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NON-TRIVIAL COPIES OF N*
ALAN DOW

ABSTRACT. We show that it is consistent to have regular closed
non-clopen copies of N* within N* and a non-trivial self-map of N*
even if all autohomeomorphisms of N* are trivial.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we are interested in the possible existence of regular
closed subsets of N* that are non-trivial copies of N*, i.e. that are not
clopen. A proper subspace K C N* is said to be a trivial copy if there
is an embedding of AN into SN which sends the remainder N* onto
K. More generally, a function h € NV is said to induce a function
F:P(N)—P(N)on I CNif F(a)=*h"a) ={n eN: h(n) € a}
for all @ C I. The function F' is said to be trivial on I if there is a
such a function h. We use triv(F") to denote the ideal of sets on which
Fis trivial. Such a function F' is usually a lifting of a homomorphism
¢ : P(N)/fin — P(N)/fin in the sense that F'(a)/fin = ¢(a/ fin) for
all @ C N. The ideal triv(y)) would coincide with that of triv(F") for
any such lifting of .

It was shown in [I] that there are non-trivial nowhere dense copies
of N* while Farah [7] proved that PFA implies that if K C N* is
homeomorphic to N*, then there is a, possibly empty, clopen subset A
of N* such that A C K and K \ A is nowhere dense.

Velickovic [14] introduced the poset Py which was created to produce
a model of Martin’s Axiom in which ¢ = Ny and in which there are non-
trivial autohomeomorphisms on N*. This was achieved by forcing over
a model of PFA. Several variations of Py are possible and we continue
the study of the properties of N* that hold in the model(s) obtained
when forcing with Py (and its variants) over a model of PFA (see also
[10, 12, 4)).

Farah [7] defines the important notion of an ideal of P(N) being ccc
over fin to mean that there is no uncountable almost disjoint family of
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subsets of N none of which are in the ideal. By Stone duality, we define
a closed subset K of N* to be ccc over fin if there is no uncountable
family of pairwise disjoint clopen subsets of N* each meeting K in
a non-empty set. It is shown in [7] that PFA implies that for each
homomorphism v from P(N)/fin onto P(N)/ fin, which is the Stone
dual of a copy of N* in N*, triv(¢) is ccc over fin. One of our main
results is that this is true of automorphisms ¢ in the forcing extension
by Py over a model of PFA. It was already shown in [I0] that triv(e))
is a dense P-ideal in such models.

2. PRELIMINARIES
Now we recall the partial order Py from [14].

Definition 2.1. The partial order P, is defined to consist of all 1-to-1
functions f where
(1) dom(f) = range(f) C N,
(2) for all i € dom(f) and n € w, f(i) € [2",2"™) if and only if
= [Qn’ 2n+1)
(3) limsup,,_,.|[2",2"%1) \ dom(f)| = oo
(4) for all i € dom(f), i = f2(i) # f(i).

The ordering on Py is C*.

Definition 2.2. The poset P is defined to consist of all {0, 1}-valued
partial functions f such that dom(f) C N and limsup,,_,..|[2",2"™) \
dom(f)| = co. The ordering on Py is C*.

The poset Py is the subposet of Py consisting of those f € P; satis-
fying that for all n € w, f~1(1)N[27,2"*1) has size at most 1, and it is
non-empty if and only if [27, 2""!) C dom(f).

Each of these posets introduces a new generic ultrafilter & which is
a tie-point of N* (as introduced in [6] A B9 B, see also [3, 4]): namely
there is a cover by regular closed subsets A, B satisfying that AN B =
{U}. For a regular closed set A of N* we let Z4 denote the ideal
{a ¢ N:a* C A}. Let G denote a Py-generic filter. It is shown in [14],
that the collection 4 = {N\ dom(f) : f € G} is an ultrafilter. This
is also true for the posets Py and P;. In the cases of G being generic
for either of Py and Py, Z4 would be {f~!(1) : f € G}, while, for Py,
Zy={{i e dom(f) :i < f(i)} : f € G}. This is discussed in [4]. One
of our main motivations is to discover if A or B can be homeomorphic
to N* as this information can be quite useful in applications (again, see
[41).

If PFA holds, then each of Py, Py, Py is Ni-closed and Ny-distributive
(see [12, p.4226]). In this paper we will restrict our study to forcing



NON-TRIVIAL COPIES OF N* 3

with these posets individually, but the reader is referred to [12] for the
method to generalize to countable support infinite products. In partic-
ular, the result that triv(F) is ccc over fin for all onto homomorphisms
F on P(N)/ fin will hold in these more general models but we will only
prove this for automorphisms in this paper.

Theorem 2.3. If G is Py-generic and A DMQB are as defined above,
then there is a homeomorphism from A to N* which extends to a con-
tinuous mapping with domain all of N*.

Proof. Let 1 € NN be defined so that 1([2",2""1)) = {n} for all n,
and let ¢* denote the canonical extension with domain and range N*.
In fact, for each free ultrafilter VW, the preimage of VW under ¢* is the
set of ultrafilters extending {)~'[W] : W € W}. Recall that A is the
closure of the set [J{(f~*(1))" : f € G}. We will simply show that
¥* | A is one-to-one. Let V = {b C N: ¢~1(b) € U}. By the definition
of Py, it follows that, for each f € G, ¥* | (f~1(1))" is one-to-one and
that ¢ (f~1(1)) ¢ V. It follows easily that the preimage of any point
of N*\ {V} contains a single point in A. Now suppose that W # U is
in the preimage of V. Since U is generated by {N\ dom(f) : f € G},
we may choose an f € G with dom(f) € W. Since ¥ (f7(1)) ¢ V,
we have that f~(0) € W. But now, f~1(0) is mod finite disjoint from
each member of Z4, which shows that WW ¢ A. O

The rest of the paper is devoted to proving the following theorems.

