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KEISLER’S THEOREM AND CARDINAL INVARIANTS

TATSUYA GOTO

Abstract. We consider several variants of Keisler’s isomorphism theorem. We separate these variants
by showing implications between them and cardinal invariants hypotheses. We characterize saturation
hypotheses that are stronger than Keisler’s theorem with respect to models of size X; and ¥y by CH and
cov(meager) = ¢ A 2<° = ¢ respectively. We prove that Keisler’s theorem for models of size X| and X,
implies b = Wy and cov(null) < ? respectively. As a consequence, Keisler’s theorem for models of size Rg
fails in the random model. We also show that for Keisler’s theorem for models of size | to hold it is not
necessary that cov(meager) equals c.

§1. Introduction. The method of ultrapowers is one of the most important ways
to construct models. Ultrapowers are models obtained by properly equating the
elements of product sets of the models using ultrafilters. We consider the problem
of when there exists an ultrafilter &4 on  such that for two models A.B in a
countable language £, the respective ultrapowers A® /U, B® /U are isomorphic. Since
ultrapowers are elementary extensions of original models, if A® /U and B” /U are
isomorphic, then A and B must be elementarily equivalent. Keisler showed, under
CH, conversely if A and 5 are elementarily equivalent and have size < ¢, then for
every ultrafilter U over w, A”/U and B® /U are isomorphic. The purpose of this
paper is to give necessary conditions and sufficient conditions for when Keisler’s
theorem holds in a model where CH does not hold, and to separate the variants of
Keisler’s theorem using those conditions.

CONVENTION. Al ultrafilters considered in this paper are nonprincipal.

DEerINITION 1.1, Let & be a cardinal.

(1) We say KT (k) holds if for every countable language £ and L-structures A, B
of size < x which are elementarily equivalent, there exists an ultrafilter I/ over
o such that A” /U ~ B* [U.

(2) We say SAT(x) holds if there exists an ultrafilter I/ over w such that for every
countable language £ and every sequence of L-structures (A;);c,, with each
A; of size < &, [, Ai /U is saturated.

SAT(x) implies KT(k) for every x < ¢ by the fact that two saturated structures
which are elementarily equivalent and have the same size are isomorphic. Golshani
and Shelah [6] proved = KT(X;) and later we will prove -~SAT(X,) in Theorem 2.2.
So this implication SAT (k) = KT (k) holds formally for every «.

Keisler [7] proved CH = SAT(c). The result = KT(R;) of Golshani and Shelah
implies KT(c) = CH. So CH, SAT(c). and KT(c) are equivalent. Golshani and
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FIGURE 1. Implications; thick arrows indicate our results.

Shelah also proved that cov(meager) = ¢ A cf(¢c) = R implies KT(X;). Another clas-
sical result is the theorem by Ellentuck—Rucker [5] which shows that MA (g-centered)
implies SAT(R). Moreover, Shelah [9] showed Con(—~KT(Ry)) by showing that
9 < v” implies - KT(R() and that the former is consistent.

In this paper, we prove the implications indicated by thick lines in Figure 1.

In the rest of this section. we recall basic notions related to cardinal invariants.

DerINITION 1.2, (1) If X, Y aresetsand Ris asubset of X x Y, wecall a triple
(X. Y. R) a relational system. . .

(2) For a relational system A = (X, Y, R). define A+ = (Y, X, R), where R =
{(ox) € ¥ x X 1 (xR p)}).

(3) For a relational system A= (X, Y, R), define ||A||=min{|B|:BC Y A
(Vx e X)3y € B)(xR y)}.

(4) For relational systems A = (X, Y, R).B = (X', Y’'.S), we call a pair (¢, )
a Galois-Tukey morphism from A to B if p: X - X', w: Y — Y and
Vx e X)Wy € Y)(p(x) Sy = xR w(y)) hold.

Fact 1.3 [4, Theorem 4.9]. If there is a Galois—Tukey morphism (¢, w) from A to
B, then || A|| < ||B|| and |B*|| < || A*| hold.

DerINITION 1.4. (1) For f.g € w®, define f <* g iff (v>°n)(f (n) < g(n)).

