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SPACES OF METRICS ARE BAIRE

YOSHITO ISHIKI

Abstract. For a metrizable space, we consider the space of all
metrics generating the same topology of the metrizable space, and
this space of metrics is equipped with the supremum metric. In
this paper, for every metrizable space, we establish that the space
of metrics on the metrizable space is Baire. We also show that
the set of all complete metrics is comeager in the space of metrics.
Moreover, we investigate non–Archimedean analogues of these re-
sults.

1. Introduction

1.1. Backgrounds. A subset S of a topological space M is said to be
comeager or residual if there exists a sequence {Gn}n∈Z≥0

of open dense
subsets ofM such that

⋂

n∈Z≥0
Gn ⊆ S. A non-empty topological space

X is Baire if every comeager subset of X is dense in X . The concept
of Baire spaces goes back to Baire’s paper [1], and provides a powerful
framework to verify the denseness of subsets of a space. For instance,
Banach and Mazurkiewicz’s method [2, 21], which demonstrates the
existence and denseness of nowhere differentiable continuous functions
using Baire spaces, is a notable and succinct illustration of the efficacy
of Baire spaces.

In this paper, for a metrizable topological space X , we consider the
space CPM(X) of all continuous pseudometrics on X , and the space
Met(X) of all metrics generating the same topology ofX . These spaces
are equipped with the supremum metric DX . For a metrizable space
X , and for an open cover C of X , we first show the openness and dense-
ness of the set of all d ∈ CPM(X) such that there exists a Lebesgue
number of C with respect to d (Theorem 1.1). As a consequence, for
a fixed metric w ∈ CPM(X), we prove the denseness and Gδ-ness of
the set of all d ∈ CPM(X) such that 1X : (X, d) → (X,w) is uniformly
continuous (Theorem 1.2). As applications of this theorem, for every
metrizable space X , we establish that the space (Met(X),DX) of met-
rics on the metrizable space is Baire (Theorem 1.3). We also show that
the set of all complete metrics is comeager in Met(X) (Theorem 1.4).
Moreover, we investigate non–Archimedean analogues of these results.
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Since (Met(X),DX) is a moduli space of metrics on X , our main re-
sults provide a method for demonstrating the existence and abundance
of special metrics onX through the theory of Baire spaces. Specifically,
we can ascertain the variety of “geometries” that can be developed on
on X . From the point of view of analogues between measures and
Baire’s categories as mentioned in Oxtoby’s book [24], by the help of
our main result (Theorem 1.3) asserting that Met(X) is Baire, the
author’s works ([11], [12], [13], [14], [15], and [16]) on spaces of met-
rics, including the present paper, can be considered as a counterpart of
Vershik’s works ([33] and [34]) on measures on the set of metrics.

Next we briefly review research on spaces of metrics. In 1944, Shanks
[27] considered spaces of metrics on compact metrizable spaces, and
established a Banach–Stone–Eilenberg type theorem stating that for
every pair X and Y of compact metrizable spaces, Met(X) is congruent
to Met(Y ) if and only if X is homeomorphic to Y ([27, Theorem 3.2]).

In the 1990s, some authors investigated spaces of all possible metrics
on given sets ([36], [37], [35], [3], and [32]). Remark that this space of
metrics depends only on the cardinality of an underlying set.

Starting in 2020, in contrast, the author of the present paper con-
sidered the set of topological metrics; namely, for a metrizable space
X , the space Met(X) of metrics generating the same topology of X
equipped with the supremum distance DX . Although it was not known
whether Met(X) is Baire or not, the author clarified the denseness and
Borel hierarchy of a subset { d ∈ Met(X) | (X, d) satisfies P } for a
certain property P on metric spaces, and proved that some subsets are
comeager in Met(X) ([11], [12], [13], [14], [15], and [16]). For example,
the author [11] showed that the set of all metrics in Met(X) having
Assouad dimension ∞ is dense and Gδ, in particular, it is Baire.

In the context of Lipschitz-free metric spaces, there are several works
on spaces of metrics (see [28], [30], and [7, Problem 6.6]).

As applications of infinite-dimensional topology, Koshino researched
topological shapes of spaces of metrics equipped with not only the
uniform topologies but also the compact-open topologies ([18], [19],
and [20]).

