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BIBA’S TRICK, WITH APPLICATIONS

ILIJAS FARAH

ABSTRACT. We give another bit of evidence that forcing axioms provide proper
framework for rigidity of quotient structures, by improving the OCA lifting
theorem proved by the author in late 20th century and greatly simplifying its
proof. In the assumptions of this theorem, Martin’s Axiom is weakened to
MA (o-linked) and, in case of countably generated ideals, completely removed.
(In case of the Frechét ideal this was done by De Bondt, Vignati, and the
author.) We also extend the conclusion of author’s 2004 lifting theorem from
lifting result for countably 3204-determined ideals to one for countably 80-
determined ideals and also weaken PFA to OCAT and MA/(o-linked) in its
assumptions.

This paper presents latest progress in the corona rigidity program as surveyed
in [9]. Tt is about the oldest (and most studied) thread in this program, asking
when an isomorphism between quotient Boolean algebras of the form P(N)/Z for
an analytic ideal Z on N has a completely additive lifting[] Here P(N) is considered
with the Cantor set topology and ‘analytic’ means ‘continuous image of a Polish
space’, while ‘completely additive lifting’ is one of the form

X = hH(X)

for a function A: N — N. Such lifting theorem is typically proven in two stages. The
first stage uses forcing axioms to produce a continuous lifting. The second stage uses
Ulam-stability to produce a completely additive lifting from a continuous one. This
has been done for a large class of analytic ideals Z, including all ideals mentioned
in this paper. The second stage deals with absolute statements and belongs to a
different story (see [9, §2 and §5.3]).

For ideals NWD(Q), NULL(Q), and Zy see Lemma [[3] Pathological ideals
exist (this follows from [7, Theorem 1.8.6]) but they will play no role here.

Theorem 1. Assume OCAt and MA(o-linked). Suppose that T is a nonpatho-
logical Fy ideal, a nonpathological analytic P-ideal, or any of the ideals NWD(Q),
NULL(Q), or Zw. IfT' is an analytic ideal and ®: P(N)/Z' — P(N)/Z is an
isomorphism, then it has a completely additive lifting. In particular, T and T’ are
Rudin—Keisler isomorphic.

Theorem [ is a consequence of the main technical result of this paper, Theo-
rem [[4l This result strengthens the OCA Lifting Theorem of [7]. The proof given
here replaces excruciating thirty pages of [7, §3.8-83.13]. It also strengthens [§]
where PFA had been used to prove a weaker result. The results presented here
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are proven by combining the methods of [7] and [8] with a refinement of the tech-
niques introduced in [I]. The question whether forcing axioms (even MM, [10]) can
be used to extend the conclusion of Theorem [[.4] to ideals that are not countably
determined by closed approximations (see §I.1)) or even not F,s is as open as ever
(see [9, §7.2]).

The following is a consequence of Theorem 1] proven at the end of §l

Theorem 2. Assume OCAr. If T is a countably generated ideal on N then all
automorphisms of P(N)/Z are trivial (i.e., given by a bijection between sets whose
complements belong to T ).

Consistency of the assertion that all automorphisms of P(N)/ Fin are trivial was
proven in [24]. It was show to follow from PFA in [25], from OCAt and MA in [31],
and from OCAr alone in [I, Theorem 1]. For the other countably generated ideal
on N, Fin x{, the conclusion of Theorem 2] was proven from OCAr and MA in [7
Theorem 1.9.2].

For current state of the art in the quotient rigidity program see [9]. Results such
as Theorem [Il may give evidence that forcing axioms provide a preferable ambient
theory (as in [21I]) for study of quotient structures ranging (at least) from Boolean
algebras to C*-algebras.

Apologies and acknowledgments. I am grateful to Biba the 47% miniature
Schnauzer for taking me to Toronto’s Riverdale Park West on October 6, 2024.
The germ of the idea that resulted in the proof of [Il Proposition 5.6] and the
simplification of the proof of the OCA lifting theorem of [7] that is at the core of
this paper occurred during this pleasant walk. I would also like to thank Alan Dow
and Ben De Bondt for pointing out to a few typos in the original version of this

paper.
1. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we give preliminaries, partly in order to introduce concepts and
notation and partly because some of the results are not available in the literature
in the form appropriate for us. We will write A € B if A C B and A is finite.

1.1. Approximations to ideals and ldeals countably determined by closed
approximations. For subsets A and B of P(N) consider their ‘Minkowski union’,
AUB={AUB| A€ A B e B}

The notion of a closed approximation to an ideal first appeared in [14].

Definition 1.1. A set K C P(N) is hereditary if A C B € K implies A € K. If £
and £ are families of subsets of N, then

KUL={KUL:KeKandLEeCL}
and
KF=KU...UK={A1UAyU---UA;: A; € K for i < k}.
Note that LU Fin = |J,{A | A\n € K}. We say that L C P(N) is an approzimation

to 7 if it is hereditary and Z C KU Fin. An approximation is closed if it is closed
(as a subset of the Cantor space).

We will be primarily interested in closed approximations. The following defini-
tion comes from [g].
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Definition 1.2. An ideal Z is countably determined by closed approximations if
there are closed hereditary sets K, (n € N) such that

(a) T= mfzozl(lcng Fin)'
If in addition for some d € N we have
(b) T =2, (K2 U Fin)
we say that Z is countably d-determined by closed (analytic, etc.) approximations.

If there are closed hereditary /C,, such that (b) holds for all d € N, we say that Z is
strongly countably determined by IC,, (n € N).

Clearly, every ideal countably determined by closed approximations is F,5. Our
Theorem [[L4] will be proven for ideals that are countably 80-determined by closed
approximations. No care is taken to assure the optimality of this constant, in
particular because all known F,s ideals are countably d-determined by closed ap-
proximations for all d € N.

Lemma 1.3. All of the following ideals are strongly countably determined by closed
approximations.

(1) Every F, ideal.

(2) Every analytic P-ideal.

(8) The ideals

NWD(Q) ={ACQnNJ0,1] : A is nowhere dense},
NULL(Q) = {A € Qn|0,1] : A has Lebesgue measure 0},

AN [k, k + )] _O}'

Zw = {A : lim sup sup
n k n

PRrROOF. (1) By [20, Lemma 6.3] or [22] Lemma 1.2(c)], there is a closed heredi-
tary set K such that Z = KU Fin. Since Z is an ideal, we have K™ C T for all m,
and therefore Z = K™ U Fin for all m. We can let IC,, = K for all n.

(2) [26, Theorem 3.1] implies that Z is an analytic P-ideal if and only if it is
equal to {A C N | lim,, ¢(A\ n) = 0} for some lower semicontinuous submeasure ¢
on N. Let K,, = {4 ] p(4) <27"}. Then Z =, (K, U Fin) and K2, = K,, for
all n. By induction, Z =", (K U Fin) for all m.

(3) This was proven in [8, Lemma 2.6]. O

Conjecturally, all Fi,s ideals are strongly countably determined by closed approx-
imations. Theorem [[.4] below is our main result. The fact that we do not assume
that ker(®) 2 Fin leads to some technical difficulties, but this is well worth it. For
example, the ability to describe all copies of P(N) inside the quotient P(N)/Fin
was used to prove that OCA~r implies that the Lebesgue measure algebra does not
embed into P(N)/Fin ([6]).

Theorem 1.4. Assume OCAt and MA(o-linked) and that T countably 80-determined
ideal. Then for every homomorphism ®: P(N) — P(N)/Z there is a continuous
function F: P(N) = P(N) that lifts ® on an ideal which is ccc/ Fin.

This is an immediate consequence of Proposition Bl and Proposition [£.3] (for
proof see §l). The analog of Theorem [l for ideals that are countably 3204-determined
was proved in [8, Theorem 10.4] from the Proper Forcing Axiom (PFA). It is not
known whether an ideal is 3204-determined if and only if it is 80-determined (or
even whether an ideal is strongly countably determined if and only if it is Fjs, see
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[12]), but since PFA does not follow from OCAt and MA(o-linked), Theorem [I4]
is a strengthening of [8, Theorem 10.4].

1.2. Nonmeager hereditary sets.

Definition 1.5. If X is a family of subsets ofAN by X we denote the downwards
closure (or, the hereditary closure) of X, i.e., X =|]J,cx P(a), and we say that X
is hereditary if X = X.

The following is [7, Theorem 3.10.1]. It is a slight strengthening of results of
Jalali-Naini ([13]) and Talagrand ([27]), where analogous result was proved for
nonmeager ideals.

Theorem 1.6. (1) If X is a hereditary subset of P(N), then it is nonmeager
if and only if for every sequence s; of disjoint finite sets of integers there is
an infinite a € N such that J;c, si € X.
(2) The family of nonmeager hereditary subsets of P(N) is closed under taking
finite intersections of its elements.
(8) The family of nonmeager hereditary subsets of P(N) which are closed under
finite changes of their elements is closed under taking countable intersec-
tions. ]

The following refinement of Theorem @) will be useful.

