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ON SPACES WITH THE IDEAL CONVERGENCE PROPERTYBYJAKUB JASINSKI (S
ranton, PA) and IRENEUSZ REC�AW (Gda«sk)Abstra
t. Let I ⊆ P (ω) be an ideal. We 
ontinue our investigation of the 
lassof spa
es with the I-ideal 
onvergen
e property, denoted IC(I). We show that if I isan analyti
, non-
ountably generated P -ideal then IC(I) ⊆ s0. If in addition I is non-pathologi
al and not isomorphi
 to Ib, then IC(I) spa
es have measure zero. We alsopresent a 
hara
terization of the IC(I) spa
es using 
lopen 
overs.1. Introdu
tion. Throughout this paper X is a separable metri
 spa
eand I ⊆ P(ω) is an ideal on ω 
ontaining all �nite subsets of ω. The powerset P(ω) is 
onsidered to be a topologi
al spa
e with the produ
t topologyindu
ed from 2ω by identifying subsets of ω with their 
hara
teristi
 fun
-tions. We assume that P(ω) is a 
losed subset of the interval [0, 1]. Re
allthat an ideal I ⊆ P(ω) is 
alled a P -ideal if whenever A0, A1, A2, . . . ∈ Iis a sequen
e of sets then there exists a set A∞ ∈ I su
h that An ⊆∗ A∞for all n < ω, i.e., |An \ A∞| < ω. We are espe
ially interested in the an-alyti
 P -ideals I ⊆ P(ω) be
ause of Sole
ki's theorem stating in parti
ularthat for any su
h ideal there exists a �nite lower semi
ontinuous submeasure
ϕ : P(ω) → [0,∞] su
h that I = Exh(ϕ) := {A ⊆ ω : limn→∞ ϕ(A \ n) = 0}(see [6, Theorem 3.1℄).We say that a sequen
e of fun
tions fn : X → R is I-
onvergent to afun
tion g : X → R, denoted I-lim fn = g, if for every ε > 0 and every
x ∈ X the set {n ∈ ω : |fn(x) − g(x)| ≥ ε} ∈ I. In [3℄ the authors studiedspa
es X where I-
onvergen
e of sequen
es of 
ontinuous fun
tions impliespointwise 
onvergen
e of a subsequen
e indexed by elements of a set fromthe dual �lter F(I) := {B ⊆ ω : Bc ∈ I}. More spe
i�
ally, re
allDefinition 1. Let I be an ideal on ω and let X be a separable met-ri
 spa
e. We say that X has the I-ideal 
onvergen
e property if whenever
fn : X → R is a sequen
e of 
ontinuous fun
tions I-
onvergent to the zerofun
tion then there exists a set M = {m0 < m1 < m2 < · · · } ∈ F(I) su
hthat for all x ∈ X, limi→∞ fmi

(x) = 0. The 
lass of all spa
es with the I-ideal2000 Mathemati
s Subje
t Classi�
ation: Primary 54C30, 03E35; Se
ondary 26A15,40A30.Key words and phrases: P -ideals, ideal 
onvergen
e, open 
over.[43℄ 
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onvergen
e property is denoted by IC(I) and the set of all subspa
es of Xwith the I-ideal 
onvergen
e property is denoted by ICX(I).In [3℄ we said that an ideal I ⊆ P(ω) is generated by a set C ⊆ ω if
I = IC := {A ⊆ ω : A ⊆∗ C}. It is easy to show (see part ⇐ of the proof ofProposition 2 of [3℄) that for any spa
e X, if I is generated by a single setthen ICX(I) = P(X). Clearly, if I is a P -ideal whi
h is 
ountably generated,i.e., there exists a sequen
e A0, A1, A2, . . . ⊆ ω su
h that I = {A ⊆ ω : A ⊆∗
⋃

