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ABSTRACT. We prove that any Fy—additive family A of sets in an absolutely
Souslin metric space has a o—discrete refinement provided every partial selector
set for A is o—discrete. As a corollary we obtain that every mapping of a metric
space onto an absolutely Souslin metric space, which maps Fy—sets to Fy—sets
and has complete fibers, admits a section of the first class. The invariance of
Borel and Souslin sets under mappings with complete fibers, which preserves
F5-sets, is shown as an application of the previous result.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the main results of our contribution is an extension of results of R.W.
Hansell and G. Koumoullis ([4, Theorem 2.1] and [10, Theorem 2]). G. Koumoullis
proved that a disjoint cover A of an absolutely Souslin metric space Y consisting of
F,—sets is either o—discretely decomposable or there exists a compact set K C Y
that meets uncountably many sets of A.

Later on, R.W. Hansell in [4, Theorem 2.1] improved this result for point—
countable families of F,—sets, proving the following assertion. Given a point—count-
able cover A of an absolutely Souslin metric space Y consisting of Fy-sets, then
either A has a o—discrete refinement or there exists a compact set KX C Y that is
not covered by any countable subfamily of A.

He used this result to obtain a corollary, which states that any F,—additive point—
countable family has a o—discrete refinement ([4] Theorem 3.3]). This enabled him
to obtain a first-class selector theorem for F,—weakly measurable multivalued map-
pings ® : Y — X with complete separable values. He showed that the assumption
of separability of values of ® cannot be omitted.

Nevertheless, we are able to obtain a first-class selector without this assumption
for a particular case of an inverse mapping; namely, we prove that for a mapping
f: X — Y from a metric space X onto an absolutely Souslin metric space Y, which
preserves F,—sets and has complete fibers, there exists a function g : Y — X of the
first class such that f(g(y)) =y, y €Y.
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906 JIRI SPURNY

The crucial step in the proof is the following result on decomposability of Fi,—
additive families:

Let A be an F,—additive family of sets in an absolutely Souslin metric space Y
such that each partial selector set for A is o—discrete. Then A has a o—discrete
refinement.

The assumption imposed on the family A is quite natural, because it can be easily
verified that an image of a discrete family of F,—sets under a mapping preserving
F,—sets possesses this property (see Proposition B:3). The proof of the emphasized
assertion is the main content of Section [Bl

In the next Section @ we apply this result to the aforementioned selection theorem
for the inverse mapping f~' : ¥ — X, where f : X — Y has complete fibers
and preserves F,—sets. We combine well-known techniques (see e.g. [8, Theorem
1] or [2, Theorem 3.5]) to get a selection function g : ¥ — X of the mapping
f~tiy— f7Y(y), y € Y, s0that g satisfies some auxiliary conditions. This function
is then substantially used in the proof of a result concerning the preservation of
Borel and Souslin sets.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall definitions and facts needed throughout our contribution.
We point out that every space in our paper is considered to be metrizable. We write
(X, p) when a metrizable space X is considered with a specified compatible metric

p.
Let B be a family of subsets of a set X. We denote by A;(B), or by M1 (B), the

family of all countable unions, or countable intersections, of elements of B. Having
defined Ag(B) and Mg(B) for 1 < 8 < a < wy, let Ay (B), or M (B), be the family
of all unions, or intersections, of countable families of sets, each being contained in
U{As(B) UMp(B): 1 < 8 < a}.

If X is a metric space and B = {F'NG : F closed, G open}, we obtain the usual
hierarchy of Borel sets in X. In this case we write A, (X), or M (X), for the family
of all sets of additive, or multiplicative, class a. For the sake of completeness we
recall that the class Ag(X), or Mo(X), is just the family of all open, or closed, sets
in X. Elements of the first additive class are called F,—sets, and their complements
are called Gs—sets.

We denote by N<N the space of finite sequences of positive integers. Let I(s) be
the length of s and ||s| = Zig s;. As usual, for s,t € N<N we write s < ¢ if ¢ is
an extension of s, ie., I(s) <I(¢t) and s; = t;, 1 < i < I(s). We denote by () the
empty sequence, and adopt the convention that the length of the empty sequence
is 0. For s € N<N and n € N we write s"\n for the sequence (s1, ... , 81(s), M)

The space NN with the usual product topology will be denoted by I. For o € I,
o= {or}2,, and n € N we write o [ n = (01,...,0,). We adopt the convention
that o [ 0 = 0.

