arXiv:2409.17748v1 [math.GN] 26 Sep 2024

ON ALGEBRAIC SUMS, TREES AND IDEALS IN THE BAIRE SPACE

ŁUKASZ MAZURKIEWICZ, MARCIN MICHALSKI, ROBERT RAŁOWSKI, AND SZYMON ŻEBERSKI

Abstract. We work in the Baire space Z^ω equipped with the coordinate-wise addition +. Consider a σ−ideal I and a family T of some kind of perfect trees. We are interested in results of the form: for every A ∈ I and a tree T ∈ T there exists T^′ ∈ T, T^′ ⊆ T such that A + [T^′] + [T^′] + · · · + [T^′]

n–times

∈ I for each n ∈ ω.

Explored tree types include perfect trees, uniformly perfect trees, Miller trees, Laver trees and ω−Silver trees. The latter kind of trees is an analogue of Silver trees from the Cantor space.

Besides the standard σ-ideal M of meager sets, we also analyze M_− and fake null sets N . The latter two are born out of the characterizations of their respective analogues in the Cantor space. The key ingredient in proofs were combinatorial characterizations of these ideals in the Baire space.

1. Introduction and notation

We adopt the standard set-theoretical notation (see e.g. [3]). Throughout the paper we usually refer to the space Z^ω as the Baire space for its algebraic structure, i.e. coordinatewise addition + defined by (x + y)(n) = x(n) + y(n) for all x, y ∈ Z^ω and n ∈ ω.

For A, B ⊆ Z^ω we define the algebraic sum in the standard way A + B = {a + b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B}. We will use the same notation for translation via point x ∈ Z^ω, i.e. x + A = {x} + A, and for addition in Z^n for any n ∈ ω. The context will be always clear and will not lead to confusion.

If in a given context the algebraic structure is not important, we will refer to the canonical Baire space ω^ω.

Occasionally we will highlight differences and similarities between the Baire space and the Cantor space. In such cases we treat the Cantor space as Z_2^ω, also equipped with the coordinate wise addition + (see [6]).

Let us recall some notions regarding trees. Assume that T ⊆ Z^{<ω} is a tree. Then • succ_T (σ) = {i ∈ Z : σ^⌢i ∈ T }; • split(T ) = {σ ∈ T : |succ_T (σ)| ≥ 2}; • ω-split(T ) = {σ ∈ T : |succ_T (σ)| = ω}.

Definition 1. We call a tree T ⊆ Z^{<ω}

• perfect, if (∀σ ∈ T )(∃τ ∈ T )(σ ⊆ τ ∧ τ ∈ split(T ));

• uniformly perfect, if for every n ∈ ω either Z^n ∩T ⊆ split(T ) or Z^n ∩split(T ) = ∅; • Miller, if (∀σ ∈ T )(∃τ ∈ T )(σ ⊆ τ ∧ τ ∈ ω-split(T ));

The work has been partially financed by grant 8211204601, MPK: 9130730000 from the Faculty of Pure and Applied Mathematics, Wrocław University of Science and Technology. AMS Classification: Primary: 03E75, 28A05, 54H05; Secondary: 03E17 Keywords: algebraic sum, Baire space, perfect set, perfect tree, uniformly perfect tree, Silver tree, Miller tree, Laver tree, fake null set, meager set. 1

• Laver, if (∃σ ∈ T )(∀τ ∈ T )(τ ⊆ σ ∨ (σ ⊆ τ ∧ τ ∈ ω-split(T ))); • ω−Silver, if there are A ∈ [ω]^ω and x_T such that T = {σ ∈ Z^{<ω} : (∀n ∈ dom(σ)\A)(σ(n) = x_T (n))}. Let us remark that the notion of ω−Silver seems to be a natural analogue of Silver trees living in the Cantor space that realizes the main feature of the Baire space (ω−splitting).

We will denote the set of infinite branches of a tree T ⊆ Z^{<ω} by [T ], i.e. [T ] = {x ∈ Z^ω : (∀n ∈ ω)(x↾n ∈ T )}. The following remark pinpoints the reason why ω−Silver are easier to handle in comparison with other type of trees.

Remark 2. For every ω − Silver tree T we have [T ] + [T ] = [T ] + x_T .

Algebraic sums were mostly studied in the context of the real line with a standard addition. Results related to the ones presented in this paper were also helpful in [8, Lemma 3], where the author proved that for every null set A ⊆ R and every perfect set P ⊆ R there exists a perfect set P^′ ⊆ P such that A − P is null. Analogous result concerned with + and σ−ideal of meager sets was proved in [9, Theorem 11]. Various similar results were also proved in [2], especially Lemma 9. Algebraic sums in a context of nonmeasurability were studied in [7] and [4]. Superfluously contradictory results appeared in [5], where the authors obtained positive results regarding Miller and Laver trees localized via homeomorphism within irrational numbers in R.

