arXiv:math/9405201v1l [math.LO] 12 May 1994

CARDINAL INVARIANTS ASSOCIATED WITH HAUSDORFF
CAPACITIES

JURIS STEPRANS

ABSTRACT. Let A(X) denote Lebesgue measure. If X C [0,1] and r € (0,1)
then the r-Hausdorff capacity of X is denoted by H"(X) and is defined to be
the infimum of all Y 52 A(I;)" where {I;}ic. is a cover of X by intervals.
The r Hausdorff capacity has the same null sets as the r-Hausdorff measure
which is familiar from the theory of fractal dimension. It is shown that, given
r < 1, it is possible to enlarge a model of set theory, V, by a generic extension
V[G] so that the reals of V have Lebesgue measure zero but still have positive
r-Hausdorff capacity.

1. INTRODUCTION

If r € [0,1] then for any set X C [0, 1] the r-Hausdorff capacity of X is denoted
by H"(X) and is defined to be the infimum of all ¢ such that there is a cover of X
by intervals, X C (J;=, I;, such that ¢ = >~7° A(Z;)". This notion may be familiar
from its use along the way to defining r-Hausorff measure. Given 8 >0, H;(X) is
defined, for any set X C [0, 1], to be the infimum of all ¢ such that there is a cover of
X by intervals, X C (J;2, I, such that ¢ = >>°°  A(I;)" and such that the length of
each interval I; is less than 8. The r-Hausdorff measure of a set X is then defined
to be the supremum of Hj(X) as 8 ranges over all positive real numbers. However,
the topic of this paper if r-Hausdorff capacity rather than r-Hausdorff measure.
The crucial difference between the two is that, while the r-Hausdorff measure is
countably additive, the r-Hausdorfl capacity is only subadditive if r € (0,1). A
proof of the fact that H" is actually a capacity can be found in [@] on page 90. For
more details on Hausdorff measure consult [, [fl] or [f]].

For the rest of this paper let r be a fixed real number such that 0 < r < 1. Let
A(X) denote the Lebesgue measure of any measurable set X C [0,1]™. It will be
shown that it is possible to genericall y extend an arbitrary model of set theory
so that the ground model reals have Lebesgue measure 0 but still have positive
r-Hausdorff measure. If this process could be iterated ws times and the ground
model satisfied the Continuum Hypothesis then it would yield a model every set of
size N1 has Lebesgue measure zero yet there is a set of size 8; which has positive
r-Hausdorff capacity. This raises the following conjecture which uses the obvious
extension of Hausdorff capacity to R™ : For any n € w and r < n it is consistent
that every set of size N1 has Lebesgue measure zero yet there is a set X C [0,1]"
of size N; which has positive r-Hausdorff capacity.

This is related to the following question posed by P. Komjath.

Question 1.1. Suppose that every set of size N1 has Lebesgue measure zero. Does
it follow that the union of any set of Ny lines in the plane has Lebesque measure
zero?
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To see the relationship between this question and r-Hausdorf capacity consider
that it is easy to find countably many unit sqaures in the plane such that each
line passes through either the top and bottom or the left and right sides of at
least one of these squares. It is therefore possible to focus attention on all lines
which pass through the top and bottom of the unit square. For any such line L
there is a pair (a,b) such that both the points (a,0) and (1,b) belong to L. If the
mapping which send a line L to this pair (a,b) is denoted by 8 then it is easy to
see that 3 is continuous and that if S C [0, 1]? is a square of side € then the union
of 3715 has measure € while S itself has measure €2. In other words, the Lebesgue
measure of the union of 371X is no larger than the 1-Hausdorff capacity of X for
any X C [0, 1]%. Hence, if the answer to Question @ was negative this would imply
that the conjecture is true. While this was the motivation for studying the problem
of Hausdorfl capacity, it may be that the notion of Haudsorff capacity is actually
more central than Komjath’s question itself.

If 1 <n < m then define 7 : [0,1]™ — [0, 1]™ by

Tn (X1, T2, ..o T) = (X1, T2, ... ,Tp).

If X C[0,1]™ then m,(X) will denote the image of X under the mapping m,. If
A C[0,1]* and 1 < n < d then, for any x € [0,1]", the notation A, will be used to
denote {y € [0,1]4"" : m,(x,y) = z and (z,y) € A}.

2. A GENERAL CLASS OF FORCING PARTIAL ORDERS

This section will be devoted to examining a generalization of Superperfect forcing
obtained by insisting that on a dense set of nodes the splitting is into a set of positive
measure with respect to some ideal. Such generalizations have been considered by
various authors. Throughout this section the term ideal will always refer to a proper
ideal on w which contains all finite sets. In later sections ideals will be constructed
on countable sets other than w, but it will simplify notation to ignore this for now.

Definition 2.1. Let T = {Z, }new be a sequence of ideals. The partial order P(T)
will be defined to consist of trees T C U, c,, [1;c,, Di such that for everyt € T one
of the following two alternatives holds:

o [{fncw:tAneT} =1
o {new:t/\neT}GIﬁr‘

If{new:tAneT}e IIJ{‘ then t will be said to be a branching node of T and
the set of branching nodes will be denoted by B(T). Define P(Z) to consist of all T
such that for every t € T there is s € B(T') such that t C s. The ordering on P(T)

s inclusion.

It is left to the reader to verify that P(Z) is proper and, indeed, that it satisfies
Axiom A. A standard argument works.

Suppose now that T' € P(Z). Then the root of T is the unique minimal member
of B(T') and is denoted by root(T"). If t € B(T) then the set of successors of ¢
is denoted by sucer(t) and is defined by sucer(t) = {n € w: t An € T}. The
branching height of ¢ will be denoted by branching-height(¢) and is defined to be
{s Ct:s € B(T)}| — so branching-height(root(T")) = 1. A subset S C T will be
said to be a subtree if it is closed under taking initial segments. The tree generated
by X C T is simply the set of all initial segments of members of X. Observe that
succg can be defined for any subtree, regardless of whether or not S € P(Z). A
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subset S C T will be said to be a full subtree of T if and only if for every t € S
either ¢ is a maximal member of S or succr(t) = sucew (t). If t € T then T'(t)
is defined to be the subtree of T' consisting of all s € T such that either s C ¢ or
t Cs. If S CTis a subtree then define the interior of S to be the set of all non
maximal elements of B(T") NS and denote this by int(S) — the dependence on T'
will suppressed.

If T € P(Z) then define a function ¥ on B(T') to be approzimating if U(t) C [0,1]
is a finite union of rational intervals for each ¢ € B(t) and it is monotone in the sense
that U(t) CU(s)ift Cs. T € P(Z), z € [0,1] and ¥ on B(T) is approximating
then define R(T, ¥, z) to be the tree generated by {t € B(T) : x ¢ ¥(¢)}.

Definition 2.2. An ideal T will be said to satisfy KP(r) if and only if for all
e <1
e XeIt
o functions F' from X to the Borel subsets of [0, 1] satisfying that H" (F(x)) < 6
for each x € X
e c>0
there is some 'Y C [0,1] as well as Z C [0,1] such that
e H'(Y)< ¥
. )\(Z) <e€
e {xeX:y¢ F(x)} €I for everyy € [0,1]\ (Y UZ)

Well founded trees will play an important role in the following discussion but the
standard equivalance between well founded trees and trees with rank functions is
not as convenient a slight modification of this notion. If T' € P(Z) and S C T then
the standard rank of S will denote the rank of S N B(T) when this is considered
as a tree under the inherited ordering. Later on, a different rank function will be
introduced and it should not be confused with the standard rank.

IfT € P(Z) and W C T is a full subtree then W’ C W will be said to be large if:

o root(W) e W’

o if t € W'\ B(T) then ¢ is not maximal in W’

o if tint(W) N W’ then succw:(t) € If{'.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that

I ={Z,:n € w} is a sequence of ideals, each satisfying KP(r)

T eP(Z) and W C T is a well founded full subtree of standard rank S
U 4s an approximating function on B(T)NW

<1

H"(¥(t)) <8 for anyt € WnN B(T)

then, there is some x € [0, 1] such that R(W,¥,x) is a large subtree of W.

Proof: It will be shown by induction on § € w; that the following, stronger
condition holds:

Q(B): IfseTand W C T(s) is a well founded full subtree of standard rank
B, 60 <1, ¢ >0 and ¥ is an approximating function on B(T) N W such that
H"(¥(t)) < 6 for any t € W N B(T) then, there is some Y C [0,1] and Z C [0, 1]
such that

e for each z € [0,1]\ (Y UZ) R(W, ¥, z) is a large subtree of W belongs to Z;7,

QHR(Y)SQ .
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e \Z) <e

First notice that this implies the lemma by choosing s = root(7T) and e <1 —6
because A(Y) < H"(Y) and so, if \(Z) < e then [0, 1]\ (Y UZ) is not empty. If § =0
the statement is vacuous and Q(1) is implied by KP(r). Now assume that Q(~)
has been established for all v € 8. If W is a well founded subtree of T'(s), § < 1,
e > 0 and ¥ is an approximating function on W N B(T) then for each n € succr(s)
the standard rank of W{s A n) is less than 3. Moreover, H"(¥(t)) < 6 for any
t € W{s An) N B(T). It is therefore possible to apply the induction hypothesis to
T(s An) for each n € succr(s) to find V;, and Z,, such that

o H"(Y,) <0/2nt!
e \NZ,) < 6/2n+1
o if £ €[0,1]\ (Y, UZ,) then R(W (s An),V,z) is a large subtree of W{s A n).