(2) For c € (w+1)? and h € ®®, define [[c=T]],.,c(n) and S(c.h) =
HnEw[C(n)]Sh(n)'

(3) For x € [Jc and ¢ € S(c.h), define x €* ¢ iff (Vv*°n)(x(n) € ¢(n)) and
define x €% ¢ iff (3%°n)(x(n) € p(n)).

DerNITION 1.5, (1) Define D = (w”, w®,<*), 0 = ||D|| and b = | D*|.
(2) For a poset (P.<), define a relational system Cof(P, <) by Cof(P.<) =
(P. P, <). Then we have cf (P, <) = ||Cof(P, <)||.

new
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(3) For ce(w+1)”.hew®, define Le(c.h)=([c.S(c.h).€*). <, =
ILe(e, )] and oY, = |Le(e. b)),

(4) Define ch(c,h) (ITe.S(e.h).€>). <, = [wLe(e, h)]|.
[[wLe(ce. h) |-

(5) For an ideal I on X, define Cov(/) = (X, 1. €), cov(l) = ||Cov(])]|], and
non(/) = ||Cov(1)~].

3 _
and o, =

Lemma 1.6, (1) ¢, = min{|S|: S C S(c.h). (Vx € [Te)(Fp € S)(V>°n)
(x(n) € p(n))}.

(2) ¢, = min{|S|: S € S(e.h). (v € [[e)(Fp € $)(EFn)(x(n) € p(n))}.
(3) v, = min{|X| : X C [Te. (v € S(e.h))(3x € X)3*n)(x(n) ¢ p(n))}.
(4) 02, = min{|X| : X C [Te. (Y € S(e.h)(3x € X)(v=n)(x(n) & p(n)}

DEFINITION 1.7. (1) Define 0¥ = min{v}, : ¢.h € 0®,lim, o h(n) = cc}.
(2) Define ¢@ = min{cZ, : c.h € 0.3, ., h(n)/c(n) < oo}

Fact 1.8 [3, Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 3.12]. Let (A; : i € w) be a sequence of
structures in a language L such that each A; has size < c. Let U be an ultrafilter over
. Then the ultraproduct [ [, , A: /U has size either finite or c.

i€w
§2. SAT(X;) and KT(X;). In this section, we prove that SAT(X;) is equivalent to
CH and that KT(X) implies b = N;.
THEOREM 2.1. SAT(R,) implies CH.

Proor. Assume SAT(R;) and ~CH. Take an ultrafilter I/ over w that witnesses
SAT(X;). Let A, = (w1.<)?/U. For a < wy, put o, = [{@, a, v, ... )]. Define a set
p of formulas with a free variable x by

p={Ta.<x7:a<w}

This p is finitely satisfiable and the number of parameters occurring in p is
N; < ¢ = | A,| by ~CH. Thus, by SAT(R,), we can take f: w — w; such that [f]
realizes p. Put ff = sup,.,, f(n). Now we have {n € w: f < f(n)} € U and this
contradicts the definition of . -

THEOREM 2.2. —SAT(R,) holds.

Proor. Take an ultrafilter & over w that witnesses SAT(R,). Let A, = (w>.
<)?/U. For a < w1, put a, = [(a. @, a2, ... )]. Define a set p of formulas with a free
variable x by

p={Ta.<x<(w).":a<w}.
The remaining argument is the same as Theorem 2.1. —
DEFINITION 2.3, Let mef = min{cf(w®/U) : U an ultrafilter over w}.

The order of w® /U is the almost domination order modulo U and cf(w® /U) is
the dominating number of this relation. So it is clear that b < mcf < 0.
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LEMMA 2.4 [6, Claim 2.2]. Let A be a structure in a language £ = {<}. Suppose
that a € A has cofinality w,. Let U be an ultrafilter over w. Then a,. = [(a,a, a, ...)]
has cofinality w; in A® JU.

Proor. Take an increasing cofinal sequence (x, :a < w;) of points in A
below a. Then (x}:a < w;) is an increasing cofinal sequence in .A,, where
x% = [(Xa: Xa» Xqs ... )] for each @ < ;. This can be shown by regularity of ;.

LemMA 2.5 [6, Claim 2.4]. Let U be an ultrafilter over w and B, = (Q, <)* /U.
Then for every a,b € B, there is an automorphism on B, that sends a to b.