This paper can be considered a part II of [6].

2. Meager Let us recall following characterization of meager sets in 2^ω from [1, Theorem 2.2.4].

Lemma 3. Let F be a meager subset of 2^ω. There is x_F ∈ 2^ω and a partition {I_n : n ∈ ω} of ω into intervals such that F ⊆ {x ∈ 2^ω : (∀^∞n)(x↾I_n ≠ x_F ↾I_n)}. We define a family M_− ⊆ P (ω^ω) in a similar fashion. A ∈ M_− if there is x_A ∈ ω^ω and a partition {I_n : n ∈ ω} of ω into intervals such that A ⊆ {x ∈ ω^ω : (∀^∞n)(x↾I_n ≠ x_A ↾I_n)}. Exploiting the analogy to M in the Cantor space we will denote by nwd_− the ideal of sets generated by {x ∈ ω^ω : (∀n)(x↾I_n ≠ x_A ↾I_n)}. Notice that M_− is a translation invariant σ-ideal with the basis of class F_σ. Also, K_σ ⊊ M_− and M_− ⊆ M. Moreover, the latter inclusion is proper, i.e. the characterization of M in the Cantor space à la Lemma 3 fails for M in the Baire space. Theorem 4. M ⊈ M_−.

Proof. Let f : ω^{<ω} → ω be a bijection and consider a tree T = {σ ∈ ω^{<ω} : (∀n < |σ|)(σ(n) ≠ f(σ↾n))}. We will show that for any y ∈ ω^ω and any partition {I_n : n ∈ ω} of ω into intervals there is x ∈ [T ] such that x↾I_n = y ↾I_n for infinitely many n. So, fix arbitrary y ∈ ω^ω and a partition of ω into intervals {I_n : n ∈ ω}. Let us start the induction on n ∈ ω. At the step 0 denote I_1 = [a_1, b_1] and consider a set

F_1 ={σ ∈ T ∩ ω^{a1} : f(σ) = y(a_1) ∨ f(σ^⌢y(a_1)) = y(a_1 + 1)∨ ∨ f(σ^⌢y(a_1)^⌢y(a_1 + 1)) = y(a_1 + 2) ∨ · · · ∨ f(σ^⌢y↾[a_1, b_1)) = y(b_1)}.

It is finite (has at most b_1 − a_1 + 1 elements), hence there is σ_1 ∈ T ∩ ω^{a1} \F_1. Set x_1 = σ^⌢_1 y ↾ I_1. Clearly, x_1 ∈ T . Let us assume that at the step n + 1 we already have x_{2n+1} ∈ T such that x_{2n+1} ↾I_{2k+1} = y↾I_{2k+1} for k < n + 1. Denote I_{2n+3} = [a_{2n+3}, b_{2n+3}] and consider a set F_{2n+3} ={σ ∈ T ∩ ω^{a2n+3} : x_{2n+1} ⊆ σ ∧ ( f(σ) = y(a_{2n+3})∨ ∨ f(σ^⌢y(a_{2n+3})) = y(a_{2n+3} + 1)∨ ∨ f(σ^⌢y(a_{2n+3})^⌢y(a_{2n+3} + 1)) = y(a_1 + 2) ∨ . . . · · · ∨ f(σ^⌢y↾[a_{2n+3}, b_{2n+3})) = y(b_{2n+3}) ) }. It is finite, hence there is σ_{n+1} ∈ T ∩ ω^{a2n+3} \F_{2n+3}. Set x_{2n+3} = σ^⌢y↾I_{2n+3}. This finishes the inductive construction. Set x = ⋃ n∈ω x_{2n+1}. Clearly x is the member of [T ] we are looking for. □

We will rely on the following characterization of M in the Baire space.

Lemma 5. For every meager set F ⊆ ω^ω there exists f : ω^{<ω} → ω^{<ω} such that F ⊆ {x ∈ ω^ω : (∀^∞σ ∈ ω^{<ω})(σ^⌢f(σ) ⊈ x)}. Moreover, the set on the right is meager.

Proof. Let F = ⋃ n∈ω F_n, where (F_n : n ∈ ω) is an ascending sequence of nowhere dense sets. For each n there exists f_n : ω^{<ω} → ω^{<ω} such that for every σ we have [σ^⌢f_n(σ)] ∩ F_n = ∅. Notice that F_n ⊆ {x ∈ ω^ω : (∀σ ∈ ω^{<ω})(σ^⌢f_n(σ) ⊈ x)}. Furthermore we may assume that f_n(σ) ⊆ f_{n+1}(σ) for each n ∈ ω. Let {σ_n : n ∈ ω} = ω^{<ω} and set f(σ_n) = f_n(σ_n). The function f is the one we are looking for.

