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ON THE COMMUTANT OF B(H) IN ITS ULTRAPOWER
EMMANUEL CHETCUTI AND BEATRIZ ZAMORA-AVILES

ABSTRACT. Let B(H) be the algebra of bounded linear operators on a separable infinite-
dimesional Hilbert space H. We study the commutant of B(H) in its ultrapower. We
characterize the class of non-principal ultrafilters for which this commutant is non-trivial.
Additionally, we extend the class of ultrafilters for which the commutant is trivial.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let a be a non-principal ultrafilter on IN and let A be a unital C*-algebra. We define,

As = {(:pn) € HA : stllp |za|| < oo}

n

and
Ny = {(:pn) € A @ lim ||z,|| = 0}.

The quotient of A, by N, is a C*-algebra and it is called the wultrapower of A w.r.t. «.
We denote this C*- algebra by C,(A). Note that if X C C,(A) is self-adjoint, then

Fo(K) := {b € Cu(A) : ba— ab = 0 Va € K}

is a C*-subalgebra of C,(A) and it is called the commutant of K in C,(A). It is easily seen
that the algebra A embeds isometrically in C,(A) which implies that A and F,(A) can be
identified as C*-subalgebras of C,(A). The invariant F,(A) is important for the classification
of separable nuclear unital purely infinite simple C*-algebras, some of these applications can
be found in [10], [12], [I3] and [16]. If A is separable and the Continuum Hypothesis is
assumed then the isomorphism class of F,(A) is independent of the choice of a, see [9]. In
the absence of the Continuum Hypothesis (CH), F,(A) depends on the choice of « for every
infinite-dimensional separable C*-algebra A, see [6] and [7].

Let B(H) be the algebra of bounded operators on a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert
space and let K (H) be the ideal of compact operators on B(H). For the Calkin algebra
C(H) = B(H)/K(H) (which is non-separable) Kirchberg proved in [I1] that F,(C(H)) = C
for any ultrafilter . This implies that F,(B(H)) C C+C,(K(H)). Kirchberg asked whether
Fo(B(H)) = C for any ultrafilter «.

It was surprising when I. Farah, C. Philips and J. Steprans in [§] proved that under
the Continuum Hypothesis, F,(B(H)) depends on the choice of the ultrafilter a. More
specifically, they proved that if « is a selective ultrafilter then F,(B(H)) = C. They also
constructed an ultrafilter in ZFC' for which F,(B(H)) # C that they called flat. J. Steprans
also proved that F,(B(H)) = C for any P-point ultrafilter. Recall that every selective
ultrafilter is a P-point and neither the existence of selective nor P-point ultrafilters are
provable from the axioms of ZFC; Shelah showed that it is consistent that there are no P-
point ultrafilters, see [2I] . However, they exist assuming the Continuum Hypothesis, [15]
and [1§].

The authors of [§] posed the following two questions:
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1. Is there an ultrafilter « on IN in ZFC such that F,(B(H)) = C?
2. If an ultrafilter « satisfies F,(B(H)) # C, does if follow that « is flat?

In this paper we give a positive answer to the second question. In addition, we make other
advancements with regard to the first question by introducing the class of quasi P-point
ultrafilters and show that for such ultrafilters the relative commutant of B(H) is trivial.
In our analysis we also show that the relative commutant of B(H) is trivial for ultrafilters
satisfying the 3f-property. The following diagram summarizes these results.

Quasi P-point
/! N\
Selective — P-point Non-flat <+ F,(B(H)) =C

N\ /!
3f-Property

It is known that the existence of ultrafilters with the 3f-Property (and therefore of selective
ultrafilters and P-points) cannot be proved in ZFC.

In order to prove F,(B(H)) = C for every selective ultrafilter «, the authors in [§] used
a result by Sherman [20] about central sequences in B(H). They also used a non-trivial
characterization of selective ultrafilters by Mathias in [15]. It is worthwhile to mention that
our methods are different in that they are totally elementary.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we set up notation and introduce some
preliminaries used in the rest of the paper. In section [3] we recall the definitions of the classes
of ultrafilters we consider. Of particular interest is the characterization of P-point ultrafilters
in terms of a quasi order on the Baire space NN given in Corollary @ This characterization
of P-points leads to the definition of a possibly larger class of ultrafilters which we call quas:
P-point ultrafilters, in Definition [Il and Proposition In addition we consider ultrafilters
with the three functions property (3f-property for short). This property for ultrafilters was
studied in [2] and it was later isolated by A. Blass in [1]. Tt should be noted that our definition
is weaker. It is easily seen that every P-point has the 3f-property, but there are ultrafilters
that have the 3f-property which are not P-points [2]. Hence this class of ultrafilters properly
contains the P-point ultrafilters. Some properties of ultrafilters with the 3f-property are
proven. In particular, we prove that no flat ultrafilter can satisfy the three function property,
Theorem Section 5 explores F,(B(H)) w.r.t. the ultrafilters introduced in Section Bl We
prove the converse of [8, Theorem 4.1], namely that if F,(B(H)) # C, then « is flat. This
result combined with Corollary [[3], implies that F,(B(H)) = C for any ultrafilter with the
3f-property. Further we show in Theorem 28 that if « is a quasi P-point then F,(B(H)) = C.
In section [ we emphasize how [8, Theorem 1.5] can be stated and proved in a more general
setting. This result could be of independent interest.

2. SOME NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY COMMENTS

(1) Let N denote the Baire space N and NT the set of all strictly increasing members of N.

(2) For every k € N let [k, —] denote the set {n € N : n > k}. For any infinite A C IN let
F (A) denote the cofinite filter in A. We shall simply write .% instead of % (N).

(3) Let f € N and « a filter on IN.

(i) If P is a property associated with functions (like injectivity, surjectivity, etc.) we
say that f is a-P (or has property P mod «) when there exists A € a s.t. f|4 has
property P.

(i) The family o := {A CIN: f~1A € a} is a filter on IN containing {f[A] : A € a}.
If v is a maximal filter, then o is also a maximal filter.

(iii) Note that o/ is principal if and only if f is a-constant, and if « is principal, then
so is af. When f is surjective, (i.e. f[f tA] = A for every A C IN) then one can
show that of = {f[A] : A € a}.