Proor. Consider the map F: Q* — Q defined by F(x.y.z) = x — y 4 z. Then
we have

(Vy.z € Q)(the map x — F(x.y.z) is an automorphism on (Q. <) that sends y to z).

This statement can be written by a first-order formula in the language £’ = {<, F }.
Thus the same statement is true in (Q. <, F)®/U. The map F, : B3 — B, induced
by F satisfies that

(Vy.z € B,)
(the map x +— F(x.y.z) is an automorphism on (B,. <) that sends y to z).

THEOREM 2.6. KT(X) implies mcf = Ny.

Proor. This proofis based on [6, Theorem 2.1]. Assume that mcf > X,. We shall
show - KT(R;).

Let £L={<}. A=(Q.<) and B=(Q+ ((w; +1) x Q>¢).<g). Here <g is
defined by a lexicographical order and a disjoint union order. A and B are dense
linear ordered sets, so by completeness of DLO, we have A = B. Take an ultrafilter
U over w. Put A, = A”/U. B, = B*/U.

There is a point @ in B such that cf(B,) = R, where B, = {x € B: x < a}. Then
a. € B, has cofinality 8; by Lemma 2.4. Here a. = [{a,a.a,...)]. On the other
hand, we shall show every point in A, has cofinality > mcf. If we do this, since we
assumed mcf > Ny, we will have A, % B,.

By Lemma 2.5, it suffices to consider the point 0. = [(0,0,0....)]. Since Q is
symmetrical, we consider cf ((Qx0)? /U, >y).

Now we construct a Galois-Tukey morphism (¢, y): Cof(w® /U) — Cof((Qs0)”/
U, >y) by

@: 0 U — (Qs0)” /U:[f]1 7 [(1/(f(n) + 1) 11 € ®)].
w: (Qs0)”/U — o [U:[g] = [([1/g(n) - 1] : n € w)].
So we have c¢f ((Qs0)? /U, >y) > cf(w® /U, <y).

Thus we have cf ((Qx0)® /U, >1/) > mcf. We are done. -
COROLLARY 2.7. KT(X;) implies b = ;.
ProOE. This follows from Theorem 2.6 and the fact that b < mcf. =

§3. SAT(X() and KT(X). In this section, we first briefly mention consistency of
KT(Xg) + ~KT(X;). And we prove that SAT(R,) is equivalent to cov(meager) =
CA2<C =g,
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Fact 3.1 [4, Theorem 7.13]. The statement cov(meager) = ¢ is equivalent to
MA (countable), that is for every countable poset P and a family of dense sets D
with |D| < c there is a filter G of P that intersects all D € D.

THEOREM 3.2. cov(meager) = ¢ implies KT(Ry).

PrOOF. [6, Theorem 3.3] shows that cov(meager) = ¢ A cf(c) > N; implies
KT(X;) and the exact same proof works for KT(Ry) without the assumption
cf(c) > Ny.

Here we sketch the proof.

Let £ be a countable language and .A° and A' are countable £-structures which
are elementarily equivalent.

Enumerate (A")® fori =0, 1 as

(A)” ={fa a<c}

By a back-and-forth method, we construct a sequence of triples (U, g2, gl) : o < ¢)

satlsfylng.
(1) gg € A
(2) g4 € A"
(3) U, is a filter over w generated by Ry + || sets.
(4) (U, : a < ¢) is an increasing continuous sequence.
(5) If o(xop. ..., x,_1 is an L-formula and fy. .... B, < «, then the set

{k'Eco:/vP|=:w(g%<kx.u,ggkxk»> = M Eolg k).....g; (k)}
belongs to Uy, 1.

In the construction, when « is even, we put g2 = f ? where y is the least ordinal

/7 & {gp: B < a}. And P is the poset of finite partial functions from w to A'. Take

a generating set F of U, of size Ry + |a|. Then by using MA (countable), take a
P-generic filter G with respect to the following family of dense sets of P:

D, ={peP:nedomp} (forn € w)
and
Ex (puen). ...y nery ={p € P 3k € dom(p) N X)(Vi € 1)
(M° = (g% (K). . %, (). 8200) <
M= (g (k). g (k). p(K))}).

where X € F. (¢, : 1 € I) is a finite sequence of L-formulas and yi.....y, forz eI
are ordinals less than . Then putting g! = | G satisfies the induction hypothesis.

