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A topological space X is said to be a wQN-space if from every sequence of continuous real
functions converging pointwise to zero on X one can choose a quasinormally converging sub-
sequence. Some properties of this and related notions are studied.
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Introduction

This work initiated in trigonometrical series theory. In [5], Chols¢evnikova proved
that every set E = (0, 1) of cardinality smaller than m (for definition see e.g. [10]) is
an Nj,-set, i.e. there exists an increasing sequence {n,}5-, of natural numbers such
that the series

[e o]
Y |sin 2mwmx|
k=0

converges for every x € E.
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For a real x€R, let ||x|| denote the distance of x to the nearest integer, i.e.
llx]l = min{x —[x], [x]+1-x},

where [x] is the integer part of x. In [2], Bukovska introduced the notion of a D-set:
E c{0, 1) is a D-set if there exists an increasing sequence {n, } -, of natural numbers
such that the sequence {||m.x||}x-o Qquasinormally converges to zero on E (see Section
1 below). Then she shows that every set E =(0, 1) of cardinality less than p (see
[10]) is a D-set. This is an extension of the above-mentioned result by Chols¢ev-
nikova, since one can easily see that a D-set is an Nj-set (for details see [2]).

In [12], Gerlits and Nagy introduced the notion of a y-set. Galvin and Miller
[11] observed that

p=min{|X|: X (0, 1) is not a y-set}. 1)

So it was very natural to ask about the relationship between y-sets and D-sets. We
have observed two simple facts.

(i) Let us recall a simple consequence of classical Dirichlet-Minkowski theorem
(see [4]): if xy,..., X are reals, £ >0 then there is a natural number n such that
[Inx;)l <€ for i=1,2,..., k. This statement is equivalent to the following one: the
zero function belongs to the closure (in the topology of C,(X)< *R, see [12]) of
the set {||nx||: n>0} for any X <R. Hence, if C,(X) is Fréchet (i.e. X is a y-set)
then there exists an increasing sequence {m;}x_o such that {||mx||}5-o pointwise
converges to zero on X.

(i) Using the characterization of y-sets in terminology of w-covers given in [12],
one can show that (see Theorem 6.1 below) every sequence of continuous real
valued functions converging pointwise to zero on X, contains a quasinormally
converging subsequence, provided that X is a y-set.

Thus as a consequence we obtain that a y-set is a D-set' and the above-mentioned
results of [2, 5] follow by (1).

On the other hand, in [2] it is shown that in order to solv¢ the old problem of
distinguishing so-called R- and N-sets one has to construct a set X < (0, 1) such
that {|lmx||}x-o pointwise converges ic zero on X for some increasing senuence
{n}x-0, however no such sequence quasinormally converges to zero on X.

These were the main inspiration for introducing and investi; iting the notion of
a QN-set and related notions.

1. QN-space

We begin with recalling some notions and facts. Let f: X >R, f,:X->R, n=
0,1,... be real-valued functions. We say that the sequence {f,}o-, quasinormally

' This result has been presented by the first author at Logic Colloquium 89 in Berlin.
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converges to f on X, written

QN
Jo—>f onX,

if there exists a sequence of positive reals {&,},~o converging to zero (witnessing
the quasinormal convergence) such that

(Vxe X) (3k) (Yn=k) |£,(x) = f(x)| <e,. (2

This notion has been introduced and investigated in [6, 7, 2] (imnplicitly also in [5]).
Csaszar and Laczkovich use the words “equal convergence”. We decided to use
‘“‘quasinormal convergence’” because it seems to us that “QN-set” sounds better
than “E-set”.

We shall need some simple properties of the quasinormal convergence. For the
proofs see [3, 6, 7] (Theorem 1.2 is proved in [3]).

Theorem 1.1. Let f, f,, n=0,1,... be real-valued functions defined on a set X. Then
the following are equivalent:
() fi L5 fon X;
(ii)) X =U, X, andf, = fon X, foreveryk;
(i) X =, X, Xoc X, X,< - - - and f, = fon X, for every k.
Moreover, if X is a topological space and all f,, n=0,1,... are continuous, we can
assume in (ii) and (iii) that all X, are closed.

For the definition of the cardinal b see e.g. [10, p. 82].

