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ON THE NUMBER OF COFINALITIES OF CUTS IN

ULTRAPRODUCTS OF LINEAR ORDERS

MOHAMMAD GOLSHANI

Abstract. Suppose κ is a regular cardinal and ā = 〈µi : i < κ〉 is a non-

decreasing sequence of regular cardinals. We study the set of possible cofinal-

ities of cuts Pcut(ā) = {(λ1, λ2) : for some ultrafilter D on κ, (λ1, λ2) is the

cofinality of a cut of
∏

i<κ

µi/D}.

§ 1. introduction

In late 1980th, Shelah introduced the theory of possible cofinalities, abbreviated

pcf and used it to prove many surprising and unexpected results in ZFC, showing

that ZFC is much more powerful than what was expected before by many set

theorists. Given a regular cardinal κ and an increasing sequence of regular cardinals

ā = 〈µi : i < κ〉, pcf(ā) is defined as

pcf(ā) = {cf(
∏

i<κ

/D) : D is an ultrafiler on κ}.

One of the main results in pcf theory is that under suitable assumptions on the

sequence ā, |pcf(ā)| is bounded and indeed |pcf(ā| < min{(2κ)+, κ+4} (see [2]).

In this paper, we introduce and study a related concept, where instead of taking

cofinalities of ultraproducts, we take cuts of such ultraproducts and their cofinali-

ties. Let κ be a regular cardinal and let ā be a non-decreasing sequence of regular

cardinals. The set of possible cuts of ā is defined as

Pcut(ā) = {(λ1, λ2) : λ1, λ2 ≥ ℵ0 and for some ultrafilter D on κ, (λ1, λ2) is the

cofinality of a cut of
∏
i<κ

µi/D}.
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We find a bound on Pcut(ā) by showing that |Pcut(ā)| ≤ 2κ. We also discuss the

optimality of this result.

§ 2. Bounds on Pcut

Let κ be a regular cardinal and let ā = 〈µi : i < κ〉 be an increasing sequence of

regular cardinals. In this section we discuss the cardinality of the set Pcut(ā). We

first prove the following:

Theorem 2.1. Suppose κ and ā are as above. Then |Pcut(ā)| ≤ 2κ. Indeed if

2κ = ℵα, then |Pcut(ā)| ≤ |α+ 1|2.

Proof. We prove the theorem by showing that if (λ1, λ2) ∈ Pcut(ā), then λ1, λ2 ≤

2κ. Thus fix (λ1, λ2) as above and let D be an ultrafilter on κ such that (λ1, λ2) is

the cofinality of a cut of
∏
i<κ

µi/D.

(∗) : λ2 ≤ 2κ.

Proof. Suppose towards a contradiction that λ2 > 2κ and let ḡ = (gξ : ξ < (2κ)+〉

be a <D-decreasing sequence in
∏
i<κ

µi. Define the function F : [(2κ)+]2 → κ by

F (ξ, ζ) = min{i < κ : gζ(i) < gξ(i)}.

The function F is well-defined. By the Erdos-Rado partition theorem, we can find

some set X of cardinality κ+ and some i∗ < κ such that for all ξ < ζ in X , we have

gζ(i∗) < gξ(i∗). Thus we get an infinite strictly decreasing sequence of ordinals

which is absurd. Thus λ2 ≤ 2κ, as requested. �

(∗∗) : λ1 ≤ 2κ.

Proof. Suppose towards a contradiction that λ1 > 2κ. Let D and (f̄ , ḡ) witness

that (λ1, λ2) ∈ Pcut(ā), where f̄ = 〈fα : α < λ1〉 and ḡ = 〈gξ : ξ < λ2〉. For i < κ

set Ui = {gξ(i) : ξ < λ2}. Note that |Ui| ≤ λ2 ≤ 2κ. Define the relation Ei on λ1

by αEiβ iff the following hold:

(1) for all ξ < λ2 and all δ ∈ Ui,

fα(ξ) < δ ⇐⇒ fβ(ξ) < δ,
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(2) for all ξ < λ2 and all δ ∈ Ui,

fα(ξ) = δ ⇐⇒ fβ(ξ) = δ.

The relation Ei is clearly an equivalence relation on λ1 and it has at most |Ui| ≤ 2κ

many equivalence classes. Set E =
⋂
i<κ

Ei. Then E is also an equivalence relation

and it has at most (2κ)κ = 2κ many equivalence classes.

As λ1 > 2κ, there exists some equivalence class Y which is unbounded in λ1.

Define h ∈
∏
i<κ

µi by

h(i) = sup{fα(i) : α ∈ Y }

Then h is easily seen to be the <D-least upper bound of f̄ and that for all ξ <

λ2, h <D gξ. Thus

∀α < λ1 ∀ξ < λ2 (fα <D h <D gξ)

which contradicts the choice of (f̄ , ḡ). �

The theorem follows from (∗) and (∗∗). �

Corollary 2.2. Suppose 2κ is not a fixed point of the ℵ-function. Then |Pcut(ā)| <

2κ.

Proof. Let α be such that 2κ = ℵα. Then α < 2κ, and hence by Theorem 2.1,

|Pcut(ā)| ≤ |α+ 1|2 < 2κ,

as required. �

Remark 2.3. If in the definition of the set Pcut(ā), we allow λ2 to be 1, then the

set Pcut(ā) can be large. Indeed if D is an ultrafilter on κ and for all i, θi < µi is

a regular cardinal, then

(tcf(
∏

i<κ

θi)/D, 1) ∈ Pcut,

provided that tcf(
∏
i<κ

θi)/D exists. In particular if µ = limD〈µi : i < κ〉 = ℵα, then

|α| ≤ |Pcut(ā)|.

The next lemma shows that Pcut can take its maximal possible number of ele-

ments.
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Lemma 2.4. Let ā = 〈µi : i < κ〉 where κ = ℵ0 and for i < ω, µi = ω. Let θ > ℵ0

be an inaccessible cardinal and set P = Add(ω, θ). Then V [GP] |=“|Pcut(ā)| = θ =

2ℵ0”.

Proof. By [1],

V [GP] |= “ Pcut(ā) ⊇ {(λ1, λ2) : λ1, λ2 ≤ κ are uncountable regular cardinals}”,

from which the result follows. �
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