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FUNDAMENTAL GROUPS AND DESCRIPTIVE SET THEORY

FANXIN WU

ABsTrRACT. We study the homotopy of loops in a fixed path-connected Polish
space from a descriptive set-theoretic viewpoint. We show that many analytic
equivalence relations arise this way, and many do not. We also study the “free
group” over an equivalence relation.

0. INTRODUCTION

Descriptive set theory provides explanations to many phenomena in mathemat-
ics: why certain characterization problems are difficult [I], why certain classification
problems are difficult [15] [TT], 21} [16], and why certain constructions cannot be made
uniform [23]. In this paper we explore the possibility of using descriptive set theory
to explain why the fundamental groups of certain spaces are hard to describe.

Let E be the Hawaiian earring space. Its fundamental group is uncountable, and
often considered too wild to describe explicitly. However, there does in fact exist a
fairly concrete description of 7(E) as a certain subgroup of an inverse limit of free
groups [I7]. Translating this result into the language of equivalence relations, we
see that the homotopy relation on the loop space of E is smooth. This motivates
us to study the Borel complexity of homotopy relation on the loop space QX for a
general path-connected Polish space X, which in some sense measures how hard it
is to describe the fundamental group 7 (X).

Our notations are mostly standard. For general background on descriptive set
theory we refer to [I4] [11]. The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 1
we define the main object of interest, and discuss the example of the earring space
E. Section 2 contains limiting results on which analytic equivalence relations can be
realized as homotopy of loops. Section 3 defines an operation E — F'(E) on analytic
equivalence relations, and shows that F(E) can always be realized as homotopy,
building on a similar result of Becker concerning path-components. Section 4 gives
some examples of E that are bireducible with F(E).
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1. HOMOTOPY OF LOOPS

Suppose X is Polish and path-connected. Fix any basepoint o € X and consider

the loop space
QX ={feC([0,1],X) : f(0) = f(1) = 20},

which is closed in C([0,1], X) and thus Polish. We consider the homotopy re-
lation ~x on QX, namely two loops f,g are homotopic if and only if there ex-
ists a continuous F' : [0,1] x [0,1] — X such that F'(-,0) = f, F(-,1) = g, and
f(0,t) = f(1,t) = xo. Clearly this is an analytic equivalence relation, and the
quotient set is the fundamental group m(X). The usual proof that m(X) does not
depend on basepoint shows that the Borel complexity of ~x does not depend on
basepoint either.

It seems the first and only published result concerning ~ x is due to Shelah [19].

Theorem (Shelah). Suppose X is a compact Polish space that is path-connected
and locally path-connected. If X is semi-locally simply-connected (slsc), then m(X)
is finitely generated; if X is not slsc, then QX has a perfect set of non-homotopic
loops.

Note that if m(X) is finitely generated then in particular it is countable, so
~x has countably many classes. In the terminology of Borel reducibility, Shelah’s
theorem implies that for X as above, either ~x <p id(w) or id(“2) C.~x (compare
with Burgess trichotomy).

The first alternative in Shelah’s theorem has been strengthened [5[7]: if X is slsc
then 7(X) is in fact finitely presented. The proof of the second alternative roughly
proceeds as follows: if X is not slsc, then around some point there are smaller and
smaller non-trivial loops, so X locally looks like the Hawaiian earring space E, and
one can explicitly construct many non-homotopic loops.

The Hawaiian earring space E is the union of the circles (z — )% + ¢ = (1)2
for n > 1, and is a standard example of a space that is not slsc. An alternative
definition is as follows. Let E,, = \/, ., S* be the wedge sum of n circles, so E, 41
naturally maps onto E,, by collapsing the n + 1-th circle to the base point. E can
be identified with the inverse limit 1'mn E,.

