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§2 Existence of subalgebras with a preassigned algebraic density

[We first note (in 2.1) that if 7(B) > 6 = cf(f) then for some B’ C B we have
m(B') = 6. Call this statement (). Then we give a criterion for
7(B) = p > cf(n) (in 2.2) and conclude for singular p that for a club of § <
the (%) above holds (2.2A), and investigate the criterion (in 2.3). Our main aim
is, starting with u = p<#,cf(X) < A, to force the existence of a Boolean algebra
B with 7n(B) > 6 but for no B” C B do we have 7n(B’) = A (in fact (3B’ C
B)[n(B') = 0 & 0 = cf(0) v cf(f) < u] for every 6 < |B|. Toward this, we
define the forcing (Definition 2.5: how (x4 : @ € W) generate a Boolean algebra,
BA[p], WP € [\]** with x4 > 6 has no non-zero member of (zg : 8 € WP Na)pap
below it). We prove the expected properties of the generic (2.6), also the forcing
has the expected properties (u-complete, ut-c.c) (in 2.7). The main theorem (2.9)
stated, the main point brings that if u < cf(0) < 0 for B C BA|[G],n(B) # 0,
we use the criterion from above, a lemma related to A-systems (see [Sh 430],6.6D,
[Sh 513],6.1) quoted in 2.4; to reduce the problem to some special amalgamation
of finitely many copies (the exact number is in relation to the arity of the term
defining the relevant elements from the x,’s). The existence of such amalgamation
was done separately earlier (2.8).

Lastly in 2.10 we show that the cf(6) > p above was necessary by proving the
existence of a subalgebra with prescribed singular algebraic density A : 7(B) > A
and (Yu < \)[p< ) < \]].

§3 On 7w and 7y of Products of Boolean Algebras
Ifeg Nog<r=cflx) < x <= cf(N) < x* (V0 < x)(0" < x) we show
that for some Boolean algebras B; (for ¢ < k) : x — wa(Bi) < A but (for D a

1< X

regular ultrafilter on k) A\ = wx(H B;/D) but H(wx(Bi))/D = x". For this we
<K 1<K
use interval Boolean algebras on order of the form A; x Q.
We also prove for infinite Boolean algebras B; (for i < k) and D an ultrafilter

on k, if n; <Wo, = H n;/D is regular (infinite) cardinal then ﬂ'x(H B;/D) > p.
<K <K
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§1 INTRODUCTION

Monk [M] asks: (problems 13, 15 in his list; 7 is the algebraic density, see 1.1 below)
For a (Boolean algebra) B, Ny < 0 < 7(B), does B have a subalgebra B’ with
m(B') =6?

If 6 is regular the answer is easily positive (see 2.1), we show that in general it
may be negative (see 2.9(3)), but for quite many singular cardinals - it is positive
(2.10); the theorems are quite complementary. This is dealt with in §2.

In §3 we mainly deal with my (see Definition 3.2) show that the 7wx of an ul-
traproduct of Boolean algebras is not necessarily the ultraproduct of the mwx’s.
Note: in Koppelberg Shelah [KpSh 415] ,Theorem 1.1 we prove that if SCH holds,

7(B;) > 2" for i < k then 7 (H Bi/D> = [[(=(B:))/D.
<K <K
We also prove that for infinite Boolean algebras A;(i < k) and a non-principal ul-
trafilter D on k: if n; < Vg for i < k and p =: H n;/D is regular, then wx(4) > p.
<K
Here A =: H A;/D. By a theorem of Peterson the regularity of u is needed.

1<K

1.1 Notation: Boolean algebras are denoted by B and sometimes A.
For a Boolean algebra B
BT = {zx € B:z #0}

7(B) =: Min {|X|: X C BT is such that Vy € BT 3z € X[z < y]}.

X like that is called dense in B. More generally if XY C B we say X is dense in
YVifyeY & y#0= (Fr e X)(0<z<y). ForaY C B, (Y)p is the subalgebra
of B which Y generates.

04 is the constant function with domain A and value zero.

14 is defined similarly.
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§2 EXISTENCE OF SUBALGEBRAS WITH A PREASSIGNED ALGEBRAIC DENSITY

Note

2.1 Observation. If #(B) > 0 =

c > Y|4+ Ry and Y C B then for some
subalgebra A of B, Y C A and 7(A)

f(0)
= 4.

Proof. Without loss of generality |Y| = 6. Let Y = {y, : @ < 6}. Choose by
induction on a < 6 subalgebras A, of B, increasing continuous in «, |As| < 6,
Ya € Aqt1 such that: for each o < 6, some z, € A;FH is not above any y € AT.
This is possible because for no o < 6 can A} be dense in B.

Now A = Ay is as required. Os1

2.2 Claim. Assume B is a Boolean algebra, m(B) = pu > cf(u) > Wo (see Defini-
tion 1.1). Then for arbitrarily large reqular 6 < p

(*)gB for some set Y we have:
() [Y] Y C BY,|Y| =0, and there isno Z C B*

of cardinality < 6, dense in Y | i.e. /\ \/ z<y
yeY zeZ

2.2A Conclusion. If B is a Boolean algebra, m(B) = > cf(u) > Rg and
(e : ¢ < cf(w)) is increasing continuously with limit p (so pe < p) then for some
club C of cf(p) for every ¢ € C for some B’ C B we have 7(B’) = pg¢.

Proof of 2.2. Let Z* C BT be dense, |Z*| = p.
If the conclusion fails, then for some 6* < y, for no regular 6 € (0%, 1) does (¥)¥
hold. We now assume we chose such #*, and show by induction on A < u that:

®x: ifY € BT, |Y| < A then for some Z C Bt, |Z| < 0* and Z is dense in Y.

