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ABSTRACT. Let Z be an ideal on w. For f,g € w* we write f <7 g if f(n) <
g(n) for all n € w\ A with some A € Z. Moreover, we denote Dz = {f € w¥ :
F'{n}] € T for every n € w} (in particular, D, denotes the family of all
finite-to-one functions).

We examine cardinal numbers b(>7 N(Dz xDz)) and b(>7 N(Dgin X Drin))
describing the smallest sizes of unbounded from below with respect to the order
<7 sets in Dgj, and Dz, respectively. For a maximal ideal Z, these cardinals
were investigated by M. Canjar in connection with coinitial and cofinal subsets
of the ultrapowers.

We show that b(>7 N(Drin X Drin)) = b for all ideals Z with the Baire
property and that 8y < b(>7z N(Dz x D)) < b for all coanalytic weak P-
ideals (this class contains all 1'[2 ideals). What is more, we give examples
of Borel (even X9) ideals Z with b(>7z N(Dz x Dz)) = b as well as with
b(>z N(Dz x D1)) = Ny.

We also study cardinals b(>7 N(Dy X Dx)) describing the smallest sizes
of sets in D not bounded from below with respect to the preorder <z by
any member of D . Our research is partially motivated by the study of ideal-
QN-spaces: those cardinals describe the smallest size of a space which is not
ideal-QN.
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1. INTRODUCTION

For an ideal Z on w we denote Dz = {f € w* : f~'[{n}] € Z for every n € w} (in
particular, Dri, denotes the family of all finite-to-one functions) and write f <7 g
if{new: f(n)>gn)} ez, where f,g € w*. By b(>z N(Ds x Di)) we denote
the smallest sizes of sets in Dx not bounded from below with respect to the order
<z by any member of D ;. (We restrict ourself to functions from D7 instead of all
functions from w*, because every subset of w* is bounded from below with respect
to <z by the constant zero function.)

In 1980s, Canjar [12, 13, 14] studied the smallest sizes of cofinal and coinitial
subsets in ultrapowers w* /U ordered by <z for ultrafilters &/ = Z*. Among others,
Conjar proved that consistently 6(>7 N(Drin X Drin)) and b(>7 N(Dz x Dz)) can
be equal to any regular cardinal between X; and b for some maximal ideal 7.

In this paper, we examine cardinals b(>z N(Dx x Dy)) for various triples of
ideals (Z, J,K), but we do not require from ideals Z, 7 and K to be maximal. We
obtained some facts for arbitrary ideals Z, J and I, however, the most interesting
results we proved for Borel ideals. For instance, we showed that there are Borel
ideals 7 with b(ZI ﬂ(DI X DI)) = N; and b(ZI Q(DFin X DFin)) = b provable in
ZFC.

To make life easier, we restrict our study only to eight cases with at most two
different ideals among Z, J, KC and with at least one of them equal to the ideal Fin.
It will follow from results of Section 4 that in fact we can restrict our study only
to four cases: b(ZI ﬂ(DI X DI)), b(ZI Q(DFin X DI)), b(ZI Q(DFin X Dpin)) and
b(>rin N(Dz x D1)).

The paper is organized in the following way. In Section 3 we show that b(>z
N(DxxDy)) =b(Z,T,K) and b(>7z N(D xDy)) = bs(Z,T,K), where b(Z, T, K)
and bs(Z,J,K) are cardinals considered by Filipéw and Stanszewski in [19, 36].
This provides us with a very useful combinatorial characterizations of the considered
cardinals, which we use almost exclusively in the rest of the paper.

Section 4 is devoted to showing the basic properties of considered b-like numbers.
Also, we prove that b(>pin N(Dz x D7) = min{b,add (Z)} and present some
diagrams summarizing basic relationships between considered b-like numbers

In Section 5, we calculate b-like numbers for direct sums and Fubini products
of ideals. Moreover, we compute b-like numbers for not tall ideals. The results of
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that section are used in Section 8 to obtain examples of ideals with distinct values
of various b-like cardinals.

In Section 6, we examine b-like cardinals for nice ideals, where nice means ideals
with the Baire property, w-diagonalizable ideals or definable ideals. We show that
b(>z N(Drin X Drin)) = b for all ideals Z with the Baire property and infer that
for P-ideals with the Baire property all considered cardinals equal b. Moreover, we
show that b(>7 N(Dgin X Dz)) = b for coanalytic weak P-ideals. The latter gives
an upper bound for b(>7 N(Dz x D)) in the case of coanalytic weak P-ideals (by
a result of Debs and Saint Raymond, this class contains all IT ideals).

Section 7 is devoted to ideals Z with b(>7 N(Dz x Dz)) = Ny. In particular, we
give examples of such ideals among not tall 9 ideals and among tall 39 ideals.

In Section 8, we show that consistently the values of considered cardinals can be
pairwise distinct.

In the literature, there are considered other ideal versions of the bounding num-
ber b. For instance, Farkas and Soukup [18] consider b(<z N(w* x w*) (Canjar
in [12] proved that consistently there are ideals Z with b(<z N(w* x w*) # b(>z
N(Drin X Drin)); see also [13]), and Brendle and Mejia [3] consider the number b(Z)
defined as the smallest « such that there is an Z — (w, k)-gap in (P(w), C%) and call
it the Rothberger number of Z (in general, b(Z) # b(>z N(Dz x Dz)) because the
former is not defined for maximal ideals whereas the latter is).

2. PRELIMINARIES

By w we denote the set of all natural numbers. We identify a natural number n
with the set {0,1,...,n —1}. (Thus, for instance, n \ k means the set {i cw: k <
i <mn}). We write A C* Bor B2* Aif A\ B is finite. For a set A and a finite or
infinite cardinal number s, we write [A]" = {B C A:|B| = k}.

2.1. Ideals. An ideal on a set X (in short ideal) is a family Z C P(X) that satisfies
the following properties:

(1) if A,B €T then AUB €T,

(2) if AC B and Be€Z then A€Z,

(3) Z contains all finite subsets of X,

(4) X ¢T.
For an ideal Z, we write Z* = {A C X : A ¢ Z} and call it the coideal of Z, and
we write Z* = {A C X : X \ A € Z} and call it the dual filter of T.

The ideal of all finite subsets of an infinite set X is denoted by Fin(X) (or Fin
for short).

Let A CP(X). If X cannot be covered by finitely many members of A then the
smallest ideal containing A i.e. the ideal Z = {B C X : 344,..., 4, € A(B C*
A1 U---UA,)} is called the ideal generated by A.

An ideal Z on X is P-ideal (weak P-ideal, resp.) if for any countable family
A C 7T thereis Be€I* (B €17, resp.) such that AN B € Fin(X) for every A € A.

While P-ideals can be considered as a classical notion, weak P-ideals are gaining
in popularity nowadays. Usefulness of weak P-ideals follows from the fact that this
property can be characterized in various manners. For instance, an ideal Z is a
weak P-ideal if and only if one of the following conditions hold:

e 7 is not above the ideal Fin ® Fin in the Katétov order (see e.g. [37] where
also other orders are used for similar characterizations);
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e 7 and Z* can be separated by an F, set ([27]);

e Player I does not have a winning strategy in a game introduce by Laflamme
in [28] (see Subsection 6.3 of the present paper for a definition of this game);

e 7 is w-diagonalizable by Z*-universal sets (see Subsection 6.2 for a definition
of this notion).

The last characterization is technical, but its combinatorial character turns out to
be very useful for working with weak P-ideals: we use it for examining some b-
like numbers in Subsection 6.2 (for other applications of this characterization see
e.g. [20, 24, 26, 27]).

We say that ideals Z, J on X are orthogonal (in short: Z 1 7) if thereis A € J
with X\ AeZ

An ideal Z on X is tall if for every infinite A C X there is an infinite B € Z such
that B C A.

For an ideal Z on X and for A ¢ Z we defineZ | A={BC A: BeI} Itis
easy to see that Z [ A is an ideal on A.

The vertical section of a set A C X x Y at a point € X is defined by (A), =
{yeY : (z,y) € A}.

For ideals Z, 7 on X and Y respectively we define the following new ideals:

1) ZapT={ACX x{0}UuY x{1}:{z: (2,00 e A} e ZA{y:(y,1) € A} €
j}}’
2) ZePw)={ACX x{0}Uwx{1}:{n:(n,0) € A} € T},
B)IT={ACXxY : {z:(A). ¢ T} €I}
4) Te{0}={AC X xw:{z:(A), £0} €T}
BG){MeT ={ACwxY :(A), € J for all x}.

For any n > 1 we define the ideals Fin™ in the following manner: Fin' = Fin,
and Fin"™! = Fin ® Fin".

By identifying sets of natural numbers with their characteristic functions, we
equip P(w) with the topology of the Cantor space {0,1}* and therefore we can
assign topological complexity to ideals on w. In particular, an ideal Z is Borel (has
the Baire property) if Z is Borel (has the Baire property) as a subset of the Cantor
space.

In the sequel, we use the convention that min ) = ¢

For an ideal Z on w we define

add"(Z) = min({|F| : F CTAVA € TIF € F(|F\ A] = R,)}.

2
3
4
5

Note that add” (Z) = Ry for every non P-ideal and add(Z) > Xy for every P-ideal.
Moreover, it is easy to see that add™(Z) = ¢t ifand only if Z = {C Cw: |C\ A] <
No} for some A C w. For instance, add” (Fin) = ¢*.

3. VARIOUS BOUNDING NUMBERS

3.1. The ordinary bounding number. For f,g € w* we write f <* g if f(n) <
g(n) for all but finitely many n € w. The bounding number b is the smallest size of
<*-unbounded subset of w® i.e.

b=min{|F|: F Cw”A—-(3g e wVf e F(f <" g))}
The dominating number 0 is the smallest size of <*-dominating subset of w* i.e.

