arXiv:1912.02432v2 [math.LO] 16 Apr 2020

Decidable fan theorem and uniform continuity theorem with continuous moduli

Makoto Fujiwara

School of Science and Technology, Meiji University 1-1-1 Higashi-Mita, Tama-ku, Kawasaki-shi, Kanagawa 214-8571, Japan

makotofujiwara@meiji.ac.jp

Tatsuji Kawai

Japan Advanced Institute of Science and Technology 1-1 Asahidai, Nomi, Ishikawa 923-1292, Japan

tatsuji.kawai@jaist.ac.jp

Abstract

The uniform continuity theorem (UCT) states that every pointwise continuous real-valued function on the unit interval is uniformly continuous. In constructive mathematics, UCT is stronger than the decidable fan theorem (DFT); however, Loeb [Ann. Pure Appl. Logic, 132(1):51–66, 2005] has shown that the two principles become equivalent with a suitable coding of “continuous functions” as type-one objects. The question remains whether DFT can be characterised by a weaker version of UCT using a natural subclass of pointwise continuous functions without such a coding. We show that when “pointwise continuous” is replaced with “having a continuous modulus”, UCT becomes equivalent to DFT. We also show that this weakening of UCT is equivalent to a similar principle for real-valued functions on the Cantor space {0, 1}^N. These results extend Berger’s characterisation of DFT by the similar principle for functions from {0, 1}^N to N, and unifies these characterisations of DFT in terms of functions having continuous moduli. Furthermore, we directly show that the continuous real-valued functions on the unit interval having continuous moduli are exactly those functions which admit the coding of “continuous functions” due to Loeb. Our result allows us to interpret her work in the usual context of mathematics.

Keywords: Constructive reverse mathematics; Uniform continuity theorem; Real-valued function; Continuous modulus; Fan theorem MSC2010: 03F60; 26E40; 03F55; 03B30

1 Introduction

In 1927 [9], Brouwer showed that every real-valued function on the unit interval is uniformly continuous. As Brouwer emphasised, the crucial role was played by the intuitionistic principle called the fan theorem, which has become a subject of intensive study in constructive reverse mathematics [12].^1

The focus of this paper is on the relation between the fan theorem and the uniform continuity of real-valued functions. Brouwer’s work hints that there is a strong connection between the two, but their precise relation remains somewhat subtle. In this context, the most natural statement to look at is the uniform continuity theorem:

(UCT) Every pointwise continuous function f : [0, 1] → R is uniformly continuous.

Bridges and Diener [7] gave various analytic statements equivalent to UCT.^2 However, the logical relation between UCT and the fan theorem is unsettled. The principle UCT is weaker than the fan theorem for monotone Π^0_1 bars and stronger than the continuous fan theorem (CFT) [3], but no fan theoretic characterisation of UCT has been known (see Diener and Loeb [10] for a concise summary of equivalents of various forms of fan theorem).

On the positive side, Loeb [14] introduced a coding of continuous functions and uniformly continuous functions from [0, 1] to R in the context of intuitionistic second order arithmetic, and showed that UCT is equivalent to the decidable fan theorem (DFT) with respect to the coding of continuous functions. In order to define continuous functions from [0, 1] to R in the second order arithmetic where the type two functionals are not available, she encodes a continuous function as a type one function with certain properties. However, the encoding makes it difficult to compare her version of UCT with the standard version of UCT. In particular, the question remains as to whether we can characterise DFT using more natural subclass of pointwise continuous functions without such a coding.

In this paper, we consider a natural strengthening of the notion of pointwise continuity which makes UCT equivalent to DFT. Specifically, we strengthen the notion of continuity for functions from [0, 1] to R by equipping them with more information about their moduli of pointwise continuity. The starting point of our work is Berger’s result [2] that DFT is equivalent to the following statement:

(UC_c) Every continuous function f : {0, 1}^N → N with a continuous modulus is uniformly continuous.

Here, a modulus of f : {0, 1}^N → N is a function g : {0, 1}^N → N such that ∀α, β ∈ {0, 1}^N ( αg(α) = βg(α) → f(α) = f(β) ) , (1.1)

where αn denotes the initial segment of α of length n. In Section 3, we show that UC_c is equivalent to the following principle for real-valued continuous functions:

(UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ ) Every continuous function f : {0, 1}^N → R with a continuous modulus is uniformly continuous.

1One may also notice that the version of fan theorem used in his proof is the decidable fan theorem.

2The uniform continuity theorem is constructively equivalent to an analogous statement where the domain of f is replaced with {0, 1}^N or an arbitrary compact metric space; see Bridges and Diener [7, Theorem 10].

The above equivalence suggests that for a suitable notion of continuous modulus for functions from [0, 1] to R, the following statement becomes equivalent to DFT:

(UCT_c) Every continuous function f : [0, 1] → R with a continuous modulus is uniformly continuous.

There are several possible choices for the notion of continuous modulus of a function of the type [0, 1] → R. Here, we consider a modulus of pointwise continuity of f : [0, 1] → R to be an operation [5, Chapter 2, Section 1], i.e., a function which does not necessarily respect the equality on the domain. Specifically, a modulus of a function f : [0, 1] → R is a family of functions g_k : [0, 1] → N for each k ∈ N such that for any k ∈ N and x, y ∈ [0, 1], it holds that |x − y| ≤ 2^{−gk (x)} → |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ 2^{−k}. More precisely, g_k : [0, 1] → N is a function from the underlying set of regular sequences in [0, 1] (cf. Section 2.2), so it only needs to respect pointwise equality of regular sequences. By identifying the underlying set of regular sequences with a subset of N^N , we define such a modulus to be continuous if each g_k : [0, 1] → N is pointwise continuous with respect to the topology on N^N . See Section 5.1 for the details.

Using the above notion of continuous modulus, we show that UCT_c is equivalent to DFT (Section 5.3). The non-trivial part is deriving DFT from UCT_c. Here, as in the related works [7, 14, 4], we use the Cantor discontinuum to construct a real-valued function on [0, 1] from a bar of the binary fan. Our construction is similar to those in [7, 14], and in particular to [7]. However, our explicit treatment of real numbers as regular sequences allows us give a more concrete construction without relying on the Bishop’s lemma [6, Chapter 4, Lemma 3.8], which requires the countable choice.

The question remains whether the notion of functions from [0, 1] to R having continuous moduli and Loeb’s notion of continuous functions are equivalent. The following observation suggests that the answer would be positive. Loeb’s encoding of continuous functions from [0, 1] to R can be considered as a neighbourhood function [17, Chapter 4, Section 6.8] of some function f : [0, 1] → R. On the other hand, for a function of type N^N → N, the existence of its continuous modulus is equivalent to the existence of its neighbourhood function (see Beeson [1, Chapter VI, Section 8, Exercise 8], Kohlenbach [13, Proposition 4.4]). Thus, it is natural to expect that her notion of continuous function gives rise to a continuous function from [0, 1] to R having a continuous modulus in our sense. Indeed, we show the continuous real-valued functions on the unit interval having continuous moduli are exactly those functions induced by continuous functions described in [14] (see Section 6).

It should be noted that the equivalence of UCT_c and DFT is immediate from [14] once the above mentioned equivalence between having continuous moduli and being induced by Loeb’s “continuous functions” is established. Nevertheless, the latter equivalence is not so straightforward as it requires us to use the quotient property of the intuitionistic representation of the unit interval by the ternary spread. Moreover, our detailed proof of the equivalence of UCT_c and DFT in Section 5 without using some coding of continuous functions would be more accessible to those who work in Bishop-style constructive mathematics.

Throughout this paper, we work informally in Bishop-style constructive mathematics [5]. However, one should be able to formalise our work in Heyting arithmetic in all finite types HA^ω [16, 1.6.15] with the axiom scheme QF-AC^{1,0} of quantifier free choice from sequences to numbers.

Notation 1.1. The letters s, t, u range over the elements of finite binary sequences {0, 1}^∗ or finite ternary sequences {0, 1, 2}^∗; the letters α, β, γ range over the the elements of infinite sequences {0, 1}^N or {0, 1, 2}^N. The set of finite binary (or ternary) sequences of length n ∈ N is denoted by {0, 1}^n (or {0, 1, 2}^n). We write ⟨x_0, . . . , x_{n−1}⟩ for an element of {0, 1}^∗ (or {0, 1, 2}^∗) of length n. The constant finite sequence of length n with the value i at each index is denoted by i^n. The length of s is denoted by |s|. The concatenation of s and t will be denoted by s ∗ t, and the concatenation of a finite sequence s and an infinite sequence α is denoted by s ∗ α. We write α_n and s_n (n < |s|) for the value of n-th term of α and s. We write s ≼ t if s is an initial segment of t. We write αn for the initial segment of α of length n and sn for the initial segment of s of length n ≤ |s|. We write α ∈ s if α|s| = s. We write ^s for s ∗ 0^ω and

( s for s ∗ 1^ω, where 0^ω and 1^ω are infinite sequences of 0 and 1 respectively.

2 Real numbers

As our standard notion of real numbers, we adopt Cauchy sequences of rational numbers with explicitly given moduli, which we recall in Section 2.1. For the purpose of this paper, however, it is sometimes convenient to work with other (but equivalent) representations of real numbers; see Section 2.2 and Section 2.3.

2.1 Fundamental sequences

Among the several possible choices of definition, we adopt the following from Troelstra and van Dalen [17, Chapter 5, Section 2].

Definition 2.1. A fundamental sequence with a modulus is a sequence ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} of rational numbers together with a function δ : N → N, called a modulus of ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}, such that ∀k, n, m ∈ N ( |r_{δ(k)+n} − r_{δ(k)+m}| ≤ 2^{−k} ) . Two fundamental sequences ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} with moduli δ and ξ respectively are equal, written ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≃ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}, if ∀k∃n∀m ( |r_{n+m} − q_{n+m}| ≤ 2^{−k} ) . (2.1)

By a real number, we mean a fundamental sequence with a modulus.

The orders on real numbers are defined by ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}⇐⇒ ∃k, n ∈ N∀m ∈ N ( q_{n+m} − r_{n+m} > 2^{−k} ) , ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≤ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}⇐⇒ ¬ (⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}) . One can show that these orders are well-defined with respect to ≃ and that ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≃ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ↔ ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≤ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ∧ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ≤ ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}.

Rational numbers are embedded into fundamental sequences by r → ⟨r⟩_{n∈N}, which is an order embedding.

The arithmetical operations on fundamental sequences are defined termwise: if ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} are fundamental sequences with moduli δ and ξ respectively, then ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} + ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}= ⟨r_n + q_n⟩_{n∈N} with modulus ζ(k) = max {δ(k + 1), ξ(k + 1)}, −⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}= ⟨−r_n⟩_{n∈N} with modulus δ, |⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}|^{def}= ⟨|r_n|⟩_{n∈N} with modulus δ. 2.2 Regular sequences

For the spread representation of the unit interval in Section 4, it is convenient to work with regular sequences.^3 Definition 2.2. A sequence ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} of rational numbers is regular if ∀n ∈ N ( |r_n − r_{n+1}| ≤ 2^{−(n+1)} ) . Two regular sequences ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} are defined to be equal, written ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≃ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}, if ∀n ∈ N ( |r_{n+1} − q_{n+1}| ≤ 2^{−n} ) . (2.2) The orders on regular sequences are defined by ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}⇐⇒ ∃n ∈ N ( q_{n+1} − r_{n+1} > 2^{−n} ) , ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≤ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}⇐⇒ ¬ (⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}) . Note that ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≃ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ↔ ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≤ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ∧ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ≤ ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}. Also, it is straightforward to show that ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≤ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ↔ ∀k ∈ N∃n ∈ N∀m ∈ N ( r_{n+m} − q_{n+m} ≤ 2^{−k} ) , and so ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≃ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ↔ ∀k ∈ N∃n ∈ N∀m ∈ N|r_{n+m} − q_{n+m}| ≤ 2^{−k}. (2.3) The arithmetical operations on regular sequences are defined by ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} + ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}= ⟨r_{n+1} + q_{n+1}⟩_{n∈N}, −⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}= ⟨−r_n⟩_{n∈N}, |⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}|^{def}= ⟨|r_n|⟩_{n∈N}. Lemma 2.3. For any regular sequences ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}, we have ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ↔ ∃k, n ∈ N∀m ∈ N ( q_{n+m} − r_{n+m} > 2^{−k} ) . 3Our terminology differs from Bishop [5, Chapter 2] in which a regular sequence is defined by the property ∀n, m ∈ N (|r_n − r_m| ≤ 1/n + 1/m) .

