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Abstract

We investigate the partial orderings of the fofi{X), C), whereX = (X, p)

is a countable binary relational structure dh(X) the set of the domains
of its isomorphic substructures and show that if the comptmefX are
maximally embeddable and satisfy an additional conditelated to con-
nectivity, then the posefP(X), C) is forcing equivalent to a finite power
of (P(w)/Fin)™T, or to (P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))*, or to the direct prod-
uct (P(A)/EDgn)t x ((P(w)/ Fin)™)", for somen € w. In particular we
obtain forcing equivalents of the posets of copies of cduetaquivalence
relations, disconnected ultrahomogeneous graphs andsamie orderings.
2000 Mathematics Subject Classificati@3C15, 03E40, 06A10.
Keywords relational structure, isomorphic substructure, posetifg.

1 Introduction

The posets of the forniP(X), ), whereX is a relational structure arigi(X) the

set of the domains of its isomorphic substructures, weresinyated in[[4]. In par-
ticular, a classification of countable binary structurdatesl to the forcing-related
properties of the posets of their copies is described infaiagl: for the structures
from columnA (resp.B; D) the corresponding posets are forcing equivalent to the
trivial poset (resp. the Cohen forcing;“2, D); anw;-closed atomless poset) and,
for the structures from the clag$,, the posets of copies are forcing equivalent to
the quotients of the forn®(w)/Z, for some co-analytic tall idedl.

The aim of the paper is to investigate a subclass of coldmnhe class of
structuresX for which the separative quotiest(P(X), C) is anw;-closed and
atomless poset (containing, for example, the class of alhtable scattered linear
orders [5]). Clearly, such a classification depends on thdeahof set theory in
which we work. For example, under the CH all the structuremfcolumnD are
in the same class (having the posets of copies forcing eeguivéo the algebra
P(w)/Fin without zero), but this is not true in, for example, the Mathimodel.

Applying the main theorem of the paper, proved in Sedilom&ectiori b we
obtain forcing equivalents of the posets of copies of cduetaquivalence rela-
tions, disconnected ultrahomogeneous graphs and sonig paderings.
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Diagram 1: Binary relations on countable sets

2 Preliminaries

LetP = (P, <) be a pre-order. Thep € P is anatom in notationp € At(P), iff
eachy, r < p are compatible (there is< ¢, r). P is calledatomlessff At(P) = (;
atomiciff At(P) is dense irP. If « is a regular cardinal? is calledx-closediff for
eachy < x each sequenc@, : « < v) in P, such thatx < 8 = pg < p,, has a
lower bound inP. w-closed pre-orders are calledclosed Two pre-order® and
Q are calledforcing equivalentiff they produce the same generic extensions.

A partial orderP = (P, <) is calledseparativeff for eachp, ¢ € P satisfying
p £ g there isr < p such thatr | ¢. Theseparative modificatioof P is the
separative pre-ordeim(P) = (P, <*), wherep <* ¢ & Vr < p 3ds <r s <gq.
The separative quotientf P is the separative partial ordeq(P) = (P/="*, ),
wherep =" g & p<*qAg<*p and [p] I[gl & p <" q.
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Let Fin = [w]<¥ andA = {(m,n) € N x N : n < m}. Then the ideals
Fin x Fin C P(w x w) and&Dg, C P(A) are defined by:

FinxFin={SCwxw:Jjecw"vi>j|SN{i} xw)| <w}and

EDsn ={SCA:FreNVmeN |[SNn({m} x{L,2,...,m})| <r}.
By h(IP) we denote thelistributivity numberof a posefP. In particular, forn € N,
leth, = h(((P(w)/Fin)™)™); thush = h;. The following statements will be used
in the paper.

Fact 2.1 (Folklore) IfP;, i € I, arex-closed pre-orders, the]F[ieI P; is k-closed.

Fact 2.2 (Folklore) LetP, Q andP;, i € I, be partial orderings. Then
(@) P, sm(PP) andsq(P) are forcing equivalent forcing notions;
(b) P is atomless ifsm(P) is atomless iftsq(P) is atomless;
(c) sm(P) is k-closed iffsq(IP) is x-closed,;
(d)P = Q implies thatsm P = sm Q andsq P = sq Q;
(€)sm([[;e; Pi) = [Lic; smPi;
(0 salLies Pi) = [LiersaPi

Fact 2.3 (Folklore) LetlP be an atomless separative pre-order. Then we have
(@) If w; = candP is wy-closed of sizer, thenP is forcing equivalent to
(Coll(wy,w1))* or, equivalently, tq P(w)/ Fin)*;
(b) If t = candPis t-closed of size, thenP is forcing equivalent t¢Coll(t, t))*
or, equivalently, tq P(w)/ Fin)*.

Fact 2.4 (@)sm({[w]”,C)") = ([w]*, C*)" andsq(([w]*, C)") = ((P(w)/ Fin)*)"
are forcing equivalent-closed atomless pre-orders of size

(b) (Shelah and Spinasl[8]Con(,+1 < b,), for eachn € N.

(c) (Szymanski and Zhou [9]) (P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))* is anw;-closed, but
notws-closed atomless poset.

(d) (Hernandez-Hernandez [3]) Con(h((P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))™) < ).

(e) (Brendle [T]) Con®y((P(A)/EDgn)*) < b).