Indeed, let x ∈ F . Then there is N ∈ ω such that x ∈ F_n for n ≥ N. Then for n ≥ N x ⊉ σ_n^⌢f_n(σ_n) = σ_n^⌢f(σ_n). □

Now we are well prepared for the main results of this section. The following result nips in the bud any considerations concerning Laver trees.

Proposition 6. There exists a set A ∈ M_− such that A + [T ] = Z^ω for each Laver tree T . Proof. Define A = {x ∈ Z^ω : (∀^∞n)(x(n) ≠ 0)}.

Let T be a Laver tree and let σ_0 = stem(T ). Let z ∈ Z^ω. We will find x ∈ A and y ∈ [T ] satisfying x + y = z. Set y ↾ |σ_0| = σ_0 and x(n) = z(n) − y(n) for n < |σ_0|. Then set succ_T (y↾n) ∋ y(n) ≠ z(n) and x(n) = z(n) − y(n) for n ≥ |σ_0|. □

Remark 7. In the above theorem it is sufficient for considered trees L to satisfy σ ∈ split(L) for each σ ⊇ stem(L).

Thanks to the characterization of M_− resembling the one of M in the Cantor space, we have the following two immediate observations.

Theorem 8. For every F ∈ M_− and every (uniformly) perfect tree T ⊆ Z^{<ω} there is a (uniformly) perfect tree T^′ ⊆ T such that F + [T^′] + [T^′] + · · · + [T^′]

n–times ∈ M_−. Proof. Almost identical to the proof of [6, Theorem 6]. □ Theorem 9. For every F ∈ M_− and every ω−Silver tree T ⊆ Z^{<ω} there is a ω−Silver tree T^′ ⊆ T such that F + [T^′] + [T^′] + · · · + [T^′]

n–times ∈ M_−. Proof. Almost identical to the proof of [6, Theorem 5]. □ The case of perfect trees and meager sets is more nuanced.

Theorem 10. For every F ∈ M and every (uniformly) perfect tree T ⊆ Z^{<ω} there is a (uniformly) perfect tree T^′ ⊆ T such that F + [T^′] ∈ M. Proof. Let T be a perfect tree (the proof for a uniformly perfect tree is almost identical). Let {σ_n : n ∈ ω} = Z^{<ω} and assume that if σ_n ⊆ σ_m, then n ≤ m. Let F be meager with f as in Lemma 5, i.e. F ⊆ {x ∈ Z^ω : (∀^∞n ∈ ω)(σ_n^⌢f(σ_n) ⊈ x)}. For every n ∈ ω let the enumeration {ρ^n_k : k < 2^n} = 2^n be in lexicographical order, i.e. ρ^{n+1}_{2k} = ρ^n_k^⌢0 and ρ^{n+1}_{2k+1} = ρ^n_k^⌢1. We will construct inductively (τ_ρ : ρ ∈ 2^{<ω}), (σ^n_k : n ∈ ω, k < 2^n), such that for each n ∈ ω

(i) for each ρ ∈ 2^n τ_ρ ∈ split(T ) and for i = 0, 1 τ_ρ ⊆ τ^′_ρ⌢_i ⊆ τ_ρ⌢_i and τ^′_ρ⌢_0 ⊥ τ^′_ρ⌢_1; (ii) σ_n^⌢ 00 . . . 0 n−times = σ^n_{−1} ⊆ σ^n_k ⊆ σ^n_{k+1} for k < 2^n − 1; (iii) |τ^′_ρn_k | = |(σ^n_{k−1} − τ^′_ρn_k ↾|σ^n_{k−1}|)^⌢f(σ^n_{k−1} − τ^′_ρn_k ↾|σ^n_{k−1}|)|; (iv) if (∀m ≥ n)(σ_m^⌢f(σ_m) ⊈ x), then σ^n_k ⊈ x + τ^′_ρn_k .

Let |τ^′_∅| = |f(∅)| and let τ_∅ be the shortest splitting extension of τ^′_∅ from T . Set σ^0 = f(∅) + τ^′_∅.

Let us consider the step n + 1 > 0. Set T ∋ τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_0 ⊇ τ_ρn_0^⌢i^0 long enough so that the following hold |τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_0| = |(σ^{n+1}_{−1} − τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_0 ↾|σ^{n+1}_{−1} |)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_{−1} − τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_0 ↾|σ^{n+1}_{−1} |)|.