Lemma 1.7. If H is a hereditary nonmeager set, then there exists k such that for
every s € [k,00) the set

Hls]={aCN|sUa€eH}

is hereditary and nonmeager. In particular, the intersection of H with every nonempty
open subset of P([k, 00)) is relatively nonmeager, and the set HUP(k) is hereditary,
nonmeager, and closed under finite changes of its elements.

PrOOF. This set is clearly hereditary for every k. Assume it is meager for
all k. By Theorem [[L6] we can recursively find an increasing sequence k(j) and
s(j) C [k(j), k(j + 1)) such that H[s(j)] is meager for all j.

Thus (J; H[s(j)] is a meager hereditary set, and by Theorem there is a se-
quence of disjoint finite subsets of N, ¢(j), for j € N, such that the set

{a SN[ (3%))t0) € a}

is disjoint from (J; H[s(j)]. Recursively find increasing sequences m(j), n(j) such
that u(j) = s(m(j)) Ut(n(j)) are pairwise disjoint.

By Theorem there is an infinite X C N such that a = J;cx v(j) € H. Fix
j € X. Then a € H[s(j)] and also a ¢ |J, H[s(4)]; contradiction.

For the second claim, it suffices to prove that the intersection of H with every
basic open subset of P([k, c0)) is relatively nonmeager. Since H is hereditary, this
is equivalent to H[s] being nonmeager for every s € [k, c0). O

The following will be useful in analysis of liftings that are Baire-measurable on
large hereditary sets in §2.11

Corollary 1.8. If X C P(N) is comeager and H is a nonmeager hereditary subset
of P(N), then there are a partition N = Ag U Ay and sets Cy C Ay and C1 C A;
such that for every X € H both (X N Ag) UC, and (X N A1) UCy belong to H2N X.
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PROOF. Since X is comeager, there are s(n) C I(n) € N for n € N such that
I(n) are disjoint and X 2 {X | (3*°n)X N I(n) = s(n)}. By Theorem [[.6] there
is an infinite d C N such that (J, ., /(n) € H. Partition d into two infinite sets,
d=dyUd;. Let

Ao =Upeq, I(n), A1 =N\ Ay, Co=U,eq,5(n); C1=U,ecq, s(n).
If X € H then, both Yy = (X N Ag)UC; and Y; = (X N A;) U Cy belong to H2.

Also, Vj € (,¢4,[I(n), s(n)] for j = 0,1, hence both Yy and Y1 belong to X, as
required. 0

1.3. Tree-like almost disjoint families. Infinite sets A and B of integers are
almost disjoint if their intersection is finite, and that A almost includes B, if B\ A
is finite. For s € {0,1}<N let |s| denote its length (equivalently, its domain). For
s and t in {0,1}<N we write s C ¢ if s is an initial segment of ¢. If f and g are in
{0,1}" and distinct then f A g is the maximal common initial segment s € {0,1}<N
of f and g.

Under the name of neat families, tree-like almost disjoint families were first used
in [24], 11.4.1] and [31].

Definition 1.9. A family A of almost disjoint sets of integers is tree-like if there
is an ordering < on its domain D = [J.A such that (D, <) is a tree of height w and
each element of A is included in a unique maximal branch of this tree.

An example of a tree-like family that is also a perfect subset of P(N) is given as
follows.

Ezample 1.10 (Perfect tree-like almost disjoint family). Suppose that J(s), for
s € {0,1}<N are pairwise disjoint nonempty finite subsets of N. For f € {0,1}" let

J(f) = U{Jffn | f €40, 1}N}'
Then A(f) N A(g) = U,z pag J(8) for f # g. Therefore the family

A{J} ={J(H)| f €{0,1}"}

is tree-like, and even a perfect subset of P(N).
We say that A{Js} is a perfect tree-like almost disjoint family.

Lemma 1.11. If A is a perfect tree-like almost disjoint family, then there is a
perfect tree-like almost disjoint family B such that every element of B includes 280
elements of A.

PRrOOF. We have A = A{J} for pairwise disjoint finite sets Js, for s € {0, 1} <M.
For s € {0,1}<N with length n, let

L= J{J | 2n < |t] < 2(n+1), () < n)t(2j + 1) = s(j)}.

This is a family of finite, pairwise disjoint, sets. Let B = A{Is}. Then every f
satisfies

1(f) = I = LI (9) | 9(25 + 1) = £(j) for all j}

and B is as required. ([l
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1.4. Martin’s Axiom. We assume that the reader is familiar with Martin’s Axiom
MA and its weakening MA (o-linked). See for example [19].
For distinct a and b in {0,1}" let

A(a,b) = min{n | a(n) # b(n)},
anNb=a] Aa,d).

If Z C {0,1}" then let A(Z) = {a A b | a,b are distinct elements of Z}. Equiva-
lently, A(Z) = {s € {0,1}<N | [s7j]N Z # 0 for j = 0,1}. The set A(Z) is a tree
with respect to C and its i-th level is {s € A(Z) | {t € A(Z) |t T s}| =i+ 1}}.

Lemma 1.12. Assume MA(o-linked). If Z C {0,1}" is uncountable and for every
s € A(Z) and 1(s) is a finite interval in N such that |s| < min(I(s)), then there
are an uncountable Z' C Z, an increasing sequence k;, for i € N, in N, and
it A(Z') = N such every s € A(Z') satisfies I(s) C [ki(s), ki(s)+1)). Moreover,
for every i € N, the set S; = {s € A(Z') | i(s) =i} is the i-th level of A(Z').

Proor. We may assume that Z has no isolated points, by removing all relatively
open and countable subsets of Z. Let P be the poset of all p = (F(p), k(p)) such
that F(p) € Z and k(p) is a tuple ko(p) < k1(p) < --- < Ei(p)(p) for some I(p) € N
such that the following holds.

(1) For all s € A(F(p)), I(s) C [ki(p), ki+1(p)) for some i < I(p).
(2) For all i <(p), |[{s € A(F(p)) | I(s) C [ki(p), kix1(p))} is the i-th level of
A(F(p)).
In order to prove that P is o-linked, it suffices to prove that every two conditions p
and ¢ such that k(p) = k(q) and (with [ = I(p) = I(q) and k = k;(p) = ki(q)) they
satisfy {z [k |z € F(p)} ={z [ k| z € F(q)} are compatible.

Assume for a moment that F'(p) N F(q) = 0. Thus for every z € F(p) the unique
x’ € F(q) such that x [ k; = 2’ | k; is distinct from z. Then let F(r) = F(p)UF(q),
I(r) =141, ki(r) = ki(p) for i <1, and kj41(r) = max{I(A(z,2")) | z € F(p)} + 1.
Since I(zAx') > |z Aa’'| > k, the condition 7 = (F", k(r)) belongs to P and extends
both p and gq.

Now consider the case when the set Fy = F(p)NF'(q) is nonempty. Thus Fj is the
set of all z € F(p) such that the unique 2’ € F(q) which satisfies « | ky = a’ [ k; is
equal to z. Since Z has no isolated points, for every x € Fy we can find 2’ € Z\ {z}
such that ¢ [ k=2’ | k. Let F(r) = F(p)UF(q)U {2’ | x € Fp}, I(r) =1+ 1,
ki(r) = ki(p) for i <1, and kj41(r) = max{I(A(z,2’)) | = € F(p)} + 1. As in the
previous case, 7 = (F(r), k(r)) is a condition that extends both p and g.

For every z € Z the condition p, satisfying F(p,) = {z}, {(p.) = 0 and ko(p,) =0
belongs to P. Since P is o-linked, some condition p € P forces that {z € Z | p, € G}
is uncountable. Therefore MA(o-linked) implies that for some filter G C P the set

={z € Z | p, € G} is uncountable and that for every [ there is p € G satisfying
I(p) > l. Since G is a filter, for every F € Z there is p € G such that F(p) D F.
For each ¢ let k; = k;(p) for some p € G such that I(p) > [. Since G is a filter, k; is
well-defined. Clearly Z’ and the sequence k; are as required. ([

1.5. Open colouring axioms. In this section we state two self-strengthenings of
OCA~. It is the introduction of the second one, OCA#, in [I] that precipitated the
progress reported here. Readers unfamiliar with these axioms may want to skip
this subsection on the first reading, and consult the definitions later on as needed.
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Definition 1.13. OCAr is the following statement. If X is a separable metric space
and [X]? = Ko U K is an open partition, then X either has an uncountable K-
homogeneous subset or it can be covered by a countable family of K;-homogeneous
sets.

Definition 1.14. OCA is the following statement. If X is a separable metric
space and [X]? = K' U K7, for n € N are open partitions such that K5 2 Kg“
for all n then one of the following applies
(1) There are sets X,,, for n € N, such that X = |J,, X,, and [X,,|SK}. (We
say that X is o-K;-homogeneous.)
(2) There are an uncountable Z C {0,1}" and a continuous f: Z — X such

that {f(a), f(b)} € KOA(a"b) for all a,b in Z.

Although OCA# appears to be tailor-made to work with Biba’s trick (see the
final segment of the proof of Theorem 1] and the final segment of the proof of
Proposition [53), realizing this took considerably more time than the author would
be prepared to admit.