n<ω An}, then I is also generated by a single set. For a 
hara
terization of
ountably generated ideals see Proposition 1.2.8 of [2℄.In this note we show that it is 
onsistent that for all analyti
, non-
ountably generated, non-pathologi
al P -ideals I the 
lass IC(I) 
ontains
ountable spa
es only. This result should be viewed in the 
ontext of Corol-lary 5 of [3℄ stating that under CH, for any analyti
 P -ideal I there exists anun
ountable spa
e X in IC(I). Note that the 
lass of analyti
, non-
ountablygenerated, non-pathologi
al P -ideals is very broad and in
ludes most idealsdis
ussed in the literature in
luding summable and Erd®s�Ulam ideals (see
omments following Corollary 1.9.4, p. 31 of [2℄). In Theorem 3 we give a
hara
terization of spa
es with I-ideal 
onvergen
e property using 
lopen
overs.2. Main results. For the readers' 
onvenien
e we re
all a few morede�nitions and simple fa
ts. A set X ⊆ R is 
alled a σ-set (or X ∈ σ) ifevery relative Gδ subset of X is also a relative Fσ set in X (see [5, p. 210℄).A mapping ϕ : P(ω) → [0,∞] is 
alled a submeasure if ϕ(∅) = 0 and
ϕ(A) ≤ ϕ(A ∪ B) ≤ ϕ(A) + ϕ(B) (see [2, p. 20℄). A submeasure ϕ is 
alledlower semi
ontinuous if for all A ⊆ ω, limn→∞ ϕ(A ∩ n) = ϕ(A). Sin
e R
ontains a 
losed subset homeomorphi
 to P(ω), to simplify the notationwe assume that P(ω) ⊆ [0, 1] ⊆ R. For any two integers n1 ≤ n2 < ω,
〈n1, n2〉 := {k < ω : n1 ≤ k ≤ n2} = [n1, n2] ∩ ω, and for m < ω we identify
m with 〈0, m− 1〉. Following the idea in the proof of Proposition 2 of [3℄ weprove the following lemma.Lemma 1. Let I ⊆ P(ω) be an ideal and let X ⊆ I be su
h that X ∈
IC(I). Then there exists a set C ∈ I su
h that X ⊆ IC ⊆ I. In parti
ular ,if X = I then X = IC .Proof. Let gn : X → R be de�ned as follows:

gn(A) =

{

1 if n ∈ A,
0 if n /∈ A.It is easy to verify that ea
h gn is 
ontinuous as both inverse images, g−1

n [{1}]and g−1
n [{0}], are open in X. For A ∈ X we have {n : gn(A) > 0} = {n :

gn(A) = 1} = {n : n ∈ A} = A ∈ I, so I-lim gn = 0. Sin
e X ∈ IC(I) there
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exists a set M ={m0 < m1 < m2 < · · · } ∈ F(I) su
h that limi→∞ gmi
(A)=0for all A ∈ X. So for all A ∈ X, gmi

(A) = 0 for su�
iently large i, hen
efor those i, mi /∈ A. It follows that M ⊆∗ Ac and 
onsequently A ⊆∗ M c.Setting C = M c we obtain X ⊆ IC .Lemma 2. If I is an analyti
, non-
ountably generated P -ideal on ωthen ICR(I) does not 
ontain intervals.Proof. Let ϕ : P(ω) → [0,∞] be a �nite lower semi
ontinuous submea-sure on P(ω) su
h that(2.1) I = Exh(ϕ) = {A ⊆ ω : lim
n→∞

ϕ(A \ n) = 0}(see [6, Theorem 3.1℄). De�ne a des
ending sequen
e of sets {Ak : k < ω} asfollows: A0 = ω, Ak = {n < ω : ϕ({n}) ≤ 1/k}. We shall 
onsider the limit
limk→∞ limn→∞ ϕ(Ak \ n).

Case 1. Assume(2.2) lim
k→∞

lim
n→∞

ϕ(Ak \ n) = 0but(2.3) for every k, lim
n→∞

ϕ(Ak \ n) > 0.For every k < ω there exists a t > k su
h that |Ak \ At| = ω. Otherwisethere would be a k0 su
h that limn→∞ ϕ(Ak \ n) = limn→∞ ϕ(Ak0
\ n) forall k ≥ k0, 
ontradi
ting (2.2). De�ne an in
reasing sequen
e kl, l < ω, asfollows: k0 = 0, kl+1 = min{k : |Akl

\ Ak| = ω}. Set Bl = Akl
\ Akl+1

.