Proof. (⇒) Suppose that ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}. Then, there exists k ∈ N such that q_{k+1} − r_{k+1} > 2^{−k}. Choose l ∈ N such that q_{k+1} − r_{k+1} > 2^{−k} + 2^{−l}. For any m ∈ N,

q_{k+1+m} − r_{k+1+m} = q_{k+1+m} − q_{k+1} + q_{k+1} − r_{k+1} + r_{k+1} − r_{k+1+m} > −2^{−(k+1)} + (2^{−k} + 2^{−l}) − 2^{−(k+1)} = 2^{−l}.

(⇐) Suppose there are k, n ∈ N such that ∀m ∈ N ( q_{n+m} − r_{n+m} > 2^{−k} ) . Put M = max {k, n}. Then q_{M+1} − r_{M+1} > 2^{−k} ≥ 2^{−M} .

Proposition 2.4. There exists an order preserving bijection between the set of fundamental sequences with moduli equipped with the equality (2.1) and the set of regular sequences equipped with the equality (2.2):

1. If ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} is a fundamental sequence with modulus δ, then ⟨r_{δ(n+1)}⟩_{n∈N} is a regular sequence.

2. If ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} is a regular sequence, then it is a fundamental sequence with modulus k → k.

Moreover, the bijection preserves arithmetical operations up to equalities on fundamental sequences and regular sequences.

Proof. If ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} is a fundamental sequence with modulus δ, then |r_{δ(n+1)} − r_{δ(n+2)}| ≤ 2^{−(n+1)} for all n ∈ N, so ⟨r_{δ(n+1)}⟩_{n∈N} is a regular sequence. Conversely, if ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} is a regular sequence, then |r_{k+n} − r_{k+n+m}| ≤ 2^{−(k+n)} for all k, n, m ∈ N. Thus, ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} is a fundamental sequence with modulus k → k Let ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} be fundamental sequences with moduli δ and ξ respectively. We show that ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≃ ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ↔ ⟨r_{δ(n+1)}⟩_{n∈N} ≃ ⟨q_{ξ(n+1)}⟩_{n∈N}, (2.4) where the left hand side is the equality of fundamental sequences and the right hand side is that of regular sequences. By (2.3), it suffice to show that ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} ≃ ⟨r_{δ(n+1)}⟩_{n∈N} (2.5) as fundamental sequences, i.e., ∀k ∈ N∃n ∈ N∀m ∈ N|r_{n+m} −r_{δ(n+1)+m}| ≤ 2^{−k}. Let k ∈ N, and put n = max {δ(k), k}. Fix m ∈ N. If n ≥ δ(n + 1), then |r_{n+m} − r_{δ(n+1)+m}| ≤ 2^{−(n+1)} ≤ 2^{−(k+1)} < 2^{−k}.

If n ≤ δ(n+1), then δ(k) ≤ δ(n+1) and δ(k) ≤ n, so |r_{n+m} −r_{δ(n+1)+m}| ≤ 2^{−k}.

Let R and R^′ be the sets of fundamental sequences and regular sequences, respectively, with respective equalities. Write F : R → R^′ and G: R^′ → R for the mappings ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} → ⟨r_{δ(n+1)}⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} → ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}, respectively. By (2.4) and (2.3), these mappings are well-defined. We have F ∘ G = id_R′, and we also have G ∘ F = id_R by (2.5). By Lemma 2.3, we have ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ↔ G(⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}) < G(⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}) for regular sequences ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}. Thus ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} ↔ G ∘ F (⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}) < G ∘ F (⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}) ↔ F (⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N}) < F (⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N}) for fundamental sequences ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨q_n⟩_{n∈N} (with some moduli). Thus F and G are order bijections. It is then straightforward to show that F and G preserve arithmetical operations.

Proposition 2.4 allows us to freely use fundamental sequences with moduli or regular sequences as the notion of real numbers whichever is convenient, and we will do so without explicit reference to the proposition. The set of real numbers is denoted by R and the equality on R will be written ≃. The unit interval [0, 1] is defined as usual: [0, 1] = {x ∈ R | 0 ≤ x ≤ 1}.

2.3 Shrinking sequences of rational intervals

Loeb [14] uses a representation of real numbers by shrinking sequences of rational intervals. To relate our work with [14] in Section 6, we briefly recall some basic definitions about this representation. Notation 2.5. Let T^{def}= {(p, q) ∈ Q × Q | p ≤ q} , (2.6) which can be thought of as the set of closed intervals [p, q] with rational endpoints p and q. For (p, q) ∈ T, let |(p, q)| = q − p, the length of the interval [p, q]. For I, J ∈ T, define

I^{′ def}= the first projection of I, I^{′′ def}= the second projection of I, I ⊑ J^{def}⇐⇒ J^′ ≤ I^′ ∧ I^{′′} ≤ J^{′′}, I ≈ J^{def}⇐⇒ J^′ ≤ I^{′′} ∧ I^′ ≤ J^{′′}. The following notion is called a real number in Loeb [14, Section 3].

Definition 2.6. A sequence ⟨I_n⟩_{n∈N} : N → T is a shrinking sequence if (S1) ∀n ∈ N (I_{n+1} ⊑ I_n), (S2) ∀k ∈ N∃n ∈ N ( |I_n| ≤ 2^{−k} ) . Two shrinking sequences ⟨I_n⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨J_n⟩_{n∈N} are equal if ∀n ∈ N (I_n ≈ J_n) . (2.7) The set of shrinking sequences with the equality (2.7) is denoted by R_S .

The orders on R_S are defined by ⟨I_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨J_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}⇐⇒ ∃n ∈ N ( I_n^{′′} < J_n^′ ) , ⟨I_n⟩_{n∈N} ≤ ⟨J_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}⇐⇒ ¬ (⟨J_n⟩_{n∈N} < ⟨I_n⟩_{n∈N}) . These orders are well-defined with respect to the equality on R_S . The arithmetical operations on R_S are defined by ⟨I_n⟩_{n∈N} + ⟨J_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}= ⟨(I_n^′ + J_n^′, I_n^{′′} + J_n^{′′})⟩_{n∈N}, −⟨I_n⟩_{n∈N}^{def}= ⟨ ( −I_n^{′′}, −I_n^′ ) ⟩_{n∈N}, |⟨I_n⟩_{n∈N}|^{def}= ⟨ ( max { −I_n^{′′}, I_n^′ } , max { −I_n^′, I_n^{′′} }) ⟩_{n∈N}. Proposition 2.7. There exists an order preserving bijection between the set of shrinking sequences equipped with the equality (2.7) and the set of regular sequences equipped with the equality (2.2):

1. If ⟨I_n⟩_{n∈N} is a shrinking sequence, then ⟨I_{δ(n)}^′⟩_{n∈N} is a regular sequence, where δ(k)^{def}= the least n ∈ N such that |I_n| ≤ 2^{−(k+1)}.

2. If ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} is a regular sequence, then ⟨(r_{n+1}−2^{−(n+1)}, r_{n+1}+2^{−(n+1)})⟩_{n∈N} is a shrinking sequence.

Moreover, the bijection preserves arithmetical operations up to equalities on shrinking sequences and regular sequences.

Proof. Routine.

3 Real-valued functions on the Cantor space

In this section, we extend the equivalence between the decidable fan theorem (DFT) and the uniform continuity principle with continuous modulus (UC_c) due to Berger [2] to real-valued functions on the Cantor space {0, 1}^N (cf. Introduction 1).

First, we recall the notion of continuity on the Cantor space (see Troelstra and van Dalen [17, Chapter 4, 1.5]).

Definition 3.1.

1. A function f : {0, 1}^N → N is pointwise continuous if ∀α ∈ {0, 1}^N ∃n ∈ N∀β ∈ {0, 1}^N ( αn = βn → f(α) = f(β) ) , and uniformly continuous if ∃n ∈ N∀α, β ∈ {0, 1}^N ( αn = βn → f(α) = f(β) ) . 2. A function f : {0, 1}^N → R is pointwise continuous if ∀α ∈ {0, 1}^N ∀k ∈ N∃n ∈ N∀β ∈ {0, 1}^N ( αn = βn → |f(α) − f(β)| ≤ 2^{−k} ) , and uniformly continuous if there exists ω : N → N, called a modulus of uniform continuity, such that ∀k ∈ N∀α, β ∈ {0, 1}^N ( αω(k) = βω(k) → |f(α) − f(β)| ≤ 2^{−k} ) .

Unless otherwise noted, continuous means pointwise continuous in this paper.

Remark 3.2. If f : {0, 1}^N → N is uniformly continuous, then there is a least modulus of uniform continuity of f, i.e., there is a least N ∈ N such that ∀α, β ∈ {0, 1}^N ( αN = βN → f(α) = f(β) ) . (3.1)

Specifically, if f : {0, 1}^N → N is uniform continuous, then there exists N ∈ N which satisfies (3.1). Then

L^{def}= the least n ≤ N such that ∀a ∈ {0, 1}^n ∀b ∈ {0, 1}^{N−n} ( f(^a) = f( ^a ∗ b) )

is the least modulus of uniform continuity of f.

Definition 3.3. A modulus of f : {0, 1}^N → R is a function g : N → {0, 1}^N → N such that ∀k ∈ N∀α, β ∈ {0, 1}^N ( αg_k(α) = βg_k(α) → |f(α) − f(β)| ≤ 2^{−k} ) . (3.2)

A modulus g of f : {0, 1}^N → R is continuous if g_k : {0, 1}^N → N is pointwise continuous for each k ∈ N.

The principle UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ is the following statement:

(UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ ) Every continuous function f : {0, 1}^N → R with a continuous modulus is uniformly continuous.

Lemma 3.4. If f : {0, 1}^N → R has a continuous modulus, then f has a continuous modulus g : N → {0, 1}^N → N such that g_k is a modulus of itself for each k ∈ N. Proof. Let g : N → {0, 1}^N → N be a continuous modulus of f : {0, 1}^N → R. For each k ∈ N, define G_k : {0, 1}^N → N by

G_k (α)^{def}= the least n such that g_{k+1}( ^αn) < n.

Note that G_k is well-defined because g_{k+1} is continuous. It is straightforward to show that for each k, the function G_k is a continuous modulus of itself (see [11, Lemma 2.2]). We show that G is a modulus of f. Let k ∈ N and α, β ∈ {0, 1}^N, and suppose that αG_k(α) = βG_k(α). Since g_{k+1}( ^αG_k(α)) < G_k(α), we have αg_{k+1}( ^ αG_k (α)) = ^

(αG_k(α))g_{k+1}( ^αG_k(α)) = ^ ( βG_k(α) ) g_{k+1}( ^ αG_k(α)) = βg_{k+1}( ^αG_k(α)). Thus |f(α) − f(β)| ≤ |f(α) − f( ^αG_k(α))| + |f( ^αG_k(α)) − f(β)| ≤ 2^{−(k+1)} + 2^{−(k+1)} = 2^{−k}.

Hence, G is a modulus of f.

Proposition 3.5. The principle UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ is equivalent to UC_c.

11 2 3 1234567 123456789101112131415 Figure 1: The numbering of the nodes of {0, 1, 2}^∗

Proof. UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ obviously implies UC_c. For the converse, let g : N → {0, 1}^N → N be a continuous modulus of a function f : {0, 1}^N → R. By Lemma 3.4, we may assume that g_k is a modulus of itself for each k ∈ N, and hence g_k is uniformly continuous for each k ∈ N by UC_c.

For each k ∈ N, let N_k be the least modulus of uniform continuity of g_{k+1} (see Remark 3.2). Put

ω(k)^{def}= max { g_{k+1}(^s) | s ∈ {0, 1}^{Nk} } . Then, for any α, β ∈ {0, 1}^N such that αω(k) = βω(k), we have ^αω(k)g_{k+1}(α) =

αg_{k+1}(α) and ^βω(k)g_{k+1}(β) = βg_{k+1}(β). Thus |f(α) − f(β)| ≤ |f(α) − f( ^αω(k))| + |f(β) − f( ^βω(k))| ≤ 2^{−(k+1)} + 2^{−(k+1)} = 2^{−k}.

