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Abstract

The article studies topological games that arise in the study of the continuity of
operations in groups with topology, such as paratopological and semitopological
groups. These games are modifications of the Banach—-Mazur game.

Given a two-player game G(X) of the Banach-Mazur type, we define I'C-
Baire, I'“-nonmeager and I'“-spaces. A space X is a '“-Baire if the second
player does not have a winning strategy in G(X). The classes of ['“-nonmeager
spaces and I'“-spaces are defined similarly, with the help of modifications of the
game G(X).

For the games under consideration, equivalent games are found, which fa-
cilitates studying the relationship between the resulting classes of spaces and
determining which spaces belong to these classes. For this purpose, we introduce
a modification of the Banach-Mazur game with four players.

Results of this paper find application in the study the continuity of opera-
tions in groups with topology.
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1. Introduction

A space X is called Baire (nonmeager) if for any family (U, ),, of open dense
subsets X the intersection G = ), Uy, is dense in X (nonempty).

Baire spaces play an important role in mathematics. Particularly strong
results have been obtained in the class of metric spaces. We note the following
two results, in which, in addition to being Baire, an important role is played by
metrizability.

1. If X, Y and Z are metric spaces, X is a Baire space and a function
f: X XY — Z is separately continuous, then f has points of continuity
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2. If G is a metric Baire group with separately continuous multiplication,
then G is a topological group [4 [5].

To extend these results from metric spaces to larger classes of spaces, topo-
logical games are widely used. An important role in applications of the Baire
property is played by topological games that are modifications of the Banach—
Mazur game [0} [7], with the help of which a characterization of Baire spaces, the
Banach—Oxtoby theorem, was proved (see the Theorem : a space X is Baire
if and only if the second player S has no winning strategy in the game BM (X).

A standard scheme for extending results of the first and second types from
metric Baire spaces to larger classes is as follows.

1. A modification I'(X) of the game BM (X) is defined so that, for the class B
of spaces on which the player § in the game I'(X) does not have a winning
strategy, theorems known for metrizable Baire spaces remain valid.

2. Spaces from the class B are found. As a rule, these are Baire spaces from
some ’traditional’ class of spaces P. Then, theorems that: if X € P is a
Baire space, then X € B are proved.

In this paper, the class B is a subclass of the class of Baire spaces obtained
by using a modification G(X) of the Banach-Mazur game BM (X'). We refer to
spaces in this class as I'B-Baire spaces; see Section 4. A space X is I'B-Baire if
player 3 does not have a winning strategy in G(X). The classes of I'“-nonmeager
spaces and I'“-spaces are defined similarly, with the help of modifications of the
game G(X).

If X is a Baire space and X is a I'“-space, then X is a I'“-Baire space
(Proposition [15). Exploring I'®-spaces is much easier than I'“-Baire spaces.
Some of the I'*-spaces are described in Theorem Proposition and Theorem
allow us to find I'“~-Baire spaces. The author does not know if there is a I'“-
Baire space that is not a I'“-space; see Problem (1).

For the games under consideration, equivalent games are found, which fa-
cilitates studying the relationship between the resulting classes of spaces and
determining which spaces belong to these classes. For this purpose, we intro-
duce a modification of the Banach—-Mazur game with four players; see Section
0l

The concept of a Baire space is closely related to the concept of a nonmeager
space.

Theorem 1. (1) Buaire spaces are nonmeager.
(2) An open subset of a Baire space is a Baire space.

(3) A space X is Baire if and only if every open subspace of X is a nonmeager
space.

(4) A space X is nonmeager if and only if there exists an open nonempty Baire
subspace of X.

(5) A homogeneous nonmeager space is a Baire space.



In the article, generalizations of Baire and nonmeager spaces are constructed
in parallel, and the relationships (1)—(5) between Baire and nonmeager spaces
are checked.

In [8, @] the A-Baire property was found, which implies the continuity of
operations in groups. The A-Baire property is defined with the help of sem-
ineighborhoods of the diagonal. Paper [I0] also contains properties of Baire
type, which are defined by using semineighborhoods of the diagonal. It estab-
lishes a relationship between the generalizations of the Baire property obtained
with the help of topological games in this paper and those obtained with the
help of semineighborhoods of the diagonal.

The results of this paper are used in [I1I] to study the continuity of group
operations in right-topological groups.

2. Definitions and notation

The sign = will be used for equality by definition.

2.1. Definitions and notation from set theory

The family of all subsets of a set X is denoted by Exp(X). The family of all
nonempty subsets of a set X is denoted by Exp, (X): Exp,(X) := Exp(X)\{2}.

If B is a subset of a set A, then we denote by B¢ = A\ B the complement to
A. We use this notation in situations where it is clear from the context which
set A is meant.

An indexed set ¥ = (x4)aca is a function on A such that z(«) = z, for
a € A. If the elements of an indexed set X = (X,)aca are themselves sets,
then X is also called an indezed family of sets; X is a function on A: X (a) = X,
for a« € P. For a nonempty B C A, we denote

XL = T[] Xo ={(za)acn : Ta € X4 for all a € B}
aEB

The projection from X[5! onto X, will be denoted by 7,. We assume that
Xl = {2} if B is the empty set:

xel = {o}.

The Cartesian product XP! is the set of functions f defined on the set B such
that f(a) € X(«) for all @ € B. We denote

HX:: H X, = &AL

acA

Let BNC = @. As is customary in set theory, we identify a function with
its graph. If z € X8l and y € X!€ then z = x Uy is the function defined by

2 e XBYCl g — 2|, and y = Z| &



Let us introduce a special notation for z Uy when = and y are functions:
Ty =xUy.
Functions with a finite domain are sets of the form

f= {(Il’ y1)7 ($27y2)v SR (:l:n,yn)},

f(z;) =y; fori=1,2,...,n. We will use the notation

{‘rl > Y1,T2 2 Y2, .., Tp —> yn} = {(‘rlvyl)v (x27y2)7 BERE) (xnayn)}

In particular,
{a%a}:{(ava)}’ {a_>a76_>b} :{(ava)7(ﬁva))}'

2.2. Definitions and motation from topology

We denote by Aut(X) the set of all homeomorphisms of the space X onto
itself.

A subset M of a topological space X is called locally dense, or nearly open,
or preopen if M C Int M.

Let M C X. If M is the union of a countable number of nowhere dense sets,
then M is called a meager set. Nonmeager sets are called sets of the second
Baire category. A subset of M is said to be residual, or comeager, if X \ M is a
meager set.

A space X is called a space of the first Baire category, or a meager spaces,
if the set X is of the first Baire category in the space X. A space X is called a
space of the second Baire category, or nonmeager spaces, if X is not a meager
space. A space in which every residual set is dense is called a Baire space. A
space is nonmeager if and only if some open subspace is a Baire space.

A family v of nonempty subsets of X is called a m-net if for any open
nonempty U C X there exists an M € v such that M C U.

A m-network consisting of open sets is called a 7-base.

A subset U C X is said to be regular open if U = Int U.

A space X is called quasi-regular if for every nonempty open U C X there
exists a nonempty open V C X such that V C U.

A space X is semireqular if X has a base consisting of regular open sets.

A space X is called w-semiregular [12] (or nearly regular [I3]) if X has a
m-base consisting of regular open sets.

For a cardinal 7, a set G C X is called a set of type G if G is an intersection
of 7 open sets. A space X is called an absolute G space if X is of type G, in
some compact extension.

A space X is regular at a point x € X if for any neighborhood U of the point
x there exists a neighborhood V' 3 x such that V C U.

A space X is semireqular at a point x € X if there is a base at the point x
consisting of regular open sets.

A space X is feebly compact if any locally finite family of open sets is finite.



For v C Exp(X) and « € X we denote

St(z,7) = {U e v : z e}, st(z,7) = | St(z, 7).

A space X is called developable if there exists a sequence of open covers
(Yn)new such that for any = € X the family st(x,~,) is a base at the point .

A family B of open nonempty sets in X is called an outer base of M C X if
M C U for each U € B and for each open W D M there exists a U € B such
that M CU C W.

If (M,,)new is a sequence of subsets of a space X, then the set

IthewMp={z X : |{ncw:UNM, #2} =w
for any neighborhood U of z}

is called the upper limit of the sequence of sets (Mp)new-
If (25)new is a sequence of points in the space X, then we denote

Rnéw Ty = EnEw{xn}'

We denote by Sw the space of ultrafilters on w, the Stone-Cech extension
of the discrete space w. We denote by w* = fw \ w — the set of nonprincipal
ultrafilters.

