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foreword

This volume gathers the areas of graduate mathematics in four hun-
dred and fifty-five articles, arranged in eighty-six chapters. It addresses the
student who has crossed the sixteen parts of Foundations and now begins
to deepen that knowledge: previously acquired structures become powerful
enough to express profound patterns.

The thesis of the Articulated Course in Mathematics is that mathematics
is the generative grammar by which reality composes itself. If Foundations
taught that grammar (groups, vector spaces, distances, measure), this volume
is the moment when the syntax grows rich enough to formulate complex sen-
tences. Baire’s theorem shows that a complete space possesses a solidity no
countable accumulation can erode: completeness is a lever that turns point-
wise arguments into uniform results. General topology retains from a metric
space what persists once the distance is forgotten, as a sculptor retains from
a block only the form. Galois theory reveals the hidden symmetries of alge-
braic equations. Distributions give meaning to derivatives of functions that
possess none in the classical sense. At this level, the seven recurring themes of
the collection (duality, symmetry, local-global, approximation, linearization,
quotient, functoriality) are no longer intuitions: they are tools of proof.

The architecture remains that of the entire collection: the article is the
fundamental unit. Each article isolates one idea and develops it in two
hundred and fifty to eight hundred words. The same quotient construction
that creates Z/nZ in arithmetic creates the quotient topology in geometry
and the space Lp in analysis. The same approximation principle that governs
Cauchy sequences governs simple functions in measure theory. To recognize
these echoes from one domain to another is to pass from knowledge of the
parts to a vision of the whole.

Reading is the first gesture. But understanding mathematics requires
practicing it, and this volume accompanies every chapter with a program of
exercises designed so that the reader is never left stranded. After each article,
short practice exercises put the idea just presented into immediate practice.



vi Foreword

At the end of each chapter, studies in methods teach the fundamental tech-
niques – computing a spectrum, writing a weak formulation, the Galerkin
method, the Lax-Milgram theorem, Céa’s lemma, solving a Riemann prob-
lem, entropy conditions, computing curvature, the Jacobi equation – each
introduced by a lesson, then applied step by step. A recap gathers these
methods onto a single page. Finally, guided expeditions lead the reader,
in stages, toward results and research questions: the Einstein equations, the
Riemann hypothesis, the Furstenberg-Szemerédi theorem, Connes’ noncom-
mutative geometry, the Navier-Stokes Millennium Problem, the pinched
sphere theorem, Calabi-Yau geometry. The reports distinguish solved steps,
results stated without proof, and open questions. Solutions are printed upside
down at the foot of each exercise: the reader can attempt the exercise without
seeing the answer, then consult it by turning the book over.

Each chapter closes with a Further Reading box pointing to the original
literature and standard references: Banach, Brezis, Rudin for functional
analysis, Lang and Bourbaki for algebra, Hatcher and Lee for topology and
manifolds, Hartshorne and Shafarevich for algebraic geometry. Half a page
of brief annotations: these are not exhaustive bibliographies but signposts
toward the natural continuation of each subject.

The ten companion objects of the collection continue their journey. The
circle S1 is now a smooth manifold and a Lie group; Z is a Euclidean
domain whose ideals containing nZ index the subgroups of Z/nZ; Q(

√
2)

is a number field whose Galois group is Z/2Z; the torus T2 is the quotient
R2/Z2, the natural setting for Fourier analysis. These objects, glimpsed in
the Elements, formalized at undergraduate level, serve here as laboratories
where each new theory is tested.

The volume is organized in twenty-five parts. Functional analysis, mea-
sure, probability and statistics prepare differential equations, dynamical
systems and Fourier analysis. Complex analysis, algebra and geometry lead
to numerical methods, then to the chapters on working practices and ex-
ercises. The last three parts open toward advanced algebraic structures, ge-
ometry and topology, then advanced analysis, probability and arithmetic.
It assumes mastery of the undergraduate content covered by the preceding
volume. It prepares the reader for the two research volumes that follow: Cor-
respondences, which leads from class field theory to the Langlands program,
and Mathematical Physics, from symmetries to strings.



Foreword vii

The mathematical conventions follow those of the French reference and
the preceding volumes. English interval notation and decimal points are
used. Conventions specific to a subject are stated where they first occur; the
notation table also records the local conventions for Hermitian inner prod-
ucts.

Further reading has been adapted where verified English editions or
resources serve the same purpose. Original sources and historical attributions
are retained; section references concern the editions cited.

The student who opens this volume no longer seeks to learn mathematics:
the student seeks to understand it. The difference is considerable. To under-
stand is to see why a theorem is true, not merely that it is; to feel the necessity
of a definition, not merely memorize it; to perceive, behind the diversity of
domains, the unity of a grammar. This volume is designed to accompany
that passage.



viii

to the reader

This course articulates in five volumes the grammar by which reality com-
poses itself: over thirteen hundred articles of mathematics, from the first
whole number to the Langlands correspondence and from the brachis-
tochrone to the amplituhedron. The undertaking is vast. The author does
not claim it is without flaws; he asserts it is sincere.

Each article develops a single idea, from its motivation to its interpreta-
tion. Definitions are framed. Results (propositions, theorems) are marked
by a bold label; in volumes 2 and 3, major theorems are further framed
in red. Proofs are present where they illuminate, sketched where full rigor
would have obscured the point, and stated without proof when their diffi-
culty exceeds the article’s scope. The text distinguishes these three cases.

Ten mathematical objects run through the collection as recurring exam-
ples: the circle S1, the integers Z, the extension Q(

√
2), the elliptic curve

y2 = x3 – x, the group GL2, the function ζ(s), the space L2, the ring
K[X], the symmetric group S3, and the torus T2. From trigonometric
computation to the Langlands dual group, from the harmonic oscillator to
Montonen-Olive duality, each of these objects reappears at every level with
renewed depth. When one manifests itself, the text signals it.

The figures, numbering more than eight hundred, have been drawn
with the care that a pocket format demands: every line has a reason for
being, every label is clear of every curve, and the palette is limited to four
colors. They do not replace proof; they precede it. The reader who looks at
the figure before reading the theorem will often understand the statement
before having read a word of it.

In volumes I–III, each chapter extends into graded exercises (practice
exercises, method studies, expeditions), whose detailed solutions are printed
upside down at the foot of each exercise: the reader may attempt the exercise
without seeing the answer, then read it by turning the book around.Whoever
engages with them will find a teacher, never an examiner.



To the Reader ix

The reader may follow the linear path or take the cross-volume passages.
Volumes I through III form a continuous progression from secondary school
to the master’s level. Volume IV ascends toward the Langlands program;
Volume V, toward mathematical physics. Both assume Volume III but may
be read independently of each other.

Further reading points to English editions where these can be identified,
or to verified English alternatives with the same purpose. Historical attribu-
tions are retained; works available only in another language are identified
as such. These readings extend the course rather than form part of its pre-
requisites.
Every error reported is an error corrected.
wdf@clementinium.com
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note on the levels

The five volumes follow a progression from the first mathematical objects to
questions of research:

• Elements (I): secondary-school mathematics, from arithmetic to the first
proofs.

• Foundations (II): the foundations of university mathematics.

• Graduate Mathematics (III): deeper study and preparation for research.

• Correspondences (IV): the research level, from class field theory to the
Langlands program.

• Mathematical Physics (V): the research level, from symmetries to strings.

These levels guide the reader without imposing an academic timetable. Parts
and chapters mark the stages of the journey; the pace depends on the reader’s
background and the questions they wish to explore.
Volumes I, II, and III successively build the prerequisites for the next volume.
Readers may enter at the level for which they have the necessary background.
Volumes IV and V share the foundation of Graduate Mathematics and
may be read independently of each other. The bridges at the beginning of
each volume explain the change in perspective.
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notations

N natural numbers
Z integers
Q rational numbers
R real numbers
C complex numbers
∈ belongs to
⊆ contained in
∪, ∩, ∅ union, intersection, empty set
P(E) power set of E
A \ B set difference
t disjoint union
∀, ∃ for all, there exists
⇒,⇔ implies, is equivalent to
|x| absolute value of x√
x square root of x

6, > less than or equal to, greater than or equal to
π ratio of circumference to diameter
∞ infinity
sin, cos, tan trigonometric functions
ln, exp natural logarithm, exponential
f′(x) derivative of f at x∫ b
a f(x) dx integral of f from a to b∑
,
∏

sum, product
n!,

(n
k

)
factorial, binomial coefficient

i imaginary unit, i2 = –1
z̄, |z|, arg(z) conjugate, modulus, argument
Re(z), Im(z) real part, imaginary part
→ tends to
x 7→ f(x) the map sending x to f(x)
u⃗ vector u
f ◦ g composition of f and g
‖x‖ norm of x



xii Notations

〈x, y〉 inner product of x and y
dimV dimension of a vector space V
ker f, im f kernel, image of a linear map
detA determinant of a matrix A
AT transpose of A
GLn , SLn , On general linear, special linear, orthogonal groups
a ≡ b (mod n) congruence modulo n
∼=, ' isomorphic to, equivalent to
⊕, ⊗ direct sum, tensor product
lim limit
sup, inf supremum, infimum
lim sup, lim inf limit superior, limit inferior
O(·), o(·), ∼ Landau notation, asymptotic equivalence
d
dx

,
∂

∂x
ordinary derivative, partial derivative

∇f gradient of f
A closure of A
Lp Lebesgue space of exponent p
Ck , C∞ k times continuously differentiable, smooth
µ, λ measure, Lebesgue measure
P(A) probability of the event A
E[X], Var(X) expectation, variance of a random variable
1A indicator function of A
N (m, σ2) normal distribution with mean m and variance σ2

L(E, F) bounded linear maps from E to F
E∗ , E∗∗ topological dual, bidual of E
σ(T), ρ(T) spectrum, resolvent set of an operator T
Wk,p(Ω), Hs(Ω) Sobolev spaces
D′(Ω) distributions on Ω
S(Rn), S′(Rn) Schwartz space, tempered distributions
SpecA spectrum of a ring A
Hom, Ext, Tor homological algebra functors
∧ exterior product
Hn cohomology in degree n
π1 fundamental group
Gal(L/K) Galois group of the extension L/K
[L : K] degree of the extension L/K

Hermitian inner product conventions are stated locally: linear in the first variable
in Chapter 4, antilinear in the first variable in Chapters 45 and 47. To compare
formulas, exchange the arguments: Φ(x, y) = 〈y, x〉.
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from foundations to graduate
mathematics

At the undergraduate level, the path was marked: definition, theorem,
proof, exercise. At the graduate level, one must often find the path oneself.
This is the most important change, and it concerns the way of seeing rather
than the theorems.

