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Chapter 53
Topologies and measures III

In this chapter I return to the concerns of earlier volumes, looking for results which can be expressed in the
language so far developed in this volume. In Chapter 43 I examined relationships between measure-theoretic
and topological properties. The concepts we now have available (in particular, the notion of ‘precaliber’)
make it possible to extend this work in a new direction, seeking to understand the possible Maharam types
of measures on a given topological space. §531 deals with general Radon measures; new patterns arise if
we restrict ourselves to completion regular Radon measures (§532). In §533 I give a brief account of some
further results depending on assumptions concerning the cardinals examined in Chapter 52, including notes
on uniformly regular measures and a description of the cardinals k for which R” is measure-compact (533J).

In §534 I set out the elementary theory of ‘strong measure zero’ ideals in uniform spaces, concentrating
on aspects which can be studied in terms of concepts already introduced. Here there are some very natural
questions which have not as far as I know been answered (5347Z). In the same section I run through elementary
properties of Hausdorff measures when examined in the light of the concepts in Chapter 52. In §535 I look
at liftings and strong liftings, extending the results of §§341 and 453; in particular, asking which non-
complete probability spaces have liftings. In §536 I run over what is known about Alexandra Bellow’s
problem concerning pointwise compact sets of continuous functions, mentioned in §463. With a little help
from special axioms, there are some striking possibilities concerning repeated integrals, which I examine in
§537. Moving into new territory, I devote a section (§538) to a study of special types of filter on N associated
with measure-theoretic phenomena, and to medial limits. In §539, I complete my account of the result of
B.Balcar, T.Jech and T.Pazdk that it is consistent to suppose that every Dedekind complete ccc weakly
(0, 00)-distributive Boolean algebra is a Maharam algebra, and work through applications of the methods
of Chapter 52 to Maharam submeasures and algebras.

Version of 27.2.24

531 Maharam types of Radon measures
In the introduction to §434 I asked

What kinds of measures can arise on what kinds of topological space?

In §8434-435, and again in §438, I considered a variety of topological properties and their relations with
measure-theoretic properties of Borel and Baire measures. I passed over, however, some natural questions
concerning possible Maharam types, to which I now return. For a given Hausdorff space X, the possible
measure algebras of totally finite Radon measures on X can be described in terms of the set Mahg(X)
of Maharam types of Maharam-type-homogeneous Radon probability measures on X (531F). For X # 0,
Mahg (X) is of the form {0} U [w, *[ for some infinite cardinal x* (531Ef). In 531E and 531G I give basic
results from which Mahg(X) can often be determined; for obvious reasons we are primarily concerned
with compact spaces X. In more abstract contexts, there are striking relationships between precalibers of
measure algebras, the sets Mahg (X) and continuous surjections onto powers of {0,1}, which I examine in
531L-531M, 531T and 531V. Intertwined with these, we have results relating the character of X to Mahg (X)
(531N-5310). The arguments here depend on an analysis of the structure of homogeneous measure algebras
(531J, 531K, 531R).

531A Proposition Let (X,%, %, 1) be a quasi-Radon measure space with measure algebra (2, ).
(a) 7(A) is at most w(X).
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2 Topologies and measures II11 531A

(b) ¢(20) is at most hL(X). If u is locally finite, ¢(2() is at most L(X).
(c) #({a:a €, fia < oo}) < max(1,w(X)).
(d) If X is Hausdorff and p is a Radon measure, then 7(2() is at most nw(X).

531B Proposition Let (X, X, 1) be a measure space, with measure algebra 2, and ¥ a topology on X
such that ¥ includes a base for ¥ and p is strictly positive.

(a) If X is regular, then w(X) < #(A).

(b) If X is Hausdorff, then #(X) < 2#®),

531C Lemma Let (X;);c; be a family of topological spaces with product X, and p a totally finite
quasi-Radon measure on X with Maharam type k. For each i € I, let u; be the marginal measure on X;,
and r; its Maharam type. Then x is at most the cardinal sum ), &;.

531D Definition If X is a Hausdorff space, I write Mahg (X) for the set of Maharam types of Maharam-
type-homogeneous Radon probability measures on X. 0 € Mahg(X) iff X is non-empty, and any member
of Mahg (X)) is either 0 or an infinite cardinal.

531E Proposition Let X be a Hausdorff space.

(a) k < w(X) for every k € Mahg(X).

(b) Mahg (Y) C Mahg(X) for every Y C X.

(c¢) Mahg (X) = U{Mahg (K) : K C X is compact}.

(d) If X is K-analytic (in particular, if X is compact) and Y is a continuous image of X, Mahg(Y") C
MahR (X) .

(e) w € Mahg(X) iff X has a compact subset which is not scattered.

(f) If w < k' < k € Mahg(X) then x’ € Mahg(X).

(g) f Y is another Hausdorff space, and neither X nor Y is empty, then Mahg (X x Y) = Mahg (X) U
Mahg (Y'); generally, for any non-empty finite family (X;);cr of non-empty Hausdorff spaces, Mahg (] [, ; X4)
= ;e Mahg (X;).

531F Proposition Let X be a Hausdorff space. Then a totally finite measure algebra (2, 1) is isomorphic
to the measure algebra of a Radon measure on X iff (o) whenever 2/, is a non-trivial homogeneous principal
ideal of 2 then 7(2l,) € Mahg(X) (8) ¢(A) < #(X).

531G Proposition Let (X;);c; be a family of non-empty Hausdorff spaces with product X. Then an
infinite cardinal x belongs to Mahg(X) iff either k < #({i : i € I, #(X;) > 2}) or k is expressible as
sup;e; i where k; € Mahg(X;) for every i € I.

5311 Notation For any set I, let v; be the usual measure on {0, 1}17 T; its domain, N7 its null ideal
and (B, 7r) its measure algebra. I will write (e;);cs for the standard generating family in B, (525A). For
J C I let €; be the closed subalgebra of B generated by {e; : ¢ € J}. For each i € I, let ¢; : By — By
be the measure-preserving involution corresponding to reversal of the ith coordinate in {0,1}!, that is,

¢i(e;) =1\ e; and ¢;(e;) = e; for j # .

531J Lemma Let [ be a set, and take B, €;, for J C I, and ¢;, for i € I, as in 5311
a) U{€; : J € [I]<*} is dense in B for the measure-algebra topology of B;.

b) For every a € B, there is a (unique) countable J*(a) C I such that, for J C I, a € €; iff J D J*(a).
¢) J*(1\ a) = J*(a) for every a € Bj.

d) (bngj = ¢j¢i for all 7, j € I.

e)If JCI,ac;yandic I, then ang;a, aug;a belong to €1\ (3.

f) For a € B and i € T we have ¢;a = a iff i ¢ J*(a).

g) ¢p;a € €5 whenever J C I, i€l and a € €.
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531S Maharam types of Radon measures 3

531K Lemma Let £ > wy be a cardinal, and (e¢)¢<, the standard generating family in B,. Suppose
that we are given a family (a¢)e<, in B,. Then there are a set I' € [k]" and a family (c¢)e<, in B, such
that

ce Cag, Uxcg>20gac—1

for every £, and

_ . 1
Uk (infeer(ce neg) ninfyes(cy\ ey)) = Swaon Uk w(infeeruy ce)

whenever I, J C T are disjoint finite sets.

531L Theorem Let X be a Hausdorff space.

(a) If w € Mahg(X) then {0,1}* is a continuous image of a compact subset of X.

(b) If K > wa belongs to Mahg (X) and A < k is an infinite cardinal such that (k, A) is a measure-precaliber
pair of every probability algebra, then {0,1}* is a continuous image of a compact subset of X.

531M Proposition If x is an infinite cardinal and {0,1}" is a continuous image of a closed subset of X
whenever X is a compact Hausdorff space such that x € Mahg(X), then « is a measure-precaliber of every
probability algebra.

531N Proposition Let , <’ and A be infinite cardinals such that (x, ') is not a measure-precaliber pair
of (B, 7x). Then there is a compact Hausdorff space X such that x € Mahg(X) and x(x, X) < max(x’, \T)
for every z € X.

5310 Proposition Let x be a regular infinite cardinal. Then the following are equiveridical:
(i) k is a measure-precaliber of every measurable algebra;
(ii) if X is a compact Hausdorff space such that x € Mahg(X), then x(x, X) > & for some z € X.

531P Lemma Let Y be a zero-dimensional compact metrizable space, 1 an atomless Radon probability
measure on Y, A C Y a p-negligible set and Q a countable family of closed subsets of Y. Then there are
closed sets K, L CY, with union Y, such that
KUuL=Y, KNLNA=0, wKNL)>3
KNQ=Q\Land LNQ =Q \ K for every Q € Q.

531Q Proposition Suppose that cf N, = w;. Then there is a hereditarily separable perfectly normal
compact Hausdorff space X, of weight wy, with a Radon probability measure of Maharam type w; such that
every negligible set is metrizable.

531R Lemma Let I be a set, and let By, (€i)icr, (¢:i)ier, (€x)rcr and J* : B — [I[]S¥ be as in
5311-531K. For a € By and K C I, set Sk (a) = upr(a,€x) = min{c:a C ¢ € Cx}.
(a) Foralla € By, i€l and K, LC 1,
(i) Si(a) = a,
(ii) Sp(a) € Sk(a) if K C L,
(iii) J*Sk(a) C J*(a) N K,
(iv) Sn\(iy(a) = au dia,
(v) Sk Sr(a) = Sknr(a).
(b) Whenever a € By, € > 0 and m € N, there is a finite L C I such that 7;(Sk(a)\ a) < € whenever
LCKCTland #(I\K)<m.

531S Lemma Suppose that w; < mg. Let (e¢)¢<s, be the standard generating family in B,,,, and
(ag)e<w, a family of elements of B, of measure greater than 1. Then there is an uncountable set I' C wy
such that infeecr ag neg meets inf, ¢y a, \ e, whenever I, J CI' are finite and disjoint.
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4 Topologies and measures II11 531T

531T Theorem Suppose that w < x < mg. If X is a Hausdorff space and k € Mahg (X), then {0,1}"
is a continuous image of a compact subset of X.

531U Proposition Let X be a Hausdorff space.

(a) Give the space Pr(X) of Radon probability measures on X its narrow topology. If £ > wy belongs to
Mahg (X), then {0,1}" is a continuous image of a compact subset of Pg(X).

(b) Give the space Pr(X x X) its narrow topology. Then its tightness ¢(Pr(X x X)) is at least
sup Mahg (X).