Theorem 2.4. In the extension obtained by forcing over a model of
PFA by any of Py, Py, or Py, if ® is an automorphism of P(N)/ fin,
then triv(®) is a ccc over fin ideal.

Theorem 2.5. In the extension obtained by forcing over a model of
PFA by Py all automorphisms on P(N)/fin are trivial.

Theorem 2.6. In the extension obtained by forcing over a model of
PFA by Py, there are non-trivial automorphisms.

These results are re-stated and proven as theorems .17, 5.2, and
respectively. Let us again remark that Theorem [2.4] holds for all onto
homomorphisms but this requires lengthy verifications that the results
for automorphisms from [10, (12, 4] also hold for onto homomorphisms.
As mentioned above a homomorphism ¢ from P(N)/ fin onto P(N)/ fin
is said to be trivial, if there is function h € N which induces ¢ in the
sense that ¢ (a/fin) = (h™'(a)) /fin for all « C N. We intend to deal
with automorphisms only so it will be more convenient to work with
the inverse map; hence 1(a/fin) = h(a)/ fin. We will say that v is not
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trivial at a point € N* if no member of triv(¢) is in the ultrafilter
corresponding to x.

3. THE AUXILLARY POSET P(g)

For this section let P denote any one of the posets Py, P1,Py. It is
known that P is o-directed closed. The following partial order was
introduced in [10] as a tool to uncover the forcing preservation prop-
erties of P, such as Velickovic’s result that PFA implies that P is No-
distributive (and so introduces no new w;-sequences of subsets of N).

Definition 3.1. Let § denote any filter on P. Define P(F) to be the
partial order consisting of all ¢ € P such that there is some f € §
which is almost equal to it. The ordering on P(F) is f < g if f D g.

The forcing poset P(§) (which is just the set F) introduces a new
total function f which extends mod finite every member of §. Although
f will not be a member of P it is only because its domain does not satisfy
the growth condition (B]) in the definition of P. There is a simple o-
centered poset S which will force an appropriate set I C N which mod
finite contains all the domains of members of § and satisfies that f [ I
is a member of P which is below each member of § (see [10, 2.1]).

A strategic choice of the filter § will ensure that P(F) is ccc and
much more. Again we are lifting results from [10, 2.6] and [12} proof
of Thm. 3.1]. A poset is said to be w“-bounding if every new function
in w* is bounded by some ground model function.

Lemma 3.2 ([12]). In the forcing extension, V[H]|, by 2<“, there is a
mazximal filter § on P which is P-generic over V' and for which P(F) is
cee, w*-bounding, and preserves that RNV is not meager.

Almost all of the work we have to do is to establish additional preser-
vation results for the poset(s) P(F). Once these are established, we are
able to apply the standard PFA type methodology as demonstrated
in [10, 12] to determine properties of the forcing extension by P. As
mentioned above, we have this result from [12, Corollary 3.3].

Lemma 3.3. In the model V[H|, the ideal triv(F') is a dense P-ideal.

4. 0-BOREL LIFTINGS AND CCC OVER FIN

A lifting of a map ® from P(N)/fin to itself is any function F' from
P(N) into P(N) which satisfies that F'(a)/fin = ®(a/fin) for all a €
P(N). For each ¢ € Nand s C ¢, let [s;¢] = {x C N:zN{=s}. This
defines the standard Polish topology on P(N). For a set C C P(N)
and a function F' on P(N), let us say that F' [ C is o-Borel if there is
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sequence {1, : n € w} of Borel functions on P(N) such that for each
b € C, there is an n such that F(b) =* 1,,(b).

We continue the analysis of P-names from V in the forcing exten-
sion V[H]| using a V-generic filter 7 C P (continuing that P is one of
Py, P, Py). In particular, fix @ a P-name which is forced by 1p to be
a lifting of an automorphism of P(N)/fin. Let F denote valyz(®). Of
course it follows that, in V[H]|, F is a lifting of an automorphism of
P(N)/ fin. Note that forcing with 2<“* does not change the set P(N).

The following key result of ([4] 2.3]) was extracted from [10] and [12,
Theorem 3.3].

Lemma 4.1 (PFA). For any dense P-ideal T on N and for each P(§)-
generic filter G, there is an I € T such that F'' | (V N[N\ I]¥) is
o-Borel in the extension V[H|[G].

One of the main results which we can extract from [I2] and simply
deduce from Lemma B.3 and Lemma is the following.

Lemma 4.2. F' [ (VN P(N)) is o-Borel in the extension obtained by
forcing with P(§).

We will also need several results from [4]. The following are [4] 3.1]
and [4, 2.5] respectively.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that b € V N [N]¥ is such that F' [ [V N [b]“] is
o-Borel in V[G]. Then, in V, there is an increasing sequence {ny : k €
w} C w such that F is trivial on each a € [b]Y for which there is an
r € §, such that a C \J{[nk, nk+1) : [k, nks1) C dom(r)}.