Therefore f is uniformly continuous with modulus ω.

4 Spread representation of the unit interval

We review some basic properties of the spread representation of the unit interval [0, 1] (Troelstra and van Dalen [17, Chapter 6, Section 3]). Specifically, we use the representation described in Loeb [14], which is slightly different from the one described in [17]. This representation is essentially the signed-digit representation of the unit interval, where each real number in the unit interval is represented by a path in the ternary tree (see e.g., Lubarsky and Richman [15]). For the reader’s convenience, we describe this representation in some detail.

Consider the ternary tree {0, 1, 2}^∗. To each node s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ we assign a number N(s) as follows (see Figure 1):

N(⟨ ⟩)^{def}= 1, N(s ∗ ⟨i⟩)^{def}= 2N(s) + (i − 1) (i ∈ {0, 1, 2}).

Each path α in {0, 1, 2}^∗ (i.e., α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N) determines a regular sequence x_α in [0, 1] by x_α^{def}= ⟨2^{−(n+1)}N(αn)⟩_{n∈N}.

Write x^n_α for the n-th term of x_α, i.e.,

x^n_α^{def}= 2^{−(n+1)}N(αn).

Lemma 4.1. For each α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and n ∈ N, we have |x_α − x^n_α| ≤ 2^{−(n+1)}. Proof. Note that

|x^n_α − x^{n+1}_α | = 2^{−(n+2)}|2N(αn) − N(α(n + 1))| = 2^{−(n+2)}|2N(αn) − (2N(αn) + (α(n) − 1))| ≤ 2^{−(n+2)}.

Hence |x^n_α − x^{n+m}_α | < 2^{−(n+1)} for all n, m ∈ N. Thus |x_α − x^n_α| ≤ 2^{−(n+1)} for all n ∈ N. Corollary 4.2. The function Φ: {0, 1, 2}^N → [0, 1] defined by

Φ(α)^{def}= x_α is uniformly continuous with modulus k → k.

Proof. Let n ∈ N and α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, and suppose that αn = βn. Then x^n_α = x^n_β , so by Lemma 4.1, we have

|Φ(α) − Φ(β)| ≤ |x_α − x^n_α| + |x_β − x^n_β | ≤ 2^{−(n+1)} + 2^{−(n+1)} = 2^{−n}. To each node s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗, assign an interval I_s with rational endpoints (see Figure 2): I_s^{def}= [ 2^{−(|s|+1)}(N(s) − 1), 2^{−(|s|+1)}(N(s) + 1) ] . (4.1) Note that the length of I_s is 2^{−|s|} and the length of the overlapping area of adjacent intervals I_{s∗⟨i⟩} and I_{s∗⟨i+1⟩} is 2^{−(|s|+2)}.

Given a regular sequence x = ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} in [0, 1], define a sequence ⟨I^x_n⟩_{n∈N} of rational intervals by

I^x_n^{def}= [ max{r_{n+3} − 2^{−(n+3)}, 0}, min{r_{n+3} + 2^{−(n+3)}, 1} ] . For each n ∈ N, the length of I^x_n is less than 2^{−(n+2)}, which is the length of the overlapping area of I_{s∗⟨i⟩} and I_{s∗⟨i+1⟩} for some s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ and i ∈ {0, 1} such that |s| = n. Thus, there exists t ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ of length n + 1 such that I^x_n ⊑ I_t. By primitive recursion, we can thus define a path α_x ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N as follows:

α_x(0)^{def}= the least i ∈ {0, 1, 2} such that I^x_0 ⊑ I_{⟨i⟩}, α_x(n + 1)^{def}= the least i ∈ {0, 1, 2} such that I^x_{n+1} ⊑ I_{⟨αx(0),...,αx(n),i⟩}.

(4.2)

By induction, one can show that I^x_n ⊑ I_{αx(n+1)} (4.3)

[0, 1] [0,^1_2 ][^1_4 ,^3_4 ][^1_2 , 1] [0,^1_4 ][^1_8 ,^3_8 ][^1_4 ,^1_2 ][^3_8 ,^5_8 ][^1_2 ,^3_4 ][^5_8 ,^7_8 ][^3_4 , 1]

[0,^1_8 ]

[^1_{16} ,^3_{16} ]

[^1_8 ,^1_4 ]

[^3_{16} ,^5_{16} ]

[^1_4 ,^3_8 ]

[^5_{16} ,^7_{16} ]

[^3_8 ,^1_2 ]

[^7_{16} ,^9_{16} ]

[^1_2 ,^5_8 ]

[^9_{16} ,^{11}_{16} ]

[^5_8 ,^3_4 ]

[^{11}_{16} ,^{13}_{16} ]

[^3_4 ,^7_8 ]

[^{13}_{16} ,^{15}_{16} ]

[^7_8 , 1]

Figure 2: The assignment of closed intervals

for all n ∈ N. Note that the mapping x → α_x does not preserve the equality on R, and thus it is not a function on [0, 1].^4

The following proposition states that every real number in [0, 1] can be represented by a path in {0, 1, 2}^∗ via Φ.

Proposition 4.3. For each real number x in [0, 1], we have x ≃ Φ(α_x). Proof. Let x = ⟨r_n⟩_{n∈N} be a regular sequence in [0, 1]. Fix n ∈ N. Since 0 ≤ x ≤ 1, we have −2^{−(n+2)} ≤ r_{n+3} ≤ 1 + 2^{−(n+2)}. This, together with (4.3), implies |r_{n+3} − 2^{−(n+2)}N(α_x(n + 1))| ≤ 2^{−(n+1)}.

Thus

|r_{n+1} − Φ(α_x)_{n+1}| = |r_{n+1} − 2^{−(n+2)}N(α_x(n + 1))| ≤ |r_{n+1} − r_{n+3}| + |r_{n+3} − 2^{−(n+2)}N(α_x(n + 1))| ≤ 2^{−(n+2)} + 2^{−(n+3)} + 2^{−(n+1)} < 2^{−n}.

Therefore x ≃ Φ(α_x).

Our next aim is to prove the quotient property of Φ (see Proposition 4.10). Let ρ: {0, 1, 2}^3 → {0, 1, 2}^3 be the function which is an identity on {0, 1, 2}^3 except for the following patterns: ⟨1, 2, 2⟩^ρ→ ⟨2, 0, 2⟩ ⟨1, 0, 0⟩^ρ→ ⟨0, 2, 0⟩ ⟨0, 2, 2⟩^ρ→ ⟨1, 0, 2⟩ ⟨2, 0, 0⟩^ρ→ ⟨1, 2, 0⟩ (4.4)

The function ρ is extended to ρ: {0, 1, 2}^N → {0, 1, 2}^N by primitive recursion:

ρ(α)^{def}= λn.(σ^n_α )_0, (4.5)

where σ^n_α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^3 is defined by

σ^0_α^{def}= ρ(α_0, α_1, α_2), σ^{n+1}_α^{def}= ρ((σ^n_α)_1, α_{n+2}, α_{n+3}).

4For example, consider ⟨1/2 + 2^{−(n+1)}⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨1/2 − 2^{−(n+1)}⟩_{n∈N}.

Lemma 4.4. For any α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, n ∈ N, and i ∈ {0, 2}, α_n ≠ i → ∀m ≥ n (⟨ρ(α)_m, ρ(α)_{m+1}, ρ(α)_{m+2}⟩ ≠ ⟨i, i, i⟩) . Proof. We give a proof for i = 0. The proof for i = 2 is similar.

Suppose that α_n ≠ 0. Suppose that ⟨ρ(α)_m, ρ(α)_{m+1}, ρ(α)_{m+2}⟩ = ⟨0, 0, 0⟩ for some m ≥ n. We may assume that m is the least number ≥ n with this property. Then,

ρ(α)_m = (σ^m_α )_0 = (ρ((σ^{m−1}_α )_1, α_{m+1}, α_{m+2}))_0 = 0.

(if m = n = 0, we put (σ^{m−1}_α )_1 = α_n).

If ⟨(σ^{m−1}_α )_1, α_{m+1}, α_{m+2}⟩ matches some pattern of ρ, then we must have (σ^{m−1}_α )_1 = 1 and ⟨α_{m+1}, α_{m+2}⟩ = ⟨0, 0⟩. Then, (σ^m_α )_1 = 2, so

ρ(α)_{m+1} = (ρ((σ^m_α )_1, α_{m+2}, α_{m+3}))_0 = (ρ(2, α_{m+2}, α_{m+3}))_0 = 0,

which is impossible.

If ⟨(σ^{m−1}_α )_1, α_{m+1}, α_{m+2}⟩ does not match any pattern of ρ, then we must have (σ^{m−1}_α )_1 = 0, ⟨α_{m+1}, α_{m+2}⟩ ≠ ⟨2, 2⟩, and (σ^m_α )_1 = α_{m+1}. If m = n = 0, then (σ^{m−1}_α )_1 = α_0 = 0, a contradiction. Thus, we may assume m > 0. Then,

ρ(α)_{m+1} = (ρ((σ^m_α )_1, α_{m+2}, α_{m+3}))_0 = (ρ(α_{m+1}, α_{m+2}, α_{m+3}))_0 = 0.

By the definition of ρ, the possibility of α_{m+1} = 2, ⟨α_{m+1}, α_{m+2}⟩ = ⟨1, 1⟩, or ⟨α_{m+1}, α_{m+2}⟩ = ⟨1, 2⟩ is ruled out. Moreover, α_{m+1} = 0 implies σ^{m−1}_α = ⟨j, 0, 0⟩ for some j ∈ {0, 1, 2}. By the definition of ρ, this implies ⟨(σ^{m−2}_α )_1, α_m, α_{m+1}⟩ does not match any pattern of ρ. Thus ⟨(σ^{m−2}_α )_1, α_m, α_{m+1}⟩ = ⟨0, 0, 0⟩ = ⟨j, 0, 0⟩, and so ρ(α)_{m−1} = (σ^{m−1}_α )_0 = 0. If m − 1 ≥ n, this contradicts the leastness of m. Thus m − 1 < n, and so m = n. Then α_n = 0, a contradiction.

Hence, the only possibility is ⟨α_{m+1}, α_{m+2}⟩ = ⟨1, 0⟩. Since ρ(α)_{m+1} = 0, we must have α_{m+3} = 0 and (σ^{m+1}_α )_1 = 2. Thus

ρ(α)_{m+2} = (ρ((σ^{m+1}_α )_1, α_{m+3}, α_{m+4}))_0 = (ρ(2, 0, α_{m+4}))_0 = 0,

which is impossible.

Corollary 4.5. For any α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, n ∈ N, and i ∈ {0, 2}, ⟨ρ(α)_n, ρ(α)_{n+1}, ρ(α)_{n+2}⟩ = ⟨i, i, i⟩ → α(n + 1) = i^{n+1}. The following is intuitively obvious.

Lemma 4.6. Let a, b ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ such that N(a) = N(b). Then, for any n ∈ N, we have ∀c, d ∈ {0, 1, 2}^n ∀k ∈ Z (N(c) + k = N(d) → N(a ∗ c) + k = N(b ∗ d)) . (4.6) Proof. Fix a, b ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ such that N(a) = N(b). We show (4.6) by induction on n. The base case (n = 0) is trivial. For the inductive case (n = n^′ + 1), let c, d ∈ {0, 1, 2}^{n′} , i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2} and k ∈ Z, and suppose that N(c ∗ ⟨i⟩) + k = N(d ∗ ⟨j⟩). Then, 2N(c) + (i − 1) + k = 2N(d) + (j − 1). Thus N(c) +^{(i−j)+k}_2 =

N(d), where ((i − j) + k) /2 is an integer. By induction hypothesis, we have N(a ∗ c) +^{(i−j)+k}_2 = N(b ∗ d). Hence N(a ∗ c ∗ ⟨i⟩) + k = 2N(a ∗ c) + (i − 1) + k = 2N(a ∗ c) + (i − j) + k + (j − 1) = 2N(b ∗ d) + (j − 1) = N(b ∗ d ∗ ⟨j⟩). Lemma 4.7. For each α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and n ∈ N, we have

1. (σ^n_α)_1 = { α_{n+1} if N(ρ(α)(n + 1)) = N(α(n + 1)), 2 − α_{n+1} otherwise.

