DISTANCES TO SPACES OF BAIRE ONE FUNCTIONS

C. ANGOSTO, B. CASCALES AND I. NAMIOKA

ABSTRACT. Given a metric space X and a Banach space (E, ||-||) we use an index of o-
fragmentability for maps f € E to estimate the distance of f to the space B (X, F) of
Baire one functions from X into (E, ||-||). When X is Polish we use our estimations for
these distances to give a quantitative version of the well known Rosenthal’s result stating
that in B1 (X, R) the pointwise relatively countably compact sets are pointwise compact.
We also obtain a quantitative version of a Srivatsa’s result that states that whenever X is
metric any weakly continuous function f € E* belongs to Bi(X, E): our result here
says that for an arbitrary f € EX we have
d(f,Bi1(X,E)) <2 sup osc(z*o f),
T*EBp«

where osc(z* o f) stands for the supremum of the oscillations of * o f at all points
x € X. As a consequence of the above we prove that for functions in two variables
f: X xK — R, X complete metric and K compact, there exists a Gs-dense set D C X
such that the oscillation of f at each (z, k) € D x K is bounded by the oscillations of the
partial functions f, and f¥. A representative result in this direction, that we prove using
games, is the following: if X is a o-3-unfavorable space and K is a compact space, then
there exists a dense Gs-subset D of X such that, for each (y, k) € D x K,

osc(f, (4, K)) < 6 sup ose(f) + 8 sup ose(f*).
zeX keK

When the right hand side of the above inequality is zero we are dealing with separately
continuous functions f : X x K — R and we obtain as a particular case some well-
known results obtained by the third named author in the mid 1970’s.

1. INTRODUCTION

Many results in mathematics are qualitative and some other results are of quantitative
nature. For example, one consequence of Hahn-Banach theorem is that, in a locally convex
space F a compact convex set A disjoint from a closed convex set B can be separated
by an element x* of the dual E*. Although we might think of this result as a result of
qualitative nature, we know that its true power is behind its quantitative disguise: in the
above situation z* € E™ can be chosen to satisfy

supz*(a) < a < a+e < inf 2%(b),
a€A beB
for some o € Rand ¢ > 0.

Recently several quantitative counterparts for classical results such as Krein-Smulian,
Eberlein-Smulian, Grothendieck, etc., have been proved. They strengthen the original
theorems and lead to new problems and applications in topology and analysis. See, for
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instance, [1, 4, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. This paper goes along the same line, and it is organized
as follows.

In Section 2 we use the concept of o-fragmented maps to give a distance between a
given function on a metric space (or more generally a perfectly paracompact space) X
into a Banach space FE to the space By (X, E'). Our Theorem 2.5 properly extends a result
in [11].

In Section 3 we use the results of the previous section to study compactness relative
to B1(X). Proposition 3.1 and its Corollary represent a quantitative version of the cele-
brated Rosenthal’s result that in B;(X) the pointwise relatively countably compact sets
are pointwise compact when X is Polish.

Section 4 is a technical bridge to Section 5 where we offer, in Theorem 4.1, a quanti-
tative version of the following Mazur’s result: Suppose X is a countably compact space
and (f,)n is a uniformly bounded sequence of continuous functions defined on X con-
verging pointwise to a continuous function f. Then there exists a sequence (g, )y in
conv{ f, : n € N} thatis || - [|-convergent to f.

In Section 5 we use Theorem 4.1 to establish that for a function F : X — RE (X
metric space and K a compact) we have

d(F,B1(X,C(K))) < 3 sup osc((F(z)) + 2 sup osc(my, o F)
2 zex keK
where 7y, is the map : C'(K) — R given by h — h(x). As application of the above we
obtain the quantitative version of Srivatsa’s result as presented in the abstract, its relative
Corollary 5.3 and a first Namioka’s type result, Corollary 5.7, that states that if X is a
complete metric space, K is a compact space and f : X x K — R is any function, then
there exists a dense G5 set D C X such that for every (z,k) € D x K

osc(f, (z,k)) < 7 sup osc(fy) + 8 sup osc(f¥). (QN)
zeX keK

Section 6, and last one, is devoted to prove that using fopological games inequality
(QN) can be extended to a wider class of spaces X and also sharpened. Indeed, amongst
other things we prove that (QN) still holds for o-(-unfavorable spaces X and that the
coefficient 7 in (QN) can be replaced by 6, see Theorem 6.1. Furthermore, if we add the
hypothesis that X is normal, then even the second coefficient 8 in (QN) can be replaced
by 7, see Corollary 6.3. Finally, we prove (QN)-type results with better coefficients when
X is a Baire space and K belongs to a certain class of compact spaces (including Corson
and even Valdivia compact spaces) defined by a topological game, see Theorem 6.9 and
their corollaries.

Notation and terminology: We denote by letters T', X, Y ... sets or completely regular
topological spaces, and (Z, d) (or simply Z if d is tacitly assumed) is a metric space . The
space Z*~ is equipped with the product topology Tp-In Z X we also consider the standard
supremum metric, which is also (abusively) denoted by d and allowed to take the value
400, i.e.,
d(f,g) = sup{d(f (), g(x)) : 2 € X}

for functions f, g : X — Z. Itis always possible to replace the original metric d in (Z, d)
by a bounded one without changing the uniform structure of Z and thus providing us with
a real-valued uniform metric on Z%; nonetheless we prefer to use the original metric of
(Z,d) with the usual arithmetical convention for [0, +oc0]. We let C(X, Z) denote the
space of all Z-valued continuous functions on X, and let B;(X, Z) denote the space of
all Z-valued functions of the first Baire class (Baire one functions), i.e. pointwise limits
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of Z-valued continuous functions. When Z = R, we write, as usual, C'(X) and B;(X)
for C(X,R) and B; (X, R) respectively.

For non-empty subsets A and B of a metric space (Z, d), we consider the usual distance
between A and B given by

d(A, B) = inf{d(a,b) :a € A,b € B},

and the Hausdorff non-symmetrized distance from A to B defined by

A~

d(A, B) = sup{d(a,B) : a € A}.

If) # A C Z we write diam(A) := sup{d(z,y) : x,y € A}. In this paper (E, ||-||) is
a Banach space (or simply E if ||-|| is tacitly assumed). Finally, By stands for the closed
unit ball in F/, E* for the dual space of F/ and E** for the bidual space of E’; w is the weak
topology of a Banach space and w* is the weak™ topology in the dual.

2. INDEX OF 0-FRAGMENTABILITY AND DISTANCE TO B (X, E)

Recall that for a given £ > 0, a metric space-valued function f : X — (Z,d) is e-
fragmented if for each non-empty subset /' C X there exists an open subset U C X
such that U N F' # () and diam(f(U N F)) < e. Given € > 0, we say that f is e-0-
fragmented by closed sets if there is a countable closed covering (X,,), of X such that
flx, is e-fragmented for each n € N.

If Uisopenin X and A C X, then UN A # ) if and only if U N A # (; it follows that
the function f is e-fragmented if for each closed set F' C X there exists an open subset
U C X suchthat U N F # () and diam f(U N F) < e.

