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FILTER-LINKEDNESS AND ITS EFFECT ON PRESERVATION OF
CARDINAL CHARACTERISTICS

JORG BRENDLE, MIGUEL A. CARDONA, AND DIEGO A. MEJIA

ABSTRACT. We introduce the property “F-linked” of subsets of posets for a given free fil-
ter F' on the natural numbers, and define the properties “u-F-linked” and “#-F-Knaster”
for posets in a natural way. We show that #-F-Knaster posets preserve strong types of
unbounded families and of maximal almost disjoint families.

Concerning iterations of such posets, we develop a general technique to construct 6-
Fr-Knaster posets (where Fr is the Frechet ideal) via matrix iterations of <@-ultrafilter-
linked posets (restricted to some level of the matrix). This is applied to prove consistency
results about Cichoni’s diagram (without using large cardinals) and to prove the consis-
tency of the fact that, for each Yorioka ideal, the four cardinal invariants associated with
it are pairwise different.

At the end, we show that three strongly compact cardinals are enough to force that
Cichon’s diagram can be separated into 10 different values.

1. INTRODUCTION

The third author [Mej19] introduced the notion of Frechet-linkedness (abbreviated Fr-
linkedness) inspired by Miller’s proof that [, the standard o-centered poset that adds an
eventually different real (see Definition , does not add dominating reals. The third
author showed that I and random forcing are o-Fr-linked, and that no o-Fr-linked poset
adds dominating reals. Moreover, he showed that such posets preserve a certain type of
mad (maximal almost disjoint) families (like those added by Hechler’s poset H,, for adding
a mad family of size k).

Frechet-linkedness is a notion of subsets of posets: given a poset P and @) C P, Q) is
Frechet-linked (in P ) if, for any countable sequence (p,, : n < w) of members of @), there is
some g € P forcing that p,, is in the generic filter for infinitely many n. Given a cardinal
i, a poset is p-Fr-linked if it is the union of p-many Fr-linked subsets. A Knaster-type
notion can be defined in the natural way: a poset P is 0-Fr-Knaster if any subset of P of
size 6 contains a Fr-linked subset of the same size. It is clear that any u-Fr-linked poset is
p-Fr-Knaster and, for regular 6, any #-Fr-Knaster poset satisfies the #-Knaster property

(see Remark [3.3)).
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Mie add () addt?\Z)_ " cov(M)  non(\)

FI1GURE 1. Cichon’s diagram. The arrows mean < and dotted arrows rep-

resent add(M) = min{b, cov(M)} and cof(M) = max{d, non(M)}.

The notion Fr-Knaster appears implicitly in several places. For example, using finitely
additive measures along FS (finite support) iterations, Shelah [She00] constructed an N;-
Fr-Knaster poset to force cov(N') with countable cofinality, while Kellner, Shelah and
Tanasie [KST19] used the same technique to construct a #-Fr-Knaster poset that forces

(1.1) N; < add(N) < b =6 < cov(N) < non(M) < cov(M) = c.

Using the analog of this technique for ultrafilters, Goldstern, Shelah and the third au-
thor [GMS16|] constructed a #-Fr-Knaster poset that forces

(1.2) N; < add(N) < cov(N) < b =6 < non(M) < cov(M) =c.

These two results state the both possible ways to separate the cardinal invariants in the
left side of Cichori’s diagram (Figure [l)). We assume that the reader is familiar with this
diagram.

The main challenge in both results is to force b = 6 while iterating restrictions of £
to small models (for (1.2))), or similar restrictions of random forcing and of a variation of
E (for (1.1)). In fact, from both arguments, it can be inferred that -Fr-Knaster posets
preserve a strong type of unbounded families (see Theorem .

Hechler’s poset Hy for adding a mad family of size § was originally defined in [BET11]
(see Definition [2.1]). Since p-Fr-linked posets preserve the mad family added by Hy for
[ < 6, it is natural to ask:

Question 1.1. If0 is a reqular uncountable cardinal, does any 0-Fr-Knaster poset preserve
the mad family added by Hy?

Such a mad family falls into the category of what we call 0-strong-Md a.d. family
(see Definition and Lemma [3.15), which are also preserved by p-Fr-linked posets for
p < 0 according to [Mej19]. Moreover, it was proved in [FEMMIS, Mej19] that a large
class of FS iterations preserve the mad family added by Hy for 6 regular, which is used to
prove that a = b can be forced (where a is the minimal size of an infinite mad family) in
various models where Cichoni’s diagram is divided into several values. In fact, this class is
contained in the class of F'S iterations of y-Fr-linked posets with 1 < 6, but since any such
iteration yields a 6-Fr-Knaster poset (see [Mej19, Sect. 5] or Lemma [3.18)), the previous
argument is nicely generalized with a positive answer to Question [I.1l Even more, such
a positive answer will imply that it can be forced, in addition, that a = 6 in both

and ((L.2).

In this paper, we answer Question in the positive.

Theorem A (Theorem 3.16)). If 0 is a reqular uncountable cardinal then any 6-Fr-Knaster
poset preserves all the 0-strong-Md (a.d.) families from the ground model.
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FIGURE 2. Seven values in Cichon’s diagram with the left side separated.

Corollary. In both and it can be forced, in addition, that a = b.

Using four strongly compact cardinals, Goldstern, Kellner and Shelah |[GKS19] applied
Boolean ultrapowers (see [KTT18|) to the poset that forces ((1.2]) to prove the consistency
of

(1.3) ¥y <add(WN) < cov(N) < b < non(M) < cov(M) <3 < non(N) < cof(N) < c.

With the same method, in [KST19] Boolean ultrapowers of the poset that forces (|1.1)
guarantee the consistency of

(1.4) ¥y <add(N) < b < cov(N) < non(M) < cov(M) < non(N) < d < cof(N) < c.

These results are examples of Cichon’s diagram divided into 10 different values (the max-
imum possible).

In this paper, we are also interested to get strengthenings or variations of , ,
and with respect to ZFC alone or with weaker large cardinal assumptions. The
following result strengthens and solves [GMS16, Question 7.1].

Theorem B (Theorem |5.3)). If 6y < 61 < 0y < p < v are uncountable reqular cardinals
and X\ is a cardinal such that X< = ), then there is a ccc poset that forces (see Figure @)

add(N) =6y < cov(N) =6, <b=a=10, <non(M) = p
<cov(M)=v <d=nonN)=c=\

Remark 1.2. By the time this paper was submitted, Theorem [B| was a new result in the
sense that no large cardinals are used to prove it, and it is another example of Cichon’s
diagram divided into 7 values, the maximum number of different values known consistent
at that moment without using large cardinals. See more examples in [FFMMI8|, Mej19]
for 7 values.

Since the initial submission of this paper the consistency of and (|1.4) was proved
in [GKMS20b] without using large cardinals. Although Theorems [B] D] [E] and [F] are
covered by this new result, our methods are different, and in particular Theorem [B| may
be useful as a starting point for further separation results for Cichon’s diagram. A more
detailed discussion is provided in Section [}

The method to prove Theorem [B|is a modification of the method in [GMSI6] to prove
(L.2)), which is reviewed as follows. To force b = 65 < non(M) = p < cov(M) = ¢ = A,
the idea is to perform a F'S iteration of Suslin ccc posets restricted to small models, this to
guarantee that each cardinal invariant of the left gets its desired value. Though classical
techniques from [JS90, Bre91] can be used, the main issue is to guarantee that b does
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not get larger than desired. The reason is that restrictions of E are used (to increase
non(M)) along the iteration, and such restrictions may add dominating reals by a result
of Pawlikowski [Paw92]. Hence, chains of ultrafilters on w are used to guarantee that no
dominating reals are added, even more, to guarantee that the iteration is #>-Fr-Knaster.
To achieve this, the following is required.

(P1) 2% > ), so that at most fs-sequences of ultrafilters are enough (by [EK6H]).

(P2) 6% < p for any 6 < pu.

(P3) The chains of ultrafilters and the iteration are constructed simultaneously by recur-
sion.

Now, to prove Theorem [B| we need to additionally separate cov(M) and 0, which
lie on the right side of Cichon’s diagram, while separating all the left side. The third
author [Mej13] has showed that Blass’s and Shelah’s [BS89] method of matrix iterations
works to separate several cardinals on the left and right side simultaneously, which we
use to produce a method of matrix iterations with matrices of ultrafilters to extend the
method from [GMSI6]. Concretely, we introduce the concept of <k-uf-extendable matriz
iteration (see Definition and prove the following result, which is considered the main
result of this paper.

Theorem C (Theorem . If Kk 1s an uncountable regular cardinal then every <rk-uf-
extendable matrixz iteration is k-Fr-Knaster.

In order to define this type of matrix iterations, we required to generalize the notion of
Fr-linked as follows. When F' is a free filter on w, P is a poset and Q C P, we say that
Q is F-linked if, for any sequence (p, : n < w) of members of @, there is some ¢ € P
forcing that {n < w : p, € G} is F-positive (note that this is the same as Fr-linked when
F is the Frechet filter). In the natural way, the notions u-F'-linked and 0-F-Knaster are
defined for posets. We also say that ) C P is uf-linked if ) is F-linked for every free
filter F' (equivalently, for every non-principal ultrafilter); say that P is p-uf-linked if it is
the union of <p-many uf-linked subsets; and IP is 6-uf-Knaster if every subset of P of size
6 contains a uf-linked subset of the same sizelll

A curious fact proved in [Mejl9, Lemma 5.5] (see Lemma is that, for ccc posets,
the notions Fr-linked and uf-linked are equivalent, which means that the notions above
are not generalizations in the context of ccc. However, the notion p-uf-linked (for p < 65)
is implicitly used to construct the chains of ultrafilters in [GMS16], and it is also necessary
to construct matrices of ultrafilters along an uf-extendable matrix iteration. For short,
a <r-uf extendable matrix iteration produces a FS iteration (P,,Q, : o < m) (at the
top of the matrix) of k-cc posets where each iterand Qa is po-uf-linked with respect to a
complete subposet of P, (lying below in the matrix) for some p, < k (but not necessarily
po-uf-linked with respect to P,).

The most surprising thing about our method is that it does not rely on conditions
like (P1)-(P3), e.g., the matrix iteration can be defined before considering any matrix
of ultrafilters, and no restriction on the amount of matrices of ultrafilters is required.
For each quite uniform countable A-system (p, : n < w) we can construct a matrix of
ultrafilters along the matrix iteration and a condition ¢ forcing that {n < w : p, € G} is
infinite, which will be enough to guarantee that the construction is x-Fr-Knaster.

The following constellation can also be proved by our method.

"n general, these notions are not equivalent to “u-F-linked (resp. B-F-Knaster) for every free filter '
on w”.
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FIGURE 3. Separation of the cardinals associated with M and N.

Theorem D (Theorem [5.4). If 6y < 61 < u < v are uncountable reqular cardinals and A
is a cardinal such that X< = X\, then there is a ccc poset that forces (see Figure@

add(N) =6y <b=a=0; <cov(N) =non(M) = p
<cov(M) =non(N)=v<d=c=\

Theorems|[B|and [D|show (without using large cardinals) that the four cardinals add(M),
cov(M), non(M) and cof(M) can consistently be pairwise different, which solves [CM19,
Question 6.2]. In the latter theorem, the cardinals associated with A are also forced to
be pairwise different, though the consistency for N alone was already proved in [Mej13].

