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COMPACTIVOROUS SETS IN BANACH SPACES

DAVIDE RAVASINI

Abstract. A set E in a Banach space X is compactivorous if for every compact set
K in X there is a nonempty, (relatively) open subset of K which can be translated into
E. In a separable Banach space, this is a sufficient condition which guarantees the Haar
nonnegligibility of Borel subsets. We give some characterisations of this property in both
separable and nonseparable Banach spaces and prove an extension of the main theorem
to countable products of locally compact Polish groups.

1. Introduction

The purpose of the present paper is to study the notion of compactivorous sets
in the context of Banach spaces. Let E be a set in a Banach space X . E is said
to be compactivorous if, for any compact set K ⊂ X , there exist an open set V
in X and x ∈ X such that K ∩ V 6= ∅ and x + K ∩ V ⊂ E. The first mention
of this property can be found in [7], where it is provided as a sufficient condition
which ensures that a given Borel set in a separable Banach space is not Haar null.
A Borel set E in a separable Banach space X is Haar null if there exists a Borel
probability measure µ with compact support on X such that µ(x + E) = 0 for all
x ∈ X . It is almost immediate to see why Borel compactivorous sets cannot be
Haar null. Let E be compactivorous and consider a Borel probability measure µ
with compact support K ⊂ X . By definition, there is an open set V and x ∈ X
such that K ∩ V 6= ∅ and x+K ∩ V ⊂ E. Since K ∩ V is open and nonemtpy in
K, µ(K ∩ V ) > 0, which implies µ(−x+ E) > 0.

Haar null sets were first defined in every Abelian Polish group by Christensen
in [4] and research on them has been going on for decades. The survey articles [3],
[6], as well as [2], Chapter 6, provide a thorough introduction to the topic. Our
study of compactivorous sets is motivated by the following question: let C be a
closed, convex set in a separable Banach space X . If C is not Haar null, must it
be compactivorous? To the best of the author’s knowledge, the question is still
unanswered. It is also worth mentioning that Darji introduced in [5] a categorical
version of Haar null sets, which for separable Banach spaces reads as follows: a
Borel set E in a separable Banach space X is Haar meagre if there exists a compact
metric space M and a continuous function f : M → X such that f−1(x + E) is
meagre in M for all x ∈ X . Observe that closed subsets of X are compactivorous
if and only if they are not Haar meagre. Our aim is to show some characterisations
of compactivorous sets in (not necessarily separable) Banach spaces. In particular,
we prove that, given a compactivorous set E, there is r > 0 such that E contains
a translation of every compact set which lies in a closed ball of radius r, leading
therefore to a seemingly stronger property.
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Sections 2 and 3 are devoted to the presentation of two of the main tools that
will be needed in the proof of the main theorem, which is developed in Section
4. Section 5 shows a way to extend the main theorem to countable products of
arbitrary, locally compact Polish groups. The standard notation of Banach space
theory is used. If X is a Banach space, BX denotes the closed unit ball of X ,
whereas B(x, ε) denotes the open ball centered in x and with radius ε. Given a
set S, spanS denotes the smallest closed subspace which contains it. The interior
and closure of a set S in a topological space are denoted intS and clS respectively
and 2S stands for the power set of a set S. ℓ1 is the Banach space of absolutely
summable sequences, whereas c0 is the Banach space of sequences which converge
to 0. All Banach spaces are assumed to be real.

2. The rescaling property

The following, simple property of compactivorous sets works as a motivation for
the definition we are going to introduce later.

Lemma 2.1. Let E be a compactivorous set in a Banach space. Then E is com-
pactivorous by rescaling. That is: for each compact set K ⊂ X there are x ∈ X
and δ > 0 such that x+ δK ⊂ E.

Proof. Let K be a compact subset of X . Since every compact set is contained in
a convex compact set, we can assume that K is convex. Pick an open set V and
x ∈ X such that K ∩ V 6= ∅ and x +K ∩ V ⊂ E. Without loss of generality, we
can assume that 0 ∈ K ∩ V and that V = B(0, ε) for some ε > 0. Let δ ∈ (0, 1)
be such that δK ⊂ V . Since K is convex, δK ⊂ K, hence δK ⊂ K ∩ V . Thus,
x+ δK ⊂ E. �

Let F be a family of subsets in a separable Banach space X . Drawing inspiration
from Lemma 2.1, we say that F has the rescaling property if the two following
conditions are satisfied.