Lemma 4.4. Let H and § be as above. Then for each P(F)-name

h € NN there are an increasing sequence ng < ni < - -- of integers and
a condition f € § such that either

(1) f ke b | U{lnk,nisr) = k € K} ¢ V7 for each infinite
K Cwor
(2) for eachi € [ng,ngs1) and each g < f such that g forces a value
on h(i), fU (g | [nk, nesr)) also forces a value on h(i).
Furthermore, if f forces h to be finite-to-one, we can arrange that for
each k and each i € [ng,ngy1), [ forces that h(z) € [ng_1, Nk12)-

Next we need to use a key Lemma from [4, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 4.5. There is a condition p € § and an increasing sequence
{nk : k € w} C N such that p forces (over P) that triv(F') contains
all a C N for which there is an r € §, such that a C J{[ng, ng+1) :

[Ty Npy1) C dom(r)}.
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We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 2.4l For the
remainder of this section we assume p and (ny : k € w) have the prop-
erties in Lemma We proceed by contradiction using the following
Lemma.

Lemma 4.6. If p forces that triv(®) is not ccc over fin, then there is
P < p and almost disjoint families {a, : @ < w1} C [N]* and {b, :
a <wy} C[NJ such that {aq, Uby : @ < wy} is also an almost disjoint
family, and p forces that a,, ¢ triv(F') and F(ay) = by for each a0 < wy.

Proof. Using that P is Ro-distributive we then have that triv(F) is not
ccc over fin. Also, we can assume that p forces the following. The
almost disjoint family {a, : @ < w1} C [N]* satisfies that a, ¢ triv(F)
and that F'(a,) = b, for all @ € wy. Notice that the family {b, : « € w;}
is also an almost disjoint family. By compactness of ¢, we may choose
an ultrafilter W, on N so that a, € W, and so that F' is not trivial at
W,. If there is an uncountable set of a such that F(W,) = W, then
we pass to such an uncountable subcollection as well as shrink each a,,
so that the new b, is a subset of the original a,,.

So we now assume that F(W,,) # W, for all @ € w;. Next, for each
v € wy, let S, be the set of all & € w; such that either a, € F(W,) or
b, € W,. If, there is some v € w; such that S, is uncountable, then we
can, by shrinking a, for all o € S, ensure that either a, C F(a,) or
bo C ay. In either case, we obtain a new family, a, € W, for a € S,
such that {a, Ub, : @ € S,} is an almost disjoint family. Otherwise,
we have that S, is countable for every v € w;. Recursively choose an
uncountable subcollection {ag : § € w1} C wy so that ag ¢ S, for all
n < &. First suppose there is a 0 < w; such that there is an uncountable
set S C w;y with each W, (for £ € §) being in the SN closure of the
union of the family of clopen sets {0, :n < d}. It then follows that,
for all § € S, W, is not in the closure of the family {0}, :d <n <&}
For each § € S\ 4, replace a,, be a smaller a,, € W,, satisfying that
Aoe M ba, 18 finite for all § < n < £. If there is no such § < wy, then we
can assume, by passing to an uncountable subfamily, that Wi, is not
in the closure of the union of the family {bj, :n < {}. In this case we
may also assume that each a,, € Wy, is mod finite disjoint from b,,
for all n < £. By symmetry, we may perform the same reduction so
that for all £ < wy, by, is almost disjoint from a,,, for all n < ¢&.

We have now shown that the family {a, Ub, : a < w;} can be
assumed to be almost disjoint. It is not needed but it is interesting
that since this argument can take place in the ground model of PFA,
we have, by a result of Shelah reported in [2, 3.11], that we may assume
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that either F(W,) =W, for all a € w; or the sets {W, : @ € w1} and
{F(W, : a € w1} have disjoint closures in SN. O

Finally, by possibly thinning out the collection, with F(a,) = ba,
assume that b, is not a member of W3 for all 5 # a. Fix any p € F
which forces, over P, that ® and, therefore F' have all of the above
properties. Assume also that p satisfies the requirement in Lemma [£.5]

Notice that for each ¢ € §, we have a one-to-one function h, with
domain a, = U{[nk, nk+1) : [Pk, nk+1) C dom(q)} which witnesses that
a, € triv(F). Therefore the family {h, : ¢ € §} is a o-directed (mod
finite) family of functions which, because N ¢ triv(F") in V[H], has no
extension in V[H].

Lemma 4.7. The family {dom(h,) : ¢ € §} generates a dense ideal in
V[H]| which remains dense after forcing with P(F).

Proof. The finite-to-one map sending [ng, nx+1) to k is easily seen to
send the family {a, : ¢ € §} to a maximal ideal, and it is also the
preimage of this maximal ideal. The forcing P(§) is w“-bounding and
so does not diagonalize the dual ultrafilter. U

We prove, using this next well-known result, that there is a P(F)-
name, h, of a function in NN that is forced to mod finite extend every
member of {h, : ¢ € §}. Uncountable pairwise incompatible families of
partial functions on N are similar to Luzin gaps. Such a family will not
have a common mod finite extension. The following result is an easy
consequence of a result of Todorcevic (see [7, 2.2.1] and [5]). Proper
posets were introduced in [?].

Proposition 4.8. If {h, : a € wi} is a family of partial functions
on N with mod finite increasing domains, and if there is no common
mod finite extension, then there is a proper poset which introduces an
uncountable pairwise incompatible subfamily.

So now we assume that forcing with P(§) preserves that the family
{h, : ¢ € §} has no common mod finite extension. Let ¢,, denote the
P(F)-name of the function that equals the union of the generic filter
G. We note that the sequence {n; : k € w} is a sequence from V. Let
Q be the P(F)-name of the proper poset as described in Lemma 1.8
That is, there is a 2<¢'  P(§) * Q-name, {({a, Ga; ha, La) : o € w1},
satisfying that, for each a@ < 8 € wy, it is forced that

(1) {das G, ha : @ € w1} are P(F)-names,
(2) do C Guns .
(3) ao = U{[nk, nks1) : k € Lo} C dom(qy),
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(4) Go forcgs that h, € V induces @ on a,,
(5) LOé C* LB? . i
(6) there is an n € a, N ag with hy(n) # hg(n).

