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A GENERAL THEORY OF ITERATED FORCING

USING FINITELY ADDITIVE MEASURES

MIGUEL A. CARDONA, DIEGO A. MEJÍA, AND ANDRÉS F. URIBE-ZAPATA

Abstract. Based on the work of Shelah, Kellner, and Tănasie (Fund. Math., 166(1–2):109–
136, 2000 and Comment. Math. Univ. Carolin., 60(1):61–95, 2019), and the recent developments
in the third author’s master’s thesis, we develop a general theory of iterated forcing using finitely
additive measures. For this purpose, we introduce two new notions: on the one hand, we define
a new linkedness property, called µ-FAM-linked and, on the other hand, we generalize the notion
of intersection number to forcing notions, which justifies the limit steps of our iteration theory.
Our theory also generalizes iterations with ultrafilters, which have played an important role in
the proof of the consistency of Cichoń’s maximum.

We further show that any iteration constructed with our general theory preserves strong
unbounded families and what we call anti-Bendixson families, which play a central role in
preserving witnesses of cov(N ) of singular size (even of countable cofinality). Finally, we apply
our theory to prove a new separation of the left-hand side of Cichoń’s diagram where cov(N ) is
possibly singular, even with countable cofinality.
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1. Introduction

Cardinal invariants, also known as cardinal characteristics, are cardinal numbers that capture
combinatorial properties of infinite spaces, like the real line. For instance, cov(N ) is the smallest
cardinality of a family of Lebesgue-null sets whose union is the whole set of real numbers, where
N is the collection of Lebesgue-null subsets of real numbers. Other cardinal characteristics
result from abstracting combinatorial properties of measure and category of the real numbers
and compactness of subsets of the irrationals, which are arranged in the well-known Cichoń’s
diagram (see Figure 1). This has been an essential object of study by set theorists for many
years and has encouraged the creation of sophisticated methods of iterated forcing to prove the
consistency of different constellations, that is, of divisions of the diagram where many cardinal
invariants take different values simultaneously (see e.g. Figure 2). Perhaps the most remarkable
result in this respect is the consistency of the so-called Cichoń’s maximum [GKS19, GKMS22a],
a constellation of Cichoń’s diagram where all the non-dependent values are pairwise different.

ℵ1 add(N )

cov(N )

non(N )

cof(N )

add(M) cov(M)

non(M) cof(M)

b d

c

Figure 1. Cichoń’s diagram. The arrows mean ≤ and the dotted arrows rep-
resent add(M) = min{b, cov(M)} and cof(M) = max{d,non(M)}. It is well-
known that this diagram is complete in the sense that no other inequality can be
proved between two cardinal characteristics there. See e.g. [BJ95] for a complete
survey about this diagram and its completeness.

Cofinalities of the cardinals in Cichoń’s diagram have been extensively studied (see e.g. [Mil82],
[BIS89], and [Bre91]). By the late 1980s, it is known that all the cardinals in Cichoń’s diagram
have uncountable cofinality, except one: cov(N ) (see [UZ23, Sec. 5.1]). Fremlin conjectured that
cov(N ) has uncountable cofinality, which was partially answered by Bartoszyński [Bar88], who
showed that cov(N ) ≤ b implies that cov(N ) has uncountable cofinality. However, this problem
was open for almost 20 years until Saharon Shelah [She00] found a negative solution in the
year 2000. For this, he constructed a finite-support iteration using partial random forcing and
sequences of finitely additive measures (fams) on P(ω) to preserve a witness of cov(N ) without
any restriction to the cofinality of its size. In the first part of Shelah’s iteration, Cohen reals are
added to produce a family of Lebesgue measure zero sets, of the desired size, that covers the real
line. Afterwards, partial random forcing is used to destroy covering families of smaller size, while
preserving the covering family added by the Cohen reals. Such a family is easily preserved when
its size is regular, but in the singular case, further efforts are required. For this purpose, Saharon
Shelah considered an additional property of the Cohen reals, which we call the anti-Bendixson
property (see [She00, (∗∗)Q̄] and Definition 9.14). Preserving the anti-Bendixson property until
the end of the iteration ensures that the covering family of singular size is preserved [She00,
Lem. 2.7]. Finally, Shelah guarantees the preservation of the anti-Bendixson property by using
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the finitely additive measures constructed along the iteration [She00, Lem. 3.3]. We remark that
no other method to preserve anti-Bendixson families is known.

