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Abstract

We show that the separative quotient of the pd&¥f.), C) of isomorphic
suborders of a countable scattered linear oddé&s o-closed and atomless.
So, under the CH, all these posets are forcing-equivalef(tw) / Fin) ™) i

1 Introduction

The posets of the formiP(X), C), whereX is a relational structure ari(X) the
set of the domains of its isomorphic substructures, weresiiyated in[[4]. In par-
ticular, a classification of countable binary structurdatesl to the order-theoretic
and forcing-related properties of the posets of their @iselescribed in Diagram
[: for the structures from colum# (resp.B; D) the corresponding posets are forc-
ing equivalent to the trivial poset (resp. the Cohen forcifig'2, O); anw;-closed
atomless poset) and, for the structures from the alasshe posets of copies are
forcing equivalent to the posets of the fokR(w)/Z) ", for some co-analytic tall
idealZ. For example, all countable non-scattered linear ordersnathe class’y,
moreover, as a consequence of the main result of [3] we have

Theorem 1.1 For each countable non-scattered linear oidére poset{P(L), C)
is forcing equivalent to the two-step iterati@n« 7, whereS is the Sacks forcing
and1s I “m is ao-closed forcing”. If the equality SI5) = X; or PFA holds
in the ground model, then the second iterand is forcing edgmt to the poset
(P(w)/Fin)™ of the Sacks extension.

The aim of this paper is to complete the picture of countalleakr orders in
this context and, having in mind Theordm]1.1, we concentoateattention on
countable scattered linear orders. In the simplest cadejsfthe ordinalw, then

(P(L),C) = ([w]¥,C) is a homogeneous atomless partial order of siaed its

separative quotient, the posg?(w)/ Fin)™, is o-closed. We will show that the
same holds for each countable scattered linear order. Soltbeing theorem is

our main result.

! 2010 MSC 06A05, 06A06, 03C15, 03E40, 03E35.
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Diagram 1: Binary relations on countable sets

Theorem 1.2 For each countable scattered linear ordlethe posetP(L), C) is
homogeneous, atomless, of sizand its separative quotientdsclosed.

Corollary 1.3 If L is a countable linear order, then the pof&tL), C) is forcing
equivalent to

- S x 7w, wherelg IF “m is o-closed”, if L is non-scattered [3];

- A o-closed atomless forcing, ff is scattered.
Under the CH, the poséP(L), C) is forcing equivalent to

- S * m, wherelg I “r = (P(w)/Fin)*", if L is non-scattered [3];

- (P(w)/Fin)*, if L is scattered.

The most difficult part of the proof of Theordm 1.2 is to showattthe separative
quotient of (P(L), C) is o-closed (this result is the best possible:-¢losed” can
not be replaced byuw,-closed”, see Example_7.2). Namely, it is easy to see that
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there are copies of an-sum)  L; of linear ordersL;, which are not of the form
Ui, Ci» WhereC; € P(L;), so the Hausdorff hierarchy of scattered linear orders
can not be used (easily) for an inductive proof. Instead af ktherarchy we use
the result of Laver[][7] that a countable scattered lineaeoid a finite sum of
hereditarily indecomposable (ha) linear orders. So we fireve the statement
for ha-orders, then for special blocks of ha-orders and|lyin@r finite sums of
blocks.

2 Preliminaries

A linear orderL is said to bescatteredff it does not contain a dense suborder or,
equivalently, iff the rational line(Q, does not embed i.. By S we denote the
class of all countable scattered linear orders.

Fact 2.1 If L is alinear order satisfying + L — L, thenL is not scattered (see
[8], p. 180).

Proof. By the assumption,.+ (L + L) — L+ L < L. By recursion we construct
the sequence_(sLsp tp € f“’2> and(L{, : p € <¥2) |n P(L) and(g, : ¢ € <“2)in
I_, such that ()Ly = L, (ii) L,~o <_L:0 < Ly, (lll) LygUL, ULy C Ly,
() g, € Li,. Then{q, : ¢ € <“2} is a copy ofQin L. O

A linear orderL is said to beadditively indecomposabl@espectivelyieft in-
decomposable; right indecomposablff for each decompositiol. = Lo + Ly
we havel, — Ly or L — L, (respectivelyL — Lg; L — L1). The classH of
hereditarily additively indecomposabler ha-indecomposab)dinear orders is the
smallest class of order types of countable linear ordersaging the one element
order type 1, and containing the-sum,>"  L;, and thev*-sum,y . L;, for each
sequencél; : i € w) in H satisfying

Vi e w ’{]EWLZ;)LJ}‘:NO ()

Fact2.2 (a) H C S (seel[8], p. 196);

(b) If L € H is anw-sum, thenL is right indecomposable (see€ [8], p. 196);

(c) If L € H is anw™*-sum, thenL is left indecomposable (s€é [8], p. 196);

(d) If L € S is additively indecomposable, thdnis left indecomposable or
right indecomposable (s€€ [8], p. 175);

(e) (Laver, [7]) If L € S, thenL € H iff L is additively indecomposable (see
[8], p. 201);

() (Laver, [1]) If L € S, thenL is a finite sum of elements &{ (see [8], p.
201).
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LetP = (P, <) be a pre-order. Thep € P is anatomiff eachq,r < p are com-
patible (there iss < ¢,r). P is called: atomlesdff it has no atomshomogeneous
iff it has the largest element afl= p |, for eachp € P. If x is a regular cardinal,
[P is calledx-closediff for eachy < x each sequencé, : a < =) in P, such
thata < 3 = pg < pa, has a lower bound i®. w-closed pre-orders are called
o-closed Two pre-orders® andQ are calledforcing equivaleniff they produce
the same generic extensions.

Fact 2.3 If ;, i € I, arex-closed pre-orders, the,.; P; is x-closed.

A partial orderP = (P, <) is calledseparativeiff for each p,q € P satisfying
p £ g there isr < p such thatr 1L ¢. The separative modificatioof P is the
separative pre-ordem(P) = (P, <*), where

p<qeVr<pds<rs<q. (2

The separative quotiendf IP is the separative partial ordeq(P) = (P/="*, ),
wherep =" ¢ < p<*qAq<"p and [p] <[¢] & p <* q.