Definition 1.15. OCA# is the following statement. Suppose that X is a separable
metric space and that V; is a countable family of symmetric open subsets of [X]?
such that (JV; DO |JVj41 for all j € N. Then one of the following alternatives holds.

(1) There are sets X,,, for n € N, such that X =J,, X, and
[Xn]2 N U Vn = 0
for all n.
(2) There are an uncountable Z C {0,1}Y, an injective f: Z — X, and

p: A(Z) — UU;V; such that p(s) € V|, for all s and all distinct ¢ and
b in Z satisfy

{f(a), f(b)} € planb).

In [23] §5] it was proven that OCAT and OCA, are equivalent, and analogous
proof was used in [I, Theorem 3.3] to prove that OCA¥ is equivalent to OCAr.

2. APPROXIMATIONS TO A HOMOMORPHISM
2.1. Coherence of approximations.
Definition 2.1. Suppose that Z is an ideal on N, ®: P(N) — P(N)/Z is a homo-
morphism, @, is a lifting of ®, and K is an approximation to Z (i.e., if Z C LU Fin).
function ©: P(N) — P(N) is a K-approzimation to ® if for every A C N we have
®.(A)ABO(A) € KU Fin.
If this holds for all A € X for some X C P(N), then we say that © is a K-

approximation to ® on X.

The following variation on the standard stabilization trick is a second-order corol-
lary (it is a corollary to Corollary [L).

Corollary 2.2. Suppose that T is an ideal on N with closed approzximation IC,
®: P(N) — P(N)/Z is a homomorphism, and H is a hereditary nonmeager subset
of P(N),
(1) If ® has a Baire-measurable K approzimation on H?, then it has a contin-
uwous KUK approxzimation on H.
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(2) If ® has a K approzimation on H? whose graph can be covered by graphs of
countably many Baire-measurable functions, then it has a KUK approxi-
mation whose graph can be covered by graphs of countably many continuous
functions on H.

PROOF. For the first part, suppose © is a Baire-measurable K-approximation
to ® on H2. Every Baire-measurable function between Polish spaces is continuous
on a comeager set X. By Corollary [[L] there are a partition N = Ag LI A; and
sets Cp C Ap and C7 C A; such that for every X € H both (X N Ag) U Cy and
(X N A;)UCy belong to H2 N X. Then

X — @((X N Ao) U 01) n (I)*(A()) U @((X N Al) U Oo) n (I)*(/h)

is a continuous K?-approximation to ® on H.

For the second part, fix Baire-measurable functions {0,,} whose graphs cover
the graph of a K-approximation to ® are continuous. Apply Corollary[L.8 as before.
For all m and n, the function

X 0,(XNA)UC)ND(A)UB,((XNA)UCH ND.L(A4)

is continuous, and graphs of these functions cover the graph of a K2-approximation
to ® on H. (|

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that T is an analytic ideal, that ®: P(N) — P(N)/Z is a
homomorphism, and that H; for j = 0,1 is a nonmeager hereditary subset of P(N)
closed under finite changes of its elements.
(1) If ©;: P(N) — P(N) is a continuous lifting of ® on H; for i = 0,1, then
each ©; is a lifting of ® on a relatively comeager subset of Ho U H1.
(2) If K is an analytic approzimation to T and ©;: P(N) — P(N) is a con-
tinuous K-approzimation to ® on H; for i = 0,1, then each ©; is a K2-
approzimation to ® on a relatively comeager subset of Ho U H;.

PRrROOF. By taking K = 7 and and noting that in this case K2 = K, one sees
that it suffices to prove the second part. Towards this, note that the set

is Borel. By Theorem [[L6] H = Ho N H; is hereditary and nonmeager. Since ) is
analytic and includes H, it is comeager. Hence for a relatively comeager set of A
in Ho we have that ©1(A)AP,(A) C (01(A)ABO(A))U(Og(A)AD,(A)) belongs to
K? U Fin. Therefore O, is a K?-approximation to ® on a relatively comeager subset
of Ho. Analogous proof shows that O is a K?-approximation to ® on a relatively
comeager subset of H;, and the conclusion follows. (Il

The following coherence property is a more precise version of Lemma 23] (see
also Claim [I] from the proof of Theorem [l for a simpler version).

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that T is an ideal, ®: P(N) — P(N)/Z is a homomor-
phism, IC is a closed approximation to I, and ¥; is a continuous K-approximation

to ® on a nonmeager hereditary set H;, for i = 0,1. Then there are k and m’ in N
such that all A C [k, 00) satisfy (Uo(A)AU1(A))\m' € KO,

PRrROOF. By Theorem [[.G] H = Ho N H; is hereditary and nonmeager. We claim
that there is m’ such that all A € H satisfy (Uo(A)AU;(A))\ m' € K°. Since
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both ¥y and ¥ are K-approximations to ®, every a € H satisfies Uo(A)AT(A) €
K2 U Fin. Let

g(A) = min{m : (To(A)AT(A))\m e K?}.
By the continuity of ¥y and ¥y, the set
Xn={AeH :g(A) <m}

is relatively closed in H for every m. Since H is nonmeager, we can find m large
enough for A, to have nonempty interior (relative to ). Let k and v C k be such
that the clopen set U = {A | ANk = u} satisfies UNH C Xyy,. Then all A C [k, 00)
satisty

(1) (Uo(uU A)AT, (uU A)) \ m € K2

By Lemma [[7] and increasing k if needed we may assume that H N P([k, c0)) is
dense in P([k, 00)).

Since ¥y is a K-approximation to the homomorphism ® on H, for every A € H
and every s € Fin we have Wo(A)AW(AAs)AV,(s) € K2 U Fin. Thus we can set

fo(A) = min{l : (Uo(A)ATG(AAS)AT((s)) \ 1 € K3 for all s C k}.

Let f1: H — N be the analogously defined function with ¥y replaced with ¥;. The
sets {A € H : f;(A) >n} for j =0,1 are, by the continuity of ¥;, relatively open
for every n. Since ‘H is nonmeager,

2 ={aeH : max(fola), fi(a)) < m'}

has nonempty interior for some m’ > m. We claim that m’ is as required. Fix
A € H such that min(A) > k. Then (writing z ="* y if (zAy)\ [ € £ and applying
@ to A and to uU A = uAA in the second equality)

Wo(A) =% To(uAA) AT, (s) ="K ) (uAA) AT, (s) =5 T, (A)

thus (Wo(A)AW,(A)) \ m' € K19 as promised. Since H N P([k,o0)) is dense in
P([k,00)) and both ¥y and ¥, are continuous, this holds for all A C [k, o), as
required. ([l

2.2. Ideals associated with approximations to a homomorphism ®. The
proof of Theorem [[4]is a struggle to prove that the ideals defined in this subsection
are large. This (outline) goes back to the original rigidity proof, that in an oracle-cc
forcing extension all automorphisms of P(N)/ Fin are trivial ([24]). In this proof,
one shows that Jeont (as defined below) is dense (in the sense that every infinite
A C N has an infinite subset that belongs to Jeont), then that it is a P-ideal, and
finally that it is equal to P(N). Being a P-ideal is used to assure that a certain
poset is ccc. Courtesy of Biba, we can skip this part. Instead we prove that Jeont
intersects every perfect tree-like almost disjoint family (Proposition B]) and then
that it is equal to P(N) (or, in case when ® is a homomorphism, that a single
continuous function provides a lifting of ® on all sets in Jeont)-
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Definition 2.5. If 7 is an ideal on N and is K is a closed approximation to Z, then
for a homomorphism ®: P(N) — P(N)/Z let

JK (@) ={A :® has a continuous K-approximation on P(A)},

cont

TE (@) = {A :® has a continuous K-approximation

contx*

on a relatively nonmeager hereditary subset of P(A)},
JK(®) = {A :® has a K-approximation on P(A) whose graph
can be covered by graphs of countably many Borel functions}.

We will omit the parameter ® and write JX ., JX . | or X whenever & is clear
from the context (that would be always, since all homomorphisms in this paper are

denoted ®). We also write
Jeont = '-7c€nt7 Teonts = '-7c{)nt*7 and J, = ..7(,1

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that I is an ideal with approximations IC and L and that
®: P(N) — P(N)/Fin is a homomorphism
(1) We have T<UTE C JRUE, T8 U TG € Teome » T UITF € To 25,
G/I’ld Fln g '-7c’gnt g '-7c’gnt*'

(2) Each one of K., TK. .., and T is closed under finite changes of its
elements.

ProOF. () Observe that if © is a K-approximation to ® on P(A) and T is an
L-approximation to ® on P(B), then

X—OXNAUT(X\A)NB)
is a KU L-approximation to ® on AU B.
@) would have been trivial had we only assumed that ker(®) DO Fin. If A €
JK . as witnessed by © and s € N\ 4, fix a lifting F of ® on P(s). Then

X — F(XNs)uB(XNA)) is a K-approximation to ® on P(AUs). Proofs in case
of JX .. and JX are analogous. (]

The following is an immediate consequence of Corollary

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that T is an ideal with approximation K and ®: P(N) —
P(N)/Z is a homomorphism.

. . . 2
(1) {A|® | P(A) has a Baire-measurable K-approzimation} C JX ..