Since [She00], the most important subsequent paper for the development of this work is [KST19]
where new significant contributions appeared, not only in the applications but also in the de-
velopment of the method. They introduced the notion of strong fam limit for intervals (see
[KST19, Def. 1.7]), which formalizes requirements to extend iterations at successor steps using

fams. Moreover, they proved that the forcing Ẽ, a variation of a ccc tree-creature forcing that
Haim Horowitz and Saharon Shelah introduced in [HS16],1 is suitable to iterate with fams. Using
this, they forced a constellation of Cichoń’s diagram where the entire left-hand side of the dia-
gram is separated and b < cov(N ), and applied Boolean ultrapowers to this forcing construction
to force another constellation of Cichoń’s maximum.

In the master thesis of the third author [UZ23], a first version of a general theory of iterated
forcing using finitely additive measures was introduced (see [UZ23, Ch. 4]). Moreover, by gener-
alizing preservation results of anti-Bendixson families from [She00], it was possible to construct
an iteration forcing a constellation of the left-hand side of Cichoń’s diagram allowing cov(N )
singular, even with countable cofinality (see [UZ23, Ch. 5]).

This paper expands the ideas and results of the third author’s master thesis. We present a new
and improved version of the forcing theory using finitely additive measures. This theory allows
extensions of ultrafilters, hence generalizing the method of FS (finite support) iterations using
ultrafilters from [GMS16], which is one of the main ingredients in the construction of the first
model of Cichoń’s maximum [GKS19].

To achieve this, we introduce two new notions: a property we call (Ξ, Ī , ε)-linkedness (see
Definition 5.1), which generalizes an essential component of the concept of strong fam limits
from [KST19], and the generalization of the notion of intersection number for forcing notions
(see Definition 4.1). The first notion is used to define the property of µ-Y-linkedness for forcing
notions (where µ is an infinite cardinal and Y is a class of objects with finitely additive measures,
see Definition 6.1), a generalization of the concept of strong fam limits, which is the cornerstone
of our iteration theory. The second notion, based on Kelley’s work [Kel59], is essential to deal
with the limit steps of our iteration theory. Depending on how Y is composed, we can guarantee
that the components of a µ-Y-linked forcing notion have a “large” intersection number (see
Lemma 6.5). In this case, the result presented below, which generalizes a natural fact for
Boolean algebras with a finitely additive measure (see e.g. [UZ23, Sec. 4.1]), is the key point in
our iteration theory to deal with the limit steps.

Main Lemma A (Main Lemma 4.7). Let P be a forcing notion, δ ∈ [0, 1] and Q ⊆ P such that
intP(Q) ≥ δ. Let ε > 0, n < ω and p̄ = 〈pi : i < n〉 ∈ Qn. Define

Σ := {σ ∈ n2: ∃q ∈ P∀i < n [(σ(pi) = 0 ⇒ q ≤ pi) ∧ (σ(pi) = 1 ⇒ pi ⊥ q)]}.

Then, there exists a function f : Σ → [0, 1] ∩Q such that:

∀i < n
(

∑

{f(σ) : σ ∈ Σ ∧ σ(i) = 0} > δ − ε
)

and
∑

σ∈Σ

f(σ) = 1.

Our theory studies a suitable framework we propose to iterate with µ-Y-linked forcing notions
(see Definition 7.11). The iterations in this framework are called C-iterations, where C is a set
of objects, composed of finitely additive measures, which we call a fam-iteration bedrock. We
succeeded in proving general extension theorems, stated in a simplified way as follows.

Theorem B (Generalized extension theorem at successor steps –Theorem 7.14). Any C-iteration
Pπ of length π can be extended to a C-iteration of length π + 1 after iterating at π with a forcing
notion that is µ-Yπ-linked in some suitable forcing sub-extension of Pπ.

1And later studied in [Mej24b].



