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We prove that a generic point of a C” manifold endowed
with a generic Riemannian structure has an unique antipode
(i.e., farthest point). Furthermore, in the case of 2-dimensi-
onal manifolds, such a point is joined to its antipode by at
most three minimizing geodesics (r > 2).

1. Introduction.

In a compact metric space (X, d), we call an antipode of a point p € X, any
point which realizes the maximum of the distance from x. Some conjectures
about antipodes were formulated by H. Steinhauss [2]. As an example: Is
the sphere the only surface on which each point admits a single antipode
and such that the antipodal function is an involution? This question was
recently solved by C. Vilcu who exhibits some counterexamples [6]. Now, it
is quite natural to investigate the generic case.

In the case of a convex surface S, Tudor Zamfirescu proves in [7] that
a generic point of S has an unique antipode, and is joined to it by exactly
three segments (A segment, or a minimizing geodesic, is simply a path whose
length equals the distance between its extremities).

The aim of this paper is to give an analogous result in the frame of
Riemannian geometry. We obtain that the generic uniqueness holds for a
C" manifold (of any dimension) endowed with a generic Riemannian metric
(Theorem 1), and the fact that at most three geodesics go from a generic
point to its antipode holds for such 2-dimensional manifolds (Theorem 2)
(r>2).

The first result is optimal, in sense that it fails if you remove any occur-
rence of “generic”. The projective plane with constant curvature is obviously
a counterexample to the attempt at deletion of the second occurrence. Con-
cerning the first one, we only need to notice that any sufficiency “long” space
admits points with more than one antipode. The antipodes, in such a space,
are localized near its “extremities”. Any point near enough one extremity
has all its antipodes near the other one. By semicontinuity of the antipodal
function (see Lemma 5), there exists a point which should have (at least)
one antipode near each extremity.
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However, in the case of convex surfaces [8, Theorem 4], as in the case of
manifolds homeomorphic to the 2-dimensional sphere [5], a stronger result
exists.

2. Baire categories notion of genericity.

For elementary results about Baire categories, we refer to any topology book.
We simply recall that a subset of topological space is said to be of first
category or meager if it is included in a countable union of closed sets with
empty interior. A Baire space is a topological space where meager subsets
have empty interior. Baire’s theorem states that complete metric spaces
are Baire spaces. In a Baire space, we say that a generic point satisfies a
property, if all points in a residual subset (i.e., a subset whose complement
is meager) satisfy this property.

Now we need to endow the set G" of all C" Riemannian structures on a
given manifold M, with a topology which makes it a Baire space. This can be
done in several slightly different ways (see [1] for an another construction).

We fix go € G". On one hand, gy provides a norm || ||, on each fibre over
x of the vector bundle

n times

B,=TM*"® - - QTM*@TM*®TM*,

where ® denotes the symmetric tensor product. As M is compact, we can
define a norm || ||,, on the set I'"(B,,) of C"sections of B,, by

I-ll;, = sup |||, -
zeM

On the other hand, gg supplies its Levi-Civita covariant derivation V, from

I'"(B,) to I" 1 (B41). Put VP = Vo 0V, and define for g € G’ o

I'"(By)
— P
lallee = max Vgl
It is obvious that this real valued map is a norm on G". Moreover G’

endowed with this norm is a Banach space. For C°° manifolds, we define
the metric

o0
d*(g.¢') => 2 "min(1,[|g - ¢|
r=0

o)

It is well-known that (G'*°,d>°) is a complete metric space whose topol-
ogy equals the one defined by the norm family (|| ||c+),~,- Moreover, the
topology induced by || ||~ does not depend on gy € G". -

The set G" of C" Riemannian structures can be defined by

G'={ge€G" Nz eTM,g(z,z) >0< z #0}.
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It is obvious that G” is open in G'", and so, is a Baire space.
1% s s p

3. Some continuity or upper semicontinuity results.

3.1. Some notation. As a matter of geometric notation, we define for
g € G, L9(~) as the g-length of a curve 7, 2% as the set of g-antipodes
of a point x € M, D3 as the distance between x and its g-antipodes. The
g-unit tangent bundle over M will be denoted by T'9M. We also denote by
D the set of all metrics on M which induce its topology. D is endowed by
the metric ¢ defined by
! !
§(d,d') (121)2)1%42 |d (z,y) —d (z,y)] .

