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COMPUTABILITY OF COUNTABLE SUNFLOWERS

NATHANAEL ACKERMAN, LEAH KARKER, AND MOSTAFA MIRABI

Abstract. We provide a characterization of when a countably infinite set of
finite sets contains an infinite sunflower. We also show that the collection of
such sets is Turing equivalent to the set of programs such that whenever the
program converges it returns the code of a program with finite range.

1. Introduction

In combinatorial set theory a sunflower, or a ∆-system, is a collection of sets any
two pairs of which have a common intersection. The existence of large sunflowers
holds significance in various fields, including the study of circuit lower bounds,
matrix multiplication, pseudo-randomness, and cryptography. For an overview of
the connections to computer science see [ALWZ21].

Furthermore, the existence of large sunflowers also has applications in mathe-
matical logic, including in the study of forcing large generic structures. For further
insights, you may refer to works such as [Gol19], [Kos23], and [AGM23].

Among the most important results regarding sunflowers are Erdős and Rado’s
“Sunflower Lemma” and the “∆-systems Lemma” of set theory.

Lemma 1.1 (Sunflower Lemma [ER60]). Let k, n ∈ ω with k ≥ 3. Any set S ⊆
Pn(ω) with |S| ≥ k!(n− 1)k contains a sunflower of size n.

Lemma 1.2 (∆-System Lemma). Suppose B ⊆ P<ω(κ) where κ is an uncountable

cardinal. Then there is a ∆-system B0 ⊆ B with |B0| = κ.

Both of these lemmas show that, provided that we have a “large enough” collec-
tion of finite sets we must have a “large” sunflower. The Sunflower Lemma shows
that, provided all sets have the same size, any sufficiently large finite collection of
sets must have a large finite sunflower. The ∆-Systems Lemma shows that any
uncountable collection of finite sets must have an uncountable sunflower.

Together these results show that if our collection of sets is large and finite or
uncountable then it must contain a sunflower. However, these results do not address
the scenario when the collection of finite sets is countable. And in fact it is easy
to see that the collection of countable ordinals {[n]}n∈ω is a countably infinite set
with no sunflower of size 3.

In this paper, we consider the question “When does a countably infinite collection
of finite sets have an infinite sunflower?”. Specifically, for any infinite collection of
finite sets and for each n ∈ ω we can define a tree of sunflowers which contain a set
of size n. We will then show that the collection contains a sunflower if and only if
one such tree is infinite.
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In the course of characterizing those collections of finite sets which contain a
sunflower we will also give a computability theoretic bound on how complicated a
sunflower must be.

1.1. Notation. We let P<ω(X) be the collection of finite subsets of X . For n ∈ ω

we let Pn(X) be the collection of subsets of X of size n. If f is a function we let
dom(f) denote its domain and ran(f) denote its range.

If X is a computable structure, e.g. ω, ωn, a computable subset of ω, etc. then
we fix encodings of P<ω(X) such that from an encoding for a set Y both the relation
y ∈ Y and |Y | = n are computable for n ∈ ω and y ∈ X . We say a partial function
f encodes a subset of P<ω(X) if the domain of f is a subset of ω and the range
of f is contained in P<ω(X).

We fix a computable enumeration of the partial computable functions and for
e ∈ ω we let {e} be the eth partial computable function. Suppose X ⊆ ω. We let
X ′X ′X ′ be the Turing jump of X . If X,Y ⊆ ω we say X ≡T Y if X and Y have the
same Turing degrees and X ≤T Y if X is Turing reducible to Y .

We let

FS(X) = {e ∈ ω : ran({e}X) is finite},

i.e. the collection of programs with oracle X whose range is finite.
If X ⊆ ω we let

FS<ω(X) =
{

e ∈ ω : (∀n ∈ ω)
(

{e}X(n)↓ implies {e}X(n) ∈ FS(X)
)}

.

Intuitively, e ∈ FS<ω(X) if e outputs, with oracle X , codes for a sequence of
functions and, for each output, the range of the function is finite. In particular by
letting e output the constant value e∗ we can see that FS(X) is computable from
FS<ω(X).

Note that FS(X) is a Σ0
2(X) set and so FS<ω(X) is a Π0

3(X) set.

Definition 1.3. Suppose X is a set. A sunflower on X is a subset X0 ⊆ P<ω(X)
such that

(∃r) (∀p, q ∈ X) p 6= q → p ∩ q = r.

We say a set X contains a sunflower if there is an X0 ⊆ X which is a sunflower.

2. Constant Set Size

We now consider countably infinite sunflowers of sets of a fixed size. We first
note that from a computability standpoint considering sets of a bounded size and
considering sets of a constant size are essentially the same.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose X ⊆ P<ω(Y ) is such that

(∃n ∈ ω)(∀x ∈ X) |x| ≤ n.

