, and let k > A
be a cardinal number. If cof([x]*,C) < A\<*, then TWO has a winning
remainder strategy in W MEG ([k]<*).

Let A be a subset of (J). The game WMEG(A,J) is played like
WMEG(J), except that ONE is confined to choosing meager sets which
are in A only. Thus, WM EG(J) is the special case of WMEG(A, J) for
which A = (J). If there is a cofinal family A C (J) such that TWO does
not have a winning remainder strategy in WM EG (A, J), then TWO does
not have a winning remainder strategy in WMEG(J).

Theorem 6 There is a cofinal family A C [w1]° such that TWO does
not have a winning remainder strategy in WMEG(A, [w1]<Y0).

Proof Let F be a remainder strategy for TWO such that F(X) C X for
every countable subset X of wi. Put A = {a < w1 : cof(a) = w}.

We show that there is a sequence
((S1,T1),(S2,T2),...)

such that:

1. S, is a stationary subset of w,

2. T, is a finite subset of w1,

3. Sp+1 C S, for each n,

4. F(y) =T for each v € S1 and

5. F(y\(Uj=1T})) = Tat1 for each v € Sp41 and for each n.

To establish the existence of S1 and T1 we argue as follows.

For each v < w; which is of countable cofinality we put

$1(7) = max F(7)(< 7).

By Fodor’s lemma there is a stationary set Sp of countable limit
ordinals, and an ordinal dy < min(So) such that ¢1(vy) = do for each
v € So. But then F(v) is a finite subset of do + 1 for each such ~.
Since every partition of a stationary set into countably many sets
has at least one of these sets stationary, we find a stationary set
ScSo and a finite set 71 C do + 1 such that F(y) = 71 for each
v € St.

This specifies (S1,71). Now let 1 < n < w be given and suppose
that (S1,T1),...,(Sn,Tn) with properties 1 through 5 are given.



For v € S,, we define:

Gns1(7) = max F(\(T1 U ... UT,)(< 7).

Once again there is, by Fodor’s Lemma, a stationary set S’ C S,
and an ordinal 6’ < w — 1 such that ¢n4+1(y) = & for each v € S'.
As before we then find a stationary set S,+1 C S’ and a finite
set Try1 C &' + 1 such that F(4/\(Th U ... UT,)) = Ty41 for each
v € Sni1.

Then (S1,71), ..., (Snt1, Tn+1) have properties 1 through 5. It fol-
lows that there is an infinite sequence of the required sort.

Put 6 = sup(Unz17%) and choose v, € S, such that

d<n<y2<v<...

Then (vy1,T%, 72, Ts,...) is an F-play of W MEG(A, [w1]<%0), and is
lost by TWO. R

Though there may be cofinal families A such that TWO does not have
a winning remainder strategy in WM EG(A, J), there may for this very
same J also be cofinal families B C (J) such that TWO does have a
winning remainder strategy in WMEG(B, J).

Theorem 7 Let A be an infinite cardinal number of countable cofinality.
If k > X is a cardinal for which cof ([k]*,C) = k, then there is a cofinal
family A C [fi]A such that TWO has a winning remainder strategy in
WMEG(A, [k]<).

Proof Let (Ba : a < k) bijectively enumerate a cofinal subfamily of [x]*.
Write
KR = UQ<'{S&
where {S, : a < k} C []* is a pairwise disjoint family.
Define: Ao = {a} U (Uzen,Sz) for each a < k, and put A = {A, :
a < k}. Then A is a cofinal subset of [£]*. Also let ¥ : A — & be
such that U(As) = a for each o € k.
Choose a sequence A\1 < A2 < ... < A, < ... of cardinal numbers
converging to A. For each A € A we write A = UpZ; A" where
A' € A% C ... are such that |A™| = A, for each n.
For convenience we write, for C and D elements of [5]=*, that C' =*
D if |CAD| < A. Observe that for A and B elements of A, A # B
if, and only if, |AAB| = \.
Now define TWO’s remainder strategy F' as follows:
1. F(A)={T(A)}UA' for A€ A,
2. F(A) = {¥(B)}u (U{C™" . ¥(C) € T(A)}) N B)u B™H!
if AZ Abut A C B and A =" B for some B € A. Observe

that this B is unique. In this definition, I'(A) = B\ A4, and m is
minimal such that [T'(A)] < A,



3. F(A) =0 in all other cases.

Observe that |F(A)| < X for each A, so that F is a legitimate strategy
for TWO. To see that F' is indeed a winning remainder strategy for
TWO, consider a play

(My, N, ..., Mg, Nk,...)

of WMEG(A,[s]<*) during which TWO used F as a remainder
strategy.