The first tools are in place: vector spaces, groups, polynomials, differen-
tial and integral calculus, series, and the beginnings of topology. Graduate
mathematics extends them into territories where finite dimension no longer
suffices, where topology becomes a choice, where symmetries hide in increas-
ingly refined algebraic structures. The Lebesgue integral, Fourier series, and
holomorphic functions will be constructed in this volume: they will broaden
the ways we pass to limits and represent functions.

Functional analysis will put operators to work on infinite-dimensional
spaces. Distributions will give meaning to derivatives of functions that have
none in the classical sense. Galois theory will reveal the invisible symmetries
of polynomial equations. And manifolds will replace open subsets of Rn

with curved spaces that can only be observed locally.
Reading an article, following a seminar, identifying the right question:

these skills, harder to teach than theorems, are what make a mathematician.
This volume is devoted to their acquisition.
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Part I

Functional Analysis

Two chapters of topology open the volume: metric spaces, where
completeness and compactness are defined, then topological spaces,
defined by their open sets alone. Functional analysis then studies
infinite-dimensional vector spaces equipped with a norm, together
with the continuous linear maps between them. Banach and Hilbert
spaces come next, followed by the four fundamental theorems: Hahn-
Banach, Banach-Steinhaus, the open mapping theorem, and the
closed graph theorem. Weak topologies and the spectral theory of
bounded operators complete the framework. Completeness is the con-
stant lever: it turns pointwise estimates into uniform results.
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chapter 1
metric spaces

Sequences, limits and continuity were defined on R with the absolute
value; on Rn, on spaces of functions, on sequences, the same construction
only requires a distance, and that is the only thing a metric space retains.
This chapter installs this setting and the four notions that follow from it.
Open sets, closed sets and neighborhoods translate the distance into topolog-
ical language. Completeness, where every Cauchy sequence converges, is the
property that allows limits to be built without being known, whence Ba-
nach’s fixed point and Baire’s theorem. Compactness, where every sequence
has a cluster point, is the one that guarantees extrema. Connectedness, fi-
nally, says what a space in one piece is, and founds the intermediate value
theorem.

Articles in this chapter:

1. Distance and Metric Spaces—A metric space is a set equipped with a
distance satisfying separation, symmetry, and the triangle inequality.

2. Open Sets, Closed Sets, Neighborhoods—Open sets, closed sets, and
neighborhoods are defined by balls.

3. Completeness—A complete metric space contains the limits promised
by its Cauchy sequences.

4. Compactness—Compactness turns infinite data into finite or conver-
gent data.

5. Connectedness—Connectedness formalizes the idea of being in one
piece.

1. distance and metric spaces.
Two continuous functions on [0, 1] can be close in one sense and
far apart in another: close if the area between their graphs is small,
far apart if their values differ sharply at some points, as a very
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narrow, very tall continuous spike shows (small area yet large max-
imal gap). Behind this ambiguity lies a fundamental question: what
does being close mean in a set that is not Rn? The topology of Rn

learnt in the previous volume, built on the Euclidean distance,
had nothing specific to Rn. Once one isolates the properties of a
distance that underpin the theory (separation, symmetry, triangle
inequality), the same edifice can be erected on any set. The result-
ing framework, the metric space, is like an architect’s blueprint: it
draws the topology without fixing the materials.

definition 1.1: Let X be a set. A distance (or metric) on X is
a map d : X× X→ R+ satisfying, for all x, y, z ∈ X:

1. Separation: d(x, y) = 0⇔ x = y.

2. Symmetry: d(x, y) = d(y, x).

3. Triangle inequality: d(x, z) ≤ d(x, y) + d(y, z).

definition 1.2: A metric space is a pair (X, d) where X is a
nonempty set and d a distance on X.

These three axioms suffice to generate an entire topology. Before
seeing how, let us examine the diversity of situations they encom-
pass.
example: (1) (Rn, d2), where d2(x, y) = ‖x–y‖2, is Euclidean space.
(2) (C([a, b]), d∞), where d∞(f, g) = supt∈[a,b] |f(t) – g(t)|, mea-
sures the uniform gap between continuous functions. (3) The circle
S1 and the torus T2 = S1× S1, equipped with the distance induced
by Rn, are compact metric spaces that will reappear as domains for
Fourier analysis. (4) The discrete distance, defined by d(x, y) = 1 if
x 6= y and d(x, x) = 0, makes any set into a metric space. (5) On
Rn, the distances d1(x, y) =

∑
|xi – yi| and d∞(x, y) = max |xi – yi|

are also distances.
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definition 1.3: Let (X, d) be a metric space, x ∈ X and r > 0.
The open ball of center x and radius r is B(x, r) = {y ∈ X :

d(x, y) < r}. The closed ball is B̄(x, r) = {y ∈ X : d(x, y) ≤ r}.

Open balls play the role of open intervals in R: they serve as the
elementary bricks from which the topology is built. A subset U
is declared open if each of its points is the center of an open ball
contained in U.
proposition 1.4: The open balls generate a topology on (X, d): a
set U ⊂ X is open if and only if for every x ∈ U, there exists r > 0

such that B(x, r) ⊂ U.

This result is stated without proof.
Two distances on the same set may generate the same topology
(the same open sets, the same convergences) while measuring gaps
differently.

definition 1.5: Two distances d and d′ on X are topologically
equivalent if they define the same topology (the same open
sets). A sufficient condition, called bilipschitz equivalence and
strictly stronger, is the existence of constants α, β > 0 such
that α d ≤ d′ ≤ β d.

d1 d2 d∞

Open balls in R2 for d1 , d2 , d∞
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remark 1.6: On Rn, all distances arising from the norms ‖ · ‖p
(1 ≤ p ≤ ∞) are equivalent: the balls change shape (square,
disk, rotated square) but the open sets remain the same. This
phenomenon is specific to finite dimension. In C([a, b]), the dis-
tance d∞ and the distance d1(f, g) =

∫ b
a |f(t)– g(t)| dt (with a < b)

are not equivalent: uniform convergence is strictly stronger than
convergence in the mean. The geometry of the space then depends
genuinely on the choice of distance.

The notion of metric space thus isolates the minimal structure
needed to speak of proximity, convergence and continuity. This
framework unifies apparently heterogeneous situations (points of
Rn, continuous functions, bounded sequences) and opens the way
to the topological constructions that will organize the present vol-
ume.

The first exercise checks a nonstandard metric. The second compares the
familiar balls of the standard norms on R2.

• Verify that d(x, y) = |x3 – y3| is a metric on R. Does it define the same
topology as the usual metric?

Solution:Positivityandsymmetryareimmediate.Ifd(x,y)=0,thenx3=y3,hencex=ybecauset7→t3is
injective.Forthetriangleinequality,

|x
3

–z
3
|≤|x

3
–y

3
|+|y

3
–z

3
|.

Thusdisametric.Itdefinesthesametopologyastheusualmetricbecauset7→t3isahomeomorphismofRontoitself.
ItisnotgloballyLipschitz-equivalenttotheusualmetric:forx6=y,

|x3–y3|

|x–y|
=|x

2
+xy+y

2
|,

whichtendsto0neartheoriginandbecomesarbitrarilylargefarfromtheorigin.On[–A,A],thefactorisatmost3A2,
butitvanishesat(0,0),sonopositivelowerboundisavailablethere.Topologicalequivalencepreservestheopensets;
bilipschitzequivalencegivesglobalcomparisonconstants.Thisdistinctionmattersforcompletenessanduniformcontinuity.



Metric Spaces 7

• Describe the unit balls in R2 for ‖x‖1, ‖x‖2, and ‖x‖∞.

Solution:TheEuclideanunitballis

{(x1,x2):x
2
1+x

2
2<1},

theusualdisk.The`1-unitballis

{(x1,x2):|x1|+|x2|<1},

adiamondwithvertices(±1,0)and(0,±1).The`∞-unitballis

{(x1,x2):max(|x1|,|x2|)<1},

anopensquare.TheinclusionsB1(0,1)⊂B2(0,1)⊂B∞(0,1)reflecttheinequalities

‖x‖∞≤‖x‖2≤‖x‖1.

Infinitedimensionthesedifferentshapesstilldefinethesametopology.Thesquarehasside2andvertices(±1,±1).

Theinequalitiesfollowfrommax(|x1|,|x2|)≤√x2
1+x2

2and(|x1|+|x2|)2=x2
1+2|x1x2|+x2

2≥

x2
1+x2

2.InRn,‖x‖∞≤‖x‖2≤
√

n‖x‖∞and‖x‖2≤‖x‖1≤
√

n‖x‖2.Allnormsare
equivalentinfinitedimension;thisfailsininfinitedimension,forinstanceamongfunction-spacenorms.

2. open sets, closed sets, neighborhoods.

Ametric space has its distance, but one almost never works directly
with it. What matters is the geography it draws: which sets leave
each of their points some room to maneuver, which sets retain
their limits, which sets envelop a point without themselves being
open. The notions of open set, closed set and neighborhood, fa-
miliar from Rn, carry over word for word to metric spaces, but
their scope broadens considerably: they organize function spaces
and discrete spaces just as well.

definition 2.1: Let (X, d) be a metric space. A subset U ⊂
X is open if for every x ∈ U, there exists r > 0 such that
B(x, r) ⊂ U.

The following figure illustrates three situations: an interior point,
around which an entire ball fits inside the set; a boundary point,
on the edge; and an exterior point.
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x
B(x, r)

interior

y

boundary

z

exterior

U

Interior point (the ball B(x, r) is contained in U), boundary point, and exterior point.

Open sets satisfy the fundamental properties of a topology: ∅ and
X are open; any union of open sets is open; any finite intersection
of open sets is open. The restriction to finite intersections is no
artifice: in R,

⋂
n≥1

(
– 1
n ,

1
n
)
= {0}, which is not open. Infinity,

even countable infinity, can close what finiteness left open.

definition 2.2: A subset F ⊂ X is closed if its complement
X \ F is open.