The “earring group” m(E) is often considered exotic, but nevertheless admits
the following concrete description. Universal property of inverse limit gives rise
to a natural map ¢ : 7(E) — lim 7 (E,) = fm F,, where F, is the free group
on n generators {gi,...,gn}, and the map from F, 11 to F,, simply deletes all
appearances of g, 11 and reduces the word. Using nontrivial results from continuum
theory and shape theory, it can be shown that ¢ is injective [I7]; see also [4]. This
is a special case of the more general phenomenon of shape injectivity. Moreover,
the image of ¢ is quite simple: it is the subset of limn F, consisting of all infinite
sequences (w, : n < 00) of reduced words in the g,’s such that for each k, the
number of times g appears in w, is eventually constant as n — oo (note that it is
non-decreasing).

In descriptive set-theoretic terms, the above discussion shows that ~p is not only
smooth, but faithfully smooth. The following definition is taken from Gao [11].

Definition 1.1. Let X,Y be standard Borel spaces and F, F' be equivalence re-
lations on X,Y, respectively. A Borel reduction f : X — Y is faithful if for any
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E-invariant Borel A C X, the F-saturation of f(A) is Borel. F is faithfully smooth
if there exists a faithful Borel reduction to idz for some Polish space Z.

Proposition 1.2. Let X be a standard Borel space and E be an equivalence relation
on E.

(i) A Borel reduction f : X — R of E to idy is faithful if and only if f(X) is
Borel.

(ii) If E is faithfully smooth, then every reduction of E to some idy is faithful.

Proof. (i) The forward direction is clear. If f(X) is Borel and A C X is E-invariant,
then f(X) is the disjoint union of f(A) and f(X \ A), both analytic, so by Suslin’s
theorem f(A) is Borel.

(ii) Suppose f is a faithful reduction of E to idy and ¢ is a reduction of E to
some idz. There is a natural map h : Y O f(X) — Z sending f(z) to g(x), so
ho f =g. Note that h is Borel: if B C Z is Borel and y = f(z), then h(y) € B iff
g(z) € B, which shows h=1(B) is Borel. Clearly h is injective, so g(X) = h(f(X))
is Borel. (]

Proposition 1.3. ~p is faithfully smooth.

Proof. Let 1, be the natural map from QE to w(E,) = F,; each fiber is analytic,
and thus Borel since F,, is countable. Let @ be the induced map from QE to the
Polish space mn F,. As mentioned above, the induced map ¢ : n(E) — mn F,
is injective, and the image consists of those sequences (..., ws, wa,w;) of coherent
reduced words satisfying the following: for each k, the number of times g; appears
in w, is eventually constant as n — oo. This shows Im(¢) is II3, in particular
Borel. Thus ¢ is a faithful reduction by Proposition [T.2} O

More generally, ~x is smooth whenever shape injectivity holds, e.g., when X
is one-dimensional [§] or planar [I0], in which case ~x is faithfully smooth if and
only if the shape image is Borel.

2. OBSTRUCTION

In the next section we show that a rich class of analytic equivalence relations
can be realized as ~yx for suitable X. Here we show that there are also analytic
equivalence relations that cannot be realized this way.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose X is a standard Borel space and E is an analytic equivalence
relation on X with at least two equivalence classes, such that for any two Borel
reductions hy, he of E to itself there is x € X for which hqi(x)Eha(z), then E is
not Borel bireducible with ~vy for any path-connected Polish space Y .

Proof. We prove the contrapositive. Suppose E and ~y are bireducible as witnessed
by f: X - QY and g : QY — X. Since E has at least two classes, so does ~y. For
each p € Y, the map h, : X — X, .+ g(p- f(x)) is a self-reduction of E, where
p - f(z) denotes concatenation in QY. Clearly —h,, (x)Ehy, (x) for non-homotopic

b1, p2- O

Corollary 2.2. If E is an analytic equivalence relation on a standard Borel space
X with exactly one non-Borel class, then E is not Borel bireducible with ~vy for
any path-connected Polish space Y .