Theorem 1.2. Let X =, s X,, |S|<b. If f,: X >R, n=0,1,... are such that
1.2 fon X, for every s€ S then f, 2= fon X.

If Y. p is a metricspace, f, f,: X > Y, 1=0, 1, ..., then we define the quasinormal
convergence f, -2 f on X in a natural way (depending on the metric p!).

Now we shall introduce the central notion of the paper. A topological space X
is called a QN-space if for any sequence {f,}, -, of continuous real-valued functions
pointwise converging to zero on X, also f, <% 0 on X. X is called a weak QN-space
(shortly wQN-space) if for any sequence {f,} -, of continuous real-valued functions
pointwise converging to zero on X there is an increasing sequence {n;}i-o such
that f,, - 0 on X.

A set X <(0, 1) is called a QN-set (a wQN-set) if X with the subspace iopology
is a QN-space (a wQN-space).

Evidently every QN-space is a wQN-space. A continuous image of a QN-space
(2 wQN-space) is a QN-space (a WQN-space). Every countable space (more
generally, of cardinality less than b) is a QN-space.
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2. QN-subsets of the Baire space

It turned out that the best subject for studying the QN-spaces is the Baire space
endowed with the order of eventually dominating.
Baire space is the set “o with Baire metric

1
8(x, y)=4{ min{n: x(n) # y(n)}+1’
0, otherwise.

if x#y,

The eventually dominating quasiorder <* is the relation
x <* y=(3k) (Vn=k) x(n)< y(n).

The Baire space is homeomorphic to the set of irrational numbers from (0, 1). We
shall often identify subsets of “w with corresponding subsets of (0, 1) via canonical
homeomorphism (continued fractions).

We introduce some special functions from “w into R. For n€ 0w, x€ “w we set

1
min{k: x(k)+k>n}+1"

@a(X)=

Cne can easily check that ¢,:“w >R is continuous for every n, actually the set
{©n: new} is equicontinuous (if 8(x, y) <1/k, then |¢,(x)—¢,(y)|<1/k for any
new, x,y€“w) and ¢,(x)= @,.,(x) for any x € “w, any n € w. Finally,

on—>0 on“w.

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a subset of “w. The following are equivalent:
(a) X is bounded, i.e. there is z € “w such that x <* z for any x€ X
) ¢.- L5 00nX;

(c) there is an increasing sequence {m.}x-o such that

<p,.k£N—>00nX.

Proof. (b) follows from (c) by the monotonicity. So (b) and (c) 2re eourivalcii.
Assume that X is bounded. If x(k) < z(k) for every k= k,, then

min{k: x(k)+ k> n}=min{k: z(k)+ k> n}

for every n=n,=max{x(i)+i:i<ky}. Thus ¢,(x)<¢,(z) for n=n, and the
sequence of reals {¢,(z)},-, witnesses the quasinormal convergence of {¢,}5_,
on X.

Now suppose that ¢, 2> 0 on X and that {£,}<_, witnesses the quasinormal

convergence. We can suppose that {¢,},-, is nonincreasing and 1=¢,=1/(n+1)
for every n.

Denote

k,=min{i: 1/(i+1)<¢,}.



Spaces and real functions 29

Then k, >0, k,<n and we can define
z(i)=n—i fork,_,<i<k,.

By direct computation you can see that z is an upper bound (in the relation of
eventually dominating) of the set X. O

Corollary 2.2. If X < “w is a wQN-set then X is bounded.
Corollary 2.3. The notions of QN-space and wQN-space are not hereditary.

Proof. Take any unbounded subset X of the Baire space, X endowed with the
discrete topology. Then X is not a wQN-space.

Let X*= X u {0} be the one-point compactification of X. If f,: X*->R, nec o,
are continuous and f, » 0 on X*, then for every n there is a finite set X, such that

[fa () = fa ()| < 1/(n+1)

for every x € X — X,. Then U, X, is countable and {1/(n +1)+|f, (00)[};7-, witnesses
the quasinormal convergence f, -2 0 on X -\, X;. O

Unfortunately this result is not satisfactory because the space X is not perfectly
normal and even short of continuous real-valued functions.

3. Cardinal characteristics

We shall restrict our considerations to perfectly normal spaces.

