arXiv:1209.0307v8 [math.LO] 13 Dec 2016

ON TURBULENT RELATIONS

JESUS A. ALVAREZ L OPEZ AND ALBERTO CANDEL

ABSTRACT. This paper extends the theory of turbulence of Hjorth tdater
classes of equivalence relations that cannot be inducedobighPactions. It
applies this theory to analyze the quasi-isometry reladind finite Gromov-
Hausdorff distance relation in the space of isometry clasdepointed proper
metric spaces, called the Gromov space.
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BIRIKIBIRIC R s

1. INTRODUCTION

Gromov [4, Chapter 3][]3] described a space, which is cahledsromov space
and denoted here h¥1,, whose points are isometry classes of pointed, complete,
proper metric spaces, and which is endowed with a topologghwmiesembles the
compact-open topology on the space of continuous functiomR. The space
M., supports several equivalence relations of geometricdatefor example, the
relation of being (coarsely) quasi-isometric, the relaid being at finite Gromov-
Hausdorff distance, the relation of being bi-Lipschitz igglent, and others. Their
dynamic complexity was reminiscent of the complexity exeit by the turbulent
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group actions of Hjorth[]5], and this motivated the develepmof the theory of
turbulent relations carried out in this paper.

A section by section description of the contents of this pagmev follows. In
Section 2 we analyze a topology on the space of subsets ofce sypropriate
for working with equivalence relations. This topology isestially the Vietoris
topology [11] but the properties that we need are not fountherliterature on the
topic. These topological properties are of a categoricalreaand are needed to
obtain a new version (Theordm 2117) of the Kuratowski-Ulaeotem[[10, p. 222]
which describes how topological properties of a subset gfame over which an
equivalence relation is defined translate to propertief@frtersection of that set
with the orbits of the equivalence relation (indeed, ousiar of the Kuratowski-
Ulam theorem also applies to non-equivalence relationsle Ruratowski-Ulam
theorem is one of key tools for studying generic ergodicitywe relation with
respect to another.

In SectiorB we briefly review the basic concepts of clasgifinaof equivalence
relations. Complexity of an equivalence relation is qu#etdiby comparing that
relation with one of the standard examples, like the idgmétation over a space or
the relation “being on the same orbit” of a group action, fmtance. Two concepts
used for describing the relative complexity of two equivale relationsF over X
and F' over Y, are reducibility and generic ergodicity. The relatiéhis Borel
reducible toF', denoted byr’ <p F, if there is an(E, F')-invariant Borel mapping
f: X — Y (that is,f takes equivalence classesofinto equivalence classes of
F) such that the mapping: X/E — Y/F induced by) between quotient spaces
is injective. The relation® is generically F-ergodic if for any(E, F')-invariant
Borel mapping : X — Y there is a residual saturated subSet_ X such that
the mapping) : C/E — Y/F is constant. These notions were mainly studied for
the orbit reIationEé( (or simply E;) of any action of a Polish grou@ on a Polish
spaceX (a Polish actiorG ~ X).

The least complex equivalence relations, called smoottoncretely classifi-
able, are those Borel reducible to the identity relatiornr @vstandard Borel space.
For example, the equivalence relation of being isometribénset of compact met-
ric spaces is smooth because the space of equivalencesclafsges relation is
itself a Polish metric space when endowed with the Gromousidarff metric.

At a higher level of complexity are the equivalence relaitmat are classifiable
by isomorphism classes of countable structures. A coumthlicture is a structure
on the natural numbers that is determined by countable n&aijans. This set of
countable structures is endowed with a Polish topology, Gandes a continuous
action of S, the Polish group of permutations of the natural numberghab
two countable structures are isomorphic if and only if they ia the same orbit
of this S..-action. Thus, an equivalence relation over a Borel spackassifiable
by countable structures if it is Borel reducible to the relatgiven by the action
of S, on the space of countable structures. A variety of examgleguaivalence
relations that are classifiable by countable structuresadmich arise in dynamical
systems are given in Kechris/[8], Hjorth [5, Preface].
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We can also consider the class of equivalence reIationatbgenericallyng-
ergodic for every Polisly-spaceY . In particular, these equivalence relations are
not classifiable by isomorphism classes of countable sirest roughly speak-
ing, any attempt of classification of these relations by tabie models becomes
generically trivial.

A key concept in the analysis of the complexity of Polish gractions (clas-
sification by countable structures and generic ergodicityhat of turbulence, in-
troduced by Hjorth[[6]. For a Polish group action to be tueimi) not only the
action must be highly complex (transitive, minimal) but tpeup itself must be
highly complex (actions of locally compact groups are nobilent). Precisely,
the action is turbulent when its orbits are dense and meagerjts local orbits
are somewhere dense, where the local orbits are the orkatsyatestriction of the
given action to a local action of an open identity neighborch the group on an
open subset of the space. If a Polish actiony X is turbulent, therEé is gener-
ically E}{m—ergodic for any Polistb,.-spaceY [5, Theorem 3.18]; in particular,
Eé? is not classifiable by isomorphism classes of countabletsires. Moreover,
assuming that’} is Borel in X x X for a Polish actiortG ~ X, thenE} is not
classifiable by isomorphism classes of countable strugtifi@nd only if X has a
continuouslyG-embedded turbulent Poligk-space([6].

The relations of being at finite Gromov-Hausdorff distanoe &#eing quasi-
isometric in the Gromov spac#1, are not reducible to an equivalence relation
given by a Polish group action![1]. In particular, these egi@nce relations are
not classifiable by isomorphism classes of countable strest However it makes
sense to study whether they are genericﬂl&o -ergodic for any Polisty .. -space
Y, which could be done by using some appropriate version biitence. There-
fore, the theory of turbulence for group actions needs tagified to a theory of
turbulence for more general equivalence relations. Thiglification is carried out
in this paper for a class of uniform equivalence relatiortsicivincludes interesting
examples like the above metric equivalence relations oiGtioenov space.

A uniform equivalence relation is a paify, F), consisting of a uniformity)
with a distinguished entourage which is an equivalence relation. A first example
of uniform equivalence relation arises from a Polish actibm». X. The unifor-
mity on X is generated by the entouraggér,gx) | © € X,g € W}, where
{W} is a neighborhood system of the identity @f and the equivalence relation
is Eé? . A second example arises from a distance-like mapping, X x X —
[0, oc], that satisfies the standard properties of a distance iaitawed to have
d(z,y) = oo for somex,y € X. The uniformity is generated by the entourages
{(z,2") | d(z,2") < €}, for e > 0, and the equivalence relatidty, is given by
xEqy if and only if d(z,y) < oo. The pair(d, E;) (or simplyd) is called a metric
equivalence relation.

Generalizing the case of Polish actions, a uniform equicdeaelation(V, F)
on a spaceX is called turbulent when the equivalence classe® afe dense and
meager, and its local equivalence classes are somewhese,dehere the local
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equivalence classes are the equivalence classes of theleqae relation on any
open subsel/ C X generated byU x U) NV for any entouragéd” of V.

As said, the main goal of this paper is to develop the theoturiulence for a
class of uniform equivalence relations and then use it tbyaadahe complexity of
several metric equivalence relations in the Gromov spab&hnare not reducible
to Polish actions, proving that they are turbulent and, asrseguence, generi-
cally ng-ergodic for any Polistt,,-spaceY. This analysis begins in Sectibh 5,
where we introduce a class of metric equivalence relatioaked of type I. For
any metric equivalence relations of type | and any PolishrspaceY’, we show
that turbulence implies generiEgm—ergodicity. The results and proofs of Sec-
tion [3 follow closely Hjorth’s work, adapted to metric eqalignce relations by
using the concepts and preliminary results developed ipr#égous sections. The
general theory is continued in Sectioh 6, where we give aessmpiof hypothe-
sis that collective-wise will eventually guarantee thatetnmis equivalence relation
that satisfies them is of type | and turbulent.

In SectiorLY, as a prelude to the study of the “turbulent dyinghof the Gromov
space, we study the metric equivalence relafibg, F.,) on C(R) defined by the
supremum distance, whef&R) is equipped with the compact-open topology.

Section 8 reviews the construction of the Gromov spadg, and the pointed
Gromov-Hausdorff distance with possible infinite valués;, between isometry
classes of pointed proper metric spaces. This distanceedefiire relation “be-
ing at finite Gromov-Hausdorff distance” oveévl,, denoted byFsr. Another
equivalence relation ovey1, introduced in this section is “being quasi-isometric,”
denoted by, which turns out to be induced by a distance function wittsjize
infinite valuesdg;.

Section§ P anld 10 analyze the metric equivalence relatiwan by (d¢u, Ecr)
and(dQl, EQ[) over M,.

Our analysis culminates in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. If (d, E) is (dooyEoo)y (dGHa EGH) or (dQ[, EQ[), then:

(i) The metric equivalence relatiqw, E) is turbulent.
(i) Fis genericaIIyEgoo -ergodic for every Polistb,-spaceY .

Parts (ii) of this result applies to the caseYobeing theS,.-space of countable
structures and thus can be seen as justification of a meticespersion of the
so called Gromov’s principle for discrete groups: “No stagat about all finitely
presented groups is both non-trivial and true.”

2. CONTINUOUS RELATIONS

Let2 = {0,1} denote the two-point set. X is any set, ther2X, the set of
mappingsX — 2, is naturally identified with the set of all subsetsXfby means
of the characteristic mapping of a subset.

If AC X, let

Pi1={BCX|BnA#0}.
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There is a natural identification
24 = 2%\ Py\4. 1)

MoreoverPy = () and Px = 2% \ {0}, and for any sef C 2% of subsets ofX,
By a= User Pa andFPn,_, 4 € Maer Pa. If X is atopological space, then
2% becomes a topological space when endowed with the topotagyhas{ Py |
U open inX} as a subbase. This is called the Vietoris topology (Vietfir&],
Michael [12]). In what follows, provided thaX is a topological space and unless
otherwise state®* will always be endowed with the Vietoris topology.

If Bis abase for a topology oif, then

{ () Pv | Cis afinite subset OB}
vec

is a base for the Vietoris topology @< . It follows in particular tha2X is second
countable ifX is second countable.

A (binary) relation,E, over sets,X andY, is a subsefy C X x Y. The sets
X andY are called thesourceandtarget of F, respectively. The notatiom Fy
means(z,y) € E. Forx € X, the (possibly empty) sét(z) ={y €Y | zEy }
is called thetarget fiberof F overz. The relationE is completely specified by
its target fiber map € X — E(x) € 2¥. More generally, the notatiof(S) =
Uyes E(z) € 2 will be used for eacts C X. The target fiber map can also be
used to realizé?(S) as a subset d@’; the context will clarify this ambiguity.

Definition 2.1. A relation, £, over two topological spacesy andY, is called
continuousf the target fiber map € X ~ E(x) € 2Y is continuous.

The following result follows directly fron{1).

Lemma 2.2([13, Proposition 2.1]) A relation E C X x Y is continuous if and
only if, for every closed sdt C Y, the sef{z € X | E(z) C F'} is closed inX.

Let 7x andmy denote the factor projections &f x Y onto X andY’, respec-
tively. If AC X, BCY,andz € X, then

ANEYPp) =nx(EN(Ax B)), 2)
E(x) =ny(ENn({z} xY)). (3)
The following lemma is an easy consequencé bf (2).

Lemma 2.3. Arelation £ C X x Y is continuous if and only if the restriction
7x|g : E — X is an open mapping.

If £ is arelation ovetX andY’, then theoppositeof E is the relationE°P over
Y andX given by

E®? ={(y,z) €Y x X |zEy }.
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The target fibers of2°P are E°P(y) = E—l(P{y}), and are calledource fibersof
FE. Note thatforallA C X and allB C Y,

(EP)~1(Pa) = E(A), 4
(EN (A x B))® = E° 0 (B x A). (5)

Because of[4)E°P : Y — 2% is continuous if and only if, for any open set
O C X, thesetF(O) isopeninY. In the case of equivalence relations, itis usually
said thatF is open when this property is satisfied; this term is now gaizead to
arbitrary relations.

Definition 2.4. A relation over topological spaces is calledenif its opposite
relation is continuous, and it is calldd-continuousif it is both continuous and
open.

Relation £ could also be open in the sense that the thapX — 2" is open;
this possible ambiguity will be clarified by the context.

If Eisasymmetric relation over a spa&e then the source and target fibers are
equal, and are simply calldibersof E, and soF is bi-continuous if and only ifZ
is continuous.

Example 2.5. The following are basic examples of continuous and bi-comtiis
relations.

() If Eisthe graphofamap : X — Y, thenE (respectively,£°P) is continu-
ous just whery is continuous (respectively, open). In particular, theydizal
Ax C X x X is a bi-continuous relation oveX because it is the graph of
the identity map ofX.

(i) If £ C X x Y isan open subset, thdr is a bi-continuous relation ovex
andY’.

(i) If E'is a continuous relation oveY andY’, thenE'N (A x V') is a continuous
relation overA andV, foranyA C X and any opeV’ C Y. Thus, by[(), if
Eis bi-continuous, then, for all open subsétsC X andV C Y/, the relation
E N (U x V)overU andV is bi-continuous.