Definition 1. Let X be a topological space, (Z, d) a metric space and f € ZX a function.
We define:
frag(f) := inf{e > 0 : f is e-fragmented},
o-frag.(f) := inf{e > 0 : f is e-o-fragmented by closed sets},
where by definition, inf ) = +o0.
Using the above, the usual notion of (¢-) fragmentability [15, p. 248] can be defined as
follows:
(i) f is fragmented if and only if frag(f) = 0.
(ii) f is o-fragmented by closed sets if and only if o-frag.(f) = 0.

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a topological space and (Z,d) a metric space. If f € Z~ then
the following inequality holds

o-frage(f) < frag(f).

If moreover X is hereditarily Baire, then

o-frage(f) = frag(f).

Proof. The inequality follows from the definition. Suppose now that X is hereditarily
Baire. We have to prove that if 400 > ¢ > o-frag.(f), then f is e-fragmented. Let C'
be a closed subset of X. Fix & > o-frag.(f). Then there is a sequence (X,,),, of closed
sets covering X such that f| o is e-fragmented for each n € N. Put H, = X,, N C.
Then, the sequence of closed sets (H,,),, covers C, and, since C' is a Baire space, there
existann € N and aopenset U C X suchthat() # U' = UNC C H, C X,. Since
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flx, is e-fragmented, there exists an open subset V' of X such that V N U’ # ) and
diam f(V NU’) <e. PutW =V NU. Then W is an open subset of X and

WNC=vnUNC=vVnU #10.
Hence diam f(W N C') < e. Therefore f is e-fragmented. O

A family A of subsets of a topological space X is said to be discrete if each z € X
has a neighborhood in X that intersects at most one member of 4. In order to study the
relation between o-frag.(f) and distances to B (X, E), we use the following notions.

Definition 2. Let X be a topological space.
(i) An indexed family {X; : ¢ € I} of subsets of X is said to be discretely o-
decomposable (d.o.d) if for each i € I we have X; = |J{X;,, : n € N}, where
the family {X; ,, : ¢ € I} is discrete for each n € N.
(ii) An indexed family {X; : i € I'} of subsets of X is said to be a good partition of
X ifitis a d.o.d family of F,-subsets of X such that X; N X; = () if i # j and
X = Ujer Xi.
Remark 2.2. Let X be a topological space then
(i) If{X; : i € H} is a good partition of X, and if for each i € I, {YJ’ cjeJitisa
good partition relative to the subspace X, then it is easy to check that {YJZ 11 €
I,j € J;} is a good partition of X (see [14, Lemma 5]).
(ii) If {X,, : n € N} is a countable cover of X by closed sets and each open subset
of X is a F, set, then {Y,, : n € N} is a good partition of X where Y7 = X and

forn > 1,Y, = X,\ Uzl;ll X.m. Note now that any countable partition of sets
isd.o.d.

The following are the results needed for the proof of Theorem 2.5 in which we use ideas
of [15].

Proposition 2.3 ([15, Proposition 2]). Let X be a metric space and {G~ : v < I'} a
transfinite sequence of open sets covering X. If I, = G\ U§<7 G¢, then {F, : v <T'}
is a good partition of X.

Lemma 1. Let Y be a metric space, E a convex subset of a Banach space, € > 0 and
f Y — FE an e-fragmented function. Then there exist a function h : Y — FE which is
constant on each set of a good partition of Y such that

If(y) —h(y)|| < e forally €Y.
Moreover, if E = R then the h above can chosen to satisfy

1f(y) — h(y)l < /2 forally €Y.

Proof. Since f is e-fragmented, there exist an ordinal I" and an open cover {G., : v < T'}
of Y such that F, # 0 and diam f(F,) < e, where Fy = Gp and, for 0 < v < T,
Fy, = Gy\U¢., Ge. By Proposition 2.3, {F, : v < I'} is a good partition of Y. If
E = R, choose t, the middle point of conv f(F,) and if E' # R choose ¢, an arbitrary
point of f(F,) for v < I'. Define now h : Y — E by h(y) = t, if y € F,. Clearly h is
a constant function on each set of a good partition of Y that satisfies d(f, h) < ¢, and if
E =R, thend(f, h) <e/2. O

Proposition 2.4 ([15, Proposition 3]). Let X be a metric space and E a convex subset

of a Banach space. If f : X — FE is constant on each set of a good partition, then
f € Bi(X,E).
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Theorem 2.5. If X is a metric space, E a Banach space and if f € EX then

5 o-frage(f) < d(f, Bi(X, F)) < o-frage(f). @.1)

In the case E = R we have the equality
1
A(f, Bi(X)) = 5 o-frage(f). 22)

Proof. We prove the first inequality in (2.1). If d(f, B1(X, E)) = oo the inequality
holds. So suppose that d(f, B1(X, E)) is finite. Fix o > d(f, B1(X, E)) and take g €
B1(X, E) with

IIf(x) —g(x)| < a, forevery z € X. (2.3)
Pick a sequence (gy), in C(X, F) such that lim,, g,(z) = g(z) for every x € X. Fix
€ > 0 and for each n € N let us define

€
Xo = ({z € Xt ga(a) — gm(@)] < 5.
m>n
It is clear that each X, is closed and that X = Un X,. On the other hand, for every
x € X,, we have that

lgn(@) = g@)]l < . 24)

Since g, is continuous, for each a € X;, we can take an open neighborhood V,; C X of a
such that diam g,,(V,) < §. Hence (2.3) and (2.4) allow us to conclude that diam f(V; N
Xp) < 2a+ €. This last inequality says that o-frag.(f) < 2a + ¢ for every € > 0. Since
a > d(f,Bi1(X, E)) is arbitrary we conclude that o-frag.(f) < 2d(f, Bi(X, E)) and
this part of the proof is over.

We prove now the last inequality in (2.1). Since the inequality holds when o-frag.(f) =
+o00, we can suppose that o-frag.(f) is finite. Given ¢ > o-frag.(f), there exists a
countable closed cover {X,, : n € N} of X such that f|x, is e-fragmented. By Remark
2.2 (i), {Y, : n € N} is a good partition of X, where Y1 = X3, and for n > 1,
Y, = X,\ Ufn_:ll X,m. By Lemma 1 applied to each Y, there exists a function g, :
Y, — F that is constant on each set of a good partition of Y,, such that if x € Y, then
d(gn(z), f(x)) < eand d(gn(x), f(x)) < e/2if E=R. Defineg: X — E as

g(z) = gn(z)if z € Y},

By Remark 2.2 (i), g is constant on each set of a good partition of X so by Proposition
24,9 € Bi(X, E). Clearly, d(f, h) < ¢ in general so the second inequality in (2.1) holds,
and if £ = R, then we have d(f, h) < ¢/2 and the equality (2.2) is proved. O

Combining Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.1 we get the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. If X is a hereditarily Baire metric space and f € RX, then

(S, B (X)) = fras(f).

We note that the corollary above extends [11, Proposition 6.4.], where 2.6 is proved
only for X Polish.