4 MIGUEL A. CARDONA, DIEGO A. MEJÍA, AND ANDRÉS F. URIBE-ZAPATA

Theorem C (Generalized extension theorem at limit steps –Theorem 7.18). If γ is a limit
ordinal, Pγ is a finite support iteration of length γ such that each initial segment of the iteration
is a C-iteration then, under certain conditions, the whole iteration is a C-iteration.

Depending on the iterations, the previous theorems can be applied to construct iterations with
ultrafilters as in [GMS16, GKS19, Yam24].

Our general theory produces iterations that are κ-Fr-Knaster. This notion comes from a property
introduced in [Mej19], called Fr-linkedness, that provides a general framework of posets not
adding dominating reals. Jörg Brendle and the first two authors proved that forcing notions
with such a property preserve b small [Mej19, BCM21]. Therefore, the iterations with finitely
additive measures do not increase b, which comes from the following general result that we prove
in Theorem 8.7 and Theorem 10.3.

Theorem D. Let κ be a regular uncountable cardinal. Under certain conditions on the bedrock
C, any C-iteration of length π ≥ κ, where each iterand has <κ many linked components, is
κ-Fr-linked and forces b ≤ κ and |π| ≤ d.

Our iteration theory also permits preserving and forcing anti-Bendixson families, which gener-
alizes Shelah’s [She00, Lem. 3.3] (the particular case of iterating restricted random forcing and
small posets).

Theorem E (Theorem 10.2). Let κ be a regular uncountable cardinal. Under certain conditions
on the bedrock C, any C-iteration of length π ≥ κ, where each iterand has <κ many linked
components, forces that the Cohen reals added along the iteration form a κ-anti-Bendixson family
of size |π|.

We also provide in Theorem 9.16 our reformulation of Shelah’s result [She00, Lem. 2.7] stating
that certain iterations preserving anti-Bendixson families (obtained from Cohen reals) preserve
covering families of measure zero sets regardless of the cofinality of their size.

The original model from Shelah [She00] yields a constellation of Cichoń’s diagram of the form
add(N ) = b < cov(N ) < c with cov(N ) singular (even with countable cofinality), where c is
also allowed (in principle) to be singular. This is the only known constellation, obtained by
finite support iterations of ccc posets, where some cardinal of the left side of Cichoń’s diagram
is singular. On the other hand, a bit more is known for the right side. The model of Cichoń’s
maximum, as well as most constellations obtained from finite support iterations, only allows c

to be singular. Some improvements appear in [Mej19] and [GKMS22b] where two values on the
right side are singular, and very recently the second author, with Goldstern, Kellner, and Shelah,
constructed a model of Cichoń’s maximum where all five non-dependent cardinal characteristics
of the right side of the diagram are singular, see [Mej24a] (however, large cardinals are used in
this proof).

Some other forcing techniques yield constellations of Cichoń’s diagram where non(M) is singular,
namely, large-products with creatures (see [FGKS17]) and some models using a large measure al-
gebra (see [GKMS22b, Sec. 5], where cov(N ) can also be obtained singular but with uncountable
cofinality). However, it is unknown how to force non(M) singular with finite support iterations.

As an application, we aim to force a constellation of Cichoń’s diagram where the cardinals on the
left side are pairwise different and cov(N ) is singular (even with countable cofinality). For this
purpose, we use Brendle [Bre91] and Judah and Shelah [JS90] preservation theory to understand
the effect of our iterations on other cardinal characteristics of the continuum. Using this, we
can conclude that, in Shelah’s model, cov(M) = c and non(M) = cov(N )+, the latter when
the cofinality of cov(N ) is forced to be smaller than b. We also separate add(N ) and b in our
application, which yields the following main result.



A GENERAL THEORY OF ITERATED FORCING USING FAMS 5

Theorem F (Theorem 11.3). Let θ ≤ κ be uncountable regular cardinals and let λ and χ be
cardinals such that λ is ℵ1-inaccessible, cof([χ]<ν) = χ for ν ∈ {θ, κ, λ}, cf(λ) < κ < λ ≤
χ = χℵ0 and logχ < λ. Then, there exists a κ-Fr-Knaster ccc forcing notion that forces the
constellation of Figure 2.

ℵ1 add(N )

cov(N )

non(N )

cof(N )

add(M) cov(M)

non(M) cof(M)

b d

c

λ+

χ

κθ

λλ

Figure 2. A separation of the left side of Cichoń’s diagram with cov(N ) possibly singular.