Fact 2.4 LetP,Q andP;, i € I, be partial orderings. Then

(@) P, sm(PP) andsq(P) are forcing equivalent forcing notions;

(b) sm(P) is x-closed iffsq(PP) is k-closed,;

(©) If pg,p1,...pn € P, wherep, <* p,_1 <* ... <* pgy, then there ig € P
such thayy < py, forall k& < n.

(d)P = Q implies thatsm P = sm Q andsq P = sq Q;

(€)sm([L;e; Pi) = [1ie; smPs andsa(I [;e; Pi) = [ 1, sa P

(f) If X is an infinite setZ c P(X) an ideal containingX|<* andZ+ =
P(X)\Z the corresponding family &f-positive sets, thesm(Z+, C) = (Z1, Cz),
whereA cz B< A\ BeZ,forA,BeI". Alsosq(Zt,C)=(P(X)/I)*.

Proof. All the statements are folklore except, maybe, (c). For apob (c), by
recursion we define the sequengg : k£ < m) such that (i)qo = p, and (ii)
Gk < Qr—1,Pn—k, for0 < k < n. Theng, < pg, forall k <n. O

Fact 2.5 (Folklore) Under the CH, each atomless separativeclosed pre-order
of sizew; is forcing equivalent t4 P(w)/ Fin)*.

We recall that the idedl'in x Fin C P(w x w) is defined by:
FinxFin={ACwxw:|[{i cw:|[ANL;| =w}| <w},

whereL; = {i} x w, fori € w. By h(P) we denote theistributivity numberof a
posetP. In particular, forn € N, leth,, = h(((P(w)/Fin)™)"); thush = b;.
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Fact 2.6 (a)sm({[w]”,C)") = ([w]*, C*)" andsq(([w]*, C)") = ((P(w)/ Fin)*)"
are forcing equivalent-closed atomless pre-orders of size

(b) (Shelah and Spinas|[9]) Cdn(,1 < b,), for eachn € N.

(c) (Szymanski and ZhoU [10])P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))™ is anw;-closed, but
not w,-closed atomless poset.

(d) (Hernandez-Hernandez [2]) Cof(P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))™) < b).

Now we prove the first part of Theordm 1..2.

Proposition 2.7 For each countable scattered linear ordethe partial ordering
(P(L), C) is homogeneous, atomless and of size

Proof. The homogeneity ofP(L), C) is evident. For a proof that it is atomless
first we show

Ve (Ll =w=3X,Y €eP(L) XNY =0). 3)

If L is anw-sum, thatisL = > L;, where(L; : i € w) is a sequence ifi{
satisfying [(1), by recursion we define the sequenégs: € w) and(l; : i € w) in
w such that for each

() ki <1,

(i) I; < Kig1,

(III) L; — Lki, Lli-

Using (1) we chooséy, [y € w such thatcy < lp andL < Lg,, Ly,.

Let the sequencek,, ..., k; andly, ..., I; satisfy (i)-(ii). Thenky < Iy <
... < k; < ;. Using [1) we choos&;,1,l;+1 € wsuch that; < k;11 < l;41 and
Lit1 = Ly, Ly, Thus, the recursion works.

By (iii) there areX;,Y; = L; such thatX; C Ly, andY; C L;;. ThenX =
YL Xi, Y =5 Y, = Land, by (i) and (i) we hav&l N Y = 0.

If L is anw*-sum, we proceed in the same way. THus (3) is proved.

By Fac{2.2 forL € S there ism € Nsuchthatl =3, L;, whereL; € H.
LetJ = {i < m : |L;| = w}. By @), fori € J there areX,,Y; € P(L;)
such thatX; NY; = 0. LetX = [J,c; X; U Uiem\J LiandY = {J,c;Yi U
Uiem\s Li- ThenX, Y € P(L) and|X N Y| = |U;e, s Lil <w and, henceX
andY are incompatible elements of the po§B{L), C). So, sinceP(L),C) is a
homogeneous partial order, it is atomless.

It is known (seel[l], p. 170) that the equivalence classesesponding to the
relation~ on L, defined byz ~ y iff |[min{z,y}, max{z,y}]| < w, are convex
parts of L which are finite or isomorphic te, orw* or Z. Since|L| = w and two
consecutive parts can not be finite, there is one infinitg paytL’, and, clearly, it
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hasc-many copies. For eadfl € P(L') we have(L \ L') UC € P(L) and, hence,
|P(L)| = . O

In the rest of the paper we prove teatP(L), C) is ac-closed poset, for each
countable scattered linear order By Fact2.4(b), it is sufficient to show that the
pre-ordersm(P(L), C) is o-closed. In the sequel we use the following notation:

sm(P(L), C) = (P(L), <).

3 Elements ofH

Proposition 3.1 Let L = )" L; € H, where(L; : i € w) is a sequence if
satisfying [(1). Then
(a) A C L contains a copy oL iff for eachi, m € w there is finiteK C w\ m
such thatl; — ;¢ Lj N A. So, eachd € P(L) intersects infinitely many.;’s.
(b) If A, B € P(L), thenA < B iff for eachC € P(L) satisfyingC' C A and
eachi, m € w there exists a finitd¢ C w \ m such thatl; — (J,c, L; N C'N B.
(c) smP(L), C) is ac-closed pre-order.
The same statement holds for the-sumy_ . L;.

Proof. (@) =) Let f: L — LandC = f[L] C A. ThenC =}, f[Li].
Claim 1 For eachi € w there is a finite sel{ C w such thatf[L;] C U, L;-

Proof of Claim 1 Sincef is an embedding and; < L;;; we havef[L;] <

f[Liy1]. Forz € Lit1 we havef(z) € f[Lit1] C Uje, Lj and, hencef(z) €

Lj,, for somejy € w. Now, by the monotonicity of we havef[L;] < {f(z)} C

Lj,, thus f[L;] C U, <, Lj, S0 we can takél = jy + 1 and Claim 1 is proved.
Fori cwletK; = {j e w: f[L;]N L; # (0}. By Claim 1 we have

K; e [w]<w andf[L;] C UjEKi L;. (4)
Claim 2 K; < K1, for eachi € w. Consequently, eithek; N K;.1 = () or
KiNKii = {max Kz} = {min Ki—i—l}-

Proof of Claim 2 Letj’ € K; andj” € K;.,. Thenthere are € L; andy € L;
such thatf(z) € Ly and f(y) € L;» and, clearlyx < y. Now j” < ;" would
imply f(y) < f(z), which is impossible. Thug < j”. Claim 2 is proved.