1.2. Main results. Before stating our main results, we introduce some
notions and notations. For a set X , a map d : X×X → [0,∞) is called
a pseudometric if the following conditions are true:

(1) for every x ∈ X , we have d(x, x) = 0;
(2) for every pair x, y ∈ X , we have d(x, y) = d(y, x);
(3) for every triple x, y, z ∈ X , we have d(x, y) ≤ d(x, z) + d(z, y).

A pair (X, d) is called a pseudometric space. If the equality d(x, y) = 0
implies x = y, then d is called a metric.

For a topological space X , we denote by CPM(X) the set of all
continuous maps d : X × X → [0,∞) such that d is a pseudometric
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on X . As mentioned in the previous subsection, we also denote by
Met(X) the set of all metrics d on X generating the same topology
of X . Notice that Met(X) ⊆ CPM(X). Of course, X is metrizable
if and only if Met(X) 6= ∅. We define DX : CPM(X)2 → [0,∞] by
DX(d, e) = supx,y∈X |d(x, y)−e(x, y)|. Note that although DX can take
the value ∞, we can define the topology induced by DX using open
balls, as in the cases of ordinary metrics. In this paper, we represent
the restricted metric DX |Met(X)2 as the original symbol DX . In what
follows, we consider that CPM(X) and Met(X) are equipped with the
topologies induced by DX , which represent the uniform convergence of
metrics.

For a pseudometric space (X, d), for a point x ∈ X , and for r ∈
(0,∞), we denote by U(x, r; d) the open ball centered at x with radius
x of (X, d), i.e., U(x, r; d) = { p ∈ X | d(x, p) < r }.

For a pseudometric space (X, d), and a covering C = {Ci}i∈I of X ,
we say that a positive real number r ∈ (0,∞) is a Lebesgue number of
C if for every x ∈ X there exists i ∈ I such that U(x, r; d) ⊆ Ci.

For a topological space X , and for a covering C of X , we denote by
L(C) the set of all d ∈ CPM(X) such that C has a (positive) Lebesgue
number with respect d.

Our first result states that L(C) is open and dense in the space of
pseudometrics.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a paracompact Hausdorff space, and C an
open covering of X. Then L(C) is open and dense in CPM(X).

Let X be a metrizable space, and w ∈ CPM(X). We define I(w)
the set of all d ∈ CPM(X) such that 1X : (X, d) → (X,w) is uniformly
continuous, where 1X stands for the identity map. Namely, d ∈ I(w)
if and only if for every ǫ ∈ (0,∞), there exists δ ∈ (0,∞) such that
for every pair x, y ∈ X , the inequality d(x, y) < δ implies w(x, y) < ǫ.
As a consequence of Theorem 1.1, we prove that I(w) is comeager in
CPM(X) (compare with the proof of [18, Proposition 3]).

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a metrizable space, and w ∈ CPM(X). Then
the set I(w) is comeager in CPM(X).

In the author’s preprint [11, Lemma 5.1], it was shown that the
space Met(X) is completely metrizable, (especially, Baire) under the
assumption that X is second-countable and locally compact Hausdorff.
Moreover, in [18, Proposition 3], Koshino proved that the set of all
bounded metric d ∈ Met(X) is completely metrizable under only the
condition that X is metrizable and σ-compact. This proof is still ef-
fective for Met(X). Thus, Koshino’s result is a generalization of the
author’s lemma [11, Lemma 5.1]. As a further generalization of these
works, using Theorem 1.2, we obtain the following theorem (Theorem
1.3), which states that the space Met(X) of metrics is Baire.
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Theorem 1.3. Let X be a metrizable space. Then Met(X) is comeager
in (CPM(X),DX). In particular, the space (Met(X),DX) is Baire.

For a metrizable space X , we denote by Comp(X) the set of all
complete metrics in Met(X). In the next result, by Theorem 1.2, we
show that if X is completely metrizable, then Comp(X) is comeager
in Met(X). In other words, generic metrics on X are complete.

Theorem 1.4. Let X be a completely metrizable space. Then Comp(X)
is comeager in (CPM(X),DX). Moreover, the set Comp(X) is also
comeager in (Met(X),DX).

Remark 1.1. As shown in [23] (see also [8]), for every metrizable space
X , we have Met(X) = Comp(X) if and only if X is compact.

We also obtain non-Archimedean analogues of aforementioned theo-
rems. Let us review ultrametrics (non-Archimedean metrics).