ON THE COMMUTANT OF B(H) IN ITS ULTRAPOWER 3

(4) We shall primarily be concerned with non-principal ultrafilters on IN. Let fw \ w denote
the set of all non-principal ultrafilters on IN. Unless otherwise stated: ‘ultrafilter on IN’
means ‘non-principal ultrafilter on IN".

(5) Let a € fw \ w.

e ‘A, | 0 in o’ means that (A4,) is a decreasing sequence in « and [, 4, = 0.

e It is easy to see that if f = g mod a then o/ = a9. We recall the fact that if
ol = a then {n € N: f(n) = n} € «, [3, Theorem 3.3].

o If 3 € Bw\w and there exists a bijection f € N satisfying 8 = o, we write a ~py BEI
We recall that ~yy is an equivalence relation on fw \ w.

e The Rudin-Keisler ordering on fw \ w is defined as follows: 3 <ux « if 3 = o for
some non a-constant f € N. We recall that the Rudin-Keisler ordering induces a
partial order on (fw \ w)/ ~gk, and furthermore, every selective ultrafilter is an
atom in this partially ordered set.

e Let (X,,) be a sequence of subsets of IN satisfying (), X, = 0. Let A, := N, X;
and let f € N be the function defined by f(i) := min{n € N : i ¢ A,,.1}. Note that
A, | 0 in the powerset of IN. Note further that for k > 2, f~1{k} = A\ Ap1. [ is
uniquely determined; we call it the ‘indicator function associated with (X,,)’.

3. ON SOME DIFFERENT ULTRAFILTERS

3.1. Selective ultrafilters and P-points. We recall that for an ultrafilter a € fw\w, the
following conditions are equivalent:

(i) For every partition {4, : n € N} of N with A, ¢ a, there is X € « such that
| X NA,| =1for each n € N,
(ii) Every g € N is either a-injective or a-constant,
(iii) For every E C [IN]? there exists A € a such that either [A]*> C E or [A]* N E = 0,
(iv) For every analytid] E' C [IN]* there is A € « such that either [A]>* C E or [A]*NE = (.

In this case « is said to be selective (or Ramsey). The equivalence of (i)-(iii), and the
implication (iv)=- (i) are not difficult to see (see, for example, [8, Theorem 1.3]) but the
implication (i)=-(iv) is the Mathias’s Theorem [15]. It is well known that selective ultrafilters
exist under CH [1§].

The ultrafilter @ € fw \ w is called a P-point (or weakly selective) if for every partition
{4, : n € N} of N with A,, ¢ «, there exists X € « such that X N A, is finite for each
n € IN. Clearly every selective ultrafilter is a P-point. However, the converse is not true. It
was proven by Mathias and others that the Continuum Hypothesis ensures the existence of
P-point ultrafilters that are non selective, (K. Kunen in [I4] proved that under MA there
exist P-points that are not selective). On the other hand Shelah in [19] constructed a model
of ZFC in which there exists (up to isomorphism) exactly one P-point and this P-point has
to be selective. Shelah also showed that it is consistent that there are no P-point ultrafilters
[21]. Therefore the existence of selective and P-point ultrafilters cannot be proved in ZFC.

For a non a-constant function f € N, we say that f is a-faithful when there exists K € «
such that the condition f[AN K] € of implies that AN K € a. For f,g € N let us write
g < fif g < hf for some h € NT.

Proposition 1. Let f € N and a € fw \w. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) f is a-faithful.
(i) a ~px .
(iii) There exists a bijection g € N such that a9/ = a.
INote that o ~pi 3 if and only if there exists a-injective f € N satisfying 8 = af.

2Recall that a subset of a Polish space is analytic if it is a continuous image of a Borel subset of a Polish
space.
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(iv) f is a-injective.

Proof. (i)=(ii). Let K € a such that f[AN K] € o/ implies AN K € «a for every A C IN.
Let A C K such that f[A] = f[K] and f]|4 is injective. Faithfulness implies that A € «, and
therefore o ~py af.

(ii)=-(iii). By definition, o ~px o/ implies that there exists a-injective ¢’ € N such that
a9 = af. Tt is easy to see, then, that there exists a bijection g € N satisfying ¢ = ¢ mod «
and o = o/ and so, for an arbitrary A C IN, we have

Aca’ ™ o [ gA))ca & g(A)ea’ & Aca.

(iii)=(iv). If there exists a bijection g € N such that a9 '°/ = «, then (by the ‘fixed point
theorem’) g~! o f is a-injective. Therefore f is a-injective.

(iv)=(i). If K € a, f}K is injective, and f[AN K] € o for some A C N, then, AN K =
Y f[ANK])N K € a. This shows that if f is a-injective, then it is a-faithful. O

Lemma 2. For f,g € N, we have g < f if and only if there exists s € NT such that
g~ [s(n), =] € [ [, =],

Proof. Suppose that g < ho f for some h € NT. Then ¢(i) > h(n) implies h(f(i)) > h(n)
and therefore f(i) > n, ie. g7'[h(n),—] C f~![n,—]. Conversely, suppose that there exists
s € NT such that g7[s(n), =] C f~![n,—]. The function h € N defined by h(i) := s(i + 1)
is strictly increasing. If g(i) > h(f (7)) for some i € IN, then ¢(i) > s(f(i) + 1), and therefore
f(i) > f(i)+ 1. So g < ho f. This proves the lemma. O

If we set f ~ g when there exists a bijective h € N satisfying f = hg, then ~ defines an
equivalence relation on N and < induces a partial order on N/ ~.

Proposition 3. Let o € fw \w and f € N. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) f is a-finite-to-one.
(ii) g < f for some a-injective g € N.
(iii) There ezists a-injective g € N and h € N such that g < ho f.
(iv) There is g € N that is a-injective and h € N such that g=1[h(n), —] C f~t[n,—] for
every n € IN.

Proof. The equivalence of (ii) and (iv) follows by Lemma 2l The implication (i) = (iii) is
trivial. Let us show (i) = (ii). Let X € a such that f is finite-to-one on X. For every i € IN
let X;:= f~'{i} N X and let n; := |X;|. Express the elements of X; in ascending order, i.e.
X;={k{,... k. } and k! < kf when s < t. Define h,g € N by setting

hi):=> n;+i (i€N)
j=1
and

j=1

-~ n; + i + p if there exist i € N, 1 < p < n’ such that k = &
(k) = iy f th N h that k = k!
g = h(f(k)), otherwise.

