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Abstract

Assume ZF + AD + V = L(R). We prove some “mouse set” theorems, for definability
over Ja(R) where [a, o] is a projective-like gap (of L(R)) and « is either a successor ordinal
or has countable cofinality, but a # 8+ 1 where 8 ends a strong gap. For such ordinals o and
integers n > 1, we show that there is a mouse M with RN M = ODqan,.

The proof involves an analysis of ladder mice and their generalizations to Ju(R). This
analysis is related to earlier work of Rudominer, Woodin and Steel on ladder mice. However,
it also yields a new proof of the mouse set theorem even at the least point where ladder
mice arise — one which avoids the stationary tower. The analysis also yields a corresponding
“anti-correctness” result on a cone, generalizing facts familiar in the projective hierarchy; for
example, that (TI3)" [ My truth is (X3)*1-definable and (£3)™* truth is (IT3)" | M;-definable.

We also define and study versions of ladder mice on a cone at the end of weak gap, and at
the successor of the end of a strong gap, and an anti-correctness result on a cone there.
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1 Introduction

Assume ZF + AD*®) 50 by [2], DC holds. By a result of Woodin [I, Theorem 1.5], if «v is a limit
ordinalll which starts an S-gap [o, 8] and « is not of form v 4w where v ends a strong S-gap, then
OD<® is a mouse set. Here OD<* = OD<*()), where OD<%(z) is the set of reals y such that for
some ordinal 8 < « which is either a limit or 0, y is definable over Sg(R) from countable ordinals
in the codes; that is, there is some £ < wy and some formula ¢ such that for all w € WO, (that is,
w is a wellorder of w in ordertype &) and all reals z, we have

2=y Sﬂ(R) E oz, 2,w). (1)

And a mouse set is the set of reals of some (0,w; + 1)-iterable premouse M.

*This research was funded by the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) [10.55776/Y1498].

1We use Jensen’s S-hierarchy, not his 7-hierarchy, throughout; J, (R) = Saw(R) for all ordinals «e. This diverges
from [I]. An S-gap is just an interval [yw, dw] such that [y, ] is a gap. In [I, Theorem 1.3], it appears that « is
assumed to be a limit ordinal in order to avoid the possibility that J.(R) ends a strong gap. Note that because of
this assumption, even in the case of [I, Theorem 1.5] that Po(R) C L(R), [I, Theorem 1.5] is more general than [T}
Theorem 1.3]. And note that P (R) is closed under complement.
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Rudominer conjectured in [4, Conjecture 2.24] that a sharper fact holds, proved certain in-
stances of this conjecture, and posed related questions [4, p. 18]. Steel also refers to such a
conjecture in [T, prior to Theorem 1.3]; see also the introduction of [5]. Given an ordinal § which
is either a limit or 0, n € [1,w) and € R, let ODg,(z) denote the set of reals y such that for
some %, formula (of the L(R) language) and some & < wy, for all w € WO, and all reals z, line
(@) holds. Write ODg,, = ODg,,,(0).

Define the pointclasses X% by setting & = ¥; (in the L(R) language), [IX = —-X& and
SR = IR Let ODﬂgn(z) denote the set of reals y such that for some ¥ formula and some
& < wy, for all w € WO¢ and all reals z, line () holdsP Rudominer conjectured that if [3, f] is
a projective-like S-gap which is not the successor of a strong S-gap then ODE,H_|r1 is a mouse set,
for each n > 0. He also asked [4 p. 18], for [8, 5] a projective-like S-gap and n > 1, whether
ODgnt1 = ODSHJrl (the equality holds when n = 0 directly by definition).

In this paper we consider these questions in the case that 3 is an ordinal such that cof” (R) (B) =
w and [, A] is a projective-like S-gap which is not the successor of a strong S—gapﬁ Rudominer
established only partial results on this case in [4] (along with further such results in other cases).
Results of Rudominer from [4], combined with more recent work of Woodin [3], established that
0D, = ODEQ is a mouse set. Adapting the methods of these papers, combined with some from
[1] and [7], we will show the following;:

Theorem 1.1. Assume ZF + AD*®) | Let [, 8] be an S-gap of L(R) such that cof'®) = o and
B is not of the form v+ w where v ends a strong S-gap. Let n € [1,w). Then:

- ODg, = ODj,,, and
— there is an w-small (0,wy + 1)-iterable premouse M with ODg, = RN M.

(This “mouse set” result was already known for n = 1, and in fact then ODg; = OD%1 = ODg.
In [3], the result 8 = w and n = 2. His proof easily extends to certain other such values of § and
n = 2, but doesn’t appear to work for all of them.)

Note that the first conclusion stated in the theorem — that ODg, = ODﬂgn — is a purely
descriptive fact, with no mention of mice in the hypothesis or conclusion. But this equality will be
established by finding a mouse M with ODg,, CRNM C ODRn.

Central to our analysis is a well known phenomenon, which we call anti-correctness. Recall
that given any II} formula ¢, there is a ¥ formula 5, ., (of the language of set theory) and also
a X1 formula Ys1 , such that for all reals x € L., we have

QD(CE) — wak ): 1/121790(.’17) — ngk ): wZi,w(x)a

and the natural maps ¢ — 1, and ¢ — g, are recursive. (Given ¢y, ,, take 1/)2%790(1» to assert that
there is a real which codes a model M for the language of set theory such that M is w-wellfounded
and M = “V = L Ay, ,(z)”. This works by Ville’s Lemma.) Secondly, given any II} formula ¢,
there is a 1 formula 051 such that for all reals x € ngk, we have

wak ':QD(CE) — QZ},(Q(‘/L‘)'

(Take o5 ,(z) to assert that there is an w-wellfounded model M for the language of set theory
which models KP + “p(x) + V = L + there is no ordinal « such that L, = KP”. Again, this
works by Ville’s Lemma.) This is “anti-correctness”, since not only is L, o< not Yl-correctt), but

(Y TR N Lyee) s (SH™8, and (1) is (ShY.
The analogue holds two real quantifiers higher. Given any II} formula ¢, there is a ¥; formula

Vs, in the language of passive premice, and also a ¥} formula 1/)2%790, such that for all reals
x € M;, we have

p(x) <= Mg, p(r) <= M E s, (2)

2Ignoring the difference in indexing, in Rudominer’s notation, Agn) = ODDE ni1> abt least assuming ADL®)  4g
we are. Note that we have defined ODDE nt1 slightly differently to Rudominer’s definition of A(g ), because we

have required directly by definition that y is defined from each w € WOyg, uniformly in w, whereas this uniformity
is not part of Rudominer’s definition; but cf. [4, p. 18], where it is shown that this makes no difference.
3Recall that since 8 is a limit ordinal, Sg(R) = J~(R) where yw = 8, and v could be a successor ordinal here.
4For a pointclass T', a model M is T-correct iff M |= p(z) <= V |= p(x) for all formulas ¢ in T' and reals
re M.



(The formula vy, () asserts that there is some proper segment of M; which is a ¢(x)-prewitness,
where a o(x)-prewitness is a premouse N with # € N and such that there is § € OR™ such that
N | ZF~ + % is Woodin and the extender algebra Bs at d forces ¢(2)”. And the formula ¢ ()
asserts “there is a countable 1-small T1i-iterable ¢(x)-prewitness”. This works by the analogue of
Ville’s Lemma, by which if N is II3-iterable but N is not iterable, then M 1|wf "9 N.) Secondly,
given any IT3 formula ¢, there is a X3 formula 051 such that for all reals x € M;, we have

My |=p(z) <= osy,0(2).

(Take o5 ,(2) to assert that there is a countable, I1}-iterable premouse N which is a putative M7
and N E ¢(x). Again, this works by the analogue of Ville’s Lemma.)

This generalizes in a direct manner to I13,,,,%3,,; and the mouse Ma,_1, for all integers
n > 1.

Now the first pointclass beyond projective which is analogous to IT3,, . ; , is H‘QS“’ ®) (here S,(R) =

J(R) is the rud-closure of R U {R}). Our understanding of this pointclass (and its dual, E‘QS“’ (R))
was advanced significantly with Woodin’s proof of the mouse set theorem at this level, via his
analysis of ladder mice in [3, §§1-5]. Woodin’s analysis was extended by Steel in his unpublished
notes [I0] (part of which forms [3, §7], but involves also more not included in [3]). It seems to
the author that anti-correctness at this level was intended to be conjectured in [3, §7], but what is
written there is actually something else[l We establish anti-correctness at this level of L(R), and

also other levels. Recall that Mg is the minimal ladder mouse (see [3]), and Myq is to H‘QS“’ ®) as
Lo is to 1T} and M; is to II3:

Theorem 1.2. There are recursive maps ¢ — ¥s, o, and @ — gs, , such that for all Il formu-
las ¢, Vs, , and px,., are Lo formulas (where the formulas are in the L(R) languagtﬁ and the
complexity is in this sense) and for all reals x € Mg, we have:

1 Su(R)  pla) = (Su(R)M | iy, (), and
2. (SM(R))MM F () <= Su(R) 922,4/7(‘@)'

The formula ¥y, ,(x) will assert “there is a IIj-iterable ¢(z)-prewitness”, where we will for-
mulate the appropriate notion of ¢(z)-prewitness in Definition 217 below, and “II;-iterability”
is recalled in Definition 224 The definition of II;-iterability is standard, but the notion of ¢(z)-
prewitness seems to be new.

The instance of the mouse set theorem for OD,9, which was established by Woodin’s result,
is also a corollary of the theorem above. The proof does not depend on Woodin’s result, and our
proof — although related to Woodin’s — does not make any mention of stationary tower forcing,
whereas this seemed to be an important component of Woodin’s proof.

The proof actually goes through more generally, and is hardly different in the more general
context, so we give it there.

Definition 1.3. We say that 8 € OR is w-standard iff [, 5] is a projective-like S-gap of L(R) (so
B is a limit ordinal), cof L ®) (8) = w, and B is not of form v + w where v ends a strong S-gap of
L(R).
Let 8 be w-standard. A pair (Zcof, @eof) is called S-ascending iff .o € R, peor is a Xp formula
of the L(R) language,
Sﬂ (]R) ': v¥n @cof(n; zcof),

and letting o, be the least o such that

Sa (R) ): Pcof (7’L, xcof)a

then oy, < apy1 < B for all n < w, and sup,, ., a, = 3, and finally, if 3 = v + w where v is a limit
or v =0, then v < «p. -

Note that the ordinals «,, are allowed to be successors, and 5 might be of form = v + w for
some 7. We have:

5The version for £3, 11 stated in [3] is also different to anti-correctness. This all refers to the arXiv v2 preprint
version of the paper.

6Recall that this is the language of set theory augmented with a constant symbol R, which is interpreted as the
set of reals of the structure.



Fact 1.4. Assume DCy and let |3, 8] be a projective-like S-gap with cof*® (8) = w. Then there
is a B-ascending pair (ZTcof, Peof) -

Since AD*®) implies DC, we are free to apply this fact. The following result describes the
direct analogue of ladder mice just beyond [8, 8]:

Theorem 1.5. Assume ZF + AD*®) | Let B be w-standard. Let (Zcof, Peot) be B-ascending, and

let (an), ., be as in Definition 1.3
Write T = Efﬂ(R). Lety € R. Then there is a minimal sound (y, Teot)-mouse M = MY (y, Teot)
such that:

1. M has no largest cardinal (so p} = ORM ),
2. pé” =w and pé” =0,

8. For each n < w there is an M-cardinal 0M < ORM such that M = “OM is not Woodin”, and
letting Q. < M be the Q-structure for M|0M, there is no above-0M iteration strategy % for
Qn with $ € 8., (R)[1

By [7, ***Lemma 3.1], we have:

Fact 1.6. Assume ZF + AD*®) | et B be w-standard and (Tcof, Peotf) be B-ascending. Let T' =
Efﬁ(R), y € R and M = ME(y, zcor). Then there is a unique pair (3,7) such that 3 € OR and

- SB(RM) — SB(R)
is X1 -elementary. Moreover, RM = RN Sz (RM) and 7 |RM = id.
Write By,mcof = 3, where 3 is as above.