A pseudometric d : X×X → [0,∞) is said to be a pseudo-ultrametric
or non-Archimedean pseudometric if d satisfies the so-called the strong
triangle inequality d(x, y) ≤ d(x, z) ∨ d(z, y) for all x, y, z ∈ X , where
the symbol “∨” means the maximum operator on R, i.e., x ∨ y =
max{x, y}. A pair (X, d) is called a pseudo-ultrametric space. A
pseudo-ultrametric d on X is called an ultrametric or non-Archimedean
metric if the equality d(x, y) = 0 implies x = y. Of course, every ul-
trametric is a metric.

A set R is said to be a range set if R ⊆ [0,∞) and 0 ∈ R. We
say that a range set R is characteristic if for every z ∈ (0,∞), there
exists r ∈ R \ {0} such that r < z. This condition is equivalent to
inf(R \ {0}) = 0. A metric d on X is said to be R-valued if d(x, y) ∈ R
for all x, y ∈ X .

For a topological space X , and for a range set R, we denote by
UCPM(X,R) the all R-valued continuous maps d : X×X → [0,∞) for
which d is a pseudo-ultrametric on X . We also denote by UMet(X ;R)
the all R-valued ultrametrics d on X . Notice that UMet(X ;R) ⊆
UCPM(X,R). When considering non-Archimedean analogues, it is
often more effective to limit the range of metrics (see, for example,
[6]). Namely, we investigate not only ([0,∞)-valued) ultrametrics but
also R-valued ultrametrics for an arbitrary range set R.

For a range set R, a topological space X is said to be R-valued
ultrametrizable if UMet(X ;R) 6= ∅. When R = [0,∞), the space X is
simply said to be ultrametrizable.

Remark 1.2. In [12, Proposition 2.14], it was shown that X is ultra-
metrizable if and only if for every characteristic range set R, the space
X is R-valued ultrametrizable (UMet(X ;R) 6= ∅).

We define UDR
X : UCPM(X,R)2 → [0,∞] by declaring that UDR

X(d, e)
is the infimum of all ǫ ∈ R such that d(x, y) ≤ e(x, y)∨ ǫ and e(x, y) ≤
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d(x, y)∨ǫ for all x, y ∈ X . Then UDR
X is an ultrametric on UCPM(X,R)

taking values in [0,∞]. Similarly to DX , we can define the topology
induced by UDR

X using open balls. In this paper, we represent the re-
stricted metric UDR

X |UMet(X;R)2 as the original symbol UDR
X . In what

follows, we consider that UCPM(X,R) and UMet(X ;R) are equipped
with the topologies induced by UDR

X .

Remark 1.3. Let R be a range set, and X be an R-valued ultrametriz-
able space. Then we have the inclusions UMet(X ;R) ⊆ Met(X) and
UCPM(X,R) ⊆ CPM(X). For every pair d, e ∈ UCPM(X,R), we also
obtain DX(d, e) ≤ UDR

X(d, e). The topology generated by UDR
X(d, e)

is always strictly stronger than that generated by DX .

For a topological space X , for a range set R, and for an open covering
C of X , we define UL(C;R) = UCPM(X,R) ∩ L(C).

The next theorem is a non-Archimedean analogue of Theorem 1.1.
The definition of ultraparacompactness can be found in Section 2.

Theorem 1.5. Let R be a range set, X an ultraparacompact Hausdorff
space, and C an open covering of X. Then the set UL(C;R) is open
and dense in UCPM(X,R).

Let R be a range set, and X an R-valued metrizable space, and take
w ∈ CPM(X). Notice that w is not necessarily non-Archimedean. We
define UI(w,R) the set of all d ∈ UCPM(X,R) such that 1X : (X, d) →
(X,w) is uniformly continuous.

We also obtain an analogue of Theorem 1.2 for ultrametrics.

Theorem 1.6. Let R be a range set, andX an R-valued ultrametrizable
space, and take w ∈ CPM(X) (w is not necessarily non-Archimedean).
Then the set UI(w,R) is comeager in UCPM(X,R).

The following theorem is corresponding to Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.7. Let R be a range set, X an R-valued ultrametrizable
space. Then UMet(X ;R) is comeager in (UCPM(X,R),UDR

X). In
particular, the space

(

UMet(X ;R),UDR
X

)

is Baire.