2. N(α(n + 1)) ≠ N(ρ(α)(n + 1)) → N(α(n + 2)) = N(ρ(α)(n + 1) ∗ ⟨2 − α_{n+1}⟩).

Proof. We show 1 and 2 by simultaneous induction.

Base case (n = 0): For 1, if N(ρ(α)1) = N(α1), then ρ(α)_0 = α_0. This means that ⟨α_0, α_1, α_2⟩ does not match any pattern in (4.4). Thus, (σ^0_α)_1 = α_1. If N(ρ(α)1) ≠ N(α1), then ⟨α_0, α_1, α_2⟩ matches some pattern in (4.4), which implies (σ^0_α)_1 = 2 − α_1. The base case for 2 can be proved similarly. Inductive case (n = k + 1): Assume 1 and 2 for k. First, we show 1. Suppose

N(ρ(α)(k + 2)) = N(α(k + 2)). (4.7)

Case N(ρ(α)(k + 1)) = N(α(k + 1)): By the induction hypothesis of 1, we have (σ^k_α)_1 = α_{k+1}. On the other hand, by (4.7) and the assumption N(ρ(α)(k+1)) = N(α(k + 1)), we have ρ(α)_{k+1} = α_{k+1}. Thus

α_{k+1} = ρ(α)_{k+1} = (σ^{k+1}_α )_0 = (ρ((σ^k_α)_1, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0 = (ρ(α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0,

which means that ⟨α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}⟩ does not match any pattern in (4.4). Thus, we must have (σ^{k+1}_α )_1 = α_{k+2}.

Case N(ρ(α)(k + 1)) ≠ N(α(k + 1)): By the induction hypothesis of 2, we have

N(α(k + 2)) = N(ρ(α)(k + 1) ∗ ⟨2 − α_{k+1}⟩). (4.8)

By the induction hypothesis of 1, we also have (σ^k_α)_1 = 2 − α_{k+1}. By (4.7) and (4.8), we have ρ(α)_{k+1} = 2 − α_{k+1}. Thus

2 − α_{k+1} = ρ(α)_{k+1} = (ρ((σ^k_α)_1, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0 = (ρ(2 − α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0,

which means that ⟨2 − α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}⟩ does not match any pattern in (4.4). Thus (σ^{k+1}_α )_1 = α_{k+2}.

Next, contrary to (4.7), suppose that

N(ρ(α)(k + 2)) ≠ N(α(k + 2)). (4.9)

Case N(ρ(α)(k + 1)) = N(α(k + 1)): By the induction hypothesis of 1, we have

(σ^k_α)_1 = α_{k+1}. By (4.9) and the assumption N(ρ(α)(k + 1)) = N(α(k + 1)), we have ρ(α)_{k+1} ≠ α_{k+1}. Thus

α_{k+1} ≠ ρ(α)_{k+1} = (ρ((σ^k_α)_1, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0 = (ρ(α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0, which means that ⟨α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}⟩ matches some pattern in (4.4). By the inspection of the patterns in (4.4), we must have (σ^{k+1}_α )_1 = 2 − α_{k+2}. Case N(ρ(α)(k + 1)) ≠ N(α(k + 1)): By the induction hypothesis of 2, we have N(α(k + 2)) = N(ρ(α)(k + 1) ∗ ⟨2 − α_{k+1}⟩), and so by (4.9), we must have ρ(α)_{k+1} ≠ 2 − α_{k+1}. On the other hand, by the induction hypothesis of 1, we have (σ^k_α)_1 = 2 − α_{k+1}. Thus 2 − α_{k+1} ≠ ρ(α)_{k+1} = (ρ((σ^k_α)_1, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0 = (ρ(2 − α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0, which means that ⟨2 − α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}⟩ matches some pattern in (4.4). By the inspection of the patterns in (4.4), we must have (σ^{k+1}_α )_1 = 2 − α_{k+2}.

Next, we show 2. Suppose N(ρ(α)(k + 2)) ≠ N(α(k + 2)). (4.10) Case N(ρ(α)(k + 1)) = N(α(k + 1)): By (4.10) and the assumption N(ρ(α)(k + 1)) = N(α(k + 1)), we have ρ(α)_{k+1} ≠ α_{k+1}. On the other hand, by the induction hypothesis of 1, we have (σ^k_α)_1 = α_{k+1}. Thus

α_{k+1} ≠ ρ(α)_{k+1} = (ρ((σ^k_α)_1, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0 = (ρ(α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0, which means that ⟨α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}⟩ matches some pattern in (4.4). By the inspection of the patterns in (4.4), we have N(⟨α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}⟩) = N(⟨ρ(α)_{k+1}, 2 − α_{k+2}⟩). and hence, by Lemma 4.6, we obtain N(α(k + 3)) = N(ρ(α)(k + 1) ∗ ⟨α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}⟩) = N(ρ(α)(k + 2) ∗ ⟨2 − α_{k+2}⟩). Case N(ρ(α)(k + 1)) ≠ N(α(k + 1)): By the induction hypothesis of 2, we have N(α(k +2)) = N(ρ(α)(k +1)∗⟨2−α_{k+1}⟩), and so ρ(α)_{k+1} ≠ 2−α_{k+1} by (4.10). On the other hand, by the induction hypothesis of 1, we have (σ^k_α)_1 = 2 − α_{k+1}. Thus 2 − α_{k+1} ≠ ρ(α)_{k+1} = (ρ((σ^k_α)_1, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0 = (ρ(2 − α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}))_0, which means that ⟨2 − α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}, α_{k+3}⟩ matches some pattern in (4.4). Then, by the similar argument as in the previous case, we have N(α(k+3)) = N(ρ(α)(k+1)∗⟨2−α_{k+1}, α_{k+2}⟩) = N(ρ(α)(k+2)∗⟨2−α_{k+2}⟩). Corollary 4.8. For any α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and n ∈ N, we have |N(α(n + 1)) − N(ρ(α)(n + 1))| ≤ 1. Proof. If N(α(n + 1)) = N(ρ(α)(n + 1)), the conclusion is immediate. Suppose that N(α(n + 1)) ≠ N(ρ(α)(n + 1)). By Lemma 4.7, we have N(α(n + 2)) = N(ρ(α)(n + 1) ∗ ⟨2 − α_{n+1}⟩), which implies |N(α(n + 1)) − N(ρ(α)(n + 1))| = 1 (see Figure 1).

Corollary 4.9. For any α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, we have Φ(α) ≃ Φ(ρ(α)). Proof. Immediate from Corollary 4.8.

The following proposition, together with Proposition 4.3 and Corollary 4.9, states that [0, 1] is a uniform quotient [8] of {0, 1, 2}^N (cf. Troelstra and van Dalen [17, Chapter 6, Proposition 3.2 (iii)]). Proposition 4.10. For each α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and n ∈ N, ∀x ∈ [0, 1] ( |x − Φ(ρ(α))| < 2^{−(n+5)} → ∃γ ∈ ρ(α)n (x ≃ Φ(γ)) ) . Proof. Fix α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and n ∈ N. By Proposition 4.3, it suffices to show that |Φ(β) − Φ(ρ(α))| < 2^{−(n+5)} → ∃γ ∈ ρ(α)n (Φ(β) ≃ Φ(γ)) for all β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N. Fix β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, and suppose that |Φ(β) − Φ(ρ(α))| < 2^{−(n+5)}. Then, |x^m_β − x^m_{ρ(α)}| < 2^{−(n+5)} for sufficiently large m ≥ n + 4. Thus |2^{−(n+5)}N(β(n + 4)) − 2^{−(n+5)}N(ρ(α)(n + 4))| ≤ |2^{−(n+5)}N(β(n + 4)) − x^m_β | + |x^m_β − x^m_{ρ(α)}| + |x^m_{ρ(α)} − 2^{−(n+5)}N(ρ(α)(n + 4))| < 2^{−(n+5)} + 2^{−(n+5)} + 2^{−(n+5)} = 3 · 2^{−(n+5)}.

Hence |N(β(n + 4)) − N(ρ(α)(n + 4))| ≤ 2. Since ⟨ρ(α)_n, ρ(α)_{n+1}, ρ(α)_{n+2}⟩ /∈ {⟨0, 0, 0⟩, ⟨2, 2, 2⟩} unless ρ(α)(n + 3) is the left most or the right most node of {0, 1, 2}^∗ (see Corollary 4.5), we must have |2^4N(ρ(α)n) − N(β(n + 4))| ≤ 2^4 − 1 (see Figure 1). Thus, there exists s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^4 such that N(ρ(α)n ∗ s) = N(β(n + 4)). Hence, the sequence γ^{def}= ρ(α)n ∗ s ∗ λk.β(n + 4 + k) satisfies Φ(β) ≃ Φ(γ).

Definition 4.11. A function f : [0, 1] → R is uniformly continuous if there exists ω : N → N, called a modulus of uniform continuity, such that ∀k ∈ N∀x, y ∈ [0, 1] ( |x − y| ≤ 2^{−ω(k)} → |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ 2^{−k} ) . The following theorem states that the uniform structure of [0, 1] is completely determined by {0, 1, 2}^N through Φ.

Theorem 4.12. A function f : [0, 1] → R is uniformly continuous if and only if the composition f ∘ Φ: {0, 1, 2}^N → R is uniformly continuous. Proof. It suffices to show “if” part. Suppose that f ∘ Φ is uniformly continuous with modulus ω : N → N. Fix k ∈ N, and let x, y be regular sequences in [0, 1] such that |x − y| ≤ 2^{−(ω(k)+6)}. Let α_x ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N be the path determined by x by (4.2). Then x ≃ Φ(α_x) ≃ Φ(ρ(α_x)) by Proposition 4.3 and Corollary 4.9. Thus, there exists β ∈ ρ(α_x)ω(k) such that y ≃ Φ(β) by Proposition 4.10. Then |f(x) − f(y)| ≃ |f(Φ(ρ(α_x))) − f(Φ(β))| ≤ 2^{−k}. Therefore f is uniformly continuous with modulus k → ω(k) + 6.

5 Uniform continuity theorem with continuous modulus

We introduce a notion of modulus for functions from [0, 1] to R and show that the uniform continuity theorem for the functions from [0, 1] to R with continuous modulus (UCT_c) is equivalent to the decidable fan theorem.

5.1 Continuous moduli of functions from [0, 1] to R

We fix a bijective coding of rational numbers by N. Let |[0, 1]| denote the set of regular sequences of rational numbers in [0, 1], which is identified with a subset of N^N through the fixed coding. Note that the equality on |[0, 1]| is the pointwise equality and not that of real numbers defined by (2.2). In the following, we assume that real numbers are represented by regular sequences.

Definition 5.1. A function g : N → |[0, 1]| → N is a modulus of a function f : [0, 1] → R if ∀k ∈ N∀x, y ∈ [0, 1] ( |x − y| ≤ 2^{−gk (x)} → |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ 2^{−k} ) . A modulus g of f : [0, 1] → R is continuous if for each k ∈ N, the function g_k : |[0, 1]| → N is pointwise continuous in the sense that ∀x ∈ |[0, 1]|∃n ∈ N∀y ∈ |[0, 1]| (xn = yn → g_k(x) = g_k(y)) . We also introduce another notion of modulus for functions from [0, 1] to R, which is defined in terms of the spread representation.

Definition 5.2. A function g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N is a ternary modulus of a function f : [0, 1] → R if ∀k ∈ N∀α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N ∀x ∈ [0, 1] ( |Φ(α) − x| ≤ 2^{−gk (α)} → |f(Φ(α)) − f(x)| ≤ 2^{−k} ) . A ternary modulus g of f : [0, 1] → R is continuous if g_k : {0, 1, 2}^N → N is pointwise continuous for each k ∈ N; we say that g is uniformly continuous if g_k : {0, 1, 2}^N → N is uniformly continuous for each k ∈ N. Here, the notion of continuity on {0, 1, 2}^N is analogous to the one given in Definition 3.1.