As a consequence of Theorem [D] we are also able to solve a consistency problem related
to Yorioka ideals. Yorioka [Yor02] defined o-ideals T parametrized by increasing functions
f € w* (see details in Definition [2.6)), to show that no inequality between cof(SN) and
¢ := 2% can be decided in ZFC, where SN is the o-ideal of strong measure zero subsets of
2¢. The second and third author [CM19] produced a ccc poset, via a matrix iteration, that
forces the four cardinals add(Zy), cov(Z;), non(Zy) and cof(Zy) to be pairwise different
for any f above some fixed f*. Now, thanks to Theorem [D] we can prove this consistency
result for any f, which solves [CM19, Question 6.1].

Theorem E (Corollary [5.6). There is a ccc poset that forces add(Zy) < cov(Zy) <
non(Zy) < cof(Zy) for any increasing f € w®.

As the final result, Boolean ultrapowers can be applied to the poset constructed for
Theorem [B] to weaken the large cardinal hypothesis of ([1.3)).

Theorem F (Theorem . Assuming three strongly compact cardinals, there is a ccc
poset that forces

N; < add(N) < cov(N) < b < non(M) < cov(M) < < non(N) < cof(N) < c.

Result require further hypotheses, for example, GCH is assumed in the ground
model, the cardinals on the left side of Cichon’s diagram cannot be successors of cardinals
of countable cofinality, and the value for b should be a successor. These assumptions can
be omitted for Theorem [F] except of GCH that can be weakened substantially.

This work is structured as follows.

Section 2. We review our forcing notation, matrix iterations, and the classical preserva-
tion results for F'S iterations and matrix iterations.

Section 3. We introduce Filter-linkedness, present examples of p-uf-posets and show
Theorem [A] In addition, we show how p-F-linkedness and 6-F-Knaster be-
haves in FS iterations and FS products.
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Section 4. We define the notion of <k-uf-extendable matrix iterations and prove Theo-
rem [C]
Section 5. We show applications of Theorem [C] concretely, we prove Theorems [B] D], [E]

and [E]
Section 6. We discuss some open questions and recent updates related to this research.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We first review some notation and the forcing posets we are going to use throughout
this paper. Denote C := w<“ (Cohen forcing) ordered by 2 and, for any set Z, C; denotes
the FS product of C along Z.

Definition 2.1 ([BE11l [Hec72]). Let Z be a set. Hechler’s poset Hy for adding an a.d.
family (indexed by Z ) is defined as the poset whose conditions are of the form p : F, xn, —
2 with F,, € [Z]<® and n, < w (demand n, = 0 iff F, = 0), ordered by ¢ < piff p C ¢
and |¢ {1} N (F, x {i})| < 1 for every i € [n,,n,).

This poset has the Knaster property, it even has precaliber Xy, and the a.d. family it
adds is maximal when Z is uncountable. For any Z C 7', H; < Hy:; and both Hz and
Hy are isomorphic whenever |Z| = |Z’|. The forcing Hy is forcing equivalent to C when
Z is countable and non-empty, and to C,, when |Z| =¥, ]

Though random forcing is typically known as the cBa (complete Boolean algebra)
B(2¥)/N (where B(2¥) denotes the family of Borel subsets of 2¥), we often use the fol-
lowing equivalent poset.

Definition 2.2. Random forcing B is defined as the set of trees T C 2<% such that
A([T]) > 0 where A* denotes the Lebesgue measure on 2¥. The order is C.
For (s,m) € 2<% x w set

B(s,m) = {T € B:[T] C [s] and 21/ - \*([T]) > 1 — 210"},

Note that, for fixed m < w, |J,cp<w B(s,m) is dense in B.

Notation 2.3. (1) A slalom is a function ¢ : w — [w]<¥. For any function z with domain
w,  €" ¢ denotes Vi < w(z(i) € (7)), which is read ¢ localizes .

(2) For a function b with domain w and h € w*, denote seq_,(b) := U, [ ;= 0(3),
[16:=T11;., b(i) and S(b, h) := [, [b(i)]=".

(3) For any set A, ids denotes the identity function on A. Denote id := id,,.

(4) Operations and relations between functions from w into the ordinals are interpreted
pointwise. For example, if b and c¢ are such functions, b- ¢ denotes the pairwise ordinal
product of both functions, and b < ¢ indicates that b(i) < ¢(i) for any i < w. Also,
constant objects may be interpreted as constant functions with domain w, for instance,
the w in S(w, h) is understood as the constant function w.

(5) For z,y : w — On, x <* y denotes Vi < w(x(i) < y(i)), which is read x is dominated
by y. Likewise, x <* y is defined.

(6) Say that two functions x and y with domain w are eventually different, denoted by

z Ay, i Vi < w(z(i) £ y(0)).
Definition 2.4. Localization forcing is the poset
LOC :={p € S(w,id) : Im < wVi < w(|p(i)| < m)}

2Tt is not hard to see that H,, is the FS iteration of the quotients H,11/H, for @ < wy. Since these
quotients are countable, H,,, is equivalent to the F'S support iteration of length w; of C, which is C,, .
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ordered by ¢' < ¢ iff p(i) C (i) for every i < w. Recall that this poset is o-linked and
that it adds a slalom in S(w,id) that localizes all the ground model reals in w®.

The following is a generalization of the standard ccc poset that adds an eventually
different real (see e.g. [KO14, [CM19]).
Definition 2.5 (ED forcing). Fix b : w — w+1~{0} and h € w® such that lim;_, , % =
0 (when b(i) = w, interpret % as 0). Define the (b, h)-ED (eventually different real)
forcing E} as the poset whose conditions are of the form p = (s, ) such that, for some
mi=m, < w,
(i) s € seq.,(b), ¢ € S(b,m - h), and
(ii) m - h(i) < b(7) for every i > |s],
ordered by (t,¢) < (s,¢) iff s Ct, Vi <w(e(i) C (i) and t(i) ¢ @(i) for all i € |t| N |s].
Put E}(s,m) :={(t,p) € E} : t = s and m,,) < m} for s € seq_,,(b) and m < w.
Denote E, := E}, E := E,, Ey(s,m) := E}(s,m), and E(s,m) := E, (s, m).
It is not hard to see that E[! is o-linked. Even more, whenever b >* w, EI' is o-centered.
When h >* 1, ]EZ adds an eventually different realﬁ in []b.

One of our main results deals with the following notion.

Definition 2.6 (Yorioka [Yor02]). For o € (2<¢)“ define
(0)o = {2 €2 : F®n < w(o(n) Ca)} = () Jle(m)]

n<w m>=n
and ht, € w* by ht, (i) := |o(i)| for each i < w.
Define the relation < on w* by f < g iff Vk < w¥V*n < w(f(n*) < g(n)).
For g, f € w* define the families

J, = (XC2:3o € (2<w)w<X C [0]e and ht, = ¢g)} and L= U Ty
g>f

Any family of the form 7, with f increasing is called a Yorioka ideal.

The following results show the relationship between the cardinal invariants associated
with Yorioka ideals and the cardinals in Cichon’s diagram. This is used in Section [5] to
prove Corollary 5.6] See Figure [6] on page [26] for a diagram of some of these inequalities.

Theorem 2.7. Let f € w* be a strictly increasing function. Then

(a) (Yorioka [Yor02]) Z; is a o-ideal and SN C I; C N, so cov(N) < cov(Z;) < cov(SN)
and non(SN) < non(Z;) < non(N).

(b) (Kamo, see e.g. [CM19, Cor. 3.14]) add(N) < add(Z;) and cof(Zy) < cof(N).

(¢) (Kamo and Osuga [KOO08]) add(Z;) < b and d < cof(Zy).

(d) (Osuga [Osu08], see also [CM19, Cor. 3.22]) cov(Zy) < non(M) and cov(M) <
non(Zy).

2.1. Simple matrix iterations. We review some usual facts about matrix iterations in
the context of what we call simple matrix iterations. In this type of matrix iterations only
restricted generic reals are added, and preservation properties behave very nicely.

SMore generally, ' adds a real e € [ b such that V52 (e(i) ¢ ¢(i)) for any ¢ € S(b, h) in the ground
model.
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FIGURE 5. Matrix iteration with /™ = v 4+ 1 where v is an ordinal.

Definition 2.8. Let M be a transitive model of ZFC (or of a finite fragment of it). Given
two posets P € M and Q (not necessarily in M), say that P is a complete subposet of
Q with respect to M, denoted by P <;; Q, if P is a subposet of  and every maximal
antichain in P that belongs to M is also a maximal antichain in Q.

In this case, if N is another transitive model of ZFC such that N O M and @ € N,
then P <;; Q implies that, whenever G is Q-generic over N, G N P is P-generic over M
and M[G NP] C N[G] (see Figure [d). When P € M it is clear that P <, P.

Definition 2.9 (Blass and Shelah [BS89]). A matriz iteration m consists of

(I) a well order I™ and an ordinal 7™, '
(I) for each i € I"™, a F'S iteration PP = (P, Q% : £ < ™) such that, for any i < j

3,

in /™ and § < 7™, if P7} < P then P forces Q% < P Q%

According to this notation, P is the trivial poset and P} = : 0. By Lemma [2.21 PP
is a complete subposet of P2 for all ¢ < j in I™ and § < 7™

We drop the upper index m when it is clear from the context. If j € I and G is
P, r-generic over V' we denote V;¢ = V[GNP;¢| for all i < jin [ and £ < 7 . Clearly,
Vie CVjyforallt <jin I and { <n < 7. The idea of such a construction is to obtain a
matrix (Vie : i € I, £ <) of generic extensions as illustrated in Figure [j]

If € <, m[¢ (horizontal restriction) denotes the matrix iteration with I™¢ = I and

7€ = ¢ where the FS iterations are the same as in (II) but restricted to £&. On the
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other hand, for any J C I, m|J (vertical restriction) denotes the matrix iteration with
™7 = J and 7™/ = 7 where the FS iterations for i € .J are exactly as in (II).

Although ™ is an ordinal in all our applications, it is more practical to use it as a well
order in general because it eases the notation when dealing with m|.J in the case that J is
a set of ordinals but not an ordinal (as in the last part of the proof of Main Lemma [4.6)).

The following type of matrix iteration is the one we are going to deal with throughout
the whole text.

Definition 2.10 (Simple matrix iteration). A simple matriz iteration m is a matrix
iteration, composed additionally of a function A™ : 7™ — ™ that satisfies: for each
& <™ there is a ]Pglm(g) ¢g-hame Qg" of a poset such that, for each i € I'™,
Qn = [ Q8 ifiz AT,
71 1 otherwise.
The upper index m is omitted when there is no risk of ambiguity.

A simple matrix iteration is easily constructed by recursion on £ < 7. When m[¢ is
already constructed, A(¢) and Qg are freely defined, which allows to extend the matrix
to m[ (£ + 1). Limit steps are uniquely determined by taking direct limits. When Qg
adds a real, it will be generic over V()¢ but not necessarily over V; ¢ for larger 7, which
is the reason we say that a restricted generic real is added at step £. For instance, let D
be the Hechler poset for adding a dominating real. When Qg = DY2®:«, the generic real
added at £ is dominating over V(). Moreover, more restricted generic sets are allowed,
for example, when Qg = D¢ where N¢ € Va(e)¢ is a (small) transitive model of ZFC, the
generic real added at step § is dominating over Ng but not necessarily over Vag)e.

