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A MODEL FOR GLOBAL COMPACTNESS

SITTINON JIRATTIKANSAKUL, INBAR OREN, AND ASSAF RINOT

ABSTRACT. In a classical paper by Ben-David and Magidor, a model of set
theory was exhibited in which N, carries a uniform ultrafilter that is 6-
indecomposable for every uncountable cardinal 6 < X,,. In this paper, we give
a global version of this result, as follows:

Assuming the consistency of a supercompact cardinal, we produce a model
of set theory in which for every singular cardinal A, there exists a uniform
ultrafilter on AT that is 6-indecomposable for every cardinal 6 such that
cf(A) < 0 < A. In our model, many instances of compactness for chromatic
numbers hold, from which we infer that Hajnal’s gap-1 counterexample to
Hedetniemi’s conjecture is best possible on the grounds of ZFC.

1. INTRODUCTION

An ultrafilter U over an uncountable cardinal x is uniform iff | X| = & for all
X € U. Tt is O-indecomposable (for an infinite cardinal 6 < k) iff for every function
f Kk — 0, there exists a set X € U such that |f[X]| < 6. Note that for ¢
a regular cardinal, #-indecomposability coincides with the requirement that U be
closed under intersections of decreasing sequences of length exactly 6.

The existence of nontrivial indecomposable ultrafilters yields various forms of
compactness. As a simple example, we mention that for every pair § < &k of
infinite regular cardinals, the existence of a 6-indecomposable uniform ultrafilter
on « implies that every stationary subset of Ej = {a < k | cf(a) = 0} reflects.
Richer combinatorial applications of indecomposable ultrafilters may be found in
[She90, Eis12, JM12, RS20, LRZ24].

Sheard [She83] proved that a non-measurable inaccessible x may consistently
admit a uniform ultrafilter that is §-indecomposable for all § < x except for 6 = w.
This was recently extended [RYY24] to a non-measurable x that is moreover weakly
compact. As for successor cardinals, assuming the consistency of a supercompact
cardinal k, Ben-David and Magidor [BM86] constructed a model of set theory in
which N, carries a uniform ultrafilter that is #-indecomposable for all § < X,
except for @ = w. A variation for R, 11 has appeared in a note by Unger [Ungl5].
This variation also secures homogeneity of the notion of forcing involved.

In this paper, a global version of these results is obtained. Our main theorem
takes care of all successors of singulars simultaneously, as follows.

Main Theorem. Assuming the consistency of a supercompact cardinal, there exists
a model of ZFC + GCH in which, for every singular cardinal \:

(1) there exists a uniform ultrafilter on \* that is 0-indecomposable for every
cardinal 0 with cf(X) <0 < \;
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(2) every family of fewer than cf(X) many stationary subsets of Eng(k) reflect
simultaneously;

(3) for every graph G of size AT, for every cardinal 6 € Eécf(A), if every sub-
graph G of G of size less than X\ satisfies Chr(G) < 6, then Chr(G) < 6;

(4) for every two graphs G, H, each of size at most A, if min{Chr(G), Chr(H)} >
A, then Chr(G x H) > \;

(5) if cf(X) > w, then in the forcing extension to add A-many Cohen reals,
w, < 2% holds for every cardinal k < X\ that is the successor of a singular

of cofinality # cf()\).

Compared to the proof of Ben-David and Magidor [BM86], our proof replaces
Magidor forcing by Radin forcing and weak homogeneity is secured here by a variant
of guiding generics that we call gurus. Let us now describe the breakdown of this
paper.

e In Section 2, we provide a few preliminaries, mostly around indecomposable
ultrafilters and their combinatorial consequences.

e In Section 3, we build a coherent sequence U of supercompact measures,
together with a guru sequence t, while ensuring that the two cohere in a
certain way.

e In Section 4, we define Radin forcing with gurus R g using the objects
obtained in Section 3. We verify basic properties of this forcing as well as
verify that it has the strong Prikry property.

e In Section 5, we determine the cardinal structure in the forcing extension

e In Section 6, we study a natural projection II of our Radin forcing Rﬁ,€ to
Prikry forcing Pg &

e In Section 7, we study intermediate models between the extension by Pﬁj
and the extension by Rp ¢

e In Section 8, we establish the aforementioned weak homogeneity of our
forcing.

e In Section 9, we obtain the final model witnessing the conclusion of our
Main Theorem.

e In Section 10, we outline a variation of the final model in which the SCH
fails everywhere.

2. INDECOMPOSABLE ULTRAFILTERS AND ADDITIONAL PRELIMINARIES

For every set of ordinals x, we let 7, : otp(x) — = denote its inverse collapsing
map. By a supercompact measure on P, (A), we mean a normal fine k-complete
ultrafilter on P,; ().

Given a filter D over a cardinal s, we write D* for its dual ideal {x\ X | X € D},
and DT for the collection P (k) \ D* of its positive sets. A base for D is a subset
B C D such that for every A € D, there is a B € B such that |B\ A| < k; the least
size of a base is denoted by x(D) := min{|B| | B is a base for D}.

Definition 2.1 (Ultrafilter number). For every infinite cardinal k:

u(k) := min{x(U) | U is a uniform ultrafilter on x}.
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Definition 2.2 (Keisler, Prikry [Pri68]). Let D be a filter over a cardinal s, and
let 0 be a infinite cardinal. D is said to be §-indecomposable iff for every B € DT
and every function f : B — 0, there exists a T' € [0]<? such that f~1[T] is in D*.

We say that D is [x, v)-indecomposable iff it is #-indecomposable for every car-
dinal 6 with x < 6 < v. Note that D is v-complete iff it is [w, v)-indecomposable.

Fact 2.3 ([IR24]). Suppose that D is a v-complete uniform filter over a regular
uncountable cardinal k, and there is a family of fewer than v many stationary
subsets of {oe < k| D is cf(a)-indecomposable} that do not reflect simultaneously.
Then any element of DY may be decomposed into k-many DT -sets. In particular,
D is not an ultrafilter.

Fact 2.4 (Silver, [Sil74, Lemma 2]). Suppose x = cf(x) < 2X < v < k are infinite
cardinals, and U is a x-incomplete |x, v)-indecomposable uniform ultrafilter over k.
Then there exist a ¥ < x and a map ¢ : Kk — U such that the following two hold:
o for every T <9, o 1] ¢ U, and
e for every function f : k — p with p < v, there exists a function g : 9 — p
such that f =go¢ (mod U).

The following is an easy corollary to the work of Raghavan and Shelah [RS20]:

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that:

e 0 is a regular uncountable cardinal;

S is a nonempty set of singular cardinals;

for every X € S, there is a 0-indecomposable uniform ultrafilter over \¥;
1 18 a singular strong limit of cofinality 6 greater than sup(S).

Then, in the forcing extension to add p-many Cohen reals, uy+ < 21" for every
res.

Proof. Let A € S and fix a f-indecomposable uniform ultrafilter U over s := A™.
Evidently, 8y < cf(p) < £ < p, with U being cf (u)-indecomposable. As U is an
ultrafilter, U = U™ and then [RS20, Definition 4] coincides with Definition 2.2
above. Thus, by [RS20, Theorem 7], in V[G], for G an Add(Ro, u)-generic, every
uniform ultrafilter on A* that extends U has a basis of size no more than p. Thus,
Uyt < p. In addition, 227 > 2% > 4 with cf(2’\+) > AT > cf(u) and hence
2T > >y O

Definition 2.6 (Keisler). A filter D is (), )-regular iff there is a sequence (Ag |
B < k) of sets in D such that (s 5 Ag = 0 for every B € (K]

Note that any uniform ultrafilter over a regular uncountable x is (k, k)-regular.

Fact 2.7 (Kanamori, [Kan76, Corollary 2.4]). For every singular cardinal X\, every
uniform ultrafilter over \* is (A, \T)-regular.

Next, we recall a Menas-type theorem for indecomposable ultrafilters on singular
cardinals.

Definition 2.8. Let A be a singular cardinal of cofinality s, (A\; | i < &) an
increasing sequence of cardinals converging to A, where each \; carries a uniform
ultrafilter Uy ;. Let E be any uniform ultrafilter on . Define

E—l_i<InU)\1i = {Xg)\ | {’L'<I£|Xﬂ/\i S UAJ}GE}.
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Proposition 2.9. Let U and E be as in Definition 2.8. Then E-lim;«, Uy; s @
uniform ultrafilter.

Proof. We first show that U is an ultrafilter.

e NcU: Foreachi<r, A\NX =X €Uyy,s0 e U.

e [ is closed under the superset relation: Let A € U and A C B C . Let
Y € E be a witness for A, i.e. fori € Y, ANX\; € Uy,;. For such ¢, since
BnX 2AN\, we have BN \; € Uy, and hence, B € U.

e The finite intersection property: Let Ag, A1 € U with the witnesses Yy, Y] €
E, respectively. Note that YoNY; € E, and for i € YyNY7, (AgNA1)NA; =
(AO N )\1) N (Al N )\z) S U)\)i. Hence, Agn Ay € U.

e The ultrafilter property: Let A C A. Define f : k — 2 by f(i) = 0 iff
ANA € i. Note that f(i) = 1iff \; \ A € Ur;. Let Y € E be such
that f | Y is a constant. If the corresponding constant is 0, then A € U,
otherwise, A\ A € U. Note that the conclusions are mutually exclusive.

Now, observe that for each X € U, for unboundedly many ¢ < x, we have that
X NA; € Uxy, in particular, | X NA;| = A;. Hence | X| = A, which concludes that U
is uniform. O

Proposition 2.10. Let X\ be a singular cardinal of cofinality k. Assume k < 6 < \.
Suppose there is a set S = {\; | i < Kk} which is unbounded in X\ such that each \;
carries an ultrafilter which is 0-indecomposable. Then X\ carries a 6-indecomposable
ultrafilter.

Proof. For each i < k, let Uy ; be such a witness. Fix a uniform ultrafilter E on .
Let U = E- 1imi<ﬁ U)\J'.

We show that U is #-indecomposable. Let f: A — 0. For i < k, let f; = f | \;
so that f; is a function from A; to 6. By the 6-indecomposability of Uy ;, let v; < 0
be such that f; '[v;] € Uy,. Since k < 6, we have that v* = sup,_,,; < . We
then have that for each 1,

FH 0N = 710 2 f ) € U
This concludes that f~[y*] € U. O

Remark 2.11. e In the setting of Proposition 2.10, if I C (k, ) is such that
for each i € S, U, ; is f#-indecomposable for every 6 € I, then as in the
proof of Proposition 2.10, we also obtain U which is #-indecomposable for
every 0 € I.

e Note that if X is singular, then any uniform ultrafilter on A is cf(\)-
decomposable: fix a cofinal sequence (\; | i < cf(\)) in A. Define f : A —
cf(\) via f(a) := min{i | @ < A\;}. Then for any i < cf()), f~1i] =\ < A,
and hence, f~![i] will never belong to a uniform ultrafilter.

Another simple example is the following: let A be a singular, k = cf(\), and A is
a limit of measurable cardinals (\; | i < k), and each A; carries a normal measure
Uy,i. Let E be a uniform ultrafilter on x. Then E-lim;, Uy ; is #-indecomposable
for every 6 € (K, o). With the similar constructions on the tails of (\; | i < &), for
0 € (K, \), there is a 6-indecomposable ultrafilter on A.

Note that a regular cardinal A has an w-indecomposable ultrafilter iff A is mea-
surable. In fact, countably complete ultrafilters on A are exactly those which are
w-indecomposable. The argument is the following. If A\ is measurable, then any
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countably complete ultrafilter on A will be w-indecomposable: furthermore, for
each f : A — w, there is n such that f~![{n}] € U. Conversely, let U be an w-
indecomposable ultrafilter, and suppose for a contradiction that U is not countably
complete. Let (4, | n < w) be such a witness. Assume that N, A, = 0 and (4, |
n < w) is C-decreasing. For av < A, let f(a) = min{n | & ¢ A,}. By indecom-
posability, there is an n such that f~'[n] € U. Note that f(a) < n iff « ¢ A,_1.
Thus, A\ A,,—1 € U, which is a contradiction.

2.1. Chromatic number of graphs. A graph is a structure G = (G, E') where FE
is an irreflexive symmetric relation on GG. A coloring f : G — u is good iff for every
(x,y) € E, f(z) # f(y). The chromatic number of G is Chr(G) := min{y € On |
f: G — uis a good coloring}.

The following lemma can be extracted from the proof of [She90, Theorem 5.2].

Lemma 2.12. Suppose that all of the following hold:

e \ Kk, u, 0 are infinite cardinals with A\ < k and u9+ < K;

o U is a (\, k)-regular uniform ultrafilter on k that is (6, u°"|-indecomposable;

e G is a graph of size no more than k such that all of its subgraphs of size
less than A have chromatic number no more than .

Then Chr(G) < pf.

Proof. Without loss of generality, G = (k, E). Define a binary relation ~ on the
collection F := [,y A, letting f ~ f'iff {o € dom(f) Ndom(f’) | fla) =
f(a)} € U. As U is in particular a filter, ~ is an equivalence relation.

Claim 2.12.1. (F,~) has no more than i’ many equivalence classes.

