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Cardinal characteristics on k
modulo non-stationary
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Abstract

For k regular and uncountable we define variants of the classical cardinal char-
acteristics modulo the non-stationary ideal.

1 Introduction

Cardinal characteristics of (k) for x at least inaccessible have been studied extensively
in the last few years: [BTFEMI1T7|, [FMSS19], [FS1§|, [RS17] and [RS19] are just a few
examples. Similar to the classical case on w, these ‘higher’ cardinal characteristics are
usually defined modulo the bounded ideal, e.g. = is almost disjoint to y iff [xNy| < & for
z,y C k and a, := min{|A|: A C P(k) is a maximal almost disjoint family A |A| > k}.
The cardinal characteristics p, tx, S«, bs, 04, t and u, are defined similarly.

Let k be regular uncountable. In this paper we intend to define variants of these ‘higher’
cardinal characteristics modulo the non-stationary ideal. To this end we define the club
filter Cl := {x C k: Jy C z y is club}, the non-stationary ideal NS := {z C k: Jy €
Cl zNy = 0} and the set of stationary sets St := (k) \ NS. Note that while the prop-
erty x € Cl is upwards absolute for models with the same cofinalities, the properties
x € NS and x € St are in general not.

We will now define several relations on St x St modulo the non-stationary ideal and
use them to define cardinal characteristics of St:

Definition 1.1. Let z,y € St. We define:

e y stationarily splits z iff Ny € St and = \ y € St.
s¢ .= min{|S|: S C St AVx € St Iy € S y stationarily splits x} the stationary

splitting number and

t¢ .= min{|R|: R C St AVz € St Jy € R —(x stationarily splits y)} the station-

K
ary reaping number
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e x ChHyiff z\ye NS.
F C St has the <xk-stationary intersection property iff for every F' C F of size
<k we have that (), . = € St.
pcl .= min{|P|: P C StAP has the <s-stationary intersection property A—(3z €
St Vy € P o C y)} the stationary pseudo intersection number
t .= min{|T|: T C StAT has the <x-stationary intersection property A7 is well-
ordered by jD A—(Jzx € StVye T x C) y)} the stationary tower number []

e 1 is stationary almost disjoint to y iff t Ny € NS.
a? := min{|A|: A is a maximal stationary almost disjoint family A |A| > x} the
stationary almost disjointness number

e u :=min{|B|: BC St AU C P(k) U is an ultrafilter A B is a base for U} B the
stationary ultrafilter number

u” := min{|B|: B C StAFU C P(k) U is an ultrafilter ABUCI is a subbase for U}H

K
the stationary* ultrafilter number

u = min{|B|: B C St A 3IU C P(k) U is a measure A B is a base for U} [l the
measure ultrafilter number

u?™ :=min{|B|: B C StA3U C*P(k) U is a normal measure AB is a base for U}

the normal measure ultrafilter number

u"™ = min{|B|: B C StATU C P(x) U is a normal measure ABUCI is a subbase for U}

K
the normal measure® ultrafilter number

e Let f,g € k" and define f <!, g iff {a < k: g(a) < f(a)} € NS.
6 := min{|B|: B C k" AVg € k* 3f € B f £ g} the club unbounded number
¢ :=min{|D|: D C k" AVf € k" Jg € D f <% g} the club dominating number

We will aim to establish some relations between these cardinal characteristics and also
show some consistency results.

2 Results / Questions

The notions of club unbounded and dominating number have already been investigated
by Cummings and Shelah (see [CS95]). In particular they showed the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1. Let x be regular uncountable. Then b, = bzl. If kK >3, then 0, = Dg.
The stationary almost disjointness number a¢ is trivial:

Lemma 2.2. Let s be regular uncountable. Then a¢ = k.

!Note that the notions of p¢ and t¢ introduced here are different to the ones defined in [FMSS19].
2Hence CI C U.