We recall that a set A in a metric space X is said to be Souslin if there exists a
family of closed sets {Fs} en<n in X so that

A:UﬂFam.

oeln=1

Let A= {A; : i € I} be a family of sets in a metric space X. Then A is said
to be discrete in X if each point x € X has a neighbourhood that meets at most
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F,~ADDITIVE FAMILIES AND THE INVARIANCE OF BOREL CLASSES 907

one set from A. If T can be written as a countable union of sets I(n) so that each
family {4; : ¢ € I(n)} is discrete, then A is said to be o—discrete. It readily follows
that A C X is a discrete (respectively o—discrete) set in X if and only if the family
{{z} : © € A} is discrete (respectively o—discrete) in X.

If A is a o—discrete family in a metric space X and X is homeomorphically
embedded in a metric space Y, then A is o-discrete in Y likewise. This easily
follows from [3] Lemma 2]. Thus the property of o—discreteness is topologically
invariant.

We say that A is o—discretely decomposable if every set A; € A can be written
as A; = U, ey Ai(n) such that {A;(n) : i € I} is a discrete family for every n € N.

A family {R; : j € J} is called a refinement of A if U, R;j = U,;c; 4i and
for each j € J there exists ¢ € I with R; C A;. We say that A has a o-discrete
refinement if there exists a refinement R of A that is a o—discrete family. Clearly,
any o—discretely decomposable family has a o—discrete refinement, but the converse
need not hold in general.

We say that a family {{z;} :i € f} is a partial selector for a family {4, : i € I'}
if I C Iandaz; € A for every i € I. The set U{{z:} : i € T} is called the set of the
partial selector, and such sets are said to be partial selector sets.

We say that a family A = {A; : i € I'} of sets in a metric space is F,—additive if
UiefAi is an F,—set for every IclI

We recall that a metric space X is called a Baire space if the intersection of
every sequence of dense open sets in X is dense. Any complete metric space is a
well-known example of a Baire space. If A C X can be covered by a countable
union of nowhere dense sets, then A is said to be meager.

A metric space X is called an absolutely Souslin metric space if X is homeomor-
phic to a Souslin subset of some complete metric space. It follows from [5, Theorem
1.1] and [6] Theorem 4.1] that X is an absolutely Souslin metric space if and only
if X is a Souslin subset of any metric space Y containing X, and this is the case
if and only if there exists a complete metric space T and a continuous mapping f
of T onto X such that f maps any discrete family of sets in T" onto a o—discretely
decomposable family in X.

We shall frequently use the fact that an open covering of a metric space has a o—
discrete refinement consisting of open sets (see [IT], §21, Corollary la]). Moreover,
any metric space has a o—discrete base of open sets.

If A is a subset of a metric space X, we write A for the closure of A. If p is a
metric on X and A, B C X, then dist(A, B) stands for the distance of sets A and
B and diam A for the diameter of A.

If f: X — Y is a mapping between two sets and A = {A4; : i € I'} is a family of
subsets of X, then f(A) = {f(4;):i € I}. Similarly we use f~1(B) for a family B
inY. f A={A4;:i¢€ I}is afamily of sets in X and B C X, we write AA B for
the family {4, N B : ¢ € I}. Similarly, if B= {B, : j € J} is another family of sets
in X, then A A B stands for the family {A;NB;:i€I,j € J}.

For a family A = {A; : i € I'} of subsets of a set X and a point € X we put
Iz)={iel:xz e A}

3. F,—ADDITIVE FAMILIES

The main part of this section is Theorem [B.2. In its proof we refine techniques
used in [I0, Theorem 2 and Remarks] and [4, Theorem 2.1]. More precisely, as in
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908 JIRI SPURNY

the mentioned theorems we suppose that an F,—additive cover A of an absolutely
Souslin space without a o—discrete refinement is given and construct a suitable
compact set that meets “a lot of” members of A.

Before the proof of Theorem [3.2] we need to mention a preliminary lemma. Its
assertions are modifications of Lemma 3 and Corollary 1 in [3]. We omit its easy
proof since it is quite analogous to the proofs of the cited results.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a metric space.