Fact 2.5 If (P, <p) and(Q, <g) are partial orderings anfl: P — @, where
() Vp1,p2 € P (p1 <pp2 = f(p1) <q f(p2)),
(i) Vp1,p2 € P (p1 Lp p2 = f(p1) Lg f(p2)),
(i) F[P] = Q,
thensqP = sq Q.
Proof. We havesmP = (P, <%), sqP = (P/=p,<p), smQ = (Q, <)) and
sqQ = (Q/=q, <g), where for eachy;, p, € P and eacly;, ¢ € Q

p1 <pp2 = Vp <pp I <pp,po, (1)
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p1=pp2p1 <pp2Ap2<pp1 and [pi]dp[p] ©p1 <pp2, (2
0 <H @S Ve<qgq I <q ¢, 0. 3)
n=Qqeen<oeNe<oa and [g]dg(el & a <He  (4)

CIaim.p1 S*P P2 = f(pl) SZ) f(pg), for eaChpl,p2 € P.
Proof of Claim.(=) Let p; <}, p2. According to[(B) we prove

Vg <g f(p1) 3¢ <¢ g, f(p2). (5)

If ¢ <qg f(p1) then, by (iii) there isp; € P such thatf(ps) = ¢. By (i) and
SinCEf(pg) SQ f(p1)1 there iSp4 SP P3,P1 and, by [D.), there |$5 SP D4, P2,
which, by (i), impliesf(ps) <¢ f(p2). Sinceps <p ps <p ps by (i) we have
f(ps) <o f(p3s) = qandq’ = f(ps) satisfies[(p).

(<) Assuming [[(5) we prove that; <}, po. If p <p p1, then, by (i).f(p) <¢

f(p1) and, by [(5), there ig’ <q f(p), f(p2) and, by (i), there i$" <p p, p2 and
Claim is proved.

Now we show that P/=p, <p) =5 (Q/=q, <q), whereF([p]) = [£(p)].

By Claim, (2) and[(%), for eachy, p, € P we havelp,] = [ps] iff p1 =p po iff
p1 <p p2/Ap2 <p p1iff f(p1) <G f(p2)Af(p2) <G f(p1) iff f(p1) =¢q f(p2) iff
[f(p1)] = [f(p2)] iff F([p1]) = F([p2]) andF is a well defined injection. By (iii),
for [¢q] € Q/=¢ there isp € P such thaty = f(p). ThusF([p]) = [f(p)] = [¢]
andF is a surjection.

By Claim, (2) and[(#) agair{pi] <p [p] iff p1 <} p2 iff f(p1) <¢) f(p2) iff
[f(p1)] Sq [f(p2)] iff F([p1]) <q F([p2]). ThusF'is an isomorphism. O

3 Structures and posets of their copies

Let L = {R} be a relational language, wheig(R) = 2. An L-structureX =
(X, p) is called acountable structuréff | X| = w. If A C X, then(4,p4) is a
substructureof X, whereps = pn A% If Y = (Y,7) is an L-structure too, a
mapf : X — Y is called anembeddingwe write X — ¢ Y) iff it is an injection
and(z1,12) € p & (f(z1), f(z2)) € 7, for each(zy,z2) € X2 If X embeds
inY we writeX — Y. LetEmb(X,Y) = {f : X —; Y} and, in particular,
Emb(X) = {f : X — X}. If, in addition, f is a surjection, it is aisomorphism
(we writeX = Y) and the structureX andY areisomorphic in notationX = Y.
X andY areequimorphiciff X — Y andY < X. According to [2] a relational
structureX is: p-monomorphidff all its substructures of size are isomorphic;
indivisible iff for each partitionX = A U B we haveX «— AorX — B.
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If X; = (Xi, pi), @ € I, areL-structures and(; N X; = (), for i # j, then the
structurel J;.; Xi = (U;er Xis Ui pi) is theunionof the structures;, i € 1.

Let (X, p) be anL-structure and,,; the minimal equivalence relation oX
containingp (the transitive closure of the relatign, = Ax U p U p~! given by
x prst y iff there aren € Nandzg = x, 21, . .., 2z, = y such that;; p,s z;11, for
eachi < n). Forz € X the corresponding equivalence class will be denoted by
[z] and called the&eomponenbf (X, p) containingz. The structure X, p) will be
called connectedff it has only one component. It is easy to prove (s€e [4]} tha
(X, p) = (Uzex 2], Uzex pp2)) is the unique representation X, p) as a disjoint
union of connected relations.

Here we investigate the partial orders of the fdiX), C), whereX = (X, p)
is an L-structure and(X) the set of its isomorphic substructures, that is

PX)={AC X :(A4,pa) =X} ={f[X]: f € EmbX)}.

More generally, ifX = (X, p) andY = (Y, ) are two L-structures we define
PX,Y) ={B CcY : (B,75) 2 X} = {f[X] : f € Emb(X,Y)}. Also let
Ix = {S C X : -394 € P(X) A C S}. We will use the following statements.

Fact 3.1 ([4]) For each relational structuté we have:| sq(P(X), C)| > Ny iff the
poset(P(X), C) is atomless iff?(X) contains two incompatible elements.

Fact 3.2 ([4]) A structureX is indivisible iff Zx is an ideal inP(X). Then

(@) sm(P(X), ) = (P(X), Cz,), whereA Cz, B < A\ B € Ix;

(b) sq(P(X), C) is isomorphic to a dense subset @ (X)/ =z,)", <z,).
Hence the posef?(X), C) is forcing equivalent td P(X) /Zx) ™.