For g € G, we denote by d9 € D the metric corresponding to the Riemann-
ian structure g. At last, we define X, as the set of g-segments from z to v,
and A as the set of points of M which admit at least two g-antipodes.

We also need more abstract notations. For any metric space (X,d) we
define H(X) as the set of all nonempty compact subsets of X, which is

endowed with the well-known Hausdorff metric, denoted by the same symbol
d:

d (Kl,Kg) — Imax (dc (Kl, KQ) ,dC (KQ,Kl)) 5

c .
d- (K1, Ky) = max 5161}?2 d(z,y).

It is well-known that H(X) is compact whenever X is compact. An H(X)-

valued function is said to be upper semicontinuous, if it is continuous for

the topology induced by d-. Note that d- satisfies the triangle inequality,

and d- (K1, K3) vanishes if and only if K1 C K.

Given a subset P of X, and a positive real number p, we denote by P+ p
the union of all open balls of radius p centered at the elements of P.

We define ‘HG as the set of compact metric spaces up to isometries. Given
two spaces X,Y € HG, we say that X is included in Y, and write X C Y, if
there exists an isometric injective map from X into Y. This defines a partial
order on HG. Now we put for (X,dx), (Y,dy) € HG

C _ C
TG (X.Y) = inf  d5(6(X).%(Y))
duc (X,Y) = max (dgq (X,Y),d5, (Y, X)),

where the infimum is taken over all metric spaces (Z,dyz), and all isometric
injective maps, ¢, from X to Z, and, ¥, from Y to Z. dp¢g is nothing but the
well-known Hausdorff-Gromov metric on HG [3]. A HG-valued function is
said to be upper semicontinuous if it is continuous for the topology induced
by dS. It is easy to see that d%, satisfies the triangle inequality, moreover
we have:
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Lemma 1. Let XY € HG. We have d5, (X,Y) =0 if and only if X C Y.

Proof. Tt is clear that X C Y implies d%, (X,Y) = 0. Conversely, if
dGe (X,Y) =0, then there exist metric spaces (Zy, dy,), and injective isome-
tries ¢, : X — Z, and 1, : Y — Z, such that d (¢, (X), ¥, (Y)) < L.

n
Let Z be a coproduct of all compact metric spaces Z}, © (X) Uy, (Y),
n € N. We define on Z an equivalence relation R by zRz’ if and only if both
z and 2’ are the image of the same point y € Y by 4, for some n € N. Put
1 = § 01y 01y, with i, : Z/ — Z the canonical injection, and s : Z — Z/R
the canonical surjection. Z/R is a metric space with the metric dz defined
by

dz/r (#n; 2m) = 10f (dn (20, ¥ (1)) + dm (2m, ¥ (1))
for z; € Z;, i=norm,n#m
dz/R (zn,z;) =dy (zn,z;) , for zp,, 2, € Zy.
We claim that Z/R is compact. Let (z,) = (s (21,7)) be a sequence of Z/R.

z; belongs to ip, (ZT’LP) for some integer n,, and then, there exists a point
Yp € ¥ (Y) such that dz g (2p,yp) < rTl,, If the sequence (n,) is bounded
by an integer N, then we can select from (z,) a converging subsequence, by
compactness of Z|, Zj, ..., Z), else, we can assume by selecting suitable
subsequences, that lim, % = 0. As Y is compact, we can select from (y,),

and so from (z,) too, a converging subsequence. This proves the claim.
Now, as s o1y, 0 ¢, are isometries (hence, form an equicontinuous family), we
can extract a subsequence converging to an isometry ¢ : X — ¢ (Y). This
completes the proof. O

Given a compact metric space X, we denote by jx the canonical map from
H(X) to HG. Of course, jx is upper semicontinuous and order preserving.
Let X € HG and P C HG, we will denote by d (X, P) the infimum

}i/ngj dGe (X,Y). As dS is not a metric, the following lemma is not obvious.
€

Lemma 2. Let P be a compact subset of HG, take X € HG. Then d5,(X,
P) = 0 if and only if there exists a compact metric space Y € P such that
XcCv.

