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1. Introduction

The notion of slalom, as a function w — [w] <X, appeared implicitly in [Bar84] to prove that the additivity
of measure is below the additivity of category. Later, Bartoszyniski [Bar87] introduced the notion explicitly.
It has been proven to be highly important in studying combinatorial properties of measure and category,
namely, to characterize and approximate classical cardinal invariants of the continuum, like those in Cichon’s
diagram. In recent literature, the slalom-based cardinal invariants are usually called localization and anti-
localization cardinals. The papers [CM19, CM23a] are deep surveys on these invariants with a long list of
research sources dedicated to their studies, starting in the 80’s and continuing to present-day results and
modern treatment [Mil82, Paw85, GS93, KS12, KO14, BM14, CKM24]. We list some sources in Remark 3.3
to compare all known notations. The localization and anti-localization cardinals are instances of what we
denominate slalom numbers or slalom invariants.

Many classical cardinal invariants of the continuum have been studied, in a more general form, parametrized
by an ideal J on the natural numbers, see e.g. [BM99, FS09, Hrull, BNF12, HST22, FK22, RS23, 523
(throughout this text, we convey that an ideal contains all the finite sets). Very recently, the second
and third authors [GM23] developed a version of the Lebesgue measure zero ideal N and the o-ideal &
generated by F,-measure zero sets modulo ideals on the natural numbers, and studied their associated
cardinal invariants. These are denoted by N; and N¥, respectively, for any ideal J on the natural numbers.

In this paper, we propose a general framework to define slalom numbers parametrized with ideals. Within this
framework, we prove general theorems about their connections and show several applications to particular
cases that have already appeared in previous research, as well as consistency results. We also study selection
principles under this framework.

Instances of slalom numbers

Considering a function h € “w and an ideal J on natural numbers, the paper focuses on slalom invariants of
the following form [Sot20]:

sly(h,J) = min{|8 :S¢c H[w]gh(") A(Vze“w)(3seS) {new: z(n) ¢s(n)}e J},

new

slo(h,J) = min{|8 :Sc H[M]Sh(") AVze“w)(3seS) {new: z(n)es(n)} ¢ J} .

new

The classical instances of these numbers are obtained with J = Fin, the ideal of finite sets of natural numbers.
Well-known results on the latter slalom numbers by Bartoszynski [Bar87, Bar84] and Miller [Mil82] state
that cof(N) = sli(g, Fin) when lim,_, o g(n) = o0, and non(M) = sl,(h,Fin) when h(n) > 1 for all but
finitely many n € w. The dual forms of these slalom numbers characterize add(N) and cov(M), as well.

Considering S < “I for an ideal I on w instead of S < [],,[w]<"™ in the definitions of sl;(h,J) and
sle(h, J) above, we obtain sl;(I,J) and sl.(I,.J), see Section 3 for details. Moreover, we study two more
cardinals sl;(, J), sls(%, J), allowing S to be more general [Sup16, SS19, Sot19, S23]. Basic relations among
the invariants are depicted in Figure 1.

ﬁlt(*,J) HS[t(I,J) Hﬁ[t(h, J)
1 1 1
slo(x,J) = sl (I, J) — slo(h, J)

Figure 1: Diagram of inequalities between slalom numbers. An arrow denotes that ZFC proves <.



These generalize more classical cardinal invariants, like the dominating number © = sl;(Fin, Fin), the bound-
ing number b = sl.(Fin, Fin), and the pseudo-intersection number p = sl(x, Fin) [Supl6, S23]. We even
obtain cov(M) = sli(,Fin) (see [S23] and Theorem 4.9). The ideal versions of the dominating and un-
bounding numbers are ?; = sl,(Fin, J) and b; = sl;(Fin, J), i.e., those with respect to the relation x <’ Y
iff {(new: xz(n) >y(n)} e J on“w. The study of 9, and b; dates back to at least the 1980s, when domi-
nating numbers modulo ultrafilters (i.e., maximal ideals) were used by R. Canjar [Can88] in the context of
nonstandard arithmetic (to study the cofinality of ultrapowers of the natural numbers). Further research
appears, for instance, in [BM99, TZ08, FS09].

The connections between the slalom numbers introduced so far are illustrated in Figure 2 (see [Sot20]
and [S23] for the diagram without the top row).

non(M) —— sl (h, J) —— sli(h,J) —— cof(N) — ¢

sle(I, Fin) —— sl(I,.J) — sl(I, J) —— sly(I, Fin)

Ry p 5l (%, JJ) — sl(*, J) —— cov(M)

Figure 2: Relations among particular cases of slalom numbers.

We also look at combinatorial notions related with pseudo-intersection modulo ideals [BNF12, Rep2la,
Rep21b, S23], and their counterparts, k(*,J) and [k(I,J), which are original in this paper. Here, <k de-
notes the Katétov order.
) :=min{|A4| : A € P(w) generates an ideal and A £x J},
( ) := min{|A| : A < P(w) generates an ideal and A £k JI°},
px(I,J) :=min{|A4|: A< ] and A €k J},
(I,J):=min{|A| : A< T and A <k J9}.

These invariants are upper bounds of the slalom numbers sl (I, J) and sl,(I, J), as illustrated in Figure 3.

sl (1,0) > Ik(I,.J)

1 1
slo(1,J) — px(1,J)

Figure 3: Further connections between slalom numbers
It is known that pk (*, Fin) = p and px (I, Fin) = cov*(I), where cov*(I) is a well-known idealized pseudo-in-

tersection number, introduced for maximal ideals (dually for ultrafilters) in [BS99] under the notation 7p (i),
whose current notation comes from [HHHO07].



General framework

We develop a general framework to define slalom numbers, using a single general definition that describes
all the slalom numbers presented before (and much more), see Definition 3.1. This framework allows general
theorems that imply connections between slalom numbers, developed mainly in Section 3. For instance, in
Section 4, we derive monotonicity properties of slalom numbers with respect to several orders of ideals, like
the Katétov order and the Katétov-Blass order. As a consequence, *-slalom numbers get characterized:

Theorem A (Theorem 4.7). Let J be an ideal on w. Then

(a) sly(*,J) = min{sl(I,J) : I is an ideal on w},

(b) slo(x,J) = min{sl,(I,J) : I is an ideal on w}.
Concerning meager ideals, B. Tsaban and L. Zdomskyy [TZ08] have shown that b; = b for any meager
ideal J on w. Later on, B. Farkas and L. Soukup [FS09] have essentially complemented that 0; = 0 as well.
Similarly, the second and third authors [GM23] show that Ny = A and N*¥ = £ when J is meager. We

prove similar results for slalom numbers. The following result summarizes Theorem 4.9, Theorem 4.14, and
Theorem 4.21.

Theorem B. Let I and J be ideals on w, J with the Baire property, and h € “w. Then
(1) If h > 1, then slo(h, J) = sle(h, Fin) = non(M).

(2) If limye, h(n) = oo, then sl (h,J) = sly(h,Fin) = cof (N).

(3) sl (I,J) = sl (I, Fin).

(4) sly(x,J) = slg(x,Fin) = cov(M).

(5)

5) Ix(I,J) =Ik(*,J) = 0 (i.e., undefined).

To prove this theorem, we use Mathias’, Jalali-Naini’s, and Talagrand’s characterization of the Baire property
with the Rudin-Blass order,® to which we apply our monotonicity results. The latter is deeply investigated
in Section 3 and Section 4.

Disjoint sum of ideals

In Section 5, we prove characterizations of slalom numbers modulo disjoint sum of ideals. Similar results
appear in [FK22, GM23].

Theorem C (Theorem 5.7, Theorem 5.8, and Corollary 5.9). Let Iy, I, Jo and Ji be ideals on w. Then:
(a) sly(Io® I, Jo) = sly(Io m I, Jo) = max{sly(Io, Jo),sl (11, Jo)}.
(b) sle(Io @ I1,Fin) = slo(Iy N I, Fin) = min{sl.(Iy, Fin), sl; (11, Fin)}.
(¢) Ik(Ip® I, Jo) = lk(lo N I1, Jo) = max{lk(Iy, Jo), Ik (11, Jo)}-
(d) cov*(Io @ I1) = cov*(Ip N I1) = max{cov*(Iy),cov*(I1)}.
(e) sly(Lo, Jo N J1) = sly(Lo, Jo @ J1) = max{sly(Io, Jo), sl (Lo, J1)}-
(f) sle(Io, Jo N J1) < sle(lo, Jo @ J1) = min{sle(lo, Jo), sle (1o, J1)}-

6See, e.g., [Far00]. Note that an ideal J on w has the Baire property if and only if J is meager.



(g) Ix(Lo, Jo 0 J1) = Ik (Lo, Jo @ J1) = max{lk(lo, Jo), lx (Lo, J1)}-

(h) pr(lo, Jo N J1) < p(Lo, Jo @ J1) = min{pk (Jo, Jo), px (o, J1)}.

(i) sly(*, Jo @ J1) = sli(x, Jo n J1) = max{sl(*, Jo), sl (*, J1)}.

() sle(*, Jo @ J1) = min{sl(x, Jo),sl.(x, J1)}.

(k) Ix(x, Jo@® J1) = Ix(*, Jo N J1) = max{lk(*, Jo), k(*, J1)}.

(1) px(x,Jo ® J1) = min{px (x, Jo), px (x, J1)}.
)0
)

(m) 5@, = max{dy,,0,}-

(n) bj@s = min{by,, by, }.

These results are relevant to obtain examples of ideals with different slalom numbers as part of our consis-
tency results.

Selection principles

Systematic studies of selection principles were initiated in [Sch96, JMSS96]. The latter presents the list of
uniformity numbers (or critial cardinalities) of studied selection principles in a form of standard cardinal
invariants. For more recent sources, see [Bukl1, Osil8, Buk19]. In [Supl6, SS19, S23], it was pointed out
that slalom numbers tend to be uniformity numbers of some selection principles. In Section 6, we propose
a very general selection principle and derive its critical cardinality using the general definition of slalom
number (Theorem 6.11). Many well-known and so far-unknown critical cardinalities are derived as direct
consequences of this result. Below we present the new results. To show the flavor of the result, let us
define selection principle Sy (', O) for a function h € “w, introduced first in [Sot20]. A topological space X
satisfies the selection principle S1(T'y, ©O) if for each (Vi1 : m € w) : n € wy with V,, ,, being open subsets
of X such that [{m : = ¢ Vi, m}| < h(n) for each x € X, there is a d € “w with {V,, 4,) : n € w} being an
open cover of X.

The following particular cases of Theorem 6.11 are formulated in Corollary 6.15.

Theorem D. If h € “w then non(Si(I'ppn, J-I')) = sle(b,h,J) and non(S1(T'yp, J-A)) = sly(b,h,J). As
a consequence,

non(S1(I'y,T)) = non(M) when h =*1, and
non(S1 ([, 0)) = cof(N)  when h — 0.

The latter two equalities as well as Figure 4 were obtained in the frame of [SotQO]. The same applies to the
second part of Section 6 that treats topological properties of topological spaces possessing the investigated
selection principles.

Consistency results

In Section 7, we construct forcing models to prove consistency constellations of our slalom numbers. These
models are motivated by Canjar’s result [Can88|, which states that after adding A many Cohen reals, there
exists a (maximal) ideal J,; for any uncountable regular cardinal £ < A such that b; =0, = k. We expand
this result to show the effect of Cohen reals on the slalom numbers parametrized by ideals. This allows us
to present a strong iteration theorem to control slalom numbers using Cohen reals added at intermediate
steps (Theorem 7.5). One consequence is that, in Cohen model, we have many different slalom numbers.



$1(Ty,T) ——————— 84 (T, JT) —————— Sy (Th, JA) ————— $1 (', 0)

non(M) sle(h, J) slg(h, J) cof(N)

Si(0,T) —————— $4 (I, J-T) ————— Sy (I, J-A) ———— S (I, 0)

Si(I-T,T) ——— 5 §y(I-T, JT) —— 5§, (I-T, J-A) —— S, (I-T,0)

min{cov*(I), b} sle(1,J) sle(I,J) sl (I, Fin)

ST — S (,JT) ——— S (U JA) ————— 8, (0,0)

p sle(x,J) sly(*, J) cov(M)

Figure 4: Critical cardinality of some selection principles.

Theorem E (Theorem 7.7). Let k = Ry be regular and X\ = AX and infinite cardinal. Then, after adding

A-many Cohen reals:

(a) Any uncountable regular cardinal K satisfying A< = X is a slalom number of the form sly(,J) =
sl (h, J) = sly(h, J) (for all J-unbounded h) for some mazimal ideal J on w. (This corresponds to the

two central columns of Figure 5)

(b) For any regular X; < k1 < Ko, if A" = X then there is some ideal J on w such that sly(*,J) =
slE(h,J) = sle(h,J) = k1 and sly(x,J) = sl>(h,J) = sly(h,J) = kg such that lim” h = o0. In
particular, the four columns of Figure 5 can be pairwise different.

non(M) sle(h, J) sl(h, J) cof(N) ¢ non(M) sle(h,J) sle(h, J) cof(N) ¢
b by oy i b by oy R
Ny K A Ny K1 K2 A
sl.(I, Fin) sle(1, ) sly(I,.J) sl (I, Fin) sl,(, Fin) sl (I,J) sly(I,.J) sly(I, Fin)
Ny p sle(x,J) sly(x,J) cov(M) Ny p sle(x,J) sly(x,J) cov(M)

Figure 5: Effect of adding A many Cohen reals.

The ideals satisfying (b) are obtained as sums of ideals from (a), where we use the characterization of the
slalom numbers for sum of ideals (see Theorem C).



The general result Theorem 7.5 can be applied to any iteration adding Cohen reals. For more applications,
we consider models obtained by FS (finite support) iterations and more sophisticated techniques like matrix
iterations and coherent systems of finite support iterations [FFMM18, Mej19]. We bring forcing constructions
from [Mejl3, Mej19, BCM21, GKMS21] and use our powerful theorem to prove the behavior of slalom
numbers in these models.

In the final section, we present some open problems and discussions.

2. Preliminaries

We introduce basic notation.
(T1) For A< P(M), denote A :=P(M)~ A and AY:={M < a: ae A}.

(T2) An ideal on M is a family I < P(M) that is closed under taking subsets, closed under finite unions,
containing all finite subsets of M but with M ¢ I. A o-ideal on M, usually considered on a Polish
space M, is an ideal on M which is closed under countable unions.

(T3) We say that A has the finite union property (FUP) whenever there is an ideal I on M such that A < I.

(T4) For an ideal J on M, denote J* := J¢ = P(M) ~ J (the collection of J-positive sets), J4 is the dual
filter of I and J9¢ = P(M) ~ J4 = {M < a: a e J*}. We often extend this notation to arbitrary
collections J < P(M) that are not ideals.

(T5) For a function ¢: M — N and A € P(M), denote o~ (A) :={y S N : ¢~ '[y] € A}.

(T6) Let = be a relation. If 2 and y are two functions with the same domain w, denote |z = y|| ;= {i € w :
(i) = y(i)}-

We say that R = (X,Y, =) is a relational system if it consists of two non-empty sets X and Y and a rela-
tion =.

(1) Aset FF'c X is R-bounded if (yeY)(Vxe F)x=y.
(2) A set D Y is R-dominating if (Vx e X)(Jye D) x = y.
We associate two cardinal characteristics with this relational system R:

b(R) := min{|F|: F < X is R-unbounded}, the unbounding number of R, and

9(R) := min{|D|: D €Y is R-dominating}, the dominating number of R.
The dual of R is defined by Rt := (Y, X,=*) where y =+ z iff 2 & y. Note that b(R‘) = ?(R) and
?(R4Y) = b(R).

The cardinal b(R) may be undefined, in which case we write b(R) = oo, likewise for 9(R). Concretely,
b(R)=w if 9(R) =1; and ?(R) = w0 if B(R) = 1.

The cardinal characteristics associated with an ideal can be characterized by relational systems.
Example 2.1. For Z € P(X), define the relational systems:
(1) T :=<Z,Z,<), which is a directed partial order when Z is closed under unions (e.g. an ideal).
(2) Cz:=(X,TZ,€e).

Whenever 7 is an ideal on X,



(a) b(Z) = add(Z), the additivity of T. (c) 9(Cz) = cov(Z), the covering of I.
(b) ¥(Z) = cof(Z), the cofinality of T. (d) b(Cz) = non(Z), the uniformity of I.
The Tukey connection is a practical tool to determine relations between cardinal characteristics. Let R =

(X,Y,=) and R/ = (X', Y’,’) be two relational systems. We say that (I_,¥,): R — R’ is a Tukey
connection from R into R' if U_: X — X' and ¥, : Y’ — Y are functions such that

(Ve X)(Vy' eYN U () = 2= U, (Y).

The Tukey order between relational systems is defined by R <t R/’ iff there is a Tukey connection from R
into R’. Tukey equivalence is defined by R =t R/ if R <1t R’ and R’ <1t R.

Fact 2.2. Assume that R = (X,Y,=) and R = (X', Y', ') are relational systems and that (V_,¥,):
R — R/ is a Tukey connection.

(a) (¥4, ¥_): (Rt — R* is a Tukey connection.

(b) If E € X is R-unbounded then ¥_[E] is R'-unbounded.

(¢) If D’ €Y’ is R/-dominating, then ¥,[D’] is R-dominating. O
Corollary 2.3. Let R =(X,Y,c) and R’ = (X", Y’ , ') be relational systems. Then

(a) R <7 R’ implies (R")* <r R*.

(b) R <7 R’ implies b(R’) < b(R) and d(R) <d(R').

(c) R =r R/ implies b(R’) = b(R) and ?(R) = d2(R). O

We use a couple of types of products of relational systems for our main results.
Definition 2.4. Let R = (R; : i € K) be a sequence of relational systems R; = (X;,Y;, =;). Define:
(P1) QR = Qi Ri i= {Tiexc Xis [Licge Yi, =%) where 2 =® y iff z; =, y; for all i € K.
(P2) XIR = Xicxe Ri i= {Tiexe Xis [Licge Vi, =% where o =¥ y iff 2; =; y; for some i € K.
For two relational systems R and R/, write R® R’ and RXR/.
When R; = R for all i € K, we write * R := ® R.
Notice that [X]R = (®,cx RF)
Fact 2.5 ([CM23b]). Let R be as in Definition 2./. Then
(a) sup;ex (R;) <@ R) < [[;ex 0(Ry) and b(QR) = min;ex b(R;).
(b) (XIR) = minjex d(R;) and sup;ci b(R;) < b(XIR) < [[;cx b(Ry). [

3. Slalom numbers

In this section, we present a general framework for slalom numbers and prove general theorems for connec-
tions between them.

Definition 3.1. Let A € P(a) and let = be a relation. For two functions x and s with domain a, define
the relation

sl siff [ros|={ica: (i) s(i)} € A

8



Most of the time we use this notation when a = w.

For non-empty sets D and E of functions with domain w (or some other set a in general), we consider the
relational system (D, E,e?) and denote its associated cardinal characteristics by

4(D,E) := (D, E,e?) and bs(D, E) := b(D, E,e”?).

We will refer to any cardinal characteristic of this form as a slalom number. The functions s € E are called
slaloms since s() is a set typically contained in some domain where z(7) lives for all x € D. We concentrate
mostly on the d-numbers and the following situation:

(1)

For some sequence b = (b(7) : i < w) of non-empty sets, we consider D < [[b := [], __ b(n). Most
of the time D = []b but there are some exceptions, e.g. when D is the set of 1-1 functions in “w.
We typically assume E < [[,_ P(b(i)) for simplicity, but this is not required because (D, E,e?) ~t
(D, E',e*) where E’ is the collection of all sequences of the form {s(n) nb(n) : n < w) for some s € E,
see Lemma 3.8.

In the case D = []b, we replace D by b in the notation for the relational system and its cardinal
characteristics, i.e., (b, E,€4) := ([ [b, E,€), 04(b, E) := 04([ [, E), and likewise for the b-number.
When b is the constant sequence of a set a, we replace b by a in the previous notation, e.g. we write
04(a, E) and by (a, E); when a = w, we omit w in the cardinal characteristics, i.e., we just write 04 (F)
and bA(E)

We are interested in the case when b(4) is countable for all ¢ < w, but we do not need to assume this
all the time.

The set A is associated to an ideal J on the natural numbers. In fact, we are only interested in the
case when A = J¢ (the dual filter of J), or A = J* (the collection of positive sets). Considering each
case, we denote:

Ley (D, E) := (D, E,e’", pLe, (D, E) :=(D,E,e’",
sly(D,E,J) :=0,4(D, E), slo(D, E,J) :=0,+ (D, E), (3.1.1)
sl-(D,E,J) :=b,a(D, E), sIZ(D,E,J):=b,.(D,E).

We call these relational systems localization and pseudo-localization, respectively. Like in (1), we
replace D by b when D =[] b and, in addition, we omit b when it is the constant sequence w, i.e., we
write slo(E, J), sly(E, J). We allow this notation when J is not an ideal.