Remark 2.7. We stress that according to the references [15] and [14], Proposition 2.3 holds
for a perfectly paracompact space, i.e., a paracompact space for which open sets are F,
sets. Therefore, Theorem 2.5 and its corollary are also true when ‘metric’ is replaced by
‘perfectly paracompact’ .
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3. QUANTITATIVE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN COUNTABLE COMPACTNESS AND
COMPACTNESS IN B; (X, E)

We use the following notation in this section. Let 7" be a topological space. For a subset
Aof T, AN is considered as the set of all sequences in A and the set of all cluster points in
T of a sequence ¢ € AN is denoted by clust (). Recall that clust (¢) is a closed subset
of T" and it can be expressed as

clust () = ﬂ {e(m) : m > n}.
neN

Proposition 3.1. Let X be a separable metric space, (Z,d) a metric space and H a
pointwise relatively compact subset of (ZX Tp). Then (closures are taken relative to T,),

sup frag(f) = sup inf{frag(f) : f € clust (¢)}. (3.1)
feH peHN

Proof. Let « be the right hand side of (3.1). Clearly
B := sup frag(f) > a.
fed

If 3 = 0 we are done. Otherwise, the equality (3.1) will be established if we prove that
each time 3 > ¢ > 0 we also have o > ¢. Assume 3 > ¢ > 0 and pick f € H such that
frag(f) > . Then there exists a non-empty subset /' C X such that diam f(FNU) > ¢
for each open set U C X with U N F # (. Letus fix {U, : n € N} a basis for the
topology in X and write B := {n € N : U, N F' # (}}. For every n € B we can choose
T, Yn € Up N F suchthat d(f(zy,), f(yn)) > €. Letus write C' := {zy, : n € B} U{y, :
n € B}. Since C C X is countable and f € H there exists a sequence ¢ € H™ such that
lim,, ¢(n)(z) = f(x) for every x € C. Therefore, if g is an arbitrary 7,-cluster point of
¢ then g|c = f|c and in particular we have that

d(g(zyn), g(yn)) > €, forevery n € B. (3.2)
If U is an open set such that U N C' # () then there exist n € N such that () # U,, N C C

U N F. Hence, n € B and since z,,, y, € U N C we conclude

(3.2)
diam g(U N C) = d(g(zn), 9(yn)) > e.

We have proved that
inf{frag(g) : g € clust (p)} > ¢
and therefore av > ¢ so the proof is complete. (]

If X is a topological space, (Z, d) a metric space and H a relatively compact subset of
the space (2%, 7;,) we define

ck(H) := sup d(clust (¢), B1(X, Z)). (3.3)
peHN ’

Note that if H is a relatively countably compact subset of (B (X, Z), 7,,), then ck(H ) =
0. Combining Proposition 3.1, Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.1, we get the following result.
The particular case of ck(H) = 0 and E' = R is the classic result due to Rosenthal [18].

Corollary 3.2. Let X be a Polish space, E a Banach space and H a T,-relatively compact
subset of EX. Then

ck(H) < d(H” | B\(X, E)) < 2 ck(H).
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In the particular case when E = R we have

7RX
dEH" ", Bi(X)) = ck(H).
4. A QUANTITATIVE VERSION OF A THEOREM BY MAZUR

In this section, we follow the notation of [21, Section 1.3]. Our goal in this section is
to prove Theorem 4.1 which is used in the proof of Theorem 5.2. NV denotes the set of
finite subsets of N.

Definition 3. A convex mean on N is a function p : N — [0, 1] such that

(@) 32y uli) =1

(ii) Supp(p) = {i € N: p(z) > 0} is finite.
For I' C N, let u(F') = >, i1(i). M denote the set of all convex means on N.
Definition 4. Suppose # C NN Then F is well-founded if there is no infinite in-

creasing sequence (n;); C N such that for each k£ € N, there exists S € F such that
{nl, . ,nk} C Sg.

Lemma 2 (V. Ptak, [21, p. 13]). If F is a well-founded family of finite subsets of N, then
for each € > 0 there is a i € M, such that u(F') < ¢ forall F € F.

Theorem 4.1 (Quantitative Mazur Theorem). Suppose that X is a countably compact
space, a > 0 and (f,)n, C R is a uniformly bounded sequence such that for each v € X
there exists an n, such that

ifn > g, then | fu(x) — f(2)] < a,
(i.e. | fn(z) — f(2)| < a eventually in n). If we suppose that
d = sup{d(fn, — f,C(X)) :n € N} < 400,
then for each € > 0, there exists g € conv{ f,, : n € N} such that
lg — flloo < 2d+a+e.
Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that f = 0. For each x € X define
F,={neN:|fu(z)] >2d+ a+¢e/2}.

Since there exist n; such that whenever n > ng, | f,(z)| < a, we obtain that F}, is finite.
Put F = {F, : © € X}. We show that F is well-founded. Suppose this is not the case.
Then there is an infinite increasing sequence (n;); in N so that for each k& € N, there exists
an zj, € X such that {n;,...,ng} C Fy, . Since X is countably compact, (xj); must
have a cluster point, say ro. Now fix k& € N. Then for j > k, ny € F,,. Hence for all
J >k, | fn,(z5)] > 2d+a+e/2. Since d(fn,, C(X)) < d, there exists a g € C'(X) such
that d( fn,,g) < d + ¢/8. Hence for each j > F,

2d+a+e/2 < |fu ()] < | (25) = 9(z;)| +19(25) = g(2o0)]
+ |g(xoo) - fnk(xoo)’ + |fnk(xoo)|
< [ fog, (o) + 2d + €/4 + [9(25) — g(2oo);

thus

a+e/4 < [foy (Too)| + 19(25) — 9(2o0)]-
Since g is continuous and +, is an accumulation point of (x;);, |g(z;) — g(z)| can be
made arbitrarily small. Therefore, a + /4 < |fy, (¥c)| and this is true for each k € N,
contradicting the assumption that | f,,(z~)| < a eventually as n goes to +o0o. We have
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proved that F is well-founded and then we may apply Ptdk Lemma to F, so there is a
w € M such that p(F,) < ¢/(3N) for each x € X, where N is a uniform bound on (f,,).
Choose k € N such that Supp(u) C {1,2,...,k}. Let A\; = u(7) for 1 < i < k. Then
Zle Ai = 1. Letx € X. Then fori ¢ Fy, |fi(z)| < 2d + a + /2. This yields:

< Y R@I+ YD i)

1€F,N{1,....k} 1€{1,...k}\Fy

13

< N . . e

<N § A“LA E Al(2d+a+2)
7’6me{1’"'71€} 7’6{17---7]6}\}?1

k
Z Aifi()
i=1

5
SNM(FI)+2d+a+%§Ni+2d+a+%:2d+a+fe.

3N 6
Hence || Zle Aifilloo < 2d + a + € as required. O

Corollary 4.2 (Mazur). Suppose X is a countably compact space and (fy,)n is a uni-
formly bounded sequence of continuous functions defined on X pointwise convergent to a
continuous function f. Then there exists a sequence (gy)n in conv{f, : n € N} that is
|| - ||co-convergent to f.

5. DISTANCES TO BAIRE ONE FUNCTIONS AND OSCILLATIONS OF MAPS IN TWO
VARIABLES

For a function f : X XY :— R,let f, : Y — Rand fY : X — R be the functions given
by fz(y) = f(z,y) = fY(x) foreach (x,y) € X xY. To the function f, we also associate
the function F' : X — RY given by F(x) = f, for each x € X. When we speak of
oscillations of F, they are computed with respect to the uniform metric on RY" as discussed
in the Introduction. In the following, we recall the relationship between the oscillation of
a function and its distance from the continuous ones. In the cited reference, the theorem
is stated under more restricted conditions: X is paracompact and f is uniformly bounded
on X. The proof in the reference has two parts, (i) and (ii). For the first part (i), one can
find an outline of the proof for our case when X is normal in Engelking [7, Exercise 1.7.5
(b)]. The second part (ii) does not require f to be uniformly bounded.