Next let Ry be the 2<“1 % P(F) * Q-name of the usual o-centered poset
that will force the mod finite ascending sequence {L, : @ € w;} has a
co-infinite extension. That is, there is a 2<“' x P(§F) * Q * Ry-name, L,
such that it is forced that N\ L is infinite and L, c* L for all a < wy.
And finally, let Ry be the 2<¢1 x P(F) * Q * R;-name of the o-centered
poset such that there is a name, evidently a 2<“! % P(§F) Q * Ry % Ro-
name, S of a subset of N such that it is forced that Gy | S e P,
U{ [k, k1) - k € L} € S, dom(g,) c* S for all a < w.

Now return to the PFA model and choose a filter I" on 2“1 % P(F) %
Q * R1 * Rg that meets wi-many dense open sets sufficient to ensure
that properties (1)-(5) of the valuations of the names {(Ga; Gas ha, Lq) :
o < wy} will all hold and so that the valuations of L, q,,, and S all
have the properties mentioned above. We may also assume that the
condition p of Lemma is an element of T' in the sense that the
condition (1,p,1,1,1) (as an element of 2<“* x P(§) x Q * Ry % Ry) is an
element of I'. Now let {h, : & € w;} be the valuations of the elements
of {hg : @ € wy} by the filter I'. Also let L be the valuation of L
by I' and let » be the valuation of the condition ¢,, | S by I'. We
observe that a, = (J{[nk, nk+1) : k € L} is a subset of dom(r) and so,
by Lemma [0 there is a function h, (with domain a,) that induces F'
on P(a,). Choose an uncountable A C w; so that there is a k € w such
that Ly \ L C k and h, | (as \ ng) C h, for all @« € A. We may further
suppose that h, [ (aa Nng) = hg [ (agNng) for all o, 5 € A. It should
now be clear that for all a, 8 € A, condition (6) does not hold.

This contradiction therefore shows that there is a P(F)-name h of
a function on N that is forced to mod finite extend every member of
{hy:q €T}

For partial functions p and s with domains contained in N, we let
s p denote the function s U (p | (dom(p)\ dom(s))). Since A is forced
to mod finite extend each h, (for ¢ € §), we have that condition (1)
of Lemma (4.4 fails to hold. Furthermore, we can suppose that there
isap D q € § such that for each k, there is a single m; such that
[2m%  2mx 1) properly contains [ng,, ng1 1)\ dom(g). By further grouping
and by extending the condition ¢ we can assume that for all £ and
J € [ng,ngs1), if ¢ does not force a value on h(j), then § does force
that A(j) € [k, nig1). We record this as a new Lemma.
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Lemma 4.9. It is forced by ¢ < p that the increasing sequence ng <
ny < --- of integers satisfies that for each k € N and for each 1 €
[N, N1) Such that @ does not force a value on h(i) and for each q < q
that does force a value on h(i), (q | [ng, npe1)) UG also forces that value
on h(i) and that value is in [ng, ngq).

For each k, let Hy = [ng,ngy1) \ dom(q) = [2™ 2™ +1) \ dom(q).
Finally, let H; denote the set of functions s with domain contained in
Hy, for which there is a ¢ < ¢ with s = ¢ [ Hi. Recall that for the
posets Py and IP; the conditions are functions into 2, while for the poset
[Py, the conditions ¢ extending ¢ are permutations which send each Hy
into itself. Therefore, with P being any of the three posets considered
in this paper, Hj is a finite set of functions with domain and range
contained in 2 U Hy. For the remainder of the section we will assume
that each condition we choose in P(F) is below this .

Lemma 4.10. If Y = {y, : k € w} is such that y € [ng, nky1) for
each k, then for each q € P(F), there is a p < q such that p decides
hlY.

Proof. Let K be the set of k such that ¢ does not already force a value
on h(y;) and let Y’ = {y, : k € K}. Now, using the V-genericity of
F, choose ¢ < ¢ in § so that ¢’ forces a value on F(Y’). For each
k € K, choose jp € F(Y') N [ng, ng41) if it is non-empty, otherwise
set jr = 0. Assume that the set K’, those k € K such that ¢ does
not force h(yr) = ji, is infinite. It then follows from Lemma 9 that
there is a condition p < ¢’ for which there are infinitely many k£ € K’
such that y, € dom(h,) and p IF A(yz) # jr. But now we have that p
forces that F'(Y' N dom(h,)) =* h,(Y' Ndom(h,)) is not almost equal
to h(Y' N dom(h,)), since for each k € K’ with y, € dom(h,), ji €
F(Y')N F(dom(hy,)) \ 2(Y" N dom(h,)). O

Definition 4.11. For each condition ¢ € P(F), and each i € N; let
Orbg(i) = {7 : (3 < q) p ke “h(i) = j7}. Also let S(k,q) = {s €
Hr:q| Hi C 8}.

Corollary 4.12. Our condition q also satisfies that for each i € N and

q < q, if Orby(i) has more than one element, there is a k such that
{’L} U Ol"bq(l) C [nk, nk+1).

