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THE KEISLER-SHELAH ISOMORPHISM THEOREM AND THE
CONTINUUM HYPOTHESIS

MOHAMMAD GOLSHANI AND SAHARON SHELAH

ABSTRACT. We show that if for any two elementary equivalent structures M, N
of size at most continuum in a countable language, M*“ /U ~ N% /U for some
ultrafilter ¢ on w, then CH holds. We also provide some consistency results

about Keisler and Shelah isomorphism theorems in the absence of CH.

§ 1. INTRODUCTION

The Keisler-Shelah isomorphism theorem provides a characterization of elemen-
tary equivalence. It says that two models of a theory are elementarily equivalent if
and only if they have isomorphic ultrapowers.

Let the Keisler criterion (for elementary equivalence) be the statement: for any
two structures M, N of size < 2% in a countable language, M = N if and only if
MY /U ~ N¥ /U for some ultrafilter U on w.

In [] (see also []), Keisler showed that the Keisler criterion follows from CH.
The result is trivial if at least one of M, N is finite, so assume otherwise. He showed
that for any non-principal ultrafilter & on w the ultrapowers M* /U and N* /U are
N;-saturated of size 28¢. Thus, under CH, both are saturated of the same size and
the result follows from the uniqueness of saturated models.

Later Shelah [6] removed the CH assumption in Keisler’s theorem, by showing
that if £ is a countable language and M, N are countable £-models, then M = N
if and only if there exists an ultrafilter & on 2* such that M* /U ~ N¥/U.
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In [8], Shelah has constructed a model of ZFC in which 2% = Xy and in which
there are countable graphs A = T such that for no ultrafilter & on w, A% /U ~
I'“ /U. This shows that CH is an essential assumption for Keisler’s theorem, even
for countable models.

In this paper we discuss some variants of the Keisler’s criterion, in particular in
the absence of CH, and prove some related results. First we show that Keisler’s

criterion is indeed equivalent to CH by proving the following theorem.
Theorem 1.1. Suppose 280 > N,. Then the Keisler criterion fails.

The counterexample we consider for the above theorem comes from the theory
of dense linear orders, see Theorem 211

It is known from the work of Ellentuck and Rucker [2] that if Martin’s axiom+-CH
holds, then there exists an ultrafilter &/ on w such that for any countable structure
M, the ultrapower M¥ /U is saturated. In particular if M = N are countable mod-
els of the same vocabulary, then M¥ /U ~ N* /U{. We consider models of larger size

and ask for the same conclusion. In particular, we prove the following:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose 2% > Ny = cf(2%0) and Cov(meagre) = 2%, If M, N are
models of size Ny in a countable language, then M* /U ~ N¥ /U for some ultrafilter

U on w.

We also prove a related consistency result in the generic extension obtained by
adding many Cohen reals, which allows us to remove the cofinality restriction of

the above theorem.

§ 2. KEISLER’S THEOREM AND THE CH
In this section we prove the following theorem which immediately implies The-

orem [[.1]

Theorem 2.1. There are models M, N of the theory Th(Q, <) of size Vg, Ny re-
spectively such that for no ultrafilter U on w, M* /U ~ N /U.
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Proof. Let M = (Q, <) and let N be a dense linear order of cardinality N such that
for some a,b € N we have cf(IN,) = N; and c¢f(Np) = Ry, where for each ¢ € N,

N,={deN:d <y c}.

We show that M and N are as required. Suppose, towards a contradiction, that
for some ultrafilter U on w, there exists an isomorphism f : N“ /U ~ M“/U. To

simplify the notation, let us set M, = M*/U and N, = N¥/U. Let
ax, = [{a:n <w)ly € N,

and

by =[{b:n <w)ly € N,.

By the choice of elements a and b we have:
Claim 2.2. cf((N.),,) =Ry and cf((N,)p,) = Na.

Proof. Let us show that cf((N,),,) = N;. Pick a <n-increasing sequence (a; :
i < wi) which is <yn-cofinal in a. Then the sequence ((a;)« : ¢ < wi), where
(ai)« = [{a; : n < W)y is an increasing sequence below a.. Let us show that it is
also cofinal in a.. Thus let f : w — N and suppose that [f]yy <y, a.. Without
loss of generality f : w — N,. For each n < w pick some i(n) < w; such that
f(n) <N ai(n). Let j =sup, ., i(n). Then j < w; and for every n < w
f(n) <N aim) < aj,
in particular [f]y <n. (aj)s. Thus the sequence ((a;)+ : ¢ < wq) is increasing and

cofinal in a,. By the regularity of Ry, we have cf((N,),,) = Ni. O

Set ay = f(ax) and by = f(bs).
Claim 2.3. cf((M.),,) = N1 and cf((My)p,) = Ra.
Proof. It is trivial by the choice of a; and b;. (]

Claim 2.4. There is a function F : M® — M such that for every c,d € M, the

formula F(x,c,d) defines an automorphism of M which maps ¢ to d.
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Proof. Define F by F(z,y,z) =  —y + z. The function F is easily seen to be as

required. ([

It follows from Claim 24 that for some function Fy, (M,, Fy) = (M, F)¥/U.