It is easy to verify that h € NT, g is a-injective and g < hf.
Remains to be shown that (iii) = (i); if g € N is a-injective and h € N satisfies g < ho f,
then, there exists X € a such that g} « 1s injective and, therefore, f } « 1s finite-to-one. [

The following characterisation of P-points will be useful.

Corollary 4. The ultrafilter o € fw \w is a P-point if and only if for every non a-constant
f € N there exists g € N that is a-faithful such that g < f.
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3.2. Ultrafilters on a countable metric space. Let X = {z(n) : n € N} be a countable
metric space. We suppose that all the x(n)’s are distinct, so that we need not distinguish
between X and IN. A subset A C IN is said to be d-discrete, where 6 > 0, if the distance
between any two points of A is at least 6. The ultrafilter & on IN (= X)) is discrete if there
exists 0 > 0 and A € « such that A is d-discrete. On the other extreme, « is said to be
Cauchy if for every € > 0 there exists A € « satisfying diam A < e.

Proposition 5. Let o be an ultrafilter on an infinite countable metric space X .

(i) If a is not Cauchy, there exists 6 > 0 such that every A € « contains an infinite
0-discrete subset.
(ii) If « is selective, then « is either Cauchy or discrete.

Proof. If « is not Cauchy there exists & > 0 such that diam A > 2§ for every A € a. Let
x :IN — X be an enumeration of X and let p denote the metric function. For every £k € IN
define

Xy ={neN:p(z(n),z(i)) >0 Vi<k}.

It can readily be seen that X}, € a for every k € IN, and (), Xj, = 0. Let f be the indicator
function associated with (X). Note that if f(n) > m, then p(z(n), z(i)) > ¢ for every i < m.
We shall recursively construct a strictly increasing sequence (ny,) in IN such that f(ng) < ngy1.
Let ny := 1. Theset Y7 ;== {n € N :n > f(n1)} € a. Let ny € Y] be arbitrary. Then
,o(x(ng),x(nl)) > ¢ and therefore noy > n;. Suppose that ny < ny < --- < ny have been
selected and f(n;) < n;4q for every i <k —1. Theset Y, :={n € N:n > f(ng)} € a. Let
Ngy1 € Y. Then p(a:(nk+1), :c(n)) > 0 for every n < ny, and in particular, ngy; > ng. One
has that either O := J;cn[n2i—1,n2i] or E := J;c[n2i, n2iv1] belongs to a. Without loss of
generality, suppose that O € «. Observe that if n > ny;_; and i > 1, then n > f(ng;_5) and
therefore p(z(n),z(k)) > & for every k < ng;_s.

Every A € a must intersect an infinite number of the intervals [ng; 1,19, i.e. every A € «
contains an infinite J-discrete subset. This proves (i). If ais selective, there exists A € a such
that AN [ng_1,no;] consists precisely of one element, for every i > 1, i.e. A is §-discrete. [

Definition 1. An ultrafilter o € fw \ w is called a quasi P-point if for every countable and
decreasing uniformity base (€;) on IN, one of the following assertions is true:

(i)IX €ea FkeN st. X2NE,\D =0, where D equals the diagonal of IN?,
i) Vke N IX €a st. X?2Cé&,
(iii) VA, } 0 (in ) VEeN 3IX ea s.t.

XF={ieX:3jc A, st (i,5) €&}
is cofinite in X, for every n € IN.

For every € > 0 we can define the relation <. on N by setting g <. f if there exists s € NT
such thatf]

g s(n), =] c. [ n, =] (VneN).

The following proposition characterizes quasi P-points in a similar way that Corollary [4]
characterizes P-points. This will be useful in the proof of Theorem

Proposition 6. An ultrafilter o € fw \ w is a quasi P-point if and only if for every metric
on IN, w.r.t. which a is neither discrete nor Cauchy, the following statement holds

VfeN Ve>0 da-faithful g e N s.t. g <. f.

3For two subsets A and B of a metric space let us write A C. B when d(a, B) < ¢ for every a € A.
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Proof. (=) Let p be an arbitrary metric on IN, and let f € N and € > 0 be given. The sets
&r = {(m,n) € N?: p(m,n) < 1/k} (k € IN)

is a countable and decreasing uniformity base for N. For every n € IN the set A, := f~[n, —]
belongs to o and (), A, = 0. Let k > 1/e. By hypothesis, « is neither discrete nor Cauchy,
so there exists X € «a such that
X =lieX:3jecA, st (i,5) € &)
is cofinite in X, for every n € IN, i.e. for every n € IN there exists a subset X* that is
cofinite in X, and satisfying X* c. A, = f~![n, —]. Let F} be a finite subset of X such that
X\ F C. f712,—], and for every n > 2 let F,, C X \ U;:ll F; such that X \ (J_| F; C.
f7Yn,—]. Let h € N be the function defined by h[F,,] = {n} and h[IN\ X] = {1}. Then, h
is a-finite-to-one and h~'[n, =] C. f~![n, =], for every n € IN. By virtue of Propositions
and [I] it follows that there exists an a-faithful ¢ € N such that g <. f.
(<) Let (€x) be a countable and decreasing uniformity base on IN. We recall (see, for
example, [4, pg. 434, Theorem 8.1.21]) that in this case the uniformity on IN generated by
(k) is induced by some metric p. Note that for every k € IN there exists g, > 0 such that
p(n,m) < g implies that (n,m) € €. Suppose that (i) and (ii) of Definition [ fail. Then,
« is neither discrete, nor Cauchy, w.r.t. p. Suppose that A, | 0 in a. Let f denote the
indicator function associated to (A,). Then, for every k € IN there exists a—faithful g € N
satisfying g <., f, i.e. (by virtue of Propositions B and [l there exists an a-finite-to-one
function h € N satisfying
W, =] Cey f 0,
for every n € IN. Let X € « such that h}X is finite-to-one. Fix n € IN. If ¢+ € X and
h(i) > n, then there exists j € IN such that p(i,j) < e, and f(j) > n. This implies (since
h}X is finite-to-one) that the set {i € X : 35 € A, s.t. p(i,j) < e} is cofinite in X, and
since
{ieX:35eA,st.pli,j) <er} C {teX:3j€A,st (i,j) € E}
it follows that {i € X : 3j € A,, s.t. (i,)) € €} is cofinite in X. O

Corollary 7. Every P-point is a quasit P-point.
Proof. This follows by Proposition [6] and Corollary @] 0J
The following lemma will be used in the proof of Theorem 28|