(iv) An equivalence relation is bi-continuous preciselyamtihe saturation of any
open set is an open set. In particular, the equivalenceiaeldefined by
the orbits of a continuous group action is bi-continuougl #ie equivalence
relation defined by the leaves of a foliated space is als@biituous.
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For any set of relationsk? C 2X*Y, and anyA C Y, the following properties
hold:

(UE) o= 2@, (6)
EeR EeR
(N E) e N e,
EeR EeR
(Ur)"=U e ”
EeR EcR
(Ne)"=ne ®)
EeR EcR

The following result is a direct consequencel[df (6) add (7).

Lemma 2.6. If R is a set of continuou§espectively, bi-continuojiselations over
X andY’, thenl J, . E is a continuougrespectively, bi-continuojiselation over
X andY.

Remarkl. The intersection of two continuous relations is a relatimat heed not
be continuous. For example, #; and £ are the relations ovaR given by the
graphs of two different linear mapping@ — R, thenE; N Ey = {(0,0)} is
not a continuous relation. However, the intersection of tentinuous relations is
continuous when one of the relations is also an open subzat(@le 2.5-(ii)), as
the next lemma shows.

Lemma 2.7. Let £’ be a continuougrespectively, bi-continuoliselation overX
andY, and letF' C X x Y be an open subset. Théhn F'is continuougrespec-
tively, bi-continuougrelation overX andY'.

Proof. Suppose tha¥ is continuous. Letl” C Y be an open set. For every
r € (ENF)"YPy)thereisy € (ENF)(x)NV = E(z) N F(x) N V.Then
(z,y) € F and, sinceF is an open subset of x Y, there are open sets C X
andW C Y suchthatz,y) € U x W C F. By Exampld 2.b-(iii),E N (U x W)
is a continuous relation ovéf and W, and so(E N (U x W))~'(Py) is open in
U, hence inX. Sincexr € (EN (U x W))~Y(Py) C (EN F)~Y(Py), this shows
that(E N F)~!(Py) is open inX, and hence thall N F is a continuous relation.

If E is a bi-continuous relation, thefi N F' is a bi-continuous relation because
of Exampld2.b-(ii) and(8). O

Thecompositionof two relations,F C X x Y andF C Y x Z, is the relation
FoE C X x Zgiven by

FoFE ={(z,2) € X x Z |3y €Y suchthattEy andyF'z }.

Composition of relations is an associative operation Andis its identity atX.
Moreover

(F o E)® = E° o F°P. 9)
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If £ C X x X isarelation, the symbdl™, for positiven € N, denotes the-fold
compositionE o --- o E, andE? = Ax. If E' C X’ x Y is another relation over
topological spaces, |gf x E’ be the relation oveX x X’ andY x Y’ given by

ExE ={(x,2",y,9) € X x X' xY xY' | zEy andz'E'y }.
Note that
(E x E'°? = E°° x B'°P. (10)

For relationsE C X x Y andG C X x Z, let (E, G) denote the relation over
X andY x Z given by

(B,G) ={(z,y,2) € X xY x Z | zEy andzGz }.

Lemma 2.8. The following properties hold for relations:

(i) If £ andF are continuougrespectively, bi-continuoliselations, thenF' o £
is continuougrespectively, bi-continuoliselation.
(i) If £ and £’ are continuougrespectively, bi-continuodiselations, thent x
L’ is a continuougrespectively, bi-continuoliselation.
(iii) If EandG are continuous relations, thef, ) is a continuous relation.

Proof. In (i) and (i), the statements about continuity hold beeaus
(FoE) " (Pw)=E~" (Pr-1(p)) ,
(E x E")" (Pyxvr) = E-'(Py) x B (Pyr),

for W C Z,V C Y andV’ C Y’, and the statements about bi-continuity follow
from (9) and[(ID). Property (iii) is a consequence of (i) aiijds{nce

(F>G) = (F X G) © (AX7AX)>
where(Ax, Ax) is continuous because it is the graph of the diagonal mapping
x = (x,z). O

A consequence of Lemnia 2.8-(i) is that the continuous meiati{and also the
bi-continuous relations) over topological spaces are thgphisms of a category
with the operation of composition. The assignméht— E°P is a contravariant
functor of the category of bi-continuous relations to itsel

Lemma 2.9. The following properties hold for continuous relations ogetopo-
logical space, X, and a second countable topological spake,

(i) If E C X x Y isacontinuous relation, then
{x € X | E(x) isdense it }

is aGs subset ofX .
(i) If £, FF C X x Y are continuous relations and C F', then

{z € X | E(z) is dense inf'(z) }

is a Borel subset ok .



ON TURBULENT RELATIONS 9
Proof. Let B be a countable base of non-empty open sets for the topology of

Then Property (i) is satisfies because

{z € X|E(x)isdensein’} = (] E~'(Py),
veB

the intersection of countably many open subset& pand Property (ii) is satisfied
because

{z € X | E(z) is dense inF(z) }
= ({eeX|zeF (Py)=2cE (Py)}

UeB
= N (E P U\ F (F),
UeB
the intersection of countably many Borel subsetsofeach the union of an open
set and a closed set). O

Definition 2.10. An equivalence relation over a topological space is cetibgub-
logically transitive(respectivelytopologically minima) if some equivalence class
is dense (respectively, every equivalence class is dense).

The following concepts and notation will be used frequently

Definition 2.11. (i) A subset of a topological spacenseagerif it is the count-
able intersection of nowhere dense subsets.
(i) A subset of a topological space lissidualif it contains the intersection of
countably many open, dense subsets.
(i) A subset of a topological space has tBaire propertyif it differs from an
open set in a meager set.
(iv) Atopological space iBaireif every residual subset is dense.

Definition 2.12. Let P be a property that members of sets may or may not satisfy.
Let X be a topological space.

(i) Property P is satisfied byresidually manymembers ofX, and denoted by
(V*x € X)P(x), ifthe set{ x € X | P(z) } is residual inX.

(i) Property P is satisfied bynon-meagerly mangnembers ofX, and denoted
by (F*x € X)P(x), ifthe set{ z € X | P(x) } is non-meager.

Corollary 2.13. If X is second countable ankl is a topologically transitive, con-
tinuous equivalence relation ovéf, then,V*z € X, E(x) is dense inX.

Proof. By Lemmd2.9-(i), the set
{x € X | E(z) is dense inX }
is a densé&~; subset ofX . O

Lemma 2.14. Let X be a metrizable topological space, [Btbe a second count-
able topological space, and léf C X x Y be a continuous relation. If every
target fiber ofE is a Baire space, then the following properties hold:
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(i) If AisaG; subset oft, then
{x € X | E(z)n Aisresidual inE(z) }

is aGy subset ofX.
(i) If BisanF, subset oft’, then

{x € X | E(x) N Bis non-meager ir/(x)}
is an I, subset ofX .
(iit) If Bis a Borel subset of’, then
{z € X | E(z) N Bisresidual inE(x) }
and
{x € X | E(z) N B is non-meager ir&(x) }
are Borel subsets oX .
Proof. To prove (i), writeA as an intersectionl = (), . U, 0Of countable many
open subset¥,, C Y, and letB be a countable base for the topologyYof Then
{z € X | E(z)n Aisresidual inE(x) }
= () {z € X | E(x) U, is residual inE(z) }
neN
= ({z € X | E(x) N U, is dense ik (z) }
neN

— ﬂ ﬂ {zeX|zeEYPy) =2 EY(Pray,)}
neNVeRB

=) (N E(Prav,) U (X \E(Py))),

neNVeB

which is aGys subset ofX; in fact, everyE~!(Pyny,) U (X \ E7Y(Py)) is Gy,
because, sinc& is metrizable, closed subsets ¥fareGs.
Property (ii) is a consequence of (i) because, for every X,

{x € X | E(z) N B is non-meager it (z) }
=X \{ze X |E(x)n(X\ B)isresidual inE(z)}. (11)

To prove (iii), letC be the set of all Borel subsets C Y such that, for any open
subsetl/ C Y, the sets

{ze X | E(x)nUnBisresidual inE(z) NU } (12)
and
{z € X | E(x)nU N Bis non-meager itk(z) N U } (13)

are both Borel subsets of.
ThisC is ac-algebra of subsets df. Indeed, it is closed under complementa-
tion, because of (11) and Example]2.5-(iii), and it is alsmset under countable
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intersections, because{t”,, | n € N} is a countable set of members ©f and
U C Y is an open set, then

{re X |E@@)nUn () Cyisresidual inE(z) N U }
neN
= ({z € X | E(x) NUNC, is residual inE(x) N U }
neN

is a Borel subset ok, hence[(IR), and(13) follows from this: for any countable
set3 of open, non-empty, subsets Gfthat is a base for the topology 6f, by
[7, Proposition 8.26] (in a Baire space, a subset with theeBaiioperty either is
meager or is residual in some open set, but not both), and #nectarget fibers of
E are Baire spaces aifd, . C,, has the Baire property,

{z € X |E(x)nUnN () C,is non-meager it (z) N U }

neN
= J{zeX|E@)nVn ) C,isresidual inE(z) NV }
vVeB neN
= J N {z € X |E@)nVNC,isresidual inE(x) NV }
VeBneN

is a Borel subset ok, and sq),,.; Cr € C.

Every open subsét’ C Y is a member of. Indeed, using Example_2.5-(iii),
and applying (i) and (ii),[[7, Proposition 8.26], the facatl&(z) N U is a Baire
space, and the fact that open setsBydecauseX is metrizable, it follows that

{z € X | E(x) nU NV is non-meager itf(z) N\ U} = E~Y(Pyny).

ConsequenthyC is theos-algebra of all Borel subsets &f, which establishes (iii).
O

Lemma 2.15.Let £ C X x Y be an open relationoveKk andY.IfAC BCY
and A is dense inB, thenE~!(P,) is dense inE~!(Pg).

Proof. Let O be an open subset &f. SinceE(O) is open inY” and A dense inB,

ONEYPg)# 0+ EO)NB#0
—= FO)NA#D <= ONEY(Pa)#0. O

Lemma 2.16. Let £ be a bi-continuous relation over the topological spacés
andY’, and assume that is second countable. B is open and dense iH, then,
V*x € X, BN E(z) is open and dense iB(z).

Proof. Let {V}, | n € N} be a countable base for the topology}af Write
On = (X \ E"'(Py,)) UE™ (Py,np)-
The boundanE~1(Py, ) is a meager set iX becauseZ~!(Py, ) is open inX.
SinceV,, N B is dense inV,,, Lemma2.1b implies thab—!(Py, ) is dense in
E~Y(Py,). Hence
(X\E~X(Py,)) UE"(Py,nB)
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is open and dense iX \ OE~!(Py,), and therefore the interior ab,, is open
and dense inX. This proves thaf), . Oy is a residual subset of. If z is in
Nhen On, thenE(z) N B is dense inE (), for otherwise there would be song
in the base for whict(x) " BNV, = 0 andE(z) N U,, # 0, which conflicts with
the definition ofO,,. O

The following is a generalization of the Kuratowski-Ulametiiem[10, p. 222].

Theorem 2.17(Cf. [7, Theorem 8.41]) Let E/ be a bi-continuous relation over the
topological spaces andY. LetY be second countable, and 1atC Y have the
Baire property. The following properties are satisfied:

(i) V*z € X, An E(zx) has the Baire property it (z);

(i) if Ais meageriny,thenV*z € X, AN E(z) is meager inE(x);
(iii) if Aisresidual inY, then,V*z € X, AN E(x) is residual inE(x).

In addition, if X is a Baire spaceF/(X) is dense inY’, and,V*z € X, E(x) is

a Baire space, the converses(tig and (iii) are also satisfied.

Proof. LemmdZ.1b implies (iii), which in turn implies (ii).
For (i), if A= UAM for some meager sét/ C Y and some open sét C Y,
then, for allz € X, An E(z) has the Baire property because

ANE(r)= (UNE(z)A(MNE()),

whereU N E(x) is open inE(z), and, by (ii),Y*z € X, M N E(z) is meager in
Assume now that'(X) is dense inY” and that,v*z € X, E(x) is a Baire
space. Letd be a non-meager subset¥fwith the Baire property. Because 0f [7,
Proposition 8.26], there is a non-empty odénc Y such thatd N U is residual
in U; hence, by (iii),v*z € X, ANU N E(z) is residual inU N E(z). Because
of [[7, Proposition 8.22]A N U has the Baire property i, and thus iflJ; hence,
by (i), V*z € X, AnU N E(x) has the Baire property itf N E(x). Because- is
continuous and?(X) is dense irY’, E~!(P;) is an open non-empty subset &t
Since,V*z € X, E(x) is also a Baire space, it follows from![7, Proposition 8.26]
that,v*z € E~!(Py), An E(x) is not meager ir(x). Thus3*z € X such that
AN E(x)is not meager ir(x), by [7, Proposition 8.26] sinc& is a Baire space.
This proves the converse of (ii), which in turn implies thenoerse of (iii). O

Remark2. The classical Kuratovski-Ulam Theorenog. cit., cf. also [7, Theo-

rem 8.41)) is obtained from Theordm 2117 in the case of Baexss by taking

X =Y = X; x Xy, whereX; and X, are second countable Baire spaces, &nd
or E°P equal to the equivalence relation whose equivalence damsethe fibers
{1’1} x Xo forzy € Xj.