0 =min{|F|: F Cw? AVgew“3If € F(g <* f)}.
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3.2. The bounding numbers a la Vojtas. If R is a binary relation, then by
dom(R) and ran(R) we denote the domain and range of R respectively i.e. dom(R) =
{z : Jy(z,y) € R} and ran(R) = {y : 3z (z,y) € R}. A set B C dom(R) is called
R-unbounded if for every y € ran(R) there is x € B with (x,y) ¢ R. A set
D C ran(R) is called R-dominating if for every x € dom(R) there is y € D with
(z,y) € R.

Definition 3.1 (Vojtas [40]). Let R be a binary relation.
b(R) = min({|B| : B is R-unbounded set}.
O(R) = min({|D] : D is R-dominating set}.

It is easy to see that the bounding number b is equal to the bounding number
of the relation <* N(w* x w¥) i.e. b = b(<* N(w* x w*)), and similarly 9 = d(<*
N(w® x w*)).

3.3. The bounding numbers a la Canjar.

Definition 3.2. For an ideal Z we define the relation <z= {(f,g) € w* x w*
{new: f(n)>gn)} eI} Wewrite f <z g if (f,9) €<z. In a similar manner
we define <z, >7 and >7.

Definition 3.3. For an ideal Z we define
Dr = {f €w®: f{n}] €T for every n € w}.

In [12, 13, 14], Canjar studied cardinals b(>7z N(Dz x Dz)) and b(>7 N(Drin X
Drin)) for some maximal ideals Z. In this paper we will examine the bounding
numbers b(>z N(Dx x D)) and b(>z N(Dx x D)) for various triples of ideals
(Z,7.K).

Proposition 3.4. Let Z, 7, K be ideals on w.
(1) 6(>z N(Dx x D7)) < b(>7 N(Dx x D7)).
(2) b(=zz N(Dg x D)) < cf(b(22 N(Dx x Dy))).
(3) b(>z N(Dg x D)) < cf(b(>z N(Dx x Dy)))-
(4) If J C K, then b(>z N(Dk x D7)) and b(>7z N(Dx x Dy)) are regular
cardinals.

Proof. (1) Obvious.

(2) Let F C Dx be an >7 N(Dx x Dy)-unbounded family of cardinality b(>z
(P x Dg)) and F = Uqgcet(v(z2n(DrxDs)) Fo With [Fa| < b(2z N(Dk x Dg))
for every a.

For every a we find g, € D7 with f >7 g, for every f € F,. Let G = {go: a <
Cf(b(ZZ ﬁ(D}C X Dj))}

Suppose to the contrary that cf(b(>z N(Dx x D7))) < b(>z N(Ds x Dy)).

Since G € D7 and |G| < cf(b(>z N(Dk x Dy)) < b(>z N(Dy x Dy), there
is g € Dy with go >1 g for every . Consequently, f >z g for every f € F, a
contradiction.

(3) This can be proved in a similar way as item 2.

(4) If 7 C K, then b(ZZ ﬂ('D)C X Dj)) < b(ZI ﬁ(DJ X DJ)) and b(>z ﬂ('D)C
D7) <b(>z N(Ds x Dy)). Now using (2) and (3), we get b(>z N(Dx x D))
b(ZI Q(DJ X Dj)) < Cf(b(ZI ﬂ(D/C X Dj))) and b(>1’ Q(D/C X Dj)) (
Q(Dj X Dj)) < Cf(b(>1’ ﬁ(D}c X Dj)))

DH IA X
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3.4. The bounding numbers a la Staniszewski.

Definition 3.5. Let Z be an ideal on w. By Pz we will denote the family of all
sequences (A, : n € w) such that A, € Z for all n € w and 4, N Ay = 0 for
n # k. By Pz we will denote the family of all sequences (A4, : n € w) such that
(A, :n€w)ePrand {4, :necw}=uw.

Definition 3.6. For ideals Z, J and K on w we define

b(Z,J.K) =min < |€] : £ C Px AVa,yep, Ipee |J (AN | Ei | €T,

new i<n

bs(Z,7,K) =min{ €] : £ C Px AYavers (B ee U Aps1 N U E;|¢1

new i<n

Remark. A topological space X is a QN-space if it does not distinguish pointwise
and quasi-normal convergence of sequences of real-valued continuous functions de-
fined on X. QN-spaces were introduced by Bukovsky, Rectaw and Repicky in [9],
and were thoroughly examined in papers [5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 30, 33, 34, 39]. The re-
search on ideal-QN-spaces was initiated by Das and Chandra in [15] and has been
continued in [7, 23, 35, 37].

In [9], the authors proved that the smallest size of non-QN-space is equal to
the bounding number b. The cardinal numbers b(Z, J, K) and bs(Z,J,K) were
introduced by Filipéw and Staniszewski [19, 36] to characterize the smallest size
of a space which is not ideal-QN. Recently, Repicky [31, 32] thoroughly examined
ideal-QN spaces and, among others, characterized the smallest size of non-ideal-
QN-spaces in terms of the cardinal b(>7 N(Dx x D7)). Taking into account Theo-
rem 3.10, we see that both Repicky and Staniszewski obtained the same conclusion
but coming from different directions.

In [37], Supina introduced the cardinal x(Z, J) which is equal to b(Z, J,Z).

Proposition 3.7. Let 7, J and K be ideals on w.
(1) b(Z,J,K) < bs(Z,7,K).
(2) f INK CZ, then b(Z,TJ,K) =b,(Z,T,K).
(3) b(Fin, Fin, Fin) = bs(Fin, Fin, Fin) = b.
Proof. (1) Obvious.
(2) It is enough to show b(Z, J,K) > b,(Z, T,K).
Let & C Px be such that for every (A, : n € w) € Py there is (E,) € £ with
Uncw(An NUsen B) £ T.
For every E = (E,) € £ we define F¥ = EqU E; and FF = E,; for n > 1.
Then F = {(FF) : E € £} C Pk and |F| < |£].
Let (A,) € Ps. Then there is (E,) € £ with B =, c,(4n NU,;<, Ei) € Z.
Since AgNEy € JNK C T and U, (Ant1NUj<p, FF) = Unew (AnNU;<,, ED)\
(Ao N Eo) = B\ (A9 N Ep), we get U, c.,(Ant1 NU,<, FF) ¢ Z, and the proof is
finished.
(3) Tt was proved in [19, 36]. O

Proposition 3.8. Let 7,7, 7, J',K,K' be ideals on w.
(1) IfZ C T, then b(Z,J,K) < b(Z',J,K) and b4(Z, T,K) < b5(Z', T, K).
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(2) If T C J', then b(Z,T,K) < b(Z,T',K) and by(Z, T,K) < by(Z,T", K).
(3) If K C K, then b(Z,J,K) > b(Z,J,K") and b4(Z,T,K) > by(Z, T, K).

Proof. Straightforward. O

In the sequel we will often use the following equivalent forms of b(Z, J, K) with-
out any reference.

Proposition 3.9. LetZ, J and K be ideals onw. Then b(Z,7J,K) =6:(Z,7,K) =
b2(Z,T,K) =b3(Z,T,K), where

new i<n

b1(Z,J,K) =min {|5| : € € Pr AViaer, Jenes U (An nJ Ei) ¢ I} :

necw

bz(I,j,/C) —Inin{|g| G CKY /\V(A”>E'P] 3(Gn>eg U (An N Gn) ¢ I},

bs(Z,J,K) :min{|5| 1€ C Pr AV a,yery Ipaee | (Ek\ U An> ¢I}.

kEw n<k

Proof. First we show b(Z,7,K) = b,(Z,7,K). Since b(Z,J,K) < b1(Z,T,K) is
obvious, we only show b(Z, 7,K) > b1(Z, J,K). Let £ C 751\c be such that for every
(An) € Py there is (E,) € £ with U, ¢, (An NU,<,, Ei) € Z. For every E = (E,,) €
& we define FE = E,U{e,}, where eq, e, . .. is an enumeration of B = wW\Uphew En
(if B is finite, we put FF = E,, for n > |B|). Let F = {{FF) : E € £}, and notice
that F C Px and |F| < |&|. Let (A,) € Py. There is E = (E,) € & with
Unew(4n N Uign E;) ¢ I. Then ¢, (4n N Uign Ei) € Upew(An N Uign FF), so
Unew(An NU;<, FE) ¢ Z. Thus by(Z,7,K) < b(Z,T,K).

Now we show b(Z,J,K) < bs(Z,J,K). Let G C K¥ such that for every (A4,,) €
P there is (G,) € G with ,,c,,(An NGr) & I. For every G = (G) € G we define
E§ = Go and ES = Gn \ U<, Gi for n > 1. Let £ = {(ES) : G € G}, and notice
that £ C Px and I€] < |G|. Let (A,) € Ps. Then there is G = (G,) € G with
Unew(AnNGr) ¢ Z. But U,,c,(A4nNGr) = U, e, (AnNU,; <, EE), 50 B(Z, T ,K) <
|G| and the proof of this case is finished.

Now we show b(Z, J,K) > b3(Z,J,K). Let £ C Px such that for every (A,) €
Pg there is (E,) € & with U, c,(An NU,<, Ei) € Z. For every E = (E,) €
& we define GE = J,., E; for n € w. Let G = {(GE) : E € £}, and notice
that G C K and |G| < |£|. Let (A,) € Ps. Then there is E = (E,) € &
with U, co,(An NUj<n Bi) € Z. But U, ., (An N Ui<, Bi) = Upew,(An N GR), so
b2(Z, J,K) < |€| and the proof of this case is finished.
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Finally, we show b(Z, J,K) = b3(Z, J,K). Actually, it suffices to observe (using
the fact that (A,) is a partition of w) that

xEU AnﬁUEi — (new)(Fk<n)(zreA, Nz € E)

new i<n

Fkew)(Fn>k)(zeExhxe A, < (Fkew)(Vn<k)(ze€E; Nz ¢ A,)

@er(Ek\UAn) O

kcw n<k

3.5. Staniszewski and Canjar bounding numbers are the same.

Theorem 3.10. Let 7,7 and K be ideals on w.