Theorem 1.7. Assume ZF + AD*®) | Let B be w-standard and (xcof, Peot) be B-ascending. Write

I = fo" ®) . Then there are recursive maps ¢ — s, o and ¢ — 0%, , such that for all Il formulas
©, Vs, and 0x, ., are Yo formulas (all with respect to the L(R) language) and for all y € R,
letting B = By .wess for all € RN ML (2cot,y), we have:

(a) Ss(R) = p(z) <= SgRM) = s, (2, Teor), and
(b) SpRY) = p(z) <= Sp(R) = 05,0 (@, Teot)-

Finally, in §3] we will identify, on a cone, ladder mice at the ends of weak gaps and at successors
of the ends of strong gaps, prove an associated anti-correctness result

2 Projective-like gaps of countable cofinality

2.1 The mouse set theorem on an explicit cone

Fix an w-standard ordinal ay (see Definition [[3). In particular, S,,(R) = Hullfag ) (R) and for

each ¥; formula 1 and each real z, S,, = ¥ (x) iff there is a ¢ (z)-witness which is iterable via a
strategy in Sa, (R) (cf. [7]). Let (zcof, Pcof) be ag-ascending.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that oy = B+ w where 5 ends a weak gap [«, B]. Then there is a real Ty
from which the standard scale < at the end of the weak gap [, B] (cf. [§]) is definable over Sg(R)

. Sa, (R
from xsc, and xq is A] a )({xcof}).
Proof. Fix n < w. Then there is an zeoe-premouse N and § < ORY such that N is pointwise
definable, N = ZF~ + “§ is Woodin”, N is an above-8, @eof (1, Teof )-prewitness, and N is (w, wy )-
iterable via a strategy ¥ € So,(R). The least such {N} is Afag(R)({xcof}). By taking n large

enough, note that Col(w,d) forces over N that the standard scale < at the end of the weak gap
[a, 5] is definable over Sg(R) from the generic real & as parameter, meaning more precisely that

"But Qn will be above-6 -iterable via a strategy in Sg(R).
843 in particular needs some more explanation added.



this fact is expressed by a statement in the (partial) theory of a level of L(R) for which N Col(w,d")
has a universally Baire representation, where §’ is the least Woodin of N such that ¢’ > §. But
there is also an (N, BY )-generic filter g such that p € g and {g} is Afa*’(R)({N}), and hence {g}

is Af“g (R)({Z'cof}). So we get a real zs. € N[g] as desired. O

Definition 2.2. As in Definition [[L3] let «, be the least « such that S, (R) = @cor(n, Teof). Let

Ay = {(p,2,y) ‘ ¢ is all formula Az,y € RAS,, (R) E ¢(z,y,2)}.

Let <I_5n be the natural very good scale on AnE In particular, <I_5n € Sag (R) and <§n> is

n<w

ZfQQ(R)({xCOf}). Let <, be the sequence of prewellorders associated to ®,. Write &, = (®,;)
and in = <§nz>z<w
SUp; ., Kni- Let T}, be the tree of <f)n =

<w
Take ®,,; regular (its range is an ordinal), let x,; = rg(Pn;), and K, =

Definition 2.3. Given an ordinal o < oy, we say that a putative iteration tree 7 on a countable
tame premouse N is S, (R)-guided iff for every limit ordinal A < 1h(7), there is @ < M such that
Q is a §(T [ A)-sound Q-structure for M (T [A) and @ is above-§(T), (k,ws)-iterable via a strategy
Y € S4(R) (in the codes, if & < wy), where k is least such that pgﬂ <o(T). =

Definition 2.4. Let N be a tame n-sound premouse, where n < w. We say that N is I17-(n,w; )-
iterable iff for every putative n-maximal tree 7 on N with 7 € HC, and every ordinal o < ay, if
T is 8o (R)-guided then:

— T has wellfounded models, and

— if 7 has limit length and there is @ € HC such that @ is a §(7)-sound Q-structure for M (T)
and @ is (k,w;)-iterable via a strategy ¥ € S, (R), where k is least such that ka+1 < o(T),
then there is a 7 -cofinal branch b such that Q < M,;r

If N is tame and w-sound, we say that N is I} -iterable iff N is I1]?-(w, wy )-iterable. -
Definition 2.5. Let I' = Ef“g(R). For a < ay, let T'y, = Ef“(R). Given a transitive SWO’

X € HC, Lpr_(X) denotes the stack of all X-premice N such that N is sound, projects to X, and
there is an (w, w; )-iteration strategy ¥ for N with ¥ € S,(R). We write Lpp = Lpp_ .

Given a transitive swo’d X € HC with z.¢ € X, and given n < w, P,(X) denotes the least
P<aLp(X) which i a @eof (1, ZTeof )-prewitness (as an X-premouse, so the relevant Woodin cardinals
0 have ¢ > rank(X), etc). .

As usual, Lpp(X) is a sound, passive premouse with no largest proper segment. But because
oy has countable cofinality, it can be that Lpp(X) ¥ ZF~ (so Lpp(X) could project to X), since
the strategies X witnessing that the projecting N <Lpp(X) are in fact valid, could appear cofinally
in S,,(R), and so the join of these strategies (which is essentially a strategy for Lpp (X)) would
then not be in Sy, (R). The simplest example is of course stack,<,M7. This also occurs given
Teof € Xt

Lemma 2.6. Let X € HC be transitive swo’d with Tcot € X. Then Lpp(X) = stacky <, Pn(X).

Proof. Certainly P = stacky, <. Pn(X) < Lpp(X), so suppose P<Lpr(X). Then there is an iteration

strategy ¥ € S, (R) for P. But ¢t = Thf;f () (R) can be computed from ¥, so t € Sy, (R), which
is impossible. O

9See [8] and Lemma 211

10We will only apply this in case N is a projecting sound premouse, in which case it is reasonable to hope for
such a branch b.

1 Recall that swo’d abbreviates self-wellordered, which says that X has form (X’, W) where X’ is transitive and
W is a wellorder of X’. This induces a canonical wellorder on any X-premouse, which extends W. We could
probably make do with there simply being a wellorder of X in J(X), in which case there might not be a canonical
wellorder of X-premice, but there would be some ¥ € X <% and some wellorder determined by . Actually we could
just work with arbitrary transitive X; we have only avoided this to slightly simplify some statements to do with
cardinalities in X-premice, and since it suffices for our purposes.




Remark 2.7. The premice of form P,(X) are preserved under the relevant hulls and iteration
maps, since being a pcor(n, Teof )-prewitness is suitably definable. We will use this fact wherever
needed, without explicit mention.

Definition 2.8. Let X € HC be transitive swo’d. A I'-ladder over X is an X-premouse N such
that for each ¢ € [rank(X), OR™), we have Lpp(N|€) 9 N, and for each o < «, there is § < ORY
such that ¢ is an N-cardinal and 6 is Woodin in Lpp_(N|6).

Suppose also that x.r € X. Note that an X-premouse N is a I'-ladder over X iff for each
¢ < ORY, we have Lpp(N[€) <« N, and for each n < w, there is § < ORY such that 6 is an
N-cardinal, P,(N|) =0 is Woodin”. Suppose N is such. Let % denote the least such 6 (with
respect to n < w), and PY = P,(N|6). Then the 0 are called the rungs of the ladder. A T-ladder
N over Xis called minimal if no N’< N is a T-ladder (in particular, sup,,_, 6% = OR"Y). We write
ML (X) for the unique iterable sound minimal I-ladder over X. We say that a premouse N is
I'-ladder-small if no N’ < N is a I-ladder. .

Definition 2.9. Let A C R. We say that A is X]?-correct iff there is an ordinal @& and 7 such
that A = RNSs(A) and 7 : S5(A) — Sa, (R) is X1-elementary. =

Remark 2.10. Suppose A is ¥{“-correct. Note that since S, (R) = Hullfag (R), the witnessing
pair (&, ) is uniquely determined, and moreover, S5(A) = Hull‘f&(A)(A).

By [7, ***Lemma 3.1], we have:

Lemma 2.11. Let X € HC be transitive swo’d with x.of € X. Let N be an X -premouse such that
for all ¢ < ORY, we have Lpp(N|€) S N. Then:

1. RNN is %77 -correct.
2. RN NJg] is X7 -correct whenever g is (N,P)-generic for a forcing P € N.

The following lemma is established by the obvious adaptation of the proof of the analogous fact
for the original ladder mice, as in [4] or [3].

Lemma 2.12. Let X € HC be transitive swo’d with xeof € X. Let M = MIS(X). Let N be a
11} -iterable X -premouse which is sound, with p)Y = X. Then either N < M|wM or M|wM < N.

We now want to move toward defining ¢(y)-prewitness for a Ily formula ¢ (of the L(R) lan-
guage), and show that for x >7 .o, and y € RMia(@) | we have S, (R) E o(y) iff there is a
¢(y)-prewitness N such that N <M](z). The intention is that if N is an iterable ¢(y)-prewitness
over x which is T'-ladder-small, but —¢(y) holds, as witnessed by w € R then we can run a
version of the stationary tower argument in [3], iterating out N to make w generic over various

segments of the iterate, using this to produce nodes in trees Tgiv 19 for various collapse generics
g, where T, is the tree for producing a witness to —p(z). However, we will also arrange that the
full iteration in fact drops infinitely often along its unique branch, and N’ is the common part
model, and is a ladder mouse; so since N is iterable and is a proper segment of M |wM, we will
have reached two contradictions. At each step of the process of iterating to make w generic at the
next “rung” of the ladder N’ we are producing, there will be a drop in model, at a cutpoint of the
iteration.

Definition 2.13. Given X € HC with z.f € X, an X-premouse N and n < w, we say that N is
an n-partial-I'-ladder iff:

~ Lpp(N|€) 9 N for each € < ORY,

— there are §y < ... < 0, < ORY such that for each i < n, 0; is the least ordinal 6 such that
is an N-cardinal and P, (N0) =0 is Woodin”,

~ 0N < ORY and 6}V is the largest cardinal of N.

Let N be an n-partial-T-ladder. For i < n, we write 87 for the least N-cardinal @ such that 6
is Woodin in P;(N|0). =

12Note that —¢ is I3, as opposed to VRY1. But because we can refer to x, and hence to z.f, it suffices to deal
with VRY; formulas.




Definition 2.14. Let ¢(u,v) be a IT; formula of the L(R) language, of two free variables u, v, and
Y(u) be IRv p(u,v).
Then Ty denotes the tree projecting to

Ay ={z€R |8, R) E ()},

derived in the standard manner from the sequence (T,), ., (see Definition 2.2]). The details are
like for the analogous tree introduced in [3]. That is, fix a recursive bijection f : w? — w such
that f~1(n) Cn x n for all n < w, and write 74,57 = f(i, 7). Also write Tiy,,jm ' = m. Now let
(s,t,u) € Ty iff for some n < w, we have s,t : n — w, u : n — OR, and for each m < n, letting
(4, 5) = (ims Jm),

am = {0 <m|Ti, k7 = ¢ for some k},

¢m = card(an,) and Ty, : ¢ — am be the order-preserving bijection, we have
(507 S rcﬂ’m t rcma ’U,,/m) S Tl

where u}, : ¢, = OR and u/,(b) = u(7 (D).

Let T , for the section of T}y at x € R; so = € Ay, iff T} , is illfounded. .
Definition 2.15. Let 1 be an 3*II; formula of the L(R) language.