For the set E, we consider the following when D < [ b:

(3a) E = [[I =11,.,In when I = (I, : n < w) is a sequence of ideals on w, or more generally,
each I,, € P(b(n)) for some set b(n) (not necessarily an ideal). In this case, we replace F
by I in (3.1.1), and by I in case I is the constant sequence of I, i.e., we write slo(D, I, J) and
sl (D, I,J). The most common particular case is the one with D = “w, i.e., slo(Z, J) and sy (1, J).

(3b) For some h € “w, E = S(b,h) := [, [b(n)]S"™). We replace E by h in (3.1.1), i.e., we write
sle(D, h,J) and sl (D, h,J). We often consider sl.(h,J) and sl (h,J) with D = “w. Another
relevant particular case is

sly(b, h, J) = sl (H b, S(b, ), J) and slo(b, h, J) = sl (H b, S(b, ), J) .

When b is the constant sequence of a set a, we write S(a, h); when b is the constant sequence
of w, we write S(h). Notice that (D, S(b, h),e*) =1 (D, S(a,h),e*) when a contains | J,__ b(i),
see Lemma 3.8.



(3c) For some ideal I on w, or on some set a, consider the collection ct(I) of constant functions in “T
(or in @T). Denote:

Ly (D) := Ley (D, ct (1)), pL; (D)= pLe,(D.ct(D),  (31.2)
[D(Ia J) = 5[t(D7 Ct(I)v J)7 pD(Iv J) = 5[e(D7 Ct(1)7 J)

Like in (1), for the relational systems we omit D when it is “w, but for the cardinal characteristics

Ip(I,J) and pp(I,J), we use a different notation, usually associated with some property: in the

case D = “w, we denote these numbers by Ik (I, J) and px (I, J), respectively (in connection with

the Katétov ordering); in the case that D is the set of all finite-to-one functions from w into w,

we write [kg(I,J) and pxp(Z,J) (in connection with the Katétov-Blass ordering); and when D

is the set of all one-to-one functions from w into w, we write ly_1 (I, J) and p1.1(I, J), respectively.
This notation appears in [BNF12, S23, BvZ23|.

We sometimes extend the notation presented above for arbitrary families I and J instead of ideals and
consider similar definitions where the domain of the slaloms is some other set instead of w. Likewise for the
slalom number defined below.

A more general approach to define slalom numbers like 24 (D, F) is the following: for some collection (or
property) P of sets of functions with domain w, define

04(D,P) := min{|S| : S satisfies P and (Vo € D)(3s € S) x € s}.

When P is “S € E”, the cardinal above is just 94(D, E). Note that, in general, we do not have a relational
system for this more general setting. In relation with (2), we denote

sly(D,P,J) :=0;(D,P), slo(D,P,J) :=0;+(D,P)
and, like in (1), we use b or omit D when it is “w. Two relevant properties are * and Pey:
o A set S satisfies » if S € []b and, for any i < w, the collection {s(i) : s € S} has the FUP in b(7).

o A set S satisfies Py if S € “P(a) is a set of constant w-sequences and S satisfies * in a.

In particular, we get definitions for sly (D, *,J), slo(D,*, J), sl (b, *, J), sle(b, *, J), sly(x, J), sle(*,J), and,
in relation with (3c), we denote

Ip(*,J) :=sl(D, P, J), pp(*,J) 1= sle(D, Pet, J).

The latter slalom numbers are easy to characterize.
Lemma 3.2. Let a be an infinite set and D € “a. Then
04(D, Pet) = min{d (D, ct(I)) : I is an ideal on a}.
In particular, whenever J € P(w),
pp(x,J) =min{pp(I,J) : I is an ideal on a},
Ip(*,J) =min{lp(I,J) : I is an ideal on a}.

Proof. Notice that, for any set S of constant w-sequences with value in P(a), S satisfies property * iff there
is some ideal I on a such that S < ct(I). This fact allows us to easily prove the result. 0

In the following section, we prove similar results for sl (x, J) and sle(*, J).

Remark 3.3. We list some notation used in other references.
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1. Austria—Israel notation, see [GS93, Kel08, KS09, KS12, KM22, CKM24]:

CZ,h = 5[t (b7 h’ Fin)a Cg,h = 5[e(b, h, Fin),

v 5, = st (b, b, Fin), 03, = si(b, h, Fin).

[\

. Higher cardinal characteristics notation, see [BBTFM18, BS23]:

o,(€*) = sly(h, Fin), bn(e*) = sl (h, Fin).

3. Colombian-expats notation, see [CM19, CM23a, Car23]:

055, = sl (b, h, Fin), b3 = sle(b, b, Fin),
b5S, = sli (b, b, Fin), 0ph¢ = sl (b, h, Fin).

4. Earlier Slovak notation,” see [Sup16, SS19, Rep2la, Rep21b]:
EI,JZI:'K(IaJ)> )‘(I7J)=5[e(I7J>7
E?J = pKB(I, J)
We obtain general connections and inequalities as follows.

Lemma 3.4. Let D, D', E, E' be sets of functions with domain w, let P and P’ be properties of sets of
functions with domain w, and let A and A’ be subsets of P(w).

(a) If D < D' then (D, E,e?) <1 (D', E,e?).
In particular, 94(D, E) <04(D',E) and bs(D', E) < bs(D, E), even more 04(D,P) <0oa(D’,P).

(b) If EC E' then (D, E',e?) <1 (D, E,e?).
In particular, 94(D, E’") <04(D,E) and ba(D,E) < ba(D, E").

(¢) If PP’ then 04(D,P’) <04(D,P).
(d) If A< A’ then (D, E,e®y <1 (D, E,e®). Even more, 94(D,P) <04(D,P).
Proof. The inclusion maps idp: D — D’ andidg: E — E’, as well as identity maps, can be used to construct

the Tukey connections for (a), (b) and (d). For the latter, note that A = A’ implies that z €4 s = 2z e .
The inequalities using P and (c) are easy to check. O

Corollary 3.5. Let J € P(w).
(a) Ley(D, I) <t Lz 5(D), in particular, sly(D,1I,J) < Ip(L,J).
(b) pLe,(D,I) <t pL; ;(D) <t L1 5(D), in particular, sle(D,1,J) < pp(I,J) < Ip(I,J).

(¢) pLc;(D,E) <t Lcy(D, E), in particular, slo(D,E,J) < sly(D, E,J). Even more, slo(D,P,J) <
sly(D,P,J) for any property P. O

Notation 3.6. Let J < P(w) (typically an ideal).

(1) For two sets D and D’ of functions with domain w, write

Dc’ D' iff (Yze D)3’ e D) o’ =7° a.

"The current Slovak notation is the one we use in this paper.
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(2) For two sets E and E’ of functions with domain w, write
Ec€’ F iff (Vse E)3s' e B')sc’” ¢.

(3) Let P and P’ be two properties for sets of functions with domain w. We write P =7 P’ if, for any S
satisfying P, there is some S’ satisfying P’ such that S €’ 5’

We use the previous notation to improve Lemma 3.4 when using ideals.

Lemma 3.7. Let D, D', E, E' be sets of functions with domain w, let P and P’ be properties for sets of
functions with domain w, and let J be an ideal on w.

(a) If D=’ D’ then

Le;y(D,E) <t Ley (D', E), pLc,;(D,E) <t pLc, (D', E),
sly(D,P,J) <sl(D',P,J), sle(D, P, J) <sle(D', P, J).

(b) If EE’ E' then

LCJ(D7E/) <T LCJ(DaE)7 chJ(DvEl) <T chJ(DaE)v
sly(D, E',J) < sly(D, E, J), slo(D, E', J) < sle(D, E, J).

(c) If P =7 P’ and P’ is S-downward closed then sly(D,P’,J) < sly(D,P,J) and slo(D,P',J) <
sl(D, P, J).

(d) If J < J' < P(w) then®

Ley (D, E) <t Lcy(D, E), pLc;(D, E) <t pLc; (D, E),
sly(D,P,J") < sly(D,P,J), sle(D,P,J) <sle(D,P,J).

Proof. When D =/ D' and E €’/ FE’, define the maps f: D — D’ and g: E — E’ such that, for z € D
and s € E, f(z) ="z and s =’* g(s). These maps, along with identity maps, yield the Tukey connections
for (a) and (b). The inequalities at the bottom of (b) follow by Corollary 2.3 (b).

We show the inequalities at the bottom of (a). Let S be a witness of sl (D', P, J), so S satisfies property P.
If x € D then f(x) € D, so f(x) e’" s for some s € S. Since z =7° f(x), we get that x e’" s. Hence,

S satisfies the properties of the definition of sly(D, P, J), so sly(D,P,J) < |S| = sk(D',P,J). A similar

argument guarantees sl.(D, P, J) < slo(D’, P, J), just note that f(z) €’ s implies z €’ s.

(c): Assume P =7 P’ and P’ is S-downward closed. Let S be a witness of sl(D,P,J). Since S has
property P, there is some S’ with property P’ and some map ¢': S — S’ such that s <’ g'(s) forall se S.
Since P’ is -downward closed, we can assume that S’ = ¢/[S] and hence |S'| < |S|. If 2 € D then z €/” s
for some s € S, which implies that z €”* g'(s). Therefore, S’ satisfies the properties of the definition of
sly(D, P, J), so sly(D, P, J) < |5 <|S| =sl(D,P,J). The case for sl, is similar, just note that AN
implies z €”" ¢/(s).

(d): Note that J < J' implies J¢ = J'4 and J'° < J¢, so the result follows by Lemma 3.4 (d). O

In connection with Lemma 3.7 (b), we obtain:

8Here, there is no need to assume that J and J’ are ideals.

12



Lemma 3.8. If D < [[,__b(n), E is a set of functions with domain w, and A < P(w), then (D, E,e?) ~t
(D, E',e?) where E' is the collection of all slaloms of the form {(s(n) N b(n): n < w) for some s € E.

Proof. Abusing notation, notice that E’ €19} E, so the proof of Lemma 3.7 (b) can be used to show that
(D,E,e?) <1 (D, E',e?). The converse Tukey connection is obtained by using the identity map of D and
s—{s(n) nb(n): n<w). O

In the following section, we are going to review some order of ideals like the Katetov order and the Katetov-
Blass order, with some variations, and study its effect on the slalom numbers. The following results are
general facts that derive these effects as corollaries appearing in the next section.

Lemma 3.9. Let f: w — w, denote a,, := f~1[{n}] for n € w, and let J and J' be ideals on w. Assume:

(i) D and D' are two sets of functions with domain w such that, whenever x’ € D', 2’ o f € D.

(ii) E and E' are two sets of functions with domain w such that, for any s € E, there is some function
s’ € B’ such that {n < w: Ukea, (k) = s'(n)} e J.

Then:
(a) Whenever J' < f~(J), pLey. (D', E') <t pLe;(D, E), so sle(D',E',J') <sl.(D, E, J).
(b) Whenever f~(J) < J', Ley (D', E') <t Ley (D, E), so sly(D',E', J") <sly(D,E,J). O

Lemma 3.9 is a particular case of the following result when F' = {f}.
Lemma 3.10. Let F € “w, let A and Ay for f € F be C-upwards closed subsets of P(w), let J and Jy for
f € F beideals onw, and let D, Dy, E, Ey for f € F' be sets of functions with domain w. Denote
Ap = {a Nnb:aeJd andbe Nfer f_’(Af)} and
EF:{t§: EEerFEf}, where tz(n) = U U sf(k),
feF kef—1[{n}]

and assume that Ep €’ E and, for all fe F, {xof: xe€ D} =/t Dy andanbe Ay for allae J}i and
bEAf.9

(a) If Ap € A, then (D, E,e?) <t ®f€F<Df7Ef,eAf>.
(b) If Njep f7(Jy) € J, then Ley (D, E) <t Qjep Ley, (Dy, Ef); in particular,

sl(D, B, J) < || sk(Dy, Ey, Jyp).
feF

(c) %J g[ %GFE{C_:EJ{)’ then pLc;(D,E) <t &cpPLe, (Dy, Ey); in particular, sle(D,E,J) <
rer StelJf, Lofs Jf ).

Proof. (a): We define G_: D — [[;.p Dy and Gt [[;ep By — E as follows: For every z € D, f € F' and
d

S€ [[ep By fix y € Dp and us € E such that xy =77 o f and t; =7 us. Define G_(z) := {xg: feF)

and G (8) := us. We prove that for every x € D and s € [[,;.p By, G_(2) =® 5 implies = €4 G, (5).

Let z € D and 5 € [[;.p By and assume that xy edr sy for all f € F, ie., |z; € s¢| € A Since

|z = wo f| € Jf, we get that |z o f € sf]| € Af. We claim that |z o f € sf| < f'[|z € ts]].

9The latter assumption “for all f € F, ...” can be replaced by D &7 {zx € “w: (Vf € F') zo f € D¢} and the proof is similar.
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Indeed, if z(f(k)) € sy(k) then, for n = f(k), z(n) € Ucp-1(ny) 5£(1) S ts(n) because k € F{n}]-
Then f~'[|z € t5|] € A because Af is S-upwards closed, so |z € t5| € f~(Af). We have seen that
|z € ts] € Nyep 7 (Af). Since [ts S us| N |z € ts| < |o € usll, [ts < us| € J4 and A is S-upwards closed,
we get |z € us| € A, ie., xe? G, (5).

(b)—(c): Apply (a) to Ay = J}j and A = J4 in case (b) and to Ay = J;' and A = J7 in case (c). O
Lemma 3.11. Let f € “w, let J and J' be ideals on w, let A, A’ € P(w), and let D, D', E, E' be sets of
functions with domain w. Denote

Dy ={zy: ze D} where xp(n) = x| f[{n}], new, and

E7 ={s:seE} where  s7 (k) = {t(k) : t € s(f(k)) is a function and k € dom(t)}, k € w,

and assume that Dy < D' and Ef cE.

(a) If A’ < f~(A) and A is C-upwards closed, then (D, E,e?) <t (D', F', eA/>; in particular, 94(D, E) <
04(D',E).

(b) If J' < f~(J) then Ley(D,E) <t Ley (D', E') and sly(D, E, J) < sl (D', E',.J).
(¢) If f~(J) € J' then pLcy(D, E) <t pLe (D', E') and slo(D,E,J) < sl (D', E', J).

Proof. (a): Define G_: D — D' and G4: E' — Eby G_(z) := 2 and G4 (s) := s/. We show that (G_,G)
is the desired Tukey connection. Let 2 € D, s € F', and assume that G_(z) € s, ie., |z € 5| € A"
Then f~![|zs € s|] € A. Note that z;(f(k)) € s(f(k)) implies z(k) € s/(k) because k € f~L[{f(k)}] =
dom(z¢(f(k))). Therefore f~[|xs € s|] < |x € s/|. Then ||z € s/|| € A (because A is S-upwards closed),
ie., z et Gi(s).

(b) follo:vs directly by (a) applied to A = J4 and A’ = J'4, and (c) follows by (a) applied to A = J* and
A =J7. O

For the following results, we fix the following notation.

Notation 3.12. When f ={fn: n <w)is asequence of functions and x is a function with domain w, let
[ #x be the function whose domain are those n < w such that x(n) € dom f,,, and (f = z)(n) := fu(z(n)).
Also let f ® = be the function with domain w such that (f ® z)(n) := f; [x(n)].

Let F be a set of sequences f as above, and let 5 = (s I f € F) be a sequence of functions with domain w.
Then define the function F' ® s with domain w, such that

(F@s)(n) =[] | hn'ls5m)]-
heF feF

We also allow the notation f+ D := {f*z: z€ D} and F®E := {F®5 : 5 € E} when D is a set of
functions with domain w and E is a set of sequences of the form 5 = (sf: f € F') as above. Likewise for

f®D.
When f is a function, denote f * D := {fox : x € D}.

Lemma 3.13. Let D, D', E, E' be sets of functions with domain w, and f={fn:n < w) a sequence
of functions. Assume that f + D € D' and f ® E' € E. Then (D, E,e?) <t (D', E',e?), in particular,
04(D,E) <0oa(D', E).

Proof. Define F: D — D' and G: E' — E such that F(z) := f +2 and G(s') := f ®s’. It is clear that
(F, Q) is the desired Tukey connection. O
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Lemma 3.14. Let F be a finite set of sequences f = {fn : n < w), where each f, is a function, let
D, D¢, E, Ef (f € F) be sets of functions with domain w, and let J be an ideal on w. If for every

feF, f+Dc’ Di"° and F®[[pep Ef € E, then Ley(D, E) <t @ fep Les(Dy, Ef); in particular,
ﬁlt(DaEaj) < erFﬁlt(DfaEfaj)

Moreover, when F = {f}, we also obtain pLc;(D, E) <t pLc;(Dy, Ef) and sle(D, B, J) < sle(Dy, Ef, J).

Proof. Define @_: D — [[zp Dy and ®4: [[7p Ef — E as follows: For z € D choose ®_(z) = (zy :

feF)e [I7er Dy so that Foa="" xj for every fe F. For s € [I7er B choose ., (5) = t5 € E such that
a _ _

F®5 <’ ts. Assume that ®_(2) =@ 3, i.e., for every h € F, |zj, € s3] € J4. Then aj, := |h* 2 = z3| N

|z; € sp| € J9 and a5 < {n <w: z(n) eUfthgl[[sf(n)]]}. Since F is finite, (;cpaz € J¢ and so

zel F®5. Then x e’ ®, (5) because F ® § <! ts.

When F = {f}, we also obtain pLc;(D,E) <t pLc;(Dy, Ef) with the same proof (just noting that
aj€ JT). 0

As a consequence of the previous, we can infer:

Corollary 3.15. Let F' and J be as before, and let = ual . n < wy (feF)and I = (I,
n < w) be sequences of families of sets.'t If f+ D =’ Dy for all f € F and, for alln < w and a €
[7er I Mier hi'lUjer afl € I, then Ley (D', T') <t @jep Ley(Dy, I7). In particular, siy(D',I',J) <
]_[fer[t(Df,ff,J).

In addition, when F = {f}, pLe;(D',I') <t pLe, (D, I7) and slo(D', I', J) < slo(Df, 17, J). O

Corollary 3.16. Let I and J be as before, and I = (I, : n < wy and I' = (I}, : n < w) sequences of
families of sets where each I,, is an ideal on some b(n). If f+ D =’ D5 for all f € F and I,,  {a < b(n) :
Niep hntlal € I} for all n < w, then Ley (D', I') <t Qger Les(Dy, 1) In particular, sk(D',I',J) <
[Ter st(Df, 1, ).

In addition, when F = {f}, pLc;(D’,I') <t pLc;(Dy, 1) and sle(D', I', J) < sle(Dy, 1, J). O

Corollary 3.17. Let F be a finite set of functions with domain w, J an ideal on w, and let I' and Iy
(f € F) be families of sets. If f * D &7 Dy for all f € F and, for all a € [Lser Iy Nier h’l[[UfeF aflel’,
then Ley (D', I') <t @ ep Les(Dy,Iy) and Ly (D) <t &Qep L1y, s (D). In particular, sl(D', 1", J) <
[yer st(Dy. 1, J) and 1o (I J) < [Liep b, (I 7).

In addition, when I = {f}, pLe,;(D’,I') <r pLc,;(Dy,Iy), pLy ;(D') <r pLy, ;(Dy), sle(D',I',J) <
5[e(DfaIaJ) andpD’(I/v'])ngf(IfaJ)' [
Corollary 3.18. Let F, J, and I' be as before, and let I be an ideal on some set ay. If f+ D =/ Dy for

all fe Fand I < {a < ay: (Veph la] € I'}, then Le, (D', I') <t & ser Les(Dy, 1) and Ly ;(D) <t
®ter L1, (Dy). In particular, sl (D',I', J) < [];cpsl(Dy, 1, J) and (p/(I',J) < [[fep Ip, (1, 7).

In addition, when F' = {f}, pLc;(D',I') <t pLc;(Dy,I), pLy ;(D') <t pL; ;(Dy), sle(D',I',J) <
slo(Dy, 1,.) and ppr(I',J) < pp, (1,.]). 0

We close this section with a general result that uses point-wise intersections of slaloms. This will be used in
Theorem 5.7.

1086 f % 2 has domain w for all f € F and x € D.
111n most cases, sequences of ideals.
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Lemma 3.19. Let Ey, E1 and E be sets of slaloms and assume that, for any s € Eg and s’ € E1, s A 8’ :=
(s(n)ns'(n): n<w)yeE. Let D be a set of functions with domain w and J an ideal on w. Then:

(a) LCJ(D7 E) <7 LC.](D, Eo) X LCJ(.D, El)
(b) pLc;(D, E) <t Lc;y(D, Ey) ® pLe (D, Ey).

N

(c) Assume that D < “a and, for any s’ € E, there is some s"” € Ey such that s cFin® o gnd s"(n)
s"(n+1) for alln <w. Then sle(D, E,Fin) < slo(D, Ey, Fin) - sl.(“a, E1, Fin).