Proof. Any self-reduction of E must send the unique non-Borel class to itself. [
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The standard analytic equivalence relation with exactly one non-Borel class is
idy, . It is the analytic equivalence relation on LO, the Polish space of countable lin-
ear orders, where two linear orders are equivalent if either they are both ill-founded
or they are isomorphic. This example is a bit artificial, since for general analytic
equivalence relations (as opposed to Borel or orbit equivalence relations) one often
consider the more general notion of A} reduction, and it is not unreasonable to
expect id,, to be Al bireducible with ~y for some Y.

Let idg Llid,,, be the disjoint union of idg and id,,, defined on RLILO. We show
that idr LIid,,, is not bireducible with any ~y in any reasonable sense: Borel, A%,
projective, etc., at least assuming some large cardinal.

Proposition 2.3. If all subsets of R are Lebesgue measurable, then RUw, does not
admit a group structure, so idg Uid,, @s not bireducible with any ~vy. In particular
this is true in L(R) under large cardinals.

Proof. Tt is well known that “all subsets of R are Lebesgue measurable” implies
there is no injection between R and w;, which implies R Ll wy is not a group by a
standard argument; see [I3]. For completeness we include the proof. Suppose for
contradiction that (RU w1, ") is a group. Then for any r € R there exists an « such
that r -« € wy, since otherwise a — 7 - @ is an injection of wy into R. Then we can
define an injection from R into wy X wq, and thus into wy, by sending r to (o, r - @)
where « is the least such that - a € wq; this is an injection because of cancelltion
law.

If idg U id,,, were bireducible with ~y, then by Cantor-Bernstein there would
be a bijection between the quotient sets, namely R U w; and 7(Y’), which makes
R Uw; a group, a contradiction. ([l

Simon Thomas has pointed out a ZFC example of a countable Borel equivalence
relation F with an ergodic measure, such that for any self reduction f of E, we have
f(xz)Ex on a measure one set; in particular Lemma applies. See [12], Theorem
4.2], |20, Lemma 3.4] and [22], Theorem 4.4].

3. REALIZATION

To realize analytic equivalence relations as homotopy, we first recall a result of
Becker: any analytic equivalence relation can be realized as the path-connectedness
relation on a Polish space, in fact a compact subset of R3. This is stated as [2|
Theorem 4.1] with hints on the proof. Below we present a somewhat more detailed
proof since our main construction is based on Becker’s.

If X is a Polish space, then the collection K(X) of compact subsets of X is also
a Polish space under Hausdorff distance, or equivalently under Vietoris topology.
The following facts are standard.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be Polish.

(i) If F C K(X) is compact then |JF is compact.

(ii) If Z is compact and f : Z — K(X) is continuous, then |J,c,{z} x f(2) is
compact.

Theorem 3.2 (Becker). If E is any analytic equivalence relation on the middle-
third Cantor set C, then there is a compact subset K C R3 such that the path-
connectedness relation on K is Borel bireducible with E.
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Proof. We identify C with “2. Theorems 33.17 and 37.11 of [I4] describe a con-
tinuous map sending a nonempty tree T C <“w to a compact K7 C R? with the
following properties:
(1) K is a nonempty compact subset of [0,1] x [0, 1];
(2) Kt has at most two path-connected components, represented by the points
(0,1) and (0, 0) respectively;
(3) Kr is path-connected if and only if 7" has a branch.

Figure [I] shows the initial steps of the construction of Kr for a typical T. It is
copied from [14, Figure 33.7], except that the left segment p is deleted. The idea is
that for each s € T, we add a zig-zag version of topologist’s sine curve starting at
rs, accumulating on the vertical segment [,.

For cg,c1 € “2, let ¢9 @ c1 be the string with ¢y on even digits and ¢; on odd
digits. Also define p,q : “2 — “2 by p(c)(n) = ¢(2n) and ¢(c)(n) = ¢(2n + 1). By
the identification we may view these as maps on C. Let A = {co ® ¢;1 : c9Eecy}, so
ce€ Aep(c)Eq(c).