Let (z)necw be a sequence of points in a space X, and let p € w* be a
nonprincipal ultrafilter. A point € X is called the p-limit of a sequence
(Tn)new if {n €w : x, € U} € p for any neighborhood U of z. We will write
z = limyz, = lim, (2, )new for the p-limit z.

3. Modifications of the Banach-Mazur game

In this section, we use topological games; the basic concepts and terminology
for them can be found in [14} [15] 16} [8, [9]. A precise definition of a game is given
in Section[6} In this section, we assume that there are two players, o and 3. Let
G be a game in which a player k € {a, 8} has a winning strategy. Let us call
this game G k-favorable. If there is no such strategy, then G is a k-unfavorable
game.

If the definition of the game G depends on only one parameter, namely, some
space X, that is, G = I'(X), then we say that the space X is (k,T')-favorable if
the game I'(X) is k-favorable and the space X is (k,T')-unfavorable if the game
is T'(X) is k-unfavorable.

Let G; and G4 be two games with players  and 8. We say that the games
G1 and Gy are equivalent if the game G is k-favorable if and only if the game
Gy is k-favorable for all k € {a,8}. We will write G; ~ G for equivalent
games.

Let (X,7) be a space. We set T* =T \ {@} and denote

ZU(X) = {(Vn)nEw eT : Vn+1 cV, forne w}.



We put
U(X) ={T e (Bxp,(T*)7 : T(U) is a n-base in U € T*}.

Let P be some m-base of the space X. Let us define T4(X), T,(X), T,(X,P) €
(Exp(T*))7" as follows. For U € T* we put

Y(X)U)={VeT :VcU}, TYT,(X,PYU)={VeP:VcCU}
Y. (X)U)={VeT :VcU}, T, (X,P)U)={VeP:VcCU}

Obviously, T4(X), T,(X,P) € (X), and if the space X is quasiregular, then
T, (X), Tpr (X, P) € UX).

Games BM(X,V;T,¥) and MB(X,V;T,¥). Let V C U(X) and T,V €
$1(X). There are two players, o and 5. These games differ in the first move
of a player a. On the first move, player « chooses Uy = X in the game
BM(X,V;T,¥) and Uy € T(X) in the game M B(X,V; T, ¥). Player 3 chooses
Vo € ¥(Uy). On the nth move, a chooses U, € YT(V,,—1) and S chooses
V., € ¥(U,). After a countable number of moves, the winner is determined:
player a wins if (V;,)pew, € V.
We put

BM(X,V) == BM(X,V;Ty(X), T:(X)),
MB(X,V) == MB(X,V;T,(X), T4(X)).

Definition 1. Let X be a space. A family V C U(X) is called monolithic if
the following condition is satisfied:

Let (Up)new € B(X) and (Vi)pew € V. U Uy C V,, C U, for n € w,
then (Up)new € V.

Remark 1. The paper [16] introduced a similar concept of a stable family, and
[15] introduced the concept of a monotone family. A monotone family is stable
and monolithic. The reason for introducing a new class of monolithic families
is that Upa(X) (see Section M) is a monolithic, but not monotone or stable
family.

Proposition 1. Let X be a space, V C V(X), T,V € (X). If V is a mono-
lithic family, then
BM(X,V) ~ BM(X,V;T,¥),  MB(X,V)~ MB(X,V;T,0).

Remark 2. Proposition [I] will be proved after Proposition [3] Proposition []
allows one to pass from the game BM(X,V) to the game BM(X,V; Y, ¥) in
which the players choose open sets not arbitrarily, but in some special way, for
example, from some convenient 7-base.

Let

W(X) = {(Vn, Mp)new € (T* x Exp, (X)) : Mp4q C V, and
Vi1 CV, for n € w}.



Games OD(X, N, W;Y,¥) and DO(X,N,W;Y,¥). Let N be a m-net of X.
Take W C 20(X) and T, ¥ € (X). There are two players, @ and 8. These
games are distinguished by the first move of player a. On the first move, «
chooses Uy = X in OD(X, N, W;T,¥) and Uy € T(X) in DO(X, N, W; T, ¥).
Player S chooses V € ¥(Uy) and My € N, My C Up. On nth move o chooses
U, € Y(V,_1) and B chooses V,, € ¥(U,) and M,, € N, M,, C U,. Af-
ter a countable number of moves, the winner is determined: player a wins if
(V'ru Mn)nEw ew.
We put

OD(X,N,W) = OD(X,N,W; Y((X), T(X)),
DO(X,N,W) = DO(X,N,W; T (X), T:(X)).

Definition 2. Let X be a space. A family W C 20(X) is called monolithic if
the following condition is satisfied:

Let (Un)new € B(X) and (Vp,, Mp)new € W. It Upyy C V,, C U, for
n € w, then (U,, M} )new € W.

Proposition 2. Let X be a space, N be a m-net of X, W C W(X), T,V €
UX). If W is a monolithic family, then

OD(X,N,W) ~ OD(X,N,W; T, ),
DO(X,N,W) ~ DO(X,N,W;T,0).

Proposition [2| will be proved later (see Proposition .
Let V C U(X). We put

W, (X, V) = {(Viy, Mp)new € W(X) : (Vi)new € V}-

Proposition 3. If X is a space, V C U(X), N m-net of X, W = 20,(X,V)
and T, ¥ € (X)), then

BM(X,V;Y,¥) ~ OD(X,N,W;T,¥), MB(X,V;Y,¥) ~ DO(X,N,W;Y,0).

Proof. For W = 20,(X,V) the outcome of the games OD and DO does not
depend on the choice of M, so the strategies from the games BM and M B are
suitable for the games OD and DO. 0

Proposition [3| shows that BM (M B) games are a special case of OD (DO)

games.

Proof of Proposition[], Let N’ be some m-net in the space X, and let W =
M, (X, V). From Proposition [3| it follows that

BM(X,V;...)~OD(X,N,W;...), MB(X,V;...) ~DOX,N,W;...).

The family W is monolithic if and only if the family V is monolithic. It remains
to apply Proposition [2] O



Proposition 4. Let X be a space. Suppose that W C (X)), T,V € U(X), M7
and Ny are w-nets of the space X, and the following conditions are met:

(1) for My € N7 there is an My € Na such that My C My and for My € No
there is an My € N7 such that My C My;

(2) if Vo, Mp)new € Wand M,, C L, C 'V, forn € w, then (V,, Ly)new € W.
Then

OD(X,N1,W;Y,¥) ~ OD(X,No, W; T, ¥),
DO(X,N1,W;Y,¥) ~ DO(X, N2, W; T, ¥).
Proof. Fix @1 : N1 = Ny and @3 : No — N so @1 (M) C My for My € N7 and
(pg(Mg) C M, for My € NQ.
Suppose that the player a in the game G; = OD(X,N1,W;Y,¥) has a

winning strategy si. Let us describe a winning strategy ss for o in the game
Gy = OD(X,No, W; T, ¥). We put

s2(Uo, Vo, Mo, ..., Vo1, My—1) = Uy, = 51(Uo, Vo, 2 (M), . .., Vi1, 02 (M —1)).

Let player 8 in the game G; have a winning strategy s;. Then a winning
strategy so for 5 in the game Gy is as follows. On the kth move player 5 chooses
an open Vi, and Ly € Ny, Ly C Vi, My = p1(Ly). We put

(Vna Ln) - Sl(UOa %7 LO, BRI anla Lnfh Un)7
Mn - Spl(Ln)v
52(U07 Vba MO7 sy Vn—la Mn—la Un) = (Vn7 Mn)

For the game DO the proof is similar. O

Definition 3. A strategy of player « in games BM, M B, 0D, DO will be called
reqular if U, C V,, for n € w.

Proposition 5. Let X be a quasi-reqular space, G be one of the games BM (X, V),
MB(X,V), OD(X,N,W), DO(X,N, W), where V C U(X), N be a m-net of
X, W CW(X),V and W be monolithic families.

(1) If a has a winning strategy in G, then there is a winning reqular strategy.

(2) Suppose that player B has chosen a strategy s in G and player « has
a strategy that outperforms the strategy s. Then player a has a regular
strategy that outperforms the strategy s.

Proof. If X is a quasi-regular space, then T = T,.(X) € U(X). Let ¥ = T;(X) €
$(X). Then, by virtue of Propositions [1| and

BM(X,V) ~ BM(X,V; Y, ), MB(X,V) ~ MB(X,V;T,¥),
OD(X,N,W) ~ OD(X,N,W;Y,¥), DO(X,N,W)~ DO(X,N,W;T,¥).