Most of the time we deal with simple matrix iterations where I™ = v + 1 for some
ordinal v, unless we are reasoning with restrictions of such matrix iteration. In this case,
if the simple matrix iteration is composed by ccc posets and v has uncountable cofinality,
then P, ¢ is the direct limit of the posets below it in the matrix. More generally:

Lemma 2.11 ([BF11], see also [Mej19] Cor. 2.6]). Let 0 be an uncountable reqular cardinal
and let v be an ordinal. Assume that m is a simple matrix iteration such that
(i) I™=v+1, cf(v) >0,
(ii) v ¢ ranA, and
(i) for each & < ™, P, ¢ forces that QA(g),g is 0-cc.
Then, for any & <,
(a) P, ¢ is the direct limit of (Poe:a <v), and
(b) if 6 <0 and f is a P, ¢-name of a function from 3 into ., Vae then f is forced
to be equal to a Py¢-name for some o < v. In particular, the reals in V,¢ are
precisely the reals in |J,_, Vae.

2.2. Relational systems and preservation. We review the theory of preservation
properties for FS iterations developed by Judah and Shelah [JS90] and Brendle [Bre91].
A similar presentation also appears in [Mej19] and a generalized version can be found
in [CM19, Sect. 4].

Definition 2.12. A relational system is a triple R = (X,Y,C) where C is a relation.ﬁ]
Forz € X and y € Y, x C y is often read y C-dominates x.

a<v

4Although the relation C is only relevant when restricted to X x Y, there is no need to demand it to
be contained in X x Y. See Example (5) where C is just =.
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(1) A family F' C X is R-bounded if there is a member of Y that C-dominates every
member of F'; otherwise we say that the set is R-unbounded. Define the cardinal b(R)
as the smallest size of an R-unbounded family.

(2) Dually, D C Y is R-dominating if every member of X is C-dominated by some
member of D. The cardinal 9(R) is defined as the smallest size of an R-dominating
family.

(3) An object z € X is R-unbounded over a set M if x [ y for all y € Y N M.

(4) If 6 is a cardinal, a family F' C X is strongly 0-R-unbounded if |F'| > 6 and, for any
yeY, {zxeF:zCy} <0.

Lemma 2.13. In the context of Definition assume that F C X is a strongly 6-R-
unbounded family. Then:

(a) F is R-unbounded, in particular, b(R) < |F|[]

(b) Whenever 0 is regular, |F| < d(R).

The previous fact is the reason why strongly unbounded families are used to obtain
upper bounds of b(R)) and lower bounds of 9(R), so their preservation in forcing extensions
helps to force values for such cardinals.

The following two definitions are the central concepts for preservation of strongly un-
bounded families.

Definition 2.14. Say that R = (X,Y,C) is a Polish relational system (Prs) if the
following is satisfied:

(i) X is a perfect Polish space,
(ii) Y is a non-empty analytic subspace of some Polish space Z and
(iii) C N(X xZ) = U,-,, Cn Where (C;)n<, is some increasing sequence of closed subsets
of X x Z such that, for any n < w and for any y € Y, (C,)Y ={zr € X : x C,, y} is
closed nowhere dense.

By (iii), (X, M(X), €) is Tukey-Galois below R where M(X) denotes the o-ideal of
meager subsets of X. Therefore, b(R) < non(M) and cov(M) <d(R).

Definition 2.15 (Judah and Shelah [JS90]). Let R = (X,Y,C) be a Prs and let 6 be

a cardinal. A poset P is 0-R-good if, for any P-name h for a member of Y, there is a
non-empty H C Y (in the ground model) of size <6 such that, for any x € X, if z is
R-unbounded over H then IF z 7 h.

Say that P is R-good if it is R;-R-good.

Definition describes a property used to preserve strongly R-unbounded families,
which is respected by FS iterations. Concretely, when 6 is uncountable regular,

(I) any 6-R-good poset preserves all the strongly #-R-unbounded families from the
ground model and
(IT) FS iterations of #-cc 6-R-good posets produce 6-R-good posets.

Hence, by Lemma [2.13] posets that are §-R-good work to preserve b(R) small and 9(R)
large. Clearly, 6-R-good implies §’-R-good whenever 6§ < ¢, and any poset completely
embedded into a 6-R-good poset is also 6-R-good. Also note the trivial fact that any
poset is 9(R)T-good.

>The case § < 1 is uninteresting and trivial. When 6 = 0, the existence of a strongly 6-R-unbounded
family implies Y = 0, so b(R) = 0; when F' is a strongly 1-R-unbounded family, F' # () and, for any
y € Y, no member of F is C-dominated by y, so b(R) < 1.
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Now, we present the instances of Prs and their corresponding good posets that we use
in our applications.

Lemma 2.16 ([Mej13, Lemma 4]). If R is a Prs and 0 is an uncountable reqular cardinal
then any poset of size <6 is 8-R-good. In particular, Cohen forcing is R-good.

Example 2.17. (1) Preserving non-meager sets: Consider the Polish relational system
Ed = (w¥,w*,#*). By [BJ93, Thm. 2.4.1 & Thm. 2.4.7], b(Ed) = non(M) and
(Ed) = cov(M).

(2) Preserving unbounded families: The relational system D := (w* w*, <*) is Polish and
b(D) = b and 9(D) = 0. Any p-Fr-linked poset is p™-D-good (see Lemma [3.11]).

(3) Preserving null-covering families: Define Q,, = {a € [2=¥]<R : A (U, [s]) < 27"}
(endowed with the discrete topology) and put Q :=[],__ €, with the product topol-
ogy, which is a perfect Polish space. For every x € Q denote N} := ), _,, Usex(n) [s],
which is clearly a Borel null set in 2¢.

Define the Prs Cn := (Q,2%,C) where z C z iff 2 ¢ N}. Recall that any null set
in 2¥ is a subset of N for some z € ), so Cn and (N(2¥), 2% &) are Tukey-Galois
equivalent. Hence, b(Cn) = cov(N) and 9(Cn) = non(N).

Any p-centered poset is p-Cn-good (see e.g. [Bre9l]). In particular, o-centered
posets are Cn-good.

(4) Preserving union of null sets is not null: For each k < w let id* : w — w such that
id*(i) = i* for all i < w and H := {id"™ : k < w}. Let Lc* := (w, S(w, H), €*) be
the Polish relational system where

S(w,H) = {p:w— [w]™:3h € HYi < w(|p(i)| < h())}.

As consequence of [BJ95, Thm. 2.3.9], b(Lc*) = add(N) and ?(Lc*) = cof(N).

Any p-centered poset is pt-Le*-good (see [Bre9ll [JS90]) so, in particular, o-
centered posets are Lc*-good. Besides, Kamburelis [Kam89)] showed that any Boolean
algebra with a strictly positive finitely additive measure is Lc*-good (in particular,
subalgebras of random forcing).

(5) Preserving large continuum: Consider the Polish relational system Id := (w*, w®, =).
It is clear that b(Id) = 2 and 9(Id) = ¢. Though this is a quite trivial Prs, we are
interested in the following simple facts:

(B5l1) z € w* is Id-unbounded over M iff = ¢ M.

(512) If 6 > 2 then F' C w” is strongly 6-Id-unbounded iff [F| > 6.

(Bl3) Any 6-cc poset is §-Id-good [f

Concretely, we use (5.2) as a simple resource to justify why the continuum is increased
after Boolean ultrapowers of a ccc poset (Theorem [5.7)).

The following results indicate that strongly unbounded families can be added with
Cohen reals, and the effect on b(R) and 9(R) by a FS iteration of good posets.

Lemma 2.18. Let p be a cardinal with uncountable cofinality, R = (X,Y,C) a Prs and
let (Po)a<y be a <-increasing sequence of cf(u)-cc posets such that P, = limdire<,P,. If
P,1 adds a Cohen real ¢, € X over VFe for any a < u, then P, forces that {¢, : o < u}
15 a strongly p-R-unbounded family of size p.

Theorem 2.19. Let 0 be an uncountable reqular cardinal, R = (X,Y,C) a Prs, m > 0 an
ordinal, and let P, = (P,, Q. : @ < 7) be a FS iteration such that, for each o < 7, Q,

6The converse is true when 6 < ¢. On the other hand, any poset is ¢T-Id-good.
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is a Py-name of a non-trivial 0-R-good 0-cc poset. Then, P, forces that b(R) < 6 and
7| <d(R).

Proof. See e.g. [CM19, Thm. 4.15] or [GMS16, Thm. 3.6]. O

For the remainder of this section, fix transitive models M C N of ZFC and a Prs
R = (X,Y,C) coded in M. The following results are related to preservation of R-
unbounded reals along simple matrix iterations.

Lemma 2.20 ([BF11, Lemma 11], see also [Mej15, Lemma 5.13]). Assume that P € M
is a poset. Then, in N, P forces that every ¢ € X~ that is R-unbounded over M is
R-unbounded over MY .

Lemma 2.21 ([BEL1]). Assume that Py, = <]P0,a,Qo,a ra < 7w € Mand Py, =
(Py 4, Ql,a ca < m) € N are FS iterations such that, for any o < 7, if Py <pr P14 then
Py forces that QO,a < /Poa Qm. Then Py o <pr Py o for any o < .

In addition, if m is limit, c € XY and, for any o < 7, Py, forces (in N) that c is
R-unbounded over M¥0< then Py, forces that ¢ is R-unbounded over M¥or.

Theorem 2.22 ([BE1I], see also [Mej13, Thm. 10 & Cor. 1]). Let m be a simple matriz
iteration, and let R = (X,Y,C) be a Polish relational system coded in V. Assume that,
for any o € I, there is some §, < m such that Poy1¢, adds a real ¢, € X that is R-
unbounded over Vye,. (Here, a + 1 denotes the immediate successor of o in I.) Then,
for any a € I, Poyq , forces that ¢, is R-unbounded over V, ..

In addition, if m satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma|2.11j with v a cardinal of uncountable
cofinality and 6 = cf(v), and f : cf(v) — v is increasing and cofinal, then P, . forces that
{¢r) s ¢ < cf(v)} is a strongly cf(v)-R-unbounded family.

3. FILTER-LINKEDNESS

We first review some notation about filters on w. Denote by Fr := {z C w : jw~z| < Ny}
the Frechet filter. A filter F on w is free if Fr C F. A set x C w is F-positive if it intersects
every member of F'. Denote by F'* the family of F-positive sets. Note that x € Fr™ iff »
is an infinite subset of w.

In this section, we generalize the notion of Frechet-linkedness from [Mej19] (correspond-
ing to Fr-linkedness in Definition [3.1)2)), and its corresponding notions of linkedness and
Knaster for posets. The third author [Mej19] showed that p-Fr-linked posets are p*-D-
good, so they preserve strongly pt-D-unbounded families from the ground model, and
they also satisfy a strong property related to preservation of certain type of mad families.
We also look at the corresponding Knaster property and show that it implies preser-
vation of strongly D-unbounded families and of the type of mad families presented in
Definition [3.13] At the end, we show how these notions behave in FS iterations and FS
products.

3.1. Filter-linkedness and examples.

Definition 3.1. Let P be a poset, F' a free filter on w and let p be an infinite cardinal.

(1) The P-name G usually denotes the canonical name of the P generic set. If p = (p, :
n < w) is a sequence in P, denote by Wp(p) the P-name of {n < w : p, € G}. When
the forcing is understood from the context, we just write W(ﬁ)

(2) A set Q C P is F-linked if, for any sequence p = (p, : n < w) in @, there exists a

q € P that forces W(p) € FT.
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(3) A set @ C P is ultrafilter-linked, abbreviated uf-linked, if () is D-linked for any non-
principal ultrafilter D on w.
(4) The poset P is u-F-linked if P =
subsets of P.
When each P, is uf-linked, we say that P is p-uf-linked.
When p = Ry, we write o-F-linked and o-uf-linked.
(5) When & is an uncountable cardinal, say that P is <x-F-linked if it is p-F-linked for
some infinite cardinal p < k. Likewise, define <k-uf-linked.
(6) The poset P is u-F-Knaster if any subset of P of size p contains an F-linked set of
size f.
Say that P is p-uf-Knaster if any subset of P of size p contains a uf-linked set of
size [

o<y Pa for some sequence (P, : a < p) of F-linked

When F' C F’ are free filters, it is clear that any F’-linked set is F-linked. In particular,
a set is uf-linked iff it is F-linked for every free filter F'. Though Fr-linked is the weakest,
and uf-linked is the strongest among these properties, they are equivalent for some posets.