For a topological spaceX , and for a range setR, put UComp(X ;R) =
UMet(X ;R) ∩ Comp(X).

The next result is an analogue of Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.8. Let R be a range set, X a completely metrizable and
R-valued ultrametrizable space. Then UComp(X ;R) is comeager in
(UCPM(X,R),UDR

X). Moreover, the set UComp(X ;R) is also comea-
ger in (UMet(X ;R),UDR

X).

Remark 1.4. In [12, Propositions 2.14 and 2.17], it was proven that X
is completely metrizable and ultrametrizable if and only if for every
characteristic range set R, we have UComp(X ;R) 6= ∅, i.e., X is R-
valued completely ultrametrizable.
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Remark 1.5. LetX be a topological space, andR be a non-characteristic
range set. Then X is R-valued ultrametrizable if and only if X is dis-
crete. In this case, we also have UMet(X ;R) = UComp(X ;R).

Remark 1.6. Similarly to Remark 1.1, in [12, Corollary 1.3], the author
proved that for every characteristic range set R, and for every ultra-
metrizable space X , we have UMet(X ;R) = UComp(X ;R) if and only
if X is compact.

All of our main results will be proven in Section 3 using several
preliminaries in Section 2. In the final part of Section 3, we will give
some additional remarks.

2. Preliminaries

For the definitions of paracompactness, we refer to [38, Section 20].

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a paracompact Hausdorff space, and C be an
open covering of X. Then L(C) 6= ∅. Equivalently, there exists a con-
tinuous pseudometric D ∈ CPM(X) for which there exists a Lebesgue
number r ∈ (0,∞) of C with respect to D.

Proof. Theorem 2.1 is already known (see [31, Theorem 7.4], and see
also [26, Remark 4], [10, Theorem 14], and [17, Metrization Lemma 12,
p.185]). For the sake of self-containedness, we provide a proof.

For a map h : X → [0,∞), we define supp(h) = { x ∈ X | h(x) > 0 }
and call it the support of h. Put C = {Ci}i∈I , and let {ga}a∈A be
a locally finite partition of unity subordinated to C (see [22, Propo-
sition 2] and [26, Corollary 2.7.3]). Define φ : X → (0, 1] by φ(x) =
supa∈A ga(x). Since {ga}a∈A is locally finite, the map φ is continuous.
For every a ∈ A, we also define fa : X → [0, 1] by

fa(x) =
2

φ(x)
·min

{

ga(x),
φ(x)

2

}

.

Then the family {fa}a∈A satisfies that:

(P1) The family {supp(fa)}a∈A is a locally finite covering of X , and
it is a refinement of C;

(P2) The family {f−1
a (1)}a∈A is a (closed) covering of X .

Indeed, since for every a ∈ A, we have supp(fa) = supp(ga), the condi-
tion (P1) is true. For every x ∈ X , since {ga}a∈A is locally finite, there
exists a0 ∈ A such that φ(x) = ga0(x), and hence we have fa0(x) = 1.
Thus the condition (P2) is fulfilled.

We now denote by ℓ1(A) the space of all w : A → R such that
∑

a∈A |w(a)| <∞, and denote by ‖∗‖ℓ1 the ℓ
1-norm on ℓ1(A). For every

a ∈ A, we also denote by ea the element of ℓ1(A) such that ea(p) = 1
if p = a; otherwise ea(p) = 0. We define a map ψ : X → ℓ1(A) by
ψ(x) =

∑

a∈A fa(x) · ea. Since {supp(fa)}a∈A is locally finite (the con-
dition (P1)), the map ψ is continuous. We also define a continuos
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pseudometric D : X × X → [0,∞) by D(x, y) = ‖ψ(x) − ψ(y)‖ℓ1. In
this setting, we see that D ∈ CPM(X).

Next we prove that 1 is a Lebesgue number of C with respect to D.
Take x ∈ X . Then using (P2), we can find a0 ∈ A with fa0(x) = 1.
In this case, every y ∈ U(x, 1;D) satisfies that fa0(y) > 0. Thus we
obtain U(x, 1;D) ⊆ supp(fa0), and the condition (P1) implies that
there exists i ∈ I such that supp(fa0) ⊆ Ci. Therefore we conclude
that U(x, 1;D) ⊆ Ci. This finishes the proof. �

A topological space X is said to be ultraparacompact if every open
covering C of X has a refinement covering of X consisting of disjoint
open subsets. Remark that a topological space is ultraparacompact if
and only if it is paracompact and has covering dimension 0 (see [5,
Proposition 1.2]). In particular, all ultrametrizable spaces are ultra-
paracompact.