Claim 3 (J;,, K; is an infinite subset ab.

Proof of Claim 3 On the contrary, suppose that = max|J,;, K;. Letig =
min{i € w: jo € K;}. Thenjp € K;, < {jo} and, by Claim 2,

Vi >ig (K; = {jo} A f[Li] C Lj,).
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By (@), there are,,i» € w such thatiy + 1 < iy < iy andL;, — L;,, L;,, which

implies L, + Lj, < L;, + Li, — f[Li,] + f[Li,) C Lj,. But Lj, is a scattered

linear order and, by Fact2.1,;, +L;, ¥+ Lj,. A contradiction. Claim 3 is proved.
Letig, mo € w. By (D), the setl;, = {j € w: L;, — L;} is aninfinite set.

Claim 4 There isj € I;, such thati<;, Nmy = 0.

Proof of Claim 4 On the contrary, suppose th&t N my # 0, for eachj € I;;.
Then
Vj € I;; min K; < my. (5)

Fori € wthereisj € I;, such thatj > i 4 1 and, by Claim 2K; < K;,1 < K;
and, by [(5)max K; < min K;;1 < min K; < mg. ThusK; C my, foralli € w,
which is impossible by Claim 3. Claim 4 is proved.

By Claim 4, K, € [w \ mo]<“. By (4) we havef[L;,] C UjeKjO L;. Since
Jo € Ijy and f[L;,] C C C Awe haveL;, — Lj, — f[L;,] C U LinA
and the proof of =" is finished.

(«=) Suppose that a set C L satisfies the given condition. By recursion we
define the sequencés; : i € w) and(f; : i € w) such that for eache w

() K; € [w]=¥,

(i) Ko< K1 <...

(lll) fz Ly — UjGKi Lj N A.
By the assumption, foi = m = 0 there areK, € [w]<¥ and fy : Ly <
UjeKo LjnA.

Let Ko, ..., K; andfo, ..., f; satisfy (i)-(iii) and letmy = max({J,,; Kr) + 1.
By the assumption foi+ 1 andm there areK; 1 € [w\m]<* andf; i1 : Lit1 —
Ujex,,, Li N Aand the recursion works.

Let f = U,e, fi- By (i) and (iii), iy < i implies K;, < K;,, which implies
fir[Liy) < fiy[Liy]) @nd, hencef : L — A. ThusC = f[L] € P(L) andC C A.

(b) By (2), A < B iff for eachC € P(L) satisfyingC C A the setC N B
contains a copy of.. Now we apply (a) ta” N B.

(c) ForA,, € P(L),n € w, where4y; > A; > ... we will constructA € P(L)
such thatd < A,,, for all n € w. First, by FacE2M(c), there atg € P(L), i € w,
such thatCy = Ag and

jEKjO

Vicw C; CAgN...NA;. (6)

By recursion we define the sequencés : i € w) and(f; : i € w) such that for
eachi € w

() K; € [w]<¥,

(i) K; < K1,

(III) fz Ly — UjEKi Lj N C;.
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SinceCy = Ay € P(L), by (a), fori = m = 0 there areK, € [w]~* and
fo : L(] — UjEKo Lj N C(].

Let the sequencek), ..., Ky and fy, ..., fi satisfy (i)-(iii). SinceAd; 1 <
Ay, Cyyq € P(L) and, by [(6),C;1 C A1, according to (b), for’ + 1 and
m = max(KoU...UKy)+ 1there are

Ky € [w\ (max(KoU...UKy) + 1)< (@)

figr: Lirgr = Ujex,,,, Li 0 Cira 8

(since, by[(6))C;11 N Ay = Cy41). By (@) we have (i) and (ii) and (iii) follows
from (8)). The recursion works.

Let f = U,e, fi- By (i) and (iii), 7y < iy implies K;, < K;,, which implies
filLiy] < fiy|Li,] @and, hencef : L < L. Thus

A= fIL) = Use, fill) € B(L). ©)

Using the characterization from (b), far € w we show thatd < A,-. So, for
C* € P(L) such thatC* C A and:*, m* € w we prove that

IK € [w\m* < Ly < Ujeg L NC* N Aye. (10)

By (ii), (iii) and (@) we haveA = >, A; = L, whereA; = f;[L;] = L;, thus
A € H. SinceC* = L = A we haveC* € P(A) so, applying (a) to the linear
order A instead ofL we obtain

Vi;m € w 3K € w\m]~ filLi] = Ujex filL;] N C* (12)
Letm’ > m*,n*. By (11), fori* andm’ there is
K* € [w\ m/|<¥ such that (12)

fi* [Lz*] — UjGK* fj[L]] N C*. (13)
By (12), forj € K* we havej > n* and, by[(6)C; C A,~. Thus, by (iii) we have
Filli) € User, Ls N Cj € Usek, Ls N An- Which, together with (iii) and (13)
givesLi+ — fi[Li] = Ujepes filLi] N C* C U, jepe USeKj LiNA,-NC* =
UsequK* Kj Ls N C* M An*
In order to finish the proof of (10) we prove thadl . . K;j Nm* = 0. By (12),
for j € K* we havej > m™*. By (ii) the sequencémin K; : i € w) is increasing
and, hencemin K; > j > m*, which impliesK; Nm* = () and [10) is provedd
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4 Finite sums ofw-sums. Finite sums ofv*-sums

Lemma4.lletLy = > LY, Ly = > L} € H, where(L? : i € w) and
(L} :i € w) are sequences i satisfying [1). Then

@3icw Lo~ LleImew Ly— Y., Lh

b)YLo+Li ¢H=—-TImew Lo— >, L

CWL=Lo+ L ¢Handf: L L,thenf[Ly] C Ly, fork =0,1.

Proof. (a) Suppose thaty < .., Ll and letip = max{i < m: f[Lo] N L} #
0}. Thenf[Lo] N L} is afinal part of the ordering[Lo| = L, and, by Fadi2]2(a),
contains a copy of.g. ThusLy — L}O.