O



4. Generalization of Baire and nonmeager spaces through games

Let (X,T) be a space, T* =T \ {@}. We denote

mBM(*X) = {(Vn)new € SU(X) : m Vo # Q}a

Vpp(X) =B(X)\ Vpu(X),
Vr(X) = {(Vi)new € B(X) : Vo1 CV, for n € w}.

We put BM(X) = BM(X,Uppn(X)). This is the classical Banach-Mazur
game. We put MB(X) = MB(X,Upm(X)).

Theorem 2 (Banach-Oxtoby [14]; see also [I5] [16]). Let X be a space.
(1) X is Baire if and only if BM(X) is S-unfavorable;
(2) X is nonmeager if and only if MB(X) is B-unfavorable.

Definition 4. Let X be a space, let V C U(X) and let V* = VUDg,,(X). We
say that the space X is

o I'2M(V)-nonmeager if M B(X,V) is S-unfavorable;
o I'5M(V)-Baire it BM(X,V) is S-unfavorable;
e a I'"(V)-space if BM(X,V*) is a-favorable.
Proposition 6. Let X be a space and let V1 C Va2 C V(X).
(1) If X is "M (V1)-nonmeager, then X is I'”M(Vy)-nonmeager.
(2) If X is TPM(Vy)-Baire, then X is T2 (Vy)-Baire.
(3) If X is a TPM(Vy)-space, then X is a I'PM(Vs)-space.

Proof. In the games M B(X,Vs) and BM(X,V,) player « i uses the strategy
from the games M B(X,V;) and BM (X, V), respectively. O

Proposition 7. Let X be a space, and let V C U(X) be a monolithic family.
(1) If X is nonmeager and X is a T®M(V)-space, then X is T2 (V)-nonmeager.

(2) If X is a Baire space and X is a T"M(V)-space, then X is a T2 (V)-Baire
space.

Remark 3. In [16] Theorem 4.3 was proved, which is similar to[7] The paper [16]
considered the game Gy, which differs slightly from BM(X,V) by the payoff
function: in the game BM (X, V) player a wins if (V;,)new € V, and in the game
Gy, if (Un)new € V. For V used in most of applications, the games Gy and
BM(X,V) are equivalent. Below, after Proposition we give another proof
of Proposition [7}



We put

We(X) = {(Vo, Mp)new € W(X) : [ Vo =2}

necw

Definition 5. Let X be a space, N' be a mnet X, W C (X)) and W* =
WU, (X). We say that the space X

o T°2(N,W)-nonmeager if DO(X, N, W) is S-unfavorable;
o T°P (N, W)-Baire if OD(X, N, W) is S-unfavorable;
e a I'°?(N, W)-space if OD(X, N, W*) is a-favorable.
Proposition 8. Let X be a space, N1,Ns be m-nets X, No C N7 and Wy C
Wy C W(X).
(1) If X is [P (N7, Wy)-nonmeager, then X is T°P (N2, Wh)-nonmeager.
(2) If X is T°P(N1, W1)-Baire, then X is T°P(Ny, Ws)-Baire.
(3) If X is a TP (N1, Wh)-space, then T'°P (Na, Wh)-space.

Proof. In the games OD(X, N2, W,) and DO(X, N, W>) player o uses the
strategy from the games OD(X, N1, W) and DO(X, N7, W), respectively. O

For W C 20(X) we set

B (X, N W) = {(Vi))new € B(X) : if M, CV,, and M,, e N
for n € w, then (V,,, My, )new € W}.

Proposition 9. Let X be a space, N w-network X, W C 2(X), and V =
W (X, N, W).

(1) If X is TPM(V)-nonmeager, then X is T°? (N, W)-nonmeager.
(2) If X is "™ (V)-Baire, then X is I'°P? (N, W)-Baire.
(

Proof. Statement (1) is equivalent to saying that if OD(X, N, W) is S-favorable,
then BM(X,V) is p-favorable. The strategy for 8 in the game BM(X,V) is
that 8 chooses V,, according to the winning strategy in the game OD(X, N)
and M, € N, M,, C V,,, arbitrarily. Statement (2) can be proved in the same
way as (1). O

Proposition 10. Let X be a space, N be a m-net X, and W C 2(X) be a
monolithic family.

(1) If X is nonmeager and X is a T°P (N, W)-space, then X is T°? (N, W))-
nonmeager.

(2) If X is a Baire space and X is a T°P (N, W)-space, then X is a TP (N, W)-
Baire space.

10



Remark 4. In [8, @] (Proposition 3) Proposition [10|is proved for a few specific
W and N, but the idea of the proof is also valid for the general case. Below we
give a proof of Proposition [L0| (see also Proposition [26]).

Proof of Proposition[] Let V* = V U Uy, (X), W = 0,(X,V), and W* =
W U 20.(X). Proposition [3] implies that the games BM(X,V), MB(X,V)
and BM (X, V*) are equivalent to the games OD(X, N, W), DO(X,N, W) and
OD(X,N,W*), respectively. Consequently, the properties of being I'" (X, V)-
nonmeager, ' (X, V)-Baire, and I'? (X, V)-spaces coincide with the proper-
ties of being I'°? (X, N/, W)-nonmeager, I'°? (X, N', W)-Baire, and T°? (X, N, W)-
spaces, respectively. The fact that V is monolithic implies that W is monolithic.
Now Proposition [7] follows from Proposition O

For ¢ € {l, k} we define the families 20,(X) C 20(X). We say that a sequence
(Vioy M) new € 2(X) belongs to 20,(X) if condition (2,) is met:

(ml) EnEu.z Mn N ﬂ Vn 7é ;

new

(W) there is a sequence (xy,)ne, such that

(LSQ) xn € M, for n € w and for every p € w* there is an x € (., Vo
such that x = limp,x,,.

Note that if X is a regular space, then the condition (LSQ) is equivalent to
the condition

(LSQ)" =, € M, for n €w, the subspace {z, : n € w} is compact and
ltnew Ty C mnew Vn

We denote
L((Vo, Mp)new) = {(@n)new € X¥ ¢ (n)new satisfies (LSQ)}.

A sequence (V,,, M,,)new is included in 205 (X) if and only if L((V,,, My )new) #
.
We put

No(X)=T7, Np(X) = {{z} : z € X},
o (X) 1= Vo (X, No(X), Wi(X)),  Vp(X) 1= Vo (X, Ny (X), Wi (X)),

V(X)) = {(Un)new € Bpu(X) : for some = € m U,
new

the family (U, )ne. forms a base at the point z},
Vi (X) = {(Un)new € Bpu(X) : ﬂ U, = M is compact and the family (Up,)new

new

is an outer base of the set M}.

Note that
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(Vi)new € Bo(X) if and only if (V,)new, € Bpn(X) and for any sequence
(M) new, My, CV, for n € w of open nonempty sets we have lt,,c, My, C

nnEw ‘/”;

o (Vi)new € B,(X) if and only if (V},)new € Vpn(X) and for any sequence

of points (z,)new, Tn € Vy, for n € w, we have It,ew 2, €, o, Va-

new

The following proposition is easily verified.

Proposition 11. For any space X the families U, (X) and Q,(X) are mono-
lithic for r € {o,p, f,k} and q € {l, k}.

For r € {o,p, f,k} we define the games

BM,.(X) = BM(X,V), MB,(X)=MB(X,V),
BM(X) = BM(X,V"), MB(X) = MB(X,V"),
where
VY =9,.(X), V*=VUDs,(X).

For t € {o,p} and ¢ € {l,k} we define the games

OD, 4(X) = OD(X,N, W), DO, 4(X) = DO(X,N, W),
OD; ,(X) = OD(X,N,W"), DO; ,(X) = DO(X,N,W"),
where N = Ny(X),

W =20,(X), W =WUW,.(X).

Definition 6. Let X be a space, r € {o,p, f,k}. We say that the space X
o '™ _nonmeager if X is (8, M B, )-unfavorable;
e I'EM_Baire if X is (8, BM,)-unfavorable;
o aI'2M_gpace if X is (a, BM)-favorable.

The class of I'?"-spaces will be denoted as I'?*.
Let t € {o,p} and ¢ € {l, k}. We say that the space X

o 'YV -nonmeager if X is (B, DOy 4)-unfavorable;
o 'YV -Baire if X is (8, 0Dy 4)-unfavorable;
e al'P)-spaceif X is (o, OD;q)—favorable.

The class of Fﬁé’—spaees will be denoted as Fﬁg’.