Now let X = succr(s) € I‘ng. Choose a function F' on X such that F(d) 2 Yy
and F(d) is a G5 such that H"(F(d)) = H"(Yy) < 6 for each d € X. It follows
from KP(r) that there are Y/ C [0,1] and Z’ C [0, 1] such that

e H"(Y')<8/2

o \Z') <¢€/2

o {deX:z¢ F(d)} EII—:\ for each z € [0,1]\ (Y U Z")

Now let Z = Z' UU{Z,, : n € X} and note that A\(Z) < € and, by the subadditivity
of H", H"(Y) < 6. Hence, in order to verify that Q(8) holds it suffices to show
that if 2 € [0,1] \ (YU Z) and t € R(W, ¥, z) Nint(W) then succrw,v,q)(t) € III\'
If t = s this follows from the application of KP(r) and the fact that « ¢ Y/ UZ’. In
every other case it follows from the use of the induction hypothesis because t O sAn
for some n and, therefore, z ¢ Y,, U Z,, implies that succrw,v »)(t) € If{'. [ |

For the remainder of this section fix a sequence of ideals Z = {Z,, : n € w} and
T € P(Z). For t € B(T) and n € sucer(t) define ¢ ® n to be the least s € B(T)
such that t An Cs. If X C T is a subtree then a rank function px will be defined
on B(T) N X by bar induction. To begin, define px(t) to be 0 if there is some
t" C t such that ¢ € B(T) and succx(t') € Zjy. Define px(t) to be the least
ordinal 3 such that there is some A € Zj; such that px(t © n) is defined for each
n € succx (t) \ A and px(t @ n) € B for any such n. The rank of X is defined to
be the rank of its root, provided this is defined. A subtree X C T will be defined
to be small if px(t) is defined for all ¢ € B(T) N X and px(t) > 0 if and only if
t € int(X).

Lemma 2.2. If X C T is a subtree and there is some t € X N B(T) for which
px (t) is not defined then X contains a member of P(T).

Proof: Thisis standard. Let S be the subtree of T generated by allt € XNB(T)
such that px () is not defined. Notice that if ¢ € S then

{n € succx(t) : px(t ®n) is not defined} = succx(t)

and this belongs to III\' Hence S € P(Z) provided that it is not empty. The

hypothesis of the lemma guarantees that this is not the case. ]
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For any subtree W C T and any function 6 € Hwemt W) T}y define

={weW: (¥necw)(wn)¢liwln)}
or, in other words, W(’ is obtained by throwing away Zj;; many successors, deter-
mined by 6, of each ¢t € int(W). If W and X are subtrees of T define W < X if
and only if there exists 6 € Hwelnt w) Ljw| such that for every 0" € [L,cint x) Lzl

there is a one-to-one function G : W N B(T) — (X% N B(T)) \ {root(X)} which is
order preserving in the sense that if ¢ C s then G(t) C G(s).
For any small subtree Y C T a function 6 € Hyemt (v) Ljy| will be said to be a

witness to the rank of Y if and only if for each ¢ € int(Y)

py,r(t ®n) € pyr(t)
for each n € succy (¢) \ 6(¢t).

Lemma 2.3. Let W and X be small subtrees of T of rank o and B respectively. If
a € B, then for any 0 € Hweint(W) Ty which is a witness to the rank of W and
any 0 € T, cint(x) Lzl there is a one-to-one function Go,gr : WenB(T) = XN
B(T') which is order preserving such that G g (root(W)) # root(X). Moreover,
Gy o is continuous in the variable 0’ in the sense that the mapping 0" — Gg g/ is
a continuous function from [],cintx) Tzl to W%B(T)(Xg, N B(T)) where T, is
considered as a subspace of 2.

Proof: Suppose that o € f and W and X are small subtrees of T of rank
« and [ respectively. Let 6 € Hweint(W) T be a witness to the rank of W.
For every ¢’ € Hmeint(x) I, a function Ggo : W N B(T) — X% N B(T) can be
defined by induction on the branching height of nodes of W?N B(T'). The induction
hypothesis will be that px (Gg e/ (t)) > pw (t). Define Gy ¢/ (root(W)) = root(X)dm
where m is the least integer such that m € succx(root(X)) \ ¢'(root(X)) and
px (root(X) ®m) > a. Such an m must exist because px (root(X)) = 8 > a and
0'(root(X)) € Lpoot(x)- 1f t and t & n are both in W N B(T) and Gy g (t) and
Go o (t @ i) are defined for ¢ € n then define Gy o/ (t ® n) = Gg /() @ k where k is
the least integer such that

k € sucex (Goo (1) \ (0 (Goor (1) U{Go.o(t ®i)(|Go,er(t)]) : i € n})
and px(Goo (t @ k)) > pw(t @ n). The reason such a k exists is that, by the
induction hypothesis, px(Ga,g:(t)) > pw(t) and hence px(Ggg (t) > pw(t ® n)
because 6 is a witness to the rank of W and t @ n € W. Since I|G9’9, (t)] contains
all finite subsets it must be that there is some

k € sucex (Goo (1) \ (0'(Goor () U{Go.o(t ®i)(|Go,er(t)]) : i € n})
such that px (G, (t®k) > pw (t) Bn). Since the inductive hypothesis is preserved,
this construction can be carried out for all nodes in W?. Obviously Gy, is a one-
to-one, order preserving function. By construction, Gy g/ (root(W)) # root(X).

The continuity of Gy ¢/ in the variable 6 follows from the minimal choice of the
integer k such that

ke SUCCx(GQﬂ/(t)) \ (9I(G979/(ﬁ)) U {G@ﬁ/(t D i)(lG@ﬁ/(ﬁ)l) 11 E n})
and px (Goo (t ® k) > pw(t ®n). An open neighbourhood of Gy ¢/ in
wlnB(T) (XO/ n B(T))
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is specified by a restriction of Gy ¢/ to a finite subset. Given a finite subset a C W?
it is possible to find a finite set b C X such that if ¢t € a, Gy o/ (t) = s ® m and
i€ m\6'(s) then s®1 also belongs to b. Let M € w be such that the range of each
t € b is contained in M. It is easy to check that if 0" € [] cing(x)Zj| is such that
0"(t)yN M =0'(t) N M for each t € b then Go g [ a = Gg o | a. |

Lemma 2.4. If W and X are small subtrees of T of rank o and [ respectively,
then W < X if and only if a € B.

One direction is an immediate consequence of Lemma E because a witness to
the rank of W can always be found. For the other, it will be shown by induction on
a that if @ < 8 then X £ W. For o = 0 this is trivial so assume that the assertion
has been established for all o/ € « and suppose that X < W. This means that
there is some 0 € Hmeint(x*)zlwl such that for every 6’ € Hweint(W) T there
is a one-to-one function G : X? N B(T) — W N B(T) which is order preserving
such that G(root(X)) # root(W). Let ' be a witness to the rank of W and let the
function G from X N B(T) to W N B(T) \ {root(W)} be one-to-one and order
preserving. It must be that py (G(root(X))) € pw (root(W)) = o < 5. Therefore,
it is possible to find m € succx (root(X))\ 0(root(X)) such that px (root(X)dm) >
pw (G(root(X))). Obviously G, 6 | X (root ®@ m) and 8’ | W{G(root(X)) establish
that X (root ® m) < W{(G(root(X)) which contradicts the induction hypothesis. W

An ideal Z will be said to be ¥ if it is a ¥{ subset of 2% under the natural
identification. The next lemma shows that the relation < is i provided that
each of the ideals of T = {Z, }new is ©1. This will require the full conclusion of
Lemma P.3 since the obvious calculation only shows that < is i

Lemma 2.5. If each of the ideals of T = {Z,, }new is X1 then the relation < defined
from them is %1.

Proof: Since each 7, is E% it is possible to choose continuous functions f,, :
“w — 2“ such that 7, is the image of f,. First it will be shown that W < X if and
only if there is some 6 € Hweint(W) 7}, and a continuous function

G: I “w—""P®6nB(T)(B(T)NX)
zeint(X)
such that
1. for all 0" € J[, cing(x) “w. if ¢ belongs to W% N B(T) then G(t) = s ® m for
some s € B(T)capX and some m € succx (s)(t) \ fis(0'(s))
2. G(0') is order preserving for all 0’ € [, cing(x) “W
3. G(¢') is one-to-one for all 0" € [, cing(x) “W
4. G(6')(root(W)) # root(X) for all 0" € J[, cing(x) “w
Assuming W < X it is possible to use Lemma E to define G(0') = G .9y where
w(0)(x) = fiz)(0'(x)) for each x € int(X). Note that G is continuous because of
the final sentence of Lemma and the continuity of u, which is a consequence of

the continuity of each f,,. The other direction of the equivalence is clear because
each f, is onto Z,.
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Hence it suffices to check that the clauses (1) - (4) are arithmetic. Since T
and B(T) can be used as parameters, the only problematic part is the use of the
quantifiers

forall e ] “w.
zeint(X)
However, the continuity of G allows these to be replaced by quantifiers over ap-

proximations to #’. In particular, it suffices to choose a countable dense subset
Cc Hmeiﬂt( X) “w and replace each instance of

for all ¢ € H “y
zeint(x)
by “for all ¢/ € C"”. ]

Lemma 2.6. For all o such that 1 < o € wy and t € B(T) there is a well founded
full subtree W of standard rank o such that root(W) =t and if W C W is any
large subtree then pw-(t) = a.

Proof: Proceed by induction on «. The case a = 1 is trivial so assume the
assertion has been established for all @’ € a. First suppose that a = 8+ 1. Given
t € B(T) choose for each n € succy (t) a well founded full subtree W, of standard
rank § such that root(W,) = t ® n and if W/ C W, is any large subtree then
pw(t®n) = B. Let W = Upecsucew (1) Wa-

If « is a limit let {8, }new converge to « from below. Given t € B(T') choose for
each n € succw (t) a well founded full subtree W,, of standard rank (3, such that
root(W,,) =t @ n and if W’ C W, is any large subtree then py(t & n) = f,,. Let
W = Upesucew (1) Wa- Since Zj; contains all finite sets this works. |

3. THE PRESERVATION THEOREM

Theorem 3.1. IfZ = {Z, : n € w} is a sequence of ¥ ideals satisfying KP(r) such
that each I,, contains all finite sets and G is P(Z) generic over V' then H"([0,1] N
V) =1 in V[G].

Proof: Suppose the theorem false — in other words, there is some 6 < 1 and
{Jn}22,, a name for a sequence of intervals with rational endpoints, as well as a
condition T € P(Z) such that

Tk “([0,1]nV)C [ J T
n=0
and T I+ “3>°>° 'A(J,)" < 6. By thinning down T it may be assumed that if
t € B(T) and branching-height(t) = n then T'(t) IF “J; = J(t,7)” for some interval
J(t,i) with rational endpoints, for each ¢ € n. Let ¥(t) = U{J(¢t,¢) : i € |t|} for
each t € B(T).

