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CHANG’S CONJECTURES AND EASTON COLLAPSES

MONROE ESKEW AND MASAHIRO SHIOYA

ABSTRACT. Using Easton collapses, we give a simplified construction of a
model in which Chang’s Conjecture for triples holds.

1. INTRODUCTION

Around 1960 Chang (see [I1]) raised a question about two-cardinal versions of
the downward Lowenheim—Skolem theorem. Let v > v/ and u > p’ be pairs of
cardinals with v > p and v > u/. By (v,v') — (u, ') we mean the following
statement, where structures are for a countable language with a unary predicate P:

Every structure A of size v with |PY| = +/ has an elementary
substructure M of size p with [PM| = p/.

Chang asked if (v,2') = (w1,w) holds in general. Each instance of (v, ') — (u, p’)
is now called Chang’s Conjecture (for pairs), for which we write CC.

CC has been approached from set theory as a reflection principle. Kunen [§]
constructed a model of (ws,w1) — (w1,w), assuming a huge cardinal exists. As it
turned out, Kunen’s method gives a model of (u*2, u*) — (u*, ), where u is a
given regular cardinal. This contrasts with the constructions due to Silver (see [7])
or Shelah [9], which would work at most for (u™, ) — (w1, w) with u > w regular
(see Foreman—-Magidor [4]). A survey of Kunen’s method can be found in [3].

It is natural to consider the case of two unary predicates, say the consistency of
(w3, w2, w1) = (w2,w1,w). Note that this implies that of (w3, ws) = (w2, w;) and
thus calls for Kunen’s method. Indeed Foreman [2] constructed the desired model
by a thorough exploitation of the method:

Theorem (Foreman). Suppose k is 2-huge. Then there is a generic extension in
which k = w1 and (w3, ws,w1) = (we, w1, w) holds.

The consistency of (w4, w3, ws,w1) = (w3, ws, w1, w) remains open. According to
Foreman [3| p. 1040], there is a serious problem of “ghost coordinates” in extend-
ing his construction to the quadruple case. Further information is not available
probably because the construction in the triple case was already quite complicated.

In this paper we give a simplified construction of a model of CC for triples. The
simplification allows us to state the problem of “ghost coordinates” in extending
our construction (see Remark in §6). In a sequel we plan to give a model in which
many instances of CC for triples below w,, hold simultaneously.

The novel element of our approach is an extensive use of projections associated
with term forcing, with which Easton collapses fit well (see [10]). In contrast,
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Kunen’s method involved the construction of “universal collapses” to get complete
embeddings. An analogue of Kunen’s theorem (and much more) was proved in [I]:

Theorem (Eskew). Suppose k is huge and j : V — M is a witness. Let p < k be
reqular. Then E(u, k) * E(k,j(k)) forces k = p™ and (u*2, pu7) — (u™, p).

The main result of this paper is

Theorem 1. Suppose k is 2-huge and j : 'V — M is a witness. Let y < K be
regular. Then

lEI E(&H)<E*< TT B, ()R lE[ E(&J’(H)))*E(j(ﬂ),jz’(ﬂ))

£eMNk £eMNk EeMN(k,j(k))
forces j" (k) = Y for n = 0,1,2 and (3, pt2, pt) - (W2, pt ).

Here M denotes the union of {u} and the class of Mahlo cardinals > u. The
operation x and the posets R(&, k) are defined in §§4 and 5 respectively. The second
factor of the middle iterand plays a key role to get a master condition in §6.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Our notation is standard. We refer the reader to [6] for the background material.
Throughout the paper p denotes a regular cardinal.

CC can be viewed as an algebraic reflection principle. Let vy > --- > v, and
to > -+ > iy, be n+ 1-tuples of cardinals (with n > 0) such that vy > py for every
k <mn. Then (v, - ,vy) = (fo, -, f1n) iff for every f:v5® — v there is x C vy
closed under f such that |z Nwvg| = pyi for every k < n.

We say that a cardinal v is strongly regular if |y<7| = 5. Forcing with a poset
P does not change the class of strongly regular cardinals > |P|. Let SR denote the
class of strongly regular cardinals (in V).

Let I be a set of ordinals. Suppose Q¢ is a poset for £ € I. For a regular cardinal
a let H?gl Q¢ denote the < a-support product. We write Q< for H?ga Qe if

Q¢ = Q for £ < a. Similarly H?e ; Q¢ denotes the Easton support product, where
a set d of ordinals is Easton if sup(d N~v) < v for every regular .