Lemma 4.13. For each o € wy, th'ere arer, < q € P(§) and W, C a,
such that ro lFpg) “Wo € Wo and h[W,] C by”

Proof. Otherwise we can choose a fusion sequence {r{ : k € w}, an
increasing sequence of integers (; and values y € aq N [N, Ny 1+1),
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and conditions s, € H; such that s; L7y IFpg “h(yk) ¢ b,”. There
is an an infinite set L C w and an r below s, U ry for all & € L
and such that Y = {y, : k € L} C dom(h,). Since r forces that h
extends h,., we have our contradiction since h,[Y] C* F(ay) = b, while
rIF “h[Y] N by = 0. O

By strengthening the condition ¢, we can assume that we have the
following property.

Lemma 4.14. For each integer £ and each condition q < q, there is a
condition p < q and a set I € [w;]* such that p < ro for each o € I.

Proof. Since P(F) is cce, there is a condition g < ¢ forcing that there
is an uncountable set of a € wy such that r, is in the generic filter. [

Lemma 4.15. For each o € wy, there is an integer £, such that for
cach k and each sy € S(k,ra), if |Hy \ dom(sg)| > Ca, then siUr, does
not decide h | Wy N [ng, ngr1).

Proof. If such an integer ¢, did not exist, then we could find an infinite
K C wand asequence (s; : k € w) € Hye,S(k,r) with {|Hj\dom(sy)] :
k € K} diverging to infinity, and such that s U r decides h | Wan
[Nk, 1) for each k. But then of course, ¢ = |J,cx sk U 7o would
force that h I W, = hg for some h, € V. It follows easily from the
assumption that F'is not trivial at W,, that there is some ¢’ < q and
some infinite W C W, such that ¢ IFp “F'(W) N ho[W] = 0”. By
further extending ¢’ and possibly shrinking W, we can assume that
W C dom(h,). This contradicts that h,[W] is supposed to be forced
by ¢ to be (mod finite) equal to both A[IW] and F(W). O

By passing to an uncountable subcollection we may suppose that
there is some ¢ such that £, = ¢ for all a. Now define S'(k,q) = {s €
S(k,q) : |Hy \ dom(s)| > ¢}.

Lemma 4.16. There is a condition r and an infinite set K such that
{|Hy \ dom(r)| : k € K} diverges to infinity, and, for each k € K, we
can select {is : s € S'(k,r)} C [ng, ngy1) such that Orb,(is) N Orb,(iy)
is empty for each s # ' € S'(k,r), and s Ur does not decide h(is).

Proof. Fix any integer £ and let L be bigger than (¢ + 2)“*2. Apply
Lemma .14 to find an r which is below r, for each a € I for some
I C wy of cardinality at least L. For each a € I, we can assume that
r decides F(W,) = F(W,) and, by Lemma .9, that dom(h,) contains
[N, ng41) for each k such that r decides h [ Wo N [ng, ngy1) - Recall



NON-TRIVIAL COPIES OF N* 11

that a, and b, were defined in Lemma 4.6l We may choose an m such
that [a, U F(W,) Ub,| N ag U F(Ws) Ubg] C m for each a # 5 € 1.
Let K = {k : |Hy \ dom(r)| > ¢}. It follows from Lemma [L.15] that
foreach v € I, k € K, and s € S'(k,r), there is an i € W, N [ng, ngy1)
for which s Ll does not decide h(i). Therefore, we can select any
k € K and sg € S(k,r) with ¢ < |H \ dom(sg)| < ¢+ 2 and fix any
injection from S’(k, s, Ur) into I (i.e. {as: s € S'(k,sxUr)}). For each
s € S'(k, sgUr), there is an iy € W,N[ng, nyy1) such that sUr does not
decide h(i,). Since r forces that {is, h(is)} C aq, Uba, and for s’ # s, r
forces that iy, h(iy) & aa, Ub,,, we have satisfied the requirement that
is ¢ Orb,(is) (the hard part was making them distinct). To complete
the proof of the Lemma, simply perform another fusion to inductively
choose s; and extend s; LI r for larger and larger /. O

Theorem 4.17. The trivial ideal, triv(F'), is ccc over fin.

Proof. Let r and the sequence {{i; : s € S'(k,r)} : k € K} be as
constructed in Lemma Since {|Hy \ dom(r)| : k € K} diverges
to infinity, we may assume that dom(r) O [ng, nk+1) for each k ¢ K.
We define a P-name of an ultrafilter. Each ¢ < r forces that the set
X(q) = Ugexlis : s € S'(k,q)} is a member. Let = be any ultrafilter
extending this filter. We claim that ®(x) has no value. Assume first
that there is some ¢ < r which forces that X (r) € ®(z) (i.e. ¢ forces
that F~1(X(r)) € ). We may then further assume that some ¢’ < ¢
forces that X (¢) has some infinite subset Y (¢) € x such that for some
m, (F(Y(q)) \ m) C X(r). Of course, Y(q) is just a set in V and
Y (q) N X(¢') is large. Choose an infinite sequence {k; : j € w} so that
for each j, we can choose i; € Y(¢) N {is : s € S’(kj,¢')} and so that
{|Hi\dom(q')| : k ¢ {k; : j € w} diverges to infinity. For each j, let s,
denote the member s of S’(k;, ¢') such that i; = i,. For each j, choose
any sj € S'(kj,q') which extends s, that satisfies that s} U ¢ IFpg)

“h(i;) # i;,7. Let h* denote the function with domain {i; : j € w}
satisfying that s U ¢ IFp(g) “h(i;) = h*(i;)". Note that h*(i;) ¢ X (r)
for all j since 4; is the only member of Orb,(i;) in X (r). We can extend
the condition ¢'UlJ; s} further to some ¢* so that dom(q*) D [n;, ng;41)
for each j. We observe that J = {i; : j € w} C Y(¢) Ndom(hy). By
removing finitely many elements, we may assume that ¢* forces that
h* agrees with hg,- on J. However, we now have a contradiction since
hy[J] =" F(J) C* F(Y(q)) C* X(r).