This theorem uses the following notation:

(1) A cardinal λ is θ-inaccessible if µν < λ for any cardinals µ < λ and ν < θ.

(2) log χ is the minimal cardinal ν such that χ ≤ 2ν

The assumption log χ < λ is needed (as in Shelah’s original result) to apply a famous theorem by
Engelking and Kar lowicz (see Theorem 7.8) to construct a suitable bedrock C and a C-iteration
forcing the desired constellation. However, this assumption is a limitation to force the same
constellation over a model of GCH: under GCH, log χ < λ ≤ χ only occurs when λ = χ is a
successor cardinal.

To overcome this difficulty, we use a trick from [GKS19] to discard the assumption “log χ < λ”
when GCH holds in the ground model. More generally:

Theorem G (Theorem 11.4). In Theorem F, the hypothesis “ log χ < λ” can be replaced by
“either 2ℵ0 < κ or 2<κ < λ”.

The trick consists of using a generic extension of P∗ := Fn<µ(χ, 2) (the forcing adding χ-many
higher Cohen reals in µ2)2 for µ = ℵ1 or µ = κ according to each case. Engelking’s and
Kar lowicz’s Theorem can be used to construct a suitable bedrock C in the P∗-extension, so the
desired forcing is constructed in the ground model as a finite support iteration of ccc posets such
that it is a C-iteration from the point of view of the P∗-generic extension. We borrow the fams
from the P∗-extension to show that the iteration will force, in V , the desired constellation.

2. Notation and preliminaries

2.1. General notation.

We denote by Z, Q, and R the sets of integers, rational and real numbers respectively. Notice
the difference between the symbols “Q” and “Q”, and “R” and “R”, since Q and R will be used

2Without assuming 2<µ = µ, when µ ≤ χ is regular, this forcing is <µ-closed, (2<µ)+-cc, and it forces |<µ2| = µ

and |χ| ≤ 2µ.
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to denote forcing notions. If I ⊆ R is an interval, we define IQ := I ∩ Q. We use the symbol
ω to denote the set of natural numbers, Ord denotes the proper class of ordinal numbers, and
Card denotes the proper class of the cardinal numbers. The cardinal of the real numbers 2ℵ0 is
denoted by c.

Let A,B be sets, α ∈ Ord and κ, λ ∈ Card. Define

[A]κ := {X ⊆ A : |X| = κ} and [A]<κ := {X ⊆ A : |X| < κ}.

We denote by AB the set of functions f from A into B and <αA :=
⋃

{ξA : ξ < α}. Similarly,
≤αA := <α+1A. For any t ∈ <αA we define its length by lg(t) := dom(t). We use the symbols “〈”
and “〉” to denote sequences and “〈 〉” to denote the empty sequence. When A,B are non-empty
and κ is an infinite cardinal, Fn<κ(A,B) is the set of partial functions from A into B with
domain of size <κ.

We denote by trcl(A) the transitive closure of A and H(κ) := {A : |trcl(A)| < κ}. The order type
of A is denoted by otp(A). If 〈A,R〉 is a preoder and B ⊆ A, set B↑ := {a ∈ A : ∃b ∈ B (b R a)}.
Again, if B ⊆ A, we denote by χB the characteristic function of B over A.

We use B and C to denote Boolean algebras, and a, b, c, etc. to denote elements in Boolean
algebras. Regarding the atomic structure, for a Boolean algebra B, we define:

(1) For any b ∈ B and d ∈ {0, 1}:

bd :=

{

b if d = 0,

∼b if d = 1.

(2) For B ⊆ B and σ ∈ Fn(B, 2), aσ :=
∧

b∈dom(σ) b
σ(b).

We denote by AtB the set of all atoms of B. In the case when B is generated by some finite
subset B, AtB = {aσ : σ ∈ B2 ∧ aσ 6= 0B}, so AtB is finite, |AtB| ≤ 2|B|, and |B| = 2|AtB|.