Let S be a stationary subset of a regular cardinal v > w. A poset P is S-layered
if P=J, b for some increasing sequence (P, : ¢ < 7) of complete suborders of
size < such that SNC C {¢ <~v: P =, P} for some club C C 7. A poset
is y-cc if it is S-layered for some stationary S C « (see [5]). The following lemma
is standard.

Lemma 2. Suppose a < «y are reqular with v Mahlo. Let S be a stationary set of
reqular cardinals < . Assume Pe is S-layered for every &€ <. Then H£<<av P and

H?<7 P: are S-layered.

Let P and R be posets. Suppose w : P — R is a projection, i.e. an order-
preserving map such that 7(1p) = 1g and if r <g w(p), then w(p') <g r for some
p’ <p p. If D is dense open in R, then 7~ ![D] is dense in P. So if G C P
is V-generic, then 7[G] generates a V-generic filter over R, which is denoted by
7(G). Moreover ran 7 is dense in R and the map r — sup{p € P : w(p) < r} is
a complete embedding of R into the completion of P. It is easy to see that the
composite or product of projections is a projection. The canonical projections as
in R+ (Q x Q') — R%Q — R are denoted by pr.



3

Suppose @ is an R-name for a poset. Then T(R, Q) denotes the term forcing,
i.e. the set (of representatives under the canonical identification from the class)
{§eVE:RIF§eQ} ordered by ¢ < ¢« RIF¢ < ¢ Lemma 5 in §4 is modeled
on

Lemma (Laver). The identity map id : R x T(R, Q) — R Q is a projection.

Let j : V — M be an elementary embedding. Suppose ¢ : j(P) — P is a
projection. We say that p € j(P) is a master condition for ¢ if p’ < j(p(p')) for
every p’ < p in j(P). Let K C j(P) be V-generic and contain a master condition
for ¢. Then j[p[K]] C K, so that jlp(K)] € K. Thus j : V — M extends to
j: V[p(K)] = M[K] in V[K]. Now let 7 : j(R) — R Q be a projection. Then
(1j(r),d") is a master condition for 7 o pr : j(R * Q) = R*Q iff (7,¢") < j(n(7))
for every 7 € j(R).

A cardinal k is n-huge if there is an elementary embedding j : V' — M such that
K is the critical point of j and M7"(®) ¢ M. A huge cardinal is a 1-huge cardinal.

Suppose M is an inner model of ZFC. If P € M has size < kin V, then M"* C M
in V implies M[G]" C M[G] in VI[G] for every V-generic G C P.

3. THE EASTON COLLAPSE

In this section we recall basic properties of the Easton collapse.

Suppose « < « are regular cardinals. The Easton collapse E(a,y) is the poset
H?GSRﬂ(a,'y) <. Every linked (i.e. pairwise compatible) subset of F(«,) of size
< « has a lower bound. Assume further 7 is Mahlo. Then E(a,7) is y-cc and
forces v = at. In fact it is S-layered, where S is the set of regular cardinals < 7.

Lemma 3. Assume R is a-cc and of size < a.
(1) If Q¢ is an R-name for a poset for € € (o, ), then T (R, H?E(a,'y) Qg) ~

H?E(aw) T(R, Q).
(2) For every &€ € SRN (a,7), T(R,£<9) ~ g<,
(3) Therefore, T(R, E(, 7)) ~ E(a,7).

See [10] for the proof. The dense embedding i : ¢ € E(a,v) — ¢ € T(R, E(c, 7))
is defined by

RIFg=((n(q(§)(C)) : ¢ € dom ¢(§)) : § € dom gq).

Here (n(:) : ¢ < =) is an injective list of R-names for ordinals < 7 such that
(M(e) : v < &) lists R-names for ordinals < & for every £ € SRN (a, 7). We say that
the dense embedding i and the projection id x i : R x E(a,v) — R * E(a,) are
based on the list (n(¢) : ¢ < 7).

The following lemma is essentially proved in [I, Lemma 26].

Lemma 4. Suppose k is huge and j : V — M is a witness. Let
7:j(R) = R+ E(k, j(k))

be a projection, where R is k-cc and of size < k. Assume 1;(g) is a master condition
forprom: j(R) = R. Then there is a master condition (1;r),q*) for

mopr: j(Rx* E(Ii,](li))) — Rx E(Ii,](li))
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Proof. We claim that
§(R) IF ¢* = the coordinatewise union of {j(¢) : 37 € K3r(n(F) = (r,4))}

works, where K is the canonical j(R)-name for a generic filter.