3ie. {y € St: x € B3cl € Cl y = xNcl} is a base for U, since w.l.o.g. B is closed under intersections.
4i.e. U is a <k-complete ultrafilter.



Proof. Partition k into kmany stationary sets (x;);<.. Define y; := x\ |J

i<i Ti and set

T, := Ni<py;- Note that x; Nz, € NS for every i < k. Now we have to distinguish two

cases:

o If 2, € St, then we claim that the family (z;);<, is maximal stationary almost

disjoint. Towards a contradiction assume that x* € St is stationary almost disjoint
to x; for every i < k. We define a function f: 2* — &k such that f(k) is the unique
i < Kk such that k € z;. Equivalently f(k) := min{i < x: k ¢ y;}. If the
set {k € *: f(k) < k} is stationary, then by Fodor’s lemma (see [Jec03]) the set
{k € z*: f(k) = 0} is stationary for some § < k. But this implies that z*Nzs € St.
Hence the set {k € x*: f(k) > k} is stationary, and therefore z* Nz, € St. But
this also leads to a contradiction, hence (x;);<, is a maximal stationary almost
disjoint family.

If z,, € NS, then we proceed similarly and claim that (x;);<, is maximal stationary
almost disjoint. We define f: * — & as above, and note that {k € z*: f(k) > k}
cannot be stationary. Hence there exists 0 < x such that * N xs € St.

O

Let us say a few words about the spectrum of stationary almost disjointness:

Definition 2.3. We define Spec

wd = {7 > k: JA A is a maximal stationary almost

disjoint family A |A] = ~}.

Definition 2.4. Let x € St. We say that NS | = is y-saturated iff for every stationary
almost disjoint family A C P(x) we have |A| < 7.

Obviously, this definition agrees with the usual definition of saturation (see [Jec03]).

The next lemma will summarize some properties of Specg,4:

Lemma 2.5. The following holds true for s regular uncountable:

1.

2.

By Lemma 2.2l we have k € Spec,,,.
By [GS97] we have NS is not x"-saturated for kK > wy, hence {k} C Specg,q.
If (k) holds (see Definition 2.9), then 2" € Spec,,,.

By [Git86] it is consistent that x is inaccessible and there exists x € St such that
xN{i < k:cf(i) = j} € St for all cardinals j < k and NS | x is kT -saturated.
By [JW85] it is consistent that x is Mahlo and NS | Reg is k"-saturated.

Question 2.6. Is it consistent that N.S is 2%-saturated for s inaccessible? Is it even
consistent that NS is kTT-saturated and 2 is very large?

In [GS97] the authors ask whether the following is consistent for x inaccessible: Vi €
Sty e St:y Ca ANS | yis kt-saturated.



Also the stationary pseudo intersection number p¢ and the stationary tower number
tc are trivial:

cl

Lemma 2.7. Let x be regular uncountable. Then p¢ = t& = k.

Proof. It will suffice to show that there exists a decreasing sequence (x;);<, of stationary
sets such that A;.,z; = {0}: Assume that z* is a stationary pseudo intersection of
(%;)i<k. Again define f: z* — k such that f(j) := min{i < k: j ¢ x;} and again we
note that {j € «*: f(j) < j} € NS. Hence, z* C, A;<, x; must hold, which leads to a
contradiction.

Therefore, let us show that there exists such a sequence (z;);<,. Let Ef := {i <
k: cf(i) = w} and for every k € E® let (j%),-, be a cofinal sequence in k. We claim
that there exists n* < w such that for every i < s the set z; := {k < k: jFk > i} is
stationary. Assume towards a contradiction that for every n < w there exist i, < K
such that z;, € NS and let cl,, be a club disjoint to x;,. We define ¢* := sup,,,, ¢, and
cl* := <o cln- Let k* € Ef N cl* with k* > *. Then it follows that j& < i* for every
n < w. But this contradicts the assumption that (j*), -, is cofinal in k*.