531V Proposition (a) Suppose that the continuum hypothesis is true. Then there is a compact Hausdorff
space X such that wy € Mahg(X) but {0,1}** is not a continuous image of a closed subset of Pg(X).

(b) Suppose that there is a family (W¢)¢<w, in N, such that every closed subset of {0, 1} \ U,_,,, We
is scattered. Then there is a compact Hausdorff space X such that w; € Mahgr(X) but {0,1}* is not a
continuous image of a closed subset of X.

531Z Problems (a) Can there be a perfectly normal compact Hausdorff space X such that we €
Mahg (X)? (See 531Q, 554Xd.)

(b) Can there be a hereditarily separable compact Hausdorff space X such that wy € Mahg (X)?
Version of 1.6.13

532 Completion regular measures on {0,1}!

As T remarked in the introduction to §434, the trouble with topological measure theory is that there are
too many questions to ask. In §531 I looked at the problem of determining the possible Maharam types of
Radon measures on a Hausdorff space X. But we can ask the same question for any of the other classes of
topological measures listed in §411. It turns out that the very narrowly focused topic of completion regular
Radon measures on powers of {0,1} already leads us to some interesting arguments.

I define the classes Mah g (X), corresponding to the Mahg (X) examined in §531, in 532A. They are less
accessible, and I almost immediately specialize to the relation A € Mah.,({0,1}"). This at least is more
or less convex (532G, 532K), and can be characterized in terms of the measure algebras B (532I). On the
way it is helpful to extend the treatment of completion regular measures given in §434 (532D, 532E, 532H).
For fixed infinite A, there is a critical cardinal ko < (2*)* such that A € Mahq,g ({0, 1}%) iff A < K < Ko;
under certain conditions, when A\ = w, we can locate kg in terms of the cardinals of Cichoni’s diagram (532P,
532Q). This depends on facts about the Lebesgue measure algebra (532M, 5320) which are of independent
interest. Finally, for other A of countable cofinality, the square principle and Chang’s transfer principle are
relevant (532R-532S).

532A Definition If X is a topological space, I write Mah.,(X) for the set of Maharam types of Ma-~
haram-type-homogeneous completion regular topological probability measures on X. If X is a Hausdorff
space, I write Mah,g (X) for the set of Maharam types of Maharam-type-homogeneous completion regular
Radon probability measures on X.

532B Proposition Let X be a Hausdorff space. Then a probability algebra (2, &) is isomorphic to
the measure algebra of a completion regular Radon probability measure on X iff (o) 7(,) € Mahe,r(X)
whenever 2, is a non-zero homogeneous principal ideal of 2 (8) the number of atoms of 2 is not greater
than the number of points € X such that {z} is a zero set.

532C Remarks If [ is any set, v7 will be the usual measure on {0, 1}/, B; its measure algebra and N
its null ideal.

Let x be an infinite cardinal. Then x € Mah,r({0,1}"). A < k for every A € Mah,r({0,1}"). 0 €
Mah¢, g ({0,1}7) iff kK = w.

(©) 2004 D. H. Fremlin
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532P Completion regular measures on {0,1} 5

532D Theorem Let (X, 1) and (Y, u2) be effectively locally finite topological measure spaces of which
X is quasi-dyadic, p; is completion regular and ps is 7-additive. Let p be the c.l.d. product measure on
X x Y. Then p is a T7-additive topological measure.

532E Corollary Let (X;);cs be a family of regular spaces with countable networks, and Y any topological
space. Suppose that we are given a strictly positive topological probability measure p; on each X;, and a 7-
additive topological probability measure v on Y. Let x be the ordinary product measure on Z = [[,.; XsxY.

(a) p is a topological measure.

(b) w is T-additive.

(¢) If v is completion regular, and every p; is inner regular with respect to the Borel sets, then p is
completion regular.

532F Corollary Let ((X;, p;))icr be a family of quasi-dyadic compact Hausdorff spaces with strictly pos-
itive completion regular Radon measures. Then the ordinary product measure p on [],.; X; is a completion
regular Radon measure.

iel

532G Proposition Suppose that A, )’ and & are cardinals such that max(w,A) < X < k and X €
Mahe, g ({0,1}7). Then ' € Mah.g({0,1}*).

532H Lemma Let (X;);c; be a family of separable metrizable spaces, and p a totally finite completion
regular topological measure on X = [[,.; X;. Then

(a) the support of p is a zero set;

(b) w is inner regular with respect to the self-supporting zero sets.

icl

5321 Theorem Let A < x be infinite cardinals. Then the following are equiveridical:

(i) A € Mah.,r ({0, 1}");

(ii) there is a family (X¢)e<, of non-singleton separable metrizable spaces such that A € Mahe, ([, ., X¢);

(iii) there is a Boolean-independent family (b¢)e<, in B with the following property: for every a € By
there is a countable set J C & such that the subalgebras generated by {a}u {b¢ : £ € J} and {b, : n € K\ J}
are Boolean-independent.

532J Corollary (a) Suppose that A, k are infinite cardinals and A\ € Mah,r ({0, 1}*). Then & is at most
the cardinal power \“.
(b) If x is an infinite cardinal such that \* < k for every A < k, then Mah.,g({0,1}*) = {x}.

532K Corollary If w < A < s’ < & and A € Mahe,g ({0,1}") then A € Mahqg({0,1}").
532L Corollary If w < A < X and cf[\]S* < c¢fx and X € Mah,g({0,1}"), then A € Mah,g ({0, 1}").

532M Proposition If A C B, \ {0} and #(A4) <, then there is a ¢ € B, such that neither ¢ nor 1\ ¢
includes any member of A.

532N Lemma There is a Borel set W C {0,1} x {0,1}" such that whenever E, F C {0,1}"Y have

positive measure for v, then neither (E x F)NW nor (E x F)\ W is negligible for the product measure 1/

on {0, 1} x {0, 1}N.

5320 Proposition If A C B, \ {0} and #(A) < cov.N,, then there is a ¢ € B, such that neither ¢ nor
1\ ¢ includes any member of A.

532P Proposition Set x = max(d, covN,,). If FN(PN) = wy, then w € Mah¢,r({0,1}"). In particular,
if ¢ = wy then w € Mah¢, g ({0, 1}*1).

D.H.FREMLIN



6 Topologies and measures II11 532Q

532Q Proposition Suppose that add N, > w;.
(a) A ¢ Mahe,gr({0,1}*) whenever A > w and max(w, cf[A]S¥) < k.
(b) If w < k < w, then Mah¢,g({0,1}") = {x}.

532R Proposition Suppose that A is an uncountable cardinal with countable cofinality such that [y is
true. Set x = A*. Then A\ € Mah,g({0,1}").

532S Proposition Suppose that add NV,, > w; and that X is an infinite cardinal such that CTP(AT, )
is true. Then A ¢ Mah.,g({0,1}") for any x > A.

532Z Problems (a) In 532P, can we take k = cfN,?
(b) We have w € Mah,g({0,1}**) if FN(PN) = w; and not if add NV,, > wy. Can we narrow the gap?

(c) For a Hausdorff space X let Mahg,,r(X) be the set of Maharam types of strictly positive Maharam
homogeneous completion regular Radon measures on X. Describe the sets I' of cardinals for which there
are compact Hausdorff spaces X such that Mahg,,,r(X) =T.

Version of 4.1.14
533 Special topics

I present notes on certain questions which can be answered if we make particular assumptions concerning
values of the cardinals considered in §§523-524. The first cluster (533A-533E) looks at Radon and quasi-
Radon measures in contexts in which the additivity of Lebesgue measure is large compared with other
cardinals of the structures considered. Developing ideas which arose in the course of §531, I discuss ‘uniform
regularity’ in perfectly normal and first-countable spaces (533H). We also have a complete description of the
cardinals x for which R” is measure-compact (533J).

As previously, I write N'(u) for the null ideal of a measure pu; v,; will be the usual measure on {0, 1}* and
N, = N(v,,) its null ideal.

533A Lemma Let (X, X, 1) be a semi-finite measure space with measure algebra (2, ). If (K¢)e<k is a
family of ideals in ¥ such that y is inner regular with respect to every K¢ and x < min(add N (u), wdistr(2l)),
then p is inner regular with respect to ﬂ£ < Ke.

533B Corollary Let (X, X, 1) be a totally finite measure space with countable Maharam type. If £ C X,
#(&) < min(add NV,,,add M (1)) and € > 0, there is a set F' € ¥ such that u(X \ F) <eand {ENF: E € £}
is countable.

533C Proposition Let (X, %, 3, u) be a quasi-Radon measure space with countable Maharam type.

(a) If w(X) < add N, then p is inner regular with respect to the second-countable subsets of X; if
moreover ¥ is regular and Hausdorff, then p is inner regular with respect to the metrizable subsets of X.

(b) If Y is a topological space of weight less than add A, then any measurable function f : X — Y is
almost continuous.

(c) If {Y;)ies is a family of topological spaces, with #(I) < add AV, and f; : X — Y; is almost continuous
for every i, then @ — (f;(x))icr : X — [[;c; Yi is almost continuous.

533D Proposition Let (X, %) be a first-countable compact Hausdorff space such that cf[w(X)]s% <

add NV, and p a Radon measure on X with countable Maharam type. Then u is inner regular with respect
to the metrizable zero sets.

533E Corollary Suppose that cov N, > w;. Let (X, %) be a first-countable K-analytic Hausdorff space
such that cf[w(X)]S¥ < add A,,. Then X is a Radon space.

(©) 2007 D. H. Fremlin
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8534 intro. Hausdorff measures, strong measure zero and Rothberger’s property 7

533F Definition Let X be a topological space and p a topological measure on X. I will say that u is
uniformly regular if there is a countable family V of open sets in X such that G\ | J{V : V € V, V C G}
is negligible for every open set G C X.

533G Lemma Let (X, T, 3, u) be a compact Radon measure space.
(a) The following are equiveridical:
(i) p is uniformly regular;
(i) there are a metrizable space Z and a continuous function f : X — Z such that pf~'[f[F]] = pF
for every closed F' C X
(iii) there is a countable family H of cozero sets in X such that uG = sup{uH : H € H, H C G} for
every open set G C X
(iv) there is a countable family &£ of zero sets in X such that uG = sup{uFE : E € £, E C G} for every
open set G C X.
(b) If ¥ is perfectly normal, the following are equiveridical:
(i) p is uniformly regular;
(i) there are a metrizable space Z and a continuous function f : X — Z such that uf~'[f[E]] = uE
for every E € ¥;
(iii) there are a metrizable space Z and a continuous function f : X — Z such that f[G] # f[X]
whenever G C X is open and puG < pX;
(iv) there is a countable family £ of closed sets in X such that uG = sup{uE : E € £, E C G} for
every open set G C X.