Lemma 3.2 ([Mej19, Lemma 5.5]). Let P be a poset.

(a) If F is a free filter on w generated by <p-many sets, then any subset of P is F-linked
iff it is Fr-linked.
(b) If P has p-cc then any subset of P is uf-linked iff it is Fr-linked.

Proof. We repeat the proof for completeness. It is enough to show that, if P is a poset
and F is a free filter on w such that either F is generated by <p-many sets or P is p-cc,
then any Fr-linked subset of P is F-linked. Towards a contradiction, assume that () C P
is Fr-linked but not F-linked, so there are a countable sequence (p, : n < w) in @, a
maximal antichain A C P and a sequence (a, : r € A) in F such that each r € A is
incompatible with p, for every n € a,. In any of the two cases of the hypothesis, it can
be concluded that there is some pseudo-intersection a € [w]™ of {(a, : r € A). Hence
each 1 € A forces p, € G for only finitely many n € a, which means that P forces the
same. However, since @) is Fr-linked, there is some ¢ € P that forces 3%°n € a(p, € G), a
contradiction. O

Remark 3.3. Let P be a poset and p an infinite cardinal.

(1) Any Fr-linked subset of P cannot contain infinite antichains of P, that is, it is finite-
cc!

(2) Any p-Fr-linked poset is p-finite-cc (i.e., the union of <g-many finite-cc sets). As
“finite-cc” is an absolute property for transitive models of ZFCH “u-finite-cc” is also
absolute.

(3) Any p-Fr-linked poset is pt-Fr-Knaster.

(4) By (1), if 6 is an infinite cardinal then any -Fr-Knaster poset is 6-finite-cc-Knaster
(that is, any subset of the poset of size 6 contains a finite-cc set of size 6). Also, any
f-finite-cc-Knaster poset has the #-Knaster property because, by Erdés—Dushnik—
Miller [DM41]], every finite-cc set of size # contains a linked set of the same size.

"In general, this notion is stronger than “P is u-D-Knaster for every non-principal ultrafilter D on w”.
Likewise for the notion of u-uf-linked.

8Say that Q C PP is finite-cc if every antichain of P contained in Q is finite.

et P be a poset and Q@ C P. Consider the tree Ty C Q<* defined by t € Tg iff {t(k) : k < [t|} is
an antichain of P. Note that () is finite-cc iff Ty does not have an infinite branch, which is an absolute
property for transitive models of ZFC.
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(5) It is clear that any singleton is uf-linked. Hence, any poset of size <y is p-uf-linked.

(6) Assume that P is a p-cc poset. In view of Lemma [3.2] P is p-Fr-linked iff it is p-uf-
linked. In the same way, P is f-Fr-Knaster iff it is f-uf-Knaster. Note that, for 8 < p,
0-Fr-Knaster implies #-Knaster (and hence p-cc) by (4).

Now we look at instances of o-uf-linked posets. The following result indicates that
random forcing is o-uf-linked.

Lemma 3.4. Any complete Boolean algebra that admits a strictly-positive o-additive mea-
sure is o-uf-linked. In particular, any random algebra is o-uf-linked.

Proof. Any such algebra is o-Fr-linked by [Mej19, Lemma 3.29], so it is o-uf-linked by
Lemma 3.2l ]

We also show that any poset of the form E (see Definition is o-uf-linked. This
actually follows the idea of Miller’s proof that I is D-good (see [Mil81], in fact, his proof
indicates that IE is o-uf-linked). To see this, we use ultrafilter limits.

Definition 3.5. Let D be an ultrafilter on P(w), X a topological space. If z = (x,, :
n < w) is a sequence on X and x € X, we say that T D-converges to z if, for every open
neighborhood U of x, {n < w : z, € U} € D. Here, we also say that = is a D-limit of Z.

Note that there is at most one D-limit for Hausdorff spaces. In this case, we denote by
limfl) x, the ultrafilter limit of Z. Existence can always be guaranteed from compactness.

Lemma 3.6. If X is a compact Hausdorff space and D s an ultrafilter on w, then any
countable sequence in X has a unique ultrafilter limat.

Proof. Towards a contradiction, assume that there is a sequence (z, : n < w) on X
without D-limit. So, for any x € X, there is some open neighborhood U, of x such that
a, == {n <w:z, ¢ Uy} € D. By compactness, there is some finite F' C X such that
U,er Uz = X. On the other hand, (,cpa, € D, but (,cpte = {n <w:z, ¢ X} =0,
a contradiction. 0

Example 3.7. Recall from Definition that \* denotes the Lebesgue measure on 2¢.

(1) Given a real § € (0,1) the set B>y := {T" € B : X*([T]) > d} is a compact subspace
of 227 (with the Cantor-space topology). Therefore, every sequence in B> has its
D-limit in Bss for every ultrafilter D on P(w). Even more, if p = (p, : n < w)
is a sequence in B, then ¢ = limfl) p, satisfies that, for any t € 2<%, t € ¢ iff
{n<w:tep,}eD.

(2) Fix b,h as in Definition Note that, for any A’ € w*, S(b,h') is a compact
subspace of P(w)“ (with the product topology where P(w) is the Cantor space) so,
for any m < w, S(b,m - h) is a compact space. Therefore, if D is an ultrafilter on
w, s € seq,(b) and p = (p, : n < w), p, = (s,¢n), is a sequence in E(s,m), the
sequence (@, : n < w) has its D-limit ¢ in S(b,m-h) for any ultrafilter D on P(w). In
this case, we say that limf Pn = (8, ) is the D-limit of p. Note that, for any k < w,
keop()iff {n<w:kep,(i)} €D.

Lemma 3.8. Let D be a non-principal ultrafilter on P(w) and b, h as in Definition .
If G is EP-generic over V then, in V[G], D can be extended to an ultrafilter D* on
P(w) NV[G] such that, for any (s,m) € seq_,(b) X w and any sequence p € E(s,m)NV
that has its D-limit in G, W (p)[G] € D*.

In particular, E} is o-uf-linked.
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This lemma is a direct consequence of the following claim in V.

Claim 3.9. Assume N < w, {(sp,my) : k < N} Cseq_,(b) x w, {p* : k < N} such that
each p* = (prn 1 n < w) is a sequence in Bl (sg, my.), qi is the D-limit of p* for each k < N,
and q € B} is stronger than every qy. If a € D then q forces that a N N n W (pk) # 0.

Proof. We can express the forcing conditions as py,, = (Sk, ©kn), @ = (Sk, Px) Where each
¢, is the D-limit of (¢, : n < w) in S(b,my - h). Assume that ¢ = (¢,4) < ¢ in E.
Wlog, by making ¢’ stronger, we can assume that m* - (i) < b(:) for any i > |t| where
m* :=mg + >,y Mk Note that Uy := {¢ € S(b,my - h) : Vi € [t| \ [s|(¢(i) ¢ @(4))} is
an open neighborhood of ¢y, in S(b, my-h), so {n < w : Vi € [t|\|sg|(t(i) & prn(i))} € D.
Hence a N (,oy{n < w : Vi € [t] \ |sg|(t(i) ¢ @rn(i))} is non-empty. Choose an n in
that set and put r := (¢,¢’) where ¢/(i) := (i) U Uy~ @k (i). This is a condition in E}
because [¢(i)| < m* - h(i) for every i < w, and m* - h(i) < b(i) for i > |t|. Moreover, r is
stronger than ¢' and py ;. for any k < N, so it forces n € a N[,y W(p"). d

Remark 3.10. By Lemmal(3.8] if D is a non-principal ultrafilter on w and p is a countable
sequence in (s, m) then its D-limit forces that W (p) is infinite. However, this may not
be true for Bs>; of Example (1) For instance, let 0 < k < w, 6 := 1 — 27" and let
(I, : n < w) be an interval partition of [k,w) such that > _ 271l < 1. For each n < w
define

pni={t €2°¥:if |t| > k and t(:) = 0 for all i < k, then ¢(i) =0 for all ¢ € I,, N |¢|.}

It can be shown that p, € B>s and that g := 2<% is the D-limit of p := (p, : n < w). As

N ([pa]) = 1=27F+27F L X (U, lpal) < 1=2704270 37 2710 < 1,50 [g]\ U, P
has positive measure. Hence, there is an r € B such that [r] N, [pn] = 0, so r forces

that W (p) = 0.

n<w

3.2. Preservation of strongly unbounded families and of mad families. Linked-
ness and Knaster notions associated with filters actually work to preserve strongly D-
unbounded families and certain type of mad families (see Definition [3.13). In [Mej19] it
was proved that p-Fr-linked posets satisfy stronger properties than these type of preser-
vation, for instance,

Theorem 3.11 ([Mej19, Thm. 3.30]). Any u-Fr-linked poset is u+-D-good. In particular,
it preserves all the strongly k-D-unbounded families from the ground model for any regqular
K> ut.

The preservation of strongly unbounded families via Frechet-Knaster posets actually
generalizes [GMS16, Main Lemma 4.6].

Theorem 3.12. If k is an uncountable reqular cardinal then any k-Fr-Knaster poset
preserves all the strongly k-D-unbounded families from the ground model.

Proof. Let P be a r-Fr-Knaster poset and let I C w*“ be a strongly s-D-unbounded
family in the ground model. Towards a contradiction, assume that there is a P-name h
of a real in w* and a p € P such that p IF [{z € F : 2 <* h}| > k. Find F' C F of size
Kk, a family of conditions {p, : x € F’'} C P and a natural number m such that, for each
z e F, p, <pandp, IFVYn > m(z(n) < h(n)). As P is s-Fr-Knaster, there is some
F" C F' of size k such that {p, : € F"} is Fr-linked.

Note that there is a j > m such that the set {z(j) : # € F"} is infinite. (otherwise
F” would be bounded, which contradicts that F' is strongly x-D-unbounded). Choose
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{z, : n < w} C F” such that z,(j) # . (j) whenever n # n’. For each n < w, put
Pn i= Pu,- As P = (p, :n <w) is a sequence in a Fr-linked set, there is a condition g € P
such that g I-“T/ (p) is infinite”. Therefore, ¢ forces that 3%°n < w(z,(j) < h(j)), which
is a contradiction. 0

We now turn to preservation of mad families. The relational system defined below is
inspired by [BE1I].

Definition 3.13. Fix A C [w]™
(1) Let P C [[w]NorNo. For x Cwand h:w x P — w, define x C* h by

V*n < wVF € P(In,h(n, F))~ | JF € ).

(2) Define the relational system Md(A) := ([w]R0, WX =)
(3) If k is an infinite cardinal, say that A is a k-strong-Md family if A is strongly k-
Md(A)-unbounded. When k = 8y we just say strong-Md family.

Denote Z(A) := {w C w : IF € [A|N(w C* JF)}. For y € [w]™ \ Z(A) we can
define a function h, : w X [A]*™ — w such that, for every n < w and F' C A finite,
yN[n,hy(n, F)) ~|UF # 0. Hence, if € [w]® and z Z* h, then x Ny is infinite. This
actually proves the following result.