Definition 7. Let X be a space and let ¢ € {o,p, k, f}. We say that a point x
is g¢-point if there exists a (V,)new € Vi (X) such that x € V.

new
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Recall that a point z € X is called a g-point if there exist a (V,)new €
Vpn(X) such that x € ), ., Vi and any sequence (2, )new, Tn € V, forn € w,
accumulates to some point; see [I7]. If X is a regular space, then x is a g-point
if and only if z is a g,-point. Spaces of point-countable type are precisely spaces
in which each point is a gi-point. A point is a ¢s-point if and only if this point
has a countable base.

The following proposition is a direct consequence of the definitions.

Proposition 12. Let X be a space, and let t € {o,p,k, f}. If X is a T7™-
nonmeager (I'£™ -Baire) space, then there are q;-points in X (the set of qi-points
is dense in X ).

Definition 8 ([8, M]). Let X be a space, and let Y C X. We call Y C-dense
if Y = X and for any countable family v of open subsets of X the family v is
locally finite if and only if the family {UNY : U € v} is locally finite in Y.

For a Tychonoff X, Y is C-dense in X if and only if Y is dense in X and
C-embedded in X.

Proposition 13 (|8 9]). If X is a quasi-reqular space, then Y C X C Y. Let
D e {2,127},

(1) If Y is a T-nonmeager (T'-Baire) space, then X is a I'-nonmeager (T-
Baire) space.

(2) Let X be a quasi-reqular space and Y be C-dense in X. A space Y is
T-nonmeager (T'-Baire) if and only if Y is T-nonmeager (T'-Baire).

Proof. (1) Each strategy of player a in the game on Y is assigned a strategy
on X. Let Uy, Vp,... be the open subsets of X constructed on the nth move.
According to the strategy on Y, the player o chooses a set U C Y open in Y
depending on the sets Uy NY, Vo NY,.... The open set U, C X is chosen in
such a way that U, NY = U/, and U,, C V,,_1. If @ wins the Y game, then it
wins the X game as well.

(2) By virtue of (1), it suffices to show that if Y is C-dense in X, then if X is
a [-nonmeager (I-Baire) space, then so is Y. By Proposition [5, « has a regular
strategy on X. The regular strategy of player « in the game on X is associated
with the strategy on Y. Let open sets Uj, Vj, ... of the space Y be constructed
on the nth move. In accordance with the strategy on X, player o chooses a set
U, C U, C V,_1 open in X depending on the sets Uy = Int Ui(’), Vo = Int 70’, e
We set U/, = U, NY. If a wins the X game, then it wins the Y game as well. 0

Propositions [6] [§ and [9] and Theorem [2] imply

Proposition 14. Let X be a space. In the diagrams below, the arrow
A—B

means that
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(1) 4f X is an A-nonmeager space, then X is a B-nonmeager space;
(2) 4f X is an A-Baire space, then X is a B-Baire space;
(3) 4f X is an A-space, then X is a B-space.

The bottom arrow means that A-nonmeager and A-Baire imply nonmeager and
Baare.

I‘?M I‘EIVI

N

BM BM
r: r:

\\I // Tk

oD oD
1—‘o l 1—‘p,l

OD
Fo,k

FBM

5. I'7™ and I‘?’q’ spaces
9

In this section, we study I'7" and I'Y) spaces. The relationship between
these spaces is shown by the following statement, which follows from Proposi-
tions [ and

Proposition 15. Let X be a space, and let ' € {FfM,Fgg}, where v €
{o,p, f,k}, t € {o,p} and q € {l,k}.

(1) If X is nonmeager and X is a T-space, then X is T'-nonmeager.
(2) If X is a Baire space and X is a I'-space, then X is a I'-Baire space.

Proposition 16. If X is a space, T,V € (X)), r € {o,p, f,k}, t € {o,p} and
q € {l,k}, then

BM}(X) ~ BM(X, VT, ¥), OD; (X) ~OD(X,N;(X),W*; T, 0),

where V* = U,.(X) UD5,,(X) and W* = W (X)UW(X). If P is a 7
base in X, then T,(X,P) € UWX), and if the space X is quasi-regular, then
T, (X), Y, (X,P) € (X). Moreover, the following assertions hold:

(1) X € 2™ if and only if BM(X,V*; T, ¥) is a-favorable.
(2) X €92 if and only if OD(X, N (X),W*; T, ¥) is a-favorable.

t,q
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(3) X e gy if anci OILZy if OD(X, P, W* T, \IIN) is a-favorable if and only if
OD(X,P,W*;T,T) is a-favorable, where T = T, (X, P).

(4) if X € TEM then for any n € w there exists a winning strategy s for player
a such that the following condition is satisfied: if player B chooses Vi, = X
at step k < n, then a chooses Ug11 = X.

(5) if X € Y7, then for any n € w there exists a winning strategy s for player
a such that the condition is satisfied: if player B chooses Vi, = X at step
k < n, then a chooses U1 = X.

(6) if X € T'97, then there exists a winning strategy s for player a such that
the following condition is satisfied: if player B chooses V,, = X at step n
and M, = X, then o chooses U171 = X.

Proof. The equivalence of games and assertions (1) and (2) follow from Propo-
sitions [1] and Assertion (3) follows from Proposition

Let us prove (4). Let § be a winning strategy for a. We define a strategy
s. Suppose that k£ > 0 and on the first k moves sets Uy, Vp, Uy, ..., Uk, Vi are
chosen. Player « chooses Uy41 as prescribed by the strategy s. If Vi, = X and
k < n, then Uk = X. Otherwise, Uxt1 = $(Ungs Vags Ung+1, - - - s Uk, Vi) for
no =min{l,n : I <n,V; # X}.

Let us prove (5). Let § be a winning strategy for . We define a strat-
egy s. Suppose that k& > 0 and on the first £ moves sets Uy, Vo, My, Uy,
eovy Uk, Vi, My, are selected. Player a chooses U4 as prescribed by the
strategy s. If Vi = X and k < n, then Ugy1 = X. Otherwise, Ugy1 =
$(Ungs Vags Mg Ung+1s - -+ Uk, Vie, M) for ng = min{l,n : I <n,V; # X}.

Let us prove (6). Let § be a winning strategy for a. We define a strategy s.
Suppose that k£ > 0 and on the first k¥ moves sets Uy, Vo, My, Uy, ..., U, Vi, M.
Player a chooses U1 as prescribed by the strategy s. If Vi, = X and M}, = X,
then Up41 = X. Otherwise, Ux11 = 5(Ungs Vg, Mngs Ung+1, - - - » Uk, Vi, M) for
no=min{l <k : V,#4 X or M; # X}. O

Let D be an index set, (X5, 7s) be a space, and 75 = 75\ {@} for § € D; we
set X = HéeD Xs. For (Us)sep € HéeD 75 we denote supp((Us)sep) = {0 €
D : Us # Xs}. The family

R (Xs)sen] = {[[ Us : Us)sep € [[ 75 and | supp((Us)sep)| < w}

6eD éeD

is a base of the space X.
Proposition [16| implies the following assertion.

Proposition 17. Let r € {o,p, f,k}, ¢ € {l,k}, D be an index set, (Xs,T5)
be a space for each § € D, and X = [[scp Xs. Let B = P [(Xs)sep), V* =
B, (X)UDh,(X), W =0, (X)UW(X), and T =T,(X,B). Then

(1) X e T2 if and only if BM(X,V*;Y,Y) is a-favorable;
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(2) X e T2 if and only if OD(X,Np(X), W*; T, T) is a-favorable;

g

(3) X €T9P if and only if OD(X,B,W*; Y, T) is a-favorable.

0,9

Proposition 18. Ifr € {o,p}, and X e 2™, Y e T}™, then X xY € I'Z™.

Proof. Let sx and sy be winning strategies for & on X and Y, respectively. Let
us describe a winning strategy for . It follows from Proposition [17] that it suf-
fices to consider the case when the player 8 chooses sets of the form V,, = Vx ,, x
Wwn C X xY. At the nth step, we put Ux, = Sx(UX,o, Vxo0,.- .,VX7”_1),
Uy = sy(Uy,0, Vw0, s Win—1), and U, = Ux », X Uy, O

Proposition 19. Let r € {k, f}, and let X,, € TEM for n € w. Then X =
Hnéw Xn € FEM'

Proof. Let us describe a winning strategy for «. Let s, be a winning strategy
for o on X,, that satisfies condition (4) of [16] We set B = P [(Xpn)new]. It
follows from proposition [17] that it suffices to consider the case when the player
B chooses sets of the form Vi = [],c,, Vox € B. At the kth step, we put
Un,k = Sn(Un,07 Vn,o, ey Vn,k—l) for n € w and Uy, = H Uﬂvk O

new

Assertion 1. Let (X,T) be a quasi-reqular space, T* = T\ {@}, v C T7,
U = X fornecw, V C B(X), and V* =V U DY, (X). Suppose that the
following condition is met:

e if (Up)new € Br(X), Uy = X and for each n > 0 there exists W,, € v,
such that U, C W, then either ) U, =@ or (Up)new € V.

new

Then BM (X, V*) is a-favorable.