(i) Let B be a family of sets in X admitting a o—discrete refinement. Let A
be a family such that, for every B € B, the family AN B has a o—discrete
refinement. Then A has a o—discrete refinement as well.

(ii) Let A be a family of sets in X. Assume that for every x € X there exists
an open set U containing x such that the family AN U has a o-discrete
refinement. Then A has a o-discrete refinement.

Theorem 3.2. Let A be an F,—additive family of sets in an absolutely Souslin
metric space Y such that each partial selector set for A is o—discrete. Then A has
a o—discrete refinement.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that A = {A; : i € I} is an
F,—additive cover of Y such that every partial selector set of A is o—discrete.

Let g : Y — Y be a continuous mapping of a complete metric space Y onto Y
such that g maps any discrete family of sets in Y onto a o—discretely decomposable
family of sets in Y. Put

Bi=g '(A),i€el, B={B;:iel},
D ={y e Y :I(y) is uncountable} , D= g YD),
E={yeY:I(y) is countable} , E = g HE).

Then B is an F,—additive cover of Y. Let us suppose that A has no o—discrete
refinement.

Claim 1. If F C D is a Souslin subset of Y, then F is a o—discrete set.

Suppose that F' C D is a Souslin set in Y that is not o—discrete. Since F,
as a Souslin subset of an absolutely Souslin space, is also an absolutely Souslin
space, according to El’kin’s theorem in [I] (cf. Corollary 3 in [3]) there exists an
uncountable compact set K C F. It is easy to verify that every set S C K of
cardinality at most Xy is a partial selector set for A.

Indeed, given a set S C K of cardinality at most N; we can enumerate it as a
transfinite sequence {s, : @ < wy}. Then, for every o < wy, we find by transfinite
induction an index i, € I so that s, € A;, and i, ¢ {ig : B8 < a}. Then
I= {ia 1 @ <wi} is an index set witnessing that S is a partial selector set for A.

It follows from our assumption that every set S C K of cardinality at most N; is
o—discrete, which yields that the compact set K contains an uncountable discrete
set. This contradiction finishes the proof of Claim 1.

The next assertion immediately follows from our assumption and the properties
of the mapping g.

Claim 2. The family B has no o—discrete refinement.
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We define the following subsets of Y
G={ye Y : BAU has a o-discrete refinement for some open U containing u},
H=Y\G.
Then G is an open set, H is closed and it follows from Lemma Bl (ii) and Claim

2 that H is nonempty. Even the following stronger assertion holds true.

Claim 3. For any y € H and any open set U containing , the family BA(UNH)
has no o—discrete refinement.

Indeed, suppose that U is an open subset of Y intersecting H so that BA(UNH)
has a o—discrete refinement. Since B A (U N G) has a o—discrete refinement due
to Lemma BT (ii), we get that B A U has a o—discrete refinement. Hence U C G,
which contradicts the assumption that U meets H.

In the sequel we fix a compatible complete metric p on Y.

Claim 4. Lete > 0, ¥y € H and a countable set ICI be given. Then there exists
Ze HNE so that p(y,2) <e and Z ¢ | J{B; : i € I}.

Suppose the contrary, i.e., assume there exists an open set U in Y intersecting
H and a countable set I C I so that

(1) UNnHNEcUNHN|JB;.
iel
Put
(2) V=UnH)\|JB:.
el

Then V is a Gs-set in Y that is contained in D by (@) and the definition of E.
Then g(V') is a Souslin subset of Y according to the characterization of absolutely
Souslin metric space mentioned in Section 2l Moreover, g(V) C D. Claim 1 yields
that g(V) is o—discrete and thus A A g(V) has a o—discrete refinement. Hence
BAg~t(g(V)) and consequently B AV has a o—discrete refinement.
Combining this assertion with we get that B A (U N H) has a o—discrete
refinement, which contradicts Claim 3. Hence the proof of Claim 4 is finished.