Then there is a set X∗ ⊆ Pn(Y × {0} ∪ ω × {1}) and a bijection i : X → X∗ such

that

• X∗ and i are computable from X,

• For any x ∈ X, {(a, 0) : a ∈ x} = i(x) ∩ (Y × {0}),
• For all X0 ⊆ X, X0 is a sunflower if and only if i“[X0] is a sunflower and

in particular for any x, y ∈ X, i(x) ∩ i(y) = {(a, 0) : a ∈ x ∩ y}.
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Proof. Note that Y × {0} ∪ ω × {1} is the disjoint union of Y and ω. With this
intuition we enumerate the elements of X and for each element x ∈ X with |x| < n

we add n− |x| new elements from ω to i(x). Further we add elements such that if
x, y ∈ X are distinct then no elements added to i(x) are also added to i(y). �

We now turn our attention to infinite subsets of Pn(ω).

Theorem 2.2. Suppose

• n ∈ ω,

• S ⊆ Pn(ω) is infinite.

Then there is a sunflower S0 ⊆ S which infinite is computable in FS(S).
Furthermore there is an e ∈ ω such that for any encoding Z of FS(S), {e}Z is a

total function which is an encoding of a sunflower contained in S.

Proof. For A ∈ P<ω(ω) let SA = {s ∈ S : A ⊆ s}. We prove the result by
induction on n. First note that if n = 1 then S is a sunflower and so we are done.

Now suppose the theorem is true for n and S ⊆ Pn+1(ω). We break into two
cases.

Case 1: (∃a ∈ ω)|S{a}| = ω

Let S∗ = {s \ {a} : s ∈ S{a}}. Then S∗ ⊆ Pn(ω). We can therefore find an infinite
sunflower S∗

0 ⊆ S∗ which is computable in FS(S∗). But S∗ is computable from S

and so FS(S∗) is computable from FS(S). Therefore S∗
0 is also computable from

FS(S). Let S0 = {s ∪ {a} : s ∈ S∗
0}. Then S0 is the desired infinite sunflower.

Case 2: (∀a ∈ ω)|S{a}| < ω

For any finite Q0 ⊆ S there are only finitely many X ∈ S such that X ∩
⋃

Q0 6= ∅.
Let I(Q0) be the collection of all such X . Note that I(Q0) is uniformly computable
in S′S′S′ from Q0 and S′S′S′ is computable from FS(S).

We now define our sunflower S0 = {Xi}i∈ω by induction. First let X0 ∈ S be
arbitrary. Then, for k ∈ ω, let Xk+1 ∈ S \ I({Xi}i∈[k+1]). We then have for any
i < j ∈ ω that Xi ∩ Xj = ∅ and so S0 is an infinite sunflower. Further S0 is
computable from FS(S).

Finally note that we can identify from FS(X) which case we are in. Therefore
we can compute S0 from FS(S). �

3. Non-Constant Set Size

We now consider the case when the size of the finite sets can be unbounded. The
following definition will be important.

Definition 3.1. Suppose S ⊆ P<ω(ω). Let Tn,k(S) be collection of finite sunflowers
S0 ⊆ S such that min{|s| : s ∈ S0} ≤ n and max{|s| : s ∈ S0} ≤ n+ k.

We then let Tn(S) be the tree with ordering inclusion where level k of Tn(S) =
Tn,k(S). We call this the n-th sunflower tree of S.

Note that Tn(P ) is not simply the collection of sunflowers that contain an element
of size n ordered by inclusion, i.e. the elements of level k are not all sunflowers of
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size k. Theorem 2.2 tells us that, when trying to identify those collections P with an
infinite sunflower the only interesting case is when for each n there are only finitely
many sets of size n. As we will see, in this case we want to construct for each n,
a tree that is finitely branching whose elements are sunflowers with an element of
size n. However, if we were to consider the tree where the sunflowers at level k were
those of size k then the trees would be infinitely branching.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose X ⊆ ω. There is a map i : ω → ω which is computable in

FS<ω(X) such that

(a) if {e}X does not encode an infinite subset of P<ω(ω) then i(e) = 0,
(b) if {e}X encodes an infinite subset P<ω(ω) which does not contain a sun-

flower then i(e) = 1,
(c) if {e}X encodes an infinite subset S ⊆ P<ω(ω) with a sunflower then i(e) =

e∗ + 2 where {e∗}FS<ω(X) encodes a countable sunflower S0 ⊆ S.

Proof. Suppose {e}X encodes S ⊆ P<ω(ω). If S is a finite subset we can determine
this from FS(X). Therefore we can determine from FS(X) whether or not i(e) = 0.

Note there is an r such that for all n ∈ ω, {r}S(n) encodes S ∩ Pn(ω). We now
break into cases, where which case we are in can be identified from FS<ω(X).