(c) If X is countable, theldP(X), C) is an atomless partial order of size

Fact 3.3 ([4]) LetX; = (X;,p),1 € I, andY; = (Y}, 05),j € J, be two families
of disjoint connected.-structures an& andY their unions. Then
@F : X = Yiff F'=J;c;9i, Wheref : I — J,g;:X; = Yy;),i € l,and

Vi1, io} € I Vo, € Xy, Vi, € Xiy — 90y (Tiy) Ors Gin (T4y); (6)

(b) C € P(X) iff C = U,y 9:[Xi], wheref : I — 1, g; : X; = Xy, 1 € 1,
and
V{i,j} € I]* Vo € X; Yy € X; = gi(x) prs 9;(1). 7)

Fact 3.4 ([4]) If X andY are equimorphic structures, then the pog@isX), C)
and(PP(Y), C) are forcing equivalent.

Fact 3.5 (Pouzet[[7]) If p < |X| andXis p-monomorphic, the&X is r-monomorphic
for eachr < min{p, | X| — p}. (See also [2], p. 259.)
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4  Structures with maximally embeddable components

Theorem 4.1 LetX; = (X;,px,), ¢ € I, be the components of a countatile
structureX = (X, p) and, for alli, j € 1, let
() P(X;, X;) = [X;]%! (the components &k are maximally embeddable),
(i) VA, B € [X;]%! 3a € A Fb€ B apysb.
If N ={|X;]:i€l}, Ngy=N\{wh, I, ={i el:|X;|=r} forxeN,
L] = pandY” = ;e 1, Xir then we have
(@) sq(P(X), C) is anw;-closed atomless poset of size In addition, it is
isomorphic (and, hence, the pogB(X), C) is forcing equivalent) to the poset

(P(w)/Fin) ™) if1<p<w, |Ngn| <wandlY| <w, (al)
(P(w)/Fin)*)stt if0<p<w, |Ngp| <wandlY|=w, (a2)
P x ((P(w), Fin)* ) it 0 < < w, |Nin| = w, (a3)
(P(w x w)/(Fin X Fin))* if p = w, (a4)

whereP is anw;-closed atomless poset, forcing equivalent®§A) /EDg, ).
(b) For some forcing related cardinal invariants of the pgB€eX), C) we have

If X satisfies (P(X),C)is sq(P(X), C) is ZFCH sq(P(X), C)
forcing equivalent to is h-distributive
1< wA |Nap| <w ((P(w)/ Fin)T)", for somen € N t-closed yesiffn =1
p<wA|Nan| =w | (P(A)/EDgin)T x ((P(w)/ Fin)T)# w1 -Closed no
p=w (P(w X w)/(Fin x Fin))* w1 but notws-closed no

wheren = 1iff N € [N][<*V ([Y| <wAp=1).
(c) Xiis indivisible iff N € [N]* or N = {1} or|I| = 1 or |I,| = w.

A proof of the theorem, given at the end of this section, isam the following
five claims.

Claim 4.2 C € P(X) iff there is an injectionf : I — I and there are&; €
[X @)Xl i € I, such thaC = |, Ci.

Proof. (=) Let C' € P(X). By Fact{3.8(b) there are functions: I — I and
9i + Xi = Xy, 1 € I, satisfying [7) and such that = J,c; 9:[Xi]. By
(@) and (ii), f is an injection. Sincgy; : X; — Xy, we haveC; = g;[Xi] €
P(Xi, X)) = [Xyeo))®il.

(<) Suppose thaf andC;, i € I, satisfy the assumptions. Singey;)]/%il =
P(X“Xf(l)) there areg; : X; — Xf(z),l € I, such thatC; = gZ[XZ] Sincef
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is an injection, for different, j € I the setsy;[X;] and g;[X;] are in different
components oK and, hence, we havel(7). By Factl3.3®)c P(X). O

We continue the proof considering the following cases aitases.
1. N C N, with subcasesV € [N]¥ (Claim[4.3) andV € [N]<“ (Claim[4.3);
2. N ¢ N, with subcase$l,,| < w (Claim[4.5) and,,| = w (Claim[4.6).

Case 1: N C N.

Claim 4.3 (Case 1.1)If N € [N]“, then

(a) X'is an indivisible structure;

(b) sq(P(X), C) is anw;-closed atomless poset;

(c) The structuresX;, i € I, are either full relations or complete graphs or
reflexive or irreflexive linear orderings;

(d) There are structureX,,, n € N\ N, such thatX,,| = n and that the
extended family{X; : i € I} U{X,, : n € N\ N} satisfies (i) and (ii);

(e) The posetP(X), C) is forcing equivalent td P(A) /EDgy, ) .

Proof. Clearly, N € [N]* implies that|/| = w. First we prove
SeIxedncwViel |SNX;| <n. (8)

(=) Here, for convenience, we assume thhat w. Suppose that for each
n € wthereisi € I such thatS N X;| > n. ThenI$, = {i € w: |S N X;| > n},
n € w, are infinite sets. By recursion we define sequeriégs k£ € w) in w and
(Ck : k € w)in P(X) such that for eack, ! € w

) k<=1, <i,

(i) Cy € [S N X;, |1 Xel.

Suppose that the sequendgs.. ., i, andCy, ..., C} satisfy (i) and (ii). Since
|I§‘Xk+1|| = wthereisip1 = min{i > 4 : |SNX;[ > [Xpi1]} SO[SNX,, | >
| X411, we choosey 1 € [S N X, ,]*++l and the recursion works.