Proposition 5.3. A function f : [0, 1] → R has a continuous modulus if and only if f has a continuous ternary modulus.

Proof. Suppose that f has a continuous modulus g : N → |[0, 1]| → N. Then, the function h: N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N defined by

h_k(α)^{def}= g_k(Φ(α))

is a continuous ternary modulus of f.

Conversely, suppose that f has a continuous ternary modulus g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N. Define h: N → |[0, 1]| → N by

h_k(x)^{def}= g_k(α_x), where α_x ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N is the path determined by the regular sequence x by (4.2). Since the value of α_x at index n ∈ N depends only on the first n + 3 terms of x, the function h_k is pointwise continuous for each k ∈ N. Fix k ∈ N and x, y ∈ [0, 1], and suppose that |x − y| ≤ 2^{−hk (x)}. By Proposition 4.3, we have |Φ(α_x) − y| ≃ |x − y| ≤ 2^{−hk (x)} = 2^{−gk (αx )}. Since g is a ternary modulus of f, we have |f(x) − f(y)| ≃ |f(Φ(α_x)) − f(y)| ≤ 2^{−k}. Therefore h is a continuous modulus of f.

Definition 5.4. The uniform continuity theorem with continuous modulus (UCT_c) is the following statement:

(UCT_c) Every continuous function f : [0, 1] → R with a continuous modulus is uniformly continuous.

We also introduce the following variant of UCT_c formulated with respect to the notion of ternary modulus:

(UCT^′_c) Every continuous function f : [0, 1] → R with a continuous ternary modulus is uniformly continuous.

Theorem 5.5. UCT_c and UCT^′_c are equivalent. Proof. Immediate from Proposition 5.3.

5.2 Fan theorem

We recall some basic notions related to the fan theorem; see Troelstra and van Dalen [17, Chapter 4, Section 7] for details. Definition 5.6. A subset B ⊆ {0, 1}^∗ is a bar if ∀α ∈ {0, 1}^N ∃n ∈ NB(αn). (5.1) A bar B is uniform if ∃N ∈ N∀α ∈ {0, 1}^N ∃n ≤ NB(αn). (5.2) The decidable fan theorem reads: (DFT) Every decidable bar is uniform.

Let N^∗ be the set of finite sequences of N. A fan is a decidable subset T ⊆ N^∗ such that 1. ⟨ ⟩ ∈ T , 2. ∀s ∈ N^∗ (s ∈ T ↔ ∃n ∈ N (s ∗ ⟨n⟩ ∈ T )), 3. ∃β ∈ N^{N∗} ∀s ∈ T ∀n ∈ N (s ∗ ⟨n⟩ ∈ T → n ≤ β(s)). A sequence α : N → N is a path in T , written α ∈ T , if ∀n ∈ N (αn ∈ T ). For a fan T , the notion of bar and that of uniform bar are defined as subsets of T satisfying the conditions analogous to (5.1) and (5.2), where each occurrence of ∀α ∈ {0, 1}^N is replaced with ∀α ∈ T . Then one can generalise DFT as

(DFT_T ) Every decidable bar of a fan T is uniform,

with fan T being a parameter. Troelstra and van Dalen [17, Chapter 4, Proposition 7.5] show that for any fan T , DFT derives DFT_T . In particular, DFT derives DFT_{{0,1,2}}∗ . On the other hand, since {0, 1}^∗ is a subfan of {0, 1, 2}^∗, the proof of Troelstra and van Dalen [17, Chapter 4, Proposition 7.5] shows that DFT_{{0,1,2}}∗ derives DFT as well.

In the same manner, we can consider the following variations of UC_c and UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ for {0, 1, 2}^∗:

(UC_{c{0,1,2}}∗ ) Every continuous function f : {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N with a continuous modulus is uniformly continuous.

(UCT_{c{0,1,2}}∗ ) Every continuous function f : {0, 1, 2}^∗ → R with a continuous modulus is uniformly continuous.

Here, a modulus of f : {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N (or f : {0, 1, 2}^∗ → R) is a function g : {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N (or g : N → {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N) satisfying the condition analogous to (1.1) (or (3.2)), where each occurrence of {0, 1}^N is replaced by {0, 1, 2}^N. The proof of the equivalence between DFT, UC_c, and UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ carries over to {0, 1, 2}^∗. Thus, the principles DFT_{{0,1,2}}∗ , UC_{c{0,1,2}}∗ , and UCT_{c{0,1,2}}∗ are pairwise equivalent. Hence we have the following.

Proposition 5.7. The principles DFT, UC_c, UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ , DFT_{{0,1,2}}∗ , UC_{c{0,1,2}}∗ , and UCT_{c{0,1,2}}∗ are pairwise equivalent.

5.3 Equivalence of DFT and UCT_c

First, we show that DFT implies UCT^′_c with a help of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. If f : [0, 1] → R has a uniformly continuous ternary modulus, then f is uniformly continuous.

Proof. Let g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N be a ternary modulus of f, where g_k is uniformly continuous for each k ∈ N. Fix k ∈ N, and let N_k be the least modulus of uniform continuity of g_k (cf. Remark 3.2). Put

ω(k)^{def}= max { g_k(^s) | s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^{Nk} } . Let x, y ∈ [0, 1] be regular sequences such that |x − y| ≤ 2^{−ω(k)}. By Proposition 4.3, we have x ≃ Φ(α_x). Since g_k(α_x) ≤ ω(k), we have |Φ(α_x) − y| ≤ 2^{−gk (αx)}. Since g is a ternary modulus of f, |f(x) − f(y)| ≃ |f(Φ(α_x)) − f(y)| ≤ 2^{−k}. Therefore f is uniformly continuous with modulus ω.

Proposition 5.9. DFT implies UCT^′_c.

Proof. Assume DFT. Let f : [0, 1] → R be a function with a continuous ternary modulus g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N. Define a function G: N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N by

G_k(α)^{def}= the least n ∈ N such that g_{k+1}( ^αn) < n.

For each k ∈ N, the function G_k is clearly a continuous modulus of itself. We show that G is a ternary modulus of f. Let k ∈ N, α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, and x ∈ [0, 1], and suppose that |Φ(α) − x| ≤ 2^{−Gk (α)}. By Corollary 4.2, we have |Φ( ^ αG_k (α)) − Φ(α)| ≤ 2^{−Gk(α)} ≤ 2^{−gk+1( ^αGk (α))} and |Φ( ^ αG_k(α)) − x| ≤ |Φ( ^αG_k(α)) − Φ(α)| + |Φ(α) − x| ≤ 2^{−Gk(α)} + 2^{−Gk(α)} ≤ 2^{−gk+1( ^αGk (α))}. Since g is a ternary modulus of f, |f(Φ(α)) − f(x)| ≤ |f(Φ(α)) − f(Φ( ^αG_k(α)))| + |f(Φ( ^αG_k(α))) − f(x)| ≤ 2^{−(k+1)} + 2^{−(k+1)} = 2^{−k}.

Hence G is a ternary modulus of f. Now G_k is uniformly continuous by Proposition 5.7. Therefore f is uniformly continuous by Lemma 5.8.

To show that UCT^′_c implies DFT, we construct from a decidable bar B ⊆ {0, 1}^∗ a function f : [0, 1] → R with a continuous ternary modulus in such a way that uniform continuity of f implies uniformity of B. The construction of f from B is analogous to those of Loeb [14, Theorem 5.1] and Bridges and Diener [7], but we also need to construct a continuous ternary modulus of f. The reader should consult Notation 1.1 and Notation 2.5.

The Cantor’s discontinuum is the image of the function κ: {0, 1}^N → [0, 1] defined by κ(α)^{def}= ⟨∑ i<n 2α_i3^{−(i+1)} ⟩ n∈N . (5.3)

To each s ∈ {0, 1}^∗, assign an interval C_s with rational endpoints:

C_s^{def}= ∑ i<|s| 2s_i3^{−(i+1)}, 3^{−|s|} + ∑ i<|s| 2s_i3^{−(i+1)} .

For each n ∈ N and s ∈ {0, 1}^n, the interval C_s is in the n-th level of Cantor’s middle-third sets, which is of length 3^{−n}.

Let L: N → N be the function defined by

L(k)^{def}= the least n such that 2^{−n} ≤ 3^{−k}.

To each α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, assign a binary sequence γ_α ∈ {0, 1}^N by primitive recursion:

γ_α(0)^{def}= { 0 if I_{αL(1)}^{′′} < C_{⟨1⟩}^′, 1 otherwise,

γ_α(n + 1)^{def}= { 0 if I_{αL(n+2)}^{′′} < C_{⟨γα (0),...,γα(n),1⟩}^′, 1 otherwise, where s → I_s is defined as in (4.1).

For two paths α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N which represent a same real number (i.e., Φ(α) ≃ Φ(β)), the sequences γ_α and γ_β may not coincide. For the real numbers in the Cantor’s discontinuum, however, we have the following.

Proposition 5.10 (Loeb [14, Theorem 4.3]). For any α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and β ∈ {0, 1}^N, Φ(α) ≃ κ(β) → ∀n ∈ N (γ_α(n) = β(n)) . Proof. Fix α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and β ∈ {0, 1}^N, and suppose that Φ(α) ≃ κ(β). We show ∀n ∈ N (γ_α(n) = β(n)) by course of value induction on n. For the base case (n = 0), suppose that γ_α(0) ≠ β(0). Then, either γ_α(0) = 1 ∧ β(0) = 0 or γ_α(0) = 0 ∧ β(0) = 1. Case γ_α(0) = 1 ∧ β(0) = 0: Then, C_{⟨1⟩}^′ ≤ I_{αL(1)}^{′′}, and so C_{β 1}^{′′} < I_{αL(1)}^′ by the definition of L. This contradicts Φ(α) ≃ κ(β).

Case γ_α(0) = 0 ∧ β(0) = 1: Then, I_{αL(1)}^{′′} < C_{β 1}^′, which contradicts Φ(α) ≃ κ(β). The proof of the inductive case is similar.

Definition 5.11. For each n ∈ N, define a binary relation <_n on {0, 1}^n inductively as follows:

¬(⟨ ⟩ <_0 ⟨ ⟩) , s ∈ {0, 1}^n s ∗ ⟨0⟩ <_{n+1} s ∗ ⟨1⟩ , s <_n t s ∗ ⟨1⟩ <_{n+1} t ∗ ⟨0⟩ . When s <_n t, we say that s is an immediate predecessor of t and t is an immediate successor of s.

The following lemmas and corollaries are for Proposition 5.17.

Lemma 5.12. For each n ∈ N and s, t ∈ {0, 1}^n, s <_n t → ∃u ∈ {0, 1}^∗ ∃m ∈ N (s = u ∗ ⟨0⟩ ∗ 1^m ∧ t = u ∗ ⟨1⟩ ∗ 0^m) . Proof. By induction on n.

Lemma 5.13. For each α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, n ∈ N, and s ∈ {0, 1}^n, 1. s <_n γ_αn → C_s^{′′} < I_{αL(n)}^′, 2. γ_αn <_n s → I_{αL(n)}^{′′} < C_s^′. Proof. For 1, suppose that s <_n γ_αn. By Lemma 5.12, there exist u ∈ {0, 1}^∗ and m ∈ N such that γ_αn = u ∗ ⟨1⟩ ∗ 0^m and s = u ∗ ⟨0⟩ ∗ 1^m. Since C_{u∗⟨0⟩}^{′′} < I_{αL(|u|+1)}^′, we have C_s^{′′} = C_{u∗⟨0⟩}^{′′} < I_{αL(|u|+1)}^′ ≤ I_{αL(n)}^′. The proof of 2 is similar.

Let <^+_n denote the transitive closure of <_n. By induction on n ∈ N, one can show that for any s, t ∈ {0, 1}^n, either s = t, s <^+_n t, or t <^+_n s.

Corollary 5.14. For each α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, n ∈ N, and s, t, u ∈ {0, 1}^n, 1. s <_n t ∧ C_s^{′′} < I_{αL(n)}^′ < I_{αL(n)}^{′′} < C_t^′ → s = γ_αn ∨ γ_αn = t.