Since A is analytic, there is a tree T on 2 X w such that ¢ € A & T, has a
branch. Let Ko be ..o K1, X {c}. Since the maps ¢ +— T, and T+ Kt are both
continuous, Ky is compact by Lemma [3.I] We have

¢ € A& T, has a branch < (0,0, ¢) and (0, 1, ¢) are path-connected in K.
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FIGURE 2

For c € C let ¢ = (—0.5 —¢,0.5,0), and let C" = {¢’ : ¢ € C}. Add segments
connecting each (0,0,¢) to p(c)’, and call these type I segments; similarly add
segments connecting each (0,1, ¢) to ¢(c)’, and call these type II segments. Finally
let K be the union of Ky and these segments, as shown in Figure [2] where we use
dashed lines to indicate Cantor sets. Again it can be checked to be compact by
Lemma 3.7

Note that different type I/II segments (such as the two shown in Figure [2)) do
not intersect, except possibly at their common endpoint on C’. If the segments
have different types this is because they are on different sides of the plane y = 0.5;
if they have the same type then this is because C’ and (0,0) x C lie in skew lines,
similarly for (0,1) x C.

This finishes the construction of K. We now want to show that ~ g is bireducible
with E. To this end we argue that:

(1) for cg,c1 € C, coEcy if and only if ¢} is path-connected to ¢} in K;

(2) there is a Borel map sending each z € K to some point in C’ in the same
path-connected component.

Note that without (2), all we can conclude is that E is isomorphic to a complete
section of ~ g, which may have lower Borel complexity than ~y in general.

The following claim allows us in the proof of (1) to pretend that only finitely
many type I/II segments are present.

Claim 3.3. Divide each type I/II segment evenly into three parts. If f :[0,1] —» K
is continuous, then its image can only intersect the middle third of finitely many
type I/II segments.
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Proof. f 0 < s <t <1 and f(s), f(t) belong to two different type I/II segments,
then there must exist r € [s,t] where f(r) is either in C’ or in Ky. Now suppose
there is a sequence (s; : 4 < w) such that f(s;), ¢ < w belong to the middle third
of different segments; using the compactness of [0, 1] and passing to a subsequence,
we may assume (s; : ¢ < w) has a limit s. Then clearly f is discontinous at s, a
contradiction. O

We can now finish the proof by showing (1) and (2).

(1) The forward direction is clear from construction. For the backward direction,
suppose f : [0,1] — K is a path connecting ¢, with ¢}. By the claim it only reachs
the middle third of finitely many segments of type I/IL. For a type I segment, say
from p(c)’ to (0,0,c), we define a continuous surjective map from the segment to
itself as follows: contracts the first third onto p(c)’ and the last third onto (0, 0, ¢),
and uniformly stretch the middle third. Also define a similar map on each type II
segment. Putting these maps together we have a map ¢ : K — K. Then o f is
still a path connecting ¢{ with ¢, and it touches the interior of only finitely many
type I/1I segments. Then the path touches only finitely many ¢’, which must clearly
be E-related.

(2) K consists of three kinds of points: C’, the interior points of type I/II seg-
ments, and Ko = (J.ce K1, X {c}. We define a map that sends each x € K to some
¢ € C’' in the same path-component as follows. If x € C’ then send it to itself. If
x is an interior point of a segment of either type, send it to the endpoint of that
segment on C’. Now suppose x € K. x {c}; referencing Figure [1} if  is on the
bottom side [ or on one of the vertical segments [, send it to p(c)’; otherwise, x
is on the “zigzag” part and we send it to ¢(c)’. This is easily seen to be a Borel
map. ([l

In contrast to the situation in R?, the path-connectedness relation on a Polish
X C R? is either smooth or hyperfinite [24].

We now define, from an analytic equivalence relation F on a Polish space X,
a new analytic equivalence relation F(E) on the free group F(X), and show that
F(E) can be realized by homotopy of loops. The definition of F(E) is inspired by
the proof of [2, Corollary 4.2].