Corollary 2.18. Let X andY be second countable Baire spaces, andHdbe a
bi-continuous relation oveX andY. Suppose thate C X x Y is a Baire space,
E(X) is dense inY’, E°?(Y) is dense inX and,V*x € X, V*y € Y, E(x) and
E°P(y) are Baire spaces. IF' C X x Y is such thatF' N E has the Baire property
in E, then,V*y € E(x), V'z € X, (z,y) € Fif and only if, V'x € E°P(y),
V'yeY,(x,y) € F.
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Proof. Lemmal2.8 implies that the restrictions of the projectians and 7y to

E are open mappings. Hence, by Examplg 2.5-(i), their coomdipg graphs,
IIg x € Ex X andllgy C E x Y, are bi-continuous relations. Moreover, for
reXandy €Y,

07 x(z) = {z} x BE(z)= E(2),
07y (y) = E°P(y) x {y} = E(y),
AQH%BX(SL') ={z} x (ANE)(x)=(ANE)(x),
ANTRy (y) = (AN E)P(y) x {y} = (AN E)P(y),

andIIf (X) = 1%, (Y) = E. Then, by TheorerfiZ17 applied fo, I .,
7y and E°P,

V'y € E(x), V'x € X, (x,y) € F
<= YV'z e X, (FnNE)(z)isresidual inE(z)
<= F'N Eisresidual inE
<= Yy eY, (FNE)®(y)is residual inE°?(y)
= V2 e EPy), VyeY, (z,y) e F. O

Corollary 2.19. Let X andY be second countable Baire spaces, andHgt C
X x Y be countably many bi-continuous relations ovérand Y. The following
properties hold:

(i) If A C X andB C Y are residual subsets, then there are residual subsets
C C AandD C B such that, forallz € C, all y € D and alln € N, the
setD N E,(z) is residual inE,,(z) andC N Ey’(y) is residual inEy? (y).

(i) If X = Yand A C X is a residual subset, then there is a residual subset
C C A such that, for allz € C and alln € N, C' N E,(z) is residual in

Proof. To prove (i), define residual subsets, C X andD; C Y, i € N, by the
following induction process oh € N. SetCy = A and Dy = B. Assuming that
C; and D; have been defined, let

Cit1={xe X |V'ze X,VneN,D;NE,(z)is residual inE, (x) },
Diyy={yeY |YyeY,¥neN,C;NEP(y)isresidual inE P (y) }.

By Theorem{ 2,117, for alf € N, C; is residual inX and D; is residual inY’,
and thereforel' = (. C; is residual inA andD = (,.n D; is residual inB
becaused and B are dense inX andY’, respectively, sincéX andY are Baire
spaces. Moreover, forat € N, allz € Cand ally € D, DN E,(x) =
Nien (Di N Ey(x)) is residual inEy, (z), andC N ERP (y) = N;en(Ci N ERP (1))
is residual inEyR" (y).

To prove (i), letCy = A and, assuming that; has been defined, let

Ciyi={ze X |V'zeX,VneN,(C;NE,(x)isresidual inE(x) }.
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By Theoren{ 2117, for all € N, C; is residual inX. ThereforeC' = (,.n Ci is
residual inA becaused is dense inX sinceX is a Baire space, and, for alle C
andalln € N, C N Ey(z) = (;en(Ci N By ()) is residual ink, (). O

3. CLASSIFICATION AND GENERIC ERGODICITY

Let X andY be topological spaces, and [BtC X x X andF C Y x Y be
equivalence relations. A mapping; X — Y, is called(E, F)-invariant if

rEr’ = 0(x)FO (')

forall z,2’ € X. An (E, F)-invariant mapping : X — Y induces a mapping,
6: X/E — Y/F, between quotient spaces.

The relationE is Borel reducibleto F', written E <p F, if there is an(E, F)-
invariant Borel mapping : X — Y such that

rEx <= 0(x)FO(a")

forall 2,2’ € X;i.e, such that the quotient mappifg X/E — Y/F is injective.
If £ <p FandF <pg FE, thenFE is said to beBorel bi-reduciblewith F', and is
denoted byl ~p F.

The relationF is generically F-ergodicif, for any (E, F')-invariant, Baire mea-
surable mapping : X — Y, there is some residual saturatedC X such that
6:C/(En(C x C)) — Y/Fis constant.

Remarlk3. If ' is a genericallyF-ergodic relation oveX, then every equivalence
relation overX that containg® is also generically'-ergodic.

The partial pre-order relatiod 5 establishes a hierarchy on the complexity of
equivalence relations over topological spaces. Two keksraimthis hierarchy are
given by the following two concepts of classification of telas.

In the first one,F is said to beconcretely classifiabl¢or smooth or tamg if
E <p Ag (the identity relation oR). This means that the equivalence classes of
E can be distinguished by some Borel mappiXig— R.

Theorem 3.1.Let X andY be second countable topological spaced? s a con-
tinuous, topologically transitive equivalence relatioreo X, thenFE is generically
Ay-ergodic.

Proof. Letd : X — Y be (F, Ay )-invariant and Baire measurable. By [7, The-
orem 8.38],4 is continuous on some residual saturated(&etC X. By Corol-
lary[2.13, there is residual saturat€ C X such that, for allz € Cy, E(x) is
dense inX. ThenCy N C is a residual subset of whered is constant. O

Remarkd. In the above proof, ifX is a Baire space, thefy N Cy # 0.

Corollary 3.2 (Cf. [5, Theorem 3.2]) Let X be a second countable space and let
E be a continuous equivalence relation ovgr If £ is topologically transitive,
then everyE-saturated subset oX that has the Baire property is either residual
or meager.

Proof. Apply Theoreni 311 to the characteristic function of the gigebset. [
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Corollary 3.3. Let X be a second countable Baire space andHdie a continuous
equivalence relation ovek. If E is topologically transitive and its equivalence
classes are meager subsetsXgfthenZ' is not concretely classifiable.

Proof. By Theoreni 3.1, each”, Ar )-invariant Borel mag : X — R is constant
on some residual saturated subseXof Soé : X/E — R/Ar = R cannot be
injective becaus« is a Baire space and the equivalence classes are meadér.

The second classification concept can be defined by Jgittg, 2" endowed
with the product topology, which is a Polish space. Each etgrof[ [, 2N" can
be considered as a structureNrdefined by a sequend&,,), where eaclR,, is a
relation overN with arity n. Two such structures are isomorphic when they corre-
spond by some permutation B¥, which defines the isomorphism relatiéhover
| ) 2N" Then a relatior is classifiable by countable structurésr models if
E <p . This means that there is some Borel nfapX — [[>°_, 2N" such that
xEZ" if and only if 0(x) = 6(x'). Here, it is also possible to use the structures on
N defined by arbitrary countable relational languag@éd5, Section 2.3].

The equivalence relation defined by the action of a grGum a setX will be
denoted byEY; in this case, the notatio®(z) will be used for the orbit of each
z € X instead ofEX (z). If G is a Polish group, the set of all relations defined
by continuous actions af on Polish spaces has a maximum with respeet tQ
which is unique up te-p and is denoted by [2,[9].

As a special example, the grofg, of permutations olN becomes Polish with
the topology induced by the product topologydt¥, whereN is considered with
the discrete topology. Then the canonical actiowgfon [[°2, 2N" defines the
isomorphism relatiorz over the space of countable structures, which is a repre-
sentative of£g° [5].

Classification by countable structures and generic erggdice well understood
for equivalence relations defined by Polish actions in tesfresdynamical concept
calledturbulencewhich was introduced by Hjorth [5].

4. TURBULENT UNIFORM RELATIONS

A uniform equivalence relatignor simply auniform relation over a set,X,
is a pair,(V, ), consisting of a uniformityy on X and an equivalence relation
E over X such thatE € V. Note that(V, E) is determined by the entourages
(members o)) that are contained ift, and thaty’ induces a uniform structure on
each equivalence class bf

One important example of a uniform relation is that given g &ction of a
topological groupG, on a set,X. This is of the form(V, Eé(), whereV is the
uniform structure onX generated by the entourages

Viv ={(z,9z) |z € X, ge W}, (14)

wherelV belongs to the neighborhood system of the identitgZofl hus a uniform
relation over a topological space can be considered as aalieerd dynamical
system.
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Another important example of uniform relation is the foliog. A metric (or
distance functiopwith possible infinite valuesn a set is a functiorl : X x
X — [0, 00] satisfying the usual properties of a metriti¢ symmetric, equal
just on the diagonal oK x X and satisfies the triangle inequality). It defines an
equivalence relationf5, over X given byz E5 y if and only if d(z,y) < oc.
There is a uniform relation induced liyof the form(V, EX), where a base of
consists of the entourages

Ve={(z,y) € X x X | d(z,y) <€} (15)

The termmetric equivalence relatiofor metric relatior) will be used for the pair
(d, E&X) (or even ford). Like the usual metrics, metrics with possible infinite
values induce a topology which has a base of open sets dogsistopen balls;
unless otherwise indicated, the ball of centeand radiusR will be denoted by
Bx(z, R) or By(x, R), or simply byB(x, R).

Remark5. Other generalizations of metrics also define uniform refe]j like
pseudo-metrics with possible infinite valudefined in the obvious way, or when
the triangle inequality is replaced by the conditiéfx, y) < p(d(x, z) + d(z,y))

for somep > 0 and allz,y,2z € X (generalized pseudo-metrics with possible
infinite value$. They give rise to the concepts pseudo-metric relatiomndgen-
eralized pseudo-metric relation

Remark6. Letd andd’ be metric relations ovek that induce respective uniform
relations(V, E') and(V', E'). If d’ < d, theny C V' andE C E'.

Definition 4.1 (Cf. [5, Definition 3.15]) Let (V, E) be a uniform relation over
a topological space. For any non-empty opefi C X and anyV € V with
V C FE, the set

EWUV)=JWVn(@xU))"
n=0
is an equivalence relation ovércalled aocal equivalence relationThe E(U, V')-
equivalence class of any € U is called alocal equivalence classf z, and is
denoted byE(z, U, V).

For a relation given by the action of a groGpon a spaceX, the local equiva-
lence classes are callégtal orbitsin Hjorth [5], and the notatior®(z, U, W) is
used instead oEé?(x, U,V)whenV = Vj according to[(14). Similarly, for a
uniform relation induced by a generalized pseudo-metoa a setX, the notation
EX(z,U,e) is used instead o (z, U, V) whenV = V, according to[(I5).

Definition 4.2 (Cf. [5, Definition 3.13]) A uniform relation is calledurbulentif:

(i) every equivalence class is dense,
(i) every equivalence class is meager, and
(i) every local equivalence class is somewhere dense.

Remark?7. Definition[4.2 does not correspond exactly to the definitibhudou-
lence introduced by Hjorth for Polish actions [5, Definiti8ri3]. To generalize
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exactly Hjorth’s definition, condition (iii) of Definition.Z should be replaced with
condition (iii"):

(iii") every equivalence class meets the closure of eachllequivalence class.
In fact, (i) already follows from (iii’). In the case of Polisactions, (iii) and (iii’)
can be interchanged in the definition of turbulencelby [5, rexrs 3.14 and 3.16];
thus Definitio 4.2 generalizes Hjorth's definition. But iarsetting, that equiva-
lence is more delicate and our results become simpler by (#in

Remark8. Let (V, F) and(V', E’) be uniform relations over a topological space
X such thaty C V' andE C E'. If the local equivalence classes @, E)
are somewhere dense (Definitionl4.2-(iii)), then the locplivalence classes of
(V', E') are also somewhere dense.

Example 4.3. The following simple examples illustrate the general@atof the
concept of turbulence for uniform relations.

(i) If E is an equivalence relation over a topological spacegheny = {V C
X x X | E C V}isauniformity onX, and(V, F) is a uniform relation.
ThereforeE is the only entourage of contained inE, andE(z,U, E) =
E(z)nU forany openU C X and allz € U, so it follows that(V, E) is
turbulent if the equivalence classesiofare dense and meager.

(ii) Let G be a first countable topological group whose topology is deduby a
right invariant metricdi. Suppose that? acts continuously on the left on a
topological spaceX. Then this action induces a pseudo-metric relatian
X with EXf = E¥ and

d(r,y) = inf{dc(lg,9) | g € G, gr =y}
for (z,y) € EX, wherels denotes the identity element 6f. The pseudo-
metric relationd induces the same uniform relation as the actiot/ain X,
and thereforel is turbulent if and only the action is turbulent.