Proof. 1f U is §T-complete, then since it is also (6, u]-indecomposable, it is p™*
complete, and then any f € F is ~-equivalent to some constant map, and there are
no more than p many such maps. Hereafter, assume that U is not #*-complete.
Thus, letting x := 67 and v := (u9+)+, it is the case that U is [x, v)-indecomposable
that is not x-complete. It is also that case that 2X = 20" < MW < v < k. By
Lemma 2.4, then, we may fix a ¥ < 6 and a map ¢ : kK — ¢ such that, for any
f K = p, there exists a function g : ¥ — p such that f = go ¢ (mod U). In
particular, for every pair f # f’ of elements of F there are corresponding distinct
elements ¢, g’ of Y. Therefore, the number of equivalence classes is no more than
w? < p?, as sought. O

Let (Ag | K < k) be a witness that U is (A, k)-regular. Consequently, for every
a < Kk, Go = {0 < k| @ € Ag} has size less than A, and hence we may pick a
good coloring ¢, : G, — . For every 8 < &, for every o € Ag, it is the case that
B € Gq, so we may define a function fg: Ag — p via fg(a) :== ca(f).

Claim 2.12.2. 8+ [fg]~ is a good coloring of G.

Proof. Fix an arbitrary pair § E 3’. The set Ag N Ag is in U, and for every
a € Ag N Ag, we have that 8,8 € G, with co(8) # ca(B’) (since ¢, is a good

coloring). So fg 7% far. O
By the last two claims, Chr(G) < . O

Corollary 2.13. Suppose that \ is a singular strong limit cardinal, and there exists
a (cf(N), N)-indecomposable uniform ultrafilter over A\*.
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For every graph G of size X7, for every cardinal p, if Chr(H) < pu for every
subgraph H of G of size less than X, then Chr(G) < pucf). O

Definition 2.14 (Product graph). Given two graphs Gy = (Go, Fy) and G, =
(G1, E1), the product graph Gy x G; is defined as follows:

e V(Go x G1) is Go x G1 :={(g0,91) | g € Go, 91 € G1};
o E(GoxGi)is EgxE1 = {{(90,91), (90,91)} | (90,90) € Eo & (g1,91) € Er}.

Motivated by Hedetniemi’s conjecture [Hed66], Hajnal [Haj85] proved that for
every infinite cardinal ), there are graphs Gy, G; of chromatic number AT whose
product has chromatic number A. Then, Soukup [Sou88] gave a consistent example
of a 2-cardinal gap by forcing to add graphs Gg, Gy of size and chromatic number
Ny whose product is countably chromatic. Finally, in [Rin17], an arbitrary gap was
shown to be consistently feasible, where for every infinite cardinal X\, the axiom
A vields two graphs Gy, G1 of size and chromatic number AT whose product is
countably chromatic. We now show that a 1-cardinal gap is best possible on the
grounds of ZFC alone.

Corollary 2.15. Suppose that X is a singular strong limit cardinal, and there exists
a (cf(N), N)-indecomposable uniform ultrafilter over X*. Then for every two graphs
Go, G1 of size AT, if min{Chr(Gy), Chr(Gy)} > X, then Chr(Gy x G1) > .

Proof. Hajnal [Haj04] proved that for every two infinitely chromatic graphs G, H,
every subgraph of G of size less than Chr(#) has chromatic number < Chr(G x H).
Now, towards a contradiction, suppose that Gy, G, are graphs of size AT such that
A < Chr(Gy) < Chr(Gy), and yet pu := Chr(Gy x Gy) is strictly smaller than .
By Hajnal’s lemma, then, every subgraph of Gy of size less than A\ has chromatic
number < . But, then, by Corollary 2.13, Chr(Go) < uf™ < X since A is a strong
limit. This is a contradiction. O

3. GURU SEQUENCES AND A COHERENT SEQUENCE OF MEASURES

In this section we build a coherent sequence of supercompact measures with some
strengthening of coherent guiding generics that we call gurus. These will be used
to construct the Radin forcing and its variants in future sections of this paper.

As a first step, for a regular cardinal «, we attach a few objects, as follows:

for every x € P, (at), we write a, := otp(a N z);
Ro(at) :={z € Po(a™) | anz € Reg};

Au(a) = {o € Ra(a®) | otp(x) = () '}

Bo(at) :={x € Ay(a™) | ay is strongly inaccessible};
for every @ € Ry (at), let Cy , := Col((ay) T, <a).

Definition 3.1 (Guru). For a regular cardinal o, a sequence & = (t; | i < atT) is
a guru for « iff all of the following hold:
(1) for every i < a™, t; : Po(a™) — V is a function such that ¢;(x) € Cq
for every x € A, (a™);
(2) for all j < i < at™, the set {z € Po(a™) | t;(z) € ti(x)} is nonstationary
in P (at);

We thank Inamdar for suggesting this terminology.
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(3) for every function D : A,(a™) — V such that D(z) is a dense subset of
Ca.x for every x € Ay (a™), there is an i < a™* such that ¢;(x) € D(x) for
all z € Aq(a™).

Remark 3.2. We call ¢’ a guru since it can guide us similarly to a guiding generic
but with a wider reach. Let us explain. First, by convention, we write “s €
to express that s = ¢; for some i < a™". Now, if U is a supercompact measure
on P,(a™) and jy : V — My is the corresponding ultrapower embedding, then
Gu = {[s]u | s € T} satisfies all of the following:

e Gy is a subset of Col(at™, < jy(a))Mv;

e For all u,v € Gy, there is a w € Gy such that w < u,v;

e For every dense open subset D of Col(a™, < ji(a))™v living in My, we

have Gy N D # 0.

Thus, Gy generates an (M, Col(k™ 1, <ju(k)))-generic filter.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that v is a reqular limit cardinal such that 20" = o+, Then
there is a guru for a.

Proof. The proof is a standard diagonalization argument as in [Git10, Lemma 3.5]
and even more so as in [EH18, Lemma 36]. Let (D; | i < ™) be an enumeration
of all functions D as in Clause (3) of Definition 3.1. We build £ = (¢; | i < at*) by
recursion, as follows.

» to: Pa(at) — V is chosen arbitrarily subject to the requirement that to(z) €
Dy(z) for every x € A,(a™), and to(z) := () for any other z.

» For every i < a™* such that (¢; | j < i) has already been successfully defined
to satisfy (1)—(3), pick a t;+1 : Po(at) — V satisfying that ¢;41(x) is an element
of Dj11(x) extending t;(z) for every x € Ay (o), and ¢;11 () := 0 for any other .
It is clear that (t; | j < ¢+ 1) maintains requirements (1)—(3).

» For every i € acc(a™™) such that (t; | j < ) has already been successfully
defined to satisfy (1)—(3), first let (jg | 5 < cf(i)) be a strictly increasing sequence
of ordinals converging to i. For all 8 < v < cf(i), let Cg, be a club in Py(a™)
disjoint from {z € Pq(a™) | t;,(x) € t; (x)}. Then consider the following set C
which is a club in P, (a™):

Ci= A Csy={zePala®)|VByex(B<y<cfli) > zeCy,)}
B<y<cf(i)
The definition of ¢; : Po(a™) — V is now divided into two:

»»> For every z € C'N Aq(ah), since (t;,(z) | B € x Ncf(i)) is a decreasing
sequence of conditions in C, , and since |x N cf(i)| < (a;)™ ", we may define ¢;(z)
to be an element of D;(x) extending all the conditions in the said sequence.

»» For any other x, we simply let ¢;(z) := 0.

It is clear that (t; | j < i) maintains requirements (1)—(3). O

Hereafter, we work in a model V of ZFC+GCH in which & is a s -supercompact
cardinal. The following lemma tells us that there is a coherent sequence of super-
compact measures U and a corresponding coherent sequence of gurus t. Its proof is
an adaptation of [Kru07, Proposition 2.2].

Lemma 3.4. There are:

e a map oY from a set of strongly inaccessible cardinals to the ordinals,
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e a sequence U = <<Ua,i | i< oﬁ(a» | e dom(oﬁ)>, and

e a sequence t = (i, | a € dom(00)>
such that all of the following hold:

(1) max(dom(oﬁ)) = Kk with Oﬁ(li) =rKT3;

(2) for every a € dom(oﬁ), and t, is a guru for a;

(3) for every a € dom(oﬁ) and every i < olj(a):
(a) Ua, is a supercompact measure on Po(a™), and we let Jai V= Mgy,

denote the corresponding ultrapower embedding;

(b) {z € Bo(a™) | ay € dom(o”)} € Uy ;
(¢) joilU o) Ta=TTa;
(d) ja,i(U ra)(a) = <Uoz,k | k< i>;
(€) Joi(t | @)(a) = fa.

Proof. For the sake of this proof, define a relation < over V' x V', by letting (a, b) <
(c,d) iff a =cand b C d. Let j: V — M witness that s is kT F-supercompact.
Define a map ¢ : K — V; by recursion on o < &, as follows. For every a < x such
that g | a has already been defined, set g(«) := ) unless « is strongly inaccessible
and 20" = o, in which case, we let g(a) be a maximal element of (X, <), where
X, is the collection of all pairs (£, (U; | i < 1)) such that all of the following hold:

e t'is a guru for o;
e for every i < [, U; is a supercompact measure on P,(a™), and we let
Jju; + V. — M, denote the corresponding ultrapower embedding;
e (U; | i <) is <-increasing, that is, U; € My, for all i < k <, or I =0, i.e.
the sequence (U; | i < 1) is empty;
e for every i < I, ju,(g | a)() coincides with (£, (Uy | k < 4)).
Note that by Lemma 3.3, X, is nonempty, and that by Zorn’s lemma, (X,, <)
indeed admits a maximal element. This completes the recursion.
Next, define 0¥ to be the following function from {a <k |g(a)#0}U{k} to the

ordinals, as follows. For every a € dom(o¥) N &, write (fn, (Uai | i < o)) := g(a),

and then let 0¥ (a) := lo. Finally, to define o¥ (k), write (£, (Uni | i < 1s)) ==
j(9)(x) and then let oY (k) := I,.

Claim 3.4.1. [,, = xT3.

Proof. For every ¢ <, let jy, , : V — M, , denote the corresponding ultrapower
embedding. Note that for every k < [, for every ¢ < k, Uy, is in M, ) and is
represented by a function from P, (xT) to V,, and the number of such functions
is kT, so that k < kT3, Therefore, 0V (k) < x*3. Suppose for a contradiction

that oV (k) < k3. Using our original x**-supercompact embedding we define an
ultrafilter U* as follows:

U :={ACPu(c") ] jst € j(A)}.

By the closure degree of M, it is the case that U* € M. Let j* : M — Ult(M,U*).
Alsolet i : V' — N be the ultrapower embedding using U* in V, and let k : N — M
be defined via k([f])u+ := j(f)(5“T). It is routine to check that j = k o i. Notice
that for 8 < k™, a — otp(a N B) represents B in N, hence by the definition of
k, k(B8) = otp(j“[x* N j(B)]), therefore crit(k) > x*. This implies k(P. (k1)) =
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(k) and k(P.(kT))) = P.(kT) since N,M are xkT-closed and therefore k |
(k1) = id. Hence for every 8 < (k*3)N, k(8) = 8 so that crit(k) > (k+3)V.

Let ((, UL le<ly) =i(g)(k). Wesee that k(') =t,.. Since k(") = 1. < k13,
we have I, < (k7%)N. Therefore, k(I,) = I/, and for all «, k(U.,) = U/,. Tt
follows that i(g)(k) = ((£,U..,) | ¢ < l.). Since j* = j | M, it is the case that
§*(9)(k) = ((£,Ux.) | ¢ < ). Because we can attach U* to the end of j*(g)(k),
this contradicts the maximality used in the definition of g. O

P
P

Consider U := ((Ua; | i < oﬁ(a)) |a € dom(oﬁ)> and t:= (f, | a € dom(olj)>.
Finally, since dom(oﬁ) = {a < Kk | a is strongly inaccessible}, and for each U in
(Ug,i i< oﬁ(a» and jy : V — My =2 Ult(V,U), we have that in My, « is strongly
inaccessible and 20" = o+ hence, U concentrates on #’s such that o, € dom(o%).
Thus, U and t are as sought. O

Let U and £ be as in Lemma 3.4.

Convention 3.5. For each a € dom(oﬁ)7 write fn, = (taq | i < ). We write
NU(a) for ﬂi<og(a) U,.i- Next, for each A € U («), we disjointify A = Ay U 4,
as follows:

o Ay:={zec Al oﬁ(aw) =0}, and

o A :={z e A|oY(a;) >0}
Note that Ay € Uq 0.

Definition 3.6 (Implicit gurus). For each a € dom(o), we let G(c) be the col-

lection of all functions I with domain in (U (a) such that, for some i < a*+,
ICta

Definition 3.7 (Strong inclusion). For two sets of ordinals z,y, we write
r ¢ yiff z Cyand |z|" < otp(|sup(z)| Ny).
And we denote a class 2 == {y | * € y}.
Note that for z,y € Ay (a™), 2 C yiff z Cy and ()" < ay.
Definition 3.8. For A € U (k) and z € P (k1), write A | z:={y € A |y C z}.