Lemma 3.14 ([BF11, Lemma 3]). Let M be a transitive model of ZFC with A € M. If
a* € [w] is Md(A)-unbounded over M then |a* Ny| = Ry for any y € [w]* N M N Z(A).

Lemma 3.15. Let Z be a set, z* € Z and let A := (a, : z € Z) be the a.d. family added
by Hy.

(a) BF11, Lemma 4] Hy forces that a,« is Md( (Z ~{z*}))-unbounded over VHz~="1.
(b) If Z is uncountable then Hy forces that A is a strong-Md a.d. family.

Proof. We show (b). Let h be a Hyz-name of a function in w4 Note that the set
{C e [Z]% : hl(w x [A]C]M) is an He-name}

is a club in [Z]* (here, AIC = {a, : z € C}), so choose some C' in this club set. Hence,

by (a), for any 2* € Z \ C, Hy forces that .- * hi(w x [A]C]<%), which implies that

Q< 27 h. O

Theorem 3.16. If x is an uncountable reqular cardinal then any k-Fr-Knaster poset

preserves all the k-strong-Md families from the ground model.

Proof. Let P be a rk-Fr-Knaster poset and let A be a k-strong-Md family. Assume,
towards a contradiction, that there is some p € P and some P-name h of a function in
w XA such that pIF [{a € A:a C* h}| > k. As in the proof of Theorem , find an
A" C A of size k, {p, : a € A’} C P and an m < w such that, for each a € A’, p, < p and
Pa IF V0 > mVFE € [A]<N([n, h(n, F)) N\ UF ¢ a). We can also find an A” C A’ of size &
such that {p, : a € A"} is Fr-linked.

Claim 3.17. The set of k < w that satisfies IF € [A]<NoV] > kJa € A"([k,)~UF C a)
18 infinite.

Proof. Assume the contrary, that is, there is some ky < w such that, for every k > kg
and F € [A]<™ there is a g(k, F) < w such that [k,g(k,F)) ~UF ¢ a for all a €
A”. This defines a function ¢ € w**™° that C*-dominates all the members of A”,
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but this contradicts that A is strongly x-Md(A)-unbounded. This ends the proof of
Claim 3.17 0

We continue the proof of Theorem . Choose a k > m and one F € [A]<™ as in
Claim 3.17} Hence, for each [ > k there is some a; € A” such that [k,[) N |JF C q;. Put
P = pg, and p := (p; : [ > k), so there is a ¢ € P forcing that W (p) is infinite. Let G be
IP-generic over V with ¢ € G and work in V[G]. Denote h := A[G] and W := W (p)[G].
Note that [k, h(k, F)) U F ¢ a; for any [ € W. On the other hand, [k,]) \|JF C q for
any [ > k, in particular, if [ € W is chosen above h(k, F') then [k, h(k, F)) N~ F C a;, a
contradiction. This ends the proof of Theorem [3.16] O

3.3. F'S iterations and products. To finish this section, we present some results about
FS iterations and FS products of filter-linked and filter-Knaster posets. With the ex-
ception of the proof of Theorem this part was taken care of, with a more general
notation, in [Mej19, Sect. 5].

Theorem 3.18. Let 0 be an uncountable reqular cardinal.

(a) Any F'S iteration of 6-Fr-Knaster posets is 0-Fr-Knaster.

(b) Any FS iteration of 0-uf-Knaster posets is 0-uf-Knaster.

(¢) If p is an infinite cardinal, then any FS iteration of length <(2*)" of p-Fr-linked
posets 1s p-Fr-linked.

Proof. See [Mej19, Rem. 5.11]. O

Theorem 3.19. Let Qg and Q1 be posets. If Dy is a non-principal ultrafilter on w and
Qo C Qo and Q)1 C Qq are Dqg-linked subsets, then Qo X Q1 is Dqy-linked in Qg x Q1. In
particular,

(a) The product of two p-Dy-linked posets is p-Dyg-linked.

(b) If 0 is regular, then the product of two 0-Dy-Knaster posets is 6-Dy-Knaster.

Similar statements hold for “uf-linked” and “uf-Knaster”.

This theorem is proved using the following result, which is a weaker version of [She00),
Claim 1.6].

Lemma 3.20. Let M C N be transitive models of ZFC. In M, assume that P is a poset,
Dy is an ultrafilter on w and, in N, assume that D is an ultrafilter that extends Dy. If
G is P-generic over N and Dj, € M[G] is an ultrafilter on P(w) N M[G] that extends Dy
then, in N[G|, D U D} can be extended to an ultrafilter on P(w) N N[G].

Proof. Let D}y € M be a P-name of D). Assume that a € D, b € M is a P-name of a
member of D)), and p € P. Put b}, := {n < w : plFn ¢ b}. It is clear that b, € M and
that p IF b Nb = 0. Hence, p IF w ~ by € D(’J, which implies that w ~\ b € Dy. Since
Dy C Dandae€ D,a~bye D, sothere is an n € a \ b. Thus, in M, thereisa ¢ <p
that forces n € b, so ¢ forces, in N, that n € a N b O

Proof of Theorem[3.19. Let ¢ = ((qo.n, q1.n) : 7 < w) be a sequence in Qp X Q1. Since both
Qo and @, are Dy-linked, for each e € {0, 1} there is some . € Q. forcing WQe(qe) € Dy.
Now assume that Gg is Qg-generic over V' and G, is Q;-generic over V[Gy| such that
(ro,r1) € Go x Gh. Let M := V and N := V[Gy]. In N, there is an ultrafilter D D
DyU{Wq,(p)} and, in M[G4], there is an ultrafilter D D DyU{Wg,(q)}. Thus, in N[G4],
DU Dj has the finite intersection property, so Wo,xq, (7) = Wa,(q0) "W, (1) € Df. O

10Recall that P C M since IP € M and M is transitive.
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Theorem 3.21. If k is an uncountable reqular cardinal, F is a free filter on w, and P
15 a F'S product of posets such that any finite subproduct is k-F-Knaster, then P is k-F'-
Knasterﬂ In particular, when F' is an ultrafilter, any FS product of k-F-Knaster posets
is k-F-Knaster (likewise for “uf-Knaster”).

Proof. Let A be a cardinal and assume that P is the FS product of (Q, : @ < A) as in
the hypothesis. If (p; : ( < k) C P then, by the A-system Lemma, there is some K C &
of size k such that (domp¢ : ¢ € K) forms a A-system with root R*. Since ] .p Qq is
k-F-Knaster, we can find a K’ C K of size k such that {p;[R* : ( € K'} is F-linked.

Assume that (¢, : n < w) € K'. Hence, there is some ¢ € [[,cp Qo that forces
{n <w:p, R € G} e Ft. As a matter of fact, ¢ forces that {n < w: p., € G} € F*.
To see this, assume that a € F'and r < ¢ in P. Note that V*°n < w(domrNdomp,, = R*).
On the other hand, we can find some s < r[R* in [[ cz Qo and an n € a such that
s < pe, [R* and domr N domp,, = R*. Thus

r=sU T’f(dOHlT’ N R*) Upe, [(dompgn ~N R*)

is a condition in P stronger than both r and pc,.
The latter statement is a consequence of Theorem |3.19| 0

Theorem 3.22. Let p be an infinite cardinal, (Q; : i € I) a sequence of p-Fr-linked posets
witnessed by (Q;(C) : ¢ < p) for each i € I, and let P be the F'S product of (Q; : 1 € I). If

(i) |I] < 2" and
(ii) 1], Qi(s(2)) is Fr-linked in [],c, Qi for any finite w C I and s:u — p,
then P is p-Fr-linked[?]

Proof. By a result of Engelking and Kartowicz [EK65], there is a set H C u! of size <
such that any finite partial function from [ to p is extended by some function in H.
For each h € H and n < w define

Qnn = {p € P : |domp| < n and Vi € domp(p(i) € Q;(h(i)))}.

It is clear that these sets cover PP, so it remains to show that each @), is Fr-linked. Let
p = (pr : k < w) be a sequence in Q. By the A-system lemma, we can find w C w
infinite such that (dompy, : k € w) form a A-system with root R*. Hence, by (ii), there is
some q € [[,cz. Qi forcing that {k € w: pp[R* € G} is infinite. Similar to the last part
of the proof of Theorem m, it can be shown that ¢ forces w N Wp(p) is infinite. O

Remark 3.23. The reason the latter proof cannot guarantee the analog result for “F-
linked” for other filters F' in general is that, when finding the A-system, it cannot be
guaranteed that w € F. However, this can be done when F' is a Ramsey ultrafilter,
so Theorem is valid for Ramsey ultrafilters in the place of Fr (even more, (ii) is
redundant by Theorem [3.19).

4. ULTRAFILTER-EXTENDABLE MATRIX ITERATIONS
This section is dedicated to prove the main result of this work (Theorem {.3)).
Hn the terminology of [Mej19], Sect. 5], the notion “F-linked” is FS-productive.

20 the terminology of [Mej15, Sect. 5], if the notion “Fr-linked” is productive, then it is strongly
productive.
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Definition 4.1. Let x be an uncountable cardinal. A <k-ultrafilter-extendable matriz
iteration (abbreviated <k-uf-extendable) is a simple matrix iteration m such that, for
each & <™, PR g ¢ forces that Q?‘ is a <k-uf-linked poset.

As in Deﬁnition, we omit the upper index m when understood.

When I™ = v + 1 for some ordinal v, the FS iteration P, . = (P, Ql,,g 1€ < m)is not
a FS iteration of <x-uf-linked posets in general.

Definition 4.2. Let x be uncountable regular. Given a <r-uf-extendable matrix iteration
m, we define 0 and (QF*(C) : ¢ < 0f*) for £ < 7™ as follows. By Remark (items (2)—
(4)) it can be proved by induction on & < 7w that P, has the x-Knaster property for
every a € I"™. Therefore, for each { < 7™, we can find a cardinal ;" < r (in the ground
model) and a sequence (QZ“(C) : ¢ < 08") of PR ¢ c-names such that PR ¢ ¢ forces that

(Q?‘(C ): (< 0F") witnesses that Q‘g‘ is <k-uf- hnked. Again, upper indexes are omitted
when understood.

Theorem 4.3. Let k be an uncountable reqular cardinal and m a <rk-uf-extendable matrix
iteration. Then P, . is k-uf-Knaster for any o € I"™. In particular, it preserves any
strongly k-D-unbounded family and any k-strong-Md family from the ground model.

Throughout this section, wlog we may assume that I™ = 4™ is an ordinal (and again,
we may omit the upper index).

The following is a version of the preceding result where the preserved strongly un-
bounded family is constructed within the matrix.

Theorem 4.4. Let k < p be uncountable reqular cardinals and let m be a <k-uf-extendable
matrix iteration. Assume that

(i) Y™ > p and ™ > p,

(ii) for each o < p, A™(a) = a+ 1 and Q™ = C, and
(111) ¢q is the Pyoiq oy1-name of the Cohen real added by le
Then, for any v € [p,y™), P, forces that {¢, : o < pu} forms a p-D-strongly unbounded
family.

For the proof of both results, we need to work with special conditions of the matrix
and with A-systems.

Definition 4.5. Let « be a regular uncountable cardinal and let m be a <k-uf-extendable
matrix iteration. Let f <~ and n < 7.
(1) Define P}, = P37 as the set of conditions p € Py, such that, for each £ € domp
with A(€) < B, p(&) is a P ¢-name.
Define P = P37 as the set of conditions p € ]P , such that, for each § € domp
with A(&) < ﬁ there is & ¢ = (y(e) < O such that ]PA o). forces that p(¢) € Q¢(¢).
Note that ]P+ is a dense subset of g, and P} is a dense subset of IP;;
(2) For each p € ]P+ ,a < fBand & <, pl(a, &) is the condltlon in P . defined by
(i) dom(p[(c, f)) domp N ¢, and
(ii) for each & € dom(pl(e,§)),
/ : !/

1 otherwise.