Proof. The maps = — (z,z) and (s,5") — s A s’ gives the Tukey connections for (a) and (b).

(¢): Assume that Sop € Ep and S; € E; are witnesses of sl.(D, Ep, Fin) and sl.(“a, Eq, Fin), respectively.
By the assumption, we can also assume that, for every s’ € Sy, s'(n) € s'(n+1) for all n € w. Then {s A s :
s € Sy, ' € 81} is dominating in pLcg, (D, F). Indeed, for every x € D there is an s € Sy such that
z €Fin" 5 Pick an increasing function g € “w such that z(g(k)) € s(g(k)) for all k € w. Then, there is an
s’ € Sy such that zog eFin® o, However, s'(k) < s'(g(k)) for each k € w. Hence, x o g eFin® o o g, and so
7 eFin?

A dual argument shows that min{sl>(D, Eo, Fin), sI=(“a, By, Fin)} < sl2(D, E, Fin). O

s A s as well.

Remark 3.20. Except for Lemma 3.19 (¢), w is immaterial for the development of the theory and results of
this section. In general, the sets of functions and slaloms we have dealt with can have domain some infinite
(possibly uncountable) set w, and J can be assumed to be an ideal on w.

4. Partial orderings of ideals

We shall be interested mainly in the particular cases of slalom invariants sle (I, J), sly (I, J), sle(*, J), slg(x, J),
sle(b, h, J), and sl (b, h, J) (with special attention to [ [b = “w) where I and J are ideals on w and h € “w.
Let us recall that
cov¥*(I) = min{|A|: A< T and (Va e [w]*)(3be A) |anb| = w} =d([w]™, I, £F™),
non*(I) = min{|E| : E < [w]™ and (Vbe I)(3a € E) |a nb| < R} = b([w]™, I, £F™),
by =b("w,“w, é‘]d), and
aJ = D(ww7 ww7 ng)’
where a LY b iff a b is finite. Observe that cov*(I) = pk (I, Fin), by = sl(Fin, J), and 2 = sl;(Fin, J),
even more, ([w]™0, I, 4¥ ") ~1 pL(I, Fin) and <°"w,‘*’w,eJd> ~7 Lcy(Fin) =1 pLe,(Fin)*. The obvious

inequalities (which follow from Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.5) between the studied slalom numbers are
summarized in the following diagram in which — denotes < and h >* 1 in “Yw:

sly(*,J) = sl(I,J) - 05 — sl(h, J) si(1,J) — k(I,J)
T T 1 1 1 1
5[6(*7 J) - 5[8(‘[7 J) - bJ - 5[6(]7’7 J) 5[6('[7 J) - pK(I’ J)

All these cardinals are uncountable as a consequence of Theorem 4.8 (¢), even above the pseudo-intersection
number p (see also Theorem 4.7, Lemma 4.12 (b) and Figure 6), and below ¢ when well-defined. The only
cardinals that may not be well-defined are pk (I, J) and Ik (1, J), see Lemma 4.2 and 4.10.
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Definition 4.1. Let a and &’ be sets, I < P(a) and J < P(a’) (usually ideals). The family of all J-to-one
functions in ¢ a is denoted by (¢ a)”’, i.e., f € (“a)’ iff f: ' — a and f~1[{n}] € J for all n € a. We consider
the following partial quasi-orderings (usually between ideals):'?

I <px Jiff Af €¥a) I = f(J) (Rudin-Keisler),
I<x Jiff @fe¥a) I < f~(J) (Katétov),
I<gJiff (3f €%d) f_’( yeJ (dual Katétov),

I <gp Jiff (3fe(® a) M I=f"(J)) (Rudin-Blass),

I <gp Jiff Gf e (o)™ I < f7(J) (Katétov-Blass),

I <z Jiff 3f € (“a)™) f~(I)cJ (dual Katétov-Blass).

Note that if @ = o’ and I < J then I <kp J and I <y J, witnessed by the identity map. Moreover,
<gB € <kB S <k and <rp S >gp- In addition, to present some monotonicity results we shall need the
following partial ordering.

I<g Jiff GF e [“a]) 1€ {w S a: (yep S Tl € J).

It is clear that <k < <g, i.e., <g is a generalization of <x. Notice that <y is a preorder.

We write J' ~x J if J' <k J and J <k J', similarly for ~¢, ~i, etc.

It follows from the definitions that px (7, J) is undefined iff I <k J. In general:

Lemma 4.2. Let a be a set, D € “a, I < P(a) and J < P(w). Then:
(a) pp(1,J) is undefined iff I < f~(J) for some f € D.
(b) p(I,J) is undefined iff I < f=(J9) for some f € D. O

We have the following general result for <y.

Lemma 4.3. Let I < P(a), I' € P(d'), A € P(w) and let D < “a and D' < “a’. Further, assume that
I' <k I is witnessed by an f: a — a' and fox € D' for every x € D. Then (D,“I,e4) <1 (D',“I' €*) and
(D, ct(I),e?y <1 (D' ct(I'),e*). In particular, d4(D,“I) < 04(D',“I") and d4(D,ct(I)) < 0a(D’,ct(I')).

Proof. This is a particular case of Lemma 3.13. O

If M is a class, £ is a relation on M, and A(]) is a cardinal invariant depending on some parameter I € M
then we say that A(I) is E-decreasing (E-increasing) if A(I1) < A(Ip) (A(Jo) < A({1)) whenever Iy © I;. In
a similar way, when R(I) is a relational system depending on I € M, we say that R([) is C-increasing if
R(Iy) <t R(I1) whenever Iy £ I; (and decreasing is defined naturally). For example, the previous lemma
indicates that (“a, I,e?) and (“a, ct(I),e”) are <k-decreasing on I, and so are 04(“a, I) and 04 (“a, ct(I))
as a consequence.

A more concrete example:
Lemma 4.4. Let J be an ideal on w. Then!'®

(a) pLc;(I) and pL; ; are <k-decreasing on I < P(w). Consequently, slo(I,J) and px(I,J) are <k-
decreasing on I. In particular, cov*(I) is <k-decreasing on I.

12See [GM23] for applications of the dual Katétov-Blass ordering <.
13 The fact about sle(I,J) has been shown in [Sup16]. Moreover, the <g-monotonicity only requires J S P(w).
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(b) Ley(I) and Ly, y are <k-decreasing on I € P(w), and sly(I,J) and Ik (I, J) are <g-decreasing on ide-
als I on w.

Proof. (a) and (b) for <k are immediate consequences of Lemma 4.3. For the remaining part of (b):
Let I’ < I be witnessed by a set F € “w. By applying Corollary 3.18 to D = D’ = “w, we obtain
Le(I',J) <7 FLe(I,J) and Ly ; <7 F'L; j, so the result follows (also because sl (I, J) and Ix(I,J) are
infinite, the latter possibly with value o). O

The previous results are enough to characterize the slalom numbers sl (%, J) and sl (x, J). We first generalize
(part of) Lemma 4.4 as follows.

Lemma 4.5. Let b = (b(n) : n < w) and bt/ = {V'(n) : n < w) be sequences of non-empty sets, I = (I, :
n<wyand I' = I/, : n < w) such that I,, < P(b(n)) and I}, < P(b'(n)) for alln < w, let A < P(w), and
let DS [[band D' < []¥. Assume that, for n < w, I, <k I, witnessed by a function f,: b(n) — b'(n).
Further assume that, for any x € D, ©' € D" where ' is the function defined by z'(n) := fn(x(n)). Then
(D, I,e?y <p (D', I',e?), in particular 04(D,I) < 04(D', T").

Proof. Immediate from Lemma 3.13. O
Theorem 4.6. For A < P(w),™*

04(x) = min{d4(I) : I is a sequence of ideals on w}
=min{d4(I) : I is an ideal on w}.

Proof. The first equality is clear: on one hand, for any sequence I of ideals on w, any S < [][ satisfies
property *, 50 04(*) < 04([) follows; on the other hand, if S witnesses 0.4 (%), since it satisfies property *,

then S < [] 7 for some sequence I of ideals on w, 80 94(I) < 04(*).

For the second equality, < is clear. For the converse, if I is a sequence of ideals, then there is some ideal I

on w such that I, <k I for all n < w, see [MA09, BNF12]. Hence, by Lemma 4.5, 04 (1) < 04(I). O
As a consequence:
Theorem 4.7. Let J be an ideal on w. Then

sle(*,J) = min{slo(I, J) : I is a sequence of ideals on w}
=min{sle(I,J) : I is an ideal on w}

and
sli(x,J) = min{sl (I, J) : I is a sequence of ideals on w}
=min{sly(I,J) : I is an ideal on w}.
Proof. Immediate from Theorem 4.6 applied to A = J* and A = J9, respectively. O

Concerning the case J = Fin, it is known that:
Theorem 4.8 ([SS19, S23]).
(a) sle(I,Fin) = min{cov*(I), b}.

1 This can be generalized to d4(“a,*) = min{d4(¥a,I) : I is an ideal on a} for any infinite set a.
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(b) pk(*,Fin) = min{cov*(I) : I is an ideal on w} = p.
(c) sle(x,Fin) = p. O

The equality sl; (%, Fin) = cov(M) is proved in [S23] by applying topological selection principles. Here, we
provide a direct combinatorial proof.

Theorem 4.9. sl;(x,Fin) = sl;(P(w) \ {w},Fin) = cov(M).

Proof. Recall that cov(M) is the smallest size of an eventually different family in “w (see Theorem 4.20 (a)
for h = 1), i.e., of a family D € “w such that

(Vo e “w)(Ty € D)(Im < w)(Vn =m) z(n) # y(n).

We show that such a D allows to construct a localizing set of slaloms with property *. This guarantees
slg(x,Fin) < cov(M). Instead of “w, we look at [[, __ W, where W, := Fn(w,,w), {w, : n < w} is
a partition of w into infinite sets and Fn(A, B) denotes the set of finite partial functions from A into B. For
y € “w, define s, € [[,_, P(W,) by

sy(n) :=={pe W, : (Vm € domp) p(m) # y(m)}.

We show that S := {s, : y € D} is a localizing family with property . Indeed, if z € [[,,__ W, then we
can find some x € “w such that z(n) < z for all n < w. Hence, there is some y € “w eventually different
with z, so z(n) € sy(n) for all but finitely many n < w.

It remains to show that S satisfies property *. Let {y; : ¢ < k} € D and n < w, and we show that  J,_,. sy, (n)
is co-infinite. We may assume that k # 0. For any ¢ := {m; : i < k} € w, (one-to-one enumeration), we
can define p € W,, with domain ¢ such that p(m;) := y;(m;), so p ¢ J,—\ Sy,(n). This guarantees that
Ui < Sy: (n) is co-infinite.

The inequality cov(M) < sl; (%, Fin) is easier to show. By Lemma 3.7 (¢), sl;(P(w) \ {w}, Fin) < sl (%, Fin),
o0 it is enough to show that cov(M) < sli(P(w) \ {w},Fin). We even have the Tukey connection {“w,
M, ey <1 Lepin (P(w) N {w}) because, for s € “(P(w)~{w}), we have that {z € “w : x eFin* s} is F, meager.
Moreover, we actually have that Lepi (P(w) ~ {w}) =1 (w, “w, 507, O

Concerning Ik (*, Fin), we have:

Lemma 4.10. If J is an ideal on w and there is an infinite partition of w into J-positive sets, then
lk(*,J) =1Ix(I,J) =0 (i.e., undefined) for every ideal I on w.

Proof. Choose a partition {a, : n € w} € J* of w and define x(k) = n for k € a,, and n € w. If a € I,
then 7 ![a] ¢ J4 because 7 '[a] € w \ a, ¢ J¢ for any n € w . a. This indicates that z ¢Jd s for any

s € ct(l). O

We show in Section 5 that the above is the only case when Ik (x, J) is undefined.

To look at more monotonicity results, we generalize the orderings of Definition 4.1 as follows.
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Definition 4.11. For I < P(a) and J < P(a’), define

I<gJiff I < {w Ca: U 1w e J} for some non-empty F € [*a]<%,
feF

I < Jiff {w ca: U fHuw] e I} c J for some non-empty F € [*a’]<%,
feF

I <gg Jiff {w Ca: U fHuw] e J} = I for some non-empty F € [* a]<“.
feF

The orderings <gig, <5 and <gp are obtained by demanding that all functions in F' are finite-to-one. We
have <k S <g, <g S < <kB S <kp, <gp © Sig and <pp S Sip. We define ~, ete., in the natural
way.

Lemma 4.12. Let I be an ideal on w. In the results below, J runs on ideals on w.

(a) pL; ; is <k-increasing on J and Ly j is <g-decreasing on J. Also, px(I,J) and pk(*,J) are <k-
increasing'® and Ik (I, J) and Ik (*,J) are <g-decreasing on the parameter J.

(b) pLc;(I) is <kp-increasing and Lc;(I) is <gg-decreasing on J. Also, slo(I,J) and slo(x,J) are
<kp-increasing and sly(I,J) and sly(x,J) are Sg-decreasing on the parameter J.

Proof. (a): We apply Lemmas 3.9 and 3.10 to D = D’ = “w and E = E’' = ct(J). When J' <k J, the
hypotheses of Lemma 3.9 (a) (with s’ := s) are satisfied, where f is a function witnessing J' <k J, so
pL; ; <t PL; ;.

When J <z J', the hypotheses of Lemma 3.10 (b), with F' witnessing J <z J', are satisfied, so we get that
Ly <t FLp.

(b): We apply Lemmas 3.9 and 3.10 to D = D’ = “w and F = E' = “I. Since they satisfy the hypotheses of
Lemma 3.9, where f is a function witnessing either J' <xp J or J <y J', we get that pLc (1) <t pLc;(I)
in the first case, and Lc (1) <t Ley(I) in the second.

The monotonicity result for <= follows by Lemma 3.10 (b) in a similar way. O

KB

In particular, when I = Fin:

Corollary 4.13. On the parameter J, (“w,“w, <Jd> is <kp-decreasing and <gg-decreasing. Moreover:
(a) by is <kp-increasing and Sggincreasing.

(b) v is <kp-decreasing and Sgg-decreasing. O

We compile our results below in terms of equivalences.

Theorem 4.14. Let I, J and J' be ideals on w. Then
(a) If J' ~x J, then pLi(I,J) =1 pLy(I,J"). In particular, px(I,J") = px(I,J) and px(*,J') =
pK(*’J)'
(b) If J' ~g J, then Lx(I,J) =1 Lx (I, J'),'® and whenever J' ~2 J, (I, J') = (I, J) and lk(*,J') =
[K(*, J)

15Up to here, it is not required that I is an ideal.
16Up to here (including (a)), there is no need that I is an ideal.
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(¢) If J' ~kp J, then w,“w ,<Id> > Mo, w,g‘l Y and pLc(I,J) =t pLc(l,J’). In particular,
by =by, 00 =0y, sl(I,J') =sl.(I,J), and slo(*,J") = slo(x,J).

d) If J' ~ J, then Cw,“w, <) =p w,“w, <) and Le (I, J) =1 Le(1, J'). Moreover, if J' ~=— J,
KB KB
then bJ/ = bJ, DJ/ = DJ, ﬁlt(I, Jl) Zﬁ[t(I, J), and 5[t(*,J’) Iﬁ[t(*,J).

(e) If J is an ideal with the Baire property, then L j =1 Lj pin, Yw,“w, é‘]d> ~p Mw,Yw, <Find> and
Lc(I,J) = Le(I,Fin). In particular, x(I,J) = lk(*,J) =00, by =b, 0, =0, sl(I,J) = sl;(I,Fin),
and sly(x, J) = sly(*, Fin).

Proof. (a)—(d) follow by Lemma 4.12 and Corollary 4.13.

(e): Clearly, [k(I,Fin) = Ix(x,Fin) = o0 by Lemma 4.10. Since J has the Baire property, Fin <gp J by
Jalali-Naini and Talagrand theorem and Fin <gg J because Fin € J. Therefore J ~¢g Fin and all Tukey
equivalences are consequences of (b) and (d). O

To compare the assumptions of Theorem 4.14 (d)—(e) note that
“J has the Baire property” < Fin <gp J < J <gg Fin & Fin ~¢5 J.
Consequently, if J’ has the Baire property, then
“J has the Baire property” < J <gg J' < J ~gg J.
We now turn to slalom numbers of the form sl (b, h, J) = 0 7a ([ [ b, S(b, h)) and sle(b, h, J) = 0 7a([ [ b, S(b, h))

for h € “w and b = (b(i) : i < w) with b(¢) non-empty for all i < w. In the case when all b(i) are countable,
it is enough to study the case b(i) € w U {w} for all i < w thanks to the following result.

Lemma 4.15. Let J be an ideal on w. If {i <w: [V/(i)| < |b(d)|} € J¢ and h <’ I, then Ley (b, h') <
Ley(b,h) and pLe;(t',h') <t pLc;(b,h). In particular, slo(t',h',J) < sl.(b,h, J) and sl (b, R, J) <
5[t(b,h,J).

Proof. Let w := {i < w : |b/'(i)| < |b(i)| and h(i) < h'(i)} € J'). For each i € w, pick a one-to-one function
Ji ¥'(i) — b(i), and for i € w \ w pick any f;: b'(i) — b(7). Apply Lemma 3.14 to f := (f;: i < w) and
=/} O

We first look at monotonicity results.
Lemma 4.16. If J <€ J' < P(w), then Lcy (b,h) <t Lcy(b,h) and pLc;(b,h) <r pLcy(b,h). In
particular, sly(b, h, J') < sly(b, h, J) and slo(b, h, J) < slo(b, h,J).

Proof. Immediate from Lemma 3.7 (d). O

Lemma 4.17. Let f € “w be a finite-to-one function and let J and J' be ideals on w. For n < w, denote
af := fH[{n}]. Let h e “w, and consider functions hy, Iy € “w such that

n€w: whenever al, # &, h r(n) < mmh ) and Z h(k (n) eJ

kea
kean

ffttb ={b(n) : n<w)y, by =<by(n): n<w) and by = V() 1 n <w) be sequences of non-empty sets such
a

[T o) < lb7(m) ¢ €7 and {kew: [b(f(k)| < b;(k)[} € T
keaﬁ

Then:
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(a) If f witnesses that J' <kp J then Ley(b,h) <t Ley(by,hy) and pLe; (b, hYy) <t pLe; (b}, h). In
particular, sl (b, h, J) < sly(by, hy, J') and sle(b, Iy, J') < sle (b, R, J).

(b) If f witnesses J <gg J' then pLc,;(b,h) <r pLc; (b, h;) and Ley (b h}) <r Ley (b, h). In
particular, sle(b, h, J) < sle(by, by, J') and sly(b, by, J') < slg(b, b, J).

Furthermore, let F' € “w be a finite set of finite-to-one functions and consider b’f: w—ow+ 1\ {0} and h’f

for f € F as before, and define by € “w by hlp(n) := ZfeF h’f(n)
¢) If F witnesses that J <= J' then Lcy/ (b,h’) <t Lcj (b, h). In particular, sl (b, h, J') <
KB F feF f F
[Tjerste(V} b, J).

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 4.15, we may assume that, for n < w, b(n) is a non-zero cardinal number,
n) = [ ] b(k), Vy(n) = b(f(n),
keaﬁ

and, whenever afL #* I,
h; (n) = min h(k) and h'y(n Z h(k

keal,
" kean

(a): For Lc, it follows by Lemma 3.11 (b) applied to D =[]b, D' = Hb;, E =S8(b,h) and F' = S(bj?, h;);
for pLc, it follows by Lemma 3.9 (a) applied to D" = [[b, D =[]V}, £ = S(b};, h) and E' = S(b, h).

(b): For pLe, it follows by Lemma 3.11 (c) applied to D = [[b, D" = [[b}, E = S(b,h) and E' = S(b, h);
for Le, it follows by Lemma 3.9 (b) applied to D" = [[b, D = [V}, £ = S(b};, h) and E' = S(b, h).

¢): It follows by Lemma 3.10 (b) applied to Dy =[[V,, D =]]b, Ef = S(t/;,h) and E = S(b, h';). O
f f F F

In the case when [[b = “w, the previous result applies to || by = [1V; = “w. As a consequence:
Lemma 4.18. Let h € “w and J and J' be ideals on w.

(a) If J' <kp J then there are h— h' € “w such that Ley(h) <1 Ley (h™) and pLey, (b)) <t pLc;(h), in
particular, sly(h, J) < sly(h™,J") and slo(h',J") < slo(h, J).

(b) If J <gg J' then there are h=,h' € “w such that pLc;(h) <t pLc;(h™) and Ley (R') <7 Lejs(h).
In particular, sly(h, J) < slo(h™,J') and sly(R',J") < sly(h,J).

(c) If J' <grp J then there are h™ b € “w satisfying the statements in (a) and (b).