Theorem 2.2. Let X be an ultraparacompact Hausdorff space, R a
range set, and C an open covering of X. Then UL(C;R) 6= ∅. Equiva-
lently, there exists a continuous pseudo-ultrametric D ∈ UCPM(X,R)
for which there exists a Lebesgue number r ∈ (0,∞) of C with respect
to D.

Proof. Since X is ultraparacompact, there exists a disjoint open cover
E = {Oa}a∈A subordinated to C. We fix r ∈ R and define D ∈
UCPM(X,R) by

D(x, y) =

{

0 if there exists a ∈ A with x, y ∈ Oa;

r otherwise.

By the definition, the map D is continuous on X × X , and it is
a pseudo-ultrametric on X . Notice that for every x ∈ X , we have
U(x, r;D) = Oa, where Oa is an element of E with x ∈ Oa. Thus r is a
Lebesgue number of C with respect to D. This finishes the proof. �

Lemma 2.3. Every comeager subset of a Baire space is itself Baire.

Proof. The lemma follows from the definition of comeager sets. See
also [9, Theorem 1.15 and Proposition 1.23]. �

Lemma 2.4. For every topological space X, and for every range set
R, the spaces (CPM(X),DX) and (UCPM(X,R),UDR

X) are complete
metric spaces. In particular, these spaces are Baire.

Proof. Let {dn}n∈Z≥0
be a Cauchy sequence of (CPM(X),DX). Then

it has a pointwise limit d : X × X → [0,∞) and it is also a pseudo-
metric on X . Since DX is the supremum metric, the map d is con-
tinuous. In the same way, using DX(d, e) ≤ UDR

X(d, e), we see that
(UCPM(X,R),UDR

X) is complete. Similar arguments can be found in
the proofs of [11, Lemma 5.1] and [12, Lemma 7.6]. The latter part
follows from the Baire category theorem (see [38, Corollary 25.4]). �
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Lemma 2.5. Let X be a metrizable space. If w ∈ Met(X), then we
have I(w) ⊆ Met(X).

Proof. Take d ∈ I(w). By the continuity of d on X × X , the identity
1X : (X, d) → (X,w) is an open map. Since 1X : (X, d) → (X,w) is
continuous, we conclude that 1X : (X, d) → (X,w) is homeomorphism.
Thus, the metric d generates the same topology of X . This means that
I(w) ⊆ Met(X). �

Similarly, we also obtain the following non-Archimedean analogue.

Lemma 2.6. Let R be a range set, and X be an R-valued ultrametriz-
able space. If w ∈ Met(X) (w is not necessarily non-Archimedean),
then we have UI(w,R) ⊆ UMet(X ;R).

3. Proofs of Main results

3.1. Proofs of Archimedean main results. Now we provide proofs
of Theorems 1.1–1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let X be a paracompact Hausdorff space, and
C an open covering of X .

First let us prove that L(C) is open. Take an arbitrary member
d ∈ L(C), and let r be a Lebesgue number of C with respect to d. Fix
ǫ ∈ (0,∞) with ǫ < r. For every e ∈ CPM(X) such that DX(d, e) < ǫ,
we put r′ = r − ǫ > 0. Then we have U(x, r′; e) ⊆ U(x, r; d) by
d(x, y) ≤ e(x, y) + ǫ for all x, y ∈ X . Thus, r′ is a Lebesgue number of
C with respect to e, and hence e ∈ L(C). Therefore L(C) is open.