Note that p[(a, ) € P}, whenever p € P,
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(3) A uniform A-system in %, 1s a sequence p = (p; : 1 € J) of conditions in P35,
such that
(i) (domp; : i € J) forms a A-system with root R*, and
(ii) for each £ € R* there is a (f < ¢ such that Pa ¢ forces that p;(€) € Qg({;)
for all i € J.

Note that ]P/JB“J7 and p[(f,n) can be defined for simple matrix iterations.
The core of our main result is the following lemma.

Main Lemma 4.6. Let m be a <k-uf-extendable matrix iteration with sequences of names
as in Definition[{.4 (without assuming that  is regular). If v € I"™ and p = (p, : n < w)
is a uniform A-system in P} then there is a q € P, forcing that W]Pm (p) is infinite.
Moreover, if D is a non-principal ultrafilter on w in the ground model then there is some
q € P} that forces We,..(p) € D*.

Proof of Theorem[{.53 Let (p¢ : ¢ < k) be a sequence of conditions in P, .. For each ¢ <
find a 10’C € IP,, . stronger than p;. By the A-system lemma and some easy combinatorial
arguments, we can find a K C & of size x such that {p; : ¢ € K} forms a uniform
A-system in P}, . Therefore, by Main Lemma {p’c : ¢ € K} is uf-linked. Hence,
{p¢ : ¢ € K} is uf-linked. O

Proof of Theorem[{.4 First note that P, , results from a FS iteration of length x of Cohen
forcing and that, for each av < p, ¢, is forced to be a Cohen real over V, . Even more, we
can assume that 6, = Ro, Qa(n) is a singleton (in the ground model, not just a name),
and w< =, _, Qa(n). Hence, P, =P, , =C,. '

Towards a contradiction, assume that there is a P, -name h of a real in w® and a
p € P, such that p Ik, . [{o < pu: ¢éo <* h}| > p. Find K C p of size p, a family of
conditions {p, : € K} C P;_and a natural number m such that, for each a € K,
o € dompa, pa < p and py IF Vi > m(éa(n) < h(n)). Wlog, also assume that [p(a)| > m
for all « € K. By the A-system lemma and some easy combinatorial arguments, we can
find K" C K of size p such that {p, : o € K'} forms a uniform A-system in P} and
there is some t € w<¥ of length m’ > m such that, for all & € K’, p,(a) = t. Choose
{a,, : n < w} C K’ (one-to-one enumeration). Define p/, identical to p,, with the sole
difference that p/, () := pa, () U{(m’,n)}. Note that p’ = (p/, : n < w) forms a countable
uniform A-system. Therefore, by Main Lemma , there is a condition ¢ € P, such
that ¢ I-“TW/ () is infinite”, so ¢ forces that 3°n < w(éa, (M') = n < h(m’)), which is a
contradiction. 0

We now focus on the proof of Main Lemma[£.6] We start with some preliminary results
before developing the proof.
Lemma 4.7. Let m be a simple matriz iteration, a < § <y and £ < n < mw. Then:

(a) For any p € IP;W if ¢ < pl(a, &) in IP;@ then there is some p' < p in IPZC’?7 such that
q=p'le, ).

(b) If B is limit and B ¢ ranA™ then P7 . = limdira<sP ..

Even more, similar statements hold for Py when m is a <r-uf-extendable matriz itera-

tion.

Proof. To see (a), define p" such that domp’ = dompUdomg and p/ (&) is determined by the
following cases: when & € domp \ domg, p/(§) := p(§); when £ € domg, put p'(§) := p(&)
if o < A(§), otherwise p'(§) := q(§).
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Now we show (b) by induction on § The case ¢ = 0 and the limit step are immediate.
For the successor step, assume that IP G = hmdnroKﬁlPJr If 6 < A(€) then ]P;r el = ]Pig*
1 for any a < 3, so the conclusion follows; if A(§) < 8 then AE) < p (because A(&) # P)
and, whenever p € IPﬁﬁH, by induction hypothesis pl(B,€) € ]P:;5 for some a € [A(£), B).

On the other hand, p(§) is a P ¢-name of a condition in Qg, sope P! 11 d

Lemma 4.8. Let P, = (P, Q¢ : € < 7) be a FS iteration with  limit. Assume:

(i) p= (pn :n <w) is a sequence of conditions in P.
(1) (Dg : & < ) is a sequence such that each Dg is a P¢-name of a non-principal
ultrafilter on w that contains Dgo for any & < &.
(iii) q € Py
(iv) For any & < m, q[¢ forces that W]pg(ﬁfg) € De.
Then q forces that U, De U{Wp_(p)} can be extended to an ultrafilter.

Proof. Let r < ¢ in P, and b a P,-name of a member of Ueer De. Wlog (by strengthening
r if necessary), we may assume that there is a & < 7 such that r, ¢ € P¢ and b is (forced
to be equal to) a Pg-name of a member of D,. By (iv), there are some r’ < r in P¢ and
an n < w such that " <p,[¢ and 7" IF¢ n € b. Hence, ¢’ := 1" Up,[[§, 7) forces in P, that
nebnWe, (p). O
Lemma 4.9. Let s be a simple matriz iteration with I® = {0,1}. Assume:

(i) m = 7° is limit.

(ii) p= <pn :n < w) is a sequence of conditions in P

(iii) (Die i < 2,6 < 7) is a sequence such that each Di¢ is a P;c-name of a non-

prmczpal ultrafilter on w that contains Dz0 & Jor any ig <4 and &y < €.
(iv) Doy is a Py -name of an ultrafilter containing Ueer Doe.

(v) g € P,
(vi) For any & < m, q[(1,€) forces that W]pm(ﬁ[(l,g)) € Dyg.
(vit) q[(0,7) forces that Wp, (pl(0,7)) € Do.
Then, q forces that Do U Ueer Dy U{Wp, (p)} can be extended to an ultrafilter. Even
more, 1p, = forces that Dy, U U§<7T D1 ¢ can be extended to an ultrafilter.

Proof. We show that, for any P ,-names a and b of members of Ug or Dl,é and DOJ,
respectively, ¢ forces that aNbNWe, (p) # 0. Let r < ¢ in P .. Wlog (by strengthening
r if necessary) we may assume that bis a Py -name and that there is a £ < 7 such that
a is a Py g-name, r,q € Pf 1¢ and r forces that a € Dlg Consider the Py ¢-name

by = {n < w : pal(0,€) € Gog and p,[(0,7) IFp, /ey, 1 & b}
It is clear that IFo. b N W, (p](0, 7)) N, = 0 so, by (vii), r[(0,€) forces in Py that
bo := W, (PI(0, )b = {n < w : pal(0,&) € Gog and p,(0,7) ¥p, sp, n & b} € Dog.
Hence 7 Ik ¢ by € Dy, so by (vi) r forces that
anbyN Wpl,g(?f(lag)) € D1,§~

Find n < w and ' € IPfg stronger than both r and p,[(1,£) such that " Ik n € an bo.
This implies that r'[(0,£) lFoe n € bo, so there is a condition s < pul(0,7) in IPST7T such
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that s[(0,€) < #](0,€) and s IFor n € b. Now, if we put p' := 7' U p, [[¢,7), then
s < p'[(0,7), which implies by Lemma (a) that s = p”[(0, ) for some p” < p’ in IPf7r
Hence, since p” is stronger than both s and p/, p” forces that n € aNb and p, € G’L,T.
The “even more” statement follows by the particular case when ¢ and every p,, are the
trivial condition. 0

Proof of Main Lemmal[{.6 Recall that (in this section) I™ is an ordinal. Fix a uniform
A-system p = (p, : n < w) with root R* of P} as in Definition (3) and an ultrafilter

D on w (in the ground model). By recursion on ¢ < 7 we construct Dg := (Dy ¢ : o < 1)
and (qag : a < v) such that, for any a < v,

(a) Dy¢ is a P, ¢e-name of a non- principal ultrafilter on w,

(b) P, forces that D C Dyyey € Dy for any ag < a and & < €,
(¢) qae € P, with domain R* N,

(d) G (ao,fo) Gao.go for any ap < a and § < ¢, and

(€) dae IF We,  (PI(,€)) € Dag

After the construction, q '= qu~ is the condition we are looking for.

Step £ = 0. As P, is the trivial poset for any a < v, D, := D and ¢, := 1 work.

Successor step. Assume we have succeeded in our construction up to step . For
a < A(€) it is clear that Py epq ~ Py, so D, £+1 must be Dag To define Qo g+1 (for all
a <v) and DA(g),gH we consider two cases. If £ ¢ R* put ¢ e41 = o and DA(g),g+1 can
be any P (¢)e+1-name of an ultrafilter that contains DA(@{ (so it also contains Da,gﬂ for
any o < A(§)); if £ € R*, since QA(@,g = Qg is a Pa(e)e-name of a <r-uf-linked forcing
witnessed by <Q£(<) 1 ¢ < 0¢), and p(§) == (pn(§) : n < w) can be seen as a P (e c-name
of a sequence in Qg({é‘), there is a Pa (¢ ¢c-name ¢(€) of a member of Q¢ such that Pae ¢
forces that

q(&) Ik “WQg (p(€)) intersects any member of Dae)¢”

Put qaer1 = qag U {(§;q(§))} when A(E) < a < v, otherwise gogr1 := gae U{(§, 1)},
and choose Dag)e41 as a ]PA(Q ¢+1-name of an ultrafilter that contains DA( ¢),¢ and such

that ga(e)e+1 forces that WQg( 5(€)) € Dage)es1-
No matter the case, for any a < A(§), DA(&),§+1 is forced to contain Da,§+1 and

Ga,g+1 ”_a,ﬁ—i-l WIPa,g-H (ﬁf(%f + 1)) = W]Pa,g (ﬁr(aa §>>’

so this condition forces that Wlpa’&l(ﬂ(oz,f +1)) € Dyeyr.

Now, by induction on a € [A(§),v], we define Da,§+1 as required. We have already
dealt with the case a = A(&). For the successor step, assume we have defined Da,gﬂ
accordingly. By Lemma we can choose a Py ¢41-name Da+1,§+1 of an ultrafilter
that contains D, g1 U Da+1 ¢. For the limit step, let o be limit and assume we have
already defined <Da0 e+1 1 o < a). By Lemman for any ag < a, IPCY §+1 forces that
Da0 f41 U Dag has the finite intersection property, hence Dag U Uao <o Dag 41 also has
this property, i.e., it can be extended to an ultrafilter. Let Da,gﬂ be a P, ¢q1-name of
such an ultrafilter.