(1) b(>1 N(Dx x D)) = b(Z, T, K).
(2) b6(>z N(Dx x Dg)) =b4(Z,T,K).

Proof. (1) First we show b(>7 N(Dx x D7) < b(Z,T,K). Let £ C Px be such
that for every (A, :n € w) € Py thereis (E,) € £ with (J,,c,(An N"U,<,, Ei) ¢ Z.

For every E = (E,) € £ let fg € w* be such that f'[{n}] = E, for every
ne€w. Let F={fg: E€&}. Then F C Dk and |F| = |€].

Let g € Dy and A,, = g~ [{n}] for every n € w. Since (A,, : n € w) € P, there
is E = (Ey) € £ with B =U,,c,(An NU;<, Bi) ¢ T.

Once we show B C {k € w : fe(k) < g(k)}, the proof will be finished in

this case. Let k € B. Then k € A, N E; for some n € w and ¢ < n. Hence
g(k) =n>i= fg(k).

Now we show b(>z N(Dx x D7) > b(Z,T,K). Let F C D be such that there
isno g € D7 such that for all f € F we have f >7 g.

For every f € F and n € w we define Ef = f~1[{n}], and we notice that
£={(Bf): f€F}CPcand || =|F|.

Let (A, :n € w) € Ps and g € w* be such that g~'[{n}] = A,. Since g € D7,
there is f € F with =(f >z g). Thus, B={kew: f(k) < g(k)} ¢ L.

Once we show B C |J,,c,,(An MU, <, E!), the proof will be finished in this case.

Let k € B. Since k € Ay N EY ) and f(k) < g(k), k € Agy) N Ujcour) B -

(2) First we show b(>7 N(Dx x D)) < by(Z,T,K). Let £ C Px be such that
for every (A, : n € w) € Py there is (E,) € £ with {J,,c,,(Any1 NU,<,, Ei) € Z.

For every E = (E,) € £ let fp € w* be such that f'[{n}] = E, for every
ne€w. Let F={fg: E€&}. Then F C Dk and |F| = |].

Let g € Dy and A,, = g~ *[{n}] for every n € w. Since (4,, : n € w) € P, there
is E = (Ey,) € £ with B ={J,,c.,(Ans1 NU;<,, Ei) ¢ L.

Once we show B C {k € w : fg(k) < g(k)}, the proof will be finished in this
case. Let k € B. Then k € A,y1 N E; for some n € w and i < n. Hence
glk)=n+1>i+1>i= frk).

Now we show b(>z N(Dk x D)) > bs(Z,T,K). Let F C D be such that for
every g € Dy there is f € F with =(f > g). For every f € F and n € w we define
Ef = f~'[{n}], and we notice that & = {{E/): f € F} C Px and Il < |F].
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Take any (Ax) € Py and define g € w* by g(n) = k for every n € Ay, k € w.
Since g € Dy, there is f € F W1th B={new: f(n) <g(n)} ¢Z. Once we show
that B C Upe,(Akt1 NUi<r B ) the proof will be finished in this case.

Let n € w be such that f(n ) < g(n) and let k € w be such that n € Ag. Notice
that k > 1. (Indeed, if k = 0 then n € Ay, so g(n) = 0, and consequently f(n) < 0,
a contradiction.) Since f(n) < g(n) =k, n € U;.p, E/. Let 1 =k —1. Then
ne A NU;o B 0

Corollary 3.11. Let Z,J and K be ideals on w.

(1) If gNK CZ, then b(>1’ Q(D]c X Dj)) e b(ZI ﬂ(D/C X Dj))
(2) 6(>Fin N(Drin X Drin)) = b(>rin N(Drin X Drin)) = b.

Proof. (1) Follows from Theorem 3.10 and Proposition 3.7(2).
(2) Follows from Theorem 3.10 and Proposition 3.7(3). O

Corollary 3.12. Let Z,J and K be ideals on w. If 7 C K, then b(Z,J,K) and
bs(Z,J,K) are regular cardinals.

Proof. Follows from Theorem 3.10 and Proposition 3.4(4). O

3.6. Extreme cases.

Proposition 3.13. Let Z,J, K be ideals on w.

(1) 1<b(Z,7,K) <bs(Z,T,K) < ct.
(2) IfK € T, then b(Z,J,K) = 1.
B) f INKCZ and KL Z, then b5(Z,T,K) = 1.
(4) IfK C 7, then by(Z,7,K) > Ro.
B) If TCKandT L T, then b4(Z,T,K) <c
(6) If T C K, then 6(Z,J,K) <.
(7) IfT L T, then by(Z,T,K) = c+.
8) IfINKCZT andZ L J, then b(Z,TJ,K)=c".
roof. (1) Obvious.
( ) By (1) it is enough to show that b(Z,J,K) < 1. Let E € K\ Z and
£ = {(E,0,0,...)}. Since E € K, £ € Px. Let (A,) € Ps. Then U, (A, N
Uicn Bi) = Unew(A NE) = (Upeow An) NE =wnE = E ¢ ZI. Consequently,
b(Z,7,K) < |€] = 1.
(3) Follows from (2) and Proposition 3.7(2).
(4) Tt follows from [36, Theorem 4.9(5)].
(5) It follows from [36, Theorem 4.9(2)].
(6) If 7 L J, it follows from (5). If Z L 7, then K ¢ T in this case, so (2)
finishes the proof.
(7) Tt follows from [36, Theorem 4.9(1)].

(8) Follows from (7) and Proposition 3.7(2). O
Example 3.14. Let Z={ACw: AN{2n:n € w} € Fin} and J = {A -
w:AN{2n+1:n € w} € Fin}. Then by Proposition 3.13 we have b( )=1

and by(Z,7,K) = T
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4. BASIC RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN THE BOUNDING NUMBERS

In the rest of the paper we examine the cardinals b(Z, 7, K) and b4(Z, J, K) only
in the case when [{Z,J,K} \ {Fin}| < 1 i.e. a priori one could consider cardinals
for 8 triples: (Fin, Fin,Fin), (Fin,Fin,Z), (Fin,Z,Fin), (Fin,Z,7), (Z,Fin, Fin),
(Z,Fin,7), (Z,Z,Fin), (Z,Z,T). However, it will follow from Corollary 4.1 and The-
orem 4.2 that in fact we can restrict our study to four nontrivial cases: 6(Z,Z,7),
b(Z,Z, Fin), b(Z, Fin, Fin) and b, (Fin, Z, 7).

In the second part of this section we present diagrams which summarize most
results proved in the first part.

4.1. Basic properties and relationships.

Corollary 4.1. b(Z,J,K) = b4(Z, T, K) for any triple (Z,J,K) € {(Fin, Fin, Fin),
(Fin, Fin, 7), (Fin,Z, Fin), (Z,Fin, Fin), (Z,Fin,Z), (Z,Z,Fin), (Z,Z,Z)}.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.7(2). O

Theorem 4.2. Let T be an ideal on w such that T # Fin.
(1) b(Fin, Fin, 7) = b(Fin, Z,Z) = 1.
(2) b(Fin, Fin, Fin) = b(Fin, Z, Fin) = b.
(3) (a) IfT is not a P-ideal, 6(Z,Fin,7) = 1.
(b) IfT is a P-ideal, b(Z,Fin,T) = b(Z,Z,T).
(4) (a) IfZ is not a weak P-ideal, b(Z,Z,Fin) = c¢*.
(b) If T is a weak P-ideal, b(Z,Z,Fin) <0.
Ny <b(Z,7,7) <
< b(Z,Fin Fm)
Z,Fin Fln) < b(Z, I Fin).
Z,7,7) and b(Z,Fin,Fin) are regular.

(5)
(6)
(7) b(
(8) b(
(9) b(Z,Z,7) < cf(b(Z,Z,Fin)) < b(Z,Z,Fin).
)

b
b
b
b
Proof. (1) It follows from Proposition 3.13(2).
) It follows from [19, Proposition 4.5].

a) It follows from [19, Proposition 4.1].

b) It follows from [19, Corollary 4.4].

a) It follows from [36, Theorem 4.9(1)]

b) It follows from [23, Corollary 2.10].

) It follows from [19, Proposition 4.1].

(6) By (2) and Proposition 3.8 we have b = b(Fin, Fin, Fin) < b(Z, Fin, Fin).
Now we show b(Z, Fin, Fin) < 9. Let F C w” be a dominating family in (w*, <*).
Without loss of generality we can assume that every f € F is increasing. We define
El =[f(n-1), f( )) Nw for every f € F,new (here we put f(—1) = 0).

Notice that (Ef : n € w) € Prin for every f € F. Let (A, : n € w) € Ppin-
Let g € w¥ be given by g(n) = max({J,;.,, Ai). Note that if g(n) < f(n), then
An S Uic, A S 10, f(n) = Uye, B

Since F is dominating, there is f € F with g <* f. Let N € w be such that
g(n) < f(n) for all n > N.

Then Unew(AnmUign Eif) 2 UnZN(AnmUiSn Eif) = UnzN(Uign Ezf) =w¢T,
and the proof is finished.

(7) It follows from Proposition 3.8.

(8) It follows from Theorem 3.10(1, 2) and Proposition 3.4(4).