(b) If Ly < >,,, L{ then, by (a), there arg§ € wand f : Ly — Lj .
Then (Lo, L}, L},..., L} ,...) is a sequence i satisfying [1) andlo + L; =
Lo+ Ly+Li+...+LL +... e

(c) Suppose thaf[Lo] N Ly # (. Then f[Lg] N Ly is a final part of the
ordering f[Lo] = Lo and, by FacE 2]2(a), contains a copy af. Thus, by (b),
f[Lo] N L} # 0, for infinitely manyi € w. But this is impossible becaugéL,] <
f[La]. Thusf[Lo] C Lo and, hencef[Lo| € P(Ly). By Propositiof_3.l(a) we
have f[Lo] N LY # 0, for infinitely manyi € w, which impliesf[L,] C L. O

Proposition 4.2 (Finite sums otv-sums) LetL = .. L;, whereL; € H are
w-sums of sequences # satisfying 1) and; + L;1 ¢ H, fori < n. Then

@ 1If f: L — L,thenf[L;] C L;, for eachi < n;

(0) P(L) = {Ui<, Ci : Vi < Cj € P(Ly)};

(c) smP(L), C) is ao-closed pre-order.

Proof. (a) Forn = 1 this is (c) of Lemmd 4]1. Assuming that the statement is
true forn — 1 we prove that it is true fon. Suppose thaf[Lo| ¢ Lo. Then,
since f[L,] C U<, Li, for i* = max{i < n : f[Li] ¢ U,;<; L;} we have
0 <" <mn, flLi)] ¢ Uj<i» Ly @nd f[Li=11] C Uj<= Lj U Li=41. Since
flLi] < f[Li*+1] we havef[L;y1] C Lix41 SO f[Li+] N Li=41 is a final part
of f[L;+] = L;+ and, by Fadt 2]2(a), contains a copylof. This copy is contained
in the union of finitely many summands @f;- .. But, sincelL;s + L;xy1 &
H, this is impossible by Lemmia 4.1(b). Thy$Ly] C Lo and, by Proposition
[B.1(a), the seff[L] intersects infinitely many summands bf, which implies
fl[LiU...UL,] C Ly U...UL,. Thus, by the induction hypothesig|L;] C L;,
foreachi € {1,...,n}.

(b) The inclusion " is evident and we provec”. If C € P(L)andf : L <
L, whereC = f[L], then by (a),C; = f[L;] C L; and, hence(; € P(L;) and,
clearly,C = ,-,, Ci.
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(c) By the statement (b) and, since the detsi < n, are disjoint, the mapping
F : TLi<,(P(Li),C) — (P(L),C) given by F((Cop,...,Cp)) = CoU ... U
C,, is an isomorphism and, by FactRPstp(P(L), C) = sm([[,.,,(P(L;), C)) =
[1;<,, sm(P(L;),C). By Propositio 311(c), the pre-ordessi(P(L;), C), i < n,
areo-closed, and, by FaEt 2.3 the same holds for their directympand, hence,
for sm(P(L), C) as well. O

The following dual statements can be proved in the same way.

Lemma4.3Let Ly = > . LY, L1 = > . L} € H, where(L} : i € w) and
(L} :i € w) are sequences i satisfying [1). Then

@Jicw i =Ll 3Imew L1 — LY +...+LY;

Lo+ L1 ¢gH=-TImecw L ‘—)L?n—l-...—i-L(O].

C)fL=Ly+ Ly ¢gHandf: L L,thenf[Ly| C Ly, fork =0, 1.

Proposition 4.4 (Finite sums ofv*-sums) LetL = >
w*-sums and’; + L;11 € H,fori <n — 1. Then
@ If f: L — L,thenf[L;] C L;, for eachi < n;
(c) smP(L), C) is ac-closed pre-order.

ien Li» WhereL; € H are

5 w*-sum plusw-sum

Lemma5.1Let L = Lo+ Ly, whereLy = > . LY. L1 = > L} € H and
(LY :i € w)and(L} : i € w) are sequences i satisfying [1). Then

(@3icw Ly LleImew Lo— Li+...+L.;

b)Jicw L1 - L= Imecw Ly — LY +...+ L;

(€)If Lo+ L1 ¢ H, then

Vmew (Lo Lo+ ...+ LY AN Ly L0 +... + LY). (14)

Proof. (@) If f : Lo — >_,.,, L} andip = min{i < m : f[Lo] N L} # (0}, then
fILo] OL}O is a initial part of the ordering[Ly] = Lo and, by Fadt 2]2(c), contains
a copy ofLy. ThusLy < L}O. The proof of (b) is dual.

(€) If Lo = Y, L; then, by (a), there arg € wandf : Lo < Lj . Then

(Lo, L, Ly,...,Li,,...) is asequence i satisfying [1) and, hencéy, + L; =

Lo+L§+Li+...+LL+...€ H.if Ly — LY +...+L§, we proveLo+L; € H
in a similar way. O
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Proposition 5.2 Let L = Lo + Ly ¢ H,whereLo = . L), L1 =5 Ll e H
and(LY : i € w) and(L} : i € w) are sequences i satisfying [1). Then

(a) A C L contains a copy of iff for eachi, m € w there is a finitel’ C w\m
such thatl.) < Ujex LY N Aand L < Ui Lj N A.

(b) If A, B € P(L), thenA < B iff for eachC € P(L) satisfyingC' C A and
eachi, m € w there is a finitek' C w \ m such thaty — J;., L} N C' N B and
Li = Ujex L;NC N B.

(c) sm(P(L), C) is ac-closed pre-order.

Proof. (a) (=) LetC € P(L),C C A, f: L — L andC = f[L]. First we prove
dCy € ]P)(L(]) aC; € ]P)(Ll) Cou(Cy C A (15)

Suppose thaf[Lo] C L;. Then, by Lemm&aBl1(c)[Lo] N L} # 0, for infinitely
manyi € w. But this is impossible sinc¢[Lo] < f[L1]. Thusf[Lo] N Ly # 0,
this set is an initial part of the ordef[Lo] = L, and, by Fact 2]2(c), there is
Co € P(Ly) such thatCy C f[Lo]N Ly C C C A. Similarly, there isC; € P(L;)
suchthat’; C f[Li]NL; € C C A and [1b) is proved.