(iii) Let Z be the additive group of integers with the discrete topaland let
G C ZN denote the topological subgroup consisting of the seqsece
such thatr,, = 0 for all but finitely manyn € IN. For some fixed irrational
numberd, consider the continuous action@fon the circleS! = R/Z given
by (x,,) - [r] = [r + 60>, z,), where[r] is the element of! represented by
r € R. The orbits of this action are dense and countable. For 8aehNN,
the sets

Wy ={(z,) €eG|Yne{0,...,N}, 2, =0}

are open and closed subgroupstbivhich form a base of neighborhoods of
the identity element. The induced action of ed®h; on S! has the same
orbits asG; soO([r], U, Wx) = U N O([r]) for all openU C S* and each
[r] € U. It follows that this action is turbulent. In fact, the unifio equiva-
lence relation induced by this action is of the type descrile(i): we have
ng C V for each entourag®. Moreover, for any invariant metric ad, the
induced pseudo-metric relatiahon S* is determined byi([r], [s]) = oo if
O([r]) # O([s]) andd([r], [s]) = 0if O([r]) = O(][s]). However, the action
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of G on S! given by(x,,) - [r] = [r + 6z0] has the same orbits but is not tur-
bulent: each point is a local orbit. Indeed this second adtiduces the same
uniform equivalence relation as the actiondgiven by - [r] = [r + 6],
which is not turbulent becauskis locally compact.

Definition 4.4 (Cf. [5], Definition 3.20]) A uniform relation(V, E') on a spaceX
is generically turbulentf:

() V*z € X, the equivalence class ofis dense inX,

(i) every equivalence class is meager, and
(i) v*z € X, any local equivalence class ofis somewhere dense.

A metric relation is calleddenerically turbulentif the induced uniform relation
is (generically) turbulent.

5. TURBULENCE AND GENERIC ERGODICITY

From now on, only metric relations over topological spacéshe considered
because that suffices for the applications given in this pa@eme restriction on
the topological structure of the space, and some compggtibflithat structure with
the metric relation will be required, and these are givem@following definition;

they are restrictive enough to prove the desired results,general enough to be
satisfied in the applications.

Definition 5.1. A metric relationd on a spaceX is said to be ofype Iif:
() X is Polish;
(ii) the topology induced byl on X is finer or equal than the topology &f; and
(i) there is a set€ = {E, | n € Z} of relations overX, with E,, C E, if
m < n, and such that:
(a) eachE,, € £ is symmetric,
(b) eachFE,, € £ is aGy subset ofX x X,
(c) for eachr > 0, there are somer < n in Z so that, for alle € X,

Ep(x) € Ba(x,r) C En(z),
(d) for eachn € Z, there are-, s > 0 such that, for alk: € X,
By(x,r) C Eyn(x) C Ba(z, s),

(e) eachE,, € £ is continuous, and
(f) forall k,m,n € Zand allx € X, if ExoE,, D E,, thenE,N(E,,(x) x
E,(z)) is an open relation ovet,, (z) and E,,(z).

Remark9. In Definition[5.1, observe the following:

(i) EachE, € £isaG; subset ofX and, for each: € X, E,, () = E,N({z} x
X) is aGys subset ofX = X x {z}. Therefore, by[[l7, Theorem 3.11,,
andE,, (x) are Polish subspaces &f x X and X, respectively; in particular,
they are Baire spaces.

(i) SinceEj( = Ugee E, ametric relation of type | is continuous by Lemima 2.6;
however, its fibers need not be Polish spaces.
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(iii) By properties (iii)-(a),(f), for allk,m,n € Zand allz € X, if ExoE, O E,,,
thenEy, N (B, (z) x E,(z)) is a continuous relation ovét,, (z) andE,,(x).

(iv) It will become clear that the general results preseritethis paper hold if
the metric equivalence relation is of type | only on some dekg subset.
For the sake of simplicity, that generality is avoided sittee conditions of
Definition[5.1 are satisfied in the applications to be given.

(v) EveryE}, contains the diagona\ x by Definition[5.1-(iii)-(d). SoF} o E; D
Ly, forallk,l € Z.

Lemma 5.2. Definition[5.1-(iii) holds if and only if there is a set of rélans £’
over X such that:

(@) eachFE € &’ is symmetric,

(b") eachE € £’ is aGs subset ofX x X,

(c)) for eachr > 0, there are somé, F' € £’ so that, for allz € X,

E(z) € By(z,r) € F(),
(d") foreachE € &', there are some, s > 0 so that
Bd(l',’f') - E(l’) - Bd(l',S)

forall z € X,

(e") eachFE € &' is continuous, and

(f) forall E,F,G € & andx € X,if EoF D GthenEN (F(x) x G(z)) isan
open relation ovel’(z) and G(z).

Proof. If £ satisfies (a)—(f), then it also satisfies (a")—(f’).
Reciprocally, if (a')—(f") are satisfied by’, then (a)—(f) are satisfied by =
{E, |n €Z}, where eaclF, is chosen ir€’ so that

By(z,n) C E,(xz) C By(z,n+ 1) forintegersn > 0,

By(z, =) € En(x) € Ba(x, =) forintegersn < 0. [

Remarkl0. The variant of Definitio 5]1, with th&’ given by Lemm&&5J2 replac-
ing &, will be useful in the applications.

Lemma 5.3 (Cf. [5, Lemma 3.17]) Let d be a metric relation of type | over a
spaceX, and let€ = { E,, | n € Z} be a sequence of subsdiy C X x X
satisfying the conditions of Definitidn 5.1. L@&tbe a Polish group and let” be
a PolishG-space. Iff : X — Y is an(E, E},)-invariant Borel map, then, for
any neighborhood/V of the identity elements in G, V¢ € Z, V2 € X, and
V*2' € Ey(x), there is some open neighborhobdof = in X such thatvk € Z
andV*z” € U N E(x) N Ey(2'), 3g € W so thatg - 0(z) = 0(x").

Proof. Fix an open neighborhootl” of 14 in G. The result follows from Corol-
lary[2.18 and the following Claif] 1.

Claiml. ¥/ € Z,Vx € X andv*z’ € E,(x), there exists some open neighborhood
U of 2/ in X such thatVk € Z andV*z” € U N Eg(2') N Ey(x), 3g € W so that
g-0(z") =0(2").
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To prove this claim, let¥’ be a symmetric open neighborhood of the identity
1¢ € G such that?’> C W. SinceG is a Polish group, there are countably many
elementyy; € G, i € N, such thatG C UieN W'g;. Therefore, giverd € Z and
r € X, the set)(Ey(x)) C ;e W'gi-0(x). The preimage of’g; - 6(x) via the
mappingd : E,(x) — Y is analytic inE,(x) becauséV’g; - 6(z) is analytic [7,
Proposition 14.4-(ii)]. Hence it has the Baire propefty Theorem 21.6], and so
there are open subsets C F,(x) and residual subsets; C O; such that J; O;
is dense inEy(x) andf(C;) € W'g; - 6(x). By using Definitior 5.1L-(iii)-(f) and
Remark®-(iii),(v) applied to the relatioR), N (Fy(z) x Ey(z)) over Ey(x), and
by Corollary[2.19-(ii) and Example_2.5-(iii), it follows &h there is some residual
D; C C; such thatEy(z') N D; is residual inEy(z') N O; for all 2/ € D; and
ke Z.

The unionA = |J, D; is residual inE,(z). If 2’ € A, thenz’ € D; for somei
and s (z') = ¢'g; - 6(x) for someg’ € W'. Let U be any open neighborhood of
2’ in X so thatU N Ey(z) C O;. Then,Vk € N, U N E(2’) N D; is residual in
U N Ex(2") N Ey(x). Moreover, for each” € Ej(z') N D;, there isg” € W’ so
thatd(2") = ¢"g; - 0(x). Therefore, if

g= g//g/—l c W/W/—l C W
then

9-0(z') = g9'g: - 0(x) = ¢"g; - 0(x) = 0(2"),
which completes the proof of Claim 1. O

Corollary 5.4. Under the conditions of Lemrha b.3, for every neighborhdoof
the identityl; € G and,V*z € X, 3k € Z such thatV*z’ € Ey(z), 3g € W for
whichg - 6(z) = 0(').

Proof. Let ¢ € Z and letWW be an open neighborhood of in G. Then,V*x €
X andV*z’ € Ey(x), let U be an open neighborhood ofin X satisfying the
statement of Lemm@a3.3. By Definitidn b.1-(ii),(iii)-(c)here isk < ¢ so that
Ex(xz) C U, obtaining thaty*z” € Ej(x) N Ey(z’), 3g € W so thatg - 6(z) =
6(z"). Then the result follows from Theorem 2117, Definition]5ii)-(f) and
Remarl®-(iii) with the relatiorZ,N(Ey(2') x Ex(2')) over Ey(x’) andEy (2'). O

Theorem 5.5(Cf. [B5, Theorem 3.18]) Let d be a metric relation of type | on
a spaceX and letY be a PolishS.,-space. If there are residually many €
X for which every local equivalence class.ois somewhere dense, th@’j‘ is
generically EY_-ergodic.

Proof. Letf : X — Y be an(E}, EY_)-invariant Borel map. Lef = { E, |
n € Z} be a sequence of subsetsiof C X x X satisfying the conditions of
Definition[5.1. The sets

Wy ={h € Su |VE<N, h(€) =10},

with N € N, which are open and closed subgroups, form a base of neiybds
of the identityls € So. Definel : X xN — NU{oo} by setting/ (z, N) equal
to the least € N such thaty*2’ € E_y(z), 3h € Wy so thath - 6(z) = 0(2) if



ON TURBULENT RELATIONS 21

there is suclf, and setting (x, N) = oc if there is not suclf. LetN andN U {co}
be endowed with the discrete topologies.

Claim2. The mapl is Baire measurable.

SinceSy ={(y,h-y) |y €Y, h€ Wy}, N € N, is analytic inY x Y, and
E_y,¢ € N, is aPolish space by Remdurk 9-(i), the Bety = E_,N(0x6)~1(Sn)
is analytic inE_, [[7, Proposition 14.4-(ii)], and therefore it has the Bairegerty
[7, Theorem 21.6]. Hence there is an openget C E_, such that?, y AU, y is
meager inF_,. The restrictionE_, — X of the first factor projectionX x X —
X is continuous and open by Lemmal2.3, so its grBphC E_, x X is a bi-
continuous relation (Example 2.5-(i)). By Theorem 2.1y-there is a residual set
Dy n C X such thatyz € Dy, (Reny A Upy) NILP(x) is meager ifI,” ().
Note thatll,”(z) = {z} x E_s(z) = E_(z) and

(Ren A Upn) NP (2) = {2} x (Ren(z) A Upn(z))
= Ry n(z) AU n(2).
HenceVx € Dy n, Ry n(x) A Up n(x) is meager ink_y(x). On the other hand,

1_1({0’ c ) = U (QZ,N x {N}),
N=0
where
Qv ={z € X | (E_/NRy)(x)isresidual inE_,(z) }.
Since

Q&N N Dg’N = {x € Dg’N ’ (E_g N UN)(I') is dense inE_g(I') },

it follows that@, v has the Baire property iX by Lemmag 2]7 and 2.9-(ii), and
the proof of Claini2 is finished.

By [[7, Theorem 8.38], Clairh]l2, and Corolldry b.4, there is ag#a~s subset
Cp C X such tha¥ is continuous orCy, I is continuous oy x N, andI(Cy x

N) C N.
Fork € Z, a non-empty open sét C X andz € U, define
Oz, U,k) = | J(Er N (U x U))(x).
1=0

The following properties are consequences of Definltioh(Bi)t(c),(d):

e for eache > 0, there isk € Z such thatQ(z, U, k) C E (z,U,¢) for all
x € U, and
e for eachk € Z, there isc > 0 such thatt (z,U,€) C Q(z, U, k) for all
zeU.
Hence, by hypothesis, there is a residualGetC X such that, for any/, « and
k as above, ift € C1, thenQ(z,U, k) is somewhere dense. By Corolldry 2.19-
(i), there is a residual sét' C Cy N C4 such that, for al € C and allk € Z,
Ei(z) N Cis residual inEy(z).
Fix z, y in C' and a complete metric inducing the topologyYof
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Claim 3. There exist sequences;;) and(y;) in C with z; = z andy; = v, (g:)
and(h;) in S, (U;) and(V;) consisting of open subsets &f, and(n;) and (k;)
in N, such that:

(i) gi-0(z) = 0(x;);
(i)) hi-0(y) = 0(vi);
(lll) Tirl € Ui+1 NnenN Q(I’Z, Ui7 —TLZ‘);
(V) yit1 € Vipa NC N Q(yi, Vi, —ki);
V) U; 2V; 2 Uiy,
(vi) diam(8(U; N C)) < 277
(Vi) (Uiy1 N C) x {Nij1} C I (niy1) for

Niy1 = max{ gi11(€), 954 (0) | £ <i+1};
(viii) (‘/7;“1‘1 N C) X {Kz} - I_l(k,’l) for
K; = max{ h;(£),h; ' () | £ <i};

(iX) gj+1(0) = gis1(£) andg; !y (6) = g (O) for £ < i1 < j + 1;
(X) hy(€) = hi(£) andh ' (£) = by ' (0) for € < i < j;

(xi) Q(x;,U;, —n;) NV is dense inV;; and

(i) Q(yi, Vi, —k;) NU;41 is dense irl; 1.