Proof. Given an integer n, there exists a metric space Y, € P such that
dGa (X, Yn) < % Let Y be the limit of a converging subsequence of (Y},).
We have dG (X,Y) < dG (X, Yy) + due (Ya,Y). As the right-hand side
tends to zero, left-hand side must vanish. O

We have to consider a special subset 7 C HG, which is the set of those
metric spaces, included in the unit circle (i.e., R/27Z), whose cardinality is
at most 3. It is clear that 7 is compact.
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3.2. Useful lemmas. This miscellany is nothing but the list of lemmas we
need.

Lemma 3. The map from G to D which associates to g the corresponding
metric d9 is locally Lipschitz continuous with respect to the metric § and the
norm || flco.

Proof. We denote by N (g) the real number sup ‘ﬁ . Consider two

xeT190 M
Riemannian structures g and ¢’ = g + h. Let z,y be two points of M, such

that 6(d?,d9") = d9 (x,y)—d?(x,y) (you may exchange g and ¢’ if necessary).
Let o be a g-segment from x to y. We have

@(z,y) < L9 (o)
~ [Varhie .o @)
. . 1 [1h],. .
< o(t),o dt+—- [ —(o(t),o d
[view.em) t+2/ﬁ< (t).6 (£)) dt

< 1(0) + 5 Iblles No) [ V3 (6 (8),6 (t)de
< d9(2,9) + 3 o N ()27 (0)

1 .
< @'z, y) + 5 oo N(g)diam(M, g).
Hence
6(dgv dg/) = dg/(x’ y) - dg(xa y)
< 5 12llco N(g)diam(M, g).
O

Lemma 4. The map ® from G" x M to R is locally Lipschitz continuous
with respect to both variables.

Proof. Let x,2’ be in M, g, ¢’ be in G", and take a g-antipode y of z.
0% = d(z,y)
<d¥(z',y) + d%(z, ') + 6(d?, d9)
<9, +d(z,2') + 6(d?, d).

Of course, the same holds when you exchange (z,g) and (2/,¢'). Lemma 3
completes the proof. O

Lemma 5. The map A from G" x M to H (M) is upper semicontinuous.
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Proof. Suppose the result fails. There exists a real number € > 0, such that
for each integer n, there exists a point z, and a Riemannian structure g,
such that

1
) g~ gl < -
1
dI(x,zp,) < -
A ¢ AJ +e.

The formula (1) implies the existence of a sequence (y,,) of g,-antipodes of
xy, such that y, ¢ A% +e. Now, select a converging subsequence from y,,,
and denote by y its limit. On one hand, as A% + € is open, y ¢ 27. On
the other hand, by Lemmas 4 and 3, the identity D%’ = d9" (yn,z,) leads
to D5 = d’ (y,x), and we obtain a contradiction. O

Lemma 6. The map
G"xXMxM—H(H(M))
(9,7,y) — X,

18 upper semicontinuous.

Proof. Suppose the result fails. There exists ¢ > 0, and three sequences (g,,),
(z5,) and (yy), converging respectively to g € G, x € M, and y € M, such
that a g,-segment oy, from x,, to y, satisfying min {d%(c,,0’)|0c’ € £%,} > ¢
exists. We can select from o, a converging subsequence which tends to a

g-segment o from z to y, and a contradiction is found. O

Lemma 7. Let (X,d) be a metric space, K be a subset of HG, and F : X —
HG be an upper semicontinuous function. The map from X to R,
z— djje(F(2), K)
1S upper semicontinuous.
Proof. Choose € > 0, z € X, and put § = di,(F(z),K). Choose x € K

such that d . (F(z), x) < 6+5. There exists a compact metric space (Z1, d)
and two isometric injective maps ¢1 : F'(z) — Z1 and h; : x — Z; such that

g1 (F (z)) C ha(x) + (g +5) .

By upper semicontinuity of F, there exists a real number 1 > 0, such that
for all points y of the open ball {x} + n we have

£

i (F(y), F(2)) < ©.

Hence, there exists a metric space (Z3,d) and two isometric injective maps
g2 : F(z) — Z3 and fy : F(y) — Za such that

f2(F(y)) C g2 (F (z)) + g
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Let Z be a coproduct of Z; and Zy where gi(F(x)) and g2(F(z)) have
been identified. We obtain three injective isometric maps f : F(y) — Z,
g: F(x) — Z and h : x — Z such that

9(F (@) < h(x) + (5 +9)

J(F@) € g (F @)+ 5.
It follows that
F(F(y)) € h(x) + (e +9).
We have proved that for all y € {z} + 7,
dio(F(y), K) < dia(F(y), X)
< dGo(F(z),K) +e.
]

Lemma 8. Let (X,d) and (Y,d) be metric spaces. Let F : X — H(Y)
be an upper semicontinuous function, and G : H(Y) — HG be an order
preserving (for order C) and upper semicontinuous function. Then G o F is
UPper semicontinuous.