Hence let n* and (x;);<, be as defined above. It remains to be shown that A, z; = {0}.
Assume towards a contradiction that there exists k > 0 such that £ € A,..x;. This
means that j*. > i for every i < k. But this is a contradiction. O

Next, we investigate the stationary reaping number tg:
Theorem 2.8. t& > x for k inaccessible.

Proof. Let (z;);<x with A\ < k be a family of stationary sets and w.l.o.g. assume that
K C5 U;icy @i Assume that (z;;);<x is a partition of x; into A many stationary sets and
define z; ) := K \ x; for every i < A\. We will find a common refinement of the partitions
(i j)j<a

For every s € (A + 1) define y, := (),_, is@). Clearly, if 1,50 € (A + 1) with s # s
then y,, Ny,, = 0. Now set S := {s € (A+1)*: y, € St} and note that since (A\+1)* < x
and every z; ; = Use()\—i—l))‘,s(i):j Ys, we clearly have that x CJ; |J,cq ¥s and (ys)ses refines
every partition (z;;);<x.

Since the y, are pairwise disjoint, one can now easily construct a set y* € St which
stationarily splits y, for every s € S, and hence stationarily splits x; for every i < A. [

We will later see that t¢ > k can be forced.

Definition 2.9. Let x C k be stationary. We say that {,(x) holds iff there exists a
sequence ($;);e; with s; C i and for every y C k the set {i € x: y [ i = s;} is stationary
(see [JecO3]).

Question 2.10. Is t = x consistent? Does Vo € St: {.(x) imply t¢ > xk? How does
t¢ relate to t,?

Concerning the various definitions of ultrafilter numbers:

Lemma 2.11. For x measurable we have:



1 st <t <u, <ud <ymm

2. k<t <t <yt " < and ™ < um

3. ume =y and kT < uM

Proof. 1.) and 2.) should be obvious (using Theorem [2.8)). Hence let us prove 3.): We
clearly have u’* < u”™. On the other hand let ¢/ be a measure such that there exists
a base B of U with |B| = u*. Let V*/U denote the ultrapower of V' modulo U, let
M :=mos(V"/U) be the transitive collapse and j: V — M the elementary embedding.
Pick f: Kk — & such that K = mos([f]y). Then V := {z C k: k € j(z)} is a normal
measure and it easily follows that V = {x C x: Jy € U f[y] C x}. Hence f[B] is a base
of V and u™ < u* follows.

To show that x* < u™ we assume towards a contradiction that U/ is a normal ultrafilter
and there exists B C U with |B| = x such that {y € St: 3z € B3cl € Cly = x Ncl}
is a base of U. If we enumerate B as (r;);<, then we see that A, x; € U. But for all
r € B we have x gzl N;<. x; which leads to a contradiction. O

Lemma 2.12. By [BTFEMIT] the following is consistent: k™ < t, = u™ < 2",

Question 2.13. Are there any other provable relations between the various ultrafilter
numbers? Are u” < u¢ or u™ < u™™ consistent? Is even u¢!” = k consistent?

Let us now investigate the stationary splitting number s¢:
Theorem 2.14. For s regular uncountable we have s > « iff x is inaccessible.

Proof. We follow the proof of [Suz93|. First assume that s is not inaccessible, hence
there exists a minimal A\ < & such that 2* > k. Let f: x — 2* be injective and for
every s € 2<% define z, := {i < k: s< f(i)}. Weset X := {x,: s € 2} Ax, € St}
which is of size 2<* < &, and claim that X is a stationary splitting family. Towards a
contradiction assume that y € St is not stationarily split by X. It follows that the set
S :={s€2<*: y C¥ z,} is linearly ordered by <, because for incompatible s;, s, € 2<*
we have that z,, and z,, are disjoint. Let us define ¢ := J,.¢5 € 2}, Now we can
deduce that y C f~1({t}) UUsea<r\s s- However, this leads to a contradiction, because
y would be covered by a union of <x many non-stationary sets.