The definition by complement is elegant but unwieldy. In practice
one prefers the sequential characterization: F is closed if and only
if every sequence of elements of F that converges in X has its limit
in F. A closed set is one that does not let its limits escape.

definition 2.3: A set V is a neighborhood of a point x if there
exists an open set U such that x ∈ U ⊂ V.

definition 2.4: Let A ⊂ X. The interior Å is the largest open
set contained in A. The closure Ā is the smallest closed set
containing A. The boundary is ∂A = Ā \ Å.
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proposition 2.5: A point x belongs to Ā if and only if there exists
a sequence (xn) of elements of A such that xn → x.

This sequential characterization of closure is one of the most
widely used tools in metric spaces. It converts a set-theoretic ques-
tion, does x lie in the smallest closed set containing A?, into a
constructive procedure: find a sequence of elements of A converg-
ing to x.

example: In (R, |·|), the interior ofQ is empty (Q̊ = ∅), since every
open interval contains irrationals. The closure of Q is all of R, by
density of the rationals. The boundary is therefore ∂Q = R: the ra-
tionals are everywhere and nowhere at once. In (C([0, 1]), d∞), the
open ball of center 0 and radius 1 is the set of continuous functions
f satisfying sup[0,1] |f| < 1.

definition 2.6: A subset A is dense in X if Ā = X, that is, if
every point of X is the limit of a sequence of elements of A.

remark 2.7: The sequential characterization of closed sets and clo-
sure is specific to metric spaces (and, more generally, to spaces with
a countable neighborhood base). In a general topological space, se-
quences no longer suffice and one must resort to filters or nets.
This is one of the privileges of metric spaces: sequences form a
complete language for describing the topology.

The topology of a metric space (open sets, closed sets, interior,
closure, boundary) is built entirely from open balls, and the se-
quential characterization makes these notions accessible to con-
crete computation. This architecture, inherited from Rn but valid
far beyond it, provides the vocabulary in which completeness, com-
pactness and continuity will be expressed.

The first exercise proves closedness by sequences. The second computes closure,
interior, and boundary in a dense example.
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• Show, using the sequential characterization, that

F = {(x, y) ∈ R2 : x2 + y2 ≤ 1}

is closed.

Solution:Let(xn,yn)∈Fandsuppose(xn,yn)→(x,y)inR2.Thenxn→xandyn→y.Since
(u,v)7→u2+v2iscontinuous,

x
2
n+y

2
n→x

2
+y

2
.

Eachtermsatisfiesx2
n+y2

n≤1,sothelimitalsosatisfiesx2+y2≤1.Hence(x,y)∈F.Thereforeevery
convergentsequenceinFhasitslimitinF,andFisclosed.Equivalently,Fistheinverseimageof(–∞,1]undera
continuousfunction.Thesearethetwostandardroutestoclosedness:testconvergentsequences,orusetheinverseimage
ofaclosedset.Thelatterisoftenfasterforsetsdefinedbyinequalities.

• Compute the closure, interior, and boundary of A = Q ∩ [0, 1] in R.

Solution:TherationalsaredenseinR,soeverypointof[0,1]isthelimitofpointsofA.Nopointoutside[0,1]can
bealimitofA.Thus

A=[0,1].

Theinteriorisempty,becauseeverynonemptyopenintervalcontainsirrationalpointsandthereforecannotbecontained
inA.Consequently

Å=∅,∂A=A\Å=[0,1].

Thisexampleseparatestopologicalsizefrommeasure:Aisdensein[0,1],butitiscountable.Itisneitheropennorclosed,
butisBorel:Qisacountableunionofclosedsingletons,henceanFσ,and[0,1]isclosed.Thusλ(A)=0while
λ(Ā)=1.Closureandinteriormeasuredifferentfeatures,thoughÅ⊆A⊆Āalwaysholds.

3. completeness.
Some spaces have holes. In Q, the sequence of decimal approxima-
tions to

√
2 is Cauchy: its terms draw ever closer to one another,

yet the limit does not belong to Q. The sequence ought to converge
but the space is not rich enough to harbor its limit. Completeness
is precisely the absence of such holes: a complete space contains ev-
ery limit that its Cauchy sequences promise. This property, which
has underpinned all of real analysis since the construction of R,
carries over to metric spaces with spectacular consequences.
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definition 3.1: A sequence (xn) in a metric space (X, d) is a
Cauchy sequence if for every ε > 0, there exists N ∈ N such
that m, n ≥ N implies d(xm, xn) < ε.

Every convergent sequence is Cauchy. Terms that approach a limit
a fortiori approach one another. The converse is the decisive ques-
tion.

definition 3.2: A metric space (X, d) is complete if every
Cauchy sequence in X converges in X.

In other words, a space is complete if sequences that ought to con-
verge actually do: the Cauchy criterion, verifiable without knowing
the limit, suffices to guarantee its existence.
example: (Rn, d2) is complete. The space (C([a, b]), d∞) is complete:
this is the uniform limit theorem, which states that the uniform
limit of a sequence of continuous functions is continuous. By contrast,
(Q, | · |) is not complete.

proposition 3.3: A subspace of a complete metric space is complete
if and only if it is closed.

This result clarifies the link between topological closure and com-
pleteness: being closed in a complete space means inheriting its
completeness. To verify that a subset is complete, it suffices to
show that it is closed in a complete ambient space.

theorem 3.4: (Banach fixed-point theorem.) Let (X, d) be
a complete metric space and f : X→ X a contraction, that is,
a map satisfying d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ k d(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X, with
0 ≤ k < 1. Then f has a unique fixed point x̄ ∈ X, obtained
as the limit of any iterated sequence xn+1 = f(xn).

proof: Let x0 ∈ X be arbitrary and xn+1 = f(xn). One checks that
d(xn+1, xn) ≤ kn d(x1, x0), whence, by the triangle inequality, (xn)
is Cauchy. By completeness, it converges to some x̄. The continuity
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of f (a consequence of the contraction property) gives f(x̄) = x̄.
Uniqueness follows from separation: if f(x̄) = x̄ and f(̄y) = ȳ,
then d(x̄, ȳ) ≤ k d(x̄, ȳ), which forces d(x̄, ȳ) = 0.

x̄

x0

y = x

y = f(x)

x

y

Convergence of the iterated sequence toward the fixed point

The fixed-point theorem is a remarkable lever: it transforms an
existence problem (finding a solution) into a verification problem,
showing that an operator is a contraction. Completeness supplies
convergence; the contraction supplies uniqueness.
example: The Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, which guarantees local ex-
istence and uniqueness for solutions of ordinary differential equa-
tions, is proved by applying Banach’s fixed-point theorem in a space
of continuous functions equipped with the uniform norm, or an
equivalent weighted norm.
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definition 3.5: The completion of a metric space (X, d) is a
complete metric space (X̂, d̂) into which X embeds isometri-
cally and whose image is dense. The completion exists and is
unique up to isometry.

remark 3.6: The construction of the completion generalizes that
of R from Q by equivalence classes of Cauchy sequences. The Lp

spaces, for 1 ≤ p < ∞, of chapter 17 arise in the same way: they
are completions of spaces of integrable simple functions for the Lp

norms. Filling the holes of a space reveals its deep structure.

Completeness is, in the end, the guarantee that Cauchy sequences
converge: it is the contraction that makes the Picard iterates
Cauchy, and completeness that then supplies their limit. From
Banach’s fixed-point theorem to Lp spaces, every time a Cauchy
sequence appears in the sequel, it is the completeness of the ambi-
ent space that will close the argument.

The first exercise exhibits a Cauchy sequence whose limit is missing. The
second applies Banach’s fixed-point theorem concretely.

• Construct a Cauchy sequence in (Q, | · |) that does not converge in Q.

Solution:Takerationaldecimaltruncationsof
√

2:

1,1.4,1.41,1.414,1.4142,...

Thissequenceconvergesto
√

2inR,henceitisCauchyfortheusualmetric.Sinceallitstermsarerational,itisaCauchy
sequenceinQ.IfitconvergedinQtosomeq,thenthesamesequencewouldconvergetoqinR.Byuniquenessofthereal
limit,q=

√
2,impossibleinQ.ThusQisnotcomplete.Form,n≥N,thetruncationssatisfy|xm–xn|≤10–N.

Twootherrationalconstructionsgivethesamemissinglimit.Bisectionstartswitha0=1,b0=2andreplaces
theappropriateendpointbycn=(an+bn)/2accordingasc2

n<2orc2
n≥2.Heron-Newtoniterationuses

u0=1,un+1=(un+2/un)/2.Bothconvergeto
√

2.ThisincompletenessiswhyoneconstructsRasthe
completionofQ;theconstructionextendstoarbitrarymetricspaces.
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• Let f : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be f(x) = x/2 + 1/4. Verify that f is a
contraction, find its fixed point, and compute the iterates from x0 = 0.

Solution:Forx,y∈[0,1],

|f(x)–f(y)|=
1

2
|x–y|,

sofisacontractionwithratio1/2.Itsfixedpointsatisfies

x=
x

2
+

1

4
,

hencex=1/2.Startingfromx0=0,

x1=
1

4
,x2=

3

8
,x3=

7

16
,x4=

15

32
.

Ingeneralxn=1/2–2–(n+1),soxn→1/2geometrically.Thisisexactlytheconvergencepredictedby
Banach’sfixed-pointtheorem.Theself-mapconditionalsoholds:f([0,1])=[1/4,3/4]⊆[0,1],anonempty

completeinterval.Theexacterroris|xn–1/2|=2–(n+1),equalheretotheBanachboundkn|x
1–x0|/(1–k)

withk=1/2.Thetheoremsuppliesexistence,uniqueness,geometricconvergence,andanexpliciterrorestimate.

4. compactness.
Why do continuous functions on a closed interval always attain
their bounds, while this may fail on an open interval? The answer
is one word: compactness. In Rn, the Heine-Borel theorem iden-
tifies compact sets with the closed bounded ones, but this conve-
nient characterization is an accident of finite dimension. As soon
as one passes to function spaces, closed and bounded no longer
suffices, and compactness demands an intrinsic definition.

definition 4.1: A metric space (X, d) is sequentially compact
if from every sequence of elements of X one can extract a
subsequence converging in X.
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definition 4.2: A metric space (X, d) is compact (in the open-
cover sense) if from every cover of X by open sets one can
extract a finite subcover.

These two definitions appear to address different things (one con-
cerns sequences, the other covers), but in metric spaces they say
exactly the same thing.

theorem 4.3: In a metric space, the following properties are
equivalent:

1. (X, d) is compact (open covers).