Let non(QN-space) denote the minimal cardinality of a perfectly normal space
which is not a QN-space. Similarly we define non(wQN-space), non(QN-set),
non(wQN-set).

The cardinal add(QN-space) denotes the minimal cardinal a such that there is
a perfectly normal non-QN-spacc whicli can be expressed as the union X =, _,, X
where the X,’s are QN-spaces. Similarly the remaining three cases.

The cardinal b is defined and investigated in [ 1]—it is the minimal nondistributivity
of the Boolean algebra ?(w)/fin. It is well known that H=b>N,.

Theorem 3.1. add(QN-set) = add(QN-space) =b.

Proof. The inequalities
add(QN-set) = add(QN-space) =b
follow from Theorem 1.2. By Corollary 2.2 we have

add(QN-set) < non(QN-set) <non(wQN-set>=b. [
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Actually we have shown more.

Corollary 3.2.
non(QN-space) = non(QN-set) = non(wQN-space) = non(wQN-set) =b.

Theorem 3.3. b=add(wQN-set)=add(wQN-space)=¥.

Proof. The first two inequalities are evident, so we have to prove the third one.
Let X =UJ,_, X;, a<b, X be a topological space, and let X, be a wQN-space
for every ¢ <a. Let f,: X >R be continuous, n=0,1,... and f,->0 on X.
If Acw is infinite, we denote by c(A, n) the nth element of A, ie. A=
fc(A, n): ne w} and

c(A0)<c(A1)<:--.
Let us remark that if h, -2 0 on some set Y then there is an infinite A € w such that
(VxeY)(3k)(Vn=k) |hcm‘,,)(x)‘ <1/(n+1)

i.e. the quasinormal convergence of {h.(an)}n<o is witnessed by {1/(n+1)}7_,.
Now, since every X, is a wQN-space the set

H;={Ae[w]”: {1/(n+1)};_, witnesses the quasinormal
convergence of {fc(a.n}n=o}

is dense in (w)/fin, i.e. for any infinite B c w there is a set A € ¥, such that Ac B.
Especially, the Boolean union of ¥, in the Boolean algebra ?(w)/fin is equal to
the unit element.

Since a <bh, the Boolean algebra ?(w)/fin is a-distributive. Hence, there is an
A€[w]” such that there are A;€ X, ¢ <a with A— A, finite. Let

Y,=U{X;: (Vm=n)(me A->meA,)}.

Then X =, Y,.. Since {f(a. «)}5-0 quasinormally converges on Y, with the control
{1/max{1, k — n}};-o, it also does so on X. I

4. Some properties of QN-spaces

As we shall see later a subset of a QN-space need not be a QN-space, i.e. the
notion of a QN-space is not hereditary. However:

Theorem 4.1. An F,-subset of a perfectly normal QN-space (wQN-space) is a QN-
space (wQN-space).

Proof. By Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 it suffices to prove the assertions for closed subsets.

So let X be a perfectly normal QN-space, and A< X a closed subset. Let f,: A>R
be continuous, f, =0 on A.
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Since A is closed in a perfectly normal space, there exist open sets By,2
B, 2 - - - such that

M B,=A.

For every n, let h,: X >R be continuous and such that h,|A=f, and h,(x) =0 for
x € X — B,. Then h,- 0 on X. Since X is a QN-space, h, -2 0 on X and therefore
[, L500nA O

We show that some QN-spaces are small (topologically, in measure, dimension).

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a metric separable space, A being a subset of X without isolated
points. If A is a wQN-space, then A is meager in X.

Proof. The proof is a modification of a construction given in [8, p. 136]. It was
Laczkovich who kindly called our attention to this construction.

Let B={r,: n < } be a countable dense subset of A. For every n€ o, let x, . € A,
m=0,1,... be such that x,, , > r,, X, m # 1, for each mew. Let f, »: X ->(0,1/2")
be a continuous function, f,.(X,.)=1/2" and f,m(x)=0 for p(x, xnm)=
3p(Ta, Xpm). Denote

bn(¥)= % fan(®),  x€X, m=0,1,....

Then every h,, is a continuous function from X into (0,2) and h,~->0 on X
(pointwise).