Recall that m, stands for the inverse collapsing map of . This map naturally
induces an isomorphism from P, ((ks)") to Py, (z), which in turn gives rise to a
translation of each U, ; to a corresponding ultrafilter on P, (z), which we hereon
call U, ;. Equivalently, U,; = {A € Px,(2) | jroi“C € Jr,.i(A)}. We likewise
define U, := (U, ; | i < oY (k,)) and N U(z) := ﬂKog(m)
each A in I_j(x) as Ap U A; in the same manner as before, so that 4g € U, g.

U,.,;- We also disjointify

Proposition 3.9. Let A € NU(k). The set B :={z € Pu(sT) | A2z e NU(x)}
is in U (k).
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Proof. Note that
) ("%) [A ]z e Uy}

) ("%) (i “T € Gy (AT 2)]}
’iJr) |Ve<o ("%) i ‘T € Ju,,({y € Aly © x})]}

) ("%) i T €Y € Jrp(A) | Y C Jinpu(@)}}

) ("%) it “T € Jrg i (A) & Jrop 0 C iy ()]}

Now, to show that B € (U (k), let i < oﬁ(m) and we shall show that B € Uy ;,
ie., that @ := j,;“s" is in j.;(B). Since j.i(k). = k and j.i(0Y)(jri(K)z) = i,
this amounts to showing that for all © < 4, it is the case that

Jrofw € jH,L(A) & Jrpn T G j,w(.%').

The first part follows from the choice of A. The second part follows from reflection.

O

Fix a € dom(o ), s € t,. For each z € P,(a™), let s, be a function whose
domain is P, ((az)™) and for each y € dom(sy), s4(y) := s(mz[y]).
Proposition 3.10. Let s € tw. The set B := {x € Po(kT) | 55 € tn,} is in
NU(k).
Proof. Fix i < oﬁ(m) and we shall show that z := j,;“<" is in j, ;(B). Note that
Jri(B) = {2 € Pjo () Ui (K7)) | Gy = 5)(2) B8 10 jic,i ()00}
Since jn.i(z) = , this amounts to showing that j. ;(y — s,)(x) is in f,. However

the latter coincides with our s. O

Finally, we define the relativized version of implicit gurus. For z € Py (k1) we
let G(x) be the collection of all functions I with domain in () U(z) such that, for
some i < (kz)TF, I Cty4, where t,;: Pe, (x) = V is defined via

tei(y) = twi (75 Y))-
4. RADIN FORCING WITH GURUS

We continue with our setup from Section 3. In particular, o’ = KkTT, there
is a coherent sequence U of supercompact measures, and a corresponding coher-
ent sequence of guru sequences t. We define a supercompact Radin forcing with

interleaved collapses Rﬁ > as follows.

Definition 4.1. The forcing R 7 ¢ consists of conditions of the form

p= (c_l, W0, €Oy« -+ y Wi1, Cr—1, W ),
where
(1) n < w;
(2) for i = 0 assuming n > 0:
e wy is a pair (g, Io);
o 29 € Pu(kh);
o if oﬁ(nmo) > 0, then Iy € G(xp); otherwise, Iy = (J;
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e ¢y € Col(wy, <min{ky,, ky | © € dom(lp)});
(3) for 0 <i < n:

e w; is a pair (z;, [;);

o 2; € Pu(kt);

e if 0Y(ky,) > 0, then I; € G(x;); otherwise, I; = {;

e ¢i1 € Col((ky, )T, <min{ky,, ke | © € dom(I;)});
(4) for i =n:

o w, is a pair (z,, I,);

® z, =K,

o [, € G(k);

e ¢,_1 € Col((ky, )", <min{k, | 2 € dom(I,)});
(5) Zo gJ CN Tn—1-

Convention 4.2. For the rest of this section, we write R instead of R .

If p is as above, we write £(p) := n. The working part of p, denoted Q(p),
is (xg,...,2n—1). For z in Q(p), we shall write i,(z) for the unique ¢ such that
2 = x;. The collapse part of pis (c_1,...,¢n—1). The top part of p, denoted top(p),
is (kT, I,). We sometimes concise the expression of p while highlighting its top part

by writing (¢, w, (T, I)) for p, where ¢ = {(c_1,¢cp,...,Cn—2,cn—1) is the collapse
part of p and @ = (wy, ..., w,_1). Alternatively, we may concise p partially as

<85 ’lf), Wmy Cmy -+ s Wn—1,Cn—1, <K’+7 I>>
where @ = {¢_1,...,¢m-1) and W = {(wp,...,wy,_1). Later on, we may add the

superscript p to indicate components of p, e.g., ¢, w?, IF.
Given p,q € R ¢, say

o p= <cziluw1077cg" . ,w:g(p)_17c§(p)—l7w§(p)>7 and
o g= <cq_1,ngcg,...,wg(q)_lacg(p)_lawg(q)>7

define p < ¢ (p is stronger than ¢) iff all of the following hold:

(1) £(p) = U(q);

(2) ¢y <cly;

(3) there are 0 <ig < iy < --- <'igq) = £(p) such that, for each k < £(q),
o 2! =uaf?dom(I}) C dom(I}), and ¢ < cf;
o if i1 < i < i (where i_y = —1), then 2! € dom(I}}), dom(I}) C

dom(I}!), and ¢ < I}l(«?);
o if i1 < i <y, then for each z € dom(1?), I?(z) < I}(x).
We say that p is a direct extension of ¢, denoted p <* ¢, iff p < g and £(p) = £(q).

Remark 4.3. For all p,pg,p1 € Rl},€v if pg, p1 <* p, then there is a py <* pg, p1.

Definition 4.4 (0-step extension). We say that p is a 0-step extension of ¢, denoted
p <" g, iff

(1) p<* g
(2) the collapse parts of p and ¢ are equal,
(3) for every i < {(p), for every x € dom(I?), I (z) = I](x).

Definition 4.5 (1-step extension). Let p be a condition.

2Recall that for k = £(q) the two 2’s are in fact .
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» For z € dom(I?) with i < ¢(p), the 1-step extension of p by x, denoted p+ (),
is the condition

— P I D D P
q - <c€17w07czoj7" .,’LU 7C 7U 7czijuwi+1uczi)+17' . 7wg(p)_1ac§(p)_17wg(p)>7

where

(1) w' = (z,IF | (dom(I}) | 2));

(2) ¢ =I7(z);

(3) v = (af, I} 1 aT).

» For z € dom(IZp)), the 1-step extension of p by z, denoted p + (x), is the
condition

q=(",,wh,ch,... ,wg(p)il, cjg(p)il,w’, (kT 1)),
where
(1) w' = <x,[5(p) [ (dom(IZp)) I 2));
(2) ¢ = Ié)(p) (2);
() I'=1, .
Likewise, we can define p+(xo, . . ., )1 ) recursively as (p+{(xo, . . ., g )+ {Txt1)-

We shall say that p+ (zo, ..., 2,) is an (n+ 1)-step extension of p. Note that p < ¢
is equivalent to p being a direct extension of some n-step extension of ¢ for some
n < w. Now, to another useful variation.

Definition 4.6 (1-step extension while shrinking). Let p be a condition.
» For z € dom(I?) with ¢ < {(p) and B € (U(z), the 1-step extension of p by
(x, B), denoted p + (x, B), is the condition

_ P V. p p p
qg={(wh,ch,...., 0w v & 11)1-+1,c€-3+1,...,wé(p)_l,czg(p)_l,tug(pﬁ7

where
(1) w' = (2, I | (B | x));
(2) ¢ and v’ are as in the definition of p + (z).

» For z € dom(Ig(p)) and B € U(z), the 1-step extension of p by (z, B),
denoted p + (z, B), is the condition

q= <czilu wga cgu s 7w§(p)_17 ng(p)_lawla Cla <"<‘7+7 I/>>7

where

(1) ' = (@10, 1 (B 2);
(2) ¢ and I’ are as in the definition of p + (z).

We define p + (xo,...,2k+1,Bo ..., Brt1) recursively as (p + (xo, ..., xx, Bo,
ooy Br))+(xk+1, Br+1). We shall say that p+(xo, ..., 2Zn, Bo, ..., By) isan (n+1)-
step extension of p while shrinking.

Proposition 4.7. R is k*-Linkedy, that is, there exists a map ¢ : R — kT such
that for all p,q € R with ¢(p) = v(q), there exists anr € R with r <* p and r <* q.
In particular, R has the k*¥-chain condition.
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Proof. As |H,.+| = w7, it suffices to define a map ¢ : R — H,+ with the above
crucial property. We do so as follows. Given a condition p = (¢ |, wh,cf, ...
wf(p)il, sz)(p)fp wg(p)>, we forget the implicit gurus and the top component, i.e.:

)

o(p) = (1, 25, B, - - Ty 1> Chpy—1)-

To see this works, let p,q € R with ¢(p) = ¢(¢). By the definition of ¢ we get
that ¢(p) = €(g) and for all i < £(p) 2¥ = 2! and &' = ¢.

] . .
» For each i < {(p), as I}, I} € G(x;), there are kj,, ki < wf* such that
(I C tu, ki and (I C tuiki- Let ;= max{k/, k. } and by the properties of

the guru there is a club C; in Py, (x) such that ta, 1, () < 1y, ks (¥), bz, k2 () for all
x € Cy. Set A; := dom(I?) Nndom(I]) N C; and let w; := (x4, tz, 1, | Ai)-

> As Iy, Ij,) € G(k) there are I, lg < k%7 such that Ij C tx, and I Ctey,,
so we let | := max{l,,l,}. By the properties of the guru there is a club C in
Pw(kT) such that t, (x) <tey, (), te,(z) for allz € C. Set Ay, = dom(IZP)) N

dom(Iéq(q)) N C, and then let Wy, = (K, e [ Agpy)-
Finally, let
ri= <C€1, ﬁ)o, Cg, “ee ,UNJg(p)_l, Cg(p)fl’ ﬁ)g(p)>
Then r <* p, q, as sought. O

Definition 4.8 (Factorization). Given a condition p € R and i < {(p) with

0Y(k,r) > 0, letting = := 2¥, we factor R/p as R]" x RE* as follows. Each
q < p is viewed as a pair (g, q,) where

g
o g =(t wl,....cl ,wl), where i :=i4(x), and

o qu={(c},w) ,... ’CZ(q)71’wg(q)>'
Note that R}"* is isomorphic to a cone of a natural variation of R that we denote

by ler(nzﬂ),f[(nzﬂ)' Specifically, we identify ¢; with

q g q /
<C—17w07007 o '7Cj717wj>7

where w}, = (m; [xl], [} om,) for every k < j. We sometimes denote this collapsed
version of ¢ by m;(q). Also note that RP* is a regular subposet of R in which
the first component of a condition is an element of Col((r,)"", <x), so that it is
(kg )T T-closed. We sometimes denote ¢, by q | RP:Z.

Several properties of the poset R have reflected analogs for Rﬁr(mﬂ) El (1 t1)"

For example, we have seen that Ry ; has the x*F-chain condition, and likewise
Rt kot 1)E1(nat1) has the (kz)TT-chain condition. We will make use of this kind
of analogous properties throughout the paper, especially when we determine the
cardinal structure in various generic extensions.

Proposition 4.9. (R <*) is (k,)" T -closed.

Proof. Let (g | B < 7) be a <*-decreasing sequence of conditions in RE*  with
v < (kg)TT. We may assume ¢(gg) > 0 for each S, since the other case is simpler.
Write gg = (c—1,8,W0,8,C0.8; - - -, Wn—1,8; Cn—1,8, Wn,3) Where w; g = (x;,1; 3) and
c1, € Col((ka) ™™, <kg,). For each i € nU{~1}, let ¢f == Uy, cip-

» For each i < n, recall that I; 3 C t,,, , for some l; g < r;T. Since the club
filter on Py, (2;) is ky,-complete, we may pick a club C; and a large enough I} such
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that for all 8 <~ and y € Cj, to, 12 (y) < tay, 5 (y). Let A7 := (5, dom(Z; 5) N C;
and I7 =ty = | Af.
» For i = n, we similarly pick A}, C (5., dom(l, ) and an implicit guru I;
such that for all 8 <y and y € A%, I*(y) < I, s(y).
Evidently,
q = <C*—17 <x07jg>v CS, ooy (@not, IZ—1>’ Cr—1’ <H+7I;:>>

is a <*-lower bound of the sequence (g3 | 5 < 7). O
Definition 4.10 (Tuple below). For each z € P, (k™), a tuple below x is a sequence

t= <C,1,’(U0, COyevvy Wm—1, Cmfl>

for which there exists a condition ¢ in R of the form

<C—17w07007 vy Wm—1,Cm—1, <$7]>7cm7 e 7wn—lucn—17wn>7

so that ¢ =t~ ((z,...),...).
An easy calculation yields the following.
Proposition 4.11. The collection of all tuples below x has size at most (k;)". O

Definition 4.12 (Trees). A tree is a subset T of <"H,.+ for some n < w such that
every s in T is a finite nonempty sequence, all of whose nonempty initial segments
are in T as well.> The least such n is denoted by n(T').*

For every s € T, let ht(s) := dom(s) — 1;

For every j < mn, set Lev;(T) :={s €T | ht(s) = j};

For every s € T, let Sucer(s) :={y € H.+ | s~ (y) € T'};

A mazimal node in T is an element s € T' with dom(s) = n.

Realm(T) = J{Im(s) | s € T'}.