Proof. Let us describe a winning strategy for . Let Uy = X. For n > 0, at
the nth step the player a chooses U, € 7* in such a way that the following
conditions are satisfied:

o U, CVy_1;

e U, C W, for some W,, € 7,.

Theorem 3. (1) I'f™ C g™ CTp™ CI'g™.
(2) Letre{o,p}, X €eTEM, andY € ™. Then X x Y € TEM.

(3) Letre{k,f} and X, € TEM forn € w. Then [], ., Xn € TZM.

necw

(4) For r € {f,k,p,0}, if X € TEM and U C X are open subspaces, then
Uersm,

(5) Forr e {f k,p,o}, if the space X is locally TEM (that is, any point has a
neighborhood U € T2 ), then X € T'ZM.
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(6) If X is a quasi-regular space and belongs to one of the classes (I'f™M),
t € {f, k,p,o}, listed below, then X is a T/ -space:

(M) metrizable spaces, Moore spaces, developable space, semiregular o-
spaces, and semireqular spaces with a countable network;

(TEM) compact spaces, p-spaces, semiregular strongly 3-spaces;

(I‘ﬁM) countably compact spaces, semireqular Y-spaces, wA-spaces;

(T2M) feebly compact spaces.

Proof. Ttem (1) follows from Proposition [14] item (2) follows from Proposition
and item (3) follows from Proposition

Let us prove (4). Player « has a winning strategy on X.

Let us prove (5). After the first move, player o chooses U; C Vj such that
U, € I'ZM and then follows the winning strategy for Uj.

Let us prove (6). Let 7 be the topology of X and 7* = T \ {@}. For
F C Exp,(X) we denote

QUF)={UeT*: eithee UNM =@ or U C M for M € F}.

If F is locally finite, then |JQ(F) = X. For t € {f,k,p,0} and V = (X)) we
construct (Y, )new as in Assertion
(TFM) Let X be a developable space. Take a development (7, )new Of the space
X.
Let X be a semiregular o-space. Let (F,)necw be a sequence of locally
finite families such that (J F. is a network. We set ~,, = Q(F,,).

new

(TPM) Let X be a compact space. We put v, = {X}.

Let X be a p-space. We set v, equal to the family U, from the definition
of p-spaces (Definition 3.15, [Ig]).

Let X be a strongly X-spaces. We put v, = Q(F,,), where F = J,, F,, is
a o-discrete family in Definition 4.13 of [I8].
(I'p™) Let X be a countably compact space. We put v, = {X}.

Let X be a ¥-space. We put v,, = Q(F,), where F = J,, F, is a o-discrete
family in Definition 4.13 of [I8].

Let X be a wA-space. We set v, equal to the family G, in Definition 3.1
of [1§]).

(T2) Let X be a feebly compact space. We put ~, = {X}.

In [I6] proved Theorem [3| (I'Z*) for p-spaces.

Proposition 20 ([8,0]). Ift € {o,p}, X is a T'{{-space, and Y is a I'{P-space,
then X x'Y is a I'{P-space.
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Proof. Open sets of the form V x U, where V C X and U C Y, form a base
B of the space X x Y. Let us define a winning strategy for . By Proposition
it suffices to consider the case when players @ and 3 choose open sets of
the form V' x U € B and 3 chooses sets M, of the form M, = Mx; x My,
Mx ; € Ni(X) and My,; € N;(Y). On the nth move, we choose open nonempty
Uxn C Vxpno1 and Uy, C Vy,,—1 according to strategies on X and Y, where
Vil = VX’nfl X Vy,n,1 and M,,_1 = Mxtnfl X Mym,l is the choice of B at
the (n — 1)th step. Let U,, = Ux, X Uy,,. Let us check that the player o won.

Let (zn)new € L((Vx,ns Mx n)new). Let y € ltnew My N (,e, Vin- Let
NU)={ncew: My, NU # @} for U CY and

F ={N(U) : U is a neighborhood of the point z}.

The family F is a filter on w. Let p € w™ be some ultrafilter containing JF.
There is © € (,,c,, Vx,n for which 2 = limy (2, )new. Then (2,y) € ltpe, My, N

MNhew Vo O

Proposition 21 ([8,8]). Let D be an index set and let X5 be a 'y} -space for
6 €D. Then X = [[scp Xs is a I'g7-space.

Proof. By virtue of proposition (3), it suffices to consider the case when
players « and § choose sets U, V,,, M, from B =B [(X5)sepn]-

Let us define a winning strategy for player a. Let ss be a winning strategy
for @ on Xj satisfying condition (6) in Proposition Suppose that n — 1
moves are made and sets Uy, Vi, My € B, Ux = [l5¢p Usks Vie = [lsep Voks
My = [1secp Ms, for k < n are chosen. We put

Usn = 55(Us,0, V5,0, Ms,0, -+, Usn—1, Vsn—1, Msn—1)

for 6 € D and U,, = H&eD Us,n. Since Usy, = Vs, = Ms, = X5 for almost all
6, we have U, € B. O

Proposition 22. Let X, be a I')}-space for n € w. Then X = 11
')y -space.

new Xn 15 @

Proof. Let us describe a winning strategy for «. Let s, be a winning strategy
for a on X, satisfying condition (5) of [16] We denote B = P [(X,)new]. It
follows from Proposition [I7] that it suffices to consider the case when the play-
ers « and 3 choose the sets Uy, Vi € B. Suppose that U;,V; € B, z; € X,
Ui = [lhewUjms Vi = I hew Vi, and zj = (2jn)necw for j < k. Let Uy, =
$n(Un,0s Va0 Tn0s - - - » Vi k=1, Tn k—1) for n € w and Uy, =[] Un, k- O

new

Theorem 4. (1) In the diagram below, each arrow A — B means that A C
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BM BM BM
I s s

OD OD
Fo,k Fp,k

N/
N L

oD OD
1—‘o,l I‘p,l

(2) Lett € {o,p}, X be a I'Yp-space and Y be a I'yP-space. Then X XY is
a I'Y7-space.

(3) Let D be an index set, and X5 be a I'g7-space for 6 € D. Then [[5cp X
is a I'gp-space.

(4) Let X, be a I'J%-space for n € w. Then [], ¢, Xn is a I')7-space.

new p

(5) Fort € {o,p} and q € {l,k}, if X € TPy and U C X is an open subspace,
then U € TY 7.

(6) Fort € {o,p} and q € {l,k}, if X is locally Ty (i.e., any point has a
neighborhood U € Ty ), then X € T 7.

(7) If X is a quasi-regular space and belongs to one of the classes (I'Y) for

t € {o,p} and q € {l,k} listed below, then X is a T'{7-space:

(ngf{) metrizable spaces, Moore spaces, developable spaces, semiregular o-
spaces and semiregular spaces with a countable network, compact
spaces, p-spaces, semiregular strongly ¥-spaces;

(ngf) countably compact spaces, semireqular Y-spaces, wA-spaces;

(I'SY) feebly compact spaces.

Proof. Ttem (1) follows from Proposition item (2) follows from Proposition
item (3) follows from Proposition 21| and item (4) follows from Proposition

Let us prove (5). Player « follows a winning strategy for X.

Let us prove (6). After the first move, player « chooses Uy C V; such that
U, € TZM, then follows the winning strategy for U;.

Item (7) follows from Theorem O

6. Modifications of the Banach—Mazur game with four players

To formulate and prove the results of this section, it is necessary to define
the game and related concepts precisely.
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6.1. General definition of a game.

The game g is defined by the following components:
(P) P, a set of players;

(8) S = (Sa)acp, an indexed family of strategies of players, in which each
player a has a nonempty set of strategies S,. A set

SPI=T][s

is the strategy space in the game;

(R) R, a set of plays, a record of the players’ moves after they implement their
strategies;

(m) m: 8 [Pl - R, the outcome function, implementation of player strategies
during the game, forming a play in the set of plays R;

(0) O = (On)acp, the family of outcomes of the game: O, determines the
payoff for player «;

(v) v : R — Ol the payoff function, which determines the game outcome:
v =A,cpVa, Wwhere v, =m0 v.