533H Theorem (a) Suppose that cov.N,,, > w;. Let X be a perfectly normal compact Hausdorff space.
Then every Radon measure on X is uniformly regular.

(b) Suppose that covN,, > w; = nonN,,. Let X be a first-countable compact Hausdorff space. Then
every Radon measure on X is uniformly regular.

5331 Definition A completely regular space X is strongly measure-compact if uX = sup{p*K :
K C X is compact} for every totally finite Baire measure p on X.

533J Theorem Let x be a cardinal. Then the following are equiveridical:

(i) R” is measure-compact;

(ii) if (X¢)e<s is a family of strongly measure-compact completely regular Hausdorff spaces then [ ., X
is measure-compact;

(iii) whenever X is a compact Hausdorff space and (G¢)e<y is a family of cozero sets in X, then X N
ﬂE < G¢ 1s measure-compact;

(iv) for any Radon measure, the union of k or fewer closed negligible sets has inner measure zero;

(v) for any Radon measure, the union of k or fewer negligible sets has inner measure zero;

(vi) k < cov N () for any Radon measure yu;

(vil) K < cov N,;

(viii) k < m(2) for every measurable algebra 2.

533Z Problem For which cardinals s is R” Borel-measure-compact?

Version of 27.6.22

534 Hausdorff measures, strong measure zero and Rothberger’s property

In this section I look at constructions which are primarily metric rather than topological. I start with a
note on Hausdorff measures, spelling out connexions between Hausdorff r-dimensional measure on a separable
metric space and the basic o-ideal N (534B).

(©) 2003 D. H. Fremlin
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8 Topology and measure 111 8534 intro.

The main part of the section section is a brief introduction to a class of ideals which are of great interest
in set-theoretic analysis. While the most important ones are based on separable metric spaces, some of the
ideas can be expressed in more general contexts, and I give a definition of ‘strong measure zero’ in terms of
uniformities (534Ca). An associated topological notion is what I call ‘Rothberger’s property’ (534Cb). A
famous characterization of sets of strong measure zero in R in terms of translations of meager sets can also
be represented as a theorem about o-compact groups (534K). There are few elementary results describing
the cardinal functions of strong measure zero ideals, but I give some information on their additivities (534M)
and uniformities (534Q). There seem to be some interesting questions concerning spaces with isomorphic
strong measure zero ideals, which I consider in 534N-534P. A particularly important question, from the very
beginning of the topic in BOREL 1919, concerns the possible cardinals of sets of strong measure zero; in
534Q-534S I give some sample facts and illustrative examples.

534A Lemma Let (X, p) be a separable metric space. Then there is a countable family C of subsets of
X such that whenever A C X has finite diameter and 1 > 0 then there is a C' € C such that A C C and
diam C < n+ 2diam A.

534B Hausdorff measures: Theorem Let (X, p) be a metric space and r > 0. Write pp, for r-
dimensional Hausdorff measure on X, N (ug,) for its null ideal, N for the null ideal of Lebesgue measure
on R and M for the ideal of meager subsets of R.

(a) add pprr = add N (ugr)-

(b) If X is separable, N'(up,) <1 N, so that add pg, > add N and of N (pg,) < cfN.

(c) If X is separable, (X, €, N (unr)) gt (M, Z,R), so that cov N (ug,) < non M and Meountable <
non N (ppr).

(d) If X is analytic and pg,X > 0, then add pg, = add N, f N (ug,) = f N, non N (i) < non A and
cov N (ppr) > cov V.

534C Strong measure zero and Rothberger’s property (a) Let (X, W) be a uniform space and
A C X. Isay that A has strong measure zero or property C in X if for any sequence (W, )pen in W
there is a cover (4, )nen of A such that A, x A, C W, for every n € N. If (X, p) is a metric space, a subset
A of X has strong measure zero in X if it has strong measure zero for the uniformity defined by the metric.

I will write Smz(X, W) or Smz(X, p) for the family of sets of strong measure zero in a uniform space
(X, W) or a metric space (X, p).

(b) If X is a topological space and A is a subset of X, I will say that A has Rothberger’s property
in X if for every sequence (G, )nen of non-empty open covers of X there is a sequence (G, )nen such that
G, € G, for every n € Nand A C |J, .yGrn. I will write Rbg(X) for the family of subsets of X with
Rothberger’s property in X.

neN

534D Proposition (a)(i) If (X,W) is a uniform space and A C X, then A has strong measure zero in
X iff it has strong measure zero in itself when it is given its subspace uniformity.
(i) If (X,W) is a uniform space, then Smz(X, W) is a o-ideal containing all the countable subsets of
X.
(iii) If (X, W) and (Y,V) are uniform spaces and f : X — Y is uniformly continuous, then f[A] €
Smz(Y,V) whenever A € Smz(X, W).
(iv) Let (X,W) be a uniform space and A C X. Then A € Smz(X, W) iff f[A] € Smz(Y, p) whenever
(Y, p) is a metric space and f : X — Y is uniformly continuous.
(v) Let (X, W) be a uniform space and A € Smz(X,W). If B C X is such that B\ G € Smz(X, W)
whenever G is an open set including A, then B € Smz(X, W).
(b) Let X be a topological space.
(i) Rbg(X) is a o-ideal containing all the countable subsets of X.
(ii) If Y is another topological space, f : X — Y is continuous and A € Rbg(X), then f[A] € Rbg(Y).
(iii) If A € Rbg(X) and B C X is such that B\ G € Rbg(X) whenever G is an open set including A,
then B € Rbg(X).
(iv) If F C X is closed, then Rbg(F) = {A: A € Rbg(X), A C F}.
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534N Hausdorff measures, strong measure zero and Rothberger’s property 9

534E Proposition Let (X, W) be a uniform space, and give X the topology induced by W.
(a) Rbg(X) C Smz(X, W).
(b) If X is o-compact, Rbg(X) = Smz(X, W).

534F Proposition Let X be a regular paracompact space, and W the uniformity on X defined by the
family of all continuous pseudometrics on X. Then

Rbg(X) = Smz(X, W)
={A: ACX, f[A] € Smz(Y, p) whenever (Y, p) is a metric space

and f: X — Y is continuous}.

534G Remarks We see from 534E that in Euclidean space, the context of the original investigation of
these ideas, what I call Rothberger’s property and strong measure zero coincide; and as the latter phrase
is more commonly used and has a more generally accepted meaning, it is tempting to prefer it. But in the
framework of this treatise, devoted as it is to maximal convenient generality, the concepts diverge. Strong
measure zero has an obvious interpretation in any metric space, and can readily be applied in general uniform
spaces; while Rothberger’s property is a topological notion. They have very different natures as soon as we
leave the area of o-compact spaces. In particular, the Polish space NY, topologically identifiable with R\ Q,
has a wide variety of compatible uniformities, giving rise to potentially very different strong measure zero
ideals. So we find ourselves with the possibility that Rbg(R \ Q) may be much smaller than the trace of
Rbg(R) on the subset R\ Q, even though Q € Rbg(R) (534Sb). Strong measure zero, of course, is much
more manageable on subsets (534D (a-i)).

534H Proposition If (X, p) is a metric space and A € Smz(X, p), then A is separable, zero-dimensional
and universally negligible, and all compact subsets of A are countable.

5341 Let X be a regular topological space. Then X has Rothberger’s property in itself iff it is Lindelof
and zero-dimensional and f[X] € Rbg(R \ Q) whenever f: X — R\ Q is continuous.

534J Proposition Let X be a Hausdorff space, and K a compact subset of X. Then K belongs to
Rbg(X) iff it is scattered.

534K Theorem Let X be a o-compact locally compact Hausdorff topological group and A a subset of
X. Then the following are equiveridical:

(i) A € Rbg(X);

(ii) for any sequence (Up,)nen of neighbourhoods of the identity e of X, there is a sequence (z,)nen in X
such that A C (J,, oy Unn;

(iii) FA # X for any nowhere dense set F' C X;

(iv) EA # X for any meager set E C X;

(v) AF # X for any nowhere dense set F' C X;

(vi) AE # X for any meager set E C X.

534L Proposition Let (X, p) be a separable metric space. Then Smz(X, p) <1 N°.

534M Corollary (a) If (X,) is a Lindelof uniform space, then add Smz(X, W) > add N/, where N is
the null ideal of Lebesgue measure on R.
(b) If X is a Lindeldf regular topological space, then add Rbg(X) > add \V.

534N Smz-equivalence (a) If (X, V) and (Y, W) are uniform spaces, they are Smz-equivalent if there
is a bijection f : X — Y such that a set A C X has strong measure zero in X iff f[A] has strong measure
zero in Y.
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(b) If (X,V) and (Y, W) are uniform spaces, X is Smz-embeddable in Y if it is Smz-equivalent to
a subspace of Y. Evidently this is transitive in the sense that if X is Smz-embeddable in Y and Y is
Smz-embeddable in Z then X is Smz-embeddable in Z.

5340 Lemma (a) Suppose that (X,V) and (Y, V) are uniform spaces and that (X, )nen, (Yn)nen are
partitions of X, Y respectively such that X,, is Smz-equivalent to Y,, for every n. Then X is Smz-equivalent
to Y.

(b) Suppose that (X, W) and (Y, V) are uniform spaces such that X is Smz-embeddable in ¥ and Y is
Smz-embeddable in X. Then (X, W) and (Y,V) are Smz-equivalent.

534P Proposition R", ]0,1[", [0,1]" and {0, 1} are Smz-equivalent for every integer r > 1.

534Q Large sets with strong measure zero: Proposition (a) Let X be a Lindelof space. Then
non Rbg(X) 2 Meountable-

(b) Give NY the metric p defined by setting p(z,y) = inf{27" : n € N, 2[n = y|n} for x, y € NY. Then
non Smz(NY, p) = non Rbg(N") = meountable-

534R Proposition (a) If (X, p) is a separable metric space and A C X has cardinal less than ¢, there is
a Lipschitz function f : X — R such that f[A is injective.
(b) If kK < ¢ is a cardinal and there is any separable metric space with a set with cardinal x which is of
strong measure zero, then there is a subset of R with cardinal £ which has Rothberger’s property in R.
(c)(i) If cf(meountable) = b there is a subset of R with cardinal mcountable Which has Rothberger’s property
in itself.
(ii) If b = wy there is a subset of R with cardinal wy which has Rothberger’s property in itself.
(iii) If Meountable = O there is a subset of R with cardinal mcountable Which has Rothberger’s property in
itself.