2. C_u ≈ I_{αL(n)} → u = γ_αn.

Proof. 1. Suppose that s <_n t and C_s^{′′} < I_{αL(n)}^′ < I_{αL(n)}^{′′} < C_t^′. By Lemma 5.13, we must have γ_αn = s or s <^+_n γ_αn, and γ_αn = t or γ_αn <^+_n t. But s <^+_n γ_αn and γ_αn <^+_n t is impossible because s <^+_n γ_αn if and only if γ_αn = t or t <^+_n γ_αn.

2. Suppose that C_u ≈ I_{αL(n)}. If γ_αn <^+_n u, then I_{αL(n)}^{′′} < C_u^′ by Lemma 5.13, a contradiction. Similarly u <^+_n γ_αn leads to a contradiction. Hence u = γ_αn. Lemma 5.15. Let n ∈ N, and let s, t, u ∈ {0, 1}^n be such that s <_n u <_n t. Let α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N.

1. If C_s^{′′} < Φ(α) ≤ C_u^{′′}, then one of the following holds:

(a) γ_αn = s and γ_α =

( γ_αn; (b) γ_αn = u.

2. If C_u^′ ≤ Φ(α) < C_t^′, then one of the following holds:

(a) γ_αn = u;

(b) γ_αn = t and γ_α = ^γ_αn.

3. If C_s^{′′} < Φ(α) < C_t^′, then one of the following holds:

(a) γ_αn = s and γ_α =

( γ_αn; (b) γ_αn = u;

(c) γ_αn = t and γ_α = ^γ_αn.

Proof. 1. Suppose that C_s^{′′} < Φ(α) ≤ C_u^{′′}. Then, C_s^{′′} < I_{αL(m)}^′ ≤ C_u^{′′} for sufficiently large m ≥ n. Putting N = m − n, we have C_{s∗1}N^{′′} = C_s^{′′} < I_{αL(m)}^′ ≤ C_u^{′′}. Since I_{αL(m)}^{′′} < C_u^′ or C_u^′ ≤ I_{αL(m)}^{′′}, one of the following holds:

1. C_{s∗1}N^{′′} < I_{αL(m)}^′ < I_{αL(m)}^{′′} < C_u^′ = C_{u∗0}N^′; 2. I_{αL(m)} ≈ C_u .

In the case 1, either s∗1^N = γ_αm or γ_αm = u∗0^N by Corollary 5.14. If s∗1^N = γ_αm, then by the construction of γ_α and the fact C_{γα m}^{′′} = C_{s∗1}N^{′′} < I_{αL(m)}^′, we must have γ_α =

( γ_αm =

( s =

( γ_αn. If γ_αm = u ∗ 0^N , then γ_αn = u. In the case 2, we have I_{αL(n)} ≈ C_u as well. Thus γ_αn = u by Corollary 5.14. 2. The proof is similar to 1.

3. If C_s^{′′} < Φ(α) < C_t^′, then either C_s^{′′} < Φ(α) ≤ C_u^{′′} or C_u^′ ≤ Φ(α) < C_t^′ Then, the desired conclusion follows from 1 and 2.

Corollary 5.16. Let α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N be such that Φ(α) ≃ Φ(β). For each n ∈ N, one of the following holds:

1. γ_αn <_n γ_β n, γ_α =

( γ_αn, and γ_β = ^γ_βn;

2. γ_αn = γ_β n;

3. γ_β n <_n γ_αn, γ_β =

( γ_β n, and γ_α = ^γ_αn.

Proof. Fix n ∈ N. First, assume that γ_αn has an immediate predecessor s and an immediate successor t. Then C_s^{′′} < I_{αL(n)}^′ ≤ Φ(α) ≃ Φ(β) ≤ I_{αL(n)}^{′′} < C_t^′ by Lemma 5.13. By the item 3 of Lemma 5.15 one of the following holds:

1. γ_βn <_n γ_αn and γ_β =

( γ_β n; 2. γ_βn = γ_αn;

3. γ_αn <_n γ_βn and γ_β = ^γ_β n.

If γ_αn does not have an immediate predecessor or an immediate successor (or both), we obtain the same conclusion using item 1 or item 2 of Lemma 5.15 (or trivially in case γ_αn does not have both).

Exchanging the role of α and β, we also have one of the following: 1. γ_αn <_n γ_βn and γ_α =

( γ_αn; 2. γ_αn = γ_β n;

3. γ_βn <_n γ_αn and γ_α = ^γ_αn.

Since conditions γ_αn < γ_βn, γ_αn = γ_βn, and γ_β n < γ_αn are mutually exclusive, we obtain the desired conclusion. Proposition 5.17. UCT^′_c implies DFT.

Proof. Assume UCT^′_c, and let B ⊆ {0, 1}^∗ be a decidable bar. Without loss of generality, assume ⟨ ⟩ /∈ B; otherwise, B is trivially uniform. Before proceeding further, we introduce some notations: for α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and s ∈ {0, 1}^∗, define N_α^{def}= the least n ∈ N such that γ_αn ∈ B, ξ_s^{def}= the least n ∈ N such that

( sn ∈ B, ψ_s^{def}= the least n ∈ N such that ^sn ∈ B.

For rationals p, q ∈ Q such that p ≤ q, define [p, q]_Q^{def}= {r ∈ Q | p ≤ r ≤ q} . We construct a function f : [0, 1] → R as follows. First, we define f_T : {0, 1, 2}^N → R. Fix α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N. Without loss of generality, assume that γ_αN_α has an immediate predecessor s and an immediate successor t. Define a piecewise linear function F_α : [C_s^{′′}, C_t^′]_Q → Q as follows (see Figure 3):^5

5 If γ_αN_α does not have an immediate predecessor or an immediate successor, then we simply restrict the domain of F_α to [C_{γα Nα}^′, C_t^′]_Q or [C_s^{′′}, C_{γα Nα}^{′′}]_Q respectively.

C_s^{′′}C_{γα Nα}^′ C_{γα Nα}^{′′} C_t^′ ξ_s N_αψ_t Figure 3: The graph of F_α

F_α(r)^{def}= N_α−ξ_s C_{γα Nα}^′ −C_s^{′′} (r − C s ′′) + ξ_s if r ∈ [C_s^{′′}, C_{γα Nα}^′], N_α if r ∈ C_{γα Nα} , ψ_t−N_α C_t^′−C_{γα Nα}^{′′} (r − C γ^α N^α ′′) + N_α if r ∈ [C_{γα Nα}^{′′}, C_t^′]. (5.4)

By Lemma 5.13, we have C_s^{′′} < I_{αL(Nα)}^′ < I_{αL(Nα)}^{′′} < C_t^′, so the sequence ⟨x^n_α⟩_{n≥L(Nα)} lies in the domain of F_α. Define f_T (α)^{def}= ⟨F_α(x^n_α)⟩_{n≥L(Nα)}.

Since F_α is piecewise linear (and thus uniformly continuous), the sequence ⟨F_α(x^n_α)⟩_{n≥L(Nα)} is a fundamental sequence.

Next, we show that Φ(α) ≃ Φ(β) → f_T (α) ≃ f_T (β) (5.5) for all β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N. Let β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N such that Φ(β) ≃ Φ(α). Assume, without loss of generality, that γ_β N_β has an immediate predecessor s^′ and an immediate successor t^′. Define a piecewise linear function F_β : [C_s′^{′′}, C_t′^′]_Q → Q by (5.4) using β, s^′, t^′ instead of α, s, t. By Corollary 5.16, one of the following holds:

1. γ_αN_α <_{Nα} γ_β N_α, γ_α =

( γ_αN_α, and γ_β = ^γ_β N_α;

2. γ_αN_α = γ_βN_α;

3. γ_βN_α <_{Nα} γ_αN_α, γ_β =

( γ_β N_α, and γ_α = ^γ_αN_α.

By the same corollary, one of the following holds:

1^′. γ_αN_β <_{Nβ} γ_β N_β , γ_α =

( γ_αN_β, and γ_β = ^γ_βN_β ;

2^′. γ_αN_β = γ_β N_β ;

3^′. γ_β N_β <_{Nβ} γ_αN_β , γ_β =

( γ_βN_β , and γ_α = ^γ_αN_β .

The only possible combinations are 1 and 1^′; 2 and 2^′; and 3 and 3^′. In the case 1 and 1^′, we have γ_β N_α = t and so ^tψ_t = γ_β ψ_t = γ_β N_β by the definitions of ψ_t and N_β . Similarly, we have s^′ = γ_αN_β, and so

( s^′ξ_s′ = γ_αξ_s′ = γ_αN_α. Since s^′ <_{Nβ} γ_β N_β, there exists u ∈ {0, 1}^∗ and m ∈ N such that s^′ = u ∗ ⟨0⟩ ∗ 1^m and γ_β N_β = u ∗ ⟨1⟩ ∗ 0^m. By the definition of N_β , we must have |u| < ξ_s′ . Then, C_s′^{′′} = C_{u∗⟨0⟩}^{′′} = C

( u∗⟨0⟩ξ_s′ ′′ = C

( s^′ ξ_s′ ′′ = C_{γα Nα}^{′′}. Similarly, we have C_t^′ =

C_{γβ Nβ}^′. Thus, the functions F_α and F_β agree on the interval [C_{γα Nα}^{′′}, C_{γβ Nβ}^′]. Since I_{αL(Nα)}^{′′} < C_t^′ = C_{γβ Nβ}^′, C_{γα Nα}^{′′} = C_s′^{′′} < I_{βL(Nβ )}^′ and Φ(α) ≃ Φ(β), for sufficiently large N_{α,β} ≥ max {L(N_α), L(N_β )} both I_{αNα.β} and I_{βNα.β} lie in the interval [C_{γα Nα}^{′′}, C_{γβ Nβ}^′]. Since F_α and F_β are uniformly continuous (and hence preserve equality on regular sequences), we have ⟨F_α(x^n_α)⟩_{n≥L(Nα)} ≃ ⟨F_α(x^n_α)⟩_{n≥Nα,β} ≃ ⟨F_α(x^n_β )⟩_{n≥Nα,β} = ⟨F_β (x^n_β )⟩_{n≥Nα,β} ≃ ⟨F_β (x^n_β )⟩_{n≥L(Nβ )}. Thus f_T (α) ≃ f_T (β). In the case 2 and 2^′, we must have N_α = N_β. Then F_α and F_β agree, and so f_T (α) ≃ f_T (β). The case 3 and 3^′ is symmetric to the first case. Therefore f_T (α) ≃ f_T (β).

For an arbitrary regular sequence x in [0, 1], define

f(x)^{def}= f_T (α_x),

where α_x ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N is the path determined by (4.2). Then, for any x, y ∈ [0, 1] such that x ≃ y, we have Φ(α_x) ≃ x ≃ y ≃ Φ(α_y) by Proposition 4.3. Then by (5.5), we have f(x) = f_T (α_x) ≃ f_T (α_y) = f(y).

Thus f is a function from [0, 1] and R.

Next, we define a ternary modulus g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N of f as follows. Fix k ∈ N and α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N. Without loss of generality, assume that γ_αN_α has an immediate predecessor s and an immediate successor t. Let N be the least n ∈ N such that C_s^{′′} < I_{αL(Nα)}^′ − 2^{−n} and I_{αL(Nα)}^{′′} + 2^{−n} < C_t^′. Put

g_k(α)^{def}= max {N, ω(k) + 1} ,

where ω is a modulus of uniform continuity of the function F_α defined by (5.4). Note that g_k : {0, 1, 2}^N → N is continuous because the construction of g_k(α) depends only on the initial segment of α up to length L(N_α).

We show that g is a ternary modulus of f. Fix k ∈ N and α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N. Without loss of generality, assume that γ_αN_α has an immediate predecessor s and an immediate successor t. Let x ∈ [0, 1] be such that |Φ(α) − x| ≤ 2^{−gk (α)}. We may assume that x = Φ(β) for some β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N. Since I_{αL(Nα)}^′ ≤ Φ(α) ≤ I_{αL(Nα)}^{′′}, we have C_s^{′′} < Φ(β) < C_t^′. By Lemma 5.15, one of the following holds:

1. γ_βN_α = s and γ_β =

( γ_βN_α;

2. γ_βN_α = γ_αN_α;

3. γ_βN_α = t and γ_β = ^γ_βN_α.