Note that T C <™(T) Realm(T).

Definition 4.13 (Side-by-side maximality). For any sequence Ty, ..., T} of trees,
we shall denote by S(Ty, . .., T)) the collection of all sequences §= (s, |t < k& T, #
() such that each s, is a maximal node in 7,.

Definition 4.14 (Fat trees). A fat tree is either s-fat tree or an a-fat tree for some
x, where the two are defined below:
e A k-fat tree is a tree T' such that:
(1) every s € T is C -increasing sequence of elements of Py (k™1);
(2) for some i < oY (k), {y € Pu(k") | (y) € Levo(T)} € Uy 4;
(3) for every y € Lev;(T') that is not a maximal node, for some i, < o[j(m),
Sucer(y) € Ug,i, -
e For z € P.(kt), an z-fat tree is a tree T such that:
(1) every s € T is ¢ -increasing sequence of elements of P,;_(x);
(2) for some i < oY (ky), {y € Px, (2) | (y) € Levo(T)} € Uy s
(3) for every y € Lev;(T) that is not a maximal node, for some i, <
oﬁ(mz), Sucer(y) € Uz,

30ur trees have no root.
4In particular, n(T) = 0 iff T = 0.
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Let T be a fat tree. We say that T is compatible with a condition p iff for
some ¢ < {(p), T C <“dom(IP). For every node s = (yo,...,ym) in T, a vector
B = (Bo,...,By) is of s-measure-one iff for all i < m, B; € (U(y;). Note that
in this case, p + (s, E) is meaningful a la Definition 4.6. Furthermore, whenever
Ty, ..., Tk is a sequence of nonempty fat trees, each 5 is a maximal node in T},
and B is of §,-measure-one, we may define p + (5,B) for § := (sq,...,sx) and
B = (BO, ey Bk) in the obvious way. We also extend it to accept empty trees by
simply ignoring these ‘ghost’ coordinates.

Lemma 4.15. Suppose:
e p is a condition;
o for every v < U(p), T, is an xP-fat tree;
o Ty is a k-fat tree;

oy

e for each § in S(Ty,...,Typ)), one attaches a sequence BY = (é |« <

U(p) & T, # 0) such that each BY is of s,-measure-one.

Then there are p* <** p and for each v < {(p), there is a fat subtree T C T,
with n(T*) = n(T,) such that the following set

{p* + (5B | §eS(Ty,.... Tj,)}
is predense below p*.

Proof. We only deal with the case £(p) = 0. The general case is obtained by obvious
recursion. Thus, let p be some condition of the form {c_1, (x*, I)) and let T be a &-
fat tree. Denote A := dom(7I). We induct on n(T). If n(T) = 0, then T is empty and
the lemma is vacuously true. We assume n(T') =1 and {z | (z) € Levo(T)} € Uy ;-
Since n(T) = 1, each € A may be identified with the maximal node (x), so let
B* € NU(z) be the associated (z)-measure-one set. Consider

° Ap = Tju,.; “vt (jUN (z Bz)(]Um i LLKJF))?

o A1 :={xeA| (A | z)=DB"} NRealm(T), and

o A, -—{xeA|3k<oﬁ( o) [(A1 T 2) € U]}
Then as in the proof of Proposition 3.9, Ay € (), i Unirs A1 € U,,; and Ay €
Niri Uk,ir. Take A* 1= (AgUA1UA)NANRealm(T), I* ;=1 | A" and T := LA,
We claim that

P = (eo1, (67, 17))

together with T satisfy the conclusion of the lemma. To this end, let r» < p*.

If £(r) = 0, then r is compatible with p* + (x, B*) for any x with (z) € T*,% and
we are done. Otherwise, r <* p* + (20, ...,2,) for some finite tuple (zo,...,x,)
of elements of A*. Now, if {z, | « < n} C Ao, then we may pick an = € A; N
Realm(T) such that z, C x for all ¢« < n. This means that for each ¢ < n,
x, € A* [ x 2O Ag | x = B*. It is then straightforward to show that r is compatible
with p* + ((x, BY)).

Next, assume {z, | ¢t < n} € Ay, and fix the least ¢« < n such that z, € A; U As.
If 2, € Ay, then x, € Realm(T™*) and a similar analysis as the above shows that r
is compatible with p* + (z,, B**), so we are done. Finally, suppose that z, € Ay
and write w] as (z,,J). Denote B := dom(J). Note that BN (A; | z,) € Uy, j for

some k < oY (ky,). Choose z € BN (A; | x,). Then x, € Realm(T*) and a similar

5To case on the reader, we write B” instead of the more formally correct Bl@),
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argument as before shows that r is compatible with p* + (x, B*). This completes
the case where n(T) = 1.

Now consider the case where ht(7') = n + 1 for some n > 0. Let i be such that
{z | () € Levo(T)} € Uy,i. A typical element of S(T') has the form s = (yo,...,Yn),
and it is equipped with a sequence B¥ of sets of s-measure-one. Recall that the
/M_clement of B* is in (YU(y,). As there are fewer than x-many sets in (U(y,)
and by the s-completeness of U, ;, we may prune T to get a k-fat subtree 7/ C T
such that the 0'h-element of B* for a sequence s = (Yo, - - -, yn) depends only on yq.
Thus, we denote it by By,.

For a sequence B = (Bo, ..., By), we denote drop(é) = (B1,...,B,). Now,
for each x with (x) € Levo(T), by the induction hypothesis, we may find a p* <*
p+ (r, B,) and a subtree T C T'N <“z" with n(T%) = n for which

{p" + (5, drop(B™)"%)) | 5 € S(T"))}
is predense below p®.

As p* <* p+ ((z,B.)) , p® is of the form (c_1,{(z, I | BL),I(x),(x*, I | A.)),
where B!, C B, and A, C A. As before, we derive three sets:

o Ayim iy i (o, (00 B o, 60,

o Ay :={xeA| (A | x)=DB, & (z) € Levo(T)}, and

o Ay:={z e A|Tk <o (k) [(A1 | ¥) € Upsl}.
As before, Ao S ﬂi/<i U,Qyi/, A € Un,i and A, € ﬂi/>i U,Qyi/. Let A* := (AO U
A1 U As) N AN Realm(T), I* := 1 | A", and T* be the unique tree to satisfy
that Levo(T*) = Ay, and T* N <“zT = T for each z € A;. A similar analysis
establishes that

pt= <C*1a <’{+a I*>>

together with T* are as sought. 0

4.1. Strong Prikry property. This subsection will be devoted to proving the
following key theorem.

Theorem 4.16 (Strong Prikry property). For every p € R and every dense open
set D in R, there are p* <* p and fat trees To, ..., Typ)—1, Te(p) such that:
(1) for every i < £(p), T; is a (possibly empty) x¥-fat tree,
(2) Ty is a (possibly empty) k-fat tree,
(3) for every 8= (so,...,50p)) inS(To, ..., Tyy)), there are corresponding B;’s
of s;-measure-one such that

p* + {(s0, Bo), - - - (Se(p)> Bew))) € D-
To motivate it, we point out the following consequence.

Corollary 4.17 (Prikry property). Let ¢ be a forcing statement of R and p be
a condition. There is p* <* p such that p* decides @, namely either p* IF ¢ or

p*IF —p.

Proof. Consider D := {r € R | r decides ¢}. Then D is dense open. By the
strong Prikry property that we are about to prove, let p* <* p along with fat trees
To, ..., Typ) be given by Theorem 4.16. If necessary, we shrink fat trees so that
all extensions using fat trees give the same decision. By a density argument and
Lemma 4.15, it must be the case that p* decides . O
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Hereafter, we prove Theorem 4.16. As before, we only deal with conditions p
with £(p) = 0, and leave the general case to the reader.

Lemma 4.18. Let p = {(c, (T, 1)) be a condition in R, and D be a dense open set
in R. Then there are p* = (¢, (k*,I*)) <* p and (J, | x € dom(I*)), such that for
every x € dom(I*), for every tuple (G, i) below x,5 if there are K, cy, I, such that

<65 ﬁa <I5 K$>a Ca, <K’+7 Ix>>
extends p* and lies in D, then for some Bl C dom(K,), it is already the case that
(6, (@, Jo | By), I (@), (=7, 1" [ ) € D.

Proof. Denote A :=dom(I). Let z € A. Fix an enumeration ((¢”, @) | 8 < (kz)")

of all tuples below x. For each 3, write (&%, #?) = <c€1,w€, cg, . ,wfwfl, cfl571>.

Write D(x) for the collection of all d € Col((k,)" ", <k) such that there is a pair
(Jz, I;) for which one of the following holds:
(1) djf I(zx);
(2) for every B < (kg)*, either
(a) for all J € G(x),

(&@,a@P (x,J),d, (k¥ 1)) ¢ D,

or
(b) for some BS € NU(z),

(@i’ (2, ], | BE),d, (k" I,)) € D.
Claim 4.18.1. D(z) is dense open in Col((r;)" T, <k).

Proof. Let d € Col((k;)™",<k). If d }f I(z), then d € D(x) and we are done with
any choice of (J,,I;). Otherwise, by possibly extending d, we may assume that
d < I(z). Next, we shall construct a sequence ((d-, J,,I,) | v < (kz)") such that:

e (d,| v < (kg)T) is a decreasing sequence of conditions below d;
e J, is either empty or it belongs to G(z) with dom(J,) C A [ x;
e I, € G(k) with dom(I,) C A, and I,(y) < I(y) for every y € dom(I,).
The construction is by recursion on v < (k;)", as follows.
» For v = 0, we let (dy, Jo, Io) := (d,0,I | zT).
» For v = 4 1 such that (dg,Js, Ig) has already been defined, we do the
following.
»» If there are J,, I, and d, < dg such that

<867ﬁ55 <Ia J’Y>5d’)’7 <H+7I’Y>>

extends p and lies in D, then we keep them and form the triple (d,, J, I,).

»» Otherwise, we let (dy, J,, 1) := (dg, 0, o).

» For 7 a nonzero limit ordinal for which the sequence ((dg, Jz,Ig) | B < ) has
already been defined, we simply let d, be a lower bound of (dg | 5 < 7), J, =0,
and I := Iy.

This completes the recursion.

6Recall Definition 4.10.
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Let d* be a lower bound for (d, | v < (kg)"). We claim that d* is in D(x).
By our setup, Case (1) is not satisfied, thus, we need to cook up J,, A, I, as in
Case (2). Fix a large enough i < ™1 such that the following set is in (U (k):

Ay = {y | Vv < (k) [y € dom(I,) & t..i(y) < L, ()]},

and then let I, :=t,,; | Ay. In particular, I, € G(k).

To construct J,, first for each v < (k)", fix iy, < (ky)"" witnessing that
Jy € G(x). Let i* := (sup, (., )+ i) + 1. It follows that for each such v, we may
fix a club C, in Py, () such that for all y € Cy, ;- (y) < to, (y).

Finally, we take J, := t;;«. To verify that J,, A, and I, are as sought, let
B < (kz)*. Suppose that there is J € G(z) such that

<867’J55 <Ia J>7 d*a <H+7Iﬂ€>> € D7
and we will demonstrate the existence of B € U(z) such that
(%, (w, Jo | BY),d", (", L)) € D,

By the definition of our recursion at step v := 8 + 1, it is the case that the triple
(dy,Jy, I,) was chosen to satisfy that

(@@, (@, 1), dy, (K7, 1))

extends p and lies in D. Then B? := dom(J,) N C, is as sought. This completes
the proof of Claim 4.18.1. (I

Fix iy < k™1 such that I C ¢, ;,. As all the D(x)’s are dense, we may use the
feature of the guru to find a large enough iy < 1 such that for allz € A, t.. 4, (z) €
D(x). For each z € A, let (J;,I,) be the witnessing pair for ¢, ;, (x) € D(x), and
also let i, be such that I, C ¢, . Now, let i* := sup{ig,i1,i, | * € A} + 1. Fix
clubs Cjy, Cy, and likewise for each z, fix clubs C, C dom([,), such that for all
y € {0,1}UP,(s") and z € Cy, ty i (2) < by, (2).

Let

C":={z€ConNCy |Vz(x C z—2€(C,)},

and I* = t, | A*, where A* := AN C*. Consider p* := (¢, (k1,I*)). We
claim that p* <* p together with (J, | © € A*) are as promised by Lemma 4.18.
To this end, let € A*, let (¢, 4) below z, and assume that K,,c,, I, are such
that (¢, 4, (z, K;), ¢y, (7, I,)) extends p* and lies in D. Fix 8 < (k)T such that
(¢ i) = (¢®,@”%). Since t.; (r) € D(z), the witnessing pair (Jy,I,;) along with
some B satisfy

(@i, (2, Jo | BY),d, (k% 1)) € D.