Theorem 5.1 ([2, Proposition 1.18]). Let X be a normal space. If f € RX, then
1
(1, C (X)) = 5 osc()
where

osc(f) = sup osc(f,x) = sup inf{diam f(U) : U C X open,x € U}.
rzeX reX

The following is the main result of this section. Its proof relies on the terms and results
given in Section 2. In addition, we need the following general facts which are easy to
verify.

Fact (i) Let/ be a discrete family of open subsets of a topological space X, and for each
U € U, let Cy be a relatively closed subset of U. Then D := | J{Cy : U € U}
isclosedin X and | J{Cy : U e U} = DNYU.

Fact (ii) Let Gg (resp. F,) be the family of all G5 (resp. F) subsets of the space X. Then
the intersection G5 N F, is an algebra of subsets of X.
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Theorem 5.2. Let X be a metric space, K a compact space and F : X — RX a function.
Then
d(F,B1(X,C(K))) < § sup osc(F'(z)) + 2 sup osc(mg, o F), (5.1
zeX keK
where, for F,F' : X — RF, d(F,F') = sup{|F(x)(k) — F'(2)(k)| : (z,k) € X x K}
and the map my, : C(K) — R is given by h — h(k).

Proof. Obviously we may assume that the right hand side in (5.1) is finite.

Let a > sup,cx osc(F(z)) and b > b’ > supy,c osc(my o F).

We first reduce the general case to the case where the image of the map F' is uniformly
bounded in RX.

By Theorem 5.1 for each k there exists j* € C(X) such that d(my, o F,j*) < b/2.
Define now the map J : X — R by J(z)(k) = j*(x). Clearly J is continuous relative
to 7, and d(F,J) < b/2. For each z € X, osc F(x) is finite that is F'(x) is a locally
bounded function on K. Since K is compact, it follows that F'(x) € ¢*°(X). Hence
J(z) € (*°(K)also. Let P, = {x € X : ||J(2)|lcc < n}and Q, = P, \ Pr—1, P = 0.
Then each P, is closed in X and {Q,, : n € N} is a good partition of X by Remark
2.2(ii). Since J(Qy,) is bounded in ¢>°(K), F(Q),,) is also bounded in ¢*°(K) for each
n € N. Suppose for each n € N we can find a function H,, on @Q,, which is constant
on each set of a good partition of Q,, and d(F'|g, — H,) < 3a/2 + 2b. Then let H be
the function given by H(z) = H,(z) whenever x € @,,. By Remark 2.2, H is constant
on each set of a good partition of X. Hence by Proposition 2.4, H € B (X,C(K)) and
|F' — H||oo < 3a/2 + 2b. This finishes the proof. Therefore from now we assume that
F(X) is bounded in ¢>°(K).

For each x € X, by Theorem 5.1, there exists a function g, € C(K) with ||F(z) —
9z|loo < a/2. Define the map G : X — C(K) by G(x) = g,. Then for each (z,k) €
(z)(k) = G(z)(k)| < a/2.

Since X is metric, there is a o-discrete base U for the topology of X, i.e. U = | J{U, :
n € N} where each U, is a discrete family of non-empty open subsets of X. For each
U € U, choose zy € U. For each n we define the function G,, : JU,, — C(K) by
Gn(z) = G(ay) for x € U € U,,. Then the domain of G, is | U,.

Now fix x € X. Then for each p € N, there is an n, € N such that, for some
Up € Un,,x € Uy C B(x;1/p). Foreach k € K, oscm, o F < I/, and hence there is a
pr € N such that diam(7y, o F(B(z;1/py))) <. If p > p(k), since U, C B(x;1/p),

diam(rg, o F(Up)) < diam 7y, o F(B(z;1/p))) < diam(my, o F(B(z;1/pg))) < V.

Furthermore because x, xy, € Uy, we have

|Gy, (2) (k) = F(2) (k)| = [G(zv, ) (k) = F(x)(k)] <
< |G(xu,)(k) — F(au,) (k)] + |F(zu,) (k) = F(z)(k)] <a/2+1.
This shows that for each k € K, |G, (x)(k) — F(z)(k)| < a/2 + V' eventually for p.
Since osc(Ghp, (z) — F'(x)) = osc F(z) < a, d(Gy,(v) — F(z), C(K)) < a/2. It follows
from Theorem 4.1 that there is a rational convex combination, say H, of {G,,, : p € N}
such that [|H (z) — F(2)|lec < 3a/2 + b. Let {H,,, : m € N} be an enumeration of all

rational convex combinations of {G,, : n € N}. Then, as seen above, for each z € X
there exists an m € N such that || H,,,(z) — F(2)||co < 3a/2+ b. Form € N, let

Ay ={z € X : Hy(zx) is defined and | Hy,,(z) — F(2)|l0o < 3a/2 + b}.
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Then | J{A,, : m € N} = X. Let V,, be a discrete family of non-empty open sets such
that | J V), = dom(H,,,) and such that H,, is constant on V for each V' € V,,. Denote
hY € C(K) the constant value of H,, on V. Then

A = IV {z: [|[F(2) = hlyllo < 3a/2+ b} 1V € Vn}.

Put now

B = {V{z: [[F(2) = ] <3a/2+ b} : V €V}

Since V,, is discrete family of open sets in X, B,, is the intersection of a closed set and
an open set in X by Fact (i) above. It follows that B,,, € G5 N F, because X is metric.
Finally, define L : X — (*°(K) by

L(z) = Hy(z)  ifz € Cpn=Bu\ | B
k<m

By Fact (ii) each C,, is a F, set. Hence {C), : m € N} is a good partition by Remark
2.2(ii). Note that relative to C,, Cy, is the union of the discrete family {V N C,, : V €
Vm } of open (hence F,) subsets and H,, is C'(K)-valued and constant on each V' N Cp,.
Hence by Remark 2.2(i), L is C(K)-valued and constant on each set of a good partition
of X. Therefore by Proposition 2.4, L € B;(X,C(K)).

Now we have to prove that |[L — F'||» < 3a/2 + 2b. For this, we only have to prove
that if

zo € {z: ||F(z) — hY ||oo < 3a/2 + b}, (5.2)
then ||F(z0) — h) oo < 3a/2 + 2b.

Fix k € K. Since osc(m, o F') < b, there exist an open neighborhood Uy of x( such that
diam (7 0 F(Up)) < b. By (5.2), there exist 2 € Up such that || F(z) — h) [loo < 3a/24b
)

|F(20) (k) — hyp (k)| < | F(w0) (k) — F(x)(k)|+

+|F(z) (k) 4+ hy (k)| < b4 3a/2 + b= 3a/2 + 2b.
Since it is true for all k € K, ||F(z0) — h) |0 < 3a/2 + 2b. O
In particular, if E' is a Banach space and K = (Bpg+, w*), we get the following result.