(2
(3
(3
(4
(4
(5
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(9) The second inequality is obvious and the first inequality follows from Theo-
rem 3.10(1) and Proposition 3.4(2). O

Corollary 4.3. b(Z,J,K) and b4(Z,TJ,K) are regular cardinals for any triple
(Z,J,K) € {(Fin,Fin,Fin), (Fin, Fin,7Z), (Fin,Z,Fin), (Fin,Z,7), (Z,Fin, Fin),
(Z,Fin,7), (Z,Z,7)}.

Proof. By Corollary 4.1 and Theorem 4.2(2), b(Fin,Z, Fin) = b,(Fin,Z, Fin) = b,
which is a regular cardinal. The remaining cases follow from Corollary 3.12. O

We were not able to show that b(Z,Z, Fin) is regular. However, the next result
shows that some values of b(Z,Z, Fin) are prohibited (for instance, this is the case
for N, as cf(N,,) = w).

Corollary 4.4. ¥y < b(Z,Z,Z) < cf(b(Z,Z,Fin)) = cf(b5(Z,Z,Fin)) for any ideal
T.

Proof. By Proposition 3.4(2) and Theorem 3.10 we have b(Z,Z,Z) < cf(b(Z,Z,Fin)),
cf(6(Z,Z,Fin)) = cf(bs(Z,Z,Fin)) follows from Corollary 4.1 and X; < b(Z,Z,7)
follows from Theorem 4.2(5). O

As shown in the next result, for P-ideals the situation is much simpler — many
considered cardinals coincide.

Theorem 4.5. If T is a P-ideal, then
b < b(Z,Fin,Fin) = b(Z,Z,7) = b(Z,Fin,Z) = b(Z,Z,Fin) < 0.

Proof. Taking into account the previous results and the fact that every P-ideal is
a weak P-ideal, it is enough to show b(Z, Fin, Fin) > 6(Z,Z,Fin) and b(Z,Z,Z) >
b(Z,Z, Fin).

First we show b(Z, Fin, Fin) > b(Z,Z, Fin).

Let £ € Prin be such that for every (A,) € Prin there is (E,) € & with
UnEw (An N Uign EZ) ¢ 7.

Let (B,,) € Pz. Since T is a P-ideal, there is B € Z with B,, \ B € Fin for every
n € w. Let B = {b, : n € w} and set A,, = (B, \ B) U {b,} for every n € w. Then
(An) € Prin, so there is (E,) € € with C =, c,,(An NU,<,, Ei) ¢ T.

Once we show C'\ B C U, c.,(Bn N U;<, Ei), the proof of this case will be
finished.

Let k € C'\ B. Then there is n € w with k € [4,, N{J,,, Ei] \ B=[((B, \ B)U
{on}) VU<, Bi]\ B = (Bn \ B)NU;<,, Ei € Bn NU,<p, Bic

Now we show b(Z,Z,7) > b(Z,Z, Fin).

Let £ € Pz be such that for every (A,) € Pr there is (E,) € £ with (J, .., (An N
Uicn Ei) ¢ Z.

Since Z is a P-ideal, for every E = (E,) € € there is Bg € T such that DF =
E, \ Bg € Fin for every n € w. Note that DZ N DE = () for every E € £ and n # k.

Let (A,) € Pz. Then thereis E = (E,) € £ with C = {,,¢,,(AnNU,;<,, Ei) ¢ Z.

Once we show C' \ Bg C |J A, N U,<,, DE), the proof of this case will be
finished. -

Let k € C'\ Bg. Then there is n € w with k € [U,,c,(An NU,<, Ei)] \ Be =

UnEw(A’ﬂ n Ulgn(Ez \ BE)) = UnGw(An N Uign DZE) U
The rest of this subsection is devoted to bs(Fin,Z,Z).

nEw(
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Lemma 4.6. Let T be an ideal on w.

(1) If T is not a P-ideal, then bs(Fin,Z,Z) = Ny.
(2) If T is a P-ideal, then ¥y < bs(Fin,Z,Z) < b.

Proof. (1) By Theorem 3.13(4), bs(Fin,Z,Z) > Ry. The revers inequality follows
from [36, Theorem 4.9(3)].

(2) The first inequality follows from [36, Theorem 4.9(4)], whereas the sec-
ond one follows from Theorem 4.2(2) and the observation that bs(Fin,Z,Z) <
b, (Fin, 7, Fin) = b(Fin, Z, Fin) = b. O

Lemma 4.7. by(Fin, Z,Z) < add” (Z) for any ideal T.

Proof. If add (Z) = ¢t, we are done. Assume that add (Z) < c¢. Then there is a
family 7 = {F, : a < add (Z)} C Z such that for every A € T there is a with
|Fo \ Al = Rg. For every a, we define E§f = F, and ES = 0 for n > 1. Then
(E® :n € w) € Pr.

Take any (A,) € Pz. If we show that | J, .., (An+1 NU,;<,, £f*) ¢ Fin for some a,
the proof will be finished.

Since Ag € Z, there is o with |F, \ Ag] = Ng. On the other hand, it is easy to
see that Fi, \ Ao = E¢ \ Ao € U,c,(Ant1 NU,<,, EY), so we are done. O

Theorem 4.8. b,(Fin,Z,Z) = min{b,add" (Z)} for any ideal T.

Proof. If T is not a P-ideal, then bs(Fin,Z,Z) = N (by Lemma 4.6(1)) and
add”(Z) = R¢. Since b > Ry, we obtain b,(Fin, Z,Z) = min{b, add" (Z)}.

Assume that 7 is a P-ideal. The inequality “<” follows from Lemma 4.6(2) and
Lemma 4.7. Below we show the inequality “>”.

Take x < min{b, add"(Z)}. We will show that x < b,(Fin,Z,Z).

Let (B® :n € w) € Pr for @ < k. Since k- Ry < add”(Z), there is A € T such
that |EY\ A| < Ng for every o < k and n € w.

Let B = w\ A. Since (E2 N B) € ’ﬁpin(B) for every @ < k and kK < b =
b(Fin(B), Fin(B), Fin(B)), there is (B,,) € Prin(p) such that

U [B.nJ (BfnB)| €Fin(B)

new i<n

for every a < k.
Let Ag = A and A,, = B,,_1 for n > 1. Then (4,,) € Pz and for every a < k we
have

UlAnUE ) =U [B.nUE | = [ BanJENB) | €Fin.

new i<n new i<n new i<n
O
4.2. Diagrams. In this subsection we present some diagrams which show inequal-

ities proved above. In all diagrams, “A — B” means “A < B”. Moreover, to make
diagrams fit into the page, we sometimes write “F” instead of “Fin”.
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b(F,Z,7) =1 —> bs(F,Z,7) —— b(F,Z,F) =

b(F,F,7)=1 ——  b(F,F,F) = b(Z,Z,7) — b(Z,Z,F)

/

h(Ia F7I) € {17 h(IaI’I)} I b(IvFvF)
FIGURE 1. All bounding numbers, including the trivial ones, and

inequalities which follow only from Proposition 3.8, Theorem 4.2
and Lemma 4.6.

) x o >D<

bs(F,Z,7) = min{b, add"(Z)} 6(Z,7,7) — b(Z,Z,F)

add” (T)
FIGURE 2. Nontrivial bounding numbers and inequalities valid for
arbitrary ideals.

Ny —— b —— b(Z,Fin,Fin) —— b(Z,Z,Fin) —— 0

/

b(Z,Z,7)
FIGURE 3. Inequalities valid for weak P-ideals.

Ny —— b —— b(Z,Fin,Fin) — 0 —— ¢

b(Z,Z,7)
FIGURE 4. Inequalities valid for non weak P-ideals.

X, — b (F,Z,T) b

add”(7)

FI1GURE 5. Inequalities valid for P-ideals.
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5. SUMS AND PRODUCTS OF IDEALS

In this section we examine the considered cardinals for ideals of the form Z & J
or Z® J. Additionally, we compute the considered cardinals in the case of not tall
ideals.

5.1. Disjoint sums.

Theorem 5.1. Let 7 and J be ideals on w.
MHeZaJ,IeJ, 7 J)=min{b(Z,Z,7),6(J,T,T)}.
(2) 6(Z® J,Z® J,Fin) = min{b(Z,Z, Fin),b(7,J,Fin)}.
(3) b(Z® J,Fin, Fin) = min{b(Z, Fin, Fin), b(J, Fin, Fin)},
(4) b5(Fin,Z ® J,Z ® J) = min{bs(Fin,Z,7), b5(Fin, 7, J)}.

Proof. We will only prove the first item. The remaining items can be proved in a
similar way.

First we prove that 6(Z&J,Z®&J,Z®J) < min{b(Z,Z,7),b(7, T, TJ)}. We will
prove that 6(Z® 7,207,280 J) < b(Z,Z,7) (the proof of 6(ZB T, T T, I J) <
b(J,J,J) goes in a similar way).

There is a family {(E% : n € w) : a < b(Z,T,T)} C Pr with the property that for
every (A, :n € w) € Pr thereis a < b(Z,Z,T) such that | J,,c,,(AnNU;<, E5) ¢ Z.

Consider the family {(E% x {0} : n € w) : @ < b(Z,Z,I)} C Pres. Let
(B, ®C,, : n € w) € Prgg. Since (B, : n € w) € Pr, there is a < b(Z,Z,7)
such that C = {J,,c.,(Bn N"U;<, EY) ¢ Z. Then C x {0} ¢ Z® J, and C x {0} C
Unew(Bn @ Cr N, (B x {0})). That finishes this part of the proof.

Now we prove b(Z® J,Z® J,Z® J) > min{b(Z,Z,7),b(J,J,T)}. Let k <
min{b(Z,Z,7),6(J,7,7)} and {(E* ® F® :n € w) : o < k} C Prgys. Since
Kk < bB(ZT,I,7) and {(E® : n € w) : a < k} C Py, there is (B, : n € w) € Pr such
that |, c.,(Bn NU;<, EfY) € T for all a < x. Similarly, there is (Cy, : n € w) € Py
such that (J,,c,(Crn N U;<,, F¥*) € J for all @ < k. Then (B, ®C, : n € w) €
Prog and U, c,(Bn @ Cn) NU;<, (B ©@ F?)) € T® J for all a < k. Thus,
Kk<bZOT,IT,I0J). N O

5.2. Not tall ideals. Using the results of the previous subsection, we are able to
compute the considered cardinals for not tall ideals.