(d) If J <& J' then there is some h' € “w such that Ley(h') <t "Ley(h) for some 0 < n < w, in
partzcular sly(h', J") < sly(h,J).

Moreover, if h diverges to infinity, h~ can be found diverging to infinity, and when h =* 1, h~ can be found
such that h— =* 1. On the other hand, h' can be found diverging to infinity (and as increasing as desired).

Proof. If f: w — w is a finite-to-one function witnessing the relation between J and J’ indicated in (a)—(c),
then h~ = h; and h’ = h; can be defined by

h=(n) {mmkeaﬁ h(k), ifaf # &, B (n) i {Zkea,fi k), ifal # &,

n, otherwise, n, otherwise,

where af := f~'[{n}]. Then (a) and (b) follows by Lemma 4.17, (c) follows by (a) and (b), and (d) follows
by Lemma 4.17 (c).

It is clear that h~ and A’ diverge to o0 when h does, and that A >* 1 implies h~ =* 1 and A’ >* 1. But
thanks to Lemma 4.15, A’ can be enlarged as desired. O
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Although sl; (h, J) and sl.(h, J) are well-defined and uncountable when h > * 1, with the additional param-
eter b we get cases when sli (b, h, J) is finite, likewise for sl.(b, h, J).

Lemma 4.19. Let b= (b(n) : n < w) be a sequence of non-empty sets and h € “w.
(a) slo(b,h,J) is well-defined iff |h = 1| € J*, and sly(b, b, J) is well-defined iff |h = 1| € J9.
(b) For 0 <k <w, sle(b,h,J) <k iff {n<w: |b(n)] <kh(n)}eJt.
(c) slo(b, E,J) # Xg for any set of slaloms E.
(d) For0 <k <w, if sly(b,h,J) <k then {n <w: [b(n)] > kh(n)}eJ.
(e) sly(b,h,J)=14ff {n <w: |b(n)| > h(n)} e J.
(f)

f) sli(b,h,J) =2 iff {n <w: |b(n)] > 2h(n)} € J, a:={n <w: h(n) < b(n)] < 2h(n)} € J* and
J nP(a) is a mazimal ideal on a.

(g) For any set of slaloms E, either sly(b, E,Fin) = 1 or sl (b, E,Fin) > X.

Proof. Let ¢, := {n < w: |b(n)| < kh(n)} for 0 < k < w. For n € ¢, let (sk(n) : £ < k) < [b(n)]<"™ be
a covering of b(n), and let s¥(n) := & for n € w \ ¢j. This defines s¥ € S(b, h) for £ < k.

(a): If |[h = 1| € J* then, for any x € [ [ b, there is some s € S(b, h) such that z(n) € s(n) for alln € |h = 1],
namely s(n) := {z(n)} when n € |h > 1||, and s(n) := & otherwise, so z €/~ s; and if [h > 1| € J then
x ¢’ sforall z € []band s € S(b,h), since n ¢ |h > 1| implies that s(n) = &. A similar argument works
for sly(b, h, J).

(b): If ¢ € JT then, for any x € [ | b, there is some ¢ < k such that x e’ sk, 50 slo(b, h, J) < k. Conversely,
if ¢, € J then, for any S < S(b, h) of size <k and n € w\ ¢, J,cq 5(n) & b(n), so there is some x(n) € b(n)

outside this union. Then z(n) ¢ s(n) for all n € w~ ¢ and s € S, i.e., z ¢/ s.

(c): Let S = {s*: { < w} € F and assume that sl.(b, E, J) is infinite. For each m < w, we can find some
™ e []b and a set a,, € J¢ such that 2™(n) ¢ s’(n) for all n € a,,, and £ < m. By taking intersections if
necessary, we may assume that a,,+1 S a,,. Define x € [ [ b such that, for any n € ag, z(n) := 2™ (n) where
My = max{m <n: nean}. Fix { <w. For n € ag~ ¢, my > ¢, so z(n) = 2™ (n) ¢ s*(n), hence z ¢’ s-.

(d): Assume that w \ c¢x € J¥. Then, like in the second part of the proof of (b), for any S = S(b, h) of
size <k we can find some x € [ [ b such that x ¢/ sforallses.

(e): One implication follows from (d). For the converse, if w ~ ¢; € J, i.e., ¢; € J? then there is some
s € §(b,h) such that s(n) = b(n) for all n € ¢;. Then x e/’ sforallze ITo.

(f): First note that a = ¢z \ ¢;. Assume that sly(b, h, J) = 2 witnessed by {t°,t'}. Then, by (d) and (e),
w~ec € JY cp e JYand a € J*. Without loss of generality we may assume that, for n € ¢, t9(n) =
t'(n) = b(n) and, for n € co, t°(n) U t*(n) = b(n) (because {n € w: t°(n) U tt(n) # b(n)} € J). Now let
a’ € a. Define z € [| b such that, for n € a, x(n) € t'(n) \ t°(n) when n € a/, and z(n) € t°(n) \ t'(n) when
nea~a'. Then, |z et e J4 for some e € {0,1}. If e = 0 then |z € t°| na’ = &, s0o a’ € J; and if e = 1,
|z et nacd,soa~a €J. This shows that J N P(a) is a maximal ideal on a.

For the converse, assume that c; € J4 a € J* and J n P(a) is a maximal ideal on a. Then, by (e),
sly(b, h, J) > 1. So it remains to show that {s3, s} witnesses that sly(b, h, J) = 2 by further assuming that
s3(n) = s3(n) = b(n) fornec;. Let xe [[band @’ := {ne€a: z(n) € s3(n)}. Since Jn P(a) is a maximal

. . L d . L d
ideal on a, either @’ € J or a . a’ € J. The first case implies x €/° s%, while the second implies z €’ s2.

(g): Let S = {s*: £ < w} € E and assume that sl (b, E, Fin) > 1. For each ¢ < w, we can find some z* € [ b
and a set ay € [w]™ such that z°(n) ¢ s°(n) for all n € a;,. We can easily construct a = € [ | b such that, for

any ¢ < w, x(n) = 2*(n) for infinitely many n € ay, so ¢Fi“d st. O
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It looks harder to characterize sl (b, h, J) = k when 3 < k < w.

The slalom numbers of the form sl (h, Fin) are sl.(h, Fin) are very well-known as they characterize other
classical cardinal characteristics of the continuum.

Theorem 4.20. Let g,h € “w. Then

(a) (Bartoszynski [Bar87] and Miller [Mil82], see also [CM23a, Thm. 5.1 and 3.17]) non(M) = sl.(h, Fin)
and cov(M) = sl (h,Fin) when h =F"" 1, moreover, pLeg,, (k) =1 pLeg;, (1).

(b) (Bartoszyniski [Bar84], see also [CM23a, Thm. 4.2]) Lepin(g) =1 N when lim,_o g(n) = . As
a consequence, sly(g, Fin) = cof (N) and sl (g, Fin) = add(N\). O

As a consequence of this theorem and Lemma 4.15, we get that non(M) < slo(h, J) and sk (g, J) < cof(N)
for any ideal .J on w when h >7" 1 and g diverges to c0. On the other hand, sl.(1, J) = sl;(1, J5) = ¢ when
Jsx is a maximal ideal on w (because of the size of an ultrapower of w, see [Forl0, Prop. 5.44]). Also recall
that sl;(h, Fin) = ¢ and sl-(h, Fin) is finite when h >* 1 and h does not diverge to infinity (see [CM23a,
Thm. 3.12]).

The ideal Fin in Theorem 4.20 can be replaced by any ideal with the Baire property:

Theorem 4.21. Let J be an ideal on w with the Baire property and let h,g € “w be such that h =* 1
and limpe, g(n) = 0. Then pLe;(h) =1 pLep, (1) and Ley(g) =1 N, in particular sle(h,JJ) = non(M),
sli(g,J) = cof (N), slii(g,J) = add(N) and sl (h,J) = cov(M).'7

Proof. Note that Fin <gp J (by Jalali-Naini and Talagrand, see e.g. [Far00]). Hence, by Lemma 4.18 (c),
there are ¢’, g, h',h™ € “w such that Lepin(¢') <1 Ley(g) <t Lepin(97) and pLeg, (h') <t pLe;(h) <t
pLcg,(h™), even more, ¢’ and g~ can be found diverging to infinity and h’,h~ =* 1. Therefore, by
Theorem 4.20, Lej(g) =t N and pLe;(h) =1 pLeg, (1). O

non(M) —— sl (h, J) —— sl((h, J) —— cof(N) — ¢

sle(I, Fin) —— sl (I, .J) — sl(I, J) —— sly(I, Fin)

Ny p sl (%, J) —— sli(*, J) —— cov(M)

Figure 6: Inequalities among particular cases of slalom numbers for ideals I and J on w and h — 0. An arrow denotes <.
When h >* 1 and h does not diverge to o0, cof(N) should be replaced by sl (h, Fin) = c.

Figure 6 summarizes the inequalities between slalom numbers of the form sl (I, J) and sl.(I, J) with other
cardinals from Cichont’s diagram. These are consequences of our results so far (including monotonicity).
The upper part of the diagram can be obtained via Tukey connections, see Figure 7, which implies Figure 8.

17The first equality is shown in [Sot20].
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pLcgy, (h) —— pLc;(h) ——— Lcj(h) ——— Lcrin(h)

pLcp;, (Fin) — pLc;(Fin) —— Lcy(Fin) —— Lcpin (Fin)

pLcgy,(I) —— pLc; (/) ——— Lc; (/) —— Lcrin(1)

Figure 7: Diagram of Tukey connections for ideals I and J on w and h =* 1. An arrow denotes <.

non(M) —— sl (h,J) —— sl¢(h,J) —— cof(N) — ¢

add(N) — sl (h, J) — 515 (h, J) — cov(M)

Figure 8: Inequalities among particular cases of slalom numbers for ideals I and J on w and h — 0. An arrow denotes <.
When h >* 1 and h does not diverge to 00, cof(N) should be replaced by sl (k, Fin) = ¢ and add(N) by sli-(h, Fin), which is
finite.

5. Disjoint sum of ideals

In this section, we look at the slalom numbers associated with the disjoint sum of ideals. They have a nice
behavior and are very useful to prove consistency results as in Section 7. Applications are also available
in [GM23].

Definition 5.1.

(1) For sets ag and aj, denote ag ® a1 = (ap x {0}) U (a1 x {1}). When Ay and A; are families of sets,
define
A()@Al = {wo@w1 LW € AO and wy € Al}

When Iy and I; are ideals on ag and a1, respectively, we refer to Iy @ I; as a disjoint sum of ideals,
which is an ideal on ag @ a; .

(2) For arbitrary two functions fo and f1, define the function fo @ f; with domain dom fo @ dom f; by
(fo® f1)(n,i) = fi(n). Conversely, to every function f with domain ag @ a; assign two functions (f)g
and (f); with domain ag and a;, respectively, such that f = ()o@ (f)1.
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(3) If Dy and D; are sets of functions, we define'®
Do® D1 :={fo® f1: foe Do, f1 € D1}
Note that, When Iy < P(ag) and I; < P(a1), (lo@® 1) = I$®I{ and (Io®1)¢ = (IS®P(ay1)) U (P(ag)DIS).
Lemma 5.2. Let Iy and I be ideals on a set a. Then
(a) Ion Iy <rp lo® I1, Iy <g lo ® Iy and Iy ~rp lo ® P(a) ~rp P(a) ® lo.
(b) Io® I <xs Io, I1.
(¢) In@®I <gg lon I and Iy ® Iy <gg lo-

Proof. The mappings (n,i) — n, n — (n,0) and n — (n,1) can be used to prove the relations in (a)-(c).
For example, (c) uses the set of the last two maps. O

From now on, in our slalom relational systems we may consider that the domain of an ideal and of the
functions and slaloms in consideration may not be w but some other countable set like w @ w, so that we can
discuss slalom numbers for ideals of the form, e.g. Jy @ J1 (see also Remark 3.20). The same conventions
fixed in Definition 3.1 apply, for example, omitting D when D = “®¥,

For sums of ideals, we have the following general result.
Lemma 5.3. Let Dy, D1, Ey, Ey be sets of functions with domain w, and let Jo, J1 < P(w). Then
(a) Lej,@, (Do @® D1, Ey ® E1) =1 Ly, (Do, Ey) ® Ley, (Dy, Ev). In particular,
max{sli (Do, Eg, Jo), sl (D1, E1, J1)} < sly(Do@ D1, Ee® E1, Jo® J1) < sli(Do, Eo, Jo) sl (D1, Eq, J1).
(b) pLe g, (Do ® D1, Eo ® E1) =1 pLc,; (Do, Eo) XIpLey, (D1, E1). In particular,
$lo(Do @ D1, Ey @ Eq, Jo ® J1) = min{sl.(Dy, Eo, Jo), sle(D1, E1, J1)}.
Proof. The Tukey connections are constructed using the canonical bijections F': Dy x D1 — Do @ D, and
G: Ey x E; — Ey® E;. Note that
F(xo,x1) e(Jo®1)* G(yo,y1) iff xo elo yo and x; et Y1,
F(xg,z1) €097 G(yo,y1) iff 29 €70 yo or 21 €1 yy.

The rest follows by Fact 2.5. O

We start looking at more particular cases. As a direct consequence of the previous result:

Fact 5.4. Let Jy, J1 € P(w), by and by functions with domain w and hg,hy € “w. Then:

Lejo@, (bo @ b1, ho @ ha) = Leg,@., (n bo @ [ [ b1, S(bo, ho) @ S(br, h1))
~1 Lej, (b, ho) ® Le g, (b1, b)),
pLC o, (bo @ b1, ho ® h1) = PLe g, (H bo ® [ [ b1, S (b0, ho) ® S (b, h1)>
=1 pLc;, (bo, ho) X pLey, (b1, h1).
In particular,

max{sly(bo, ho, Jo), sl (b1, h1, J1)} < slg(bo @ b1, ho @ hy, Jo @ J1) < sl (bo, ho, Jo) - sly (b1, hy, J1),
sle(bg @ b1, ho @ hi, Jo @ J1) = min{sle(bo, ho, Jo), sle(b1, h1, J1)}. O

8 There will not be confusion with (1) from the context.
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Lemma 5.5. Let Jy and Jy be ideals on w, by and by functions with domain w into the non-zero cardinal
numbers, and hg, h1 € “w. Then:

(a) Lcjyng, (inf{bg, b1}, ho + k1) <1 L@, (bo @ b1, ho @ h1) <1 Ly, (bo - b, inf{ho, h1}) and likewise
for pLc. In particular,
5[t(inf{b0, bl}, ho -+ hl, J() N Jl) < 5[t(b0 @bl, ho @ hl, J() @ Jl) < 5[1;([)0 . bl, inf{ho, hl}, JO N Jl)
S[e(inf{bo,bl},ho + hy,Jo N Jl) < 5[e(b0 @by, hg® hy, Jy @Jl) < ﬁ[e(bo . bl,inf{ho,hl}, Jo N Jl)

(b) Lejyn, (bos 2ho) <1 Lej,qu, (bo ®bo, ho ® ho) <1 Lejyng, (b3, ho) and likewise for pLe. In particular,

sl (bo, 2ho, Jo N J1) < sl (bo @ bo, ho @ ho, Jo ® J1) < slg(b3, ho, Jo 0 J1)
sl (bo, 2ho, Jo N J1) < sle(bo @ by, ho ® ho, Jo ® J1) < sl (b3, ho, Jo N J1).

Proof. (a): Consider the function 7: w@®w — w defined by 7(n,4) := n and note that JonJ; = 7 (Jo @ J1),
so Jo N Ji <pp Jo @ J1 (see Lemma 5.2 (a)). Also notice that 7=1[{n}] = {(n,0), (n,1)}. Lemma 4.17 can
be applied: we can use

br(n):i= [] (bo®bi)(w) =bo(n) - bi(n),

wen—1[{n}]
= min{(ho ® h1)(u) : uwe n [{n}]} = min{hg(n), hi(n)},
Y, (ho®h)(u) = ho(n) + hi(n).

uer~1[{n}]

X
—
S
~
I

I

hz(n) :

We also require a function b with domain w that allows b/, = by @ b; when applying Lemma 4.17, i.e.,
satisfying |b(m(n,1))| < (b ®b1)(n, i) for all (n,i) € wBw. This is equivalent to |b(n)| < be(n) for all n < w
and e € {0, 1}, so b(n) := min{by(n), b1 (n)} works.

(b): Immediate from (a) applied to by := by and hy := hg. O

As a direct consequence, we get:

Corollary 5.6. Let Jy and Jy be ideals on w and hg, hy € “w. Then
(a) LCJU®J1 (ho &) hl) =7 LCJU (ho) ® LCJ1 (hl) and I)LCJO@J1 (ho &) hl) =7 pLCJ0 (ho) pLCJ1 (hl) In

particular,
sly(ho ® h1, Jo @ J1) = max{sli(ho, Jo), sl (h1, J1)},
5[5‘(}10 @h1,J0@J1) = min{ﬁ[é‘(ho,Jo),ﬁ[g'(hhth)},
slo(ho ® hy, Jo ® J1) = min{sle(ho, Jo), sle(h1, J1)},
sl (ho @ hy, Jo @ J1) = max{sl (ho, Jo), s> (hy, J1)}.

(b) Legynag, (ho + k1) <t Leg,gu, (ho @ h1) <t Ly ng, (inf{ho, h1}) and likewise for pLc. In particular,

E[t(ho + hl,J() N Jl) < ﬁlt(ho @hl, J() &) Jl) < 5It(inf{h0,h1},J0 N Jl)
ﬁ[e(ho + hy,Jo N Jl) < S[e(ho ®hy,JJo® Jl) < ﬁ[e(inf{ho,hl}, Jo N Jl)

(¢) Legyng, (2ho) <1 Leg,g, (ho @ ho) <1 Lejyng, (ho) and likewise for pLe. In particular,

5[t<2h0,J0 N Jl) < 5[t(h0 @ho, Jo® Jl) < S[t(ho, Jo N Jl)
5[6(2h0,Jo @) Jl) < 5[e(h0 (—Bho, J() @Jl) = 5[e(h0, J() N Jl)
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Proof. Tmmediate from Lemma 5.5 except sl.(ho, JonJ1) < sle(ho@hg, Jo@®J1) in (¢). This follows because,
by (a), sle(ho ® ho, Jo ® J1) = min{sle(ho, Jo),sl(ho, J1)}, and both sl.(hg, Jo) and sl.(hg, J1) are above
SIe(l’Lo, Jo N .]1) by Lemma 4.16. ]

We now look at the slalom numbers coming from Le;(I), pLc; (1), Ly s and pL; ;.

Theorem 5.7. Let I, Iy, I, and J be ideals on w. Then
(a) Ley(I@Pw)) =1 Le;(I@I) =1 Ley(I), likewise for pLe, L and pL. In particular,

(a1) sk @P),J) = sb(IDT,J) = sb(I,.T);  (a3) (I ®PW),J) = (I ®I,) = (1, J);
(82) 5[C(I®P(w)a<]) = 5[0(1@)]7 J) = 5[C(Ia J)7 (a4) pK(IG‘)P(w)vJ) = pK(I@Ia J) = pK(I’ J)

(b) For e € {0,1}, LCJ(Ie) <T LCJ(IO @Il) <7 LCJ(IO N Il) <T LCJ(I()) ®LCJ(Il) and pLCJ(Ie) <T
pLc;(Ip ® I;) <t pLc;(Iy nI;) <t Lcy(I.) ® pLe;(Ii—.), likewise for L and pL replacing Lc
and pLc, respectively. In particular,

(bl) max{s[t(lo,,]),slt(ll,,])} = S[t(Io@Il,J) = ﬁ[t(Io N Il,J),'

(b2) max{sle(l, J),sle(I1,J)} < sle(lo ® I1,J) < sle(lo n I1,J) < min{max{sl(Io, J),sle(I1,J)},
max{s[e(fo,J),s[t(fl,J)}};

(b3) max{[K(IO,J), [K(Il,J)} = [K(Io@ll,J) = [K(IO (@) Il,J),'

(b4) max{px (Lo, J),px(l1,J)} < px(lo ® I1,J) < px(lo N 11, J) < min{max{lk(lo,J), px(I1, )},
max{pk (o, J), lx(I1,J)}}.

(¢) sle(lo®I1,Fin) = sl(Ion 11, Fin) = max{sl.(Iy, Fin), sl (11, Fin)} = min{b, max{cov*(ly), cov*(I1)}}.
(d) cov*(Io @ I1) = cov*(Ip N I1) = max{cov*(Iy),cov*(I)}.