Denote σ^{n+1}_0 = (σ^{n+1}_{−1} − τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_0 ↾|σ^{n+1}_{−1} |)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_{−1} −τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_0 ↾|σ^{n+1}_{−1} )+τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_0. In a similar fashion, set T ∋ τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_1 ⊇ τ_ρn_0^⌢i^0_1, i^0_1 ≠ i^0, such that |τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_1| = |(σ^{n+1}_0 − τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_1↾|σ^{n+1}_0 |)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_0 − τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_1 ↾|σ^{n+1}_0 |)| and denote σ^{n+1}_1 = (σ^{n+1}_0 − τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_1↾|σ^{n+1}_0 |)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_0 − τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_1 ↾ |σ^{n+1}_0 ) + τ^′_ρn_0 ⌢_1. Notice that σ_{n+1} ⊆ σ^{n+1}_{−1} ⊆ σ^{n+1}_0 ⊆ σ^{n+1}_1 . At the step k < 2^n assume that σ^{n+1}_{2j} and σ^{n+1}_{2j+1} for j < k are defined. Set τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_0 ⊇ τ_ρn_k^⌢i^k_0 and τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_1 ⊇ τ_ρn_k^⌢i^k_1 , i^k_0 ≠ i^k_1 , from T such that |τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_0| = |(σ^{n+1}_{2k−1} − τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_0↾|σ^{n+1}_{2k−1}|)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_{2k−1} − τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_0 ↾|σ^{n+1}_{2k−1}|)|, |τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_1| = |(σ^{n+1}_{2k} − τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_1 ↾|σ^{n+1}_{2k} |)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_{2k} − τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_1 ↾|σ^{n+1}_{2k} |)|, where, predictably, σ^{n+1}_{2k} = (σ^{n+1}_{2k−1} − τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_0 ↾|σ^{n+1}_{2k−1}|)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_{2k−1} − τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_0↾|σ^{n+1}_{2k−1}) + τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_0.

Also, set σ^{n+1}_{2k+1} = (σ^{n+1}_{2k} − τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_1↾|σ^{n+1}_{2k} |)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_{2k} − τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_1 ↾|σ^{n+1}_{2k} ) + τ^′_ρn_k ⌢_1.

Observe that σ^{n+1}_{2k−1} ⊆ σ^{n+1}_{2k} ⊆ σ^{n+1}_{2k+1}. Finally set τ_ρ⌢_i, ρ ∈ 2^n, i = 0, 1, to be the shortest extensions of τ^′_ρ⌢_i to splitting nodes of T . The construction is complete.

Clearly (ii) is the case. Conditions (i) and (iii) are also satisfied. To see (iv) let x ∈ Z^ω be such that σ_m^⌢f(σ_m) ⊈ x for m ≥ n + 1 for some n. Let k < 2^{n+1}. Then σ^{n+1}_k = (σ^{n+1}_{k−1} − τ^′_{ρn+1k} ↾|σ^{n+1}_{k−1} |)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_{k−1} − τ^′_{ρn+1k} ↾|σ^{n+1}_{k−1} |) + τ^′_{ρn+1k} and clearly |(σ^{n+1}_{k−1} − τ^′_{ρn+1k} ↾|σ^{n+1}_{k−1} |)| > n + 1. Hence (σ^{n+1}_{k−1} − τ^′_{ρn+1k} ↾|σ^{n+1}_{k−1} |)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_{k−1} − τ^′_{ρn+1k} ↾|σ^{n+1}_{k−1} |) ⊈ x, so (σ^{n+1}_{k−1} − τ^′_{ρn+1k} ↾|σ^{n+1}_{k−1} |)^⌢f(σ^{n+1}_{k−1} − τ^′_{ρn+1k} ↾|σ^{n+1}_{k−1} |) + τ^′_{ρn+1k} ⊈ x + τ^′_{ρn+1k} .

For every n ∈ ω let h(σ_n) be such that σ^n_2n_{−1} = σ_n^⌢h(σ_n). The function h is well defined thanks to (ii). Set T^′ = {τ ∈ T : (∃ρ ∈ 2^{<ω})(τ ⊆ τ_ρ)}, H = {x ∈ Z^ω : (∀^∞n ∈ ω)(σ_n^⌢h(σ_n) ⊈ x)}. We will show that F + [T^′] ⊆ H. Let x ∈ F and t ∈ [T^′]. Let N ∈ ω be such that σ_n^⌢f(σ_n) ⊈ x for n ≥ N. Fix such n. Let k < 2^n be such that τ^′_ρn_k ⊆ t. By (iv) σ^n_k ⊈ x + τ^′_ρn_k . Notice that σ^n_k ⊆ σ^n_2n_{−1} = σ_n^⌢h(σ_n). Hence, σ_n^⌢h(σ_n) ⊈ x + t. □ Theorem 11. For every F ∈ M and every (uniformly) perfect tree T ⊆ Z^{<ω} there is a (uniformly) perfect tree T^′ ⊆ T such that for each n F + [T^′] + [T^′] + · · · + [T^′] n−times ∈ M. Proof. Let level(T, 0) ={stem(T )}, level(T, n + 1) ={τ ∈ split(T ) : (∃σ ∈ level(T, n))(σ ⊊ τ∧ (∀η ∈ T )(σ ⊊ η ⊊ τ → η /∈ split(T )))}. For n ∈ ω let P ⪯_n Q if P ⊆ Q and level(P, n) = level(Q, n).