534S Example Suppose that mcountable = €.
(a) There is a set A C [0,1] \ Q such that
() #(ANK) < ¢ for every compact K C [0,1] \ Q,
(8) there is a continuous function f : [0,1] \ Q — [0, 1] such that f[A] = [0, 1],
(1) A+ 42]0,1].
(b) Now AU Q has Rothberger’s property in itself, A € Rbg(R), A is not meager, A ¢ Rbg(R\ Q) and
A x A ¢ Rbg(R?).

534Z Problems (a) Let ug)l be one-dimensional Hausdorff measure on R?. Is the covering number
cov N (i Hl) necessarily equal to cov N7

(b) Can cfRbg(R) be wy?

(c) How many types of complete separable metric spaces under Smz-equivalence can there be? If we give
NN the metric of 534Qb, can it fail to be Smz-equivalent to [0, 1] with the metric (2, y) — sup, ey 27 "|z(n)—

y(n)[?

(d) Suppose that there is a separable metric space with cardinal ¢ with strong measure zero. Must there
be a subset of R with cardinal ¢ with Rothberger’s property in R?

(e) On R, let T be the usual topology and & the right-facing Sorgenfrey topology (415Xc). Must
Rbg(R, &) and Rbg(R,T) be the same?
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Version of 28.4.25
535 Liftings

I introduced the Lifting Theorem as one of the fundamental facts about complete strictly localizable
measure spaces. Of course we can always complete a measure space and thereby in effect obtain a lifting for
any o-finite measure. For the applications of the Lifting Theorem in §§452-453 this procedure is natural and
effective; and generally in this treatise I have taken the view that one should work with completed measures
unless there is some strong reason not to. But I have also embraced the principle of maximal convenient
generality, seeking formulations which will exhibit the full force of each idea in the context appropriate
to that idea, uncluttered by the special features of intended applications. So the question of when, and
why, liftings for incomplete measures can be found is one which automatically arises. It turns out to be a
fruitful question, in the sense that it leads us to new arguments, even though the answers so far available
are unsatisfying.

As usual, much of what we want to know depends on the behaviour of the usual measures on powers of
{0,1} (535B). An old argument relying on the continuum hypothesis shows that Lebesgue measure can have
a Borel lifting; this has been usefully refined, and I give a strong version in 535D-535E. We know that we
cannot expect to have translation-invariant Borel liftings, but strong Borel liftings are possible (535H-5351),
and in some cases can be built from Borel liftings (535J-535N).

For certain applications in functional analysis, we are more interested in liftings for L> spaces than
in liftings for measure algebras; and it is sometimes sufficient to have a ‘linear lifting’, not necessarily
corresponding to a lifting in the strict sense. I give a couple of paragraphs to linear liftings (5350-535R)
because in some ways they are easier to handle and it is conceivable that they are relevant to the main
outstanding problem (535Za).

535A Notation (a) If (X, 3, i) is a measure space and ¥ a topology on X, a Borel lifting of p is a
lifting which takes values in the Borel o-algebra B(X) of X. Similarly, a Baire lifting of p is a lifting
which takes values in the Baire o-algebra Ba(X) of X.

(b) I remark at once that if (X,%,%, ) is a topological measure space and ¢ : ¥ — B(X) is a Borel
lifting for p, then ¢[B(X) is a lifting for the Borel measure p[B(X). Conversely, if ¢’ : B(X) — B(X) is
a lifting for pu[B(X), and if for every E € ¥ there is a Borel set E’ such that EAE’ is negligible, then ¢’
extends uniquely to a Borel lifting ¢ of p.

In the same way, any Baire lifting for a measure p which measures every zero set will give a lifting for
ulBa(X); and a lifting for u[Ba(X) will correspond to a Baire lifting for p if p is completion regular.

(c) I will say that, for any set I, v7 is the usual measure on {0, 1}/ and B its measure algebra.

535B Proposition Let (X, X, i) be a strictly localizable measure space with non-zero measure. Suppose
that v, has a Baire lifting for every infinite cardinal x such that the Maharam-type-x component of the
measure algebra of p is non-zero. Then p has a lifting.

535C Proposition If A and k are cardinals with A = A\* < k, and v,; has a Baire lifting, then v has a
Baire lifting.

535D Theorem Let (X, ) be a measure space such that uX > 0, and suppose that its measure
algebra is tightly w;-filtered. Then p has a lifting.

535E Proposition Suppose that ¢ < ws and the Freese-Nation number FN(PN) is wy.
(a) If 2 is a measurable algebra with cardinal at most wo, it is tightly ws-filtered.
(b) (MoOkKOBODZKI 77) Let (X,X, 1) be a o-finite measure space with non-zero measure and Maharam
type at most wa.
(i) p has a lifting.
(ii) If T is a topology on X such that p is inner regular with respect to the Borel sets, then p has a
Borel lifting.
(iii) If T is a topology on X such that p is inner regular with respect to the zero sets, then p has a
Baire lifting.
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535F Proposition Let (X, X, 1) be a measure space such that pX > 0 and # () < add p, where 2 is
the measure algebra of u, and suppose that § : 2l — ¥ is such that

00=10, 6H(anb)=60andbforalla, be, (0a)* Ca foreveryac 2.
Then p has a lifting 6 : 2l — X such that 6a 2O fa for every a € 2.

535G Corollary Suppose that ¢ = w;. Then for any integer r > 1 there is a Borel lifting 6 of Lebesgue
measure on R” such that x € E* whenever £ C R” is a Borel set and x is a density point of E.

535H Theorem Let (X, T, %, 1) be an effectively locally finite 7-additive topological measure space with
measure algebra 2. If #(2) < add p and p is strictly positive, then u has a strong lifting.

5351 Corollary Suppose that ¢ = wy. Let (X, T, X, 1) be a strictly positive o-finite quasi-Radon measure
space with Maharam type at most ¢. Then p has a strong Borel lifting.

535J Lemma Let (X,T,3, u) be a completely regular totally finite topological measure space with a
Borel lifting ¢. Suppose that K C X is a self-supporting set of non-zero measure, homeomorphic to {0, 1},
such that KNG C ¢G for every open set G C X. Then the subspace measure px has a strong Borel lifting.

535K Lemma Let X be a metrizable space, u an atomless Radon measure on X and v an atomless
strictly positive Radon measure on {0, 1}". Let K be the family of those subsets K of X such that K, with
the subspace topology and measure, is isomorphic to {0, 1} with its usual topology and a scalar multiple
of v. Then p is inner regular with respect to K.

535L Lemma (a) If (X, ) is a separable metrizable space, there is a zero-dimensional separable metriz-
able topology G on X, finer than ¥, with the same Borel sets as ¥, such that ¥ is a m-base for G.

(b) If X is a non-empty zero-dimensional separable metrizable space without isolated points, it is home-
omorphic to a dense subset of {0, 1}

(¢) Any completely regular space with cardinal less than ¢ is zero-dimensional.

535M Lemma Suppose that there is a Borel probability measure on {0, 1} with a strong lifting. Then
whenever X is a separable metrizable space and D C X is a dense set, there is a Boolean homomorphism ¢
from PD to the Borel o-algebra B(X) of X such that A C A for every A C D.

535NN Theorem Suppose there is a metrizable space X with a non-zero atomless semi-finite tight Borel
measure g which has a lifting. Then whenever Y is a metrizable space and v is a strictly positive o-finite
Borel measure on Y, v has a strong lifting.

5350 Linear liftings Let (X, X, u) be a measure space, with measure algebra 2. Write £°(X) for the
space of bounded Y-measurable real-valued functions on X. A linear lifting for pu is
either a positive linear operator T': L (u) — £>°(X) such that T'(xX*) = xX and (Tu)* = u
for every u € L*>(p)
or a positive linear operator S : £L°(X) — £>2(X) such that S(xX) = xX, Sf = 0 whenever
f=0ae and Sf =, f for every f € L>(X).

If 0 : A — X is a lifting for u, then we have a corresponding Riesz homomorphism 7' : L™= (2() — £>°(X)
such that T'(xa) = x(6a) for every a € 2. Identifying L () with L>°(u), T can be regarded as a linear
lifting.

I will say that a Borel linear lifting is a linear lifting such that all its values are Borel measurable
functions; a Baire linear lifting is a linear lifting such that all its values are Baire measurable functions.

535P Proposition Let (X, 3, 1) be a countably compact measure space such that X is countably gener-
ated, (Y, T,v) a o-finite measure space with a linear lifting, and f : X — Y an inverse-measure-preserving
function. Then there is a disintegration (u,)ycy of p over v, consistent with f, such that y — p,E is a
T-measurable function for every E € 3.
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535Q Proposition Let (X, 3, 1) and (Y, T, v) be probability spaces, and A the c.l.d. product measure
on X x Y. Suppose that A\]X®T has a linear lifting. Then 4 has a linear lifting.

535R. Proposition Write 12 for the usual measure on ({0,1}*)2, and T for its domain. Suppose that
v, has a Baire linear lifting for some x > ¢*F. Then there is a Borel linear lifting S for 2 which respects
coordinates in the sense that if f € LOO(T((HQ)) is determined by a single coordinate, then Sf is determined
by the same coordinate.

535Z Problems (a) Can it be that every probability space has a lifting?
(b) Suppose that ¢ > wz. Does v, have a Borel lifting?

(c) (A.H.Stone) Can there be a countable ordinal ¢ and a lifting ¢ of v, such that ¢F is a Borel set,
with Baire class at most (, for every Borel set E C {0,1}*?

(d) Can there be a strictly positive Radon probability measure of countable Maharam type which does
not have a strong lifting?

(e) Is there a probability space which has a linear lifting but no lifting?

(f) Can there be a Borel linear lifting for the usual measure on ({0,1}*)? which respects coordinates in
the sense of 535R?

Version of 20.2.12

536 Alexandra Bellow’s problem

In 463Za I mentioned a curious problem concerning pointwise compact sets of continuous functions.
This problem is known to be soluble if we are allowed to assume the continuum hypothesis, for instance.
Here I present the relevant arguments, with supplementary remarks on ‘stable’ sets of measurable functions
(536E-536F).