Leti,m € w. By (I8) we haveCy € ANLy C LopandCy € ANLy C Ly,
so, by Propositiofi 3l1(a), there are finite skig K; C w \ m such thatL? —
Ujer, LINAN LoandLj — Ujeg, LN AN Ly. Clearly, K = Ko UK isa
finite subset ofv \ m and L — U,cx LY N Aand L} < U,cx Lj N A.

(«=) Suppose that the given condition is satisfiedAyThen, by Proposition
[B.1(a), there ar€y € P(Lg) andC; € P(L;) such thatCy € AN LyandCy C
AN L. NowP(L) 5 Cyu Cy C A.

(b) By (2), A < B iff foreachC € P(L) satisfyingC C A the setC N B
contains a copy of.. Now we apply (a) ta”’ N B.

(c) ForA,, € P(L),n € w, where4y > A; > ... we will constructA € P(L)
such thatd < A, for all n € w. First, by FacE2#(c), there atg € P(L), i € w,
such thatCy, = Ay and

View C; CAgN...NA;. (16)

By recursion we define the sequencés : i € w), (f’ :i € w) and(f! :i € w)
such that for each € w

() K; € [w]<¥,

(i) K; < K1,

@iy f2: LY — Ujex, Lg NG,

(v) fl: L} — Ujex, L} N C;.
SinceCy = Ay € P(L), by (a) (fori = m = 0), there existKy € [w]<%,

f8 L = Ujer, LN Coand fy = Ly = Ujex, Lj N Co.
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Letthe sequenceky, ..., Ky, f,..., flandf}, ..., f} satisfy (i)-(iv). Since
Ay < Ay, Cypyq € P(L)and, by[(I6)C; 1 C A1, according to (b), foi' +1
andm = max(Ko U ... U K;/) + 1 there are

Ky € [w\ (max(KoU...UKy)+1)]<¥ (17)

(since, by[(AB))Cy 1 N Ay = Cyyq). By (@) we have (i) and (ii). (i) and (iv)
follow from (I8) and[[(18). The recursion works.

Let f = Ujeo /2 UU e, f1- By (i) and (iii), i1 < ip implies K;, < K,
which implies 0 [L? ] > f2[L9]and f}[L]] < f}[L; ] and, hencef : L — L.
Thus

A= fIL] = Uje, L U Uje, fHELH € P(L). (20)
Using the characterization from (b), far € w we show thatd < A,-. So, for
C* € P(L) such thatC* C A and:*, m* € w we prove that

K € [w\m* | (L = Ujegx LINC* N Aps ALY = Uje LNC* N Ayr).
(21)
By (ii)-(iv) and (20) we haved = >~ . A? + > Al = L, whereA? = f9[L9] =~
LY andA! = f}L}] = L}, soAis a sum of anu*-sum,Ag = > . A? = 5 and
anw-sum,A; =Y Al = L;. Inaddition,Lo + Ly ¢ H impliesAg + Ay ¢ H.
SinceC* = L = AandC* C A we haveC* € P(A) so, applying (a) to the
linear orderA instead ofZ we obtain

Vi,m € w 3K € [w\m]< (A — UjGKAgﬂC*/\A} — UjGKA]lﬂC*).

(22)
Letm' > m*, n*. By (22), fori* andm’ there is
K* € [w\ m/|<“ such that (23)
A = Ujeg- AJNCH AN = Ujeg- AjNC* (24)

By (23), forj € K* we havej > n* and, by[(16)C; C A,-. Thus, by (iii) and (iv)
we haveA) € Uex, L8N Cj € User, L N An= @ndA} € Ueg, Ly N Gy C
Usex, Ll N A,« which, together with (iii),(iv) and[(24) give£?. — AY —
Similarly we prove that}., — UseU, per &, LYNC* N Ap-.
J

In order to finish the proof of(21) we show tha; ;.. K;Nm* = 0. By (23),
for j € K* we havej > m™*. By (ii) the sequencémin K; : i € w) is increasing
and, hencemin K; > j > m*, which implieskK; N m* = () and [21) is provedX
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6 The general case

ForL € S,letm(L) = min{n € w : L is a sum ofn elements of{}. Form € N,
letS,, = {L € S : m(L) = m}.

Lemma6.1 (a) There is naL € H such thatL = Y . LY andL = > LI,
where(LY : i € w) and(L} : i € w) are sequences i satisfying [1).
(b) LetL € S,, andLg,...,Ly_1 € H,whereL = Lo+ ...+ Ly,_1. Then

Vi<m (|[L;j)=1 Y L;isanw-sum Y L; is anw*-sum) (25)

Vi<m-—1 L;+ Ly g,H (26)

|L;| =1 = (L;41isnotanw-sum A L;_jisnotanw*-sum).  (27)

Proof. (a) On the contrary, by Fakct 2.2, would be both left and right indecom-
posable and, for a partitioh = L’ + L” there would be”’, C” = L such that
C’' c L' andC” c L”, which would implyL + L < L. But this is impossible by
Facf{2.1.

(b) The first statement follows from (a), the second from theimmality of m
and the third from the second statement (&-sum is anv-sum satisfying[(l1)) 3

Lemma6.2lfmeN,LeS,,,Lo,...,Lp_1 € H,whereL = Lo+...+L_1,
andf : L — L, then for eachi < m there isC; € P(L;) such thatC; C f[L;].

Proof. We use induction. Famn = 1 the statement is trivially true.
Suppose that the statement holds forkalt m. LetL € S;,+1, Lo, ..., L €
H,L=Lo+Li+...+Ly,andf: L L.Letl' = L;+...+ L,,.

Claim 1 f[L;] N Ly does not contain a copy @f; .

Proof of Claim 1 On the contrary suppose that = C; C f[L1] N Lo.

First we show that’( is anw*-sum. Namely,|Ly| = 1 would imply C; =
Lo = f[L1], which is impossible becausg&Ly] < f[L1]. Suppose thai, is an
w-sum,Lg = > A;. Then, sincef[Lo] < f[Li] N Lo, Lo = > _,;~,, \i, for some
m € w, which is impossible by Propositién 3.1(a).

ThusLg is anw*-sum, Ly = . L? and, by [25) and(27)L, is either an
w-sum or anv*-sum. Sincef[Lo] < f[L1] N Lo <= L, there ism € w such that
Ly — LY +...+ LY. By (28) we havely + L; ¢ H and this is impossible by
Lemmal5.1(c) in the first case and Lemma 4.3(b) in the seconchnfradiction.
Claim 1 is proved.