Let N be an n-partial-I-ladder. Let g be Col(w, 8 )-generic. Then Tliv 9 denotes the version
of Ty computed in N[g]. That is, we use the 7~ 1(<,,) in place of <, (for each n < w), where

7:Sa(RNN[g]) = Sa, (R)

is as in Definition 2.9 By Lemma 2.16] below, Td]}v[g] is independent of the choice of g, and hence
in N. We write i/]}\/ = qu}v[g]. We write iﬁvz for the section of i/]}\/ at x € RNN. If v is clear from

context we may just write TN and T}V instead.
Let N’ be an (n+ 1)-partial-I-ladder with N |0~ = N’|¢}N"; note that N = 0N for all i < n.
Then 7)™ " Ty — T, " denotes the map 7 given by setting

m((s:t, (a0, -, ak-1))) = (s, (Bo, -+, Br-1))

where if g is (N, Col(w, OX))-generic and ¢’ is (N’, Col(w, 971:11))—generic with g € N'[¢'], and m < k

and x € AZ]-\;[g] = A;,, N N[g] and a,,, = (I)i\;[gg}m (z), then B, = @fn/[fg (x). Also by Lemma 2.16]
7 is independent of g, ¢’, and hence 7 € N’. We write ﬂxgl : Tﬁz — Téx;, for the corresponding
section of %fbv N (where s = z [1h(s)). In practice, 1 will be clear from context, and we will just

. ~ ’
write 7NN -

Lemma 2.16. The tree le)\/[g] introduced in Definition [Z13 is independent of the N-generic g C
Col(w, 02), and hence i/]}\/ = le}V[g] €N.
The embedding %gN, is independent of g, g’, and hence %gN, e N’

Proof. This is the fact, due to Hjorth, and explained in [3], about collapse generic extensions
hitting the same equivalence classes of thin equivalence relations. O

Definition 2.17. Let X € HC be transitive swo’d with x.,f € X. Let N be an X-premouse,
r € RY and A,t,u € N with (t,u) € (wx OR)<%. Let ¢ be a V&Y, formula of the L(R) language.
We say that (N,A) is a (¢(z),t,u)-prewitness iff, letting n = 1h(¢,u) and (Np,tn, un, Ap) =
(N,t,u,A), then N is an n-partial-T-ladder, and writing T, = va,,m, then (t,u) € Tvév, Ae€eNisa
non-empty tree (set of finite sequences closed under initial segment) whose elements ¢ have form

0= (Ont1,--+s0ntk)
where k < w and for 0 <i < k, 0,4; has form
On+4i = (NnJri; tn+i7 Un+i, AnJrz)

(so oy, = (N, t,u, A), but o, is not actually an element of o), and moreover, for each o € A, with
o,k,on,+; as above, the following conditions hold:



1. If 0 # 0 then for every i < k, we have the following:

(a) Npyiv1 < Nogs,
(b
(
(@) (tpgirs Unpigr) € To "t

) Nptit1 is an (n + ¢ + 1)-partial ladder,
)
)
(€) Th((tntit1, tnyit1)) =n+i+1,
(f)
)
)

Noss Noti N Noti Nosi . .
py " = pe T =0, (so note 05" = 07 for j < n 1),

o

Npti;Nnti
£) e T (b Unti)) D (Bnide1s Unit)
g) Antit1 € Nptit1 is a tree (set of finite sequences closed under initial segment),

(
(h

(Ontid2s - Ontk) € Dpgig1-

2. A ={r| 0" T€A}

3. For every (t',u/) € To "™ with (tnik, tnsr)< (', 0') and Ih(¢',0') = n+k+1, there is o’ € A

with o/ =0~ ((N’,%iv"“‘N (', u’), A")) for some N’ A’.
A p(x)-prewitness is a (p(z), 0, 0)-prewitness. =

Definition 2.18. Let X € HC be transitive swo’d with z.or € X. Let M = MIE(X). Let ¢ be

an 3%II; formula. Then ifj” denotes the direct limit of the trees if}v », under the maps %f;f"N"“,

where N,, = M|0+M. And 7M. iiV" — if}” denotes the direct limit map. Likewise for i%m)

and %111\;4(1) for x € RM, -

Lemma 2.19. Let X € HC be transitive swo’d with xveor € X. Let M = MII;(X). Let € RM
and 1 be IRII;. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) Sa, F —¥(x)
(i) if}”m is wellfounded.
(iii) There is a —)(x)-prewitness (N, A) such that N <M and pY = w.

Proof. = This follows easily from Lemma 2111

(ii)| = [(iii)f We will actually prove something stronger. For n < w, let N,, = M|0T. We say
that (n,t,u) is relevant iff n < w and (£, u) € TN and 1h((t,u)) = n. We will show that for each
relevant (n,t,u),

JA € N, [(Ny,A) is a (—¢(x), t, u)-prewitness|. (2)

Applying this with n = 0 and (¢t,u) = (0,0), we will get some A € Ny such that (Ng,A) is a
—)(x)-prewitness, and then by taking an appropriate hull of Ny, we can get such an N < M|wi?
with p = w.

For relevant (n,t,u), let rank(n,t,u) = rank”® (7NnM (¢, u)). We will establish line () by
induction on rank(n,t,u), simultaneously for all n.

First suppose (n,t,u) is relevant and rank(n,t,u)) = 0. So (£,u) is an end-node of TN, Let
A = {0}. Then (N,,,A) is a (—e)(z), ¢, u)-prewitness.

Now suppose that we have established line (@) for all relevant (n,t,u) with rank(n,t,u) < a

and fix a relevant (n,t,u) with rank(n,t,u) = a. We must show there is a system A € N,
such that (N, A) is a (=¢)(z),t, u)-prewitness. Given (¢,u’) € TN» with Ih((#,u’)) = n + 1 and
(t,u) < (¢, u)), let (t*,u*) = 7o N ((¢',0))). Then (t*,u*) € To ™t (n + 1,t*,u*) is relevant

and rank(n + 1,t*,u*) < «. So by induction, we can fix (the least) Ay ,+ € Npt1 such that
(Npt1, A o+ ) 18 a (mp(z), t*, u*)-prewitness.
Let

N = cHull} ™ (N u {6371 ))

and let o : N — N,41 be the uncollapse. Then N is 1-sound with p{v = 6 Nn and ﬂ'(p{v) =
{9;11]_\[1"+1 }, and g is r¥;-elementary, and so N<N,, by condensation; also o € M. (The identification
of p works because Nn+1|9;rivl"“ <1 Npy1 and 9::51"“ € rg(o); this gives the corresponding 1-

solidity witness in rg(p).) Note that since 67V < cr(p), we have iﬁvn € N and g(iﬁV") = iﬁV",



and further, Tp "**, 72" € rg(p), and Ay« € 1g(p) for each (¥',u’) and (t*,u*) as in the
previous paragraph.
We now specify an appropriate A: let A be the set of finite sequences o of form

0= (Ont1,--sOntk)

where k < w and for each i € [1, k|, op4; has form
i = (Nntis tnti Untis Angi),

and where either k = 0 (so o = 0)) or Nppq = N and for some (¢, u/) € TN» with Ih((#/,v)) = n+1
and (t,u) < (t',u'), we have o(tn41, Unt1, Dpy1) = (8%, u*, Ay ») where t*, u* are as before, and

(Ong2s -3 Ongk) € Dpyr.

Then it is straightforward to see that (N,,A) is a (—p(x),t, u)-prewitness, which completes the
induction.
= Fix a (=¢(z)-prewitness N < M|w{’. Suppose S,,(R) = ¢ (z), as witnessed by
w € R. Since 1h((0,0)) =0, N is a 0-partial-T-ladder. Iterate N at 6, making w generic over the
image of Py(N|0y) for the extender algebra at the image of y; let To be the tree. Then letting go be
Col(w, 9(1)\4;0 )-generic, there is (¢, uy) € Téw;o [g0] such that 1h((}, uj)) = 1 and ¢, = w |1 and ug(0)
matches the first norm value for (x,w). Therefore, noting that (M0 i70(A)) is a (—p(x), 0, 0)-
prewitness, we can find o’ € iJ¢_(A) with lh(¢’) = 1 and o’ = ((N’,t5,u§, ")) for some N’, ',
: P ~MION' ¢y ’ : ’ +N’ +MJ0
with (t§, ul) = 7z ((th,up)). Now drop to N’, and iterate N’ above 65" = 6,
w generic over the image of Py(N’[#N"). Then we get some (#;,u}) extending igl (t5,ud) with

, making

(th,u}) € TIM;I 1] and Ih(t),u})) = 2, and ¥} < w, and v} giving the first two norm values for
(z,w). We can continue in this way for w steps, and note that this produces a tree with a unique
cofinal branch which drops infinitely often (contradiction 1), and the common part model of the
tree is a I'-ladder (contradiction 2). O

Proof of Theorem[I.7. Let & and 7 : S5(R™) — S, (R) be the map given by Fact
Let ¢ be II,. First, we need to specify a ¥y formula vy, ,, (recursively in ¢) such that for all
r e RM,
Sa, (R) E ¢(2) <= Sa®Y) | s, (@, Toof)-

But by Lemma [2ZT9] we can just set ¥x, , to be the formula asserting “there is a II;-iterable
w-premouse R over o which is a ¢(z)-prewitness”. By the j-elementarity of m and since all
II;-iterable w-premice R over zeof with R € HCM are segments of M, this works.

Secondly, we need to specify a X5 formula gy, ,, such that for all z € RM,

Sa(RY) | ¢(2) <= Sa,(R) = 05,4 (@ Teot).
For this, first let ¢®(z, 2co) be the standard IT§ formula such that
Sa, R) = Vi [‘PR(% Teof) & ().

Now let 05,4 (2, Zeof) be the formula asserting the existence of a countable II;-iterable premouse
N over z.or such that:

~ Lpp(N|n) < N for every < ORY,
— N is a putative I'-ladder, and

— N E“There is v € OR such that S, (RY) E V¥n @cof(n, Teof), and letting  be least such,
5,(RM) | R (z)"

Because every N as above has RM C N, it is straightforward to see that this works. o



2.2 Antichains of the extender algebra

Work in a premouse N and let § < ORY be such that N =45 is Woodin” and 6+~ < OR™. Let
% be the collection of formulas ¢ of infinitary propositional logic in w-many Boolean variables
{Xn}n<w, with ¢ € V. For T' C £ and ¢ € &£, a proof of ¢ from T is a transitive P | ZFC™
such that for some transitive swo’d X € P, we have ¢ € X and some I'' € X such that I C T and
P = “Col(w, X) forces that for every real z, if x |=I” then x |= ¢”. We say that I" is consistent
iff for all ¢ € &, there is no proof P of ¢ A = from I', and a formula ¢ € .Z is consistent with I’
if ' U {¢} is consistent.

Let Ty be the set of all extender algebra axioms for the extender algebra Bs at ¢ (induced by
extenders F € EN with v(E) an N-cardinal, in the usual way). Clearly I'y is consistent, since
the constantly 0 real gives models. As in the proof of the d-cc for the extender algebra (using the
Woodinness of §), for any ¢ € £, there is a proof P of ¢ from Ty iff there is IV € Vj such that
I C Ty, and a proof P’ € Vs of ¢ from I''. Recall that the extender algebra B;s consists of all
equivalence classes [p] of formulas ¢ € £ which are consistent with T'g, modulo the equivalence
relation ~, where ¢ = 1) iff there is a proof of p < 9 from I'y. As ¢ is Woodin, Bs has the §-cc.

Let ¢ € Z. Then the following are equivalent:

- [¢] €Bs

— there is no limit cardinal 7 < § such that ¢ € N|n and N|n “there is a proof of —¢ from

I U{p} from some set I, with IV € T5"" where T} is the set of extender algebra axioms
induced by extenders E € ENI",

— there is 7 < ¢ such that N|n < N[0 and ¢ € N|n, and N|n |=“there is no such proof”.

So we can uniformly determine whether a given ¢ € £ yields an element [¢] of Bs in any n < § with
¢ € N|n < N|d. It follows that the ordering [p] < [¢] is likewise definable, since if ], [¢)] € Bs,
then [¢] < [¢] iff [ A =)] ¢ Bs. The compatibility of [¢] with [¢/] is likewise so definable.

Now for A C .Z, let [4] = {[¢] | © € A}. Say that A is representing iff for all ¢, € A, if
¢ # 1 then [p] # [¢]. By the previous paragraph, the questions of whether A is representing
and whether [A] is an antichain can be similarly determined, over any N|n < N|§ with A € N|n;
moreover, if A is representing and [A] is an antichain, then A € N|4, by the §-cc. The question of
whether (A is representing and) [A] is a maximal antichain is likewise, since if A is representing

then [A] is maximal iff [-~(\/ A)] & Bs.
2.3 Q-local local K°-constructions

Let P be an z-premouse which has no largest cardinal, where x € R. Let y <p x. Working in P,
we define the mazimal Q-local-plus-1 certified ms-array over y, by combining features of the local
K*¢-construction of [9] with the Q-local L[E]-construction of [6]. The main features are as follows.
For simplicity assume y = 0; the general case is just a relativization (since y <t x).

The structure of the construction is basically that of the maximal +1 certified ms-array of P
(see [9, p. 5***]), except as follows. We define a Q-local-plus-1 certificate as in the definition of
plus-1 certificate ([9, Definition 1.3%**]) except for the following modifications:

1. A Q-local-plus-1 certificate for an ms-array (N ) the ms-array is the sequence of uncored

<m0 (
models of the construction) is a triple

() + (T3 ) < )y )
2. For each v < g, we have ¢, € {0,1, 3}.
3. If ty # 3, then N, is active iff F¥ # @ iff t, = 1.
4. We demand that v(F) = X", for all v < 5o with ¢, = 1.
5. We demand that if ¢,, = 1 then v(F ) =R] .

6. We demand that OR"0 < ORH" for vo < 1 < 0.
7. We demand that OR™> < OR” for v < 7.
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8. We set t, = 3 iff N, =“There is a Woodin cardinal”.

9. Suppose t,, = 3, and let § be the least Woodin cardinal of N.,. Then OR(Ns) = ¢ and
Ns 9 N,,. Thus, ts41 = 3. Moreover, P|§ = ZFC and P|(6 + w) =0 is the least Woodin”.
Let Q be the largest segment of P which models “ is Woodin”. Then for §+ (yw) € (5, ORY9],
ts+~ = 3 and Ny is the output of the P-construction of Q|(6 4+ yw) over Ns. This makes
sense, and if P [=“§ is Woodin”, we get Nsi %0 is Woodin” where § + yw = OR?,
whereas if P =46 is not Woodin”, we get that Ns;~ is a d-sound Q-structure for 6 where
§ 4+ yw = OR? (assuming iterability and sufficient soundness of P).