Claim. I = {A : ∀l |Bl ∩ A| < ω}.If A ∈ I then limn→∞ ϕ(A \n) = 0 so |Bl ∩A| < ω be
ause otherwise wewould have limn→∞ ϕ(A \ n) ≥ 1/kl+1. On the other hand, if all sets Bl ∩Aare �nite then for every k there exists an n su
h that A \ n ⊆ Ak. It followsthat limn→∞ ϕ(A \ n) ≤ limk→∞ limn→∞ ϕ(Ak \ n) = 0, whi
h proves theClaim.This shows that there exists a bije
tion α : ω → ω2 su
h that {α[A] :
A ∈ I} = Ib where(2.4) Ib := {A ⊆ ω2 : ∀n < ω ∃m < ω ∀k < ω ((n, k) ∈ A ⇒ k ≤ m)}.By Theorem 4 of [3℄ it follows that ICR(I) = ICR(Ib) ⊆ σ. Intervals are not
σ-sets [5℄, hen
e the assertion of Lemma 2 in Case 1 is proved.
Case 2. Assume that(2.5) lim

k→∞
lim

n→∞
ϕ(Ak \ n) = 0and(2.6) there exists a k0 su
h that lim

n→∞
ϕ(Ak0

\ n) = 0.
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Then Ak0

∈ I and I is 
ountably generated be
ause I = {A : A ⊆∗ Ak0
}.The in
lusion I ⊇ {A : A ⊆∗ Ak0

} is 
lear while if |A \ Ak0
| = ω then

lim infn→∞ ϕ(A \ n) ≥ 1/k0 so A /∈ I.

Case 3. Finally assume that(2.7) lim
k→∞

lim
n→∞

ϕ(Ak \ n) = ε > 0.We re
ursively de�ne a sequen
e {nk : k < ω} ⊆ ω as follows. Sin
e
limn→∞ ϕ(A0 \ n) ≥ ε there exists an integer n0 su
h that for all n ≥ n0,
ϕ(A0 \ n) > ε/2. Now suppose we have de�ned the terms n0, n1, . . . , nksu
h that for all j = 1, . . . , k, if n > nj then ϕ(Aj \ 〈nj−1, n〉) > ε/2.Sin
e limn→∞ ϕ(Ak+1 \ n) ≥ ε and ϕ(Ak+1 \ n) ≥ ϕ(Ak+1 \ (n + 1))for all n ∈ ω, we have ϕ(Ak+1 \ nk) > ε/2. By the lower semi
ontinuityof ϕ, limn→∞ ϕ((Ak+1 \ nk) ∩ n) = ϕ(Ak+1 \ nk) so there exists an integer
nk+1 ≥ k + 1 su
h that for all n ≥ nk+1, ϕ(Ak+1 ∩ 〈nk, n〉) > ε/2. Also bylower semi
ontinuity the set Z = {A : ∀k > 0 (ϕ(A \ nk) ≤ 2/k)} is a 
losedsubset of P(ω) and by (2.1), Z ⊆ I.Now towards a 
ontradi
tion, based on Proposition 3 of [3℄, without loss ofgenerality we may assume that [0, 1] ∈ ICR(I). By the same Proposition 3(2),
ICR(I) also 
ontains Z. By Lemma 1 there exists a set C ∈ I su
h that
Z ⊆ {A : A ⊆∗ C}. As C ∈ I, by (2.1) let l0 ∈ ω be su
h that ϕ(C\m) < ε/2for all m ≥ 2l0 . Sin
e for l < ω, ϕ(A2l+1 ∩ 〈n2l , n2l+1〉) > ε/2, we may sele
tnumbers dl ∈ (A2l+1 ∩ 〈n2l , n2l+1〉) \ C and de�ne the set D = {dl : l ≥ l0}.As D is in�nite and disjoint from C, 
learly D *∗ C. In parti
ular(2.8) D /∈ Z.Now for k > 0 let lk = max{l0, ⌈log2 nk⌉}. We have