To see that j(R) IF ¢* € j(E(k,j(k))), let K C j(R) be V-generic. Work in
VIK]. Let G+ H = n(K) C R * E(k,j(x)), which is V-generic. Since Ljry is a
master condition for pron : j(R) = R, j : V — M extends to j : V[G] - M[K].
Note that j[H] € [M[K]}?") c M[K] because |j(R)| < j(x) in V. Moreover j[H]
is a directed subset of j(E(k,j(rk)))x = E(j(k),j?(r))ME],

Let ¢* = ¢j};, which is the coordinatewise union of j[H]. Then ¢* € M[K] is a
map from

U{j(d) : d C SRN (k,j(x)) is Easton in V[G]},
which is an Easton subset of SRN(j(x), j2(k)). To see that ¢* € E(j(k), j2(x))ME],
let £ € dom ¢*. Then ¢*(&) = U{j(q)(€) : ¢ € H N E(x,6)VI} for some § < j(k).
Thus ¢*(£) € €590 as desired.

It remains to prove that (1,(r),¢") is a master condition for mopr. Let 7 € j(R)
and 7(7) = (r,q). It suffices to prove that (7,¢*) < (j(r),(¢)) in j(R* E(k,j(x))).
By our assumption we have 7 < j(r) in j(R). To see that 7 I ¢* D j(q), let
K C j(R) be V-generic with ¥ € K. Then we have j(¢)x C ¢}, as desired. O

4. ITERATION WITH PRODUCT

In this section we introduce the operation x, which involves iteration and product.
Let I and J be sets of ordinals. Suppose m¢ : P — R¢ is a projection and Q¢ is
an R¢-name for a poset for £ € I U J. For a regular cardinal o define

a S E .
P (H?e[ Qe X erJ Qé)
to be the set P x H?gl T(Re¢, Qe) x HEEGJT(Rg, Q¢) ordered by
', d,7") < (p,4,7) & p' <pp, dom ¢ D dom ¢, dom 7' O dom 7,
me(p') ke ¢/ (€) ﬁg G(&) for every € € dom ¢ and
me(p) Ik 7 (&) <¢ #(€) for every € € dom 7.

Here IF¢ denotes the forcing relation associated with Re. Note that ¢ (say) denotes
a sequence of names rather than a name for a sequence. The definition is justified
by

Lemma 5. The identity map

. « . E . a S E .

id: P x H§<el T(R&Qf) x ngJ T(R&Qf) — Px (ngl Qf x ngJ Qﬁ)
s a projection.
Proof. Suppose (p',¢',7") < (p,q¢,7) in P * (H?gl Qe x H?e] Qg) It suffices to
give ¢’ < ¢ in H;eo} T(Re¢, Q¢) and 7+ <7 in H?GJ T(Re¢, Q¢) such that

(0" ") < (0 ) in Pox (155 Qe x TTee, Q)
Let dom ¢” = dom ¢’. For £ € dom ¢” define ¢”(§) € T(Re, Q¢) by
o me(p) e ¢"(§) = ¢'(§) and



o 7l ¢7(&) = ¢(&) for every r Le me(p).

(Tt is understood that IF¢ ¢(¢) = 1¢ unless € € dom ¢.) The definition of 7/ is
similar. It is easy to check that ¢” and 7" are as desired. d

We allow I or J to be empty, in which case we write the poset accordingly. In
particular, if 7 : P — R is a projection and Q is an R-name for a poset, then we
define P * Q suitably and get a projection m x id : P % Q — Rx Q

From Lemmas 3 and 5 we get the following result, which is useful in §5.

Proposition 6. Suppose oo <~y are from M — {u}. For £ e MNa let ¢ : P — Re
be a projection between a-cc posets of size < a. Then there is a projection

idxox7:Px H?nga E(a,vy) x H?eMm(a,»y) E&,7)
— P* (H;:Mﬁa E(a7,-y)Rg X H?eMﬁ(a7ry) E(f,’}/)) .
Remark. Assume as in Theorem 1. We do not know if
E(p, &) * Bk, j(k)) * E(j(k), 52 (5)) IF (u™?, 0%, 0%) — (02,0, ),
or if there is a projection
E(, j(r)) * B(j(r),5°(k)) = E(n, k) * E(r, j(r)) * E(i(r), 5% ().
We do know, however, that there is a projection
E(u, (k)  B(j(r), 5 () P@=B0I0) 5 Bu, 1) % B, j(r)) * E(j (), 5°(%)),

which motivated the introduction of *.