(2) {A|® | P(A) has a K-approzimation whose graph can be covered by graphs
of countably many Baire-measurable functions} C jfz. O

The following proposition is a variation on [7, Lemma 3.12.3] (see also [11]
Lemma 3C] and the appendix to [I]) and we include its proof for completeness.

Proposition 2.8. Suppose that T is an ideal with a closed approximation K and
®: P(N) — P(N)/Z is a homomorphism. If X € J,(®) and X = ||, An, then
A, € jc’c2 for all but finitely many n.

ont

The proof of Proposition 2.8 uses the following lemma.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that Z is an ideal with a closed approzimation IC, ®: P(N) —
P(N)/T is a homomorphism with lifting ®., there is a partition N = AU B, [s] is a
relatively clopen subset of P(B), and F: P(N) — P(N) is Borel-measurable. Then
the following holds.
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(1) The restriction of ® to the set T of all a C A such that the set
Z(a)={be[s]nP(B) | FlaUb)N®,(A)AP,(a) € KU Fin}

is comeager in P(B) has a C-measurable K-approzimation.
(2) In particular, if T is relatively comeager in some clopen subset of P(A),
then ® has a continuous K?-approzimation on P(A).

Proor. () For simplicity of notation, we may assume [s] = P(B). Since the
Boolean operations N and A are continuous, the function

(a,b,¢) = (FaUb) NP, (A))Ac
is Borel, and therefore the set
X ={(a,b,c) € P(A) x P(B) x P(N) | (F(aUb)N ®,(A))Ac € KU Fin}

is, being the preimage of KU Fin by a Borel-measurable function, Borel-measurable.
The set

Y ={(a,c) e P(A) x P(B) | {b C B (a,b,c) € X} is comeager}

is, by Novikov’s theorem ([I7, Theorem 29.3]), analytic. By our assumption, for
every a € T the set Z(a) = {b C B | (a,b,®.(a)) € X} is comeager in P(B), in
particular the section ), is nonempty for all a € T.

Therefore the Jankov, von Neumann Uniformization theorem ([I7, 18.A]) implies
that there exists a C-measurable function Go: P(A) — P(B) such that (a, Go(a)) €
YiforallaeT. Let

G(a) = F(aUGo(a)) N D, (a).
Then G is the composition of a C-measurable function and a Borel function. Since
the preimage of an analytic set by a Borel-measurable function is analytic, the
G-preimage of every open set is C-measurable, and G is therefore C-measurable.
Moreover, for every a € T we have that Go(a) belongs to the comeager set Z(a),
and therefore G(a)A®,(a) € KU Fin, as required.

(@) Assume that 7 is relatively comeager in some clopen subset of P(A4). By (), ®
has a C-measurable K-approximation on 7. Since every C-measurable function is

Baire-measurable, ® has a continuous K?-approximation on P(A) by Lemma 2.6]
O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.8 We may assume X = N. Fix a partition N =
L],, A» and Borel-measurable functions F),: P(N) — P(N) whose graphs cover the
graph of a K-approximation to ®.

It suffices to prove that the restriction of ® to P(A,) has a continuous K-
approximation. Assume this is not the case. Since the ideal Jeont is closed under
finite changes of its elements (Lemma [Z0]), this implies that for every n and ev-
ery nonempty clopen subset [t] of A,, the restriction of ® to [t] N P(A,) has no
continuous K-measurable approximation. It will be convenient to write

C,=U s An
We will recursively choose a,, C A, and X,, C P(C,,) such that the following
conditions hold for all n.
(1) (Fn(Uj<, aj Ub) NP (An))AP.(an) ¢ KU Fin for all b € X,,.

(ii) X, is C-measurable and relatively comeager in [s,]NP(C,,) for some clopen

[sn] CP(Cy).
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(iii) {an} X Xpy1 C X
We will describe the selection of a,, and &,,. For n = 0, our assumption that ® has
no continuous K2-approximation on P(Ag) and Lemma 29 together imply that for
some ag C Ag the set X of all ¥ C Cp such that Fy(agUz) N, (Ag)AD,(ag) ¢ K>
is nonmeager. Since this set is, as a preimage of a Borel set by a Borel-measurable
function, Borel-measurable, there is a clopen set [sg] C P(Cp) such that Xy =
[s0] N X} is relatively comeager in [so] N P(Cp).

This describes the construction of ag, Xy, and [so].

Suppose that a,,, X, and [s,] as required had been chosen. Then we can write
[$n] = [tn] X [us] for clopen sets [t,] C P(Apt1) and [u,] € P(Cpt1). Since A, is
relatively comeager in [s,]NP(C,,), by the Kuratowski—Ulam theorem ([I7, §8.K]),
the set

Tn={a € [tp] NP(Ant1) | the set {x CP(Cpy1) | aUx € X, }
is relatively comeager in [uy,] N P(Cht1)}

is relatively comeager in [t,] N P(An+1)-

Since the intersection of two comeager sets is comeager, by the fact that ® has
no continuous K2-approximation on [t,,] N P(4,), and by applying Lemma 23] to
Fri1, Tn, and [uy,], we can find ap41 C [t,] N P(An41) such that

XnJrl = {x S [un] n P(Cn+1) | any1 Uz € Xn,
Fri1(anp1 Ux) N O (Ang1) Ay (an41) ¢ K}

is nonmeager in P(Cy,11). Being C-measurable, X, 11 is relatively comeager in
P(Ch+1) N [spy1] for some relatively clopen [sp+1] C [un] N P(Cht1).

Then {an+1} X Xpy1 C X, and the sets any1, Xnt1, and [s,41] satisfy the
requirements.

This describes the recursive construction of a,, for n € N. Let a = Un an. By
the assumption, F,(a)A®,(a) € KU Fin for some n. However, a N A,, = a,,, hence
(Fr(a) N @, (A,))AP,(an) € KU Fin, but this contradicts ((i)]).

Therefore the assumption that the restriction of ® to P(A,) does not have
a continuous KZ?-approximation is false, and A, € C’git(fb) for some n. Since
this implies to any sequence of sets whose union is in J*(®), we conclude that

A, € JK () for all but finitely many n. O

cont

3. LOCAL LIFTINGS
At the end of this section we will prove the following local version of Theorem[T.4]

Proposition 3.1. Assume OCAr. If an ideal T is countably 16-determined and
®: P(N) — P(N)/Z is a homomorphism, then the ideal Jeont(P) intersects every
perfect tree-like almost disjoint family nontrivially.

Definition has a long history, starting with [31]. Function ®. will typically
be a lifting of a homomorphism from P(N) into P(N)/Z.

Definition 3.2. Suppose that A is a tree-like almost disjoint family. By A we
denote the hereditary closure of A and for an infinite B € A write A(B) for the
unique element of A that includes B. Let

X4={(C,B)|Be A,CCBY.
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For x = (C, B) in X4 we write C' = C(z), B = B(z), and A(B(x)) = A(x).
If in addition @, : P(N) — P(N) and K is a closed hereditary subset of P(N),
then we define a partition

[XA]2 — Kap*7A)’C U K]’:I)*’A)’C

ALK

by setting {z,y} € Kg) if the following three conditions hold.

Ko(i) A(z) # A(y).
Ko(ii) B(x) N C(y) = C(z) N B(y).
Ko(iii) (2.(B(x)) N 2. (C(1)A(P.(C(x)) NP.(B(y)))) ¢ K.
Endow X4 with a separable metric topology 7%+ by identifying x € X4 with
(C(z), B(z), A(z), ®.(C(x)), ®«(B(z)) in the compact metric space P(N)>®.

Lemma 3.3. Using the notation from Definition [33, K, ALK ., A

subset of [X4)?.

s a T -open

PRrOOF. Conditions (1) and (3) are clearly open. The symmetric difference of
b’'Na and bNa' is included in B, N By, but since the family Ay is tree-like, this is a
finite set determined by the witness for (K1). [More precisely, if m € B,ABg/, then
B, N B, is included in the finite set of points that are below m in the tree ordering
on N that witnesses A is tree-like.] In other words, (K2) is open relative to (K1),
and this proves that the conjunction of (K1)—(K3) defines an open partition. [

Lemma 3.4. Assume OCAr. Suppose that T is an ideal on N, ®: P(N) — P(N)/Z
is a homomorphism. For every closed approximation K to I, the hereditary set

Jc'g;; (D) has nonempty intersection with every perfect tree-like almost disjoint fam-

ily.

PRrROOF. Let @, be a lifting of ®. We will first prove that the hereditary set
jf4 gjfl has nonempty intersection with every perfect tree-like almost disjoint
family. Fix a perfect tree-like family A. For n € N let

K, =KU[N]".
Thus Z C |J, K. Write K5 = K=" (see Definition B:2). When X4 is endowed

with the topology 7%+, this is an open partition.
Claim 1. There are no uncountable Z C {0,1} and function f: Z — X4 such
that {f(2), f(z)} € KOA(Z’Z ) for all distinct z,2" in Z.