Claim 5. There exists a set P = {7, : s € NN} with P C HNE so that, for every
s e NN and n €N,
(1) @\s/\n % Uiel(gs) B,L' and
(ii) p(i/\sa ?/J\SAH) < 2_”SAn”'
Pick yg € H N E arbitrary. Suppose that {J, : [(s) < k — 1} are chosen for
k € N. Let a sequence t = s"n of length k be given. If we put ¢ = 2=l and
I = I(ys) in Claim 4, we obtain the required point g;. Properties (i) and (ii) are
clearly satisfied, and the proof of Claim 5 is finished. .
By condition (ii) of Claim 5 we know that P is totally bounded. Hence L = P

is a compact subset of Y. Put

1Py=J 1G,), K=g(L) and Q=g(P).

seEN<N

Claim 6. Let I C I be countable. Then K N U,c7 Ai is meager in K.
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910 JIRI SPURNY

Let I C I be countable such that UH{AnK:ie IA} is not meager in K. Since
every set A; N K is an F,—set in K, there is an index ig € I so that A;, N K has a
nonempty interior in K. Then

Bio NL= gil(Aio) nL

has a nonempty interior in L. Find s € N<N and n € N so that 7, and 7sr,, are
contained in B;,. This is possible thanks to the density of P in L and condition
(ii) in Claim 5. But this contradicts (i) in Claim 5, which concludes the proof of
Claim 6.

We are now ready to finish the proof of the theorem. Put

M=K\ ] 4.
ieI\I(P)
Then M is a Gs—set in K that contains Q).
Indeed, if y = g(¥,) for some s € N<N| then

?/J\s ¢ U B;
i€INI(Fs)
and hence also
yekK\ |J Aick\ |J 4.
1€I\1(ys) 1€I\I(P)
Thus M is a dense Gs—set in K. Since K is a Baire space, M is not meager in
K. On the other hand, if we put

N=Kn U A;
icI(P)
we obtain an F,—set in K so that M C N.

Indeed, for y € K\ UieI\I(P) A; given, there exists i € [ with y € A;. Here
we use the fact that A is a cover. Then i ¢ I\ I(P), and thus y € U;crpy 4i as
needed.

An appeal to Claim 6 gives that N is a meager set in K. Hence we have arrived
at the conclusion that M is both meager and non—meager in K, which is impossible.
This contradiction finishes the proof. O

Proposition 3.3. Let f : X — Y be a mapping of a metric space X into an
absolutely Souslin metric space Y such that f maps closed sets in X to F,—sets in
Y.

If A is a discrete family of closed sets in X, then f(A) has a o—discrete refine-
ment.

Proof. Let a discrete family A = {A; : i € I} of closed sets in X be given. Then
B = f(A) is an F,—additive family in an absolutely Souslin metric space Y. If we
verify that every partial selector set for B is o—discrete, the proof will be finished
by an application of the previous Theorem

Let S =U{{yi}:i € f}, Ic 1, be a partial selector set for B. For every i € T
find a point z; € A; with f(z;) = y;. Since T = {z; : i € f} is a discrete set in
X and f preserves F,—sets, we get that every subset of S is an F,—set. Since S is
an absolutely Souslin space, it follows from Corollary 4 in [3] that S is o—discrete.
Hence the assertion follows from Theorem [321 O
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F,~ADDITIVE FAMILIES AND THE INVARIANCE OF BOREL CLASSES 911

Lemma 3.4. Let a > 1 (respectively o > 0) and A be a family of sets in a metric
space X consisting of sets of additive (respectively multiplicative) class .

If A has a o—discrete refinement, then there exists a o—discrete refinement of A
consisting of sets of additive (respectively multiplicative) class «.

Proof. Let B be a o—discrete refinement of A. For any B € B find Ap € A with
B C Ap. Put Cp = BN Ap and C = {Cp : B € B}. It follows from the definition

of C and the equality
Ua=UsclJccl A

that C refines A. Plainly, C consists of sets of additive (respectively multiplicative)
class a, and it is quite obvious that C is o—discrete. O

Theorem 3.5. Let f : X — Y be a mapping of a metric space X into an absolutely
Souslin metric space Y such that f maps F,—sets in X to F,—sets in Y.

If F is a o—discrete family of F,—sets in X, then f(F) has a o—discrete refine-
ment consisting of Fy—sets.