536A The problem Let (X, ¥, 1) be a measure space, and £° the space of all ¥-measurable functions
from X to R. On £° we have the linear space topologies %, and %, of pointwise convergence and convergence
in measure. ¥, is Hausdorff and locally convex; if y is o-finite, ¥,, is pseudometrizable. The question is
this: suppose that K C £ is compact for T, and that T, is Hausdorff on K. Does it follow that T, and
%, agree on K7

536B Known cases Let (X, X, 1) be a o-finite measure space. Given that K C £ is compact for T,
and ¥, is Hausdorff on K, and
either K is sequentially compact for T,
or K is countably tight for T,
or K is convex
or X has a topology for which K C C(X), u is a strictly positive topological measure, and every
function A € RX which is continuous on every relatively countably compact set is continuous
or i is perfect
or K is stable,
then K is metrizable for ¥, and T, and <,,, agree on K.

536C Proposition Let (X, X, 1) be a probability space such that the m-weight 7(u) of p is at most p.
If K C £9is T,-compact then it is T,,-compact.

536D Theorem Let (X,3, 1) be a probability space, and £° the space of Y-measurable real-valued
functions on X. Write €, T, for the topologies of pointwise convergence and convergence in measure on
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L9, Suppose that K C L0 is T,-compact and that u{x : f(z) # g(x)} > 0 for any distinct f, g € K, but
that K is not T,-metrizable.

(a) Every infinite Hausdorff space which is a continuous image of a closed subset of K has a non-trivial
convergent sequence.

)

)

) The Maharam type of u is at least 2.

) There is a non-negligible measurable set in ¥ which can be covered by w; negligible sets.
g) m(p) > p.

h) Mceountable = W1-

536E Proposition Let (X, i) be a semi-finite measure space, with null ideal N (). For E € X let
1 be the subspace measure on E. Suppose that 7(ug) < cov(FE, N () whenever F € ¥ and 0 < puF < oo.
Then every ¥,-separable ¥ ,-compact subset of L0 = £0(%) is stable.

536F Proposition Suppose that covN = c¢f N, where A is the null ideal of Lebesgue measure on R.
Let (X,T,%, 1) be a Radon measure space. Then every T,-separable T,-compact subset of £°(y) is stable.

Version of 12.8.13

537 Sierpinski sets, shrinking numbers and strong Fubini theorems

W.Sierpiniski observed that if the continuum hypothesis is true then there are uncountable subsets of
R which have no uncountable negligible subsets, and that such sets lead to curious phenomena; he also
observed that, again assuming the continuum hypothesis, there would be a (non-measurable) function f :
[0,1]% = {0, 1} for which Fubini’s theorem failed radically, in the sense that

ff flz,y)dzdy = 0, ff f(z,y)dydx = 1.
In this section I set out to explore these two insights in the light of the concepts introduced in Chapter
52. I start with definitions of ‘Sierpiriski’ and ‘strongly Sierpiriski’ set (537A), with elementary facts and an
excursion into the theory of ‘entangled’ sets (537C-537G). Turning to repeated integration, I look at three
interesting cases in which, for different reasons, some form of separate measurability is enough to ensure
equality of repeated integrals (5371, 537L, 537S). Working a bit harder, we find that there can be valid
non-trivial inequalities of the form [ [dzdy < [ [dydz (537N-537Q).
As elsewhere, T will write A/ (i) for the null ideal of a measure pu.

537A Definitions (a) If (X, 3, ) is a measure space, a subset of X is a Sierpinski set if it is uncount-
able but meets every negligible set in a countable set.

(b) If (X,X, ) is a measure space, a subset A of X is a strongly Sierpinski set if it is uncountable
and for every n > 1 and for every set W C X" which is negligible for the product measure on X", the set
{u:ueA"NW, u(i) # u(y) for i < j < n} is countable.

537B Proposition (a) Let (X, 3, u) be a measure space and A C X a Sierpinski set.
(i) add M (p) = non N'(p) = wy and cov N () > #(A).
(ii) If {x} is negligible for every x € A, then cf N () > cf([#(A)]=¥).
(b) Suppose that (X, X, ) and (Y, T, v) are measure spaces such that singleton subsets of Y~ are negligible.
Let f: X — Y be an inverse-measure-preserving function.
(i) If A C X is a Sierpiniski set, then f[A] is a Sierpiniski set in Y and #(f[A4]) = #(A).
(ii) Now suppose that v is o-finite. If A C X is a strongly Sierpinski set, then f[A] is a strongly
Sierpinski set in Y.

(©) 2005 D. H. Fremlin
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(c) Suppose that A and & are infinite cardinals and that (X, %, ) is a locally compact semi-finite measure
space of Maharam type at most A in which singletons are negligible and X > 0. Give {0,1}* its usual
measure.

(i) If {0,1}* has a Sierpiniski subset with cardinal s, then X has a Sierpiriski subset with cardinal x.
(ii) If {0,1}* has a strongly Sierpiriski subset with cardinal », then X has a strongly Sierpiniski subset
with cardinal .

537C Entangled sets (a) Definition If X is a totally ordered set, then X is wj-entangled if whenever
n>1,1Cnand (T¢)e<w, icn is a family of distinct elements of X, then there are distinct &, 7 < w; such
that I = {i:i <n, z¢ < 5}

(b) Give {0, 1}" its lexicographic ordering, that is,
x <y iff either x = y or there is an n € N such that z[n = y[n and z(n) < y(n).

Then any wi-entangled subset of {0, 1} can be transferred to an w;-entangled subset of R.

537D Lemma Let X be an wy-entangled totally ordered set.

(a) There is a countable set D C X which meets [z, y] whenever z < y in X.

(b) Whenever n > 1, I Cn and (Z¢;)¢<w, i<n is a family of distinct elements of X, there are £ <n < w;
such that I = {i: i <n, z¢ < @y}

537E Lemma Suppose that n > 1, I C n and that A C ({0, 1})" is non-negligible for the usual product
measure v on ({0,1}M)". Let < be the lexicographic ordering of {0,1}". Then there are v, w € A such
that v(i) # w(i) for every i <n and {i:i <n, v(i) <w(i)} =1

537F Corollary Suppose that A C {0,1}" is strongly Sierpinski for the usual measure on {0, 1}. Then
A is wy-entangled for the lexicographic ordering of {0, 1}.

537G Theorem Suppose that there is an w;-entangled totally ordered set X of size k > w;. Then there
are two upwards-ccc partially ordered sets P, ) such that ¢'(P x Q) > k.

537H Scalarly measurable functions (a) Definition Let X be a set, ¥ a o-algebra of subsets of X
and U a linear topological space. A function ¢ : X — U is scalarly (X-)measurable if f¢ : X — R is
(3-)measurable for every f € U*.

(b) If ¢ : X — U is scalarly measurable, V' is another linear topological space and T': U — V is a
continuous linear operator, then T'¢ : X — V is scalarly measurable.

(c) If U is a separable metrizable locally convex space and ¢ : X — U is scalarly measurable, then it is
measurable.

5371 Proposition Let (X,3, ) and (Y, T,v) be probability spaces and U a reflexive Banach space.
Suppose that z +— u, : X — U and y — f, : ¥ — U* are bounded scalarly measurable functions. Then
J[ fy(uz)pu(dz)v(dy) and [[ f,(us)v(dy)p(dz) are defined and equal.

537J Corollary Let (X, %, ), (Y, T,v) and (Z, A, o) be probability spaces. Let z +— U, : X — A and
y— Vy Y — A be functions such that

x> oU,NW), y—oaV,NW)

are measurable for every W € A. Then [[ o(U, NV,)u(dx)v(dy) and [[ o(U, NV, )v(dy)u(dz) are defined
and equal.

537K Theorem Let ((X;,X;, 1t;))j<m be a finite sequence of probability spaces and (k;) < a sequence
of cardinals such that X ?‘ , with its product measure MJN, has a subset with cardinal x; which is not covered
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by #;_1 negligible sets (if 7 > 1) and is not negligible (if j = 0). Let f : Hj<m X; — R be a bounded
function, and suppose that o : m +1 — m+1 and 7:m + 1 — m + 1 are permutations. Set

I = f ff Toy.er L dxo'(m) dzcr(O)v

I/:f...ff(l‘o,..., m)dCL'T(m)...d(ﬂT(O).
Then I < I'.

537L Corollary Let ((X;,%;, 1t;))<m be a finite sequence of probability spaces such that XF, with its
product measure plﬁ, has a Sierpinski set with cardinal w;y; for each j < m. Let f : ngm X; = R be a
bounded function, and suppose that c : m+1— m+1and 7: m+ 1 — m + 1 are permutations such that
the two repeated integrals

I—f ff Zo,..., T de'(M) dm0(0)7

f f f an sy X dm‘r(m) de(O)a
are both defined. Then I = I’.

537M Lemma Suppose that (X, Y, 1) is a totally finite measure space and f is a [0, oo]-valued function
defined almost everywhere in X.

(a) If v < [f, then there is a measurable integrable function g : X — [0, 00[ such that [¢g > ~ and
{z:z €dom f, g(x) < f(x)} has full outer measure in X.

(b) If [f < 7, then there is a measurable integrable function g : X — [0,00[ such that [¢g < v and

{z:x edomf, f(x) < g(x)} has full outer measure in X.

537N Proposition Let (X, ¥, 1) be a semi-finite measure space, (Y, T,v) a probability space, and vN
the product measure on YN, If non(E, N (1)) < covJ\/(yN) for every E € ¥\ N'(u), then

J Jf@ywidy)p < [ [f(z,y)u(dz)v(dy)

for every function f: X x Y — [0, o0].

5370 Corollary Let (X, %, 1) and (Y, T,v) be probability spaces, and v the product measure on Y™,
If shrt AV (1) < cov N (VNY) then

[ [ @ ywlaypn) < [ [f v(dy)

for every function f: X x Y — [0, 00][.

537P Corollary Let (X, Y, ) and (Y, T, v) be probability spaces, and v the product measure on Y'V;
suppose that shr ™AV (i) < cov N (vN), and that f: X x Y — R is bounded.

(a)
[ [ yytdy)uidz) < [ [ fxy)p(de)(dy),

[ [ @ yuda)vidy) < [ [ f@,y)wdy)p(da).

b) If [[ f(z,y)u(dx)v(dy) is defined, and [ f(z,y)v(dy) is defined for almost every x, then the other
repeated integral [[ f(z,y)v(dy)u(dz) is defined and equal to [ f(z,y)u(dz)v(dy).