Now assume that there is a ¢ < r which forces that X (r) is not
in ®(z). There is a ¢ < ¢ and a Y(q) C X(q) such that for some
Z C N\ X(r), ¢ forces that Y(¢) € x and Z = F(Y(q)). Again select
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a sequence {k; : j € w} so that for each j, [ng;, ng,41) NY (q) N X(q') is
not empty, and choose ¢; from this set. We may choose this sequence
so that {|Hj, \ dom(q')| : k ¢ {k; : j € w} diverges to infinity. For each
J» let s; € S’(kj, ') be chosen so that i; = iy,. If for infinitely many j,
it is possible to select 57 € S'(k;, s;Uq’) so that s’ Uq’ forces that h(i,)
is not in Z, then we select such an s;». The proof then proceeds much
as in the first case because it will allow us to obtain that for an infinite
J, hi{i; : j € J}] is disjoint from Z in contradiction to F({i; : j € J})
being contained in Z. In the other case, we select z; € Z such that
s; has an extension forcing that h(zj) is equal to z;, but we also know
that we can (and do) select s} extending s; to force that h(i;) is not

equal to z;. Applying the same arguments to the automorphism F!
we may certainly select an infinite J C w and a ¢* < ¢’ U|J; s so that
{z; : j € J} is in the range of h,-. It follows that there is a sequence
Y ={y; : j € J} C Y(q) such that hp(y;) = z; for each j € J.
Clearly then this puts z; € Orb,(y;) for all but finitely many j. By
Lemma .12, we actually have that y; is also from [ng;, n4,41) and so
the contradiction is that we have arranged that Orb,(y;) and Orb, (i)
are disjoint. O

5. ALL HOMEOMORPHISMS ARE TRIVIAL WHEN FORCING WITH P,

In this section we first restrict to the case where P is Py and we con-
tinue with the assumptions on F' and h and the sequence {ny : k € w}
established in the previous section. We begin with a ¢ and the sequence
{nk, my : k € w} as developed in the paragraph following Lemma 9]
In particular, that [2™F 2™ *1) contains [ny, ngy1)\dom(g). For each k,
we will now let Hy, be the set [27, 2™ 1)\ dom (7). We may assume that
{|Hg| : k € w} diverges to infinity. Say that a condition ¢ is standard, if
for each £ > 0, there are at most finitely many & such that Hy \ dom(q)
has cardinality ¢. The standard conditions are dense below ¢ in Py. For
a standard condition g, let K (q) denote those k such that Hy\dom(q) is
not empty. It follows then that {|Hy \ dom(q)|: k € K(q)} diverges to
infinity. Recall that ¢ is identically 0 on dom(q) N S* for all k € K(q).
For a condition p and i € Hy \ dom(p), we abuse notation and sup-
pose that pU{(7, 1)} denotes the smallest condtion in Py that contains

pU{(,1)}.

Lemma 5.1. If py < q in Py is a standard condition such that no
extension of py decides h(t) for all values of t, then there is an extension
p < po such that for all i € N\ dom(p), there is a value t; so that for
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some distinct pair u;, v;, p U {(i,0)} I+ h(t;) = u; and p U {(i,1)} -

Proof. We proceed by a simple recursion. By induction on ¢, suppose
we have chosen p, together with a family {i(k,j) : j < ¢} C Hy \
dom(py) for all & € K(p;). We assume that for each j < ¢ and k €
K (pe), there is a value tj; so that p;+; U {(i(k,j'),0) : j/ < j} and
i1 U{(i(k,7),0) : 5/ < j}U{(i(k,7), 1)} force distinct values, uy, j, vk ;,
on h(tkj) As usual in such a fusion, we assume that p;j. [ nm; C p;
so that we will have that |J,p, is a condition. Now we may choose
a sequence (tr, : k € K) (for some infinite X' C K(py)) such that,
for each k € K, tyy € [ng,ngs+1) and pe U {(i(k,7),0) : j < £} does
not force a value on h(ty,). For each k € K, there are two values
1% from Hy, \ (dom(p,) U {i(k, j) : j < £}), such that p,U{(1, 1)} and
peU{ (i, 1)} force distinct values, v¥, v¥, on h(ty,). Using Lemma 10,
choose pgy1 < pg such that for all k € K(ppyq) C K, {i(k,j) : 7 <} is
disjoint from dom(pes1) and pryq U {(i(k, j),0) : j < £} forces a value,
Ug ¢, ON h(tkg) Suppose, without loss of generality, that v} # wuy, and
let iy = 17. It follows that iz, € dom(pyy ;) and so define pyy; to be
the condition we get by removing i, from the domain of p,y; for all
ke K= K(pe)-