Proof. Choose € > 0 and = € X. The upper semicontinuity of G implies the
existence of a real number ¢’ > 0 such that for all K in H (Y),

(2) d(K,F(z)) <& = d54(G(K),Go F(z)) < e.

By upper semicontinuity of F', there exists a real number n > 0 such that
forall y € {z} +1n

(3) F(y) C F(z)+¢.
Put Ko = F (z) U F (y). As G preserves order, we have
(4) Go F(y) C G(Ky).

As by (3) d(Ky, F(z)) <€, (2) leads to
&6 (G (Ko), G o F(a)) < .

Hence, there exists a metric space (Z,d) and two injective isometric maps
f:GoF(zx) — Z and g: G (Ko) — Z such that

goG(Kyp) C foGoF () +e.
This formula and (4) lead to
goGoF(y)C foGoF (x)+e.

Hence d% (Go F(y),Go F (z)) < ¢ for all y € {z} + 7, and the lemma is
proved. O
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4. Comeback to geometry.

4.1. Generic uniqueness of antipodes. Now, we can enunciate and prove
the theorems described in the introduction.

Theorem 1. Let M be a C" compact manifold (r = 2,...,00) endowed
with a generic Riemannian structure of G". A generic point of M admits
an unique antipode.

For proving this, we need the following:
Lemma 9. Let n be a positive integer. The interior of
Uy (n) ¥ {g € G" | diam (A9) > 1/n}
15 empty.

Proof. Let g be in U,(n), p be an integer less or equal to r, and € be a
positive real number. We shall exhibit a Riemannian structure ¢’ ¢ U, (n)
such that ||g — ¢'||o» < e. We denote by A the g-injectivity radius at point
z. Take y, a g-antipode of x. Let ¥ = X, be the set of segments from z to
y, with their arc length parameter. We define S = {o(\/2)| o € ¥}. Let ®
be the g-exponential mapping at x. As @ is continuous on 7, M there exists
a real number « such that for all tangent vectors u,v in the ball {0} + 294
of T, M

1
— = d(P(u), P —
ool < o= d#(B(u), B(v)) < 7
where the norm || || is the g-norm. As, restricted to {0} + %, ® has a well-

defined and continuous inverse, we can find a positive real number 7, such

that
Vz,2 € {x} + %’ d9(z,2) < n = H(Irl( H >\704 def

Choose a positive C? function ¢ such that V = & {z|p(x) > 0} satisfies
S CV CS+n. Now put ¢ = g(1+1¢), with ¢ a positive small real number
such that:

@) llg—9g'llce <e
(ii) (a9, d") < min(a, ).
Consider a g’-segment ¢’ from x to y. We have the following inequalities:

DY > d (x,y) = LY (') > L9(0') > d(x,y) = DY.

Moreover, either ¢’ passes across V, and L9 (o’) > L9(c’), or ¢’ is not a
g-segment, and L9(o’) > d?(x,y). In both cases, we have

(5) 99 > DY.
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Let 3/ be in A and o be a g-segment from z to y/. ff o NV = 0, we
would have

DY > d'(z,y) = L9(0) = LY (0) = &’ (z,y/) = DY ,
which is in contradiction with (5). Hence 0 NV # (), and there exists a
g-segment g € ¥ and a real number 7 such that d?(0o(3), (7)) < n. Let

uo,u € Tp M be two unit vectors such that ®(tu) = o(t) and oo(t) = P(tuo).
We have !% — 7" < H%uo - TUH < (. Hence

g
H@guo - Q&TU <o
A
g
HQgU—QQwTu < a,
A
and then
297 1
g g 7
(6) d <0’0(@I),U < 3 7')) < o
297 1
g g .
(7) d <0(’DI),0< 5 )) <5

On the other hand, by Hypothesis (ii), we have
d9(z,y) < DI <D =dI (z,y) < d(x,9) + a
hence |d9 (z,y') — D%| < o and
1