If this assertion is true, then there exist= lim; g; andh = lim; h; in Sy, by
Claim[3-(ix),(x), and sq; - 8(x) = h - 6(y) by Claim[3-(i)—(vi), proving Theo-
rem[5.5.

The construction of the sequences of Claim 3 is made by imucin: € N.
Letzg =z, Uy = X, nop = 0andgy = hgp = 1g__, and choosé/}, andk, so that
y € Vg and

(Vo nC) x {0} € I (ko).
Suppose that all the members with indices € N of these sequences have been
constructed. Them;., g;11 andU,, are constructed in the following manner.
(The constructions af; 11, h;+1 andV;, 1 are analogous.)

LetU C V; be a non-empty open set such tadty;, Vi, —k;) N U is dense irU,
and such thadiam(9(UNC)) < 27! (which is possible becauges continuous
on Cy). Chooser;i1 € Q(x;,U;,—n;) N U, and takez,...,z; € U; so that
20 = X, 2k = Tiy1 aNdz, € E_p,(24—1) fora € {1,... k}. You may assume
thati > 0 because (ix) does not restrict the choiceypf

Claim4. We can assume that € C forall a € {0,...,k}.
Claim[4 is proved by showing that for eaate {0, ..., k} there exists
z, € UiN(EX, " (Py)nC

so thatz, = z; and, fora € {1,...,k}, 2, € E_,,(%,_,); then we can choose
rj ., = z, instead ofr; 1, andz, instead ofz,. We have

2 =a; € U;N(E", )" (Py) N C.
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Suppose that/, has been constructed far < k. Sincez, € C and Eﬁ;j‘l IS
continuous by Lemma2.8-(i), the set

B, () NU; N (EX DY (Py)nC
is residual inE,, (z,) N U; N (EX,*"1)~1(Py). So, by Remarkl9-(j), there is
Zas1 € En (2) NUi N (EX07H) 7N (Py) N C,

as desired for the proof of Claii 4.
Continuing with the proof of Clainil3, Claiml 4 give§z,, N;) = n; for all
a € {0,...,k} by the induction hypothesis with Claim 3-(vii).

Claim 5. We can assume that, for eaeh< k, there exists som¢, € Wy, such
that f,, - e(za) = e(za—i-l)'

As in Claim[4, we show that the condition of this claim is St by a new
finite sequence of points

2, e Uin(EX, " Py)nC
sothat, = z; and, fora € {1,...,k}, 2, € E_,,(%,_,); inparticular,I(z,, N;) =
n; as above. This new sequence is constructed by induction. offrirst, let

z(, = x;, and suppose thaf, was constructed for all < k. SinceI(z],, N;) = n;,
V2 € E_p,(z,),3f € Wy, so thatf - 0(z,) = 6(z). So the set of points

2 € E_p, () NU;N(EX Y HPy)nC
such thaBlf € Wy, so thatf - 6(z,) = 6(z) is residual in
E_p,(z,)NU; N (BX Y (Py)nC.
Hencef, - 0(z,) = 0(z,_ ) for somef, € Wy, and some
2t € E_n () 00N (EX 0 )Y (Py) nC
by Remark®-(i), completing the proof of Clalmh 5.

According to Clainib f - 0(z;) = 0(xit1) for f7 = fx_1--- fo € Wn,. Then
let ;1 = fg;. Moreover we can take some open neighborhbagd, of x;,; in
U and somey; 11 € N such thatliam(6(U;.; N C)) < 27~ and

(Uig1 N C) x {Niy1} €I (nit1),

whereN; is defined according Claifd 3-(vii). These choicescpf1, gi 11, Ui11
andn,; satisfy the conditions of Claifn 3. O

Remarkll The proofs of Lemm&®5l3 and Theorém]5.5 are directly insgined
those of [5, Lemma 3.17 and Theorem 3.18].
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6. A CLASS OF TURBULENT METRIC RELATIONS

Let X be aset, and let/ = {Ur, C X x X | R,r > 0} be a set of relations
over X that satisfy the following hypothesis.

Hypothesisl. (i) ﬂR,r>0 Ur, = Ax;
(i) eachUg,, is symmetric;
(i) if R <S8, thenUg, 2D Ug, forallr > 0;

(iv) Ury = U, Up,s forall R,r > 0; and
(v) there is some function : (R )? — R, such that, for allR, S, r, s > 0,
R < ¢(R,7),
(R< S, r<s)= ¢(R,r) < ¢S, s),
U¢(R,r+s),7" © U¢(R,r+s),s c UR,T—FS'

By Hypothesid 1L, the sefSy, form a base of entourages of a Hausdorff uni-
formity, also denoted by, on X. This uniformity is metrizable because the en-
touraged’,, 1/, n € Z, form a countable base for it.

For eachr > 0, let B, = (\p-( Ur, This set is symmetric by Hypothesis 1-
(ii); moreover

Es © Er g Er—i—sa (16)
for r, s > 0, by Hypothesi§11-(v).

Lemma 6.1. For R,r > 0 and S = ¢(¢(R,r),r) (where¢ is the function given
in Hypothesi§li(v)), the seUs . C Int(Ug,,.).

Proof. Let (z,y) € Us,. By Hypothesigl-(iv), there is somg < r such that
(z,y) € Usypy- Letr = % By Hypothesig-(v),

Usir ©Usiro 0 Usir € Vs, 0).m1 © Ystotan), 70,00 © Yotrr)in

g U(z)(R,T),H% °© U¢(R7T)7Tl g Uer'

So, by HypothesiSl1-(ii{/s , (z) x Us, (y) € Ugr,, which implies tha{z, y) €
Int(Ug,.). O

Corollary 6.2. For eachr > 0, the set, = (.o Int(Ug,).

Hypothesi§L-(iii) and Corollady 6.2 imply thét. = (-, Int(U,, ) forall r >
0 and soF, is aG subset ofX x X. Hence the relation®),. satisfy Proposition 512-
@),(b’).
Letd: X x X — [0, 00| be defined by
d(z,y) =inf{r > 0| (z,y) € B }, (17)
whereinf ) = oo, sod(z,y) = oo if x ¢ (J,-o Er(y). It easily follows from
Hypothesi$ 1l thaf is a metric relation oveX. Note also that, fod < r < s,

By(z,r) C E.(x) C By(x,s),
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and therefore
Ef = J B (18)
r>0
andBy(z,r) C Ug,(z) for all R,r > 0 and allz € X, which implies that the
topology induced byl on X is finer than the topology induced by the uniformity
U on X. Consequentlyd satisfies conditions (ii) of Definition 5.1 and Proposi-
tion[5.2-(c’),(d’) with the relations,..

Example 6.3. Letdg, R > 0, be pseudo-metrics on a séf, such that

R< S = dr <ds, (19)
(VR >0, dr(z,y) =0) = 2 = y. (20)
Then the sets
Uryr ={(z,y) € X x X [dr(z,y) <r}

satisfy Hypothesil1; in particular, Hypothelisis 1-(v) oldth ¢(R, ) = R since
the triangle inequality of eacl; and [19) give

UR,T o US,S - Umin{R,S},r—i—sa (21)

for all R,S,r,s > 0. It follows that Ug,(z) is open for allx € X and all
R,r > 0. In this case, the relationSg, induce the topology defined by the set
of pseudo-metric§dr}, and the corresponding sefs define the metric relation

d = supp~q dg.

For d (the metric equivalence relation given Hy17)) satisfies maining
conditions of Definitio 5J1, further hypothesis are regdir

Hypothesi®. (i) X is a Polish space (with the topology induced by the unifor-
mity ),
(i) forall R,r,s > 0 andxz € X, if y € E4(x), then there are soniE ¢t > 0
such thal/r(y) C Es o Ug(z); and,
(i) forall r,s > 0andz € X, if y € E4(x) andV is a neighborhood of in X,
then there is a neighborhoddl of y in X such that

E.(W)N E,.(Es(x)) C E.(V N Eg(x)).
Proposition 6.4. If U/ satisfies Hypothesis 2, thehis of type I.

Proof. It only remains to show that satisfies Propositidn 3.2-(e’),(f").

Hypothesi$ P-(ii) simply means that, is open and hence continuous because it
is symmetric.

Letr,s,t > 0,2 € X andy € Es(x). Suppose thak, o E; O E;, and letV be
a neighborhood of in X. By Hypothesi§P-(iii), there is some open neighborhood
W of y in X such that

E, (W) N Ey(z) C E,(W)N E,(Es(x)) C E(V N Ey()).

Since E,.(W) is open inX, this proves that, N (Es(z) x Ey(x)) is an open
relation overE;(z) and Ey(z). O
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Remarkl2. In some applications, the following condition, which isostger than
Hypothesis$ P-(ii), is satisfied: for ak, r, s > 0, there are som#&, ¢t > 0 such that
UrtoEs C EgoUpg,. This means that eadt is “uniformly open” (or “uniformly
continuous,” because it is symmetric).

The metric equivalence relatiahwill be shown to be turbulent under the fol-
lowing additional hypothesis.

Hypothesis3. (i) Ej( has more than one equivalence class;
(i) for eachz, y in X and eachR,r > 0, there iss > 0 such thatUr,(z) N
Es(y) # 0; and
(ii) for eachz € X and eachR,r > 0, there areS,s > 0, a dense subset
D C Usgs(x) N E5 (x), and ad-dense subset @ such that every pair of
points inD can be joined by &-continuous path itz - (z).

Lemma 6.5. The relationE is minimal.

Proof. This follows from Hypothesig]3-(ii) and_(18). O

Lemma6.6. If r < s, then, for allz € X, E,(z) C Eq(x).

Proof. If y € E.(z) andR > 0, thenUyp s s—r(y) N Ugrs)r(x) # 0. So
Y € Mo Ur,s = Es(x) by HypothesigTL-(ii),(v). O

Lemma6.7. Forall z € X andr > 0, Int(E,(z)) = (.

Proof. Suppose thaint(E,(x)) # 0. Then, for eachy € X, the intersection
Es(y) N E.(x) # 0 for somes > 0, by Lemma6.b and(18). Therefore e
E,.s(x) by (18). SoX = EX () by (I8), contradicting Hypothedi$ 3-(i). O

Proposition 6.8. The relationE; is turbulent.

Proof. The relation£; is minimal by Lemm&®615. Each equivalence clas&gf
is meager by Lemmds 6.6 ahd]6.7 and (18). Finally, the loazivalgnce classes
of E;lX are somewhere dense because of Hypothésis 3-(iii). O

Theoren{ 5.6, and Propositions16.4 6.8 have the followmgediate con-
sequence.

Proposition 6.9. For any PolishS,.-spaceY’, the relationE is genericallyEy_-
ergodic.

Remark13. If we also assume that, for atl > 0 and residually many:,y € X,
there existssp > 0 such thatEs(y) \ E,(x) is dense inEs(y) for all s > so,
then the proof of[[5, Theorem 8.2] can be adapted to showAHatZ 5 EY for
any Polish groupz and any PolishG-spaceY. However the proof is not given
because, in the applications, this is proved_in [1].
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7. THE SUPREMUM METRIC RELATION

A concrete case of Example 6.3 3(R), the space of real valued continu-
ous functions oR endowed with the compact-open topology, and the supremum
metric relation,d..,, which is induced by the supremum norin||,, defined by
|| flloo = sup,er |f(z)|. For eachR > 0, let dg be the pseudo-metric afi(R)
induced by the semi-nori||r given by|| f||r = sup,<g | f(z)|. Clearly, this set
{dr | R > 0} of pseudo-metrics satisfies the conditidns (19) (2@)jraatuces
the compact-open topology 6f(R). Moreoverd,, = supg-odg. In this case,
eachUpg,, (respectively,E,) consists of the pairéf, ¢) that satisfy|| f — g||r < r
(respectively| f(x) — g(z)| < r for all z € R).

Write B = EiiR), andBy(f,r) = Bq(f,r)foreachf € C(R)andr > 0.
ThenfE.g if and only if f — ¢ is bounded; in particular, the bounded functions
of C(R) form an equivalence class &f,..

Theoreni L1 fo(d.., E..) follows from Propositions 614 and 6[8-5.9 once Hy-
potheseE]133 are shown to hold.

Remarkl4. Let C,(R) C C(R) be the subset of bounded continuous functions.
The sum of functions makes the spa&ceR) into a Polish group, and},(R) into a
subgroup. The orbit relation of the action@f(R) on C(R) given by translation

is E~ and there is no Polish topology @r,(R) with respect to which this action
is continuous|[1].

For instance, consider the restriction of the compact-dppnlogy toC,(R).
Then the action of’,(R) on C(R) is continuous,C,(R) is metrizable because
C(R) is completely metrizable, an@d,(R) is separable because it contafii§R ),
which is dense irC'(R) and separable (by the Stone-Weierstrass theorem). But
Cy»(R) is not completely metrizable with the compact-open topylag particular,
it is not closed inC'(R).