By (i) the functionf : I — I defined byf (k) = i\ is an injection. By (ii) we
haveCy, € [Xj)]™* and, by Claill 4 = J,.,, Ck € P(X). SinceC C S we
haveS ¢ Zx.

(<) Suppose that' € P(X), whereC c S. By Claim[4.2 there are an
injection f : I — I andC; € [X;;]il,i € I, such thatC = |J,, C;. Forn € w
there isiy € I such thatX;,| > n and, hence(;, € [X(;,)]¥il, which implies
[ X ¢(i0) N S| = [Ciy| > n. (@) is proved.

(a) Suppose thak = C U D is a partition, wher&>, D € Zx. Then, by[(8),
there arem,n € w such thaiC' N X;| < m and|D N X;| < n, for eachi € I.
Hence for each € I we have|X;| = |(X; N C) U (X; N D)| < m + n, which is
impossible since, by the assumptiov,e [N]«.
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(b) By Factg 2.R(b) and (c) it is sufficient to show that(P(X), C) is anw;-
closed and atomless pre-order. ket(P(X), C) = (P(X), <). By Fac{3.2 and (a)
for eachA, B € P(X) we haveA < Biff A\ B € Zx and, by [(8),

A<B&dneNViel |[A\BNX; <n. 9)

Let A, € P(X), n € w, andA, 1 < A,, foralln € w. We will find A € P(X)
such thatd < A,,, for all n € w, that is, by [(9),

Vnew ImeN Viel |[A\A,NX;| <m. (10)

By recursion we define a sequeng@ge: r € w) in I such that for each, s € w

) r#s=ip #is,

(i) [AgnA1Nn...NANX; | >r.
First we choosé, such thafAy N X;,| > 0. Let the sequencg, . .., 1, satisfy (i)
and (ii). For eachk < r we haveA; | < A; and, by [(9), there i, € w such
thatVvi e |Ak+1 \ AN Xz| < my. Thus

Viel VeE<r ’Ak+1 \Ak N XZ‘ < mg. (11)
SinceA,;; € P(X) andN € [N]¥, by Claim[4.2 the set
Jrpr={i € LA N XG> Oy, i) +7+ 1} (12)

is infinite and we choose

iyl € Jr+1 \ {io, c.. ir}. (13)

Then (i) is true. ClearlyA, 1 € (NyLy Ax) U Ur_o(Ar1 \ Ax) and, hence,
Ar1N X, © (Mo Ak X, ) UU—o(Arr1 \ AxN X,,,). So, by [(T1){(IB)
(Char i) +7+ 1< A 0 X, | < |MGEh AL N X, [+ S, mi, which
implies|4oN...N A, NA1NX; | >r+ 1and (i) is true. The recursion
works.

LetS = U, (AoNnAiN...NA.NX; ). By (i), (i) and (8) we haveS ¢ Tx
and, hence, there id € P(X) such thatd c S. We prove[(ID). Fon € w we
haveA\ A, C S\ A, C U,ep,(AoNA1N...NANX;) C Uy Xi,, thus
|A\ A, | = m, for somem € w and, hencelA \ A, N X;| < m, for eachi € I.

Sosq(P(X), C) is w;-closed. By (a) and Fadis 3.2(c) dnd|2.2(b) it is atomless.

(c) SinceN € [N]“, there areip,i; € I such that|X;,| > 3 and|X;,| >
| Xi,| + 3. By (i) we haveP(X,,, X;,) = [X;,]%l and, hence, the structulg, is
| X, |-monomorphic. SinceX;, |—|X;,| > 3 we havemin{|X;,|, | X;, |—|Xi|} >
3 and, by Fadt 315,

Vr <3 (X, is -monomorphig. (4)
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Let {y1,92,y3} € [X;,]? and, forr € {1,2,3}, letY, = (Y,,7.), whereY, =
{yr : k < r}andr. = (pi,)y,. We prove

Vi€ I Vr <min{3,|Xi|} YA€ [Xi]" (A, (pi)a) =Y, (15)

If |X;] > |X;,], let A c B € [X;]Xul. By (i) there exists an isomorphism

f+ (B, (p)B) — X;, and, by [I#) we havéA, (p:)4) = (FA], (pi,) i7) = Y.
If | X;| < |Xj,|then, by (i), there exists an isomorphigm X; — X;, and by

(14) we have(A, (pi)a) = (fIA], (piy) s1a) = Y, Thus [I5) is true.
Clearly we haver; = ) orp = {{y1,y1)}.
First, suppose that; = (). Then by [(15), for each e I we have

Ve e X; —x p; x, (16)

thatis, all relationg;, i € I, are irreflexive. Suppose thatN{(y1, y2), (y2,y1)} =
(0. Then by[(15) we would have;, = () andX;, would be a disconnected structure,
which is not true. Thusy N {{y1,v2), (y2,y1)} # 0.

Thus, if (y1,y2), (y2,y1) € T2, then by [(15), for each e I we have

V{z,y} € [Xi]* (@piy A ypix) (17)

and, henceX; is a complete graph.