Using repeatedly Theorem 10 we may find for any meager set F and (uniformly) perfect tree T a fusion sequence of trees (T_n : n ∈ ω), i.e. T_0 = T, F_0 = F, F_{n+1} = F_n + [T_{n+1}], T_{n+1} ⪯_n T_n.

Then [T^′] = ⋂ n∈ω[T_n] is a body of the desired (uniformly) perfect tree. □ The answer in the case of Miller trees and meager sets is far from positive.

Example 12. There is an nwd_− set F and a Miller tree T such that for any Miller tree T^′ ⊆ T F + [T^′] /∈ M. Proof. Let F = {x ∈ Z^ω : (∀n)(x(n) ≠ 0)}, Fix a bijection α : Z^{<ω} → Z and let α̂ : Z^{<ω} → Z^{<ω} be given by α̂(∅) = ∅, α̂(σ^⌢i) = α̂(σ)^⌢α(σ^⌢i). Set T = rng(α̂). Clearly T is a Miller tree. Let T^′ ⊆ T be a Miller tree.

We will show that for every H ∈ M there are x ∈ F, t ∈ [T^′] such that x + t /∈ H. Fix h : Z^{<ω} → Z^{<ω} and set H = {y : (∀^∞σ)(y ⊉ σ^⌢h(σ))}. We will find x ∈ F and t ∈ [T^′] such that x + t ⊇ σ^⌢h(σ) for infinitely many σ. For this purpose let us construct (τ_n : n ∈ ω), (τ^′_n : n ∈ ω), (ξ_n : n ∈ ω), (σ_n : n ∈ ω) such that (i) |σ_{n+1}| > |σ_n|; (ii) τ_n ⊆ τ^′_n ⊆ τ_{n+1}, τ^′_n ∈ ω-split(T^′);

(iii) ξ_n ⊆ ξ_{n+1}, |ξ_n| = |τ_n|, ξ_n(k) ≠ 0 for k ∈ dom(ξ_n); (iv) ξ_n + τ_n ⊇ σ_n^⌢h(σ_n).

Let |σ_0| = stem(T^′) and σ_0(k) ≠ stem(T^′)(k) for k < |stem(T^′)|. Let τ_0 ∈ T^′ be such that τ_0(k) ≠ (σ_0^⌢h(σ_0))(k) for k < |σ_0^⌢h(σ_0)|. Set ξ_0 = σ_0^⌢h(σ_0) − τ_0. Let τ^′_0 ⊇ τ_0 with τ^′_0 ∈ ω-split(T^′).

At the step n + 1 let σ_{n+1} ⊇ σ_n^⌢h(σ_n), |σ_{n+1}| = τ^′_n and

(∀k ∈ dom(σ_{n+1})\dom(σ_n^⌢h(σ_n)))(σ_{n+1}(k) ≠ τ^′_n(k)).

Set τ_{n+1} ⊇ τ^′_n from T^′ such that

(∀k ∈ dom(σ_{n+1}^⌢h(σ_{n+1})\dom(τ^′_n))(τ_{n+1}(k) ≠ (σ_{n+1}^⌢h(σ_{n+1}))(k)).

Finally set τ^′_{n+1} ∈ ω-split(T^′), τ^′_{n+1} ⊇ τ_{n+1}. The construction is complete.

Let x = ⋃ n∈ω ξ_n and t = ⋃ n∈ω τ_n. Clearly x ∈ F and t ∈ [T^′]. Furthermore by (iv) x + t ⊇ σ_n^⌢h(σ_n), hence x + t /∈ H. □

Replacing the Miller tree with ω−Silver tree does not help much.

Example 13. There is a nowhere dense set F such that for each ω−Silver tree T we have F + [T ] /∈ M.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that x_T = (0, 0, . . . ), i.e. [T ] = {x ∈ Z^ω : (∀n /∈ A)(x(n) = 0)}. Let F = {x ∈ Z^ω : (∀n ∈ ω)(x ⊉ σ_n^⌢ 0 . . . 0 n−times )}, where

(σ_n : n ∈ ω) is an enumeration of Z^{<ω} such that n < m for σ_n ⊆ σ_m. Let H be any meager set associated with a function h. We will construct (τ_n : n ∈ ω) ∈ T^ω and (ρ_n : n ∈ ω) ∈ (Z^{<ω})^ω such that for all n ∈ ω