Lemma 8. Let X, | 0 in o, where a € fw \w and let [ be the indicator function of (X,,).
For every g € N satisfying g <. f, and for every h € NT, there exists a family of consecutive
intervals {1, : n € N} such that |, I, € a¢ and

gilanrl Ce Xh(maxln) (V n e IN)

Proof. Let s € NT such that g~*[s(n), =] C. f~![n,—] for every n € IN. Thus, for every
i € IN satisfying ¢(i) > s(h(n)), there exists i’ € IN such that p(i,7') < € and f(i') > h(n).
Therefore p(i, Xpm)) < €. Let ny := 1, and for & > 1, let ny := s(h(ng_1)). Then, either
X = Upe, [nok, noks1] or Y := g nak—1, nok[ belongs to a?. Without loss of generality,
assume that X € o9. Let I}, := [nog, nory1]. If i € N and g(i) € I4q, then g(i) > s(h(nogi1)),
and therefore p(i, X, < e. This implies that g~ ', 1 C. X, O

"2k+1)) max I)*

3.3. Flat Ultrafilters. Let z = (1;) € £>°. For every f € NT and k € N, define
wi(r) = max{|n; — ;| = [ <@ << O}
where f0(1) := 1 and f*1(1) := f(f*(1)). Let

wy(z) = sup w’}(x)
keN
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In this way the set /> can be identified with a subset of RN as follows: To every € /> one
associates * : N — R™ defined by z* : f — wg(x).

Definition 2. A flatness scale for an ultrafilter o is a sequence (s,,) in [0, 1]N satisfying:
(i) there exists r > 0 such that sup; s,(7) > r and lim; o, s,(¢) = 0 for every n € N,
(ii) lim, o ws(s,) = 0 for every f € NT.

When a € fw \ w admits a flatness scale, « is called a flat ultrafilter.

Remark 9. Let (a;;) be an infinite matrix with values in [0, 1]. Define b;; := sup; ; as. For
p < ¢ in IN we have

max{|b; — by :p<j<k<gq} = byp—by = prgjaglaij Vobiy — by < p@?éaij — Qg

and therefore
max{|b; — bip| :p < J <k <q} < max{|a; —ap| :p<j<Ek<ql

This shows that a flat ultrafilter admits a flatness scale (s,,) satisfying s, (i + 1) < s,(i) <
sp(1) =1 for every i and n in IN.

Proposition 10. An ultrafilter o« € fw \ w is flat if and only if there is a sequence of
decreasing functions (s,) in [0, 1], such that

(1) lim; o S, (i) = 0, for alln € IN.

(ii) s,(1) =1, for alln € IN.
(iii) limy, o ||$n — Sn 0 fllc = 0, for all f € NT.

Proof. Let (t,) be a flatness scale for « and let » > 0 such that ||¢,||.. = sup, t,(¢) > r for
each n € IN. Define s,(j) := supy>; tn(k)/||tn]|. It is clear that (s,) satisfies (i) and (ii)
and each s, is decreasing. To check (iii), let € > 0 be given. Then {n € N : ||t,, —t, 0 f|l» <
re} € a. Hence by Remark @ {n € N : ||t,]|«|lSn — sn © flle < re} € a and this implies
{nelN:|s,—s,ofllo<e}€a.

U

Note that this characterization was the original definition of flat ultrafilter [8, Definition
3.2].

Proposition 11. [8 Theorem 3.3| Flat ultrafilters exist in ZFC.

Proof. Let X denote the set of all decreasing sequences in [0,1] N Q, starting at 1, and
eventually equal to 0. Since X is countable, the existence of a flat ultrafilter would follow
if we show that 0* belongs to the closure of X* := {2* : # € X}. Let U C RY be an open
neighborhood of 0%, and let {fi,..., fu} C N and € > 0 be such that

{z* v e X, wy(z)<eVi<n} C U

It suffices to exhibit x € X satisfying ws(z) < ¢, where f := max(fi,..., f,). To this end,
define, recursively, the sequence (k;) by setting ki := 1 and, for i > 2, k; := fi1(1). Choose
m € IN such that 1/m < ¢ and let = := (§;) be defined by

£ = 0 if i > kot
T l1=(p-1)/m  ifk, <i<ky for some p < m.
It is clear that wy(x) = 1/m. O

Proposition 12. Let (s,) be a flatness scale for a € fw \w. Then the following statements
are true.

(i) limy, g $p(2) = limy, o $,(4) for everyi,j € IN.
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(ii) For every r > 0 and for every A € «, the set
K(r,A):={k € N: (s,(k) : n € A) is eventually > r}
s finite.

Proof. (i) Define s(i) := lim,,_,4 $,(7) and suppose that |s(i) — s(j)| > € for some € > 0 and
i,7 € N. Let A € a such that |s,(7) — s()| and |s,(j) — s(j)| are both less than /4, for
every n € A. This implies that |s, (i) — s,(j)| > €/2 for every n € A. This contradicts the
fact that (s,) is a flatness scale for a.

(ii) Suppose that K (r, A) is infinite, for some r > 0 and A € a. We show that (s,) is not a
flatness scale for a. To this end we shall construct a strictly increasing sequence (¢; : i > 0)

such that
U{ne A : lsn(li) = sulia)l = r/2} € .
i>0
Let {k, : n € IN} be an enumeration of K(r, A) such that k, < k,,, for n < m. For every
finite subset F' of A let
m(F) :=min{i € K(r,A) : (Yne F) (Vj>1i) (sn(j) <1/2)}.
Let (g(kn) in € ]N) be a strictly increasing sequence in A such that s;(k) > r for every

i € A satisfying i > ¢g(k,). We shall construct a strictly increasing sequence (I; : i > 0) of
intervals of A such that (J;5, i = A, and

(1) sp(m(L;)) > and sn(m(liy2)) <r/2,

for every n € I;19\ I;;; and i > 0. Note that we can suppose that 1 € A. Set I, := {1} and,

recursively, let I 11 :={n € A:1<n <g(m(l;))}. Observe that
sn(m(li)) <r/2 Vn<g(m(lia)) and  s,(m(L)) =71 Vo> g(m(l)),

i.e. () follows and m(I;) > m(l;_y) for every i > 1. Therefore, (I; : i >

increasing sequence of intervals of A and so UiZO I; = A.
We conclude the proof as follows. For ¢ > 0 let ¢; := m(ly;). Then,

[sn(€i) = sn(liya)] = 7/2

for every n € Io;io \ Ig;1 by (). If UiZO I5iio\ I5;11 € a we are done. Otherwise, we have
that (J,~; f2it1 \ Jo; € a. In this case, for every i > 1 we define ¢; := m(I_1) and observe

that |s,(¢;) — sn(lix1)] > r/2 for every n € Is; 11 \ I3; by (). O

0) is a strictly

3.4. 3f-property.