If there is some = € [0, 1] such that R(T,¥,x) contains some S € P(Z) then it

follows that

S “z ¢ [j T

n=0
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contradicting the fact that S C T'. Hence by Lemma E it follows that pr(r,w,4)(t)
is defined for all t € R(T, ¥, z) N B(T') and therefore

T, = R(T,W,2)\ {t € R(T,0,2) : (3t C )pperw.e(t) = 0}

is a small subtree for each x € [0,1]. Notice that “pr(r v .)(t) = 07 is a i
statement because each Z, is 31. Hence {T : = € [0,1]} is a ¥} set.

Since the relation < defined on {7}, : # € [0,1]} is also ¥} by Lemma P.F, it
follows from the Kunen-Martin Theorem @] and Lemma @ that there is some
« € wy such that the rank of T, is less than « for each = € [0,1]. Use Lemma E
to find W C T, a well founded full subtree of T, of standard rank « such that
if W C W is any large subtree then the rank of W’ is . Observe that ¥ is an
approximating function on B(T)NW such that H" (¥(t)) < 6 for any t € WNB(T).
It follows from Lemma @ that there is some z € [0,1] such that R(W, ¥, z) is a
large subtree of W. It follows that the rank of R(W, ¥, x) is at least o and this is
a contradiction because it implies that the rank of T, is at least a. |

The reasonable conjecture at this point is that the conclusion of Theorem E
holds for the countable support iteration of the partial order P(Z) . A proof of this
would require modifying the preservation technology of Judah-Shelah citeJuda.Shel,
Ba.Ju.Sh which was originally developed to show that certain iterations preserve
that the ground model reals have positive Lebesgue measure.

4. THE RELATION =

Sets with positive r~-Hausdorff capacity may have measure zero but this type of
set will play an important role in the following discussion. One would like to be able
to say that if A(X) > 0 then H"(X) can be calcultaed from A\(X) or, at the very
least, one would might hope for some relationship between H” (X ) and A(X). There
are easy counterexamples to this though. Let X be such that H"(X) =h > 0 and
A(X) = 0 and then A(X UJ0,a]) = a and note that there is obviously no connection
between H"(X U[0,a]) and @ when a is much smaller than h. This sort of example
is eliminated by introducing a relation on sets which, roughly speaking, calculates
the infimum of H"(X \ Z) as Z ranges over set of small measure. The Z relation,
which is introduced in the next definition, expands on this.

Definition 4.1. If X andY are subsets of [0, 1] then define the relation Zs.(X,Y)
to hold if and only if for every set Z, if \(Z) < € then H"'(XNY\Z) > H"(Y) —90.
If X and Y are subsets of [0,1]" "1 then define the relation Z5.(X,Y) to hold if and
only if

Ese({z em(Y): Ese(Xs, Ya)}, m(Y)).

The relation Zs . on [0, 1]™ can be considered as a crude substitute for an integral
when n > 1. In fact, one might be tempted to define a better approximation to an
integral in the following way. Define Z.(A) = inf{ H"(A\Z) : Z C [0,1] and \(Z) <
e} for A C[0,1]. If A C[0,1]"*! then define

EL(A) =sup{d: Z.({z €[0,1] : EL(Az) > d}) > 4}

by induction on n. Notice however that the inequality =.(A) > Z'(B) — § is not
equivalent to Z5.(A, B) even if A C B. The point is that if X and Y are subsets
of [0,1]"*! and z € 71 (Y) then it is possible that Zs (X,,Y,) holds even though

x ¢ w(X). This section collects some facts about the = relation.
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Lemma 4.1. If A and B are subsets of [0,1]" and Es..(A, B) holds then for any

Z C[0,1]™ such that
€

A2) < (3)
Es,e/2(A\ Z, B) also holds.

Proof: This is easliy proved using induction on n and a simple application of
Fubini’s Theorem. |

The next two lemmas show that the relation = could have defined from the top
down rather than from the bottom up.

Lemma 4.2. If A and B are subsets of [0,1]" and Zs ((7a(A), 7a(B)) holds and
Es.e(Ay, By) holds for each x € my4(A) then E5(A, B) holds as well.

Proof: Proceed by induction on d noting that the case d = 1 follows from the
definition. |

The proof of the next three lemmas are easy and left to the reader.

Lemma 4.3. If A and B are subsets of [0,1]9" and Z5..(A, B) holds then so does
Zs.c({z € ma(B) : Z5,(Az, Bz)}, ma(B))}-

Lemma 4.4. If A and B are closed subsets of [0,1]71, § > 0 and € > 0 then
{.’L‘ € Hd(B) : 5576(AI,Bm)}

s a Borel set.
Lemma 4.5. If 25 (A, B)} holds and A C B then Z5.¢(A, A)} holds as well.

Lemma 4.6. Ife, §; and d3 are greater than 0, Zs, (A, B)} and Zs, (B, C)} both
hold and B C C' then Zs, +5,,c(AN B),C} also holds.

Lemma 4.7. If D C [0,1] is a set such that Zs.(D, D) holds and § < H" (D) then
there is some € > 0 such that Z5_¢ /2(D, D) holds as well.

Proof: Let é < min{H"(D) — 5,TlTl’”,€}. Suppose that that AM(Z) < €/2 and
that {I; : i € w} is a cover of D\ Z. Since € < 6, by taking a tail of the sequence
it is possible to find ig € w such that 332, | ( i) < €/2 < 32, M) because,
if Y20 ML) < €/2 < €/2 then M(Z U (U, 1)) < € and so Z U (¢, Ii) can
not possibly be a cover of D. Let J be an initial subinterval of I;, such that

Yoo M) + A(J) = €/2 and note that A(J) > 0. It follows that A\(Z U J U
Uisg, Li) < € and so A(Li; \ J)" + >_;c;, AMLi)" > 6 and hence, using the fact that

r <1,

ALig \I) XD+ Y ML) = AL \J)"+AMD)+ > M) Z AI;) > 0+¢/2

1710 €10 i=ip+1
Now notice that

SO =AM \ )"+ M)+ D> AL)" = (Mg \I)" + M) = AMT,)")

IS i#£io
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>04+€/2— MNILig \JJ)"+ X(J) = MI;,)") -
Hence all that has to be shown is that A(I;, \ J)" + A(J) — A(L,)" < 0.
To see this, define for a > 0
F,(x)=(a—2)" +2—ad"
and observe that %Fa(az) = 1_7((1—;)14 and notice that this is negative if z < a < €.

Moreover, F,(0) = 0 and so Fy is negative on the interval (0,a) if a < € Because
0 < A(J) < A(L,) < €it follows that A(Li, \J)"+A(J) = A(Li)" = Fxr,,)(A(J)) < 0.
]

Definition 4.2. A subset X C [0, 1] will be said to be elementary if and only if
X = [po, go] U [p1, 1] U ... U [pr, q]

where p; and q; are rational numbers such that p; < q; < pi+1 for each © € k.
A subset X C [0,1]""L is elementary if and only if there is an elementary set
[p(), qo] U [pl, ql] U...u [pk, qk] - [0, 1] such that
k
X = U[pi;%'] x X;
i=0
and each X; C [0,1]™ is elementary.

Lemma 4.8. IfU C [0,1]" is open and X C [0,1]™ is closed then Z5,.(U, X) if and
only if for every € < € there is an elementary Y C U such that Z5:(Y, X).

Proof: To begin, suppose that for every € < € there is an elementary Y C U
such that =5 (Y, X). Let Y3, C U be such that EJ_’%(Y;C,X) and let Y = Ug>oYsk.
It will be shown by induction on n that Z5.(U, X).

In particular, it will be shown by induction on n that if Y;, C [0,1]™ are sets
such that

e each Y,, is an elementary subset of U
Eé,e(m) (Yma X)

Ym C Ym+1

e(m) <e(m—+1)

lim,, 00 €(m) = €

then Es ¢ (UmnewYm, X). To begin the induction note that the case n = 1 is easy.
Now suppose that the assertion has been established for n and that X and Y,,, are
subsets of [0,1]"! for m € w. Suppose that Z C [0,1] is such that A\(Z) < € and
A= {I € 7T1(X) : E6,e(m)(UﬂCa XI)}
H({zem(X):E5e(A\Z) > H'(m (X)) =9
and define
W, = {I € 7T1(X) : E&,e(m)((ym)xa XI)}

for each m € w. Note that if e(m) > A\(Z) then A(W,, \ A) > e(m) — A(Z) because,
otherwise, A(Z U (W,, \ A)) < e(m) and so H"(W,, \ (W,, \A)UZ) > H"(X) -4
contradicting that Wi, \ (W,, \ A)UZ C A\ Z. Let j be such that ¢(j) > \(Z).
Then {W,, \ A : m > j} is a a family of measurable sets — the measurablity follows

from Lemma @ and the fact that each W, is elementary, and hence, closed — each
of measure at least €(j) — A(Z) > 0. Hence there is some x € [0, 1] such that there
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are infinitely many m € w such that x € W,,, \ A. Therefore there infinitely many
m € w such that Z; () ((Yim)z, Xz) and, by the induction hypothesis, it follows
that Z5,¢(Uy, X,) holds because (Yin)z € (Yit1)s C Uy, each (Vy,), is elementary.

Conversely, suppose that Z5 (U, X) and let € < e. Proceed by induction on n.
The case n = 1 is easy since Y can be chosen to be a finite union of intervals such
that A(X'\Y) < e—eé. Therefore suppose that that U C [0,1]""! and X C [0, 1],
Using the induction hypothesis, it follows that for each x € w(X), if Z5.(Uz, Xg)
then there is an elementary set Y, C U, such that Y, Cs5¢ X,. Moreover, since
U is open it follows that if Y, # () then there is an open interval J, containing x
such that J, x Y, C U. If Y, = ( then, since X is closed there is an interval .J,
containing x such that =5 (0, X,) holds for all z € J, . Since Z5(U, X) holds it
must be the case that

Eé,e(U{Jm . Eé,E(YLEa Xw)}v 1 (X))

must hold. From the case n = 1 it is possible to find an elementary set Z C U{.J, :
Es,c(Usz, Xi)} such that Zs -y (c_z/2(Z,m1(X)). Since Z can be covered by finitely
many intervals J, it is possible to obtain Z’ = Uie;Js such that

e \NZ\Z') < (e—¥)/2

o JiNJy=0if 1 #£4

e for each i € j there is some (i) such that J; C J,
It follows that Z5¢(Z', m1(X)) so let Y = Uje;Ji X Y5 [ ]

Corollary 4.1. If U is open and X is closed then the relation E¢ s(U, X) is Borel.