Theorem 5.2. If T is not a tall ideal, then
Ny <b(Z,Z,7) < b =0b(Z,Fin,Fin) = b(Z,Z, Fin).

Proof. By Theorem 4.2, b(Z,Z,7) < b(Z,Z,Fin) and b < b(Z, Fin, Fin) < b(Z,Z, Fin),
so it is enough to show b(Z,Z,Fin) < b.

Let A C w be infinite such that for every B C A, B € T <= B is finite.
Let Fin(A) denote the family of all finite subsets of A. Then Z = Fin(4) & (Z |
(w\ A)) and, by Theorem 5.1(2), we have b(Z,Z,Fin) < b(Fin(4),Fin(4),Fin) =
b(Fin, Fin, Fin) = b. O

Corollary 5.3. If Z is a not tall P-ideal, then
Ny < bs(Fin,Z,Z) < b = b(Z,Fin,Fin) = 6(Z,Z,Z) = b(Z,Z, Fin).
Proof. Follows from Theorems 4.5 and 5.2. O
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Example 5.4. If Z = {0} ® Fin, then
b = b,(Fin, Z,7) = b(Z, Fin, Fin) = b(Z,Z,Z) = b(Z, Z, Fin).

Indeed, it is known that add” (Z) = b (see e.g. [22, p. 43]), so by(Fin,Z,Z) = b.
The remaining equalities follows from Corollary 5.3, because Z is a P-ideal (see [17,
Example 1.2.3(b)]) and it is not tall (indeed, if A = {0} x w, then for every B C A,
B e {0} ® Fin <= B is finite).

5.3. Fubini products. In this subsection we compute the considered cardinals for
Fubini products of ideals. We state the lemmas in a more general form than needed
in this section, because we will apply some of them also in other sections.

5.3.1. The cardinal bs(Fin,Z,T).

Theorem 5.5. Let J, K be ideals on w.

(1) FZT=J®K orZ=7 {0}, then b5(Fin,Z,7) = N,.
(2) IfT = {0} ® K, then by(Fin, Z,T) = b, (Fin, K, K).

Proof. (1) It suffices to observe that J ® K and J ® {0} are not P-ideals.

(2) First we will show b, (Fin,Z,7Z) < bs(Fin, I, K).

If add"(K) = ¢*, then b,(Fin,Z,Z) < b = by(Fin, K,K) by Theorem 4.8. So
assume that add” (K) < ¢ and let F C K be such that |F| = add (K) and for any
A € K there is F € F such that F \ A ¢ Fin.

Consider the family {{0} x F : F € F} C Z. We claim that it witnesses add " (Z)
add” (K).

Fix A € Z. Then (A)y € K, so there is F' € F such that |[F'\ (4)g] = No.
We get [{0} x F\ A = |[F\ (A)o| = Ro. Thus add’(Z) < add’ (K) which implies
bs(Fin,Z,Z) < bs(Fin, K, ) by Theorem 4.8.

Now we show bs(Fin,Z,7) > b,(Fin, K, K).

If K is not a P-ideal, then Z is not a P-ideal as well and we have b,(Fin,Z,7) =
bs(Fin, IC, ) = Ny. So we can assume that K is a P-ideal.

Let k < by(Fin, K, K). We will show that x < add”(Z). By Theorem 4.8, it will
finish the proof.

Fix {A* : a < k} CZ. Then {(A%), : n € w,a < k} C K has cardinality |w-k| <
b(Fin, K, K) < add” (K), so there is A € K such that (A%), \ A € Fin for all n € w
and o < K.

Define f,(n) = max((A*),\A) foralln € wand a < &. Since k < b,(Fin, K, K) <
b, there is g € w" such that f, <* g for all @ < k. Define B C w X w by
(B)n, = AU{0,1,...,9(n)}. Observe that B € Z. If we will show that A%\ B is
finite for all @ < &, the proof will be finished.

Fix & < k. There is k € w such that fo(n) < g(n) for all n > k. Then
(A*\ B),, C (A%), \ A is finite for all n < k and (A% \ B), = (A%, \ (B)n =
(A%), \ (AU{0,1,...,9(n)}) =0 for all n > k. Hence A~ \ B is finite. O

IN

5.3.2. The cardinal b(Z,Fin, Fin). The following three lemmas will be useful in our
considerations.

Lemma 5.6. Let (By,) and (Cy) be partitions of w. If Cy C U,,>, Bm (i.c.,

CnUppen Bm = 0) for alln € w, then Unew(C"ﬁUiSn A;) C Unew(B"ﬁUiSn A;)
for any (A,).
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Proof. If x € C, N, <,, Ai for some n € w, then there is m > n with = € By, and
we have z € B,, NU,<,, 4i € B, N O

i<m Ai-

Lemma 5.7. Let J,K be ideals on w (here we also allow J = {0}) and T be an
ideal on w?. If T C J ® K, then b(Z, Fin(w?), Fin(w?)) < b(K, Fin(w), Fin(w)).

Proof. Let {(Eff :n € w): a < Kk} C Ppinw) Witness x = b(K, Fin, Fin).
For each n € w and a < & define A = ({0,...,n—1} x ES)U ({n} x UJ,<,, EY).
Then A = {(A5 :n € w) : @ < K} C Prin(w2).- N
We will show that A witnesses b(Z, Fin(w?), Fin(w?)) < k.
Let (B, : n € w) € Prin(2). Then ((By)i : 1 € w) € Prpin(,) for each i € w.
Now we inductively define

Cn = U ((Bn)l U (BZ)n) \ (U Ci) )

i<n i<n
and observe that (C,, : n € w) € PFin(w)- Therefore, there is @ < s such that
Unew(Con NUse B9 ¢ K.
If we show that (U,,c,,(Bn NU,;<, AF)); ¢ K for every j € w, then (J
U;<n AY) ¢ Z, and the proof will be finished.
Fix j € w and note that if n > j then (U<, A%); = (U;<,, E®);, and (By); N
Uicn(E®); 2 Cp 0 U, (ES); (the inclusion follows from Lemma 5.6 because

K2

Cn NUpen(Bm)j = 0). Thus, we have

Uls.nUJas] ] 2(U B.nUas] ] =U (B0 U A8

(Bn N

new

new i<n . n>j i<n . n>j i<n .
J J J
= |Bin|{UE 2 (enn | JE ¢ K.
n>j i<n i n>j i<n j

d

Lemma 5.8. Let K be an ideal on w and I be an ideal on w?. If {0} @ K C Z,
then b(Z, Fin(w?), Fin(w?)) > b(K, Fin(w), Fin(w)).

Proof. We will show that x < b(K, Fin(w), Fin(w)) implies x < b(Z, Fin(w?), Fin(w?)).
Let £ < b(K,Fin, Fin) and {(Ey : n € w) : @ < £} C Ppin(w2)-

For each n,j € w and a < k define A%’ = (ES);. Then {(A%7 :n€w):j €
w,a < Kk} C PFin(w)-

Since |wx x| = k& < b(K, Fin(w), Fin(w)), there is (By) € Prin(w) With [J
Uic,, AS7) € K for all j € w and a < &.

Define (Cy,) € Prinw2) by Crn = (U;<n{i} x Bn)U({n} x U, -, Bi) for all n € w.

Fix a < x and denote X = J,,c,(Cr N, <, Ef*). If we show that X € Z, the
proof will be finished. Since {0} ® K C Z, it is enough to show that (X); € K for
every jJ € w.

Take j € w. If n > j, then (C,); = By, so

(Ban

new

(X)j:U (Cn)jﬁU(E?)j C UBn UU BnﬂUA?’j cK.

new i<n n<j n>j i<n
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Theorem 5.9. Let J,K be ideals on w.
1) fFZ=JK orZ={0}®K, then b(Z,Fin, Fin) = b(K, Fin, Fin).
(2) If T =J @ {0}, then b(Z,Fin, Fin) = b.

Proof. (1) The inequality “<” follows from Lemma 5.7, and “>” follows from
Lemma 5.8. (2) Since Z C J ® Fin, by Lemma 5.7 we get b(Z,Fin, Fin) <
b(Fin, Fin, Fin). By 4.2(2), we have b(Fin, Fin, Fin) = b and the inequality “>”
follows from Theorem 4.2(6). O

The last item of Theorem 5.9 may be surprising: b(J ® {0}, Fin, Fin) does not
depend on J.

5.3.3. The cardinal b(Z,Z,T). We will need three lemmas.

Lemma 5.10. Let J,K be ideals on w (here we allow K = {0} ) and T be an ideal
onw? FT@{0} CTC T @K, then 6(T,Z,T) < 6(J,T,T).

Proof. We will show that k < b(Z,Z,Z) implies k < b(J,J,J). Let K < b(Z,Z,7)
and {{(A% :ncw):a <k} CPy.

For each n € w and a < k define EY = A% x w. Then {{EY :n€w):a <k} C
Pz (as J ® {0} C I).

Since £ < b(Z,Z,Z), there is (B,) € Pz such that |, ., (Bn NU;<, Ef) € T for
all a < k.