The game goes as follows:
e cach player a € P chooses a strategy s, € Sq;

e players play the game according to their chosen strategies and obtain a
play r = 7(s) € R, where s = (s4)acp € SI;

e the payoff function v determines the result of the play r: (vy)acp = v(r) €
Ol where v, = v4(r) is the payoff for player a.

We consider games with O = (Dy,)acp, where D, = D = {0,1}, i.e., when
V4 is a Boolean function, 0 is treated as false and 1 as true. The result of a
game v, (r) is interpreted as the payoff of player a: « wins if v,(r) = 1 and
a loses if v, (r) = 0. Such games will be called games with a Boolean payoff
Sfunction.

A game with a Boolean payoff function is called a zero-sum game if for any
play r € R there exists a unique player a € P for which v, (r) equals 1. For
games with two players, a zero-sum game is a game in which the first player’s
gain is the second player’s loss and the first player’s loss is the second player’s
gain, i.e., vg = —w, if P = {a, B}.

The player « is called nature if v, is identically equal to zero.

A coalition K C P is any set of players. The set K¢ = P\ K is the opposite

coalition. A set
S — H Sa

acK
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is called the set of coalition strategies of K and s = (sq)ackx € S, a coalition
strategy of K.
If a game has a Boolean payoff function, then we denote

VK = \/ Vq-
acK
For r € R, vk (r) =1 if and only if v, (r) =1 for some « € K.

A coalition strategy s € SIS for a coalition K is called K-winning if
mr(n(s™t)) =1 for all t € SK°]. A game is called K-favorable if the coalition
K has a K-winning strategy. A game is K -unfavorable if there is no K-winning
strategy.

The following assertion is checked directly.

Assertion 2. Let K C T C P. If the game g is K-favorable, then g is T-
favorable. If the game g is T-unfavorable, then g is K-unfavorable.

For a € P, the strategy s, € S, is called a-winning if the strategy {a —
Sq} of the coalition {a} is {a}-winning. The game is a-favorable if it is {a}-
favorable, and the game is a-unfavorable if it is {a}-unfavorable.

Let Q = K¢ =P\ K, let s € SIE] be a strategy of K, and let o € Q be a
coalition. We define games g’ = g[s] and g” = g[s,a]. The components of the
games g’ and g’ are the same, the difference is in the payoff function for the
player a. The game g’ is defined by the following components:

(P) @Q, a set of players;
(S) (Sa)acq, a family of strategies;
R, a set of games like in the game g;

)
)
(m) ©':SI€ = R, 7/(q) = w(¢"s) for ¢ € SI9, the outcome function;
) Boolean game;

)

V' V' . R — Ol@l the payoff functions: v} = v} = vs if § # a, V), = v,
and vy = VkUfa} = Va V VK-

We call a coalition K nature if each player in the coalition is nature, that
is, vg = 0. A coalition K is called dummy if K is nature and for any coalition
L C Q it is L-favorable if and only if the game is L U K-favorable.

The following proposition follows from the definitions.

Proposition 23. Let g be a game with a Boolean payoff function, P be the set
of players in the game g, K C P be a coalition, Q = K \ K be the opposite
coalition, and s € SU1. Then the following assertions hold.

(1) The game g[s, a] is a zero-sum game for all o € Q.

(2) The game g[s] is a zero-sum game if and only if the coalition K is nature.
In this case the game g[s] is the same as g[s,a] for all a € Q.

(8) Let K be nature. A coalition K is a dummy coalition if and only if g[s] ~
als'] for any ' € SKI.

21



6.2. Definition of the game OD(X, N, W; Q)

Let (X,7) be a space, and let 7* = T \ {@}. Suppose that N is a m-net of
X, WC2(X)and QCT*
Game parameters: X, N, and €.

Game set of players: P = {a,~,,} (four-players game).
The nth move: On the nth move, players choose sets

U’I’L7 Gn7 gn7 Vn7 M’I’U D’I’HDTL?

in details:

player ‘ selection ‘

o U, U,eT™*
Gn,Gn |G €T, G, CT"
Vo, My | Vo €T*, My, e N
D’n,7D'n, DTLET*7 DTLCT*

3

SRV

For U € T* we denote
I(U) ={(V,P) e T" x Exp,(T") : P is am-base V}.
On the first move, for n = 0, the choice of players is

player ‘ choice ‘ choice definition

« Uy Uy e N
Go,go Go =Up and (Go,go) € H(Uo)
Vo, My | Vo € Go, MoENaIld My C Uy
Dy, Dy | (Do, Do) € (Vo)

STRCVER

On the nth move, for n > 0, we determine the choice of players is

player ‘ choice ‘ choice definition
« Un Un S Dn—l
¥ Gn,Gn | (Gn,Gn) € IL(Uy)
5 V'ruMn Vn S gn, Mn S N and Mn C Un
é Dy, Dy, | (Dp,Dy) € TI(Vy)

Note that for n € w
Uy=GyD>---2U, 020G, DV, DD, DUpy1D... and M, CU,.
The conditions for players to win: Player « wins if (U, My)new € W. Player

B wins if (U, My))new, ¢ W. Players v and 6 are nature, which means that they
always lose.
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6.3. Definition of the game B?\]\J/I(X; )
Let (X, T) be the space, T* =T \ {g} and Q C T*.
Game parameters: X and €.
The set of players in the game: P = {a, §} (two-player game).
The nth move: On the nth move, players choose sets

U, Vi, €T,

On the first move, for n = 0, player a chooses Uy € €2, and player 5 chooses
Vo € T*, Vo C Uy. On the nth move, for n > 0, player « chooses U, € T*,
U, C V,_1, and player 8 chooses V,, € T*, V,, C U,.
The conditions for players to win: Player a wins if [
wins.

V. # &, otherwise

new

6.4. Relationship between the M B, BM and BM games

We denote Qg = {X}, and Qpp = T*. From the construction we see that
the following assertion holds.

Assertion 3.

BM(X;Qpy) ~ BM(X),
BM(X;Qup) ~ MB(X).
The Banach—Oxtoby Theorem [2] implies the following proposition.

Proposition 24. Let X be a space, and let Q C T*. The game é\]\//[(X;Q) 18
B-unfavorable if and only if U is Baire for some U € Q).

6.5. Properties of the game OAB(X,N,W;Q)
We fix a mapping A : T* x Exp, (7T*) — T for which the following condition
is satisfied: if (U, P) € T x Exp,(7T*) and V = A(U,P), then

o V=UifU€P;
e VeP ={WeP:WcCU}ifP #a;
e VV = & otherwise.

Notation of game components of the game 6\1/)(X,N7W; Q): For k € P, we
denote by Sy the strategy of player x, and put S = (Si)xecp. We denote by 7
the outcome function, 7 = S — R, where R is the set of plays.

Assertion 4. Let (sq, Sy, 55) € Sa X Sy x S5. There is a strategy qo € So such
that for any (qy,qs,qs) € Sy % Sg x S5 there exists sg € Sg s0 for s = (sx)rep,
q= (qm)m6P7

(ﬁnv én; gna ‘7n; Mna 5717 ’[jn)new = 77—(3)»
(Un7Gn;g7laVn;Mn7 7laDn)n6w = ﬂ'(q)

condition is met:
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(a) fornew

(1) Uy >GpnDUp D GndVyD Dy DV DDy D Upiss
(2) Mn:MnCUnCﬁn;

(3) Vos1 C Viyr C V, C V.

(b) if the family W is monolithic and (f/n, Mn)new eW, then (Vy, My)new €

W.

Proof. Let g, and sg be strategies for which (a) holds. Item (b) follows from
the definition of monolithic and item (a). On the first

choice of players is:

move, for n = 0, the

strategy | choice | definition of choice
Sa Uoy
Sny 607 E]vo _
Qo Uo Uo = Uy
G~ Go, 9o
qp Vo, Mo
g5 Do, Do | o
53 Vo, Mo | Vo = A(Do, Go), Mo = Mo
85 Dy, Dy
On the nth move, for n > 0, the choice of players is:
strategy | choice | definition of choice
Sa U,
o | i i
o U, U, = A(Gna Dn—l)
G~ Gn,Gn
qp an Mn
qs Dna Dn
SB VJH ]\{n Vi = A(Dru gn)v M, = M,
S5 Dn, Dn

O

Assertion 5. Let (s.,s3,55) € Sy x Sg x Ss. There is a strategy qg € Sg such
that for any (¢, qy,qs) € Sa X Sy X S5 there exists S € S 50 for s = (5)rep,

q= (qR)K,EP7

(ﬁna én; gna ‘7?1; an ﬁnﬁﬁn)n@u = T(S),
naDn

(UTH G’VL) gn? V’VL) MVL?

condition is met:

(a) fornew
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(1) Uy >Gpn2Up D GndVyDDyDVy DDy D Upiys
(2) Mn =M, C ﬁn CUp;
(3) Vot C ‘7”4.1 cV,C ‘7”;

(b) if the family W is monolithic and (Vy,, M) new € W, then (‘7”, Mn)n@) €

W.