2. (X, d) is sequentially compact.

3. (X, d) is complete and totally bounded.

This result is stated without proof.
A space is totally bounded if, for every ε > 0, it can be covered by
finitely many balls of radius ε. The third characterization decom-
poses compactness into two ingredients: completeness prevents
limits from escaping, and total boundedness prevents sequences
from scattering.

K

U1
U2

U3

A compact set covered by three open sets: the final state of a finite extraction

The figure shows the final state: three open sets suffice to cover
the compact set. Compactness asserts that from any open cover
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(potentially infinite) one can always extract such a finite subfamily:
precisely the content of the open-cover definition.
example: The interval [0, 1] is compact in R. Every finite metric
space is compact. By contrast, the closed unit ball of (C([0, 1]), d∞)

is not compact: the sequence fn(x) = xn admits no uniformly con-
vergent subsequence (the pointwise limit is not continuous).
proposition 4.4:

1. Every compact set is closed and bounded.

2. Every closed subset of a compact set is compact.

3. The continuous image of a compact set is compact.

This result is stated without proof.
Property (iii) is a transfer principle: compactness, like portable
goods, passes from source to target under a continuous map. An
immediate consequence: every continuous real-valued function on
a compact set is bounded and attains its bounds.
proposition 4.5: (Heine’s theorem.) Every continuous map from
a compact metric space to a metric space is uniformly continu-
ous: for every ε > 0 there is δ > 0 such that d(x, y) < δ implies
d(f(x), f(y)) < ε, the same δ serving at every point.

This result is stated without proof. The idea of passing from local to
uniform requires half-radii: choose rx > 0 so that d(f(x), f(y)) <
ε/2 whenever d(x, y) < rx, then extract a finite cover by the balls
B(x, rx/2). The minimum of the chosen half-radii ensures that
two sufficiently close points lie in one common ball B(x, rx); the
triangle inequality then bounds the distance between their images
by ε.



Metric Spaces 17

theorem 4.6: (Heine-Borel.) In Rn, a subset is compact if
and only if it is closed and bounded. The corresponding
sequential form (every bounded sequence in Rn has a con-
vergent subsequence) is called Bolzano-Weierstrass.

This result is stated without proof.
This result rests on the completeness of Rn and on the fact that
in finite dimension, bounded implies totally bounded.
remark 4.7: In infinite dimension, closed and bounded does not
imply compact. The closed unit ball of an infinite-dimensional
Banach space (Chapter 3) is never compact for the norm topol-
ogy: this signals that infinite dimension offers enough room for
sequences to escape along ever-new directions uniformly separated
from the previous ones (Riesz’s lemma) without ever catching up.
The Ascoli-Arzela theorem, which characterizes the relatively com-
pact subsets of C([a, b]) by equicontinuity and uniform bounded-
ness (a subset is compact if it is moreover closed), restores an
operational criterion where mere boundedness fails.

Compactness turns the infinite into the finite: it guarantees that
sequences have convergent subsequences and that covers can be
trimmed. This finiteness property will be a decisive lever whenever
an argument requires passing from the local to the global.

The first exercise shows why closed and bounded is not enough in infinite
dimension. The second uses compactness to prove existence of extrema.
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• In E = C([0, 1],R) with the sup metric, show that the closed unit ball

B(0, 1) = {f : ‖f‖∞ ≤ 1}

is not compact.

Solution:Considerfn(x)=xn.EachfnliesinB(0,1).Pointwise,fn(x)→0for0≤x<1,while
fn(1)=1.Thepointwiselimitisthereforethediscontinuousfunction

f(x)=0(0≤x<1),f(1)=1.

IfasubsequencefnkconvergeduniformlyinC([0,1]),itsuniformlimitwouldbecontinuousandwouldalsobethe
pointwiselimitabove,acontradiction.Hencetheclosedunitballisnotsequentiallycompact,andthereforenotcompact.
Closedandboundeddoesnotimplycompactininfinite-dimensionalnormedspaces.Indeed‖fn‖∞=1.More
generally,Riesz'stheoremsaysthattheclosedunitballofanyinfinite-dimensionalBanachspaceisnevernorm-compact.In
spacesofcontinuousfunctionsafinercriterionisneeded:equicontinuityentersthroughAscoli-Arzelà(Expedition2).

• Let K ⊂ Rn be compact and nonempty and f : K → R continuous.
Prove that f is bounded and attains its bounds.

Solution:Thecontinuousimageofacompactsetiscompact,sof(K)⊂Riscompact.InR,compactsetsareclosed
andbounded.Hencef(K)isbounded,anditssupremumandinfimumbelongtof(K).Thereforethereexista,b∈K
suchthat

f(a)=inf
K

f,f(b)=sup
K

f.

Thisistheextremevaluetheoreminitsmetriccompactnessform.Toseewhythesupremumbelongstotheimage,approach
itbyasequenceinf(K)anduseclosedness;theinfimumistreatedidentically.ThisrecoversWeierstrass'stheoremona
closedintervalandalsoappliestothecompactsphereSn–1.Compactnesstransfersthroughcontinuityandtherebygives
existenceofextrema.

5. connectedness.
Can one break a space into two pieces without tearing anything?
If a continuous function on [a, b] takes a negative value at a and
a positive value at b, it must vanish somewhere in between: this
is the intermediate value theorem. That result, so natural it seems
self-evident, rests on a deep property of the interval: it is impossible
to split it into two disjoint nonempty open sets. Connectedness
formalizes this impossibility of a clean cut.
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definition 5.1: A metric space (X, d) is connected if the only
subsets of X that are both open and closed are ∅ and X.
Equivalently, there is no partition X = U t V with U and V
open and nonempty.

definition 5.2: A metric space (X, d) is path-connected if for
all x, y ∈ X, there exists a continuous path γ : [0, 1] → X
with γ(0) = x and γ(1) = y.

proposition 5.3: Every path-connected space is connected. The con-
verse is false in general, but it holds for open subsets of Rn. The
classical counterexample is the topologist’s sine curve, the closure
in R2 of the graph of x 7→ sin(1/x) on (0, 1]: it is connected, but
no path joins the graph to the limit segment {0}× [–1, 1].

This result is stated without proof.
Path-connectedness is the constructive version of connectedness: it
does not merely assert that the space is in one piece but supplies
a path joining any two points. For open subsets of Rn, the two
notions coincide, a valuable convenience in practice.

connected not connected

Connected and disconnected spaces in R2

The figure contrasts the two situations: a disk, all in one piece, is
connected, while the union of two disjoint disks is not, since each
constitutes a nonempty open set that separates the whole into two
parts.
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example: Rn and every open ball of Rn are path-connected. The
space Q, with the usual distance, is not connected: for any irrational
α, the partition Q = {q ∈ Q : q < α} t {q ∈ Q : q > α} separates
Q into two nonempty open sets. The deleted comb, the union in R2

of the segments {1/n} × [0, 1], the base [0, 1] × {0} and the single
point (0, 1), is connected but not path-connected: no continuous path
joins (0, 1) to the rest, for its first coordinate would be continuous,
hence with connected image, yet near (0, 1) it would have to take
values in the totally disconnected set {0} ∪ {1/n : n ≥ 1} and so
remain constant equal to 0 near every instant at which the path
passes through (0, 1): the set of such instants is thus open, and being
also closed (continuity) and nonempty, it is the whole interval: the
path is constant.

definition 5.4: The connected component of a point x ∈ X is
the largest connected subset of X containing x. The connected
components form a partition of X into closed sets.

theorem 5.5: (Generalized intermediate value theorem.)
If f : X → R is continuous and X is connected, then f(X) is
an interval of R.

This result is stated without proof.
This theorem reveals that the classical result on [a, b] had nothing
specific to real intervals: it is the connectedness of the source that
forces the image to skip no value. The continuous image of a
connected set is connected, and the connected subsets of R are
exactly the intervals.
remark 5.6: Connectedness is a topological invariant, preserved by
homeomorphism. It provides a formidably effective negative tool:
to show that two spaces are not homeomorphic, it suffices to find
an operation that breaks the connectedness of one but not the
other. For instance, R with a point removed splits into two pieces,
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whereas R2 with a point removed remains connected, proving that
R and R2 live in different topological worlds.

With completeness, compactness and connectedness, a metric
space now possesses its three fundamental global properties. They
form the bedrock on which the existence, uniqueness and exten-
sion theorems that pervade all of analysis will rest.

The first exercise distinguishes connected and disconnected planar sets. The
second recasts the intermediate value theorem through connectedness.

• Decide whether the following subsets of R2 are connected: the open disk,
the annulus 1 < x2+ y2 < 4, the punctured plane R2 \ {0}, and the plane
with the horizontal axis removed.

Solution:(a)Thediskisconvex:forA,B∈D,thepathγ(t)=(1–t)A+tBstaysinDbythetriangleinequality.
Henceitispath-connected.(b)Intheannulus,followaradiusfromAtothecirclex2+y2=5/2,thenacircular
arc,thenaradiustoB.Thepathstaysintheannulus.Theannulusisnotconvex:thesegmentjoiningA=(3/2,0)
to–Apassesthroughtheexcludedorigin.(c)Inthepuncturedplane,choosePoutsidebothlines(OA)and(OB).The
segments[A,P]and[P,B]avoidtheorigin,provingpath-connectedness.Ifbothpointslieinthesameopenhalf-plane,
astraightsegmentalreadyworks.(d)Thecomplementofthehorizontalaxisis{y>0}∪{y<0},apartitioninto
twononemptydisjointopensets.Eachhalf-planeisconvex,sotheseareexactlyitstwoconnectedcomponents.Removing
apointfromtheplanedoesnotdisconnectit;removingalinedoes.Convexityimpliespath-connectedness,whichimplies
connectedness,buttheconversesfail.

• Let f : [0, 1] → R be continuous with f(0) = –1 and f(1) = 2. Use
connectedness to show that f(c) = 0 for some c ∈ [0, 1].