In the case 1, we have γ_β N_β = s̆ ξ_s. On the other hand, since s <_{Nα} γ_αN_α, there exists u ∈ {0, 1}^∗ and m ∈ N such that s = u ∗ ⟨0⟩ ∗ 1^m and γ_αN_α = u ∗ ⟨1⟩ ∗ 0^m. By the definition of N_α, we must have |u| < N_β. Then, t^′ = ^u ∗ ⟨1⟩N_β is an immediate successor of γ_β N_β and ^t^′ψ_t′ = γ_αN_α. Thus, the functions F_α and F_β determined by α and β as in (5.4) agree on the interval [C_{γβ Nβ}^{′′}, C_{γα Nα}^′]. Since C_{γβ Nβ}^{′′} = C_s^{′′} < Φ(β) and I_{βL(Nβ )}^{′′} < C_t′^′ = C_{γα Nα}^′, the term x^n_β lies in [C_{γβ Nβ}^{′′}, C_{γα Nα}^′] for sufficiently large n ≥ M_1 for some M_1 ∈ N. Since |Φ(α) − Φ(β)| ≤ 2^{−(ω(k)+1)}, we have ∀m ∈ N ( |x^{M2 +m} α − x^{M2 +m}_β | ≤ 2^{−ω(k)} ) , where M_2^{def}= max{M_1, ω(k) + 1}. Thus |F_α(x^m_α ) − F_β (x^m_β )| ≤ 2^{−k} for all m ≥ M_2, which implies |⟨F_α(x^n_α)⟩_{n≥L(Nα)} − ⟨F_β (x^n_β )⟩_{n≥L(Nβ )}| ≤ 2^{−k}, that is, |f(Φ(α)) − f(Φ(β))| ≤ 2^{−k}. The cases 2 and 3 are treated similarly. Thus, g is a modulus of f.

By UCT^′_c, f is uniformly continuous. Then the composition f ∘κ: {0, 1}^N → R of f with κ: {0, 1}^N → [0, 1] given by (5.3) is uniformly continuous as well. We show that

f(κ(α)) = the least n ∈ N such that αn ∈ B

for all α ∈ {0, 1}^N. Fix α ∈ {0, 1}^N and choose β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N such that κ(α) ≃ Φ(β) (cf. Proposition 4.3). Then, α = γ_β by Proposition 5.10, so it suffices to show f(Φ(β)) ≃ N_β . Without loss of generality, assume that γ_β N_β has an immediate predecessor s and an immediate successor t. Since α = γ_β and C_s^{′′} < I_{βL(Nβ )}^′ < I_{βL(Nβ )}^{′′} < C_t^′ by Lemma 5.13, the sequences ⟨κ(α)(n)⟩_{n≥L(Nβ )} and ⟨x^n_β ⟩_{n≥L(Nβ )} lie in the domain of the function F_β defined as in (5.4). Since ⟨κ(α)(n)⟩_{n∈N} ≃ ⟨x^n_β ⟩_{n∈N} and ⟨κ(α)(n)⟩_{n≥L(Nβ )} lies in C_{γβ Nβ} , we have f(Φ(β)) ≃ ⟨F_β (x^n_β )⟩_{n≥L(Nβ )} ≃ ⟨F_β (κ(α)(n))⟩_{n≥L(Nβ )} = N_β, as required. Since f ∘ κ is uniformly continuous, there exists M_3 ∈ N such that ∀α, β ∈ {0, 1}^N ( αM_3 = βM_3 → f(κ(α)) = f(κ(β)) ) . Put M^{def}= max { f(κ(^s)) | s ∈ {0, 1}^{M3} } . For any α ∈ {0, 1}^N, we have f(κ(α)) = f(κ(^αM_3)) ≤ M. Therefore B is uniform.

Theorem 5.18. UCT_c and DFT are equivalent.

Proof. By Proposition 5.9, Proposition 5.17, and Theorem 5.5.

We summarise the equivalents of the decidable fan theorem.

Theorem 5.19. The principles DFT, UC_c, UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ , and UCT_c are pairwise equivalent.

The equivalence of DFT and UC_c is due to Berger [2, Proposition 4]. We have established the other equivalence by showing UC_c ↔ UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ (Proposition 3.5) and DFT ↔ UCT_c (Theorem 5.18). As our proof shows, it is not hard to show that DFT implies the rest of the items in Theorem 5.19. Among UC_c, UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ , and UCT_c, the principle UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ seems to be most general. Indeed, UC_c immediately follows from UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ . Moreover, it is straightforward to show that UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ implies UCT_c using Theorem 4.12. Thus, the gist of our proof consists in showing UC_c → UCT_{c{0,1}}∗ and UCT_c → DFT.

6 Codes of continuous functions

In this section, we clarify the relation between type one continuous functions described in Loeb [14] and real-valued functions on the unit interval which have continuous moduli.

Throughout this section, we assume that real numbers are represented by regular sequences. For x ∈ R and k ∈ N, let x_k denote the k-th term of x. We write F : R_S → R for the bijection between the set of shrinking sequences and the set of regular sequences and G: R → R_S for the inverse of F (see Proposition 2.7). Recall from (2.6) that T denotes the set of (pairs of endpoints of) rational intervals. In the following, we identify T with a subset of N via a fixed coding of rational numbers and the pairing function.

Definition 6.1 (Loeb [14, Definition 3.1]). A function φ {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N is a code of a continuous function if (C1) ∀s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ (φ(s) ≠ 0 → φ(s) ·− 1 ∈ T), (C2) ∀k ∈ N∀α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N ∃n ∈ N ( φ(αn) ≠ 0 ∧ |φ(αn) ·− 1| ≤ 2^{−k} ) , (C3) ∀s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ ∀i ∈ {0, 1, 2} (φ(s) ≠ 0 → φ(s ∗ ⟨i⟩) ≠ 0 ∧ φ(s ∗ ⟨i⟩) ·− 1 ⊑ φ(s) ·− 1), (C4) ∀s, t ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ (φ(s) ≠ 0 ∧ φ(t) ≠ 0 ∧ I_s ≈ I_t → φ(s) ·− 1 ≈ φ(t) ·− 1). Remark 6.2. Loeb [14] calls a code of a continuous function by continuous function. Here, we introduce an alternative terminology in order to avoid any possible confusion with the usual notion of (pointwise) continuity for real-valued functions. In what follows, we call a code of a continuous function simply by code.

Given a code φ: {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N, define f^φ_T : {0, 1, 2}^N → N → T by

f^φ_T (α)^{def}= ⟨φ(αh_n(α)) ·− 1⟩_{n∈N}, where

h_k(α)^{def}= the least n ∈ N such that φ(αn) ≠ 0 ∧ |φ(αn) ·− 1| ≤ 2^{−k}. (6.1)

Note that h_k(α) exists by the property (C2) of φ.

Lemma 6.3. For each α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N,

1. f^φ_T (α) ∈ R_S ,

2. Φ(α) ≃ Φ(β) → f^φ_T (α) ≃ f^φ_T (β).

Proof. 1. We must check (S1) and (S2) (cf. Definition 2.6). For (S1), by the leastness of h_n(α), we have h_n(α) ≤ h_{n+1}(α). Thus φ(αh_{n+1}(α)) ·− 1 ⊑ φ(αh_n(α)) ·− 1 by (C3). The property (S2) follows from (C2). 2. Suppose that Φ(α) ≃ Φ(β). Then I_{αn} ≈ I_{βm} for all n, m ∈ N, so φ(αh_n(α)) ·− 1 ≈ φ(βh_n(β)) ·− 1 for all n ∈ N by (C4). Thus f^φ_T (α) ≃ f^φ_T (β).

Define a function f_φ : [0, 1] → R by

f_φ(x)^{def}= F (f^φ_T (α_x)), (6.2)

where α_x is the path determined by x as in (4.2). Since x ≃ Φ(α_x) by Proposition 4.3, f_φ preserves the equality of R by Lemma 6.3. Hence f_φ is a function from [0, 1] to R.

Definition 6.4. A function f : [0, 1] → R is said to be induced by a code φ: {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N if ∀x ∈ [0, 1] (f(x) ≃ f_φ(x)).

Note that a function f : [0, 1] → R is induced by a code φ: {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N if and only if ∀α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N (G(f(Φ(α))) ≃ f^φ_T (α)) . Lemma 6.5. If f : [0, 1] → R is induced by a code, then f has a continuous modulus.

Proof. By Proposition 5.3, it suffices to show that the function f_φ induced by a code φ: {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N as in (6.2) has a continuous ternary modulus. Define g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N by g_k(α)^{def}= h_k(ρ(α)) + 6, (6.3)

where h_k(α) and ρ: {0, 1, 2}^N → {0, 1, 2}^N are defined by (6.1) and (4.5) respectively. We show that g is a continuous ternary modulus of f_φ. First, note that ρ is uniformly continuous. It is also easy to see that h_k : {0, 1, 2}^N → N is a continuous modulus of itself. Thus g_k is continuous for each k ∈ N. To see that g is a ternary modulus of f_φ, it suffices to show that |Φ(α) − Φ(β)| ≤ 2^{−gk (α)} → |f^φ_T (α) − f^φ_T (β)| ≤ 2^{−k} for all k ∈ N and α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N. Fix k ∈ N and α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, and suppose that |Φ(α) − Φ(β)| ≤ 2^{−gk (α)}. Then |Φ(α) − Φ(β)| < 2^{−(hk(ρ(α))+5)}. By Proposition 4.10, there exists γ ∈ ρ(α)h_k(ρ(α)) such that Φ(γ) ≃ Φ(β). By the definition of h_k(ρ(α)), we have h_k(γ) = h_k(ρ(α)). Thus

f^φ_T (γ)_k = φ(γh_k(γ)) ·− 1 = φ(γh_k(ρ(α))) ·− 1 = φ(ρ(α)h_k(ρ(α))) ·− 1 = f^φ_T (ρ(α))_k .

Since |f^φ_T (ρ(α))_k | ≤ 2^{−k}, we have |f^φ_T (ρ(α)) − f^φ_T (γ)| ≤ 2^{−k}. Therefore |f^φ_T (α) − f^φ_T (β)| ≤ 2^{−k} by Corollary 4.9 and Lemma 6.3.

To prove the converse of Lemma 6.5, we use the following lemma.

Lemma 6.6. If f : [0, 1] → R has a continuous ternary modulus, then f has a continuous ternary modulus g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N such that for each k ∈ N,

1. g_k is a continuous modulus of itself,

2. g_k(α) ≤ g_{k+1}(α) for all α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N.

Proof. Suppose that f : [0, 1] → R has a continuous ternary modulus. By Lemma 3.4, f has a continuous ternary modulus g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N which satisfies 1. Define G: N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N by

G_k (α)^{def}= max {g_i(α) | i ≤ k} ,

which clearly satisfies 2. It is also easy to see that G is a modulus of f. To see that G is a modulus of itself, let k ∈ N and α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, and suppose that αG_k (α) = βG_k(α). Then, αg_i(α) = βg_i(α) for all i ≤ k. Since g_i (i ≤ k) is a modulus of itself, we have g_i(α) = g_i(β) for all i ≤ k. Thus G_k(α) = G_k(β).

Lemma 6.7. If f : [0, 1] → R has a continuous modulus, then f is induced by a code of a continuous function.

Proof. Suppose that f : [0, 1] → R has a continuous modulus. By Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 6.6, we may assume that f has a continuous ternary modulus g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N which satisfies 1 and 2 of Lemma 6.6.

For each s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗, define k_s ∈ N + {⊥} by

k_s^{def}= { ⊥ if ∀k ≤ |s| ( g_k(

( s) > |s| ) , the largest k ≤ |s| such that g_k(

( s) ≤ |s| otherwise.

Define a function φ: {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N by

φ(s)^{def}= { 0 if k_s = ⊥, 1 + ( f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} − 7 · 2^{−ks} , f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} + 7 · 2^{−ks} ) otherwise.