(1) F is hereditary: if A ∈ F and B ⊆ A, then B ∈ F .
(2) For each compact set K ⊂ X , there are δ > 0 and x ∈ X such that

x+ δK ∈ F .

Lemma 2.2. Let E be a subset of a Banach space X. E is compactivorous by
rescaling if and only if every closed, separable subspace Y ⊆ X admits a family of
subsets with the rescaling property FY such that every S ∈ FY can be translated
into E.

Proof. Suppose that E is compactivorous by rescaling and let Y be a separable
subspace of X . For each compact set K ⊂ Y , choose δK > 0 such that δK ·K can
be translated into E and define

FY = {S ⊂ Y : there is a compact set K ⊂ Y such that S ⊆ δK ·K}.

FY is the family with the rescaling property we were looking for.
Conversely, let K ⊂ X be compact and define Y = spanK. Y is a separable

subspace of X and admits therefore a family of subsets FY with the rescaling
property such that every S ∈ FY can be translated into E. Hence, there are y ∈ Y
and δ > 0 such that y + δK ∈ FY and z ∈ X such that z + y + δK ⊂ E. Setting
x = z + y, we have x + δK ⊂ E and since K is arbitrary, this concludes the
proof. �
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As we shall see later, Lemma 2.2 allows to reduce the study of compactivorous
sets to separable Banach spaces by looking at families with the rescaling property
instead of compactivorous sets themselves.

3. Saturated compact subsets of ℓ1

The second tool we need is the concept of saturated compact subsets of ℓ1. To
have a first understanding of what they are it is important to recall the following,
well-known characterisation of compact subsets of ℓ1.

Proposition 3.1. A set S ⊂ ℓ1 is totally bounded if and only if

(1) S is pointwise bounded, i.e. for any n ≥ 1 the set {x(n) : x ∈ S} is bounded;
(2) For any ε > 0 there is n0 ≥ 1 such that

∞
∑

j=n

|x(j)| < ε

for any x ∈ S and n ≥ n0.

In particular, a set K ⊂ ℓ1 is compact if and only if K is closed and satisfies
conditions (1) and (2).

Proposition 3.1 suggests we introduce the following definition: given x ∈ ℓ1, the
modulus of decay of x is the sequence ωx ∈ c0 given by

ωx(n) =

∞
∑

j=n

|x(j)|.

Notice that, for each x ∈ ℓ1, the sequence ωx is nonnegative and decreasing, that
ωx(1) = ||x||ℓ1 and that the function ϕ : ℓ1 → c0 which assigns to each x ∈ ℓ1 its
modulus of decay is continuous. If K ⊂ ℓ1 is compact, Proposition 3.1 guarantees
that the sequence ΩK given by

ΩK(n) = sup
x∈K

ωx(n)

belongs to c0, and we shall call it the modulus of decay of the set K. We say that
a compact set K ⊂ ℓ1 is saturated if it consists exactly of all elements x ∈ ℓ1 such
that ωx ≤ ΩK . Saturated compact sets are clearly symmetric and convex. However,
they are far from being a countable product of intervals. Consider for instance

K =

∞
∏

n=1

[

−
1

n2
,
1

n2

]

⊂ ℓ1.

K is a compact set whose modulus of decay is

ΩK(1) =
π2

6
, ΩK(n) =

π2

6
−

n−1
∑

j=1

1

j2
if n > 1,

but the element x = (π2/6, 0, 0, . . . ) does not belong to K, even though ωx ≤ ΩK .
Finally, it is also important to keep in mind that to every nonnegative and

decreasing sequence z ∈ c0 there corresponds a saturated compact subset of ℓ1
whose modulus of decay is z, namely the set K(z) = {x ∈ ℓ1 : ωx ≤ z}. K(z)
is compact by Proposition 3.1 and ΩK(z) = z by definition. In particular, this
implies that every compact set is contained in a saturated compact set with the
same modulus of decay.
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To conclude this preliminary part, the next lemma describes what happens if we
intersect a saturated compact set with a closed ball centered around the origin.

Lemma 3.2. Let K ⊂ ℓ1 be a saturated compact set with modulus of decay ΩK .
For any r > 0, the compact set L = rBℓ1 ∩K is also saturated and its modulus of
decay ΩL is given exactly by ΩL(n) = min{r,ΩK(n)}.