By (259), regarding the summardd we have the following three cases.

i<m
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Case 1 |Ly| = 1. Then, by Claim 1,f[L1] N Ly = (, which implies thatf |
L' : L' — L' Clearlym(L) < mandm(L’) < mis impossible, because of the
minimality of m(L). Thusm(L’) = m and, by the induction hypothesis,

Vie {1,...m} 3C; € B(L;) C; C (f | L)L = f[Li]. (28)

Since|L;| = 1 we haveC) = L = f[Li] > f[Lo], for Co = f[Lo] we have
Cy € P(Ly) and the proof is over.

Case 2 L; is anw*-sum. By Facf22(c)f[Li] N Ly # © would imply that
f[L1] N Lo contains a copy of.q, which is impossible by Claim 1. Thu§L;| N
Ly = () and, as in Case 1, we havel28). In particut.,) > C, C f[L4] and,
by Propositioi 3/1(a) (fap*-sums),f[L4] intersects infinitely many summands of
Ly, which impliesf[Lo] C Lo. Again, forCy = f[Lo] we haveC, € P(Ly) and
the proof is over.

Case 3 L, is anw-sum. By [25) and(27), regarding the summdndwve have the
following two subcases.

Subcase 3:1L¢ is anw-sum. f[L1]NLg # () would imply thatZ is embeddable in
an initial part ofL,, which is impossible by Proposition 3.1(a). Thtid1]N Ly =
() and, asin Case 1, we haVel28). SiageC f[Li]NL; we havef[Ly] C LoUL;.
Suppose thaff[Lo] N Ly # (0. Then f[Ly] N L; is contained in finitely many
summands of.; and, by Fact 2]2(a), contains a copylaf, which is impossible
by (28) and Lemma 4l1(b). Thug[Lo] C Lo and, forCy = f[Lo] we have
Cy € P(Ly) which, together with[(28), finishes the proof.

Subcase 3:2L is anw*-sum. LetLy = > . A;andL; = > B;. By Claim
1, there isz € L such thatly < {f(z)}. By Fac{2.2(b), there i&] = L, such
thatL} C [z,00)p,. Leto : Ly + Lo+ ...+ Ly, — Ly + Lo+ ... + L, be an
isomorphism, where | L; = idy,, fori € {2,3,...,m}. Thenfoyp: L' — L
and, by the induction hypothesis, there étec P(L;), i € {1,...m}, satisfying
C; C flelLs]]- SinceCy C flp[L1]] = f[L}] we have

Cy C fIL4] N Ly C flLi] N L. (29)
By (29) we havef[Lo] C LoU L;. Suppose thaf[Lo] C L;. Then, by[(29)f[Lo]
is contained in the union of finitely many summandd.ef which is impossible by
(26) and LemmaXbl1(c). Thu§Lo] N Ly # O is an initial part off[Ly] = L, and,
by Facl{2.2(c), there i€ = L such thatCy C f[Lg] N Lo. By (29) and[(3D) the
proof is over. a

LetL € S, andLg,...,L,,_1 € H,whereL = Lo+ ...+ Ly,_1. Then
we have [(2b),[(26) and (27) and we divideinto blocks groups of consecutive
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summandd.;, in the following way:

- first we glue each two consecutive summands such that thésfagw*-sum
and the second anrsum (blocks of the type D),

- then we divide the rest into the groups of consecutivel{iii;’s of the same
form: groups of singletons (blocks of the type A), groupssesums (blocks of the
type B) and groups ab*-sums (blocks of the type C).

For example 11|w*w*|w*w|w|11|w*w|wwww|w*w*. More formally, we define
ablockof L as a sum of consecutive summan@s= L; + L;y1 + ... + Lk,
wherek > 0 and satisfying one of the following conditions.

(A) |Lj|=1,forallj e {i,...,i+ k}and
()i=0V|Lj—1| =wand
(B) L;is anw-sum, for allj € {i,...,7+k} and
(i) s =0V (L;—1 is anw-sumA L;_s is anw*-sum) and

(iVyi+k=m—1V Ljry1isnotanw-sum;

(C) Ljis anw*-sum, for allj € {7,...,i+ k} and
(V)i=0V L;_1is notanw*-sum and
(Viyi+k=m—1V (Ljzks1iSanw*-sumA L; o IS anw-sum);

(D) k=1andL;is anw*-sum andL;, 1 is anw-sum.

By Block(L) we will denote the set of blocks.

Lemma 6.3 Blocks determine a partition of the sgky, ..., L,,—1} and a parti-
tion of L into convex parts.

Proof. LetL € S,, andLy,...,L,,_1 € H,whereL = Lo+ ...+ L,,_1. First
we show that each summaiid is contained in some block. We have the following
three cases

Case 1 |L;| = 1. LetL;,Lit1,...,Lj,... L1, be the maximal sequence of
consecutive summands of size 1, includihg Then conditions (i) and (ii) are
satisfied and, hencé,; belongs to a block of the type (A).

Case 2 L; is anw-sum.

Subcase 2:1j = 0. Let Lyg,...,L; be a maximal sequence of consecutive
sums. Therk = m — 1 or Lg4 iS not anw-sum so, conditions (iii) and (iv) are
satisfied and_; belongs to a block of the type (B).
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Subcase 2:2j > 0 andL;_ is anw*-sum. Thenl;_; + L; is a block of the type
(D) containingL;.
Subcase 2:3j > 0 andL;_; is not anw*-sum. Then, byl(27),.L;_1| # 1, so,
by (258), L;_1 is anw-sum. LetL;, L1, ...,Lj—1,L;,..., L1 be the maximal
sequence of consecutivesums containing.;. Then (iv) is true.

If i = 0, then (iii) is true and_; belongs to a block of the type (B).

If 4 > 0, then, by the maximality of the sequence dnd (27) @5), is an
w*-sum. NoWL;1,...,Lj—1,Lj,..., Ly satisfies (i) and (iv), so it is a block
of the type (B) containind; (since, clearly; + 1 < j).