Assume now that A is not meager in X and that there exists a subsequence
{hm,}%-0 quasinormally converging on A. By Theorsm 1.1 there exist closed sets
AcX, 1=0,1,...,Ac, A such that

hm, =30 onAnA, 1=0,1,2,.... 4)

Morcover, we can assume that A, A (otherwise replace A, by AN A). Since A is
not meager there exists an index p such that Int A, # @ Since B is dense in A there
is r,eInt A,. Then x,, € Int A, for m = m,. Thus, for m = m, we obtain

sup{hn(x): x€ AN A} = hp(X0m) = fom(Xnm) =1/2"
This is a contradiction with (4). [
Corollary 4.3. If A is a wQN-subspace of a metric separable space, then A is perfectly
ineager. Especially, any wQN-set is perfectly meager.
Proof. If P is a perfect set, then P~ A can be decomposed
PnA=A,UA,,

where A, is countable and A, is dense in itself and closed in A. Then both Ag, A,
are meager. [
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Corollary 4.4. If A is a wQN-set, then for every Radon measure v on (0, 1), the inner
measure v,(A) is zero.

Corollary 4.5. If X is a wQN-set, then X is zero-dimensional.

Proof. X cannot contain any closed interval. []

Corollary 4.6. If X is a completely regular wQN-space, then X has a clopen basis.
Moreover, if X is also perfectly normal then every open subset of X is a countable
union of clopen sets.

Proof. Let x € A< X, A being open. Then there is a continuous function f: X - (0, 1),
f(x)=0, f(y)=1 for ye X — A. By Corollary 4.5 there is a clopen set U < f(X),
0c U, 12 U. Then f "'(U) is a clopen subset of A containing x.

n the case of a perfectly normal space take f such that A={xe X: f(x)<1}. O

However this need not be true for the outer measure. Let @ <c¢ be a regular
cardinal. A set X (0, 1) is called an a-Sierpiriski set if | X|= a and for every measure
zero set A, |An X|< a. Martin axiom implies the existence of a c-Sierpiniski set.

Theorem 4.7. If X is a b-Sierpinski set, then every subset of X is a QN-set.

Proof. Let Ac X, f,: A->R being continuous and f, >0 on A. We can assume that
all £, are defined and continuous on a Gs-set G2 A. Let C < G be the Borel set of
those x € G for which f,(x)-> 0. Evidently A< C. By the Egoroff Theorem (see e.g.
[9]) there is a set H < C such that f, 25 0 on H and C — H has measure zero.
Since |[An(C-H )| <b the assertion follows from Theorem 1.2. [J

A continuous image of a QN-space (WQN-space) is also a QN-space (WQN-space).
We can show stronger result.

Theorem 4.8. Let f: X - Y be a mapping from a QN-space (a wQN-space) X into a
metric space Y. If f is a quasinormal limit of a sequence of continuous mappings then
f(X)< Y is a QN-space (a wQN-space).

Proof. Let f,: X > Y,n=0,1,...be continuous and such that f, 2% f on X. Then
there are closed sets Xy, k=0,1,..., such that X ={J, X; and f, = f on X,
k=0,1,.... Thus f: X, > Y is continuous and f(X;)< Y is a QN-space. Since

(X)) =U, f(Xq),
the theorem follows by the o-additivity,. [
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5. A distributive law in topological spaces

Let X be a nonempty set, & € P(X) being a family of subsets. & is called weakly
distributive if for any system A, ,, € o, n, m € » such that

NUA..=X (5)

there exists a function ¢ € “@ such that

UN U A.=X (6)

k n=k m<sg(n)

Let us remark that the weak distributive law is preserved in certain sense by
countable unions, e.g. the family of closed sets is weakly distributive if and only if
the family of F,-sets is weakly distributive. We shall use this fact later.

Theorem 5.1. Let X be a topological space. If the family of closed subsets of X is

weakly distributive then X is a QN-space.

Proof. Let f,: X >R, n=0,1,..., be continuous and f, >0 on X. The sets
Apm={xe X: (Vk=m)|fi(x)|<1/(n+1)}

are closed and (5) holds true. Let ¢ € “w be such that (6) holds true. We can assume
that ¢ is increasing. Set

_I2/(n+1), foro(n)<l<e(n+1),

g7 s, for ! < ¢(0) (if any).
Then g,- 0 and for any x € X there is a k such that
|fu(x)| <&,

forevery n=k. O

Theorem 5.2. Let X be a perfectly normal topological space. If the family of closed
subseis of X is weakly distributive then F_ (X )=G;s(X). i.e. X is a o-space (see [15]).