Write M; = A, for each i. By the rules of the game we have:
Aoy C Ay, C.ee

Also, N1 = {a1} L,IAié1 and n; minimal is such that |[N1| < A,,. An
inductive computation shows that Nji1 = F(Mj41\(U5=, N;) is the
set
(Hansr} U (U{ASFT 1y € N ) UARET ) N Aayiia

from which it follows that:

1. N CNaC...CNxC...,

2. n1 <n2 <...<ng < ... goes to infinity,

3. o € Ny whenever j <k, and thus

4. AZ]. C Ny for j <kandp<mng_1.

The result follows from these remarks. ll

Theorem ﬂ also covers the case when A\ = Ng. For cofinal families
A C (J) which have the special property that

A+£B& AAB ¢ J

(like the one exhibited in the above proof), there is indeed an equivalence
between the existence of winning coding strategies and winning remainder
strategies in the game WMEG(A, J). Particularly:

Proposition 8 Let A C (J) be a cofinal family such that for A and B
elements of A, A # B & AAB ¢ J. Then the following statements are
equivalent:

1. TWO has a winning coding strategy in WMEG (A, J).
2. TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WMEG (A, J).

Proof We must verify that 1 implies 2. Thus, let F' be a winning coding
strategy for TWO in the game WMEG(A, J). We define a remain-
der strategy G. Let X be given. If X € A we define G(X) = F(0, X).
If X ¢ A but there is an A € A such that X C A and X =" A,
then by the property of A there is a unique such A and we set
T = A\X(€ J). In this case define G(X) = F(T,A). In all other
cases we put G(X) = (. Then G is a winning remainder strategy for
TWO in WMEG(A,J). &



It is not always the case that there is a cofinal A C (J) which satisfies
the hypothesis of Proposition E For example, let J C P(w2) be defined so
that X € J if, and only if, X Nw is finite and X N (w2\w) has cardinality
at most Ni. Let {Sa : @ < w2} be a cofinal family. Choose o # 3 € wo
such that:

1. wC (84N Sp) and
2. Sa # S3.

Then SoASs € J.

Coupled with Theorem ﬂ and an assumption about cardinal arithmetic,
the following Lemma (left to the reader) enables us to conclude much
more.

Lemma 9 Let A be a cardinal of countable cofinality, let p < X be a
regqular cardinal number, and let {Sa : o < u} be a collection of pair-
wise disjoint sets such that for each o < p there is a cofinal family
Ao C [Sa]® for which TWO has a winning remainder strategy in the game
WMEG(Aa, [Sa]<). Then there is a cofinal family A C [Ua<pSal® such
that TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WM EG (A, [Ua<uSa]=").

Corollary 10 Assume the Generalized Continuum Hypothesis. Let \ be a
cardinal of countable cofinality. For every infinite set S there is a cofinal
family A C [S]’\ such that TWO has a winning remainder strategy in
WMEG(A,[S]<).

It is clear that if TWO has a winning remainder strategy in the game
WMEG(J), then TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WMG(J).
The converse of this assertion is not so clear.

Problem 1 Is it true that if TWO has a winning remainder strategy
in the game WMG(J), then TWO has a winning remainder strategy in
WMEG(J)?

3 The strongly monotonic game, SMG(J).

A sequence (M1, Ni,..., My, Nk, ...) is a play of the strongly monotonic
game if:

1. My UN, C Mg41 € <J>7 and

2. Nj € J for each k.
Player TWO wins such a play if U52; M; = U72; N;. This game was stud-
ied in [B-J-§ and [@]; from the point of view of TWO this gives TWO
a little more control over how ONE’s meager sets increase as the game
progresses. It is clear that if TWO has a winning remainder strategy
in WMG(J), then TWO has a winning remainder strategy in SMG(J).
The converse is also true, showing that in the context of remainder strate-
gies, the more stringent requirements placed on ONE by the rules of the
strongly monotonic game is not of any additional strategic value for TWO:

10



Lemma 11 If TWO has a winning remainder strategy in SMG(J), then
TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WMG(J).

Proof Let F be a winning remainder strategy for TWO in SMG(J).