Consider now the topology 06%(R) induced by|| ||«. Then the action of
Cy(R) onC(R) is continuous, and’,(R) is completely metrizable; indeed, itis a
Banach algebra with || ... HoweverCj,(R)) is not separable wit ||, which can
be shown as follows. For eaghe {£1}%, let7 € Cy(R) be the function whose
graph is the union of segments between all consecutive poirthe graph of:.
Then{ B (#,1) | € {+1}%} is an uncountable set of disjoint open subsets of
Cy(R). SoCy(R) is not second countable, and therefore it is not separable.

According to Exampl&6]3, the set&; , satisfy Hypothesi§l1 and induck,.
In this case, the inclusiof_(IL6) becomes the equality
E,0E, = E,., (22)
for all r, s > 0; this holds because, if € E,<(f), then

S
—(g — E, NEs(f).
f+r+gg f) € Ex(g) (f)
It is well known thatC'(R) is Polish (Hypothesikl2-(i)). The following lemma

shows that Hypothesig 2-(ii) is satisfied in this case.
Lemma7.1l. Forall R,7,s > 0,Ug, 0 E; = Eg0oUgp, = UR r4s.
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Proof. If S > R, then, for allf, g, h € C(R),

dr(f,h) < dr(f.9) +dr(g,h) < dr(f.g) +ds(g,h),
becauseélr < dg. This implies thal/r . o Us s andUg s o Ug - are both contained
in Ug,r+s, Which in turn implies thal/r , o E; and E; o Ug,- are both contained
in UR,T—‘,—S'
To prove the reverse inclusions, |t C(R) andg € Ug,+(f). Then

ho = f + (0~ 1) € Uns(£) Uy (9)

”
=f+ r——i—s(g — f) € Ury(f) NURs(9).
By continuity,hy € Usg s(f) andh; € Ug s(g) forsomeS > R. LetA : R — [0, 1]

[0,
be any continuous function such thatpp A C [-S,S] and\ = 1 on [—-R, R].
Then

f + )‘(hO - f) S Es(f) N UR,T’(Q)?
g+ )‘(hl - g) € UR,T’(f) N Es(g)7

which implies thayy € (Ur, o Es)(f) N (Es o Ury)(f). O
Corollary 7.2. If R, S,r,s > 0, thenUg ;- 0 Us s = Unin{R,5},r+s-

Proof. The inclusion €” is (1)), and ‘D" follows from LemmdZ_1. O
Lemma 7.3.1f T',r,s,t > 0, f € C(R) andg € E(f) are such thaUz(g) C

Urs(f) for somet’ > ¢, then

UT,t-i—r(g) N Er-i-s(f) = ET(UT,t(g) N Es(f)) (23)

Proof. The inclusion ©” follows from (18) and LemmB7]1. To prove=", let h €
Uri+r(g9) N Er4+5(f). By (22) and LemmB 711, there agg € E,.(h) NUr,(g) and
fo € E,(h) N Eg(f). By continuity, go € Uz (g9) € Ur s(f) for someT” > T.
Let A : R — [0, 1] be any continuous function such thatpp A C [-7",7’] and
A=1on[-T,T]. Then

fo+Xgo — fo) € Er(h) NUr,(g9) N Es(f),
and soh € E,(Ur+(g) N Es(f)). O

Corollary 7.4. The supremum metric relatiah,, satisfies Hypothesis 2-(iii).

Proof. Letr,s > 0, f € C(R), g € Es(f), andV a neighborhood; in C'(R).

Since V' can be chosen as small as desired, we can assumé& thatUr(g)

for someT,t > 0. Sinceg € E(f) C Urs(f), there ist’ > 0 such that
Urv(g9) € Urs(f), and we can also suppose that< ¢, obtaining [2B) by
LemmdZ.B. But{(Z3) gives the inclusion of Hypothésis 2-{dor 1V = V' by QZZ)
and LemmaZ7I1.

The fact thatF,, has more than one class (Hypothésis 3-(i)) is obvious becaus
deo(f,9) = oo if f is bounded ang unbounded. Hypothesg§ 3-(ii),(iii) is a con-
sequence of the following lemmas.
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Lemma 7.5. For everyf,g € C(R) and everyR,r > 0, if s > dg/(f, g) for some
R' > R, thenUg,,(f) N Es(g) # 0.

Proof. Let A : R — [0, 1] be a continuous function such thatpp A C [—R’, R]
andA =1on[—R, R]. Theng + \(f — g) € Ur(f) N Es(g). O

Lemma 7.6. For everyR,r > 0 and everyf € C(R), the setUr,(f) N Ex(f)
IS d~-path connected.

Proof. For everyg € Ug,,(f) N Ex(f), the mapping — tf + (1 —t)g defines a
do-continuous path iVr . (f) N Ex(f) fromgto f. O

Remark15. The symmetric relations ove?'(R) with fibers the ballsB(f, )
cannot be used instead of the relatidf)sto show thati.. is of type I. For instance,
each ballB.(f,r) is notGs in C(R); otherwise it would be Polish, and therefore
it would be a Baire space with the induced topology. Big residual inB(f,r)
for all » > 0, as the following argument shows. Lt,) and(R,,) be sequences
such thay < r,, T rand0 < R,, T co. For eachn, let U,, be the set of functions
g € Boo(f,r) such that

sup |f(x) —g(z)| > ry.
|z|>Rn

The the seté/,, are open and dense B, (f,r) and their intersection is empty.

8. THE GROMOV SPACE

In this section, we recall froni [1] some basic definitions praperties concern-
ing the Gromov space, and also prove some new results.

Let M be a metric space and léf,, or simplyd, be its distance function. The
Hausdorff distancéetween two non-empty subseis, B C M, is given by

Hi(A,B) = max{ilelg égg d(a, b),ilelg ;Iel}jl d(a, b)}
Note thatH (A, B) = Hy(A, B), andH4(A, B) = 0if and only if A = B. Also,
it is well known and easy to prove that; satisfies the triangle inequality, and that
its restriction to the set of non-empty compact subsetd/af finite valued, and
defines there a complete metriclif is complete.

Let M and N be arbitrary non-empty metric spaces. A metric/dnu N is
calledadmissiblef its restrictions toM and N ared,; anddy, whereM and N
are identified with their canonical injections M LI N. The Gromov-Hausdorff
distance(or GH distancg between)M and N is defined by

deg(M,N) = i%f Hy(M,N),

where the infimum is taken over all admissible metdcsn M LU N. It is well
known thatdgy (M, N) = dgy (M, N), whereM and N denote the completions
of M andN, dgy (M, N) = 0if M andN are isometricd satisfies the triangle
inequality, andigy (M, N) < oo if M andN are compact.
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There is also a pointed version df;y which satisfies analogous properties:
the (pointed Gromov-Hausdorff distancéor GH distancg between two pointed
metric spaces,M, z) and(NN,y), is defined by

dgH(M,ZL';N,y) :i%fmax{d(m,y),Hd(M,N)}, (24)

where the infimum is taken over all admissible metrian M U N.
If X is any metric space anfl : M — X andg : N — X are isometric
injections, then it is also well known that

der(M,N) < Ha, (f(M),g(N)),
dar(M,z; N,y) < max{dx (f(z),9(y)), Hay (f (M), g(N))};  (25)

indeed, these inequalities follow by considering, for each0, the unique admis-
sible metricd, on M L N satisfying, for allu € M andv € N,

de(u,v) = dx (f(u), g(v)) +e.

A metric space, or its distance function, is calf@dper (or Heine-Bore) if ev-
ery open ball has compact closure. This condition is egentab the compactness
of the closed balls, which means that the distance functioa fixed point is a
proper function. Any proper metric space is complete andllpcompact, and its
cardinality is not greater than the cardinality of the contim. Therefore it may
be assumed that their underlying sets are subseR. diVith this assumption, it
makes sense to consider the 8é1 of isometry classes)M, x|, of pointed proper
metric spaces(M,z). The setM., is endowed with a topology introduced by
M. Gromov [4, Section 6]/[3], which can be described as fatio

For a metric spaceX, two subspaces)y/, N C X, two points,z € M and
y € N, and areal numbeR > 0, let H;,, r(M,x; N,y) be given by

HdX’R(M,.Z';N,y) = max{ sup dX(u7N)7 sup dX(’U,M)}
UEBA{($7R) UEBN (y7R)
Then, forR,r > 0, letUg , C M, x M, denote the subset of paifs\/, z|, [N, y])
for which there is an admissible metrit,,on M LI N so that

max{d(z,y), Hor(M,z; N,y)} <.
The following lemma is obtained exactly like (25).

Lemma 8.1. For ([M, z], [N,y]) € M, x M, to be inUg, it suffices that there
exists a metric spacey, and isometric injectionsf : M — X andg: N — X,
such that

max{dx (f(x),9(y)), Hay r(f (M), f(x); g(N),g(y))} <.

The following notation will be used: for a relatiai on M, and[M, z] € M.,
E([M,z]) will be simply written ast'(M, x), and for a metric relatiod on M.
and[M, x|, [N,y| € M., d([M,z],[N,y]) will be denote byd(M, z; N, y).

The setd/ , satisfy HypothesiBI1[1, Lemma 2.1]; in particular, Hypatisél -
(v) is satisfied as stated in the following lemma.
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Lemma 8.2([1, Lemma2.1-(V)]) If R, 7, s > 0, thenUg, oUg s C Ug ,+s, Where
S = R+ 2max{r, s}.

Since the set#/p . satisfy Hypothesi§l1, they form a base of entourages for a
metrizable uniformity onM,.. Endowed with the induced topolog!. is what
is called theGromov spacelt is well known thatM., is a Polish space (seeg.
Gromov [4] or Peterseri [14]); in particular, the set of thenped finite metric
spaces witlQ-valued metrics is a countable dense subseiff

Some relevant subspaces.®bf, are defined by the following classes of metric
spaces: proper ultrametric spaces, proper length spam@sected complete Rie-
mannian manifolds, connected locally compact simplic@hplexes, connected
locally compact graphs and finitely generated groups (\ea thayley graphs).

The following (generalized) dynamics can be consideregdvtn

The canonical metric relation: The canonical partition Eca, is defined by
varying the distinguished pointe., as a relation E¢an consists of all the
pairs ([M, z],[M,y]), M a proper metric spacd/ andz,y € M. There
is a canonical map! — M., x — [M,x], which defines an embedding
Isom(M)\M — M., whose image iFcan(M, z) for anyx € M. Note
that M../Ecan can be identified to the set of isometry classes of proper
metric spaces.

The GH metric relation: It is defined by the pointed GH distande;;. The
notationFEqy = chl‘g; will be used. Sincéican € Eqg, the quotient set
M. /Eqp can be identified to the set of classes of proper metric spaces
defined by the relation of being at finite GH distance.

The Lipschitz metric relation: The Lipschitz partition FE\jp, is defined by
the existence of pointed bi-Lipschitz bijections. It isuéd by thelip-
schitz metric relationdyip, which is defined by using the infimum of the
logarithms of the dilation constants of bi-Lipschitz bijeas.

The QI metric relation: Thequasi-isometric partitiorfor QI partition), Egr,
is the smallest equivalence relation ovet, that containszgy U Eljp. It
is induced by thejuasi-isometric metric relatiofor QI relation), dg;, de-
fined as the largest metric relation ow&t, smaller than bothl;; and
diip (cf. [15, Lemma 6]). The quotient se¥!../E¢g; can be identified to
the set of quasi-isometry classes of proper metric spaces.

The dilation flow: Itis the multiplicative flow defined by-[M, x] = [AM, z],
where\M denotesV with its metric multiplied by\. This flow is used to
define the asymptotic and tangent cones.

In Sectiong P anf 10, we will study the GH and QI metric refstiand prove
Theoreni 111 for them. Some technical results and concedptedeo the definition
of M., to be used in those sections are given presently.

Lemma 8.3. Let[M, =], [N, y] € M, andr > 0. If d is an admissible metric on
M U N such thatd(z,y) < randHy(M, N) < r, thend is proper.

Proof. For everyv € N,
dy(y,v) < d(z,y) +d(xz,v) <r+d(z,v)
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and so
Bd(l', R) - BM(‘Ta R) U BN(y7 R+ T)
for all R > 0. The statement follows from this becaukeand N are proper. [J

Lemma 8.4. Let [M, z],[N,y],[P,z] € M, and R, > 0. Suppose that the
pointed metric spaceSBp(z, R + 2r), z) and (By(y, R + 2r), y) are isometric,
and that there is an admissible metri¢, on M U N such thatd(z,y) < r and
Hyr(M,z;N,y) < r. Then there exists a proper admissible meticon M L P
such that?/(z, z) < randHy r(M,z; P, z) <.

Proof. Let A = By(z, R+ 2r), B = By(y, R+ 2r) andC = Bp(z, R + 2r),

and let¢ : (B,y) — (C,z) be an isometry. Letl’ be the admissible metric on
M U P satisfying, foru € M andw € P,

d (u,w) = inf{ dps(u,v’) + d(u',v) + dp(d(v),w) | v € A, v € B}.
Note that, foru € A andv € B, d'(u, ¢(v)) = d(u,v); in particular,d’ (z, z) < r.
For eachu € Bys(x, R), there isv € N such thatd(u,v) < r. Since
dn(y,v) < d(y,z) + dy(z,u) + d(u,v) < R+ 2r,

thisv € By(y, R+2r). Sod'(u, ¢(v)) = d(u,v) < r,and therefore’'(u, P) < r.
Similarly, d'(w, M) < rforall w € Bp(z, R), obtainingHy r(M,z; P, z) <.