Proof. Let s, and gg be strategies for which (a) holds. Item (b) follows from

the definition of monolithic and item (a).

choice of players is:

On the first move, for n = 0, the

strategy | choice | definition of choice
o UO
Gy Go,Go |
Sa UO Uo = GO - UO
Sy é(), g()
s | Vo, Mo
ss | Do, Do
a5 | Vo, My | Vo = A(Do,Go), Mo = My
s Dy, Dy

On the nth move, for n > 0, the choice of players is:

strategy | choice | definition of choice
G Un
q’Y Gnv gn . -
Sa gn . Un = A(Gnvpn)
S~y Gnv%
Sg ‘fna -Z\{n
S5 Dy,,D, ~
qs Vo, My, | Vi, = A(Dy,, Gr), M, = M,
qs Dnu Dy

O

Theorem 5. Let (X,T) be a space, T* =T \{@}, N be amw-net of X, QC T*
and a family W C 23(X) be monolithic. Let g = OD(X, N, W;Q).

1
2

(1)
(2)
3)
(4)

4

The game g is a-favorable if and only if g is {a, 7y, 6 }-favorable.
The game g is B-favorable if and only if g is {v, 8, }-favorable.
The game g is a-unfavorable if and only if g is {a,y, 0 }-unfavorable.

The game g is S-unfavorable if and only if g is {7, B, 0 }-unfavorable.

25



Proof. Ttems (3) and (4) follow from (1) and (2).

Let us prove (1). By Assertion [2] it suffices to show that if the game g is
{a, v, 6}-favorable, then g is a-favorable. Let {a — 54,7 — 54,0 — s5} be a
{a, 7, 0}-winning strategy. Let g, € S, be the strategy from Assertion Let us
show that ¢, is a winning strategy for player . Let (¢y,q3,q5) € Sy x Sg % Ss.
Assertion[4](b) and the fact that W is monolithic imply that there exists sg € S
such that for s = (sx)kep, ¢ = (¢)rep,

(ﬁny én; gna ‘771; Mvu jjna 5n)n€w = 71—(5)7
(U’ru Gn; gna Vn; Mn7 Dna Dn)nEw = F(Q)

the following condition is satisfied: if (Vn,Mn)new € W, then (V,,, M))new €
W. Since {a — Sq,7 = S4,0 — S5} is a {a,, 6 }-winning strategy, we have
(‘7,“Mn)n€w € W. Hence (V,,, Mp)new € W, and player o wins with the
strategy qq.

Let us prove (2). By Assertion [2} it suffices to show that if g is {v,3,d}-
favorable, then g is g-favorable. Let {v — s,,8 — s3,0 — ss5} be a {v,5,0}-
winning strategy. Let gz € Sg be the strategy from Assertion Let us show that
gp is a winning strategy for player 8. Let (¢a, ¢y, ¢s) € Sa X Sy x S5. Assertion
[](b) and the fact that W is monolithic imply that there exists s, € S, such
that for s = (Sm)nepv q= (qn>n€P7

(ﬁna én; gna ‘7n; Mna 5n,5n)n€w = ’]T(S),
(Um Gna gna Vo, My, Dy, Dn)nEw = ﬂ-(q)

the following condition is satisfied: if (V,,, My )new € W, then (Vy, My )new € W.
Since {y — s,,8 — s3,0 — ss} is a {v,8,d}-winning strategy, we have

(‘N/n7 ]T/fn)new ¢ W. Hence (V,, My,)new ¢ W, and player 8 wins with the strat-
egy ga- O

The definition of the game OD and Theorem imply the following result.

Theorem 6. Let (X,T) be a space, T* = T\{@}, N be a w-net of X, Q C T*,
W C W(X), and K = {~,0}. Let g = OD(X,N , W;Q). Then the following
assertions hold.

(1) The coalition K is nature in the game g.

(2) If the family W is monolithic, then K is a dummy coalition.

Assertion 6. Let 5= {y — 5,,0 — 35} € S} be a strategy of the coalition
{v,08}, and let U € Q C T*. If the game OD(X,N,W;Qpn) is a-favorable,

then there exists a winning strategy so, for player o in the game OD(X, N, W;Q)
such that player a chooses Uy = U on the first move, i.e., U = $,(9).

Assertion 7. Let U € Q C T*. If the game OAE(X,N,W;QBM) s Q-
favorable, then there exists a winning strategy so for player o in the game
OD(X, N, W;Q)such that player o chooses Uy = U on the first move, i.e.
U = s54(9).

26



Proof. Let 5, be a winning strategy for player « in the game O’\E(X7 N W; Qpar).
Let us define a winning strategy s, for player o in the game OD(X, N, W; Q).
On the first move, player a chooses Uy = U. On the nth move, player o chooses

Un = g(x(Xa G07g07V07D0;D0; ceey Un—laGn—lagn—lvVn—laDn—lvD7l—1)'
O

Assertion 8. Let (sq,Sy,53) € Sa X Sy x Sg, U = 54(9), and wpar be the
outcome function in the game BM(U). There is a strategy qg of player 5 in
the game BM(U) such any strategy qo of player « in the game BM (U) there
exists a strategy ss € S5 such that s = (sx)rer, ¢ = (Gx)re{a.p}

(Un, G, Gny Vi, My, Dy, Dy ) pcw = (),
(U, Va)new = 71 (q)-
satisfy the condition
Vn:Vn fornew andﬁozU, ﬁnan,l forn > 0.

Proof. Let us define the desired strategies ¢, and ss. On the first move, for
n = 0, we define the choice of players as

move | strategy | choice choice definition
0 (/5 Uo =U
0 Sa Uy=U
0 S~ Go, go
0 SB V(), MO
0 48 Vo Vo=W
1 o [71
0 S5 Dy, Dy Dozﬁl,DOZ{VGT* : VCD()}
On the nth move, the choice of players is
move | strategy | choice | choice definition
n Sa U,
n Sy Gn,Gn
n sg Vi, M,
n qp ‘771 ‘771 = Vn
n+l o ﬁn+1
n S5 Dp,Dy | Dy =Upyr, Dy ={VeT*:VCD,}

O

Theorem 7. Let (X,T) be a space, T* = T\{2}, N be a m-net of X, Q C
T* and W C W(X). Let g = Ol/)(VX,./\/’,W;Q), W = WU W (X), g*

OAE(X,N, W*: Qpn), and ggyr = BM(X;Q). If g* is a-favorable and gpar is
B-unfavorable, then g is {~, B}-unfavorable.
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Proof. Let (s4,s3) € Sy x Sg. We need to find strategies (sa,85) € Sa X Ss
such that for s = (s, )xecp, and

(Uru Gn7 gna Vi, My, Dy, Dn)néw = W(S)

we have (V,,, M}))new € W.

Since g is S-unfavorable, it follows from Proposition [24] that there exists
a Baire subspace U € (). Let s, be a winning strategy for player « in the game
g*. Assertion [7] implies that there exists a winning strategy s, for player « in
the game OD(X, N, W*; Q) under which player o chooses Uy = U on the first
move. Let gg be the strategy of player 8 in the game BM (U) from Assertion
Since U is a Baire space, it follows by the Banach—Oxtoby Theorem [2] that
the game BM(U) is S-unfavorable. Therefore, there is a strategy ¢, of player
« in the game BM (U) such that for ¢ = (¢x)re{a,s} and

(ﬁna Vn)ﬂéw = 7TBM(C])~

ﬂfjn:ﬂvn#®~

new new

From Assertion [§] it follows that there exists an s5 € S5 such that s = (8,)xep
and

we have

(Unys Gy Gy Voo, My, Dy, D e = ()
satisfy the condition
Vn:anornEwandﬁozU, ﬁnan_l for n > 0.
Hence (,c,, Vo # @ and (Vi, My)new ¢ We(X). Since the strategy s, is

winning for o in the game OD(X,N,W*;Q), it follows that (Vi,, My )necw €
W* =W UW.(X). We obtain (V,,, M}))new, € W. O

6.6. Relationship between the OD, DO and OD games

Let T,¥ € $(X). We define a strategy s, for player 4: at the nth step,
player v chooses G,, = U,, and G, = Y(G,). Let us define a strategy 55 for
player ¢: at the nth step player § chooses D,, = V,, and D,, = ¥(D,,). The
strategy § = {y — §4,0 — 85} € S0} s a strategy of the coalition {v,d}.
From the construction of games we see that the following assertion holds.