Corollary 5.3. Let X be a metric space, F2 a Banach space and F' : X — E** a function,
then

d(F,B1(X,FE)) < (3/2)sup osc(F(x)) +2 sup osc(z*oF),
reX .Z’*EBE*

where F(x) is considered a function on (Bg+,w*).

Proof. In the proof of the Theorem 5.2, if K = (Bg«,w"), by [4, Corollary 4.2] we can
choose g, € F, and so if we follow this proof, we get that
d(F,B1(X,FE)) < (3/2) sup osc(F(z)) +2 sup osc(z*oF).
zeX T*EBpx*
O

Corollary 5.4. Let X be a metric space, E/ a Banach space and F' : X — FE a function,
then
d(F,B(X,E)) <2 sup osc(z"oF).

Theorem 5.2 and its Corollaries 5.3 and 5.4 are extensions of the following result.
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Corollary 5.5 (Srivatsa, [20]). Let X be a metric space, E a Banach space and K a
compact space. Then:

() If F: X — (C(K), 1), then F' is Baire one.

(i) If F : X — (E,weak) is continuous, then F is Baire one.

Corollary 5.6. Let X be a complete metric space, K a compact spaceand f : X xK — R
a function. Then there exist a dense Gg set D C X such that for each x € D

osc(F, z) < 3 sup osc(f,) + 4 sup osc(f¥)
zeX keK

where F : X — RX is the function defined by F(z) = f,.

Proof. Puta = (3/2) sup,¢ x osc(fz) +2supyex osc(f*) and suppose that a < +co. By
Theorem 5.2, d(F, B1(X,C(K))) < a. Fix € > 0, then there exists G € B;(X,C(K))
such that ||F' — G|c < a + /4. Since X is a Baire space, there exist a dense Gs set
D. C X such that G is continuous at x for all z € D,.. Now we fix x € D.. Then we can
find a neighborhood U of z such that diam G(U) < /2, and hence if y, z € U,

1E(y)=F(2)]loo <
<[[F(y) = Gyl + 1G(Y) = G(2)lloo + [[G(2) = F(2) [0 <

<atStstats=2a+
at o +gtat=2te
Therefore osc(F, x) < 2a +¢. Now let D = ({ Dy, : n € N}. Then D is still a dense
Gy subset of X, and for each € D osc(F, z) < 2a. O

Lemma 3. Let X be a topological space, K a compact space and f : X x K — Ra
function. Then forx € X,

osc(F,x) < sup osc(f, (z,k)) < 2o0sc(F,x) + osc(fz),
keK

where F': X — RE is the function defined by F(y) = f, for eachy € X.

Proof. Let us prove the first inequality. Suppose that a = sup,c osc(f, (z, k)) is finite
and fix € > a. Then for each k € K, there exist an open neighborhood Uy, of x and V}, of
k such that diam f(Uy, x Vi) < e. Since {V}, : k € K} is an open cover of the compact
space K, there exist k1, k2, . . ., ky, such that the family {V, : 1 < ¢ < n} covers K. Put
U =\, Ug,. Then U is an open neighborhood of x. Choose 2’,z"” € U and k € K.
Then there exists an i € {1,...,n} such that k € Vj,. Since (', k), (2, k) € Uy, x Vj,
and diam f(Uy, x V) < € then

|f((13/,k) - f(.’l?ll,]{?)’ <e
and since we can do it for all k¥ € K then
d(F(z'), F(z")) < e

so osc(F, x) < € and since we can do it with each £ > a the first inequality is proved.
For the second inequality, suppose that osc(F,x) and osc(f,) are finite and choose
e > osc(F,x)and § > osc(f;). Fix k € K, we have to prove that osc(f, (z, k)) < 2e+4.
Since osc(F, x) < ¢ there exist a neighborhood U of x such that d( f,, f,) < ¢ for each
y € U. Since osc(f,) < d, there exist a neighborhood V' of k such that diam f,.(V') < 6.



12 C. ANGOSTO, B. CASCALES AND 1. NAMIOKA

Then, for (z/, k'), (", k") e U x V

| K = " K < @ K) = fla KD+ f (2, K) — f, k7)) +
+ |f($, k//) - f(:[;”: k”)‘ <
< e4+d4+e=2+6
and then osc(f, (z,k)) < 2e + . O

Corollary 5.7. Let X be a complete metric space, K a compact spaceand f : X xK — R
a function. Then there exists a dense Gs set D C X such that for each (y, k) € D x K

osc(f, (y,k)) < 7sup osc(fz) + 8 sup osc(f¥).
reX keK

Proof. Apply Corollary 5.6 and Lemma 3. (]

Corollary 5.8 ([17]). Let X be a complete metric space, K a compact space and f :
X x K — R a separately continuous function. Then there exist a dense Gs set D C X
such that f is continuous in each (xz,k) € D x K.

6. GAMES AND OSCILLATION OF MAPS IN TWO VARIABLES

Corollary 5.8 of the previous section is an answer to a more general question of the fol-
lowing type: For what Baire space X and compact space K, does the following statement
N(X, K) hold?

N(X,K): If f: X x K — Ris separately continuous, i .e. f, and
f* are continuous for each (z, k) € X x K, then for some dense G5
subset D of X, the function f is continuous (relative to the product
topology) at each point (x,k) € D x K.

A Baire space X is said to have property N if N (X, K) holds for each compact Hausdorff
space K, and similarly a compact space K is said to have property N'* if N(X, K) holds
for each Baire space X. Corollary 5.8 says that complete metric spaces have property
N, and Corollary 5.7 is a quantitative version of /. We know, for instance, countable
Cech-complete (= strongly countably complete) spaces (defined below) have the property
N [17] and Valdivia-compact spaces have the property/N* [6]. In this section we examine
quantitative versions of properties N and N* for even larger classes of spaces with N
or N'*. These spaces are defined in terms of topological games. Therefore we begin the
section with the topological games. All games are infinite games for two players, o and
(3, and each moves alternatively. The board is a topological space X. The Banach-Mazur
game G(X) in X is played as follows: First 3 chooses a non-empty open set Uy in X (/3’s
0-th move). Then o chooses a non-empty open subset Vj of Uy (a’s 0-th move). Then the
first move by [ is a non-empty open subset U; of Vj followed by «’s first move V) C Uy,
and so on. Inductively the player s n-th move is a non-empty open set U, C V,_1
followed by a’s n-th move: non-empty open set V;, C U,,. The player « is said to win the
game if ({V,, : n € N} = ("{U,, : n € N} # (). Otherwise  wins the game.

A strategy s for « in the game G(X) is a rule which determines a’s move at each
stage based on the game played so far following the strategy. Thus at the n-th stage,
a’s move V,, is given as V,, = s(Uy, Uy, ...,Uy,), where U;11 C s(Up, Uy, ...,U;) for
i € {0,1,...,n — 1}. The strategy s is called a winning strategy if o wins whenever it
uses the strategy s. A strategy for 3 is similarly defined by switching the sides. If « has a
winning strategy in the game G(X ), then the space X is said to be a-favorable. If 3 does
not have a winning strategy, then X is said to be G-unfavorable. Krom in [16] and Saint
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Raymond in [19] have shown independently that a topological space X is a Baire space
if and only if X is B-unfavorable.