First Case. \ < 6*.
Let Z=Y.
Second Case. 6% < X < p and cf(X) < A.

Let Y = U{Y; : ¢ < cf(N)},|Ye] < A. By the induction hypothesis for each
¢ < cf(N) there is Z; C BT of cardinality < #* which is dense in Y.
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Now 7' =: U Z. has cardinality < 8* + cf(A) < A, hence by the induction
¢< cf(N)
hypothesis there is Z C BT dense in Z’ with |Z| < #*. FEasily Z is dense in
Y,|Z| <6* and Z C BT so we finish the case.

Third Case. 8* < X < p, A regular.

If for this Y, (x)Z[Y] holds, we get the conclusion of the claim. We are assuming
not so; so thereis Z' C BT, |Z'| < A, Z' dense in Y. Apply the induction hypothesis
to Z' and get Z as required.

So we have proved ®,.

We apply ®x to A =pu, Y = Z* and get a contradiction. oo

2.3 Claim. 1) If B, p1, 0, Y are as in 2.2 (so (x)F[Y] and 6 is reqular) then we
can find i = (yo : @ < 0) contained in BT and a proper §-complete filter D on 0
containing all cobounded subsets of 0 such that:

®§D foreveryzEBJr,{a<9:z§ya}:®m0dp_

2) If in addition 0 is a successor cardinal then we can demand that D is normal.

Remark. Part (2) is for curiousity only.
Proof. 1) Let Y = {yqo : @ < 0}. Define D:

for Y € O; U € D iff for some 0 < ¢ < 6 and z. € BT for

€<, wehaveug{a<9:/\z€$ya}.
e<¢

Trivially D is closed under supersets and intersections of < # members and every
cobounded subset of § belongs to it. Now () ¢ D because (x)¥[Y].

2) Let # = 0. Assume there are no such g, D. We try to choose by induction on
n<w, Y2 (a < 6) and club E,, of 6 such that:

(a) Y is a subset of B of cardinality < 6, increasing continuous in «

(b) Y7 C Y2,

(c) YO ={ys: B < a} (taken from part (1))

(d) E,isaclubof 8, E,+1 CE,, Fo={6<0:46 divisible by o}

(e) if 0 € Epgq and 0 < a < Min(E,\(d + 1)) then for every y € Y there is
z € }/6n+l,

If we succeed, let f* = U Min(E,) (< 6), and we shall prove that U Yg. is

n<w nw

dense in Y, getting a contradiction. For every y € U Y let B(y) be the minimal

n<w
a<f

B < 6 such that (32 € U Y;) (z < y). Now g is well defined as ( U Yg B <0)

n<w

z < y.

n<w
is increasing continuous and y € U U Y5 If B(y) < B* for every
B<h n<w
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yey (Q U YO?) we are done, assume not, so some y* € Y = U YO? exemplifies
a<f a<f
this. Now let 5 = B(y*) and z € U Y3" exemplifies this. Clearly (sup(3NE,):n <

nw
w) is well defined; clearly it is a non-increasing sequence of ordinals hence eventually

constant, say n > n* = sup(8 N E,) = v. Now, without loss of generality z € Yﬁn*
(by clause (b)); note v € E,, for n > n* (hence for every n). But by clause (e) there
isz' € Y,Y"*“, 2’ < z, contradicting the choice of 3.

So we cannot carry the construction, so we are stuck at some n. Fix such an n.
Let E, U{0} = {dc : € < 0} (increasing with €). Let Yj", \Y* C {y¢: ( <o}. For
each ¢ < o, let D¢ be the normal filter generated by the family of subsets of 6 of
the form {e < 0: z £ yi} for z € BT, 1If for every ( < o, @ € D¢ we can define
Y+l E, .1, contradiction. So for some ¢, §¢ =: <Y<5 : ( < o), D¢ are as required

. B
1D'Q§ﬂgl%' [323

2.4 Claim. Suppose D is a filter on 0, o-complete, § = cf(0) > o > 2%, and for
each o < 0, B* = (B : € < k) is a sequence of ordinals. Then for every U C 0,
U # 0 mod D there are (85 : € < k) (a sequence of ordinals) and w C K such that:
(@) ecr\w= cf(5) <6
(b) if /\ |a|® < o then:

a<lo

eer\w=o0< cf(8})
(c) if BL < B for all e and [e € w = B, = BF] then
{aoeU:BL<BX<BF foralle and [e € w= B> = B¥]} # 0 mod D.

Proof. [Sh 430],6.1D and better presented in [Sh 513],6.1.

2.5 Definition. 1) If F' C “2 let

cl(F) = {g € 2:for every finite u C w for some f € F we have g | u = f [ u}.

If f€™2, wCOrdand @€ Ordlet f be (f | (wNa))Ulyuq; let f°) = f.

2) Let = p<* < X\. We define a forcing notion Q = Q) .:

(a) the members are pairs p = (w, F) = (w?, FP), w C A, |w| < p, and F is a

family of < p functions from w to {0, 1} satisfying
(o) for every a € w, for some f € F, f(a) =1
(3) if f€ Fand a € wthen flol e F

(b) the order: p < ¢ iff w? C w? and
() feFI= f]wPecl(FP)
(B) VfeFP3ge Fi(f Cg).

3) For w C A\, F C “2 let BA|w, F] = BA[(w, F)] be the Boolean algebra freely
generated by {z, : @ € w} except that: if u, v are finite subsets of w and for no

feF, 1,U0, C f then ﬂxa—ngzo.

acu BEV
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4) If G C Qx,p, is generic over V' then BA[G] is U,cq BA[p| (see 2.6(2),(3) below).
Here BA[p] =: BA[wP, FP].

