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Abstract

We show that there is a set of 22" ultrafilters incomparable in
Rudin-Frolik order of Sk \ k, where k is regular, for which no sub-
set with more than one element has an infimum.

1 Introduction

Considerations around the Rudin-Frolik order, as shown in the literature,
are an important topic, but still little known. This order has been defined
by Z. Frolik in [10] who used it to prove that Sw \ w is not homogeneous.
M.E. Rudin, who nearly defined this ordering in [I8], as the first observed
that the relation between filters she used is really ordering. D. Booth in [2]
showed that this relation is a partial ordering of the equivalences classes,
that is a tree, and that it is not well-founded.

In [19] the author defined and studied the partial orders on the type of
points in fw and in fw \ w. These definitions were used later in [3] and [4].

E. Butkovicova between 1981 and 1990 published a number of papers
concerning ultrafilters in Rudin-Frolik order in fw\w. In [3] with L. Bukovsky
and in [4] she constructed an ultrafilter on w with the countable set of its
predecessors. In [5] she constructed ultrafilters without immediate predeces-
sors. In [6], Butkovicovd showed that there exists in Rudin-Frolik order an
unbounded chain orded-isomorphic in wy. In [7], she proved that there is a
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set of 22" ultrafilters incomparable in Rudin-Frolik order which is bounded
from below and no its subset of cardinality more than one has an infimum.
In [8], Butkovicova proved that for every cardinal between w and ¢ there is
a strictly decreasing chain without a lower bound. In most of these papers
there is used method presented in [17].

In 1976 A. Kanamori published a paper [16] in which, among others
showed that the Rudin-Frolik tree cannot be very high if one consider it over
a measurable cardinal. Moreover, in the same paper he left a number of open
problems about Rudin-Frolik order. Recently, M. Gitik in [I1] answered some
of them but using metamathematical methods. The solution of some of the
problems from [16] presented in combinatorial methods are in preparation,
([3]).

However, the Rudin-Frolik order was investigated mainly for Sw, signif-
icant results may be obtained when considering this order for the space Sk,
where k is any cardinal. For this purpose there are needed special techniques.

In 2001, Baker and Kunen presented in [I] very usefull method which
can be recognized as a generalization of method presented in [I7]. It is
worth empahsizing that both methods, (from [17] and [I]), provide usefull
”technology” for keeping the transfinite construction for an ultrafilter not
finished before ¢ steps, (see [I7]), and 2%, for x being infinite cardinal, (see
[1]), but the second method has some limitations, among others x must be
regular.

As already mentioned, the method from [I] can be useful in keeping the
results for the Rudin-Frolik order but for a regular cardinal k. Due to the
lack of adequate useful method for a singular cardinal x, the similar results
but for singulars are still left as open questions. So far, we have not found
an answer whether the assumptions can be omitted, which would probably
also involve changes in the methods used in our considerations. Therefore,
based on the results from [I], we restrict our results to this particular case.

The results contained in this paper are a continuation of research on the
properties of subsets of Sk ([13] [14]), but due to the methods used here and
taken from [I], they are also limited to the case where & is a regular cardinal.

The results shown in this paper are suggested by the work of [5] [7] where
Butkovicova considered the case of subsets of fw\w ordered by Rudin-Frolik
order. The methods from [I] allow us to generalize and extend her results to
subsets of Sk, where k is regular. The main result of this work is Theorem 1,
that there is a set of 22" incomparable ultrafiters in the sense of the Rudin-
Frolik order such that although this set is bounded from below, (i.e. there
is an ultrafilter which is the predecessor of all ultrafilters of this set), each
subset of it of cardinality greater than one has no infimum.



The work is divided into two sections. Section 2 presents the definitions
and facts needed later in the paper, but the concept of stratified sets was
adopted from [5]. The definitions related to the existence of independent
matrices are taken from [I] but appropriately modified to meet current needs.
Section 3 contains the main result along with the auxiliary lemma.

We have tried to present all the necessary definitions, assuming tacitly
that the reader has a basic knowledge of ultrafilters and the Rudin-Frolik
order. However, for definitions and facts not quoted here, I refer the reader
to e.g. [1219].