It remains to show that item (e) holds for («,& + 1) when A(§) < a <wv. If £ € R*

then go ¢ 11 forces We, ., (pl(c, € +1)) = We, . (pl(, €)) N W (5(€)); else, if € ¢ R* then
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Jae+1 forces that

W]Pa,§+1 (]3[(04, 5 + 1)) - WPa,g (ﬁr(av 5)) and |W1Pa,g (ﬁr(av 5)) ~ WIPa,5+1 (]3[(0[, 5 + 1))| <1

(because (domp,, : n < w) forms a A-system and ¢ is not in its root). Hence, in any case
it is clear that qa.¢q1 forces Wp,_ ., (Pl(a,§ 4+ 1)) € Dy ey

Limit step. Let n < m be a limit ordinal and assume we have succeeded in our construc-
tion for £ < n. For each a < v put ¢, = U§<77 o.¢, Which clearly satisfies (c¢) and (d). By
recursion on o < v we define D, satisfying (a), (b) and (e). When a = 0, by Lemma
applied to the FS iteration Py, = (Pg., Qoe : € < 1), qo, forces that Wlp(m (p1(0,7m))
intersects any member of (J,_, Dy, so we can find a Pg,-name of an ultrafilter Dy, that
contains this union and such that g, forces Wp,, (p(0,7)) € Dy,

For the successor step, assume we have found Da,n. By Lemma applied to (m|{a, a+
1}) I, Gat1, forces that D,, U Uey Dayre U {Wpaﬂm(ﬁ (o + 1,n))} has the finite
intersection property, so we can find a P, ,-name D,1, that satisfies (a), (b) and (e).

For the limit step, let @ < v limit and assume we have defined DoéO y for all oy < . By

Lemma applied to (m|{ag, a})n, qa., forces that Dy, aUUe, Da €U {Wp, (D [(a n))}
has the finite intersection property. Hence, g, forces that Ua co Dagm U Ug <77 e U

{Wp, . (PI(a,;m))} has the same property, so it can be extended to an ultrafilter Doy O

5. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we show the applications of our main result. We start with the following
notion of strongly dominating family.

Definition 5.1. Let R = (X, Y, C) be a relational system and let 6 be a cardinal number.
A subset D of Y is a strongly 0-R-dominating family if there is a <#-directed partial order
(L, <) such that D = {a; : | € L} and, for any z € X, there is some [y € L such that
xCa forall [D>1yin L.

This notion is used implicitly in [KTTIS8] [(GKS19] as a dual of strongly unbounded
families. Since strongly unbounded families give upper bounds of b(R) and lower bounds
of 9(R), strongly unbounded families are used to find the converse bounds.

Lemma 5.2. If D CY is a 0-R-dominating family then 0 < b(A) and d(A) < |D| < |L|.

Note that, whenever 6 is regular, any strongly #-R-unbounded family is strongly 6-
R-+-dominating, where Rt := (Y, X, Z) is the relational system dual to R. Also recall
that, for any cardinal 6 of uncountable cofinality, any <#-directed partial order is still
<f-directed in any ccc-forcing extension.

In principle, there is no need to use strongly dominating families to prove our consis-
tency results that do not depend on large cardinals (as in the proof of Theorem [5.4)).
However, considering the techniques from [KTTI8, (GKS19], such families are required
to separate more cardinals in the right side of Cichon’s diagram after applying Boolean
ultrapowers.

Theorem 5.3. Let 6y < 0, < 0y < p < v be uncountable reqular cardinals and let A be
a cardinal such that v < X\ = A\<%2. Then there is a ccc poset that forces add(N') = 6y,
cov(N) = 61, b = a = 0y, non(M) = p, cov(M) = v and ® = non(N) = ¢ = X\ (see
Figure @ on page @)
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Proof. Denote Sy = LOC, 5; = B (defined in Section and S, = D, the Hechler poset for
adding a dominating real. Fix a bijection ¢ = (go,91,92) : A = 3 X A X A and a function
t : vu — v such that t(rd + a) = «a for each § < p and a < v. For each p < vu denote
n, =v+Ap,and put R, :=={n,+14+¢ec:e <A\ p<wvpu, gole)=1i} for each i < 3. Set
R = ROURlURQ.

The poset we want is Hy, * Cy * P where P is constructed in Vj := VHo*Cx from a
<fy-uf-extendable matrix iteration m, with /™ = v 4+ 1 and 7™ = v + Avpu, such that

(I) for any a < v, A™(a) = a+ 1 and Qf(am = w<Y,
and the matrix iteration at each interval of the form [n,,7,:1) for p < v is defined as
follows. Assume that m[7, has been constructed and that, for any ¢ < 3 and £ € R; N,
a P e-name Ng of a transitive model of ZFC of size <6; has already been defined.
Choose
(0) for i € {0,2}, an enumeration {7, : ¢ < A} of all the nice P, , -names for all the
members of w*; for i = 1, {2}, : ( < A} enumerates all the (nice) P, -names for

all the members of Q (from Cn, see Example [2.17(3));
(1) for i < 3, an enumeration [, N R0 = {AZC (< AL
For € € [y, 1p+1),
(1) if & = 1,, put A™(&) = t(p) + 1 and QP = E"2©x;
(IIT) if £ =7, + 1 + € for some € < A, then there is some o < v such that z’ZO(E)’

a P, ,,-name, so we can choose
(ITI-1) a successor ordinal A™(£) such that sup, ¢,

A(§) <v,and
(ITII-2) a Pagg)e-name Ng of a transitive model of ZFC of size <) such that
Pae)¢ forces that (J N, € N¢ and igo(s) e € Ne.

n(e) B8

A(y) < A(§) and a <

90(€),92(€)

p
V€A 0 (©),92(0)

91(
Put Qi =S¢ .

According to Definition[4.T] the above settles the construction of m as a <fy-uf-extendable

matrix iteration. Set P := P, ., which is ccc.

We need to show that P forces the statement of the theorem. Since this poset has size
A, it forces ¢ < A. On the other hand, by Theorem [4.3] P is a 6y-uf-Knaster poset, so
it preserves the mad family previously added by Hy, and forces a < 5. Even more, for
any regular cardinal k € [0, A], P preserves the strongly x-D-unbounded family of size x
previously added by C,. In particular, P forces b < 6, and A <.

Observe that P can be obtained by the FS iteration (P,¢,Q,¢ : & < 7) and that
all its iterands are #y-Lc*-good and 6;-Cn-good. Therefore, by Theorem [2.19, P forces
add(N') < 6y, cov(N) < 6; and A < non(N), in fact, P adds

(SU1) a strongly x-Lc*-unbounded family of size x for each regular x € [0y, \], and
(SU2) a strongly x-Cn-unbounded family of size x for each regular x € [0, A].

On the other hand, P adds p-cofinally many Cohen reals that form a strongly u-Ed-
unbounded family of size p, hence P forces non(M) = b(Ed) < pu.

To see that P forces 6y < add(N), 6; < cov(N) and 0y < b, we show that P adds the
corresponding strongly dominating families. In the ground model, order R by n <7’ iff
n<n', Aln) < A(n') and IF B, «CxiP o Nn - NnH which is a partial order, even more,
(R;, <) is <f;-directed for any ¢ < 3. To see this, if A C R; has size <6; then we can
find some p < v such that A C 7,, so choose some ¢ < A such that A := A.. Put
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€ :=mn,+ 14 ¢c where e = g7*(4,7,() for some v chosen arbitrarily. Note that £ is an
upper bound of the set A with respect to <. .
In Vi, for £ € Ry let ¢¢ be the Pa(g) ¢41-name of the Le*-dominating slalom over N
added by QE = LOC™:; for € € Ry let 7¢ be the Pa(¢) ¢11-name of the random real over
N added by QE = IBNE, and for £ € Ry, let d¢ be the P ¢41-name of the dominating
real over Ng added by Qg = D, Define S := {¢¢ : £ € Ry}, C := {r¢ : £ € Ry}, and

= {d¢ : £ € Ry}. . '

We claim that IP forces that S is a strongly fy-Lc*-dominating family, C' is a strongly
0;-Cn-dominating family, and D is a strongly 6,-D-dominating family. We just show this
fact for S (the others can be proved similarly). Let & be a P-name for a real in w”. We
can find a p < vy such that & is a P,, -name, so there is some ¢ < v such that & = if <
Put £ =1, + 1+ ¢ where £ := ¢7%(0,¢,0) , so ]PAg)g forces that = € Ng Fix any 8> ¢
in Ry. Then § < 8, A(§) < A(B) and Irp,, , N¢ C Ng, so PPy T € Nj. Therefore,
¢p is forced to localize .

For each p < vu denote by ¢, the Pa(,,)n,+1-name of the eventually different real over
Vip)+1,m, added by Qt(p)ﬂmp. To show that non(M) > u and cov(M) < v, it is enough
to prove that P forces that F := {é, : p < vu} is a strongly pu-Ed-dominating family.
Consider the partial order on v defined by p<'piff p < p and t(p) < t(0), which is actually
<p-directed. To see this, let A C vy of size of <u. Since A is bounded with respect to <
(because cf(vu) = p), in has an upper bound p € vu. Define a := sup, 4 {t(n) +1}, which
is <v because v is a regular cardinal. By the definition of ¢, there is some § € [p, vu) such
that o = ¢(§), hence ¢ is an upper bound of A with respect to <'.

Let z € V, - Nw®. We can find o < v and p < vu such that x € V,,,,,. By the definition
of t, there is some 0 € [p,vu) such that ¢(6) = «, so x € Vy(s),,. For any o>'0, 6 < p and
t(0) < t(0), so © € Vi(p)41,n,, Wwhich implies = #* e,,.

To finish the proof we conclude that, by Theorem [2.22] P forces cov(M) = d(Ed) > v
In fact, if ¢, denotes the Cohen real added by Qu41,, for any o < v, it is clearly Ed-
unbounded over V, o, = Vi a+41, 50 {¢o 1 @ < v} is a strongly v-Ed-unbounded family. O

Theorem 5.4. Let 6y < 01 < u < v be uncountable reqular cardinals and let A be a
cardinal such that v < X\ = \<%. Then there is a ccc poset that forces MA -4,, add(N) =
o, b =a =01, cov(N) = non(M) = p, cov(M) =non(N) = v and 0 = cof(M) = ¢ = A
(see Figure[3 on page[5)
Proof. Fix a bijection g = (go, g1, ¢92) : A = 2 X v X X and a function ¢ : vy — v such that
t(rd + o) = a for each 0 < p and a < v. Denote 1, := v + A\p for each p < vpu.
The desired poset is Hy, * Cy * P where P is constructed in Vyo = VHo*Cx from a
<0;-uf-extendable matrix iteration m.
Work in Vyo. Put I™ :=v + 1, 7™ = v + Avp,
(I) for any o < v, A™(ar) = a+ 1 and le(a)a = w<v
and define the matrix iteration in the intervals of the form [r,, n,41) as follows. Assume
that m[n, has been defined. For o < v choose
(0) an enumeration {QO ac ¢ < A} of all the nice P, ,,-names for all the posets which
underlining set is a subset of 0y of size <6, and |I—1pmp 0 is cec”; and

(1) an enumeration {Qlf,a,g : ¢ < A} of all the nice P, , -names for all the o-centered
subposets of Hechler forcing of size <#6;.
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cov(N) cov(Zia) cov(Zs) supcov non(M) | cof(M) supcof  cof(N)

[ X

- ————-¢

2 \N
— ! cof(Zy)
b N A

add(Iid) COf(Iid)
|
add(Zy) 0 : —
T v
Ny - —|-— —— 3
add(N) minadd add(M) [ cov(M) minnon non(Zy) non(Zig) non(N)

FIGURE 6. Separation of the cardinals associated with Z; for any f.

For § € [n,,71p4+1),
(D) if & = n, put A(§) = t(p) +1 and Q?‘p = B"aw©«:
(I) if £ =1, + 1+ ¢ for some p < vy and € < A, put A() = gi1(e) + 1 and Q?ﬂ — QS(E).

This settles the construction, which is clearly a <#,-uf-extendable matrix iteration. [J

Remark 5.5. It is possible to additionally force MA .y, in Theorem by slightly mod-
ifying the construction of the matrix iteration. On the other hand, the matrix of Theo-
rem could be modified to force the existence of a strongly-fy-Lc*-dominating family
and a strongly 6;-D-dominating family.