2.6 Claim. 0) For p € Qx, ., BA[p| is a Boolean algebra; also for f € FP and
ordinal o € wP (or 0o0) we have flol € FP.

1) If f € FP, p € Qx then f induces a homomorphism we call f2°™ from BAp]
to the two members Boolean algebra {0,1}. In fact for a term 7 in {xq : @ € WP},
BA[p] = “1 # 0" iff for some f € FP, fhom(r) =1,

2) If p < q then BA[p] is a Boolean subalgebra of BA[q].

3) Hence BA|G]| is well defined, p Ik “ BA[p] is a Boolean subalgebra of BA|G|”.

4) Forp € Qx pu, for o € wP, xo is a non-zero element which is not in the subalgebra
generated by {xg : B < a} nor is there below it a non-zero member of

<CL'B :ﬁ < a>BA[p].

Proof. Check. Part (0) should be clear, also part (1). Now part (2) follows by
2.5(2)(b) and the definition of BA[p]; so (3) should become clear. Lastly, concerning
part (4), zo is a non-zero member of BA[p] by clause (a) of 2.5(2)(a). For a € wP,
by 2.5(2)(a)(«) there is f1 € FP, fl(a) =1, and by 2.5(2)(a)(3) there is f° € FP,
%) =0, fO (wna) = f'] (wnNa); together with part (1) this proves the
second phrase of part (4). As for the third phrase, let 7 be a non-zero element of
the subalgebra generated by {xs : 8 < a}, so for some f € FP, fiom(7) = 1. By
2.5(2)(a)(B), letting f1 = flol, we have fi(a) =0and f; € FP and f; | (wNea) C f.
Hence fiom(7) = fPom(7) = 1 and fi(a) = 0, hence fP°™(x,) = 0. This proves
BA[p| E “1 £ x,”. Oa.6

2.7 Claim. Assume p = p<* <.

(1) Qi is a p-complete forcing notion of cardinality < A<F.
(2) Qx,, satisfies the pt-c.c.

Proof of 2.7. 1) The number of elements of @) ,, is at most

{(w, F) :w C A Jw| < pand F is a family of < u functions from

w to {0,1}}]
< Z {F:FC®2, and |F| < u}|
wCA
[w|<p
< Z 2t < Hw:w C X and |w| < p}| x p
wCA
[w|<p
= ASH 4= ATH

As for the p-completeness, let (pe : ¢ < d) be an increasing sequence of members
of Qxp with 6 < p. Let pe = (wg, F¢), let I = cl(F), let w = U we and let
(<o
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F' ={fe™2:for every ( <0 we have f [ w; € FC/}
Clearly for every ¢ < § and f € F¢ there is g = gy € F' extending F. Lastly, let

F={gs:f€ U F¢}. Then p = (w, F) € Qa,, is an upper bound of (p; : { < 9),
¢<é
as required.

2) By the A-system argument it suffices to prove that p®, p! are compatible when:
(a) otp (wpo) = otp (w”l) and (letting H = Hgﬁ,w” be the unique order

preserving function from w?’ onto wP' ),
(b) H maps p° onto p! i.e.

fer' o (foH Y e

(c) aEwp0:>a§H(o¢)
(d) for a € w?’ we have o € w?' iff o« = H(a).

We define now g € Q : w? = wr’ U wpl,

P = {(fu (FoHN . ferr e qu{oo}}. O 7

2.8 Claim. Suppose Q = Qx,, and

(a) pt €@ fort<m

(b) otp(wp[) = otp(w?"), and Hyp = HS;? Lot (€€ the proof of 2.7(2))

(c) Hyy maps p* onto p', 7

(d) for o € w? the sequence (Heo(e) : £ =1,...,m — 1) is either strictly
increasing or constant; and {o, B} C w? & ( k <m & Hyola) =
Hy 0(B) implies a« = (. Lastly letting w* = w?’ NwP' we have
[0 #£k= wP' NP’ = w*] and Hyy | w* is the identity.

(e) 7(z1,...,xy) is a Boolean term, of € w? for
i€{l,...,nhal <---<al af = Hyo(ad).
(f) In BAPp°], 7 (:Ea(l), -3 Tq0 | is mot zero and even not in the subalgebra gen-

erated by {zs : a € w*}.
(8) m—1>n+1.
Then there is q € @ such that:
(a) p* < q for £ <m; and w? = U wP?
<m

(B) qF “in BA[G], there is a non-zero Boolean combination 7 of

~

{7’ (a:aﬁ,...,:zraﬁ) :1§€<m} which ing(xa?,...,:cao)”.

n

Proof. By assumption (f) (and 2.6(0),(4)) there are f5, fr € ¢l (F”O) such that:
(A) fo w" = f{ [w”

(B) in the two members Boolean algebra {0, 1} we have
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T (£59),..., f3(a2)) =0

T(fH(ad), s fiap)) = 1.

Now there is v € w?” U {00} such that (f)) = f& & () = ff (e.g. v = o0).
Choose such (v, f§, f1) with v minimal.

m—1
Let w? = U w”" . We define a function g € @12 as follows:
£=0

First Case. g [wpo = fy
Second Case. For odd ¢ € [1,m), ¢ P’ = fi oHpyg and

Third Case. For even ¢ € [1,m), (but not £ =0!) ¢* PP’ = f§ o Hoe.

Now g is well defined by clause (A) above. Let us define ¢:

m—1 [a]
Fq_{<U fOH07g> :aquU{oo}andeFp"}
£=0
U{g[o‘] e wlU {oo}}
q=(w?, F).
Let us check the requirements.