2 Preliminaries

2.1. In the whole paper, we assume that x is an infinite cardinal. Then Sk
means the Cech-Stone compactification, where s has the discrete topology.
Hence, Sk is the space of ultrafilters on k and Sk \ k is the space of non-
principal ultrafilters on x.

2.2, A set {Fo:a < k} of filters on k is k-discrete iff there is a parti-
tion {Ay: a0 < k} of k such that A, € F, for each a < k.

2.3. Let F,G € Bk \ k. We define Rudin-Frolik order as follows
F<rrGiff G =%(X,F)
for some r-discrete set X = {F,: a0 < k} C Bk, where
YX,F)={ACk{a<rkAe F,} € F}.

We define
F=rr Gift F <gr G and G <grrp F

F <gr G it F <prp G and F #prr G.

Conversely, if G € X then there exists a unique ultrafilter Q(X,G) such that
(X, X, G) =G

2.4. The type of ultrafilter F is the set
7(F) ={G € Br: h(F) = G for some homeomorphism h: Sk — Bk}

2.5. Let us accept the following notation:

o FR(k) ={A Ck:|rk\ 4| <k},



e [A, B,C,...] means the filter generated by A, B,C,....

An ultrafilter F in Sk is called uniform if F = {A C k:|A| = k}. The
set of all uniform ultrafilters is denoted by u(k).

Fact 1. [Pospisil] Let x be a cardinal. Then
[u(k)| = 2",

2.6. Let 7 and  be infinite cardinals. A set of filters {F¢ 1§ < 7,{ < Kk} is
stratified iff

(1) {Fee:¢ < Kk} is w-discrete for each £ < T,
(2) for each £ < 7,¢ < k and each v such that { <v <71
Hp < k:AeF, b =k
for all A € Fep.

2.7. Let Y = {F¢: £ < 7, < Kk} be a stratified set of filters and let W be
a subset of Y. We define

(1) W(0) =W,
(2) W) = Upe W(B) for limit +,

(8) Wy +1) = W) U{Feq: Jyoy Inere 1 Fgni A€ Fpu} SWH,
(4) W = U, W().

Intuitively, the above construction is used to select only certain filters
from Y with the desired property, (see e.g. property (P) in 2.9), and then
add (inductively) to the set W only those filters outside W which satisfy
the condition (2) in the definition in 2.6. This construction will be used to
define property (P), (see 2.9), the formulation of which would not be possi-
ble taking the entire set of ultrafiters into account.

2.8. A function @: [xT|<% — [k]<¥ is k-shrinking iff

(1) p C q implies ¢(p) C (q), for any p,q € [kT]<,
(2) ¢(0) =0.



A step family (over k, with respect to ¢) is a family of subsets of &,
{Ept € [k~ U{Ap:a <k}
satisfying the following conditions:
(1) EsNnE, =0 for all s,t € [k]<* with s # ¢,
(2) 1Naep Aa NUszg(p) Bl < r for each p € [F]<,
(3) if @(p) C t, then |, AaNEi| = & for each p € [k7]<% and t € [r]=¥.
Let I be an index set and F be a filter on . The family
{Bite v icIYU{Al:a<kT icI}
is an independent matriz of |I| step-families (over k) with respect to F, ¢
iff
(1) for each fixed i € I, {E!:t € [k]<“} U{Al:a < kT} is a step-family,

(2) ifn € W,P0,P1y -y Pn—1 € [K+]<w7t07t17 "'7tn—1 € [K/]<w7 i07i17 "'7in—1 €
I with ig # im, k # m and ¢(pg) C tg, then

n—1
s\ [()([) A NEX) ¢ F.

k=1 aepy

Fact 2 ([1]). If  is a regular cardinal and ¢ is a k-shrinking function, then

there exists an independent matrix of 2 step-families over k with respect
to the filter FR(k), .