Solution:Thecontinuousimageoftheconnectedinterval[0,1]isaninterval.Sinceitcontains–1and2,itcontains
[–1,2],hence0:thereiscwithf(c)=0.AnalternativedirectprooftakesA={x∈[0,1]:f(x)≤0}
andc=supA,whichexistsbecause0∈AandAisboundedabove.Asequencexn∈Aapproachingcgives
f(c)≤0bycontinuity.Iff(c)<0,thenc<1sincef(1)>0,andcontinuitygivesδ>0withc+δ≤1
andf<0on[c,c+δ].Thenc+δ/2∈A,contradictingthedefinitionofc.Thusf(c)=0.Thedirectproof
usescompletenessofRthroughthesupremum;theabstractproofisolatesconnectednessastheobstructiontoajump.The
sameintermediate-valueprincipleholdsoneveryconnectedsourcespace.
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methods

Study 1. ? method: equivalent distances and changes of norm

On one set X, several distances may coexist. Two are equivalent when they
define the same topology (same open sets, same convergence); a sufficient
criterion is the existence of constants α, β > 0 with αd ≤ d′ ≤ βd (strong,
Lipschitz equivalence). On Rn all norms are equivalent (finite dimension);
on function spaces, often not.

Prove that on Rn the norms ‖ · ‖1, ‖ · ‖2, ‖ · ‖∞ are equivalent, and give
the optimal constants.
(a) Basic comparisons.
(b) Two-sided bounds.
(c) The optimal case.
(d) Topological consequences.
(e) Summarize the method.

Upside-down solution.

Solution1:(a)Comparisons.‖x‖∞≤‖x‖2,sincethemaximum|xi|satisfies|xi|≤√∑jx2
j.‖x‖2≤

‖x‖1,since(∑|xi|)2=∑x2
i+2∑i<j|xi||xj|≥∑x2

i.And‖x‖1≤n‖x‖∞,since
∑|xi|≤nmaxi|xi|.(b)Two-sidedbounds.From‖x‖2=√∑x2

i≤√n(max|xi|)2=
√

n‖x‖∞,

onegets‖x‖∞≤‖x‖2≤
√

n‖x‖∞.ByCauchy–Schwarzappliedto|x|and1,‖x‖1=∑|xi|≤
√

n√∑x2
i=

√
n‖x‖2,so‖x‖2≤‖x‖1≤

√
n‖x‖2.(c)Optimalconstants.Theinequalities

‖x‖∞≤‖x‖1≤n‖x‖∞,‖x‖2≤‖x‖1≤
√

n‖x‖2,‖x‖∞≤‖x‖2≤
√

n‖x‖∞
aresharp:equality‖x‖1=n‖x‖∞holdsiffall|xi|areequal,attainedatx=(1,...,1),thefactors √

nareattainedtheretoo,whilethelowerconstants1areattainedate1.(d)Topologicalconsequences.Equivalentnorms
havethesameopensets,sothetopologydoesnotdependonthechoiceofnorm;convergencexk→xholdsfor
oneiffitholdsfortheother(bythesandwichbounds),andcompactnessandconnectednessarepreserved.Onemay
thereforepicktheconvenientnormforacomputation.Infinitedimensionallnormsareequivalent:foranynormN,
|N(x)–N(y)|≤N(x–y)≤∑i|xi–yi|N(ei)≤C‖x–y‖2,soNisEuclidean-continuous.Itattainsastrictly
positiveminimumandafinitemaximumonthecompactEuclideanunitsphere,givingtheequivalenceconstants.Thisfails
ininfinitedimension:onC([0,1]),theuniformnorm‖f‖∞=sup|f|andtheL1norm‖f‖1=∫|f|arenot
equivalent,asthetriangularspikesfnwithfn(0)=n,supportedon[0,1/n],have‖fn‖∞=n→∞while
‖fn‖1=1/2staysbounded.(e)Method.Toproveequivalenceofnormsinfinitedimension:boundeachnormby
anotherthroughelementaryinequalities(Cauchy–Schwarzandthelike),givetheconstantsα,β,andchecktheequality
caseforoptimality.Ininfinitedimension,decidecasebycase;explicitcounterexampleswithwildlydifferentnormsusually
shownon-equivalence.
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Study 2. ?? method: the sequential characterization of closure

The sequential characterization of closure of a subset A of a metric space:
x ∈ Ā iff there is a sequence (xn) ∈ AN with xn → x. To show a point
is in the closure, build an explicit sequence; to show it is not, argue that no
sequence in A can approach it.

Prove that Qn = Rn, and that the closure of {(p, q) ∈ Q2 : p2+q2 < 1}
is the closed unit disk {(x, y) : x2 + y2 ≤ 1}.
(a) Density of Qn in Rn.
(b) The closure of the rational disk.
(c) The trivial inclusion.
(d) The nontrivial inclusion.
(e) Summarize the method.

Upside-down solution.

Solution2:(a)DensityofQn.Everyrealxisalimitofrationals,e.g.thedecimaltruncationsqm=b10mxc/10m→

x.Forx=(x1,...,xn)∈Rn,pickrationalsequencesq
(m)
k→xkcoordinatewise;thenq(m)=

(q
(m)
1,...,q

(m)
n)∈Qnconvergestox,sincecoordinatewiseconvergenceimpliesvectorconvergence.Hence

Qn=Rn.(b)Therationaldisk.LetA={(p,q)∈Q2:p2+q2<1}andD̄={(x,y):x2+y2≤1};
weproveĀ=D̄.(c)Trivialinclusion.SinceA⊂D⊂D̄andD̄isclosed,takingclosuresgivesĀ⊆D̄.
(d)Nontrivialinclusion.Let(x,y)∈D̄,sox2+y2≤1.Ifx2+y2<1,densityofQ2givesrationals
(pk,qk)→(x,y),andbycontinuityp2

k+q2
k<1forklarge,so(pk,qk)∈A.Ifx2+y2=1,approach

frominside:thepoints(xk,yk)=(1–1/k)(x,y)liestrictlyinsidethedisk,andchoosing(pk,qk)∈Awith
|(pk,qk)–(xk,yk)|<1/kgives|(pk,qk)–(x,y)|≤1/k+1/k→0.Inbothcases(x,y)∈Ā,so
Ā=D̄.(e)Method.Usex∈ĀiffsomesequenceofAconvergestox:toplacexinĀ,buildthesequenceexplicitly,and
whenxsitsontheboundaryofA,firstmoveslightlyinsideandthenapplydensity.ToexcludexfromĀ,exhibitanopen
ballaroundxdisjointfromA.

Study 3. ?? method: Banach’s fixed-point theorem and an application

Banach’s fixed-point theorem: in a nonempty complete metric space (X, d),
every contraction f has a unique fixed point x̄, obtained as the limit of
any iteration xn+1 = f(xn). Method: check completeness of X; check the
contraction d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ k d(x, y) with k < 1; iterate to compute the
fixed point.

Prove the Cauchy–Lipschitz theorem for the ODE y′ = f(x, y), with f
continuous and Lipschitz in y on a rectangle around (x0, y0), via Banach’s
fixed-point theorem.
(a) Integral reformulation.
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(b) The right Banach space.
(c) The contracting operator.
(d) Applying the theorem.
(e) Summarize the method.

Upside-down solution.

Solution3:(a)Reformulation.Theproblemy(x0)=y0,y′(x)=f(x,y(x))isequivalenttotheintegralequation
y(x)=y0+∫xx0f(t,y(t))dt;asolutionisafixedpointofΦ(y)(x)=y0+∫xx0f(t,y(t))dt.(b)Complete

spaceandinterval.Choosea,b>0sothatR=[x0,x0+a]×[y0–b,y0+b]liesinthedomainoff,and
setM=maxR|f|,withuniformLipschitzconstantLiny.Chooseh>0withh≤a,hM≤b,hL≤1/2;azero
coefficientimposesnorestriction.InX=C([x0,x0+h],R),theclosedballXb={y:‖y–y0‖∞≤b}
iscompleteandnonempty.Thebound|Φ(y)(x)–y0|≤hM≤bgivesΦ(Xb)⊆Xb.(c)Contraction.
Fory1,y2∈Xb,Φ(y1)(x)–Φ(y2)(x)=∫xx0[f(t,y1(t))–f(t,y2(t))]dt,sobytheLipschitzbound

|f(t,u)–f(t,v)|≤L|u–v|,‖Φ(y1)–Φ(y2)‖∞≤Lh‖y1–y2‖∞.ThechoiceofhgivesLh≤1/2<1,
includingwhenL=0.(d)Applyingthetheorem.SinceXbiscompleteandΦisacontraction,Φhasauniquefixedpoint

ȳ,whichisC1bytheintegralequationandistheuniquesolutionwithgraphinRon[x0,x0+h]:theleftsideofx0
istreatedsimilarly.ThisproveslocalCauchy–Lipschitz;extensiontoamaximalsolutionrequiresafurthergluingargument.
Theiterationyn+1=Φ(yn)fromtheconstanty0convergesuniformlytoȳ,geometricallywithratioLh;theseare

Picard’ssuccessiveapproximations(developed1888–1890,appliedtoODEexistencein1891).Fory′=y,y(0)=1,
onefindsy0=1,y1=1+x,y2=1+x+x2/2,y3=1+x+x2/2+x3/6,andingeneral

yn(x)=∑n
k=0xk/k!,theTaylorseriesofex,soyn→exuniformlyoncompacta.(e)Method.Toproveexistence

anduniquenessforanequation:recastitasafixedpointofanoperator;chooseacompletemetricspace(oftenC([a,b])
withtheuniformnorm);checkthattheoperatorisacontraction(shrinkingtheintervalifneeded);applyBanach.The
iterationgivesthesolutionexplicitly.

Study 4. ?? method: compactness in Rn and closedness

In Rn, the Heine–Borel theorem characterizes the compact sets as the closed
bounded ones. Method: to show a set is compact, verify it is closed (se-
quentially, or as a continuous preimage) and bounded. Outside Rn (in-
finite dimension) this fails and extra criteria are needed (equicontinuity in
C([a, b]), and so on).

For n ≥ 1, prove that the Euclidean unit sphere Sn–1 = {x ∈ Rn : ‖x‖ =
1} is compact in Rn, and deduce that a continuous f : Sn–1 → R attains
its bounds.
(a) Sn–1 is closed.
(b) Sn–1 is bounded.
(c) Compactness.
(d) Application: extrema.
(e) Summarize the method.
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Upside-down solution.

Solution4:(a)Closed.WritingSn–1=g–1({1})withg(x)=‖x‖continuousand{1}closed,Sn–1isa
continuouspreimageofaclosedset,henceclosed.Sequentially:if(xk)⊂Sn–1andxk→x,continuityofthe

normgives‖x‖=lim‖xk‖=1,sox∈Sn–1.(b)Bounded.Everyelementhasnorm1,soSn–1⊆B̄(0,1).