Now, we review the following notation about trees. Given a non-empty set Z, say that T ⊆ <ωZ
is a tree when 〈 〉 ∈ T and, if s ⊆ t and t ∈ T, then s ∈ T . Denote Levn(T ) := T ∩ nZ the n-th
level of T . For ρ ∈ T , we define succT (ρ) := {̺ ∈ T : ρ ⊆ ̺} ∩ Levlg(ρ)+1(T ). When the context
is clear, we simply write “succ(ρ)” instead of “succT (ρ)”. The height of the tree T is defined by
ht(T ) := sup{lg(t) + 1: t ∈ T}. An infinite branch of T is an element of z ∈ ωZ such that, for
any n < ω, z↾n ∈ T. The set of infinite branches of T is denoted by [T ].

Let T ⊆ <ωZ be a tree. Say that s ∈ T is a splitting node of T if |succT (ρ)| > 1, and we let
max(T ) := {ρ ∈ T : succT (ρ) = ∅}, the set of maximal nodes of T. In the case that T has some
splitting node, we define trunk(T ) as the splitting node of shortest length. Say that T is perfect
if, for any ρ ∈ T , there exists some η ∈ T such that ρ ⊆ η and η is a splitting node in T . Finally,
T is a well-pruned tree if, for any ρ ∈ T with lg(ρ) + 1 < ht(T ), succT (ρ) 6= ∅.

When X is a topological space, B(X) denotes the σ-algebra of Borel subsets of X. The Lebesgue
measure Leb in the Cantor space ω2 is the (completion) of the product measure of the uniform
measure on {0, 1} (i.e. which assigns measure 1

2 to {0} and {1}). We denote by N the ideal of
Lebesgue measure zero subsets of ω2. The values cardinal invariants add(N ), cov(N ), non(N )
and cof(N ) do not depend on the spaces R and ω2. For practicality, we work in the Cantor
space.

We assume the reader to be familiar with basic techniques of set theory [Kun11, Jec03, Kec95]
and, in particular, with forcing and its iteration theory. Recall the following forcing notions:

(1) The forcing notion CH := Fn(H×ω, 2) (or Fn(H×ω, ω), according to our convenience),
ordered by reverse inclusion, is the forcing adding Cohen reals indexed by H. Cohen
forcing is C := Cω (or any atomless countable forcing notion).
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(2) Random forcing, denoted by B, is the complete Boolean algebra B(ω2)/N , which is
forcing equivalent to B(ω2)rN ordered with ⊆. This forcing is usually used to increase
cov(N ).

For forcing arguments, we denote the ground model by V . For two forcing notions P and Q,
we write P ⊂· Q when P is a complete suborder of Q, i.e. the inclusion map from P into Q is
a complete embedding. If 〈Pα : α ≤ β〉 is a ⊂· -increasing sequence of forcing notions (like an
iteration) and G is a Pβ-generic over V , we denote, for α ≤ β, Gα := Pα ∩G and Vα := V [Gα].

When Pα+1 is obtained by a two-step iteration Pα ∗ Q̇α, G(α) denotes the Q̇[Gα]-generic set
over Vα such that Vα+1 = Vα[G(α)] (i.e. Gα+1 = Gα ∗ G(α)). We use 
α to denote the forcing
relation for Pα, and ≤α to denote its preorder (although we just use ≤ when clear from the
context).

For a forcing notion P, define the order ≤• in P as q ≤• p iff for any r ≤ q, r and p are compatible,
i.e., they have a common extension. Recall that P is separative iff ≤• equals ≤.

Recall the following stronger versions of the chain condition of a forcing notion.

Definition 2.1. Let P be a forcing notion and κ an infinite cardinal.

(1) P has the κ-cc (the κ-chain condition) if every antichain in P has size <κ. P has the ccc
(the countable chain contidion) if it has the ℵ1-cc.

(2) For n < ω, B ⊆ P is n-linked if, for every F ⊆ B of size ≤ n, ∃q ∈ P∀p ∈ F (q ≤ p).
When n = 2 we just write linked.

(3) C ⊆ P is centered if it is n-linked for every n < ω.

(4) P is κ-n-linked if P =
⋃

α<κ Pα where each Pα is n-linked. When κ = ω, we say that P

is σ-n-linked. In the case n = 2, we just write κ-linked and σ-linked.

(5) P is κ-centered if P =
⋃

α<κ Pα where each Pα is centered. When κ = ω, we say that P

is σ-centered.