Proof. Let F = {F; :i € |J,, I(n)} be a family of F,-sets in X such that F(n) =
{F; :i € I(n)} is discrete. Write F; = |J, Fj(k), where each F;(k) is a closed set
in X, and apply Proposition B3] along with Lemma B4 to families {f(F;(k)) : i €
I(n)}, k,n € N. By putting the obtained refinements together we get the desired
refinement of the family f(F). O

4. THE INVARIANCE OF BOREL CLASSES AND FIRST-CLASS SECTIONS

Since the existence of a o—discrete refinement is a sufficient tool in the proofs
of a number of selection theorems, the validity of Theorem [3.5 enables us to show
that a mapping f from a metric space X onto an absolutely Souslin metric space
Y admits a section of the first class provided f preserves F,—sets and the fibers
f~Yy), y € Y, are complete. We recall that a section of f is a mapping g : Y — X
satisfying f(g(y)) =y for all y € Y, i.e., ¢ is a selection function of the multivalued
mapping y — f~'(y), y € Y,

By combining methods of Theorem 1 in [8] and Lemma 8 in [7] we get a section
that satisfies some useful auxiliary conditions. This section is the main tool in the
proof of Theorem [4.4] on the invariance of Borel and Souslin sets.

Before the proofs we briefly recall a few definitions concerning multivalued maps.

We say that @ : Y — X is a multivalued map if ® assigns to each y € Y a set in
X. If F is a subset of X, the inverse image ® 1 (F) is defined as

P HF)={yecY: ®y)NF #0} .
If A is a family of sets in X, we write ®~1(A) for the family {®~1(A) : A € A}.

Lemma 4.1. Let ® : Y — X be a multivalued mapping with nonempty closed
values from a metric space Y to a metric space (X, p) such that
(i) @ Y(H) is an F,-set in Y for any closed H C X, and
(i) ®71(A) has a o—discrete refinement for any discrete family A of closed sets
n X.

Let F be a discrete family of closed sets in X and & > 0.

Then there exists a multivalued mapping ¥ : Y — X with nonempty closed values
such that, for everyy €Y,

(iii) diam¥(y) <e,
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912 JIRI SPURNY

(iv) for any F € F, either U(y) C F or ¥(y)NF =0,
(v) (y) C D(y),
(vi) W=Y(H) is an F,-set in Y for any closed set H in X, and
(vii) U~Y(A) has a o—discrete refinement for any discrete famzly A of closed sets

in X.

Proof. Since |JF is a closed set, we can find a sequence {Fy} of closed sets in X
such that X \UF = U2, Fi. Put F = FU{F} : k € N}.

Let H be a o-discrete covering of Y consisting of closed sets with diameter
smaller than e. Put H = HAF. It readily follows that the family H is o—discrete

and consists of closed sets with diameter smaller than . Furthermore, for every set
HeHand F € F,

(3) either HCF or HNF=0.

Thanks to the assumptions and Lemma B4, the family ®~1(H) is a cover of
Y that admits a o—discrete refinement U counsisting of F,—sets. According to [0l
Lemma 4], there exists a disjoint o—discrete cover D = {Dy : U € U } of Y such
that Dy C U, U € U, and D is F,—additive.

For every U € U find a set Hy € H so that U C ®~!(Hy). Define the mapping
U:Y — X as

\Il(y):q)(y)mHUv yEDU,UEL{.
Then, for any y € Y, ¥U(y) is a nonempty closed set in X with diam ¥(y) < e.
Obviously, ® satisfies condition (v). Thanks to @), for any F' € F the set ®(y) is

either contained in F' or does not intersect F'. Thus we have verified condition (iv).
To verify (vi), pick a closed set K in X. Then

v HE)= | vH(E)nDy
veud
= U & Y (KN Hy)N Dy
veud

is an F,-set, for the latter set is a o—discrete union of F,—sets.
It remains to check the last condition (vii). Let A be a discrete family of closed
sets in X. Then, for U € U, we have

U YA ADy =0 (AN Hy) A Dy .

The latter set has a o—discrete refinement thanks to the assumptions on . Hence
the family W=1(A) A Dy has a o-discrete refinement for every U € U. Since the
family {Dy : U € U} is a o—discrete cover of Y, the family ¥ ~!(A) has a o—discrete
refinement due to Lemma 311 (i). This concludes the proof. d

Theorem 4.2. Let ® : Y — X be a multivalued mapping with nonempty closed
values from a metric space Y to a complete metric space X such that ®~1(H) is an
F,-set inY for any closed set H C X and ®(H) has a o—discrete refinement for
any discrete family H of closed sets in X. Let F be a o—discrete family of Fy—sets
mn X.