Case 3 L; is anw*-sum.
Subcase 3:15 = m — 1. LetL;,..., L; be a maximal sequence of consecutive
w*-sums. Then = 0 or L; 1 is not anw*-sum so, conditions (v) and (vi) are
satisfied and_; belongs to a block of the type (C).
Subcase 3:2j < m —1andL;; is anw-sum. ThenL; + L; is a block of the
type (D) containingL;.
Subcase 3:3j < m — 1 andL;, is not anw-sum. Since, by.(27)L;,1| # 1 by
(25) we have thaL ;, is anw*-sum. LetL;, L;11,...,Lj, Ljy1,. .., Liyj be the
maximal sequence of consecutivé-sums containind;. Then (v) is true.

If i + k& =m — 1, then (vi) is true and_; belongs to a block of the type (C).

If i + k < m — 1, then, by the maximality of the sequence dnd (27) (25),
Litk+1 is anw-sum. NowL;, ..., L;_q,Lj,..., Li1;— satisfies (v) and (vi), so
it is a block of the type (C) containing; (since, clearly; <i+ &k —1).

Now we prove that different blocks are disjoint. Supposé BiaB” € Block(L)
andz € B'n B”. Thenz € L; for someL; contained inB’ N B”. By (25) we
have the following three cases:

Case1|L,| = 1. ThenB’ andB” are blocks of the type (A). Sinde; ¢ B'nB",
by (i) and (ii) we haveB’ = B”.

Case 2 L; is anw-sum. Then, by Lemma.1(a), the blocks are of the type (B) or
(D).

Subcase 2:1B" andB” are of the type (D). Then, sinde; C B'NB” is anw-sum,

by Lemmd6.]l(a) we havB’ = B”.

Subcase 2:2B" and B” are of the type (B). Then, sinde; ¢ B’ N B”, from (iii)

and (iv) it follows that inL the blocks have the same beginning and the same end.
Thus,B' = B".

Subcase 2:2B' is of the type (B) and3” of the type (D). Then, by Lemnma 6.1(a),

L; is the second summand & and, henceB” = L,_y + Lj andB’ = L; +

...+ Lj. But this is impossible by (iii)
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Case 3 L, is anw*-sum. This case is dual to Case 2. O

Lemma6.41lfmeN,LeS,,,Lo,...,Lyu_1 € H,whereL = Lo+...+L,,_1
andBlock(L) = {By, ... B,}, thenBlock(L \ By) = Block(L) \ {By} .

Proof. LetL = Lo+...+L,,—1+L,+...+L,—1,WhereBy = Lo+...+L,_1,
L'=L\By=L,+...4 Ly_1and0 < n < m. First we show that

Block(L') C Block(L). (31)

Let B = L; + ...+ L;y; € Block(L'). Clearly, if B is of the type (D) inL’,
then the same holds ih and B € Block(L). If B is of the type (A) (resp. (B),
(©)), then it satisfies (ii) (resp. (iv), (vi)) ih’ and, clearly, inL. If : > n, then, in
addition, B satisfies (i) (resp. (iii), (v)) i’ and, again, in_; thus B € Block(L).
So it remains to be proved that satisfies (i) (resp. (iii), (v)) in_, wheni = n.

Case 1 B is of the type (A). ThenL,_1| = 1 would imply thatB is not a block
in L. Thus|L,,—1| = w and B satisfies (i) inL.

Case 2 B is of the type (B). TherL,, is anw-sum and, by[(27)|L,,—1| = w.
By (iv) and (vi), By is not of the type (B) or (C). Thudy, is of the type (D) and,
hence,B satisfies (iii) inL.

Case 3 B is of the type (C). TherL,, is anw*-sum. Suppose that,,_; is an
w*-sum. ThenBy must be of the type (C) and, by (vi) fd8y in L, L, is an
w-sum. But thenB should be a block of the type (D) iff, which is not true. Thus
L,_1 is not anw*-sum and, henced3 satisfies (v) inL.

So(31) is proved, which implie8lock (L) C Block(L)\{Bo} = {Bi,... B }.
By Lemma 6.8 we have)Block(L') = L' = By U... U B,, which gives the an-
other inclusion. O

Lemma65lfmeN,LeS,,,Lo,...,Lp_1 € H,whereL = Lo+...+Lpy_1,
andf : L — L, then for eachB € Block(L) we havef[B] C B.

Proof. We prove the statement by induction. Foar= 1 it is trivially true.
Suppose thatitis true for all < m. LetL = Lo+. ..+ L,,—1 andBlock(L) =
{Bo,...B}. If r =0, we are done. Otherwise we have

L=By+Liy1+...+ L1, (32)
WhereBo = LO 4+ ...+ Lz Let = Lz’—i—l 4+ ...+ Lm—l- By Lemma[G]Z,

Vj e {0, oo, m— 1} HCJ S P(LJ) Cj C f[LJ] N Lj. (33)
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Regarding the type aB, we have the following cases.

Case 1 By is of the type (A). Then, by[(25)[(27) and (iiJ;;+1 IS anw*-sum.
By (33) and Proposition 3.1(a) (far*-sums),C; | intersects infinitely many sum-
mands ofL;;, and, sinceBy is finite andf[By] < f[L;+1], we havef[By] = By.
Hencef | L' : L' — L’ andm(L') = m —i — 1. By Lemmd 6.4 we have

Block(L') = Block(L) \ {Bo} = {Bx1,...,B:} (34)

and, by the induction hypothesig|B;] = (f | L')[B;] C By, for j > 0.

Case 2 By is of the type (B). By Proposition_3.1(d); intersects infinitely many
summands of.;, which implies thatf | L' : L' — L'.

If |[Li+1] = 1, thenf[L;+1] = L;+1 and, hencef[By] C By. By (34) and the
induction hypothesig[B;] C B;, for j > 0.

If L;+1is anw*-sum, thenC; 1 intersects infinitely many summands bf,
and, hencef[By] C By. Also, C; intersects infinitely many summands bf,
which implies thatf[L’] ¢ L'. By (34) and the induction hypothesi$B;] C B,
for j > 0 again.

Case 3 By is of the type (C). Then by (vi)L; 1 is anw*-sum. By [38) we have
Ciy1 C f[Li+1] N L1 and, by Proposition 3|14, [ ;1] intersects infinitely many
summands of.;, 1, which impliesf[By] C By. Suppose thaf[L;1]NL; # 0. By
33),C; C f[L;] N L;, which implies thatf[L; 1] N L; is an initial part off[L; 1]
contained in an final part df;. By Fac{2.2(c)f[L;+1]NL; contains a copy of;1,
which is impossible by Lemma 4.3(b) arid{26). Thti€,;.1] N L; = 0, which
implies f[L'] ¢ L' and again, by({34) and the induction hypothegiB;] C B;,
for j > 0.