For eachS > 0 andw € P N By (z,S), there isv € B such thatd(z,v) +
dp(p(v),w) < S. So

dP(Z7w) < dP(Za(b(v)) +dP(¢(v)7w) <R+2r+ Sa
obtaining
By (z,S) C By(x,S) U Bp(z, R+ 2r + ).

Hence By (x,S) is compact sincel/ and P are proper. This shows that is
proper. U

9. THE GH METRIC RELATION

For eachr > 0, let B, C M, x M, be the symmetric relation whose fibers are
E.(M,z) = \gso Urr(M,z), whereUg,.(M, x) is as defined in Sectidd 8. The
notationBegy (M, z;r) = Bq,,,, ([M, x|, ) will be used.

Lemma9.1.If 0 < r < s, then
BGH(M,I';T) - ET(MJ‘T) - BGH(M,Z';S).

Proof. The first inclusion is obvious. To verify the second one,[léty] be any
member ofE,. (M, x). For eachR > 0 there exists an admissible metritz, on
M U N such thatdr(z,y) < r and Hg, p(M,z; N,y) < r. Letw be a free
ultrafilter on[0, o). Then there is a unique admissible metricon M LI N such
that, for allu € M andv € N,
S—T

5

d(u,v) = }%12}0 dr(u,v) +
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For eache > 0 there existg) € w such that, for allR € (),
d(u,v) < dr(u,v) + % + €,

and thus N
s—r s+

Because this holds for eaeh> 0,

+ €.

d(z,y) < S—;——’I‘ <s.
Next, for everyu € M, if R € Qis > d(x,u), thendr(u, N) < r, and
sod(u,N) < s as before. Similarlyd(v, M) < s for all v € N. Therefore
Hy(M,N) < s. O

Corollary 9.2. The metric relation oveM,, defined by the setSg . is dgy.

By Proposition$ 6}4, 618 ad 6.9, and Corollary 9.2, the c&$€;, Ecy) in
Theoreni 111 follows by showing that the sétg,. also satisfy Hypothesés$ 2 dnd 3.
It was already noted that1, is Polish (Hypothesifs] 2-(i)).

Lemma9.3.If R,r,s > 0, thenUgry 2,455 0 Ury C EgoUg,.

Proof. LetS = R+2r+s. If [M,z] € M, and[N,y| € UssoUg,(M,z), then
there iS[P, z] € Ugr,(M,z) N Uss(N,y). This means that there are admissible
metrics,d on M LI P andd on NI P, such thatl(z, 2) < r, Hy r(M,z; P, 2) < r,
d(y,z) < sandHj ¢(N,y; P,z) < s. Moreover, because of LemrhaBdmay
be assumed to be a proper metric. The subset

P'=(N\Bn(y,S))UBp(2,S) CNUP
is closed and so it becomes a proper metric space when endeitvethe metric
induced byd.

Claim 6. The pointed metric spadg”’, z) satisfiesiqy (N,y; P, z) < s.

SinceN \ P’ C By(y,S) andP’\ N = Bp(z,5), the Hausdorff distance

Hi(N,P") = max{ sup d(v,P’), sup d(w, N)}
UGBN(y7S) wGBP(sz)
S HJ,S(Nay;P7 Z) < S,

and so Claini follows froni (25).
From Clain[6 and Corollary 9.2, it follows tha®’, 2] € Es(N,vy).

Claim7. Bp/(z,R+ 2r) = Bp(z, R + 2r).

The inclusion ©” of this identity is obviously true. To prove that the revers
inclusion “C” is also true, it suffices to note th&p/ (z, R + 2r) N N = (), which
is true because, if thereise Bp/(z, R + 2r) N N, then

dn(y,v) <d(y,2) +d(z,v) <s+R+2r=2S5,
which contradicts thaBy (y, S) N P' = ().
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From Claim[¥ and Lemma 8.4, it follows tha®’, z] € Ug,(M,z). Hence
[N,y| € EsoUg (M, x). O

A subsetA of a metric spac& is called anet(as defined in[4, Definition 2.14])
if there ise > 0 such thaidx (u, A) < eforallu € X, and it is calledseparatedf
there is§ > 0 such thatix (a,b) > ¢ for all a,b € A with a # b; the terms:-net
andd-separatedare also used in these cases.

A separated subset of a metric space is discrete and thereftsed. Hence,
every separated subset of a proper metric space is a profdc isgace when
endowed with the induced metric.

If A C X is ane-net of a metric spacé,X,dx), thenHy, (X, A) < e. So, if
A is endowed with the induced metric fro(X, dx ), thendgp (X, z; A, z) < €
for everyxz € A by (28). Therefore, if in additiotX is proper andA is separated,
then, foranyd > ¢, [A, 2] € Es5(X, z) by Lemmd9.1L.

Lemma 9.4. Lete > 0. For each metric spacd/ and eache-separated subset
S C M, there exists am-separatect-net of M that containsS.

Proof. By Zorn's lemma, the set of-separated subsets &f that contain$, or-
dered by inclusion, has a maximal element. It is easily cbédkat that maximal
element is ar-net. O

The following is a “converse” to Lemnia8.2.

Lemma9.5.If R,r,s > 0, thenUg ;s C Ugrs 0 Ug,.

Proof. Let [M, z] € M, and[N,y] € Ug,+s(M,x). Then there is an admissible
metric,d, on M U N such thati(x,y) < 7o+ so andHgy r(M,z; N,y) < ro+ 5o
for somery € (0,7) andsg € (0,s). By Lemma8#4d may be assumed to be a
proper metric.

Lete > 0 be such thaty + 2¢ < r andsy + 2¢ < s. By Lemma 9.4, there
aree-separated-nets, A of By/(z, R) and B of By(y, R), such thatz € A and
Yy € B.

For eachu € By/(x, R), there isv € N such thatd(u,v) < rog+ sg. Then there
isv’ € B sothatdy(v,v") <e. So

d(u,v") < d(u,v) +dn(v,0") <719+ 80 + ¢,

which impliesd(u, B) < ro + so + €. Similarly, for allv € By(y, R), d(v, A) <
To + So + €.

Let ¥ denote the set of pairg:, v) € A x B such thaid(u,v) < ro+ sg + €
andmin{dys(x,u),dn(y,v)} < R;in particular,(z,y) € 3. The set® is finite
becaused and B are separated andlis proper. For eacliu,v) € ¥, let I, ,
be the intervall0, d(u,v)] € R of lengthd(u,v), and letd, , be its standard
metric. Leth : ||, ,ex 0Tup — M U N be a map that restricts to a bijection

h: 0I,, — {u,v} forall (u,v) € X. Then let

P=MUN)U, || Iue
(u,v)eX
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The spaced/, N and eachl,, , may be viewed as subspacesfafin particular,

Ol = {u,v}in P. Let P be endowed with the metritwhose restriction ta./ LI
N is d, whose restriction to eacdh, ,, is d,, ,,, and such that, for allu, v), (u/,v") €
Y, w € Iy, andw' € Iy,

d(w,w') = min{dy,,(w, u) + das(u,0') + dyr (W', 0'),
du(w,v) + dn(v,0") + dy o (v, 0') }.

Let P C P be the finite subset consisting of the pointse 1,, ,, with (u,v) € ¥

and
g+ €

——d .

o + So + 2€ (’LL,’U)

Let z be the unique point i N I, ,, and consider the restriction dfto P.
If (u,v) € ¥ andw is the unique point ir® N I,, ,,, then

N ro+ €
d <d <
(u7 w) - u’v(% w) ro + So + 2¢

Sod(z,z) < ro+¢€ < r,and, forallu € Aandw € P, d(u,P) < ro+ ¢
andd(w, M) < ro + e. SinceA is ane-net in Bys(x, R), it also follows that,

forall u € By (x,R), d(u, P) < ro + 2¢. Similarly, d(y,z) < s, and, for all
v € By(y,R) andw € P, d(v, P) < so + 2e andd(w, N) < so + €. Thus

HCLR(M,SL';P,Z) <rg+2e<r, chvR(N,y;P,z) <50+ 2 < s,

and so[P,z] € Ug,(M,z) N Ugrs(N,y) by Lemmal8.]L. ThereforéV, z] €
UR,s © UR,T(M7 33‘) U

Hypothesi$ P-(ii) results from the next corollary.
Corollary 9.6. For R,7,s > 0,Ur, o E; C Es 0 Ug,, Where
T = R+ 2r + s+ 2max{r, s}.
Proof. Let S = R + 2r + s. By Lemmag$ 817, 9]3 aid 9.5,
UryoEs CUrpoUrs CUgspis CUssoUry € EsoUgy. U

dyp(w,u) =

d(u,v) <rog+e.

Hypothesi$ P-(iii) is the statement of the next lemma.

Lemma9.7. Let[M,z] € M,, s > 0and[N,y] € Es(M,x). Ifr >0andV is
a neighborhood ofN, y| in M., then there is a neighborhodd” of [V, y] in M.
such that

E.(W)NE.(Es(M,x)) C E.(VNEs(M,x)).

Proof. By Lemmal8.4, there ar§ > 0 and an open neighborhodd™ of [N, y]
in M, such that, for allN’,y'] € M, and[N",y"] € W, if (By/(y,S),y) is
isometric to(By~ (y”,S),y"), then[N’,y'] € V. Since[N,y| € Ur (M, x) for
T =S5+ s+r, we also assume thdit C Uy ((M, z).

ForeacHP, z] € E.(W)NE,(Es(M,x)), there aréNy,y1] € W and[Na, y2] €
Es(M,z) such thafP, z] € E.(Ny,y1) N E.(N2,y2), and admissible, proper (by
Lemmal8.%) metricsd; on M U N; andd; on Ny L P, so thatd, (z,y;) < s,
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Hgy r(M,z;N1,y1) < 8, d1(y1,2) < randHg, (N1,y1; P,z) < r. Let(T},)
be a sequence iR with T;, T oo andTy > T set alsol’_; = T. For each
n € N, let (Na,y2,,) be an isometric copy of N2, y2). Then there are admis-
sible, proper (by Lemm@a8.4) metricg; ,, on M L N, ,, and ng onNy, U P,
such thaﬂg,n(l’, yg,n) < S, Hd27an (M, x; N27n, y27n) <s, ng(yg,n, Z) < rand
chgﬂl,Tn (NQJU Y2,n; P, Z) <.

Let d denote the metric o” LI Ny U (| ];7, Na,n) U P which extendsi;, dy,
ds , andd, ,, for all n € N, and such that, for € M andw € P,

d(u,w) = inf{dy(u,v1) + dyi(v1,w),
don(u,v2.0) + don (Vo w) | v1 € Ny, Vo € Noyp, n € N},

for vy € Ny andvy,, € Noy,

d(vi,vay) = inf{ di(vi,u) + dop(u,v2p),
di(vi,w) +J2,n(w,v27n) |lue M, we P},

and, forvy ,,, € Na,, anduvg,, € No, With m # n,

d(”27m7 v2,n) = lnf{ d2,m(v2,ma u) + d2,n(u7 v2,n)7
dom (Va,m, w) + dopn(w,v2,) |u € M, we P }

Since the metricdy, di, andds ,, andd, ,, for all n € N, are proper, the metri¢
is proper as well. The set

[e.e]

N'= By, (y1,T)U <|_| <BN2,n(y2,n, T,) \ BN, (Y2,n Tn—l)))

n=0

is closed inM U Ny U (| ]2, Na,,,) U P, and therefore it becomes a proper metric
space with the restriction of

Then Hy(M,z; N’ y1) < sand Hy(N',y1; P,z) < r, as in Clain[6, and so
dag(M,z; N’ y1) < sanddgy (N, y1; P, 2) < r by (28), which in turn implies
[N',y1] € Es(M,z)NE, (P, z) by Lemmd9.lL. On the other hand, like in Cldiin 7,
it follows that By (y1,S) = By, (y1,S) and so[N’,y;] € V becauséNy,y;] €
W. ThereforelP, z] € E.(V N Es(M, x)). O

Hypothesi$ B-(i) is plainly true: the relatidti; ;7 has more than one equivalence
class because the GH distance between a bounded metricssghae unbounded
one is always infinite.

Hypothesi$ B-(ii) is a consequence of the next lemma.