We show that it is also a winning remainder strategy for TWO in
WMG(J).
Let (M, Ny,..., My, Ng,...) be a play of WMG(J) during which
TWO used F as a remainder strategy. Put My = M) and My, , =
M1 U(N1U...UNy) for each k. Then (M7, N1,..., My, Ng,...)is
a play of SMG(J) during which TWO used the winning remainder
strategy F. It follows that U2, M C U2, Nk, so that TWO won
the F-play of WMG(J). &

We now restrict ourselves to the rules of WMG(J). As with WMEG(J),

a winning remainder strategy for TWO in the game WMG(J) gives rise
to the existence of a winning coding strategy for TWO. In general, the
statement that player TWO has a winning remainder strategy in the game
WMG(J) is stronger than the statement that TWO has a winning cod-
ing strategy. To see this, recall that TWO has a winning coding strategy
in WMG([w1]<™°) (see Theorem 2 of [@]) But according to the next
theorem, TWO does not have a winning remainder strategy in the game
W MG ([wi]<%0).

Theorem 12 (Just) If kK > N1, then TWO does not have a winning
remainder strategy in the game W MG ([k]<%0).

Proof Let F be a remainder strategy for TWO. For each a@ < wy we put
®(a) = sup(U{F(a\T) : T € [o] <"} U ).
Then ®(a) > « for each such a. Choose a closed, unbounded set

C C w1 such that:

1. ®(y) < a whenever v < a are elements of C, and

2. each element of C is a limit ordinal.

Then, by repeated use of Fodor’s pressing down lemma, we induc-
tively define a sequence ((¢1,51,71), ..., (én, Sn,Tn),...) such that:
1. C D81 D...D 8, D... are stationary subsets of w1,
2. F(a)Na =T for each a € S1, and
3. F(a\(Th U...UT,)) = Th41 for each n and each o € .
Put £ = sup(UsZ17%) + w. Choose o, € Sy so that € < a1 < ae <
... < an < .... By the construction above we have:
1. Flau)NE=T1 and
2. Flanti\(ThU...UT,))NE = Thy for each n.
But then (Up21Tn)NE C € = (UpZian) NE, so that TWO lost this
play of WMG([w1]<%°). B

11



For a cofinal family A C (J), the game WMG(A, J) proceeds just like
WMG(J), except that ONE must now choose meager sets from A only.
The proof of Theorem E gives a cofinal family A such that TWO does
not have a winning remainder strategy in the game WMG/(A, [w1]<M0).
This should be contrasted with Theorem ﬂ, which implies that there are
many uncountable cardinals x such that for some cofinal family A C [n]NO7
TWO has a winning remainder strategy in WMG/(A, [£]<%0).

Theorem 13 If TWO has a winning coding strategy in WMG(J), and
if there is a cofinal family A C (J) such that AAB ¢ J whenever A #
B are elements of A, then TWO has a winning remainder strategy in
WMG(A,J).
Proof Let F' be a winning coding strategy for TWO in WMG(J), and let
A C (J) be a cofinal family as in the hypothesis of the theorem. If
B is not in A, but there is an A € A such that B C A and A\B € J,
then this A is unique on account of the properties of A.
Define a remainder strategy G for TWO as follows: Let B € (J) be
given.
1. G(B)=F(0,B) if B € A,
2. G(B) = F(A\B,A)if B¢ A, but BC A and A\B € J for an
A€ A, and
3. G(B) =0 in all other circumstances.
Then G is a winning remainder strategy for TWO in WMG(A, J).
|

Corollary 14 Let A be a cardinal number of countable cofinality. For
each k > X, there is a cofinal family A C [k] such that TWO has a
winning remainder strategy in W MG(A, J).

Proof Write k = Ua<kSe where {S, : @ < k} is a disjoint collection of
sets, each of cardinality A. For each A € [/{]A7 put A" = UneaSa.
Then A = {A* : A € [x]*} is a cofinal subset of []<* which has
the properties required in Theorem E The result now follows from
that theorem and the fact that TWO has a winning coding strategy
in WMG([5]<) - see [@] [ ]

It is worth noting that Corollary @ is a result in ordinary set theory,
whereas we used the Generalized Continuum Hypothesis in Corollary E

4 The very strong game, VSG(J).

Moves by player TWO in the game V SG(J) (introduced in []) consist
of pairs of the form (S,T) € (J) x J, while those of ONE are elements of

(J). A sequence
(01, (51,11), 02, (52, 12), . . .)

is a play of VSG(J) if:

12



1. Opy1 2 S, UT,, and
2. On, S, € (J) and T, € J for each n.
Player TWO wins such a play if

Unz10n C UL, T,
A strategy F' is a remainder strategy for TWO in V.SG(J) if
(Sn+1, Tnt1) = F(Ont1\(Uj=1Tn))

for each n.