Define

V={kcew:(By)€Kforalnecuw}.
We will show that V € J. Fix k € V. There is m € w such that k € A% . Then

U [B.nJE! = U B :w\<UBn>k¢IC.

new i<n k n>m & n<m
Since e, (Bn NU;j<p, BY) € Z and I C J @ K, we get

Veckew: (| [Ban | E? ¢Kyed.

new i<n k
Define (C,,) € Py by V C Cj and
keC, < n=min{i € w: (B ¢ K}

for k ¢ V (each C), belongs to J as (B;) CZ and Z C J ® K).
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Fix o < i and denote X = |, ¢, (Cn NU;<,, A7). If we show that X € J, the
proof will be finished. Suppose to the contrary that X ¢ 7. Then

j;;X\v_{kewzaneWkeanke UAfA(Bn)kgz/c}

i<n

_{kew:HnEwkEC’n/\ UEf‘ —W/\(Bn)k¢’(:}

i<n k

g{kew: U (B.nJE? ¢/c},
new i<n
s k
which contradicts U,,¢,,(Bn NU;<, EfY) €L C T @ K. O

Lemma 5.11. Let J,K be ideals on w (here we allow K = {0}). If T = T ® K,
then (Z,Z,Z) > b(J,J,J).

Proof. We will show that « < b(J,J,J) implies k < b(Z,Z,T).

Let k < b(J,J,J) and {{ES :ncw):a <k} CI¥.

For each n € w and o < k define AY = {i € w: (EY); ¢ K}. Then {(AY : n €
w):a <kl CJY.

Since k < b(J,J,J), there is (B,) € Pz such that | J, ., (B, N Ay) € J for all
a < K.

Define (C,,) € Pz by C,, = B, x w for all n € w.

Fix a < x and denote X = (J,,,,(Cn N EY). If we show that X € Z, the proof
will be finished. Since Z = J ® K, it is enough to show that {i € w: (X); ¢ K} C
UnEw(Bn HA%)'

Take i ¢ (U, c,,(Bn N Aj). Since (By,) is a partition, there is n € w with i € B,,.
Then ¢ ¢ A%, so (E); € K. Moreover, i € B,, implies (C)); = w, so (X); =
(BoNEY), =wn(EY); € K. O

Lemma 5.12. Let J,K be ideals on w, J' be an ideal on w? and denote T =
{0} o K.
(1) If{{0}xA: Aec T} T, then b(Z,Z,T") < b(K,K,T).
2) If J {0} ® T, then b(Z,Z,T') > b(K,K,T).
b

Proof. (1) Let {(A% : n € w) : a < K,7)} € J“ be such that for any
(Bn :n € w) € Pg there is a < b(K,K,J) such that U, (B, N A5) ¢ K.
Consider the family {({0} x A% :n € w) : a < B(K, K, T)} C (J')¥. Fix any
(Cy :n € wy € Pz and define B, = {i € w: (0,3) € C,} for all n € w. Then
(B, :n € w) € Pk, so there is a < b(K, K, J) such that |, . (B, NAY) ¢ K. We
have

o

necw

U (€ ({0} x A2)) 2 {0} x (U (B, mAf:)) ¢
new new

(2) Let {{(A% :n € w): a < b(Z,Z,T")} C (J')“ be such that for any (B, :
n € w) € Pr there is a < b(Z,Z,J’) such that |J,., (B, N A;) ¢ Z. For each
a < b(Z,Z,J') and n,k € w define EX* = (A%),. Consider the family {(E%F :
ne€w):kewa<bZZ,J)} CJ¥ Fixany (C, : n € w) € Pr and define
B, =wxC), foralln € w. Then (B, : n € w) € Pz, so thereis a < b(Z,Z, J") such
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that (J,,c,(Bn N A5y) ¢ Z. Thus, there is k € w such that (U, ¢, (Bn N A7)k & K.
We have
U @.nEg*) 2 <U (B, N Ag)) ¢ K.
necw new k
O
Theorem 5.13. Let J,K be ideals on w.
1) FI=J@K orZT=7& {0}, then b(Z,Z,7) =06(T,T,T).
2) IfT = {0} ® K, then b(T,Z,T) = b(K,K,K).
Proof.
(1) The inequality “<” follows from Lemma 5.10, and “>" follows from Lemma 5.11.
(2) Follows from Lemma 5.12. O

5.3.4. The cardinal 6(Z,Z,Fin).

Theorem 5.14. Let J,K be ideals on w.
(1) fZT=J®K, then b(Z,Z,Fin) = ¢™.
(2) If T =J ® {0}, then b(Z,Z,Fin) = b(J,J,Fin).
(3) If Z=1{0} ® K, then b(Z,Z,Fin) = b(K, K, Fin).

Proof. (1) Follows from Theorem 4.2(4) since J ® K is not a weak P-ideal.

(2) First we show b(Z,Z,Fin) < b(J, J,Fin).

Let {(A% :n € w) : a < b(J,J,Fin)} C Fin®” be such that for any (B,, : n €
w) € Pz there is a < b(J,J,Fin) such that (J,, ., (B, N Ajy) ¢ J. Consider the
family {(A¢ x {0} :n €w): a < b(J,T,Fin)} C Fin(w?)“. Fix any (C,, : n € w) €
Pz and define B,, = {i € w: (i,0) € C,,} for all n € w. Then (B, : n € w) € Py,
so there is a < b(J, J,Fin) such that {J, . (B, N A3) ¢ J. We have

U (Cun (A7 x {0})) 2 ( U®B.n Afi)) x {0} ¢ 7.

Now we show b(Z,Z,Fin) > b(7, 7, Fin).

Let {(A2 : n € w) : @ < b(Z,Z,Fin)} C Fin(w?)* be such that for any (B, :
n € w) € Pr there is a < b(Z,Z,Fin) such that |J, (B, N A5) ¢ Z. For each
a < b(Z,Z,Fin) and n € w define EY = {i € w: (Fj € w)((,5) € A%)}. Consider
the family {(ES : n € w) : « < b(Z,Z,Fin)} C Fin“. Fix any (C), : n € w) € Py
and define B, = C,, X w for all n € w. Then (B, : n € w) € Pz, so there is
a < b(Z,Z,Fin) such that (J,, . ,(Bn N Aq) ¢ Z. Thus, {i € w: (35 € w)((i,]) €
Unew(Bn MAR))} ¢ J. We have

J@nnE: D {iEW:(HonJ) ((i,j)e U (BnmAg)>} ¢ J.

new new

(3) Follows from Lemma 5.12. O

Example 5.15. If Z = Fin ® {0}, then
Ry = by(Fin,Z,7) < b = b(Z,Z,Z) = b(Z, Fin, Fin) = b(Z, Z, Fin).

Indeed, bs(Fin,Z,7) = Ry by Theorem 5.5(1). Moreover, b(Z,Fin,Fin) = b by
Theorem 5.9(2), and b(Z,Z,Fin) = b by Theorems 5.14(2) and 4.2(2). Hence, it is
enough to show b < b(Z,Z,Z). But this inequality follows from Theorem 5.13(1).
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6. NICE IDEALS

In this section we will compute b(Z, Fin, Fin) for ideals Z with the Baire property
and b(Z,Z, Fin) for coanalytic weak P-ideals. The latter gives an upper bound for
b(Z,Z,7) in the case of coanalytic weak P-ideals (by a result of Debs and Saint
Raymond, this class contains all II ideals).

6.1. Ideals with the Baire property. In this subsection an interval [a,b) will
mean [a,b) Nw i.e. the set {n € w:a <n < b}.

Theorem 6.1 (Talagrand [38, Théoréeme 21] (see also [1, Theorem 4.1.2])). An
ideal T on w has the Baire property if and only if there is an increasing sequence
ny < ng < ... such that if there are infinitely many k with [ng,nk+1) C A, then
A¢T.

Corollary 6.2. Let Z be an ideal with the Baire property. For every g € w® there
is h € w* such that

(1) h is strictly increasing,
(2) g <h,
(3) if A€, then the set {n: [h(n),h(n+ 1)) C A} is finite.

Proof. By Theorem 6.1 there is a sequence ng < ny < ... such that {k : [ng,ng41) C
A} is finite for every A € T.

It is enough to define h such that h is increasing, g < h and [h(n), h(n + 1))
contains at least one interval [ng, ng41) for every n € w. We can define h inductively
in the following manner. Let h(0) = g(0). Suppose that h(¢) has been defined for
i <mn. Let ko = min{k : h(n) < nix}. We put h(n+1) = max{ng,+1, h(n)+1,g9(n+
1)}. O

Theorem 6.3. If an ideal Z has the Baire property, then b(Z,Fin, Fin) = b.

Proof. By Theorem 4.2(6) we only have to show that b(Z,Fin, Fin) < b. We will
show that x < b(Z, Fin, Fin) implies k£ < b.

Let x < b(Z, Fin, Fin) and g, € w* for a < k.

By Corollary 6.2 we can assume that g, are strictly increasing and

U lga(n),ga(n+1)) ¢ T

neA

for every infinite A C w and « < &.

For a < k we define A§ = [0, g4 (1)) and A% = [ga(n), ga(n + 1)) for n > 1.

Since {(A2 :n € w) : @ < K} C Prin and k < b(Z, Fin, Fin), there is a partition
(B :n € w) € Ppin such that |, c,,(Bn NU;<, Af) € Z for every a < k.