Proof: It follows from Lemma [L.g that 2. 5(U, X) holds if and only if
(Ve < €)(FY)(Y is elementary and Z¢ 5(Y, X)

and from Lemma @ it follows that Z¢ (Y, X) is a Boreel statement because Y,
being elementary, is closed. |

Definition 4.3. If X andY are subsets of [0, 1] then define the relation Z5 (X,Y)
to hold if and only if for every elementary set Z, if N(Z) < € then H"(XNY \ Z) >
H"(Y)—=6. If X and Y are subsets of [0,1]"" then define the relation =5 (X,Y)
to hold if and only if

=5 (e € m(X) 1 55, (X,, Vo) m(Y)):

Lemma 4.9. If X and Y are elementary subsets of [0,1]™ then E5(X,Y") holds if
and only if E5 (X,Y) holds.

Proof: One direction is clear. For the other, proceed by inductiononn. If n =1
then suppose that =5 (X,Y’) holds and that A(Z) < e is such that H"(X NY'\ Z) <
H"(Y) — 6. It will be shown that there is an elementary Z’ such that A(Z') < €
and H"(X \ Z') < H"(X \ Z). This clearly suffices.

The existence of Z’ will be established by induction on the number of connected
components of X NY. If X NY = [a,b] is an interval then H" (X NY \ Z) >
(b—a—A\(2Z))" because, if {I; };c. is a cover of XNY'\Z then Y ;2 A(I;) > b—a—\(Z)
and hence, since 7 < 1, > 22 ML) > (3o ML))" > (b—a— A(Z))". Hence Z'
can be chosen to be a sufficiently small rational interval containing [a,a + A(Z)]
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because then H"(X NY \ Z') < (b—a—AZ))" < H"(X \ Z). Now suppose that
XNY = [ag,bo] U a1,b1] U... U [ak,bk] where a; < b; < ajy1 < bit1 for each
i € k. Tt is possible to choose open sets {U }zew such that X NY \ Z C Uje, U/
and Ez:O A( l) <H"(XNpY \ Z)+ j+1 for each j € w. If j € w is such that
(bo, a1 ) g UiEWUl-j then it may as well be assumed that Ul-jﬂUiJ; = Qif Ufﬁ[ao, bo] # 0
and U, N [am, by] # 0 for some m > 0. Hence, if there are infinitely many j € w
such that (bg,a1) € U;e, U] then it that follows that H"(X \ Z) =
HT([ao, bo] \ Z) + HT([al, bl] U [CLQ, bg] Uu...u [ak, bk] \ Z)

and the induction hypothesis can be used to find elementary Zy and Z; such that

* H"([ao,bo] \ Zo) < H"([ao, bo] \ Z)

o HT(([al, bl]U[ag, bg]U. . .U[ak, bk])\Zl) < HT(([al, bl]U[ag, bQ]U. . .U[ak, bk])\

7)

[ )\(Zo) < €

[ /\(Z1> < €1
where €y and €; are chosen to be positive so that g+ €1 < e and A([ag, bo]NZ) < €
and )\(([al,bl] @] [ag,bg] U...u [ak,bk]) N Z) < €71.

Hence it may be assumed that for all but finitely many j € w there is some
b(j) € w such that (bg,a1) C Ub( = = (x;,y;). By restricting attention to an infinite
subsequence it may also be assumed that there is some interval [z,y] such that
lim;_ ;o0 ; = 2 and lim;_, o y; = y. It follows that

H'(XNY\Z) = H'([a0, 2]\ Z) + (y— )"+ H"(([y, br] U[az, bo] U. .. Ulax, bx]) \ Z)

and so the induction hypothesis can be used to find elementary Zy, Z; and Z5 such
that

H"([ao, 2] \ Zo) < H([ao, 2] \ Z)
( (()[y,bl] [ag,bQ]U...U[ak,bk])\Zl) < HT([y,bl]U[ag,bg]U...U[ak,bk]\Z)
< €
( 1) < el
=J;UJyandz € J,and y € Jy

where €, €1 and e are chosen to be positive so that eg+€1+e2 < € A([ag, 2]NZ) < €,
)\(([y, bl]U[az, bQ]U. . .U[ak, bk])ﬂZ) < €1 and )\([$, y]ﬂZ) < €. Let Z = ZyUZ,UZs,.

Now suppose that the result has been established for n and that X and Y are
elementary subsets of [0,1]"! and that Z;5.(X,Y). In other words,

55 ({r e m(X) : B5 (Xa, Ya) }, w(Y))
holds and, using the induction hypothesis this yields that
55 ({r € m(X) : B5e(Xa, Ya) b, w(Y))
holds as well. To finish use the case n = 1. |

Lemma 4.10. If K C [0,1] is closed then for all u > 0 there is a closed subset
K' C K such that (K \ K') < p and for each i € w there is v > 0 such that
. (K K').

+107

Proof: First, the following weaker statement will be established: If K C [0, 1]
is closed then for all g > 0, i € w there is 7 > 0 and a closed subset K’ C K such
that A(K \ K’) < p and E%W(K’,K'). To see this, suppose not and that K, u
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and i € w provided a counterexample. Choose inductively open sets A,, such that
AMAp) < p/21 and
H"(K\ (UjemA;)) < H'(K\ (UjemA;)) — 1/i

for each m < i+ 2. If it is not possible to do this for some m then it follows that
Bt /2 (K\ (UjemA;), K\ (UjemA,)) holds and A(UjemA;) < p. On the other
hand, if the induction can be completed then the following inequalities hold:

1 H(K) — lil > HT(K\AO)

2 H"(K\ Ap) — ’L+1 > H'(K\ (Ag U Ay))

m H™(K\ (UjemAj) — 77 = H'(K \ (Uj<m4)))
and therefore H" (K) — ’L+1 > H" (K \ (Uj<mA;)) > 0 contradicting that K C [0, 1]
implies that H"(K) < 1.

Now choose inductively open sets U; and numbers (i) > 0 such that

e 7(0) = p
U;) < 'Y(ﬁg for eachj <ic€w
() (K\( i<iUj), K\ (Uj<;Uj)) holds.
Now let K’ = K\ (U,e,Uj) and note that A(K\K’) < u. Moreover = 1_ 5 ()2 (K K)
holds for each i € w because A(Us,_; 1 Un, ) %(#)/2 and hence, A((K \ (Uj<:U;)) \
K') < (i)/2. Since E E () K\ (Uj<iUj), K\ (Uj<iUj)) holds by construction,

the result follows by settmg v(i) = (i) /2. |

[I] >

5. THE DEFINITION OF THE IDEALS ASSOCIATED WITH A CAPACITY

This section contains the definition of the ideals which will be used to construct
the partial orders satisfying KP(r). Most of the technical concepts have already
been introduced but a few more are needed.

Definition 5.1. A sequence {X; : i € w} of subsets of [0,1] will be said to be a
normal family if

e cach X; is elementary

e Xiy1 CX;

Mo (X

o MK\ (X)) < A o < g

e for each i € w there is $(i) > 0 such that =y gi)(X;, X;) holds for all j > i.
The family {X; : i € w} will be said to be of dimension d. The function 8 will be
called a witness to the normality of the family {X; :i € w}.

Observe that the intersection of any normal family has positive measure. In fact,
if {X;:i€ w} is a normal family and X = N;e, X; then

(2" = DA(ma(X0))
9it1

A (X)) >
for any ¢ € w and n < d.

Definition 5.2. Let W, be the family of all sets a = U;ﬂ:o I; C [0,1] where each I;
is a rational interval and Ef:o M) <277,
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Definition 5.3. Let n € w and § > 0. Suppose that d € w, C = {C;}icw is a
normal family of dimension d and f : [0,1]7 — [0,1] is a continuous function.
Define X(f,C,9)) to be the set of all a € W,, such that for every e > 0 there are
infinitely many i € w such that Zs(f ta,C;) does not hold. The set X(f,C,6)
will be said to be of dimension d. Define I to be the set of all sets Y C W, such
that there are 6 > 0, m > 1, a normal family C of dimension m and a continuous
function f:[0,1]% — [0,1] such that Y C X(f,C,6).

The ideals of Definition E are defined on the countable set W, rather than on
w. Theorem @ still applies of course.

Lemma 5.1. Let0 < a < IfAC[0,a] and B C [1—a,1] then H"(AUB) =

H'(A)+ H"(B).

Proof: Noting that the hypothesis on a implies that 0<(1-2a)"—2a" it is
possible to choose € > 0 such that € < (1 — 2a)" — Since H"(AU B) < 2a" it
follows that if AU B C Ujewl; and D, M) < HT(A U B) + € then none of the
intervals I; contains [a,1 — a]. Since a < 1/2 it may as well be assumed that none
of the intervals contains 1/2, or, in other words, that {i € w: I; N A # (} is disjoint
from {i e w: ;N B # 0}. Hence H"(AUB) > H"(A) + H"(B). The result follows
since H"(AU B) < H"(A) + H"(B) is true in general. [ ]

1
21/r42°

Lemma 5.2. Each set I;, is closed under finite unions.