As a consequence of Theorem we have a model where the cardinal invariants asso-
ciated with any Yorioka ideal are pairwise different.

Corollary 5.6. Let 0 < p < v be uncountable regular cardinals and let X > v be a cardinal
such that \<¢ = X. Then, as in Figure @ there is a ccc poset that forces add(Zy) = 6,
cov(Zy) = p, non(Zy) = v, and cof(Zy) = X for all increasing f € w* (in the extension).

Proof. By application of Theorem to 0 := 6y = 6, there is a ccc poset that forces
add(N) =b =6, cov(N) = non(M) = p, cov(M) = non(N) = v and 0 = cof(M) = ¢ =
A. This poset is as required by Theorem [2.7] O

We finally show that Cichon’s diagram can consistently be separated into 10 values,
assuming the consistency of three strongly compact cardinals. Though in [GKS19] the
same result is proved modulo four strongly compact cardinals and GCH, we avoid using
GCH by tracking the exact necessary hypothesis about the cardinals.

Theorem 5.7. Assume:
(I) kg < A1 < Rg < Ay < K7 < A3 < A < A5 < Xg < A7 < Ag < g are cardinal
numbers,

(II) fori € [1,9] \ {6}, \; is regular,

(III) A\ = Xg, and

(I1V) for j € {7,8,9}, K, is strongly compact and )\? =\
Then there is a ccc poset that forces add(N) = Ay, cov(N) = Ag, b = A3, non(M) = Ay,
cov(M) = A5, 0 = Ag, non(N) = A7, cof(N) = As and ¢ = Ag (see Figure|7).
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cov(N) non(M) cof(M) cof(N)
SE R oc
Ay A4 : A6 A
b 0 A9
A As | As A7
N; e & — — 1L —
! add(N) add(M) cov(M) non(N)

FIGURE 7. Cichon’s maximum

This result is justified by application of Boolean ultrapowers to the poset constructed
in the proof of Theorem in the same way as in [KTTI18| IGKS19, [KST19]. We review
this technique as follows. Let x be a strongly compact cardinal and A > k regular such
thaﬂ A" = A. Consider the Boolean completion B,  of the poset Fn (), ) of partial
functions from A to £ with domain of size <x (ordered by D).

Lemma 5.8 ([KTTI18, IGKS19]). There is a k-complete ultrafilter U on By  such that its
corresponding elementary embedding j : V — M satisfies:

(a) M is closed under sequences of length <k.

(b) j has critical point k, cf(j(k)) = X and X < j(k) < AT.

(¢) If |A| < K then j[A] = j(A).

(d) If 0 > k and either 6 < X or 0" = 0, then max{\,0} < j(#) < max{\, 0} .
(e) If 0 > K and I is a <O-directed partial order then j[I] is cofinal in j(I).
(f) If cf(a) # K then jla] is cofinal in j(«).

As a consequence,

Lemma 5.9 ([KTTI8, [GKS19], see also [GKMS20c, Thm. 1.18]). Additionally to the
above, assume that R = (X,Y,C) is an analytic relational system (i.e., X, Y and C are
analytic in some Polish space), 0 is an uncountable reqular cardinal and that P is a ccc
poset. Then:
(a) j(P) is ccc (in 'V, not just in M ).
(b) If P adds a strongly 0-R-unbounded family of size 0, then j(P) adds a strongly cf(j(0))-
R-unbounded family of size cf(j(0)).
(c) If P adds a strongly 0-R-dominating family with witnessing directed set L in the
ground model such that |L| = X, then
(i) whenever 8 < k, j(P) adds a strongly 0-R. dominating family with witnessing
directed set of size |j(N)|;
(ii) whenever k < 0, j(P) adds a strongly 0-R dominating family with witnessing
directed set of size N .
In both cases, the witnessing directed set can be obtained in the ground model.

Proof. We include the proof for completeness. Property (a) follows from Lemma [5.8|a).
To see property (b), let {¢(a) : @ < 8} be a strongly 6-R-unbounded family added by P.
Since P is cce, Ja < OB € [a, 0)(IFp ¢(B) £ 2) for any P-name 2 of a real in Y, thus

M Ja < j(OVB € o, 5(0)) () 5(6)(B) Z 2)

BWithout assuming GCH.
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for any j(IP)-name Z’ of a real in Y (note that every nice j(IP)-name of a real is in M).
Since R is analytic, the same statement holds in V. Therefore, if f : cf(j(0)) — j(0) is
an increasing cofinal function, then P forces that {j(¢)(f(€)) : £ < cf(j(9))} is a strongly
cf(j(0))-R-unbounded family.

We finally show (c). Assume that p € P forces that {a(l) : [ € L} is a strongly
f-R-dominating family. Hence

M = “j(p) Ikjpy {4 (a)(1) : 1 € j(L)} is a strongly j(6)-R-dominating family”.

If < k then j(0) = 0 and j(L) is <f-directed (in M, but also in V') of size |j(\)|; else,
if K < 0, by Lemma [5.8(e) we have that j[L] is cofinal in j(L), so j(p) forces (in V) that
{j(a)(j(1)) : L € L} is a strongly #-R-dominating family. O

Proof of Theorem[5.7 Denote Ry :=1Id R, := Lc*, Ry := Cn, R3 := D, and R, := Ed.
Let Pg be the poset constructed in Theorem applied to 6; = A1 for i < 3, u = Ay,
v=Xs and A = XAg. Also let A\g := N;. Recall that Pg adds

(Ugl) a strongly x-R;-unbounded family of size x for i < 4 and each regular k € [\;, Ag];

(Ug2) a strongly A\-Ry-unbounded family of size A; for i € {4,5};

(Dgl) a strongly As-Ry-dominating family with witnessing directed set of size A5 in the
ground model; and

(D62) a strongly A;-R;-dominating family with witnessing directed set of size Ag in the
ground model, for 1 <17 < 4.

Let j7 : V. — M5 be the elementary embedding obtained from BB, ), as in the previous
discussion, and let P; := j7(IPg). By Lemma P, is ccc and it adds

(U71) astrongly x-R;-unbounded family of size  for i < 4 and each regular xk € [A;, Ag]
{rr}s

2) a strongly A-R;-unbounded family of size A7 for ¢ < 3

3) a strongly A\;-Ry-unbounded family of size \; for i € {4,5};

1) a strongly As-Ry-dominating family with witnessing directed set of size As;

2) a strongly A3-Rs-dominating family with witnessing directed set of size Ag; and

3) a strongly \;-R;-dominating family with witnessing directed set of size A; for
1<3<3.

This process is repeated a couple of times with kg and k9. Let jg : V. — Mg be the
elementary embedding obtained from B, ), and set Pg := js(IP7). This poset is ccc and
it adds

(Ugl) astrongly x-R;-unbounded family of size x for i < 4 and each regular x € [A;, Ag|
{K7, kst
2) a strongly A\7-R;-unbounded family of size \; for i < 3,
83) a strongly Ag-R;-unbounded family of size \g for ¢ < 2
4) a strongly A\;-Ry-unbounded family of size \; for i € {4,5};
1) a strongly A\;-Ry-dominating family with witnessing directed set of size As;
82)
83)

(Ur
(Ur
(D7
(D7
(D

(Us
(
(
(Ds
( a strongly A3-Rjs-dominating family with witnessing directed set of size Ag;

( a strongly As-Ro-dominating family with witnessing directed set of size A\;; and
(Dg4) a strongly A;-Rj-dominating family with witnessing directed set of size As.

Let jo : V. — My be the elementary embedding obtained from B,, ), and set Py :=
Jo(Pg). This set is ccc and it satisfies the previous (Ugl)—(Ug4) and (Dgl)—(Dg4), with
the exception that (Ugl) does not hold for k = k9. In addition, Py adds a strongly Ag-
Ry-unbounded family of size Ag, so it forces g < ¢ (see Example [2.17(5)). On the other
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hand, [Pg| = [jo(Js(j7(X6)))| = Ao, s0 Py forces ¢ < Ag. By the properties listed above, Py
is the desired poset. 0

Remark 5.10. Due to the methods presented in [GKMS20c|, in Theorem we can
weaken the conditions on Ag: no need to assume that it is regular, and it satisfies )\g" = Ag.

6. DISCUSSIONS

At the end of this section, we present some advancements related to this research that
were made during the evaluation process of this paper.

In Theorem (Theorem we separated one additional value in the right side of
Cichont’s diagram with respect to the constellation proved in |[GMSI6] (see in the
introduction). We ask if we could do the same to the constellation from [KSTT19], con-
cretely,

Question 6.1. Can it be forced, without using large cardinals, that
N; < add(N) < b < cov(N) < non(M) < cov(M) < non(N) =0 =c?

If this is possible, the large cardinal hypothesis from the main result in [KST19] can be
reduced to three strongly compact cardinals.

The matrix iteration technique of this text seem not to be enough to deal with this
problem since, to give desired values to cov(N') and non(M) without increasing b too
much, we need to deal with restrictions of random forcing and It simultaneously, so they
cannot be included in the same way in the matrix construction (a bit more in detail, only
one could be the restriction to V)¢, but the other must be other type of restriction).
On the other hand, similar to [KST19], dealing with ultrafilters may not be enough, so
the matrix construction may include finitely additive measures instead.

The reader may have noticed that we did not force a value of a in Theorem after
using Boolean ultrapowers. The reason is that the Boolean ultrapowers from B, , applied
to a ccc poset P destroys all the mad families of size > k added by P in the same way as
the ultrapower from a measurable cardinal destroys them (see [She04) Bre02]). This leads
us to ask whether a value of a can be forced in Theorem [5.7], or even in the consistency
results from [GKS19, [KST19].

By a slight modification, the poset constructed in Theorem can force MA_,, (with
A1 = ), and it is not hard to see that Pg from the proof of Theorem also forces this.
Though we can guarantee that Py forces MA_,,, it is unclear whether it forces MA_,,.

Updates. As mentioned in the introduction, [GKMS20b] showed that Cichon’s diagram
can consistently be separated into 10 values without assuming large cardinals, concretely,
for the instances and (see Section |1} in particular Question is solved in the
positive). The dynamic of the proof is similar to the original [GKS19]: start with a ccc
poset P? that separates the left hand side of Cichoni’s diagram, e.g. and , but
instead of taking Boolean ultrapowers, intersect P® with o-closed elementary submodels of
H, (for some large enough regular x) so that the resulting poset forces Cichon’s diagram
separated into 10 values.

This new method still relies on a forcing that separates the left side of the diagram.
Although the poset from [GMS16] does this job, the new method is incompatible with
conditions (P1)—(P3) (see Section [I]), so a modification of this forcing as in [GKS19] is
necessary to get a poset compatible with the new method. The same happens with the
Boolean ultrapower method. On the other hand, the poset we presented in Theorem [5.3
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is already compatible with the new method, and less difficult to construct in comparison
with the forcing from |[GMS16, [GKS19].

In relation with the previous discussion about MA, [GKMS20a] shows how to separate
other classical cardinal characteristics of the continuum (without using large cardinals),
in addition to those in Cichon’s diagram. In particular, m (the smallest cardinal where
MA fails) can be forced to be any chosen regular value between X; and (the intended)
add(N). With respect to the Boolean ultrapower method, in [GKMS20c] the forcing from
Theorem [5.7|is modified to force, in addition, that m can be any previously chosen regular
value between N; and xg.
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[Bre91]
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[BS89)
[CM19]

[DM41]
[EK65]

[FFMM18)]
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