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HIGH STATIONARITY AND DERIVED TOPOLOGIES ON P, (A)
M. CATALINA TORRES

ABSTRACT. Let x be an uncountable regular cardinal, K C A. We study a notion
of n-stationarity on P, (A). We construct a sequence of topologies (79,71, ...)
on P.(A) characterising the simultaneous reflection of a pair of n-stationary
sets in terms of elements in the base of 7,,. This result constitutes a complete
generalisation to the context of P, (A) of Bagaria’s prior characterisation of n-
simultaneous reflection in terms of derived topologies on ordinals.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of combinatorial properties of P.A = {z C X : |z| < k} where £ de-
notes an uncountable regular cardinal and x < A, has a long history. Originating
as a natural generalisation of combinatorial properties on a cardinal x within the
context of large cardinal notions (see [15], 6] 21]); considering strongly compact
and supercompact cardinals as extensions of weakly compact and measurable car-
dinals, respectively, allows to generalise certain properties from a single cardinal,
Kk, to the pair of cardinals, k and A, and consequently to P.A. And leading later
to the study of various related topics, including ideals, filters, stationary sets, and
stationary reflection on P\ (see, e.g., [17, [7, 8 13} [14) 19]). Therefore, the in-
vestigation of appropriate formulations for generalising properties from ordinals
to the case of P, A is undertaken, aiming to yield compelling results with possible
significantly higher levels of consistency strength.

In [I], Bagaria introduced the following iterated notion of stationary reflection
for a given limit ordinal a: A C « is 0-stationary in « if and only if it is unbounded
in . For £ > 0, A C « is &-stationary in « if and only if, for every ¢ < & and
every S (-stationary in «, there is 8 < « such that S N S is (-stationary in 5. In
[2], Bagaria, Magidor and Sakai showed that this stronger form of stationarity was
tightly related with the notion of indescribability. They proved that in L, a regular
cardinal is n + 1-stationary if and only if it is IT} indescribable. Later on, in [3],
Bagaria revisited n-stationarity on ordinals, this time in a stronger version. Given
limit ordinal a: A C « is 0-simultaneously-stationary (0-s-stationary for short)
in « if and only if it is unbounded in a. For £ > 0, A C « is &-simultaneously-
stationary (£-s-stationary for short) in « if and only if for every ¢ < £ and every
S, T (-stationary in «, there is § < « such that SN and T'N S are both (-

stationary in 8. This yields a characterisation of {-simultaneous stationarity in
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terms of the discreteness of derived topologies on ordinals.

Given a topological space (X, 7), the Cantor derivative operator is the map
d; : P(X) — P(X) such that d.(A) := {x € X : x is a limit point of A in 7}.
For an ordinal §, the set By := {0} U {(a,8) : @ < < 6} constitutes a base
for a topology 7y in d, namely the interval topology. In [3] Bagaria constructed
an increasing sequence of topologies (79,71 ..., 7¢...) on § by means of successive
applications of Cantor’s derivative operator on the topological space (d, 7). The
sets d¢(A) == dr,(A) for A C ¢ are considered as new open sets at step § + 1,
and unions are taken at limit stages. That is, 7¢4; is defined to be the topology
generated by Beyq = Be U {de(A) : A C §}, and 7¢ is is defined to be the one
generated by Be 1= UC <€ B: when £ is limit ordinal.

Bagaria proved various properties of d¢ acting on sets of ordinals, particularly
on simultaneous stationary sets. He showed that for all A C §, d¢(A) = {o :
A is &-s-stationary in a}. This result led to two of the main results of his paper:
(Theorem 2.11 in [3|) For every &, an ordinal oo < ¢ is not isolated in the T¢ topol-
ogy on O if and only if « is &-s-stationary in «. And (Theorem 3.1 in [3]) For
every &, an ordinal o is &-s-stationary in « if and only if IS = {x C «a : x is
not s-stationary} is a proper ideal. As a consequence, Bagaria also established a
correlation between this new notion of stationarity and the completeness of GLP
logics [3L 5 [6], underscoring its significance beyond the realm of set theory.

The investigation into higher stationarity on ordinals of [Il 2, B8] prompted an
inaugural effort to define higher stationarity within P,(A). In [23] , H. Brickhill,
S. Fuchino and H. Sakai proposed a definition of n-stationarity in P,(A), where
k is a regular cardinal and Kk C A. Additionally, they suggested the concept of
indescribibility in P, (A), given by Baumgartner in [4], as a potential means of
capturing the equivalence (in L) between indescribability and high stationary re-
flection -as demonstrated for the ordinal case in [2] and [3]- within P, (A). However,
it was noted in [23] that, with this proposal, the consistency of this equivalence
remained unknown. The authors also suggested in [23] an investigation into the
consistency strength of n-stationarity in P,(A). Specifically, they asserted that if
k is A-supercompact, then P, is n-stationary for all n < w, leaving its converse
as an open question.

In this paper, our focus lies on exploring the definition of n-stationarity pro-
posed in [23], with the aim of extending the results obtained in [3| concerning
derived topologies on ordinals to the context of P.(A). Specifically, we exam-
ine an equivalent version of this notion and establish that x being weakly Mahlo
is both a sufficient and necessary condition for demanding the 1-stationarity of
P.(A). Furthermore, we observe that a similar condition for 2-stationarity may



HIGH STATIONARITY AND DERIVED TOPOLOGIES ON P, (A) 3

require a jump in complexity on k, illustrating the first analogy with the ordinal
case. Our exploration reveals that n-stationary sets in P, (A) exhibit connections
among themselves and with club, stationary, and unbounded sets, mirroring the
connections observed in the ordinal case. The only apparent exception is that a
stationary subset of P,(A) may not necessarily be 1-stationary, which, as we will
later emphasise, does not constitute a significant obstacle to our purpose. Nev-
ertheless, we found that 1-stationarity aligns with another form of stationarity:
strong stationarity.

We extend the notion of simultaneous stationarity to P.(A), defining for each
T C P.(A), the set di(T) of points in P.(A) where T is n-simultaneously-
stationary. We prove that these sets behave exactly like the derivative sets in
the ordinal case. Particularly, we establish an analogue of Proposition 2.10 in
[3], which served as the key to proving one of Bagaria’s main results in [3]. This
exploration sheds light on how to define a starting topology for P.(A). Therefore,
we define a sequence of topologies on P, (A) for which the sets df(7") coincide with
the actual derivative sets on P,(A). These findings are summarised in Theorem
and Theorem (.8 providing evidence for our successful and comprehensive
attempt to generalise Theorems 2.11 and 3.1 in [3] mentioned above.

In the last section, we present a sufficient condition for P, (k) to be n-stationary
for all n < w, namely, xk being totally indescribable. Recall that in the ordinal
case, if k is totally indescribable, it implies that x is {-simultaneously stationary
on « for all £. Thus, our proof on P,(A) serves as corroboration that P.(A), in
the context of high stationarity, is also a general form of x by identifying x and
P.(x). Finally, we provide a proof of the assertion made in [23], claiming that x
being A-supercompact is a sufficient condition for P, A to be n-stationary for all
n < w.

We want to acknowledge that, simultaneously and independently, Cody, Lambie-
Hanson and Zhang [10] defined a sequence of two-cardinal derived topologies and
obtained results similar to those in Section 3 and 4 of the present article involving
the relationship between various two-cardinal notions of &-s-stationarity and two-
cardinal derived topologies.

2. NOTATION AND FRAMEWORK

Everywhere in the sequel k denotes an uncountable regular cardinal, and A any
set such that K C A. Recall that P,(A) denotes the set {x C A : |z| < k}. In
[15], 16l [17], Jech defined the following well-known notions for a set S C P.(A);
(i) S is unbounded (C-cofinal) in P.(A) iff for any = € P, (A) there is some y € S
such that x C y. (ii) S is closed in P,(A) iff for any {z¢ : £ < f} C S with § <k
and ¢ C x¢ for £ < ¢ < B, Ugpae € S. (iii) S is club in Py (A) iff S is closed and
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cofinal in P,(A). And (iv) S is stationary in P.(A) iff for any C club in P,(A),
SNC # @.

Originally, Jech employed the term “unbounded” for definition (i); however, in
the present work, we opt for the terminology “C-cofinal” or simply “cofinal” to
avoid confusion with the condition that S has the property that for any = € P, (A)
there is some y € S such that y € x. While in the ordinal case these conditions
happen to be equivalent, in the context of P.(A) -due to a lack of total order- we
do not have this correspondence.

The following are some well-known facts that can be found easily in the litera-
ture [17, 18, 20]. For every x € P.(A), the sets z 1= {y € P.(A4) : « C y} and
Cv == {x € P.(A) : Nk is a regular cardinal } are club subsets of P,(A). C
is a closed set of P,(A) if and only if for every directed set T' C C' of cardinality
<k, JT € C. Aset SC kis unbounded (or closed, or stationary) in the sense
of x if and only if, it is cofinal (or closed, or stationary) in the sense of P, (k).
Club subsets of P, (A) generate a filter, the club filter on P,.(A) and we denote its
corresponding dual ideal by NS 4.

As mentioned in the introduction, Bagaria, in [3], employed the symbol "d" to
represent the Cantor derivative operator, which extracts from a given set the set
of its limit points in a specific topology. However, for the sake of our presentation,
we adopt the symbol "0" for this operation. More precisely, for a topological space
(X, 7) and a subset A C X, we define 0 as 0,(A) := {z € X : z is a limit point of
A in the topology 7}. This choice of notation allows us to reserve the symbol "d"
for denoting the set of higher stationary sets that we aim to equate with 0,(A)."