Since I*(z) <t (z), A* N2t C C, C dom(l,), and for each z € A* N a7,
I*(z) < I;(z), and D is open, we have that

(@i, (w, Jy | BE), I*(x), (s",I" [ 7)) € D,

as required. O

For the scope of this subsection, we introduce the following ad hoc concept.
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Definition 4.19. For a dense open set D and an n < w, we say that a condition
p = (¢, (kT,I)) satisfies (D),, iff for every (¢, «) with z being the maximal work-
ing part of «, and additional sets yo C -+ C yp—1 with  C o, if there are
Jos ooy Jn_1,€0,...,€n—1,1" such that

<85 ﬁv <y05 J0>a €0y -ty <yn717 Jn*1>a €n—1; <K+a I/>>
extends p and lies in D, then there are p* = {c*, (k*, I*)) <* p, and a fat tree T of
height n such that for every § € S(T'), there is a B of s-measure-one such that

(€@, (s*, 1" 1 ah)) + (5, 5) € D.
Lemma 4.20. Let p = {(c,(xT,I)) be a condition in R, and D be a dense open set
in R. Then there is a p* = (¢, (k, I*)) <* p witnessing as in (D).

Proof. Denote A := dom(I). By possibly passing to a direct extension of p, we may
assume it satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 4.18 as witnessed by (J, | x € A).
For all (¢, ) and = € A, if
e (G 1) is a tuple below z, and
e there exists a B, such that (¢, 4, (x, J, | By), (", 1 | 27)) € D, then

we let £5%(x) := 1. Otherwise, set £5%(z) := 0.
Claim 4.20.1. Let ¢ < Oﬁ(li). Then there exists an €, < 2 such that
X, :={x € A|V(E ) a tuple below x (¢5%(x) = ¢,)}
15 1 U, .
Proof. For each (, ), fix some Az z € Uy, on which x + £%%(z) is constant. Let
X ={zeA| if (¢,4) is a tuple below x then z € Az z}.

Then by an application of the pigeonhole principle we find X, € X in U, as
sought. 0

Let (X, € Us, |t < oﬁ(n)> be given by the claim. Let A* :=
I* .= 1] A*. We claim that p* := (¢, (s, [*)) satisfies (D);.

Suppose q < p* with ¢ = (¢, 4, (z,J), e, (kT,I')) € D. Since p satisfies Lemma 4.18,
there is B, such that

(@, (x, J, | By),I*(x),(k*,I ] 2") € D.

L<oU(n) XL and

Fix the least ¢ such that x € X,. In particular, e, = ¢%(z) = 1. Thus, for every
y € X, such that (¢, u) is a tuple below y, there is a B, such that

(@1, (y, Jy | By), I(y), (x",11y")) € D.

Now, to construct p**, consider J := j. ,(y — Jy)(jx,. “k1). Then Ay := dom(J)
is in (.., Ux,c and for some i < KT J =t | Ap. Then Ay := {y € Po(kT) |
J | (dom(J) [ y) = Jy,} is in Uy ,. Finally, let

Ag = {y € Pu(n™) | 3¢ < 0¥ (ra) [A1 1y € U]}

Then A € (.o, Ux. Now let I** be an implicit guru with domain A** := A* N
(Ag U A1 U Ay) such that for every y € A™, I"*(y) < J(y),I*(y). Finally, let
p** = (e, (kT,, ")) and T := A* N Ay. Then it is straightforward to check that

p** and T are as required. O
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Lemma 4.21. Let D be a dense open set in R and p = (c,(k™,I)) be a condition
that satisfies (D), for a given positive integer n.

Then there are p* = (¢, (T, I*)) <* p, and (J, | = € dom(I*)) such that for
every x € dom(I*) and every (¢, @) a tuple below x, if there are d',J', yo C, -+ &
Yn-1, Jos++ - In_1,€04..,€n_1 and I' such that

<87 ’(7:, <(E, J/>7d/7 <y07 JO>7 sy <yn—17 Jn—1>7en—17 <"<‘./+7I/>>

extends p and lies in D, then there are B, C dom(J') and a fat tree T of height n
compatible with p* such that for every mazximal node s of T, there is an s-measure-
one B such that

(@ i, (z, Jy | By), I*(z), (&t I* | 21 + (s, B) € D.

Proof. Let A :=dom(I) and fix z € A. Let ((¢”,@") | B < (ky)") be an enumera-
tion of all the tuples below z.
Write D(x) for the collection of all d € Col((ky)*", <k) such that there is pair
(Jz, I;) for which one of the following holds:
(1) & fI(x):
(2) for every 8 < (k;)7, either
(a) forall d’, J', I’ ;y0, .-+, Yn-1,J0s - Jn—1,€0,...,en_1 such that:
d <d;
J' € G(x) with J" < Jy;
I' e G(k) with I' < I;
TS Y s R Yn-1;
for all k < n, yi € dom(l,), er < I.(yx) and J; € G(yx),
it is the case that

<€Y7ma <Ia J/>7 dlv <y05 J0>a €0y <yn717 ']ﬂ*1>a €n—1; <H+5 II>> ¢ D5

or
(b) for some B € N U(x), there is an z-fat tree T'(z) of height n such
that for every §€ S(T'(x)), there is an §~measure-one B such that

(@, (x,J, | BY),d, (7, 1)) + (5, B) € D.

Claim 4.21.1. D(x) is dense open.

Proof. Let d € Col((k,)*t",<r). If d Jf I(x), then we are done with any choice of
(Jz, I;). Otherwise, by possibly extending d, we may assume that d < I(x). Next,
we shall construct a sequence ((d, J, I, Ty) | v < (kz)") such that:

(dy | v < (kz)T) is a decreasing sequence of conditions below d;

J is either empty or it belongs to G(z) with dom(J,) C A | z;

I, € G(k) with dom(I,) C A, and I,(y) < I(y) for every y € dom(I,);

T, is an z-fat tree.

The construction is by recursion on v < (k;)7", as follows.

» For v = 0, we let (do, Jo, Io, To) := (d,0, I | 27, 0).

» For v = 8 + 1 such that (dg, Js, I3, T3) has already been defined, we do the
following.

»» If there are J'Y’ d.y < dﬁ, Yo & - Q Yn—1, Joy oo Jn_1, do, ...ep_1 and I’Y
such that

<8ﬂ,ﬁﬂ, (@, Jy), dy, (Yo, Jo), - - - s en—1, (T, L))
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extends p and lies in D, then by (D),, applied to (¢°,@”, (x, J,),d,), we may find
a p* <* p and a fat tree T, of height n such that for every § € S(T},), there is a B
of s-measure-one such that

(@@ (@, J,), dy, (K%, 1, [ 2T)) + (5, B) € D,
then we keep them and form the quadruple (d., J5, I, T).

»» Otherwise, let (dy, J,, I, T,) := (dg, Jg, Lo, D).

» For 4 a nonzero limit ordinal for which the sequence ({(dg, Js, Ig,T3) | 8 <)
has already been defined, we simply let d- be a lower bound of (dg | 5 < %), Jy := 0,
I, := Iy and T, := (). This completes the recursion.

Let d* be a lower bound for (d | v < (kz)T). We need to show that d* is in

D(x). However, from this point on, the verification is very similar to the one from
Claim 4.18.1, and is left to the reader. O

The conclusion of Lemma 4.21 now follows from an application of Claim 4.21.1
in the same way the conclusion of Lemma 4.18 follows from Claim 4.18.1. O

Lemma 4.22. Let D be a dense open set in R and p = (¢, (k™,I)) be a condition
that satisfies (D), for a given positive integer n. Then there is p* = (c, (kT, I*)) <*
p that satisfies (D)p1-

Proof. Denote A := dom(I). By possibly passing to a direct extension of p, we may
assume it satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 4.21 as witnessed by (J, | € A).
For all (¢,u) and = € A, if

e (G 1) is a tuple below z, and
e there exist B, and yo © -+ C yp—1 in AN 2t Ko, ..., Kn_1,€0,...,6n_1
and I’ such that

<87 ’(7:, <(E, Jw r Bm>,I((E), <y07K0>7607 ey Cp—1, <"<‘./+7I/>>

extends p and lies in D, then

we let ¢©%(x) := 1. Otherwise, set €% (z) := 0.
The following is obvious.

Claim 4.22.1. Let < Oﬁ(li). Then there exists an e, < 2 such that
X, :={z € A|Y(E 1) a tuple below z (e>%(z) =¢,)}
s 1 Ug,,. [l
Let (X, € Us, |t < oﬁ(n)> be given by the claim. Let A* := UL<o’7(n) X, and

I* == 1] A*. We claim that p* := (¢, (k*,I*)) satisfies (D),+1. To this end,
suppose ¢ < p* with

q = <67 ’J5 <y07 J0>7€05 B <yn7 Jn>,€n, <H+5I/>> € Da

where (¢, i) is a tuple below z, and x =y C, -+ C Yn.

Since p* < p and the latter satisfies Lemma 4.21, there are B, C dom(Jy) and
a fat tree T' of height n compatible with p* such that for every maximal node § of
T, there is an s-measure-one B such that

(@, (x,Jy | By), I*(2), (T, 1" | ")) + (5, B) € D.



22 SITTINON JIRATTIKANSAKUL, INBAR OREN, AND ASSAF RINOT

Fix the least ¢ such that € X,. In particular, e, = ¢%(z) = 1. Thus, for every
y € X, such that (¢, ) is a tuple below y, there are B, and T}, a fat tree of height
n such that

<8aﬁa <y7 Jy rBy>5I*(y)a <H+,I* [yT>> + <§a§> S D

Now, to construct p**, consider J := jy,  (z — J3)(ju., “s*). Then Ag := dom(J)
is in (.., Ux,c and for some i < x**, J = t.; [ Ap. In addition, A, := {z €
Po(cT) | J I (dom(J) | ) = J,} is in U,,,. Finally, let

A = {2 € Pu(k) | 3¢ < 0¥ (ko) [A1 | @ € Uy ]},

and note that Ay € ﬂ<>L Ui Now let I** be an implicit guru with domain
A* = A* N (Ap U A1 U Az) such that for every x € A** I**(z) < J(x),I*(z).
Finally, let p** := (¢, (T, I**)) and T := A* N A;. Then it is straightforward to
check that p** and T are as required. O

Proof of Theorem 4.16. Let p := (¢, (x™,I)) be a condition. Define a <*-decreasing
sequence (p, | n < w) by recursion, as follows. Let py := p and then appeal to
Lemma 4.20 to receive a p; := (¢, (7, 11)) <* po that satisfies (D);. Next, for
a positive integer n such that p, = (¢, (k1,I,)) has already been defined and it
satisfies (D)., by Lemma 4.22, let p,11 := (¢, (k", 1)) <* p, be such that it
satisfies (D),+1. Finally, let p* be a <*-lower bound for (p,, | n < w). Now, since
D is dense, let ¢ < p* be such that ¢ € D. Consider n := £(q), and write Q(q) as
(0y ..y Tp_1). Since ¢ < p* < p, with p, satistying (D), there is a p}; <* p,, and
a k-fat tree T of height n such that for all § € S(T") and corresponding measure-one
sets B,

(¢, (kT,IP2)) + (3, B) € D.

Let p** <* p¥ be such that cﬁ*l* <, T*:=TN<“dom(I?"") and for any s €
S(T*) and B is the associated s-measure-one, let B* = (ByNdom(I)?"", ..., By_1N
dom(I)?""). Then p** satisfies the strong Prikry property with the witness T* and
the associated measure-one sets for each maximal node through 7. O

5. THE CARDINAL STRUCTURE IN VE

We continue with our setup from Section 4. Fix a generic object G for R. Define
X:={z|IpedecQp)}
Ko :={ky |z € X};
Ky = {((ka) ")V | @ € X}
Ky == {((ra)* )" | 2 € X}
0 :=otp(X, C ).
By a density argument, Ky is unbounded in k, K is closed below its supremum,
and |[JX = (k7)Y. This implies that {sup(x) | € X} is also continuous and
unbounded in (k*)V. Let (z, | 7 < 6) denote the increasing enumeration of X,
and write Kk, 1= Ky, so that Ko = {k. | 7 < 0}. Maintaining continuity and for
notational simplicity, we also write 24 := (k7)Y and kg := k.

For each x € X, let 2% be the successive point of x in X. Then there is a
condition p € G such that z,27 € Q(p) and oV (k,+) = 0. Define

o C_1:={c",|pe G}, and for every 7 < 0,
o C.:={cd |pe G k<Llp),uw = (x:,J)}
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Then C_; is a generic for Col(w, <kg), and likewise for each 7 < 0, C; is a generic
for Col(k}™, <kr41). Let

C:={C; |Te{-1}Ub}.
Due to the Lévy collapses, we have

Proposition 5.1. In V, for a cardinal A\ with wy < X\ < k, if A ¢ Ko U K1 U Ko,
then X is collapsed in V]G]. O

A standard inductive argument shows the following proposition.
Proposition 5.2. For a < k with 0 < o’j(oz) < a, otp(Kp Na) = w” (@) where
the last term concerns ordinal exponentiation. O

For 7 € acc(), we have J__, m;  z] = n 2] = (k)T

Proposition 5.3. (k%)Y is collapsed. For T € acc(d), (k1)V is collapsed. O
Proposition 5.4. All cardinals in {w1} U KoU Ky are preserved.

Proof. We first show that cardinals in Ky are preserved. Consider 7 < 6 and
suppose for a contradiction that (k1 +)V is collapsed, as witnessed by a surjection
[ (5)Y = (kF7)Y. By the definition of Ks, there are p € G and k < ¢(p) such
that w} = (z,,J). Recalling Definition 4.8, factor R/p as R}"*” x RP>*~ and write p
as (p,pu). As the right factor ordered by <* is x}*-closed, by the Prikry property,
we may obtain by recursion a p/, <* p, such that for every 8 < (k)Y there is a
maximal antichain Xg below p; such that for every ¢ € Xz, (¢, p),) decides f (8).
This means that (p;, p),) forces that f lies in the extension by R}"*", contradicting
the fact that the latter has the (k7 1)V -cc.