Definition 3. The ultrafilter & € Sw \ w is said to have the three functions property (3f-
property in short) if there exists a bijection ¢ : N — IN?, such that for every f € N, there
exists A € « satisfying either
(i) f}A is constant, or
(ii) f}A is finite-to-one, or
(iii) there is a one-to-one function f € N such that f}A =fomo¢
denotes the projection onto the first coordinate.

N where 7 : N2 — IN

We will say in this case that a has the 3f-property w.r.t. ¢. This property has been
isolated by A. Blass in [I]. It should be noted that the definition given in [1] differs slightly
from ours because for the second case A. Blass requires f to be a-injective instead of a-finite-
to-one. It is easy to see that every P-point has the three function property (we can think
of P-point ultrafilters as ultrafilters having the two functions property). However there are
ultrafilters with the three function property that are not P-points. In fact, in [2] the authors
study certain ultrafilters added generically by a countably closed Forcing notion. They refer
to these ultrafilters as ”the next best thing to a P-point” ultrafilters. These ultrafilter enjoy
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the 3f-property and they are not P-points but they are weak P-points. They also consider
sums of non-isomorphic selective ultrafilters indexed by a selective ultrafilter, they showed
that these ultrafilters share the 3f-property but they are neither P-points nor weak P-points.
In [1], it is also shown that ultrafilters that are not P-points but satisfy certain Ramsey-like
partition properties have the 3f-property. Hence the class of ultrafilters with the 3f-property
properly contains the P-point ultrafilters. However, the existence of ultrafilters with the 3f-
property cannot be proved within ZFC, for if a has the 3f-property and it is not a P-point,
then there is f : IN — IN witnessing the later and it is easy to see that of = {f71(A): A € a}
is a P-point.

For a subset X C IN? and i € IN we set X' := {j € N : (z,j) € X}. Recall that if ¢ is
bijective, then a? = {¢(A) : A € a} and a ~gk a?.

Remark 13. Suppose that the ultrafilter « satisfies the 3f-property w.r.t. ¢. For every
ACNlet A:=¢[A],

Ay = U{AJ : |121J| < 00},
and

A == J{A7 1 |A7] = o0}

Observe that if Ay € a? for some A € a, then « is a P-point. Otherwise, for every A € a,
there exists B € o, B C A such that every vertical section ¢[B]? (j € IN) is an infinite set.

Proposition 14. Let (a;; :i,j € IN) be an infinite matriz with entries in [0, 1] satisfying:
(i) 1 =ai1 > ai; > a;j11, for every i,j € N, and
(ii) lim; o0 a;; =0 for every i € IN.
Let « be an ultrafilter satisfying the 3f-property. Then, for every 0 < § < 1/4 there exists
A € « and two non-decreasing sequences (my) and (ng) in IN satisfying my < ny, for every
k € N, such that
A= U{’L €A:aim, — ain, >0}

kelN

Proof. Let 0 < 6 < 1/4. For every i € N let f(i) := min{j € N : a;; < 1 — 8}, g(¢) :=
min{j € N:a;; <1—26} and h(i) :=min{j € IN: a;; <1 —36}. Note that f < g < h.

If there exists A € @ and n € N such that f(i) = n for every i € A (i.e. f is a-constant)
we let my := 1 and ny := n for every kK € IN. Note that if h is a-constant, then so is g, and
if g is a-constant, then so is f.

Suppose that f is a-finite-to-one. In this case there exists A € a and a partition {F}, :
k € IN} of A into finite subsets such that f(i) = f(¢’) if and only if ¢ and i’ belong to the
same Fy for some k € N. Let my € IN such that f[Fy] = {my + 1}. After reorganization (if
necessary) we can suppose that (myg) is (strictly) increasing. Inductively, one can construct a
(strictly) increasing sequence (ny) such that g(i) < ny for every ¢ € Fy and k € IN. Observe
that a;,,, > 1— 6 and a;,, <1 — 26 for every ¢ € Fj. A similar argument (involving g and
h) holds if we suppose that g is a-finite-to-one.

Let us suppose that neither f nor g is a-constant or a-finite-to-one. Then there are finite-
to-one functions f and g in N, and A € «, such that f}A = formo gb’A and g’A =gomo gb’A.
Let {F}) : k € N} be a partition of IN into finite subsets such that f(i) = f(¢') if and only if
i and i’ belong to the same Fy for some k € N. Let my € IN such that f[Fy] = {my + 1}.
After reorganization, we can suppose that (my) is (strictly) increasing. Inductively, one can
construct a (strictly) increasing sequence (ny) such that g(i) < ny for every ¢ € Fj and
k € IN. Observe that if i € A N ((¢p! o7 1) (F})), then g(i) = (gomo¢)(i) < ny, and
therefore, a;,,, > 1 —0 and a;,, <1 — 20. O

Corollary 15. If an ultrafilter « is flat, then it cannot satisfy the 3f-property.
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Proof. This follows by Propositions [I4] and [I0; one simply needs to consider a function
f € NT satisfying f(my) > ny, for every k € IN. O

Remark 16. With the same notation of the proof of Proposition [[4] note that if we don’t
have the (simple) case where (my) and (ng) are constant (i.e. if f is not a-constant), we
can define a strictly increasing sequence (k;) in IN such that ng, < my,,, for every j € IN.
Observe then, that either

A, = U {ie A: iy, = Qi > 0} € a
JeEN
7 is odd
or
A, = U {ieA: iy, = Qi > 0} € a.
JEN
j is even

4. ULTRAPOWERS OF A METRIC SPACE - SOME CONSIDERATIONS

Let (M, p) be a metric space and let .# denote the set of all bounded sequences in M.
Denote the members of .# by x = (z,,), y = (y,) and so on. The following is easily seen to
be an equivalence relation on .#

A:={(x,y) : {neN:p(x,,y,) <e}€.F Ve>0}
and associated to the ultrafilter a € fw\w we further have the following equivalence relations:
Aj ={(xy) : {neN:z, =yn} € a},
AT ={(x,y) : JAcast. {neN:p(x,,y,) <e} € .F(A) Ve>0},
AY ={(x,y) : {ne€N:p(zp,yn) <&} € aVe>0}.