537Q Proposition Let (X, %, v) and (Y, T ,u) be probability spaces and pN, I/Nithe product measures
on XN, YN respectively. If shrt A (pY) < cov NV(VY) then J J (@ y)pde)v(dy) < [ [f(z,y)v(dy)p(de) for
every function f: X xY — [0, 00].

MEASURE THEORY (abridged version)
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537R Lemma Let (X, 3, 1) be a complete probability space and (Y, T, v) a probability space such that
shr™ A (p) < cov N (), where N is the product measure on YN. Let f : X x Y — R be a bounded function
which is measurable in each variable separately, and set u(z) = [ f(z,y)v(dy) for € X. Then u: X — R
is measurable.

537S Proposition Let (X, X, 1) and (Y, T, v) be probability spaces such that
shrt N (1) < cov N (VY),
where N is the product measure on YV, and
cf([T(v)]=¥) < cov(E, N (u)) for every E € X\ N (),

where 7(v) is the Maharam type of v. Let f : X x Y — [0, 00[ be a function which is measurable in each
variable separately. Then [[ f(z,y)u(dz)v(dy) and [[ f(z,y)v(dy)p(dz) exist and are equal.

537Z Problems (a) Is it relatively consistent with ZFC to suppose that R, with Lebesgue measure, has
a Sierpinski subset but no strongly Sierpiriski subset?

(b) Is it relatively consistent with ZFC to suppose that there is a probability space (X, ) such that
(X, i) has a Sierpiniski set but its power (XY, z") does not?

Version of 18.2.14
538 Filters and limits

A great many special types of filter have been studied. In this section I look at some which are particularly
interesting from the point of view of measure theory: Ramsey ultrafilters, measure-converging filters and
filters with the Fatou property. About half the section is directed towards Benedikt’s theorem (538M)
on extensions of perfect probability measures; on the way we need to look at measure-centering ultrafilters
(538G-538K) and iterated products of filters (538E, 538L). The second major topic here is a study of ‘medial
limits’ (538P-538S); these are Banach limits of a very special type. In between, the measure-converging
property (538N) and the Fatou property (5380) offer some intriguing patterns.

538A Filters: Definitions Let F be a filter on N.
(a) F is free if it includes the Fréchet filter.

(b) F is a p-point filter if it is free and for every sequence (A, )nen in F there is an A € F such that
A\ A, is finite for every n € N.

(c) F is Ramsey or selective if it is free and for every f : [N]> — {0,1} there is an A € F such that f
is constant on [A]2.

(d) F is rapid if it is free and for every sequence (t,)nen of real numbers which converges to 0, there is
an A € F such that Y, _ 4 |t,] is finite. Note that a free filter 7 on N is rapid iff for every f € N¥ there is
an A € F such that #(AN f(k)) < k for every k € N.

(e) F is nowhere dense if for every sequence (t,)nen in R there is an A € F such that {¢, : n € A} is
nowhere dense.

(f) F is measure-centering or has property M if whenever 2 is a Boolean algebra, v : 2 — [0, oo[ is
an additive functional, and (a,)nen is a sequence in 2 such that inf,cnva, > 0, there is an A € F such
that {a, : n € A} is centered.

(g) F is measure-converging if whenever (X, X, i) is a probability space, (E,)ncn is a sequence in X,
and limy, 00 By = 1, then |J e 7N, En is conegligible.

(© 2009 D. H. Fremlin
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18 Topologies and Measures I11 538Ah

(h) F has the Fatou property if whenever (X, ¥, i) is a probability space, (E,),en is a sequence in X,
and X = Uyecr Npea En, then lim,,_, 7 uE,, is defined and equal to 1.

(i) For any countably infinite set I, I will say that a filter F on T is free, or a p-point filter, or Ramsey,
etc., if it is isomorphic to such a filter on N.  For ‘rapid’ and ‘measure-converging’ filters, we need an
appropriate translation of ‘sequence converging to 0’; the corresponding notion on an arbitrary index set
is a function u € ¢o(I), that is, a real-valued function w on I such that {i : i € I, |u(¢)| > €} is finite for
every € > 0.

538B The Rudin-Keisler ordering If F, G are filters on sets I, J respectively, I will say that F <gx G
if there is a function f : J — I such that

F=flGl={A:ACI f~'[A] € G},

the filter on I generated by {f[B] : B € G}. <gk is reflexive and transitive. If F <gx G and G is an
ultrafilter, then F is an ultrafilter. If F is a principal ultrafilter then F <gx G for every filter G.

538C Lemma (a) If I is a set, F is an ultrafilter on I and f : I — I is a function such that f[[F]] = F,
then {i: f(i) =i} € F.

(b) If T is a set, F and G are ultrafilters on I, F <grx G and G <rk F, then there is a permutation
h: I — I such that h[[F]] = G; that is, F and G are isomorphic.

538D Finite products of filters (a) Suppose that F, G are filters on sets I, J respectively. I will write
F x G for

{A:ACIxJ, {i:A[{i}] €G} e F}.
F x G is a filter.

(b) If F and G are ultrafilters, so is F x G.

(c) If 7, G and H are filters on I, J, K respectively, then the natural bijection between (I x J) x K and
I x (J x K) is an isomorphism between (F x G) x H and F x (G x H).

(d) It follows that we can define a product Fy x ... X F,, of any finite string Fo, ... ,F, of filters, and
under the natural identifications of the base sets we shall have (Fo x ... x F,) X (Fpt1 X ... X F,) identified
with Fy X ... X F,, whenever Fo,...,F,,...,Fn are filters.

() Fin <rk Fo X ...x F, whenever Fy,... ,F, are filters and m < n.

(£) It F, ', G and G’ are filters, with F <gx F’' and G <gk G’, then F x G <gx F' x G’
Fo X ...X Fn <grk Go X ... X G, whenever F; <grk G; for every i < n.

(g) It follows that if Fo,. .., F, are filters and kg < ... < ky, < n, then Fpy X...xFg, <pg FoX...XFp.

7

538E Iterated products of filters (a) Set S = |,y N, Fix on a family (0(, k))1<¢<w, ken such that
each (0(&, k))ren is a non-decreasing sequence running over a cofinal subset of .

(b) Now suppose that ¢ is a non-zero countable ordinal. Let (F¢)i<e<¢ be a family of filters on N. For
¢ < (, define G¢ C PS as follows. Start by taking Gy to be the principal filter generated by {@}. For
1 <€ <, set

Ge ={A:ACS {k:keN, {r:<k>"1¢€ A} € Gye )} € Fe}-

(See 5A1C for the notation here.) It is elementary to check that every G is a filter, and that if every F¢ is
free, so is every G¢. Moreover, if every F¢ is an ultrafilter, so is every Ge.

(c) Fe¢ <rk G¢ whenever 1 < ¢ < (¢ and G, <grk G¢ whenever 0 <n <& < (.
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5381 Filters and limits 19
(d) ./_'.gn X ... l><f§0 <RK g< whenever 1 SEO < ... <£n SC

(e) Suppose that we are given Ae € F¢ for each § € [1,(]. Define T C S and o : T' — [0, ] as follows.
Start by saying that 0 € T and «(@) = ¢. Having determined TN N™ and [T N N", where n € N, then for
7 € N1 say that 7 € T iff 7 is of the form o~ <k> where

ceTNN" afo)>0, k€Ays,, o(i)<kforeveryi<n,

and in this case set a(r) = 0(a(o),k). Continue. Observe that a(7) < «(c) whenever o, 7 € T and 7
properly extends o.
Suppose that D € (), Fe. Then Ty = {7: 7 € TN,y D", a(7) = 0} belongs to Gc.

538F Ramsey filters: Proposition (a) A Ramsey filter on N is a rapid p-point ultrafilter.

(b) If F is a Ramsey ultrafilter on N, G is a non-principal ultrafilter on N, and G <gk F, then F and G
are isomorphic and G is a Ramsey ultrafilter.

(c) Let F be a Ramsey filter on N. Suppose that (A,),cn is any sequence in F. Then there is an A € F
such that n € A,, whenever m, n € A and m < n.

(d) Let F be a Ramsey filter on N. Let & C [N]<“ be such that ) € S and {n : TU{n} € 8} € F for
every I € S. Then there is an A € F such that [A]<¥ C S.

(e) If § is a countable family of distinct Ramsey filters on N, there is a disjoint family (Ar) rez of subsets
of N such that Ax € F for every F € §.

(f) Let § be a countable family of non-isomorphic Ramsey ultrafilters on N, and h : N — [§]<% a function.
Suppose that we are given an Ax € F for each F € §. Then there is an A € (| § such that whenever i,
je A, Feh(i)and i < j, there is a k € Ar such that i < k < j.

(g) If Mmcountable = ¢, there is a Ramsey ultrafilter on N.

538G Measure-centering filters: Theorem Let F be a free filter on N. Write v, for the usual measure
on {0,1}N, T, for its domain and (B, #,) for its measure algebra. Then the following are equiveridical:

(i) F is measure-centering;

(ii) whenever (a,)nen is a sequence in B, such that inf,eyP,a, > 0, there is an A € F such that
{an : n € A} is centered,;

(iii) whenever (F,),en is a sequence in T, such that inf,eyv,F, > 0, there is an A € F such that
mneA Fn 7& (2)7

(iv) whenever (X,¥,u) is a perfect totally finite measure space and (Fy)nen iS a sequence in X,
15 (Uacr Nnea Fn) > liminf, 7 pFy;

(v) whenever p is a Radon probability measure on PN, then p*F > liminf,,, r uF,, where E, = {a :
n € a C N} for each n.

538H Proposition (a) Any measure-centering filter on N is an ultrafilter.

(b) If F is a measure-centering ultrafilter on N and G is a filter on N such that G <gkx F, then G is
measure-centering.

(c) Every Ramsey ultrafilter on N is measure-centering.

(d) Every measure-centering ultrafilter on N is a nowhere dense ultrafilter.

(e) If cov N = ¢, where NV is the Lebesgue null ideal, then there is a measure-centering ultrafilter on N.

5381 Theorem Suppose that F is a measure-centering ultrafilter on N, and that (X, X, i) is a perfect
probability space. Let A be the family of all sets of the form lim,_,» E, where (E,),en is a sequence in
3. Then there is a unique complete measure A on X such that )\ is inner regular with respect to A and
Alim,, 7 E,,) = lim,,—, » uF,, for every sequence (E,)nen in X; and A extends p.