Proof. (a) and (b) follow by Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 3.19 (a)—(b) since, by Lemma 5.2 we have I ®P(w) ~k
I@I K I and I() ﬂIl <K IO@-[l <K IOa-[l'

(c): Immediate by (b2), Lemma 3.19 (c), and Theorem 4.8 (a).
(d): Immediate by (b4) and Lemma 3.19 (c). O
Theorem 5.8. Let I, Iy, Joy, and Jy be ideals on w. Then

(a) Lejgpw) () =1 Lejgs(I) =1 Ley (1), similarly for pLe, L add pL. In particular,

sL(I,J®PW)) = sb(I,J®J) = sb(1,]),  slo(l,T@®PW)) = slo(I, @ J) = slo(, ),
[K(IaJ®P(w)) = [K(I’J®J) = [K(Iv‘])a ]JK(I,J@P(W)) = pK(IaJ®J) :pK(Iv‘])

(b) Ley (I) <1 Lejyng, (I) <1 Lejgrn (1) =r Ley,(I) ® Ley, (I) for e € {0,1}, likewise for L. In
particular,

5[t(I,J0 N Jl) = S[t(I, JO @Jl) = max{s[t(I,Jo),slt(I, Jl)},
[K(I,JO M Jl) = [K(I, J() @ Jl) = maX{IK(I, JQ), [K(I, .]1)}

(¢) aLcj,ng, (I) <1 aLcj,g, (I) =1 aLcy, (I) X aLcy, (1), likewise for pL. In particular,

slo(1,Jo A1) < slo(1, Jo @ J1) = min{sle(1, Jo),sle(I, J1)},
pK(Ia JO N Jl) < pK(Ia JO (&) Jl) = mln{pK(Iv JO)vpK(Ia Jl)}
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(d) sly(x, Jo @ J1) = max{sl(*, Jo),sl(*, J1)} and sl.(x, Jo ® J1) = min{sl,(x, Jo), sl (*, J1)}.
(e) pr(*,Jo @ J1) = min{pk (*, Jo), px (*, J1)} and [k (x, Jo ® J1) = max{lk (*, Jo), lk (*, J1)}.
(f) sli(x, Jo N J1) = max{sli(x, Jp),sl(*, J1)} and Ik (*, Jo n J1) = max{lk(*, Jo), lk(*, J1)}.

Proof. (a): It follows by Theorem 4.14 because, by Lemma 5.2, we have J @ P(w) ~gp J ® J ~grp J.

(b): The Tukey equivalence follows by Lemma 5.3 because “I ®“I = “®[ and ct(I) @ ct(I) is the set of
constant functions from w @ w into I; and < follows by Lemma 4.12 because Jo @ J1 <gg Jo n J1 € Je by
Lemma 5.2.

(¢): The Tukey equivalence follows by Lemma 5.3 and <7 follows by Lemma 4.12 because JonJ; <rp Jo@®J1.
(d) By Theorem 4.7, sl,(*, Jo ® J1) = min{sl.(x, Jo),sl.(*, J1)} is immediate from (c), and

5[{(*, Jo &) Jl) = m}nﬁ[t(l, Jo &) Jl) = m}nmax{s[t(I, Jo),ﬁ[t(f, Jl)} = max{s[t(*, Jo),ﬁ[t(*, Jl)}
follows by (b). On the other hand, by also using Lemma 5.3,

max{s[t(*, Jo),ﬁlt(*, Jl)} = max {H}inﬁ[t(Im Jo), H}inﬁ[t(Ih Jl)} = }DIIH IIlELX{S[{(IO7 Jo),ﬁlt(fl, Jl)}

= }Hi[ﬂﬁ[t(wfo ®“I, JJo®J1) = minsl(I, Jo @ J1) = sly(*, Jo @ J1),
0,11 I

which concludes the proof.

(e): The equation for px(*, Jo @ J1) is immediate from (c) and Lemma 3.2. For Ix(x, Jo @ J1), and in the
proof above for sl (%, Jo @ J1) we can show that [k (*, Jo® J1) = max{lk(*, Jo), [k (*, J1)}. For the converse,
by Lemma 3.2, there are two ideals Iy and I; on w such that Ix(x,J.) = Ik(Ie, Je) for e € {0,1}. As in the
proof of Theorem 4.6, find an ideal I on w such that I, <k I for e € {0,1}. Hence, by Lemma 4.4 (b),

(%, J,) = (L, J,) > (I, 0.) = (I, Jo @ J1) = (%, Jo ® J1),
elerggi(} K(*, Je) eg}gﬁ} K(Le, Je) egg(fﬁ(} kI, Je) = kI, Jo® J1) = k(*, Jo ® J1)

where the last equality holds by (b).
(f): The proof is similar to (d) and (e) using (b) (for Jo n J1). O
A direct application of (b) to I = Fin (while using b; = sl (Fin, .J)) yields:
Corollary 5.9. Let J, Jy, and Ji be ideals on w. Then
(a) b < bygpw) =bies =bs < Vjgpw) = digs =05 < 0.

(b) biona = bies = min{bjo,bjl} and 0jondy = 0jp@J, = InaX{DJO,UJl}. O

Thanks to Theorem 5.8, we can characterize the ideals J on w for which [k (*, J) is well defined.
Theorem 5.10. Let J be an ideal on w. Then, the following statements are equivalent.

(1) Ik(x,J) is well-defined.

(ii) w cannot be partitioned into infinitely many J-positive sets.

(iil) J is the disjoint sum of finitely many maximal ideals on w.
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Proof. (i) = (ii) follows by Lemma 4.10. Now assume (ii). This means that the poset P := P(w) \ J,
ordered by <, does not contain maximal antichains, i.e., it is w-cc. This implies that the set of atoms of this
poset is dense. Hence, it contains a maximal antichain formed by atoms, which should be finite by the w-cc
property. This implies that we can partition w into finitely many atoms {ay : k¥ < n} in P, i.e., ay € J* and
Ji := Pl(ax) n J is a maximal ideal on ay, for all k& < n. Hence, J is the disjoint sum of {J; : k <n}. This
shows (ii) = (iii).

Now assume (iii). By Theorem 5.8 (b) and Lemma 4.2, it is enough to show that, whenever {Jj : k < n} is
a finite set of maximal ideals on w, there is some maximal ideal I on w such that I €k J for all & < n. This
is clear because there are at most ¢ many maximal ideals Katétov-below one ideal, but there are a total of
2¢ many maximal ideals on w. This shows (iii) = (i). O

As a consequence of Theorem 5.8 (e), it is enough to study Ik(*,Jy) for all maximal ideals Jy, on w to
understand [k (*, J) for any ideal J on w.

By counting maximal ideals as in the proof of (iii) = (i), px(*, J«) is well-defined for any maximal ideal J,
and hence, by Lemma 3.7, pp(*, J) is well-defined for any D € “w and any ideal J on w.

6. Selection principles

The current section is devoted to the study of selection principles and their connection to slalom numbers.
First, we develop a framework where our generalized slalom number is the uniformity number of a topological
property. Afterward, we show that topological spaces possessing most of the studied selection principles are
singular.!® Throughout the section, we assume that all topological spaces are Hausdorff. The letter X is
reserved to denote a (Hausdorff) topological space.

Definition 6.1. Fix a Hausdorff space X, a non-empty set a, and H € P(a). A sequence (V,,, : m € a) of
subsets of X is non-trivial (in X ) if V,,, # X for all m € a. Otherwise, we say that it is trivial. We use this
terminology in connection with (open) covers of X. Trivial sequences cover X, so we usually refer to them
as trivial covers.

We say that (V,, : m € a) is an H-y-cover of X if it is a sequence in X such that {mea: z ¢ V,,} € H
for each z € X. We sometimes distinguish between trivial and non-trivial H-v-covers in the sense of the
previous paragraph. The family of all open H-v-covers of a topological space X is denoted by H-I'(X), or
shortly H-T'.

Remark 6.2. When a ¢ H, it is clear that any H-vy-cover of X actually covers X. However, when a € H,
there may be H-v-covers that are not necessarily covers of X, e.g., when H = P(a), any sequence of subsets
of X indexed by a is an H-y-cover. We allow this pathology for practicality as in Lemma 6.7, but in practice
a ¢ H (and also @ € H and H is S-downwards closed), excluding pathological “covers”.

We shall concentrate on the following situation.

(H1) For a constant ¢ € w, H is the family of all finite subsets of w with cardinality at most g, i.e., H = [w]S9.
The family [w]S9-T', denoted by I'? shortly, is then the family of all (countable) open ~,-covers of X,
studied in [Sot20], i.e., a sequence (U,, : m € w) is called a ~q-cover of X if it is a cover of X satisfying
{mew: ¢ Upnp}| <q for each x € X.

Furthermore, let us emphasize that no monotone increasing cover (U,, : m < w) can be a non-
trivial y4-cover, otherwise, it will be a trivial ~,-cover where U,, = X for all m > q.

Y¥For the meaning of singular in this context, see [Kur66, §40], [Mil84], and [Buk11, Ch. 8].
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(H2) We expand (H1) as follows. For a constant ¢ € w and a set a (maybe finite), H is the family of all finite
subsets of a with cardinality at most ¢, i.e., H = [a]S?. The family [a]S%T, denoted shortly I'*? is
then the family of all open 7, 4,-covers of X, where a sequence {U,, : n € a) is called a v 4-cover of X
if {(mea: z¢Un}| <qforeachzeX.
When 1 < ¢ < |al, a non-trivial open -y, ,-cover exists iff ¢|X| > |a|. Indeed, if |a] < ¢|X|, there is
some injection f: a — ¢ x X, so (U, : m € a) is an open 7, ,-cover where Uy, := X \ {f1(m)} and
f(m) = (fo(m), fi(m)). For the converse, if (V,,, : m € a) is a non-trivial open 7, ,-cover then, for any
map g: a — X such that g(m) ¢ Vi, l[g7 [{z}]| < ¢ for all z € X, s0 |a| = |U,ex 9 [{z}]| < [X]q.
When |a| < g, a € [a]S9, so any sequence (V;,, : m € a) is a 7, g-cover. On the other hand, The only

Ya,0-cover is the trivial cover composed by X alone.

Clearly, ¢ < ¢ < w implies ['*4 < T*¢",

(H3) H is the family of all finite subsets of w, i.e., H = Fin = [w]<*. The family Fin-T", denoted shortly T,
is then the family of all (countable) open y-covers of X.

(H4) H is an ideal I on w, i.e., H = I. The family I-I" is then the family of all open I-y-covers of X. As
in (H2), there exists a non-trivial open I-y-cover of X iff X is infinite.

(H5) H is the family I9° < P(w) of sets not in the filter I¢ when I is an ideal on w. The family H-T,
denoted by I-A, is then the family of all open I-large covers of X, see [DKC16]. When |X| > 2 and
I is not a maximal ideal, there is a non-trivial open I-large cover of X.

(H6) H is the family P(w) \ {w}. The family H-T', denoted by O, is the family of all countable open covers
of X, see [Sch96].

(H7) H is the family P(a) \ {a}. Here H-T" is the family of all open covers of X indexed by a, which we
denote by O%, or by just O when clear from the context.

The notions above are usually defined in the literature for non-trivial covers, but we allow trivial covers in
this paper for reasons we discuss later in Lemma 6.5, 6.6 and 6.10.

We also consider the notion of w-cover: recall that a non-trivial sequence (V;,, : m € ay is an w-cover of X
if, for any finite ' <€ X, F € V,, for some m € a. Note that a non-trivial sequence (V;,, : m € a) is an
w-cover if it is an I-y-cover for some ideal I < P(a), which is equivalent to the fact that {mea: F S V,,}
is infinite for all finite F' < X. We use this to extend the notion of w-cover to trivial covers: regardless of
whether (V,,, : m € a) is trivial, we say that it is an w-cover if {m € a : F € V,,} is infinite for all finite
F < X, which is equivalent to being an I-vy-cover for some ideal I < P(a).

Denote by Q¢ the collection of open w-covers indexed by a, and € := Q. Notice that there are no w-covers
indexed by a finite set and that finite spaces cannot have non-trivial w-covers.

It is clear that H < H' implies H-I' € H'-T". In particular, when I is an ideal on w,
IMcrcllcl-AcOand I-T CQ. (6.2.1)
We shall also deal with sequences of covers.

Definition 6.3. Let us consider a set £ < [[,__ P(b(i)) for a sequence b = (b(n) : n € w) of non-empty
sets. The family E-I'(X), or shortly E-T', is the family of sequences ((V;, ,n, : m € b(n)) : n € w) such that
each V,, , is open in X and ({m e b(n) : ¢ V,, ;,} : n € w) € E for each z € X. In particular, when E is
the product [ ], ., Hy, we denote

new

ET = H(H,L-F).

new

We shall concentrate on the following situation.
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(P1) E is the family “ H for some H < P(a) as in Definition 6.1 (so b(n) = a for all n). In such a case, we
keep the notation H-T' instead of using (“H)-I'. When H = P(a) \ {a}, we just use O%, or O; when
a =w and H = Fin, we just use I'.

(P2) E is the family ct(H) of constant sequences in “ H, where H is as before. Notice that ((V;, , : m e a):
newye ct(H)-Tiff for m € a and n,n’ <w, Vi m = Vi (is open in X), i.e., a sequence is in ct(H)-I'
iff it is the constant sequence of an open H-vy-cover of X.

(P3) E is the family S(b, h) for h € “w. The family S(b, h)-T" will be denoted by T’y ,, shortly.

(P4) E is particularly the family S(w, h). The family S(w, h)-T is denoted by T'j, in [Sot20].

In particular, we have I'j, € “Fin-TI" € “I-T' < “(I-A).

In the more general framework of Section 3, the invariant 94(D,P) is defined for P being a property of
families of functions with domain w, or equivalently, a collection of families of functions with domain w. As
in the previous notion, we use P to define a collection of sequences as follows.

Definition 6.4. In the following, we are given a sequence b = {(b(n) : n € w) of non-empty sets and
P < P(],-, P(b(i))). We shall introduce the family P-I" for sequences of sequences of open sets associated
with P as well. Indeed, P-TI'(X), or shortly P-T, is the family of ((V}, ., : m € b(n)) : n € w) such that each
Vi,m is open in X and

{{mebn): ¢ Vym}: newy: x € X} eP (has property P).

We shall concentrate on the following situation.
(P5) P is the family P(E) with F being a set containing functions with domain w. Here, P-T" is E-T', in

accordance with the previously adopted notation.

(P6) P is the family of all collections of functions in [ [ b with the coordinate-wise finite union property (i.e.,
property * from Definition 3.1), which we also abbreviate by FUPC. The family P-T" corresponds to
the family of all sequences of w-covers. Hence P-I"' = [ [, __ Q") so we shall keep the notation 2 for
sequences of w-covers as well.

(P7) P is property Pt (see Definition 3.1). Then, Pe-T is the collection of constant sequences of w-covers.

For D € [[b and R < P(w), we say that a Hausdorff topological space X is an SP(P-T', R-T')-space if, for
each ((Vym : m € b(n)) : n € wy € P-T', there is a d € D such that {V,, 4,) : n € w) is an R-y-cover of X
(which could be trivial). We focus on the following situation:

(S1) For the family D:
(a) If D =[] b then we just write b in the notation, i.e., S’(P-I", R-I").
(b) If b is the constant sequence of a set a, then we just keep a, i.e., S{(P-T', R-T").
(¢) If D =“w (a is w in previous item), then we write S; (P-I', R-T").
(S2) For the family R:
(a) If R = J then we write SP(P-T', J-T').
(b) If R = J9 then we write SP(P-T', J-A).
(S3) For the family P:

(a) fP=P(1H) =PI, Hn) when H = (H,, : n < w) is a sequence of families H,, = P(b(n)),
then we use SP(H-T', R-T).

(b) If H < P(a) (here b(n) = a for all n) and P = P(“H) then we use SP(H-T', R-T").
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(c) If P =P(ct(H)) for some H < P(a) then we use SP (ct(H)-I', R-T") or [H-TI', R-T'| p, the latter as
in [SS19, S23, BvZ23]. Here, D < “a. Notice that X is an [H-T, R-T'| p-space iff, for any open
H-~-cover {V,,, : m € a), there is some d € D such that (V) : n < w) is an R-y-cover. In the
cited literature all covers are non-trivial, but equivalence with our proposed version holds in the
interesting cases, see Lemma 6.10.

(d) If P is property «, then we use SP(Q, R-T").

(e) If P is property P., we also use [, R-T']p. Notice that X is an [, R-T'| p-space if, for any open
w-cover {V;,, = m < w) (possibly trivial), there is some d € D such that (Vy,) : n < w) is an
R-v-cover (possibly trivial), see [S23, BvZ23]. Traditionally, trivial covers are excluded, but we
have equivalence with our proposed version in the interesting cases, see Lemma 6.10.

(f) If P = P(S(w,h)) then we use SP(I'),, R-T'). Accordingly, we use SP(I'y, R-T) for the family
S(w, q), where ¢ is the function with constant value equal to ¢ € w.

(g) If P = P(S(b,h)) then we use SP (I, R-T).

We can define SP(P-T, Q) similarly.

Define the cardinal number non(SP (P-I', R-T')) as the smallest size of a Hausdorff space that is not an
SP(P-T, R-T")-space, which is known as the uniformity or critical cardinality of SP (P-I', R-T)-spaces.
We define non(SP (P-T', Q)) similarly.

We say that X is a traditional SP(P-T, R-T')-space if it satisfies the principle S¥ (P-T', R-T') but for-
bidding trivial covers.

Unless otherwise indicated, for the rest of this section, a is a non-empty set and b, P, D, and R are as in
Definition 6.4.

The reason we allow trivial coverings in Definition 6.3 is that this does not affect the well-known instances
of the traditional principle SP (P-T', R-T), i.e., forbidding trivial covers (as it has been traditionally studied).
We justify this with a series of results.

Lemma 6.5. If a Hausdorff space X is an SP(P-I', R-T')-space then it is a traditional SP(P-T, R-T')-
space. O

The converse holds in certain situations.

Lemma 6.6. The converse of Lemma 6.5 holds when D = []b, R is downwards S-closed, P is as in (P5)
with E =11, _, Hn for some H,, € P(b(n)) and, for any n < w, X has a non-trivial H,-y-cover. The latter
requirement holds when X is infinite and [b(n)]St € H,, for alln < w.

The above is also valid when considering QY™ in the place of H, -y-covers for some desired n < w, and
also Q) in the place of R-I'. In particular, P can be as in (P6).

Proof. Assume that, for n < w, (V;, , : m € b(n)) is an H,-y cover. Let a := {n < w : Ym € b(n)
(Vim # X)}. For n € w \ a, choose some non-trivial H,-y-cover (V, ., : m € b(n)) of X; for n € a and
m € b(n) let V., := Vym, so we can apply the traditional S}(E-T', R-I') (for non-trivial covers) to get
some d’ € [[b such that <V7;’d,(n) i n < wyis an R-y-cover. Define d € [[b by d(n) := d'(n) when n € a,
otherwise choose d(n) € b(n) such that V,, 4,y = X. Then, forx € X, {n <w: ¢V, g} ={nea:
¢ Viamt S{n<w:aé¢ Vé,d(n)} eR, so{n<w:xz¢V,qn}eR. O

We analyze the situation when X may not have a non-trivial H,,-y-cover for some n < w as follows.

Lemma 6.7. Let D, R, P, E and {H, : n < w) be as in Lemma 6.6. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let
w be the set of all n < w such that X has a non-trivial H,-y-cover, and assume that & € R. Then:
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(a) If w # w then X is (vacuously) a traditional St (E-T, R-T")-space.

(b) X is an SY(E-T, R-T')-space iff it is an S5 (Etw-I', P(w) A R-T)-space®, which is in turn equivalent
to being a traditional Slirw(EFw—F,P(w) N R-T')-space. However, = needs H,, # & fornew \ w.
(¢) If we R then X is an S} (Elw-T, P(w) n R-T)-space.
The above is also valid when considering Q™) in the place of H,-y-covers for some desired n < w, as long
as b(n) is infinite.
Proof. (a): Since there is no sequence in E-T" of non-trivial sequences (i.e., any member of E-T" contains

a trivial cover at any n € w \ w), the traditional principle holds vacuously.

(b): By Lemma 6.6, X is an S5'" (E }w-T', P(w) n R-T')-space iff it is a traditional S5 (E }w-T, P(w) A R-T)-
space. On the other hand, If X is an S}(E-T, R-T')-space, then we can use a suitable trivial cover at any
n€w~ w to check that X is an S} (E tw-I', P(w) n R-T')-space. The converse is easy to check.

(¢): Trivial because w € P(w) n R = P(w), so any sequence (U, : n € w) is a P(w)-y-cover. O

Similar proofs yield the case when R-T" is replaced by €.
Lemma 6.8. Under the same assumptions of Lemma 6.7 (excluding R):

(a) If w # w then X is (vacuously) a traditional S8 (E-y,{2)-space.
(b) If |w~ w| =Ny then X is an S§(E-y, Q)-space.

(c
(d
() Ifw is finite then X is not an S} (Etw-T, Q%)-space.

The above is also valid when considering QP in the place of Hy,-y-covers for some desired n < w, as long
as b(n) is infinite.

If X is an SY"(Etw-T, Q%)-space then it is an S (E-y, Q)-space.