3. HIGHER STATIONARY SUBSETS OF P, (A)

Bagaria’s definition of higher stationarity can be viewed as an iterative process,
akin to the reflection of certain sets. The resemblance to an iteration of the no-
tion of stationarity in ordinals arises because S is a stationary in an ordinal «
of uncountable cofinality if and only if, for all unbounded subset T" of «, there is
some 3 € S such that 7'N 3 is unbounded in #. This condition is referred to as 1-
stationarity. Similarly, 2-stationarity corresponds to the reflection of 1-stationary
sets or, equivalently, as the reflection of standard stationary sets. In this context,
the concept of 2-stationarity holds notable significance, resonating with the ex-
tensive study of stationary reflection on ordinals. However, its implications, as
elucidated in [3], primarily emerges from a novel approach: the iterative reflection
of specific sets.

Reflection of stationary sets in P, (A), where A is an ordinal, has also been deeply
studied by authors such as Jech, Sakai and Shelah [25] [19, 14, 24] 12]. Given that



HIGH STATIONARITY AND DERIVED TOPOLOGIES ON P, (A) 5

any form of reflection in P, (A) involves at least two parameters, namely x and A,
multiple definitions have been proposed. The proposal of extending the iterative
process of reflecting certain sets within P, (A) was introduced relatively recently
by H. Brickhill, S. Fuchino, and H. Sakai, as presented in [23]. This particular
concept is the one that captures our focus, as it closely relates to the aspect of [3]
we aim to generalise.

Definition 3.1. (H. Brickhill, S. Fuchino and H. Sakai [23]) Let n < w and k be
a reqular limit cardinal such that Kk C A.
(1) S CP.(A) is 0-stationary (BFS) in P.(A) iff S is cofinal in P.(A).
(2) S C P.(A) is n-stationary (BFS) in P.(A) iff for all m < n and all
T C P.(A) m-stationary in P,(A), there is x € S such that
- p=x Nk is reqular cardinal.
- TNP,(x) is m-stationary in P,(z).

Here, the stipulation on p := z N k is characterised by being a regular cardi-
nal. In our contribution below, we introduce a refinement by requiring instead
i = |r N k| to be a regular limit cardinal. As a result, the converse of Proposition

[B.8 also holds, thereby laying the groundwork for the ensuing results in this section.
This modification does not constitute a significant change; almost everywhere in
P..(A) -inside a set of points of P,(A) which complement is non-stationary- and
for k interesting enough, both definitions are equivalent, as we will demonstrate
later in Proposition [3.101

Definition 3.2. Let n < w and k be a reqular limit cardinal such that Kk C A.
(1) S CP.(A) is 0-stationary in P.(A) iff S is cofinal in P.(A).
(2) S CP.(A) is n-stationary in P.(A) iff for allm < n and all T C P,(A)
m-stationary in P.(A), there is x € S such that
- po= |z N k| is regular limit cardinal.
- T'NP,(x) is m-stationary in P,(z).

Definition 3.3. For any T' C P.(A), d,(T) := {z € Pu(A) : p:= |z Nk| is a
reqular limit cardinal and T NP, (x) is n-stationary in P,(z)}.

For the sake of readability, we will use the shorthand “S'is n-stationary” instead
of “S is n-stationary in P,(A)” whenever the context is evident.

Lemma 3.4. If S C P.(A) is 1-stationary in P.(A), then S is cofinal in P.(A).

Proof : Suppose S C P,(A) is l-stationary and let y € P,(A). The set
y = {2z € P.(A) : y C z} is club and in particular cofinal in P.(A). By 1-
stationarity of S, there is x € S such that p := |x N k| is regular limit cardinal and
y T NP,(x) is cofinal in P,(z). Then J(y T "P.(z)) =z, and so y C z. O
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Definition 3.5. Let n < w and k be a regular limit cardinal such that Kk C A.
(1) S C P.(A) is 0-stmultaneously-stationary in P.(A) iff S is cofinal in

S
P.(A) iff for every m < n and every Ty, Ts C P.(A) m-s-stationary in
(A), there is some x € S such that
- po= |z N k| is regular limit cardinal.
- Ty NPu(z) and To N Py(x) are both m-s-stationary in P,(z).
(3) For any T C P,(A), &i(T) :={zx € P.(A) : p:= |z N K| is a regular limit
cardinal and T NP, (x) is n-s-stationary in P,(x)}.

Notice that, from the definitions above we get S C P,(A) is n-stationary in
P..(A) if and only if for all m < n and all 7" m-stationary in P.(A), SNd,,(T) # 2.
And, S C P,(A) is n-s-stationary in P,(A) if and only if for all m < n and all
Ty, T, m-s-stationary in P,(A), SNd: (T1) Nd:,(Tr) # .

Simultaneous n-stationarity is evidentely a stronger notion than n-stationarity;
that is, if S C P,(A) is n-s-stationary in P.(A), then S is also n-stationary in
P.(A). For the case n = 0, they are, in fact, the same. So, for any A C P,(A),
do(A) = dij(A). A simple but very useful remark is that if S C P.(A) is n-s-
stationary (n-stationarity) in P.(A) and S C S*, then S* is also n-s-stationary
(n-stationarity) in P.(A). Another useful and straightforward fact to prove is
that for any U,V C P.(A) and n < w, we have d,,(UNV) C d,(U)Nd,(V) and
(U NV) C () N d3(V).

Lemma 3.6. If S C P.(A) is n-s-stationary in P.(A), then S is m-s-stationary
in Pi(A) for all m < n. Consequently, for any U C P.(A) and every m < n < w,
&5(U) € d3,(U).

Proof : By induction. The case n = 1 is trivial from above. Suppose we have
the result for all k& < n, take S C P,(A) n-s-stationary and fix m < n. Let
T, T, C P.(A) be [-stationary for some | < m. Since S is n-s-stationary and
[ <m < n, there is some x € S such that p := |z N k| is regular and 77 NP, (),
T, N'P,(x) are l-stationary in P,(x). Therefore, S is m-s-stationary in P.(A). O

Proposition 3.7. ([23]) If P.(A) is 1-stationary (BFS) in P.(A), then k is weakly
Mahlo.

Proof : Suppose that P.(A) is 1-stationary (BFS) in P,(A). We will prove
that R := {u < k : pis a regular limit cardinal} is stationary in k. Let C be
a club subset of k, and consider the set T := {y € P,(A) : Ja € C such that
yNKCa<ylt

- T is cofinal in P(A) : Suppose y € Pi(A) and let o € C be such that
yNr C a. Consider & := {5\ {0} : 0 € a}; clearly, a Nk = {@}. Now let
zi=yU{a}; thenzNr =wu{aph)Nne=wynNnr)U({a}nNnk) =ynk C a.
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Moreover, a < |a] = |&| < |yU a&| = |z|, whence z € T. Hence, for every
y € P.(A), there is z € T such that y C z.

Hence, by 1-stationary (BFS) of P.(A), there is x € P,(A) such that p:=xNk
is a regular cardinal (¢ € R) and T NP, (z) is O-stationary in P,(x).

- C'Npis unbounded in p : Let v < p. Then, v € p=x Nk C x, and since p
is regular cardinal, |y| < p, whence v € P,(x). Therefore, there isy € Tc NP, (x)
such that v C y (and thus v CyNk). Asy € T, there is some o € C such that
yNk Ca<lyl. But then, vy CynNr C a < |y < p. Thisis, « € CNu and
v < a.

Now, since C' is closed and C' N p is unbounded in p, then p € C. Therefore,
we€CNR,and so R = {u < k: uis a regular cardinal} is stationary in x. [J

Corollary 1. If P.(A) is 1-stationary in P.(A), then k is weakly Mahlo.

Proof : Analogous to the previous one. Since |z N k| C z N &, the fact that
i = |z N k| can be analogously used to prove that C'N p is unbounded in p, and
therefore p € C N R. O

In the ordinal case, having uncountable cofinality was not only a necessary
but also a sufficient condition for 1-stationarity. Consequently, when seeking an
analogy in P,(A), the question arises: Can being xk weakly Mahlo be not only a
necessary condition but also a sufficient condition for P,(A) to be 1-stationary?

Proposition 3.8. If k is weakly Mahlo, then P.(A) is 1-stationary in P.(A).

Proof : Suppose that x is weakly Mahlo. Then, the set R = {u < &k :
i is a regular limit cardinal} is stationary in k. Take T' C P, (A) be O-stationary
in P.(A), and construct the following transfinite sequence;

-xgeT.
- Tay1 €T, such that 441 2 24 U
- x, € T', such that =, 2 J,_.[ra Ua], for v < x limit.

This sequence is well defined; Successor and limit step may be performed since
T is cofinal and k is regular. Both |z,| and |o| < k implying z, U a € P (A).
Moreover, since v < k, we get |, [taUa] € Py(A). So defined, (z,:a <k) CT
is strictly increasing. Consider now the set U :={a < k: 30 < Kk s.t. |zg| = a}.

- U is unbounded in k : Let § < k. As k is a reqular limit cardinal, |§|" < k.
Then, xi5+41 2 xp+ U |8]T. Note that 0 < |0|" < |wseq1| < k. Then, for
o = |z5+41| < K, there exists B := [0|" + 1 < K such that |zg] = a > 6. Thus,
aeUandd < a < k.

Now, since R is stationary in &, there is ;4 € R such that U N p is unbounded in
w. Then, we may construct a subsequence (zg, : o < p) C (x4 : a < k) as follows;
Pick a sequence (d,, : o < p) of elements of U N p cofinal in . For each 4, with
a < p we fix B, < k to be such that |z, | = d,. Notice that, since (d, : o < p) is

a<7[
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strictly increasing, o < o' < p implies 0, = |2g,| < |75_,| = 0o and so B, < Pu-
Consequently, the sequence (5, : @ < p) is also strictly increasing.