8 d? g d9 ! —.
® (0 ®2).0 (& (2.1/))) < =
Asy =00 (DF) and y = o (d7 (x,9)), (6), (7) and (8) lead to d*(y,y') < 75,
which becomes together with Hypothesis (ii) d9 (y,y') < 5-. This holds for
each ¢’-antipode v/ of z, hence diam?’ (ngl) < %, and finally ¢’ ¢ U, (n). O
Proof of Theorem 1. Put U9(n) = {z € M |diam (2J) > 1/n}. Lemma 5

implies that U#9(n) and U, (n) are closed subsets of M and G" respectively.
Let S be a countable dense subset of M. We have

{g € G"|AY is not meager} =< g€ G" EInGNZ/{g( )£ 0

U {geG” ng
neN

UUfgeGlzetn)}

neNzeS

= U Ul (n).

neNzeS

N
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Hence, by Lemma 9, {g € G"| A} is not meager} is meager. O

4.2. Generic number of segments from a point to its antipode.
Given a C" manifold M, we denote by § C G" x M the set of all ordered
pairs (g, ) such that 21 contains a single point. Let a : S — M be the
continuous function which associates to (g, ) the only g-antipode of x. We
define 89 = M\ A ={z € M|(g9,2) € S} and S, = {g € G"| (9,z) € S}.

In order to prove the result concerning surfaces, we have to use the fol-
lowing:

Lemma 10. Let (M,g) be a C" Riemannian 2-dimensional manifold (r >
2). Let x be a point of M, and y be a g-antipode of x. Denote by S C TylgM
the set of unit vectors tangent to a segment from x to y.

Then S cannot be included in any open half-plane of TyM. This implies

that either & has cardinality at least three, or & = {—u,u} for a suitable
vector u € TZ}QM.

Proof. Assume that Y is included in some open half-plane, and let 7 : [0, e] —
M be a arclength parameterized arc, starting at y, and directed by the
bisector u € T, ;g M of the other half-plane. For each integer n, there exists
a minimizing geodesic o, from x to v(1/n). By selecting a subsequence, we
can assume that o, is tending to a segment o from x to y. Let v be the unit
tangent vector at y to o. Of course g(u,v) < 0. By a variant of the first
variation formula of arclength L9(oy,) = L9(0) — L g(u,v) 4+ o(2), hence yj, is
farther from x than y for n large enough, and we obtain a contradiction. [J

Now, we can enunciate the following:

Theorem 2. Let M be C" 2-dimensional manifold (r = 2,3,...,00), en-
dowed with a generic Riemannian structure. A generic point of M is joined
to its only antipode by at most three segments.

We need three lemmas.

Lemma 11. We denote by igy the set of the g-unit tangent vectors at vy,
to segments from x to y. Assume r > 2. The map & from S to HG defined

by £(g,x) = jprion (igag , s upper semicontinuous.

Proof. 1t is obvious, by continuity of a, and Lemma 6, that (g,z) — Ei 9
is upper semicontinous. Now, with hypothesis r > 2, the convergence of a
sequence of geodesics (o, : I — M), to o with respect to the Hausdorff
metric, implies, for a suitable parametrization, the uniform convergence of
the derivatives (¢, : I — T'M) to . Hence, the map

T: Eiag — Eiai’

T
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from a suitable subset of H (H (M)) to H (T'M), is continuous. As T pre-
serves order, we obtain by virtue of Lemma 8 that jpps o 7 is an (order pre-
serving) upper semicontinuous map. Applying once again the same lemma
gives the desired result. (]

Lemma 12. The map p from S to R, defined by
1= o (o (£2,).7)
1S upper semicontinuous.
Proof. This is a consequence of Lemmas 11 and 7. (]
Denote by V (n) the set {(g,z) € S|uf > L}, and put
V9 (n) ={z € M[(g,z) € V(n)}
Ve (n) ={g€G"(g,2) €V (n)}.

By Lemma 12, V, (n) and V9 (n) are closed subsets of S; and SY respectively,
moreover we can prove the following:

Lemma 13. Assume r > 2. V, (n) has empty interior in S,.

Proof. Fix x € M, n € N, g € V, (n) and put y = a}. If o is a curve going
from z to y, we denote by & € TylgM, the g-unit tangent vector to . The
g-distance in TylgM (i.e., arccosg (+,-)) is denoted by (-, ).