Let W(X) = ~“(X x {=1,1}) be the Polish space of all words in X, viewed
as the disjoint union of the Polish spaces "(X x {—1,1}). For ease of notation, if
x € X then denote (z,1) by x and (z,—1) by 27!, Let F(X) C W(X) be the
free group on X, namely the subset consisting of all reduced words. Clearly F'(X)
is open in W(X) and hence Polish, but we are not claiming it is a Polish group,
although the group operation can be seen to be Borel using a case-by-case analysis.

Let Ng be the normal subgroup of F(X) generated by {z~ 'y : z,y € X, xEy}.

Definition 3.4. F(FE) is the coset equivalence relation on F(X) with respective to
Ng.

Namely, uF(E)v < uNg = vNg < u~tv € Ng for u,v € F(X). Since F(X) is
a Borel group and Ng is clearly analytic, so is F(E). The quotient F(X)/F(E) is
naturally identified with the free group on X/FE, so we have the suggestive formula
F(X)/F(E)~ F(X/E).

Theorem 3.5. For any analytic equivalence relation E on C, there is a compact
path-connected L C R® such that ~, is bireducible with F(E).
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Proof. We first construct such an L in R®. Let K C R3 be as in Becker’s theorem,
so the path-connectedness relation on K is bireducible with E. A natural option
is K x S, but there are several issues: this is not path-connected; it has more
nontrivial loops than intended; if coFEc; then the corresponding loops are only free-
homotopic and not homotopic. These can be solved by attaching a cone on K to
K x St. To be concrete, we first choose a base point of S!, say a = (1,0). Consider
K x S x {0} in R®, and for each € K add the segment between (z,a,0) and
b:=(0,0,0,0,0,1). Let L be the union of K x S* x {0} and these segments, with
b as the natural basepoint. Since every point in K x S! x {0} is path-connected
to some point in K x {a} x {0}, which is in turn path-connected to b, the set L is
path-connected, and easily seen to be compact. Note that the cone also makes all
loops in K null-homotopic.

This finishes the definition of L. It is not hard to see that K has covering
dimension 1, and that L has covering dimension 2. Therefore L embeds into R,
cf. [18, Theorem 50.5]. It remains to show that ~, is bireducible with F(E).

For each ¢ € C, let g. be the natural loop in L starting at b, then goes to (¢, a, 0),
traverse the circle {¢’} x S* x {0} once (in a fixed orientation) and goes back to b.
Because of the cone added on K, if coEc; then g., and g., are homotopic. To show
that ~, is bireducible with F'(E), it suffices to show that:

(1) there is a Borel map sending an arbitrary loop in QL to a concatenation of
powers of finitely many g.’s, so in particular the g.’s generate m(L);

(2) if ¢, -+ , ¢, are mutually E-unrelated, then g, ..., g., generate a free group
in w(L).

The arguments are elementary, albeit cumbersome, so we will omit some details.
The groupoid version of Seifert-Van Kampen theorem [3] can be used to give a
conceptually clearer proof of (2). For brevity let CK denote the cone on K, namely
the union of K x {a} x {0} and the part of L with positive last coordinate.

(1) Suppose f : [0,1] — L is continuous and f(0) = f(1) = b. The set f~1(L\
CK) is open, hence a countable disjoint union of open intervals. On the closure
[s0, s1] of each of these intervals, f can be identified with the product of two maps
g [s0,81] = K and h : [sg, s1] — S', where h(sg) = h(s1) = a. Note that h is null-
homotopic unless it touches the “left half” of S, which can happen only for finitely
many intervals [so, s1] by an argument similar to Claim[3.3] Thus after a homotopy
that “collapses the left half of S'”, we can make h constantly a (so f has image
in K x {a} x {0}) on all but finitely many intervals. On each of the exceptional
interval [sg, 1], we first “slide g and h apart”, more precisely we homotope g to be
constantly x := g(so) on the first half and h to be constantly a on the second half.
Then on the first half we homotope f to be the segment from f(sg) to b followed
by suitable power of g., and then followed by the segment from b to f (%)7 here
¢ € C is the canonical point (see the proof of Theorem such that ¢ and z lie
in the same path-component of K.