We now consider a modification G, (X ), due to Christensen [5], of the Banach-Mazur
game. As before the players « and 3 move alternatively beginning with . The moves for
[ are the same as before: at the n-th stage, 5’s move is a non-empty open U,, C V,,_1.
Then «’s n-th move is a pair (V,,, z,,) where V,, is a non-empty open subset of U,, and
xn € X. The player a wins the game G,(X) if {V,, : n € N} = {U, : n € N}
contains a cluster point of the sequence (x,,),. A strategy in the game G, (X) is defined
analogously as in the game G(X). A space X is said to be o-(3-unfavorable if the player
(3 does not have a winning strategy in G, (X ). From the result cited in the last paragraph,
it is clear that o-3-unfavorable spaces are Baire spaces. Generalizing a Christensen’s
result, Saint Raymond [19] proved the following theorem in the case sup,¢, osc(f;) =0
and supy¢ g osc( f ¥) = 0. Later Bouziad [3] gave it a short and elegant proof. Our proof
below uses Bouziad’s ideas.

Theorem 6.1. Ler f : X x K — R be a map, where X is a o-B-unfavorable space and
K is a compact space. Then there exists a dense Gs-subset D of X such that, for each
(y,k) e D x K,

osc(f, (y,k)) < 6 sup osc(f,) + 8 sup osc(fF).
zeX keK

Proof. Let b = supjcx osc(fF), ¢ = sup,cx osc(f;) and let r = 6¢ + 8b. We may
assume that r is finite, otherwise the assertion is trivially true. For n € N, let

Ap, ={r € X :osc(f,(z,k)) <r+1/n foreachk € K}.

Since oscillation is upper semicontinuous and K compact, A,, is open.

We show each A,, is dense in X by contradiction. So suppose for somep € N, A, # X.
We now define a strategy s for 3 for the game G,(X). First let Uy := s(0) = X \ 4,,.
Inductively, suppose (Vo, ap), (Vi,a1), ..., (Va—1, an—1) have been played by or. We must
define 3’s response

Un = S((Vb, CLQ), (Vh al), ceey (Vn_l,an_l)).

First choose an z,, € V;,_;. Since z,, € A,, there exists a k,, € K such that

osc(f, (xn, kn)) =1+ 1/p. (6.1)
Choose an open subset O,, of X such that z,, € O,, C V,,_1 and
diam f(Op, kyn) < b+ 1/n. (6.2)

For each x € X, since osc f; < ¢, Theorem 5.1 allows us to pick g, € C(K) such that
| fo — gzlloo < ¢/241/(36p). Now define the map g : X x K — Rby g(x, k) = g.(k).
Clearly

|f(z, k) —g(x, k)| <c/2+1/(36p) for (x,k) € X x K. (6.3)

Next we let
Wy =4k € K :|g(ai, kyn) — g(ai, k)| <1/n for i=0,1,....,n—1}. (6.4)
Since gg, is continuous for ¢ = 0,1, ...,n — 1, W), is an open neighborhood of k,, in K.

By (6.1), there is a point (x}, k.,) € O,, x W, such that

nr»’'n

|f(xn, k) — fah, k)| > 7/2+1/(3p). (6.5)
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For, otherwise osc(f, (zn, kn)) < 7+ 2/(3p). Choose an open set U,, in X such that
x,, € U, C Oy and

diam f(Up, k},) < b+ 1/n. (6.6)

This U, is the n-th move of 3. Since the space X is o-(F-unfavorable, the strategy s for
[ above is not a winning one. Thus there is a winning play for « against §’s strategy
s. Let (Vo,a0), (Vi,a1), ..., (Vi,an), ... be such a play for a. Then the sequence (a,),
has a cluster point a € (2, Uy,. Also let (k, kL) be a cluster point of the sequence
(kn, k1) n-
Since k], € W, by (6.4) we have

lg(ai,kn) — g(ai, k)| <1/n for 0 <i<n
and then, since g,, is continuous

g(a;, ko) = gla;, kL) foreach i€ N. (6.7)
By (6.5)

r/2+1/(3p) (@, kn) — f(wmkil)l <
|f (@ns kn) = fla, kn)| + |f(a, kn) = f(a, k)| +
|f(a, k) — (@0, k)l
Since z,a € O, and z},,a € U,, by (6.2) and (6.6) the first and the third terms of the
last member of the last inequality are less than b + 1/n. Consequently we have
r/2+1/(3p) < |f(a,kn)— fla, k)| +2b+2/n <
< lg(a,kn) —g(a, k)| +c+1/(18p) +2b+2/n

+ IN A

for each n. Here, in the last inequality, we have used (6.3). Since g, is continuous, it
follows that

r/2+1/(3p) < ¢+ 1/(18p) + 2b +|g(a, ko) — g(a, ki) (6.8)
By our definition of b, there is an open neighborhood G of a in X such that
diam f(G, kso) < b+ 1/(12p) and diam f(G, k. ) < b+ 1/(12p).

Since a is a cluster point of the sequence (ay, )n, a; € G for some i. Therefore using (6.7)
and (6.3)

l9(a, kso) — gla, ki) <
< lg(a, ko) = glai, koo)| + g(ai, ko) — ga, k)| <
< [f(a ko) = flai, koo)| + |f(ai, ko) — fla, k)| + 2+ 1/(9p) <
<2c+2b+5/(18p).
Combining this inequality with (6.8), we obtain that
r/24+1/(3p) < 3c+4b+1/(3p),

from which we conclude that » < 6¢ + 8b, contradicting the definition of . This proves
that A,, is dense for each n. Let D = ({4, : n € N}. Then since o-(3-unfavorable
spaces are Baire, D is a dense G subset of X. By the definition of A, it is clear that D
has the stated property. O
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Corollary 6.2. Let X and K be as in the theorem and let F : X — C(K) be a map.
Then there exists a dense Gg-subset D of X such that, for each x € D,

osc(F,z) < 8 sup osc(m, o F),
keK

where the map 7, : C(K) — R is given by h — h(k).

Proof. Apply the theorem to the map f : X x K — R defined by f(z, k) = F(z)(k) to
obtain a dense G5-subset D of X . The conclusion follows from the inequality: osc(F, z) <
suprex osc(f, (x,k)), see Lemma 3. O

Corollary 6.3. Let X be a normal o-(3-unfavorable space, let K be a compact space and
let f: X x K — R be amap. Then there exists a dense Gs-subset D of X such that, for
each (y,k) € D x K,

osc(f, (y,k)) < 6 sup osc(fz) + 7 sup osc(fF).
zeX keK

Proof. Let ¢ = sup,¢x osc(f,) and b = supyc osc(f¥) and » > b. We may assume
that b is finite, otherwise the assertion is trivially true. By Theorem 5.1, for each k € K,
there is a g* € C(X) such that || f¥ — ¢*||sc < r/2. Now define the map g : X x K — R
by g(z, k) = ¢*(z). Clearly |f(x, k) — g(z, k)| < r/2 for (v,k) € X x K. This
makes oscillations of f, f,, f* and g, g, g* differ by at most r respectively. Applying
Theorem 6.1 to the map g we get that there exists a GGg-subset D of X such that, for each
(z,k) € Dx K, osc(g, (x,y)) < 6sup,ex 05¢(gz)+8supyex 0sc(g¥) < 6(c+7r)+8-0.
It follows for such (z, k),

osc(f, (z,k)) < osc(g, (z, k) +r <6(c+7r)+r==06c+Tr.
The assertion now follows from this. O

Remark 6.4. Notice that the assumptions of the last corollary and Theorem 6.1 are very
similar. The only difference is that the former assumes the normality of X. This extra
assumption has the effect of improving the conclusion slightly. As we show below, com-
plete metric spaces satisfy the assumptions of Corollary 6.3. So it is a generalization of
our Corollary 5.7 with better estimates. This is the result of our more direct approach of
this section.