We leave it to the reader to verify that any s}, with 7 € nacc(6), is preserved,
using a similar factorization as in Proposition 5.4. A similar argument (without
any factorizations) shows that wy is preserved. Thus, we are left with dealing with
the cardinals from Ky. To this end, let 7 < 0, and we will show that x, is not
collapsed.

» If 7 € acc(d), then k, = supﬂ<7(n§+)v, and hence k., is preserved.

» If 7 =7+ 1, then we argue as follows. Suppose towards a contradiction that
kK is collapsed, as witnessed by some map f. Find p € G and k < k41 < £(p) such
that wy,, = (z,,0). Write w}, as (z-,.J). As before, R/p is the product of two
factors, and here the lower part may be furthered factored as RY"*™ x Col(k1 ™, <k.).
That is, R/p is isomorphic to

RPT7 x Col(ki™T, <r,) x RET7,
and we identify p with (p;, pm, pu). An argument as before yields p!, <* p,, such that
(p1, P pl,) forces that f lies in the extension by R x Col(ki™, <k.). However,
the product of this two notions of forcing has the k.-cc, which yields a contradiction.

» If 7 = 0, then we argue as follows. Suppose towards a contradiction that xg
is collapsed, as witnessed by some map f. Find p € G with ¢(p) > 1 such that
wh = (x0,0) and w) = (z1,0), so that R/p is isomorphic to

Col(w, <kg) x Col(kd ™, <r1) x REA1
so a similar analysis yields a contradiction. O

Putting the last findings together, yields the following.
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Proposition 5.5. For a < k with 0 < oﬁ(a) < a, V[G] E cf(a) = cf(woﬁ(o‘)). O

Recall that for each 7 < 6, 25 = wt, 26507 = (k)2 and 2°7© = (k,)*3 in
V. We leave to the reader to calculate the cardinal arithmetic in V[G] since the
analysis is essentially the same as that from Proposition 5.4. For instance:

Proposition 5.6. In V[G], for every T € 0, 257 = (k). O
Proposition 5.7. k is strongly inaccessible in V[G].

Proof. By Proposition 5.6, it suffices to prove that s remains regular in V[G].
Towards a contradiction, suppose p < x and f are such that a condition p forces f
is a surjection from u to k. By possibly extending p, we may assume the existence
of # in Q(p) such that k, > p. Factor R/p as R} x RP:* and recall that the
lower factor has the x; T-chain condition, and the upper factor ordered by <* is
ki t-closed. Accordingly, write p as (py, pu)-

Claim 5.7.1. Let £ < p. Then the following set is dense open:
D¢ ={r e R" [ 3¢ < w[(p,r) IF f(€) <N}

Proof. Only density requires an argument. Given ¢ € RP**, pick an extension r of ¢
and a R}"“-name & for an ordinal less than  such that 7 [Fgp. f(€) = ¢. Since RP”
has cardinality less than r, there is some ¥ € [k]<" such that r lFgp. f(é) e 3.
Then ¢ = sup(X) + 1 witnesses that r is in De. O

Next let us construct a sequence ((re, Te, Fe) | € < ), as follows. Set g := py,
and for & € acc(p), let 7¢ be some <*-lower bound for (re | & < &). Suppose now
that & < p is such that 7¢ has already been constructed. By the strong Prikry
property, find rey1 <* ¢ and a fat tree T¢ such that for every maximal node s of
T¢ there is a corresponding Bs such that rep1 + (S, §5> E#Dg. In particular, we
may define a function F¢ : X (T¢) — & such that ¢ + (5, B®) forces f(§) < Fe(5).

This completes the recursive definition. In particular, we have obtained r,,.

Consider p* := (p;,r,). For every ¢ < p, for every y € T which is not of
the top level of the tree, let g(y) be the unique ¢ such that Succr,(y) € Us,.
Since cf(o¥ (k) > kTT, Im(g) is bounded in oY (k). Let ¢ := sup(Im(g)) + 1. Let
A" € Ug e Ndom(I™) \ ﬂL« Uk,

Evidently, for every x € A’, the following set is bounded in &:

o ={Fe(3) | § <p,5€ X(T¢ | x)},

so that p* 4+ (z) IF “Im(f) is bounded in x”. However, {p* + (z) | z € A’} is
predense below p*, so p* IF “f is bounded in ”. 0

Proposition 5.8. Let o < k with olj(a) € {a,at}. Then cf(a) =w in V[G].

Proof. » Suppose first that oV (a) = a. Pick p € G with some k < £(p) such
that wg = (Ta, k). As {z € Py(za) | oY (ks) < Kz} € U(z,), we may assume
that oY (k,) < Kk, for every z in A := dom(I}). Next, we partition A by letting
A, ={x € A| oY(ky) = 1} for each 1 < a. As oﬁ(a) = a, it is the case that
sup{t < a | A, # 0} = a. Consequently, we may recursively define a sequence (v, |
n < w) as follows:
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e g := min{rank((¢,@)) | (¢, @) is a tuple below x,},” and
o apiq:=min({x, | z € Aa, } Nacc(Kp) N (an, @)).

Next, we claim that v := sup,, ., o, is equal to a. Indeed, otherwise we may
pick ¢ < p with g € G such that, for some 4, w! is of the form (x, J) with r, = v.
Pick the unique ¢ such that € A,. Hence, ¢ < K, = v. In addition, B := dom(J)
is a subset of |J, ., A lying in U(z). Consider € := min{s, | y € B} which is
less than k,. Fix n < w large enough that satisfies ¢, < «a,, and such that for
some z € B k; = any1 (it is possible since {ay, | m < w} is a club in v, hence
Bn{y|ry € {am | m <w}} #0). Hence z € B C |J,,, A which is disjoint from
A,,, - But £, = ay41 which by definition is in A,, and this is a contradiction.

» Suppose now that o%(a) = a™. Pick p € G with some k < {(p) such that
wh = (%a,Ir). We can disjointify A := dom(l}) as a union of A, (for ¢« < a™),
where for every x € A,, oY (k) = otp(x N¢) and ¢ < sup(z). Define ((yn, an,sn) |
n < w) as follows.

e «ap := min{rank((¢, @)) | (¢, @) is a tuple below x4}, yo be any working part
from X above (¢, @) with Ky, = g and o = sup(yo).
o Let o p1 = min{y € ace(Ko) \ o, +1 | 3z € A, (ke = )} and yn41 be
the working part with sy, ., = any1, 1 = sUP(Yni1)-
We first show that v := sup,, ¢, = a™. Otherwise, we may pick ¢ < p with ¢ € G
such that, for some i, w! is of the form (z, J) with sup(z) = v. Pick the unique
¢ < a such that z € A,. Hence, ¢ < sup(z) = v. In addition, B := dom(J) is a
subset of | J,,_, A, lying in U(z). Fix large enough n < w be such that ¢, min({x. |
z € B}) <, and yp4+1 € B. Thus, yp41 € U,,, A, but y,41 € A, by definition
and we get a contradiction.

This concludes that V[G] | cf((a™)Y) = w. Now in V[G], we see that sup(z~) —

ke, is a well-defined cofinal map from a™ to a. Hence, cf(o) = w in V[G]. O

V<t

6. PROJECTING FROM RADIN TO PRIKRY

Recall that for s € t; and x € P,(at), we have a notion s, whose domain is
Po, (o) and s,(y) = s(mz[y]) for all y. We also apply this notion to any I C
s. Namely, if I C t,; for some ¢, define I, to be a function whose domain is
7y {dom(I) | z] and I,(y) = I(m.[y]) for all y.

We continue with our setup from Section 5. We consider a projected forcing of
Rﬁ)f which we call ]P’ﬁf.

Definition 6.1. The forcing P ¢ consists of conditions of the form

P = (C_1,00,C0s--sVn—1,Cn—1,Vn),
where
(1) n < w;
(2) for i = 0 assuming n > 0:
e vg is a pair (Ko, lo);
® Ko § K
e if oY (kg) > 0, then Iy € G(ko); otherwise, Iy = ();
e ¢ € Col(wy, <min{kg, £y | © € dom(Ip)});
(3) for 0 <i < n:

THere, rank(z) stands for the least ordinal p such that z € Vot1-
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v; 18 a pair (K, I;);

Ki < K;

if oY (k;) > 0, then I; € G(k;); otherwise, I; = 0;
ci—1 € Col((ki—1)tH, <min{k;, ks | z € dom(1;)});
(4) for i =n:

e I, € G(k);
e ¢,1 € Col((kp—1)"", <min{k, | z € dom(I,)});
(5) ko <+ < Kp—1.

Remark 6.2. We use similar notation to that we used for Radin forcing, namely we
define Q(p) = (ko,...,kn—1), and other components in the same fashion: collapse
part, the top part, etc’. Unlike with R, here a generic object will not give sufficient
information to collapse k1 or successors of singular cardinals below 7.

Given p,q € Py ¢ say
e p=1(c" b, ... ,vf(p)_l,cg(p)_l,vf(p)>, and
o g={(c ,vdcl,... ,’Ug(q)_l, cg(p)_l,vg(q)>,
define p < ¢ (p is stronger than ¢) iff all of the following hold:
(1) £(p) = €(q);
(2) 0111 < Cq_l;
(3) there are 0 <ip < i1 < --- < {(p) such that for each k < ¢(q),
o rp =y, dom(I} ) € dom(I}), and ¢ < ¢};
o if i1 <1<y (Where i—1 = —1), then there is an z € dom(I}}) such
that r, = k!, & < Il (x), and 17 (y) < (I})2(y) for every y.
e for every k < {(q), dom(I} ) € dom(I}}) and I} (y) < I}(y) for every
Ys
We say that p is a direct extension of q, denote p <* ¢, if p < g and £(p) = £(q).

Definition 6.3 (0-step extension). We say that p is 0-step extension of ¢, denoted
(1) p<* g
(2) the collapse parts of p and ¢ are equal;
(3) for every i < {(p), for every x € dom(I?), IF(z) = I}(z).

Definition 6.4 (1-step extension). Let p be a condition. For i < /(p) and = €
dom(I?), the 1-step extension of p by x, denote p + (x), is the condition

q:<cp_1,vg,cg,.. u' C U’Cfvvz-i-l’ z+17""U£—1’CfL—1vvz>v

where
(1) v =(x
(2) =1F
(3) v ={(

o (17 )a)
(z);
K27 [ o).

Define p + (xo, ..., 2n) by recursion, in the obvious way, which we hereafter call
an n-step extension of p. As in the previous section, p < ¢ iff p is the direct
extension of some n-step extension of ¢ for some n < w.
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Definition 6.5 (1-step extension while shrinking). Let p be a condition. For
x € dom(I?) with i < £(p) and B € (U (kP), the 1-step extension of p by (x, B),
denoted p + (z, B), is the condition

— p I b P P
q - <cziluu07cgu' . ,’LL ,C 7U 7cfuvi+17cf+17' "7/Ug(p)_17c}g(p)_17vg(p)>u

where

(1) v = (2, (I} | B)z);
(2) ¢ and v’ are as in the definition of p + (z).

We note that for a condition p and o =  for some 4, then

(e ub e, vl )

is a condition in the natural variation ]P’m( Several properties which

a+1),t1(a+1)"

we will verify for P; ¢ will have a reflected version for Pﬁ{(oﬂrl) El(at1)

Definition 6.6 (Translation map). For (x, I) such that z € P.(xk") and I € G(z),
define
Tr((z, 1)) := (Ku, L)

Throughout this section, unless stated otherwise, let R = Rz ¢ and P =P ¢
Proposition 6.7. There is a projection II from R to P.

Proof. Given r = {(c_1,wp, €0, ., Wn—1,Cn—1,W,) in R, define
H(T) = <C_1, ’I‘I‘(U}O), Coy - - - 7’I‘r(wn—1)7 Cn—1, wn>

We show that IT : R — P is a projection. It is easy to see that if v < r in R,
then II(r") < TII(r) in P. Now, let r € R and

b= <d71,’l)0,d0, s 7’Um71;dmflvvm>

in P be an extension of II(r). So p <* II(r) + s for some s = (Yo, ..., Yn—1). Define
Z=(z0,...,2n-1) as follows:

o i, ify € dom(I]H(T)) with j < £(r);
2 = J
Yis otherwise

Enumerate Q(r)U{zo, ..., 2n—1} C -increasingly as {ao, . . ., am—1}. Note that for
every i < m, if v; = (k;, J;), then kq, = ki, so we let w} := (a;, (y — Ji(7; ' [y]))).
Finally, let ' = (d_1,w),do, ..., wh,_1,dm—1, (T, JE)). Tt is straightforward to
check that ' <* r + s, so that ' < r, and TI(+') = p. O

Proposition 6.8. P has the x-Linkedy property. In particular, it has the k™ -chain
condition.