ϕ(D \ nk) ≤
∑

l≥lk

ϕ({dl}) ≤
∑

l≥lk

1

2l + 1
≤

2

2⌈log2 nk⌉
≤

2

nk
≤

2

k
.It follows that D ∈ Z, 
ontradi
ting (2.8).The family ICR(I) is 
losed under 
ontinuous images (Proposition 3(1)of [3℄). Propositions 2.6.1 and 2.6.13 of [7℄ imply the following:Remark 1. If I is as in Lemma 2 and X ∈ ICR(I) then X is totallyimperfe
t (i.e., does not 
ontain any perfe
t sets).A subset X ⊆ R is 
alled an s0-set (or X ∈ s0) if for every perfe
t subset

P ⊆ R there exists another perfe
t subset Q ⊆ P \ X (see [5, p. 217℄).Theorem 1. If I is an analyti
, non-
ountably generated P -ideal on ωthen ICR(I) ⊆ s0.Proof. Suppose X ∈ ICR(I) and let P ⊆ R be a perfe
t set. Let P1 ⊆ Pbe a perfe
t set homeomorphi
 to the Cantor set (see [7, Theorem 2.6.3℄).
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Let h : P1 → P1 × P1 be a homeomorphism and let p : P1 × P1 → P1 be theproje
tion, p(x, y) = x. It is well known that there is a 
ontinuous surje
tion
g : P1 → [0, 1] (see [7, Theorem 2.6.13℄). The 
omposition q = g ◦ p ◦ h :
P1 → [0, 1] is a 
ontinuous surje
tion so q[P1∩X] ∈ ICR(I) by Proposition 3of [3℄. By Lemma 2 there exists y ∈ [0, 1] \ q[P1 ∩ X]. It is easy to see that
Q = q−1[{y}] is a perfe
t subset of P disjoint from X.Under the Continuum Hypothesis we have an example of a non-
ountablygenerated, non-analyti
 P -ideal J su
h that IC(J) 
ontains large spa
es.Example 1. (CH ) There exists a maximal P -ideal J su
h that R ∈
IC(J).Proof. We will 
onstru
t a sequen
e of subsets Xα ∈ [ω]ω, α < c, su
hthat Xα ⊆∗ Xβ whenever α < β < c. The sequen
e {Xα : α < c} will besu
h that the ideal J dual to the �lter F = {B ⊆ ω : ∃α < c (Xα ⊆∗ B)}will have the desired properties.Let {Aα+1 : α<c} be a sequen
e of all subsets of ω and {〈fα+1

n : n<ω〉 :
α < c} be an indexed family of all sequen
es of 
ontinuous fun
tions fα+1

n :
R → R. Set X0 = ω. Suppose that for some α < c the sets Xβ, β ≤ α, arede�ned. De�ne X ′

α+1 as follows. If the sequen
e 〈fα
n : n ∈ Xα〉 is pointwise
onvergent to the zero fun
tion then we set X ′

α+1 = Xα. Otherwise thereexists an ε > 0 and x ∈ R su
h that E = {n : |fα
n (x)| ≥ ε} is an in�nitesubset of Xα. In that 
ase we set X ′

α+1 = E. Now to obtain Xα+1 we 
onsiderthe interse
tion X ′
α+1 ∩ Aα. If it is in�nite then let Xα+1 = X ′

α+1 ∩ Aα.Otherwise set Xα+1 = X ′
α+1 ∩ (ω \ Aα).To �nish the proof we need to de�ne the Xλ for limit ordinals 0 < λ < c.Let {γn : n < ω} ⊆ λ be a sequen
e of ordinals 
o�nal in λ. For ea
h n < ωlet Yn =