Here are examples of o-3-unfavorable spaces. Separable Baire spaces are o-3-unfavo-
rable spaces (Saint-Raymond [19]). A completely regular space X is called countably
Cech-complete (or strongly countably complete) if there is a sequence {U, : n € N}
of open coverings of X such that ({F,, : n € N} # () whenever {F,, : n € N} isa
decreasing sequence of closed subsets of X such that F;, is contained in some member
of U,, for each n. Christensen [5] has shown that countably éech—complete are o-f3-
unfavorable. In particular, Cech-complete spaces are o-(-unfavorable. So locally compact
spaces and complete metric spaces are all o-G-unfavorable.

In order to state the next theorem, we need one more game. Let Y be a topological
space and let L be a dense subset of Y x Y. The game G(A, L,Y') goes as follows. First
the player e chooses an open neighborhood W) of the diagonal A in Y x Y and the player
(3 chooses a point (ag, by) € Wy N L. At the n-th stage « chooses an open neighborhood
W, of A and (3 chooses a point (ay, b,) € W,, N L. The player « is said to win the game
if, for each neighborhood W of A, (ay,b,) € W for infinitely many n’s. For the case
L =Y xY, this game is defined and very effectively used by Bouziad [3]. It is a variation
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of the game defined earlier by Gruenhage [13]. If o has a winning strategy in the game
G(A,L,Y), thenY is called a G(A, L)-a-favorable space.

Theorem 6.5. Let X be a Baire space and let K be a compact G(A, L)-a-favorable
space for some dense subset L of K x K. Suppose f : X x K — R is a map such that
fo € C(K) for each x € X. Then there exists a dense G5 subset D of X such that for
each (z,k) € D x K,
osc(f, (x, k) < 6 sup osc(fF).
keK

Proof of the Theorem. We start by isolating the following very technical part of the proof
as a lemma for further comments and use.

Lemma 4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.5, if we let b = supy,c i osc( f k ) and if
for somer > 0andp €N,

1
A={x € X :osc(f,(z,k)) <r+§ foreach ke K}

is not dense, then there exists a sequence (ky, kl,)n in L and a € X such that for each
open neighborhood W of A, (ky, kI,) € W for infinitely many n’s and

r/2+1/(3p) <3b+3/n+|f(a,ky) — fa, k)| forall neN. (6.9)

Proof of the Lemma. Since oscillation is upper semicontinuous and K compact, A is open.
Suppose that A # X. Assume now that o and 3 play games G(X) and G(A, L, K) si-
multaneously. Let s be the winning strategy for « in G(A, L, K'), we are going to define a
strategy ¢ for 3 in G(X) step by step.

So let Uy = t(0) := X \ A and let (ko, k) € Wy N L be the O-th move by 3 in
the game G(A, L, K), where Wy = s(()). Assume that we are at the (n — 1)-th stage.
In the game G(A, L, K), 3’s moves so far are (ko, k), (k1, k1), ..., (kn—1,%/,_1). In the
game G(X), a’s moves so far are Vp, V1, ..., V,,—1. We must define 3’s n-th move U,, =
t(Vo, Vi, ooy Vi)

First choose x,, € V,,_1. Since z,, € A, there exists y, € K such that

osc(f, (Tn, yn)) = 7+ 1/p. (6.10)

By definition of b, there is an open set O,, in X such that z,, € O, C V,,_; and
diam f(Opn,yn) < b+ 1/n. (6.11)
Now W, := s((ko, k), (k1,k}), ..., (kn—1, k},_1)) is an open neighborhood of A. Define
Gn={y € K:(yn,y) € Wa}. (6.12)

Then G, is an open neighborhood of y,, in K. By (6.10), there exists (z),,y,,) € On X Gy,
such that

| (@nsyn) = f (@, yn)| > 1/2 41/ (3p). (6.13)
Since z,,, 2, € O,,, we have by (6.11)
’f(mna yn) - f(x;uyn)’ <b+ 1/”' (6.14)

Since y/, € G, by (6.12)

(Yn, yh) € Wi (6.15)
Since W,, N L is dense in W, and f is continuous in the second variable with the first vari-
able fixed, (6.13) and (6.14) are still valid when (y,,, y/,) is replaced by some (ky,, k,) €
W, N L. Thus we have

| (@, kn) — f2h, k)| > r/2+1/(3p) (6.16)
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and
|f(2n, kn) — f(h, k)| < b41/n. (6.17)
We let (kn, kI,) be 3’s n-th move.
Finally, there exists an open set U,, in X such that ], € U,, C O,, and
diam f(Up, kn) < b+ 1/n and diam f(Up, k},) < b+ 1/n. (6.18)

We then let U,, = t(Vp, V1, ..., V,—1). This completes the definition of ¢. Since X is a
Baire space, ¢ is not a winning strategy for 3. Let Vg, V1, ..., V,, ... be a winning play for
« against (s strategy ¢. Then there exists an element a € ()7~ V;, = [, Un. Hence
by (6.16),

r/2+1/(3p) < |f(@n, kn) — f@n, kn)l < 1f(@n, kn) — f(a,, k)l
+|f(xlnvkn) - f(a, kn)| + ‘f(aakn) - f(a’v k;L)‘ + ’f(avk;) - f(x;mk1/1)|

Using (6.17) and (6.18) twice, we have for each n € N,
r/2+1/(3p) < 3b+3/n+ [f(a, k) — fla, k)|

Since s is a winning strategy for the game G(A, L, K), (k, k],) € W for infinitely
many n’s. (]

Proof of the Theorem 6.5 resumed: Let b = supy.c i osc(f*) and r = 6b. Foreachn € N,
let

Ay, ={x € X :osc(f,(z,k)) <r+1/n foreach k € K}.

We show by contradiction that A, is dense in X for each n € N. So assume that for some
p, A, # X. Then, by Lemma 4, there exists a sequence (ky, k},), in L and a € X such
that for each neighborhood W of A, (k,,, k],) € W for infinitely many n’s and

r/2+1/(3p) <3b+3/n+|f(a,k,) — f(a, k)| foreach neN.

Let
W ={(k,k')e K x K :|f(a,k) — f(a,k')| < 1/(12p)}.