Proof: Let X(f,{Ci}icw, ) and X (g, {D;}icw, p) be any two generators for Z;,
of dimension d; and ds respectively. Let d be greater than d; and ds and define C;, =
C; x[0,1]97% and D; = D; x [0,1]4792. Define f(z1,xa,...24) = f(x1,72,...,74,)
and g(x1,xa,...xq) = g(x1, T2, ..., Td,)-

Next, let 0 < a < m Define 91 : [0,1] — [0,a] by ¥1(z) = ax and define
¥y : [0,1] = [1 —a,1] by ¢2(z) = 1 —az. Let ¢; : [0,1]¢ — [0, 1]¢ be defined by
<pi(x1,x2, ce ,Id) = (1/)i(I1),I2, . ,Id) for i € {1,2} Let B; = 901(00 U QDQ(DZ)
To see that {B;};c. is a normal family it must only be observed that if 51 : w —
(0,1) witnesses that {C;}ic, is normal and B2 : w — (0,1) witnesses that {D;}ic.
is normal then the function 8 : w — (0,1) defined by S8(i) = min{afB1(%), aB2(%)}
witnesses the normality of {B; }zew This uses Lemma @ Finally, let h be any
continuous extension of (f o ;') U (go py') and let § = min{a"u,a”p}. Clearly
X(h, {Bi}iew; 5) S I;

It will be shown that X (f,{C;}icw, 1) is a subset of X (h, {B;}icw,0), the proof
for X(g,{D;}icw, p) being similar. Let b € X(f, {C;}icw,p). This means that for
every € > 0 there are infinitely many i € w such that =, ((f~'b), C;) fails to hold.
Let € and i be fixed such that =, ((f~'b),C;) fails. Unraveling the definition of
E,.c reveals that

H"({z € m1(Ci) : Bue((f710)a, (Ci)a)} \ Z) < H' (m(Ch)) —
for some set Z such that A\(Z) < e. From the definition of ¢ and f it follows that
H"({z € m1(C3)  Epe (B 0)yy (0)s (Bid ()} \ Z) < H' (m1(Ch)) — o
and so, observing that H"(¢1(A4)) = a"H"(A) for any A C [0, 1], it follows that
H"({z € m(p1(C; ) P e (( “b)e, (Bi)a)}\ Z') =
H"({¢1(2) : 2 € m1(Ci) and Zpue(A710) g, (2)s (Bi)yn ()} \ Z7)
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a"(H"(m1(Cy)) — p) = H' (m1(1(Ci))) —
where Z’ is the image of Z under ¢-. Notice that A(Z') = ( )< AZ) <e.
The next thing to notice is that
{z € m(p1(C) : Epe(W710)a, (Bi)a)} 2 {z € mi(p1(Ch)) : Bge((h™'0)a (Bi)a)}
because 0 < p. From Lemma B.1 it follows that H" (my(B;)) = H"(m1(p1(Ci)) +
H"(m1(p2(D;)). Therefore,
HT({IEM(B')ZEM(( '0)e, (Bi)o)}\ Z') <
H"({z € m(p1(Ch)) : Ese((h ')z, (Ci)z)}) + H' (w1 (i02(Dy))
H({ € m(e1(Ci)) : Bpe(h710)a, (Ci)a)}) + H' (1 (i02(Di))
H"(m1(1(Cy))) = 6 + H"(m1(02(Dy)) = H' (m1(B;)) — &
or, in other word Zs.(h~'b, B;) fails provided that Z, .(f~'b,C;) fails. Since for

every € > 0 there are infinitely many i € w such that =, .(f~'b, C;) fails it follows
that b € X(h, {Bi}iEun 5) |

<
<

Lemma 5.3. If the parameters f, C and § are given then the statement “a €
X(f,C,08)” is arithmetic.

Proof: Let C = {C;}ic be anormal family of dimension n. From Definition f.3
it follows that a € X (f, C ,0) if and only if for every € > 0 there are infinitely many
i € w such that =5 (fta,C;) does not hold. Since a is open and f is continuous
it follows from Lemma @ that a € X(f,C,9) if and only if

(Ve > 0)(Ym € w)(Ji > m)(Je < €)(VY)(Y is elementary and
Y C f71 = ﬁEts)g(Y, Cz))
and E;¢(Y,C;) is equivalent to =5 (Y,C;) when Y and C; are elementary by
Lemma
Hence 1t suffices to show that the statement =5 5:(Y,C) is arithmetic. Proceed
by induction on n. Notice that the statements )\(Z) < «a and H"(Z) > « are

arithmetic for elementary sets Z. The case n = 1 follows immediately and the
induction is carried through because of the elementarity of Y and C;. ]

Lemma 5.4. If the parameters 3 and C are given then the statement “B witnesses
the normality of C” is arithmetic.

Proof: This follows from Lemma @ and the definition of a normal family
because it has alraedy been observed in the proof of Lemma that the statement
E5 (Y, C;) is arithmetic. |

Corollary 5.1. The ideals I, are all $1 ideals.

Proof: From Definition @ it follows that Y € Z if and only if there are
6 > 0, m > 1, a normal family C of dimension m and a continuous function
f:10,1]™ — [0,1] such that Y C X(f,C,d). Now apply Lemma b.3 noting that
the existence of a normal family can be expressed with a X1 statement. |
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Lemma 5.5. If AC B C[0,1]¢ and X C B are such that

o \mn(B)\ m(A)) < (g57)" for eachn < d

e Z5.(X,B)
then =2 (X, A).

Proof: Proceed by inductionind. If d = 1 and \(Z) < €/2 then A((B\A)UZ) <
€. Hence H"(XNA\((B\A)UZ)) > H"(B)—4. Since XNA\((B\A)UZ) = XNA\Z
this suffices.

Suppose the lemma is true for d and that A C B C [0,1]9"!. Let

Sn = {z € [0,1]: A((mn(Bx) \ 7 (4a)) 2 (575)"}

for each n < d. Since A((m11(B) \ muy1(A)) < (g55)" " it follows that

A(Sn) < €/(d+2)
for each n < d. If Z is such that A(Z) < €/(d + 2) define Y(Z) = ZU (U¢_,S,,) U
(m1(B) \ m1(A)) and note that that A(Y(Z)) < e. Hence
H" ({z € m(B) : E5,e(Xy, Bx)} \ (Y(2)) > H' (m1(B)) — 6
and, moreover, if Z5 (X5, By) holds and « ¢ Y (Z) then A,, B, and X, satisfy the
hypothesis of the lemma for d and, furthermore, x € m(A). Therefore

H"({z € m(A): Bs = (Xa, Ax)}\ Z) > H'(m1(B)) — 6 > H"(m1(A)) — 6

d+1

and this implies that
H ({x e m(A):Es5 _« (Xz, A)I\Z) > H (m1(A4)) — 6

v d+2
Since Z was arbitrary, this means that Z5 _<_ (X, A) holds. |

Corollary 5.2. If {C;}icw, is a normal family of dimension d then the following
are equivalent:

1. There is € > 0 such that Z5¢(X, C;) holds for all but finitely many i € w.
2. There is € > 0 such that Z5,.(X, C;) holds for infinitely many i € w.
3. There is € > 0 such that Zs.(X,C;) holds for some i € w such that

A (Ci) \ mn(NjewCi)) < (

€

d+1

)n
for each n < d.

Proof: To get that (3) implies (1) use Lemma .9 noting that if j > i then
A (Ci) \ 0 (C)) < (g57)" for each n < d and so, Z5, < (X, C;) holds. |

Lemma 5.6. Each of the ideals I, of Definition @ satisfies KP(r).

Proof: Suppose not. Then there is some n € w such that the ideal Z] does not
satisfy KP (7). This means that there exist
e >0
e X eIt
e a function F from X to the Borel subsets of [0, 1] satisfying that H" (F(x)) < 6
for each z € X
e c>0
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such that for every Y C [0,1] and Z C [0, 1] such that

o« H'(Y) <0
° /\(Z) <e€

it must be the case that {a € X : y ¢ F(a)} € T for some y € [0,1]\ (Y U Z).
Using Definition @, it is possible to rephrase this as follows: For every Y C [0, 1]
and Z C [0,1] such that H"(Y) < 6 and A(Z) < € it must be that there is some
y € [0,1]\(YUZ) and there are § > 0, m > 1, anormal family C of dimension m and
a continuous function f : [0,1]™ — [0,1] such that {a € X : y ¢ F(a)} C X(f,C,9)

Let &, be the set of all elementary subsets of [0,1]™ considered to have the
discrete topology. It follows that Hmau Em is homeomorphic to the irrationals. Let
Nom be the subspace of [],,,, Em consisting of all  such that {{(n)}ne. is a normal
family and observe that, because it is a closed subspace of []_ &, Ny is a Polish
space. Let C([0, 1]™) be the space of continuous functions from [0, 1]™ to [0, 1] with
the metric induced by the supremum norm. Let

Pm = C([0,1]™) x N x (0,1) x (0,1)*

and let P = UpecwPm and note that P is a Polish space. Let €2 be the set of all
(2,9,€,0,8) € [0,1] x P such that {a € X : ¢ F(a)} C X(g,{£(n)}new,d) and the
normality of {£(n)},e. is witnessed by 8. Because X and F can be coded by reals,
the definition of Q together with Lemma [p.d and Lemma [5.4 immediately establish
that € is a Borel subset of the Polish space [0, 1] x P.

It is therefore possible to appeal to the von Neumann Selection Theorem to find
a measurable ® : [0,1] — P such that the domain of ® is the same as 71 (€2) and
® C Q. If x is in the domain of ® suppose that ®(x) = (g,&,d,8) and define d(z)
to be the dimension of X (g, {&(n)}new,d). Then define &7 (x) = 7, (£(7)) for each
i € w and define @7 (x) = m,(Niew&(i)) — if n > d(x) then m,(£(7)) = £(7). Since
lim; 00 A(PF(x)) = A(®2(x)) for each z in the domain of ® and n € w, it is possible
to apply Egerov’s theorem countably many times to find a compact set K — which
is the intersection of a nested sequence of closed sets obtained from the countably
many applications of Egerov’s theorem — such that

e ® | K is continuous

e ®" | K is continuous for each o € w + 1

o {\(®"(x))}iew converges uniformly, with respect to the variable z, to A(®7(x))
on K

o M(K) > A(m(2)) — €/4.

Observe that if Z is such that A\(Z) < /2 then H"(K \ Z) > 6 because otherwise,
it is possible to obtain a contradiction by setting Y = K \ Z in the definition of
KP(r). Now use Lemma to find a closed K C K such that A\(K \ K) < €/4
and there exists v : w — (0,1) such that E 40 (K, K) holds for all i € w.