On the other hand assume that & is inaccessible and let X C St be of size A < k. Let 8 be
large enough and choose an elementary submodel M < H () with k, X € M, X,2* C M
and |[M| < k. Now pick i* > sup(M N «) such that i* € (),ccyqp ¢l The ordinal ¢*
induces a partition Yy, Y; of X: set Yy :={z € X:* ¢ x} and V) :={z € X: * € x}.
Since 2* € M we can deduce that also Yy, Y; € M, and hence y := Y1\ JYo € M.
If we can show that y € St, this will imply that X is not a stationary splitting family.
To this end let ¢l € C1 N M be arbitrary, and we obviously have H(0) Fi* € yNcl. By
elementarity it follows that M & y N ¢l # (), and since ¢l was arbitrary, we can deduce
that M F y € St. Again by elementarity we have y € St. O

The following definition already appeared in [HS18|:
Definition 2.15. Let F' C B(x) be a uniform filter B, i.e. for every z € F we have

5In particular we can assume that F' contains the co-bounded filter.



|z| = k. We define:

e F'is <r-complete* iff for every A < k and every (z;);«) with x; € F we have
[Ny @] = K

e F'is normal® iff for every (z;);<, with x; € F' we have that A, z; is stationary.

e F measures a set X C P(k) iff for every # € X either z € F or k \ € F holds
true.

Note that we explicitly do not require that the (diagonal) intersection is again an
element of F'. Clearly, if F' is normal*, then it is also <x-complete*.

Definition 2.16. We say that s has the normal* filter property iff for every X C PB(k)
of size <k there exists a normal* filter F' measuring X.

The following notion clearly strengthens weak compactness and is downwards absolute
to L (see [JK69]):

Definition 2.17. Recall that x is ineffable iff for every partition f: [x]?> — {0,1} there
exists a stationary homogeneous set x C k.

The following theorem was proven in [DPZ80]:

Theorem 2.18. Let s be regular uncountable. Then x has the normal* filter property
iff k is ineffable.

Theorem 2.19. For x regular uncountable we have 59 > « iff x is ineffable.

Proof. We will show that 5 > & iff k has the normal* filter property. Then this theorem
follows by Theorem [2.I8

Let us first assume that s¢ > x and let X C B(x) be of size <x. We will show that there
exists a normal* filter F' measuring X. W.l.o.g. X is closed under compliments. Since
s > k there exists y* € St such that X does not stationarily split *. Now we define
F = {x € X:y* Cf z} and note that F' is obviously an ultrafilter on X. We claim
that F' is normal*. Let (z;);<, with z; € F' be arbitrary and ¢l; € Cl with y* N¢l; C ;.
Then Ao, x; O N y* Nel; = y* N A, cl; which is clearly stationary.

On the other hand assume that x has the normal* filter property and let X C St be of
size k. Then there exists a normal® filter F' measuring X, and enumerate X as (;);<x.
Define y; := z; if x; € F and y; := k \ z; else. Since F' is normal*, we can deduce that

*

y* = Nicxy; € St. But no z; € X can stationarily split y*, hence s¢ > k. 0J
Before we can state the next theorem, we need the following definition:

Definition 2.20. Let a be a measurable cardinal and let U, U; and U be normal
measures on «. We recall (see [Jec03]):

6Note that any <s-complete* filter F' can be extended to a <k-complete filter F.



e the Mitchell order: Uy <l iff Uy € V" /Uy, i.e. Uy is contained in the ultrapower
of V modulo U,

e o(U) :=sup{o(U’') + 1: U’ <U} the order of U
e o(a) :=sup{o(U’): U’ is normal measure on o} the order of a

It was proven by Zapletal (see [Zap97]) that s, > xT has large consistency strength,
and indeed the same proof shows:

Theorem 2.21. Let 5¢ > k™. Then there exists an inner model with a measurable
cardinal a of order o+ [1

cl

b, 0, and t¢. First we state

Let us now show some consistency results regarding s
a helpful tool:

Lemma 2.22. Let V F z € St and let P be a <k-closed forcing. Then V¥ = z € St.