(6) P is κ-n-Knaster if any subset of P of size κ contains an n-linked subset of size κ. When
n = 2 we just write κ-Knaster.

2.2. Probability trees.

To prove the general extension theorem for limit steps (see Main Lemma 7.16 and Theorem 7.18),
some notions and results about probability trees that the second and third authors have devel-
oped in [UZ23, Chapter 2] and [MUZP] are required. Such notions and results are briefly pre-
sented in this subsection. We begin fixing basic probability notation. Recall that Ω := 〈Ω,A,Pr〉
is a probability space if Ω is a non-empty set, A is a σ-algebra on Ω, and Pr: A → [0, 1] is a mea-
sure such that Pr(Ω) = 1. In this case, we say that Pr is a probability measure on Ω. Elements in
A are called events and, if E,F ∈ A, then Pr(E) is called the probability of success of E. When
Pr(E∩F ) = Pr(E)·Pr(F ), we say that E and F are independent events. Also, we say that a func-
tion X : Ω → R is a random variable on Ω if, for any a ∈ R, {o ∈ Ω: X(o) ≤ a} ∈ A (i.e. X is an
A-measurable function). If X has Bernoulli distribution with parameter p, we write X ∼ Ber(p).
Similarly, if X has binomial distribution with parameters n, p, we write X ∼ Bin(n, p).

Example 2.2. Let n ∈ N and p ∈ [0, 1]. We define Ωn := {i ∈ N : i ≤ n}, An := P(Ωn) and
Prn : An → R such that, for any i ≤ n,

Prn({i}) :=

(

n

i

)

pi(1 − p)n−i.

It is cleat that (Ωn,An,Prn) is a probability space and the identity function Bn,p : Ωn → R is a
random variable. This corresponds to the binomial distribution.

Now, we define the notion of probability tree.
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Definition 2.3 ([UZ23, Def. 2.3.1]). Let A be a non-empty set. Say that T ⊆ <ωA is a probability
tree if it is a well pruned tree on <ωA with associated probability spaces 〈succt,At,PrTt 〉 for any
t ∈ T r max(T ), where [succ(t)]<ℵ0 ⊆ Aρ.

From [UZ23, Thm. 2.3.2], we know that every probability tree T with finite levels induces a
probability space in each of its levels.

Theorem 2.4 ([UZ23, Thm. 2.3.10], [MUZP]). Let n∗ < ω and T = ≤n∗
2 be the complete

binary tree of height n∗ + 1 endowed with a probability tree structure. Define the random vari-
able Y : Levn∗(T ) → R by Y (t) := |{n < n∗ : t(n) = 0}| for any t ∈ Levn∗(T ). Assume that
there exists some p ∈ [0, 1] such that, for any t ∈ T r max(T ), p ≤ pt := PrTt (t⌢〈0〉). Then,
PrLevn∗(T )

[Y ≤ z] ≤ PrΩn∗ [Bn∗,p ≤ z] for all z ∈ R.

3. Finitely additive measures: extension and integration

In this section, we review the framework of finitely additive measures that we are going to use
throughout this paper. It is recommended to refer to [UZ23, Chapter 3] and [CMUZ] for details.

Definition 3.1. Let B be a Boolean algebra. A finitely additive measure (fam) on B is a
function Ξ: B → [0,∞] satisfying:

(i) Ξ(0B) = 0,

(ii) Ξ(a ∨ b) = Ξ(a) + Ξ(b) whenever a, b ∈ B and a ∧ b = 0B .

We say that Ξ is finite if Ξ(1B) < ∞. When Ξ(1B) = 1 we say that Ξ is a finitely additive
probability measure.

We now give an example of a finitely additive probability measure that will appear in several
places throughout this work:

Example 3.2.

(1) Let B be a Boolean algebra, Ξ a finitely additive measure on it, and b ∈ B with positive

finite measure. We define the function Ξb : B → [0, 1] by Ξb(a) := Ξ(a∧b)
Ξ(b) for any a ∈ B.

It is clear that Ξb is a finitely additive probability measure.

(2) Let X be a non-empty set and denote by cX its counting measure. For a finite non-empty

set u ∈ P(X), we define Ξu := cXu , i.e. for any x ∈ P(X), Ξu(x) := |x∩u|
|u| , which we call

the uniform measure with support u.