T

Next, the compactness of K implies that there is m € w such that d(z) € m
for each € K. Furthermore there is 6 > 0 such that for every z € K, if ®(z) =
(9,€,6",8) then &' > 4. Since H"(K\Z) > 0 for each Z C [0, 1] such that \(Z) < ¢/4
it follows that, by shrinking § if necessary, it may be assumed that H" (K) > 6 + 6.
Yet another application of compactness yields a function 8 : w — (0, 1) such that
for each z € K, if ®(x) = (g,&, 9, Bz) then B,(¢) > B(4) for each i € w.
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Let 7, = [ A( ))dz for n < m. Since {®!*(z)}icw is a normal family for
each z in the domaln of <I> it follows from the remarks following Definition @ that

21\,
(@} (2)) < %

for each ¢ € w and n < m. Therefore,

2ty
A(PF d L
‘/I( (Z(x))x<2l+1_1

and so it is possible to choose an open set L; such that K C L; and
2i+1r

A(Li \K)+/KA(‘I>?(I))dI S

for each n < m and H"(L;) < H"(K) + 5 and A(L; \ K) < @ for each i € w.
Next, using the continuity of ® on K, choose a family {N;};c., such that

N; = [py,qi]U ... U [p}'c(i), q};(i)] is elementary for each 4

e KN [pi qi] # 0 for each i € w and j < k(i)
e K CN; CLj
e Niy1 CN;
o &%(x) = @7 (y) if j <4 and z and y belong to K and the same component of
N;
Let C; = Uf(zsﬂ) [p’+2,q;+2] x @M, (2) x [0,1]™~4*) for i € w where z is chosen

arbitrarily from [pz+2, q;+2]ﬂK Then, let C' = N;e,C;. Observe that A(7, (C)) = 7,
for n < m.
Hence, in order to show that C = {C;}ie,, is a normal family, first observe that
if j>i>1and AM(Z) < (2i — 1) then
T T T 1 T 1 1
H"(N;\Z) > H"(K\Z) > H (K)—%ZH (Li)_Z_Z
and the last expression is at least as large as H"(N;) — % Hence E%,y(ziq)(Nja N;)
holds for allj >4 > 1. Now let g*(i) = min{y(2(i +2) — 1),8(¢ + 2)}. Then
E1 g+()(Nj, Nj) holds for all j >4 > 1 and so does Z1 g ;) (P}5(2), T 5(2)) be-
cause 3* (i ) < Bliu+2) < B,(i+2) for any z € KQNH_Q Therefore Z1 3., (Cj, Cj)
holds for all j > 4. Hence, in order to show that C is a normal famlly it suffices to
show that A\(m,(C;) \ mn(Cix1)) < W for n < m. To see this, notice that

Nm(CN\TCora)) = [ A@Rala)de = [ N@y()do

Nits

SAMM%MWM—AM%@Ww

" 2437, Tn A (Cy))
ML \ KD+ [ M@)o =7, < T =y = ot < A

for each ¢ € w.

Now let ' : C — [0,1] be defined by f'(z,y) = g(y) if ®(z) = (g,&, 1, ¢) and
extend f’ to a continuous function f : [0,1]™ — [0, 1] arbitrarily. Since X ¢ Z7
there must be some a € X such that a ¢ X( ,C,d). This means that there is some
¢’ > 0 such that Z5 (f~'a, C;) holds for all but finitely many i € w. In particular,

H ({x € N;: Zs5.0((f ), (C)2)}\ Z) > H'(N;) =6 > H(K) — 6 > 0
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holds for all but finitely many ¢ € w and any Z such that A(Z) < €’. It may, without
loss of generality, be assumed that ¢ < €/2.

Using the uniform convergence of {A\(®?(x))}iey it is possible to find j € w such
that A(®7,z) \ " (z)) < (¢/m—+1))" forallz € K, n <mandi > j. Let i > j be
such that A(N; \ K) < €. Since H"(F(a)) < 0 and

H'({z € Ni : 5. ((f 7 a)as (Ci)a)} \ (Ni \ K)) > 0
it is possible to choose y € K \ F(a) such that =5 ((f'a)y, (C;),) holds. Ob-
serve that if ®(y) = (g,£,¢,8') then &(n) = (Cp)y for n > 0, g = f, and
§ < &'. The choice of j guarantees that the hypothesis (3) of Corollary .9
is satisfied by 4, 6, €, (f~'a), and {(Cp)y}necw. It follows that there is some
e > 0 such that Zs5.((f'a)y, (C;),) holds for all but finitely many ¢ € w and
hence so does g ((f~'a)y, (Ci)y). Therefore a ¢ X (g,{&(n)}new,d’). This yields
a contradiction to the fact that y ¢ F(a) and ®(y) = (g,&,9’, ") implies that
a € X(g,{¢(n)}new,d). [

6. THE IDEAL 1S PROPER

It remains to be shown that the ideals Z; are proper. This will require a careful
analysis of the capacity H". This will require some generalizations of results from
[ﬂ]. The key fact about Hausdorff capacity that will be used is that if B C F is of
small Lebesgue measure but evenly distributed throughout E, then H"(B) will be
close to H"(E). This is made precise in the next lemma whose statement requires
the following notation.

Definition 6.1. For any measurable set A C [0,1] define Al (A) to be the least
real number such that A(A N[0, Al (A)]) = %.

Notice that A7 (A) is always defined and that if A = [0, 1] then A}, (A) is nothing
more than --.

Lemma 6.1. Let § > 0, n > 0 and suppose that E C [0,1] is measurable. If
Zsy(E,E) holds and 6 < H"(E) then there exists m € w such that ff D C E is any
measurable set such that for each i € m

MD N AL (B), AT (E)]) >

3=

then 5 n (D, E).

Proof: Let m € w be so large that the inequality

mlfrnlJrr

8-2r
is satisfied. To begin, note that Lemma @ implies that there exists € > 0 such that
Es—ey/2(E, E) holds. If =5 » (D, E) fails then there is some Z such that A(Z) < 5L
and an open cover D\ Z C Ul o li such that 3°7° A\(I;)" < H"(E)—(6—€). Let B =
{icw: AI;) > 5=}andlet C = {i € m: (Vj € B)(I;N[AL(E), ALY E)NE = 0}.
Three separate cases, depending on the size of B and C, will be considered.

Case 1 To begin, suppose that |[B| > “. Then

>1

1_T/1*

s m
ML) > M) > |BI(1/2 1
SoNEY 2 SNEY 2 1Bl 20 2 gt >

i€B
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Since -2 M) < H"(E) — (6 —n/2) < 1 this is impossible.
Case 2 Suppose now that |B| < % and |C| < . It then follows that if

G={iem:[AL(E), AT (EINEL L}
j=1
then |G| < 2. |B| 4+ |C|. The reason for this is that if j € B then there are at
most two integers i such that the intervals [A! (E), ALF1(E)] intersect I; but are
not contained in I; — this accounts for the summand 2-|B|. All the other intervals
[Al (E),AMFY(E)] for i € G must be disjoint from I; for every j € B — this
accounts for the other summand |C|.
By the assumptions of this case it follows that 2 - |B| + |C| < mn/2 and hence

MU AL (), ALY (E)] N E) < n/2
i€G
Since Z5_¢ ,,/2(E, E) holds it may be concluded that H" (E\;c[AL, (E), AL (E)]) >
H"(E) — (6 —€). Since E\ (U;e[AL(E), ALY (E)]) € U2, I; this yields a con-
tradiction.

Case 3 Suppose that |B| < %! and |C] > . Let C” be a family of non-consecutive
members of C' of maximal cardinality — hence, |C’| > [C]/2 > L. Let

Uj={icw: LN[AL(E), AT (E)NE #0}
for each j € €’ and define U = UjecrU;. Since, for j € C, the sets [A7 (E), AL (E)N
E are intersected only by intervals I; where i € w \ B, and such intervals I; are
smaller than any [AZF1(E), Al (E)], it follows that U; N Uy = 0 if k and j are
distinct members of C’. Therefore, using the fact that 0 < r < 1,
DAL =YY ML)
icU JEC! icU;

T

S| =Y MDA E), ALY E)) >

jecr \ieU; jec’
I my, p
—=AMZ)'>—(—)">1
> Loy = Ty
jec’
and once again, as in the first case, this is a contradiction because D C [0,1]. M

If X C[0,1] then F : X — [0,1] will be said to have small fibres if and only if
MF~{z}) = 0 for each = € [0,1]. The proof of the Theorem [6.] and the lemmas
preceding it will rely on decomposing an arbitrary continuous function into a piece
that has small fibres and a piece which has countable range.

Lemma 6.2. Let p € (0,1) and suppose that {X; : i € w} is a sequence of mutually
independent {0,1}-valued random variables with mean p for each i € w. Suppose
that C C [0,1] is a measurable set and that for each j € n the function F; : C —
[0,1] is measurable with small fibres. For any p > 0 there is M € w such that for
all m > M the probability that

Lt i+ X 1" AC)
ot
A nggl J [m’ m I = 2
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is greater than 1 — p.

Proof: To begin, let m € w be fixed. For any function £ € "m define 6(§) =
AMjen Fy 1 EL, S2EL) and let

m

Y () = A (ﬂ pr () S0 K, ) o1 X

JEN JjEN

If £ # ¢ then

(o) (o)) -

and 80 Y een,, 0(€) = MC).

Letting E[Z] denote the average value of the random variable Z and V[Z] the
variance of Z, it is easy to see that E[Y ()] = 0(&)u®) where o(€) represents
the cardinality of the range of £&. Noting that o(§) < n for all o, it follows that
B} ccnm Y ()] = p"A(C). Furthermore,

VI YOI=E[( Y Y(©)-ENYE©)=

£emrm £enm

Y Y ElY(©) - ENMENY(E) - EY(E)).

fermg’enm

If € and & have disjoint ranges then Y (¢) and Y (¢’) are independent random vari-
ables and so

E[(Y(&) - ENY (DY () - EN ()] = EY (&) - EY (ONEN () - EY(£)]] =0

while if the ranges of & and & are not disjoint then
E[(Y(&) - E[Y (ONY (&) - EY(E))] =
ElY (Y (£)] - E[E[Y ()Y (€] - EE[Y ()Y ()] + BEY (§)]E[Y (£)]]
= EY(QY ()] - EY (OIE[Y ()] < EY (Y (£)]
06) [T Xen0(&) [T Xern] < 666

JEN JjEN
since X; € {0,1} for each . It may be concluded that

VI YE@QI<Y Y > 0©0E)=>> 00 > 6

£emrm JENEE™M  ¢lenm JEN EE™M g'enm
£ (3)=¢04) §'(9)=¢0)

However, if j is fixed then 7 ocn,, 6(¢') = A(F; o fﬁb), 16, )+1]). Therefore,
€ (5)=¢€(5)
all that needs to be done is to choose M so large that if m > M and i € m then
2n
METL H)) < WT);(C) for each j € n. The reason this suffices is that this

J m’

implies that

p/ﬁ"/\ 0) pu2"/\(0)
4DIR1GIED DI 4

£enm JENELE™M
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and so Chebyshev’s Inequality can be applied to conclude that the probability that
Y v - B Y v > A9
femrm £enrm
is less than p. Since it has already been established that E[} ..., Y(£)] = p"MC)
it follows that the probability that > ..., Y(§) > p"A(C)/2 is at least 1 — p as
required.