Next we show that L(C) is dense. Using Theorem 2.1, we see that
L(C) 6= ∅. Fix e ∈ L(C), and let l be a Lebesgue number of C with re-
spect to e. Define a pseudometric h on X by h(x, y) = min{e(x, y), 1}.
In this setting, the number r = min{l, 2−1} is a Lebesgue number
of C with respect h. Namely, h ∈ L(C). Take an arbitrary member
d ∈ CPM(X), and an arbitrary number ǫ ∈ (0,∞). Put p = d+ ǫ · h ∈
CPM(X). Since h(a, b) ≤ 1 for all a, b ∈ X , it is true that p satisfies
DX(d, p) ≤ ǫ. Let us show that p ∈ L(C). Take an arbitrary point
x ∈ X . From the fact that ǫ ·h(a, b) ≤ p(a, b) for all a, b ∈ X , it follows
that U(x, ǫr; p) ⊆ U(x, ǫr; ǫh). By the definition of open balls, we have
U(x, ǫr; ǫh) = U(x, r; h). Thus we obtain U(x, ǫr; p) ⊆ U(x, r; h), and
hence ǫ·r is a Lebesgue number of C with respect to p(= d+ǫ·h). There-
fore p ∈ L(C), and we then conclude that L(C) is dense in CPM(X).
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. LetX be a metrizable space, and w ∈ CPM(X).
For each n ∈ Z≥0, put On = {U(x, 2−n;w) | x ∈ X }, and S =

⋂

n∈Z≥0
L(On). Since every metrizable space is paracompact (see [29]

and [25]), we can apply Theorem 1.1 to X and each On. Then we
observe that L(On) is open and dense. Thus, to prove the theorem, it
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suffices to show that S ⊆ I(w). Take an arbitrary member d ∈ S and
an arbitrary number ǫ ∈ (0,∞). Now let us verify that there exists
δ ∈ (0,∞) such that the inequality d(x, y) < δ implies w(x, y) < ǫ
for all x, y ∈ X . Take a sufficient large number m ∈ Z≥0 such that
2−m ≤ ǫ. By d ∈ L(Om+1), we can find a Lebesgue number δ of On+1

with respect to d. Thus, there exists z ∈ X such that U(x, δ; d) ⊆
U(z, 2−m−1;w). Due to x ∈ U(z, 2−m−1;w), the triangle inequality for
w implies U(z, 2−m−1;w) ⊆ U(x, 2−m;w). Hence we obtain U(x, δ; d) ⊆
U(x, 2−m;w). Then the inequality d(x, y) < δ implies that w(x, y) <
2−m ≤ ǫ. Therefore S ⊆ I(w). �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let X be a metrizable space. Lemma 2.5 states
that I(w) ⊆ Met(X). Due to Theorem 1.2, we conclude that Met(X)
is comeager in CPM(X). Therefore Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 prove that
Met(X) is Baire. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let X be a completely metrizable space. Then,
we can take a complete metric w ∈ Comp(X). Let us show that I(w) ⊆
Comp(X). Due to Lemma 2.5, we have I(w) ⊆ Met(X). Thus it
suffices to verify that every d ∈ I(w) is complete. Take a Cauchy
sequence {xi}i∈Z≥0

of (X, d). Since the map 1X : (X, d) → (X,w) is
uniformly continuous, the sequence {xi}i∈Z≥0

is also Cauchy in (X,w).
By the completeness (X, d), the sequence {xi}i∈Z≥0

has a limit point,
say p. Since d generates the same topology of X , we see that p is also a
limit point of {xi}i∈Z≥0

in (X, d). Namely, the space (X, d) is complete.
Therefore I(w) ⊆ Comp(X). This means that Comp(X) is comeager
in CPM(X). This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.4. �

3.2. Proofs of Non-Archimedean main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let X be a paracompact Hausdorff space, and
C an open covering of X . The proof is parallel to that of Theorem 1.1.

First let us prove that UL(C;R) is open. Take an arbitrary member
d ∈ UL(C;R), and let r be a Lebesgue number of C with respect to
d. Fix ǫ ∈ (0,∞) with ǫ < r. For every e ∈ UCPM(X,R) such that
UDX(d, e) < ǫ, we have d(x, y) ≤ e(x, y) ∨ ǫ, and hence U(x, r; e) ⊆
U(x, r; d). Thus, r is also a Lebesgue number of C with respect to e,
and hence e ∈ UL(C;R). Therefore UL(C;R) is open in UCPM(X,R).

Next we prove that UL(C;R) is dense in UCPM(X,R). Using The-
orem 2.2, we see that UL(C;R) 6= ∅. Take an arbitrary member d ∈
UCPM(X,R) and an arbitrary number ǫ ∈ (0,∞). Fix e ∈ UL(C;R),
and let r be a Lebesgue number of C with respect to e. We divide the
proof into two parts.