Case 4 By is of the type (D). ThemBy = Ly + L1 and, by [(3B) and Proposition
3.1, f[L,] intersects infinitely many summands bf, which implies
fIL]C L. (35)
By (33) there i”; such that
Cy € P(La) N Cy C f[Lo] N Lo. (36)

Regarding the form of 5, we distinguish the following three subcases.

|Ls| = 1. Then, by[(3B)f[L1] = L; and, hencef[By] C By and we usd(35),
(34) and the induction hypothesis.

Lo is anw*-sum. By [36)f[L-] intersects infinitely many summands bf
and, hencef[By] C By and we us€e(35)| (34) and the induction hypothesis.
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L is anw-sum. By [36) we havg[L;] C LoU Ly U Lo. f[L1]N Ly # Dis
impossible by Lemma 4.1(b), thy$B;] C By and we continue as above. O

Theorem 6.6 For eachL € S, sm(P(L), C) is ac-closed pre-order.

Proof. LetL € S,,, L = ) ,_, B;, whereBlock(L) = {B; : i < r}. First we
prove
P(L) = {U;, Ci : Vi <1 C; € P(B;)}. (37)

The inclusion 5" is evident. IfC' € P(L), f : L — L andC = f[L], then,
by Lemmal6.b, forC; = f[B;], ¢ < r, we haveC; C B;, C; € P(B;) and
C = U, C; and “C” holds as well.
Clearly, the mappind” : [[,_, (P(B;), C) — (P(L), C) defined by
f(<007 ceey C?“—1>) = Ui<1“ CZ
is an isomorphism and, by FactP.4(d),(e)
Sm<P(L)7 C> = sm Hi<r<]P)(Bi)7 C> = Hz’<r Sm<]P)(Bi)7 C>'

By Proposition$ 412, 414 and 5s& (P(B;), C), « < r, arec-closed partial orders
and, by Fadt 2]3 their product as well as the pesefP(L),C) iso-closed. O

7 Forcing by copies of countable scattered linear orders

The position of countable linear orders in Diagridm 1 is pnesgin Diagrani 2.
By Theoreni 1.P and Falct 2.5, CH implies that all posets ofah@{P(L), C),
whereL is a scattered countable linear order, are forcing equivéde P(w)/ Fin) ™.
The following examples show that this is not true in genenal that the result of
Theorenm 1.2 is the best possible:-tlosed” can not be replaced bys-closed”.

Example 7.1 Itis consistent that the pos@t(w +w), C) is noth-distributive and,
hence, not forcing equivalent {@(w)/ Fin) ™.

By Proposition[ 4.2, forl = w + w the partial orderP(L), C) is isomor-
phic to the productw]”, C) x ([w]¥, C) and, by Fadt 2]6(a}q(P(w + w), C) =
(P(w)/Fin)* x (P(w)/Fin)*. Now, by the result of Shelah and Spinas (Fact
[2.8(b)), we have Cont < b).

Example 7.2 The posetq(P(w - w), C) is notws-closed and it is consistent that
sq(P(w - w), C) is noth-distributive. Clearlyw - w = (L, <), whereL = w x w
and (ig, jo) < (i1,J1) © do < i1V (lo = i1 A jo < j1). NowWL = > . L;,
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Diagram 2: Countable linear orders

whereL; = {i} x w and first we show tha@(L) = (Fin x Fin)". By Proposition
B.1(), if A € P(L), then for eachn € w there is a finite sek C w \ m such
thatw — (J;cx A N L; and, hence, there is> m satisfying|A N L;| = w. Thus

A ¢ Fin x Fin. Conversely, ifA ¢ Fin x Finand{i € w: |[ANL;| = w} = {n; :

J € w}, whereng < ny < ..., thend = J;¢, Aj, whereAy = U, ,,, (AN L;)
andA; = U, <i<n, (AN Ly), for j > 0. Clearly we havel; = w and, hence,
A e P(L). So,(P(L),C) = ((Fin x Fin)*, ) and, by Fadi 2}4(fxq(P(w - w), C

) = (P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))™. Now we apply the results of Szymanski and Zhou
and of Hernandez-Hernandez (Haci 2.6(c) and (d)).

Some forcing-related properties of the poset&(L), C) are described in the fol-
lowing table.

L sq(P(L),C) is sq(P(L),C) is ZFCF sq(P(L),C)
isomorphic to is h-distributive
w (P(w)/Fin)™* t-closed yes
w+w | (P(w)/Fin)t x (P(w)/Fin)* t-closed no
wew (P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))* w1 but notw:-closed no

Remark 7.3 Concerning Theorefm 1.2 we note that for countable ordinalkave
more information. Namely, by [6], ife = wt™s, + ... + w0 T05q + kis a
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countable ordinal presented in the Cantor normal form, eee w, r; € w,
s; € N,v; € LimU{1} and~,, + r,, > ... > 79 + 1o, then

~ n T i 5
sa(P(a), ©) = [T (107 (P@)/Z)) ) (38)
where, for an ordinap, Zgs = {C' C  : 8 + C} and, for a poseP, rp(P)
denotes the reduced powBf/ =p;, andrp*T(P) = rp(rp®(P)). In particular,
for w < a < w* we have

sa (B(S0, 01 7s1), € ) = [T (0 (Plo)/Fin)) )™ 39)

Remark 7.4 By [5], all countable equivalence relations, disconnecatiihhomo-
geneous graphs and disjoint unions of ordinglss are in columnD of Diagram
[ as well. In addition, the corresponding posets of copiedacing equivalent to
one of the following posets:

((P(w)/Fin)™)", for somen € N,

(P(w x w)/(Fin x Fin))™*,

(P(A)/EDgn)t x ((P(w)/ Fin)™*)™, for somen € w,
whereA = {(m,n) € N x N : n < m} and the idealDyg, C P(A) is defined
by:

EDfn={SCA:IreNVmeN |[Sn({m}x{1,2,...,m})| <r}.
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