To choose M so large that if m > M and ¢ € m then A(F{l[%, ) < W
for each j € n, all that is required is compactness and the fact that each F}; has
small fibres. Since Fj_l{:v} = ﬂkeij_l[x — 1/k,z + 1/k] and )\(Fj_l{x}) =0it
follows that it is possible to choose a finite cover of [0, 1] by open intervals, C, such
that if I € C then )\(Fj_ll) < w for each j € n. Hence M must be chosen so

large that if m > M and i € m then there is I € C such that [~ %] CI. [ |

m?

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that § > 0, u > 0, n > 0 and k € w. There is then a real
number (0, u,n, k) > 0 such that if

o {C;}ick is a family of measurable subsets of [0, 1]

o F;:C; —[0,1] is a measurable functions with small fibres for each i € k

e F C[0,1] is a measurable set

o S5, (E, E) holds and 6 < H"(E)

o p>0
then there is M € w such that for all m > M and for any mutally independent,
{0, 1}-valued random variables {X;}icm with mean p, the probability that

i Ly iEX
=5,e(8,11,m,k) ﬂ(F‘z ! U [Ev m : ]) U ([07 1] \ Ol)a E
ick jem
holds is greater than 1 — p.
Moreover, there is 8 > 0 such that if
e £’ C[0,1] is a measurable set such that \(EAE") < 6
o {Cl}ick is a family of measurable sets such that A(C;ACY) < 0 for each i € k
o {G,}lick is a family of measurable functions such that
sup{|F;(z) — F/(z)|:z e CNC'} <6
for each i€k
then the probability that

Zsennn | NE UL 2R w0, 0,

) m
i€k JEM
holds is still greater than 1 — p.

Proof: Let o = uk/2 and use Lemma @ to find p such that if D C F is a

measurable set such that for each i € p
i i+1 @
MEN[AL(E), ALT(E)]) > >
then Zs o (D, E) holds. Let €(d, u,n, k) = ;. Let {F; : i € s} enumerate the sets

of positive measure which belong to the coarsest partition of E refining each of the

S
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partitions {[A!(E), ALFY(E)]NE :i € p} and {C; N E, E\ C;} for i € k. Now use
Lemma @ to find M € w such that for all m > M the probability that

) ﬂ((Ferm1U[%’itnxilwpn\cj>> > 0A(P,)
jEk iEm

is greater than 1 — £ for each n € s.
Now notice that if m > M is fixed then, because each F; has small fibres, it is
possible to find p(i, j) and q(i, j) such that - < p(i,j) < q(i,j) < “L and
1 1+1

M L) M G 0),06.9) < )
)

m’ m (2k+ 1)m

for each j € k and i € m. Now observe that if A\(C;AC!) < 2APu) for each i € k

2(2k+1)
and if A(EAE') < o) and if Y; € {0,1} are such that

2 ﬂ((Fg—rm1U[%vi+”1u<Pn\cj>> > aA(P.)

. . m
JEk em

then the Lebesgue measure of

()QEr&)1UM@ﬁm@ﬁ+n@@ﬁ—p@ﬁmﬂm\@0

jek iEm
is greater than
al(Py)
5
Therefore, if # > 0 is such that
o 9<% for each n € s

e 0 <p(i,j) — L for all i and j
e <@ —g(i,j) for all i and j

then if {G;}ick is a family of measurable functions such that sup{|F;(z) — F/(z)| :
x € CNC'} <0 for each i € k then ijl[i' Hl)C G;l[p(i,j),q(i,j)] and hence

m’ m

Ly i it Y aA(Py)
A ; = !
N <(G] )T UL = <Pn\0]>> > =
j€k iEm
also holds for each n € s.

It follows that the Lebesgue measure of the intersection of the interval [A? (E'), ALt (E')]
with

N ((cj P UL SR U (), A ()] \C§>>

g m m
jEk

ieEm
is greater than
aX([AL(E"), ALFH(E)] N E')
2
and the result now follows from Lemma EI [ |
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Lemma 6.4. Let k € w and {C;}icr be a family of measurable subsets of [0,1].
Let F; : C; — [0,1] be a measurable function for each i € k. Suppose also that
§ >0 and n > 0. Then, for any N € w and € > 0, if E5(E,E) holds for some
measurable set E such that H"(E) > § then

55,6(0(1;‘1'_1@) U ([07 1] \ Ci), E)
ick

holds for some a € Wy

Proof: For each i € k let {y} : j € d; < w} enumerate all points y € [0,1] such
that \(F; *{y}) > 0. Let C/ = C; \ F; 1{yj j €d;} and let F/ = F; | C{. Since
F! has small fibres for each i € k it follows from Lemma @ that it is possible to
choose m so large that if {X;}iem are {0,1}-valued random variables with mean
27N=1 then, letting € = €(6,27 V=1, 1, k), the probability that

= _ J i+ X
Ese [ J(E) T [, —2D u (0, 1]\ ), E)
; ~im’om
ick jEM
holds is at least 3/4 for any measurable set E such that =5 ((E, E) holds H"(E) > 4.

Since the mean of each X; is 27V~ it is possible to choose m so large that the
probability that

7 7+X; _
MU ) <27
‘ m
JjeEmM
is also greater than 3/4. Hence, given E with the required properties, there is
ag € Wy such that

Eser [ ((F))"a0) U ([0, 1]\ ), B)
ick
holds. Now choose J € w such that A(U;ex Uj>g Fz_l{y;}) < €/2. Tt is then easy

to find a € Wi be such that ag U{y : i € k,j € J} C a. Let € = ¢'/2 and note
that it follows that

Zs.c [(F)ra) U ([0,1]\ C)), E)
i€k
holds because, if

Y =T U (0. 1\ )\ U ([0, 1]\ &)

ick i€k

then Y C Ujer Uj>g Fz_l{y;} and hence A(Y) < €'/2. [ ]

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that k € w and {C;}icx are measurable subsets of [0,1]4+1
and F; : C; — [0,1] are measurable functions such that (F;), has small fibres for
each v € [0,1]%. Let N € w, § > 0 and n > 0. Then there is € > 0 such that for
all closed E C [0,1]%% and p > 0 there is some a € W,, such that the Lebesgue
measure of

{z € mq(E) : Eéyé(ﬂ((ﬂ—la)u([o, UHNC)) e, Er) or =Zs.,(Ey, E;) or H'(E,) < 8}
i€k
is at least A(mq(E))(1 — p).
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Proof: Let {X;}ic, be a sequence of mutually independent random variables
with mean 27V=1. Let ¢ = €(6,27 V"1, n, k) and suppose that E C [0,1]9F! is
closed. Next, choose compact subsets W; C m4(C;) and V; C [0,1]¢\ W; for i € k
as well as E' C mq(F) such that

o Mma(E)\ E) < 2za)

o A0, 1%\ (Miek (Wi U V7)) < 23zt

F; | W; is continuous

e the mapping from 74(E’) to [0,1] defined by x — A(E, N (p, q)) is continuous

for each pair of rationals p and ¢ such that 0 <p < ¢ <1

e the mapping from 74 (W;) to [0, 1] defined by = — A((C;). N (p,q)) is continu-

ous for each ¢ € k£ and each pair of rationals p and g such that 0 <p < ¢ <1

An easy application of the Lebesgue Density Theorem shows that a consequence of
the last clause is that if € mq(W;) then lim,,, A(W,AW,) = 0. The penultimate
clause implies a similar assertion for E’. It is possible to find compact F; and FEs,
subsets of E’ such that

o if z € E then =5, (E,, E;) holds and H"(E;) > 6
o if x € By then Zs,,(E,, E,) fails or H"(E,) < ¢

o ME'\ (By U Ey)) < 2

because Lemma [1.4 implies that {z € E’ : Zs5.n(Ez, Ez)} is measurable. Let Z =
Ey N (Nier(W; UV;)) and for x € Z let K(x) = {i € k : x € ng(W;) and notice
that K (z) is constant on a neighbourhood of x because the sets V; and W, are all
compact. If z € Z and i € K(x) then F; | (W), has small fibres, H"(E,) > ¢ and
Zs.n(Ez, Ey) holds, so it follows from Lemma @ that there is 6, > 0 and M, € w
such that if ||y — 3:|| < 0, and M > M, then the probability that

Sse | () (7 U

1€K(y) J€m

U ([0, 1]\ Ci))y,

holds is greater than 1 — p?/2.
Since Z is compact, it is possible to find a single M such that for all m > M
and for any x € Z the probability that

= (N E UL 20000 ¢),E

. m
€K (x) JjEM

holds is greater than 1 — p?/2

Now let m > M be so great that the probability that A\(Ujen[Z

) <o
is greater than 2p. Define

(X0, X1,...,Xm)

to be the Lebesgue measure of the set of all z € Z such that

= (N E UL IR o o). 8

. m
€K (x) JjEM
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holds. Note that Corollary implies that this set is measurable. The first step is
to estimate

1 1 1 m
= > > Y T(Xo, Xu,o, X)) [[ (0 = )
Xo=0X:=0  X,,=0 =0
the average value of I'( Xy, X1,... , X,). To this end, let
Am(XQ, Xq,... ,Xm) S {0, 1}
be defined to be 1 if and only if

= (N E UL 000\ ) B

. m
i€ K () jem
holds. and observe that a., is equal to

m

Z Z Z </ Xo,Xl,...,Xm)dx)HuXi(l—u)lXi_

X0=0X1=0 Xm=0 i=0

(35 3 i T )

Xo=0X1=0 =0
However, notice that

1 1 1 m
SN D AXo Xy, X)) [[ -
Xo=0X:=0 Xm=0 1=0

is just the probability that

= (N E U)o o). B
€K (z) jem ™M
holds and the choice of m and the fact that © € Z guarantee that this probability
is greater than 1 — p?/2. Hence ., > \(Z)(1 — p?).

Now let p be the probability that I'(Xo, X1, ... , X;m) > (1—p/2)A(Z). Obviously,
PANZ2)+(1=p)(1—€/2)N(Z) > ap > (1—p?)A(Z). Solving for p yields that p > 1—
2p. Since m was chosen so large that the probability that )\(Uj@n[gl, X ) <27V
is greater than 2p, there is at least one a € Wy such that A(U) > (1 —p/2)A(2)
where U is the set of all z € Z such that

Eé,e(é,y,n,k) ( ﬂ (Fi_la) U ([07 1] \ Ci));m E

€K (x)
holds. Obviously
AU UEz) = AMU)A(E2) = (1= p/2)A(Z) + A(E?)