Other than these changes, things are as in [9 Definition 1.3]. We then define the mazimal Q-local-
plus-1 certified ms-array as in [9, p. 5], but using the above certificates in place of plus-1 certificates.
Note that this implies that for limit ordinals 1 such that s, is not eventually constant as o — 7, if
the resulting model N, eventually produced by this construction (so OR(N,) = k, and N, has no
largest cardinal) is such that N, = ZFC and J(N,) =“6 = k,, is Woodin”, then the next stage of
the construction (producing segments projecting to 0) has to begin with P-construction, through
to either P itself (if ¢ is (the least) Woodin of P) or the Q-structure @ < P for § (otherwise). One
should refer to [6] for more details regarding this aspect of the construction.

2.4 The mouse set theorem for OD,,

The analysis in §2Tlfor the S-gap [ay, ay] was relative to the real zcor. We next adapt the methods

to establish the (lightface) mouse set theorem with respect to OD,,2 and ODEQQ (for the same
kinds of S-gaps as in §21).

Definition 2.20. Recall that for o € OR, n € [1,w) and & € R, ODgyy(z) is the set of reals y such
that for some ordinal £ < wy and some %,, formula ¢ of the L(R) language, for all w € WO, and
all z € R, we have

2=y < Sa(R) |= o(z,¢, 2).
And ODg,, = OD,, (0). =
Deﬂ{inﬂition 2.21. Recall that 2§ = ¥, II} = II;, and given n > 1, E§+1 = JF*R and H]S_H =
VXS
For a € OR, n € [1,w) and = € R, OD¥ (z) is the set of reals y such that for some ordinal
¢ < wi and some XF formula ¢ of the L(R) language, for all w € WO, and all z € R, we have

And ODE, = ODE (). .
One should be aware of the potential contrast of the preceding definitions with the next one:

Definition 2.22. Given z,y € R, we say y is »5e® (wrU{z}) iff there is £ < w; and a ¥, formula
¢ such that for all w € WO, and all n < w, we have

Likewise define y is TI5*® (w1). And y is Age® (w1) iff y is both n5e® (w1) and | e (w1). A

Remark 2.23. Clearly, if y € ODg,, then y is Ag‘*(R) (w1). If o has uncountable cofinality in
L(R), then the converse also holds, but it doesn’t seem that the converse should hold in general.

Definition 2.24. Say that a real y is (g, R)-cofinal if there is a ¥; formula ¢ of the L(R) language
and such that oy is the least ordinal a such that S, (R) E VEz ¢(z, y). =

Proof of Theorem[I1] for n = 2. Fix an ag-ascending pair (Zcof, Pcof), let I' = Zfag(R) and N =
ML (zcor) (see §00). Let M be the output of the Q-local local K°-construction of N (over (}) (see
§2.3). We will see that M witnesses the theorem.

Let us first establish some general facts about M. By §2.3] (and adapting further material from
[9] and [6]), for each n < w, since 8} is a limit cardinal of N, M |0 = Ny~ , and since Q} =40} is

Woodin”, M|ORQ;V is the P-construction of QY over M|0Y. Write QM = Q¥ (though Q¥ need
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not be defined internally to M in the manner it is defined in N). Let 32 be the above-0Y, (w,w1)-
strategy for QX, and let B be the least 8 such that %) € Sz(R). So sup,,,, BY = ay. Let BM
be the translation of ¥ to an above-0Y, (w,w;)-strategy for QM (so M and XY are essentially
equivalent). Note M has no largest cardinal, and M |="“there is no Woodin cardinal” (since N
has no Woodin, and by the properties of the construction; for example, QM is the Q-structure for

Now each rung 62 is a strong cutpoint of N, by the % -definability of the Lpp-operator. It
follows that 62V is a cutpoint of M, and that 62 is not measurable in M (though it seems that there

might be partial measures E € EM with cr(E) = ). Tt follows that for each m < w, girm M
is a strong cutpoint of M.

Since M, N each have no largest cardinal, pM = pIV = ORM = ORY. Note that this also
implies that 0-maximal trees on these models are equivalent to 1-maximal trees (all t¥} functions
f with domain in M, are such that f € M; likewise for N). So N is (1,w; + 1)-iterable. All
iteration trees on M, N we consider will be 1-maximal.4+ Let ¥,; be (1,w; + 1)-strategy for M
given by lifting /resurrection to 1-maximal trees on N via Xy. Given T on M via Wy, let Uy
be the corresponding tree on N, and given o < Ih(7) and d = deg”, let €7 < OR(MY7T) and
M — Qfd(Né\ng) be the standard lifting map. (In particular, £] = ORY, degOT =1 and
mg M — € (M) = M is the identity.)

Claim 1. Let T be a tree on M wvia ¥y, of successor length. Let P < MZ; Then:
1. There is no 6 < OR” such that Lpp(P|0) is a premouse and Lpp(P) |=“0 is Woodin”.
2. The following are equivalent:

(i) For all a < oy there is a P-cardinal § < OR” such that Lpr, (Pd) is a premouse and
Lpr_ (P[6) = “6 is Woodin”,

(ii) b7 is non-dropping, and P = M.

Proof. Part[It Suppose otherwise. In particular, P|§ = ZFC. So if § = OR” then P }= ZFC and
b7 does not drop, but then S(P) [=“§ is not Woodin”, since ORM is a limit of strong cutpoints
of M, and hence likewise for ORY and P. So 6 < OR?. Since M E“there is no Woodin”, there

. L. T T MYT Y T

is @ < P which is a Q-structure for P|6. We have 7/, : M — N> . Let (0",Q") = m5.(3,Q),
U

where ' = Né\i‘”T if @ = P. Then Q'<Lp(Q’]¢"), since @’ is just the output of the P-construction

of MobfﬂORQl over Q’|¢’, and MgfﬂORQ/ A Lpp(MY7|6"). But then using 7, we can pull back

the above-d’ strategy for ', giving an above-0 strategy for @ which is in S, (R), so Q <Lpp(Q|0),
as desired.

Part I This follows from similar considerations as the previous part. O

Claim 2. RN M C ODy ,.

Proof. Using Claim [ this is just the direct analogue of Rudominer’s result that R C ODEQ.
That is, let R<M |wi! with p? = w. Certainly R is I1]“-iterable, so it is enough to see that R is the
unique w-premouse R’ such that OR"™ = OR" and R is II}“-iterable. But if not, then comparison
of R with R’ via the correct (partial) strategies produces a tree on R which violates Claim[Il O

So it just remains to see that OD,,2 € M. For this, we consider two cases.

Case 1. There is no (T, R, )\, g,y) such that 7 is a successor length tree on M via Uy, b7 is
non-dropping, R = M7, A\ < OR", g is (R, Col(w, \))-generic, and y € R[g] is an (a, R)-cofinal
real.

In this case, we will show ODg,2 = ODg,1 = OD<% =RN M.

Claim 3. Let T be a successor length tree on M via Wy; such that b7 does not drop. Let R = MT.
Then R|0+ = Lpp(R|0) for each strong cutpoint 6 of R.

Proof. We have Lpp(R|0) < R, since otherwise letting P < Lpp(R|0) be such that pf < 6 and
P 4 R, we can compare R with P, producing trees 7',U’ respectively, with 7’ being 1-maximal,
MT' < MY and b7 does not drop in model or degree. Now there is a < ag such that P is
above-0 iterable in S,(R). And there is n < w such that 6 < iJ_(6Y) and Q¥ is not above

12



0N -iterable in S, (R). But @ooo(@ooo (QM)) is above il (il (0M))-iterable in S, (R), and pulling
back this iteration strategy with il oiJ__ gives a contradiction.

Now suppose for a contradiction that Lpp(R|#) < R|0T%; and suppose for the moment that
T is trivial, so R = M. Let P <M be such that Lpp(M|0) = M|0tM and pM < 6. Let g be
(M, Col(w, 6))-generic and y € M]g] be a real coding P. Now for all sound premice P’ such that
0 is a strong cutpoint of P/, P'|0+F" = P|9+P, and pL’ < 6 but P’ # P, we have that P’ is not
above-6, Hfag (R)-iterable. (Otherwise comparing P with P’ gives an above-f tree T on P which
generates a [-ladder, contradicting Claim [Il) Note that this statement is V&Y, ({P,6}), and is
true in Su, (R). So, since there is no (ay,R)-cofinal real in M(g], there is o < g which already
satisfies the statement. But P is above-0, Il;-iterable in S,,, and hence also in S,. So P is the
unique sound premouse P’ such that 0 is a strong cutpoint of P/, P'|0+F" = P|9+P, pP" < 0, and
P is TIj-iterable in S, (R). Therefore P € OD*(P|f), so P € OD<%(P|0) C Lpp(P|0) = P|#*F a
contradiction.

Now suppose 7T is non-trivial. First consider the case that 6§ = ig—oo () for some strong cutpoint
0 of M. Note that ioToo is continuous at 8. So fix P < M such that p£ <h< ORP; it suffices to
see that P = iJ_(P) < Lpp(R|#). We can fix n < w and some W < QN with OR” < 4 < ORY
and such that W is an above-07\, 50(15 0)-prewitness where @(P’,0') asserts “there is an above-6’
iteration strategy for P’”. Since b7 is non- droppmg, bY7 is also non-dropping, and 7/ : ML —

Né\f{"T and 7 oil =T | M. SoidT (W) < Qf‘f and i47 is an above-6M T, o(m (P),WZ;(G))—
prewitness. But QY7 is above-047 iterable in S, (R), so WZ;(P) is above-w (0) iterable in S, (R),
so P is above-0 iterable in S,, (IR), which suffices.

Now fix a strong cutpoint 8y of M. Note that for every strong cutpoint 6 of M with 6 < 6,
and for every P <« M with # < ORY and pl < 6, there is an above-fy, p(P,0)-prewitness W
such that W <« M |95r M This statement is preserved by ig;m so for every strong cutpoint 6 of R
with @ < iJ_(0o), and for every P <« R with # < OR” and pL < 0, there is an above-i]__(6o),
©(P, 6)-prewitness W such that W < R|if_ (60)* . But we have already seen that R|iJ. (6o)TF =
Lpr(R|6p), and it follows that P is above-6 iterable in S,,(R), as desired. O

By Claim B, M|w’ = Lpp(0), so RM = OD,,1 = OD.,.
Now let y € ODg,2. It suffices to see that y € M. Let ¢ be a II; formula and 7 < w; be such
that for all w € WO,, and for all z € R, we have

2=y = Su,(R) F 3IX o(X,w,2).

Let 7 be the length 7 + 1 linear iteration of M at its least measurable. Let R = M. Let ag be
least such that there is X € S, (R) and w € WO,, such that S, (R) |: (X, w,z). Let n < w be
such that QM is not above-0Y iterable in S,, (R ) Clearly n < OR(ZOOo (QM)). Let 0 be a strong
cutpoint of M with OR(QM) < 6. Let W a M |07 be an above-0, ¥(QM, XV)-prewitness, where
Y(Q',0") asserts “there is an above ¢ iteration strategy for Q.

We claim that for k¥ < w, we have k ¢ y iff R|iJ.(0)*F E“there is U < L[E] which is an
above-if_(0), 7(k,n,id.(Q), 4 (ON))-prewitness, where 7(k',n’,Q’,0') asserts “Ja, 8 such that
a < fand §4(R) E“Q’ is above-0’ iterable, and T am the least level of L(R) with such an iteration
strategy”, and Sg(R) |=“letting 7 : R — S, (R) be the resulting canonical surjection, we have

VR.’L',U/, z [k eEzNw e WOU — ﬁ(‘p(ﬂ-(x), w, Z)]m’_

This is straightforward to verify, using (i) the fact that R|iJ..(0) "% = Lpp(R|i{..(0)) and Lpp(R|iJ..(6))
has segments which yield g-witnesses for all the relevant Zf(R) assertions, and (ii) letting o, be the
least o’ such that il (Q) is above-if  (0)) iterable in Sy (R), and 7 : R — So; (R) the resulting
canonical surjection, then if k € w\y, we have

Sa, (R) = VR w, 2 [k €zhwe WO, = —p(r(z),w, z)],

and so by case hypothesis, there is 8 € [a, ag) such that Sg(R) satisfies the same statement.
This shows that y is definable over R|iJ. (0)TF, so y € R, so y € M, as desired.