⋂

k≤n Xγk
. We have Y0 ⊇ Y1 ⊇ Y2 ⊇ · · · and ea
h Yn is in�nite.Re
ursively pi
k points xn ∈ Yn \ {xm : m < n} and let Xλ = {xn : n < ω}.It is easy to verify that Xλ ⊆∗ Xα for all α < λ.Now having de�ned the sequen
e {Xα : α < c}, it is easy to show thatthe ideal J dual to the �lter F = F(J) = {B ⊆ ω : ∃α < c (Xα ⊆∗ B)} is amaximal P -ideal su
h that R ∈ IC(J).Re
all that a measure on P(ω) is a submeasure whi
h is additive, i.e.,

µ : P(ω) → [0,∞] is a measure if µ(∅) = 0, µ(A) ≤ µ(A∪B), and µ(A∪B) =
µ(A) + µ(B) for any two disjoint sets A, B ∈ P(ω). Before stating our nexttheorem we re
all a de�nition from [2, p. 21℄. We say that a submeasure
ϕ : P(ω) → [0,∞] is non-pathologi
al if
(2.9) ϕ(A) = sup{µ(A) : µ is a measure on P(ω) and

∀B ⊆ ω (µ(B) ≤ ϕ(B))}.An ideal I ⊆ P(ω) is non-pathologi
al if I = Exh(ϕ) for some non-patho-
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logi
al submeasure ϕ. Let λ and λ∗ be the Lebesgue measure and the outerLebesgue measure respe
tively. Set N = {Y ⊆ R : λ(Y ) = 0} and re
all Ib isas in 2.4.Theorem 2. If I is an analyti
, non-pathologi
al , non-
ountably gener-ated P -ideal not isomorphi
 to Ib, then ICR(I) ⊆ N .Proof. Suppose I = Exh(ϕ) for some non-pathologi
al submeasure ϕ.Let X ∈ ICR(I). By Lemma 2, X is zero-dimensional and we may assumethat X ⊆ [0, 1]. Similarly to (but not exa
tly as in) the proof of Lemma 2 wede�ne a sequen
e of sets A0, A1, A2, . . . as Ak = {n < ω : ϕ({n}) ≤ 1/2k}and again 
onsider the limit (2.2). By the proof of Lemma 2 our assumptionson I imply that

lim
k→∞

lim
n→∞

ϕ(Ak \ n) = ε for some ε > 0.Let {nk : k < ω} be de�ned exa
tly as in Case 3 of Lemma 2. De�ne
Ik = Ak ∩ [nk, nk+1 − 1] and let µk be a measure on P(ω) su
h that µk ≤ ϕand µk(Ik) > 1

2
ϕ(Ik) (see (2.9)). For ea
h k we form a partition of X intoopen (in X) sets {Uki : i ∈ Ik} su
h that λ∗(Uki) < 2µk({i})/µk(Ik). Wede�ne F : X → P(ω) by F (x) = {i : ∃k (x ∈ Uki)}. Sin
e the sets Ik are�nite and pairwise disjoint the fun
tion F is 
ontinuous and we have F [X] ∈

ICR(I) by Proposition 3(1) of [3℄. Also for ea
h x ∈ X, F (x) ∈ I be
ause
limn→∞ ϕ(F (x) \ n) = 0. This is due to the fa
t that we are using 1/2k inthe de�nition of Ak and |F (x) ∩ (Ak \ Ak+1)| ≤ 1. So with F [X] ⊆ I and
F [X] ∈ ICR(I) by Lemma 1 there exists a set C ∈ I su
h that F (x) ⊆∗ Cfor all x ∈ X. It follows that

X ⊆
⋃

n<ω

⋂

k>n

⋃

i∈C∩Ik

Uki.Noti
e that for any k < ω,
λ∗

(

⋃

i∈C∩Ik

Uki

)

≤
∑

λ∗
i∈C∩Ik

(Uki) ≤
∑

i∈C∩Ik

2µk({i})/µk(Ik)

= 2µk(C ∩ Ik)/µk(Ik) ≤ 2µk(C ∩ Ik)/(ε/2)