Then there exists a selection function f : Y — X of ® so that f~Y(F) is an
F,-setinY for every F € F and f~Y(G) is an F,-set in Y for any open G C X.
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Proof. Let F = J,, Hn, where each H,, is a discrete family. For H € H,, find closed
sets Fg(n,k) so that H = U, Fu(n, k). Then Fp i = {Fu(n,k) : H € H,} is a
discrete family of closed sets for every n, k € N. Relabel these families into a single
sequence {F,}.

Fix a compatible complete metric on X, and denote & = ®. Inductive use of
Lemma, provides a sequence of mappings ®,, : Y — X such that, for everyy € Y
and n € N,

(i) ®,(y) is a nonempty closed set in X,
(ii) ®,'(H) is an F,—set in Y for every closed set H in X,

(iii) ®,'(A) has a o-discrete refinement for every discrete family A of closed
sets in X,

(iv) @n(y) C Pn-1(y),

(v) diam®,,(y) < L, and

(vi) for every F € F,, either ®,(y) C F or ®,(y) N F = 0.
Define f:Y — X as

f@) =) ®uly), yev.

Since {®,(y)} is a sequence of closed sets with diameters converging to zero and
X is complete, f is well defined. For n € N, condition (vi) implies
fTUF) =@, (F), FeF,.

n
Since the set ®,1(F) is an F,-set in Y according to condition (ii), we get that
fYF) is an F,—set for every F € F, as required.
Let G be an open subset of X. If we put

Hy={z€ X :dist(2, X \G) > —},

x| =

using condition (v) it can be easily verified that

FUG) ={yeY dist(f(y). X\G) >0t =] |J @' (H).

k=1 n=k+1

Thus f~(G) is an F,-set in Y according to condition (ii). O

Theorem 4.3. Let Y be an absolutely Souslin metric space, X be a metric space
and f: X — Y be a surjective mapping such that f maps F,—sets in X to F,—sets
in'Y and the fiber f~1(y) is complete for each y € Y. Let F be a o-discrete family
of Fy—sets in X.

Then there eists a section g:Y — X of f such that g~ *(F) is an F,-set in Y’
for every F € F and g~ (G) is an F,—set for every open set G in X.

Proof. Let X be the completion of the metric space X. Then each fiber f~1(y),
y €Y is a closed set in X. We define a multivalued map ® : ¥ — X as ®(y) =
fY(y), y € Y. If F is a closed set in X, then

ONF)={yeY: dy)NF+0}=fFNX)

isan F,-setin Y.
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Furthermore, let A be a discrete family of closed sets in X. Then AAX is a
discrete family of closed sets in X. According to Theorem 3.5 the family

O A) = (AN X) = f(AAX)

has a o—discrete refinement. Thus the conclusion follows by the previous Theo-
rem 2. O

Theorem 4.4. Let X be a metric space, Y be an absolutely Souslin metric space
and f: X — Y be a surjective mapping such that f maps F,—sets in X to F,—sets
in'Y and the fiber f~(y) is complete for each y €Y.
Let a > 1 be a countable ordinal. If B is a subset of Y such that f~1(B) is a
set of additive, or multiplicative, class a in X, then B is of the same class in Y .
Similarly, if f~1(B) is a Souslin set in X, then B is a Souslin set in Y.

Proof. Let a > 1 and B be a subset of Y such that A = f~!(B) is of multiplicative
class o in X. Since the case a = 1 is obvious, we will assume that a > 2. It easily
follows by transfinite induction that there exists a countable family H of F,—sets
in X such that A € M, (H).

Use Theorem E3] to find a section g of f, g : Y — X, such that ¢g~!(H) is an
F,—set in Y for every H € H. It is easy to check by transfinite induction that
g HA) € Mu(g7H(H)) € My (Y). Since g~ *(A) = g~ 1(f~1(B)) = B, we obtain
the required conclusion.

The case when f~!(B) is of additive class o, a > 2, can be deduced from the
previous argument by taking the complement of B.

The case when f~!(B) is a Souslin set in X can be treated similarly. Indeed,
find a family H = {F,}sen<n of closed sets in X such that f~*(B) = U,e1 N, Fotn-
As above choose a selection function g : Y — X so that g~ 1(F}) is an F,-set in V'
for every s € N<N. Then B = UseiMNn g~ Y(Fyyn), which proves that B is a Souslin
subset of Y. O
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