When the recursion is finished, we choose any increasing sequence
{ky : ¢ € w} so that k; € K(pgy1), and p < pg any condition so that
K(p) = {ke: { € w}, and Hy, \ dom(p) = {i(ke,7) : j < £}. Of course
this implies that p is constantly 0 on each Hj, N dom(p). For each
k = k; and j < ¢, we have that pU{(i(k, j), 1)} forces the value vy, ; on
h(tm) because of Lemma 9 And similarly, since p,y1 [ Hp C p,
we have that p U {(i(k,;"),0) : j' < j} forces that h(ty;) = u,-
Because of this, we have that if ¢ < p is such that £ € K(q) and ¢
forces a value on h(ty ), then this value has to be uy ;. We finish the
construction by another more routine recursion. There should be no
risk of confusion if we re-use the notation p;,p etc. for the values
in this new recursion. For each k € K(p), let jro denote the largest
value so that i(k, jio) ¢ dom(p). By Lemma [L.10] there is a condition
p1 < p so that p; forces a value on h | {trjo : k € K(p)}. Again,

as discussed above, we have that p; forces that h(tmk,o) = Up,j,, for
each k € K(p1). There is an infinite set K; C K(p;) such that there
is a largest jr1 < jio such that i(k, jx1) ¢ dom(p;). Find a condition
pa < p1 which forces a value on h | {tkj.., + k € K1}. Continue this
induction. Again there is a sequence {k; : ¢ € w} such that j., was

successfully chosen for k = ky ;. We extend p to a condition p’ so that
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K(p') ={ki: ¢ € w} and Hy,\dom(p') is equal to {i(ke, ji,m) : m < {}.
We still have that p U{(i, 1)} I A(ty;) = vy for each i € Hy,\ dom(p’),
but we can now show that p’ U {(i,0)} forces that /(ty;) = u,. The
simplest way to do this is to consider any ¢ € Hy \ dom(p’) with ¢’ # i.
If 7/ < i, then the condition p’ U {(¢’, 1)} is compatible with p,,1 [ Hy
where m is chosen so that ¢ = i(k, ji,,). On the other hand if ¢/ > 4,
then p’ U {(¢',1)} is compatible with p U {(i(k,j),0) : § < jkm}. Since
each of these force that h(ty;) = uy,, we have that p’ U {(i,0)} forces
that h(tk’l) = Uk;- O

Theorem 5.2. In the extension obtained by forcing over a model of
PFA by Py all automorphisms on P(N)/fin are trivial.

Proof. Fix a condition p as in Lemma [5.1] satisfying that for each ¢ ¢
dom(p) there is a t; such that there are distinct values w;, v; that
pU{(i,0)} and p U {(4,1)}, respectively, force on h(t;). We prove that
this leads to a contradiction. Choose a condition ¢ < p and a set Y so
that ¢ forces that FI(Y) = {u; : i ¢ dom(p)}. Let Ly = {i ¢ dom(q) :
t; ¢ Y}. If Ly is infinite, then we have a contradiction by choosing any
infinite subset L’ of Ly so that L' N H;, has at most one element for
each k, and considering the condition ¢ = qU{(7,0) : i € L'}. We now
have that ¢’ forces that F({t; : i € L'}) =* hy({t; : ¢ € L'}) will be
almost contained in F(Y) while {¢; : i € L'} is disjoint from Y.

Now suppose that Ly is finite. If {v; : i ¢ dom(q)}\ F(Y") is infinite,
then we choose an infinite L' so that L' N Hy is empty for infinitely
many k € K(q) and so that {v; : i € L'} is disjoint from F(Y). Again
the extension ¢’ = qU{(i,1) : i € L'} will force that F'({¢;: i € L'}) =*
hy({t; : i € L'}), but this contradicts that it is supposed to be mod
finite contained in F(Y).

The final case then is that there is an infinite sequence L' C K(q)
such that K(q) \ L' is still infinite and there is a sequence of pairs
{ir, i}, : k € L'} such that iy, are distinct members of Hj, \ dom(q)
and v;, = Uy, for each k € L’. Now we have that the extension ¢ =
qU {(ix,1) 1 k € L'} D qU {(i, 1), (#4,0) : k € L'} will force that h is
not 1-to-1. U

6. MORE PROPERTIES OF THE POSET [P

Theorem 6.1. In a model obtained by forcing with the poset Py over a
model of PFA, there is a non-trivial autohomeomorphism ¢ of N* and
two reqular closed copies A, B of N* and a tie-point VW such that

(1) ¢[A] = B and ¢[B] = A, and AN B = {W},

(2) W is the only point on the boundary of each of A and B,
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(3) ¢ is the identity on N*\ (AU B).

Proof. We will define a strange sequence, {,, : m € w}, of P;-names of
pairs. These will code liftings of the maps between A and B (each will
“pick” a point from the pair) and the mappings of each onto N* (each
member from the m-th pair being sent to m). The difficult part of the
construction is to ensure that A and B meet in a single ultrafilter.

For each m € w and each function o € 22™2™") we will choose
a pair a, C [2™,2™F!). The definition of f,, will simply be that a
condition p € P; such that [2™,2™1) C dom(p), will force that #,, is
equal to aypmom+1). Analogous to the definition of K(p) above, let
M (p) denote the set {m € w : [2™,2™T!) ¢ dom(p)} for each p € P;.
Without mention, we will assume that we work with the dense set
of conditions which satisfy that {|[2™,2™%1) \ dom(p)| : m € M(p)}
diverges to infinity.

For each p € Py, let T(p) = {tm : m & M(p) and p I t,, = t,},
A(p) = {min(t,,) : tm € T(p)} and B(p) = {max(t,,) : t,, € T'(p)}. If
G is a generic filter on Py, then we will set A to be the closure of the
open set [J{A(p)* : p € G} and B to be the closure of the open set
U{B(p)" :p € G}.