Proof. It suffices to show that G5(X) < F,{X). So, suppose Ae G5(X), A=), A,,
A, open, A,.,, €A, n=0,1,.... Let

A,=UF,m
where F, ,, are closed. Then
X =ﬂ (U Fn,mU(X—A))'

By the weak distributivity there is a function ¢ € “w such that

x=U n( U F,,,,,,u(x~A)).

n=k \m=¢p(n)
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Corollary 5.3. Let X be a perfectly normal space. Then the family of closed subsets of
X is weakly distributive if and only if the family of Borel subsets of X is weakly
distributive.

Corollary 5.4. Let X be a perfectly normal topological space. If the family of closed
subsets is weakly distributive then every subset of X is a QN-space.

Proof. By Theorem 5.1, X is a QN-space. Let Ac X; f,:A->R, n=0,1,... being
continuous, f,=0 on A. There exists a Gs-set B2 A such that every f, can be
continuously extended to B. By Theorem 5.2 the Borel set C ={x¢€ B: f,(x)->0} is
an F,-set and therefore, f, 22> 0 on C 2 A (by Theorem 4.1). O

Corollary 5.5. Let X be a perfectly normal space. Every subset of X is a QN-space if
and only if X is simultaneously a QN- and a o-space.

Corollary 5.4 can be equivalently reformulated as:

Corollary 5.6. Let X be a perfectly normal space. If for every F,-measurable mapping
f:X>"w (ie. f"(U)€eF, for open U) the image f(X)< “w is bounded then every
subset of X is a QN-space.

Proof. Let A, ,,, n,m=0,1,..., be F,-sets satisfying (5). By Reduction Theorem
(see e.g. [15]) we can assume that A,, N A, =0 for m# k. We define f(x)=4¢
where ¢(n)=m iff xe A, . One can easily see that f: X > “w is F,-measurable.
Thus, f(X) is bounded by some ¢ € “w. Then we obtain that (6) holds true. []

Replacing F,-sets by clopen sets in this proof, you will obtain a proof of the
following.

Lemma 5.7. If every image f(X) of X by a continuous mapping f: X - “w is bounded
then the family of clopen subsets of X is weakly distributive.

Theorem 5.8. If X is a perfectly normal wQN-space, then the family of open subsets
of X is weakly distributive.

Proof. The proof is immediate by Lemma 5.7 and Corollary 4.6. O
Hurewicz [13] investigated a property E**, which in case of a Lindeldf space is

exactly the weak distributivity of open sets. Miller and Fremlin [16] showed that
every Sierpiniski set has Hurewicz property. We have obtained a little more.
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Corollary 5.9. If X is a perfectly normal Lindelof wQN-space, then X has Hurewicz
property.

6. y-property

A family of open subsets of X is called an w-cover iff every finite subset of X is
contained in an element of the family. A space X has y-property (see [12]) iff for
every w-cover & of X there are A,€ 4, n=0,1,... such that

X=U N A,

n m=n

A set X =(0, 1) with y-property is called a y-set.
The main result of [12] says that X has y-property if and only if C,(X) (i.e.
C(X) equipped with the subspace topology of the product space *R) is Fréchet.

Theorem 6.1. If X has y-property, then X is a wQN-space.

Proof. Let X be an infinite topological space with y-property and let f,: X >R,
n=0,1,..., be continuous, f, - 0 on X pointwise. Choose a sequence y,€ X, n€ w
of pairwise different elements of X. We denote

Upm=Ffm'((-1/(n+1),1/(n+1)))—{ya},

A, ={U,n: mew, m=n},

A= A,.
The family & is an w-cover of X. Thus there are A, € &, n=0,1,... such that
X=U N An.

Let m(k), n(k) be those integers for which
Ai = Uniy,mny-

Thus m(k)=n(k). Since every element of &, does not contain y,, only finitely
many of the A;’s belongs to &,.