(c)Compact.ByHeine–BorelinRn,closedandboundedimpliescompact,soSn–1iscompact.(d)Extrema.Forcontinuous
f:Sn–1→R,theimagef(Sn–1)iscompactinR,henceclosedandbounded,soitcontainsitssupremumandinfimum:
fattainsitsmaximumandminimum.Forinstancethesubordinatematrixnorm‖A‖2=supx∈Sn–1‖Ax‖isattained
atsomex0(asingularvectorofA),andmaximizing〈Ax,x〉overthesphereyieldsaneigenvectorofasymmetricmatrix,the
variationalroutetothespectraltheorem.(e)Method.Infinitedimension:showclosed(preimage,sequentialcharacterization,
ordefinitionbynon-strictequalitiesandinequalities),showbounded(inclusioninaball),andapplyBolzano–Weierstrass.
Ininfinitedimension,closedandboundeddoesnotimplycompact;thegeneralcriterioniscompletenesstogetherwithtotal
boundedness,whileequicontinuity(Arzelà–Ascoli,seeExpedition2)isthespecificcriterioninC(K).

Study 5. ?? method: path-connectedness and the intermediate value
theorem

Path-connectedness: any two points x, y ∈ X are joined by a continuous
path γ : [0, 1] → X with γ(0) = x, γ(1) = y. It implies connectedness
(the converse fails in general). The generalized intermediate value theorem:
if f : X → R is continuous and X is connected, then f(X) is an interval.
Method: to obtain an intermediate value theorem, check that the domain
is connected.

Prove that a convex subset of Rn is path-connected (hence connected), and
deduce that the intermediate value theorem extends to any continuous f :
C→ R with C convex.
(a) Convex⇒ path-connected.
(b) Path-connected⇒ connected.
(c) The generalized intermediate value theorem.
(d) Application.
(e) Summarize the method.
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Upside-down solution.

Solution5:(a)Convex⇒path-connected.IfC⊆Rnisconvex,thenforx,y∈Cthesegmentγ(t)=(1–t)x+ty
satisfiesγ(0)=x,γ(1)=y,iscontinuous,andstaysinCbyconvexity,soCispath-connected.(b)Path-connected
⇒connected.Bycontraposition:ifX=UtVwithU,Vopen,nonempty,andx∈U,y∈V,anypathγfromxto
ywouldsplit[0,1]intothenonemptyopensetsγ–1(U)andγ–1(V),contradictingtheconnectednessof[0,1];
sonosuchpathexists,andXisnotpath-connected.(c)GeneralizedIVT.Forcontinuousf:C→RwithCconvex,
henceconnected,f(C)isconnected(continuousimageofaconnectedset);theconnectedsubsetsofRaretheintervals,so
f(C)isaninterval.(d)Application.Ifcontinuousf:Rn→Rtakestwovaluesa<b,ittakeseveryintermediatevalue
c∈[a,b],sinceRnisconvexanditsimageisanintervalcontainingaandb;inparticularfwithvaluesofbothsigns
hasazero.Connectednessalonesuffices:onanon-convexbutconnecteddomain(anannulus,say)thetheoremstillholds,
whereasonadisconnectedspaceitfails.(e)Method.ToobtainanintermediatevaluetheoremonadomainD:checkthat
Disconnected;usethatthecontinuousimageofaconnectedsetisconnected;concludethattheimageisanintervalofR.
Convexityisthesimplestsourceofconnectedness,butpath-connectednesswithoutconvexityisequallysufficient.

Study 6. ? ? ? method: two consequences of the Baire category theorem

The Baire category theorem is proved in article 21 for every complete metric
space: a countable union of closed sets with empty interior has empty interior.
It is taken for granted, and two statements are drawn from it that cannot
be obtained otherwise: Q is not a countable intersection of open subsets of
R, and an infinite-dimensional Banach space has no countable algebraic
basis. Method: (1) write the complete space as a countable union of closed
sets; (2) show each has empty interior; (3) conclude to the contradiction.

Prove both statements.
(a) Q is not a Gδ : suppose Q =

⋂
n Un with Un open, and write R as a

countable union of closed sets with empty interior.
(b) A Banach space E has no countably infinite Hamel basis (en): consider
Fn = Vect(e1, . . . , en).
(c) Deduce that the space of polynomials is complete for no norm, and
summarize.

Upside-down solution.

Solution6:(a)EachUncontainsQ,henceisdense;Fn=R\Unisclosedwithemptyinterior(anonemptyopenset
insideFnwouldmeetUn).ThenR=⋃nFn∪⋃q∈Q{q}isacountableunionofclosedsetswithemptyinterior,

contradictingBaire(Riscomplete):QisnotaGδ,anditscomplement,whichisone(⋂qR\{q}),isnotanFσ.(b)Fnis
afinite-dimensionalsubspace,henceclosed(complete,beingfinite-dimensional).Ithasemptyinterior:ifitcontainedaball
B(x,r),itwouldcontainB(0,r)=B(x,r)–x,henceeveryvectorbyhomothety,andFn=E,contrarytoinfinite
dimension.If(en)wereaHamelbasis,E=⋃nFnwouldbeacountableunionofclosedsetswithemptyinterior:
contradiction.(c)ThespaceR[X]hasthecountableHamelbasis(Xn);ifitwerecompleteforsomenorm,(b)would
becontradicted:nonormmakesitcomplete,andeverycompletion(thatoftheuniformnormon[0,1]isC([0,1]),
byWeierstrass)addselementsthatarenotpolynomials.Summary:Baireturnsacardinalitystatement(countable)intoa
topologicalone(emptyinterior),anditisthispassagethatputsthesetworesultsoutofreachofdirectmethods.
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method recap

Metric: d : X2 → R+ satisfies separation, symmetry, and the triangle
inequality.

Equivalent metrics: They define the same open sets. In finite dimen-
sion all norms are equivalent.

Open and closed balls: B(x, r) = {y : d(x, y) < r}; B̄(x, r) = {y :
d(x, y) ≤ r}.

Open set: U is open if every x ∈ U has some r > 0 with B(x, r) ⊆ U.

Closed set: F is closed if X \ F is open. A sequence in F converging in X
has its limit in F.

Closure: Ā = {x ∈ X : ∃(xn) ∈ AN, xn → x}, the smallest closed set
containing A.

Cauchy sequence: For every ε > 0, some N satisfies m, n ≥ N ⇒
d(xm, xn) < ε.

Complete space: Every Cauchy sequence converges. Examples: R, Rn,
C([a, b]) with d∞.

Banach fixed-point theorem: A contraction with ratio k < 1 on a
nonempty complete space has a unique fixed point reached by iteration.

Sequential compactness: Every sequence has a convergent subsequence.
In metric spaces this is equivalent to every open cover having a finite subcover.

Bolzano-Weierstrass: InRn, compactness is equivalent to being closed
and bounded. This fails in infinite dimension.

Continuous image of a compact set: It is compact. A continuous
real-valued function on a nonempty compact set attains its extrema.

Connectedness: No partition X = UtV into nonempty open sets. The
connected subsets of R are its intervals.
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Generalized intermediate value theorem: If f : X → R is con-
tinuous and X connected, then f(X) is an interval.

Baire theorem: In a complete metric space, a countable intersection of
dense open sets is dense; dually, a countable union of closed sets with empty
interior has empty interior.

expeditions

expedition 1: The Baire Category Theorem

Prerequisites: studies 6.

The Baire category theorem (René-Louis Baire, 1899, doctoral thesis) states
that a nonempty complete metric space is never a countable union of ”small”
sets. This seemingly technical property founds three pillars of modern func-
tional analysis: the uniform boundedness principle, the open mapping theo-
rem, and the closed graph theorem. It also proves unexpected results: in the
sense of Baire, almost every continuous function is nowhere differentiable,
and almost every real number is a Liouville number.
(a) State the theorem (proved in article 21 used in Study 6, and recalled
here): in a complete metric space, the intersection of a countable sequence of
dense open sets is dense.
(b) Dual reformulation: a countable union of closed sets with empty interior
has empty interior.
(c) The Banach–Steinhaus theorem (1927): a pointwise bounded family of
operators is uniformly bounded.
(d) Generic existence of rare phenomena: nowhere differentiable functions
(Banach, 1931).
(e) Generic topology: the ”most frequent” type is not always the intuitive
one.

The Baire category theorem is one of the foundations of functional analysis.
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History. René-Louis Baire (1874–1932, French mathematician), in his doc-
toral thesis (Sur les fonctions de variables réelles, 1899), introduced the no-
tion of a meager set (in modern form, a countable union of nowhere dense
sets) and proved that R, like every complete metric space, is not meager in
itself. This seemingly technical idea turned out to be a structuring tool for
all of twentieth-century analysis.

Statement. Let (X, d) be a complete metric space (or, more generally,
locally compact), and let (Un)n≥1 be a sequence of dense open sets of X; then
their intersection

⋂
n Un remains dense. The dual form follows by passing

to complements: if (Fn)n≥1 is a sequence of closed sets with empty interior,
their union

⋃
n Fn still has empty interior. The accompanying vocabulary:

a Gδ is a countable intersection of open sets, an Fσ a countable union of
closed sets, a set is meager (or of first category) when it is a countable union
of nowhere dense sets, and comeager or residual when it is the complement
of a meager set; in a complete space a comeager set contains a dense Gδ ,
hence is dense. In this compact form, the theorem says that in a complete
space the complement of a meager set is dense.

Applications. The theorem runs through all of functional analysis. The
Banach–Steinhaus theorem, or uniform boundedness principle, is its most
direct consequence: for a family (Tα) of continuous linear operators from a
Banach space X to a normed space Y, pointwise boundedness (supα ‖Tαx‖ <
∞ for each x) forces uniform boundedness (supα ‖Tα‖ < ∞). The proof
sets En = {x : supα ‖Tαx‖ ≤ n}: each En is closed and their union is
all of X, so Baire’s theorem forbids them all from having empty interior;
one of them therefore contains a ball B̄(x0, r), and homogeneity then gives
supα ‖Tα‖ ≤ 2n0/r. The same mechanism yields the open mapping
theorem (Banach, 1929), by which every continuous surjective linear operator
between Banach spaces is open, and the closed graph theorem, which makes
continuous any linear operator defined on an entire Banach space, with
values in another Banach space, whose graph is closed.