Case 2. Otherwise; that is, there is (T, R, A, g,y) as described in Case[Il
In this case, we will just show OD,, 2 =R N M.
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Subcase 1. There is an (a4, R)-cofinal real yo € M.

Easily, ESQQ(R) reduces recursively to ERHf“‘L’(R)({yO}). We will show that F*IT
appropriately defined over M, by doing a version of what we did in §2.11

Fix a II; formula ¥ (u,v,w). Fix x € RM. Consider the game & = G3Ry(2,y0) 0 Which player 2
N
attempts to build (X, (gn), .., ;w) such that X <1 M, {0 }cw C X, gn is (P,?,IB%E&L )-generic, w

Sa, (R
1 s® can be

N
is the corresponding generic real (independent of n), g, = gn+1 N IB%?;; , and there is no n < w and

W < QY such that Ww] is an above-0%, —)(x, yo, w)-prewitness.
In more detail, this is as follows. Fix a recursive enumeration (¢;);_,, of all formulas in the

M
passive premouse language. Write B; = B%} (the extender algebra of QM at #V). The game ¢

<w

has length w. In round n < w, player 1 first plays some @, € (M|0Y)<%, and then player 2 plays

by, Tn € (M|ON)< such that:
1. (Cofinality of X) @, U En C %, and if n > 0 then 6, € 7,.
2. (¥1-elementarity of X): If n > 0 then for all i, j, k < n, letting &, = & N M |0V, if
MIGY =32 0 (@, ., Ty, 2)

then there is some z € &, such that M|0N = ¢;(Z,...,T}_,.z).

—

3. b, = <bni>i§n where b,,; € B; for each ¢ < n.
4. If n > 0 then b,; <B bp—1,; for each ¢ < n.
5. For all i < j < n, (noting that b,; € B;) we have b,,; <% b,,;.

6. If n > 0 then for each A € #,,_1 and each i < n, if A is a maximal antichain of B; then there
is a € A such that b,,; <P a.

7. For each i < n, there is no W < QM with N < OR" such that
QM = b, H—B_ “TV is an above-02 , =) (x, yo, w)-prewitness”,
where w denotes the B;-generic real.

Now ¥ is closed for player 2, so one of the players has a winning strategy. We claim that player
2 has a winning strategy iff S, (R) = 3w ¢(z,y, w).

First suppose player 2 wins ¢, and let ¢ be a winning strategy. Then we can clearly play
against o, ensuring that X = (J, ., #» = M. This yields (gn), ., such that for each n < w, g,
is (QMB,,)-generic, and g, C gn+1. So letting w, be the generic real given by g,, in fact w,, is
independent of n, so write w = wy,. Then S,,(R) = ¢(x,y, w), since the cofinality of the Q}"’s in
Sa, (R) ensure that all potential counterexamples to 1) have been ruled out (using condition [ in
the rules of ¢).

Now suppose instead that player 1 wins ¢. Then the game tree associated to ¢ is ranked in
the usual manner. That is, define sets W, of positions in ¢, which will be winning positions for
player 1, by recursion on . We will have W, C Wj for a < 3, and ) € Wo,. Start with Wy = the
set of finite partial plays

o= <a’i,z};,fi> : (3)

i<n
with player 1 next to move, in which player 1 has already won. Then given (W), g0 let W be
the set of all finite partial plays o as in (B) such that there is @, € (M|0Y)<“ such that for all
B, @ € (M|ON)<%, we have o <a’n,6’n,fn> € UnesWa. Then W, C Wj for all @ < f. Let
Qoo be least such that W, 41 = W, . Then for any finite partial play o as above, player 1 has a

winning strategy from o iff o € W, __. In particular, § € W,__.
We now define a Ily-witness by analogy with the corresponding notion in §2.11

Definition 2.25. Given a transitive swo’d X € HC, an X-premouse N and n < w, we say that
(N, 0o, ...,0,) is n-partial-potential-ladder iff:

—bh< b1 <...< 0Oy,
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— 6; is a cutpoint of N, for each i < n,
— N E“0; is a limit cardinal which is not Woodin and not measurable” for each ¢ < n, and

~ 0N < ORY and 6}V is the largest cardinal of N.

Suppose (N, 5) is an n-partial-potential-ladder. Then let QZ(-N’O) < N denote the Q-structure for
N|0;, for i < n. Given z,yo € RY and a II; formula 9 (u,v,w) of the L(R) language, let ¢4 N:¢) =

ga(é\;f; vo) denote the set of partial plays o = <(Eii, gi,fi)> (of length exactly n) according to
) i<n
the rules for ¥5r,,(5,,,) described earlier, relative to ((6;, Q:)),.,, where Q; = QEN’G). -

Definition 2.26. Let X € HC be transitive swo’d, IV be an X-premouse, 5, 0 € N<¥, z, Yo € RY,
and A € N. Let ¢(u,v,w) be a II; formula of the L(R) language. We say that (V,0,A) is a
(VR=1)(z,90), 0)-prewitness iff, letting n = 1h(p), then (N, 5) is an m-partial-potential-ladder (so
1h(6) = n+1), and letting (Np, O, 0n, Ap) = (N, 6, 0, A), then g € ga(é\:/;?;,yo) and A is a non-empty
tree (set of finite sequences closed under initial segment) whose elements o have form

0= (Un+17" 'agn+k)

where k < w and for 0 < ¢ < k, 0,4, has form

—

Onti = (Nn+i, Ontis Onvis Dnti)

(so oy, = (N, 5, 0,A), but o, is not actually an element of o), and moreover, for each o € A, with
o, k,on4; as above, the following conditions hold:

1. If 0 # 0 then for every i < k, we have the following:

(a) Npyir1 < Nogs,

(b) (Np+it1, 5n+i+1) is an (n + 4 + 1)-potential-partial-ladder,
(C) pi\fn,+i+1 _ pgn+i+1 _ er‘i‘ﬁn,+i’

(d) Griva [(n4i+1) =G,

(e) onyir1 € gg(n]a\gb&f;;fnﬂﬂ) (so lh(en+it1) =n+i+1),

() on+i = ontit1 [ (n+1),

(8) Antir1 € Npyiq1 is a tree,

(h) (On+tit2,- -1 0n+k) € Anyivi.

2. An+k:{T‘0'AT€A}.

3. Letting 6,4 = max(§n+k), thereis @ € (Npt|0ntx)<* such that for all 5, Z € (Nptk|Ongr)<¥
such that .
~ S Notrs0n
0 = Ontk <(a, b, :c)> € ga(md}(;’jyo)+k)7

there is 0’ € A such that o/ =0~ <(N’,§”,Q’,A')> for some N', &, A’

A (VR=(z, yo))-prewitness is a (YR (x, yo), §)-prewitness. -
Lemma 2.27. There is a (VR—)(x,yo))-prewitness (N, 6, A) with N < M|wM .

Proof. This follows from the following more general fact: For each n < w and finite partial play o of
G (,0) With 0 € Wa, there is a (V=) (x,0)), 0)-prewitness (N, 0, A) such that N <M |6,/ .
(Applying this to n = 0 and ¢ = ), we get some (N’,§, A’) with N’ aM|gFT™M (and Ih(6') = 1).
But then by condensation, we get some such (N, 8, A) with N’ < M|w.) The proof of this is by
induction on ranks of nodes in W, __, much like in the proof of Lemma 219 so we omit further

detail 0

I3Recall that 02 is a strong cutpoint of N. It follows that 6} is a non-measurable cutpoint in M. It seems it
might be that Y fails to be a strong cutpoint of M, however, since coring might lead to partial measures E € EM
with cr(E) = 0. Hence the formulation of Definition 25l in this regard.
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Lemma 2.28. Suppose there is a (VE—p(x,yo))-prewitness (N,0,A) with N <« M|wM. Then
So,R) = VRw —ap(x, yo, w).

Proof. Suppose otherwise and let w € R be a counterexample. Iterate N to N', making w generic

for the image of the extender algebra at 6y where 0= (6o). Let Tp be the iteration tree doing this.
Let go be the (Qy, IB%E,” )-generic determined by w, where Q)< N' is the Q-structure for 6} = iJ__(0).
0

Let ag € (N'|0))<* witness the choice of (N, 0, A) (which is preserved by iJ__). Choose by, Ty such

that (do, 50, Zy) € %H(é\g&iéio) with 50 consistent with gg. This is possible since there is no conflict
with condition [0 of the rules of %, since S,,(R) = ¥(z,yo,w), and Qy = ig(Qo) is above-0)
iterable in S, (R) (so any W as in condition [[ would also have to be above-6j iterable in S, (R),
but this would imply that S,,(R) = —%(2,y0,w)). Then we can find o € A’ = iJ (A) with
Ih(c) = 1, and o consistent with (dp, bo, Zoy). Let o = (NVy, 0y, 01, A1). Now iterate N1 to make w
generic for the image of the extender algebra of Q1 < N7 at 67 (where @1 is the Q-structure for
N1]61, and where 6, = (0',01)). Since we already made w generic over IV{, and 6] is a cutpoint
of Ny, this iteration is above . We can carry on in this manner throughout all finite stages n.
But this produces a correct tree which drops in model infinitely often along its unique branch, a

contradiction. O

Subcase 2. There is no (a4, R)-cofinal real y € M.

Fix (T, R, A, g,y) witnessing Case 2 hypothesis; this tuple is as described in Case [[I Note
we may assume that A\ is a strong cutpoint of R. The argument of Subcase [ relativizes above
(R|A, g), so letting = € R be the natural real coding (R|), g), we have ODg,2(z) € R[g]. Therefore
OD,,2 C R[g]. But this is independent of g, and so ODg,2 € R, so OD4,2 C M, as desired.

O

2.5 The mouse set theorem for OD, 3
Recall that we have already defined 17 -iterability.

Qg

Definition 2.29. For n > 1 and k < w, we define II,% ; -(k, w1 )-iterability for X-premice P € HC,
where X € HC is transitive swo’d. The definition is by recursion on n, simultaneously for all k
and X. Say that a k-sound X-premouse P € HC is Hzil—(k,wl)—itemble iff for every putative
k-maximal tree T on P of length 1 < w1, for every ordinal A € Lim U {0} with A < n, and every
sequence (Q¢) €€LimN(0,)] such that for every limit ordinal & < A, we have:

— Q¢ is an above-§(7 [€), II,?-(w, w;)-iterable §(7 [ €)-sound Q-structure for M (7 [€), and
—if € < X then Q¢ < M/,
then:

— if A < Ih(T) and either A =0 or Qx < M then T [ (min(n, A +w)) has wellfounded models,
and

— there is a T [ A-cofinal branch b such that Q) < MbﬂA. -
Note that IT.7 ,-iterability is (I, ;)= ®),
Definition 2.30. Let oy be w-standard, (Zcof, Peof) be ag-ascending, I' = Efag(R). Let X € HC

be transitive swo’d with z..f € X. Let N be an X-premouse. For n < w, we say that IV is
n-T'-ladder-large iff there is N’ I N and &y, ..., 0,1 € (rank(X), ORY") such that:

— 00 < ... < 0p_1,
— for each i < n, N’ E=%§; is Woodin”, and
— N’ is a putative I'-ladder as an N|d-premouse, where § = d,,—1 if n > 0, and § = 0 otherwise.

We say that N is n-I'-ladder-small iff it is not n-I'-ladder-large.
Fory € R, let M};ld(:ncof, y) denote the minimal sound 1-T-large (z¢of, y)-mouse. (So M&ld(xcof, y) =

Mlﬂ(zcofv y)) .
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Proof of Theorem [l for n > 2. Let m < w and N = M;+171d(xcof). Let M be the output of the
Q-local L[E]-construction of N (as in [6]) We will show that ODq, m13 = ODﬂigm+3 =RnNM.

Let Wy be the (1,wy + 1)-strategy for M given by lifting/resurrection to ¥. Given 7 on M
via Uy, let U = Uy be the corresponding tree on N, and for o < 1h(7), let &, < ORM and
Mg’>

Tt MT — €q(N, ) be the standard lifting map, where d = deg”.

a

Claim 4. Let T on M be a tree via Wy of countable successor length n+ 1, and let R < M,T
Then the following are equivalent:

(i) (0,9]" NPT =0 and R =M,

(i) (0,m" N D], =0 and R= M,

(ii) there are 8 < ... < 8, < OR® such that:

- R E%; is Woodin” for all i < m, and
— for all a < ay, there is 6 € (O, ORR) such that 0 is a R-cardinal and there is Q < R

such that 6 < OR? and Q =9 is Woodin” and there is no above-0 iteration strategy
for Q in S (R).

Proof. Since trees U via Xy have the corresponding properties (since they are appropriately first-
order relative to Zcof), this follows in a straightforward manner from the existence of the lifting
maps 7, and properties of the Q-local L[E]-construction. O

Claim 5. RN M C OD;; ...