Case 1. [R is characteristic]: In this case, we can take η ∈ R \ {0}
such that η < min{ǫ, r}. Put h(x, y) = min{e(x, y), η}. Then h ∈
UCPM(X,R) and h ∈ UL(C;R). We put p = d ∨ h ∈ UCPM(X,R).
Let us show UDR

X(d, p) ≤ ǫ. For every pair a, b ∈ X , we have p(a, b) =
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d(a, b) ∨ h(a, b) ≤ d(a, b) ∨ η ≤ d(a, b) ∨ ǫ. We also have d(a, b) ≤
h(a, b) ≤ h(a, b) ∨ ǫ. Then UDR

X(d, p) ≤ ǫ. Since h(a, b) ≤ p(a, b)
for all a, b ∈ X , we have U(x, η; p) ⊆ U(x, η; h). By the definition
of h, we have h(a, b) < η if and only if e(a, b) < η for all a, b ∈ X .
Thus U(x, η; h) = U(x, η; e). Due to η < r, we have U(x, η; e) ⊆
U(x, r; e). Finally, we obtain U(x, η; p) ⊆ U(x, r; e). Hence η is a
Lebesgue number of C with respect to p(= d∨ h). Thus p ∈ UL(C;R).

Case 2. [R is not characteristic]: Under this assumption, we have the
inequality 0 < inf(R \ {0}). Put δ = (1/2) · inf(R \ {0}). Then we see
that δ > 0 and U(x; δ; d) = {x}. Hence δ is a Lebesgue number of C
with respect to d. This means that d ∈ UL(C;R). Namely, in this case,
we have UL(C;R) = UCPM(X,R).

Therefore, in any case, we conclude that the set UL(C;R) is dense
in UCPM(X,R). This completes the proof of Theorem 1.5. �

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let R be a range set, and X be an R-valued
ultrametrizable space. Take w ∈ CPM(X). For each n ∈ Z≥0, put
On = {U(x, 2−n;w) | x ∈ X }, and S =

⋂

n∈Z≥0
UL(On;R). Then,

similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.2, we obtain S ⊆ UI(w,R). Since
every ultrametrizable space is ultraparacompact (see [5, Proposition
1.2 and Corollary 1.4] and [4, Theorem II]), we can apply Theorem 1.5
to X and each On. Then we see that each UL(On;R) is open and dense
in UCPM(X,R). Hence UI(w,R) is comeager in UCPM(X,R). This
finishes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1.3. Let
R be a range set, and X be an R-valued ultrametrizable space. Since
X is metrizable, we obtain Met(X) 6= ∅. Fix w ∈ Met(X). Lemma 2.6
shows that UI(w,R) ⊆ UMet(X ;R). Hence, using Theorem 1.6, the
set UMet(X ;R) is comeager in UCPM(X,R). Therefore Lemmas 2.3
and 2.4 prove that UMet(X ;R) is Baire. �

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let R be a range set, and X be a completely
metrizable and R-valued ultrametrizable space. Since X is completely
metrizable, we obtain Comp(X) 6= ∅. Fix w ∈ Comp(X). In the
same way as the proof of Theorem 1.4, we can prove that UI(w,R) ⊆
UComp(X ;R). Using Theorem 1.6, we conclude that UComp(X ;R)
is comeager in UCPM(X,R). This completes the proof of Theorem
1.8. �

3.3. Additional remarks. As shown in [18, Proposition 3] (see also
[11, Lemma 5.1]), if X is metrizable and σ-compact, then Met(X) is
completely metrizable. In the first version of the preprint of this paper,
the author conjectured that the inverse of this result is true. Recently,
Koshino solved this conjecture. Namely, he proved that, for every
separable metrizable X , the space Met(X) is completely metrizable if
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and only if X is σ-compact (see [20, Theorem and Remark]). Now we
make a question on spaces of metrics.

Question 3.1. For a metrizable sapceX , is Met(X) Borel in CPM(X)?
If this is the case, what is the Borel hierarchy of Met(X) in CPM(X)?
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92–94, DOI:10.4064/sm-3-1-92-94.
[22] E. Michael, A note on paracompact spaces, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 4 (1953),

831–838, DOI:10.2307/2032419. MR 56905
[23] V. Niemytzki and A. Tychonoff, Beweis des Satzes, dass ein metrisierbarer

Raum dann und nur dann kompakt ist, wenn er in jeder Metrik vollständig ist,
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