By induction we choose an increasing sequence k;, i =0, 1,. .., such that m(k;) <
n(k;,,) for every i. Then both sequences n(k;), m(k;), i=0,1,..., are increasing
and for every x € X there exists an index i, such that

|f k() <1/n(k;)

for every i=i,. [

A topological space X is said to be a-concentrated onasubset Ac X if | X — U|<a
for every open U 2 A. Assuming p=c¢, Galvin and Miller [11] have constructed a
y-set of cardinality ¢ that is c-concentrated on a countable subset A< X. We show
that this set is not a hereditary wQN-set.
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Lemma 6.2. Let X be a perfectly normal space a-concentrated on a countable set A,
a being uncountable regular cardinal. If Y < X — A is a wQN-space, then |Y|< a.

Proof. Since Y is a Gs-subset of the wQN-space Y U A we have

Y=NU,

where U, 2 U, are open subsets of Y U A. By Corollary 4.6, every U, is a countable
union of clopen subsets of Y uU A:

Un = U Vn,m .
Then
Y=NUVamn Y)=MU Vo
and by Theorem 5.8 there exists a function ¢ € “o such that

Y= Uﬂ U (VamnV)=UN U V.,

n=k m<e¢(n) k n=k m=<eg(n)
i.e.
Y=U Bks
k

where the B,’s are closed in Y U A. Since (Y U A)— B, is open set containing A
we obtain

(YUA)ABi<a
and therefore

lY|<TZ(YUA)ABl<a O
k

Theorem 6.3. If p=c, then there exists a y-set of cardinality ¢ that is c-concentrated
on a countable subset A and such that every wQN-subset of X — A kos cardizgliiy icss
than c.

Proof. Take the Galvin-Miller y-set X ¢-concentrated on a countable subset A and
use Lemma 6.2. [J

Modifying the Galvin-Miller construction we shall construct (assuming p=c¢) a
y-set that is not a QN-set. More precisely

Theorem 6.4. If p=c then there exists a y-set X of cardinality ¢ such that every

QN-subset of X has cardinality less than c¢. Moreover, X is c-concentrated on a
countable subset.



Spaces and real functions 37

We shall identify the space “2 with ?(w) via characteristic functions. For Y < w
we denote

Y*={X cw: Y—X is finite}.

In [11, Lemma 1.2] the following auxilliary result is proved.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose X e[w]” gnd o is an open w-cover of [w]~“. Then there are
D,esd,n=0,1,..., and Y €[ X]” such that

Y*ecU M D,.

n m=n

We shall need another rather technical statement. We start with some notations.
For Acw, se[w]™", ke w we set

1/(maxs), ifAn(k+1)=su{k},
0, otherwise.

fsul(A)= {

Every f«: ?(w)~>R is continuous and f;(A) -0 when max(su {k}) -, A fixed.
Let 7:[@w]™“ X w - @ be a bijection and

&n =fs,ka if n= Tr(s, k).

Lemma 6.6. Let X €[w]®, &,, n=0,1,..., be positive reals, €, > 0. Then there exists
a subset Y € [ X]“ such that

(VZeY*)(VYm)(An>m) g.(Z)>&,.

Proof. Denote 8¢s, k) = €,(,x,- By induction we can easily find k,€ X such that
8(s, k,)<1/(max s) for all sck,_,+1. Put Y={ko, k;,...}. If Ze Y*, then

Jzrk 1, (Z)>8(Z N ky, k)
for all but finitely many k, e Z. [

Proof of Theorem 6.4 (cf. [11, proof of Theorem 1}). Let &,, a <c be all of the
couiitable families of open subsets of ?(w) and let {¢,: n€ w} for a <c be all of
the sequences of positive reals converging to zero.

We construct X, €[w]® for a <c so that | Xz — X.| <N, for every a < <c. Let
Xo=o.

For o limit take any X, such that | X; — X, | <X, forevery B < a (remind thatp=c¢).

Do the same if a is not a limit, « =8+ 1 and &, is not an w-cover of the set

{X;: £<pulw]™.

Assume now a = 8 +1 and &, is an o-cover of the set {X,: =< B}ulw]™“. Since
this set is a y-set (since it has cardinality 8|+ ¥, <p), there are D, € #g, n=0,1,...
such that

{X;: ¢=Blulw]™cU M D,.

n m=2n
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However this implies that {D,: n € w} is also an w-cover of the same set. By Lemma
6.5 there are k,ew, n=0,1,... and Ye[X;]” such that

Y*cU M D,,.

n m=n

By Lemma 6.6 there is X, €[ Y] such that
(VZeX*)(Vm) (3n>m) g (Z)> £5.