5. THE MAIN FORCING

In this section we construct posets and projections mq, : P(y) — R(a,7) for
pairs of a < 7 from M.
For v € M — {u} define

P(7) = [Teemn, B 7)<,

It is easy to see that P(y) C V, is p-closed. Since P(7y) has a factor E(u,7),
P(y) Iy =pu" by

Lemma 7. P(v) is 7y-cc.

Proof. Let S be the set of regular cardinals < v, which is stationary in . For
€ € Mny, E&7) is S-layered, so that E(£,v)<¢ is S-layered. Thus P(v) is
S-layered, which implies the desired result. O

Let (1y(¢) : ¢ € Ord) be an injective list of P(vy)-names for ordinals such that
(Ny(¢) 1 ¢ < &) lists P(v)-names for ordinals < £ for every £ € SR — (y + 1).
By recursion on v € M — {u} we define for each a € M Ny

e a y-cc poset R(a,7y) C V, with a projection mq~ : P(y) = R(«,7) and
e an injective list (1, (¢) : ¢ € Ord) of R(«,y)-names for ordinals such that
(Nar (0) 10 < &) lists R(a, y)-names for ordinals < £ for every £ € SR—(y+1).
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(In practice we need R(«, ), Tay and 7q-(t) up to some fixed cardinal, so that the
recursion can be carried out in ZFC.)
First let R(p,y) = P(7), muy = id and 7,4 () = 04(¢). If p < @ € M N, define

R(a,7) = P(a) % (TTbkna B0 1™ X MEemnan £(E))
and mq : P(y) = R(a,7y) by composing the following projections:
P() = Teemna B 1) % Bl )= X Teemnay BE7)
- ngMma E(&, )<t x ngMma E(a,v) x ngMm (o) E(&,7)
— P(a) * (HEGMﬁa E(a,7)RE2) x ngMm (a,y) E(, 7)) R(a, 7).

The first projection is defined by
(2, q,r) = ({({(P(E)(Q)]a : ¢ € dom p(§)) : § € dom p), g[M, (r(§)(a) : £ € dom 7).

Note the use of the components indexed by « in the third coordinate. This will be
key for obtaining the commuting diagram in Lemma 9. We get the second projection
by Proposition 6, based on the lists of names (1, (¢) : ¢ < ) and (Nea (L) 1 ¢ < 7).
To define (1 (¢) : ¢ € Ord), we identify R(«, ) with an iteration P(a) % Qq. Let

R, ) IF 1lay (£) = Pary (11 (1))-

Here (pa(¢) : ¢ € Ord) is forced to be an injective list of Qay-names for ordinals
such that (pa- (1) : ¢ < €) lists Qq~-names for ordinals < ¢ for every & € SR—(y+1).
Suppose a < v are from M — {u}. Define (the latter as a set)

( ) erMﬁa (avﬁy)xn?eMﬂ(ay)E(g FY)
Q(,7) =TT Ena T(RE @), B(@,7) % [éemn (o T(P(@), B 7).

We write P(a) x Q(a,7) for R(a, ). Thus 7, is the composite of the projections

idXia~

P(y) 2% P(a) x Q) 252 P(a) % Oa, ).

Since P(a) is a-cc and Q(«,7) is a-closed, P(«a) forces Q(a, ) to be a-Baire.
Thus P(a) x Q(a,v) IF v = at = u*? because it is y-cc and has a factor E(a, ).
Therefore P(a) x Q(a,v) Iy = a™ = u*? because of the projections

P(a) x Q(a,7) = P(a) » Q(a,7) = P(a)  B(a,7) ") = P(a) x E(a, 7).

Assume as in Theorem 1. The poset there can be written as

R(k, j(r)) * B(j(5), 52 (r)) = P(r) x Q(r, j(r)) * E(j(x), j*(x)).
To prove Lemma 9 in §6, we need to add one requirement on our construction. Let
i < a € MAk. Then j(P(x)) = P(j(x)) and j(P(a) *Q(a, x)) = P(a)*Q(a, j(x))
by M%) ¢ M. The additional requirement is
j(ﬁom|/f) = T.]aj(n) |J(H)7

which implies j(iax) = iaj(x) and in turn j(Tax) = 7aj(x)- This can be achieved as
follows. At the start, fix some well-ordering <1 of V,;, and define the lists of names
for ordinals below  using <I and its canonical extensions to V.’ for P € V.. Then
carry out the construction up to j(x) using j(<).