First Requirement: ¢ € Q.
Clearly w? € [N]<*. Also F? C (W2, |F9] < i so we have to check the conditions
(o) and (B) of Definition 2.5(2)(a):

Condition (o).
If & € w? then for some ¢ < m, a € w”e, so as p’ € Q there is f, € F?" such
that fe(a) = 1. Now for some fy € F”O, fo= feoHyy so

(o]
f= U (foo Hox) = < U (foo Ho,k)) belongs to F'9 and
k<m k<m
fla) = (foo Ho)(a) = fo(a) = 1.
Condition (B).
As for a, 8 € wU {oco0} and f € ()2 we have (f[o‘])[m = fIMin{e.B} and as

]
( U fg) = U (fg)[a], this condition holds by the way we have defined F'4.

<m <m
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Second Requirement: For ¢ < m, p’ < q.
By the choice of ¢ clearly wP’ C wi.
Also if f € F?* then (f o Hyo) € FP and

U ((f 0 Hyo) 0 Ho i)™

k<m

belongs to F'? and extends f.
Lastly, if f € FY we shall prove that f | wh' € CK(FPE) (in fact, € sz); we

(o]
have two cases: in the first case f = (U (foo Ho,g)> for some fy € FP’, let
<m
= Min [w’ U {co}\a], so 1 [ w’ = (fo o Ho ), clearly foo Ho, € F*" hence
foo Ho_,g)[m € Fr' is as required. The second case is f = gl®, let
= Min [wpl U{oo}\a}, now f | wP' s fioHoy or ffoHygso f | wP' s

%0 Hoo)® or (ff o Ho¢)l?) hence belongs to F?'.

o D™

Third Requirement: There is a non-zero Boolean combination of
{T (xaz{,...,xaﬁ) A=1,m— 1} which is < 7 (xa?,...,xa%) in BA[q].

The required Boolean combination will be

—2 —1
(5] (5]
*
T = ﬂ T($a§£+1,. .,Iaiurl) - U T(xa%tz,.. ,:Z?a%e)
£=0 £=1

So we have to prove the following two assertions.

First assertion: BA[g] = “7* #07.
Now g = gl € F4 satisfies, for each ¢ € [O, [—_2“

hom _ * hom 1.
g (7’ ($a§£+1, ce ,CCQEL£+1)) = (fl o H072g+1) (7’ (Ia?EJrl, ce ,Iaiurl)) = 1,

also for each £ € [1, [’”T_l]],

ghom (7’ (xa%g, . ,Ia%e)) = (f(}k o Hoﬁgg)hom (7’ (Ia%h . ,CCQ%IZ)) =0.

Putting the two together, we get the assertion.

Second assertion: BA[q] |E “T (a:arlu, e ,a:a%) > 77,

So we have to prove just that:

fEFq:>fhom(T*—T(xatl),...,CCao)) = 0.

n
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First Case. For some a € w? U {oo} and fu € FP’ we have

[e]
f= <U foOHo,z> :

l<m

Let Be = Min (wpe u {oo}\a), and let 7, € w? be such that

Ye = Hoe(Be) or ye = Be = oo.

Now by the assumption on (wpz : £ < m) we have (v, : £ < m) is non-increasing.
Let for ¢ <m, jey=Min{j:j=n+1 orje{l,...,n} and ajo- >} So

(je : £ < 'm) is non-increasing and there are < n+ 1 possible values for each j,. But
by assumption (g), m —1 >n+1, so for some k,0 < k < k+1 < m and jr = jrt1-

So (as af < --- < al)
A% (#at) =7 (0t

hence
n

AT (ag) = 17 ()

Jj=1

hom _ rhom
f (7‘ (:Ealf""’xai)) = f (T (Ialle+1,...7$aicl+l)),

hence (see Definition of 7*) fP°™(7*) =0 hence

fhom (7’* -7 (ma?,...,xa2>) =0,

hence

as required.

Second Case. For some a € w9 U {oo0}, f = gl*l.
Let again 3, = Min (w”e U {oo}\a), e = Ho¢(Be) (or v = By = 0), and

, {W ity <y
Ye = .
oo if oy >y

je= Min{j:j=n+1lorje{l,...,n} and ag-) >} So
(ve : £ <m),{y, : £ < m) are non-increasing and so is (jo : £ < m). Here  is the
ordinal we chose before defining ¢; just after (B) in the proof.
If for some k,0 <k <k+1<m, jr = jr+1 <N,
(hence ;. <7, <) then

fhom (7 — 7 (azarl), oy Tg0 ) ) =0 as fP°"(7*) = 0 which holds because

n

fhom (7‘ (xa;f, . ,xaﬁ)> = fhom (7’ (a:a11c+1, . ,xaﬁﬂ)) (the last equality holds

by the choice of 7; i.e. if inequality holds then the triple (v, (f&)D*, (f5)Dxl)
contradicts the choice of v as minimal). But j, (¢ = 1,m — 1) is non-increasing
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hence we can show inductively on £ = 1,....n + 1 that j,,_¢ > £. So necessarily
J1 =n+1 but as j, is non-increasing clearly jo = n + 1 hence

fhom (T (xa(f,...,xag>> = glod (T (xa?,,.,,xa%)) :g(T (xag,...,xa%))
= i (7 (a0 ) ) =1

fhom (7’* -7 (xa?,...,xa%)) =0,

as required. o g

hence

2.9 Theorem. Suppose i = p~+* <\, Q = Qxp andV = G.C.H. (for simplicity).
Then:

(1) Q is p-complete, u™ - c.c. (hence forcing with Q preserves cardinals and

cofinalities).
(2) kg “2¢ = ()Y 7, |Q| = A<, so cardinal arithmetic in V@ is easily deter-
maned.