To summarize, we have homotoped f so that there are finitely many intervals
on which f is a power of some g., and on the complement intervals f has image
in CK. Now on each complement interval we “push up” f to the basepoint b, and
then shrink the interval to a point; the result is a concatenation of powers of finitely
many g.’s as desired.

(2) Suppose towards a contradiction that f is a concatenation of nonzero pow-
ers of ¢ey,- .-, 9c, Where ¢;’s are mutually non-equivalent, and H is an homotopy
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between f and the constant map at b. Again by an argument similar to Claim [3.3]
Im(H) can intersect only finitely many path-components of K x S* x {a}, and each
intersection is closed. So there are finitely many path-components Py, ..., P, of K
and compact subsets K; C P; such that Im(H) C CK U{J;_, K; x S* x {0} =: L/;
we may assume each ¢ is contained in some P;. We have that f is null-homotopic
in L.

Consider the quotient map 7 on L’ that collapses K; to a point, and thus K; x S*
to a circle, and also collapses C'K to a point. Since K; are disjoint compact subsets,
the quotient space can be seen to be a wedge sum of m circles, whose fundamental
group is free on m generators. Moreover, 7 sends each g., to a generator, and thus
it sends f to a nontrivial element, contradicting that f is null-homotopic in L'. O

Thus to show that an equivalence relation E is Borel bireducible with some ~ x,
it suffices if F is Borel bireducible with F(E). We give such examples in the next
section.

Question 3.6. Can the set L in Theorem be a compact subset of R? or R*?
Can it be locally connected?

If L is compact, then by Hahn—Mazurkiewicz Theorem, being locally connected
is the same as being locally path-connected. Note that the approach via Becker’s
Theorem does not seem to work.

Proposition 3.7. If X is a locally path-connected Polish space, then it has at most
countably many path-components. Thus the path-connectedness relation on X is
smooth.

Proof. Otherwise, there exists an uncountable set A of points that belong to differ-
ent path-components. Since X is second countable, A has an accumulation point
in itself, namely there is x € A such that any neighborhood of x contains infinitely
many other y € A. But x also has a path-connected neighborhood, a contradic-
tion. U

4. EXAMPLES

Let E be an analytic equivalence relation on X. We first establish some basic
properties of the operation F +— F(FE).

Lemma 4.1. EC. F(E).
Proof. Send an x € X to the word z. O

Let F/(X) C F(X) consist of words without subword of form zy~! or 271y
where 2 Ey. Denote the restriction of F(F) to F'(X) by F'(E)

Lemma 4.2. If E is Borel then so are F'(X) and F(E). Moreover, F'(E) is
bireducible with F(E).

Proof. Clearly F'(X) and F'(FE) are Borel: two words in F’(X) are equivalent just
in case they have the same length and are pointwise equivalent. Also, F’(X) is an
F(E)-complete section, and there is a Borel map from F(X) to F'(X) that sends a
word to another word in the same F(F)-class: if there exist subwords like zy~! or
x~ 'y where 2Ey, just delete the leftmost one, and repeat this until there is none.

This shows bireducibility, and in particular F'(E) is Borel. O
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Lemma 4.3. For each of the following properties, if E has it then so does F'(E).
(i) smooth; (ii) hyperfinite; (iii) countable; (iv) hypersmooth.

Proof. Consider F' = | |, (Ex2)", which can be viewed as an equivalence relation
on W(X). Then F(E) restricted to F'(X) coincides with F' restricted to F'(X).
Clearly if E has one of these properties then so does F', and these properties are
hereditary. |

Theorem 4.4. For each of the following analytic equivalence relation E, there
erists a path-connected Polish space X such that E is Borel bireducible with ~x.
(i) Eo; (i) Ex; (i4i) E1; (iv) the universal analytic equivalence relation.