The functions
Poo : M X M — [0,1] : ((:cn), (yn)) — sup p(Tn, Yn),

nelN
and
po i M x M —[0,1]: ((0), (yn)) — li;np(a:n,yn),
define, respectively, a metric and a pseudo-metric on .Z .
The following inclusions can easily be verified.

A
N

A C AY C Ag
In the complete lattice of all the equivalence relations on .# (ordered by set-theoretic
inclusion) one has the equality A} = AV AJ.

Proposition 17. The closure of A§ is equal to AS w.r.t. both metrics poo X Poo ANA pa X Po -

Proof. 1t is easy to see that A§ is dense in AY W.r.t. po X poo (and therefore w.r.t. p, X ps).
We show that A is closed w.r.t. ps X po. (This will imply that A is closed w.r.t. pso X poo-)
Suppose that (x™), (y") are sequences in .# such that lim, ... x" = x, lim, ., y" =y
(w.r.t. po) and suppose that (x",y") € Ag for every n € N. Fix an arbitrary ¢ > 0. We
show that {i € IN: p(x;,y;) < e} € a. Let ¢ := /3. The assumption (x",y") € AJ implies
that {i € N : p(a?,y?) < 0} € a. We also have that
J:={neN:p,(x",x)V p(y",y) <0} € F,
and so, for every n € J we have
{1 € = p(a, i) V op(ai' yi') vV plyi' vi) <0} € a.
Hence, {i € N : p(z;,y;) < e} € a. O
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Proposition 18. If a is a P-point, then Ay = Ag.

Proof. Suppose that (x,y) € AS. Let ; | 0in R and let 4; := {j € N : p(z;,y;) < &}
Then A; € a and A; |. If ;o Ai € o, then {i € N : 2; = y;} € a and (x,y) € Af. So,
suppose that (),cn Ai ¢ o and let B; := A; \ (), 4. Then B; | 0 in o and — being a
P-point — a contains X such that X N (B; \ Bj;1) is finite, for every j € IN. This implies
that

I ;) =0
i (e, 45) = 0,
J—00

iLe. (x,y) € AL O

Theorem 19. Let X be a separable topological space, and suppose that (f,) is an equicon-
tinuous sequence of functions from X into the metric space Y, converging pointwise to the
function f along the ultrafilter o € fw \w. If a 1s a P-point, then there exists N € o such
that

(2) lim fu(x) = f(z) VYoeX

Proof. If U is an equicontinuous set of functions mapping the separable space X into Y,
then, the restriction to U of the product topology on Y is metrizable. So the assertion
follows by Proposition [I8 OJ

When the ultrafilter is selective, one can use deep Mathias’s Theorem to prove that the
same conclusion can be drawn when one relaxes equicontinuity to measurability. The proof
of the next theorem follows the same arguments of [8, Theorem 1.5]. We prefer to present it
in this more general setup because we believe that it could be interesting in its own right.

Theorem 20. [8, Theorem 1.5] Let X be a Polish space, and suppose that (f,,) is a sequence
of Borel functions from X into a metric space Y, converging pointwise to the Borel function
f along the ultrafilter . If o € Pw \ w s selective, then there exists N € a such that

(3) lim fu(e) = f(z) VeeX
neN

Proof. Let p denote the metric function on Y. Consider the function
®: X x N— P(N)

(z,i) = {n € N: p(fu(z), f(z)) > 1/i},
and define
E:={N € [N]*:3(z,i) € X x Nsit. N C &(x,7)}.

If one where to show that &€ is analytic, the result would follow by Mathias’s Theorem as
follows: There is N € « such that [N]> C & or [N]*NE& = (). Since we cannot have the first
possibility because of our assumption lim,,_,,, f,(z) = f(z) for every z € X, it follows that
[N]*NE&=0;ie. forevery (z,i) € X x N the set {n € N: p(fu(z), f(z)) > 1/i} is finite.
So ([B)) would follow.

We show that ® is a Borel function — since X x IN is a Polish space, and [IN]*° (being
a co-countable set in a metric space) is a Borel subset of P(IN), this would imply that
&€ = [IN]*N®(X x N) is analytic.

For any pair (F,G) € [IN]< x [IN]<“ define

UF,G)={NeP(N): NNF=0and NNG =G}.

It is clear that {Z (F,G) : (F,G) € [IN]<* x [IN]<“} is a countable base for P(IN). For our
purpose, therefore, it suffices to show that ®~! (% (F, G)) is a Borel set. This follows because

> (% (F,G)) = UX x {i},
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where
X; = ﬂ {z e X :p(fulx), f(x)) <1/i} N ﬂ {z € X :p(fulx), f(zx)) > 1/i}
nekr neG

and the later is a Borel set by the assumption on the Borel-measurability of the functions
fnand f. O

Corollary 21. Let X be a dual Banach space that is separable w.r.t. the w*-topology. For
every n € N let T,, € B(X) be a compact operator and suppose that lim,,_,, T,z = 0 for
every x € X, where a is a selective ultrafilter on IN. Then, there exists N € a s.t.

lim |7,z =0 for every x € X.

nenN
Proof. The closed unit ball X, of X, is a Polish space when equipped with the w*-topology.

Since T), is compact, it follows that 7, is w*-norm continuous. Thus, the theorem implies
that there exists N € a s.t. ling]oVo |Thz|| = 0 for every z € X. O
n

5. THE COMMUTANT OF B(H) IN ITS ULTRAPOWER.

Given an ultrafilter o € fw \ w, when is the commutant of B(H) in its ultrapower w.r.t.
a trivial?

5.1. Non-trivial commutant — Flat ultrafilters.

Theorem 22. [8, Theorem 4.1] Let (s,) be a flatness scale for the ultrafilter o € fw \ w,
satisfying (i)-(iii) of Proposition [I0l. Let {ex : k € IN} be the set of pairwise orthogonal,
one-dimensional projections onto the canonical basis of (* (= H). For everyn € N let

Qy 1= Z sn(k) e
k=1

and let a := (a,). Then a is a non-trivial element of Fo(B(H)).