Define x := |J,_, #3,. Notice that x is the union of y many distinct sets, each of
cardinality less than g, then, |x| = p. To conclude the proof, we will show that z
is as expected:

- = |zNk|: Since (B : @ < p) is strictly increasing, p < U, Ba- Then,
1€ Uney 85 € Upep s = 2, and so pp C [z N k[ Hence p < [z Nkl < |z] = p.

- T NPu(x) is cofinal in Py(z) : Let y € Pu(x). Then, y C |J,.,vs, and
| X| < p. As |z| = p is regular, y is not cofinal in . Then y C xzg, for some
a < p. Butazg, CU =z and |zg,| < p. Thus, there is x5, € T NP,(2)
such that y C x5, . [

a<p xﬁa

Therefore, from Proposition B.7] and Proposition B.8, we get a complete charac-
terisation of 1-stationarity for P, (A).

Theorem 3.9. P, (A) is 1-stationary in P.(A) if and only if k is weakly Mahlo. O

Notice that, in the proof of Proposition B.8 we can in fact start the sequence
(o 1 o < K) with zy D y for any given y € P, (A). Thus at the end of the proof we
will get y C x and |z N k| is regular limit cardinal. Therefore, if s is weakly Mahlo
and T C P.(A) is cofinal in P.(A), the set W := {z € Po(A) : p == |z N x| is
regular limit cardinal and NP, (x) is cofinal in P, (x)} is cofinal in P, (A). In par-
ticular R, := {x € P.(A) : u := |zNk| is regular limit cardinal} is cofinal in P, (A).

Furthermore, in the context of Proposition B.8 assume that 7' C C, = {z €
Pi(A) : 2Nk is a cardinal}. Since z =, ., 75, with zg, € T for all a < p, we get
that v Nk =, LT, NK s a limit of cardinals, therefore a limit cardinal. Hence,
if k is weakly Mahlo and T' C C,, we also have that W := {z € P.(A) : p:=2xNk
is regular limit cardinal and 7'M P,(z) is cofinal in P,(x)} is cofinal in P, (A).

Given that C, is a club subset of P,(A) (and consequently, its complement is
non-stationary), the subsequent proposition establishes the previously mentioned
equivalence between Definition 3.1l and Definition

Proposition 3.10. Let k be weakly Mahlo and S C C,. Then, the following are
equivalent:

(i) For all T C C, cofinal in P(A), there is v € S such that p = x N K is
reqular uncountable and T NP, (z) is cofinal in P,(x).

(ii) For all T C C, cofinal in P.(A), there is x € S such that p == x N K is
reqular limit cardinal and T NP, (x) is cofinal in P,(z).
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(iii) For all T C Cy cofinal in Py(A), there is x € S such that p := |z N K| is
reqular limit cardinal and T NP, (x) is cofinal in P,(z).

Proof : The proof of (ii) implies (i) and (ii) implies (iii) is immediate. Since
x € S CCy, we have Nk = |xNk|, and so, (iii) implies (ii). We are left to prove (i)
implies (ii): Assume that (i) holds, and suppose T' C C, is cofinal in P, (A). Then,
W = {y € P.(A) : v := y Nk is regular limit cardinal and T'N P, (y) is cofinal in
P, (y)} is cofinal in P, (A). By (i), there exists € S such that 1 := xNk is regular
uncountable, and W NP, () is cofinal in P,(z). We will prove that condition (ii)
is satisfied with = serving as a witness.

- 1 is regular limit cardinal : Suppose it is not, then p = §* for some cardinal
. Since [0 +1 | < 6*, then 6 +1 € P,(x). Thus, there is y € W NP,(x) such
that 6 +1 C y. But then, y Nk is a regular limit cardinal and y Nk < p. So that,
d<d+1<ynk < pu=24" which is a contradiction since there are not limit
cardinals between § and 0.

-TNP,(x) is cofinal in P,(z) : Let z € P,(x), as p is limit z U |z|T € P,(z),
then, there is y € W NP, (z) such that z U [z|T C y. Then |z| < |z|T < |y N K|
and so z € Py, (y) . Also, from y € W we get v := y N & is regular limit cardinal
and T'NP,(y) is cofinal in P, (y). Then, there is w € TNP,(y) such that z C w. O

Proposition 3.11. Let k be weakly Mahlo. If C' be a club of P.(A), then dj(C) =
do(C) € C.

Proof : Let x € dy(C), then p1 := |zNk| is a regular limit cardinal and CNP,,(z)
is O-stationary in P,(z). Then, for each a € z, there is some y, € C'NP,(z) such
that {a} C y,. As well, for each couple z = {y,y'} of elements of C, there is an
element w € C NP,(x) such that y,y’ C w. Using axiom of choice, we may pick
one of these w for each pair z. We will denote this choice by ..

We construct a sequence of subsets of P.(A). Let Ty := {y, : a € z}, then
To| = |z| < k. Ty == ToU{y, : z € [To]*}, then |Ty| = max{|To|,|[{y. : z €
[To)?H} = max{|z|,|[To]*|} = max{|z|,|x|} = |x| < k. Suppose that for each
i€0,...,n—1theset Tjyy = T, U{y, : z € [T;]} is such that |T;;;| < k. Then
T, := {y. : z € [T,.1]} and clearly |T,,| = max{|T,_1|,{vy. : z € [T_1]*}|} =
maoc{| Tyl [T s} = [Ty a| < 5.

Now, consider T := |J,,_, T, then |T'| = sup{|T,,| : n < w}. Since each |T,| < &
and x has uncountable cofinality, we conclude that |T'| < k. Moreover, by the way
we constructed T, it is straightforward that it is finitely directed. Since C'is a
closed subset of P, (A) and T is finitely directed, we have that |JT € C.

We claim that (JT = z. If @ € [T, then a € y, for some y, € T,, and n < w.
But since y, € Pu(z), a € y. C x. Also, if a € z, there is y, € Ty C T such that
{a} C y,, thisis, a € |JT. Therefore z € C. O
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Corollary 2. If S C P.(A) is 1-stationary in P.(A), then S is stationary in
Pr(A).

Proof : Suppose that S is 1-stationary in P,(A), and let C' be a club subset of
P.(A). In particular C' is cofinal in P.(A), and so, there is some x € S N dy(C).
But by Proposition B11l x € SNdy(C) CSNC. That is, SNC # @. O

In the ordinal case the equivalence between 1-stationarity and stationarity holds
true. Unfortunately , this correspondence does not extend to P,(A). However, we
will see that 1-stationary in P.(A) is equivalent to another form of stationarity
explored in [I1], known as strongly stationarity. Consequently the concept of n-
stationarity, when considered as an iterative process, does not corresponds with
the iteration of the standard notion of stationarity in P.(A); to the iteration
of the standard notion of stationarity in P.(A); instead it might corresponds to
the iteration of strongly stationarity. The latest assertion arose as a conjecture
proposed by Sakai during a research stay undertaken by the authors.

Proposition 3.12. S C P, (A) being stationary in P.(A) does not imply S is
1-stationary in P.(A).

Proof : It is easy to see that S = {x € P.(A) : cof(Jx NK|) < |z Nk|}is a
stationary subset of P,(A). Let C be a club of P,(A) and xy € C be such that
|zo N k| > w. Pick an increasing sequence (z, : n < w) of elements of C. Then
(lzn, N K| : n < w) is an increasing sequence of cardinals greater than w, and so
w=cof(U,,(|znNK])) < U, (ltn N &[). Hence |, ., 2, € CNS. And clearly,
given any cofinal 7' C P, (A), if x € do(T) then x ¢ S. Thisis do(T)N S =@. O

Proposition 3.13. If k is weakly Mahlo, then C C P.(A) club implies C is 1-
stationary.

Proof : Suppose that « is weakly Mahlo, we may then perform a similar proof
to the one we did for Proposition3.8. For each cofinal T" of P,,(A), we will however,
construct the main sequence as follows:

- x9 € T. And yg € C such that zo C yp.
- Zay1 € T is such that x441 2 2o Ua Uy, And y,41 € C such that
Ta+41 g Yot1-
- 2, € T is such that =, 2 U, [ra U@ Uy,] for v < & limit.
Thus, completely analogous to Proposition B.8 we get z := |, 75, € Px(A) such
that p := |z N k| is regular limit cardinal and 7'N P,(z) is cofinal in P,(z).

We are left to prove that x € C. First, we will prove that (J, <uTpa = Ua<p, YBa-
Let a € an xg,, this is a € zg, for some a < . By construction zg, C yg,,
then a € yp, C U,c, Y. Conversely, if a € U,., s, then a € yg, for some
a < p. Since for all o < p, xg, C wg,,,, we have x5, 1 C w3, ,. Moreover,
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by construction (successor step) we have that ys, C zg,41 C za,,,. Therefore
a € zg,,, and so a € Ua<u xg,. Now, (ys, : a < p) is clearly an ascending
sequence of elements of C. Then, as C is closed, we get that |J e C.

Hence, v =, ., 6. = Upcp Ys. € C. O

Proposition 3.14. Let k be weakly Mahlo, and let T, T, ..., T} be cofinal in P, (A)
for somel < w. Then do(Th)N---Ndo(T;) is 1-stationary in P.(A) and do(do(T)) C
do(T).

Proof : To prove that do(77) N --- N do(T;) is 1-stationary in P.(A) we will
prove that for any Tj cofinal in P, (A) we have do(To) Ndo(Th) N ---Ndy(T)) # 2.
As k is weakly Mahlo, we can perform an analogous proof of the one we did for
Proposition B.8 with 7' = T}, and splitting the successor step in such a way that
for a +m with m <1, X, € T,,. Therefore B = Ua<u Xg, = an X3,+m for all
m <landso B € dy(T1)N---Ndo(T7).