For X € (J) we write F(X) = (F1(X), F2(X)) when F is a remainder
strategy for TWO in VSG(J). When F is a winning remainder strategy
for TWO, we may assume that it has the following properties:

1. Fi(X)NF>(X) = 0; for G is a winning remainder strategy if G1 (X) =
Fi(X)\F2(X) and G2(X) = F>(X) for each X.

2. X\F>(X) C Fi(X); for G is a winning remainder strategy if G1(X) =
(XU F1(X))\F2(X) and G2(X) = F>(X) for each X.

The following Lemma describes a property which every winning remainder
strategy of player TWO for the game V. SG(J) must have.

Lemma 15 Assume that J C (J) C P(S) and let F be a winning remain-
der strategy for TWO in the game VSG(J). Then the following assertion
holds.

For each x € S there exist a Cy € (J) and a Dy € J such that:

1. CoN D, =0 and

2. x € F>(B) for each B € (J) such that C; C B and Dy N
B=40.

Proof Let F' be a remainder strategy of TWO, but assume the negation of
the conclusion of the lemma. We also assume that for each X € (J),
X\FQ(X) - F1(X) and F1(X) ﬂFz(X) = 0.

Choose an = € S witnessing this negation. Then there is for each
C € (J) and for each D € J withx € Cand CND =0 a B € (J)
such that BN D =0, C C B and z ¢ F»(B). We now construct
a sequence ((Bk,Ck, Dk, Mk, Sk, Ni) : k € N) as follows: (we go
through the first three steps of the construction for clarity, before
stating the general requirements for the sequence)

Put Ci1 = {2} and D; = (. Choose B € (J) such that C; C By
and x € F»(B1). Put My = By and (S1, N1) = F(M1). This defines
(B17C17D17M17S17N1).

Put C, = S; and D2 = N;. Choose Bz € (J) such that Co C B,
D>N By = @, and x g FQ(BQ). Put Ms = By U Dy and (SQ,NQ) =
F(Mz\Nl). This defines (Bz, Oz, Dz, Mz, Sz, Nz).

Put D3 = (N1 U N3) and C3 = S2\D3. Choose Bs € (J) such that
C3 C Bs, D3 N Bz = (07 and x ¢ Fz(Bg). Put M3 = B3z U D3 and
(83, N3) = F(Mg\D;g). This defines (Bg, C3, l);g7 Mg, Sg, N3).
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Let k£ > 3 be given, and assume that
(B17017D17M17517N1)7'"7(Bk7ck7Dk7Mk7Sk7Nk)

have been chosen so that:

1. Djy1 = (N1 U...UNj) € J,
Cijy1 = Sj\Dj+1 S <J> and x € Cj1q for j <k,
C; C Bj, while z ¢ F>(B;) and B; N D; = (), and
M]‘ = Bj U Dj and
(Sj,N;) = F(M;\Dj) for j <k, and

6. (B17 017 D17 ]\/117 5'17 N1) and (BQ7 027 D27 ]\/IQ7 5'27 NQ) are as above.
Put Dyi1 = U;?:le and Ck4+1 = Sg\Dk+1. By hypothesis there
is a Bry1 € (J) such that Cri1 € Bit1, Brt1 N Dgg1 = 0, and
x g Fz(Bk+1). Put Myy+1 = Bry1 U Dgy1, and put (Sk+1, Nk+1) =
F(MkJrl\(Nl U...uU Nk))
Then the sequence

A

(B1,C1,D1,M1,51,N1),...,(Bry1,Crer1, Diy1, Miya, Ska1, Nicya)

still satisfies properties 1 through 6 above. Continuing like this we
obtain an infinite sequence which satisfies these. But then

(M, (S1,N1), ..., My, (Sk, Nk), - ..)

is a play of V.SG(J) during which player TWO used the remainder
strategy F'; this play is moreover lost by TWO because TWO never
covered the point x. This proves the contrapositive of the lemma. B

Theorem 16 (Galvin) For k > Xy, TWO does not have a winning re-
mainder strategy in VSG([k]<N0).

Proof Let F' be a remainder strategy for TWO. If it were winning, choose
for each © € k a D, € k)< and a C, € [x]=%0 such that:
1. C.ND, =0,
2. z € (C, and
3. 2 € F2(B) for each B € [k]=" such that BN D, = § and
C: CB.

Now (D : z € k) is a family of finite sets. By the A-system lemma
we find an S € [k]" and a finite set R such that (D, : x € S) is a
A-system with root R. For z € S define:

flx)={ye S:Dy,NCy # 0}

Then f(x) is a countable set and = ¢ f(x) for each x € S. By
Hajnal’s set-mapping theorem we find T' € [S]* such that C, N D, =
0 for all z,y € T.
Let K € [T]NO be given, and put B = Uzex C». Then K C F>(B), a
contradiction. l
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Using similar ideas but with the appropriate cardinality assumption
to ensure that the corresponding versions of the A-system lemma and the
set-mapping theorems are true, one obtains also:

Theorem 17 Let X be a cardinal of countable cofinality. If k > 2%, then
TWO does not have a winning remainder strategy in VSG([x]<*).