The proof makes use of a ‘stratification’ property of B(H) as described in the following
interesting lemma. This lemma was originally proved in [5, Lemma 3.1] and generalised in
[8 Lemma 4.6]. For every g € NT and k € IN, let

and let

Lemma 23. For every a € B(H) and 6 > 0, there exist go,g1 € N, a® € D(go) and
a' € D(g1) such that a—a®—a is compact, ||a*|| < 2|a|| fori € {0,1}, and ||a—a’—a'|] < 6/2.

Lemma 23 implies that the span of | J oy D(g) is norm dense in B(H ). It follows, therefore,
that a sufficient (and necessary) condition for a given (a,) in C,(B(H)) to be in F,(B(H)) is
that lim, [|a,b — ba, || = 0 for every b € J,cxr D(g). So, to proceed to the proof of Theorem

we fix an arbitrary g € NT. Observe that y, := > .o, s,(k)p?(k) is in the centre of
P2(g). The flatness property of o implies that {n € N : ||a, — y»|| < e} € a for each € > 0.
Moreover, since each a, is compact and of norm one, the sequence (a,) is non-trivial, i.e.
(a,) is a non-trivial element of F,(B(H)).

We shall now proceed to prove the necessity of the flatness property for F,(B(H)) to be
non-trivial. This answers [8, Question 5.2].
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Remark 24. Note that if F,(B(H)) is non-trivial, then, in view of [I1, Corollary 2.21],
and since the set of finite rank operators F'(H) is norm dense in K(H), there is 0 # a €
Fo(B(H))NCL(F(H)). Moreover, we can assume that a is of norm one and self-adjoint, i.e.
if a = (a,), we can suppose that each a, has norm one, is of finite rank and is self-adjoint.
In addition, by making a small perturbation (if necessary) we can further assume that all
the al,s are distinct, so we can identify o with an ultrafilter on {a, : n € IN}.

Theorem 25. Let a € fw \w. Then F,(B(H)) is non-trivial if and only if « is flat.

Proof. In Theorem 22] it was already shown that if « is flat, then F,(B(H)) is not trivial.
Here we show the converse.

Suppose that F,(B(H)) is not trivial. In view of Remark 24 there exists a = (a;) €
Fo(B(H)) such that every a; has norm one and has finite rank. Let {& : ¢ € IN} be a
fixed orthonormal basis of H. For each k € IN let ¢p denote the projection of H onto
span{¢; : i < k}. Note that ¢ = 0. For every n,m € IN define s,(m) := ||a (1 — gm)]|-
Observe that the sequence (s,) satisfies (i) and (ii) of Proposition [0l So, either (s,) is a
flatness scale for a and we're done, or there is € > 0 and a strictly increasing sequence (my)
in IN such that

A= U {n € N :s,(my) — sp(mys1) > <}

kelN

belongs to a. Without loss of generality we can suppose that (my) increases in a way so
that the sequence (dy) where dy := my1 — my is also strictly increasing. Observe that if
Sp(my) — sp(mgs1) > €, then

lan(@mys = @mi) |l = llan(l = gmy) = an(l = gy )l = sn(mi) = sn(mag) > e

For every k € N define py := ¢, — Gm,- Then (p;) is a sequence of pairwise orthogonal,
finite-rank projections and for every n € A there exists k € IN such that ||a,px| > €. Observe
that the dimension of the range space of p, equals di. For every n,j € IN define

tn(j) = sup [lanps]-
ki

Note that ¢,(j +1) < t,(j
flatness scale for . Let §
Want to show that

< tn(1) > ¢ for every j € N and n € A. We show that (¢,) is
0

)
> e given and let (¢;) be a strictly increasing sequence in IN.

(n€N:t,(0) —ta(lir)) > 6 Ji € N} ¢ a.

It is harmless to assume that ¢; o — ¢;1 1 > {;11 — ¢; for every i € IN. Together with the fact
that the sequence (dy) is strictly increasing, this assumption guarantees the existence of a
partial isometry w satisfying u*u = 1 and

UPe;+k S p5i+1+k )

for every 0 < k < ¢;11 — ¢; — 1 and for every i € IN. For every i € N and n € IN let u(n,i
be the number satisfying ¢; < p(n,i) < ;11 and such that ||an,pum,| = max{||anpel : & <
k< €i+1}- Then

07 if Hanpu(n,z)” < tn(£i+1)
||anpu(n,i) || — tn(&“), otherwise,

tn(£i) - tn<€i+1) = {
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and therefore, if i € IN and n € IN are such that ¢,(¢;) — t,(f;+1) > d, then

0 <tn(ls) = tn(liv1) = llanPuny |l — tn(liz1)

= ”uanpu(n,i)” — sup ||anpil|
k211
< Huanpu(n,i)” - HanuPu(n,i)”

< [(ua, — anu)p,u(n,i) |

< ||ua, — ayul|.
This shows that
{neN:t,(l;) —t,(liy1) >0 J € N} C {n e N: ||ua, — ayu| > 6},

and completes the proof ([l

5.2. Trivial commutant — 3f-property. Although the following theorem follows also by
Theorem 25 and Corollary 15 we here give a direct proof.

Theorem 26. If o € fw \ w has the 3f-property, then F,(B(H)) is trivial.

Proof. Suppose that F,(B(H)) is not trivial and that o has the 3f-property. We shall seek
a contradiction. In view of Remark 24] there exists a = (a;) € F,(B(H)) such that every
a; has norm one and has finite rank. Pick an arbitrary strictly decreasing sequence (p;) of
projections on H converging to 0 w.r.t. the strong operator topology and such that p; = 1.
For every (i,7) € IN? let a;; := ||a;p;||. Observe that the infinite matrix (a;;) satisfies the
hypothesis of Proposition [I4], and therefore, by the same proposition and by Remark [16] for
every 0 < 0 < 1/4 there exists A € a and a strictly increasing sequence (ji) such that

U{iEA:aijk = Qi >5} € o.

kelN

Let u be a partial isometry such that uu* = 1 and up;, < p;,,, for every & € N. Then

|wai — a;ull > [luaip;, — a;up;ll > luaipll — llaiwp;|l
> lai pj, || — llas pjy,. |
= Q;j, — aiij.