Proof. Let x ∈ ℓ1 be such that ωx(n) ≤ min{r,ΩK(n)}. Then x ∈ K because K is
saturated, and ||x||ℓ1 = ωx(1) ≤ r. Thus x ∈ rBℓ1 ∩K. Conversely, if x ∈ L, then
ωx(n) ≤ ΩK(n) for every n because L ⊆ K, moreover ωx(n) ≤ ωx(1) ≤ r, therefore
ωx(n) ≤ min{r,ΩK(n)} for each n. �

4. The main theorem

We are now ready to work towards a characterisation of compactivorous sets.
As anticipated, we are actually going to study families with the rescaling property
and perform a translation of the obtained results back in the original setting of
compactivorous sets. We start with a lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a Banach space, let Y be a closed subspace and denote with
π : X → X/Y the quotient map. For each r > 0, the correspondence

fr : int(rBX/Y ) → 2X , fr(x) = π−1(x) ∩ rBX ,

assumes closed, convex and nonempty values and it is lower hemicontinuous.

Proof. The only nontrivial assertion to verify is that fr is lower hemicontinuous for
every r > 0. To see this, define a second correspondence

gr : int(rBX/Y ) → 2X , gr(x) = π−1(x) ∩ int(rBX ).

gr has nonempty images because int(rBX/Y ) = π
(

int(rBX)
)

and, since the corre-
spondence π−1 is lower hemicontinuous and int(rBX) is open, gr is also lower hemi-
continuous. We want to show that fr is the closure of gr, i.e. that cl

(

gr(x)
)

= fr(x)
for each x ∈ int(rBX/Y ). Then the lower hemicontinuity of f follows from [1],
Lemma 17.22. Clearly, we have cl

(

π−1(x) ∩ int(rBX)
)

⊆ π−1(x) ∩ rBX for every
x ∈ int(rBX/Y ). Let y ∈ π−1(x) ∩ rBX and fix a vector z ∈ π−1(x) ∩ int(rBX).
For all positive integers n, define the elements xn = (1 − 2−n)y + 2−nz. It is easy
to check that xn ∈ π−1(x) ∩ int(rBX) for each n and the sequence (xn) converges
to y, hence y ∈ cl

(

π−1(x) ∩ int(rBX)
)

and the equality cl
(

g(x)
)

= f(x) holds. �

The next theorem characterises families with the rescaling property in a very
strong sense.

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a separable Banach space and let F be a hereditary family
of subsets of X. The two following assertions are equivalent.

(1) F has the rescaling property.
(2) There is r > 0 with the property that, for every compact set K ⊂ rBX , one

can find an x ∈ X such that x+K ∈ F .

Proof. First, let us observe that (2)⇒(1) is obvious, because for every compact set
K there is δ > 0 such that δK fits inside rBX . Further, let T : X → Z be an
isomorphism between X and another separable Banach space Z and consider the
hereditary family of subsets T (F) = {T (S) : S ∈ F}. It is trivial to check that
F satisfies condition (1) in the statement of the theorem if and only if T (F) does,
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and the same holds for condition (2). Thus, it suffices to focus our attention on
quotient spaces of ℓ1. From now on, we assume that X = ℓ1/Y , where Y is a closed
subspace of ℓ1, and that π : ℓ1 → X is the quotient map.

Arguing by way of contradiction, suppose that, for each positive integer n, there
is a compact set Kn ⊂ int(n−1BX) such that no translation of Kn belongs to F .
Consider for each n the correspondence

fn : int(n−1BX) → 2ℓ1 , fn(x) = π−1(x) ∩ n−1Bℓ1 ,

which is lower hemicontinuous by Lemma 4.1. For each n, let sn be a continuous
selection of fn, which exists thanks to Michael’s selection theorem (see [8], Theorem
3.2′′) and observe that sn(Kn) is a compact set in n−1Bℓ1 . Define

K = {0} ∪

∞
⋃

n=1

sn(Kn).

K is compact and it comes therefore with its modulus of decay ΩK . Let L be the
saturated compact set with the same modulus of decay and let H ⊂ ℓ1 be another
saturated compact set whose modulus of decay ΩH satisfies

lim
j→∞

ΩH(j)

ΩK(j)
= +∞.

Choose δ > 0 and observe that δH is another saturated compact set whose modulus
of decay is δΩH . By our choice of H , there is the smallest index j0 such that
δΩH(j) > ΩK(j) for all j ≥ j0. If we set t = ΩK(j0) and let y ∈ tBℓ1 ∩ L, then
by Lemma 3.2 we have ωy(j) ≤ min{t,ΩK(j)} ≤ δΩH(j) for all positive integers
j, which means that tBℓ1 ∩ L ⊆ δH . Let n be such that n−1 ≤ t and observe
that sn(Kn) ⊆ n−1Bℓ1 ∩ L ⊆ tBℓ1 ∩ L ⊆ δH . If we apply the quotient map, we
get that Kn = π

(

sn(Kn)
)

⊆ δπ(H). This implies that there is no x ∈ X such
that x+ δπ(H) ∈ F , otherwise we would conclude that x+Kn ∈ F , because F is
hereditary. As π(H) is compact and δ is arbitrary, this shows that (1) fails. �

We are finally ready to combine all the results we have obtained so far in the
characterisation theorem for compactivorous sets.