Proof. Tt is enough to see that for each P < M with pf = w, letting ¢ = ORF, P is the unique

HziQ—iterable w-premouse such that OR” = &. But this follows from Claim [4] via a quite routine
comparison argument. (Compare P with another candidate P’. Since P <M |w}M | the tree T on P
drops, for no n < 1h(7) is there R < M,;r and 6 < ... < 6, < OR™ as in clause of Claim [4]

Because of this, the HziQ-iterabﬂity of P’ is enough to complete the comparison.) O

Claim 6. ODy, my3 € M.

Proof. Suppose first that m = 0, so N = M{ 4(zcof). Let y € ODg, 3. Let £ < wy and ¢ be a X3
formula such that for all w € WO¢ and all z € R, we have

2=y <= Su, (R) | ¢(z,w).
Let ¢’ be the natural 3§ formula such that for all z € R, if (z, pcof) is ag-ascending then
Sa, E V2w [p(2,w) <= ¢(2,w,2)].

Let ¢ be I15, such that
¢ (z,w,z) <= Pt/ (t,2,w, ). (4)
Now §{Y is the least Woodin cardinal of M (so write 637 = 63), M|5}" is definable over N |5,
N|6 is extender algebra generic over M, and M is the P-construction of N above M|§}. Since
L N Nisg™ M\+M _ (§N\+N MY 3 : N
pr (V6" )<Lpr and (0y") (00 )T, Lpp(M|0y") is just the P-construction of Lpp (N |4y )
over M|6}!, and Lpp(M|6}7) « M|(631) M. Let ¢ = OR(Lpp(M|537)) = OR(Lpp(N|6YY)). Note
cofN(Q = w (since xcor € N). Let p = cofM(Q. Then p is not measurable in M, since every
measurable cardinal of M is also measurable in N. So letting 7 be any countable length tree on
M via Wy of length n + 1, if (0,1]7 N 27 =0 (so (0,7]7 N .@g;g =0), and U = Uy, then ig; and
’%{n are both continuous at ¢, and since m, o i& = ’%{n [ M, it easily follows that

i, (Lpp (M]65")) = Lpp(M,] 1ig, (657))-
Let 7 be the length (£ + 1) linear iteration on M at its least measurable, and M’ = MET
Let ¢' = ig;(é). So ¢’ is the least Woodin of Mg and z'g;(LpF(MMéw)) = LpF(Mg—|5’). Let

1" = OR(Lpp(M/[8)).
Let n < w. It is enough to see that for each ¢ < w, we have:

14We don’t use the Q-local local K¢-construction here, just because it’s not necessary. It would also work fine
though.
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Sublaim 2.31. ¢ € y iff M'|(6')*M |=“there is p € Bs: ~¢ which forces that, letting ¢ be the
standard name for the generic filter and (t,%,1,4) the standard name for the generic real, we
have:

1. we WOE’
2. For every k < w there is an above-0', @cot(k, &)-prewitness J such that J < (M'|n’)[g].

3. For every k < w there is an above-§', % . (k,&)-prewitness J such that J < (M'|n')[g], where
ok ¢(u,v) asserts “there is an ordinal v such that Sy (R) = @eot(a, b) A ~peof(u + 1,v) 7.

4. There is no above-¢', (&)-prewitness J such that J < (M'|n')[g], where ¥(u) asserts “there
is an ordinal v such that Sy(R) = Vk @eof(k,u)”.

5. There is an above-0', ¢/ (t, 2,1, ¥)-prewitness J, as defined in[Z17, but relative to the puta-
tively ag-cofinal pair (&, peor), such that J < L[E, g]

6. Lez”

Proof. Suppose first that M’|(8)*M" satisfies the indicated statement. Let g be (M, By >¢)-
generic with p € g. Let (¢,z,w,x) be the generic real. It is enough to see that z = y, and for
this, it is enough to see that w € WOy, (, @cot) is ag-ascending and S, (R) = ' (t, z, w, z). But
considering what p forces, certainly w € WOg, and because M'|n’ = Lpp(M'|¢’), also (z, peot) is
ag-ascending. Finally, we have J < M’|(5’)+M’ [g] which is an above-¢’, ¥’ (¢, z, w, x)-prewitness (in
the sense of 217 relative to (z, peof). Since (z, Yeor) is indeed ag-ascending, and therefore Lemma
holds with respect to (x, @cor) (replacing (Zcof, Yeof)), it is enough to see that

M'[g] = Mg (M"|6")[9]),

with the M -operator also defined relative to (z,¢cof). But this follows easily enough from the
facts that:

— Lpp(M']8")[g] = Lpr((M'|6")[g]),

— ay is the least ordinal « such that every proper segment of Lpp((M’]6")[g]) is above-d’ iterable
in So(R), and

— 1’ = OR(Lpp((M’|8")[g]) is the least ordinal " such that for each k < w, there is an above-¢,
©Yeof (K, x)-prewitness J with (J < M'|n")[g],

— M’[g] is sound as an (M’|¢’, g)-premouse.

Now suppose that ¢ € y. Then because we can iterate M’, above £ + 1, to make (¢,y,w, Tcof)
generic for the image of Bs/ ¢, and (§')+M "< ORM , and by the calculations used in the previous

direction, it is easy to see that M’|(6")*M " satisfies the desired statement, completing the proof of
the subclaim, and hence that of Claim [6lin case m = 0. O

Now suppose m = 1, so N = M;ld(xcof). We proceed as before, but “3” is replaced by “4”,
and in particular, ¢ is X4, ¢’ is X5 and ¢’ is IT5. Let 7/ be X5, such that

Yt z,w, ) = YRs 7'(s,t,2,w, ). (5)

Again 6)7 = 6{ is the least Woodin of M, etc, and M is the P-construction of N above M|5}!
(not just above 7). We have ¢ as before, and iterate M to M’ at the least measurable of M as
before, with tree T. Let 6; = il (6}1), for i = 0,1. Let nj = OR(Lpp(M/ |})).

Sublaim 2.32. ¢ € y iff M’|(5’1)+M = “there is p € Bs; ¢ which forces that, letting go be the
standard name for the generic filter and (t, 2,1, &) the standard name for the generic real, we have:

1. we WOg,

15Here )’ was the 115 formula from line @). Recall that we are presently working in M/|(6/)+M/, so L[E] denotes
this model. And the phrase “relative to the putatively cag-cofinal pair” means that we use (&, @cof) in exactly the
manner in which we earlier used (Z¢of, Pcof) in Definition 217}
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2. For every k < w there is an above-0(, peof(k,&)-prewitness J such that J < (M'|n})[go]-

3. For every k < w there is an above-&), @i ¢(k,&)-prewitness J such that J<(M'|n;)[do], where
ok ¢ (u,v) asserts “there is an ordinal v such that Sy (R) = @eot(a, b) A ~peor(u + 1,v) 7.

4. There is no above-0(, (&)-prewitness J such that J < (M'|n})[go], where y(u) asserts “there
is an ordinal v such that Sy (R) = VEk peot(k,u)”,

and Bg; -5 forces that, letting g1 be the standard name for the generic filter and $ that for the
generic real, we have:

(a) There is no above-&}, —ﬁ]%’ t, 2w, &)-prewitness J, as defined in[2.17, but relative to (&, Peof),
such that J < L[E, go, §1]

(b) Lez”

The subclaim is proved much like Subclaim 2.3T] and completes the proof of Claim [ in case
m = 1. (Note that aside from the extra Woodin, a key difference between the cases of m = 0 and
m =1 arises between clause [ of Subclaim 231 and clause [(a)] of Subclaim 2:32))

The cases m > 1 are likewise, alternating in details with parity. This completes the proof of

Claim .
This completes the proof of Theorem [LLT] for n > 2. O

3 Admissible gaps

In this section, we will adapt arguments of previous sections to admissible gaps [ag, B4]. That is,
Sa, (R) is a:i\missible. So [ayg, By] is either a weak or strong gap. If it is weak, let 8, = B4, and if
strong, let 8y = B4 +w. We write S = SﬂA (R).

We make use of the Py-operator associated to S, defined in [7]. Let a € R be such that the

P,-operator X — P,(X) is defined for transitive swo’d X € HC with a € X, with P = P,(X) a
sound w-small X-mouse projecting to X with Lpp (X) = PlOL_ Il and P has w-many Woodin
cardinals > rank(X) in ordertype (so P = L¢[P|\T'] where A" is the sup of those Woodins and
£ € OR). Let x; € R be such that Py(a) <p x.. Let € be the transitive swo’d HC-cone above z;
that is, the set of all transitive swo’d X € HC with z. € X. Also as in [7], let 8* be the end of the
gap in the M®“s-hierarchy.

Let’s suppose for simplicity that pfg(xc) =w < A < ORTE(®) and A\Ps(e) ¢ pfg(%), and letting
B* be as in [7], mEfAB* is u-reflecting and B* is closed enough that g* = B;. So for all X € €, we
have h(p#™)) = Th(p$). And by [7], we can fix a 31 formula s, such that for all X € €, all
rY; formulas ¢ and all Z € X<“  we have

P(X) | o(@p1* ™)) = S dsale, 7 X, pD). (6)

Let t, be the theory Thgfa)({a,pfg(a)})_
Lemma 3.1. There is an 11 formula o such that for all X € €, letting P = Py(X), we have:
1. P is the least P' < P with p¥’ € P’ and P' |=¥*n @o(n, ta, pi =), and

2. letting o} be the least o such that max(p}) < o and Pla = po(n,te,pl), then af < a4
for all n < w[d

Proof. Part [ Recall that Py(a) <7 ¢, so Py(a),t, € J(X). Let N be the output of the Q-
local L[E, a]-construction of Py(X) (see [6]). Then N is a correct non-dropping iterate of Py(a),

16Recall 7/ is the ¥ formula in line (G)), so =7 is II5.

17Here ®§<w is the supremum of all ordinals which are the surjective image of X <% in P. Actually we could
restrict our attention to self-wellordered X, in which case ®§<w = rank(X)*F.

8Here if P = J(P|B) for some B, then we allow af to be a successor ordinal, with P|a)Y being defined via
Jensen’s S-hierarchy.
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Y = 5(1)3g(x)7 N is the P-construction of P over N|§), N is 6}'-sound, and pY = pf’. So for all
rY; formulas ¢, we have

Py(a) = p(a.pr*™) = N E ola,p?).

But these ¥ truths are verified cofinally in ORY = ORY, so by taking oo (n,t, p!) to assert that
N satisfies the nth statement in t[pfg(a) /p¥’] (this denotes the theory resulting from ¢ by replacing
Py(a) . h P . .
j2 with p1 ), o is as desired.
Part I This is obtained via a simple modification of the formula just constructed. O

We fix a formula ¢y witnessing the lemma.

Definition 3.2. Let X € . An X-premouse N is called relevant if there is § < ORY such that
N 46 is the least Woodin > rank(X)” (and write 6% = ), N = Py(N|J), and P,(N|B8) < N for
each § < 4.
Let N be relevant. Then oY denotes the least o such that max(p) < a < ORY and N|a =
wo(n,t,pl). Define
9 = sup(o™ N Hu ™ ({p}' ).

and N
T =Thy “" (v U{pl'}).

Note ;Y is a limit cardinal of N and v < 6. -

Now also by [7], we can fix a ¥ formula 1y, such that for all X € ¢, all ¢t € Lng (X), and all

n < w, letting P = P,(X), we have:

Plaf /; p S

t:Thzl ({pl}UX) — S':/l/}Th(zcvnathvpl)' (7)
Definition 3.3. Let X € € and N be an X-premouse. We say that N is a P,-ladder iff N is
relevant and for each n < w, there is a relevant P < N such that v < OR” and TP’ = TN (after
identifying p!” with pV; it follows that v = vY). Write PN = P for the least such P. We write
Mllgg (X) for the least X-mouse which is a Py-ladder. -

For each X € %, Mlig (X) exists (assuming ADY®): for example, the least relevant X-mouse
N such that pY = 6% is a Py-ladder.

Lemma 3.4. Let M = Mllgg (X). Then 6™ =sup,,_,¥M.

Proof. Suppose not and let § = sup,, ., 72" and M = Hull (5 U {p}M} UX),and 7: M — M the
uncollapse. Then cr(r) = ¢ and 7(d) = ¢, and by calculations in [7], M is also a Py-ladder, and
since 6 < 0™ and M is Py-closed, we have M < M, contradicting the minimality of M. O

Definition 3.5. Let X € ¥ and N be an X-premouse.