> (1- p/2)(ME) - ”(A(”d( 2 ”)

)
2 (1= p/2)(A(Er) + A(E2)) — (1 - p/2 )

pA(Ta(E))
6(1—p/2)

+ A(E2)

pA(ma(E))
6(1—p/2)

(1= p/2)\(a(B)) — )= (1= p/2 BT > (1 ) (A ()
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as required. |

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that {F;};c are continuous functions from [0,1]% to [0,1],
n>06>0, Ncwand {A;}icr are measurable subsets of [0,1]%. Then there is
€ > 0 such that for each closed subset E C [0,1]¢, if Z5,(F, E) holds then

Ease(( (AN Fla) U ([0,1)7\ 4))), B)

ick
also holds for some elementary set a € Wy .

Proof: Proceed by induction on d noting that if d = 1 then this follows directly
from Lemma [.4. So assume that the lemma has been established for d and that
{F;}ick are continuous functions from [0,1]%*! to [0,1], > 0, § > 0, N € w and
{A;}ick are measurable subsets of [0,1]1. Let B; = {(x,y) € [0,1]¢ x [0,1] :
M(F;7Hy})z) > 0} and note that

B; = {(z,y) €0, 1]d x [0,1] : (3K compact)(A(K) > 0 and K C (Fz_l{y})w}

and, because F is continuous, the relation K C (F; '{y}), is Borel. Moreover, so is
the statement A\(K) > 0 and so the set B is X1 and hence, measurable. Let B} be
the inverse image of B; under the mapping (x,y) — (z, F;(z,y)) or, in other words,
(z,y) € By if and only if A((F; *{F(z,y)}).) > 0. Since B is clearly measurable,
it follows that so is C; = [0, 1]4+1 \ B.

Now, for each i € k,let {f} : j € I} enumerate a maximal collection of functions
such that

o flj : ¢ = [0,1] where ¢ C [0,1]% is compact
e f] is continuous

. 1/ CB

o ifz€C/NC! then fi(x) # f;(x)

o [ NE @) > 0

The first thing to notice is that, for each ¢ € k, such a family must be countable
and therefore, I; < w without loss of generality. To see this let E! = {(z,y) €

0,119 x [0,1] : Fi(z,y) = f/(x)}. If j # 5 then EJ N Eg, = () and, moreover,

MED = [ NE @D >0

i

for any j € I;. Hence the family of sets Ef is countable for each i € k.
Next, it must be shown that

so suppose not. Then it must be that A(Bf \ Ujer, E/) > 0. Since each f/ is
continuous and I; < w, it follows that B; \ (Ujer, ff) is ¥1. Hence it is possible to
use the von Neumann selection theorem to find a function f such that the domain
of fis ma(B; \ (Ujer, f7)) and f is measurable. Since m4(B;\ (Ujer, f7)) is also equal
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to ma(B; \ (UjeaE?)) it must be that A(ma(B; \ (Ujer, f7))) > 0. Hence

/ CMFTHf(@)})a)da > 0
ma(Bi\(Ujer,; 1))

because A(F, '{f(z)}) > 0 for each x € m4(B;\ (Ujer, f7)). Finally, by using Lusin’s
Theorem, it is possible to find a compact set, D C mq(B; \ (Ujer, ff)) such that
f I D is continuous and [, A\((F; " {f(2)}»)dx > 0. This contradicts the putative
maximality of the family { ff cje L}

Now note that for each i € k the function (F; | C;), has small fibres for all .
Applying Lemma .5 to {F; [ (C; N A4;) : i € k}, 6, n/2 and N + 1 it follows that
there is some €* > 0 such that for all # > 0 and any closed E C [0,1]9"! there is
some a € Wy such that the Lebesgue measure of

{LL‘ emq(F): 5576*((0((01 NnA;N F[la) U ([O, 1]d+1 \ Cin Az)))ma E;)
i€k
or =5y (Ey, Ey)mboxorH" (E,) < 0}
is at least (1 — u)A(E).
It is therefore possible to find K € w such that for each i € k

dG*
S [ A @ > A0 ~ g

JjeK
and so, if S; is defined to be

{x € ma(E) : (B \ F H{f] (@) : j € K})a) = € /2k}

then A(S;) < 7 for each i € k. Let U C [0,1]? be any closed set such that
UNS; = for each i € k and A(U) > 1—(1/4)%. Let F? be an arbitrary continuous
extension of f/ which has domain [0,1]¢ and let A7 = dom(f?). It follows from the
induction hypothesis that there is € > 0 such that if £ C [0, 1]¢ is a closed set such
that =5 ,,/2(F, E) holds then there is @ € Wx 11 such that

Zase () () (A N (F)ta) U ([0,1]\ A4))), E)
ick jeK
holds. Let € = min{e*/2,¢'/2,n/4}.
Now suppose that E is a closed set such that =5 ,(F, E) holds. From the choice

of €* it follows that it is possible to find ag € Wi 41 such that the Lebesgue measure
of Z =

{!E S [O, 1]d : 5576*((0((01- NA;N ,F;lao) U ([0, 1]d+1 \ (Cz NA)))a, Em)
ick
or ﬁE&,n(Eza Eﬂc) or HT(E:E) < 5}
is at least 1 — (¢//2)%. If B = {z € m(E) : Z5,,/2(Ex, E;) then Zs,(E, E) holds,
by Lemma E, because Z5,(E, E) does. From Lemma @ it follows that F is
Borel and so there exists a closed set E C E such that A\(E\ E) < (77/2) There-
fore Z5.,/2 (E, E) holds by lemma @ Another appeal to Lemma L.1] yields that

s 77/Q(E’ﬂ U, E) and so, from Lemma @ it may be concluded that Z;,, /5 (ENU, EN
).
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The choice of ¢’ guarantees that there is a; € W41 such that
Ease () ) (A7 N (F) ar) U ((0,1]4\ 4))), END)
ick jeK
holds. It follows from Lemma @ that so does
Easer2(Z 0[] () (AN (F) an) U 0,114\ 4))), END)
ick jeK
and from Lemma @ it follows that
S (ZNENUN () () (A0 (F) " ar) U ([0,1]*\ A))), ma(E))
ick jeK
because Zs(E N U, my(E)) holds since € < /2. Let a = ag U a; and notice that
a € Wh.
Using Lemma [£.3, it suffices to show that if
zeZnENUN() () (A0 (F) ar)u([0,1]*\ A)))
ick jeK
then
Es.e((((AinENF 1 a) U ([0, \ 4)))a, Ex)
i€k
holds. To see that this is so, recall that since x € U it must be that A(Y (z)) < €*/2

where ‘
Y(o) =B\ FHf (2) € K})o)
i€k
Moreover, since x € Z it must be that either
Es.e- ([ ((Ci N Ai 0 Fy  ag) U ([0, 177\ (Ci 1 A))))a, Ex)
ick
holds or Z5.,)(Ey, E,) fails or H"(E,) < §. However, since x € E C F it must be
that =5, (Ey, E;) holds. If H"(E,) < § then =5, (0, E,) holds and so, in either case
it follows that
Zs.e (((V((Ci 0 A 0 Fag) U ([0,1]4\ (Cs 0 AY)))as B
i€k
holds. It therefore follows from Lemma @ that
Zs.e2((()((NCi N A 0 F ag) U ([0, 1)1\ (G 1 Ai))e \ Y (2), Ba)}
i€k
holds. Therefore it suffices to show that
(ENC,NA;NF  ag) U(E\(CinA)))) \Y(2) C (ANENE a)U(E\ A))s
for each i € k.

Fix i € k and suppose that y € (ENC; N A; N F, Yag) U (E\ (C; N A)). \ Y ().
Ifye ENC;NA;N E_lao theny € A;,NEN E_la. On the other hand, suppose
y € (E\(CinA;)) \Y(x). If y € E\ A; there is nothing to prove so it may be
assumed that y € (4; \ Ci), \ Y (z). Then, since Bf N E' = E'\ C; it must be that
y € (B}), and, since y ¢ Y (z), it follows that y € F;*{f/(2) : j € K} and so there
is some m € K such that F;(y) = f"(z) and, in particular, x € A". Since

z e () (A N (F) a) u 0,17\ 4)))

ick jel;
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it follows that x € ((A™ N (F™)"1a1) and so F;(y) = F/"(z) € a1. Recalling that
y € (E\(Ci\ A)), it follows that y € (A; N ENF; 'a),. [

Corollary 6.1. For any n € w the ideal I is proper.

Proof: From Lemma .9 it suffices to show that that if X (f,C,¢') is a d-
dimensional generator for Z! then W,, € X(f,C,d’). Let 8 : w — (0,1) witness
that C = {C;}icw is a normal family. Let m be any integer such that m > d/¢'.
Now apply Theorem letting {F;}ic = {f}, n = B(m), 6 = §/d, N = n and
{Ai}ier = {[0,1]9}, . This yields € > 0 such that for every i € w there is some
a; € W,, such that Ed(;,e(f_laiu ([0, 1]d\Ci, C;) holds provided that 557[3(,,1)(01-, Cy)
holds. Without loss of generality, it may be assumed that ¢ < $(m). This implies
that Zgs.(f ~1a;, C;) holds provided that =3, 3(m)(C;, C;) does. Since 1/m < § and
E1/m,s(m)(Ci, C;) holds for each i > m it follows Sas.e(ftaj, C;) holds for some j

such that A(7m,(C;) \ Tn(NiewCi)) < (g57)" for all n < d. The fact that such a j

exists follows from the remark after Definition @ Therefore Zy5 (f~ta, C;) holds
for all i > m by Corollary .4 and hence a ¢ X (f,C, ). [
7. THE END

Finally, everything must be put together.

Theorem 7.1. If 7 ={I"},c. then
LlFpizy “AMV N[0,1]) =07
where V' represents the ground model.

Proof: First notice that if A € Z" " then [0, 1] C UX because if z € [0, 1] then,
letting & : [0,1] — [0,1] represent the function which is constantly z, it follows
that A € X (Z,{[0,1]}iew, 1/2). A standard genericity argument will yield that if
G € [l,e, Wa is obtained from a P(Z) generic set and x € V then x € G(n) for
infinitely any n. Since any member of W,, has measure less than 27", the result is
proved. |
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