Otherwise, if|r> N {(y1,92), (2, y1)}| = 1 then, by [Ib), for each € I we
have

V{z,y} € [Xi]> (xpiy ¥ ypix) (18)

and, henceX; is a tournament. Thu¥5 is a tournament with three nodes and,
henceYs = C5 = ({1,2,3},{(1,2),(2,3), (3,1)}) (the oriented circle graph) or
Ys = Ls = ({1,2,3},{(1,2),(2,3),(1,3)}) (the transitive triple, the strict linear
order of size 3). Bul's = ('35 would imply thatX;, contains a four element tour-
nament having all substructures of size 3 isomorphi€$pwhich is impossible.
ThusYs3 = L3 which, together with[(15)[(16) and (118) implies that allatedns
pi, 1 € I are transitive, s&;, ¢ € I, are strict linear orders.

If 77 = {(y1,y1)} then using the same arguments we show that the structures
X;, 7 € I, are either full relations or reflexive linear orders.

(d) follows from (c). Namely, if, for exampleX; are complete graphs, thé&n,
are complete graphs of size

(e) LetN = {ny : k € N}, wheren; < np < ...andletX,,n € N\ N,
be the structures from (d). W.l.o.g. suppose that= {n;} x {1,2,...,[I,.|},
if |I,,] € N,andl,, = {ng} x N, if |[,,| = w. Then] C Nx NandX =
Uren Uinyryern, Xinpr)- Forl € N, letY; = (3, pr) be defined by

v [ % if 1€ N\ N,
T Xy ifl=mny, forak € N.
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and letY = (U,cn Y1, Ujen 21)- We prove thaK — Y andY — X.

Y — X. Letf : N — I, wheref(l) = (n;,1). Sincen; < ny < ... we have
i =1 < ny = |Xn, 1] = | Xyl and, since the extended family of structures
satisfies (i), there ig; : Y; — Xy (). Sincef is an injection, the setg[Y;], ! € N,
are in different components & and, hence, condition](6) is satisfied. Thus, by
Facf3.3@)F = Ujen g : Y — X,

X Y. LetN = U,y Ji be a partition, whereJ,,| = w, for eachk € N, and
let Z, = U<nk’r>€1nk Xingry @NdTy = Uje s, Vi, fork € No Now |1, | < w =
|J| and forl > n;, we have| X, 4| = nx <1 = |Y;]. Hence there is an injection
fr : I, — Ji\ng and, since the extended family satisfies (i), there are edibgs!
Ilnge,r) X(nk,r> — Yf«nkﬂ“))’ for <7”Lk,7‘> S Ink Thus,f = UkEN fr: I — Nand
condition [6) is satisfied so, by FACtB.B, = (J;cy U< embeds

X= UkeN U<nk77“>ejnk X(Nkﬂ“) into Y = UkeN UleJk Y.

Now, by Facf 3.4, the poset®(X), ) and(P(Y), C) are forcing equivalent.
W.l.o.g. suppose thaf, = {l} x{1,2,...,l} C NxN. ThenY = A ={(l,m) €
NxN:m <l}and by[B),S € Zy iff 3n € NVl € N |SNY| < niff
S € EDgy. ThusZy = EDg, and, by Claim 43(a) and FEct B.2(BP(Y), C) is
forcing equivalent td P(Y)/Zy) ™, that is to(P(A)/EDgy, ) . O

nk,r>elnk g(”kﬂ‘)

Claim 4.4 (Case 1.2)If N € [N]<“, then we have
(@)sq(P(X), C) = (P(w)/Fin)™;
(b) X'is an indivisible structure iffn = 1, wherem = max N.

Proof. (a) Case Ail,,| = w. ForS ¢ X letI5 = {i € I,, : X; C S}. First we
prove
Sely o |I°] <w. (19)

Let S ¢ Zx andC C S, whereC € P(X). By Claim[4.2 there are an injection
f:I—TandC; € [X)¥il i € I, suchthat = J,.,; C;. Fori € I, we have
|Xz| = m and, since(; € [Xf(l)]m, we have|Xf(,)| =mandC; = Xf(z) C S.
Thusf(i) € I, for eachi € I,,, which, sincef is one-to-one, impliefl/3 | = w.
Suppose thatls| = w and letf : I — I3 be a bijection. Foi € I we
haveX;; C S and|X;| < m = |X ;| and we choos€; € [X;)]¥il. Now
C = U;e; Ci C S and, by Claim 4.2¢" € P(X). ThusS ¢ Zx and [19) is proved.
W.L.o.g. we assume thd}, = w. By (@9), for A € P(X) we havel4 ¢ [w]¥
and we show that the pos€3(X), ) and([w]“, C) and the mapping : P(X) —
[w]* defined byf(A) = I satisfy the assumptions of Fact2.5. Cleary— B
implies I ¢ I and (i) is true. 1fA and B are incompatible elements B{X),
thatisANB € Tx, then, by[(I®), we havdA"P| < wand, sincd:NIE = 14NB,
f(A) and f(B) are incompatible in the posétv]“, C). Thus (ii) is true as well.
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We prove thaff is a surjection. Lef € [w]“ and letg : w — S be a bijection.
Thenh =idp, U g : I — I is an injection. Foi € w we haveh(i) = g(i) € S
and we defineC; = X, ;) € [X,;)]Xl. Fori € I\ wletC; = X;. Then,
by Claim[4.2,C' = U;e; Ci = Uienw Xi Y Ujew Xy € P(X). Now we have
F(O) =18 = {g(i) si e w} = S.

By Fac{Z5sq(P(X), C) = sq([w]¥, C) = (P(w)/Fin)™.