Then by the choice of F', the function F has the following property:

(x): F. : M2 — M, is a function such that for all ¢,d € M,, the formula

F.(x,c,d) defines an automorphism of M, which maps ¢ to d.

In particular Fi(x,at,b;) defines an automorphism of M, which maps a; to bs.

Thus we must have
cf((M*)aT) = Cf((M*)bT),

which contradicts Claim [2.3] O

By the above result and Keisler’s theorem, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.5. The following are equivalent:
(a) CH,
(b) Keisler’s criterion: if L is a countable language and M, N are L-models of
size < 280 then M = N if and only if there exists an ultrafilter U on w
such that M* /U ~ N¥ /U.

§ 3. KEISLER-SHELAH THEOREM FOR MODELS OF CARDINALITY N;

In this section, we ask to what extent the Keisler and Shelah isomorphism the-
orems can hold for models of uncountable cardinality. We prove some theorems

which by the result of the previous section are, in some sense, optimal.

Definition 3.1. (1) Let Cov(meagre) be the minimal size of a family of meagre
subsets of the real line that cover it.

(2) Given an infinite cardinal k, let MA ; (countable) be the following statement:

if P is a countable partial order and A is a family of dense subsets of P of

size k, then there exists a filter G C P meeting all sets in A.

Our proof relies on the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. (see [I, Theorem 7.13]) Suppose Cov(meagre) = 2%°. Then MA, (countable)
holds for all k < 280,

Let us start by proving Theorem [[L21

Theorem 3.3. Suppose 2% > Ry = cf(2%°) and Cov(meagre) = 2%0. Suppose
My = M; are models of size < Ry in the same countable vocabulary L. Then for

some ultrafilter U on w, Mg /U ~ MY /U.

Proof. Before giving the details of the proof, let us sketch the main idea. We would

0 a < 2%) and (g} : o < 2%0)

like to find an ultrafilter & on w and enumerations (g,

of M§ and MY respectively, such that

(3.1)  ((Mo)*/U, [golets - [galus ) = (M0)* /U, [golea, -, [galus ).

This will show that the function (([¢9]u,[9]u) : o < 2%°) is an isomorphism
between MY /U and MY /U. On the other hand, by Lo$ theorem, Bl is equivalent

to saying that for all £-formula ¢(zo,- -+ ,2,—1) and all By, - -+, Bn_1 < 280,

{k <w: My ': ¢(920(k)a to aggn,l(k)) < M,y ': (b(géo(k)a to agénl(kD} eu.

We define by induction on a < 2% a sequence ((Ua,9%,9l) : @ < 2%0), where
Uy, : a < 2%9) is an increasing and continuous chain of filters on w such that B:1]
holds whenever U replaced by U, 1. To make sure that ¢g2’s and gl’s enumerate
all elements of My and MY respectively, we use a back and forth construction. To
make sure that the construction continues to work at all levels below 280, we use
the assumption Cov(meagre) = 2% and proceed in such a way that U, is generated
by < Ry + |a| many elements.

Let us now go into the details of the proof. Let ()\; : ¢ < wy) be an increasing and
continuous sequence of cardinals > Xy cofinal in 2% and for £ < 2 let (MY : i < wy)
be an increasing and continuous chain of elementary submodels of M, such that for
all i < wr, [|MY¢]| = Ro and M, = |J M¢. Let (ff : o < 2%) be an enumeration

1<wi

of MY such that

a <\ = fle .
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Let also (X, : a < 2%) enumerate P(w). By induction on a < 2% and using a

back and forth construction, we build the triple (Uy, g2, g1 ) such that:

a) g0 € Mg, furthermore if a < \;, then g2 € (M?)~,
(c) fori<wiand £ <2, {gt a< N} ={f a<\},

(a)
(b) gl € My, furthermore if a < \;, then g} € (M})¥,
)
(d)

U, is a filter on w generated by < Ry + || sets containing all co-finite
subsets of w,
(e) if ¢(xg, -+ ,xpn—1) is a formula of £ and By, - ,Bn-1 < «, then the set

Y4, (80, pn_1) defined as

{k <w: Mok ol (k). g% (k) & My E olgh, (k). - - ,g;M(k))},

belongs to Uy+1,
(f) if a < B < 2%, then U, C Us.
(g) if « is a limit ordinal, then U, = |J Us,

B<a
(h) for all a < 2%0, either X, € Ups1 or w\ Xo € Upy1-

As in Shelah [7, Ch VI, §3], there is no problem in carrying the induction, however
let us elaborate the main point of the proof. The only difficulty in carrying the
induction is clause (e). Thus suppose that o < 2% and the construction is done up
to a. Let also ¢ < wy be such that o < A;. First suppose that « is an even ordinal.
Let g3 = f3) , where 7, is the least ordinal such that f9 ¢ {gj: § < a}. Note that
Yo < Ai. Let also 4 (U,) be a set of generators of U, of size < Vg + |a.