2.9. Let {D;:t < [k]<“} be a partition of x and let ¢ be a k-shrinking
function. A stratified set of filters {F¢ 1€ < 7,( < K} satisfies property (P)
iff F,,,, ¢ W implies that there exists {W,:n < x*} C F,, such that for all
pE [H+]<w

| m Wy N Dyl < r,

nep

where

W = {‘F&C: 3t<[ﬁ]<th c fg’c}.

2.10. A set of utrafilters {F¢ & < 7,¢ < K} is called a stratified set with
uniform predecessor F iff



(1) {Fec:€ < 7,0 <K} is stratified,

(2) {Fec:€ < 7,¢ < K} has the property (P) for each partition of £ and
each r-shrinking function {F¢¢:& < 7,( < K},

(3) Q(X§+1,]:5,<) = F for each ¢ < 7,( < K, where X§ = {]:E,C:C < 5}7
(4) QU ce Xps Fe ) = F for limit &

3 Main results
We start with the simple lemma whose proof we leave to the reader.

Lemma 1 Let F be an ultrafilter and let {Dy:t € [5]<“} be a partition of
k. Let Fy,t € [k|<% denote any ultrafilter extending the filter

[FR(k), {Dt}]
and Let G denote any ultrafilter extending the filter

[FR(k),{ |J DwD:c F}l.

tem] <
If G € {Fi:t € [K]<¢}, then
Q{Fu:t € [6]7°},G) = F,
(i.e. S({Fp:t € [K]<Y}LF)=G).
The main result (Theorem 1) is based on the next lemma.

Lemma 2 Let sk be a regular cardinal and let o be a k-shrinking function
and let F be a minimal ultrafilter. Then

(i) There exists a stratified set of ultrafilters {F¢ &, < Kk} with uniform
predecessor F.
(i) There is a family {{]:gczé,g“ < k}:h € 22"} of stratified sets of ultra-

filters with uniform predecessor F such that if h # h',(h,h € 2%7),
then there exists C' C k such that for each £, < K

C’G]:gc andm\C’G]:gC.



Proof. We start with proving (7). By Fact 2, fix a matrix
{Ej:te[s]<ie2"yu{dl:n <r®,ic2"}
of 2% step-families over k independent with respect to the filter FR(k), .
For our purpose, we slightly modify this matrix by ”shrinking” A% to A%, C
U{Ei:t € []<*} and then expanding E} so that {E!:t € [k]<“} is a partition
of k. Thus, we obtain the matrix fullfilling the following conditions:

(a) EENE! = for all s,t € [k]<¥ with s # t,
(

b ‘ mnep A% N Ut2¢(p) EH < K for each p € [/4;+]<w7

)
)
(c) if ¢(p) C ¢, then [, ¢, A NEj| = & for each p € [xT]<“ and ¢ € [1]<¥,
(d) U{Ei:t € [x]<} = s,

(@) [Nyep A \Uinp(p) Eil < & for each p € [x+]<~.

Note that (b) and (d) implies (e). Moreover, the condition (b) is still pre-
served after expanding {E}:t € [k]<“} to a partition of .
Indeed. If there are py € [1]< and iy € 2 such that

Nasn U B9 =x

nepo t24(po)

then |Uyz4(p0) E!| = k. Then, by (d) and (a), there would exist ty 2 $(po)
such that |Et28| < k. Hence

| () AP N ER| < k.
N€Po
which contradicts (c).

Let {Z,: a < 2"} be a family of all subsets of k. Let A = { A% o < 2"} be
a sequence enumerating all partitions of x in such a way that each partition
occurs 2% many times.

Now, we will construct a stratified set {F¢ ¢:&,( < k} of ultrafilters with
uniform predecessor F. In order to do this we will define {B¢¢:&,( < Kk}
such that Be ¢ N Bg ¢ = 0 for ¢ # (.

To do this fix a partition G = {G¢:( < k,|G¢| = K} of k.

For any ¢ < x we will define By ¢ as follows. Let p € [s1]<“ be such that
¢ € p and denote such p by p¢. Fix t € [k]<“ such that t O ¢(p¢). Such ¢
denote by t.. Take

Boc= ([ AnE)\(J M ANE).

nEP¢ u< NEPu



By the above construction By ¢, ( < & are pairwise disjoint and well defined,
(which follows from (a) — (e)).