Then the appropriate construction guarantees that U = | __.U, is an ultrafilter
and that the function

a<c

(gl [8ale) 1 <€)
is isomorphic from (M°)® /U to (M")* /JU. &
COROLLARY 3.3. Assume Con(ZFC). Then Con(ZFC + KT(Xy) + ~KT(X})).
Proor. MA + —CH implies KT(Xg) A ~KT(X;) by Theorems 2.6 and 3.2.
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Fact 34 [2, Lemma 2.4.2]. cov(meager):n?w:”Ede. In other words,

cov(meager) >k  holds iff (VX C w® of size < k)(3S € [[;c,[0]=)(Vx € X)
(3*°n)(x(n) € S(n)) holds.

THEOREM 3.5. SAT(Xy) implies cov(meager) = «.

Proor. Take an ultrafilter 2/ that witnesses SAT(R). Fix X C w® of size < c.
Define a language £ by £ = {C} and for each i € w, define an L-structure A; by
A; = ([w]=%, Q). For each x € w®, let S, = ({x(i)} : i € ). In the ultraproduct
Ai = [1;ce Ai/U. define a set p of formulas of one free variable S by

p=1{TIS]C SV :x e X}

This p is finitely satisfiable. In order to check this, let xo, ..., x, be finitely many
members of X. Define S by S(m) = {xo(m). ..., x,(m)} form > n. We don’t need to
care about S(m) for m < n. Then this S satisfies [Sy,]1 € [S]foralli < n. Moreover,
the number of parameters of p is < c.

So by SAT(Xy), we can take [S] € A, that realizes p. Then S fulfills (Vx € X)({n €
w:x(n) € S(n)} eU). Thus (Vx € X)(3%°n)(x(n) € S(n)). =

THEOREM 3.6. SAT(X) implies 2<¢ = c.

Proor. Take an ultrafilter I/ over w that witnesses SAT(Xy). Fix & < c.

Put £ = {C} and define an L-structure A by A = ([w]<®, C). Put A* = A /U.

Defineamap: w®/U — A* by i([x]) = [{{x(n)} : n € w)]. By Fact 1.8, we have
|w® /U| = c. Take a subset F of w® /U of size «.

For each X C F, let py be a set of formulas with a free variable z defined by

px={1y) Sz yeXxtu{ly) £z y e F\ X}

Each py is finitely satisfiable. In order to check this, take [xg],....[x,] € X and
Dol oo [ym] € F\ X.Putz(i) = {xo(i), ... x, (i) }. Then([xo]). ... 1([xx]) Sus [2]-
In order to prove ([y;]) Zu [z] for each j < m, suppose that {i € w: y;(i) €
z(i)} €Y. Then for each i € w. there is a k; <n such that {i € w:y;(i) =
xi, (i)} € U. Then there is a k < n such that {i € w : y;(i) = x¢(i)} € Y. This
implies [y;] = [xx]. which is a contradiction.

By SAT(Ry). foreach X C F . take[zx] € A* that realizes py. For X, Y C F with
X # Y, we have [zx] # [zy]. So 2 = |{[zx] : X C F}| < |A*| = ¢. Therefore we
have proved 2<¢ = . o

THEOREM 3.7. cov(meager) = ¢ A 2<° = ¢ implies SAT(Xy).

Proor. This proof is based on [5, Theorem 1].

Let (by:a <c¢) be an enumeration of w®. Let ((Ls B:, As) & <¢) be an
enumeration of triples (£,B,A) such that £ is a countable language, B =
(A; :i € w) is a sequence of L-structures with universe w, and A is a subset of
Fml(£") with |A] < ¢. Here LT = L U {¢, : @ < ¢} where the ¢,’s are new constant
symbols and Fml(£") is the set of all £* formulas with one free variable. Here
we used the assumption 2<° = ¢. And ensure each (£, B, A) occurs cofinally in this
sequence. ) )

For B: = (A; :i € w). put Be(i) = (As.bo(i).bi(i)....). which is an L-
structure.

https://doi.org/10.1017/js1.2022.77 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/jsl.2022.77

KEISLER’S THEOREM AND CARDINAL INVARIANTS 911

Let (X: : £ < ¢) be an enumeration of P(w).
We construct a sequence (F: : & < ) of filters inductively so that the following

properties hold:
(1) Fy is the filter consisting of all cofinite subsets of w.