It remains to prove that do(do(T)) C do(T). Let x € do(do(T)), this is, p =
|zNk| is regular limit cardinal and do(T") NP, (z) is cofinal in P, (z). Let y € P, (x),
as p is limit cardinal |y|* < p and so y U |y|t € P,(z). Then, there is some
z € do(T) N P,(x) such that y U |y|* C z. But from z € do(T) we get that
v = |2z N k| is regular limit cardinal and 7°N P,(z) is cofinal in P,(z). Then
y € P,(z), and so there is some w € T NP,(2) C T NP,(r) such that y C w.
Whence T'N P, (z) is cofinal in P,(z), and so z € do(T"). O

Proposition 3.15. If S C P.(A) is 1-stationary and Ty, ..., T, C P.(A) are
cofinal in Py(A), then S Ndy(Ty) N ---Ndo(T}) is 1-stationary in P.(A).

Proof : By Proposition BI4, do(77) N -+ N do(7T;) is 1-stationary in P.(A
in particular cofinal. We will prove that for any 7 cofinal in P, (A), do(Tp)
(SNdo(Th) N---Ndo(T))) # @. But since S C P.(A) is 1-stationary & # SN
do(do(To) Ndo(T1) M-+ -Ndo(T7)) € SNdo(do(Ln)) Ndo(do(T1)) N -~ -Ndo(do(T7)) C
SNdo(To) Ndo(Th) M-+~ Ndo(Th). O

Corollary 3. If k is weakly Mahlo and S C P,(A) is cofinal and do(S) C S, then
S is 1-stationary. U

Proposition 3.16. S C P, (A) is 1-stationary in P.(A) if and only if S is 1-s-
stationary in P(A). And so, for any X C P.(A), di(X) = d;(X).

a<p yﬁa

),
n

Proof : The implication from right to the left follows immediately. Suppose
now that S is 1-stationary in P, (A) and let T3, T, be m-stationary subsets of P, (A)
for some m < n. By Proposition B.14] we know that do(71) Ndy(T2) is in particular
cofinal in PH(A) Then @ # SN do(do(Tl) N do(Tg)) - SN do(Tl) N do(Tg) =
SN do(Tl) N do(TQ) =5nN dS(TI) N dS(TQ), this iS, S is 1—s—stationary in PH(A) O

Notice that, by Proposition B.14], for any X C P.(A), di(do(X)) C do(do(X)) C
do(X). Thus, for any X C P.(A), di(do(X)) C do(X). Proposition B.IGlis telling
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us that we can actually see as results on 0 and 1 stationarity as results on 0 and
1 simultaneously stationarity. This is; i) P.(A) is 1-s-stationary in P.(A) if and
only if x is weakly Mahlo. ii) If k is weakly Mahlo, then C' C P, (A) club implies
C'is 1-s-stationary. iii) Let x be weakly Mahlo, and let T, T3, ...,T; be cofinal in
P.(A) for some | < w. Then d§(T1) N --- N d§(T;) is 1-stationary in P,(A) and
di(d5(T)) C dy(T). iv) If S C P.(A) is 1-s-stationary and 71, ..., T C P.(A) are
cofinal in P, (A), then SNdj(T1) N---Nd§(1T;) is 1-s-stationary in P,(A). And v)
For any X C Pu(A), d§(d3(X)) C di(X).

From the above results, we observe that the analogy with 1-stationarity in ordi-
nals holds when the minimal condition of weak Mahloness is met for k, ensuring
1-stationarity in P,\. Notably, despite not precisely corresponding to the con-
ventional stationarity in P.(A), this lack of equivalence poses no issue for our
objectives. As mentioned before, our primary focus is on the iterative nature of
reflection rather than stationarity itself. Curiously, we have discovered (Proposi-
tion B.19) that the concept of 1-stationarity in P.(A) does aligns -for £ Mahlo-
with an existing combinatorial notion in P,(A) known as strongly-stationarity.

Definition 3.17. Let k be a Mahlo cardinal, we say that S C P.(A) is strongly
stationary if and only if for all f : P.(A) — Pi(A), there is v € S such that
= |z N k| is limit reqular cardinal and f[P,(x)] C Pu(z).

Lemma 3.18. Let k be a Mahlo cardinal, f : Pi.(A) — PK(A) and Ty = {x €
P.(A) : p:= |z N K| is a reqular limit cardinal and f[P,(z)] € P,(x)}. Then, i)
do(Ty) C Ty and ii) Ty is cofinal in Py(A).

Proof : i) Let x € dy(Ty), then p := |z N k| is a regular limit cardinal and
Ty N Pu(z) is cofinal in P, (x). We are left to prove that f[P,(z)] C P,(x). Let
y € P,(x), then, there is z € TyNP,(x) such that yU|y|" C 2. Then Y € Prnw(2)
and 50 1(9) € [{Ppane(2)] € Pla(2) € Pule). Ths [(y) € Pulx) and so 2 € Ty,

ii) Recall that R, := {z € P.(A) : |z N x| is a regular limit cardinal } is cofinal
in P.(A). Let yo € P.(A) and x € R,, such that yo C 2. Consider the following
sequence for a < K, where p, := 2, Nk
-y =20 U f[Puy(20)] U 0] and z; € R, such that y; S 1.
- Yot1 = To U f[Pua(20)] U |a| and zqqq € R,. such that ya41 C Zayi1.
- Yo = U@ UU f[Pus(25)]U|B]) and z, € R, such that y, C &, for o
limit less than k.

As k is Mahlo J f[Pu.(z,)] € P.(A) and so the sequence is a well defined
increasing sequence. In analogy to the proof of Proposition [3.8, we may construct
an increasing subsequence (g, : @ < ) of (¥4 : @ < k) such that 2* := {J,,_, w5, €
P.(A), |z*| = p and |[z* N K| =
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Since yo C x*, proving that * € T, will conclude the prove that 7% is cofinal in
P.(A). So let us prove that fact. By construction we already have that y = |z*Nk|
is a regular limit cardinal. Now, let us prove that f[P,(z*)] C P,(z*). Let
z € P,(z*), then |z|* < p and so zU |z|T € P,(z*). Thus zU |z|* C x4, for some
o < p. But also by construction x5, € R, then |z| < |2t < |zg, N K| = pg,,
whence z € Py, (2s,). Hence f(2) € f[Py, (v5,)] andso f(2) € U [Py, (75,)] €
xg,+1 C a*. Also |f(2)] < |zg,+1] < p, therefore f(z) € P,(z*) and so z* € Ty. O

Corollary 4. Let k be a Mahlo cardinal, and f : P.(A) — P.(A), then Ty is
1-stationary on P.(A).OI

Proposition 3.19. If k is Mahlo, then S C P, (A) is 1-stationary in P.(A) if and
only if S is strongly-stationary in P, (A).

Proof : =) Suppose that S is 1-stationary, and let f : P.(A) — P.(A). By
Lemma BI8 T} is cofinal and then S Ndy(7) # @. But again using Lemma 31§
we get @ # SNdy(Ty) C SNTy. Therefore, there is x € SNTy, i.e., thereis z € S
such that such that p := |z N k| is limit regular cardinal and f[P,(z)] C P,(z).
Whence S is strongly stationary in P, (A).

<) Suppose now that S is strongly stationary and let T C P, (A) cofinal in P, (A).
For all y € P.(A), fix an X, € T such that y C X, and define f : P.(A) = P.(A)
such that f(y) := X,. By strongly stationarity of S, there is some z € S such that
p:= |zNk| is limit regular cardinal and f[P,(x)] € P,(z). We claim that TNP,(x)
is cofinal in P,(x). To prove that, take y € P,(z), then y C f(y) = X, € T and
f(y) € f[Pu(x)] € Pu(x). Then, X, € TNP,(x) is such that y C X,. O

As previous mentioned, this last result is result also extends to simultaneous
stationarity, i.e., if x is Mahlo, then S C P,(A) is 1-s-stationary in P,(A) if
and only if S is strongly-stationary in P,(A). Now that we have established a
reasonably reliable correspondence within the base cases 0 and 1, we turn our
attention to the problem in the general case.

Lemma 3.20. For every X,Y C P.(A) and every m <n
(1) (X NY) C &3 (X) Ny (Y).
(2) d,(X) C d;,(X).
(3) dr(dr, (X)) C dy,(X).
(4) C CP.(A) club, implies d5(C) C C.

Proof: (1) and (2) are immediate, and (4) follows from (3). As for (3), the
cases n = 0 and n = 1 are immediate. So suppose n > 2. If m = 0, then by
(2) d2(d5(X)) C di(ds(X)) C d§(X). Suppose then m > 1. Take z € d2(ds (X)),
this is 1 := |z N k| regular limit cardinal and d (X) N P,(x) is n-s-stationary in
P.(x). We want to prove that z € d;,(X). Since m > 1, we can equivalently
prove that for every [ < m and every Ti,T5 l-s-stationary in P,(x) it holds that
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@ # X Nd (1) Ndj(Ty). Thus, let I < m and T3,T5 be [-s-stationary in P,(z).
By n-s-stationarity of d?,(X) N P,(x), there is some y € d;,(X) NP,(x) such that
v := |y N k| regular limit cardinal and 71 NP, (y) and T, NP, (y) are [-stationary in
P, (y). Also, from y € d5,(X) we have that X NP, (y) is m-s-stationary in P, (y),
then, since I < m we have @ # X NP, (y) N d;j(T1 NP, (y)) Ndi(To N Py(y)) C
XAV, ()15 (Ty) N (P (1) (165 (T2) N (P () € X P, () NdE(T3) Nl (T3) €
X Nd¥(Th) N (Ty). O

Corollary 5. Let n < w. If P.(A) is n-s-stationary and C' is club, then, C' is also
n-s-stationary. U

Proposition 3.21. Let n < w, k a regular limit cardinal and X\ > k.

(1) If S C P.(A) is n-s-stationary and X; C P.(A) is m;-s-stationary for
m; < mn and i € {0,...k — 1}, then SN d;, (Xo) N ---Nd;, (Xg1) ds
n-s-stationary in Py (A).