Proof. We define a map v : P — H,, as follows. Given a condition p = (¢” ;, v},

b, .. ,vf(p)_l, cf(p)_l, wf(p)% 1 (p) is obtained by removing the implicit gurus and

the top component of p:

Y(p) = <C;317 /48, Cga ) H;Z(p)*lv C;Z(p),1>-

To see this works, let p,q € P with ¥(p) = 1(q). By the definition of ) we get
l(p) = £(q) and for all i < £(p) k¥ = k! and ¢! = ¢]. For all i < {(p), it is the case
that I”, Il € G(k;) hence there are lzi,7 lé < ;T such that IF C bt and I C by 1

71771
Let l; := max{l/, 1’} and by the properties of the guru t,.,, there is a club C; such
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that t,,1,(2) < ty, 11 (), by, i (2) for all z € Cy. Set A; = dom(I}) Ndom(Z) N C;
and let 0; = (K, b, 1, [ Ai). Consider
ri= <C€1,’I~JQ, Cg, ey Cg(p),l,ﬁg(p)>.
Then r <* p, q, as sought.
O
Definition 6.9 (P—Factorization). Given a condition p € P and i < {(p) with
oﬁ(fﬁf) > 0, letting o := k¥, we factor P/p as P’ x PE:* as follows. Each ¢ < p is
viewed as a pair (g, ¢,) where
o g =(c,vd,....cl |, vl), where i’ := i4(a), and
P — (cg/,vgurl, ce cg(q)il,vg(q))
Note that P}"" is a cone of a natural variation of P that we denote by Ps i

n+1), €1 (n+1)”
Also note that P2 is a regular subposet of P in which the first component of a

condition is an element of Col(n*™, <), so that it is n™T-closed.
We have the following closure property.

Proposition 6.10. Let p € P and « € Q(p). Then (P2, <*) is a™ T -closed. [

Definition 6.11 (P-Tuple below). For each a € dom(oﬁ) Nk, a P-tuple below « is
a sequence

t={(C_1,V0,C05--sVm—1,Cm-1)
such that there exists a condition ¢ in in PP of the form
(C1,00,€0y -+ s Um—1,Crm—1, (Q, J ), Crmy o+ oy U1, Cp—1, Un ),
so that ¢ =t~ ({a,...)...).
An easy calculation yields the following.
Proposition 6.12. The collection of P-tuples below « has size at most c. (]

Definition 6.13 (Fat trees). For a < k, a-fat tree is a tree T such that:
(1) every s € T is C -increasing sequence of elements of P, (a™);
(2) for some i < oY (a), {y € Pala™) | (y) € Levo(T)} € Uas;
(3) for every y € Lev;(T) that is not a maximal node, for some i, < oﬁ(a),
Sucer(y) € Ua,i, -

The following lemma is analogous to Lemma 4.15 and is proved in a similar
fashion.

Lemma 6.14. Suppose:

e p is a P-condition;

o for every . < U(p), T, is a kP-fat tree;

o for each 5 in S(Ty,...,Typ)), one attaches a sequence B = (B¥ | . <

U(p) & T, # 0) such that each BY is of s,-measure-one.
Then there are p* <** p and for each v < £(p), there is a fat subtree T, C T,
with n(T;) = n(T,) such that the following set
{p* + (5, B%) | € S(T3,.... T};,)}

is predense below p*. O
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The following lemma is analogous to Theorem 4.16 and is proved in a similar
fashion.

Theorem 6.15 (Strong Prikry property). For every p € P and every dense open
set D in P, there are p* <* p and fat trees To, ..., Typ)—1, Ty(p) such that:
(1) for every i < £(p), T; is a (possibly empty) k¥-fat tree, and
(2) for every 8= (so,...,50p)) inS(To,...,Tyy)), there are corresponding B;’s
of s;-measure-one such that

P+ (50, Bo)s - - (Se(p)s Bep))) € D- 0
As a corollary, we get:

Corollary 6.16 (Prikry property). Let ¢ be a forcing statement of P and p be a
condition. There is p* <* p such that p* decides . 0

We will turn to the analysis of the cardinal arithmetic in V¥, where we note that
all of the proofs are similar to the proofs of Section 5. Let H be P-generic. Define
o Ko:={a|3pecHep)})
o« K1 ={(0")" |a € Ko}
o Ky :={(a™)V |ae Ky}
By a density argument, K is unbounded in x and Kj is closed below its supre-
mum . Let (k; | 7 < 0) denote the increasing enumeration of Ky. Define
o C_y:={c’, |pe€ H}, and for every 7 < 0,
o Cr:={d |pe H k<Ulp),v] =k, J)}
Then C_; is a generic for Col(w1, <kp), and likewise for each 7 < 6, C;is a
generic for Col(k] 1, <k,y1). Let

C:={C,|Te{-1}uUb}.
Theorem 6.17. In V[H], all of the following hold:
(1) wy is preserved; B B
(2) all cardinals in Ko U K1 U Ky and cardinals above k are preserved;
(3) for every a € Ko with 0 < oﬁ(a) < a, cf(a) = cf(wog(o‘));
(4) for every a € Ko with oﬁ(al =q, cf(a) =w;
(5) for every a € Ko with cf(oV(a)) > att, a remains strongly inaccessible.

In particular £ remains strongly inaccessible;

(6) GCH below k. O

Remark 6.18. We do not know whether a result analogous to Lemma 5.8 holds
here. Specifically, we speculate that if 0¥ (o) = a*, then a remains regular in V*.

7. INTERMEDIATE FORCINGS

We continue with our setup from Section 6. Since R projects to P, let G be
R-generic and H the P-generic set induced from G, hence V' C V[H] C V[G]. This
section is devoted to analyzing various intermediate forcing notions whose generic
extensions lie in between V[H]| and V[G].

Let us consider the following forcing notion:
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Definition 7.1. Let z,y € P.(x") with y C . Define Q, . as the collection of

q= <C*15 V0, €0y« -+ 3y Vk—1,Ck—1, Wk Clky + -+ y Wm—15Cm—1,VUm, Cmy - - -, Un—1, Cnflvvn>7
where
(1) <C_1,'U0, cOu AR 7vk—17 Ck—17 <"<‘7y7 Ik>> E Pﬁrﬁy"rLngy"rl;

@) wr = (g, 1) )
(3) for kB < i < m, write w; = (z;,1;). Then for some tuple (d, ) below
Y, (dy i, (m  [2k), (Tk)a)s Chs oo (T Hzmet]s (Tme1)a)s s €m—t, (85, In)) i in

R 1x,t1.81m,+1 (Recall the notion I in the beginning of Section 6);

(4) v = (KT, In);
(5) for some tuple €, 7 below Kz, (€, 7, Um, Cmy« -+ Un—1,Cn—1,Un) € P.

Similarly to Q. we define
Definition 7.2. Qo is the collection of all
q = <C_1, ’U}O, CQ, R 7wm—17 Cm—la ’Uma Cm7 tey Un—17 C’n,—lu U77,>7

where
(1) vim = (ke Im);
(2) for i < m, write w; = (2, ;). Then,
<C_1, <7T;1[20]7 (IO);E>7 COy v v ey <7T;1[Zm—1]7 (Im—l)w>7 Cm—1, Um>

is a condition in Rﬁrm-irl Elhat10

.
(3) for some €, U below kg, (€7, Vm, Cmy -+, Un-1,Cn—1,Vn) € P.

From now on, when we write Qy ., we mean that y C x or y = 0. The order
of Qy,, is the one inherited naturally from R and [P as defined in Section 4 and in
Section 6. Intuitively this forcing notion can be thought as forcing with R between
a specific interval and with P outside this interval.

For p € R and z,y € Q(p), write

D= {Co1,W0,C0y -y W1y Chm1, W Chiy+ + + y Win—15 Crm—1 Winy Cry « « + s Wi—15 Cr—1, W),

with the k" working part being y and the m*™ working part being 2. Then there
is a natural projection from p to the following corresponding condition in Q) ,:

H1017I(p) :<C—17 ’I‘I'(’LUQ), Coy - - T‘r(wk—l)a
cr—1, Tre(wr), cr, -« o, Trp(Wim—1), em—1, Tr(wm),
Cmye-vy Tr(wnfl)v Cn—1, <’{7[>>7
where Tr is defined in Definition 6.6 and Tr((z, J)) := (7, 1[z], J o 7).
Now, if
q= <0717’U07 Coy+ v oy Vk—1,Ck—1, Wk, Clgy -+« Wm—1,Cm—1,Um, Cmy -+ -, Un—1,Cn—1, Un>

is a condition in Q, ., define

I (q) ={c—1,v0,¢0;- -, Vk—1, Ck—1,
ﬁz(wk)u Cly--vs ’I‘I’I(wm—l)a
Cm—1Um,y---,Un—-1,Cn—1, vn>a

where for each i € {k,...,m — 1}, w; = (zf, J{) and Tr"(w;) = (K9, (J{)2). Then
m¥*(q) € P.
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Proposition 7.3. Let R(y,z) :={peR|z,y € Qp) &y C z}. Let Tr : R - P
be the projection as in Proposition 6.7. Then the maps I from R(y,z) to Qy 4,
and IIY* from Q. , to P are projections such that

oY* oIy = Tr | R(y, ). O

Proposition 7.4. In V@« (x,)T is collapsed and ify C =, then Ii;_ 1s preserved.
O

Let us consider another forcing notion:

Definition 7.5. Let z € P, (k™). Define Q® as the collection of all

G ={C1,V0,C0y s VUm—1,Crm—1, W, Cmys -y Wn—1,Cpn—1,Wn),
where
(1) wm = (@, Inn);
(2) {(C=1,V0,€C05 -+ sVm—1,Cm—1, Kz (Im)z)) € Pﬁmz+1,€rnz+1;
(3) for some tuple (d, @) below x, {d, @, 1, W, .., Cn—1, W) € R.

The order of Q" is inherited from the order of R and P as defined in Section 4
and in Section 6. One can intuitively think of this forcing notion as forcing with P
below some cardinal and with R above it.

Suppose that p € R with = € Q(p). Then there is a projection from p to a
particular condition IT%(p) in Q%, namely,

H%(P) = <C_1,’I‘l"(’LUQ), Coyvnnsy Tr(wm—l)a Cm—1,Wm, Cmy - - - 7wn—lucn—17wn>u

where Tr is defined as in Proposition 6.7.
For a condition

q = <C*15 Vo, €0y -+ 3 Um—15Cm—1, Wm, Cmy - - -, Wn—1,Cn—1, wn>
in Q, define 11 (q) as
<C_1,'U0, cOu A 7vm—17 Cm—17 ’I‘r(wm)7 Cm7 M) T‘I’(’U}n_l), Cn—lu <K37 In>>7

and note that it is a condition in P.

Proposition 7.6. Let R* = {p e R |z € Q(p)} and Tr : R — P be the projection
as in Proposition 6.7. Then the maps 11§ from R, to Q" and IIT from Q% to P are
the projections, and IIT o II§ = Tr | R”. 0

The following proposition follows from the inherited strong Prikry property, fac-
torization, and the chain condition.

Proposition 7.7. In VY, (k)" is preserved. O

8. WEAK HOMOGENEITY

We continue with our setup from Section 7.
Let us define:

Aut, (k1) ={T € et | T is a bijection & 3y € (k, xT)VE € [0, k]U(y, sT)(T(E) = &)}
For x € P,(kT), define:
Aut,,_ (x) = {T € “z | T is a bijection &

3y € (ka, sup(2))VE € [0, 55) U {x} U (7, sup(x)) (T(E) = &)}
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We lift those automorphisms to automorphisms of R, Q, ., and Q* as follows.
Let I € Aut, (k™).
(1) For z € Re(k™), let T'(z) := I'[x], so that K, = Kp(y).
(2) For A € NU(k), let T(A) := {[[a] | a € A}. Note that as in [Mag77,
Lemma 3.4], T'(A) € U.
(3) For I a function with dom(I) = A € U(k), let I'(I) be the function with
domain T'(A) and T'(1)(T (y)) I(y) for all y.
(4) For ¢ € Col(n, k), let T'(c) :=
Lemma 8.1. For every I € G(k)

 T(I) € G(x).

Proof. Let A := dom(I) and note that I'(A) € (U(x). Fix B C A with B €
N U(k), and fix v such that I = tr~ | B. Since {y € Pu(rk) | T(y) =y} €N Ul(k),
and for each y € B with I'(y) =y, I'(I)(y) = T(I)(T'(y)) = I(y), it is the case that
I'(I) agrees with t, , on a measure-one set. Therefore I'(1) € G(k). O

Lemma 8.2. For every A € (\U(z), T'(A) e NUT(x)).
Proof. Let A € ((U(x). Then
{r;[a] | a € A} € (\Ul(ka).

Fix i < oY (k,), and let j = ju, .. Then, j*z € j(A). Since j(I')(j“z) = j“(T(x))
and j(T')(5(A)) = j(T'(A)), we have j“(I'(x)) € j(I'(A)). Hence, I'(A) € mU(F({E)I):l

Lemma 8.3. For every I € G(z), I'(I) € G(I'(z)).