Case B]I,,| < w. Since|X| = wthe setl = |J,,cy I» is infinite and, hence,
there ismg = max{n € N : |I,,| = w}. Clearly we have

| Ime| =w and Vn e N\ [0,mg] |In] <w (20)

andX = YUZ, whereY = U, c nrjo,me) Uier, Xi @dZ = U, p(0.m) Uier,, Xi-
If A € P(X), then foreach € N\ fo, my] the copyA has exactlyI, |-many com-
ponents of sizex and, by [20) and Clairh 4.2 c A. So, it is easy to see that
P(X) = {CuUZ : C € P(Y)} and, hence, the mapping : P(Y) — P(X)
given by F(C) = C U Z is well defined and onto. 1#(C,) = F(Cy) then
(CLUuZ)yny = (C2 U Z)NY, which impliesC; = Cy, thusF is an injec-
tion. ClearlyC, C Cy implies F(Cy) C F(Cs) and, if F(Cy) C F(Cs), then
(CLUZ)NY C (CoU Z)NY, which impliesC; € Cy. Thus(P(X),C) =g
(P(Y), C) and, by Fadi 2]12(d}q(P(X), C) = sq(P(Y), C). By (20) the structure
Y satisfies the assumption of Case A and, hesg® (X), C) = (P(w)/ Fin) ™.

(b) If m > 1, then there is a partitioX = A U B such thatd N X; # () and
BN X; # (0, for eachi € I,,,. Now, neitherA nor B have a component of size
and, hence, does not contain a copyofThusX is not indivisible.

If m = 1, thenN = {1} and, sincéP(X;,X;) = [X,]I%i, the structureX; =
({z:}, pga,y), @ € I, are isomorphic and, hence, eithgr,,, = 0, foralli € I,
which impliesp = 0 or pg,y = {(zi,2;)}, for all i € I, which impliesp = Ax.
Thus, sincdl| = w, eitherX = (w, ) or X = (w, A,) andP(X) = [X]“ in both
cases, which implies thaf is an indivisible structure. O

Case 2N ¢ N. Thenu > 0, X = (U;ep 1, Xi) U (Uier, Xi) =Y U Z (maybe
Y = () andX is the disjoint union of the structuré@s= (Y, py) andZ = (Z, pz).

Claim 4.5 (Case 2.1)If i € N, then
(a)

sq(P(X), ) 2 {  ((P(w)/Fin)* )" if |Ngu| < wand|Y]| =w,  (21)

{ ((P(w)/Fin) ™) if [Ngn| <wand|Y| < w,
P x ((P(w)/ Finy ) it [Nau| = w,

whereP is anw; -closed atomless poset;
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(b) If | Ngin| = w, then(P(X), c) and(P(A)/EDgn) ™ x (P(w)/ Fin)™)* are
forcing equivalent posets;
(c) Xis indivisible iff |[I| = 1, thatisY = () andu = 1.

Proof. (a) Fori € I, let A;, B; € [X;]“ be disjoint setsA = Uid\[w X, U
Uier, AiandB = U,cp g, XiUU;e;, Bi- Then, by Claini 424, B € P(X) and,
sinceA N B does not contain infinite components, we have B € Zx. By Facts
3.1 and 2.R(b), the posetB(X), C) andsq(P(X), C) are atomless.

Concerning the closure propertiessaf P(X), C), first we prove the equality

P(X) = {AUB: AcP(Y)AB e PZ))}. (22)

If C € P(X), then, by Claini.42, there is an injectigh: I — I and there are
C; € [Xf(z)]IXZI,Z € I, such thatC = UiEI C;. Fori € I, we haveC; € [Xf(z)]w
and, hencef(i) € 1,. Thusf[I,] C I, and, sincef is one-to-one and,, is
finite, f[l,] = I, and f[I \ I,] C I\ I,. Now we haveC = A U B, where
A = Uepn, G c YandB = J,, C;i C Z. Clearly the structure¥ and
Z satisfy the assumptions of Theoréml4.1 and, since theagstis f | 1\ I, :
I\Il, - I\I,andf | I, : I, — I, are injections, by Clairh 4.2 we have
AeP(Y)andB € P(Z).

Let A € P(Y) andB € P(Z). Since the structureg andZ satisfy the assump-
tions of Theoreni 4]1, by Claim 4.2 there are injectigns/ \ 1, — I \ I, and
h: I, — I, and there ar€; € [X,;]1X, i € I\ 1,,, andC; € [ X))l i € L,
suchthatd = ;e\, Ci andB = {J;¢;, Ci- Now f = gU R : I — I'is an injec-
tion, C; € [X )%l forall i € I, and, by ClainidRA U B = |, C; € P(X).
Thus [22) is true.

Now we prove that

sq(P(X), C) = sq(P(Y), C) x sq(P(Z), C). (23)

By ([22), the functionF : P(Y) x P(Z) — P(X) given by F((A,B)) = AUB
is well defined and onto and, clearly, it is a monotone ingectilf F'((A, B)) C
F((A',B"),then(AUB)NY Cc (A UB)NY,thatisA c A" and, similarly,
B c B, thus(A, B) < (A’, B’). SoF is an isomorphism and (23) follows from
(d) and (f) of Fact22.