Assertion 9.
OD(X, N, W;Qpn)[5] ~ OD(X,N,W; T, ¥),
OD(X, N, W;Qup)[5] ~ DO(X,N,W; T, V),

Let us define a strategy 3, for player v: at the nth step player v chooses
G,=U,and G, ={U € T* : U C G,}. Let us define a strategy 55 for player
d: at the nth step player ¢ chooses D,, = V,, and D, = {U € T* : U C D,}.
The strategy 5 = {7y — 3,6 — 35} € SV is a strategy of the coalition {v, J}.
From the construction of games we see that the following assertion holds.
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Assertion 10.

OD(X, N, W;Qpn)[5] ~ OD(X,N, W),
/OT)(XyNawngB)[g] ~ DO(X7N5 W)a

Assertions [9] and Theorem [6] and Proposition [23] imply the following
proposition.

Proposition 25 (Proposition . Let X be a space, N be a m-net of X, W C
W(X), and T,V € U(X). If W is a monolithic family, then

D(X,N,W) ~ OD(X,N,W; T, ¥),
O(X,N',W) ~ DO(X,N,W; Y, ).

Proposition 26 (Proposition . Let X be a space, N be a m-net X, and
W C (X) be a monolithic family. Suppose that X is a T°P (N, W)-space.
Then the following assertions hold.

(1) If X is nonmeager, then X is T°P (N, W))-nonmeager.
(2) If X is Baire, then X is T°P (N, W)-Baire.

Proof. Let W* = WU2.(X). Assertion Theorem and the fact that X is
a 2P (N, W)-space imply that the game OD(X, N, W*; Qpyas) is a-favorable.

Let us prove (1). Assertion [3| and the Banach—Oxtoby Theorem [2| imply
that X is nonmeager if and only if the game BM (X;Qunp) is f-unfavorable.
Theoremllmphes that the game OD(X, N, W; Qu5) is {7, B}-unfavorable and,
moreover, S-unfavorable. Theoremlmphes that the game OD(X N W; Qi)
is {v, 5, 6} unfavorable. Assertion [L0|implies that the game DO(X, N, W) is 3-
unfavorable, i.e., X is a I'°? (N, W))-nonmeager space.

Let us prove (2). It follows from Assertion nd the Banach-Oxtoby The-
orem [2| that X is Baire if and only if the game BM (X;Qpar) is S-unfavorable.
Theoremllmphes that the game OD(X N W:Qpar)is {7, 5} unfavorable and,
moreover, B-unfavorable. Theoremlmphes that the game OD(X N W; Q)
is {v, 5, 5} unfavorable. Assertion [10|implies that the game OD(X, N, W) is 3-
unfavorable, i.e. X is a I'°?(N,W))-nonmeager space. O

7. Examples and questions

In this section, we study how different the introduced classes of spaces are.

The following diagram shows the relationship of the most interesting classes
of spaces.

Any arrow A —— B means that any A-Baire space is a B-Baire space
and the converse is not true.

The diagram follows from Proposition Counterexamples will be con-
structed below.
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BM BM BM
I [2M I}

|

OD
Fp,k

oD
Fo,k

N

oD OD BM
Lor « Lyl Iy

We denote by D the discrete two-point space {0, 1}. The base of the topology
in DY is formed by sets of the form

W(A,B,C) = {(2a)acc €D : £, =0for a € A and 23 = 1 for § € B}

for finite disjoint A, B C C.
Propositions and Theorems imply the following assertion.

Assertion 11. Let X be a reqular space without isolated points.

1) If X is compact, then X is I'}™-Baire.

2) If X is Fg”,? -nonmeager, then X contains an infinite compact set.

3) If X is countably compact, then X is I')* -Baire.

5

(1)
(2)
®3)
(4) If X is I 7 -nonmeager, then X contains a non-discrete countable space.
(5) If X is pseudocompact, then X is I'°™-Baire.

(6)

6

If X is F?M—nonmeager, then X contains points with a countable base of
neighborhoods.

(7) If X is TEM-nonmeager, then X contains q,-points.

(8) If X is a product of locally compact spaces (for example, X = RT), then
X is ') -Baire.

Let us give examples that distinguish the classes of spaces under considera-
tion. In the examples below, A -» B: X means that X is an A-Baire space
that is not B-nonmeager.

Example 1. I'J" —» I')7: X,. Indeed, if X, is an infinite pseudocompact
space without isolated points, in which all countable subsets are discrete and
closed [19, [20], then the claim follows from Assertion 11| (5) and (4).

Example 2. T')" - Fg”z o X If X, is an infinite countably compact space
without isolated points that does mot contain infinite compact spaces, for ex-
ample, X, = X \ w, where X is a countably compact dense subspace of Bfw of
cardinality 2¥ (see [21, Proposition 16]), then the claim follows from Assertion

(3) and (2).
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Example 3. 'Y - I'f™: D“1. The space D“* is a compact space without
points of countable character (see Assertion |11} (1) and (6)).

Example 4. I'07 - I'J7: Y. Consider

Yo = {(Za)a<w; €D : {a <wi : 24 =0} <w},
Y1 ={(Za)a<w; €D : {a<w; : 24 =1} <w},
Y = Y,UY,.

Let us show that OD, ;(Y") is a-favorable. A winning strategy for « is as follows.
We choose U,, such that U,, C V,,_1. Let x,, € M,,NYy. Then K = {z,, : n < w}
is compact.

Let us show that DO, ;(Y) is S-favorable. A winning strategy for S is as
follows. Choose V,, = W(A,, By,w1) such that A, C A,_1, B, C B,_1 and
|An| > n, z, € V, "Y1, M,, = {z,}. Then (z,)ne, is a discrete and closed
sequence in Y.

Problem 1. Let I' € {I'?" @ r € {f,k,p,o}} U{IYy : t € {o,p} and q €
{l.k}}.

(1) Does there exist a I'-Baire space that is not a I-space?

(2) Is the class of I'-spaces multiplicative? That is it true that if X,Y € T,
then X xY €I'?

(3) Let X and Y be I'-Baire spaces, and let X x Y be a Baire space. Is it true
that X x Y is a ['-Baire space?

The smallest class of spaces among those listed above is the class of I'7"-
spaces, and the largest one is the class of Fgf’ -spaces.

Problem 2. Let X be a regular I'y*-Baire space.

(1) Is it true that X is a ['}*-space and contains a dense metrizable Baire
subspace?

(2) Is it true that X is a I'g7-space?

A space X is called weakly pseudocompact if there exists a compact Hausdorff
extension bX of the space X in which the space X is Gs-dense, i.e., X intersects
any nonempty Gs subset of bX [4]. Tt is clear that the product of weakly
pseudocompact spaces is weakly pseudocompact; in particular, the product of
pseudocompact spaces is weakly pseudocompact.

The next question is a version of Problem [1| (2) and (3).

Problem 3. Let X be a weakly pseudocompact space (a product of pseudo-
compact spaces). Which of the following classes does X belong to:

OD

I'>™-spaces, I'5*-Baire spaces, I'97-spaces, 'S P-Baire spaces?
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Problem 4. Let X and Y be (completely) regular countably compact spaces.
Which of the following classes does the product X x Y belong to:

['JM-spaces, I')*-Baire spaces, Fg_’f—spaces, I‘g’f—Baire spaces, I'?"-spaces,
I'Z™-Baire spaces, I'C7-spaces, I'O7-Baire spaces?

Recall that a group with a topology in which multiplication is continuous is
called a paratopological group. A group with a topology in which multiplication
is separately continuous is called a semitopological group. In [22] Theorem 2.6]
it is proved that a pseudocompact paratopological group is a topological group.
Every weakly pseudocompact semitopological group G of countable 7w-character
is a topological group metrizable by a complete metric (see [4, Corollary 2.28]).

Problem 5. Let G be a weakly pseudocompact (a product of pseudocompact
spaces, a product of two countably compact spaces) paratopological group. Is
it true that G is a topological group?

Note that [I1, Theorem 14| implies that a paratopological I'y 7-Baire group
is a topological group.
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