(2) If S C P.(A) is (n + 1)-s-stationary in P.(A), then, for allm < n and
all Th, Ty C Po(A) m-s-stationary in P.(A), SNds (Tv) Ndi,(Ts) is m-s-
stationary in P.(A).

Proof : We prove (1) and (2) simultaneously by induction on n < w:

(n=0) (1) Nothing to prove, because there is no m; < 0.
(2) Suppose S C P, (A) is 1-s-stationary in P,(A), and let T}, Ty C P.(A)
be 0-s-stationary (cofinal) in P.(A). Then k is weakly Mahlo, and so
S Ndy(Ty) Ndi(Ty) is 1-stationary (equivalently 1-s-stationary) in P,(A).
In particular S N dj(T1) N d§(T3) is 0-s-stationary in P, (A).

(n=1) (1) Suppose S C P,(A) is 1l-s-stationary in P,(A), and X; C P,(A) is

O-s-stationary in P, (A) for i € {0, ...,k —1}. Then & is weakly Mahlo, and
so SNdi(Xo) N---Ndj(Xy_1) is 1-s-stationary in P, (A).
(2) (m=0) Suppose S C P.(A) is 2-s-stationary in P,(A), and let T}, T> C
P.(A) be 0-s-stationary in P, (A). Then S is 1-s-stationary in P, (A). Thus,
by (1) for the case n = 0, we have S N d§(T1) N d§(T) is O-s-stationary in
P.(A).

(m=1) Suppose S C P,(A) is 2-s-stationary in P, (A), and let 71,75 C
P.(A) be 1- s-stationary in P.(A). Let U be cofinal in P,(A), we need to
prove that d§(U) N SNd;(Ty) Ndj(Ty) # @. Since P,(A) is 2-s-stationary,
k is weakly Mahlo. Then d§(U) N1y and d§(U) N T; are both 1-stationary
in P.(A). Now, by 2-s-stationarity of S, we have @ # S N d;(d5(U) N
) Ndi(ds(U) NTy). But SNd(d5U)NTy) Ndi(dy(U)NTy) € SN
3 (d3(U) i (T) i (dy(U)Nd (Ta) © SO0 (T () (T3) €
ds(U)NSNdi(Ty) Nd§(Ty) hence @ # dj(U) NS Ndj(Ty) Ndj(T3).

Suppose now that (1) and (2) hold for n, and let us prove then for n + 1:
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(n+1) (1) Suppose S C P, (A) is (n + 1)-s-stationary in P.(A) and X; C P.(A)
is m;-s-stationary for m; <n+ 1 and i € {0,...,k — 1}. We will prove, by
induction on k, that for every [ < n + 1 and every 11,75 [-s-stationary in

Pr(A)
Sndy (Xo)N---Ndy,  (Xe—1) Ndj(Th) Ndj(To) # 9.

mg—1

(k=1) Notice that mg,! < n. We will consider three cases;
(mo > 1): By induction hypothesis on (2) we have that SNd;, (Xo) =
Snd; (Xo) Nd;, (Xo) is me-s-stationary in P.(A). Then, since
I < mg and Ty, T5 are [-s-stationary in P,(A), we have

SNdy,,(Xo) Ndi(Ty) Ndj (T2) # 2.

(mo = 1): By induction hypothesis on (2) we have that S Nd;(71) N
d;(Ty) is l-s-stationary in P, (A), in particular d;(T7) N dj(Ts) is I-s-
stationary in P,(A). But also Xy is [-s-stationary in P.(A). Then by
n+ 1-s-stationarity of S we get @ # SNd;(Xo)Nd; (di (T1)Nd; (1)) C
SNdi(Xo)Ndi(Ty) Nd;(Tz). Since | = my, this yields

Snd,, (Xo) Ndj(Ty) Ndj(Tz) # @.

(mo < [): Notice that S is in particular n-s-stationary in P (A),
and mg < n. Then, by induction hypothesis on (1) we have that
Snd;, (Xo) is n-s-stationary in P, (A), in particular d;, (Xo) is n-s-
stationary in P,(A). On the other hand, by induction hypothesis on
(2), d; (T1) N d; (T3) is [-s-stationary in P,(A). But also d;, (Xo) is [-
s-stationary in P, (A). Then, by n+ 1-s-stationarity of S we get & #
S0 (s, (Xo)) e (df(T) (dF(T2) € S0y, (Xo) NdF(T2) N3 (T3),
and so

Snd, (Xo)Ndj(Ty) Ndj(Ty) # @.

Suppose now that (1) holds for £ — 1, and let us prove it for k& > 1:

(k) By the induction hypothesis, S* := Snd;, (Xo)N---Nd — (Xi_2)
is (n + 1)-s-stationary in P,(A). Also, by induction hypothesis on
(2), di(T1) N dj(T5) is l-s-stationary in P,(A), and so, by induction
hypothesis for the case k = 1, SN dJ(dj(T1) N d}(T3)) is (n + 1)-s-
stationary in P,(A). Whence d;(d;(11) Nd;(T3)) is n-s-stationary in
P.(A). But Xj_q is my_;-s-stationary for my_; < n+ 1. Thus, if
n* = max{my_1,n} then I, my_1,n < n* and by n + 1-s-stationarity
of S* we get @ # S* N di.(Xy_1) Nds. (di(di(Ty) N di(Tz))) € S*N
Ay, (Xe—1)Nd} (dy (T1)Nd} (Ty)) € SNy, (Xp—1) el (T1) N (T2).

mg—1

This yields SNd;, (Xo)N---Nd;,,  (Xp—2)Nd;,,  (Xp—1)Nd;(T1)N

mp—2 mg—1

di(Ty) = SN, (Xo) - N sy (Xpor) N3 (Ty) N3 (Ty) # @

mg—1
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(2) Suppose S C P.(A) is n + 2-s-stationary in P,(A) and let m < n + 1
and 11,7y C P.(A) be m-s-stationary in P,(A), we will prove that S N
d: (Tv) N d:,(Ty) is m-s-stationary in P,(A), namely we will show that for
every | < m and every Uy, Uy C P, (A) l-s-stationary in P, (A), SNds (T1)N
ds (T>) N d;(Uy) Ndj(Usz) # @. Consider two cases:

(m<n+1): Since S C P, (A) is in particular (n+1)-s-stationary in P, (A),
by induction hypothesis on (2), SN d;,(T1) N d:,(Ts) is m-s-stationary in
P.(A).

(m=n+1): Let [ < n+ 1 and let Uy, U, be l-s-stationary in P.(A).
Then, by induction hypothesis on (1) 73 Nd;(Uy) and Ty Nd;(Us) are both
(n 4+ 1)-s-stationary in P,(A). Then by n + 2-s-stationarity of S we get
@ # S0dy (T Nndi(Uh) Ny (To N df (Uz)) € SNy (Th) Ny (Un) N
ds 1 (Ty) N dj(Us), and so

Snd, (1) Nd;, (Tz) N di (Uy) Ndj(Us) # 9. O

Proposition B2T mirrors two of the results presented by Bagaria in [3] (Proposition
2.10). Its successful generalisation to the case of P,(A) is a key factor that enabled
us to extend Bagaria’s findings related to topologies and ideals. In the following,
we elucidate the process of these generalisations.

Proposition 3.22. For every n < w, the set NsSI'(A) := {N C P,(A) : N is not
n-s-stationary in Pi(A)} is an ideal on Py(A).

Proof: It is clear that @ € NsSI(A), for all n < w. Also, if Ny C N, and
Ny € NsS™(A) then N; € NsS"(A), for all n < w. So we are left to prove that if
n < w and Ny, Ny € NsSP(A) then Ny U Ny € NsS7(A). We will prove this by
induction on n.

(n=0) Suppose Ny, Ny C P, (A) are not cofinal in P, (A), then, there is X; € P, (A)
such that for all Y € N;, X; € Y. Towards a contradiction, assume that
N1UNs is cofinal in P, (A). Then, there is Y; € N;UN; such that X; C V).
Notice that Y7 ¢ N;. Also by our assumption, there is Y5 € N; U Ny such
that YUXs C Y. Then X; C YTUX, CY5. Now, if Y5 € N7 then X; C Y,
contradicts that for all Y € Ny, X; € Y. Similarly if Y5 € Ny then X5 C Y,
contradicts that for all Y € Ny, Xo € Y. Hence Yo ¢ Ny U N,, which yields
a contradiction.

Now, assume the proposition holds for n and let us prove it for n + 1:

(n+1) Suppose Ny, Ny C P, (A) are not (n + 1)-s-stationary in P,(A). If Ny, Ny
are not n-s-stationary in P, (A) then by induction hypothesis Ny UN; is not
n-s-stationary in P, (A). Now, suppose Ny, N, are n-s-stationary in P, (A).
Since Ny, Ny are not (n + 1)-s-stationary, there are 77,U; and T5,Us n-
s-stationary subsets of P.(A) such that d;(7y) Nd:(Uy) N Ny # @ and
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d:(Ty) N d2(Uy) N Ny # @ (T). Then, by Proposition B2l (1) we get that
ds (Ty) Nd:(Uy) Ndi(Ty) N d3(Us) is n-s-stationary in P,(A). Towards a
contradiction, suppose that Ny U Ny is n + 1-s-stationary in P.(A). Then
there is some x € d5(ds(T7) N ds(Uy) Nd3(Ty) Nd:(Usz)) N (Ny U Ng) C
ds(Ty) N ds(Uy) Nd:(Ty) Nds(Us) N (N7 U Ny). Then, either z € Ny or
x € Ny, but for i = 1,2, if € N; then x € d3(T;) Nd:(U;) N N;, and this
contradicts (1). O

Notice from previous proof that, in fact, NsS?(A) is proper if and only if P, (A)
is n-stationary. This result offers the analogue to Theorem 3.1 in [3].