The converse of (d) holds when w \ w is finite and H,, # & for n € w ~ w.

)
)
)
)

Proof. (b): Any d € []b picking X from a trivial cover at each n € w \ w produces a trivial w-cover.

(e): Clear because there are no w-covers indexed by finite sets. O

The non-traditional selection principle has the following interesting effect on the slalom numbers.

Lemma 6.9. If there is some S{D(P—F,R—F)—ﬂ)ace X then dge(D,P) > 1. In addition, if either this X is
finite, or S U {} € P for any S € P (where & is the infinite constant sequence formed by the empty set),
then ORe (D,P) = min{NO, |X| + 1}

Proof. First assume that S U {F} € P for any S € P. To check dge(p,py = min{Ro, | X[ + 1}, assume that
F ¢ X is finite and {p, : x € F} € P. For n < w and m € b(n), define V,, ,, := X ~{z € F: m e p,(n)},
which is clearly open in X (but V,,,,, = X when m ¢ ¢, (n) forallxz € F). Forn <w and z € X, {m € b(n) :
x ¢ Vim} is pz(n) when = € F, and empty otherwise. Hence, ((V,,., : m € b(n)) : n < w) satisfies P
(because {¢, : ¥ € F} u {J} € P}). Since X is an SP(P-T', R-T")-space, there is some d € D such that
{Vidn) : m < w} is an R-y-cover. Then, for z € F, [de€ .|| ={n <w: 2 ¢V, g} € R, ie., d ¢i o,

When X is finite and 0 < k < |X|, we can partition X into closed sets (C; : i < k). For n < w and
m € b(n) define V;, ,,, 1= X N\, -, {z € C; : m € p;(n)} and proceed like above. Since the previous partition
is possible for k£ = 1, we can conclude 0ge(D,P) > 1 without the additional assumption. O

20The version of S? (E-T, R-T") by indexing the sequences of covers with w instead of w.
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It is also worth to compare the traditional versions of [H-I", R-I'| p with the current one.

Lemma 6.10. Let a be a non-empty set, D < “a, H € P(a), R € P(w) downwards <-closed, and let X
be a Hausdorff space. In the following situation, X is a traditional [H-T', R-T'| p-space implies that its is an
[H-T', R-T]|p-space.

(1) |X| = |a| and z U ce H for all z€ H and c € [a]<N°. When |X| < |a| and X is finite, the implication
holds when H = I or H = I¢ for some ideal I on a, and pp(H,R) > 1.2
(2) H =P(a)~{a} and pp(H, R) > 1. The latter is equivalent to (¥m € a)(3d € D) |d # m| € R.

(3) In the case of [Q%, R-T]p, it requires that either a is finite or pp(([a]=N°)4¢, R) > 1.
The same holds for when replacing R-T' by 2, and R by Fin in pp(-, R).

Proof. To proceed with the proof of all the items, we fix an open H-vy cover (or w-cover) {V,, : m € a), and
let w:={mea:V, # X}. When w = a we can apply the traditional principle, so the problem is when
w # a. In the case w € H, it is enough to deal with the case when V,,, = ¢J for all m € w, in which we
can appeal to pp(H, R) > 1 for finding some d € D such that, for x € X, {n <w: 2 ¢V, gy} = {n <w:
d(n) € w} € R. We analyze each case below.

(1): When |X| > |a|, we can define an open H-y-cover {V,, : m € a} such that V), := V,, for m € w,
otherwise V! := X ~ {z,}, where {z,, : m € a \ w} is a chosen one-to-one sequence in X. Therefore, the
traditional principle can be applied.

When X is finite and H = I or H = I9°, in the case w € H we appeal to pp(H,R) > 1. So consider the
case when w ¢ H. If H = I then X must be infinite, indicating that w € I when X is finite; if H = I9¢
then w € I, so we can define an I4¢-v-cover (V" : m € a) where V" := V,, when m € w, and V" := (¥
otherwise. Then, the traditional principle can be applied.

(2): If w # a then already w € H = P(a) \ a, so we can appeal to pp(H, R) > 1.

(3): If a is finite then there are no w-covers, so both [ R-T'|p and its traditional version hold vaccuously.
So assume that a is infinite. If @ \ w is finite then the sequence (V,? : m € a) defined in the proof of (1)

is an w-cover and the traditional principle can be applied. Otherwise w € ([a]<*°)d¢, so we appeal to
po(([a] <), R) > 1.

The same arguments can be used when replacing R-I" by 2. 0

The flexibility to allow trivial covers allows us to look at finite spaces X, which is reasonable in the context
of this section because there will be cases when non(SP (P-T', R-T")) is finite.

The slalom numbers of the form 94 (D, P) characterize non(SP (P-I", R-T')) as follows. This characterization
is one of the main results in this section.

Theorem 6.11. If P is a family of sets of functions with domain w and A < P(w), then
24(D,P) = non(SP(P-T, A°I)).
In particular, if E is a family of functions with domain w then d4(D, E) = non(SP (E-T, A°-T)).

This result is immediate from the following two lemmata.

Lemma 6.12. Let P be a family of families of functions with domain w, and let X be a topological space.
If |X| <04(D,P) then X is an SP(P-T', A°-T')-space.

2INote that dge (D, ct(H)) = pp (H, R), always.
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Proof. Let | X| < 04(D,P) and V = ((Vpum : m € b(n)y : n € wy € P-I'. For z € X, we define the
sequence zy by xp(n) = {meb(n): x ¢ V,, »,} (the set of exceptions of the n-th cover), and set Ey := {xy :
x € X}. Then Eg € P since V € P-I. By the assumption, there is a d € D such that, for all z € X,
|d € xy| € A°. However, {new: x ¢V, qm)} = [ld € 2y, s0 (V,, qn) : 1 € w) is an A°-y-cover. O

In the next lemma, we shall assume that Ej € P is equipped with a topology such that {p € Ey: m ¢ p(n)}
is open for each m, n. For instance, this is the case of the discrete topology on Ejy, or the topology on FEj
inherited from the Tychonoff product topology of [ [, P(b(n)) when Eq < [],,_, P(b(n)) and P(b(n)) is
considered with the product topology of (™2 (with 2 = {0, 1} discrete). In the latter case, when each b(n)
is countable, Ey is homeomorphic to a set of reals.

Lemma 6.13. Let P be a family of sets of functions with domain w, A € P(w), and let Eg € P. If Ey is
an SP(P-T', A°-T")-space then there is a d € D such that d ¢ p for each p € Ey.

Proof. We consider the sequence Vg, = {(Vyym : m e b(n)): n € w) defined by V;, ,,, :={p€ Ep : m ¢ p(n)}.
Note that ({m e b(n): p¢ V, m}: ne€w) = p, hence, we have V,, , : m € b(n)): new)ye P-I'. Observe
that, for any d € D and any p € Ey, we have {n e w: d(n) e p(n)} = {new: p¢V, g} Hence, d ¢4 p for
all p € Ey if and only if (V}, 4(n) : » € w) is an A°~-cover of Ej. O

The case A = Fin? is quite special.
Lemma 6.14.
(a) If H < P(a) then the principles S1(H-TI',Fin-A) and S1(H-T',O) are equivalent.

(b) Assume H,, < P(b(n)) and | JH, = b(n) forn <w. If D < [[b and dpya(D, H) = k:= Y, __ |b(n)],
then non(SP (H-I', Fin-A)) = non(SP (H-T', 0)).

Proof. Any S;(P-T',Fin-A)-space is S;(P-I', O), hence non(S;(P-I',Fin-A)) < non(S;(P-T',0)). We show
the converse in the situation above.

(a): Assume that X is an S;(H-T',O)-space. For n < w, let V,, = (V,,,, : m € ay € H-T'. Partition w
into 1nﬁn1te sets (W, : k < w). By applying the principle S (H-T', O) to {V,, : n € Wj,), we can find some
di, € Wra such that (V,, 4, () : n € W) covers X. Set d :=J, _, di. Hence, (V,, 4(n) : n < w) € Fin-A.

(b): By Theorem 6.11 it is enough to show that dp;,a (D, H) = 04,y (D, H). The inequality < is clear; for the
converse, notice that, for any Legi, (D, H)-dominating Y < H H, the set of finite modifications of members
of Y within H is <D I1H, e{‘”}> dominating (because b(n UHn for all n < w), thus dpya(D, H) <
0} (D, H) < max {k,dpipa (D, H)}. But dpya(D, H) > &, so D{w}(D H) = 0p;pa(D, H). O

As a consequence of Theorem 6.11, 6.14, and the results of Section 4, we obtain:

Corollary 6.15. Let I, J be ideals on w and let g,h € “w be such that lim,e, g(n) = 0 and h =* 1

non(Sy(T'y, T')) = non(M), non(S;(I'y, Fin-A)) = cof(N),
non(Sy(Th, J-I)) =sl.(h,J), non(Sy(Tx, J-A)) =sl(h,J),
non(S1(Ly p, J-T)) = sl (b, h, J), non(S1 (L p, J-A)) = sl(b,h, J),
non(S:(I', J-I')) =by, non(S:(I', J-A)) =0y,
non(S;(I-I',J-I") =sl.(I,J), non(S;(I-T',J-A)) =sl(I,J),
non(S1(Q,J-I)) =sl.(x,J), non(S1(2,J-A))  =sl(x,J).

Even more, when J = Fin, J-A can be replaced by O in the right side column, as long as g and h are
non-zero everywhere and h(n) < |b(n)| for infinitely many n < w. O
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The equalities in the bottom three lines of Qorollary 6.15 have been proven in [3819, S23}. The equalities
for sl(h, J) and sli(h, J) were obtained in [Sot20]. We visualize Corollary 6.15 in Figure 9 and 10. In fact,
the rows using a function h in the latter diagram were not considered in [SS19, S23] and are new to this
work.

$1(Ty,T) —————— 84 (T, J-T) ————— 84 (Th, J-A) ————— $1 (', 0)

non(M) sle(h, J) sli(h, J) cof(N)

Si(0,T) ————— $4 (I, JT) ————— Sy (I, J-A) ——— S (I, 0)

Si(I-T,T) —— 5 §y(I-T, JT) —— 5 8§, (I-T, J-A) —— 8, (I-T,0)

min{cov*(I), b} sle(I,J) sle(I,J) sl (I, Fin)

Si(QT) ——— > S1(Q,J-T) ————— S1(Q, J-A) —— S1(0,0)
p sle(x,J) sly(*, J) cov(M)

Figure 9: Critical cardinality of selection principles when h — o0. If h >* 1 and h -» o0, cof(N) is replaced by «.

Sl(Fh,F) — Sl(Fh, J—F) — Sl(Fh, J—A) — S1(Fh70)
non(M) slo(h, J) sly(h, J) cof(N)

S1(T,n, I') —— S1(To.n, J-IT') —— S1(Top, J-A) —— S1(T'p 1, O)

sle(b, h, Fin) slo(b, h, J) sl(b, b, J) sl (b, h, Fin)
? S1(0,0)
add(N) cov(M)

Figure 10: Selection principles for slaloms bounded by a function b. The question mark indicates that it is not known which
selection principle has add(N) as its critical cardinality. When h - 00, replace cof(N) by «.

Recall from [Sch96] that S; (€, O) and S;(O, O) are equivalent principles.

Strict inequalities between two cardinal characteristics reflect the existence of spaces satisfying one selection
principle but not the other.

Corollary 6.16. If non(SP'(P'-T', R'-T')) < non(SP(P-I', R-T)) then there is an SP (P-I', R-T)-space which
is not an SY (P'-T', R'-T')-space. O
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Another application of Corollary 6.15 is the following consequence for cardinal invariants.

Corollary 6.17. Let h =* 1. Then, min{sl.(h, J), cov*(J)} < non(M).

Proof. If a topological space X is both an S;(T'y,, J-T')-space and a [J-T',T']-space, then X is an S1(I',T')-
space. This implies that the minimum of the critical cardinalities of Sq(T's, J-T") and [J-T',T'] is below
non(S;(I',,T')). On the other hand, by Corollary 6.15 non(S;(I's, J-I")) = sl.(h,J), non(S;(IT'y,T)) =
non(M), and non([J-T',T]) = px(J, Fin) = cov*(J) (the latter was directly proved in [SS19]).

We also present a combinatorial proof. Since sl.(h,J) < sl.(1,J), it is enough to work with h = 1. We
use that non(M) and cov(M) are the b and d-numbers, respectively, of the relational system Ed* :=
(“w, [w]Re x “w, =), where x = (w,y) means that x(i) # y(i) for all but finitely many i € w (see [BJ95] and
[CM23a, Thm. 5.3]). So let F € “w of size <min{sl.(1,J),cov*(J)}. Then, we can find some y € “w such
that a, := ||z = y| € J for all x € F. Since |F| < cov*(.J), we can find some w € [w]° such that w N a, is
finite for all z € F, which implies z = (w, y).

The latter argument can be easily modified to show that cov(M) < max{sl>(1,.J),non*(.J)}. O

The rest of this section is devoted to studying topological properties of SP (P-I", R-T')-spaces, in particular, we
show that in most cases these spaces are totally imperfect, i.e., they do not contain a subspace homeomorphic
with the Cantor space. These results are generalizations of results obtained in [Sot20].

For H < P(a), we say that a sequence (V,,, : m € a) of sets is H-wise disjoint if (,,c,, Vimn = & for any
w € P(a) ~ H. In the case H = [a]<7 for some 0 < ¢ < w, we say that an [a]<%-wise disjoint sequence is

q-wise disjoint, i.e., (), e, Vm = & for any w < a of size q.

Proposition 6.18. Let H < P(a) and let X be a topological space. A sequence {U,, : m € a) of open
subsets of X is an H-y-cover of X if and only if {X \U,, : m € a} is an H-wise disjoint sequence of closed
subsets of X. In particular, for ¢ < w, Uy : m € a) is a yq-cover if and only if {X \ Uy, : m € a} is
a q + 1-wise disjoint sequence of closed subsets of X .

Proof. Assume that (U,, : m € ay is an H-y-cover of X. Forz € X, {mea: € X \Up} ={mea:
x¢Up}e H,so () X\U, = for any w € a not in H.

Conversely, assume that {X \ U,, : m € a} is an H-wise disjoint sequence of closed sets. Let x € X and
vi={mea: x¢U,}. Then z € (), (X \Uy), so v e H. Thus, the sequence (U, : m € a) is
an H-vy-cover of X. O

mew

Continuous mappings preserve H-vy-covers.
Lemma 6.19. Let X and Y be two topological spaces, H < P(a), and let f: X — Y be a continuous
mapping. If (U, : m € a) is an open H-y-cover of Y, then (f~1[U,,] : m € a) is an H-y-cover of X.

Proof. Let (U, : m € a) be an open H-vy,-cover of Y. Fix z € X. Since f is continuous, f~![U,,] is open
for each m € a and {m e a: z ¢ f U]} = {mea: f(z) ¢ Uy} € H. Thus (f[U,] : m € a) is
an H-vy-cover of X. O

Since w-cover is equivalent to I-y-cover for some ideal I, it follows that:

Corollary 6.20. If f: X — Y is continuous and {U,, : m € a) is an open w-cover of Y, then {f~*[Up] :
m € ay is an w-cover of X. O
The selection principle SP(P-I", R-T") is preserved under continuous images and closed subsets.

Lemma 6.21. Assume that X is an SP(P-T', R-T")-space.
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(a) If f: X =Y is a continuous surjection then'Y is an SP(P-TI', R-T")-space.

(b) If SU{B}eP forall SeP and Z < X is closed, then Z is an SP(P-T', R-T)-space.
The same is valid when R-T' is replaced by ).
Proof. (a): Let ((Upm : mebn)): newye P-I'(Y). Notice that

{{{mebn): z¢ [ [Upm]}: n<wy: ze X} ={{mebn): f(z)¢Upm}: n<w): zeX}
={{{medb(n): y¢Upm}: n<wy: yeY}eP,

$0 {{fHUnm] : me b(n)y: new)ye “P(X). Consequently, since X is an SP(P-T', R-T')-space, there is
some d € D such that (f~*[U, qm] : n€w)ye R-I'(X). For yeY,if x € X and y = f(x), then

{n Ew:y ¢ Un,d(n)} = {n Ew:x ¢ fﬁl[[Un,go(n)]]} € R.
Thus (U, 4(n) : n € w) is an R-y-cover of Y.
(b): Let {Upm: mebn)): newye-P(Z). Set Vi 1= Upm U (X N\ Z), which is open in X. Then,

{{mebn): 2¢Vomt:in<wy:zeX={{mebn): 2¢U,m}: n<wy: zeZ}u{T}eP.
Since X is an SP (P, R-T")-space, there is some d € D such that Vpdm) : n€wye R-T(X). Then, forz e Z,
n<w:az¢ Vn’d(n)} ={n<w:z¢ Un,d(n)} € R.

Thus (U, 4(n) : n € w) is an R-y-cover of Z. O

As a particular case, we emphasize the weakest versions of our selection principles, given by S;(T's,T),
S1(Th, O) and with h = g constant. These principles are related as in Figure 11.

S1(Ty,T) ——— S1(I'1,T) S1(I'y,0)

| T T

S1(0T) —————— ST, I) ————— 5:1(T'h, 0)

Figure 11: Relations with respect to the well-known S; (T, I')-space.

J. Gerlits and Zs. Nagy [GN82] have introduced the notion of a 7-set, i.e., a topological space with every
w-cover having a y-subcover. They have shown that a topological space X is a ~-set if and only if X is
an S1(Q,T)-space. Hence, all y-sets are examples of Sy (T's,T')-spaces. On the other hand, we show that
topological spaces satisfying a selection principle are totally imperfect. Notice that S;(I'1, O) is the weakest
among all the interesting selection principles. In fact, if P is S-downwards closed, S(b,1) € P and w ¢ R,
then any SP(P-T', R-T')-space is S1(I'1, O) (likewise if replacing R-T' by Q).

Theorem 6.22.
(a) The Cantor space is not S1(I'1, O).

(b) Any Hausdorff S1(T'1,0)-space is totally imperfect.

(¢) No uncountable Polish space is S1(I'1, O).

Proof. (a): Fix a bijection f: w x w — w. For n,m < w, define closed set

Fom={ze“2: z(f(n,m)) =1, z(f(n,7)) = 0 for all ¢ # m}.
39



The sequence (“*2 \ F,, ,, : m € wy is a y1-cover for any n € w. Assume that d € “w and define = € “2 by

0 otherwise.

(i) = {1 it In e w (f(n,o(n)) = i),

It is clear that x € F), 4., for each n € w, thus (*2 \ F,, 4(») : 1 € w) does not cover “2.
(b): Because no S1(I'y, O) contains a subspace isomorphic with the Cantor space by Lemma 6.21 and (a).

(¢): By (b) because no uncountable Polish space is totally imperfect. O

7. Consistency results

This section aims to show the behavior of our slalom numbers in forcing models. We focus on models
constructed via finite support iteration and pay special attention to the effect of adding Cohen reals.

As usual in forcing arguments, we work in a ground model V' unless otherwise indicated. For two posets P
and Q, P = Q means that the inclusion map is a complete embedding from P into Q. When (P, : a < )
is a c-increasing sequence of posets (like an iteration) and G is Pg-generic over V, we denote, for a < S,
Go =Py n G and V, := V[G,]. If Pyy is obtained by a two-step iteration P, = Qa, G(«) denotes the
Q[G]-generic set over V, such that Va1 = Vo[G(@)] (i.e., Gas1 = Go * G()). We use |-, to denote the
forcing relation on P, and <, to denote its order relation (although we use < when clear from the context).

7.1. Effect of Cohen reals

Recall the following well-known result from Canjar.

Lemma 7.1 (Canjar [Can88]). Let J S P(w) be a family with the FUP. If ¢ € “w is Cohen over V, then
Ju{{i<w: c(i) <z(i)}: xe€“wn V} has the FUP.

As a consequence, x <Jld c for all x € Yw NV, where J' is the ideal on w generated by the family above.
Moreover, any J-positive set in V is J'-positive, i.e., J' "'V = J. O

We extend this result in connection to slalom numbers. First, fix some notation.

Notation 7.2. Let J be an ideal on w. We say that a function h € Yw is J-unbounded if the set {n < w :
h(n) = k} is not in J for all k < w, and that lim” h = o0 if {n < w: h(n) < k} € J for all k < w.

Lemma 7.3. Let J be an ideal on w (or just a family with the FUP) and let h € “w such that h is J-
unbounded. If c € [], . [w]S"™ is Cohen over V, then V[c] | J u{in <w: x(n) ¢ c(n)}: v € “wn V}

has the FUP. In particular, this set generates an ideal J' such that x e ¢ for all x € “w V. Moreover,
lim” h = w0 and, whenever lim’ h = w0, J' AV = J.

new

<h(i

Proof. In this proof, we consider Cohen forcing C as the set of conditions p € [ [, [w] ) for some u € Fin,

ordered by 2. We denote the name of its generic real by ¢.