This implies that {¢ € IN : |[ua; — a;u|| > §} € «, contradicting the centrality assumption
of a. 0

Remark 27. In [8 Theorem 2], it was shown that when « is selective, F,(B(H)) is trivial.
This follows by Theorem and by invoking a result by Sherman [20] which says that
no factor von Neumann algebra (in particular B(H)) can admit any non-trivial central
sequenced]. Indeed, if (an) is a representing sequence of a € F,(B(H)) and each a, is a
compact operator, the sequence of operators T,, : B(H) — B(H) defined by x +— a,x — za,
satisfy the hypothesis of Corollary 2] and therefore there exists an increasing sequence (n;)
in IN such that {n; : i € N} € a and lim; o, T,,x = 0 for every = € B(H). Note that besides
from being a proper generalization, Theorem 20, allows for a more elementary proof.

4Recall that a sequence (ay) in a von Neumann algebra M is a non-trivial central sequence if lim,, ||ana —
aay|| = 0 for every a € M and lim,, infyee ||an, — AL|| # 0 for every A € C.
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5.3. Trivial commutant — quasi P-point.
Theorem 28. If a € fw \w is a quasi P-point, then F,(B(H)) is trivial.

Proof. Suppose that F,(B(H)) is not trivial and that « is a quasi P-point. We shall seek a

contradiction. In view of Remark 4 there existfl a = (a(i)) € Fo(B(H)) such that every
a(i) has norm one, has finite rank and is self-adjoint. Moreover, we can assume that all the

a(n)’s are distinct, so we can identify IN with {a(7) : i« € IN} by identifying i with a(7).

We first note that a cannot be Cauchy because if otherwise, it would converge in K(H)
(w.r.t. the norm) and the limit — being in the centre of K(H) — must be equal to 0,
contradicting the assumption that (a(n)) is not trivial. Therefore, Proposition [ implies
that there is 6 > 0 such that every A € a contains an infinite -discrete subset.

Let p(n) be the range projection of a(n) and let ¢(n) :=\/, . p(m). For every n € IN the
set

Y(n):={m>n: Hq(n) a(m) (¢(m) — q(n)) H < 6/12}

belongs to a by the assumption of centrality. Let

X(n) = {m € Y(n) - ||(a(m) — a(n)) a(m) (alm) — a(n) ]| < /12}
For any s,¢ in X'(n) we note that
la(s) —a(®)ll < [[a(n)al(s)a(n) — q(n)a(t)q H
+ 2||(a(s) — a(n)) a(s) g(n)]| + 2H —q(n)) a(t) q(n)]|
(4) + [[(a(s) = a(n)) a(n) (a(s) — H
+ || (a(t) = a(n)) a(t) (a(t) — H
< lig(n) a(s) g(n) — q(n) () ( )+ 6/2.

Let X(n) := N\ X'(IN). We shall need to consider two cases:

Case (i) Suppose that there exists A € o and ¢’ > 0 such that A is ¢’-discrete. By taking a
smaller ¢ (if necessary) we can suppose that A is §-discrete. The above estimation shows that
if X’(n)N A is infinite for some n € IN, the unit ball of ¢(n) B(H) g(n) would contradictorily
contain an infinite ¢/2-discrete subset. Thus, AN X(n) € .#(A) for every n € IN. Observe
that X (n)NA | 0 in « and the indicator function f associated with the sequence (X (n)NA :
n € IN) is a-finite-to-one.

Case (ii) Suppose that « is neither discrete nor Cauchy, i.e. by Proposition [6] we have

VfieN Ve >0 da-faithful g € N s.t. g <. f.

Note that the estimation of () implies that if X'(n) € «a for some n € IN then — by
Proposition Bl - the unit ball of ¢(n) B(H) ¢(n) would contradictorily contain an infinite 6/2-
discrete subset. Therefore X (n) € a for every n € IN. Let f denote the indicator function
associated with the sequence (X(n):n € IN).

In both cases, therefore, it is possible to find an a-injective g € N satisfying g <. f,
where £ < 5/24 Let h € N satisfy h(k) > ming '{k} for every k € range g. By
Lemma [2, there exists a consecutivel] family of finite sets {I; : £k € IN} of IN such that
U, I € o and ¢ 111 C. X (h(maxI})). Without loss of generality, we can assume that
I C range g. For every k € NN, let I, = {i*(1), i*(2), ..., i*(ly)} and for 1 < p < I let
n*(p) := min g~ {i*(p)}. Observe that n*(p) < h(max I}) for every 1 < p < .

Let e, := g(h(maxI;)) and for k > 1 let e, := g(h(max I;)) — q(h(max I;_1)). Then (ey)
is a sequence of pairwise orthogonal projections satisfying:

To avoid cumbersome notation with subscripts we write (a(i)) instead of (aj).

Sie. i < j for every i € I,, j € I,, and n < m.
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. (Zle €z> a(n*(p)) = q(h(maxIy)) a(n*(p)) = a(n*(p)),
o a(n(p)) Yipei =
4

o |ea(n*(p))en| > &5 —e> &,
for every k > 1 and 1 < p <. Let n*(p) be a unit vector in e, H such that
[a(n*(@) (F )| > 6/24 (1 <p<i).
Let (fi) be a sequence of pairwise orthogonal projections in B(H) such that f, <., e;

and e ~ fi for every £ € IN. Let u; be a partial isometry on H satisfying u;u, = e, and
upuy = fr. Then, u =), u; belongs to B(H) and satisfies

a(n®(p))u (n*(p)) = a(n*(p))ur (n*(p)) = 0,

)

, and

and
k

[ua(n* () @) | = || D_(wes) a(n®) 0 0))]| = lla(n* () @ p) || > d/24,

i=1
for every k € N and 1 < p < . This shows that ||a(n"(p)) u — wa(n*(p)|| > §/24 for every
ke lNand 1 <p<I.

So, we have

U{z’k(l), *(2), ..., ")} € {g(n) : neN, |la(n)u — wa(n)| > §/24},
k

ie. {g(n):n €N, |la(n)u — wa(n)|| > §/24} belongs to a¥. Since g is a-injective, this
implies that {n € N : |la(n)u — wa(n)|| < §/24} € a. But, since a € F,(A) N CL(F(H)),
we also have that {n € N : |ja(n)u — uwa(n)|| < §/24} € a. The contradiction completes
the proof. O

Question (i) below becomes more relevant in the light of Theorem We believe that
Question (ii) is also natural to ask.

Problem 29. (i) Do non-flat ultrafilters exist in ZFC?
(ii) What is the precise relation between the notion of quasi P-points and flat ultrafilters?
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