(3) Let G C Q be generic over V. Then BA|G] (see Definition 2.5(4)) is a
Boolean algebra of cardinality \ such that:

(a) if 0 < X is regular then for some subalgebra B of BA|G], n(B) =6

(b) if 6 <X and 0> cf(0) > u then for no B C BA[G] is m(B) =6

(c) BA[G] has u non-zero pairwise disjoint elements but no u* such ele-
ments (so its cellularity is p)

(d) if a € BT then BA[G] | a satisfies (a), (b), (¢) above (also (e))

(e) if 0 < X\ and cf(0) < u then for some B’ C BA|G] we have n(B’) =0

(f) in BA[G] for every a < X\, {zp: a < < a+pu"} C BT is dense in
({zp : B <a})paja)-

2.9A Remark. 1) This shows the consistency of a negative answer to problems 13
+ 15 of Monk [M].

2) We could of course make 2# bigger by adding the right number of Cohen subsets
of p.

Proof. By Claim 2.7 clearly parts (1), (2) hold. We are left with part (3), by 2.6(3)
BA|G] is a Boolean algebra, by 2.6(4) it has cardinality A. As for clause (a), it
is exemplified by (2o : @ < 0)pajg) (by 2.6(4)). Clause (c), the first statement is
easy by the genericity of G (i.e. as for p € Q, o € A\\w? we can find ¢, p < g € Q,
w? = wP U {a} and in BA[q], z, is disjoint to all y € J, for any ideal J of BA[p]).
As for clause (c), second statement, it follows from the A-system argument and the
proof of 2.7(2).

Clause (d): concerning the generalization of clause (a), let a € (BA[G])™, so

we can find finite disjoint u,v C A such that 0 < m To — m ro < a, choose

acu agcv

B =sup(uUw), let
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U:{xv:ﬁ<7<ﬁ+u, and

BA[G] |= “a, < <ﬂ Ta— ) xa> }

acu aEv

This set is forced to be of cardinality u and the subalgebra of (BA[G]) | a generated
by {zyNa:v € [B,8+ p)} is as required.

Clause (d), the generalization of clause (b) will follow from clause (b). Clause (d)
the generalization of clause (c¢); the cellularity < p follows from clause (c), the
existence of p pairwise disjoint elements follows from: for every p € Qx pu, a0 < A
and a € BA[p] such that a € (v5 : 8 € w’ Na)pap) and B € [, \)\w? there is ¢
such that p < g € Qx , and BA[q] = ¢ /\ zgNay, =0 & 23 <a”.

YEWP\ o

As for clause (e), (and the generalization in clause (d)), let a € (BA[G])T, let
u C A be finite such that a € (x4 : o € u)pajg)- Then we can find (a; : i < p)
pairwise disjoint non-zero member of (z, : a € [sup(u), sup(u) + 1)) pafe which are
below a. Let 6 = Z 8¢, each O regular, let B, C (BA[G]) | a¢ be a subalgebra

(< cf()
with w(B¢) = 0¢, and lastly let B be the subalgebra of BA[G] | a generated by
{aizi< cf(0)}U | B check that w(B) = 6.

(< cf(0)

Clause (f) follows by a density argument. The real point (and the only one
left) is to prove Clause (b) of part (3). So suppose toward contradiciton that
w< cflx) <x<Xand pe Q but plkg “B C BA[G] is a subalgebra, 7(B) = x”.

So by Claim 2.2(1)+2.3(1)

p Ik “for arbitrarily large regular 6 < x, there is § = (g, : a < 6)
(a sequence of non-zero elements of B) and #-complete proper filter D on 6

(containing the cobounded subsets of ) such that ®£D holds (see 2.3(1))”.
Let x = cf(x), so we can find regular Oc € (cf(x), x), (so 6¢ > p) increasing with

¢, x = 290 for i < k, (29 < 6; (remember V = G.C.H.) and for each

(<K J<i
¢ < K, condition p¢,p < pe € Q, and yc = (ya ta < 6y, and (Q-name of a)

proper ¢-complete filter DC on 6 contammg the co-bounded subsets of 6 such that
¢ IF e ®u< D, " (and without loss of generality I “y$ € (BA[G])"”). For each

~

¢ < kand a < O there is a maximal antichain p*® = (p¢ a,¢ : € < p1) of members of
Q above p¢ and terms T¢,a,c = T, . (:1:[3(4)%670), e ,zﬂ(c)a7e7na(<7e))) (i.e. Boolean
terms in {z, : @ < A}) such that: pe < peae and pea.e lFQ “YS = e
Without loss of generality {8(¢, a, €,€) : £ <no((,€)} C wlpea,el-

Clearly for each ¢ < k, p¢ IF “6¢ is the disjoint union of {a < 8¢ : p¢,a,. € G} for
e < p” so for some Q-name €¢ < p, we have p¢ IFg “ {a <0 :pcae € G} # () mod
lgg”. So there are €, < p and q¢ satisfying pc < q¢ € @, such that g¢ IF “e¢ is as
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above” and let p¢ o =: ¢ ae.- S0 we have a Q-name A¢ such that g¢ I “A¢ C 6,
A¢ # 0 mod D¢ and o € A¢ < pea € GQ7. i i

By possibly replacing 9(#3{ by A% € [0¢]%, é’g = /Nlc N A respectively, and
increasing q¢, we can assume:
otp(wPe<) = if(< p), and letting wPe< = {ﬂa,c,z' 1< 12}, (increasing with i) and
(by Claim 2.4) for some w; C ig, (87, i < if) and 77 we have: Té)meC =77, and
for some strictly increasing (j(¢,¢) : £ < n¢) we have:

alhq “(0) @ € A & i€ wi = faci=FL

(0) B(C e, €¢, ) = Bea,j(c,e) and na(C, €¢) = n¢
(c) for every B, < B¢ ;( for i € if\w() we have

{a <Oc:a€ Agli € wi = Baci = B¢, and for i € if\w¢

we have 87 ; < fa,ci < ﬁzz} # (0 mod D.”.