6. MASTER CONDITIONS

Throughout this section we work under the hypothesis of Theorem 1 unless
otherwise stated. The main result of this section is

Proposition 8. There is a master condition (1j(p(x)),5") for

i) © DT J(P(K) % Q(r, j(K))) = P(r) % Q(r, j(K)).
The component 5* will have the form ({(¢}, : « € MN k), 7*), where (1;(p(x)), 4a)
is a master condition for a projection
J(P(R) % E(r, j (1)) 7)) = P(r) x E(r, j(1)) .
To get ¢, for a > p, we extract the following lemma from [2, Lemma 3.1], for which

we assume j : V — M to be elementary.

Lemma (Foreman). Let w: P — R be a projection and Q an R-name for a poset.
Suppose o : j(P) — P * Q and 7: j(R) = R * Q are projections. Assume

(1) '(P*Q) =j(P)*j(Q) and j(R* Q) = j(R) * j(Q),

(2) 1¢py is a master condition for proo : j(P) — P,

(3) (15(r),q*) is a master condition for T opr: j(R * Q) = R+Q and

(4) the following diagram of projections commutes:

Ji(P) —— PxQ

g(‘n’)l J'n'xid

J(R) —— R+Q
Then (1;py,q*) is a master condition for o opr : j(P % Q) = PxQ.

Proof. Let p € j(P) and o(p) = (p, ¢). It suffices to prove (as in the case of *) that

(2, 4*) < (§(p),i(9)) m]( ) * (Q) By (2) we have p < j(p) in j(P). It remains
to prove that j(7)(p) IF ¢* < j(¢). By (3) and (4) we have

(G(m)(P),q") < 3(7(j(m)(P)))

)
J(r
i((m x 1d)(a(p)))
J
(4

(% id)(p, ¢))
(m(p)),3(4))s

which implies the desired result. (Il

While the conditions (1) and (2) are easy to verify, (3) and (4) require the
combination of Lemma 4 and

Lemma 9. Suppose u < a € MN k. Then there is a projection 7, such that

(id)( pryo )Oﬂmj(m)

§(P(K)) ————— P(k) » E(r, j(r)) R

.j(ﬂ'om)l J{WQNXid

J(R(a, K)) B — R(a, k) * E(n,j(n))

commutes and 1j(g(a,x)) 95 a master condition for pro 7, : j(R(a, k) — R(a, k).



Here pr,, : Q(k,j(k)) = T(R(a, k), E(r, j(k)) is defined by (4,7) — ¢(a). Recall
that j(max) is equal to ma ) : P(j(x)) = P(a) *x Q(a, j(k)) by our construction.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to check that the following diagram commutes:

aJ(ﬁ) NJ(N)

P(a) ) X Q (r,3(k
ldX"aJ(N)\L 1d><res ><pr ldXZK/J(K/)
*Q a,j(k *Q K, j (K
a) X Qa, k) X E(k,j(k ildxpr
idxres, idX i, X" P(a)*Q(a )
idXdas X% LTI'QNXId
P(a) * (Q(a, k) x E(k, j(k o) * Q(a, k) * E(k, j(k))

Here res’ : (q,7) — (({(¢(&)|x : £ € dom q), (r(§)|k : & € dom r N k)),r(k)) and
prX : (g,r) — q(a), so that the projections

P(j(k)) = P(a) x Q(a, k) x E(k, j())
map p to the triple of

e ((p(©)(Qla: ¢ € dom p(§)) : £ € dom pNay,

2 (e € € M1 dom (0 el € dom 1 () and

o p(K)(w).
In addition res, : (¢,7) — (((4(§)[r : § € dom ¢), (*(§)|x : £ € dom 7 N k)),7(k)),
z(md z')ﬁ'V(: E()n,j( k)) = T(R(B,7), E(k,j(k))) is defined as in Lemma 3 for (3,~) =
W, ), (o, K).