(2) F: C Feyyand Fe = U, Fo for & limit.

(3) X: € Frryorw\ Xz € Fryy.

(4) F: is generated by < ¢ members.

(5) 1f

for all T C A finite, {i € o : I is satisfiable in B: (i)} € F, (%)
then there is an f € w® such that for all p € Az, {i € w: f(i) satisfies ¢
in B (i)} € Feyr.
Suppose we have constructed F:. We construct Fr . Let F. q/ be a generating subset
of F: with ‘FC’ < ¢ If (x) is false. let F¢y be the filter generated by F/ U {X:} or
F/U{®\ X:}. Suppose (+).

Put P = Fn(w.w) = {p : p is a finite partial function from w to w}. For n € w,
put

D, ={peP:necdomp}.
For 4 € F’ and ¢, ....p, € Az, put
Eip...on ={p €P:(3i € dom p N A)(p(i) satisfies p. ... @, in Bz (i))}.

Each D, is clearly dense. In order to show that each £, .., is dense, take p € P.
By (*) and the property A € F:, we can take i € 4\ dom p and k € w such that
k satisfies 1, ..., ¢, in Be(i). Put ¢ = pU{(i.k)}. This is an extension of p in
EA-ﬁm ----- Pn

By using MA(countable), take a generic filter G C IP with respect to above
densesets. Put /= |J G. Then FY' := F U{Y, : ¢ € A} satisfies finite intersection
property, where Y, = {i € w : f (i) satisfies ¢ in Bz(i)}. In order to check this, let
Ae Fé’ and @1, ..., ¢, € Az. Then by genericity, we can take p € G N E 4, .So
we can take i € dom p N A4 such that p(i) satisfies . ..., ¢, in B:(i). Then we have
iedANY, N---NY,,

Let F§+1 be the ﬁlter generated by FU{X¢}or F U{w \ X¢}.

We have constructed (F; : & < c). In order to check that the resulting ultrafilter
F = .. F: witnesses SAT(Ry), let £ and B = (A; : i € w) satisfy the assumption
of the theorem. Let A be a subset of FmI(£") with |A| < ¢. Assume that for all
I’ C A finite, X1 := {i € w : ['is satisfiable in B:(i)} € F. By the regularity of ¢,
we have a < ¢ such that for all I' C A finite, X € F,. Let £ > «a be satisfying
(Le.Be,As) = (L£.B.A). Then by (5), there is an f € w such that for all ¢ € A,
{i € w: f(i) satisfies ¢ in B(i)} € F. Thus [],.,, A;/F is saturated. 4

i€w

§4. KT(Xy) implies ¢ < 0. In this section, we will show the following theorem.
This proof is based on [9, Theorem 1.1] and [1, Theorem 3.7].

THEOREM 4.1. KT(X) implies ¢ < 0.
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DeriNITION 4.2, Define a language £ by L={E.UV}, where E is a
binary predicate and U, V' are unary predicates. We say an L-structure M =
(|M|,EM, UM, VM) is a bipartite directed graph if the following conditions hold:

1) vMuvM =|Mm|.

Q) UMnrM =g,

(3) (Vx.y e M))(x EMy — (x e UM and y € V'M)).

DEerINITION 4.3. For n, k € o with k < n, define a bipartite directed graph A,
as follows:

(1) UAn.k = {1, 2, 3, cees n}.

(2) VA =[{1.2.3.....0}]5F\ {@}.

(3) Foru € UPnk v € Vi u EMk viffu € v.

DEFINITION 4.4. Forn € w. let G, = A3,,. Let T be the disjoint union of (G, :
n>2).

We define a natural order <on T by x < yifm<nforx € G,.y € G,. Then "
is a bipartite directed graph with an order <. Put £’ = £ U {<}. From now on, we
consider £’-structures which are elementarily equivalent to T.

DEerINITION 4.5.  Let I'ys be a countable non-standard elementary extension of I'.

When we say connected components, we mean the connected components when
we ignore the orientation of the edges.