Theorem 4.3. Let E be a subset in a Banach space X. Then the following asser-
tions are equivalent.

(1) E is compactivorous.
(2) For every compact set K ⊂ X, there are x ∈ X and δ > 0 such that

x+ δK ⊂ E.
(3) There is r > 0 with the property that, for every compact set K ⊂ rBX , one

can find an x ∈ X such that x+K ⊂ E.

Proof. The implication (1)⇒(2) is the content of Lemma 2.1, whereas (3)⇒(1) is
obvious: if condition (3) is satisfied, then it suffices to intersect every compact set
with a sufficiently small open ball to prove that E is compactivorous. It remains
to show that (2)⇒(3).

If E satisfies (2) and Y is a closed, separable subspace of X , then by Lemma
2.2 there is a family F of subsets of Y with the rescaling property such that every
element of F can be translated into E. By Theorem 4.2, there is r > 0 with
the property that, for each compact set K ⊂ rBY , there is y ∈ Y such that
y +K ∈ F . In particular, every compact subset of rBY can be translated into E.
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This justifies the introduction of the following notation: given a closed, separable
subspace Y ⊆ X , we denote by ρ(E, Y ) the supremum of all r > 0 such that every
compact subset of rBY can be translated into E. Observe that if Y and Z are
closed, separable subspaces of X such that Y ⊆ Z, then ρ(E,Z) ≤ ρ(E, Y ). Since
every compact set lies in a closed, separable subspace, to ensure that E satisfies
(3) it remains to prove that there is r > 0 such that ρ(E, Y ) > r for all closed,
separable subspaces Y . Arguing by contradiction, suppose that for each positive
integer n there is a closed, separable subspace Yn such that ρ(E, Yn) ≤ n−1. Define

Y = span
( ∞

⋃

n=1

Yn

)

.

Y is a closed, separable subspace of X and therefore it has its ρ(E, Y ) > 0. At the
same time though, we have Y ⊇ Yn for each n, hence ρ(E, Y ) ≤ ρ(E, Yn) ≤ n−1

for each n, which is nonsense. �

Corollary 4.4. Let X be a Banach space, Y a closed subspace and E a subset of
X/Y . Let π : X → X/Y be the quotient map. Then E is compactivorous if and
only if π−1(E) is compactivorous.

Proof. Assume that π−1(E) is compactivorous and let s be a continuous selection
of the correspondence π−1 : X/Y → 2X (we use once again [8], Theorem 3.2′′).
If K ⊂ X/Y is compact, so is s(K), hence there are x ∈ X and δ > 0 such that
x + δs(K) ⊂ π−1(E). Applying π, one gets π(x) + δK ⊂ E. As K is arbitrary,
this shows that E is compactivorous. Conversely, let E be compactivorous and let
K ⊂ X be compact. Then there are x ∈ X and δ > 0 such that π(x)+ δπ(K) ⊂ E,
which implies x + δK ⊂ π−1(E). The conclusion follows once again because K is
arbitrary. �

5. Generalising to topological groups

The notion of a compactivorous set can be extended to arbitrary Hausdorff
topological groups. Let G be a Hausdorff topological group, let e be its unit and
let E be a subset of G. We say that E is compactivorous if for every compact
set K ⊆ G there are an open set V ⊆ G and g, h ∈ G such that K ∩ V 6= ∅

and g(K ∩ V )h ⊆ E. We shall also say that E is strongly compactivorous if there
is a closed neighbourhood U of e such that, for every compact set K ⊆ U , there
are g, h ∈ G such that gKh ⊆ E. Clearly, every strongly compactivorous set
is compactivorous. Let us say that G is fattening if also the converse holds, i.e.
if every compactivorous subset of G is strongly compactivorous. Locally compact
groups are trivially fattening and that every Banach space is fattening is the content
of Theorem 4.3. The next example shows that there are in fact nonfattening groups.

Proposition 5.1. Let X be an infinite-dimensional Banach space with the Schur
property. Then X is nonfattening when endowed with the weak topology.