If | Nan| < w, then|Y'| < w implies|P(Y)| = 1 and, hencesq(P(Y), C) = 1,
otherwise, ifjY’| = w, then, by Clainli4Msq(P(Y), C) = (P(w)/Fin)*. So

1 if |[Nan| <wand|Y| < w,

sq(P(Y), C) = { (P(w)/Fin)* if |[Ngy| < wand|Y] = w. (24)

By the assumption, foi, j € I, we haveP(X;,X;) = [X;]*. Since|l,| < w,
by Claim[4.2 we havé®(Z) = {U;¢;, Ci : Vi € 1, C; € [X;]“} which implies
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(P(Z), C) = Tlieg, ([Xi]°, ©) = {[w]?, O)*. Sincesq([w]*, C) = (P(w)/Fin)™,
by (d) and (f) of Fadt 2]2 we have

sa(P(Z), C) = ((P(w)/ Fin) "), (25)

Now, for | Ng,| < w (21) follows from [23), [(24) and (25). |iVg,| = w, then, by
Claim[4.3,P = sq(P(Y), C) is w;-closed atomless and (21) follows from [23) and
(23).

(b) By Claim[4.3(e) and Fa€t 2.2(a), the poséisY), C), sq(P(Y), C)
(P(A)/EDgy,) ™ are forcing equivalent. By (23) and (25) we hawgP(X), C
sq(P(Y), C) x (P(w)/Fin)*)~.

(c) LetY = andu = 1. ThenP(X) = [X]¢ and, clearlyX is indivisible.

If Y # (), then, by (a), eacl’ € P(X) must intersect both” and Z and the
partition X = Y U Z witnesses thaX is not indivisible.

If Y =0 buty > 1, by (a), eachC € P(X) must intersect all components of
X and forig € I, = I, the partitionX = X, U UZ.GIW\{Z.O} X, witnesses thaX is
not indivisible. O

~

and
)

Claim 4.6 (Case 2.2)If u = w, then
() X is an indivisible structure;
(b) sq(P(X), C) = (P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))™.

Proof. (a) ForS c X letI5 = {i € I, : |S N X;| = w} and first we prove
Selx e |5 <w. (26)

Suppose thatl5| = w. Let f : I — I be a bijection. Then, foi € I we have
1SN X ;)| = wand we can choosg; € [S N X% € P(X;, Xy(;)). By Claim
4.2 we havel’ = | J,.; C; € P(X) and, clearlyC' C S. ThusS ¢ Tx.

Let S ¢ Zx andC € P(X), whereC C S. By Claim[4.2 there are an injection
f:I— IandC; € [X;;]™il, i € I, such thaC = | J,,; C;. Fori € I, we have
Ci € [Xy(;]*, which implies|S N X ;)| = w, thatisf(i) € I5. Thusf[L,] C IS
and, sincef is one-to-one andl,,| = w, we have|I| = w and [26) is proved.

Suppose thaX is divisible andX = A U B, whereA, B € Zx. Then, by[(26),
1A UTIB| < wandthereis € I, \ (I2 UIB). Now, |[AN X;|,|BNX;| < w,
which is impossible sinc&; = (AN X;) U (BN Xj;) is an infinite set.

(b) W.l.o.g. we suppose thdf, = w and X; = {i} x w, fori € w. Then
X =Y U(w x w), whereY = {J,cp, X;. Clearly, forS C w x w,

S € Fin x Fin & |I5] < w. (27)



14 Milo$ S. Kurilié

By (26), for A € P(X) the setl4 = I5"“**“) is infinite and by[(2V) we have
AN (w x w) ¢ Fin x Fin. Hence the mapping

f : (P(X)a C> — <(P(w X w)/:FinXFin)+a S]FinXFin>

given by f(A) = [AN (w X w)]=p,,, . ;- TOr all A € P(X), is well defined and we
show that it satisfies the assumptions of [Fact 2.5.4.68 € P(X).

(i)If Ac B, then(AN (wxw))\ (BN (wxw)) =0 € Finx Fin and
f(A) = [A N (w x w)]:Fianin SFin x Fin [B N (w X w)]:Fianin = f(B)

(i) If A and B are incompatible inP(X), C), thenA N B € Zx and, by
@8), |IAMB| < w, that is|I{A0@INBN@X) -, which, by [27) implies
(AN(wxw))N(BN(wxw)) € Fin x Fin. Hencef(A) = [AN(w X wW)] =4 » pin
andf(B) = [BN(w X w)]=p,, , p;,, are incompatible ifP(w X w)/=pin x Fin) "

(iii) We show thatf is a surjection. It is easy to see that for B € P(X),

INB [B\A = [AAB, (28)

Let [S]—p v pm € (P(w X w)/ =Finxrin)t. Then, by [2¥), we havdl’| = w.

Letg : w — I be a bijection. Therh = idn, U g : I — Iisaninjection. For
i € wwe haveh(i) = g(i) € IS and we define; = SN X, ;) € [X )]l For

i €I\ wletC; = X;. Then, by Claini 4.2,

C = Uiel C; = Uiel\w X; U UiEw SN Xg(z) € P(X).

Now S\C' = U; e, 15 SNX;, which impliesZ\“ = g andC\ S = U;cp, Xi\S,

which impliesIS\® = 0. So, by [28),1545 = 1MW “DAS _ g and, by [2T),
(CN(wxw))AS € Fin x Fin, sof(C) = [CN(w X W)= « pin = 1] =pin » in-
By Fact[Z.5 and sincé(P(w X w)/ =fFinx Fin) ", <rin x Fin) 1S @ Separative
partial order we haveq(P(X), C) = sq{(P(w X w)/ =Fin x Fin) ", Fin x Fin) =
<(P(w X w)/:Fin X Fin)+7 S]Fin X Fin>- (|

Proof of Theorem[4.1.(a) (a4) is Claini.4J6(b). Fqu > 0, (al)-(a3) are proved in
Claim[4.5(a). Fou = 0, (a2) is proved in Clairh 4l14(a) and (a3) in Cldim]4.3(b).
By Factd 2.1 anfl 2l4q(P(X), C) is anw;-closed atomless poset. It is of size
since it contains a reversed binary tree of heigta#nd the set of lower bounds of
its branches is of cardinality The forcing equivalent d? is given in Claini4.B(e).