K
Also [i € if\w; = <2 + ZHJ-) < cf(B¢;) < 0] (remember D¢ is a f¢-complete
j<i

filter) on 6.

As we can replace (6; : ( < k) by any subsequence of length s, and k = cf(k) > p
without loss of generality: ip=1", wi =w", otp(w%) = j*. Let
wi = {[32‘1 1% <i < j*}. Now we apply 2.4 to k, D, (filter of closed unbounded
sets) and ((8; ;11 < j*) : ¢ < k) and get (B2 i < j*) and w® C j*. Without loss
of generality the g¢ are pairwise isomorphic. Note
[i € i"\w* & (<&<nk= B, # 6] (ascf(BE,;) <O, cf(BE;) > 0c).
Hence w® Ni* C w*. For every ¢ < s and i € i*\w*, let 8, < B, be such
that the interval [8.;, 87 ;) is disjoint to {8f; : £ < k,j <"} U (B2 i < i},
and as we can omit an initial segment of (6; : i < k) without loss of generality
[[32‘71-,@@) is disjoint to {B? : j < *}. Choose for each ¢ < K, a¢ € A¥, such that

[i € i"\w* = Beaci € B+ N?ﬁz,i)]' Let

Y = the Boolean subalgebra generated by {TQQC 1qc € G and p¢ o, € G}. This

set has cardinality < x, and we shall prove

(%) 9 ko “}N/\{O} is dense in {7075 1B € éo} 7.

B
This contradicts the choice go IF “(*)y.(, p,» A # 0 mod Do”.

To prove (x) assume gy < 19 € @, we can choose (* < k and rzr, for ¢ € [(*, k) such
that ro < r{, gc < rzr, Do < rzr and (r¢ : ¢ =0or ¢ € [(*,k)) is as in 2.8; apply
2.8 and get a contradiction. oo

A theorem complementary to 2.9 is:
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2.10 Theorem. If 7(B) > A and
(A) ¢f(N) =g or
(B) /\ u< ofA) < X\ or

pn<
(C) /\ 2# < 7(B) (or just) /\ 2# <|B| & X< m(B).
pn<A pn<A

Then B has a subalgebra B’ such that A = n(B’) = |B'|.

Remark. The conclusion of 2.10 implies that A € wg5(B).

Proof. Case (C) is easier so we ignore it. By 2.1 without loss of generality
7(B) = At = |B|. We try to choose by induction on a < A, a, such that:
(a) an € BT
(b) for B < o we have B = “aq Nag = 0"
(c) m(B | aq) < AT.
Let a, be defined iff o < o*.

Case a. o > ).
Let B’ be the subalgebra generated by {a, : & < A} clearly |B’| = n(B’) = A

Case b. Not Case a but Z (B | aq) > A
ala*

So we can find distinct a¢ < o* for ¢ < cf(\) such that Zw (B1aa) = A
¢

We can find regular . < 7 (B | a4, ), such that sup, cf(n) B¢ = A then find
B; € B | aqa, such that |B¢| = 6; and 7(B¢) = 0; (by 2.1). Let B’ be the
subalgebra of B generated by U Be U{aa, : ¢ < cf(N)}.

(< cf(N)
Clearly |B'| = w(B') = .

Case c. Cases a, b fail.
Let I ={a€ B: [\ ana,=0},s0lisanidealof Banda € I = (B [a) > \.
ala*
Also I # {0} (as if I = {0} then n(B) < Z m(B [ an) < A). So easily without

ala*
loss of generality:

(%) ifa € INB" then (B [ a) > A.

(%) if a € INB™ then B [ a is an atomless Boolean algebra

Now without loss of generality B satisfies (cf(A))-c.c. (otherwise act as in Case
b), so we have finished if Case (A) of the hypothesis holds.
So case (B) of the hypothesis holds, hence we can use Lemma 4.9, p.88 of [Sh:92]
and find a free subalgebra B’ of B of cardinality (A< ®®))* hence of cardinality ),
this B’ is as required. Os 10
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83 ON ™ AND 7wy OF PRODUCTS OF BOOLEAN ALGEBRAS

3.1 Theorem. Suppose
QR No<k= cflx) <x<A= c¢fA) < (x*) and /\ 0" < x.
0<x

Then there are Boolean Algebras B; (for i < k) such that (on w(F,B), nx(B) see
below)

(+)(a) mX(B:) < x = D> _7x(B))
(b) for any umfomjn<thmﬁlter D on k

A=mx <H BZ—/D>
<K
(c) if D is a regular ultrafilter on k then H(wx(Bi))/D =x".

<K

3.2 Definition. 1) For a Boolean algebra B and ultrafilter F' of B, let
m(F,B) = Min {|X|: X C BY and (Vy € F)(3z € X)[z < y]}.
We say X is dense in F' (though possibly = ¢ F).
2) For a Boolean algebra B,
7x(B) = sup {n(F, B) : F an ultrafilter of B}

ax T (B) = U{n(F, B)" : F an ultrafilter of B}.

3.8 Remark. 1) If kK = Ry the theorem holds almost always and probably always,
but we omit it to simplify the statement. (The theorem holds for k = Ry, e.g. if
X < A= cf()\) < (first fix point > x), more generally if

®' r= cf(x) <x <A= cf(N) < ppla(x) and 2% < x
see [Sh:g]. The point is that [Sh 355],5.4 deals with uncountable cofinalities).

3.4 Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let for a linear order Z, BA[Z] be the Boolean algebra
of subsets of Z generated by the close- open intervals [a,b) = {z € T : a < x < b}
where we allow a € {—c0}UZ, b € TU {0}, (and a < b). Now clearly

(¥)1 if F is an ultrafilter on Z, then there is a Dedekind cut (Z¢,Z%) of Z (i.e.
Z4NT4 =0, 74 UT* = T and (Vag € Z¢) (Va1 € I%)[z0 < 71]) such that for
r € BA[Z], x € F iff for some ag € Z¢, a; € I" we have [ag,a;) < z.