Proof. (i) F(Ej) is essentially hyperfinite by Lemma[4.3]and non-smooth by Lemma
It is well-known that Ej is up to Borel bireducibility the unique non-smooth
hyperfinite equivalence relation.
(ii) F(E) is essentially countable by Lemma[d.3]and above Es by Lemma [£.1]
The arguments for (iii) and (iv) are similar. O

Theorem 4.5. There exists a path-connected Polish space X such that ~x 1is
smooth but not faithfully smooth.

Proof. Take E to be a smooth but not faithfully smooth equivalence relation; for
example, consider a closed F C A2 whose projection onto A is non-Borel, and
define an equivalence relation F on F by (x,y)E(z',y’) & = = /. Since E C,
F(FE), in particular E faithfully reduces to F(FE), so F(E) cannot be faithfully
smooth, because faithful reductions are closed under composition. O

Finally we discuss the complexity of ~x for some well-known spaces. The har-
monic archipelago, denoted HA, is obtained from the disk (z — 1)2 + 3% < 1 as
follows: for each n > 1, replace a disk between the n-th circle and the n + 1-th
circle of the earring E by the cone on the boundary of that disk with unit height
(imagine that we push up the disk to form a hill).

Recall that 7(E) is isomorphic to a Borel subgroup of the Polish group hm F,
where F,, = (g1,...,9n) is the free group on n generators; we identify them from
now on. We also identify g,, with the sequence (..., gn,gn,1,...,1). Now E is a
subspace of HA, and it is not hard to see that every loop in HA is homotopic to one
in E, so the natural map 60 : 7(E) — w(HA) is surjective. Its kernel is characterized
by [9, Theorem 7]:

Theorem. A sequence (w, : n < w) € w(E) belongs to ker(0) if and only if there
exists N such that for every n > N, if we replace each occurrence of g;, i < N
in wy by gn, the resulting (possibly non-reduced) word is equivalent to the empty
word.

Intuitively, the hills make all the g,’s homotopic, but each particular homotopy
can only use finitely many hills.

Theorem 4.6. (i) ~yy is Borel.
(1) E1 Borel reduces to ~yy .

Proof. (i) Since two loops f, g € QFE are homotopic in HA if and only if [f] ker(0) =
[g] ker(0) if and only if [f~1 - g] € ker(6), it suffices to show that ker(f) is a Borel
subset of w(E). This is clear from the above theorem, since each F,, is countable
discrete.
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(ii) Fix a partition of the positive integers into infinitely many infinite sets
AP, p < w. Let ap,b, be the first two elements of AP. The map sending each
ce€¥2to{c | n:n<wle P(¥2) is continuous and its range is an almost
disjoint family; for each p we can translate this to a continuous almost disjoint
family on AP, denoted {AP : ¢ € “2}. Let f? be the loop that traverses each circle
(z — )2 4+ y? = (1)? counterclockwise once for n € AP.

Define a map 7 : “(“2) — QHA that sends (¢; : ¢ < w) to the infinite concate-

nation of the loops g’pgapgl;l( fp)*l, 1 < p < w. If two sequences ¢, € ¥(¥2)

are F-related, then since g, g, ! is null-homotopic, 77(¢;) and 7(é) are homotopic.
Conversely, if &1, € “(¥2) are Ej-unrelated, their images can be seen to be non-
homotopic by the above theorem. O

The Griffiths space GS, also known as the twin cone, is obtained by taking two
copies of the cone over E and identifying their basepoints. By similar arguments,
~gs can be shown to be Borel and above F;. The fundamental groups of HA
and GS have recently been shown to be isomorphic [6], answering a long-standing
question in the area. However, the proof involves a transfinite induction of length
continuum and lots of arbitrary choices, and thus is highly non-constructive.

Question 4.7. Are ~p, and ~gs Borel bireducible?
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