Assume that we have constructed Bs ¢ for some § < § < k.
If € is limit, then set Be ¢ = ;¢ Bsc-
Now we will construct Be ¢ for £ = 6 + 1. Observe that since G is a partition
of k then ¢ € G for some v < k. Then take

Bee=Bsyn[(() AnE)\ (U ) A5 E)).
nepe n<¢ NEPu

Thus, for any { < k we have constructed the family {Bg¢¢:¢ < K} of the
required property.

Fix a minimal ultrafilter 7. Take a minimal ultrafilter G of the same
type as F such that G¢ € G¢. For any &, < & define

Fo=FR(k) {Bech A Buot A€ Gev > €.

6€A
Let Iy = 2%\ k. It is easy observation that
{.7:?7<:§,C < K}
is a stratified set of filters. and
(Bt e[k ic by U{AL:a < kT, ic I}

is an independent matrix of |Iy| step-families (over x) with respect to ]:50 2
for all £,( < k.

Now, we will construct filters Fée and indexed sets I, by induction on
a < 2F steps fulfilling the properties

(1) ]-?,C and Iy as are done above,
(2) Fé¢is afilter on K, Io C 27 and the matrix
{Ei:te k], ic I, U{Al:a <kt icl,}
of remaining step-families is independent w.r.t ]:gofg‘v D,
(3) Fée = U6<a~7:£¢= Io = Ng<q Ip, for limit a,
(4) ]:55( C F¢e I 2 1o, whenever 8 < a,

(5) In\ In+1 is finite,



(6) if =0 (mod 2), then either Z, € F¢'; or £\ Zo € F¢,

(7) if a =1 (mod 2), then the set {F¢ 1§ ¢ < k} of filters is stratified
with uniform predecessor G.

Then, take
Fec=|J 7o

a<2k

Thus, {Fec:&,( < /{} will be the required set of ultrafilters.

Assume that f €C and Ig have been constructed for some 8 < a < 27,
The limit step is done. We show how to obtain F¢'- and I, fora =g+ 1.

Case a =0 (mod 2).
IfR = []—"? R Zg] is a proper filter and the matrix of step-families

{Ei:t € [5]<,i € I} U{AL:n < wT,i € I}

is independent w.r.t. R, $, then put F¢. = []:564’ Zg| and I, = Ig.
Otherwise, fix n € w, distinct i, € I, and @(px) C tx, for & < n, such
that

n—1
K\ [Zan () () Al N EX)) € F.

k=0 neEpg

Then, put
‘Fg@‘_[ ggv{Alk 0<k<n—1}, {E““ <k<n—1}

Ion=1Ig\{ix:0< k<n—1}

Then £\ Zo € F¢'.
To show that (2) is fulfilled for F¢', and I, it is enough to observe that
each element of F¢ is of the form

AN(() AN Er)

NEPk

for some A € .7-"?( and 0 < kK < n —1. Then,

n—1
() A nEr 2 () 4FnE)

NEDL k=0 nepk



and
n—1

() ArnEF) € }"gc.

k=0 mEps

Thus, (2) for 7. and I, is fulfilled which follows from (2) for ‘7:667{ and Ig.

Case a =1 (mod 2).
If DF € ]:gé“ for some s € [k]<*, then put F¢' = ‘Fgﬁ and Z, = Ig.
Otherwise, we have (by (6)) x\ D5 € ]:gc for each s € [K]<¥.

Consider sequences (Vs € [k]<%) such that V;B C V¥ whenever t C s
and DS C V2 for any s € [k]<Y.
Now, choose i € Ig such that

BN\ Vs t e (52t C s} # 0.