(6.4) We show that φ is a code. The property (C1) is obvious. For (C2), let k ∈ N and α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N. Since g_{k+4} is continuous, there exists n ∈ N such that g_{k+4}(

( αn) ≤ n and k + 4 ≤ n. Then k_{αn} ≠ ⊥ and k + 4 ≤ k_{αn}. Thus φ(αn) ≠ 0 and |φ(αn) ·− 1| ≤ 14 · 2^{−kαn} ≤ 14 · 2^{−(k+4)} < 2^{−k}.

For (C3), let s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ and i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, and suppose that φ(s) ≠ 0. Put t = s ∗ ⟨i⟩. Since g_{ks} (

( s) ≤ |s| and g_{ks} is a modulus of itself, we have g_{ks} (

( s) = g_{ks} (

( t) ≤ |t|. Hence φ(t) ≠ 0 and k_s ≤ k_t. We distinguish two cases:

Case k_s = k_t: Then, g_{ks} (

( s) = g_{kt} (

( t), so φ(s) ·− 1 = φ(t) ·− 1.

Case k_s < k_t: Then, g_{ks} (

( s) = g_{ks} (

( t) ≤ g_{kt} (

( t) by the monotonicity of g on the first argument. Thus sg_{ks} (

( s) ≼ tg_{kt} (

( t), so by Lemma 4.1, we have |Φ(

( s) − Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t))| ≤ |Φ(

( s) − Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s))| + |Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)) − Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t))| ≤ 2^{−(gks (}

( s)+1) + 2−(g_{ks} (

( s)+1) = 2−g_{ks} (

(

s).

Since g is a modulus of f, |f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} − f(Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t)))_{kt} | ≤ |f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} − f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))| + |f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s))) − f(Φ(

( s))| + |f(Φ(

( s)) − f(Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t)))| + |f(Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t))) − f(Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t)))_{kt} | ≤ 2^{−ks} + 2^{−ks} + 2^{−ks} + 2^{−kt} ≤ 3 · 2^{−ks} + 2^{−(ks+1)} = 7 · 2^{−(ks+1)}, where the last ≤ follows from k_s < k_t. Then

f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} − 7 · 2^{−ks} ≤ f(Φ(

( sg_{kt} (

( t)))_{kt} − 7 · 2^{−(ks+1)} ≤ f(Φ(

( sg_{kt} (

( t)))_{kt} − 7 · 2^{−kt} , and similarly f(Φ(

( sg_{kt} (

( t)))_{kt} + 7 · 2^{−kt} ≤ f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} + 7 · 2^{−ks} . Hence φ(t) ·− 1 ⊑ φ(s) ·− 1. For (C4), let s, t ∈ {0, 1, 2}^∗ such that φ(s) ≠ 0, φ(t) ≠ 0, and I_s ≈ I_t. Then, there exists x ∈ I_s ∩I_t such that |x−Φ(

( s)| ≤ 2^{−(|s|+1)} and |x−Φ(

( t)| ≤ 2^{−(|t|+1)}. Then |x − Φ(

( s)| ≤ 2^{−gks (}

(

s) and |x − Φ(

( t)| ≤ 2^{−gkt (}

(

t) by the definitions of k_s and k_t. Since g is a modulus of f, we have |f(x) − f(Φ(

( s))| ≤ 2^{−ks} and |f(x) − f(Φ(

( t))| ≤ 2^{−kt} . Thus |f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} − f(Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t)))_{kt} | ≤ |f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} − f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s)))| + |f(Φ(

( sg_{ks} (

( s))) − f(Φ(

( s))| + |f(Φ(

( s)) − f(x)| + |f(x) − f(Φ(

( t))| + |f(Φ(

( t)) − f(Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t)))| + |f(Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t))) − f(Φ(

( tg_{kt} (

( t)))_{kt} | ≤ 2^{−ks} + 2^{−ks} + 2^{−ks} + 2^{−kt} + 2^{−kt} + 2^{−kt} = 3 · 2^{−ks} + 3 · 2^{−kt} .

Hence φ(s) ·− 1 ≈ φ(t) ·− 1. Therefore φ is a code.

Next, we show that φ induces f. To this end, it suffices to show that f^φ_T (α) ≃ G(f(Φ(α))) for all α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N, i.e.,

φ(αh_k(α)) ·− 1 ≈ (f(Φ(α))_{k+1} − 2^{−(k+1)}, f(Φ(α))_{k+1} + 2^{−(k+1)}) (6.5) for all α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and k ∈ N, where h_k(α) is given by (6.1). Fix α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N and k ∈ N, and put s = αh_k(α). By definition, we have

φ(s) ·− 1 = (f(Φ(

( αg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} − 7 · 2^{−ks} , f(Φ(

( αg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} + 7 · 2^{−ks} ).

We have |Φ(α) − Φ(

( s)| ≤ 2^{−(|s|+1)} ≤ 2^{−gks (}

(

s) and |Φ(

( s) − Φ(

( αg_{ks} (

( s))| ≤ 2^{−gks (}

( s) by Lemma 4.1. Since g is a modulus of f,

|f(Φ(α))_{k+1} − f(Φ(

( αg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} | ≤ |f(Φ(α))_{k+1} − f(Φ(α))| + |f(Φ(α)) − f(Φ(

( s))| + |f(Φ(

( s)) − f(Φ(

( αg_{ks} (

( s)))| + |f(Φ(

( αg_{ks} (

( s))) − f(Φ(

( αg_{ks} (

( s)))_{ks} | ≤ 2^{−(k+1)} + 2^{−ks} + 2^{−ks} + 2^{−ks} = 2^{−(k+1)} + 3 · 2^{−ks} , from which (6.5) follows.

In summary, we have the following equivalence.

Theorem 6.8. A function f : [0, 1] → R has a continuous modulus if and only if f is induced by a code of a continuous function. Proof. By Lemma 6.5 and Lemma 6.7.

Next, we characterise uniformly continuous functions from [0, 1] to R in terms of uniformly continuous codes.

Definition 6.9 (Loeb [14, Definition 3.2]). A code φ {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N is said to be uniformly continuous if ∀k ∈ N∃n ∈ N∀α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N ( φ(αn) ≠ 0 ∧ |φ(αn) ·− 1| ≤ 2^{−k} ) . (6.6) Lemma 6.10. If f : [0, 1] → R is induced by a uniformly continuous code, then f is uniformly continuous.

Proof. Let φ: {0, 1, 2}^∗ → N be a uniformly continuous code. By Lemma 5.8, it suffices to show that the ternary modulus g of f_φ : [0, 1] → R defined by (6.3) is uniformly continuous. Since ρ: {0, 1, 2}^N → {0, 1, 2}^N is uniformly continuous, it suffices to show that the function h_k : {0, 1, 2}^N → N defined by (6.1) is uniformly continuous for each k ∈ N. But this clearly follows from the uniform continuity of φ.

The following is analogous to Lemma 6.6.

Lemma 6.11. If f : [0, 1] → R is uniformly continuous, then f has a uniformly continuous ternary modulus g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N such that for each k ∈ N, 1. g_k is a continuous modulus of itself, 2. g_k(α) ≤ g_{k+1}(α) for all α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N.

Proof. Let ω : N → N be a modulus of uniform continuity of f. For each k ∈ N, defined g_k : {0, 1, 2}^N → N by g_k(α)^{def}= max {ω(i) | i ≤ k} .

Then, g_k is trivially uniformly continuous which is a modulus of f and of itself and is monotone on the first argument.

Lemma 6.12. If f : [0, 1] → R is uniformly continuous, then f is induced by a uniformly continuous code.

Proof. Suppose that f is uniformly continuous. By Lemma 6.11, f has a uniformly continuous ternary modulus g : N → {0, 1, 2}^N → N which satisfies 1 and 2 of Lemma 6.11. By the proof of Lemma 6.7, it suffices to show that the code φ defined by (6.4) is uniformly continuous. Fix k ∈ N. Since g_{k+4} is uniformly continuous, there exists n ∈ N such that ∀α, β ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N ( αn = βn → g_{k+4}(α) = g_{k+4}(β) ) . Put M = max { max { g_{k+4}(

( s) | s ∈ {0, 1, 2}^n } , k + 4, n } . Let α ∈ {0, 1, 2}^N.

Then g_{k+4}(

( αM) = g_{k+4}(

( αn) ≤ M. Since k+4 ≤ M, we have k+4 ≤ k_{αM} . Thus 14·2^{−kαM} ≤ 14·2^{−(k+4)} < 2^{−k}. Hence φ(αM) ≠ 0 and |φ(αM)) ·−1| ≤ 2^{−k}.

In summary, we have the following equivalence.

Theorem 6.13. A function f : [0, 1] → R is uniformly continuous if and only if f is induced by a uniformly continuous code.

Proof. By Lemma 6.10 and Lemma 6.12.

Acknowledgements

Part of this work was carried out in October 2019 at the Zukunftskolleg of the University of Konstanz, which was hosting the first author as a visiting fellow. The authors thank the institute for their support and hospitality. The first author was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP18K13450, JP19J01239, and JP20K14354. The second author was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP20K14352.

References

[1] M. J. Beeson. Foundations of Constructive Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1985.

[2] J. Berger. The fan theorem and uniform continuity. In S. B. Cooper, B. Löwe, and L. Torenvliet, editors, New Computational Paradigms. CiE 2005, volume 3526 of Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., pages 18–22. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2005.

[3] J. Berger. The logical strength of the uniform continuity theorem. In A. Beckmann, U. Berger, B. Löwe, and J. V. Tucker, editors, Logical Approaches to Computational Barriers. CiE 2006, volume 3988 of Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., pages 35–39. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2006.

[4] J. Berger and G. Svindland. Brouwer’s fan theorem and convexity. J.

Symbolic Logic, 83(4):1363–1375, 2018.

[5] E. Bishop. Foundations of Constructive Analysis. McGraw-Hill, New York, 1967.

[6] E. Bishop and D. Bridges. Constructive Analysis. Springer, Berlin, 1985.

[7] D. Bridges and H. Diener. The pseudocompactness of [0.1] is equivalent to the uniform continuity theorem. J. Symbolic Logic, 72(4):1379–1384, 2007.

[8] D. Bridges and F. Richman. Varieties of constructive mathematics, volume 97 of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, 1987.

[9] L. E. J. Brouwer. Über Definitionsbereiche von Funktionen. Mathematische Annalen, 97:60–75, 1927. English translation of sections 1–3 in van Heijenoort [18] pages 457–463.

[10] H. Diener and I. Loeb. Sequences of real functions on [0, 1] in constructive reverse mathematics. Ann. Pure Appl. Logic, 157(1):50–61, 2009.

[11] M. Fujiwara and T. Kawai. Equivalence of bar induction and bar recursion for continuous functions with continuous moduli. Ann. Pure Appl. Logic, 170(8):867–890, 2019.

[12] H. Ishihara. Constructive reverse mathematics: compactness properties. In L. Crosilla and P. Schuster, editors, From Sets and Types to Topology and Analysis: Towards Practicable Foundations for Constructive Mathematics, number 48 in Oxford Logic Guides, pages 245–267. Oxford University Press, 2005.

[13] U. Kohlenbach. Foundational and mathematical uses of higher types. In W. Sieg, R. Sommer, and C. Talcott, editors, Reflections on the foundations of mathematics: Essays in Honor of Solomon Feferman, volume 15 of Lecture Notes in Logic, pages 92–116. A K Peters/CRC Press, New York, 2002.

[14] I. Loeb. Equivalents of the (weak) fan theorem. Ann. Pure Appl. Logic, 132(1):51–66, 2005.

[15] R. S. Lubarsky and F. Richman. Signed-bit representations of real numbers.

J. Log. Anal., 1(10):1–18, 2009.

[16] A. S. Troelstra, editor. Metamathematical investigation of intuitionistic arithmetic and analysis, volume 344 of Lecture Notes in Math. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1973.

[17] A. S. Troelstra and D. van Dalen. Constructivism in Mathematics: An Introduction. Volume I, volume 121 of Studies in Logic and the Foundations of Mathematics. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1988.

[18] J. van Heijenoort. From Frege to Gödel. A source book in mathematical logic, 1879–1931. Harvard University Press, 1967.