Theorem 3.23. For every n < w, the set NsSP(A) = {N C P.(A) : N is
not n-s-stationary in Py(A)} is a proper ideal on P.(A) if and only if P.(A) is
n-stationary in P.(A) . O

An intriguing question arises regarding the consistency strength of n-stationarity in
P.(A). While we have addressed this question for n = 1 through Proposition [3.8]
the situation becomes more intricate for n > 2. In the ordinal case, 1-stationarity
only demanded an ordinal with uncountable cofinality. However, for 2-stationarity,
the ordinal o needed to be either inaccessible or the successor of a singular cardinal
[3]. We will conclude this section by demonstrating that, similarly, for P.(A) to
exhibit 2-stationarity, a notable increase in the complexity of x is required.

Definition 3.24. Suppose k C B C A, X C P.(A) and Y C P.(B). Then
Xp={zNBeP(B):z€ X} and Y4 :={2€P(A):2NBeY}.

It is easy to see that with the setting of Definition B.24 (X [p)* D X and
(YA) [p=Y.
Proposition 3.25. (Menas) Suppose Kk C B C A, then

o If S C P.(A) is stationary in P.(A), then S [p is stationary in P.(B).

o If S C P.(B) is stationary in P.(B), then S4 is stationary in P.(A).
Corollary 6. S is stationary in P.(A) implies S |, is stationary in Py(k) if and
only if S I is stationary in k.

Lemma 3.26. If k is weakly Mahlo and E C {a < k : « regular limit cardinal} C k
is stationary in k, then E* := {x € Py(A) : [xNk| € E} is 1 stationary in P.(A).

Proof : Let T be cofinal in P,(A), we have to prove that do(T) N E4 # @. As
 is weakly Mahlo, we may perform an analogous proof to the one of Proposition
B8, obtaining = € do(T) such that u := |z N k| € E. Hence x € do(T) N E*. O

Recall that for all n < w, we say that & is (n + 1)-weakly-Mahlo if and only if
W, = {a < Kk : « is n-weakly-Mahlo } is stationary in k. Then, k is 1-weakly-
Mahlo if and only if s is weakly Mahlo. Notice that for all n < w we have
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W, € {& < Kk : « is a regular limit cardinal}. Finally, note that for all n < w,
xNK € W,y if and only if |z N k| € W)y, this is, (W,_1)* = {z € P.(4) :
e Nkl €W, 1} =W, ) ={r €P(A):zNK€W,_1}.

Corollary 7. If k is n-weakly-Mahlo for 0 < n < w, then, (W,_1)4 = (W,_1)* is
L-stationary in Pg(A). O

Proposition 3.27. If P, (A) is 2-stationary then k is n-weakly-Mahlo for aln < w.

Proof : We proceed by contradiction. Clearly « is 1-weakly-Mahlo. So, let n+1
be the least such that s is n-weakly-Mahlo and & is not (n + 1)-weakly-Mahlo.

Since k is not (n+1)-weakly-Mahlo, W), is not stationary in x and by Proposition
this implies (W, ) not stationary in P.(A). Then, there is some club C' such
that C N (W,)* = 2.

On the other hand, since & is n-weakly-Mahlo, (W,,_;)% is 1-stationary in P, (A).
Then C N (W,_1)? is also 1-stationary in P,.(A). Now, as P,(A) is 2-stationary,
there is B € P,(A) such that p := B Nk is a regular limit cardinal and C' N
(Wy—1)ANP,(B) is 1-stationary in P,(B). Whence (W,,_1)*NP,(B) is stationary
in P,(B). But (W,,_1)* NP.(B) = (W,—1 N u)B, then (W, N u)? is stationary
in P,(B), and so, W,_1 Ny is stationary in p. Then p = BNk is n-weakly-Mahlo,
and so B € (W,,)A. But B € d,(C N (W,_1)?) Cdy(C) C C and C N (W,)* =g,

so we have arrived to a contradiction. [

4. A TOPOLOGY FOR P,(A)

Now, we direct our attention to establishing a correspondence between n- sta-
tionarity in P,(A) and a topology for P.(A). A primary challenge arises due to
P..(A) not being a total order, eliminating the possibility of establishing a natural
order topology as a starting point. Nonetheless, the study of P, (A) has introduced
an alternative ordering, distinct from “ C,” which has proven more suitable for
addressing certain aspects of P,(A) (See [8, 9], 22]). For every z,y € P.(A)

x <"y if and only if z C y and |z| < |y N K]

Then, we may also define for x,y € P.(A) the interval (z,y) := {z € P.(A) :
x <* z <* y}. Relying in our established results, considering order <*, and keeping
in view our aim for the limit points of this new topology to align with points
showing simultaneous stationary reflection, we arrive at the following definition

Definition 4.1. Let y € P.(A) such that p = y Nk is a reqular limit cardinal
and © <* vy, then, U,(y) = (z,y) U{y}. We define Sy := {0} U {{z} : = €
P.(A) and |x N K| is not limit reqular } U {U,(y) = (x,y) U{y} : ly N K| is limit
reqular and © <* y}. And 1o to be the topology generated by Sy.

Proposition 4.2. S, is a base for a topology in P.(A).
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Proof: Let x € P.(A), if |[Nk| is not regular limit cardinal, then z € {z} € S,.
If not, then = € (z,2) U {2z} = U,(xz) € Sy, for any z such that z C z and
|z| < |xNk|. Then Pi(A) C |JSo. Suppose now that z € U,(y) N U, (y'), we shall
show that there is V' € Sy such that z € V C U,(y) N U (y'). let us consider two
cases:

i) z=yorz=1y: Wlg suppose z = y. If z € {¢/} then y = ¢/ and
then z, 2’ <* y, whence x Uz’ <* y. Then, z € U, w(y) and if w # z =y
and w € Uyyp(y) then x Uz’ <* w <* y and so w € U,(y) N Uy (y). This
is 2 € Upuw(y) C Up(y) NU(y). If 2z € (2,y), then z = y € Uuw(y),
and if w # y and w € Uyw(y) then z U2’ <* w <* y <* ¢ and so
w e Uy (y) N Uy (y'). This is z € Upuw (y) C Us(y) N U (YY)

i) z € (z,y) N (2/,y') : If |2N K| is not regular limit cardinal, then z € {2z} C
Us(y) N Uy (y') with {2z} € Sog. If |z N k| is regular limit cardinal, then
2 € Uyuar (2). Moreover if w € Uy (2) then z U 2" <* w <* z <* y,y" and
sow € Uy(y) NUy(y'). Thisis z € Upuw (2) C Ur(y) N Uy (y'). O

Recall that in the introduction, we established our preferred notation for Cantor’s
Derivative operator. Given a topology 7 in P,(A) and X C P.(A), we denote
0-(X) :={x € P.(A) : x is a limit point of X in 7}.

Proposition 4.3. For any S C P (A), dj(S) = 0-,(S).

Proof : C) Suppose x € dj(S). Let U be a basic set containing z, clearly
U # {z} because p := |z N k| is regular limit cardinal. Then z € U = U,(y) for
some ¥y, z € Py(A) such that |y N k| is a regular limit cardinal and |z| < |y N k.
In particular x € U,(z) C U.(y). Since z is such that 2 C z and |2z| < |[xtNK| =
then z € P,(x). And also z U [z|" C x and |z U |z|T| = |2|T < u then there
is zp € SN P,(x) such that z U |z|7 C 2z,. This is z C 2y and |z] < |2|T =
|(z U |z|T) N k| < |zo N k|]. Whence zy € (z,y) and so zp € UN (S '\ {z}).

D) Suppose z is a limit point of S in the topology 7y. Notice that p := |z N k| is
regular limit cardinal, otherwise {x} € 7y contradicting x is limit point. Let y €
P.(x), then |y| < p=|zNk| and so z € Uy(x) € Sy. Hence Uy, (z)N(S\{z}) # @.
This is, there is z € (y,z)NS. Thus z € SNP,(x) and y C z, therefore SNP,(z)
is cofinal in P, (x). O

Therefore, for the case of n = 0, our constructed topology emulates the be-
haviour of the order topology in ordinals concerning O-stationary reflection. Con-
sequently, we select 7y as the initial topology for our intended sequence of topologies
(ToyT1,y...) on Pg(A). Asin [3], given 7, for n < w we define d,, to be the Cantor’s
derivative operator 0,, (S5) := {z € P,(A) : x is a limit point of A in the topology
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To}. Set By := 8y and B, 11 := B, U{0,,(S5): S C P.(A)}. Finally, define 7,11 to
be the topology generated by B,,;1. This is 7,11 := (Byi1)-

Definition 4.4. For every n < w, we define S,41 = S, U D, where D, :=
{d,(S1) N d;,(S2) NU.(y) = 51,5 € Pu(A),z <"y and y € d;,(S1) Ndy(S2)}.

Proposition 4.5. For every n < w, S,y1 s a base for a topology in P, (A)

Proof: To prove that S, 41 is a base for a topology in P, (A) we need to prove
(1) USn+1 = Px(A) and (ii) for every x € Py(A) and U,V € S,1, ifx € UNV,
there is W € §,41 such that z e W CUNV.