PROOF. Assume otherwise and fix Z and f. By (Ko(i)) and (Ko(i1)), for all
distinct z and 2’ in Z we have A(f(z)) # A(f(z’)) and
z )

B(f(2) N C(f(2) = C(f(2)) N B(f(¢)).
Let C =,c; C(f(2)). Then CN B(f(z)) = C(f(z)) for all z € Z and since @, is
a lifting of ® we have

(.(0) N ®.(B(f(2)A2.(C(f(2))) € | K.

Since Z is uncountable, there is n € N such that the set Z’ of all of 2z € Z satisfying
(2.(C)ND(C(f(2))))AD.(B(f(2))) € Ky, is uncountable.
This implies that all z and 2’ in Z’ satisfy

B(f(2)) N C(f(=")) =" B(f(2)) N B(f(z")) N C =" C(f(2)) N B(f(="))
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and therefore B(f(2))NC(f(z')) =5 C(f(2)) N B(f(z')). Since Z’ is uncountable,
there are z and 2z’ in Z’' such that A(z,2") > n. Therefore (Ko(iii)) fails and

{F(2), f(")} & K2®*); contradiction. O

Since OCA is a consequence of OCAr ([23] §5]), there are sets X, for n € N,
such that X4 = {J,, X,, and [X,,]2 C K7 for all n. Let D,, C &, be a countable 7%+
dense set. Since A is uncountable, we can choose A € A\ {A(z) | z € J, Dn}.
Then for every n, if y € D,, and € X,, is such that A(z) = A we then have

{£(@), ()} € KX(ay)-
For ke N, z,y € U,, &, and m € N write
z=Fy if (Cx)Nk,B(x)Nk,A(x)Nk)=(Cly) Nk,B(y) Nk, A(y) Nk),
m* =min{l | (Vn < m)(Vo € X,)A(z) = A=
(3d € D,,)d =™ x and B(d) N [m,m™*) = 0}.

Because D,, is dense in X, for every n and Ay # D(z) for all z € |J,, Dy, m™ is
finite for all m. Recursively define a sequence m(j) by

m(0) = 0 and m(i + 1) = m(i)" for all ¢

and let
Bo = JIm(2i),m(2i + 1)) N A, By =A\By.
Note that A(By) = A(B;) = A. We will prove that B; € JJCKz (®) for 7 =0,1.
In the following argument we write B = By for simplicity. For each n let
Z(n)={(X,Y) |X CB,Y C®,(B),(Vj>n)(3dcD,)d =" (X,B)
and Y N ®,(B) N®,(B(d)) =X &,(C(d)) N ®.(B) N ®,(B(d)))}.

Claim 2. Suppose that x € X, and B(z) = B and let X = C(x). Then the
following holds.

(1) (X,®.(X)) € Z(n). .

(2) If (X,Y) € Z(n) then Y =K &,(X) N .(B).

ProoF. If (X, B) € &, then for every j > n there is d € D,, such that d =7
(X, B) and B(d) NU;~; Jfim(iy = 0. Therefore B(d) N X = BN C(d) and by the
choice of B we have A(d) # A(B). Since {d, (X, B)} € K7, this implies

. (X) N . (B(d)) = .(C(d)) N .(B)

and therefore ®,(X) N ®,(B(d))N®,(B) =K &,(C(d)) N ®,(B)N®.(B(d)). Since
D,, is ®+-dense in X,,, we can choose such d € D,, for an arbitrarily large j > n
and this implies (X, ®.(X)) € Z(n).

To prove the second part of the claim, suppose (X, B) € X, and (X,Y) € Z(n)
for some Y C ®,(B). Then for every j > n there is d € D,, such that d =77 (X, B),
B(d) N Ui>j Jj(m(z) = @, and

Y N ®,(B) N ®,(B(d) =< &,(C(d)) N ®.(B) N &.(B(d)).
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The first equality implies X N B(d) = C(d) N B. Since in addition (X, B) € X,
and B(x) # B(d), the KJ-homogeneity of X, implies ®.(X) N ®,(B(d)) =X
®,(C(d)) N ®,(B) and therefore

Y No,.(B)ND.(B(d)) =K% D.(X)NP.(B(d)) ND.(B).
Since D,, is 7 ®+-dense in X,,, for every k in N some d € D,, has the property that

min(®,(B)A®,(B(d))) > m, and therefore the latest displayed formula implies
that Y N ®,(B) =K» ®,(X) N ®,(B), as required. O

We claim that each Z(n) is Borel. Since IC,, is closed, for a fixed d € D,, the set
Z(d,n)={(X,Y)|X CB,Y C ®.(B),d =" (X, B) and
Y N®.(B) N .(B(d) =5 &,(C(d)) N D, (B) N D, (B(d)))}

is closed. Thus Z(n) = ();Usep, Z£(d;n) is an Fys set. By the Jankov, von
Neumann theorem ([I7, 18.A]) there is a C-measurable function ©,, such that for
every (X,B) € X, we have (X,0,(X)) € Z(n). Since X4 = |, &, Claim
implies that for every X C B there is n such that ®,(X) == ©,,(X). Therefore
B = By belongs to jf2 (®), as required. By Lemma 27, B = By is in Jf4.

Analogous argument shows that B; € jf4 and therefore A € jf“gjf“, as
promised. By LemmaZ8l A € JX°. Since A was an arbitrary element of A\ {A(d) |
d € U,, D}, we have proven that for every uncountable tree-like almost disjoint
family A, all but finitely many elements of .4 belong to jfs.

We proceed to complete the proof of Lemma B4l Fix a perfect tree-like almost
disjoint family B. By Lemma [[LT1] there is a perfect tree-like almost disjoint family
A such that every A € A includes infinitely many elements of B. By the first part
of the proof, all but countably many elements of A belong to Jfg. Every such
element includes infinitely many disjoint elements of B, and by Proposition 2.8 all
but finitely many of them belong to Jflﬁ. O

PRrROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.1] FOR F,, IDEALS. Suppose ®: P(N) — P(N)/T is
a homomorphism for an F, ideal Z. By Lemmal[l.3] there is a closed approximation
K to Z such that Z = KU Fin. Then K6 C Z hence T = KU Fin. Then ® and K
satisfy the assumptions of Lemma [B4] and the ideal Jc’g:; (®) from the conclusion
of this lemma is equal to Jeont(®). Therefore Jeont(P) intersects every perfect

tree-like almost disjoint family, as required. (|

In order to extend the conclusion of Proposition B1] to countably determined
ideals we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that ideal I is an intersection of a sequence of Borel sets,
T =), Bn. Then for every homomorphism ®: P(N) — P(N)/I the following are

equivalent.
(1) ® has a continuous lifting.
(2) ® has a Borel-measurable By, -approzimation ©,, for every n.
PROOF. Only the converse implication requires a proof. Let
X ={(a,b) | ©,(a)Ab € B, U Finfor all n}.

Since each B,, and ©,, are Borel, this is a Borel set. By the Jankov, von Neumann
uniformization theorem ([I7, 18.A]) there is a C-measurable function ©: P(B) —
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P(N) such that (a,0(a)) € X for all a, and therefore © is a lifting of a homomor-
phism ® on P(B). By Corollary 2.2, ® has a continuous lifting. O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.]] THE GENERAL CASE. Fix a perfect tree-like al-
most disjoint family A. Let IC,, for n € N, be closed approximations to Z such

16
that Z = 1, (KL U Fin). Lemma B4 implies that Jclggt intersects A nontrivially

16
for every n. This implies that JC’C" contains all but countably many elements of A.

ont
Then all but countably many elements of A belong to (), jclgii. By Corollary 2.2
each of these elements belongs to Jeont O

4. UNIFORMIZATION MODULO A COUNTABLE IDEAL

The case when Z = Fin of Theorem 1] below was proven from OCAr and MA
in [31] and from OCAr in [I, Theorem 3.3], and the general case was proven from
OCAt and MA in [7, Theorem 1.9.2]. The proof for Fin given here is slightly
shorter than the proof in [I]. It uses ‘Biba’s trick’, first used in the proof of [I,
Proposition 5.6]. A more sophisticated (read: more complicated) use of Biba’s trick
can be seen in the proof of Proposition [5.3].

Theorem 4.1. Assume OCA~r. If T is a countably generated ideal on N and
®: P(N) —» P(N)/Z is a homomorphism, then ® has a continuous lifting on the
nonmeager ideal Jeont -

ProoF oF THEOREM [£.Jl By Theorem [[G] if [J.ons were meager then there
would be a perfect almost disjoint family disjoint from Jeons. However, Jeont inter-
sects every perfect tree-like almost disjoint family by PropositionB.Iland is therefore
nonmeager. If X = {n | {n} ¢ Z}, then the homomorphism A — ®(A) N X is al-
ready completely additive. We may therefore assume Z O Fin. We will first prove
the theorem in case when Z = Fin.

Fix a homomorphism ®: P(N) — P(N)/ Fin. For each A € Jeont(®) the restric-
tion of ® to P(A) has a continuous lifting, and by [30] (as extended in [7, Theo-
rem 1.6.1]) has a completely additive lifting. This lifting is of the form B ~— h'(B)
for a function

hA: @*(A) — A.