(i) τ_n ⊊ τ_{n+1}, ρ_n ⊊ ρ_{n+1}; (ii) (∀k ∈ ω)(ρ_n ⊉ σ_k^⌢ 0 . . . 0 k−times ); (iii) τ_n(k) = 0 for k ∈ dom(τ_n)\A; (iv) (τ_n + ρ_n)^⌢h(τ_n + ρ_n) ⊆ τ_{n+1} + ρ_{n+1}. Let ρ^′_0 = 1 . . . 1 min A

, τ^′_0 = 0 . . . 0

min A

and ρ_0 = ρ^′_0^⌢l_0 = σ_m, where m > |h(ρ^′_0^⌢1)|, τ_0 = τ^′_0^⌢(1−l_0).

Let ρ^′_1 = ρ_0^⌢h(ρ^′_0^⌢1)^⌢1 . . . 1 such that |ρ^′_1| ∈ A and τ^′_1 = τ^′_0^⌢0 . . . 0 with |τ^′_1| = |ρ^′_1|. Set ρ_1 = ρ^′_1^⌢l_1 = σ_m, where m > |h((τ^′_1 + ρ^′_1)^⌢1)|, and τ_1 = τ^′_1^⌢(1 − l_1).

Let us execute the step n+1. Let ρ^′_{n+1} = ρ_n^⌢h(ρ_n +τ_n)^⌢1 . . . 1 and τ^′_{n+1} = τ_n^⌢0 . . .^⌢ 0 such that |ρ^′_{n+1}| = |τ^′_{n+1}| ∈ A. Set ρ_{n+1} = ρ^′_{n+1}^⌢l_{n+1} = σ_m, where m > |h((τ^′_{n+1} + ρ^′_{n+1})^⌢1)|, and τ_{n+1} = τ^′_{n+1}^⌢(1 − l_{n+1}). The construction is complete.

Set t = ⋃ n∈ω τ_n and x = ⋃ n∈ω ρ_n. By (ii) x ∈ F , by (iii) t ∈ [T ], and by (iv) x + t /∈ H. □

3. Fake null It is known that there is no translation invariant regular measure on Z^ω, as the latter is not locally compact. It does not mean however, that one cannot define a reasonable translation invariant σ−ideal resembling null sets in the Cantor space. Definition 14. We will say that a set A is fake null, denote by A ∈ N , if (∀ε > 0)(∃(σ_n : n ∈ ω)) ( ∑ n∈ω 1 2^{|σn|} < ε & A ⊆ ⋃ n∈ω [σ_n] ) . Clearly it is a translation invariant σ−ideal. Moreover it is orthogonal to M, i.e. there is a comeager set G ∈ N . There is a compact set which is not fake null, e.g. body of any full binary tree. Also, the characterization from [1, Lemma 2.5.1] works, namely Lemma 15. Let F ∈ N . Then there is a sequence (S_n : n ∈ ω), S_n ⊆ Z^n for each n ∈ ω, such that ∑ n∈ω |S_n| 2^n < ∞ and F ⊆ {x ∈ Z^ω : (∃^∞n ∈ ω)(x↾n ∈ S_n)}. Conversely, if (S_n : n ∈ ω), S_n ⊆ Z^n, satisfy ∑ n∈ω |S_n| 2^n < ∞, then {x ∈ Z^ω : (∃^∞n ∈ ω)(x↾n ∈ S_n)} ∈ N . Proof. Let F ⊆ ⋂ n∈ω ⋃ k∈ω[σ^n_k ], where ⋃ k∈ω[σ^n_k ] ⊇ F and ∑ k∈ω 1 2^{|σnk |} < 1 2^n . For every n set S_n = {σ ∈ Z^n : σ = σ^n_k for some n, k ∈ ω}. Let F^′ = {x ∈ Z^ω : (∃^∞n ∈ ω)(x↾n ∈ S_n)}. See that |S_n| < ∑ k≤n 2^{n−k}, hence ∑ n∈ω |S_n| 2^n < ∞.

Furthermore F ⊆ F^′. To prove this let x ∈ F . Then there is k_0 ∈ ω such that x ∈ [σ^0_{k0} ], hence x↾|σ^0_{k0} | ∈ S_{|σ}0_{k0 |}. Assume that we have 0 = N_0 < N_1 < · · · < N_n such that x↾|σ^{Nj}_{kj} | ∈ S_{|σ}N_{jkj |} and |σ^{Nj}_{kj} | < |σ^{Nj+1}_{kj+1} | for 0 ≤ j < n for some n. Set N_{n+1} > |σ^{Nn}_{kn} |. Then there is k_{n+1} such that x ∈ [σ^{Nn+1}_{kn+1} ] which implies x ↾ |σ^{Nn+1}_{kn+1} | ∈ S_{|σ}N_{n+1kn+1 |}. Since ∑ k∈ω 1 2^{|σ} Nn+1 k | <^1_{2Nn+1} it is the case that |σ^{Nn+1}_{kn+1} | > N_{n+1} > |σ^{Nn}_{kn} |. The induction is complete and it clearly results in x ∈ F^′.