First, for (i), recall that Sy is a base and Sy C S,,4; for all n < w. Then, P,(A) =
USo CUSns1- Now, let 2 € UNV with U,V € S,,1. Notice that S,,41 = Sp U
Ui, D;. We will consider three cases (i) U,V € S, (ii) U € Sy and V € |J._, D;,
and (iil) U,V € U, D;.
(i) This case is clear because Sy is already a base for a topology. ( Proposition
(ii)) f U € S and V' € D, for some m < n. Then, U = U, (y') for some
y' such that |y’ N k| is a regular limit cardinal and 2’ <* y and x € V =
ds (S1)Nd?, (S2)NU.»(y"). From x € d7,(S1) we get that |z Nk| is a regular
limit cardinal. Now, x € UNV = U, (y') Nd:,(S1) N d:,(S2) N U (y"),
hence = € U, (y') NU.»(y"). Then, x € U,(z) C U, (y') N U..(y") where
z: =2 Uz’ <* . Hence, x € W := U,(z) Nd:,(S1) Nds,(S2) C U (y)N
Ua(y')Nds (S1)Nds(S2) =UNV,and W € D,,.
(iii) If U € D, and V € D,, for some I,m < n, then = € (df(T1) N d;(Tz) N
U.(y") N (ds,(S1) Nds (S2) N U#(y")). Proceeding as in (ii) we can find
z <* x such that x € U,(x) C U,(y') N U (y"). From x € d;(Ty) N
di(T>) Nd;,(S1) Nd;,(S2)) we get that T; NP, (x) is [-stationary in P, (x)
and S; NP,(x) is m-stationary in P,(x) where p:= |z N k| and 7 = 1,2,
W.lg. we may assume m > [. Then, from S; NP,(z) C P,(x) we get that
P.(x) is also m-s-stationary.
By Proposition B.211 (1) d; (11 NP, (x))Nd; (ToNP,(z))Nds, (S1NP.(x))
ds (S2NP,(z)) is m-s-stationary in P, (z). Whence df (T7)Nd; (T2)Nd;,(S1)
ds,(S2) NP, (z) is m-s-stationary in P,(x), that is, z € d2,(d; (T1) Nd;(T3)
ds (S1) Nd (S2)). Therefore W := UZ( )N d: (dS(Tl) Nd; (Tz) N ds,(Sh)
(820 € B, Now i GH(1) 11 (T) 1, ()N (5,) € ()

(5 () 11l (3, (S1)) N (5, (55)) € df(T3) g () (1t (51) N,
In the last expresion we used the fact that | < m and Lemma B.20 (3).
Then z € W = U, (x) Nd, (di (Th) Nd; (Tz) NdE,(S1) NdE,(S2)) C U.i(y
U (y")yOdi(Th) Nd; (To) Nd;,(S1) N, (S2) =UnV. O

N
N
N
N
N
S2).

)N

From the previous, it is easy to see that if Bj := Sy and B}, := B U{d:(5) : S C
P.(A)}. Then, for all n < w, B}, is a subbase for a topology in P.(A). Moreover,
B and S,, generates the same topology over P, (A).
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Definition 4.6. For every n < w, define 7, to be the topology generated by S,.
Also for any S C P.(A) let us write 0,(S) for 0.+ (5).

Proposition 4.7. If n <w and S C P.(A), then, di(S) = 0,(5).

Proof: Proceed by induction on n. For n = 0 it is clear by Propositions .3
So, suppose it holds for n and let us prove it for n + 1.

(€) Let z € d;,,(S). Thus, SN Pu(zr) is (n + 1)-s-stationary in P,(z). Let
U € Sni1=38,UD, such that z € U, we aim to prove that U N (S \ {z}).
-IfU € S, then as ¢ € d,,(S) C d;(S), by induction hypothesis we
have x € d3(S) = 0,(5). That is, z is a limit point of S in 7,, whence
Un(s\ (1)) £ o
-If U € D, then x € U = di(S1) Nd:(S2) N U,(y) for some Sy, Sy C
P.(A),z <" yand y € di(S1)Nd;(S52). Then, S; NP,(z) and S, NP, (x)
are n-s-stationary in P,(z), and since S N P,(x) is (n + 1)-s-stationary
in P,(z) by Proposition B.21] we get that S N P,(x) N d;(S1 NPu(x)) N
di(Sa NPyu(x)) € SNPL(x)Nd;(S1) Nd(Ss) is n-s-stationary in P, (z).
In particular S NP, (x) Nd;(S1) Nd:(S2) is cofinal in P, (z).
Let w € U,(z) € U,(y). Then w € P,(z) and so there is w’ € SN
P.(z) Nd:(S1) Nd:(Sy) such that z C w U |w|™ C w'. Also notice that
wNkr C (wU|w")Nk Cw' Nk, and |z < |w| < |w|T = [(wU|w|T)NEk| <
|w' N k|. Therefore, w' € U.(y) NS NPu(x)Nd;(S1)Nd;(S2) € U.(y)NSN
d:(S1) Nd;(S2) = UNS. Notice that w' # z, because w’ € P,(x). Hence
UN(S\{z}) # @ and so x € 0,,41(S5).

(D) Let € 0,11(S). Then x is limit point of S in 7,11. If |z N k| is not a regular
limit cardinal, then {z} € Sy C §,,11 and so z cannot be a limit point of S in 7, 1.
Then, p := |z N k| is regular limit cardinal, we will consider two cases;
i) Pu(x) is not (n + 1)-s-stationary in P,(x): Then, there are Ty, Ty C P,(z)
m-s-stationary in P, (z) for some m < n such that &3, (1771)Nds, (T2)"P,(x) #
@. Recall that U,(z) C P,(z) U{z} and = € d (T1) N d;,(T2). Then
U.(x) N dy,(Th) N dy,(To) € (Pu(x) Ufz}) N d5,(Th) N d,(T2) = (Pu(e) N
d5,(Ty) 1 ds, (T5)) U ({} 01 s (T2) 0 5y (7)) = 2 U {a = {o}. This is,
{z} = U.(x)nds (Th) Nd:,(Ty) € S,11. Thus, in this case, x cannot be a
limit point of S in 7,41.
ii) If P,(x) is (n+1)-s-stationary in P, (x): We aim to prove that x € d;_,(5),
namely, S N P,(x) is n + 1-s-stationary in P,(z). So let m < n + 1 and
T, T, C P,(x) be m-s-stationary in P,(z). Then x € d (11) N d;,(1%).
Also, there is some z <* x such that x € U,(x) N d3,(T1) Nd3, (1) € Spia-
But x is a limit point of S in 7,,41. Then @ # (U.(xz)Nd:,(T1)Nd: (1)) N
(S\{z}) € (Pu(z)U{z})Nd;,(T1)Nd;,(T3)) N(S\{z})C P,(x)Nd;,(T1)N
ds(Ty) NS. Whence @ # &, (Th) Nd;,(T>) NS NP,(z), and so SNP,(x)
is n + 1-s-stationary in P,(z). O
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Corollary 8. Suppose S,T C P.(A) and m < n < w. Then, d5,(S)Nd:(T) =
dy(d5, (S)NT).

Proof : C) Let x € d%,(S)Nd3(T). Then, by Proposition [4.17 z is a limit point
of T in the topology 7,. Moreover = € d (S) NUy(x) € 7, C 7, for some y <* z.
To prove that x € d(d?,(S)NT), we will prove that x is a limit point of df, (S)NT
in 7,,. Let U € 7, be such that z € U, then 2 € UnNd;,(S)NUy(z) € 7,,. Then
g#UNnd;, (S)NU,(z)N(T\{z}) CUN((d:,(S)NT)\ {z}). This is, z is a limit
point of f d? (S)NT in 7,, and so x € 0,(d5,(S)NT) = ds(d:,(S)NT).

D) Using Lemma we get di(ds (S)NT) C d;(d;,(S) Nd:(T) C di (S)N
(7). O

Now, notice that (Sp) = (B§) = (Bo), then 79 = 7. Hence, by an easy induction
and by Proposition .7, we have that, (S,11) = (B;.1) = ({d;,(S) : S C P.(A)}) =
({0.(5) : S C P(A)}) = ({0,,.(5) : S C P(A)}) = (Bpy1). This confirms
that our sequence of topologies is indeed the sequence of derived topologies on
P.(A) obtained by means of Cantor’s derivative operator. Hence, we arrived to
the complete correspondence between limit points of derived topologies and n-s-
stationary reflection, analogous to Theorem 2.11 in [3], namely

Theorem 4.8. For every n < w, an point v € P,(A) is not isolated in the T,
topology on P.(A) if and only if x is such that p := |x N k| is reqular limit cardinal
and P,(z) is n-s-stationary in P,(x). Thus B, generates a non-discrete topology
on P.(A) if and only if some x is such that p := |z N kK| is reqular limit cardinal
and P,(x) is n-s-stationary in P,(x). O

5. A SUFFICIENT CONDITION FOR n-STATIONARITY IN P, (A)

Notice that when |A| = |B|, then (P, (A), C) is isomorphic to (P.(B), C). Then,
the study of P.(A) is analogous to that of P,A (usually written as P,\), where
|A] = A > k. In this section we will expose two sufficient conditions for n-
stationarity, in P,A. First one (Corollary [(.2)), actually in P, (k) is precisely as
expected, since P, (k) emulates the behaviour of x, and in the ordinal case this
proposition holds [2, B]. The second one (Proposition [5.3]), considering the more
general case P, A\, was stated by Sakai in [23], we provide a proof of the same.

Lemma 5.1. Let k be a regular cardinal. Then, (i) the formula ¢,(S) : “S C
P, (k) is n-stationary in P.(k)” is I} over (Vi, €,S). And (ii) if v € Px(k), then
OL(T) : “T C Planw () is n-stationary in Piyey(z)” is a I sentence over (V,, €),
in the parameters T, x.

Proof : First we will show that P.(k) € Vi1 \ Vi and Py () € Vi If y €
P.(k), then y C « for some a < k. So we have rank(y) < rank(a) < rank(k) = &,
thisis y € {z : rank(z) < K} = Vj;, whence P, (x) C V, and so P(k) € V,41. Since
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Kk C Pu(k), k =rank(x) < rank(P,(k)), and this implies P, (x) ¢ V. Moreover, if
x €S CPir) CV,, xz eV, for some a < k. So that P(x) € V41 C V,, and so
P\m,ﬂ(x) e V..