We fix these functions for a moment, to start with, but reserve all rights to modify
then and re-evaluate the open partitions used in the proof as convenient.

The first step will be to verify that the family h 4, for A € J.ont, has an appro-
priate coherence property .

Claim 1. For all A and B in Jeont the set
Diff (A, B) = {n € ®.(A) N ®.(B),ha(n) # hp(n)}
is finite.

PROOF. Assume otherwise and fix A and B such that C' = Diff (A, B) is infinite.
Define c: [C]? — {0,1,2} as follows.

0 if ha(m)
C({man}<) - 1 if hB(m) =
2 if ha(m) #

hB(n)
hA(TL)
hp(n) and hg(m) # ha(n).



BIBA’S TRICK, WITH APPLICATIONS 17

Let Cp C C be an infinite homogeneous set. If it is 2-homogeneous then A4y =
ha[Co] and By = hB[Cy] are disjoint sets such that ®.(Ag) N ®.(By) is infinite?
(hence Fin-positive); contradiction.

If Cp is 0-homogeneous, then for all m < m’ < n in Cy we have hg(m') =
ha(m) = hp(n) = ha(m'), contradicting the choice of C. The case when Cj is
1-homogeneous leads to a contradiction by an analogous argument. O

Extend each h 4 to a function h% from N into N, = NU {co} by h(m) = oo for
m ¢ ®,(A). Identify A € Jeont with the pair (A4, h}) € Joont X NV, The right-hand
side is a subspace of the Polish space P(N) x N, and we use this identification to
equip Jeont With a separable metric topology 7.

For t € Nand A, B in Jeont we say that A and B conflict on t if Diff (4, B) D t.
For a fixed t € N, the set U; of pairs { A, B} that conflict on ¢ is a symmetric 7-open
subset of [Jeont)?-

This is a great moment to take a glance at the statement of OCA# (Defini-
tion [[TH). For m > 1 let

Vi = {Us | s € [N]", with n =m + (4™ —1)/3}.
Since ¢ C ¢’ implies Uy D Uy, we have V,;, D Vp,p1 for all m.
Claim 2. There is no triple (Z, f, p) with Z C {0,1} uncountable, f: Z — JK

ont’

and p: A(Z) — U,, Vm such that p(s) € Vi for all s and {f(x), f(y)} € p(x Ay)
for all distinct x,y in Z.

PROOF. Assume otherwise and fix Z, f, and p. We may assume that Z has
no isolated points, in which case (A(Z),C) is a perfect tree. (It is not necessarily
downwards closed in {0,1}<N.) If p(s) = U then U = U; for some t of cardinality
|s| + (4¥1+1 — 1)/3; we write A(s) = t. A simple combinatorial argument ([I]
Lemma 3.8]) implies that there are pairwise disjoint B(s) C A(s) C |s| such that
|B(s)| = 2!l for all s € A(Z). Let S, denote the m-th level of A(Z) and note that
s € Sy, implies |B(s)| > 2™. There are therefore disjoint sets J;, for ¢ € {0,1}™,
such that J;NB(s) # 0 for all s € S,, and U{B(s) | s € S} = U{J | t € {0,1}"}.
For g € {0,1}" let

D(g) = Jgtn-

Since the finite sets .J; are nonempty and disjoint, {D(g)} is a perfect tree-like
almost disjoint family. Therefore OCAt and Proposition [3.1] together imply that
D(g) € Jcont for some g. The salient property of D(g) is that D(g) N A(s) # 0
for all s € A(Z). By Claim [1 for every x € Z there is n(z) such that all j €
(/&) 0 D(g)) \ n(z) satisfy hp(ey() = by ()

Fix n such that Z’ = {& € Z | n(x) = n} is uncountable. As the sets A(s)
are nonempty and disjoint, the set {s € A(Z) | A(s) Nn # 0} is finite. Hence
we can choose distinct z and y in Z’' such that A(z A y) Nn = 0. Therefore
D(g)nA(x Ay) # 0, and f(x) and f(y) conflict on D(g) N A(x Ay) # (). However,
each one of hy(,) and hy(,) agrees with hp(, on this set; contradiction. O

Since OCA# is a consequence of OCAt ([I, Theorem 3.3]), by Claim [ and
OCA¥# there are X, for n € N, such that Jeont = U,, &n and [X.)2 NV, =0 for all
n. Since Jeont (P) is nonmeager, we can fix n such that A, is nonmeager.

2Note that we are not assuming ker(®) D Fin.
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Next, we attempt to recursively choose an increasing sequence n; and k; # I; for

1 € N such that the following holds for all mh

(1) The set Fom = {A € X, | ha(n;) =k; for all i < m} is nonmeager.

(2) The set F1,m ={B € X, | hg(n;) =1, for all i < m} is nonmeager.
Since [X,]? N UV, = 0, a recursive construction of such sequences has to stop at a
finite stage (more precisely, before the n+(4"+1 —1)/3-th stage). We therefore have
m (possibly m = 0, with n_; = 0), n;, k;, l;, for ¢ < m such that for all n > n,,_1
and all k # [ at least one of the sets

{A € Fom | ha(n) =k} or {B e Fim|hpn) =1}

is meager.

Let D be the set of n > n,,—1 such that both Fo = {A € Fo., | n € D.(A)} and
F1={B € Fim|n € D.(B)} are nonmeager. Fix n € D. If k and ! are such that
{A € Fo | ha(n) = k} and {B € F1 | hp(n) = I} are nonmeager, then we have
k =1 (otherwise we would have set n,, =n, k,, = k, and l,,, =[). Therefore there
is k such that ha(n) = k = hp(n) for a relatively comeager (in Fo) set of A € Fy
and a relatively comeager (in F7) set of B € Fj.

Define h: D — N by letting h(n) = k, for k as in the previous line.

Claim 3. For all A in Jeont the set
Diff(A,h) = {n € ®.(A)ND | ha(n) # h(n)}
is finite.

PRrROOF. The proof is similar to the proof of Claim [l Assume otherwise and
fix A such that C = Diff(A, h) is infinite. Defining c: [D]?> — {0,1,2} as in the
proof of Claim [, we obtain an infinite Dy C D such that h4[Do] and By = h[Dy]
are disjoint. If By is infinite, then by nonmeagerness of &), there is C € &), such
that C'N By is infinite. Then hc and ha disagree on the infinite set h=1[C N By,
contradicting Claim [I1

Since we are not assuming that ker(®) D Fin, there is a possibility that By is
finite. Fix j € By such that h~'[{j}] is infinite and fix C' € X,, such that j € C.
Then ®({j}) = [Dolrin, but Dy is also equal (modulo finite) to the ®,-image of a
subset of A disjoint from {j}; contradiction. O

Claim 4. The set A =N\ h[D] is finite.

PRrROOF. Assume otherwise. Since F; is nonmeager, there is B € F; such that
AN B is infinite. The function hp: ®.(B) — B has cofinite range, therefore
hp(j) € A for some j > n; contradiction. O

If A € ker(®), then B — h™1(B) is a lifting of ® on Jeont- We need to consider
the case when A ¢ ker(®). Since A is finite by Claim @] it is straightforward to
extend h to ®,(A) so that h=1({j}) =* ®.({j}) for all j € A. Then B — h~1(B) is
a lifting of ® on Jeont, as required. We have proven that the function X + h=1(X)
is a continuous lifting of ® on the nonmeager ideal J.ons. This completes the proof
in case when 7 = Fin.

Now comnsider the general case, when 7 is generated by an increasing sequence
of subsets of N, A, for n € N. If there is m such that 4,41 \ A, is finite for
all n > m, then the range of ® can be identified with P(N \ A,,)/Fin and the

3The remaining part of the proof is Biba’s trick.
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conclusion follows from the first part of the proof. We may therefore assume that
Anq1 \ Ay, is infinite for infinitely many n. By passing to a subsequence, we may
assume A, 1 \ 4, is infinite for all n. Therefore Z is isomorphic to the ideal

Fin x() = {B C N? | (3m)B C m x N}.

The remaining part of the proof borrows some of the ideas from the proof of [7,
Theorem 1.9.2]. Tt will be convenient to use Greek letters for the elements of NN,
For a and § in N we write o <* 8 if (V*°j)a(j) < B(j). For a € NN let T, =
{(m,n) | n < a(m)}. Then ZNP(T,) is the ideal of finite subsets of I',,. Therefore,
by the first part of the proof there are A, C Ty, hy: Ay — N, and an ideal J, on N
such that [, intersects every perfect tree-like almost disjoint family nontrivially and
the function
Vo (X) = o' (X)

satisfies (with @, denoting a lifting of ® and abusing notation to denote the ideal
of finite subsets of N by Fin)

(To(X)A®, (X)) N Ty € Fin

for all X € J,.
Define a partition of [NN]2 = K, U K by setting {«, 3} € Ky if and only if

ha((,7)) # ha((i, 7)) for some ¢ and j < min(a(i), 3(i)).

We identify o with (o, he) and NY with a subset of the Polish space N x NNz, and
use this identification to topologize NN. Then Ky is symmetric and open in this
topology.