Remark By ‘lim,, ,r F,,’ I mean the limit in the compact Hausdorff space PX, that is,
{z:{n:zeE}eF}= UAef mneA En = ﬂAeF UneA En.

Notation In this context, I will call A the F-extension of p.
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538J Proposition Let F be a measure-centering ultrafilter on N and (X, 3, u) a perfect probability
space; let A be the F-extension of u as defined in 538I.

(a) Let (2, 1) be the measure algebra of y, (B, ) the measure algebra of A\, and (€,7) the probability
algebra reduced power (2, i)Y|F (328C). Then we have a measure-preserving isomorphism 7 : B — €
defined by saying that

77((hmn—>.7: En).) = <E’;L>’:7,€N
for every sequence (E,)pen in 2.
(b) Let (X',%, i) be another perfect probability space, and ¢ : X — X' an inverse-measure-preserving

function. Let A’ be the F-extension of u/. Then ¢ is inverse-measure-preserving for A and \'.
(c) Let F' be a filter on N such that F' <gx F, and A’ the F’'-extension of . Then A\ extends \'.

538K Proposition Let (X, X, 1) be a perfect probability space, F a measure-centering ultrafilter on N
and A the F-extension of p.
(a)(i) Let {fn)nen be a sequence in £%(u) such that {fs : n € N} is bounded in the linear topological
space L°(u1). Then
() f(z) =lim,— F fn(x) is defined in R for A-almost every = € X;
(8) T € £00N).

(ii) For every f € L£L%()\) there is a sequence (f,)nen in £°(u), bounded in the sense of (i), such that

f =1lim,_, 7 f, A-a.e.
b) Suppose that 1 < p < oo, and (fn)nen is a sequence in LP(p) such that sup,,cy || fnl/p is finite. Set
f(z) =lim,_, 7 fn(x) whenever this is defined in R.
()(a) f e LP(N);
8) 1l < limas [ falp
(ii) Let g be a conditional expectation of f on X.
() If p =1 and {f, : n € N} is uniformly integrable, then then | f|; = lim,_, 7 ||f.]1 and
g* = lim,,, 7 f2 for the weak topology of L ().
(8) If 1 < p < o0, then g* = lim,,_, z f for the weak topology of LP(u).
(c) Suppose that 1 < p < oo and f € LP(N).

(i) There is a sequence (fn)nen in LP(p) such that f =lim, 5 f, M-a.e. and || f||, = sup,en || fnllp-
(ii) If p = 1, we can arrange that (f,)nen should be uniformly integrable.

(d) Let (X', %, ') be another perfect measure space, and X’ the F-extension of i/, Let S : L (n) — L (1)
be a bounded linear operator.

(i) There is a unique bounded linear operator S : L'(A\) — L'(\) such that Sf* = ¢* whenever
(fa)nen, (gn)nen are uniformly integrable sequences in £1(u), £(v) respectively, f = lim,_,r f, A-a.e.,
g =lim,_, r g, N-a.e., and g;, = Sf; for every n € N.

(ii) The map S — S : B(L'(1); L' (1)) — B(L'(X\); L' (\)) is a norm-preserving Riesz homomorphism.

538L Theorem Suppose that ¢ is a non-zero countable ordinal and (F¢)1<e<¢ is a family of Ramsey
ultrafilters on N, no two isomorphic. Let (G¢)e<¢ be the corresponding iterated product system, as described
in 538E. Then G is a measure-centering ultrafilter.

538M Benedikt’s theorem Let (X, X, 1) be a perfect probability space. Then there is a measure A on
X, extending p, such that A(lim,_, = E,,) is defined and equal to lim,,_, r uF, for every sequence (E,)nen
in ¥ and every Ramsey filter F on N.

538N Measure-converging filters: Proposition (a) Let F be a free filter on N. Let v,, be the usual
measure on {0, 1}, and T,, its domain. Then the following are equiveridical:
(i) F is measure-converging;
(ii) whenever (Fy)nen is a sequence in T, and lim, oo v F = 1, then UycrNpca Fn is
conegligible;
(iii) whenever (X, 3, i) is a measure space with locally determined negligible sets, and {fy,)nen
is a sequence in £° which converges in measure to f € £°, then lim,, 7 fn =ae. f;
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(iv) whenever p is a Radon measure on PN such that lim,, o uF,, =1, where E,, ={a:n €
a C N} for each n, then pF = 1.
(b) Every measure-converging filter is free.
(¢) Suppose that F is a measure-converging filter.
(i) If G is a filter on N including F, then G is measure-converging,.
(ii) If G is a filter on N and G <gp F, then G is measure-converging.
(d) Every rapid filter is measure-converging.
(e) If there is a measure-converging filter, there is a measure-converging filter which is not rapid.
(f) Let F be a measure-converging filter on N and G any filter on N. Then G x F is measure-converging.
(g) If Mcountable = O, there is a rapid filter.
5380 The Fatou property: Proposition (a) Let F be a filter on N. Let v, be the usual measure on
{0,1}", and T, its domain. Then the following are equiveridical:
(i) F has the Fatou property;
(ii) whenever (F;,)nen is a sequence in Ty, and v, (U s 7 Npea Fn) = 1, then lim,, , 7 v, I, = 1;
(iii) whenever (X, X, i) is a measure space and (f,,)nen is a sequence of non-negative functions
in £9(p), then [liminf, 7 fhdu < liminf, 7 [ fody;
(iv) whenever p is a Radon probability measure on PN, then p*F < liminf,_, r uFE,, where
E, ={a:n € aCN} for each n € N.
(b) If F and G are filters on N, G <gk F and F has the Fatou property, then G has the Fatou property.
(¢) If F and G are filters on N with the Fatou property, then F x G has the Fatou property.

538P Theorem Let v : PN — R be a bounded finitely additive functional. Write f...dv for the
associated linear functional on ¢°°, and set E,, = {a : n € a C N} for each n € N. Then the following are
equiveridical:

(i) whenever p is a Radon probability measure on PN, [v(a)u(da) is defined and equal to f uE,v(dn);

(ii) Whenever u is a Radon probability measure on [0, 1 . Jfxdvp(de) is defined and equal to
£ a)u(de)w(dn);

(111) Whenever (X, X, u) is a probability space and (f,,)nen is a uniformly bounded sequence of measurable
real-valued functions on X, then [ff,(z)v(dn)u(dz) is defined and equal to [ frdpv(dn);

(iv) whenever (F,)nen is a sequence of Borel subsets of {0,1}, [fxF,(z)v(dn)v,(dz) is defined and
equal to fv,F,v(dn), where v, is the usual measure on {0, 1.

538Q Definition I will say that a bounded finitely additive functional v satisfying (i)-(iv) of 538P is a
medial functional; if, in addition, v is non-negative, va = 0 for every finite set a C N and vN = 1, I will
call v a medial limit.

538P(i) tells us that a medial limit is universally Radon-measurable, therefore universally measurable.

538R Proposition Let M be the L-space of bounded finitely additive functionals on PN, and M,c.q € M
the set of medial functionals.

(a) Mpeq is a band in M, and if T € L*(£>°;£*°) and T’ : M — M is its adjoint, then T'v € Meq for
every v € Mpeq-

(b) Taking M, to be the band of completely additive functionals on PN and M, the band of measurable
functionals, as described in §464, M, C Myeq € My,.

(c ) Suppose that (vg)ren is a norm-bounded sequence in Myeq, and that v € Mpeq. Set P(a) =
fui(a)v(dk) for a C N. Then 0 € Mypeq.

(d) Suppose that v € M is a medial limit, and set F = {a : a C N, v(a) = 1}. Then F is a measure-
converging filter with the Fatou property.

(e) Let (X, %, 1) and (Y, T, \) be probability spaces, and T € L™ (L>(p); L>°(X)). Let (fn)nen, (Gn)nen
be sequences in £>°(u), £L°(v) respectively such that Tf =g for every n and <f Ynen 1 1S norm—bounded in
L>(p). Let v € M be a medial functional. Then f(z) = f f,(x)v(dn) and g(y) = fgn(y) are defined
for almost every z € X and y € Y; moreover, f € L‘X’( ), g€ L‘X’(/\) and Tf =g°.
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538S Theorem (a) If mcountable = ¢, there is a medial limit.

(b) Suppose that the filter dichotomy is true. If I is any set and v is a finitely additive real-valued
functional on PI which is universally measurable for the usual topology on PI, then v is completely additive.
Consequently there is no medial limit.

538Z Problem Show that it is relatively consistent with ZFC to suppose that there are no measure-
converging filters on N.

Version of 24.5.14/30.8.18

539 Maharam submeasures

Continuing the work of §§392-394 and 496, I return to Maharam submeasures and the forms taken by
the ideas of the present volume in this context. At least for countably generated algebras, and in some
cases more generally, many of the methods of Chapter 52 can be applied (539B-539K). In 539L-539N I give
the main result of BALCAR JECH & PAzAK 05 and VELICKOVIC 05: it is consistent to suppose that every
Dedekind complete ccc weakly (o, 0o)-distributive Boolean algebra is a Maharam algebra. In 539R-539U 1
introduce the idea of ‘exhaustivity rank’ of an exhaustive submeasure.

539B Proposition Let 2 be a Maharam algebra, 7(2() its Maharam type and d<(2() its topological
density for its Maharam-algebra topology. Then 7(2) < dz () < max(w, 7(2)).

539C Theorem Let 2 be a Maharam algebra.
(a)

(2,2, [AF]<max@ @) o (Pou(@), £, Pou(®)).
(b) POU(Q[) <T N.,-(Q[).

539D Corollary Let 2 be a Maharam algebra.
(a) m(A) < max(cf[7(A)]=¢, cfN).
(b) If 7(A) < w, then wdistr(2A) > add N.

539E Proposition If 2 is an atomless Maharam algebra, not {0}, there is a sequence {(a,)nen in 2 such
that sup,,c; an = 1 and inf, 7 a,, = 0 for every infinite 7 C N.

539F Definition The splitting number s is the least cardinal of any family .A C PN such that for
every infinite I C N there is an A € A such that TN A and I\ A are both infinite.

539G Proposition Let X be a set, ¥ a o-algebra of subsets of X, and v an atomless Maharam submea-
sure on Y. Let M be the ideal of meager subsets of R.
(a) non N (v) > max(s, Meountable )-

(b) cov N (v) < non M.
539H Corollary Let 2 be an atomless Maharam algebra, not {0}. Then d(2() > max(s, Mcountable)-

5391 Corollary Suppose that #(X) < max(s, Mcountable), Where s is the splitting number. Let ¥ be a
o-algebra of subsets of X such that (X, X)) is countably separated, and Z a o-ideal of ¥ containing singletons.
Then there is no non-zero Maharam submeasure on ¥/7.