(b) follows from (a), Claini.4.6(b) and Fdct 2.4.

(c) The implication “=" follows from Claims[4.3(a),_4)4(b), 4.5(c) ahd 4.6(a).
For a proof of &) suppose thalV ¢ [N]“, N # {1}, |I| # 1 and|l,| < w.

If N C N, then, sinceN ¢ [N]“, we haveN = {ng,...,ny,}, whereny <

. < n,, and, sinceN # {1}, n,, > 1. Letx; € X;, fori € I,, ,let A =
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Uig\lnm X; U Uielnm {z;} andB = Uielnm X;\ {z;}. ThenX = AU B and

neitherA nor B contain a copy oK, since all their components are of sizen,,,.
If N ¢ N, thenl,, # 0 and, sincél,| < w, we haved < |I,,| = m € N. Since

|I| # 1, by Claim[4.5(c)X is not indivisible. O

5 Examples

Example 5.1 Equivalence relations on countable setsXIt (X, p), wherep is
an equivalence relation on a countable Xetthen, clearly, the componenfs;,

i € I, of X are the equivalence classes determine land for eachi € I the
restrictionpy; is the full relation onX;, which implies that conditions (i) and (ii) of
Theoren 4.1l are satisfied. Thus the pesgP(X), C) is w;-closed and atomless
and, henceX belongs to the columm of Diagram[1. Some examples of such
structures are given in Diagrdm 2, whérg, F,, denotes the disjoint union of,
full relations on a set of size. We note thaK is a ultrahomogeneous structure iff

— Xultrahomogeneous —

Us Fu
Ds
Uo F1
D4 Uw FW Unew Fn
U, F2
D3 FsU U Fy
Uy Foo .
L X equivalence relation —

Diagram 2: Equivalence relations on countable sets

all equivalence classes are of the same size, so the foljppanntable equivalence
relations are ultrahomogeneous and by Thedrein 4.1 havevibre groperties.

U, Fr- Itis indivisible iff n = 1 (the diagonal) and the pose{(P(X), C) is
isomorphic to{ P(w)/ Fin) ™ which is at-closed and-distributive poset.
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U,, F.. Itisindivisible iff n = 1 (the full relation) and the posetj(P(X), C) is
isomorphic to((P(w)/ Fin)*)™ which ist-closed, but for > 1 not h-distributive
poset in, for example, the Mathias model.

U,, F.. (the w-homogeneous-universal equivalence relation). It isvisitle
andsq(P(X), C) is isomorphic to P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))*, which isw;-closed,
but notws-closed and, hence, consistently neithetosed noth-distributive.

Example 5.2 Disjoint unions of complete graphs. The same picture as antpte
(5.1 is obtained for countable grapKs= | J,.; X;, whereX; = (X, p;), i € I, are
disjoint complete graphs (that js = (X; x X;) \ Ax,) since, clearly, conditions
(i) and (ii) of Theoreni 4]1 are satisfied. Also, by a well knowhraracterization
of Lachlan and Woodrow [6] all disconnected countable btiraogeneous graphs
are of the formJ,, K, (the union ofm-many complete graphs of sizg), where
mn = w andm > 1. So in Diagrani 2 we can repladg, with K.

Example 5.3 Disjoint unions of ordinals< w. A similar picture is obtained for
countable partial order¥ = | J,.; X;, whereX;'s are disjoint copies of ordinals
a; < w. (Clearly, linear orders satisfy (i) of Theorém#.1 ab(d, 3) = 5]/, for
each two ordinalsy, 5 < w.) So in Diagrani.R we can replade, with L,,, where
L, =2 n < w, but these partial orderings are not ultrahomogeneous.

Remark 5.4 All structures analyzed in Examplés b[1,]5.2 5.3 areodisc
nected. But, sinc®((X, p)) = P((X, p°)), taking their complements we obtain
connected structures with the same pogetX), ) andsq(P(X), C), having the
properties established in these examples. For examplepthplement ot J,, F),

is the graph-theoretic complement of the graph) K,.

Remark 5.5 The structures satisfying the assumptions of Thedrem 4.4t aL
countable structur& = | J,; X; satisfy conditions (i) and (ii).

First, (i) implies that all components of the same size asen@phic.

Second, if|X;| = w for some: € I, then, by (i),P(X;) = [X;]* and, by
[4], X; is isomorphic to one of the following structures: 1. The eymetation; 2.
The complete graph; 3. The natural strict linear ordewo#d. Its inverse; 5. The
diagonal relation; 6. The full relation; 7. The natural refle linear order on; 8.

Its inverse. Thus, sinck,; is a connected structure, it is isomorphic to the structure
2,3,4,6,7or8and, by (i) again, this fact implies that

() All X;’s are either full relations or complete graphs or lineareosd
By Claim[4.3(c),(x) holds whenX;'s are finite, but their sizes are unbounded.
But, if the size of the components &fis bounded by some € N, there are

structures which do not satisfy). For example, take a disjoint union ©fcopies
of the linear graph.,, andw copies of the circle grapty, 1.
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