Claim 5. There is no uncountable Ko-homogeneous X C NN |

PRrROOF. Assume otherwise. OCAr implies that every subset of N of cardinal-
ity Ny is <*-bounded (|29]). By this fact and a little counting argument, we may
assume that there are an uncountable Ky-homogeneous set X and o € NV such
that 8 < « for all 8 € X. Therefore h, [ g =* hg and there is m = m(f) such
that ha((4,7)) = hp(i,7) for all ¢ > m and j < min(«(é), 8(¢)). Let m be such that
the set Z' = {x € Z | m(z) = m} is uncountable, and choose 5 and v in Z’ such
that hg((i,j)) = f,(¢,7) for all i < m (this is possible since there are only finitely
many possibilities). Then {3,~} € K{*; contradiction. O

By Claim 5] OCAt implies that NN = J &,, and [X,,]? C K; for all n. By [I8],
there are n and m such that for every a € NY some 3 € &, satisfies a(i) < (i) for
all ¢ > m. By K;-homogeneity, h = | sex, Ivp is a function. Its domain includes
[m, 00) x N.

We claim that {A C N | ®&,(A)Ah~!(A) € Fin x(} includes an ideal that in-
tersects every perfect tree-like almost disjoint family. Fix a perfect tree-like al-
most disjoint family A{J,}, for a family of disjoint finite sets Jg, for s € {0, 1}<N.
Since Fin x( is an F, ideal, by Proposition Bl there is f € {0,1}" such that
A(f) =U,, Jfin belongs to Jeont- Let ©: A(f) — P(N?) be a continuous lifting of
® on P(A(f)). We will use the following characterization of Fin x(): Some C' C N?
belongs to Fin x( if and only if C N Ty, is finite for all « € NY. By Lemma 2.4]
for every a € N¥ and for every B C A(f) the set ©(B)Ah; (B)) NI, is finite.
Therefore ©(B)Ah™(B)) N T, is finite for all o, and ©(B)Ah~}(B) € Fin x0.

Thus B — h~!(B) is a lifting of ® on an ideal that intersects an arbitrary perfect
tree-like almost disjoint family, as required. (|
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PRrROOF OF THEOREM [2I Fix an isomorphism ®: P(N)/Z’ — P(N)/Z for an an-
alytic ideal Z' and a countably generated ideal Z on N. By OCAr and Theorem [£.]]
there is a continuous function ©: P(N) — P(N) that lifts ® on a nonmeager ideal 7.
By the methods of [7, §1], there are A C N and h: A — N such that X — h=!(X)
is a lifting of ® on J. Since ® is an isomorphism and since Z’ is universally Baire,
we have N\ A € Z. Since ® is an isomorphism, by removing a set in Z from A we
can assure that h is a biiection, and therefore Z’ is Rudin—Keisler isomorphic to Z.
This also shpws that all automorphisms of P(N)/Z are trivial. O

5. UNIFORMIZATION MODULO 7

The main result of this section is Proposition [£.3] which together with Proposi-
tion Bl completes the proof of Theorem[L.4l Lemma 5. Ilbelow is based on a lemma
due to J.W. Roberts that was one of the (simpler) ideas involved in the solution to
Maharam’s problem ([28§]).

Lemma 5.1. For every m € N, if for all s C m there are I(s) > 2*™ and an
I(s)-tuple 7i(s): no(s) < ni(s) < --- <y (s) in N, the there are pairwise disjoint
sets A(t) C N, for t C m, such that for all s and t some i = i(s,t) satisfies
[ni(s), niva(s)) € A(t).

PROOF. Enumerate 2™ as s(i), for ¢ < 2™, by using the following algorithm.
Choose s(0) so that ngm (0) is minimal possible. If s(¢) for ¢ < k had been chosen,
then let s(k) be such that 7 1)2m (s) is minimal possible among {s < 2 | s # s(i)
for ¢ < k}. This describes the construction. For all k < 2™ we have ngom (s(k)) >
ngam (s(k — 1)) hence the intervals Ji = [ngam (s(k)), n(pr1)2m (s(k))), for & < 2™,
are disjoint and the sequence nj41)2m (s(k)), for & < 2™, is nondecreasing.

Fix a bijection. g: 2™ — P(m) and for ¢ C m let

At) = U [Mi2m 4g(r) (8(k)); nkam g0y +1(5(K)))-
k<2m

The sets A(t) are disjoint, and for all s = s(k) and ¢ we have
A(t) 2 [ngamyg(e)(8(K)), niam 4g1)+1(5(K))),

as required. O

The fact that Roberts’s lemma cannot be reasonaby extended to infinite families
of finite sequences is one of the reasons why the construction of a pathological
Maharam submeasure given in [28] is deep and beautiful. In our situation, we can
get away with a little use of MA(o-linked) (since the existence of a pathological
Maharam submeasure is obviously a 1 statementE MA (o-linked) would be of no
help there).

If K is a closed hereditary set, F', G are functions whose domains are subsets of
P(N), and A C N is such that P(A) C dom(F) N dom(G), then we write

2) F1P(A) =" G1PA)
if all B C A satisfy F(B)AG(B) € K and F | P(A) =FYFin G 1 P(A)ifall BC A
satisfy F(B)AG(B) € KU Fin.

41t is considerably less obvious that it is a Ag statement, but this follows from Talagrand’s
result.
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Lemma 5.2. Assume that ®: P(N) — P(N)/Z is a homomorphism, K is a closed
approzimation to I, and that Y, for n € N, are hereditary sets such that |, Y is
nonmeager and there is a C-measurable KC-approximation O, to ® on YV, UY, for
all n. Then there is a continuous K*-approzimation to ® on a relatively comeager
hereditary subset of |J,, Vn-

PROOF. Our first task is to prove that we may assume each ), is closed under
finite changes. Fix n such that ), is nonmeager. By Lemma [[7] there is k(n) such
that for every s € [k(n),c0)] the set V), = {A C N |sUA € Y,} is hereditary and
nonmeager.

Since we are not assuming that ker(®) includes Fin, there is some extra work
to do. Fix a lifting F,,: P(k(n)) — P(N) of the restriction of ® to P(k(n)). Then
define ©,,: Y,, — P(N) by

On(A) = Fy(ANk(n)) UB,(A\ k(n)).

Since P(k(n)) is finite, this function is C-measurable and it is a lifting of ® on Y.
Let X = {n | Y, is nonmeager}. Since (J,, My is nonmeager, X is nonempty.
By Theorem [L8, H = ,cx Y, is nonmeager, and it is clearly closed under

finite changes of its elements.

An argument similar to Corollary and Corollary 22 follows. Let G C P(N)
be a dense G5 set such that ©,, | G is continuous for all n € X and GN Y, =0 for
alln ¢ X.

Choose disjoint J; € N and ¢; C J; such that {A | (3*°:)ANJ; = ¢;} C G. Since H
is hereditary and nonmeager, there is an infinite set ¥ C N such that Uiey Ji €H.
Let Y = YplY1 be a partition into two infinite sets, let Co = (U, ¢y, ti; C1 = Ujey, tis
By = Uiey0 Ji, and By = N\ By. Then AN B; = C; for j =0 or for j = 1 implies
A e H. If in addition A € Y, for some n, then (A\ B;) U (AN B;) € Y, U, for
j=0and for j = 1. For n € X let (using a lifting @, of ®)

Tn(A) = (2.(B1)NO,((A\ Bo) U(ANBy))) U (P« (Bo) NO,((A\ B1) U(AN B1))).

Since the arguments of ©,, in the definition belong to G, Y, is continuous. Since O,
is a KC-approximation to ® on Y, UV, Y, is a K2-approximation to ® on a relatively
comeager subset of Y, .

Fix m € X and let Y = T,,,. We claim that Y is a K*-approximation to ® on ),
for every n € X. This follows from Lemma [2.3] and completes the proof. O

Proposition 5.3. Assume OCAt and MA(o-linked). Suppose that T is an ideal
on N with closed approximation K, ®: P(N) — P(N)/Z is a homomorphism, and
the hereditary set JX . (®) intersects every uncountable tree-like almost disjoint
family. Then ® has a continuous K -approzimation on JX  (®).

PrOOF. For A and B in JX ,(®) and D C N we say that F4 and F'® conflict

ont

on D if there is s € AN B such that
FA(s)AFE(s)nD ¢ K%.

Since all F4 and F? are continuous, A and B conflict on D if and only if there
is s € AN B such that FA(s)AFB(s) ¢ K. Identify A € JK , with the pair
(A, {(s,FA(s)) | s € A}). This identifies JX . with a subset of P(N) x P(N)Fin,

and endows JX . with the subspace topology, denoted 7.

o
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Claim 1. For every D C N, the set of all {A, B} that conflict on D is symmetric
and T-open.