Notice that, y € P, (k) if and only if (V,, €) = ¢¥(y), where ¥ (y) : Ja(OR(a) A
y C «). So defined, ¥(y) is a II} formula. In fact, ¥(y) is a 3; formula with y as
a free variable.

We will now prove both parts of the lemma simultaneously by induction. Proving
explicitly the two first base cases n =0 and n = 1.
(n = 0):(1) S C P.(k) is O-stationary in P,(x) if and only if (Vi, €) = ¢o(9),
where
po(S): Yy (Y(y) =3IV €5 (y CY)).

Here, y is a first-order variable, because it ranges over elements of P, (k) C V.
Then, ¢o(S) is first order, i.e., II}.

(ii) Given & € P(k), such that |z N k| is a regular cardinal, we have that
T C Planw(x) is O-startionary in Pjyn. (x) if and only if (Vi., €) = ¢((T, x), where

oo(T, )+ Yy (y € Plarw(z) > 3Y €T (y CY)).

Since T' C Pjzn|(7) € Vi and y € Ppung(x) € Vi, then ¢y (T x) is a II; formula.
Thus, it is IT} in the parameters T and .

(n = 1): (i) Let Reg(d) be the formula “0 is a regular cardinal”. We have that
S C P.(k) is l-stationary in P, (k) if and only if (Vj, €) = ¢1(S), where
p1(5) = Yy ¢1(5,y)
$1(5,y) - (VZ(Z €y = ¢(2)) Apo(5)) = a1(5,y)
01(S,y) : Jz(z € S A Reg(|z N &|) A wo(y N Planw (2))).
Here, y is a second order variable because its possible values are subsets of P, (k).
Note that Z ranges over elements of V,; y € V.11 and Z € y, implies Z € V.

Then, as ¢} (y N Plaag(x)) is 11§, so is 01(S, y). Together with the fact that ¢(Z)
and g(9) are also II, we get that ¢,(S) is II}.

(ii) Given =z € P.(k) such that |z N k| is a regular cardinal, we have that
T C Plarw(x) is 1-stationary in Pj,nx () if and only if (V;, €) = ¢} (T'; ) where
P (Ts2) : Yy ¢i(y, T o)
$1(T;2) 2 (y C Prarwi(v) A(y; 2)) = o1(T,y)
o (T,y) : ' (2" € T A Reg(|x' N k|) A @y(y N Punk(z'); 2)).
Here, y is a first-order variable because its possible values are subsets of Py, (7) €

Ve Also, o4(y; ), 00(y N Plarnk(2'); &) are II; formulas. Then, o((T,y) is a X,
formula. Therefore, ¢ (T;x) is a 13 formula and so a IT} formula .
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(n): (i) Suppose now, that S C P.(k) is m-stationary in P.(x) if and only if
(Vi, €) E om(S), where ¢,,(S) is a I} formula for all m < n. And let us prove
the result for n.

©m(S) is of the form V Y* 3 YD ... Q@ Y ¢,(S, YT, ..., Y") where QQ =
Vif mis odd, @ = Jif m is even, Y = Vi,..., Y}, for j € {1,...,n} and

j
G (S, Y, ..., Y™) is a [T} formula. We have, S C P, (k) is n-stationary in P, (k)

if and only if (Vi, €) = ¢, (S), where
on(S) 1 on1(S) A VY((VZ(Z € y = (2)) A on-a(S)) = on(Sy) )

From the inductive hypothesis, we know that ,,_1(S) is of the form V Y}t 3 Y5}
QY] dpa(S, YT Y D), and so, we have that

Vy(VZ(Z €y — Y(Z)) Apn_1(S)) = 0n(S,y) ) =Yy YV YS! ...
QY H(VZ(Z € y = Y(Z)) N pna(S, YT YIT1)) = 0u(S,y) )

where Q =V if Q =3, Q = 3if Q =V, and o, is the first order formula
0n(S,y) : Jx(x € S A Reg(|x N &|) A w1 (y N Planw (2)))
Therefore, if (y; == v, Y1,..., Y™ Y, (yi =Y. .., YL Y o (v, =
Y!~}), we may write ¢,(S) in the following form:
en(S)=Vy1 Fy2Vys ... Qyn(61(S, Y1) Ada(S, Y1, Yy)
Ao Npp_1(S, Y1, ..., Y 1)A
N(VZ(Z €y = (Z)) N dp1(S,Y1,..., Y1) = 0a(S,y)) )

Since ¢;(S, Y1,...,Y;) and 0,(S,y) are IT} formulas for j € {1,...,n — 1}, we
get that ¢, (S) is a I} formula.

(ii) Suppose now, that for x € P.(k), T C Panx/(x) is m-stationary in Pjynx ()
if and only if (V,, €) | ¢.,(T, z), where ¢ (T, x) is a I} formula for all m < n.
Then, ¢, (T, ) is of the form “I" C Py, (x) is n-stationary in Py, (z) if and
only if (Vi., €) = ¢, (T, x)”, where
(T, ) = gy 1 (Thx) A VY((Y S Pranwi () A1 (y,2)) = 0 (Thy) )
and where
o(T,y) - 3a'(a’ € T A Reg(la’ 11 4]) A @y (9 1 Pl (o); ).

Here, y is a first-order variable because its possible values are subsets of P,y (x) €
Vi, and ¢, (YN Pianw(2), 2) and o7, (T, y) are first-order formulas. Then ¢/, (T, )
is a first-order formula and so it is TI}. O

Theorem 5.2. Letn < w. If x is I} indescribable, then P, (k) is n+1 stationary.
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Proof : Suppose « is IT} indescribable. Let S C P, (k) be m-stationary, some
m < n+ 1. Consider the IT} sentence p,,(S) in (Vy, €,S). Then, we have

(Vi € .59) = om(5).

As r is TTIL indescribable and m < n, there is some u < x regular such that

Vi, €. 5NV E om(SNV,).

Now, note that P, (k) NV, = P,(u). Forif X € P.(k) NV, then X CkNV, = p.
Also | X| < p, otherwise, rank(X) = p and so X ¢ V,,. Hence X € P, ().

Thus, since S = S NP, (k), we have that SNV, = SNP.(k) NV, =SNP.(1).
Therefore, we have (V,,€,S NP,(1)) E ©m(S N P.(n)), and so S NP,(un) is
m-stationary in P,(u). O

Corollary 9. If k is totally indescribable, then P.(k) is n-stationary for any
n < w.l

Now, we will provide a proof for the the assertion made by Sakai in [23], showing
thereof a sufficient condition to have n-stationarity in P,A. Recall that if |A\| = |J],
then there is a natural bijection f from P\ to P,d, which is in fact an isomorphism
between (P, C) and (P, C). Then, S C P, is m-stationary in P, A if and only
if f[S] is m-stationary in P,d. The proof of this fact is follows immediately form
definition of n-stationarity in P \.

Theorem 5.3. ([23]) If k is A\-supercompact and X< = X then P\ is n-stationary
for any n € N.

Proof : Let n < w and take S C P,A be m-stationary for a given m < n.
Suppose that x is A-supercompact, this is, there is an elementary embedding j :
V =< M such that crit(j) = k, A < j(k) and *M C M, where M is transitive.

Recall that j“x = {j(y) : y € x}, we claim that j“a € M, for all « < X\. We
prove this by induction on OR, 7“0 = 0 € M because j|, = Id|.. If j“a € M for
a < A, then j“(a+1) =j“aU{j(a)} € M. And if o < A limit and j“g € M for
all f < a then j“a = {j“B : B < a} which is a sequence of a < \ elements of M,
whence j“a €* M C M.

Since j [,= Id [, we have that, j“x = {j(a):a <k} ={a:a<k}=reE M.
Then, it follows that Pj«.(j“\) = P.(j“A) € M. Moreover, as |[j“A\| = |A|, then
|Pe(GN)| = |7“A" = A" = A, and so P,(j“\) € M. Now, notice that there is
an isomorphism f between P\ and P, (j”\) given by X — j”X.

By hypothesis, we have that S C P\ is m-stationary in P, A, and so f[S]| =
7S CP.(j“N) is m-stationary in P.(j“\). Therefore, as 775 C j(S) we have that

V= “7(S)NP.(j“N) is m-stationary in P.(j“\) 7.
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Since P,(j“\) € M, we have that P(P.(7“\)) € M. Therefore, since being
m-stationary depends only on the subsets of P, (j“)), we also have

M E “j(S)NP.(54N) is m-stationary in P, (j“\) 7.

In M we have that s is regular and such that k < j(k). If we define = := j“\,
then K = j“k C j“A =z, and so k C x N j(k). In fact Kk = 2N j(k) = |z N j(K)|;
if o € (xNj(k))\ K, then a = j(B) for some k < f < X and a < j(k), but Kk < 8
implies j(k) < j() = «, and this is a contradiction. Besides, as [j“A\| = A < j(k),
we have that x € Pj(.)(j(N)).

Hence the following line holds, witnessed by u =k and z = j“\

M = 3x( Reg(lx 0 j(r)]) Az € Pje (5(A)A
“5(8) N Ppanjr) () is m-stationary in Plznjee ()" ).
As j is an elementary embedding, we get that

V = 32 Reg(la N~ (50D A @ € Piagoan (G (GN))A

“j_l(j(S)) N Planj-1¢i(xy) (%) is m-stationary in Pjanj-1(j0e) ()" ).

and since j7'(j(k)) =, 771 (j(N)) = X and j71(j(S)) = S, we conclude that
V = 3o( Reg(|lxr N k|) Az € Pod A “S N Plang () is m-stationary in Pjyn.(x)”).

Therefore, for each m < n if S C P, is m-stationary, there is x € P, A such that
p = |z Nkl is regular and SNP,(z) is m-stationary in P, (x). And this is precisely
to say that P, is n-stationary. [
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