LEMMA 4.6. Let M be an L'-structure that is elementarily equivalent to T. Then
the connected components of M are precisely the maximal antichains of M with
respect to <.

PrOOF. Suppose that 4 C M is connected but not an antichain. Then we can
find elements ay. ..., a, € M such that

M E(agEay V aiEap) A - A (ay 1Ea, V ayEa, 1)\
(ag and a,, are comparable with respect to <).

By elementarity, we have n + 1 many elements in I that satisfies the same formula.
This is a contradiction. So every connected subset in M is an antichain.

Note that any two connected vertexes in I" have a path of length at most 4. Thus
we have

I' = (Va,b)((a and b are incomparable with respect to <)
— (there is a path between a and b with length at most 4)).

By elementarity, the same formula holds in M. So every antichain in M is connected.
Therefore the connected components of M are precisely the maximal antichains
of M with respect to <. =

Therefore, <1 induces an order on the connected components of M and it is
denoted also by <.

LemmA 4.7.  Every infinite connected component C of U'ns satisfies the following:

(VF C CNU finite)(3v € C N V) (v has an edge to each point in F).
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Proor. Let F = {uy,...,u,}. Observe that
I' = (¥x1) ... (¥xn)[xX]. .... X are points in U and belong to
the same connected component and
the index of this connected component is > n
— (3p)[y belongs to this component. y € V and xj.....xs E y]].
By elementarity, ['ng satisfies the same formula. -

LemMa 4.8. Let (A, :n € o) be a sequence of bipartite directed graphs with
|UA" = ]VA"| = Ny. Suppose that for eachn € w,

(YF C U finite)(Fv € V) (v has an edge to each point in F).
A, /Y. we have
(3(w; 1 i < ) with eachv; € VR)(Vu € UR)(3i <0)(u ER v;).

Then for every ultraproduct R =[]

new

PrOOF. We may assume that each U = w. Let {f; : i < 0} be a cofinal subset
of (w®, <*). Foreachn.m € w, take v,,,, € V" thatis connected with first m points
in UM For i < 0. put

v; = [<vn_,fl_(n) 1n € w)].

Let [u] € UR. Consider u as an element of w®. Take f; that dominates u. Then we
have

{new:uln)EM Vn s} €V
Therefore [u] ER v;. =
LEMMA 4.9. LetV be an ultrafilter over v and put Q = (I'ns)® /V. Then there exist
cofinally many connected components C with respect to < such that

(3(w; i <) with eachv; € CNVE)(Yu e CNU2)(3i<0)(u EC v;).

Proor. Fix a connected component Cy of Q and [x¢] € Cy. Then foreachn € w,
there is an infinite component C, above x(n). Now

C={[x]€Q:xe(I'ns)”and (Vn € w)(x(n) € C,)}

is a connected component of Q above Cy. Since C can be viewed as C = [],,c,, Cu/V.
the conclusion of the lemma holds for C by Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8. -

LeMMA 4.10. Let k < ¢ and U be an ultrafilter over w and put P =T JU. Then
for every Cin a final segment of connected components of P, we have

(V(v; 1 i < k) witheachv; € CNVE)Eu e CNUP)Vi < k)(u EY v;).

ProOF. Let f: w — T satisfy f(n) € G, for all n. Let Cy be the connected
component that [ /] belongs to. Take a connected component C such that Cy <« C
and an element [g] € C. Take a function 4: w — w such that {n € w: g(n) €
Gy} €U. Then 4 :={n € w : h(n) > n} € U. Put h'(n) = max{h(n).n}.

Take {[v;] : i < k) with each [v;] € C N V?. Then we have

B; = {n cw: 'Ui(n) € G/l(n) N Vr} eu.
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Take v/ such that v/(n) = v;(n) forn € 4 N B; and v/(n) € [A'(n)3]<"' ™ for n € w.
The assumption x < ¢ and the calculation

1
Z h’ Z h’ B Z PN
n>1 n>1 n>1
give an x € [ 4’ such that for all i < k. (V>°n)(x(n) & v/(n)). For each i < k. take
n; such that (Vn > n;)(x(n) € v/(n)).
Take a point [u] € C N U such thatu(n) = x(n) foralln € 4. Then foralli <
we have

(new:un) EXv(n)} DANB N[n.ow) cU.
Therefore [u] £ [v;] for alli < k. .