Case 1: (∃n ∈ ω)S ∩ Pn(ω) is infinite.
From FS(X) we can find one such n. We then have i(e) > 1 and we can use Theo-
rem 2.2 to find e∗ which is a code for a sunflower contained in S.

Case 2: (∀n ∈ ω)S ∩ Pn(ω) is finite.
We then have the following.

• {Tn(S)}n∈ω is computable from S,
• Tn(S) is finitely branching, as there are only finitely many elements of P
with sizes in [n, n+ k],

• if (Zi)i∈ω is an infinite branch of Tn(S) then
⋃

i∈ω Zi is an infinite sunflower
contained in S,

• if {Yi}i∈ω is an infinite sunflower contained in S and n = inf{|Yi|}i∈ω then
there is an infinite branch (Zi)i∈ω in Tn(S) such that

⋃

i∈ω Zi = {Yi}i∈ω,

In particular S contains an infinite sunflower if and only if for some n ∈ ω, Tn(S)
is infinite. But we can determine this from FS<ω(X). Therefore we can determine
from FS<ω(X) whether or not i(e) = 1.

Further if S does contain a sunflower, i.e. i(e) > 1, we can find a Tn(S) which
is infinite from FS(X). Then we can construct an infinite branch in Tn(S) from
FS(X) as an element of Tn(S) is part of an infinite branch if and only if it has
infinitely many children (as Tn(S) is finitely branching). From such an infinite
branch we then can construct our desired infinite sunflower. All of this can be done
from FS(X) and so we can find an e∗ such that {e∗}FS<ω(X) encodes an infinite
sunflower. We then let i(e) = e∗ + 2. �

Corollary 3.3. Suppose S ⊆ P<ω(ω). Then the following are equivalent.

(a) for some n ∈ ω, Tn(S) is infinite,

(b) S contains an infinite sunflower.



COMPUTABILITY OF COUNTABLE SUNFLOWERS 5

Proof. We break into two cases.

Case 1: For some n ∈ ω we have |S ∩ Pn(ω)| = ω.
In this case Tn(S) is infinite and so (a) holds. Further, by Theorem 2.2 we have
(b) holds.

Case 2: For all n ∈ ω we have |S ∩ Pn(ω)| < ω.
In this case for all n ∈ ω we have Tn(S) is finitely branching for all n ∈ ω. Therefore
(a) holds if and only if for some n there is an infinite path through Tn(S). But
there is an infinite path through Tn(S) if and only if there is an infinite sunflower
S0 ⊆ S with min{|s| : s ∈ S0} ≤ n. Therefore (a) implies (b).

Finally suppose (b) holds. Suppose S0 ⊆ S is an infinite sunflower and let
n = min{|s| : s ∈ S0}. Then S0 gives rise to an infinite path though Tn(S). But
this implies Tn(S) is infinite and so (a) holds. �

4. Tightness

We have shown how to determine from FS<ω(X) whether or not a set computable
in X has an infinite sunflower. We now show the converse.

Definition 4.1. Suppose X ⊆ ω. Let

Sun(X) =
{

e : {e}X encodes an infinite set containing an infinite sunflower
}

.

Theorem 4.2. For X ⊆ ω, Sun(X) ≡T FS<ω(X). Further for each direction there

is a single program which is independent of X which witnesses the reduction.

Proof. That Sun(X) ≤T FS<ω(X) follows from Theorem 3.2.
We now show how to compute FS<ω(X) from Sun(X). Suppose e ∈ ω. For

n,m ∈ ω let
E(n,m) = {(0, i)}i∈[n+1] ∪ {(m,n)}

and let E∗(n,m) = E(n, {{e}X(n)}X(m)) when {{e}X(n)}X(m) ↓. Let Be ⊆
P<ω(ω×ω) consist of all sets of the formE(n, 0) andE∗(n,m) where {{e}X(n)}X(m) ↓.
Note uniformly in X and e we can computably find an e∗ so that {e∗}X encodes
Be. It therefore suffices to prove the following claim.

Claim 4.3. For e ∈ ω, e ∈ FS<ω(X) if and only if Be does not have an infinite

sunflower.

Proof. If e 6∈ FS<ω(X) then for some n, {e}X(n) ↓ and {e}X(n) has infinite
range. But then there are infinitely many sets of the form E∗(n,m) in Be which
collectively form a sunflower.

Now suppose e ∈ FS<ω(X) to show Be has no infinite sunflower. Note for any
E(n,m), E(n′,m′) ∈ Be we have

E(n,m) ∩ E(n′,m′) = E(min{n, n′}, 0).

Now suppose B∗ ⊆ Be is a sunflower. Then there is an r ∈ ω such that for all
E(n0,m0), E(n1,m1) ∈ B∗, min{n0, n1} = r. But this implies that |{E(n,m) ∈
Be : n 6= r}| = 1. Therefore |B∗| ≤ | ran({{e}X(n)}X)|+ 1 which is finite. �

�
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