Lemma 9.8. If [M, z],[N,y] € M, andR,r > 0, then there iss > 0 such that
UR,T(M7$) N Es(Ny y) 7é @

Proof. Let A and B denote the balls of radiuB + 2r in M and N with centersr
andy, respectively. Lety > dap (A, x; B,y) and letd be an admissible metric on
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AU B such thatd(x,y) < sp andHy(A, B) < s¢. Letd' be the admissible metric
on M LI N satisfying, for alk. € M andv € N,

d (u,v) = inf{ dps(u,v') +d(/,v") +dy(',v) | v € A, v € B}.
By the proof of Lemma 8l4, the metri€ is proper, and its restriction td LI B
equalsd; in particular,d’ (z,y) < so.
Let A’ and B’ denote the balls of radiuB + 2r + sg in M and N with centersr

andy, respectively. The se¥’ = A’ (N \ B') is closed inM LI N, and therefore
it becomes a proper metric space with the restrictiod oTake any

s > max{sg, R+ 2r + d'(z, N \ B')}.
If N\ B’ # 0, then, forallv € N \ B andu € A/,
d (u,v) < dp(u,z) +d'(x,0) < R+ 2r +d'(x,0),

and so

Hy(A,N\B)<R+2r+d(z,N\B) <s.
It follows that Hy (N, N') < s, and sadgi (N, y; N, z) < s by (28). Therefore
[N',z] € Es(N,y) by Lemmd3.l. Also, like in Claidl 7By (z, R + 2r) = A,
and thereforéN’, z] € Ug (M, z) by Lemmd8.4. O

Hypothesig B-(iii) is verified as follows. Le®,r > 0 and[M,z] € M.,. Let
S > Rands > 0 be such that < r andR + 2max{s,r — s} < S, and letD
denote the set of poinfsV, y] € M. such that there is some admissible metiic,
onM U N so thatd(z,y) < s, Hgg(M,z; N,y) < sandHy(M,N) < .

Lemma 9.9. D is a dense subset bfs (M, z) N Eqp (M, x).

Proof. By its definition, the seD C Ugs(M,x) N Egu(M,x). It must to be
shown that, for ever{’,¢,t' > 0 and[N,y] € Ugs(M,z) N Beu(M,z;t'), the
intersectionU7(N,y)ND # 0. Let(Ny,y1) and(N2, y2) be two isometric copies
of (N, y). There are admissible metrieg, on M LI N; andd, on M LI N», such that
dl(x,yl) < s, Hdl,R(M,w;Nl,yl) < s, dg((ﬂ,yg) <t ande2(M, Ng) < t.
Let d denote the metric oi/ LI N, LI N, whose restrictions td/ L N, andM U Ny
ared; andd,, respectively, and such that, for all € N, andvy € N,

~

d(vy,ve) = inf{dy(vi,u) + da(u,ve) | u € M }.

Sinced; is proper by Lemm@a8l 3, ant] can be assumed to be proper by Leniméa 8.4,
the metricd is proper as well. Let

T' = max{S,T} + 2max{s,t} +t + s,
let A = BM(ac,T’ + 2t/), B, = BNl(yl,T’) and By = BNz(yg,T/), and set
N’ = By U (Ny \ By). SinceN’ is closed inM U Ny LI Ny, it becomes a proper
metric space with the restriction df We haved(z,y1) = di(x,y1) < s. With
arguments used in Clairh$ 6 &nd 7, we obtip, (M, z; N',y1) < s and

H;(M,N') < max{Hg, (A, B),t'} < co.
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It follows that[N”, y,] satisfies the condition to be iR with the restriction ofl to
the subsef\/ LI N’ of M LI Ny U N». Also, sinced(yy,y2) < t' + s, the proof of
Claim[1 leads to

Bni(y1, T +2t) = B, (y1, T+ 2t) = By (y, T + 2t),
and thereforéN’, y;] € Ur(N,y) by Lemmd 8.4. O

Let £ be the set of thos@\/,z] € D such that)M is separated (in itself). It
easily follows from Lemma&39]4 that is d;y-dense inD. Take anye > 0 such
thats +2¢ < randR+2max{s+e¢,7r—s—e€} < S. Let A be a separatednet of
M that containss, whose existence is guaranteed by Lerima 9.4, and cons&ler th
restriction ofd,s to A. Observe thatA, ] € E,_s_.(M, x) because — s —e > e.
Then the proof of Hypothesis 3-(iii) is completed by the daling lemma.

Lemma 9.10. Any point of€ can be joined tdA, x| by adgg-continuous path in
Urr(M,z).

Proof. For any [N, y] € &, there is some admissible metri¢, on M LI N such
thatd(z,y) < s, so == Hgs(M,z;N,y) < sands; := Hy(M,N) < oc.
Moreoverd is proper by LemmBR8]3. Observe tHd§ s(A, z; N,y) < so + € and
Hd(A,N) < s1+e

Let ¥ be the set of pair$u,v) € A x N such thatd(u,v) < s; + € and, if
u € Ba(z,S) orv e By(y,S), thend(u,v) < so + ¢; in particular,(z,y) € .
Like in the proof of Lemm&39I5, defing, , andd,,,, for each(u,v) € ¥, as well
ash : |, pex =+ AUN,

P=(AUN)Uy || Tue
(uv)GE

and the metricl on P. Sinced is proper andd and NV are separated, theballs in
ALUIN are finite. Therefore, any ball iR is contained in a finite union of segments
I,,., and soP is proper.

For eacht € I = [0,1], let P, C P be the subset consisting of the points
w € I, With dy, »(w, ) = td(u,v) for (u,v) € X, and letz; denote the unique
point of P, N I, ,. EachP; is a discrete subspace ﬁf and it therefore becomes
a proper metric space with the restrictiondf Moreover (P, z)) = (A, z) and
(P1,z1) = (N,y). Forallt,t’ € I, (u,v) € ¥,w € P,NI,,andw’ € Py NI,,,

d(w,w') = dy(w,w') = d(u,v) |t —t|

(s1+e€)|t—1t| forarbitrary(u,v) € ¥ (26)
(so+e)|t—t| ifue Ba(x,S)orve By(y,S).

Thusd(z, z0) < (so + €) |t — /] andH;(P;, Py) < (s1 +¢€) |t — t'|. By (29), it
follows that[P;, z;] € Equ(M,z) for all t € I, and the mapping — [P, z] is
dag-continuous.

From [28), it also follows thad(u, P,) < (s + €)t for all u € B(z,S) and

t € I. Moreover the balBp,(z, S) is contained in the union of the segmeis,
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for (u,v) € X with u € Ba(x,S) orv € By(y,S). Sod(w, P;) < (s + €)t for
all w € Bp(z,S) by (28). It follows that
Hj g(A @3 Pryz) < (so+e)t <s+e,
obtaining
[Py, zt] € Us ste(A,x) CUss4e0 Er_s—e(M,z) CUp,(M,x)
by Lemmag$ 8]1 and 8.2. O

HypotheseB][13 have just been proved, and that suffices fiommorheoreni 1.1L
for (dGH, EGH)-

Remarkl16. As in Remark1b, it can be proved that, for all> 0, () is residual
in Bgp (M, z;r) if M is unbounded. In this case, for sequenges r,, T r and
0 < R, 1 oo, consider the sefS,, consisting of the pointgV, y| € By (M, z;71)
such that

H, (M \ Bar(z, Ro), N\ Bn (v, Rn)) >

for every admissible metriej, on M U N.

10. THE QI METRIC RELATION

Sincedgr < dgm and Theorern 1)1 is already proved &y, Remark$ b and 8
imply that the proof of Theorein 1.1 fak,; only requires the next proposition.

Proposition 10.1. The fibers oftg; are meager inM,.

The proof of Proposition 10.1 requires an analysigf, which in turn requires
an analysis oflgy anddyp.

A map between metric spaces,: M — N, is calledbi-Lipschitzif there is
some\ > 1 such that

S dur(,0) < dn(9(w), 6(0) < Adas(u,0)

for all u,v € M. The termA-bi-Lipschitzmay be also used in this case.

A (coarsg quasi-isometnof M to IV is a bi-Lipschitz bijectiony : A — B for
netsA C M andB C N. The existence of a quasi-isometry &f to N is equiva-
lent to the existence of a finite sequence of metric spAfes M, ..., My, = N
such thatdg g (Ma;—2, Ma;—1) < oo and such that there is a bi-Lipschitz bijection
Ms;—1 — Moy, for eachi € {1,...,k}. A pointed(coarsg quasi-isometrys de-
fined in the same way, by using a pointed bi-Lipschitz bigttbetween nets that
contain the distinguished points. The existence of a podiaigasi-isometry has
an analogous characterization involving pointed Gromewstiorff distances and
pointed bi-Lipschitz bijections.

As noted in Sectiohl&]yip is the metric equivalence relation ovéi, defined
by settingdLip (M, z; N, y) equal to the infimum of the set of> 0 for which there
is a pointede"-bi-Lipschitz bijectiong : (M, x) — (N, y).
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The distancelg; (M, z; N,y) equals the infimum of all sums
k
> dan (Mo, ai—9; Mai 1, w9i-1) + duip (Mai—1, w915 Maj, 02;)
i=1
for finite sequence$M, x| = [My,xo], ..., [Mag,x2r] = [N,y] in M. For
[M,r] € M, andr > 0, the notationBip(M,z;r) = By, ([M,x],r) and
Bqi(M, ;1) = Bag, ([M,z],r) will be used.
Lemma 10.2. For» > 0and R > ¢ > p > 2r, if [N,y] € Ug,(M,z) and
Proof. By hypothesis, there is an admissible metran M/ LIN such thati(z,y) <
randHg r(M,z; N,y) < r,and there is € M such thap < d(z,u) < ¢. Since
Hgr(M,z; N,y) < r,there isv € N such thati(u,v) < r. Then
dN(:Ua U) < d([L’, ’LL) + d(y7 :L') + d(u7 U) <q+ 2T7
and, similarly,dy (y,v) > p — 2r. O
Corollary 10.3. If dgy (M, z; N,y) < randq > p > 2r are such thatBy(z, q) \

By (z,p) # 0, thenBy (y,q + 2r) \ By (y,p — 2r) # 0.

Lemma 10.4. If dyjp(M,2z; N,y) < randp > ¢ > 0 are such thatBy;(z, q) \
By (x,p) # 0, thenBy (y,e"q) \ By (y, e "p) # 0.

Proof. By hypothesis, there is a pointedl-bi-Lipschitz bijection¢ : (M,x) —
(N,y), and there is, € M such thap < d(x,u) < ¢q. Then

dn(y, ¢(u)) < e"dpr(z,u) < e'q,
and, similarly,dy (y, ¢(u)) > e~ "p, showing the result. O

Proof of Propositiori I0J1The pointed compact metric spaces form an equiva-
lence class oF ;g which is meager in\,. by Theoreni I11-(i) fodGu, Ecn)-
Moreover any metric space bi-Lipschitz equivalent to a loflmehone is also bounded.
So the pointed compact metric spaces also form a claggyef Thus, to prove
Propositior I0/1, it is enough to consider the fildgy; (M, y) for any unbounded
proper metric spacé/. Hence there are sequenggs ¢, T oo such thatg, >

pn > 0andBys(z,q,) \ By (z,ppn) # 0.
Claim8. Letr,s > 0 andn € N so thatp, > 2r and2s < e (g, — 2r). If
[N,y] € Bor(M,z;r), then

Bn(y, € (gn + 2r) 4+ 25) \ By (y, e (pn — 2r) — 2s) # 0. (27)

For the proof, letS > €e"(q, + 2r). Since[N,y] € Bgi(M,xz;r), there is a
finite sequenceM, x| = [My, xol, ..., [Mag, z2x] in M, such thal Moy, zox] €
US,S(N7 y) and

k
> dan(Mai—a, 9i9; Mai 1, w9i 1) + duip(Mai—1, 29i 15 Mai, ;) < 7.
i=1
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Letry,...,ro > 0 be such thaE?il r; <rand, forj e {1,...,2k},
> dgH(Mj_l,ﬂj‘j_l;Mj,ﬂj‘j) if 7is odd
Tj L
77 Vdup(Mj—1,25-1; My, z;) i jis even

Let7; = 37 _, 7. Arguing by induction orj, using Corollary 1013 and Lemria1D.4,
it follows that
B, (€7 (qn + 275)) \ Batgy (221, €77 (g — 27)) # 0
forall j. So
BM2k (x%? er(qﬂ + QT)) \ BM% (‘T%’ e_r(qﬂ - QT)) e 0.
Then [27) follows by Lemm@a 0.2, completing the proof of Gif.

Claim9. For eachr > 0, Bgr(M, z;r) is nowhere dense iM,.

Let [V,y] € Bgr(M,z;r). GivenS,s > 0, there is some: € N such that
pn > 2randS < e "(q, — 2r) — 2s. Thus [2T) is satisfied with the$&/, y], r, s
andn. Let

N' =N\ (BN(y, e (qn +2r) +25) \ By (y, " (qn — 2r) — 23)) :
With the restriction ofiy, N’ is a proper metric space witBy: (y, S) = By (y, S),
obtaining[N’, y] € Us s. But[N’,y] & Bgr(M, z;r) by Claim[8 because
Byi(y,€"(qn +2r) +25) \ B/ (y,e " (pn — 2r) — 25) = 0.

SoUgs(N,y) € Bgr(M,z;r). Then Claim[® follows since can be chosen
arbitrarily small, andS arbitrarily large by choosing arbitrarily large.

SinceEq (M, z) = U2, Bor(M, z;r), Claim concludes the proof of Propo-
sition[10.1. O
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