We define g € w® by g(n) = max(|J;,, B;). If we show that g, <* g for every
a < K, the proof will be finished. -

Let a < . Since B = J,,¢,,(BnNU;<, A5) € Z, the set A = {n : [ga(n), ga(n +
1)) C B} is finite. -

Now we show that g, (n) < g(n) for every n € w\ A (i.e. go <* g). Let n € w\ A.
Since [ga(n), ga(n + 1)) N (w \ B) # 0, there is m € [ga(n),ga(n + 1)) N (w \ B).
Then gq(n) < m. On the other hand, m ¢ B = {J,,c,(Bn N U, <, A7) and m €
[9a(n), ga(n + 1)) = A2. Thus m ¢ B; for every i > n, so m € B; for some i < n.
Hence g(n) = max(|J,;.,, Bi) > m > ga(n). O
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Corollary 6.4. If T is a P-ideal with the Baire property, then
Ny < bs(Fin,Z,Z) < b = b(Z,Fin,Fin) = 6(Z,Z,Z) = b(Z,Z, Fin).
Proof. Follows from Theorems 4.5 and 6.3. O

For f:w — [0,00) satisfying >, . f(n) = oo we define the summable ideal by

If:{ACw:Zf(n)<oo}
neA

(for instance, Z;/, = {A Cw: >, . 41/(n+1) < oo} is the summable ideal), and

for f:w — [0, 00) satisfying > .. f(n) = oo and lim,, o f(n)/(3_;<, f(i)) = 0,
we define the Erdds-Ulam ideals by -

EU; = {A Cw: limsupM = O}
n—00 ZiEn f(Z)
(for instance, the ideal Zy = {A : lim,, |[A N n|/n = 0} of all sets of asymptotic
density zero is an Erd6s-Ulam ideal).

Corollary 6.5. If 7 is a tall summable ideal or a tall Erdés-Ulam ideal, then
add(N) = b4(Fin,Z,Z) < b = b(Z,Fin, Fin) = b(Z,Z,Z) = b(Z,Z, Fin),

where add(N) is the smallest size of a family of Lebesgue null sets with non-null
UNLOMN.

Proof. It was proved by Herndndez and Hrusak [21, Theorem 2.2] that add (Z) =
add(N) in these cases. Since add(N) < b (see e.g. [1, p. 35]), we get by(Fin, Z,7) =
add(N). Moreover, since Z is a P-ideal with the Baire property (see e.g. [17,
Examples 1.2.3(c,d)]), Corollary 6.4 finishes the proof. O

Corollary 6.6. Letn € w\ {0,1}. If T = Fin", then
Ny = b, (Fin, Z,Z) < b = b(Z, Fin, Fin) = b(Z,Z,7) <0 < ¢ < b(Z,Z, Fin) = ¢*.

Proof. Since T in not a P-ideal, we get bs(Fin,Z,7) = Ny. Since Z has the Baire
property (see e.g. [22]), we can apply Theorem 6.3 to obtain b(Z, Fin,Fin) = b.
Since Z = Fin™ = Fin®Fin" !, we can apply Theorem 5.13(1) to obtain b(Z,Z,7) =
b(Fin, Fin, Fin) = b. Since Z is not a weak P-ideal, we can apply Proposition 4.2(4a)
to obtain b(Z,Z,Fin) = ¢™. O

6.2. w-diagonalizable ideals. We need to recall the following technical notion.
We will apply it in the next subsection to the cases of coanalytic weak P-ideals and
IT9 ideals.

Let Z be an ideal on w. A family Z C [w]<¢ \ {0} is Z*-universal if for each
F € I* there is Z € Z with Z C F. We say that Z is w-diagonalizable by Z*-
universal sets if there exists a family {Z; : k € w} of Z*-universal families such
that for each F' € Z* there is k € w such that Z N F # ) for every Z € Z.

Theorem 6.7. If an ideal T is w-diagonalizable by I*-universal sets, then

X, < b(Z,Z,7) < b = b(Z, Fin, Fin) = b(Z, Z, Fin).
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Proof. By Theorem 4.2, we only need to show b(Z,Z,Fin) < b.

Let {fo : @ < b} be an unbounded family on w*. Without loss of generality we
can assume that each f, is strictly increasing.

For each n € w and a < b define F¥ = {i € w: i < fo(n)}. We will show that
{{FY:n €w):a<b} CFin“ witnesses b(Z,Z,Fin) < b.

Fix (B, : n € w) € Pz. Let {Z; : k € w} be a family of Z*-universal sets
w-diagonalizing 7. For each k, let Z, = {Z]! : n € w}.

For each k,n € w find i(k,n) € w such that Z;(k’n) N(BoU...UB,) =10

(km)  Let g € w® be given by g(i) =

and define g € w* by gr(n) = max Z,i
max{gl(i)v s 791(7’)}

There is o < b such that f,(7) > g(¢) for infinitely many ¢. If we show that for
each k € w there is i € w with Z} C Ujew(Bj N FYY), then, by w-diagonalizability

of Z, it will follow that (J,c,,(B; N F}) ¢ Z, and the proof will be finished.

Fix k € w. There is n > k such that fo(n) > g(n) > gr(n) = max Z]i(k’").
Thus, Z;*™ € F* € Fo,, C ... and Z\*™ C B,y; UB,:aU.... Hence,
25" C U (B; NER) € U,jen (B N FE) and we are done. O
6.3. Coanalytic weak P-ideals and II§ ideals.

Theorem 6.8. If T is a coanalytic weak P-ideal, then
N; < b(Z,Z,7) < b = b(Z, Fin, Fin) = b(Z, Z, Fin).

Proof. Consider the game G (Z), defined by Laflamme (see [28]) as follows: Player
I in his n’th move plays an element C,, € Z, and then Player II responses with any
F, € [w]<w such that F, N C,, = 0. Player I wins if J F,, € 7. Otherwise,
Player II wins.

By [26, Theorem 5.1], G (Z) is determined for coanalytic ideals (see also [25,
Theorem 1.6]). Moreover, by [28, Theorem 2.16], Player I has a winning strategy
in G (Z) if and only if Z is not a weak P-ideal. Thus, in our case Player II has a
winning strategy. Again by [28, Theorem 2.16], this is in turn equivalent to Z being
w-diagonalizable by Z*-universal sets. Using Theorem 6.7 we get Xy < b(Z,Z,7) <
b = b(Z,Fin, Fin) = b(Z,Z, Fin) and we are done. O

necw

Corollary 6.9. If T is a I13 ideal, then
Ny < b(Z,Z,7) < b =0b(Z,Fin, Fin) = b(Z,Z, Fin).

Proof. By [16, Theorems 7.5 and 9.1], each ITI9 ideal is a weak P-ideal. Thus, the
corollary follows from Theorem 6.8. O

Example 6.10. The eventually different ideal is defined by
ED={ACwxw:ImnecwvVk>n(|{i: (ki) e A} <m)}.
If 7 = ED, then
Ng = bs(Fin,Z,7) < b(Z,Z,Z) < b = b(Z, Fin, Fin) = b(Z,Z, Fin).

Indeed, since Z is not a P-ideal, bs(Fin,Z,7) = Ny (see Lemma 4.6(1)). Since Z is
a X9 ideal, we can use Theorem 6.9 to obtain the remaining (in)equality. (Note
that since Fin ® {#} C £D C Fin ® Fin, we could also use Lemma 5.10 to obtain
the inequality b(Z,Z,7) <b.)
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7. IDEALS WITH b(Z,Z,7) = ¥

In this section we will show that b(Z,Z,Z) = N for some ideals (even X9 ideals).
All results of this section follow from the next lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let A C [w]“ be an uncountable family with the property that A\
(ApU...UA,) ¢ Fin for alln € w and A, Ay, ... A, € A with A # A; for all 1 < n.
If T is an ideal generated by A, then b(Z,Z,T) = N;.

Proof. Let {A2 € A:n € w,a <R;} be such that AY # AP whenever (a,n) #
(B,m). We will show that {(|,,,A¥ : n € w) : o < Ny} C 7% witnesses
6(Z,Z,7) = Ny. -

Let (B, : n € w) € Pz. Then there is o < ®; such that A%\ {J,,, Bi ¢ Fin for
all n,m € w. Indeed, for each m there are Cf",...,C" € A such that {J,_,, B; C*
CyrU...uCm. Since C = {Cf" :m € w,i < l,,} is countable, there is a < X; with
{A% :new}nC=10. Then

A9\ | Bi 2" AZ\ (CFrU...UCP?) ¢ Fin
<m
for each n,m € w.

Let B = U,c(Bn N U<, 45). If we show that B ¢ Z, the proof will be
finished. Suppose to the contrary that B =, ., (Bn NU,<, AY) € Z. Then there
are Dy,...,Dp € Awith B C* DyU...UD;. Find j € w such that A?‘ # D, for
alli=0,...,k.

We have A\ J,,.; Bn ¢ Fin and
ANUBu=AsnUB.cJ [B.nJA | < [B.n 4| =B
n<jg n>j n>j i<n new i<n

On the other hand, (A \U, «; Bx) \U,<x Dn = A3\ (U,,<; Ba UU, <y Dn) 2*
AFN\ (U<, Ciu U<k D) ¢ Fin. This contradicts B C* DoU. ..U Dy, and finishes
the proof. 0

Theorem 7.2. Let A C [w]* be an uncountable almost disjoint family. If T is an
ideal generated by A, then b(Z,Z,T) = Ny.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 7.1 — it suffices to observe that for any
almost disjoint family A, if A, Ag,... A, € A are such that A # A; for all i < n,
then AN (AgU...UA,) is finite, so A\ (Ao U...U A,) is infinite. O

Let 2<% be the set of all finite sequences of zeros and ones. Let Z, denote the
ideal on 2<“ generated by all branches i.e. sets of the form B, = {s € 2<% : s C x}
for x € 29, Tt is easy to see that the ideal Z; is X9 and not tall.

Corollary 7.3. b(Zy, Ty, Tp) = N5

Proof. Tt follows from Theorem 7.2, as the family {B, : x € 2*} is almost disjoint
of size . g

Let Q be the set of all clopen subsets of the Cantor space 2¢ having Lebesgue
measure 1/2 (note that € is countable). Let S denote the Solecki’s ideal on
i.e. the ideal generated by sets of the form G, ={A € Q:zx € A} forallz € 2¥. S
is a tall X9 ideal (see e.g. [22]).
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Theorem 7.4. b(S,S,S) = N;.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 7.1, as the family {G,, : € 2¥} has cardinality ¢ and
for any z, xo, . .., x, € 2¢ with x # x; for all i < n, we have G, \ (G, U...UG,, ) =
{AeQ:xe ANVi<n(x; ¢ A)} is infinite. O

8. CONSISTENCY RESULTS

In this section we apply some known consistency results to the case of the con-
sidered cardinals. The main aim of this section is to show that consistently the
values of considered cardinals can be pairwise distinct. We start with two results
about bs(Fin,Z,T).