Baire’s theorem also serves to establish the existence of exotic objects through
a genericity argument. Banach showed in 1931 that the set of functions in
C([0, 1]) that are nowhere differentiable is comeager (it contains a dense
Gδ): almost every continuous function, in the sense of Baire, is differentiable
at no point, so that the ”regular” class suggested by intuition is in fact the
exception. Likewise, the Liouville numbers, those irrationals approximated
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by rationals at arbitrarily high polynomial speed, form a dense Gδ of R:
almost every real number is Liouville in the topological sense, even though
the set of Liouville numbers has Lebesgue measure zero.

Generic topology and measure. A property holding on a dense Gδ is
called generic. These examples carry a moral: the ”typical” object in the
topological sense is often counterintuitive, phenomena reputed ”pathological”
are in fact ubiquitous, and the objects that intuition judges normal (differ-
entiable functions, rational numbers) turn out to be atypical. One must
nonetheless take care not to conflate the two notions of smallness: topological
genericity (complement of a meager set) and measure-theoretic fullness (com-
plement of a null set) do not always coincide. The fat Cantor set, meager yet
of measure 1/2, shows that a set can be small topologically without being
small in measure.

Upside-down report.

Report1:(a)Statement.Completemetricspace(X,d).Let(Un)beasequenceofdenseopensets.⋂nUnisdense.
(b)Proof.Theoneofarticle21(nestedclosedballswithradiitendingtozero,whosecentersformaCauchysequence);it
isnotrepeatedhere.(c)Application:uncountabilityofR.IfR={xn}n≥1werecountable,eachFn={xn}would
beclosedwithemptyinteriorandR=⋃nFnwouldbemeager,contradictingBaire’stheorem,sinceRisnotmeager
initself.HenceRisuncountable.(d)Application:Banach–Steinhaus.ForXBanach,Ynormed,andafamily(Tα)α∈I
ofcontinuouslinearoperatorswithsupα‖Tαx‖<∞foreveryx,setEn={x:supα‖Tαx‖≤n},
closed,withX=⋃nEn.ByBaire,someEn0hasnonemptyinterior,sayB̄(x0,r)⊆En0;for‖h‖≤r,
‖Tα(x0+h)‖≤n0foreveryα,andlinearitygivesTαh=Tα(x0+h)–Tαx0,so‖Tαh‖≤2n0,
hence‖Tα‖≤2n0/runiformlyinα.(e)Application:nowheredifferentiablefunctions.InX=C([0,1])with
theuniformnorm,complete,setforn≥1theclosedsetAn={f:∃t0,∀t,|f(t)–f(t0)|≤n|t–t0|};Anhas
emptyinterior:anyf∈Ancanfirstbeapproximatedbyapiecewise-linearfunctionwithslopesboundedbysomeM,then
perturbedbyanarbitrarilysmallpiecewise-linearzigzagzwithslopes±(n+M+1);ateverybasepointt0,oneofthe
twosidescarriesasegmentwhereg+zhasslopeofmodulus≥n+1,so|(g+z)(t)–(g+z)(t0)|>n|t–t0|for
tneart0onthatside,andg+z/∈An.(ClosednessofAn:iffk→funiformlywithwitnessestk,extracttkj→t0
andpasstothelimit.)ByBaire,⋃nAnhasemptyinterior;sinceanyfdifferentiableatevenonepointliesinsomeAn,the
functionsdifferentiablesomewhereformasetofemptyinterior,andthecomplementof⋃nAnisadenseGδmadeof
nowheredifferentiablefunctions,sothefullsetofsuchfunctionsiscomeager:the”generic”continuousfunctionisnowhere
differentiable.(f)Method.Baire’stheorem:inacompletespace,thecomplementofameagersetisdense.Applications:(i)
theoremsoffunctionalanalysis(Banach–Steinhausanditsrelatives);(ii)existenceof”typical”objects(nowheredifferentiable
functions,Liouvillenumbers);(iii)atoolofnonexistence(anobjecttoo”regular”tobetypical).Astructuraltoolofmodern
analysis.

expedition 2: Ascoli-Arzelà Theorem

Prerequisites: studies 4.

The Ascoli-Arzelà theorem (Giulio Ascoli, 1883; Cesare Arzelà, 1895) charac-
terizes the relatively compact subsets of C([a, b]) by two conditions: equicon-
tinuity (every function in the family varies ”in a uniform manner”) and
uniform boundedness. The theorem is one of the pillars of classical func-
tional analysis: it supplies the compactness criterion for spaces of functions
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and underlies the extraction of convergent subsequences on which the exis-
tence theorems of Cauchy–Peano, Cauchy–Lipschitz, and Schauder all rest.
(a) State the theorem: F ⊆ C([a, b]) is relatively compact (has compact
closure) if and only if F is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous.
(b) Define equicontinuity: ∀ε > 0, ∃δ > 0, ∀f ∈ F , |x – y| < δ ⇒
|f(x) – f(y)| < ε.
(c) Idea of the proof (article 22 gives it in full, it is not repeated here):
diagonal extraction on a countable dense subset, then passage to uniform
convergence by equicontinuity.
(d) Application: the Cauchy–Peano theorem (existence of ODE solutions
without a Lipschitz hypothesis).
(e) Link with compactness in Banach spaces and Schauder’s fixed-point the-
orem (statement taken for granted, Chapter 13).

The Ascoli-Arzelà theorem characterizes compactness in the space of contin-
uous functions.
History. Giulio Ascoli (1843–1896, Italian mathematician) established in
1883–1884 the sufficient condition: equicontinuity together with uniform
boundedness guarantees the existence of a uniformly convergent subsequence.
Cesare Arzelà (1847–1912) proved the necessary condition in 1895 and gave
the complete modern formulation of the theorem.
Why it is needed. At the turn of the twentieth century, nascent func-
tional analysis needed compactness criteria valid outside Rn. The Bolzano–
Weierstrass theorem, which identifies compactness with closed and bounded,
no longer works in infinite dimension; Ascoli-Arzelà supplies the missing
criterion for C([a, b]).
Statement. Let (K, d) be a compact metric space, for instance K = [a, b].
A subset F ⊆ C(K,R) is relatively compact (has compact closure in
(C(K), d∞)) if and only if it satisfies the two following conditions: uniform
boundedness, supf∈F ‖f‖∞ < ∞; and equicontinuity, ∀ε > 0, ∃δ >
0, ∀f ∈ F , ∀x, y ∈ K, d(x, y) < δ ⇒ |f(x) – f(y)| < ε. Equicontinuity
is a continuity ”uniform in f”: the same δ works for every function of F ,
which therefore share a common local regularity. The most frequent case is
an equi-Lipschitz family, |f(x) – f(y)| ≤ L|x – y| with a common constant
L, which immediately implies equicontinuity.
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Proof. It is given in article 22; one retains its two movements, diagonal
extraction on a countable dense subset of K, then promotion of pointwise
convergence to uniform convergence by equicontinuity, and, for the converse,
the finite cover of the closure by balls, each center being uniformly continuous
on the compact K.
Applications. The theorem drives many existence results. The Cauchy–
Peano theorem (1886) states that, for a right-hand side that is merely con-
tinuous, the differential equation y′ = f(x, y), y(x0) = y0 admits at least
one local solution, with no Lipschitz hypothesis and hence no guarantee of
uniqueness: one works on a compact rectangle [x0, x0+a]× [y0–b, y0+b]
where M = max |f| exists, then restricts to [x0, x0 + h] with h =
min(a, b/M) (any h ≤ a if M = 0) so that the Euler polygons of step
h/n stay inside; they then form a uniformly bounded, equicontinuous fam-
ily (slope bounded by M), and Ascoli-Arzelà extracts a uniformly convergent
subsequence whose limit satisfies the equation. Schauder’s fixed-point theo-
rem (1930), which extends Brouwer’s to compact convex sets of a Banach space,
rests on the same principle of reduction to finite dimension, and leads to ex-
istence theorems in partial differential equations and fluid mechanics (the
Navier–Stokes equations). The compactness of the unit ball of the Hölder
space C0,α([a, b]), 0 < α ≤ 1, with its full norm in C([a, b]), another
consequence of Ascoli, is a key tool in harmonic analysis and PDE, and the
compensated compactness theory of Murat and Tartar (1970s) extends its
spirit to nonlinear problems. The theorem has its limits, since it concerns
only continuous functions on a compact set; its extensions carry the names of
Kolmogorov–Riesz for Lp spaces and Aubin–Lions for evolution problems.
Philosophy. Compactness in a function space demands two simultaneous
controls: that the functions not be too large (boundedness) and that they
not vary too fast (equicontinuity). This second control is what replaces the
Bolzano–Weierstrass theorem, which is powerless in infinite dimension.
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Upside-down report.

Report2:(a)Statement.Kcompactmetric.F⊆C(K,R).Fisrelativelycompactiff:(i)supf‖f‖∞<∞
(uniformboundedness),(ii)∀ε>0,∃δ>0,∀f∈F,d(x,y)<δ⇒|f(x)–f(y)|<ε(equicontinuity).
(b)Equicontinuityvs.uniformcontinuity.Uniformcontinuityletsδdependonf;equicontinuityrequiresδuniformin
f.IfFisequi-Lipschitz(∃L,∀f,|f(x)–f(y)|≤L|x–y|),itisequicontinuouswithδ=ε/LforL>0
(ifL=0,anyδworks).(c)Proof.Seearticle22;theessentialpointsarethediagonalprocedureandtheroleof
equicontinuityinpassingfromacountabledensesettoallofK.(d)Converse.Samearticle.(e)Application:Cauchy–Peano.
ODEy′=f(x,y),y(x0)=y0,fcontinuousonacompactrectangleR=[x0,x0+a]×[y0–b,y0+b],
M=maxR|f|;oneworkson[x0,x0+h],h=min(a,b/M)(anyh≤aifM=0),sothepolygonsstay
inR.Euler’spolygonmethod:stephn=h/n,yn(xk+1)=yn(xk)+hnf(xk,yn(xk)).Then:(i)uniform

boundedness,|yn(x)–y0|≤M(x–x0)≤b;(ii)equicontinuity,|yn(x)–yn(x′)|≤M|x–x′|,so{yn}
isequi-LipschitzwithL=M.Ascoli-Arzelàextractsynk→yuniformly;passingtothelimitintheintegralform
yn(x)=y0+∫xx0f(t,yn(t))dt+εn(x),where|εn(x)|≤hω((1+M)h/n)withωthemodulus

ofuniformcontinuityoffontherectangle(oneachstepoflengthh/ntheintegranddiffersfromitsvalueatthenode
byatmostω((1+M)h/n)),soεn→0uniformly,givesy(x)=y0+∫xx0f(t,y(t))dt,equivalentto

y′=f(x,y):existenceisproved.(f)Peanovs.Lipschitz.PeanogivesexistencewithoutLipschitz,butnouniqueness:for

y′=3y2/3,y(0)=0,bothy(x)=0andy(x)=x3solvethesameinitialdata.AddingLipschitz(Cauchy–
Lipschitz)restoresuniqueness.(g)CompactnessinPDE.TheRellich–Kondrachovtheorem(theSobolevanalogueofAscoli):
H1(Ω)↪→L2(Ω)iscompactforboundedregularΩ,afundamentaltoolinPDEtheory(Lax–Milgram,variational
methods).(h)Method.ToprovecompactnessinC([a,b]):(1)checkuniformboundedness;(2)checkequicontinuity(often
viaauniformboundonthederivative,orauniformLipschitzconstant);(3)applyAscoli-Arzelà.Conclusion:extractionof
auniformlyconvergentsubsequence.AuniversaltoolforexistencetheoremsinODEandPDE.

expedition 3: Cantor Set

Prerequisites: studies 2, 4.