(¥)2 if Z, F, (Z¢,7") are as above then

Max {cf(Z%),cf((Z%)*)} if  cf(Z9), cf((T%)*) > R
) et it of((Z)) =1
w(F,BA(Z)) is : (7)) i eI = 1
1 if  cf(T?) = of((TV)*) =1
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note also

mx(BA(T)) = Max{cf(Z?),cf((Z%)*) : (Z¢,Z%) a Dedekind cut of Z}.

Now by the assumption @ (and [Sh:g],I1,5.4 + VIIL§1]), we can find a (strictly)

increasing sequence (\; : i < k) of regular cardinals, K < A\; < x, x = Z A; such
<K

that H Ai/J%% has true cofinality A (where J%? is the ideal of bounded subsets of

<K
K).
Let Q be the rational order and Z; be \; x Q (i.e. the set of elements is
{(av,q) : @ < A;,q € Q}, the order is lexicographical). Let B, = BA[Z;], so by
(%)1, (x)2 we know that wx(B;) = A;. Moreover, if F is an ultrafilter of B;, then
7(F, B) = Ng except when F is the ultrafilter F; generated by {z?, = [(«,0), ) :
o < \i}. Let 2, , =: [(@,q),00). Let D be a uniform ultrafilter on &, so H Xi/D
<K
has cofinality A. Also if D is regular, then (see [CK]) we know x" = H \i/D =
<K
H(wai)/D. So parts (a) and (c¢) of (%) of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. To prove
i<K
part (b) of (x), let D be a uniform ultrafilter on x and let B =: H B;/D. Let F be
<K
such that (B, F) = H(Bi’ F;)/D. Clearly F is an ultrafilter of B, it is generated

i<K

by X = H X;/D where X; = {x}, , : « < \,q € Q} C B;, which is linearly ordered
i<K
in B, and this linear order has the same cofinality as H i/ D, which has cofinality

<K
A. So mx(F, B) = X hence wx(B) > \. Let F’ be an ultrafilter of B, F/ # F.
Let Xg:={x € X :2 € F'}, and
Xy ={xeX:x¢F (le. 1p—x € F')}. Clearly (Xq4, X,) is a Dedekind cut
of X (which is linearly ordered: as a subset of B, or as H X;/D where X; C B;
<K

inherit the order from B;, so z, , < 2§, © (a,a) < (8,0).) If Xg = X easily
F’ = F contradiction, so X, # 0.

We shall prove now that mx(F, B) < 2". If not, we shall choose by induction on
¢ < (2%)" a set Y, subsets Zé of \; for i < k, increasing continuous in ¢ and y,
such that:

|1Z¢| < 2%

§<(=>Z{CZ
ve = [[(2E x @)/D\{0}, so |ve| <2
1<K

ygEF/
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Ye € Yo

(Vy € Yo)(y > 0= -y < y¢).

There is no problem in doing this for i = 0, let Z{ = {0}, for i limit let Z{ = U Zk
e<(
Now having defined (Z{ : i < x) (hence Y¢) let

ye = (ye 11 < K)/D,

Yo = U [xai,<,2£7Qi,<,2tz’xai,<,2£+1,qz’,g,2e+1)
Z<n¢,<

where ((ai ¢, Gice) + £ < 2ni¢) is a strictly increasing sequence of members of
Zé U {—og, +o0} (we write —oo = (—00,0), 00 = (00,0).) Let
Zé-i—l = Zé @] {Oéi)g)g < 2ni7<}.

For some unbounded U C (27);

(a) gice = gie and n; ¢ = n,,

apply 2.4, we get an easy contradiction. Os .4
3.4A Remark. We can similarly analyze (when B; = BA[Z;])

{W(F, [[Bi/D) : F an ultrafilter of [] B: /D} \(2%)F =

i<K i<K

{/\ A, = cf(X\;) > 2" and in Z; there is a Dedekind cut

(X4, X.) such that (cf(Xq),cf(X7)) = (MY, A%) such that

7 3

A= Min [{cf(II\¢/D), cf(HX}/D)}\{l}]}.

Note in comparison that by Koppelberg Shelah [KpSh 415],Th.1.1

3.5 Theorem. Assume D is an ultrafilter on k, fori < k, A; is a Boolean Algebra,
\i = m(4;). Assume the Strong Hypothesis - [Sh 420],6.2, i.e. pp(u) = u™ for all
singulars or just SCH. If 2% < \; (or just {i : 2" < A\;} € D) then

=([[ 4i/D) =[] »i/D.

1<K 1<K
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3.6 Claim. Assume that for i < k, A; is an infinite Boolean algebra, D is a non-

principal ultrafilter on k and A =: H A;/D. Ifn; < w fori <k and p =: H n;/D
<K 1<K

and u is a regular cardinal then wx(A) > pu.

Proof. Let x be a large enough regular cardinal (i.e. such that x, D, A;, A belong
to H(x)). Let €, = (H(x),€,<*) and € = HQ/D, so A is a member of €.

Clearly w* =: (w : i < k)/D is considered by € a limit ordinal and, from the
outside, has a cofinality, which we call \. Without loss of generality ¢ < Kk = n; > 2.

The proof is divided to two cases.