It remains to construct a map

o : T(P(a), E(x, j(r))) = T(P(a) * Q(a, k), E(k, j()))

such that the following diagram of projections commutes:

P(a) x Q(a, k) x E(k, j (k)

P(a) x (Q(a, K) X E(Ii,j(li))) P(a) % Q(a, K) * E(Kj,j(ﬁj))

idxidx ¢

Note that the resulting projection
pro 7 : j(P(a) x Q(a, k) — Pla) * Q(a, k)

does not depend on the choice of ¢, for which 1j(P(a)*Q(a,n)) is easily seen to be a
master condition.
To define ¢, first recall that i#“ and i** are based on (n4(¢) : ¢ < j(k)) and
na,{() it < j(k)) respectively. Let r € E(k,j(k)). Then i** : r — $ and
.7+ t are defined by

(
(1) P(a) IF $ = ((1a(r(€)(0)) : ¢ € dom r(€)) : € € dom 7),
@) P()*Qa,r) I = ((fan(r()(Q)) : ¢ € dom r(€)) : & € dom 7).
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Let 5 € T(P(a), E(k,j(k))). We may assume (1) for some r € E(k, j(k)). Define
©: 5 teT(Pa)*Q(a,k),E(k, j(k))) by (2). Then it is easy to see that this
makes the diagram commute.

It remains to prove that

id x id X @ : P(@) % (Qan X E(k,j(k))) = P(a) * Qar * E(k, j(k))
is a projection, where P(a) * Qan ~ P(a) * Q(a, k). This is because
id X ¢ Qa X B(k, j(£)) = Qan * E(k, 5(x))
is forced to be based on the list {pau(t) : ¢ < j(k)) of Qar-names for ordinals. O
It remains to give 7*, for which we prove

Lemma 10. Suppose 7 : j(P) — P*H?EMQ(H i) E(¢,j(k)) is a projection, where
P is k-cc and of size < k. Assume 1;py is a master condition for prom : j(P) — P.
Then there is a master condition (1;p,7*) for

TOPI: ] (P*H?eMﬂ(n,j(m)) E(&j(ﬁ))) — P [Teemn(eny B(& ()

Note that j (P # [Tfemn(e.jon B 50)) = PV Teerns o200y BE 52 (0).
Proof. Note that by Lemma 3,

Meeuneson T (P EE3(9) = T (P Ieemnnonn BE () -

Thus there is a dense embedding d : P*HgEeMﬂ(n,j(n)) E(¢,j(rk)) = PxQ, where Q
is a P-name for a x*-directed-closed poset of size j(k), such that d is the identity
on the first coordinate.

Let K C j(P) be V-generic, and let G« H = do n(K). In M[K], j[H] is a
directed subset of size j(x) in the j(x)*t-directed-closed poset j(Q)x. We can thus
take a j(P)-name q' for a lower bound in ](Q) Translating ¢* into a condition 7* €
ng,\m(](n 20 E(& 2(k)), it is straightforward to check that r* is as desired. [J

Proof of Proposition 8. Let « € M N k. We claim that there is a master condition
(Li(p(r))» 45) for
g opr: j(P(r)* E(r, (k) ) = P(r) x E(r, j(r)) ",
where o is (id x pr,,) o Tj) : J(P(K)) = P(k) x E(k,j(k))R@m),
If @« = p, then R(a, k) = P(k), so that the claim follows from Lemma 4 with
7 = 0. Next assume « > p. Then there is a projection
7o j(R(a, k) = R(a, k) % E(5, j(+))

as in Lemma 9. By Lemma 4 with 7 = 7, there is a master condition (1;(r(a,x)), 45)
for
Ta o pr: j(R(a, &) % B(r, j(k))) = R(a, &) * E(x, j(K)).
The claim follows from Foreman’s lemma with 7 = 74, 0 = (id X pr,,) o 7. j(x) and
T=Tq.
By Lemma 10 we get a master condition (1,(p(.),7") for

w0t s (PR) * MEemnngio BE(R)) = PU5) % TTEcrin ooy B3 (5)):

where 7 is (id x pr) o m, (. : j(P(k)) = P(k) % H?GMﬁ(n,j(n)) E(&, (k).
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Now it is easy to see that (1;p(x)), (¢} : @ € M N K),7*)) is as desired. O

Remark. Suppose « is 3-huge and j : V — M is a witness. Toward a model of
(wyq, w3, wa, w1) > (w3, ws,w1,w), it seems natural to force with a poset of the form

P(r) * Q(r, j())  R(j(r), 7% (k)) * E(% (), j° (K)).