Working in V', suppose that F' € “w is finite, a € J, k < w and p € C. It is enough to prove that there is
a ¢ < pand an m € w\ a such that h(m) > k and q I (Vx € F) xz(m) € ¢(m). Since h is J-unbounded,
there is an m € w \ (a U domp) such that max{k,|F|} < h(m). Next, define a function ¢ 2 p such that
dom g := domp u {m} and ¢(m) := {x(m) : z € F}. Note that |¢g(m)| < |F| < h(m),soge Cand ¢ <p. It
is clear that ¢ forces what we want.
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By using the constant functions in “w, since ¢ dominates “w n V', we can conclude that lim”
Concretely, for each n € w and k < n, |k € c| € J', so |n < ¢| € J'9, which implies that |n < A
because ¢ € S(w, h).

= 0.
c J/d

In the case when lim” h = o0, the proof above can be modified to find m € a’ \ a for any given a’ € J+.
Since J < J' in V([c], it is clear that lim” h = co. O

Lemma 7.4. Let S € V be a set of slaloms with the FUPC and let J be an ideal on w (or just a family
with the FUP). If ¢ € “w is Cohen over V then, in Vic], J u {{i <w: ¢(i) € S(i)} : S € S} has the FUP.

In particular, this generates an ideal J' such that c ¢J,+ S for all Se€ S. Moreover, J' nV = J.

Proof. Consider Cohen forcing C as the set of finite partial functions w — w, ordered by 2.

Let F < S be finite, a € J, @’ € J* and p € C. Tt is enough to show that there are i € a’ \ @ and ¢ < p such
that ¢ I- (VS € F) c(i) ¢ S(i). Pick any i € a’ \ (a U domp). By the FUPC of S, | Jgc» S(i) # w, so choose
kew~UgerS(). Any g < p such that ¢(i) = k is as required. O

As a consequence of these results, adding Cohen reals strongly affects slalom numbers with ideals. Recall
from Figure 6 and Figure 8 that many slalom numbers are between sl.(x,J) and sl (h,.J), and between
sl (h, J) and sl (h, J).

Theorem 7.5. Let w be an ordinal with uncountable cofinality, Jo an ideal on w and let (Py : a < ) be
an G-increasing sequence of posets such that Pr =, .. Po. Assume that Pr has cf(m)-cc and that Poqq
adds a Cohen real over V,, for all « < w. Let A :=|m|. Then:

(a) P, forces that, for any Jo-unbounded h: w — w, there is a (mazimal) ideal J 2 Jo such that st (h, J) =
sle(h, J) = cf(m) and h is J-unbounded.

For the following items, further assume that |- ¢ = X\ and that \ divides 7, i.e., 7 = A\ for some ordinal 5.2

(b) P, forces that there is an ideal J 2 Jy such that st-(h,J) = sly(h,J) = cf(x) for any J-unbounded
h:w — w. This implies that J is mazimal.

(c) Let § < cf(m) be a cardinal. If \<¢ = X then P, forces that there is a mazimal ideal J 2 Jo such that
0 < sle(x,J) < sl(h,J) = sly(h, J) = cf(x) for any J-unbounded h: w — w.

(d) If X<<f() — X then P, forces that there is a mazimal ideal J 2 Jo such that sl.(x,J) = sl(h,J) =
sly(h,J) = cf(m) < px(*,J) for any J-unbounded h: w — w.

Proof. (a): Fix a Jp-unbounded h € “w n V., so h € V, for some o < 7. In the following argument, it does
not hurt to consider oo = 0.

For any ¢ < m, denote by ¢, a Cohen real in S(w,h) that Pc1 adds over Ve, In Viii, define Ac :=
{{in<w:z(n)¢c(n)}: xe“wnV¢}. By employing Lemma 7.3, we can prove by recursion on ( < 7
that, in V¢, the family J, = Jo u U§<C A¢ has the FUP. Lastly, in V;, let J be the ideal generated by J;.
Therefore, {cc : ( € K} is a witness for sl¢(h,J) for any cofinal K < 7, so sli(h,J) < cf(m). On the other
hand, any F' € “w of size < cf(7) is e/ -bounded by some ¢¢, hence cf () < sl (h, J). Moreover, lim” h = oo
(because lim”1 h = oo after the first application of Lemma 7.3, where J] is the ideal generated by J1). Notice
that we can extend J to a maximal ideal without affecting the result.

(b): This proof is similar to (a), but we need a book-keeping to find one J that works for all h. Let
j: A — XA x A be a bijection such that j(e) = (£,¢') implies that £ < e. On the other hand, for a < §, let

22We must have § < A1, otherwise P; would add too many Cohen reals an force A > c.
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I, := [Aa,A(a + 1)), which is an interval of order type A. Note that (I, : a < ) is an interval partition
of m.

We define a Ps-name jC of an ideal on w by recursion on ¢ < 7 as follows. We start with Jo := Jy and, for
limit ¢, JC is a Pc-name of the ideal generated by Un <¢ Jn» 80 we are left with the induction step ¢ =7+ 1.
Pick a < 6 such that n € I, (which is unique), so n = Aa + p for some unique p < A. Enumerate all the
nice P,-names of J ~unbounded functions in “w by {AY, : & < A} (which is possible because |-, ¢ = ). For

convenience, we also denote he bl = hE“

Let us define jg by cases: we let jC be a Pc-name of the ideal generated by j,, v{{n <w: z(n)eéy(n)}:
x € “wnV,} where ¢, is the P, 1-name of a Cohen real in S(w, he e )) over V;, in the case when P, forces that
h?‘(e) is J -unbounded (if j(g) = (£,&’) then & < e, so h hf ¢ Was already defined at step Aa + & <),
otherwise let J( be a Pc-name of the ideal generated by Jn~ Thanks to Lemma 7.3, each Jg is forced to have
the FUP.

Let J := J,. We prove that .J is forced as required, i.e., b sl (h,J) = sly(h,J) = cf(x) for any (nice)
P,-name h of a J-unbounded function in “w. Since cf(m) > w and Pr is cf(m)-cc, there is some (o < 7 such
that h is a P¢,-name. Then, for any (o < ¢ < , h appears in the enumeration {hc, : & < A}, meaning
that there is some cofinal subset K < 7 where the Cohen real c77 described in the successor step of the

construction of J is in S(w, k). Therefore, as in (a), Py forces sl (h, J) = sl (h, J) = cf(x).

We now prove that P, forces that J is maximal. In Vj, let J := J[G], so sli(h,J) = cf(x) for any J-
unbounded h € “w. If J is not maximal, we can find some J-unbounded h € “w such that |h = 0] € JT, but
this implies that sl;(h, J) is undefined, a contradiction.

(¢): The construction of the ideal is similar to (b), so we keep the same notation from there, e.g. the
book-keeping function j and the interval 1.

For each ¢ < m, enumerate {SEC, : & < A} the nice Pc-names of all sets of slaloms in V; with the FUPC

of size <@ (this is possible by the assumption A<¢ = X\ and |-, ¢ = )\). Note that {SC (<m & <A}
enumerates all the nice P,-names of all sets of slaloms in V, with the FUPC of size <9

For each ¢ < m we define a P;-name jC of a family with the FUP as follows: Jy := Jy and, for limit C,
¢ = U§<C Je¢, so we are left with the induction step ¢ = 7+ 1. Pick o < 0 and p < A such that

17 = Aa + p. As before, enumerate all the nice P,-names of Jn-unbounded functions in “w by {hY, : & < A}.

: o . 7 > . ¢n
For convenience, we also denote hpé, = hg, and Sp,gf = Sg,.

Let us define J.g as a Pc-name of the ideal generated by each family as in the following by cases:

Jyu{{n <w: z(n)eéy(n)}: xe“wnV,} when p =2 and P, |- h]a(s) is .J,-unbounded,
jn when p = 2¢ and P, |£ h?(s) is J.,]—unbounded7
Jy U {{Z <w: é(i)eSE)}: Se Sﬁs)} when p = 2e + 1.

In the last case, ¢, is a Cohen real in “w over V;, (added by P, 41), while in the first case ¢, is a Cohen real

in S(w, ho‘(e)) Thanks to Lemma 7.3 and 7.4, we obtain that the families in the cases above have the FUP.

Let J := Jp. It can be proved as in (b) that |5 sl-(h,J) = sl(h,J) = cf(x) for any Pr-name h of
a J-unbounded function. On the other hand, in Vj, every S with the FUPC of size <6 is J[Gx]-evaded by
some Cohen real, hence 0 < sle(*, J[G]). It is clear that J[G] is a maximal ideal.

(d): Apply (c) to 0 := cf(n). O

As a consequence of the foregoing result, we derive:
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Corollary 7.6. Let w be a limit ordinal of uncountable cofinality, and let P, = <IP’5,Q§ &< mybeakFS
iteration of non-trivial cf(m)-cc posets. Let A := |w|. Then Pr satisfies (a) of Theorem 7.5, and also (b)~(d)
when X divides m and ¢ |Q¢| < X for all § < .

Proof. The sequence (P, : o < 7y is as required since FS iterations of non-trivial posets add Cohen reals
at limit steps. O

Let I be a set. Denote by C; be the poset that adds Cohen reals indexed by I. Recall that b; = b and
97 = 0 when J is a meager ideal on w. On the other hand, M. Canjar [Can88] has shown that in VC | if
p < A is regular then there is a maximal ideal [, such that by, = p. This result is extended as follows.

Theorem 7.7. Let k = Ny be regular and X an infinite cardinal such that AX<* = X. Then C), forces
non(M) = Ry, cov(M) = ¢ = X and that, for any regular X; < k1 < ke < K:

(a) There is a mazimal ideal J on w such that sle(x,J) = sl (h, J) = sly(h,J) = &y for all J-unbounded
he“w (see Figure 5).

(b) There is an ideal J on w such that slo(x,J) = slF(h,J) = sl.(h,J) = k1 < sli(x,J) = sl (h,J) =
sly(h, J) = ko for any h € “w such that lim’ h = co (see Figure 5).

By weakening the assumption \<" = X to k < \, we can force the above by removing slo(x,J) and sly(x,J).
In particular, it is consistent that b < by <0; <0 for some ideal J on w.

Proof. Tt is well-known that Cy forces b = non(M) = Ry, and 0 = cov(M) = ¢ = A (see e.g. [CM22]).

(a): For any regular Ry < k1 < K, since Cy = Cy,, and C,,, can be obtained by a FS iteration of C of
length Arq, by Corollary 7.6 we obtain that Cy forces that there is a maximal ideal J such that sl,(*, J) =
sl (h, J) = sly(h, J) = k1 for all J-unbounded h € “w.

(b): By using (a), in V*, there are maximal ideals .J;, .J, such that sl (%, J;) = sl (hy, J1) = sl(h1, J1) = k1
and sl(*, Jo) = 5[é(h2,J2) = sli(hg, J2) = Ky for any J.-unbounded h, € “w and e € {1,2}. By letting
J = J; @ Jp (with suitable modifications of J; and Jz), any h € “w can be written as h = hy @ hg, and
lim? h = oo iff lim”* hy = lim”2 hy = c0. We obtain, by Corollary 5.6 and Theorem 5.8, that

slo(x, J) =min{sl,(x, J1), sl (*, J2)} = k1, sly (%, J) =max{sli(x, J1), sl (%, J2)} = Ka,
sle(h, J) =min{sl(h1,J1),5lc(ho, J2)} = K1, sl (h, J) = max{sll (hy, J1), sl (ho, J2)} = ko,
s (h, J) = min{sl- (hy, Jy), s6-(he, Jo)} = ki, sly(h, J) = max{sl (hy, J1),sl;(ha, J2)} = ko. O

7.2. Applications of ccc models

We present several ccc forcing constructions to force constellations of Figure 6 by application of Theorem 7.5
and Corollary 7.6. We skip details in the proofs when they can be found in the cited references.

Theorem 7.8 (cf. [GKMS21, Sec. 6]). Let Ao < A1 < A2 < A3 be uncountable regular cardinals and let
A4 be a cardinal such that A3 < Mg = )\ZA3. Also assume that either A\; = Ao, or \g is Nj-inaccessible?
and 2<* < \o. Then there is some poset forcing that there is a maximal ideal J satisfying the constellation
in Figure 12 and st (h,J) = X3 for any J-unbounded h € “w.

Proof. Construct a finite support iteration P, = <}P’a,(@a: a < Mgy of length 7 := A\gA3 as in [GKMS21,
Subsec. 6B], with book-keeping arguments, of the following ccc posets:

23This means that N0 < X for any cardinal p < Xo.
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non(M) ——— sl (h, J) ——— sl(h,J) ——F— cof(N) —— ¢
A2
A4
b by L [
A1
- - - - - - - )\3

?

sle(I,Fin) ——— sl.(I,J) ——— sly(I,J) —— sl(I, Fin)
Ao

Ny p sle(x,J) ——— sl(x, J) ——— cov(M)

Figure 12: Constellation forced in Theorem 7.8 for any J-unbounded h. The dotted lines indicate that Ao < sle(I, Fin) < Ay
and that the exact value is unclear, although sle (I, Fin) = Ao when I is a maximal ideal.

e restrictions of E (the standard o-centered poset adding an eventually different real) of size <Ag;
e all o-centered posets of size <\g; and

e all o-centered subposets of Hechler forcing of size <.

Then, P, forces p = s = Ag, b = A\, non(M) = Ag and cov(M) = ¢ = A\y4. On the other hand, since the
cofinality of 7 is Az, by using Corollary 7.6, P, forces that there is a maximal ideal J such that sl (x, J) =
sl (h, J) = sl(h1,J) = A3 for any J-unbounded h € “w. On the other hand, by Theorem 4.8 (a), we know
that sl.(I,Fin) = min{cov*(I),b} for any ideal I on w. In particular, when I is maximal, cov*(I) < s
by [BS99], so P forces that sl.(I,Fin) = )\ for any maximal ideal I on w. O

Theorem 7.9. Let 7 be an ordinal of uncountable cofinality, \ := |r| and assume that \¥° = X\. Then,
the FS iteration of Hechler forcing of length 7 followed by the random algebra adding \-many random reals
forces the constellation of Figure 13 and s[é‘(h, J) =Ry for any h =* 1 and any ideal J on w.

Proof. Tt is well-known that the first iteration of the Hechler poset forces p = add(N) = cov(N) = Ny,
add(M) = cof (M) = cf(7) and non(N) = ¢ = || (see e.g. [Mej13, Thm. 5]). After further adding A\-many
random reals by using a Random algebra, the generic extension satisfies non(N) = Ry, b = 0 = cf(7), and
cov(N) = ¢ = |7| (details can be found in [GKMS22, Sec. 5]). As a consequence, st (h, J) = sl (%, J) = ¥
and sly(h,J) = ¢ for any ideal J on w and h € “w with h =* 1. On the other hand, when I is a maximal
ideal, cov*I < s < non(N) = R; by [BS99], so sle(I, Fin) = min{cov*I, b} = R;. O

7.3. Several values

Using the method of coherent systems from [Mej19], we force constellations of Figure 6 with many different
values of cardinal invariants parametrized with ideals. The method is reviewed as follows.

Definition 7.10 (cf. [FFMMI18, Def. 3.2]). A simple coherent system (of FS iterations) s is composed of
the following objects:
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non(M) ——— sl (h,J) ——— sl(h,J) —— cof(N) —— ¢

||
cf(m)
b by L ?
?
sl.(I, Fin) sle(1,J) sly(I,.J) ——— sl,(I, Fin)
Ry
Ny p sle(x,J) sly(*, J) ——— cov(M)

Figure 13: Constellation forced in Theorem 7.9. The cardinals between the dotted lines lie between R; and cf(w), but their
exact values are unclear. However, sle(I, Fin) = Ry for any maximal ideal I on w.

(I) a partially ordered set I® with a maximum ¢*, an ordinal 7%,
(IT) a function AS: 7%\ {0} — I®,

(IL) for each i € I®, a F'S iteration P§ . = (P§, @fg : & < 7®) such that,

1,mS

(i) P?; = P5; whenever i < j in I®, and

(ii) for any 0 < £ < 7%, there is some ]P’SAS(E)’E—name of a poset Q?, with a maximum element 1¢ living
in V' (not just a name) such that, for any i € I8,

Q. — Qg ifi > A%,
Y8 1 {1¢}, otherwise.

According to this notation, P§, is the trivial poset and P, = Qf,. We often refer to (7, : i € I®) as the
base of the coherent system s. Note that (III) implies that P}, = P% . whenever ¢ < j in I® and { < 7° (see
details in [FFMM18]).

For j € I® and n < 7° we write V7 for the IP% ,,-generic extensions. Concretely, when G is IP5 ,,-generic
over V, VP = V[G] and V% := V[P; . nG] for all i < j in I® and § < 7. Note that V;? € VP and V%, =V
(see Figure 14).

We say that the coherent system s has the 6-cc if, additionally, P . forces that Qf§ has the 6-cc for each
i€ I and £ < w5. This implies that IP’?)5 has the #-cc for all ¢ € I® and & < 75.

For a coherent system s and a set J < I°, s|; denotes the coherent system with sl = g gl = g8
and the FS iterations corresponding to (III) defined as for s;?* if n < 7, s|n denotes the coherent system
with I8! = 3, 78" = 5 and the iterations for (III) defined up to n as for s. Also, for iy € I, denote
Jeiy :={i € J: i <ip}. The set Jg;, is defined similarly.

In particular, the upper indices s are omitted when there is no risk of ambiguity.

241t could happen that A(¢) ¢ J for some &, but this is not a problem because, in this case, all iterands at ¢ are {1¢}.
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Figure 14: Coherent system of FS iterations. The figures in dashed lines represent the ‘shape’ of the partial order (I, <).

Recall that, whenever (I, <) is a directed partial order (i.e., for all ¢,j € I there is some j’ € I above them)
and (P; : i € I) is a sequence of posets such that P; @ P; whenever ¢ < j in I, the direct limit of (P; : i€ I)
isP:= Uie] ]P)z

Lemma 7.11 (cf. [Mejl9, Lem. 2.7]). Let 6 be an uncountable regular cardinal and let s be a 0-cc simple
coherent system. Assume:

(i) i* ¢ ran A, b(I2,,) = 0 and

(ii) whenever m > 0, P;x 1 is the direct limit of (Py1: i€ 12 ).
Then, for every £ < m:

(a) P ¢ is the direct limit of (P;¢: i€ 12 ,4) and

(b) for any Px ¢-name of a function = with domain v < 6 into UiEIL* Vi, there is some i € IS . such

that & is (forced to be equal to) a P; ¢-name.

Proof. We first prove (a) = (b). Let & be a P;x ¢-name as in (b). For each o < =, there is some maximal
antichain A, S P« ¢ such that, for each p € A, there are some i, ) € I, and some P;, , ¢-name 2, , such
that p I &(a) = @q,p. Since Py ¢ is 6-cc, [Aa| < 0,50 A =], Aq has size <0 because 0 is regular. Since
b(I2,4) = 0, by (a) there is some i € I, such that A € P; ¢ and i, < i for all « < and p e A,. Then,
each A, is a maximal antichain in P; ¢ and each 2., is a IP; c-name. So we can define a P; ¢-name y of
a function with domain +y such that, for any o <y and p € Aq, p I, . ¥() = Zq,p. Therefore, P, T =q.

We now prove (a) by induction on & < w. The case £ € {0, 1} is trivial. For the successor step £ — £ + 1
with £ > 1, assume that (a) holds for £, so (b) is implied for £. Let p € P;x ¢41. Without loss of generality,
assume that & € domp, so pl{ € Py« ¢ and B,y p(€) € Qe = Qa(e)e € Va(e)e- By (a) and (b) for &,
we can find g, € IS, such that p§ € Py, ¢ and p(§) is a P;, ¢-name (for the latter, consider a name for
the function with domain 1 sending 0 to p(&)). Since b(I% ) is infinite, find some i € I2 ;. above A(&), g
and 1. Then, pe P; ¢.
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For the limit step, assume that £ is limit. If p € P;x ¢ then p € Py ¢, for some {; < &, hence, by induction
hypothesis, p € P; ¢, for some ¢ € I£ ;4. Clearly, p € P;¢. O

Theorem 7.12. Let 0 be an uncountable reqular cardinal and let s be a 0-cc simple coherent system.
Assume:

(i) ip < iy in IS and 0 <,
(i) I° = I® and either ig € I°, or (12, ) > 0 and ig ¢ ran A,
(iii) P;,1 is the direct limit of (P;y: i€ I2; )* and
(iv) P;, 1 adds a real ¢ such that, for any i€ Igw P;, 1 forces that ¢ is Cohen over V; ;.

Then, P;, » forces that ¢ is Cohen over Vi, .