We say N is Py-correct iff for each £ < ORY with rank(X) < ¢, either P,(N|¢) < N or
N <Lprp, (N]§) and N is &-sound and projects < &. And N is called Py-closed iff for all € < ORY
with rank(X) < &, we have Py(N|§) < N.

Suppose N is P,-correct and n-sound. Let 7 be an nm-maximal tree on N. We say that 7 is
P,-transcendent iff for each oo+ 1 < 1h(T), if Mg— is Py-correct for all 8 < o then M |[Ih(E]) is
P,-closed.

Let 7 be an n-maximal tree on an n-sound X-premouse ). We say that T is I'g-guided iff for
every limit ) < 1h(7), thereis Q < M,;r which is a Q-structure for M (7 [n), and Q<Lpp (M (T [n)).
If 7 has limit length, we say that 7 is I'g-short iff T is I';-guided and there is Q<Lpp, (M (7)) which
is a Q-structure for M(7), and we say that T is I'g-mazimal otherwise (that is, if Lpp (M (7)) is
a premouse and satisfies “5(7) is Woodin”. =

Definition 3.6. Let X € ¥ and N be an n-sound X-premouse.

Say that an N is TI ({p§, 2. })-n-iterable (abbreviated I1;-n-iterable) iff N is Py-correct and
for every putative n-maximal iteration tree 7 on N which is I'g-guided and P,-transcendent, we
have:

1. T has wellfounded P,-correct models,

20



2. if T has limit length and is I'g-short and @ <Lpr (M (7)) is the Q-structure for M(T), then
there is a T-cofinal branch b with @ < MbT , and

3. if 7 has limit length and is I'j-maximal and M (7) =“there is no Woodin cardinal > rank(X)”
then for every n < w there is a 7-cofinal branch b and some @ < MbT such that:

= Lpp, (M(T)) = QI8(T)*9,

— @ has w Woodins > §(7T),

— P9 <6(T) < A2 < OR® and p?\(AQ + 1) =10,

— defining akQ, 7,? and TkQ as in [3.2] (we do not assume that Q = P,(M (7)), but can still
define these objects), we have sup; ag = OR? and sup,,_, 'y,? = 6(T), and moreover,

T = TP (M(T)) (for the particular n under consideration). =

Lemma 3.7. Let X € € andn < w. The set of 1T ({p$, x.})-n-iterable X -premice is TIT ({pT, 2 }),
uniformly in X, n.

Proof. First note that HC and wellfoundedness for elements of HC are AT ({pf, z.}), as is {a,}, and

using these we can express everything other than P,-correctness and the equation T,? = Tf s(M(T))
in part Bl (For Py-transcendence, given Pg-correctness, we can just say that for each a+1 < 1h(7)
and each & < 1h(E7), we have Lpr, (MT]¢) a MT|Ih(ET). And note that the quantifier “there is
a T-cofinal branch” is not a problem.)

Now N is P,-correct iff for every & < ORY, either:

(i) N<aLpr, (N[§) and N is {-sound and projects < &, or
(i) Pg(N[E) < N.

Clauseis easily expressible, as already discussed. To assert clause we use the definability of
Lng and standard calculations like those used in connection the proof that solidity of the standard

parameter ensures its preservation under iteration maps. That is, we assert that, letting n < ORY
be such that Lpp (N|¢) = N||n, then in fact Lpp (N[§) <N, and there is (a uniquely specified)

Q < N such that n = £t9 < ORY and p? < ¢ and € is a strong cutpoint of @), and for each r¥;
formula ¢ and each Z € (N|§)<%,

S P(ze, 0,7 NIE,PS) = Q' = (&%)

where @' is the reorganization of @ as a N|¢-premouse (and recall that the language for N|¢-
premice has a constant symbol interpreted as N|¢, so ¢ can refer to N|£). The key is now that
these properties ensure that Q' = Py(N|§), since letting P = P, (N|), certainly

Thiy, ({p7} U (N]€)<) <* Th, ({pT} U (N|€)<),

where <* means both C and that the theory on the left is an initial segment of that on the right
with respect to the usual prewellorder on r3; truth. But then if the theories were not equal, we
would get P <@, but n = ¢tF and p! < ¢ < 7, contradicting that n = ¢T9.

We can similarly assert that later models M of T are P,-correct (and so our earlier expression
of P,-transcendence will be valid).

TP (T

Finally, to assert the equation “T'¢ = in the context of condition Bl we just have

to be able to identify T,f sM(T) 4y o simple enough manner. But this is achieved via the formula
Uy, and line (). O

IT;-iterability is enough to determine the proper segments of Mlig (X), but not enough for

M (X) itself.

Lemma 3.8. Let X € €. Let N be a I$({py,z.})-iterable X -premouse which is sound and
projects to X. Let M = Mllgg (X). Then either N < M|w]M or M|wM < N.
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Proof. Suppose not. We attempt to compare M|wM with N, with trees T,U respectively (padded
in the usual way for comparison). Note that by the contradictory hypothesis, the comparison is
non-trivial, but cannot terminate successfully. Since both trees produce P,-correct models as far
as the tree is I'g-short and P,-transcendent, both trees are in fact P,-transcendent as far as they
are I'j-short. So the comparison must reach a limit stage A (and let us say that (7,U) has length
A such that if 7 is cofinally (in A) non-padding, then 7 is I';-maximal, and likewise for /. Let
b=Xn(T).

Claim 7. EY # () for cofinally many o < \.

Proof. Suppose not. So we can fix @ < A such that MY = MY for all o’ € [a,)\). Then note
that Py(M(T)) < M and P,(M(T)) < MY. We can’t have P,(M(T))< M, , by smallness (since
0(T) is a cardinal in M,;r , by taking appropriate hulls and using condensation, we get a P,-ladder
N<aM]). So M = Py(M(T)). Similarly, M¥ = P,(M(T)), but then the comparison succeeded,
contradiction. O

So we can apply clause B of II;-iterability to U. Let b, be a branch and @Q,, < M, bbi witness the
requirement for n < w. Note that by smallness, @, = Mbbi and p; (Mll;i) < d(U). Let &, be least
such that &, +1 € b, and p; (MY ) < cr(Eg). Let Ky, = cr(E?n).

Claim 8. We have:
1. p=sup,, p1(M!) < o).
2. For each n < w, we have (&, + 1,b,) N Y = 0 and deglé{n+1 = degi! =0, so i,
Mg‘fﬁrl — Mbbi ezists and is a 0-embedding.
3. sup,, ., kin < O(U).

Proof. Part [ Otherwise, condensation easily gives that P,(M(U)) is a Pg-ladder, but since
Py(M(U)) < M, this contradicts smallness.

Part[2} This is a routine consequence of the fact that pl(MbLi) < Kp.

Part B Suppose not. With p as in part[ let 8 be least such that p < V(E%’) and let n be such
that v(EY) < k, (n exists as sup,, ., kn = d(U)). So f < pred (¢, +1). Let n be least such that
n>pandn+1€b,. So pred”(n—i—l) < B,s0mn <&, so

cr(ETL;) < pl(MbLfl) <p< V(E%{) < Z/(E%l)
This contradicts the preservation of fine structure along b,, (irrespective of drops along by, ). o

Claim 9. ¢ = liminf,«, b, is a U-cofinal branch, cN P4 is finite, and MY = P,(M(U)).

u

M

Proof. Let m < w with ng(M(u)) > Sup,, ., Kn, and let m < mp < my < w. Since Tong™ =
MU

Tnlji(M(u)) = Tmobml , we have that rg(izg_ﬂybm_) N Wﬁi(M(u)) is cofinal in Wﬁi(M(u)), for i € {0,1}.

So letting n; + 1 € by, be least with vigo(M(u)) < cr(E%’i), for i € {0,1}, then pred”(ny + 1) =

pred”(ny +1) € by N by, , by the Zipper Lemma. This shows that ¢ = liminf,,«,, b, is a U-cofinal
branch. The agreement between the branches b,, (for sufficiently large n) also gives that cn 2 is
bounded in A and hence finite, since pl(M,Z)’T’nO) < p for each mgy < w.

Now note that for sufficiently large £ € ¢, letting d¢ be the least Woodin of Mg with d¢ >
rank(X), we have:

- (&M NgY =0 and deg? =0,

- Mg is d¢-sound with pl(Mgu) < O¢,
u

M, MY
— SUp,<, an © = OR(MY) and sup,, ., yn © = d¢,

u
— i “OR(M{) is cofinal in OR(MY) and i?c(aiwg )= aﬁ”c“ for all n < w,
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u
_ i?c is continuous at d¢ and z’?g(%jy& ) = fyf:g(M(u)) for all n < w, and so i?c(ég) =46U) €

wip(MY).

: Mg U M Mg
Note that for each n < w, for sufficiently large £ € ¢, we have v, * < cr(zgc) and Ty, ¢ =T, ¢ =

TFMU) - Algo MY is §(U)-sound, and it follows that MY = P,(M (U)), completing the proof of
the claim. 0

Since Py (M (U)) < METM e (or MT for sufficiently large o < A, if T is eventually only padding),
we have found a successful comparison, a contradiction, completing the proof of the lemma. O

Now let X € € and M = Mlig(X). Let B and 7 : S5(RM) — S be the Yj-elementary

embedding described in [7]. So RM = S3(RM) N R. We now want to show that 3§ ({z, X }) [RM

_ M
S Hfﬂ ® )({zc,X }); this is analogous to what we showed for projective-like gaps of countable

cofinality.

Let ¢ be 3R, of form p(u) <= Fw (w,u), where v is II;. Let z € R™. For n < w,
let b € B}, be the Boolean value of the statement!] “M/ |aM verifies that the generic L(R)
models —)(w, x), where 1 is the generic real”. Let S be the natural tree of attempts to build
(H,g) such that H <1 M and 6™ ,pM . € H and ¢ C H, and letting M be the transitive
collapse of H and 7 : M — H the isomorphism and § = 771 “g, then g is a (M, B%)—generic filter
such that for no n < w is bM = 771(bM) € g. More precisely, S is the set of finite sequences
((Zo,90), (#1,q1), - - -, (Zn—1,qn—1)) such that:

M
1. @ € Hullimai (YMuXMU{pM})<v for i < n,
2. if n > 0 then % includes p}?, xO@ and 6™,
3. q; € ©; for all i < n,

4. aM € Fyq foralli+1 < n,

5. (X1-elementarity closure) for all ¢ < n, for the first ¢ 3-tuples (in some reasonable recursive
ordering) of form (g, b, k) such that:

— 0= 0(7,u) is a ¥; formula in the language of passive premice with free variables exactly
¥, u,

— bis a finite tuple with bC To ... T Ti_q,

— Ih(%) = 1h(b),

- k<,

- bC M|a£/[7 and
M|oz,1€” E Ju g(l;, u),

there is some y € (M|a) N & such that M|a = o(b,y),

6. ¢ € BY for i <n,

7.if 0 < i < n and there is a maximal antichain A of Bg@ with A € Zp~ ... = &_1 and
A € M|yM, such that for no j < i is ¢; € A, then letting A; be the first such one appearing
in the list o~ ... ~ &;_1, we have ¢; < ¢;_1 and ¢; € A; otherwise ¢; = ¢;_1,

8. fornoj+1<nisqj§b§-”

19#**This needs explaining what the generic L(R) means. It’s not just the naive derived model, but the model
encoded as in [7].

200f course, we had assumed that zg = @, but in general this should be included.

21 Note that b;w < b%rl for all j, and on the other hand, we have q; 1 < g;.
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Note that in condition [7 since A € M|y}, and by §2.2 the the fact that A is a maximal
antichain is a simple condition on the parameters A, M |6, and moreover, there are cofinally many

n < M, such that M|n < M|6M, so it is just a simple fact about Thrz| - W& T . T Eim).

It is straightforward to see that if ((Z;, ¢;));,, is an infinite branch through S and X = J,_, %
and g is the filter generated by {g¢; ‘ i < w}, then letting M be the transitive collapse of X and
7 : M — M the uncollapse and g = 7~ 1“g, then M = P,(M|5) and & is Woodin in M and g is
(M, IB%(W) generic and letting w be the generic real, M[g] |=“¢(w,z) holds in the generic L(R)”,

which proves that Sg(R) = 9(z,w) (since we can iterate just at the Woodins strictly above §™ to
produce Sg(R) as a derived model).

Now suppose that S is instead wellfounded. We claim that Sg(R) = V*w —)(w, x)”. The proof
will also show that there is a “V®w —t)(w, z)-witness” which is a proper segment of M|w} which
projects to w.