Proof. Let A := dom(I), hence I =t,, | B, for some B C Asuch that B € U(x).
Since {y € Pr, ((k2)*) | 71y [Clmalyll] = y} € NTU (k) and T(B) € dom(T' (1)) we
get that B := {y € m*[B] | m_} [[r[y)l] = v} € ﬂﬁf’%)- Let D := {mr()[2] |
z € B} which is an element of U(I'(x)). Hence B C I'(B) C I'(A) and we get that
L) [ D =tra), | T[B] € G(I'(z)). U

Fix some I € Aut,,(z). Note that I' := I Uid,+, belongs to Aut,(xT).
Likewise, I" can be lifted to an automorphism of Aut(Q, ) or of Aut(Q”) in a
similar manner to how T is lifted.

Recall that if G is R-generic, then we can derive the projected Prikry sequence
Ky and the collection of collapses C from the generic G. Let Ky and C be their
canonical names. Then each I' € Aut, (k") can be lifted to an automorphism of R,
and since T' fixes all ordinals below #, I'(Ko) = Ko and T'(C) = C.

Proposition 8.4. Let p,q € R. Suppose that é(p) = l(q) = n, for every i < n,
Kap = kg, and for every j € nU{—1}, ¢} || ¢]. Then there is T' € Auty (k™) such
that T(p) | .

Proof. List Q(p) and Q(q) ¢ -increasingly as {xq,...,2n—1} and {yo,.. ., Yn-1},

respectively We build T block by block. We begin with I'_; = id,. Since otp(zg) =

Kl = /qyo otp(yo), we extend I'_; to I’y which is a bijection from kUzq to kUyp.

Note that Im(T'g [ zo) C 31, and Ky, = Ky, , so we extend I'g to I'; which is a
bijection from x U x; to kU y;. Continue this process, we obtain partial functions
IT'oCTI'y C.-- CT,_1 such that for each ¢, I'; is a bijection from kU z; to kU y;.
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In particular, I';,_1 is a bijection from kK Uz, _1 to Kk Uy, _1. Since r,_1 < k < kT,
dom(T,,_1),Im(T,,_1) is bounded in x*. Extend I',_; to I' € Aut,(x"). Thus,
I'(xz;) = y; for all i. We now show that I'(p) || ¢. For each i € n U {—1}, let
cii=clUdl.

For each i < n, by Lemma 8.3, I'(I’) € G(I'(z;)) = G(y;) hence there is
B € NU(y;) and some ¢ < ,}* such that I'(IY) = t,,, | B. By I € G(y;) there
is some ¢/ < s * such that I'(IY) = t,, . | (domI]). By the properties of the
guru f,, there is a club C such that for ¢ = sup{s, ¢/} + 1, we have for z € C,
ty,.(2) STUP)(2), I} (2). Let I} =ty .~ [ (BN CNdom(I])) This implies that

<cilv <y07715>703= SRR <"$+7I*>> < F(p)7Qa

as required. (I

Similar proofs show that

Proposition 8.5. Suppose p,q € Q, , with {(p) = £(q) = n. Assume

L d Q(p) = {207 vy Zk—1Ys K41y - - - s Bm—1,T, Zm41, - - - 7277,—1};

 Qq) = {200 s 21> s Akt Ly s Am 1, Ty 2 10 21 )
are such that for all i <k ori>m, k., = k., for all i € (k,m), ki = \;, and for
alli <n, & || ¢l. Then, there is some I' € Aut,, (k1) such that T'(p) || q. O

Proposition 8.6. Suppose p,q € Q® with {(p) = £(q) =n. Assume
Q(p) = {Iio, ey Rm—1, T Zm41y 00y anl};

Qq) ={X0s - s A1, @, 210 21 |

are such that for alli < m, k., = k1, for each i € [m+1,n—1], ki = A\, and for
i€[0,n—1], || ¢l. Then, there is some I' € Aut, (k") such that T'(p) | q. O

9. THE FINAL MODEL

We are now turning to prove our main result. We continue with our setup from
Section 8. Let G be R-generic and H = II[G]. Then H is P-generic. Let Ko = K§
and C = Cg be as in Section 5. From the projection II from Proposition 6.7, it is
easy to see that Ky,C € V[H], and they can be derived from the working parts and
the collapse parts of the conditions in H.

Definition 9.1. Let W := V[K),C] be the smallest ZFC extension of V' containing
Ky and C, so W C V[H] C V[G].

An element a € W has an R-name & which is invariant under automorphisms of
R which fix elements in Ky and C. In particular, for I' € Aut,(x"), I'(a) = a. Our
main goal in this section is to derive several indecomposable ultrafilters in W.

To analyze further, recall that we defined

X:={z|3peCecp)h
Ky :={ry |z € X};

Ky = {((ra)")" | @ € X}
Ky = {((ka) ™)V |2 € X}
0 :=otp(X, Q).
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Note that X is a cofinal chain in (P.(k™), < ). Hence |JX = xT. Furthermore,
{sup(z) | x € X} is a club in x*. As for the cardinal structure of W, by Propo-
sition 5.1 all cardinals below & outside of {w,w;} U Ko U K; U K5 are collapsed.
In addition, by Theorem 6.17, all singular cardinals below s are from acc(Kp).

Moreover, an analog of Proposition 5.6 holds in W, that is, GCH holds below x.

9.1. Ultrafilters at successors of singulars. Fix A\ a singular cardinal in W.
We recall a few more facts:
e (A\)V is preserved in V[H], but collapsed in V[G]. In particular, (A*)V is
preserved in W.
e Let #* € X be the unique x such that s, = X so that otp(z*) = (AT)V.
o X*:={z € X |z g 2’} is a cofinal chain in (P, (2*),C ), so that
UX* =22,
o {sup(m, (7)) | z € X*} is a club in (AF)V.
o Let X, C {w;f[x] | # € X*} be a cofinal chain in (Py(AT)Y, C

) such
ate

that otp(Xy, C ) is regular, namely, cf(\)VI¢]. An easy analysis yields that
cf(NVIE = cf(\)W. Denote 6 = cf(\)"W.

e Let G be the Qo ,»-generic which is generated by Hg’m[G], where the
projection map is from Proposition 7.3. Note that W C V[Gmx] and X, €
VI[G=].

e Let (z, | 7 < 0)) be the C -increasing enumeration of X.

Definition 9.2. In V[Gxx], define a filter F over Py(AT) via:
Fy:={ACP\A\") | {r <0y ]|z, € A} is co-bounded in 6, }.
Lemma 9.3. ., NW € W.

Proof. We aim to find F* € W such that F* = F\ N W. Define F* € W as the
collection of all A such that:
(1) A admits a Q := Qg ,»-name A that is forced to be in W, and
(2) there is p € Q such that:
(a) A= kP for some n < £(p);
(b) for every i < n, ¥ € X, and let 7; < @) be such that Kb = For;
(¢c) c_y € C_1, and for every i >0, ¢; € Cy,;®
(d) for alli < £(p) and 7 € (74, Ti11), there is € dom(I7, ) with K, = ki,
and I7,, (z) € Cr;
(e) for every 7 > Ty)—1, there is x € dom(IZp)) with , = K, and
Ig(p)(x).é Cq.-;
(f) plkg “A € Fy".
We first check that F* is well-defined. Suppose A € W with a Q-name A which is
invariant under automorphisms fixing the elements of Ky, C, and there are pg,p; €
Q satisfying (2)(a)-(e) as above, and py IF “A € F\”, but p; I+ “A ¢ F\”. By
extending py and p; if necessary using those x’s in those requirements, we may
assume that £(pg) = £(p1).
By Lemma 8.5, there is a T' € Auty(AT) such that T'(p) || p1. Since T fixes Ko
and C, we have that I‘(A) = A. Furthermore, since T fixes the tail below \*, " does

8Recall the definition of Cr; in the beginning of Section 5, where we note that C7, € C, so it
is in W.
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not change the definition of Fy, and hence, T'(po) - A € Fy. Now, if po < T'(po), p1.
so po forces the opposite statements, which is a contradiction.

We now show that F* = F\ N W. If A € F*, then there is p € Q satisfying the
requirements (a)—(e), so p IFg “A e F\”. Find p’ € G which decides “A € F\”,
but since p’ also satisfies (a)-(e), there is ' € Auty(AT) with T'(p) || p/, hence, p’
must force that “A € F\”. Thus, A € F\ N W. The proof that F\ N W C F* is
simpler since we can pick p directly from G deciding “A e F\” and so p satisfies

(a)-(e). U

By the definition of Fy, it is easy to show that F)\ N W is a filter on Py(AT). We
now move on to define the following objects in W:
o F{ :={{sup(z) |z € A} |Ae ,x\NW}
e U, is an ultrafilter on Py(AT) that extends F\ N W, and
e W, is an ultrafilter on A* extending F¥.

Note that W, is a uniform ultrafilter over A*.

Lemma 9.4. In W, for every p € (cf(\),\) which is regular in V]G], Wy is
p-indecomposable.

Proof. Let (A; | i < p) be a partition of AT, where p € (cf(\),\) is regular in
VIG]. In V[G], for j < cf(X), let n(j) be the unique 7 such that sup(z;) € A,.
Since cf(\) < p, there is an o < p such that for all j < p, n(j) < «. Hence,
Ui<aAi€F>\mW’SOUi<aAi€W>\' O
Corollary 9.5. In W, for every p € (cf(N),\) that is reqular in W, Wy is p-
indecomposable.

Proof. Let p € (cf(X),\). Let y,x € X be such that y C =z, p < ky, and K, = A.
Let 7 := k. Let G¥'* be the filter generated by II§"*[G]. Then, G¥* is generic for
Q¥*. Note that Xy, := {z € X\ | y € =z} is in V[GY7], and p is preserved in
viGy=].

In V[GY*], define a filter F) , over Px(AT) by X € F),, iff there is a < 6 such
that for every 7 € (o, 6)), with 2, € X, ,, 2, € X.

Claim 9.5.1. V[GY?]NF} = Fy,,. m

As a consequence, we have W N Fy = W N F\,. Therefore W) expands F) .
One can show that W) is p-indecomposable in a similar manner to Lemma 9.4 (by
working in V[GY7]). O

Corollary 9.6. Let p € (cf(N), A) be some cardinal in W. Then W is p-indecomposable
m W.

Proof. By Corollary 9.5 we can assume that p is singular in W and let 7 := cf"V (p).
Let (A; | i < p) be a partition in W of AT into p parts.

Let z,y € X such that p < Ky < Kk, = A. Then in W[GY""] let f :n — p denote
the function f(i) :=j <= sup(z;) € A;. But Q¥*/W is <*-k-closed and since
p < Ky there are no new bounded subsets of p, hence f € W. Therefore in W, let
a = f“nand then ,., A; € Wi. O

i€a

Lemma 9.7. For every n € (cf(X\),\) that is reqular in V|G|, | Ult(n,Uy)| = 1.
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Proof. Work in W. Let f : Px(A") — n. Define in V[G] a function gy : ¢f(\) — 7
by g¢(v) = f(x,). Note that for f, f’, if g5 and g; are equal on their tails, then
[flus = [f'uy- In V]G], define F as follows. For each g : cf(\) — 0, if g = gy for
some f, let F(g) = [f]u,, otherwise, F(g) = 0. We claim that Im(F) D Ult(n,U,).
For each [fu,, we show that F(gs) = [fJu,. The point is that if gy = gy, then
[fus = [flus- Hence, in V[G], | Ult(n,Uy)| < 7™ = 5. Then this is also true in
w. O

A similar proof yields the following:
Lemma 9.8. For every n € (cf(A\),\) that is regular in W, | Ult(n,Uy)| =n. O

By tweaking the proof in Lemma 9.7 by redefining g¢ to g¢(v) = f(supz,), we
yield the following.

Lemma 9.9. If A < & is singular and n € (cf(N),\) is regular (in W), then
| Ult(n, Wa)l = . 0

9.2. Summing up. We now conclude the main theorem.

Theorem 9.10. In W, for every singular cardinal A < &, all of the following hold:
(1) GCH;
(2) Wy is an ultrafilter on AT that is p-indecomposable for any cardinal p €
(ct(X), X). Furthermore, for any regular n € (cf(X), A), | Ult(n, Wh)| = n;
(3) Uy is an wltrafilter on Px(AT) such that for every regular cardinal n €
(ct(N), A), Uy is n-indecomposable and | Ult(n,Ux)| = n.

In particular, since we start with O[j(li) =rtt in V, we get that W' := VWV is a

ZFC model such that for every singular cardinal X\, (1)-(3) holds. d
Additional features of W' are given by Lemma 2.5 and Corollaries 2.13 and 2.15.

10. CONCLUDING REMARKS

A variation of our final model in which GCH fails and moreover SCH fails ev-
erywhere may be obtained, as follows. First, in Section 3, instead of starting with
a model V of GCH, we start with a model in which x is a x™t-supercompact
and 2% = 25" = kT (this can be achieved by a standard Easton-support itera-
tion). Consequently, in Lemma 3.4, for every a € dom(oﬁ), 20 = 207 = ot
Consequently, Proposition 5.6 would assert that, in V|[G], for every 7 € acc(f),
257 = (k,)", and for every 7 € nacc(), 2" = (k,)TT. Consequently, the last
clause of Theorem 6.17 would assert that, in V[H], for every a € Koy, 2% = atT.
Consequently, the model W of Section 9 satisfies that 2 = u™* for every u € Ky,
and 2# = p for every infinite cardinal p € x\ K. In particular, in the final model
W', every singular cardinal \ is a strong limit satisfying 2 = A+,
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