To proceed with the proof of the theorem, we need to review some facts about the preservation of R-
unbounded reals (property defined below) when R = (X, Y, =) is a Polish relational system. We use [CM19,
§4.3] as a reference. We do not define Polish relational systems since we do not require the details, but
we just mention that X is a perfect Polish space, Y is an analytic subset of some Polish space, and = is
a very well-defined relation (concretely, F,), which allow many absoluteness arguments. We are interested
in using a Polish relational system M that is Tukey equivalent with C 4. There are many examples, one is
M = (¥2,2 x I, =™) where I denotes the collection of all interval partitions I = {(I,, : n < w) of w and

z ™ (y,I) iff (V°n <w)(3el,) x(l) # yL).

A pair (y,I) is typically known as a matching real. The proof of M ~1 C4 can be found in, e.g. [Blal0].

Given a relational system R = (X,Y,c) and a transitive model N of ZFC, a real ¢ € X is R-unbounded
over N if ¢ i y for all y € Y. Note that ¢ € “2 is M-unbounded over N iff ¢ is a Cohen real over N.

We say that s is a simple coherent pair if it is a simple coherent system with I = {ip, 41} and iy < i1. We use
the following results about the preservation of R-unbounded reals for coherent pairs, where R = (X,Y, &)
is a Polish relational system (in particular, M).

Lemma 7.13 ([CM19, Lem. 4.29]). Let M < N be transitive models of ZFC such that R can be defined
in M (and hence, in N). Assume that c € XV is R-unbounded over M. If P € M is a poset and G is
P-generic over N, then c is R-unbounded over M[G]. O

Lemma 7.14 ([CM19, Cor. 4.31]). Let s be a simple coherent pair of length a limit ordinal , wlog IS =
{0,1}. Assume that ¢ is a Py 1-name of a member of X such that, for any & < m, P1¢ forces that ¢ is
R-unbounded over Vo ¢. Then Py forces that ¢ is R-unbounded over Vj r. O

Proof of Theorem 7.12. Let y and I be P;, ~-names of members of “2 and I, respectively. It suffices to show

that P;, » forces ¢ =™ (y,I). By hypothesis, in the case ig ¢ I°, we can apply Lemma 7.11 to s|;0  and get
’ <ig

some i € 12, such that  and I are P; r-names. When iq € 19, set i := ig. In any case, i € 12, .

It is enough to show, by induction on 1 < n < 7, that P;, ,, forces that ¢ is M-unbounded (i.e., Cohen)

over V; ,. The case n = 1 is clear by (iv), and the limit step is immediate from Lemma 7.14. So we deal

with the successor step n = £ +1 > 1. We consider two cases: if A(§) < i then Q;¢ = Q;, ¢ = Qg, so we

can apply Lemma 7.13; but if A(£) € ¢ then ng = {0} (the trivial poset), so V; ¢y1 = Vi ¢ and P;, ¢ already
forces that ¢ is M-unbounded over V; ¢ (and so does P;, ¢41). O

25This is trivial when i € I°.
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Theorem 7.15. Let 0 be an uncountable reqular cardinal and let s be a 0-cc simple coherent system.
Assume:

(i) ran A € I° € I3, and, for every ie IS\ 1% b(I12,) >0, and

(ii) For everyig € I8\ I°, Py, 1 is the direct limit of (P;y1: i€ I2; ).
Then:

(a) For every ig € I®, Py, is the direct limit of (P : i€ 12 ).

(b) If{ic : ¢ < &) is an increasing sequence in I . such that, for any i € I°, there is some ¢ < & such
that i <'i¢, then P . is the direct limit of (P;. : { <6).

(c) Further assume that X := |I®|, v is a regular cardinal, 6 < v < A, [P | < A\, A=Y = X, and there
is some strictly increasing sequence (i¢ : ¢ < Av) in IS as in (b) and such that, for any { < Av,
Pi .1 adds a Cohen real over Vi 1. Then, Py . forces that there is some mazrimal ideal J on w
such that slo(x,J*) = sl (h, J*) = sly(h, J*) = v for any J*-unbounded h € “w. If we remove the
assumption A<V = X, then we can remove sle(x, J¥) in the result.

Proof. (a) is a direct consequence of Lemma 7.11 when iy € I3\ I°, otherwise it is trivial. (b) follows directly
by (a).

To see (c): By Theorem 7.12, for any ¢ < Av, P;., » adds a Cohen real over V;_ .. Then, by (b), Pjx  is
the direct limit of {P;. » : ¢ < Av) and, thus, this sequence satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 7.5. Hence,
P;x . forces that there is some maximal ideal J satisfying sl.(*, J¥) = slE(h, J*) = sly(h, J*) = v for any
J¥-unbounded h € “w. O

We now proceed with the applications. We use models established in [Mej19, BCM21] and omit the details
that can be found in the references.

Theorem 7.16 (cf. [Mej19, Thm. 4.4]). Let Ao be an uncountable regular cardinal, and let A3 < Ay be
cardinals such that cof ([As]<*°) = X3 and Ay = A\;™°. Then there is a ccc poset forcing p = non(M) = Ao,
cov(M) =0 = A3, cof(N) = ¢ = Ay, and:

(a) For any regular cardinal \ such that Ao < A < A3 and A\ = \4, there is some mazimal ideal J such
that sle(x,J) = st-(h,J) = sly(h,J) = X\ for any J-unbounded h € “w (see Figure 15). When the
assumption \;* = Ay is removed, we can remove sl (%, J).

(b) For any regular cardinals A1 and A2 such that \g < A1 < Ay < A3 and )\{A"’ = My, there is some
ideal J' satisfying slo(x,J') = st (h, J') = slo(h, J') = M\ and sly(x, J") = sl (h, J') = slg(h, J') = A
for any h € “w such that lim” h = o (see Figure 15). When the assumption AZA2 = )4 is removed,
we can remove sly(x,J') and sly(x,J').

Proof. Construct a simple coherent system on I® := P(A4) (ordered by <) of FS iterations of length 7 :=
A3, where P4 1 := C4 for all A € A\y. To proceed with the construction, we fix a cofinal family C' < [A3] <0
of size A3 and a function ¢: A3 — C such that [t7![{w}]| = A3 for all w € C. Partition A4 into sets {(S¢ :
¢ < A3) of size Ay and, for w € A3, set S := UCEw Sc. For 0 < a < Az and p < Ay, define A(A\ga+p) := S

t(a)
and A(p) := S¥

H0) the latter when p > 0.

The iteration is constructed at each interval [Asa, Ay(a 4+ 1)) as follows. Using the A defined above, define
Qr,a = DY20ue 40 when o > 0, where D) denotes Hechler forcing. Also allowing o = 0, enumerate all
the nice ]P)St*(a)v aa-names (Qg @ Aga < € < Ag(a + 1)) of all the o-centered posets with domain contained

in A4 of size <\g. This is possible by the assumption /\Z}‘O = M4, as it is always forced that ¢ < \y. At each
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non(M) sle(h,J) sl(h, J) cof(N) ¢ non(M) sle(h,J') sly(h,J') cof(N) ¢
Ay A
b by 0 0 b by o 2
Ao A A3 Ao At A2 Az
sle(I,Fin) sle(1,.J) sly(1,J) sli(1, Fin) sle(I,Fin) sle(1,J") sl(1,J") sl¢(I, Fin)
Ny p sle(x,J) sly(x,J) cov(M) Ny p sle(%,J") sly(x, J) cov(M)

Figure 15: Constellations forced in Theorem 7.16.

Ao < € < Ao+ 1) we use Qg for the successor step (considering the value of A(€) as well). This finishes
the forcing construction.

Define I° := {A < Ay : Bw e C) A < S¥}. Notice that ran A = {S* : w € C} is cofinal in I°. Also,
for any B € P(A\s) N 1%, b(I2y5) = Ao and Pp1 = Cp is the direct limit of (P4 : A € I25). Therefore,
Theorem 7.12 can be applied to conclude that, for any B € B’ < Ay, P/ adds a Cohen real over Vg . On
the other hand, for any limit ordinal § < A\ of cofinality between Ao and A3, we can construct an strictly
increasing sequence <Bg : ¢ < 6)in P(\y) such that any A € I° is contained in some B2. To see this, pick
an increasing cofinal sequence {(d, : v < cf(d)) in ¢ and a S-increasing sequence {w., : vy < cf(4)) such that
U, <ct(s) Wy = A3 (the latter is possible because cf(0) < A3). For each v < 4, since [0,4+1 \ 05| < Ay (because
§ < AJ), we can find a S-increasing sequence <BZS : 0y < ¢ < dy41) such that Bgv = 55 and Bg S Sh
Now, for any w € C, since cf(d) > Ao, there is some v < cf(d) such that w < w,. Therefore, S¥ < Bfw.

Thus, by Theorem 7.15, Py,  is the direct limit of <]P’Bg’
Ao by using the sequence <Bé‘° : ¢ < Ag), and it forces A3 < cov(M) by using the sequence <B£‘3 D (< A3).

-1 ¢ <0d). Asaconsequence, Py, . forces non(M) <

The small o-centered iterands ensure that Py, , forces A\g < p, while the Hechler posets ensure d < A3. See
the cited reference for cof(N) = ¢ = \4.

(a): Assume \g < A < A3 regular and A;* = \4. By considering the sequence <Bé‘4A 0 ¢ < AgA), we can
use Theorem 7.5 to get that Py, , forces that there is a maximal ideal J such that sle(x,J) = sl (h, J) =
sly(h, J) = A

(b): By (a) applied to A; and Mg, in V), , there are maximal ideals J; and J such that sle(x,J;) =
ﬁ[g_(hl,Jl) = E[t(hl,(]l) = )\1 and S[Q(*, JQ) = 5[#(}12,(]2) = s[t(hQ,JQ) = )\2 for any J,;—unbounded hl and
i€ {1,2}. Let J/ := Jy ®Jo. Asany h: w®w — w with lim” h = o has the form h = h; @ hy with
lim” hy = lim” hy = o0, by Corollary 5.6 we conclude that sl (x,.J") = sl (h,J’) = slo(h,J') = A, and
sly(x, J') = slE(h, J') = sly(h, J') = Xa. O

Theorem 7.17 (cf. [Mejl9, Thm. 4.6 (e)]). Let Ao = Ry be a regular cardinal and A3 < Ay cardinals
such that cof([A3]<*) = A3 and Ay = A\;™°. Then there is a ccc poset forcing that p = non(M) = Ao,
cov(M) = cof(N) = A3, Ay = ¢, and:

(a) For any regular cardinal \ such that \g < A\ < A3 and A;* = Ay, there is some mazimal ideal J such
that sly(x,J) = sl (h, J) = sly(h, J) = X for any J-unbounded h € “w (see Figure 16). We can remove
slo(x, J) when the assumption \f* = Ay is removed.

(b) For any regular cardinals A1 and Ay such that \g < A1 < A2 < A3 and )\Z’\z = A4, there is some
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ideal J' satisfying slo(x,J') = sl-(h, J') = slo(h, J') = A\ and sly(x, J") = sl=(h, J') = slg(h, J') = A\
for any h € “w such that im” h = o (see Figure 16). We can remove sle(*,J") and sly(x, J") when
the assumption A\;™* = Ay is removed.

non(M) sle(h,J) sl(h, J) cof(N) —— ¢ non(M) sle(h, J) sly(h, J") cof(N) 4+— ¢
b by [} 0 b b L 0
Ao A Az A4 Ao A1 Az Az At
sl.(I, Fin) sl(1,.J) sl(I,J) sl (I, Fin) sl(I, Fin) st(1,J") sl(,J") sl(I,Fin)
Ny p sle(x,J) sly(x,J) cov(M) Ny p sle(x, J) sly(x, J") cov(M)

Figure 16: Constellation forced in Theorem 7.17.

Proof. Proceed exactly as in the proof of Theorem 7.16, but use amoeba forcing instead of D to guarantee
that cof (N) < As. O

Theorem 7.18 (cf. [BCM21, Thm. 5.3]). Let A\g < A1 < Ay be uncountable regular cardinals and let A3 be
a cardinal such that Ao < A3 = )\3<)‘2. Then there is some ccc poset forcing that p = b = Ao, non(M) = Ay,
cov(M) = Ag, 0 = cof(N) = ¢ = A3, and:
(a) there is some mazimal ideal Jy such that sly(x, J1) = sl (h, J1) = sly(h, J1) = Ay for any Jy-unbounded
h (see Figure 17),

(b) there is some mazimal ideal Jo such that sle(x, Jy) = sli-(h, Jo) = sly(h, Jo) = Xa for any Jo-unbounded
h (see Figure 17), and

(c) there is some ideal J such that sle(x,J) = sli(h,J) = slo(h,J) = A\ and sly(x,J) = stE(h,J) =
sly(h, J) = Ay for any h € “w such that im” h = oo (see Figure 18).

Proof. Construct a simple coherent system on I® = AgAs + 1, ordered by <, of FS iterations of length
™ = A3\ (ordinal product), where P, := C, for all n < AzA2, whose iterands for 0 < & < 7 are
determined by:

e all o-centered posets of size <Ag;
e all o-centered subposets of Hechler forcing of size <A;; and

o Q¢ :=E"2®s.
The iteration is constructed via book-keeping as in [BCM21, Thm. 5.3] and the previous proofs. Then
Pasx,.n forces p = b = Xg, non(M) = A1, cov(M) = A9, and 0 = cof(N) = ¢ = A3 (details can be
found in the cited reference). Since Py, », » is obtained by the FS iteration (Px,x,.¢e, Qazn,,e 1 § < 7y and
cf(m) = A1, by applying Corollary 7.6 we obtain that Py,, » forces that there is a maximal ideal J; such

that slo(x, Jy) = 5I$(h, J1) = sli(h, J1) = A\ for any Ji-unbounded h € “w.
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non(M) —— sl.(h, J;) —— sly(h, Jy) > cof(N) —— ¢ non(M) sle(h, Jo) sly(h, Jo) cof(N) 4
A1
A3 A3
b b, o, 0 b b, 2, ?
Xo Ao
Al - - = ------ )\2 - - = - - --- -
sle(I, Fin) —— sl (I, J,) —— sl(I, 1) | sl(1,Fin) 7 sle(I,Fin) sle(1, Jo) sly(1, J2) sl(1,Fin) 7
A2
1 p sle(*, J1) —— sli(x, J1) — cov(M) Ry p sle(x, Ja) sl(x, J2) cov(M)

Figure 17: Two separations of the cardinals for the two idelals J; and J2 in Theorem 7.18. On the left, we have the constellation
of (a), and on the right the constellation of (b). The dotted lines indicate that Ao < sl;(I,Fin) < A3, whose exact value is
unclear.

non(M) —— sl (h,J) —F— sl(h, J) ———F— cof(N) —— ¢
Az
b by 0y ?
Ao
A1 Ao | 00 fprmmmmpmmmme==-
sl.(I,Fin) —4—— sl (I, J) —F+—— sl(I,J) —— sl(I, Fin) ?
Ny p sl (x, J) ——— sl(*, J) ———— cov(M)

Figure 18: Constellation forced in Theorem 7.18 (c). The dotted lines indicate that Ao < st (I, Fin) < A3, whose exact value
is unclear.

(b): For each ¢ < AszAa, Py a,,c+1 adds a Cohen real over Vi x, ¢c41. Then, by Theorem 7.15 applied to
{€ : ¢ < AzA2), we have that Py,», » forces that there is a maximal ideal J; on w such that sle(x, J2) =
sl-(h, Jy) = sly(h, Jo) = Xy for any Jy-unbounded h € “w.

(c): Use J = J; @ J; exactly as in the previous results. O

8. Discussions and open problems

By Theorem 4.14 and Theorem 4.21, if J has the Baire property then J does not affect the values of many
slalom numbers, i.e., a slalom number with .J is equal to the one with Fin. For instance, if A is reasonable,
then sle(h, J) = sl.(h,Fin) and sli(h,J) = sl (h,Fin). However, for two instances of slalom numbers, we
were not able to settle such an equality.
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Question 8.1. Do we have that sl,(I,J) = sl,(I,Fin) and sl,(*,J) = sl,(*,Fin) when J has the Baire
property?

From Lemma 4.19, we have a good understanding on when sl (b, h, J) is finite or not, and that it can never
be Ng. However, the situation for sl (b, h, J) is unclear.

Question 8.2. Do we have examples of b, h and J such that sly(b, h,J) = Xy ?

Question 8.3. Is there a suitable characterization of sly(b, h, J) = k for any natural number k > 3%

Concerning Fact 5.4, we wonder about the following problem. It is true when either sli(bg, ho, Jo) or
sy (b1, h1, J1) is infinite, but it is unclear when both are finite (and larger than 1).

Question 8.4. Do we have E[t(bo @bl,ho @hl, J() @Jl) = E[t(bo, ho, J()) 'ﬁ[t(bl, hl, Jl)?

More open problems about the results of Section 5 are:
Question 8.5. Let Jy and J; be ideals on w.

(1) For which hy € “w do we have slo(ho@hg, Jo®J1) = sle(ho, JonJ1) ? Likewise, we ask when inequalities
in Corollary 5.6 (¢) are equalities.

(2) Are S[Q(IQ @Il,Jo) = S[Q(IQ N Il,Jo) = maX{ﬁ[e(Io,Jo),ﬁ[e(fl,Jo)} and pK(IO @Il,Jo) = pK(IO N
I, Jo) = max{pk (Lo, Jo), px (L1, Jo)} for any ideals Iy and I, on w?

(3) Are EIe(I, Jo N Jl) = ﬁ[e(l, Jo ® Jl), pK(I, Jo N J1) = pK(I, Jo ® Jl), S[e(*, Jo N Jl) = S[e(*, Jo @ Jl),
and px (x, Jo N J1) = pr(*, Jo ® J1) for any ideal I on w?

By Corollary 6.15, slalom numbers are uniformity numbers of certain selection principles. It is not known
whether, in many cases, we have equivalent selection principles when ZFC proves that their critical cardi-
nalities are equal.

Question 8.6. Is S;(T'y, J-T') equivalent to S1(T'y,T') when J has the Baire property? The same applies to
Sl (I-F, J-A), Sl (Q, J-A), and Sl(F, J-F)

In Lemma 6.14, we show that many selection principles with O in the second argument are equivalent to
those with Fin-A in the second argument. The same applies to their uniformity numbers. However, the
following is still not clear.

Question 8.7. Are S1(I'y, O) and S1(I'y, Fin-A) equivalent?

A positive answer to the following question solves Question 8.7.

Question 8.8. Are S;(I'y,O) and S1(I'y, O) equivalent principles for two functions g and g’ diverging to
infinity? Are S1(Tp,T) and S1(T'1,T) equivalent principles when h =* 17

As shown in Section 7, many instances of slalom numbers can be distinguished. By Corollary 6.15, the same
applies to the corresponding selection principles assuming inequalities between cardinal invariants. On the
other hand, we do not know what happens under assumptions compatible with CH.

Question 8.9. If CH holds, is there an Sy (T, O)-space which is not an S1(T'y,,T')-space? The same applies
to many pairs of selection principles in Figure 9 and 10.

Any S;1(I'1, O)-space is totally imperfect by Theorem 6.22. We may ask about its further topological prop-
erties, i.e., properties of an S;(I'1, O)-space and even an S;(I'1, O)-space. For instance, by [JMSS96], any
S1 (T, T)-space X of reals is perfectly meager®®, i.e., for any perfect set P of reals, the intersection X n P is
meager in the subspace P.

26The notion was discovered in [Luz14] and is called always of the first category as well.
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Question 8.10. Is an S1(I'1,I)-space of reals perfectly meager?

We also wonder whether we can express other classical cardinal characteristics, like add(N), as the critical
cardinality of some selection principle or other similar topological property.

Regarding Theorem 7.9, we ask:

Question 8.11. Is there any model where all four rows of Figure 6 are different for some pair I, J?

It is possible to force a similar model as in Theorem 7.9 but with ¥; < b < 2 < cov(N) (see [GKMS22,
Sec. 5]). However, we do not know what is the effect on b; and 9 after forcing with a random algebra. On
the other hand, Canjar [Can88] has studied the effect on co-initialities of ultrapowers of w after forcing with
a random algebra.

Question 8.12. Can we force a constellation like in Figure 13 but with Ny < b < by <05 <0 < cov(N)?

We still need to explore the behavior of slalom numbers in generic extensions not adding (too many)
Cohen reals. Very few forcing techniques for large continuum work for this, for instance, large products
of creature forcing. However, such constructions are “w-bounding in practice, which force @ = X; (over
a model of CH). For this reason, this technique could only be used to separate cardinals on the top row of
Figure 6. In [CKM24], continuum many different values were forced for cardinals of the form sl;(b, h, Fin),
sle(b, h, Fin), s[é(b, h,Fin), and 5[j(b, h,Fin). We wonder if similar results can be forced for several ideals
on w instead of Fin.

As a consequence of Theorem 7.7, we can force continuum many cardinals of the form sly(h, J), slo(h, J),
sl (h, J) and sl (h, J), even for any fixed h diverging to co. However, we do not whether the same is possible
for fixed J and varying h.
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