Let P be the forcing notion consisting of all maps p : dom(p) — M}, where
dom(p) is a finite subset of w, ordered by inclusion. P is countable. Define the

following sets:

e D, ={peP:necdom(p)}, where n < w.
e For any set A € 9(U,), any finite sequence ¢ = (¢, (o, ,Tn,_1,Y) : L €
I), any finite sequence <ﬁ? cv eIl e J,), where ﬁ? = (Bfo Bl 1)

consists of ordinals less than o and m < w let ¥ be the

A,$(BLuel Led,),m
set of all conditions p € PP such that for some k € dom(p) N A with k& > m
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andallcelandfl € J, :

M? ': d)b(ggf’o(k)a e 7922

t,m,—1

(), 93(k)) & MY = 0u(ghe ()b (k). p(k)).

t,m,—1

Let us show that each of the sets defined above are dense in P. This is clear for
the sets D,,. Now suppose that A,¢7, (B_;e :v € 1,0 € J) and m are given as

above and suppose that p € P. We find some ¢ 2 p in ¥ Let

A,p(BLel be],),m’
k > m, max(dom(p)) be such that k € A. Such a k exists as A is unbounded in w.
Now z = g2 (k) witnesses

M? ':EI /\ (bL(g?;fo(k)a ’ggfn,l(k)"r)’
veleeld, ' o

and hence by our induction hypothesis we can find some y € M} such that

Mil ': /\ ¢L(géf10 (k)v e 7922@ (k)a y)

Ling—1
el led,

Set ¢ =pU{(k,y)}. Then ¢q € P is as required.

The number of the sets we defined above is at most
Ro + % (Ua)| - Ro - [a] <M - Rg = Rg + |

which is less than A;, and hence as MAj, (countable) holds, there exists a filter
G C P meeting all the above dense sets. Set gl = Upea - Let U, be the filter

generated by

Ua U{Y4 (80, Bnr) : @5 Bos -+, Bn—1 as in clause (e)}.

By the choice of the sets ¥ ,,,» the above set has the finite intersection

A,$(BlieT e ),
property and hence U, is a proper filter. Now let U,41 be the filter generated
by U, ., U{X,} if this is a proper filter and let U,41 be the filter generated by
Z/{/

L1 U{w\ Xo} otherwise. If o is an odd ordinal, proceed in the same way, changing

the role of the indices 0 and 1.

This completes the induction construction. Set

U= J{the: o< 2%}
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Then U is a non-principal ultrafilter on w and Mg /U ~ MY /U as witnessed by the

function
(([93]ue, [gdJur) = @ < 2%).

This completes the proof of the theorem. O

We close the paper by proving the following consistency result, which is an
analogue of Theorem [[.2] but the cofinality restriction on 2% is removed.

Let us recall that the Cohen forcing Add(w, A) for adding A many new Cohen
reals is defined as Add(w, \) = {p : p is a finite partial function from w x A into 2},

ordered by inclusion.
Remark 3.4. (see [3, Proposition 22.10]) Add(w, \) forces Cov(meagre) = 2%0.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose A > Ny and A0 = A. Let P = Add(w, \). Then in V[Gp],
the following holds: if My = M are models of size < Ny of the same countable

vocabulary L, then for some ultrafilter U on w, Mg /U ~ MY JU.

Proof. We may assume that cf(\) > Ry, as otherwise the result follows from The-
orem Now suppose that My = M; are models of size < Ny of a countable
vocabulary in V[Gp]. Then for some A < A\, Mg,M; € V[Gyp,;]. By replacing V/
by V[Gp,x], we may assume that Mo, M; € V.

As |\ w1 = A\, we may assume that P is Add(w, A - wy) so that forcing with P
adds a sequence (rq,; : o < A% < wi) of reals of order type A - w;.

For i < wy, set P; = Add(w, A -4). As P is c.c.c., for every X C w, X € V[Gp],
there exists some i < wy such that X € V[Gp,]. Proceed as in the proof of Theorem
with:

o N\ =X (1+41),

o (M!:i < w) as there,

o (ff:a < 2%) is an enumeration of MY in such a way that for av < A-(1+4),
fte Mt

The rest of the argument is essentially as before. (]
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