Case 1. There are no g < p and n? < n; such that Xg < o =

H n?/D‘.
<K
We can find n} such that:
(1) p=]]ni/D
1<K B}
(2) = H 2(77.:)(”1')/1)
1<K
Let for i < &, (a} : k < 2("3)(%)) be pairwise disjoint non-zero members of A; with
union 14,. Let P’ be the Boolean subalgebra generated by {ai : k < 2"
Let R' =: {a} : k < 2("3)(ni)}. Let for k < n}, Qi C P be such that: Qi is a set
of n} pairwise disjoint non-zero elements of P such that if (b, : k < n}) € H Qi
k<n}
then N{bx : k < n}} is not zero.
Let Fi(z) =: U{a} : zNa} # 04, and £ < k = xNa), = 04,} so the union is on at
most one element and Fé(z) = 04, & 2 = 04,.
Let (A, P,Q,R,F,n*) =: H(Ai,Pi,Qi,Ri,Fi,nf). (We consider @) as a two place
<K
relation). Note that
(¥)1 P is a Boolean subalgebra of A

(x)2 If D is a subset of PT then its density in A is equal to its density in P.

[Why? If Y C A* is dense in D, then {F(c): ¢ € Y} is a subset of PT dense in D
of cardinality < |Y|, for the other direction use the same set].
Now let us enumerate the members of n* as {kq : & < p} (no repetitions) we also
list the members of P as {c, : @ < u}. Now we choose by induction on o < p a
member by, of @, such that it contains (in A) no one among {cg : § < a}. As each
cg can “object” to at most one b € Qg, (as the candidates are pairwise disjoint)
and Qy, has cardinality p > |a| we can do this. Also by the choice of the Qs
there is a filter of P to which b, belongs for every a < u, so we are done.

Case 2'. There is po < p and n? < n; such that Xg < o = Hng/D.

<K
We can define X;,Y; such that: X; is the family of those subsets of Y; with exactly

Lin this case the regularity of u is not used
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n? elements and |Y;| = n; x nY +1 and e.g. Y; is a set of natural numbers; note that
| Xi| > n;. Let X =1 (X, :i < k)/D,Y = (Y;:i < k)/D, for y € Y (in €’s sense)

let S, =: {z € X :y € z}. Let n} =: | X}, note Hnll/D > w; let {a% : k < n}) be

a partition of 14, to non- zero members of A; ang h; be a one to one function from
X; onto R; =: {aj, : k < nj} and for y € Y; let b}, =: J{hi(2) : 2 € S} € A;; we
define h,n', (b, : y € Y) € € naturally, let P} be the subalgebra of A; generated by
{a} : k <n}} and P* = H P;/D as in the other case. By a cardinality argument
<K
ifk <w [0 >k & yo,...,up1 €Y = Aj | b n---nbl, | # 04,7]
hence {b, : y € Y} C P* generates a filter of P*. Let D be an ultrafilter of P*
containing b, fory € Y. If Z C A\ {0} exemplifies the density of D in A* and is of
cardinality po < p, as in case 1 without loss of generality Z = {ay : f € F} C P*
where F' C Hnll, |F| < p, af =: (a?(i) :1 < k)/D. Let n = (n; : i < K)/D,
<K

n® = (nd i < k)/D.

Each f € F, h™1(f) is from X, so is a subset of Y of cardinality ng from inside
(“considered” by € to be so) so g from the outside; from the inside has cardinality
n and from the outside n has cardinality p so there is a member of X disjoint to
all of the h=1(f), contradiction to the density. So D has in A density p, hence for
every ultrafilter F' of A extending D, n(F, A) > p.

Hence mx(A) > p as required. Os.6

Remark. 1) If we ignore regularity, case (1) suffices as for every n/D € w"*/D,
pu=1n/D > Ny we can find 7f/D € w"*/D such that w*/D |= “gnt/D nt/D”,
so (|nf/D| : £ < w) is eventually constant.

2) If each A; is of cardinality No, u = N§/D is regular the proof above gives

X (H Ai/D> = 1 (if 3.6 does not apply, w"/D is u-like, so we can apply case 2
i<K
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ADDED IN PROOF

We can add to claim 2.3:

CLAIM 2.3(3): Assume that B is a Boolean algebra and o < § = ¢f(#) and
(*)2[Y] and for no 7 € (0,6) and Y’ do we have (*)Z[Y"].

Then in the conclusion of 2.3(1) we can add: D is normal (hence in 2.2 we get
that for arbitrarily large 6 < u, there are a normal filter D on 6 and (y; : i < 6) as

in 2.3(1) ).
Remark: If = 71 then 2.3(2) gives the conclusion.

Proof: Let Y = {y; : i < 0}, we choose by induction of n < w a club E,, of  and
sequence §" = (y : ¢ < ) of non zero members of B such that:

(a) letting Y, = {yl : i < 0}, wehave Y =Y, Y,, C Y11 and E,, 41 C E,

(b) if § € Fy1 and if 6 < a < min(FE,\(d + 1)) then for some 8 < 6, ygﬂ <pyh.
Let for n =0, 3° list Y and Ep = {6 < 0 : § a limit ordinal divisible by o}.
For n = m+1, for each § € E,,, let vs = min(E,\(d+1)) and let Z} be a subset

of BT of cardinality < o dense in {y/ : § < i < 75} which exist by the proof of 2.2.
Let Zj = {2}, :i < o}. (no double use of the same index).

Also for each ¢ < o let D¢ be the normal filter on ¢ generated by the subsets of 6
of the form {i < 6 : z £ yf+<} for 2 € B* ; by our assumption toward contradiction
there are 2/ € BT for € < 6 and club E of 6 such that if 6 € E7 and ¢ < o then
for some € < 0 we have z¢,e <y, .

Let E, 41 be a club of § included in E,, and in each E? and choose y”“ such that:
its range include the range of 3" and for §; < d3 € E, 11 we have {ygfg} (€< o}
include {yg,, : § < o} UZy and {y?*1 1 i < &} include each 2l for ¢ < o and

€ < § . The rest as as in the proof of 2.3(2).
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