One can easily check that the set
{X,:a<clul[w]™*

is the desired one. [J

7. A consistency result

By Theorems 6.3 and 6.4 one cannot prove that QN-sets or wQN-sets are
hereditary. Also it is consistent to assume that there is a y-set, hence a wQN-set,
that is not a QN-set. If p <b (and it is consistent), then there is a QN-set of cardinality
p that is not a y-set. So the picture of relationships between QN, wQN and ¥ is
complete.

One can easily construct a perfect D-set. According to Corollary 4.3, this set is
not a wQN-set (so neither a y-set). On the other hand a Sierpiniski set is a QN-set
that is not a D-set (a D-set has Lebesgue measure zero). Even cardinal invariants
of these notions may differ.

Theorem 7.1. Let R, < a < be regular cardinals of a transitive countable model M
of ZFC. Then there is a ccc generic extension N of M such that

N E non(y-set) =N, and non(D-set)=a and 2% =g,

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that
ME=B=2% andb=N,.
Consider the following forcing notion:
peP iff p=(s, A) where s€ ~“w is increasing and A€ [(0, 1)]~*,
(s, A)<(t,B) iff tcs and B€ A and
(Viedom(s—1)) (Vxe B)|s(i)x|| <1/(i+1).

One can easily see that P is o-centered and by the consequence of Dirichlet-
Minkowski Theorem mentioned in the Introduction,

I “Vn(0,1)isa D-set”.

In M we construct the finite support iterated forcing system (P;: £ < a) such that
P§+‘=P5*Q§ f0r§<a,
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where Q; is a P,-name of P. Let G be an -generic filter over P,. We set /' = #M[G].
Evidently
NE2%=g8 and non(D-set)> a.

The non-meager set of Cohen reals added on limit steps ensures the equality
non(D-set) = a in N. We prove that b=p=N, in N.

Thoda and Shelah [14] have proved the following: the property “to be an
unbounded subfamily of “w” is preserved by a finite support iteration of forcings
preserving this property. So it remains to prove. [

Lemma 7.2. If F < “w is unbounded, then

= “Fis unbounded”.

We need a technical result.
Lemma 7.3. Let k€ w, s € <“w be increasing and let T be a P-name of an integer. Then
there is an integer m=m(Kk, s, ) such that
(VAe[(0, 1)]*) (3(t, B)e P)
((t, By<(s, A) and (t, B) decidest and (Viedom(t)) t(i) <m).

Proof. For r=(t, B)e P, t 2 s denote
U, ={xe(0, 1): (Vie dom(t—s))|t(i)x|| <1/(i+1)}.
Then U, is open and
0, Y c U {U* r=<(s,0) and r decides 7}.
Since (0, 1)* is compact there are r,, ..., I, € P such that
0, 1) c Uf,u RNV, Ufn.
Now it suffices to put
m=max{t:(j):i=1,2,...,n, jedom(;)}+1,
where r;=(t;, A;)),i=1,2,...,n. [
Proof of Lemma 7.2 (Compare [14]). Suppose g is a P-name of a function from «
into w and for some pe P
pl- (Vfe F) 3k) (Yn=k) f(n)<g(n). (7)
The finite set
C..={te =“w: tisincreasing and t 2 s and
(3B)(t, B) decides g(k) and
(Vj e dom(1)) t(j) <m(k,s, g(k))}
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is nonempty by Lemma 7.3. Therefore the set
{iew: (Xt, Bye P)te C,,and(t, B) - g(k) =i}

is nonempty and finite. We denote by h,(k) its maximum. Let fe F be such that
for every increasing s< ~“w for infinitely many n, h,(n) <f(n). By (7) there is
(s, A)=<p and k, such that

(s, Ay (Vk = ko) f(k) < g(k).

Let k> ko, k>|A| be such that h,(k) <f(k). Then by Lemma 7.3 there is (1, B)<
{s, A), (t, B) decides g(k) and t€ C;;. Therefore

(t, B) I- g(k) < h(k) <f(k) < g(k),

a contradiction. O
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