W is open so we can pick an n > 18p with (k,,k],) € W. Then r/2 + 1/(3p) <
3b+ 1/(6p) + 1/(12p) which implies r < 6b contrary to the definition of 7. This proves
that A,, is dense in X for each n € N. Since X is a Baire, D := ﬂzozl A,, satisfies the
conditions of the theorem. O

Remark 6.6. In Lemma 4, if L = K x K, then the proof is a bit simpler, the condition
fz € C(K) for each z € X is not needed and the inequality (6.9) can be sharpened.
Indeed, under the hypothesis: L = K x K, the sequence (yn,y,,) can be taken to be
(kn, kl,). By so doing, inequality (6.9) can be replaced by

r/24+1/(3p) < 2b+2/n+|f(a,k,) — f(a, k)|

The following corollary is proved using Theorem 6.5 in the same way as Corollary 6.2
is derived from Theorem 6.1.

Corollary 6.7. Let X be a Baire space, let K be a G(A, L)-a-favorable compact space
for some dense subset L of K x K, and let F : X — C(K) be a map. Then there exists a
dense Gs-subset D of X such that, for each x € D, osc(F,z) < 6supy¢cy osc(mg o F).
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Corollary 6.8. Let X be a Baire space, let K be a G(A, L)-a-favorable compact space
for some dense subset L of K x K, and let f : X x K — R be a map. Then there exists
a dense Gs-subset D of X such that, for each (y, k) € D x K we have

osc(f, (y,k)) < 7sup osc(f,) + 6 sup osc(fF).
zeX keK

Proof. Let ¢ = sup,¢y osc(f;) and b = sup,c 5 osc(f¥). As usual we may assume that
c and b are finite. Let » > c. Then for each z € X, there is a g, € C(K) such that
| fo — gzllc0 < 7/2 by Theorem 5.1. Define g : X x K — R by g(z,k) = g.(k).
Then |f(x,y) — g(z, k)| < r/2 for each (z,k) € X x K. As remarked in the proof
of Corollary 6.3, the oscillations of f, f,, f* and g, ¢, g* respectively differ by at most
r. By Theorem 6.5, there is a dense Gs subset D of X such that osc(g, (z,k)) <
6 supye i 0sc(g*) < 6(b+r) foreach (x, k) € D x K. Therefore for each (z, k) € Dx K,

osc(f, (x,k)) < osclg, (z,k)) +r <6(b+7r)+r="7Tr+6b.
The corollary follows from this. U

The next two results are for the special case when L = K x K. They apply, for instance,
to the case when K is Corson compact (see below). Notice that the results are sharper than
for more general cases above.

Theorem 6.9. Let X be a Baire space and let K be a compact G(A, K x K)-a-favorable
space. Let f : X x K — R be a map. Then there exists a dense G subset D of X such
that for each (y, k) € D x K,

osc(f, (y, k) < 2 sup osc(f,) + 4 sup osc(fF).
reX keK

Proof. Let ¢ = sup,¢ x 0sc(fz), b = supye g osc(f¥) and r = 2¢ + 4b. For each n € N,
let

Ay, ={r € X :osc(f,(z,k)) <r+1/n foreachk € K}.
We show by contradiction that A, is dense in X for each n € N. So assume that for some
p, Ay, # X. Then, by Remark 6.6 there exist a sequence (ky, k], ), in K x K and a € X
such that for each neighborhood W of A, (ky, kI,) € W for infinitely many n’s and

r/2+1/(3p) <2b+2/n+|f(a,k,) — f(a,kl,)| foreach n € N. (6.19)

For each © € X, osc(fz) < ¢ so by Theorem 5.1 there exist g, € C(X) such that

| fo — 9gzlloo < ¢/24 (1/18p). Now define the map g : X x K — Rby g(x, k) = g.(k).
Clearly

|f(z, k) —g(x, k)| <c/2+1/(18p) for (z,k) € X x K. (6.20)

In particular,
|f(a,kn) = fla, k)| < c+1/(9p) + |g(a, kn) — g(a, ky)]- (6.21)
Define
W= {(k,K) € K x K : [g(a, k) — g(a,k")] < 1/(9p)}.
W is open so we can pick an n > 18p with (ky,, k/,) € W. Then by (6.19) and (6.21)
r/24+1/(3p) < 2b+1/(9p) + ¢+ 2/(18p) + |g(a, kn) — g(a, k)| < ¢+ 2b+ 1/(3p)

which implies » < 2¢ + 4b contrary to the definition of r. This proves that A,, is dense
in X for each n € N. Since X is a Baire, D = ﬂflo:l A,, satisfies the conditions of the
theorem. U
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The next corollary follows from the previous one in exactly same manner as Corol-
lary 6.3 does from Theorem 6.1

Corollary 6.10. Let X be a normal Baire space and let K be a compact G(A, K x K)-
a-favorable space. Let f : X x K — R be a map. Then there exists a dense G5 subset D
of X such that for each (y, k) € D x K,

osc(f, (y, k) < 2sup osc(f,) + 3 sup osc(fF).
zeX keK

Let I' be an arbitrary set and let
Y(T) :={ze0,1]" : {y €T : x(y) # 0} is countable}.

A compact space K is said to be a Corson compact space if it is homeomorphic to a
subset of X(T"), where %(I) is given the relativization of the product topology on [0, 1]'.
The space K is called a Valdivia compact space if it is homeomorphic to a compact subset
K’ of [0,1] in such a way that K’ N %(T') is dense in K.

Bouziad [3] has shown that Corson compact spaces K are G(A, K x K)-a-favorable.
By modifying his proof a little, one can show each Valdivia compact space K is G(A, L)-
a-favorable for a suitable dense subset L of K x K. For completeness, we present the
proof.

Lemma 5. Let K be a compact space, and let L be a dense subset of K x K. Assume
that there is an open covering U of K x K \ A such that

(i) the closure of each member of U is disjoint from A,
(i1) each point of L is contained in at most countable number of members of U.

Then K is G(A, L)-a-favorable.

Proof. (Bouziad) For each (z,y) € L, let {U,(x,y) : n € N} be an enumeration
of all members of I/ containing (z,y). We allow (possibly) infinite repetitions and set
Up(z,y) = 0if (x,y) € AN L. A strategy s for « in the game G(A, L, K) is defined
as follows: Let s(()) = K x K and at the n-th stage, assuming /3’s move so far has been

(20, %0), (T1,Y1)5 -+, (Tn—1,Yn—1) in L, we let
t((‘rO?yO)) (xluyl)v ceey (xn—h?/n—l)) = (K X K) \ U{Ul(xjuy]) : 0 S Z7] S n— 1}

We show that this is a wining strategy.  Fix (x,y) is a cluster point of the sequence
(n, Yn)n- Suppose (z,y) ¢ A. Then (z,y) € U for some U € U. It follows (xy,yx) €
U for some k and consequently, for some p, U = Up(xy, yi). Then for all n > max(k, p),
(Tn,yn) & U. This contradicts that (x,y) is a cluster point of (z,, yn)n. S0 (z,y) € A.
Hence if W is a neighborhood of A, then (x,,,y,) € W for infinitely many n’s. (]

Corollary 6.11. Each Valdivia-compact space K is G(A, D x D)-a-favorable for some
dense subset D of K.

Proof. (Bouziad) Assume that K C [0,1]' and that D = K N %(T') is dense in K. For
each (v,n) € (I',N), let U, ) = {(7,y) € K x K : |z(y) — y(y)| > 1/n}. Then
it is easy to check that i = {U(, ) : (7,n) € (I',N)} satisfies conditions (i),(ii) of the
Lemma 5. g
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