Since for every cardinal X\ of countable cofinality, and for each cardinal
# player TWO has a winning coding strategy in WMG([x]<*) (see for
example [@])7 Theorems E and also show that the existence of a
winning remainder strategy for TWO in V.SG(J) is a stronger statement
than the existence of a winning coding strategy for TWO.

Problem 2 Let A be an uncountable cardinal of countable cofinality. Let
K be an infinite cardinal number such that A< < cof([x]*, C) < 2*. Does
TWO fail to have a winning remainder strategy in any of W MEG ([r]<),
WMG([£]<*) or VSG([k]<*)?

The following theorem shows that the x in Theorem @ cannot be
decreased to wi. Thus, the rules of the very strong game are more advan-
tageous to TWO than those of the other versions we considered earlier in
this paper.

Theorem 18 If cof((J),C) = Ry, then TWO has a winning remainder
strategy in VSG(J).

Proof We may assume that there is for each X € (J)\J, a Y € (J)\J
such that X NY = 0 (else, TWO has an easy winning remainder
strategy even in WMEG(J)). Let < be a well-ordering of S, the
underlying set of our topological space. Choose two wi-sequences
(Co:a <wi) and (zq : @ < wi) such that:

1. Co C Cp € {J),

Ta € Cg,

zg & Cp,

To < g and

Cs\Cq ¢ J for all a < B < w1, and

6. {Ca :a <wi}is cofinal in (J).

For each X € (J) we write 8(X) for min{a < w1 : X C Co}. Put

X ={za:a<wi}. Write Q for wi\w. Let F' be a winning perfect

information strategy for TWO in REG(J), and let G be a winning

perfect information strategy for TWO in REG([{zs : § € Q}]<N0).

We may assume that if o is a sequence of length r of subsets of €2,

at least one of which is infinite, then |G(o)| > r. We also define:

Kg = {xy : v < B} for each g € Q.

We define a remainder strategy H for TWO in VSG(J). Thus, let

B € (J) be given.

1. If B € J: Then put H(B) = (Cs(B)+w> {T0, Ta(m)})
2. B¢ J:

ARl
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(a) U{n<w:z, ¢ B}={0,1,...,k}:
Let T' be {xgp)} together with the first < k 4 1 elements
of {za : @ € Q}\B. Put

S=TU(U{G(0):0€F*2({Ks: a5 €T}),

aset in [{z5 : § € Q}]<N°. Let p be the cardinality of S.
Then define

S ={xo0,..., 2z, JUSU((U{F(0) : 0 € SP({Cl : za € SH\X).

Put H(B) = (CB(B)+w: S)
(b) If {n < w: z, & B} is not a finite initial segment of w:

Then we put H(B) = (Ca(B)tws {Z0, Ta(5)-
To see that H is a winning remainder strategy for TWO, consider a
play

(01,(51,T1)y...,0n, (Sn, Tn),...)

where (S1,T1) = H(O1) and (Snt1, Tnt1) = H(Ony1\(Uj=1Sy) for
each n.

For convenience we put

e Wo=1Tp = @ and Wn+1 =W,U T7L+17

o B, = O7L\W7L7
o B, =p(Br) and an = fn +w
for each n

Note that if B; is such that {n € w : @n & B;}(= {0,1,...,k;}
say) is a finite initial segment of w, then the same is true for Bji1.
It follows that (S;,T}) is defined by Case 2(a) for each j > 1, and
that (k; : j € N) is an increasing sequence. It further follows that
{%py,---,2p,} CTj for these j. This in turn implies that:

1. Ujo-ilF(CBN RN C/jj)\}: C U Th,

2. Ujo'ilG(K517. ey Kﬁ]) g U%ole’,“ and

3 {zn:n<w} UL T,.
But then US2,0, C U, T,. R

Corollary 19 TWO has a winning remainder strategy in VSG([w1]<"°)

Using the methods of this paper we can also show that if J C P(S) is
a free ideal such that there is an A € (J) such that cof({J),C) < |J[ 4],
then TWO has a winning remainder strategy in V.SG(J).

Corollary 20 For every Ti-topology on w1, without isolated points, TWO
has a winning remainder strategy in VSG(J).
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