≤ 4ϕ(C \ nk)/ε.Sin
e C ∈ I the last quantity 
onverges to zero as k → ∞. It follows that
λ∗

(

⋂

k>n

⋃

i∈C∩Ik

Uki

)

= 0and λ∗(X) = 0 as well.Corollary 1. It is 
onsistent with ZFC that if I is an analyti
, non-pathologi
al , non-
ountably generated P -ideal , then ICR(I) 
ontains 
ount-able sets only.
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Proof. Suppose X ∈ ICR(I). If I is not isomorphi
 to Ib then by Theorem2 and Proposition 3(1) of [3℄ all 
ontinuous images of X are also in ICR(I)and they have Lebesgue measure zero. Bartoszy«ski and Shelah [1℄ showedthat 
onsistently su
h spa
es may be 
ountable only. If I is isomorphi
 to Ibthen see Corollary 7 of [3℄.Re
all add∗(I) := min{|A| : A ⊆ I and ∄B ∈ I ∀A ∈ A (A ⊆∗ B)}and non(N ) := min{|X| : X ⊆ R, λ∗(X) > 0}. By Proposition 4 of [3℄ for
P -ideals I if X ⊆ R with |X| < add∗(I) then X ∈ ICR(I). By Theorem 2above we obtainCorollary 2. If I is an analyti
, non-pathologi
al , non-
ountably gen-erated P -ideal non-isomorphi
 to Ib, then add∗(I) ≤ non(N ).Our last theorem gives a 
hara
terization of spa
es with the I-ideal 
on-vergen
e property using 
lopen 
overs.Theorem 3. Suppose I is a P -ideal on ω and let X be a separable,zero-dimensional metri
 spa
e. Then X ∈ IC(I) if and only if for everysequen
e of 
lopen sets U0, U1, U2, . . . ⊆ X with {n : x /∈ Un} ∈ I for any
x ∈ X, there exists a set A ∈ F(I) su
h that

X ⊆
⋃

m<ω

⋂

a∈A\m

Ua.Proof. Assume that X ∈ IC(I). Let U0, U1, U2, . . . ⊆ X be a sequen
e of
lopen sets su
h that for any x ∈ X,(2.10) {n : x /∈ Un} ∈ I.De�ne a sequen
e of fun
tions hn : X → R by
hn(x) =

{

0 if x ∈ Un,
1 if x /∈ Un.Sin
e Un is 
lopen, hn is 
ontinuous. By (2.10), I-limhn(x) = 0. As X ∈

IC(I), there exists a set A = {a0 < a1 < a2 < · · · } ∈ F(I) su
h that
limn→∞ han

(x) = 0 for all x ∈ X. It follows that for every x ∈ X thereexists m < ω su
h that for any an > m we have han
(x) = 0, so x ∈ Uan

.Hen
e
X ⊆

⋃

m<ω

⋂

a∈A\m

Ua.To prove the other impli
ation suppose that fn : X → R is a sequen
eof 
ontinuous fun
tions with I-lim fn = 0. Sin
e X is a separable, zero-dimensional metri
 spa
e, any two disjoint 
losed subsets of X may be sep-arated by a 
lopen set (see [4, pp. 35 and 357℄). It follows that there exist
lopen sets Uk
n ⊆ X su
h {x : |fn(x)| ≤ 1/k} ⊆ Uk

n ⊆ {x : |fn(x)| < 2/k}.Sin
e I-lim fn(x) = 0 for every x ∈ X, we have {n : x /∈ Uk
n} ∈ I for every
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k < ω. By our assumption for ea
h k < ω there exists a set Ak ∈ F(I)su
h that X ⊆

⋃

m<ω

⋂

n∈Ak\m Uk
n . Sin
e I is a P -ideal there exists a set

M = {m0 < m1 < m2 < · · · } ∈ F(I) with M ⊆∗ Ak for all k < ω. It followsthat limi→∞ fmi
(x) = 0 for all x ∈ X. Hen
e X ∈ IC(I).
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