For n < w, an n-partial-P-ladder is a pair (N, P) such that N is a premouse and P <4 N and
there are 1y < ... < 1, < OR" which are limit cardinals of N, 5+ < ORY and 5" is the
largest cardinal of N, N is P,-closed, and there are Py <P <...< P, = P such that n; < ORM
and pl' = pli = 1; and P, is a relevant premouse with 7; = v, i for j <1, and (n;, P;) is the jth
P,-rung of P, for j < i. (Let’s change the definition of a rung to require that the El theories of
P|a5 in parameters < 7. and in X* and p! are identical.) Note that no,...,n, and Py,..., P,
are all determined by P

Note that given an n-partial-T'g-ladder (N, P), and 770, e s, Po,..., Py the corresponding
objects, for each i < n+1 and j <i+ 1, we can define S just as above, except that this includes
only sequences 0 = ((Zo,90), - -, (Tk—1,qr—-1)) of length k < j. For k <7, let Sf [k = S,f (its
restriction to sequences o of length < k).

For i < n, note that Sﬁfl is isomorphic to Sz-fp and letting 7y, : S Sﬁ_l be the natural
isomorphism, ;,, does not move any ordinals < %- = %-P". (For j 4+ 1 < 1+ 1, s0 j <1, we have
éjl; = bf ", so P; will agree with P,, about whether ¢; < b;, ensuring agreement regarding condition

Let N be a premouse with z € RY and let S,0 € N and n < w. We say that (N, P, A) is a
(VR=p(z), o)-prewitness iff (N, P) is an n-partial-T';-ladder, as witnessed by 7o, . . . , M, Po, - - ., P, =
P, o = ((Z,4));c, € Si» and A € N|n™ is a non-empty tree (set of finite sequences closed
under initial segment, so ) € A), whose elements take the form

T = ((Nn—i-la Pn—i—la On+1, An-{-l)a ey (Nn—i-k; Pn-l—ka On+k, An-l—k))a
and moreover (writing N,, = N, P, = P, 0,, = 0, A, = A), for all 7 € A as above,
1. (Np+it1, Pogit1) is an (n + i + 1)-partial-Py-ladder with P,4; = Pn;’z““,

2. Pn—i—i < Pn-i—i—i—l < Nn+i+1 < Nn—i—ia

Nyt Npas Npiis P, .
3. o} nitl _ pw’n+z+1 _ (7751+T;+1 n+1))+Nn+1’
+i41 +isPntit1 — )
4. Onyiv1 € Snizil and ﬂ-nizl "N Ongi) = Ongigr [ (n 1),

5. Apyiy1 € Nn+i+1|(nr(ﬁjﬂ“’P”““))"’*‘N”““ (recall this is the largest cardinal proper seg-
ment of Nn+i+1),

6. Anyit1 = (Dnti)riid1)s

7. for every o’ € S’niﬁl such that o,4; <0’ (so lh(o’) = n + 4+ 1) there is 7/ € A such that

714 =77 and Ih(7') =i+ 1 and letting 7/(:) = (N”, P"”, 0", A"), then w:ijj'r’f//(a’) =o',

Suppose that (N, P,A) is a (V®=)(x),())-prewitness and N is iterable. Then we claim that
Js(R) | VRu —p(x,u). Suppose not and let w € R be such that J3(R) = ¢(z,w). Fix a
surjection f : w — XM, We begin to iterate N to make w generic for the image of the extender
algebra of P at §*, producing iteration tree T, except that at the first stage 3 < Ih(7") such that
there are no w-bad extender algebra axioms indexed below ig;g (7&), we proceed as follows. We will

T
specify some o € 5,° (P). Recall that elements of S; have length 1, taking the form o = ((Z, qo)).
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Note that conditions [l Bl [ and § are trivial for elements of length 1. So just set go to be the “1”
of the extender algebra of z'g’ﬁ(P) at 5i(’T19(P)) and Ty = (pM, z0,6M, qo, £(0), A) where f:w — X

is the surjection fixed earlier, and A is some maximal antichain of Bfﬁﬂ with A € P5||'yé3 PPt is

iT
easy to see that (%g,qo) € Sloﬁ(P).
Now since (N, P,A) is a (V®—p(z), 0)-prewitness, so is (Mg, Ps, Ag) = (Mg’,ig:@(P),ig;;(A)).

So we can apply property [ to ¢’ = ((Zo,q0)) € Sfﬁ = Sf:i;ff where n = i = 0 and Pg = Pg,

and 0,45 = 09 = 0. So fix some 7" € Ag with lh(7') = 1 and letting 7/(0) = (N”, P", 0", A"), we
Pg,P" o "

have 7] ((Zo,q0)) = 0. ) )

We choose Eg as for the w-genericity iteration of P" at ", as long as this yields 1h(E;3r) <~

Suppose that this does indeed occur. Note that Pghéjﬂ = P"|5¢" and 'yégﬂ is a limit cardinal of
Ng =M g , P, N” and P”. And recall that there is no w-bad extender algebra axiom induced

by an extender indexed in EF# |7(1)35, so if EZ; exists then 7(1))5 =" < lh(Eg) < 67", Recall that

also pfﬂ _ 7(1)36 _ 77(()N137P5)7 and Pi\;[” _ (,',](()NB7PB))+NB _ (,Y(I)DB)JrNB and 77§N“’P“) _ 7{3// s a limit

cardinal of both N and P” and N”|77§N”’P”) = P"]7P" and pE” = 4F", and since V(EﬂT) is a
P"-cardinal and 7" < Ih(E]) < ~F",if 4 > 8 and pred” (y + 1) = 3 then we will have:

—ifer(ET) < 'yéjﬁ then MXT, = Ng (soy+1€ 27), and

— ifer(ET) > 7(1)35 then MXT, = N" (soy+1¢ 27).
Let v+ 1 be such, and let y+1 <7 ¢ with (y+1,¢]" N 27 = (. If cr(E,;r) < Wégﬂ, then we proceed
making w generic for the extender algebra of the image P. of P at 67+, unless there are no w-bad
axioms induced by extenders in E(F| |véD <), in which case we will proceed like at stage 3. If instead

'yéjﬂ < cr(Ez’), then we proceed by making w generic for the extender algebra of P. = i;ILE(P”)

at 7=, unless there are no w-bad extenders in E(P-||y;°).

Now suppose that v + 1,¢ are as above, with 753 "< cr(EI ), and there are indeed no w-bad
axioms induced by extenders in E=| |’yf <. We proceed at stage € in a fashion much like at stage /3
earlier, but this time there is more to consider, most importantly regarding condition [[ and (sort
of) condition Bl Consider condition [l If possible, we want to find an element o/ € S3* which is
consistent with making w generic and such that o. < o., where o, = iﬂ;lﬁ(a’ "). For this, we must
consider conditions [l and B Since we are interested in lh(o.) = 2, condition [7 is non-trivial. Let
oe = ((#0,qo)). Suppose there is a maximal antichain A of IB%(SP;E with A € Zp and A € P.|y)* such
that qo ¢ A, and let Ag be the first one appearing in fo Because w satisfies all extender algebra
axioms induced by extenders indexed in P.||ys* = P5||véD ? (in fact satisfies all those induced by
extenders indexed in P.||y{ <), there is exactly one ¢ € A such that, if ¢ € P.||y0* is any formula
such that ¢ = [¢], then w = ¢. Set ¢1 = q. We have ¢1 < ¢ since go = 1, so we have satisfied
the requirements for condition [7l (In more generality, when selecting ¢;, we will have “w |= ¢;—1”
in the appropriate sense, and we will set ¢; = ¢ A ¢;—1, which will be a non-zero condition since
“wkEq" and “w = ¢;-17.)

Now consider condition Suppose first that gg < bég . (Then clearly there is no way to find
an appropriate o..) In this case we will continue with w-genericity iteration over the image of P;
note that then if E7 exists, we will have 712 < v(ET). Since P. <« N. and pfs = v/ = 77§N€’PE), if

€ >e and pred” (€ + 1) = ¢ then:
1. if cr(Eg) < ~F= then Mg‘L =N.(soé+1¢27), and

2. if cr(EY) > 7{* then M, = P. (so{+1€ 7).

22There is actually no need to put A in &g, but it does no harm. We only put it in for expository reasons; it forces
us to deal with some maximal antichains earlier in the overall process than we would otherwise have to. There is
also no need to put f(0) in, but we will do something similar in general to arrange that we include all elements of
X along any infinite branch, mostly for convenience.

23There could be some such antichain, since we put A explicitly in Zo earlier.

24Since qo = 1, this condition is actually rather trivial in the case of interest. But let’s ignore this, for expository
purposes.
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For &€ + 1 as above and € such that ¢ +1 <7 § and (¢ +1,0]" N 27 =0, if cr(ET) < P then we
proceed at stage 0 like at stages € as before; if instead v;° < cr(ET) then we simply continue with
w-genericity iteration, without further restrlctlons.

Now suppose instead that go € by°. Then we have satisfied condition[8] and it is now easy to find
an appropriate ol € SQPE; it just remains to specify 7 appropriately. Put &1 = (q1, ozéj‘a, f),y)
where y is the least object satisfying the requirements of condition [B] with respect to the natural
wellorder of P given by combining the enumeration f of X with P.-(prewell)order of constructibil-
ity. It is easy to see that ((Zo,qo), (Z1,q1)) € S2=, and note that also w |= ¢, whenever o € P.|y =
and P. E“q1 = [p]”.

Since (N, P, A.) is a (VR—ap(z), 0. )-prewitness, applying property [ to o’ € S3°, we can fix
7' € A¢ such that Ih(7') = 1 and letting 7(0) = (N, P”, 0", A"), we have 7T§E’P“ (o) =0".

The process described so far generalizes in the obvious manner to all stages 6 of 7. We have
two kinds of stages 0 < 1h(7): 6 can be w-consistent, or w-inconsistent. Given 6 < 1h(7), the
set {e¢ <7 6 | e is w-consistent} will be a closed initial segment of [0,6]7, including ¢ = 0. At
each stage w-consistent stage § < 1h(7), we will have Ny = Me , Py < Ny, ng < w, such that
(Ng, Py) is an ng-partial- Py-ladder, and have oy € SP9 and Ay € Ny such that (Ng,Pg, Ay) is a
(VRB—t)(x), og)-prewitness. We will have relationships and drops along [0, 0]7 essentially like in the
cases described above. This is maintained by induction using crucially the fact that for any 6, (0, 6]7
drops only finitely often, and if 8 <7 6 then ng, < ng,, with ng, < ng, iff (6o,0:]7 N 27 # (.
The w-inconsistent stages e are just those such that for some 6 <7 &, 6 is w-consistent, and at
stage 0, we want to extend 7 to some oy with lh(o)) = ng + 1, but cannot, because we violate
condition [§ and cr(ET) > yFo, where £ + 1 = min((6,¢]7). That is, regarding the violation of
condition B there is some j+1 < ng + 1 (so j < ng, so 0 < ng) such that gg; < b , where
o9 = ((Z00,900); - - - (Zo,(ng—1)140,(ng—1)))- We will have here that w |= ¢, whenever ¢ € P9|7
and Py E“qp; = [¢]”. In thls case we will also have that (£ + 1 e] N 27 =0, and we will be
iterating to make w generic for the extender algebra of M7 at sMI
the extender algebra of P. at §7+).

Now the construction of 7 must terminate in countably many steps. For suppose we reach a
construction of length w; + 1. Then there are only finitely many drops along [0,w;)”. But then
the usual argument for termination of genericity iteration yields a contradiction.

Let e+ 1 =1h(T). Suppose ¢ is w-inconsistent, and adopt the notation with 6, &, etc, as above.

(and likewise at stage 6, for

Since the process terminates, w is generic over M for BY:, . But w = ¢ where ¢ € Py|y}? and

MT
Py =“qo; = [¢]”. Since ZEH . Py — M7 is sufficiently elementary and fyPe < cr(zngl .), we also
have MHT Fqo, = [¢]”. So qo; € gw, where g, is the MGT generic filter determined by w. But

qo; < bfe, and so gp; < b;-WET, S0 b;-wz € guw, which gives that J3(R) = —¢(x,w), a contradiction.

So ¢ is w-consistent. So (Ng, P-,0.,A.) are defined, etc. Because the process terminates at
this stage, there are no w-bad extender algebra axioms induced by extenders indexed in E** =l
So we try to define ol. If this attempt violates condition B, then we proceed at this stage with
looking for E&T within P.. But since the process terminates at this stage, it is just that w is already
generic over P.. But this now yields the same contradiction as in the preceding paragraph. So we
must successfully define o.. But there is no w-bad extender found in P ; indexed below 75:’_&1, SO
we immediately attempt to extend o one step further to ¢//. This must satisfy condition [ since
otherwise we get a contradiction like before. So we get ¢/. Etc. But this produces N, for all
n > 0, with N n4+1 < Nep, a contradiction.
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