Proposition 8.1. It is consistent that there is a P-ideal Z with
bs(Fin,Z,7) < b(Z,Z,7) = b(Z,Fin, Fin) = b(Z,Z, Fin).

Proof. Tt follows from Corollary 6.5 and the fact that it is consistent that add(N) <
b (see e.g. [2]). O

Theorem 8.2 (Essentially Louveau). Under Martin’s axziom, there is a mazimal
ideal T with bs(Fin,Z,T) = k for all reqular ¥, < k < c.

Proof. Louveau [29, Théoremes 3.9 and 3.12] proved that there is a maximal ideal
T with add” (Z) = & (see also [4, p. 2647]). On the other hand, it is well known that
b = ¢ under Martin’s axiom. Thus, bs(Fin,Z,7) = k. O

Now we want to reformulate Canjar’s results from [12], [13] and [14]. He studied
9(>7 N(Drin X Drin)) and 9(>7 N(Dz x D)) in the case of maximal ideals Z. Tt
is not difficult to see that for a maximal ideal Z we have 39(>7 N(Drin X Drpin)) =
b(ZI Q(DFin X Dpin)) and 0(21' ﬂ(DI X DI)) = b(ZI Q(DI X DI)) On the other
hand, by Theorem 3.10(2), b(Z, Fin, Fin) = 6(>7 N(Drin X Drin)) and b(Z,Z,7) =
b(>z N(Dz x Dz)). Thus, we have the following two results.

Theorem 8.3 (Canjar [12] and [14]). The following is true in the model obtained
by adding A Cohen reals to a model of GCH.

(1) There exists an ideal T with b(Z,Fin,Fin) = x for all regular cardinals
Ny <k <A

(2) There exist 2% ideals T with b(Z,Z,1) = k for all regular cardinals Ny <
k<A

Theorem 8.4 (Essentially Canjar [13]).
(1) There is an ideal T such that b6(Z,Fin, Fin) = cf(0).
(2) If o =, then there is a P-ideal T such that b(Z,Fin, Fin) = cf(9).
Recall that consistency of b < ¢f(d) and b < cf(d) < d = ¢ follows for instance
from [2, Theorem 2.5].

Corollary 8.5.

(1) If b < cf(d), then there is an ideal T such that b < b(Z,Fin, Fin) = ¢f(0).
(2) If b < cf(d) <0 =, then there is a P-ideal T such that

b < b(Z,Fin,Fin) = b(Z,Z,7) = b(Z,Z,Fin) = ¢f(0).
Proof. Follows directly from Theorems 8.4 and 4.5. O
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Next three results will establish that consistently the values of b(Z,Z,T), b(Z, Fin, Fin)
and b(Z,Z,Fin) can be pairwise distinct

Theorem 8.6. Ifb < b(7, Fin, Fin) for some ideal J (e.g. if b < cf(0)), then there
is an ideal T, which is not a weak P-ideal, such that 6(Z,Z,7) = b < b(Z, Fin, Fin).

Proof. Consider the ideal Z = Fin ® J. Obviously, Z is not a weak P-ideal as
Fin ® Fin C Z. By Theorems 5.13(1), 5.9(1) and 4.2(2) we have b(Z,Z,7) =
b(Fin, Fin, Fin) = b and b(Z, Fin, Fin) = b(7, Fin, Fin) > b. O

Theorem 8.7. If b < b(7,J,J) for some ideal J (e.g. if b < cf(d) <0 = ¢),
then there is an ideal T, which is not a weak P-ideal, such that b(Z,Fin, Fin) = b <
b(Z,Z,7).

Proof. Consider the ideal Z = J ® Fin. Obviously, Z is not a weak P-ideal as
Fin ® Fin C Z. By Theorems 5.13(1), 5.9(1) and 4.2(2) we have b(Z,Z,7) =
b(7,J,J) > b and b(Z,Fin, Fin) = b(Fin, Fin, Fin) = b. O

Theorem 8.8. If b < b(J,Fin, Fin) for some ideal J (e.g. if b < cf()), then
there is a weak P-ideal T such that

6(Z,Z,7) < b = b(Z, Fin, Fin) < b(Z,Z, Fin).

Proof. Consider the ideal Z = (Fin ® Fin) N (J ® {0}).

First we show that Z is a weak P-ideal (this fact is also shown in [23, Lemma 2.3,
however we prove it here for the sake of completeness). Fix a partition (X,,) € Pz.
Define by induction two sequences (my), (k,) € w® such that for each n € w we
have (n,m,) € X, and

. {min{m cw:m ¢ (X 1i<n})n} if w Z (Ucp Xi)n,
" min{m € w: m € (U{Xk : |(Xx)n| =w})n} otherwise.

Then Y = {(n,my) :n€w} é¢Zas{n €w: (Y), # 0} =w ¢ J. Moreover,
Y N X, is finite for all n (otherwise we would have |(X,, )| = w for infinitely many
k € w). Thus 7 is a weak P-ideal.

As 7 C Fin ® Fin and Fin ® Fin is meager, Z is meager as well. Thus, Z has the
Baire property and b(Z, Fin, Fin) = b by Theorem 6.3.

By Lemma 5.10 we have b(Z,Z,Z) < b(Fin, Fin,Fin) = b, as Fin® {} C Z C
Fin ® Fin.

To finish the proof we need to show that 6(Z,Z,Fin) > b(7,Fin,Fin). Let
k < b(J,Fin,Fin) and {(E% : n € w) : @ < £} C Fin(w?)*. We will show that this
family does not witness b(Z,Z,Fin) < k.

For each n € w and « < k define

A ={kew: (EY)r #0}.

Since {{AY :n € w) : o < Kk} C Fin®” and k < b(J,Fin, Fin), there is (B,,) € Ppin
such that | J,c,, (B, NA5) € J for all a < k.

Define C,, = B, x w for all n € w. Then (C,) € Pz.

Fix a < k and denote X = |J C, N EY). If we show that X € Z, the proof
will be finished.

Observe that for each k € w there is j € w with k € B;. Then (X)), = (Ef')y, so
(X) is finite. Thus, X € {0} ® Fin C Fin ® Fin.

new (
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Moreover,
{kew: (X #0}={kcw:InecwIcw(k,i)eC,NES}

— U {kew:Jicew(@e (CnNENL)}
ClU{kew:Ticwie(Ce)}n{kew: Jicw(iec (BN}
= U (BnNAY) e J.

Thus, X € J ® {0} and we can conclude that X € 7. O

We were not able to compute the exact value of b(Z,Z,7) in Theorem 8.8. Thus,
we have the following open question.

Question 1. Is it consistent that there is a weak P-ideal Z such that b(Z,Z,7) <
b(Z,Fin, Fin) < b(Z,Z, Fin)?

There is another closely related open question.

Question 2. Isit consistent that there is a weak P-ideal Z such that b(Z, Fin, Fin) <
b(Z,Z,7) < b(Z,Z,Fin)?

9. QUESTIONS AND REMARKS ABOUT b(Z,Z,7)

In this section we collect some remarks indicating difficulties in obtaining any
general results concerning b(Z,Z,7) for Borel ideals.

Remark. Observe that Z C J does not give us any information about the relation
between b(Z,Z,7) and b(J,J,J). Indeed, let Z be an ideal generated by an
uncountable family 7 C w* of pairwise almost disjoint graphs (i.e., {n € w :
f(n) = g(n)} € Fin for any f,g € F, f # g). Then Fin(w?) C Z C Fin ® Fin,
however b(Fin(w?), Fin(w?), Fin(w?)) = b(Fin ® Fin, Fin ® Fin, Fin ® Fin) = b (by
Corollary 6.6) and b(Z,Z,7) = 8y (by Theorem 7.2).

Remark. We have non-tall ideals with b(Z,Z,7) = X; (e.g. the branching ideal Z;)
as well as non-tall ideals with b(Z,Z,Z) = b (this is the case for instance for Fin,
Fin ® {#} or {0} ® Fin). The same holds for tall ideals — S is a tall ideal with
b(S,S,S) = Ry whereas the ideal Z, is a tall ideal with b(Zy4,Z4,Z4) = b.
Remark. X9 ideals may have different values of b(Z,Z,Z). Indeed, there are X9
ideals with b(Z,Z,7) = N; (e.g. the branching ideal Z, or the Solecki’s ideal S) as
well as 39 ideals with b(Z,Z,Z) = b (e.g. ideals Fin, Fin ® {#} or {0} ® Fin).
Remark. Note that actually we cannot compute b(Z,Z,Z) basing on the descriptive
complexity of Z. Indeed, for each n > 1 the ideal Fin" is an X9 -complete ideal
such that b(Fin™, Fin",Fin") = b (see Corollary 6.6). On the other hand, Calbrix
in [11] proved that given a X%-complete, o > 1, (respectively: II2-complete, v > 2)
subset A of 2%, the ideal Z4 on 2<% generated by the family {B, : z € A} is 39-
complete (respectively: TI2-complete). Moreover, since the family {B, : x € A} is
almost disjoint, by Theorem 7.2 we get b(Za,Za,Za) = Ny.

We end with two natural open questions about b(Z,Z,7).
Question 3. Is b(Z,Z,7) <0 for every ideal Z?

Question 4. Is it consistent that X; < b(Z,Z,7) < b for some ideal Z?
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