Here Q(a, ) and R(a,v) are defined by recursion for a pair of (say) Mahlo cardinals
« < 7y so that there is a projection

P(j(r)) » QUi(k), 5% (K)) * R(52(k), 5* (k)
— P(r) x Q(r, (k) x R(j(K), 5% (r)) = (5 (), 5°(r)).

To meet the requirement, R(j2(x),7%(x)) should have a factor

LI . K ) K. 1(K *. 1G] 2 K
E(]2(/£),]3(H))P( I*xQ (k.3 (R))*R(5(),57(K))

Then R(j(k), j?(k)) would have a factor

HaeMrm E(j(,@jj2(,i))P(a)*@(am)*R(n,j(n)),

If the structure of the forcing is to be broadly similar to ours, the stage R(j(x), 72(k))
should not add bounded subsets of j(k). Therefore, the above product must be
taken with full support.

In order to construct a master condition, we need * € R(j2(k),j3(k)) that is
forced to be below j(r) for all 7 € K C R(j(k),j%(k)), where K is the generic filter.
For v € MNj(k), we would like to argue that

i (y) € E'(jQ(K),j3(5))P(W)*Q(ij(ﬁ))*R(j(“)vjz(K))

can be taken as the coordinatewise union of {j(r)(y) : r € K'}. This set would need
to be computable in the intermediate extension

W = VPOQEitN*RG(:).2 () = PR ()7 (1))

in which the relevant Easton collapse is j2(k)-closed. But for v € j(k)\ k, we would
seem to need the entire filter K in order to compute {j(r)(v) : » € K}. This would
only be available in an extension W’/ D VP*Qxj(0))xR((0),5° (%)) But in W', ~
is not a cardinal, and thus K is not available to W.

This issue is avoided in our construction. Since our Q(k,j(k)) uses <r sup-
ports in its first coordinate, we can take master conditions at each coordinate and
concatenate them.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We are ready for

Proof of Theorem 1. Since R(k,j(k)) = P(x) * Q(r, j(k)) forces j(k) = kT = put?
and j*(x) is Mahlo, R(k, j(x)) * E(j(r), j* (k) IF j*(k) = j(&)* = &T2 = p*2.
It remains to prove that (j2(k),j(k),x) — (j ( ), k, ) is forced as well. By
Proposition 8 there is a master condition (1;(p(x)),$ §*) for
(

Tjw) © DT 2 J(P(K) * Q(k, j(K))) = P(k) % Q(k, j(x)).
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Let G C P(j(k)) * Q(j(x), j%(k)) be V-generic with (1;(p(.)),$*) € G. Work
in V[G]. Let G = mju) o pr( P(k) * Q(k,j(k)), which is V-generic. Then

) C
j:V — M extends to j : V[G] — M[G]. Note that in V
Teje) X PLy 2 P(7(K)) x Qj(K), % (k) = P(k) * Q(k, j(r)) * E(j(x), §* (x))

is a projection. Thus we get a V[G]-generic H C E(j(k),j%(k))VI¢]. Note that
j[H] € [M[G])F"® ¢ M[G] because |P(j(k)) * Q(j (k),7%(k))| < j*(k) in V. More-
over j[H] is a directed subset of E(j2(k),;%(x))MC], B

Let ¢* be the coordinatewise union of j[H]. Then ¢* € M[G] is a map from

U{j(d) : d C SRN (j(k),7?(k)) is Easton in V[G]},

which is an Easton subset of SRN(j2(k), j3(k)). To see that ¢* € E(j2(x), j3(x))M1C],
let £ € dom ¢*. Then ¢ ( ) = U{i@)(€) : ¢ € Hn E(j(k),d)VIE} for some
§ < j2(k). Thus ¢*(¢) € £<7° (®) " as desired.

Let H C E(jQ(m),jg(ﬁ))M[G] be V[G]-generic with ¢* € H. Since j[H] C H,
j: VIG] = M[G] extends to j : V]G« H] — M[G % H] in V|G * H].

Fix f:j2(k)<* — j%(k) in V[G*H]. Then in MG x H] there is z € [j3(x))}7" %)
closed under j(f ) such that |z N j2(k)| = j(k) and |z N j(k)| = || = p = j(u), as
witnessed by j[j2(k)]. Thus in V[G % H] there is x € [j2(x)]?**) closed under f such
that |z N j(k)| = & and |z N k| = p, as desired. O

(
)
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