The Cantor set (Georg Cantor, 1883) is one of the most paradoxical objects
in mathematics. Built by successive removal of middle thirds of intervals,
it is at once compact (closed and bounded), totally disconnected (no in-
terval), perfect (every point is a limit of other points), of measure zero
yet uncountable (cardinality of the continuum), and self-similar. These
seemingly contradictory properties illustrate the unsuspected richness of the
topology of subsets of R.
(a) Construction: C0 = [0, 1]. At each stage n, remove the open middle
third of every subinterval. C =

⋂
n Cn.

(b) Characterization: C = {x ∈ [0, 1] : x =
∑

k≥1 ak/3
k, ak ∈

{0, 2}} (no digit 1 in the ternary expansion).
(c) Compact, totally disconnected, perfect.

(d) Lebesgue measure 0, yet cardinality 2ℵ0 = c (the continuum).
(e) Self-similarity (fractal), Hausdorff dimension log 2/ log 3 ≈ 0.631.

The Cantor set is the archetype of fractal objects and a challenge to intuition.
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History. Georg Cantor (1845–1918, German mathematician) introduced
this set in 1883 in Über unendliche, lineare Punktmannigfaltigkeiten (”On
infinite linear point sets”), one of his foundational works in set theory, while
searching for counterexamples to naive conjectures about the topology of R.
Construction. Start from C0 = [0, 1] and remove at each stage the open
middle third of every remaining interval: the first stage removes (1/3, 2/3)
and leaves C1 = [0, 1/3] ∪ [2/3, 1], the second leaves C2 = [0, 1/9] ∪
[2/9, 3/9] ∪ [6/9, 7/9] ∪ [8/9, 1], and in general Cn is a union of
2n closed intervals of length 3–n. The Cantor set is the intersection C =⋂

n≥0 Cn. It admits a convenient arithmetic description: every x ∈ [0, 1]

can be written x =
∑

k≥1 ak3
–k with ak ∈ {0, 1, 2}, and removing

the middle thirds amounts exactly to forbidding the digit 1, so that C =
{x : ak ∈ {0, 2} for every k}. One need only resolve the ambiguity of
ternary expansions, for instance by writing 1/3 = 0.0222 . . . rather than
0.1000 . . .; this way 1/3 and 2/3 both belong to C.
Paradoxical properties. The set C combines properties that seem incom-
patible. It is compact, being a closed (intersection of the closed sets Cn) and
bounded subset of R. It is totally disconnected, meaning it contains no
interval: a nontrivial interval [a, b] is too long to fit inside a single piece
of length 3–n once n is large enough, so it must meet a removed third. Yet
it is perfect, that is, closed with no isolated point: by altering the ternary
expansion of a point x ∈ C from some sufficiently large rank onward, one
produces points of C distinct from x that converge to it. It has Lebesgue
measure zero, since λ(C) ≤ λ(Cn) = (2/3)n for every n. And despite
this zero length it has the cardinality of the continuum: the correspondence
ak ↔ ak/2 gives a bijection between C and {0, 1}N, hence a surjection
onto [0, 1] via binary expansion (the countable ambiguity at dyadic points
does not affect cardinality, by a double injection), so |C| = 2ℵ0 = c and
C has as many points as the whole segment.
Fractal structure. The set is self-similar: C = 1

3C ∪ ( 13C + 2
3 ) is the

union of two copies of itself scaled by a factor 1/3. The dimension theorem
under the open set condition (admitted here) gives d = logN/ log(1/r)
for N similarities of the same ratio 0 < r < 1. Here the images of (0, 1)
are disjoint and contained in (0, 1), verifying the condition and giving
a fractional Hausdorff dimension dH = log 2/ log 3 ≈ 0.631, between
that of a point and that of an interval. Topologically, C is homeomorphic to
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the abstract Cantor space {0, 1}N with the product topology, and a theorem
of Brouwer (1910) supplies the converse: every nonempty compact, totally dis-
connected, perfect metric space is homeomorphic to it, making C a universal
model. Varying the lengths removed (taking away 1/4, then 1/16, and
so on) produces the Smith–Volterra–Cantor set, or ”fat Cantor set,” which
keeps the same topological structure while having strictly positive measure,
for instance 1/2.
Applications and legacy. The Cantor set runs through several fields. In
measure theory, it shows that an uncountable set can be negligible, sharply
separating ”topologically small” from ”small in measure.” In set theory, it
accompanies Cantor’s introduction of infinite cardinals and his proof that
|R| > |N| (1874, later by the diagonal argument in 1891). In topology
and dynamics, the abstract Cantor space reappears everywhere, from p-adic
spaces to symbolic dynamics and coding theory. It is finally the prototype
of the fractal attractor, on which Mandelbrot drew in founding the theory
of fractals (1975). History also records that Cantor faced the hostility of
Kronecker, to whom is attributed, via Weber’s 1893 memorial address, our
only source for the remark, the saying ”God made the integers, all the rest
is the work of man”; Cantor’s ideas on the actual infinite are today counted
among the most fertile sources of modern mathematics.
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Upside-down report.

Report3:(a)Iterativeconstruction.C0=[0,1].CnobtainedfromCn–1byremovingtheopenmiddlethirdofeach
intervalmakingupCn–1.StructureofCn:2nclosedintervalsoflength3–n.Cantorset:C=⋂nCn.(b)Ternary
characterization.Theorem:C={x∈[0,1]:xhasaternaryrepresentationwithak∈{0,2}∀k}.The2nclosed
intervalsofCncorrespondtoprefixesoflengthnover{0,2}.Forx∈C,thenestedintervalsdeterminedigitsandtheir
lengths3–ntendtozero,givingx=∑ak3–k.Conversely,suchasumliesineveryCn.Existenceofarepresentation
without1isrequired,notthepropertyforeveryrepresentation:1/3=0.0222...=0.1000....(c)Compact.
Cisboundedin[0,1]andclosed(intersectionofclosedsets);byBolzano–WeierstrassinR,Ciscompact.(d)Totally
disconnected.Nointerval⊆C:if[a,b]⊆Cwitha<b,thenb–a>3–nfornlargeenough,butCnisaunionof
intervalsoflength3–n,so[a,b]cannotfitinasinglepiece,contradicting[a,b]⊆C.(e)Perfect.Forx∈Cthereis
(xn)∈C\{x}withxn→x:writex=0.a1a2a3...withak∈{0,2},definexnwiththesameexpansionas

xuptorankn,thenflipdigitn+1(0to2or2to0);thenxn∈C,xn6=x,|x–xn|≤2/3n+1→0,sox
isalimitofdistinctelementsofCandisnotisolated.(f)Lebesguemeasure0.λ(Cn)=2n·3–n=(2/3)n;since

C⊆Cn,λ(C)≤(2/3)nforeveryn,henceλ(C)=0.(g)Cardinality.|C|=|{0,2}N|=2ℵ0=c:
Chasthecardinalityofthecontinuum,henceisuncountable:anapparentparadox,ameasure-zerosetwithasmanypoints
as[0,1].(h)Self-similarityandfractaldimension.C=α(C)∪(α(C)+2/3)withα(x)=x/3:the
Cantorsetistheunionof2copiesofitself,each1/3aslarge.Undertheopensetcondition,verifiedhere(theorem
admitted),forNsimilaritiesofcommonratio0<r<1,theHausdorffdimensionisd=logN/log(1/r)=
log2/log3≈0.6309,strictlybetween0and1.(i)Variant:thefatCantorset.Insteadofremoving1/3,remove
1/4,1/16,1/64,...atsuccessivestages;thetotalmeasureremovedis∑2n–1/4n=1/2,sothefatCantor
sethasmeasure1–1/2=1/2,yetisstructurallyliketheordinaryCantorset:compact,totallydisconnected,perfect.

Thisshowsthatpositivemeasureandtotaldisconnectednesscancoexist.(j)AbstractCantorspace.{0,1}Nwiththeproduct

topology,metrizedbyd(x,y)=2–min{k:xk6=yk}forx6=yandd(x,x)=0,iscompact,totallydisconnected,
andperfect.Brouwer’stheorem(1910,admittedhere):everynonemptycompact,totallydisconnectedmetricspacewithno
isolatedpointishomeomorphictotheabstractCantorspace,hencetoC,auniversalcharacterization.(k)Method.TheCantor
setinbrief:constructionbyiteratedremoval,asimpleternarycharacterization,paradoxicalproperties(compact+totally
disconnected+perfect+measurezero+cardinalityofthecontinuum+fractal).Itappearsthroughoutmathematics:
settheory,measuretheory,topology,dynamics,codingtheory,fractals:theuniversalcounterexample.

further reading

• Fréchet, M. (1906), thesis introducing metric spaces.

• Kelley, J. L. (1955), General Topology, Van Nostrand.

• Munkres, J. R. (2000), Topology, Prentice Hall.

• Willard, S. (1970), General Topology, Addison-Wesley.
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