PROOF. Symmetry is obvious from the definition. Fix open subsets Uy and U;
of P(N) such that F4(s) N D € Uy, FB(s) N D € Uy, and for all X, € Uy and
X1 € Uy we have XgAX; ¢ K2°. Then the sets V; = {C | s € C, FC(s) € U;} for
j =0,1 are T-open neighbourhoods of A and B and A’ and B’ conflict on D for all
A" € Uy and B’ € V. (I

By Lemma 24 for all A and B in JX . there is k = k(A, B) € N such that for
all s C (AN B) \ k we have (FA(s)AFB(s))\ k € K'°. For m € N, let V,, be the
set of all U C [JX (]? such that there are m < nf <n{ <--. <nl,, for which U
is the set of all pairs {A4.B} € [JX,,] which conflict on [n{,n{,) for all i < 2™,
By Claim [l each V,, is a union of symmetric open subsets of [JX (] and clearly
Vi 2 Vimt1, hence these sets are as in the statement of OCA7.

Next we verify that one of the alternatives of OCA# cannot hold.

Claim 2. There is no triple (Z, f, p) such that Z C {0,1}Y is uncountable, f: Z —
Twss and p: A(Z) = \U,, Vi such that p(s) € V| for all s and

{f(), f()} € p(z Ay)
for all distinct x,y in Z.

PROOF. Assume otherwise and fix Z, f, and p. For s € A(Z) let
1(s) = [Isl, ngai).

By MA(o-linked) and Lemma there are an uncountable Z’ C Z and an in-
creasing sequence {k;} such that for every s € A(Z’) some m(s) satisfies

1(s) € [km(s): km(s)+1)

and S, = {s € A(Z') | m(s) = m} is the m-th level of the tree (A(Z’),C).

Fix m. For each s € S,,, we have |s| < m and therefore p(s) is given by m < n§ <
ni <o <nj, forl(s) > 2*™. By LemmaB.Tlthere are disjoint A(t) C [k, km+1),
for t € {0,1}™, such that for all s € S;,, and t € {0,1}", for some ¢ we have
A(t) 2 [nf,ni, ). The sets

A(h) = JA(h T m)

for h € {0, 1}, satisfy A(h)NA(h') C ka(n,n)+1 for all distinct h and A’. Therefore
A(h), for h € {0,1}", is an uncountable tree-like almost disjoint family. By the
assumption, A(h) € JX . for some h. By Lemma 24 for every A € JK . there is
k(A) such that for all s C (AN A(h))\ k we have (FA(s)AFAM (s))\ k € K10, Let
k be such that Z" = {z € Z' | k(f(2)) = k} is uncountable. Choose = and y in Z”

such that A(z,y) > k. Then for all s C (A(h) N f(z) N f(y)) \ k we have (see [2I))
FI@ () \ k=" FAM () \ |k =K PIO)(6) \ k.

However, A(h) N p(x Ay) includes an interval of the form [nf,n$, ), for s = p(z Ay)
on which F/®) and F/®) conflict. The minimum of this interval is at least |s| > &;
contradiction. g
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Since OCAr implies OCA#, by Claim [ we conclude that there are sets X,,, for
n € N, such that J5,, = U, X, and [X,]2 NV, =0 for all n.

We will use a version of Biba’s trick as in the final part of the proof of Theo-
rem LTl Let n be such that X, is nonmeager in the original topology on P(N).
We attempt to recursively choose an increasing sequence n;, s; C [n;—1,n;) (with
n_1 =0), u;, and v; for i € N such that the following holds for all m.

(1) The set Fo.m = {A € X, | FA(s;) = u; for all i < m} is nonmeager.

(2) The set Fim = {B € X, | FB(s;) = v; for all i < m} is nonmeager.

(3) wiAv; & K20 for all i < m.
Since [X,]?2 NUVa = 0, a recursive construction of such sequences has to stop at a
finite stage (more precisely, before the 22"-th stage). We therefore have m (possibly
m = 0), ng, s;, u;,v;, for i < m such that for all s C [n,,_1,00) the set

{(A,B) € Fon X Fim | s € AN B, FA(s)AFB(s) ¢ K2}

is meager. By increasing n,,_1 if needed, we can assure that for every s C [n,,_1,00)
both sets {A € Fom | s C A} and {B € Fi1 ,,, | s C B} are nonmeager.

By Lemma [[7] for a large enough k > n, for every interval of the form [k, ) for
[ > k there is an A(l) € &, such that [k,1) C A(l). Identify &, with a subset of
P(N) x P(N)F1* a5 in the definition of the topology 7 (see the paragraph preceding
Claim []). Let

YV={(X,Y) e P(N)?| (V/))(v©°1) min(YAFAD (X N[k, 1)) N j € K2},

This is a Borel (more precisely, F,5) set. We claim that the section Vx is nonempty
for every X € X,,. Fix X. Since P(j) is finite, for every j the set

Txj={s Cj| (VDF XNk 1)Nj=s}

is nonempty. Then Tx = |J i Tx,j is a finitely branching tree with respect to the
end-extension, and T ; is its j-th level. Since each T’x ; is nonempty, Tx has an
infinite branch Y. Clearly Y belongs to Vx.

Because [X,] NV, = 0 and because k > n, for all (X,Y) € Y such that X € X,
and A € X, satisfies X C A we have F4(X)AY € K2,

The set Z = {X | Yx # 0} is analytic. By the Jankov, von Neumann uni-
formization theorem ([I7), 18.A]) there is a C-measurable selection 6,,: Z — P(N)
for Y. By the previous paragraph, for every X € Z N X, and A € X, such that
X C A we have that 6, (X)AFA(X) € K20,

By Lemma[5.2] applied to K20, there is a continuous K3-approximation to ® on
a relatively comeager, hereditary subset of Jcont- O

6. PRoOOFS OF THEOREM [I.4] AND THEOREM [l

PrROOF OoF THEOREM [[L4l Suppose that Z is countably 80-determined by closed

approximations /C,,, for n € N and that ®: P(N) — P(N)/Z is a homomorphism.

16
By Lemma B.4] jc’ggt@) has nonempty intersection with every perfect tree-like

almost disjoint family.

By Proposition 5.3} @ has a continuous K5 approximation on Jeont. Since this
is true for all n, Lemma 3.5 applied with B,, = K80 implies that ® has a continuous
lifting on a relatively comeager subset X of Jeont. Finally, by Corollary there
are a partition N = Ag LI A; and sets Cy C Ag and C; C A; such that for every
X € Jeons both (XN Ap)UC) and (XN A;)UCy belong to J2,,NX. But Jeons is an
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ideal, hence J2 ; = Jeont, and the argument from Corollary 22] gives a continuous

lifting of ® on Jeont- O

PrOOF OF THEOREM [Il Suppose that ®: P(N)/Z" — P(N)/Z is an isomor-
phism between analytic quotients. Each of the ideals listed in the statement of this
theorem is, by Lemma [[.3] strongly countably determined. Therefore Theorem [T.4]
implies that ® has a continuous lifting on an ideal that intersects every perfect
tree-like almost disjoint family. Such ideal is by Theorem (and Example [[L.T0)
nonmeager. Since ® is an isomorphism, this implies that ® has a continuous lift-
ing. If 7 is a nonpathnological anaytic P-ideal, then it ® has a completely additive
lifting by [7, Theorem 1.9.1]. If Z is a nonpathological F, ideal or one of the
ideals NWD(Q), NULL(Q), or Zy, then ® has a completely additive lifting by
[16], [15]. O

7. CONCLUDING REMARKS

A metric version of Biba’s trick was used in [2, Proposition 2.10].

The most important question related to this work is whether lifting results from
forcing axioms can be extended to analytic ideals whose complexity is higher than
F,s5. The most embarrassing question along these lines is whether some forcing
axiom—any forcing axiom—implies that all automorphisms of P(N?)/Fin x Fin,
where Fin x Fin is the ideal of all A C N? such that all but finitely many of the
vertical sections of A are finite.

I do not know whether the assumption of Theorem [[L4] can be weakened to
OCAr. The use of MA(o-linked) in Proposition appears to be substantial.
See the remarks preceding Lemma This of course leaves a possibility that
a completely different proof circumvents a need for MA(o-linked). Theorem T
suffices for all topological applications of the OCA lifting theorem given in [7], §4].
Thus MA is not needed for any of these results. The conclusion of the analogous
theorem proven from OCAt and MA is that ® has a continuous lifting on an ideal
that is ccc over Fin, a property introduced in [7] stronger than being nonmeager.
Having this property is useful for some applications to the rigidity of Cech-Stone
remainders (for recent examples see [4] and [5]). Closer to the spirit of the present
paper are the results on Cech-Stone remainders in [33], proved using OCAt and
MA. These results rely on deep, difficult, and general results from [32], and I don’t
know whether they can be proven from OCA~ alone.

By adding MA(o-linked) to the assumptions and additional argument that in-
volves [31] Lemma 2.3] (MA(o-linked) suffices for the conclusion of this lemma), it
is possible to improve the conclusion of Theorem [£1] to ‘@ has a continuous lifting
on an ideal J.ont that is ccc over Fin’. Contrary to what had been conjectured in [7],
no assumption short of 0 = 1 suffices to improve the conclusion of Theorem [4.1] to
‘® has an additive lifting’. The Stone duality reformulation of this assertion is more
natural (AN is the Cech-Stone compactification of N): There is a continuous map
f: BN\ N — SN\ N that cannot be continuously extended to a map from SN into
BN. This was proved in [3].
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