To prove the second part, let (S_n : n ∈ ω), S_n ⊆ Z^n, satisfy ∑ n∈ω |S_n| 2^n < ∞. Then {x ∈ Z^ω : (∃^∞n ∈ ω)(x↾n ∈ S_n)} = ⋂ n∈ω ⋃ k>n ⋃ σ∈S_k [σ]. The set ⋃ k>n ⋃ σ∈S_k [σ] is covered by basic clopen sets for which ∑ k>n ∑ σ∈S_k 1 2^{|σ|} = ∑ k>n ∑ σ∈S_k 1 2^k = ∑ k>n |S_k| 2^k n→∞ −−−→ 0. □ We will use this characterization to prove the following results.

Theorem 16. For every F ∈ N and every (uniformly) perfect tree T ⊆ Z^{<ω} there is a (uniformly) perfect tree T^′ ⊆ T such that for each n F + [T^′] + [T^′] + · · · + [T^′] n−times ∈ N .

Proof. Let F ∈ N and let T ⊆ Z^{<ω} be a perfect tree (the proof for uniformly perfect trees is identical). Let S_n ⊆ Z^n for n ∈ ω such that ∑ n∈ω |S_n| 2^n < ∞ and F ⊆ {x ∈ Z ω : (∃^∞n ∈ ω)(x↾n ∈ S_n)}. Let (k_n : n ∈ ω) be a non-decreasing sequence of naturals such that ∑ n∈ω 2^{(kn)3 |Sn|}_{2n} < ∞ and lim_{n→∞} k_n = ∞ (see [6, Lemma 12]). Let m_0 = 0 and m_{n+1} = min{m : m > m_n & k_m > k_{mn} }. We may find (τ_σ : σ ∈ 2^{<ω}) ∈ T^{2<ω} such that (i) if σ ∈ 2^n then |τ_σ| ≥ m_n; (ii) τ_σ ⊆ τ_σ′ if σ ⊆ σ^′;

(iii) τ_σ ∈ split(T ) and τ_σ⌢_0 ⊥ τ_σ⌢_1. Set T^′ = {τ ∈ T : (∃σ ∈ 2^{<ω})(τ ⊆ τ_σ)}, S^′_n = S_n + k_n⋃

j=1 ((T^′ ∩ 2^n) + (T^′ ∩ 2^n) + · · · + (T^′ ∩ 2^n) j−times ), F^′ = {x ∈ Z^ω : (∃^∞n ∈ ω)(x↾n ∈ S^′_n)}. Notice that |S^′_n| ≤ |S_n| · ∑_{kn} j=1 ∏_j i=1 2^{kn} ≤ |S_n| · 2^{(kn)3} , hence ∑ n∈ω |S^′_n| 2^n < ∞. Clearly, for

every n ∈ ω F + [T^′] + [T^′] + · · · + [T^′] n−times ⊆ F^′ ∈ N . □ The last results will be concerned with Miller trees.

Proposition 17. Every Miller tree T contains a Miller tree T^′ such that [T^′] ∈ N .

Proof. Let T ⊆ Z^{<ω} be a Miller tree. Let ω^{↑<ω} denote the set of strictly increasing finite sequences. We will construct {τ_σ : σ ∈ ω^{↑<ω}} ⊆ T^{<ω}, (n_k : k ∈ ω) such that for each σ ∈ ω^{↑<ω} (i) τ_σ ∈ ω-split(T );

(ii) τ_σ ⊊ τ_σ⌢_i for i > max σ;

(iii) τ_σ⌢_i(|τ_σ|) ≠ τ_σ⌢_j (|τ_σ|) for i ≠ j and i, j > max σ; (iv) |τ_σ| ≥ 2k for max σ = k.

Let τ_∅ = stem(T ). Assume we already have sequences τ_σ for σ ∈ ω^{↑<ω}, max σ < k at the step k. For every σ ∈ ω^{↑<ω}, max σ < k pick, τ_σ⌢_k ⊋ τ_σ satisfying (i) - (iv). Set T^′ = {τ ∈ Z^{<ω} : (∃σ ∈ ω^{↑<ω})(τ ⊆ τ_σ)}, S_{2k} = {τ_σ ↾2k : σ ∈ ω^{↑<ω}, max σ = k} and S_{2k+1} = ∅ for k ∈ ω. Clearly, T^′ is a Miller tree contained in T . Also see that |S_{2k}| ≤ |{σ ∈ ω^{↑<ω} : max σ = k}| ≤ 2^k, hence ∑ n |S_n| 2^n < ∞. Moreover [T

′] ⊆ {x ∈ Z^ω : (∃^∞n)(x↾n ∈ S_n)}. Indeed, if t ∈ [T^′], then t = ⋃ m∈ω τ_{y↾m} for some y ∈ ω^{↑ω}. Then t↾2k ∈ S_{2k} for k ∈ rng(y). □

Theorem 18. [T_1] + [T_2] /∈ N for any Miller trees T_1, T_2.