Set
Wy = A5 B\ Viis t € [5],t C s}

Then, set I, = I\ {i} and Fg = [F/ .. {W}:6 < ut}].
To show that (2) holds for F¢'. and I, it is enough to observe that each
element of F¢ is of the form

An(wy

S

for some A € F¢. and p € [x7]<“. But

Wy = (A5 {EI\ Vits,t € (5]t C s} (k\ DY)
d€p dE€p
and K\ Dg) € ]:g ¢ Thus, (2) for F¢'. and I, is fulfilled which follows from
(2) for ]-"gc and Ig.
Using the similar argument, it is easy to check that {]—"gfcz &, (<k}isa
stratified set of filters.
Now, we show that {fgcz &, ¢ < k} fulfills property (P). Indeed, for each

p € [kT]<% we have

(Y Ws =) Asn 1B\ Viis,t € [5]7, C s}

oep 1S

10



< |J Ein| BN\ Vst e [s]™,t C s}
t2¢(p)

= U e\vrc [ s\ W

t2¢(p) t2¢(p)

by monotonicity of (V: s € [x]<)
S 5\ V) g’KE\Dg(p)'
Thus | Nse, W5'N Dg(p)] < k. The proof of (i) is complete.

To show that (i¢) holds, it is enough to use the method presented above
for different minimal ultrafilters and apply Fact 1. =

Now, we are ready to prove the main result.

Theorem 1 Let s be a regular cardinal and let ¢ be a k-shrinking function.
Then there ezists a set A C Bk \ k of ultrafilters in Rudin-Frolik order such
that

(i) |A =27
(ii) IrVgeaF < G
(iii) YscalS| > 1 inf S does not exist.

Proof. By Lemma 1, Lemma 2 and Fact 1 we have the existence of 22"
distinct stratified sets

{({Flet, <kl he2”}

with uniform predecessor F being minimal in Rudin-Frolik order.
To complete the proof we need to prove two claims.

Claim 1 Let G be an ultrafilter such that such that 7(G) # 7(F) and
G <mrr Fi¢

for any h € 22", Then, there exists an ultrafilter I which is an immediate
predecessor of G.

11



Proof. (of Claim 1) Let G be as in Claim. Observe that there exists a
r-discrete set W C {fgczé,C < k} such that

Fio=2(W,0).

By property (P) we have that fgh’c € W, but since 7(G) # 7(F) we have
Fi. & W(1). Observe that Ff. € W(1)\ W.
Indeed. We proceed by induction.

Assume that for § < v we have

Féc € W(B)\ W(1) implies F¢' € W (1) \ W.

The case when for limit cardinal is obvious. We show case v = § + 1.
Let fgh,c € W(v)\ W (1). Then, by induction step .7-"2’# € W(1) \ W for each
]:ZzluTi W(B)\ W(1), u < k and some « > 7. Then also ]:gc e W)\ W.

us,

Flee WONW)\W(1) =W (1) n W\ W)\ W().

Hence
QW (1), F) <rr G.

Hence, there exists a k-discrete set
Y = {Fir(F) = 1(F) < v}

of minimal ultrafilters such that G = (Y, Q(W (1), J:ﬁh,é“))'
Hence K = Q(W (1), fsh,c) is the required ultrafilter. m

Claim 2 Let G be an ultrafilter such that
G <rr Fl¢ € {FEc&,¢ < r},
Then, there exists an ultrafilter C such that
G <rr K <rr F¢
for each h € 22",

Proof. (of Claim 2) Let G be as in Claim. Then, thereis ¥}, C {.7-"§h7<: (<
k} such that
Fie=2(13,6).

12



Let {D}:t € [k]<“} be a partition of x such that D} € .7-"2(, where .7-"2( €y
Let
Zy= \J {F Dl eF).un>¢h
te[k]<w
Then
G = QY3 FLo) < UZp, FLo).

Observe that Q(Zha]:gh,g) is of the same type as 3(S,G), where S is the set
of all ultrafilters of the same type as . Then K = X(95,G) is the common
predecessor of .7-"2 ¢ and is greater than G.

By the same argument as above no subset of A of cardinality at least 2
has an infimum. m

The end of the proof of Theorem 1. Now, it is enough to observe
that by Claim 1 each predecessor of ]:?’ ¢ has an immediate predecessor, by
Claim 2 there exists A C Bk \ x composed of 22" incomparable ultrafilters
with the common predecessor F and without a greatest common predeces-
sor. Thus, if S C A and |S| > 1, then inf S does not exist. m
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