For each p € Py, let W(p) equal U, ,cpy{as : 0 Up € P1}. Now
define the filter W to be the filter generated by the family {WW (p) : p €
G}. If we define these names so that W is forced to be an ultrafilter,
then it is quite routine to check that W is the only boundary point of
each of A and B and that the map sending N* onto N* obtained by
extending the map sending each interval [2™, 2™*1) to {m} will restrict
to a homeomorphism on each of A and B. This implies that there is
a homeomorphisms from A onto B that sends W to itself. It should
then be clear that there is a homeomorphism ¢ as in the statement of
the theorem.

Now we set about showing that there is such a sequence of names.
We will define, for m € w and o € 222" the value of a, based
only on the cardinality of o7'(1). In fact some Ramsey theory says
this will effectively be the case anyway. To make these choices we now
introduce the idea of an ¢-structure for ¢ € w.

The 0-structure will be the empty set. We let Ly = 2 and ng =6 =
Lo + Lgo. We next define a family of pairs {agy : i < ng}:

apy =1{0,1}, a@y ={2,3}, ap ={0,2},
a<3> = {0,3}, a<4> = {1,2}, CL(5> = {1,3}

This assignment satisfies that for each set Y such that ¥ Na is not
empty for each ¢ < Lo, there is a j < ng such that ¥ D a;. This is
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the process by which we will ensure that the above defined VW is an
ultrafilter.

By recursion on ¢, we define L, = 2ngmny---ny_1, set ny = Ly + LZL‘Z,
and we define our /-structure based on the cartesian product

./\fg:ngxng_1><~-~><n1><n0.

It is awkward, but ultimately more convenient, to have this product in
descending order. For each j < ¢, also let Ny; =ng X - -+ X n;.

An (-structure is a family ({a, : © € N}, {Y, : p € U; ., Nej})
satisfying

(1) for each x € Ny, a, is a pair of integers

(2) for each p € U;,Nij, Y, is the union of all a, with x € N,
and p C z,

(3) for each j < £ — 1 and p € Ny, the family ({a, : p C x €
N} AYy :p C Y € Uy Nei}) is an (€ — j)-structure (with a
confusing prefix of p on each index),

(4) the family {Y(,y : m < L} are pairwise disjoint and Y} is the
union,

(5) for each Y C Yp such that Y MY,y # 0 for each m < Ly, there
is a k < my such that Y D Y.

The construction is quite straightforward. Let {a, : z € Ny_1} be
the pairs from an ¢—1-structure. The definition of L, ensures that it
exceeds the cardinality of, Yy, the union of these pairs. Let {Yimy :m <
L} be a pairwise disjoint family of sets of integers each of the same
cardinality as Yp. Similarly, let {Yyy : m < k < ng} be a family of
sets, each of cardinality |Yy|, so that the last inductive assumption is
satisfied. For each k < ny, fix a bijection, f;, between Yy and Yy and
define a5z = filaz] for each T € Ny_;.

For each £, let ¢, denote the order-preserving mapping from N, with
the natural lexicographic ordering into an initial segment of [0, Ls41).
It is important to observe that for each p € (J;_, N, the set [p] =
{z € Ny : p C x} is an interval in the lexicographic ordering, and so,
co([p]) is an interval in [0, Lyyq). We may also assume that we have, for
each ¢, a fixed (-structure so that the set Y@Z =Yy from this structure
is an initial segment of integers.

For each integer m, choose ¢ = /,, maximal so that L,, 3 < 2™
(hence the interval [2™ 2!} will support an (-structure). For each
o € 22™2™) guch that there is an z € N with ¢,(z) = [o7(1)],
define a, to be the pair obtained by adding 2™ to each member of
az. It follows that a, C [2™,2™%1). If there is no such x € N, let
a, = {2, 2m+1}.
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Define the condition py € P; by the prescription that for all m and
0= "L, po | [2™,2™T1) is the partial function which is 0 on the segment
2™ + |Yf|,27+1). This ensures that for all ¢ € 272" which extend
po | [2™,2™%1) there will be an = € A} such that ¢,(x) = [o71(1)].

To finish the proof, we prove that p, forces that W is an ultrafilter.
That is, if ¢ < pg and Y C N, then there is a p < ¢ such that Y either
contains, or is disjoint from, W (p).

We may assume that the sequence {k,, = |[2™,2™*1)\ dom(q)| : m €
M (q)} diverges to infinity. For each m € M(q), let g, = ¢ | [2™,2™T1).
Also, for m € M(q), let i,, be the largest integer so that n;,, < k,,/3.
By thinning out further (using any extension of ¢), we can also assume
that {i,, : m € M(q)} diverges to infinity. It then follows that for
each m € M(q) there is a p,, € Ny, ;. such that the interval ¢, [pm)
is contained in [|¢'(1)],]¢; (1) + k). By inductive hypotheses (3)
and (5) in the definition of an /,,-structure, there is an extension v,
of pm with ¢, € N, ;. +1 such that Y either contains, or is disjoint
from, Wy, = 2"+ Y, (ie. Wy = Ha,:0 € 22™2") and |0~ (1)] €
o, [¥m]}). By symmetry, we may assume that there is an infinite K C
M(q) such that Y contains W,, for all m € K. Let p < ¢ be any
condition such that p~'(0) = ¢~!(0) (no more 0’s are added) and for
each m € K, the minimum element of ¢;,, [1),,] is the number of values in
(2™ 2mF1) which are sent to 1 by p. Notice that for m € K, |[2™, 2m+1)\
dom(p)| > ni,,+2 and so we may assume that M(p) = K. In other
words, p will satisfy that W (p) = UmeM(p) W,,. This shows that p
forces that Y contains a member of W. d
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