Assume that 9 < ¢?. Then by Lemmas 4.10 and 4.9, for any two ultrafilters
U.V over w, we have T /U # (I'ns)?/V. So = KT(Xy) holds. We have proved
Theorem 4.1.

FacT 4.11 [8, Lemma 2.3]. cov(null) < ¢7.
COROLLARY 4.12. In the random model, - KT(Xg) holds.

Proor. This corollary holds since N; =0 < cov(null) =¢ in the random
model. o

ReMARK 4.13. v¥ < ¢? follows from [8. Lemma 2.6]. So the implication
KT(Ry) = 0 > ¢ strengthens the implication KT(Ry) = 02 > v".

REMARK 4.14. In [9]. Shelah constructed a creature forcing that forces the
following statements:

(1) There are a finite language £ and countable L-structures A, B with A = B
such that for all ultrafilters I/, V over w, we have A® /U # B” /V.

(2) There is an ultrafilter I/ over w such that for every countable language
L and any sequence ((A,,B,):n € w) of pairs of finite L-structures, if
[T,ce An/U = [1,c., Ba/U. then these ultraproducts are isomorphic.

Shelah himself pointed out in [9, Remark 2.2] item 2 holds in the random model. On

the other hand, we have proved item 1 also holds in the random model. Therefore
both of above two statements hold in the random model.

§5. KT(R;) in forcing extensions. A theorem by Golshani and Shelah [6] states
that cov(meager) = ¢ A cf(¢) = Ry implies KT(R;). In [6], it was also proved that
cf(c) = Njisnotnecessary for KT(R;). In this section, we prove that cov(meager) = ¢
is also not necessary for KT(X;).

THEOREM 5.1. Let . > Ny be aregular cardinal with <" = J.. Let (P, Qa fa< o)
be a ﬁnzle support forcing iteration. Suppose that for all o < wy, Ik, Qa is ccc and
|Qa| < A”. And suppose that for all even oo < wy. I-o Qo = C;. Here C, denotes the
Cohen forcing adjoining A many Cohen reals. Then, I, KT(Nl)

Proor. This proof is based on [6, Theorem 3.3].
Let G be a (V. P, )-generic filter.
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Let £ be a countable language and M° = M be two L-structures of size < X in
V[G]. Take sequences (M : i < w;) for / = 0,1 that are increasing and continuous
such that each M] is countable elementary substructure of M' and M' = U, M/.
We can take an increasing sequence (e; : i < ;) of even ordinals such that M/ €
V[Gq,+1] forevery I < 2 and i < w;.

Fori < w; and f < 4, let c; be the f-th Cohen real added by Qa,-

Take an enumeration (X, : y < A-w;) of P(w) such that (X, : y < -(i +1)) €
V[Gq,+1] for every i < w;. We can take such a sequence. The reason for this is that
we can take (X, : A-i <y < - (i + 1)) as an enumeration of P,, | nice names for
subsets of w and put X, = (X,)°.

For each / < 2, take an enumeration (f7 : y < 2- i) of (M')® such that £, , €
(M!)® for every i < wy and < A and (f; ty<A-(i+1)) € V[Gyy11]-

For 2" < A.let G,, ;s denote G N (P, * C,/).

Now we construct a sequence of quadruples ((24,.g9.¢).4,) 1y < Z-w) by
induction so that the following properties hold.

(1) Each U, is a filter over w.

(2) Forevery/ <2 i<wi.f<iandy=47-i+p.g € (M) N V[Gq ]
(3) Forevery/ < 2andi < wi., (g/’ ty<A-(i41)) € V[Gyt]

(4) Each 4, is an ordinal below A. For A-i <y <y’ <A-(i+1), we have
/ly < ly/.

(5) Fori<wyandl<2.{gl :y<i-i} ={fl:y<i-i}.
(6) IfA-i <y<A-(i+1), thenld, € V[G,,. 1]
(7) If y <6 < A- wy. then U, C Us.
(8) If y < Z- ey is a limit ordinal, then &, = ;_, Us.
9) X, elUyryorw\ X, € Uyy.
(10) If ©(xq.....x,) is an L-formula, y = A-i + f, and y1,....y, <y. then

Ysy,...s, defined below belongs to U, 1:

Yoorow =1k €0 M} = 0(g) (k). g, (k))

e M = olg) (k).....g), (k)}.