Let 09 be a g-segment from x to y, and choose a positive function ¢ :
M — R such that V & {z € M|¢ (x) > 0} satisfies:

(i) Each g-segment from x to y passing across V satisfies (&, ) < ﬁ.
(ii) There exists a real number ¢ > 0, such that all segments from x to y
satisfying (&, 5)) < € pass across V.
We define a sequence of Riemannian structures g, = (1 + %) g. We will
discuss two cases.

Case 1. For p large enough, y € 2A%¥. By Lemma 10, there exists a g-
segment ¢ from x to y which does not pass across V. We have on one
hand

9) D9 = L9 (o) = L% (o) > d% (x,y) = DF.

On the other hand, as g, > g, we have D9 < D%. Hence D% = DY.
Let of be a g,-segment from x to y. Suppose that o passes across V,
then

D = L (o7) > L7 (o) > d(x,y) = D,
which is in contradiction with (9). Hence o cannot pass across V/,

L9 (0?) = L% (oP) = D¥ = D9,
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and, by Hypothesis (ii), o, is a g-segment such that (do,d”) > €. Now
consider the process consisting on choosing a g-segment o(, and replacing
g by gp. By repeating this process finitely many times, we would obtain
a situation where no segment from z to y will exist. This is obviously
impossible, so after finitely many steps, we obtain a Case 2.

Case 2. We can select a subsequence of (g,) , such that y ¢ A% . For each

integer p, take a sequence (gp,q), of Riemannian structures of S;, converging

to gp (this is possible because Leqmmas 5 and 9 involve that S is dense in G").
Let yp, 4 be the only g, ,-antipode of z. By selecting suitable subsequences,
we assume that each sequence (y, q) g is converging to a gp-antipode, say yp.
We also can assume that y, tends to y. Let o be a g,-segment from x to y,
which does not pass across V. By Lemma 6, each cluster point o of (Up)p is
g-segment from x to y, which does not pass across V. It follows that oP and

o are g-geodesics. By a variant of the first variation formula of arclength
(10) D — D9 =19 (oF) — LI (0)

= 79(0_:7 y_>yp) + O(y_>yp)7
where y_>yp € TyM is the tangent vector such that y, = Exp, (y_y;) We
denote by 7, the g-norm of yy,, and put u, = % As Tylg M is compact,
we can assume (otherwise select a subsequence) that (u,) is converging to a
unit vector u. Equation (10) leads to

@91) -9

R e e
p—00 Tp

As ® does not depend on (op), there are at most two possible values for &,

say &1 and &2. By Hypothesis (i), we have

T - — — — 1
() T d© (%, {60,51,52}) < 1.
Hence, for p large enough, we have
= . 1
(12) dC (Egzp,{O'o,O'l,O'g}) S 377@

In order to conclude, we claim that for ¢ large enough, we have
S S o S 1
pt < d- (Ei’g}ﬁm{Uo,Ul,Uz}) < o

Suppose not, there would exist a sequence (oP9) qof gp,g-Segments from x to
Ypq Such that (o, 4,5;) > ﬁ, 0 < i < 2. A converging subsequence must
tend to a gp,-segment o, from z to y, such that (o,,d5;) > %, which is in
contradiction with (12). O
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Proof of Theorem 2. Take (g,z) € S, z is joined to its only antipode by at
most three segments if and only if Ei o has cardinality at most 3, that is,

by Lemma 2, uj = 0. Let TY be the subset of (M, g) of those points which

are joined to their only antipodes by at least four segments. We shall prove
def

that G| =
Gt C {g € G"|AJ not meager} U {g € G"|TY not meager},

we only need to prove that G% def {g € G"|TY not meager} is meager. As

T9 = |J V9 (n) and V9 (n) is closed in &Y, we obtain

n>1

{g € G"|A§ U TY not meager} is meager. As

GSC{gEGT EInZl,Vg(n)#@}

= L>J1 {ge G" Vgo(n) %@}

o

———
CU<geG VI (n)UAT#D

n>1

Choosing a dense countable subset S of M,
GicUU{geG |z eV!(n)uAd}

n>1zesS

CUU{geG zeV!(n)}u U {geG |ze Al}
n>1xeS €S

= U UVa(m)uU UG"\S:.
n>lxesS z€eSs

By Lemmas 5 and 9, G"\S, is meager in G"; by Lemmas 12 and 13,

U U Vs (n) is meager in S, and consequently in G". O
n>1lxesS
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