539J Theorem (a) Let v be a totally finite Radon submeasure on a Hausdorff space X and 2 its
Maharam algebra. Then N (v) <1 Pou(2).
(b) Let v be a totally finite Radon submeasure on a Hausdorff space X and 2 its Maharam algebra.
(i) wdistr() < add N'(v).
(i) 7(20) < w(X).
(iii) cf N (v) < max(cf[r(A)]=%, cfN).
(iv) If 7(A) < w, then add N (v) > add N and cf N (v) < cf N.

(©) 2007 D. H. Fremlin
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539K Proposition Let 2 be a Boolean algebra and v an exhaustive submeasure on 2.
(a) Let {(a;);en be a sequence in A such that inf;en va; > 0.
(i) There is an infinite I C N such that {a; : ¢ € I} is centered.
(ii) For every k € N there are an S € [N]* and a ¢ > 0 such that v(inf;c; a;) > 6 for every J € [S]*.
(b) Suppose that (a¢)e< is a family in 2 such that infeo, vae > 0, where & is a regular uncountable
cardinal. Then for every k € N there are a stationary set S C k and a § > 0 such that v(inf;c;a;) > ¢ for
every J € [S]*.
(¢) If v is strictly positive, then (k, x, k) is a precaliber triple of 2 for every regular uncountable cardinal
k and every k € N; in particular, 2 satisfies Knaster’s condition.

539L Lemma Let 2 be a Boolean algebra, and Z the family of countable subsets I of 2 for which there
is a partition C' of unity such that {a:a € I, anc # 0} is finite for every c € C.

(a) 7 is an ideal of P2 including [2A]<~.

(b) If A C AT is such that AN [ is finite for every I € Z, and B = {b: b2 a for some a € A}, then BN I
is finite for every I € 7.

(c) If 2 is cce, then there is no uncountable B C 2 such that [B]=* C T.

(d) If 2 is ccc and weakly (o, co)-distributive, Z is a p-ideal.

Remark 7 is called Quickert’s ideal.

539M Lemma Let 2 be a weakly (o, 00)-distributive ccc Dedekind o-complete Boolean algebra, and
suppose that AT is expressible as Uken Dr where no infinite subset of any Dj. belongs to Quickert’s ideal
Z. Then 2 is a Maharam algebra.

539N Theorem (BALCAR JECH & PAzAK 05, VELICKOVIC 05) Suppose that Todorcevié’s p-ideal
dichotomy is true. Then every Dedekind o-complete ccc weakly (o, 00)-distributive Boolean algebra is a
Maharam algebra.

5390 Corollary Suppose that Todorcevi¢’s p-ideal dichotomy is true. Let 2 be a Dedekind complete
Boolean algebra such that every countably generated order-closed subalgebra of 2( is a measurable algebra.
Then 2 is a measurable algebra.

539P Souslin algebras: Proposition Suppose that T is a well-pruned Souslin tree, and set 2 =
RO™N(T).

(a) 2 is Dedekind complete, ccc and weakly (o, 0o)-distributive.

(b) If 9B is an order-closed subalgebra of 2 and 7(B8) < w, then B = PI for some countable set I; in
particular, 8 is a measurable algebra.

(¢) The only Maharam submeasure on 2l is identically zero.

539Q Reflection principles (a) If 2 is a Boolean algebra and every subset of 2 of cardinal w; is
included in a ccc subalgebra of 2, then 2 is ccc.

(b) If 2 is ccc and every countable subset of 2 is included in a weakly (o, co)-distributive subalgebra of
2, then 2 is weakly (o, co)-distributive.

() If every countable subset of 2 is included in a subalgebra of 2 with the o-interpolation property, then
2 has the o-interpolation property.

(d) If 2 is a Maharam algebra and every countably generated closed subalgebra of 2 is a measurable
algebra, then 2l is measurable.

(e) Suppose that Todorcevié’s p-ideal dichotomy is true. Let 2 be a Boolean algebra such that every
subset of 2 of cardinal at most w; is included in a subalgebra of 2 which is a Maharam algebra. Then 2/ is

a Maharam algebra.

D.H.FREMLIN



24 Topologies and measures II11 539Qf

(f) Suppose that Todorcevi¢’s p-ideal dichotomy is true. Let 2 be a Boolean algebra such that every
subset of 2 of cardinal at most ¢ is included in a subalgebra of 2l which is a measurable algebra. Then 2 is
measurable.

(g) On the other hand, if & is an infinite cardinal such that 2% = k™, [J,; is true and the cardinal power
k“ is equal to s, then there is a Dedekind complete Boolean algebra 2, with cardinal s, such that every
order-closed subalgebra of 21 with cardinal at most k is a measurable algebra, but 2 is not a measurable
algebra (and therefore is not a Maharam algebra). In particular, this can be the case with k = c.

w

539R Exhaustivity rank: Definitions Suppose that 2 is a Boolean algebra and v an exhaustive
submeasure on 2. For € > 0, say that a <. b if either a = b or a C b and v(b\ a) > e. Then <. is a well-
founded partial order on 2. Let r, : A — On be the corresponding rank function. Now the exhaustivity
rank of v is sup,. ¢ rve(1).

539S Elementary facts Let 2 be a Boolean algebra with an exhaustive submeasure v and associated
rank functions r,. for € > 0.

(a) rus(a) < rye(b) whenever v(a\b) <0 —e.
Tye(a) <rue(b) ifa Cb,  71us(a) <ryela)if e <o.

(b) If a, b € A are disjoint and € > 0, then r,.(aUb) is at least the ordinal sum r,c(a) + r,(b).

539T The rank of a Maharam algebra (a) Note that the rank function r,. associated with an
exhaustive submeasure v depends only on the set {a : va > €}. In particular, if ¥ and v’ are exhaustive
submeasures on a Boolean algebra 2 and va < ¢ whenever v'a < §, then r,c(a) < r,5(a) for every a € 2.
If 2 is a Maharam algebra, then any two Maharam submeasures on 2 are mutually absolutely continuous ,
so have the same exhaustivity rank; I will call this the Maharam submeasure rank of 2, Mhsr(2l). Note
that if @ € A then Mhsr(2(,) < Mhsr(2).

(b) If 2l is a measurable algebra, Mhsr(2) < w. More generally, for any uniformly exhaustive submeasure
vand € > 0, r,.(a) is finite, being the maximal size of any disjoint set consisting of elements, included in a,
of submeasure greater than e.

(c)(i) Suppose that 2 is a Maharam algebra with a strictly positive Maharam submeasure v, and that
B is a subalgebra of 2 which is dense for the Maharam-algebra topology of 2. For € > 0, write r. = 7,
for the corresponding rank function on 2, and r, = r,5 . for the rank function on B corresponding to the
exhaustive submeasure v[B. If 0 < d <€, a € A, b€ B, £ € On, v(aArdb) < e—46 and r(a) > &, then
r5(b) = ¢.
(ii) It follows that if 2 is an infinite Maharam algebra, then Mhsr() < 7(2)*.

(d) The Maharam algebras described in §394 are all defined from exhaustive submeasures with domain
the countable algebra B of open-and-closed subsets of a compact metrizable space. By (c), such algebras
must have Maharam submeasure rank less than wy.

539U Theorem Suppose that 2 is a non-measurable Maharam algebra. Then Mhsr(2() is at least the
ordinal power w®.

539V PV norms and exhaustivity (a) If we construct a submeasure v on an algebra 9B from a PV
norm ||| on [NJ< and sequences (T),)nen, (r)ren and (Ni)ren as in 394B and 394H, we can relate the
exhaustivity rank of v to || ||, as follows. Note first that the set £ = {L: L € [N]<¥, vL < 1}, ordered by C,
is a tree with no infinite branches, by the last clause of 394Aa. For £ C [N]<“, set OK = {K \ {max K} :
) # K € K}; iterating as in 421N, set

L =1L, L=, 0L)

n<§
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for ordinals £ > 0. Now observe that if L C L' € £ and z € [],.; Tr, then (at least if every T, has
at least two members) Y.z \ Y, includes some Y, where 2’ € [Icr Try so v(Yzn \ Y2) > 8 (394G) and
rp1(Yzn) > r1(Y2). An easy induction now shows that r,1(Y,) > & whenever L € 0L and z € [Icr T
So if B € O5L then r,1(X) > €.

(b) Moving to the Maharam algebra 21 = B defined from v, as in 394Nc, we see that 2 has a strictly
positive Maharam submeasure o extending v, so that the same formulae, interpreted in 2, tell us that
Mhsr(2() > ¢ whenever () € 95L.

(c) The next step is to understand which families £ C [N]<¢ can be expressed as {L : ||L|| < 1} for some
PV norm || ||. Looking through the definition in 394Aa, we see that we shall need, at least,
— {n} € L for every n € N,
—— I € £ whenever J € L and #(I Nn) < #(J Nn) for every n,
—— for every infinite A C N there is an n € N such that ANn ¢ L.
Following PEROVIC & VELICKOVIC 18, T will say that a family satisfying these three conditions is admis-
sible. The point is that they are sufficient as well as necessary.

(d) For every £ < w; there is an admissible family £¢ C [N]<“ such that () € "L, for every n < &.

(e) Putting these together, we see that if { < w; we have an admissible family L¢;1 such that we can
define a PV norm || ||¢ from L¢y; as in (c), a submeasure v¢ on a countable atomless algebra B from || ¢ as
in 394H, and a Maharam algebra 2 from v¢ as in 394Nc, in such a way that the exhaustivity rank of v is
at least £ and Mhsr(2f¢) > &.

539W The set of exhaustive submeasures: Theorem Let € be a countable atomless Boolean
algebra, not {0}. Write Mg, for the set of totally finite submeasures on €, regarded as a subset of [0, oo[C
and Mgy, for the set of exhaustive totally finite submeasures on €. Then My, is Polish, and Mg, € Mg
is coanalytic and not Borel. Setting

b

Fe ={v : v € Meym has exhaustivity rank at most {}

for £ < wy, every Fy is a Borel subset of M, and every analytic subset of Meey is included in some Fg.

539Z Problems (a) Let v be a non-zero totally finite Radon submeasure on a Hausdorff space X. Must
there be a lifting for v?

(b) Is there a Maharam algebra with uncountable Maharam submeasure rank?
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