(Construction) First we let Uy be the set of cofinite subsets of w.

Suppose that s : & < y) and (g}. g). 45 : 6 < y) are defined. Now we will define
g).g}. Ay and U, . Take i and ff such that y = 1-i + f.

Suppose that y is even.

Let gf = f? . where ¢, is the minimum ordinal such that /2 does not belong to
{g) o<y}

Take /' < A such that M?. M} (g :6 <y).(g} :0 <y) € V[G,, »]. Put 4, =
' + 1. Take a bijection 7} : @ — M} in V[G,, ;7. Define g! by g} = n} o c},.

Put Y ={Ys, ., :@(xi.....x,) is an L-formula and ;. ....7, < y}. Now we
show U, U Y has the finite intersection property. In order to show it, let X € U,
(¢, 11 € 1) is a finite sequence of £-formulas and y|.....y, for: € I are ordinals
that are less than y. It suffices to show that the set D € V[G,, ;/] defined below is a
dense subset of C:
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D={peC: 3k edom(p)nX)Viel)
MY (g% K)o, (K).g2(K)) = M) (gl (K. gl (6).md (p(K))},

We now prove this. Let p € C.
Foreachk € wand: € I, put

e 140 0 o .
olet) — 1. if M ).:‘Pz(gy{(k),...,g},}ll(k),gy(k))’
0, otherwise.

And for each k € w put
v(k) = (vlk.1):1€1).

Then by finiteness of /2, for some vy € /2, we have w \ v (vg) € U,.
Foreach: € I, put

SD+(x’ X! y) _ {Soz(xi, ,X,’“,y), if’l}o(l) = 1’
i 1> Xp, =

—¢,(x}.....x}.»). otherwise.
Put

w = Ey/\gof(xi, e Xp V).
el

Then by the induction hypothesis (10), Yy i uery €Uy So take k€ X N
v! (UO) N Yt//‘(}'i,-uyﬁ,:lEI) \ dom(l’)

Since M 1//((g;)i (k). ...g}?’,” (k):1€1)), we have M} = z,y((gyli (k). ...gyl’,” (k) :
1el)).

By the definition of w, we can take y € M} such that M/ = <,al+(g,}i (k). ....
gylil (k).y) forevery: € I.Wenowputg = p U{(k.(n!)"(»))} € C. This witnesses
denseness of D.

Now we define i/, 1 as the filter generated by i/, U Y U { X, } or the filter generated
by, UYU{w\ X,}.

When y is odd, do the same construction above except for swapping 0 and 1. Since
the above construction below 4 - (i 4+ 1) can be performed in V[Gq,+1]. (3) in the

induction hypothesis holds. (End of Construction.)

Now we put U = {J,_;.,,, Uy. which is an ultrafilter over w. Then the function

(gl g 1) 7 < A 1)
witnesses (M°) /U ~ (M ") JU. 5
COROLLARY 5.2. Con(ZFC) — Con(ZFC + cof (null) = X; < ¢ + KT(X)).

Proor. Let A denote the amoeba forcing. Let 1 > N, be a regular cardinal with
2t = J. Let (Pg, Qn:a< ) be a finite support forcing iteration such that for all
even a < wj; we have I, Qa = C; and for all odd o < w; we have I+, (@a =A.

Then P, I+ KT(X;) by Theorem 5.1.

Moreover, we have cof(null) = R; since the amoeba forcing A adds a null set
containing all null sets coded in the ground model (see [2, p. 106]). -
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§6. Open questions. The following three questions remain.

QUESTION 6.1. (1) Does KT(Xy) imply a stronger hypothesis than mcf = R,? In
particular does KT(X1) imply non(meager) = X;?

(2) Does KT(Xy) imply a stronger hypothesis than ¢ <0? In particular does
KT(Rg) imply non(meager) < cov(meager)?

(3) In the Sacks model, does KT (Xg) hold? (If in this model ~KT(Xy) holds, we
can separate KT(Xg) and ¢? <9.)
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