Proof. Since being stationary is a II} statement, the lemma follows by IT}-absoluteness
for <k-closed forcing extensions. O

Definition 2.23. Let U be a <rk-complete, normal ultrafilter on k. We define M, the
generalized Mathias forcing with respect to U, as follows:

e A condition p is of the form (s”, A?) where s” € [k|<", AP € U and sup s” < min A?.

o Let p = (sP,AP) and ¢ = (¢, BY) be in My,. We define ¢ <y, p, in words ¢ is
stronger than p, if s» C 9, B1 C AP and t7\ s C AP,

If G is a (V,My)-generic filter, we define m¢ := ¢ 5"
The next lemma follows immediately.

Lemma 2.24. Let U be a <k-complete, normal ultrafilter. Then the forcing M, has
the following properties:

e M, is k-centered.,. In particular it is k™ -c.c.

o M, is <k-directed closed.

Lemma 2.25. Let U be a <k-complete, normal ultrafilter on x and let V F x € St.
Then Ik, mig € St A (nig Cf xVnigNz € NS).

Proof. If x € U then clearly Ik, g € . On the other hand, if = ¢ U then Iky,, he N
x is bounded. Hence, it remains to be shown that IFy,, g € St. To this end let p € My,
and ¢l be a M-name for a club. Let (psi)i<w be a decreasing sequence of conditions below
p interpreting clascl* €V, and w.l.o.g assume that p) = inf;) p; for every limit A < k.
Let A* := A, AP" denote the diagonal intersection of the AP, and since U is a normal
measure, we have that A* € Y. Hence, A* N Lim(cl*) # () where Lim(cl*) is the club
consisting only of the limit points of ¢/*, and pick i* € A* Necl*. It follows that i* € AP
and p;- Iy, i* € cl. If we define a condition ¢ := (s?* U {i*}, AP \ {i*}) then trivially
q <m, pi+ and q lFyg, * € g N cl. Hence, Iy, ma € St. O

"This is equivalent to 3F: L[F]| F Ja: « is measurable with order at* (see [Mit83]) .




Theorem 2.26. Let s be supercompact and indestructible by <x-directed closed forcing
posets (see [Lav7g]). Define a <x-support iteration (Po, Qs: @ < x7F, 8 < x*F) such
that IFp, Qa = M, where Ua is a P,-name for a <k-complete, normal ultrafilter.
Furthermore, assume that V F 2¢ = k7. Then VF F s = b, =0, =t = 2F = g+,

Proof. Since P satisfies the k*-c.c. and for every a < k** the forcing P, has a dense
subset of size k*, we can deduce that V¥ F 28 = g™+, It is easy to see that VF
b, = 0. = kTT. Since P has <k-support, it follows that P adds x-Cohen reals, hence
VEEd =kt (see Lemma Z27). Now if VF E X C St is a set of size < k% in VF, then
by the kt-c.c. there exists a < k** such that X € V¥ and by downward absoluteness
VFe = X C St. By Lemma X is not a stationary splitting family in VFe+1 hence
by Lemma X cannot be a stationary splitting family in V. O

Lemma 2.27. Let C,, denote the x-Cohen forcing and let G be a (V, C,)-generic filter.
Let c¢ C & denote the k-Cohen real added by G, and let V E x € St. Then V& E
¢ stationarily splits x.

Furthermore, if P = ], _, + C, denotes the <s-support product of x-Cohen forcing, then
VP E (Ca)acnt is a stationary splitting family.