Proof. Let T_1 and T_2 be Miller trees and suppose that [T_1] + [T_2] ∈ N . Let (S_n : n ∈ ω) witness this fact as in Lemma 15. We will construct sequences (σ_n : n ∈ ω) ∈ T_1^ω, (τ_n : n ∈ ω) ∈ T_2^ω such that

(i) σ_n ⊊ σ_{n+1} and τ_n ⊊ τ_{n+1} for n ∈ ω; (ii) |σ_n| = |τ_n| for all n ∈ ω;

REFERENCES 9 (iii) (σ_n + τ_n)↾k /∈ S_k for k ∈ (|σ_{n−1}|, |σ_n|], n > 0. Without loss of generality assume |stem(T_1)| ≤ |stem(T_2)|. Let σ_0 = stem(T_1) and τ_0 = stem(T_2) ↾ |σ_0|. Let τ_1 ⊇ τ_0, τ_1 ∈ T_2 such that τ_1 ∈ ω-split(T ) and σ_1 ∈ T_1, |σ_1| = |τ_1|, such that σ_1(|τ_0|) ∈ succ_{T1} (σ_0)\{η(|τ_0|) − τ_1(|τ_0|) : η ∈ S_k , k ∈ (|τ_0|, |τ_1|]}.

Assume that in an even step 2n τ_{2n−1} ∈ ω-split(T_2). Pick σ_{2n} ⊋ σ_{2n−1} such that σ_{2n} ∈ ω-split(T_1) and τ_{2n} ⊇ τ_{2n−1} such that |τ_{2n}| = |σ_{2n}| and τ_{2n}(|σ_{2n−1}|) ∈ succ_{T2} (τ_{2n−1})\{η(|σ_{2n−1}|) − σ_{2n}(|σ_{2n−1}|) : η ∈ S_k , k ∈ (|σ_{2n−1}|, |σ_{2n}|]}. We proceed similarly at an odd step, just swap the role of σ and τ.

Set s = ⋃ n∈ω σ_n and t = ⋃ n∈ω τ_n.Clearly s ∈ [T_1], t ∈ [T_2] and by (iii) (s + t)↾n /∈ S_n for n > 0. □

Corollary 19. There exists a fake null set F such that for any Miller tree T F +[T ] /∈ N .

Corollary 20. There exists a fake null set F such that for any ω−Silver tree T F +[T ] /∈ N . References

[1] T. Bartoszyński and H. Judah. Set theory: On the structure of the real line. A K Peters. Ltd., 1995.

[2] P. Erdős, K. Kunen, and R. D. Mauldin. “Some additive properties of sets of real numbers”. In: Fund. Math. 113.3 (1981), pp. 187–199.

[3] T. Jech. Set theory. Millenium edition. Springer-Verlag, 2003.

[4] M. Kysiak. “Nonmeasurable algebraic sums of sets of reals”. In: Colloquium Mathematicum 102.1 (2005), pp. 113–122.

[5] M. Michalski, R. Rałowski, and Sz. Żeberski. “Nonmeasurable sets and unions with respect to tree ideals”. In: Bulletin of Symbolic Logic 26.1 (2020), pp. 1–14.

[6] M. Michalski, R. Rałowski, and Sz. Żeberski. “On algebraic sums, tress and ideals in the Cantor space”. In: arXiv:2405.13775 (2024).

[7] A. Nowik, M. Scheepers, and T. Weiss. “The algebraic sum of sets of real numbers with strong measure zero sets”. In: The Journal of Symbolic Logic 63.1 (1998), pp. 301–324.

[8] I. Recław. “Some additive properties of special sets of reals”. In: Colloq. Math. 62.2 (1991), pp. 221–226.

[9] M. Scheepers. “Additive properties of sets of real numbers and an infinite game”. In:

Quaest. Math. 16.2 (1993), pp. 177–191.

Email address: lukasz.mazurkiewicz@pwr.edu.pl

Email address: marcin.k.michalski@pwr.edu.pl

Email address: robert.ralowski@pwr.edu.pl

Email address: szymon.zeberski@pwr.edu.pl

Marcin Michalski, Robert Rałowski, Szymon Żeberski, Faculty of Pure and Applied Mathematics, Wrocław University of Science and Technology, 50-370 Wrocław, Poland