Proof. We show that the unit ball BX is compactivorous but not strongly com-
pactivorous. Let K be a weakly compact set in X . Since X has the Schur property,
by the Eberlein-Šmulian theorem K is also norm-compact. The restrictions of both
the weak and the norm topology to K make it a compact, Hausdorff space, hence
they must agree. BX has nonempty interior in the norm topology, which means
that it is compactivorous in the norm topology. Let U be a norm-open set such
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that K ∩ U is nonempty and can be translated into BX . Let V be a weakly open
set such that K ∩U = K ∩V . Then K ∩V can be translated into BX and, since K
is arbitrary, this shows that BX is compactivorous in the weak topology. However,
BX cannot be strongly compactivorous, as every neighbourhood of 0 is unbounded
and contains therefore compact sets of arbitrarily large diameter. �

Finally, we prove that countable products of locally compact Polish groups are
fattening.

Theorem 5.2. Let {Gn}
∞

n=1 be a countable family of locally compact Polish groups
and set

G =
∞
∏

n=1

Gn.

Then G is fattening.

Proof. We start by fixing some notation. Let d be a complete metric which gener-
ates the topology of G and, for each n ≥ 1, let pn : G → Gn be the usual projection
map. Let en be the unit of Gn and e = (e1, e2, . . . ) be the unit of G. Let E be a
compactivorous subset of G, set Bk = {g ∈ G : d(g, e) ≤ k−1} for each positive
integer k and, looking for a contradiction, assume that for each k there is a compact
set Kk ⊆ Bk such that aKkb does not lie entirely in E for any a, b ∈ G. The set

K = {e} ∪

∞
⋃

k=1

Kk

is compact and so are the sets pn(K) for all n ≥ 1. Since Gn is locally compact,
there is an open neighbourhood Un of pn(K) such that cl(Un) is compact. Define
the compact set

L =

∞
∏

n=1

cl(Un).

Since E is compactivorous, there must be a positive integer m, h1, h2 ∈ G and an
open set V ⊆ G of the form V = V1 × · · · × Vm × Gm+1 × · · · , where Vn ⊆ Gn

is open for all n ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, such that L ∩ V 6= ∅ and h1(L ∩ V )h2 ⊆ E. In
particular, Un ∩ Vn 6= ∅ for all n ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. For every n ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, choose
gn ∈ Un ∩ Vn and observe that g−1

n (Un ∩ Vn) is an open neighbourhood of en.
Moreover, {pn(Bk)}

∞

k=1 is a nested neighbourhood basis of en for every n ≥ 1,
hence for each n ∈ {1, . . . ,m} there exists k0(n) such that pn(Bk) ⊆ g−1

n (Un ∩ Vn)
for all k ≥ k0(n), which implies that pn(Kk) ⊆ g−1

n (Un∩Vn) for all k ≥ k0(n). Let j
be a sufficiently large index such that pn(Kj) ⊆ g−1

n (Un∩Vn) for all n ∈ {1, . . . ,m}
and set g = (g1, . . . , gm, em+1, . . . ). Then

gKj ⊆ g

( ∞
∏

n=1

pn(Kj)

)

=

m
∏

n=1

gnpn(Kj)×

∞
∏

n=m+1

pn(Kj) ⊆

⊆
m
∏

n=1

(Un ∩ Vn)×
∞
∏

n=m+1

cl(Un) ⊆ L ∩ V.

However, this is a contradiction, as it implies that h1gKjh2 ⊆ E, against the
assumption on Kj. �

Corollary 5.3. The Fréchet space R
ω and the Baire space Z

ω are fattening.
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6. Open questions

The following questions arose naturally during the writing of this paper.
(1) What other Hausdorff topological groups are fattening? What can be said

about the weak topologies of Banach spaces without the Schur property or
about Polish groups in general?

(2) Esterle, Matheron and Moreau were the first to ask in [7] whether every
closed, convex set which is not Haar null in a separable Banach space must
be compactivorous. We observe that it is enough to ask the same question
in ℓ1. Indeed, let Y be a closed subspace of ℓ1, let C ⊂ ℓ1/Y be a closed,
convex subset and let π : ℓ1 → ℓ1/Y be the quotient map. Provided that
the answer is affirmative, one obtains the following chain of implications:
C is not Haar null ⇒ π−1(C) is not Haar null ⇒ π−1(C) is compactivorous
⇒ C is compactivorous. Using invariance under isomorphisms, the result
would then become true in all separable Banach spaces.
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