Proof. We proceed similarly to the proof of 225 Let p € C, and ¢l a C,-name for a
club. Let (p;)i<x be a decreasing sequence below p interpreting clas cl* € CINV. Again,
w.l.o.g. assume that p, = inf;,.) p; for every limit A < k. Since z is stationary in V', we
can find i* € x N Lim(cl*) where Lim(cl*) is again the club consisting only of the limit
points of cl*. Hence, there are gy, ¢1 € C,; below p;« such that gy IF¢, (\ cz) N cl 0
and q; ke, xNegyNe # 0.

Let & be a P-name for a stationary set in V¥. By the kT-c.c. of P it follows that there
exists o < kT such that 7 is a P,-name, where P, := H6<a C.. By the above VFa+i |
co stationarily splits . By Lemma we have VF F ¢, stationarily splits . O

The following proof already appeared in a similar version in [She84]:

Theorem 2.28. Let x be supercompact and indestructible by <x-directed closed forcing
posets. Let V F 2% = k" and define R := PxQ where P =[], _,+ C. and Q is a P-name
for a k™ iteration of k-Hechler forcing H,, with <x-support. Then VE E 5 = T Ab, =
0, =1 =2" = gt

Proof. Obviously, b, =0, = k**. Since H,, adds x-Cohen reals, we can deduce by
that t¢ = k™. Since s remains ineffable in V¥ it follows that s¢ > x*. It remains to be
shown that s¢ < x*. To this end we will show that (c, )<+ Temains a splitting family
in VE where the (cq)a<,+ are the generic x-Cohen reals added by P.

Towards a contradiction assume that 7 is a R-name and (p, ¢) a condition in R such that
(p,¢) IFr € StA Va < kT: & C¥ ¢, VENé, € NS). Since R satisfies the kt-c.c. we
can find o* < k1 such that the R-name % does not depend on ¢,-. Since P is <x-closed
and IFp Q has <k-support and is <k-closed, we obviously have

IFp {q € Q: dom(q) € V A3p € (k<F)4m@ Ay



Vo € dom(q) 3f g d(a) = (p(a), f)}is dense in Q

Hence, we can pick a condition (p/,q’) <gr (p,q) such that all trunks of (p/,¢q’) are
ground model objects, and (p’,q") decides whether & C¥ ¢, or £ Ncy- € NS, wlo.g.
assume that (p/,¢) IFr @ C¥ co. Now we define an automorphism 7 of P which
fixes [],em oy Cr and Ibp éor N m(éa-) C dom(p/(a”)), in particular p' = 7(p'). Now
7 induces an automorphism 7 of R, and since all trunks of (p/ ,(j’) are ground model
objects, we can deduce that p/ IFp ¢’ and ﬁ((j’) are compatible in Q. Hence there exists
a condition (p/,7) <g (¢,¢), (¢, 7(¢")), and since IFr & = 7(&) we can deduce that
(', 7) IFr & CF cor N CF T(cor). But this immediately leads to a contradiction. O

Lemma 2.29. Let x be supercompact and indestructible by <x-directed closed forcing

posets. Let V F 2¢ = kT and define P =[] _, .. C,. Then V¥ Es? =b, =" A0, =

el =28 = Kt

Proof. The lemma immediately follows from the proof of Theorem 2.28| O

Lemma 2.30. Let x be supercompact and indestructible by <k directed-closed forcing
posets. Let V F 2% = k% and define P = [, _.++ Sk, i.e. a x** product of x-Sacks
forcing with <s-support. Then VF E b, =0, = kT At = 27 = s+,

Proof. Since P is x"-bounding, we have V¥ F b, = 0, = x*. It also follows that
VP E Cl NV is cofinal in O, and therefore it is easy to see that V¥ F Va < k™ s,
stationarily splits St N V' where P, := [I5-0 Sk Hence, VEEd = 2r = gt O

It seems very reasonable to conjecture that VF I s = k7.

Question 2.31. Is b, < s¢ consistent? Is even 0, < 5% consistent? How does 5 relate
to 5,7
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