Example 3.3. Assume that K, L are non-empty sets and Ξ is a fam on P(K). Then, any
function h : K → L induces a natural fam Ξh on P(L) as follows. For any A ∈ P(L), let
Ξh(A) := Ξ(h−1[A]). Notice that Ξ(K) = Ξh(L) and, therefore, if Ξ a probability fam, then Ξh

is also a probability fam.

More generally, if B and C are Boolean algebras and Ξ is a (probability) fam on B, then any
homomorphism f : C → B induces a (probability) fam on C , namely, c 7→ Ξ(f(c)).

The following theorem, known as the compatibility theorem of finitely additive measures, is one
of the fundamental tools for establishing extension theorems of finitely additive measures.

Theorem 3.4. Let B be a Boolean algebra and, for d ∈ {0, 1}, let Bd be a Boolean Boolean sub-
algebra of B with a finitely additive measure Ξd : Bd → [0,∞). Then the following statements
are equivalent.

(a) There is a finitely additive measure Ξ on the Boolean sub-algebra generated by B0 ∪ B1

extending Ξd for d ∈ {0, 1}.
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(b) Ξ0(1B) = Ξ1(1B) and, for any a ∈ B0 and a′ ∈ B1, if a ≤ a′ then Ξ0(a) ≤ Ξ1(a
′).

(c) For any d, d′ ∈ {0, 1}, a ∈ Bd and a′ ∈ Bd′, if a ≤ a′ then Ξd(a) ≤ Ξd′(a
′).

Corollary 3.5. Let B be a Boolean algebra, C ⊆ B a sub-Boolean with a finitely additive
measure Ξ: C → [0,∞), and let b ∈ B. If z ∈ [0,∞) is between sup{Ξ(a) : a ≤ b, a ∈ C } and
inf{Ξ(a) : b ≤ a, a ∈ C }, then there is a finitely additive measure Ξ′ on the Boolean algebra
generated by C ∪ {b}, extending Ξ, such that Ξ(b) = z.

As a consequence of Zorn’s lemma, there is some fam Ξ′ on B extending Ξ.

We also use the following particular case of Theorem 3.4.

Theorem 3.6. Let Ξ0 be a fam on a Boolean sub-algebra of B and 〈bi : i ∈ I〉 ⊆ B. Assume
that 0 < δ := Ξ0(1B) < ∞ and, for every finite J ⊆ I and b ∈ dom(Ξ0), if Ξ0(b) > 0 then
b ∧
∧

i∈J bi 6= 0B. Then, there exists a finitely additive measure Ξ on B extending Ξ0 such that
Ξ(bi) = δ for every i ∈ I.

Recall that a field of sets over X is a sub-algebra of P(X) under the set operations. We review
integration over a field of sets. Fix a non-empty set X, a field of sets B over X, and a finitely
additive measure Ξ: B → [0,∞). Motivated by the definition of Riemann’s integral, if f : X → R

is a bounded function we can naturally define
∫

X
fdΞ, if it exists, by approximating with upper

and lower sums over finite partitions of X from B. In this case, we say that f is Ξ-integrable (see
[UZ23, Def. 3.5.3]). For example, any bounded function is Ξ-integrable when dom(Ξ) = P(X)
(see [UZ23, Thm. 3.5.10]). Fundamentally, the integral with respect to finitely additive measures
behaves similarly to the Riemann integral, that is, we have available the basic properties of the
integral such as finite additivity, linearity, and monotonicity (see [UZ23, Sec. 3.5]). We also
can integrate over subsets of X: for a bounded function f : X → R, if E ⊆ X and χEf is

Ξ-integrable, we define

∫

E

fdΞ :=

∫

X

χEfdΞ.

If E ∈ B and f is Ξ-integrable, then χEf is Ξ-integrable. In general, this is the context in
which we will use integration over subsets.

For example, we can calculate the integral with respect to Ξu:

Example 3.7. Let X be a non-empty set. If u ⊆ X is finite and non-empty, then
∫

X

fdΞu =
1

|u|

∑

k∈u

f(k).

In general, we will not be interested in finitely additive measures assigning a positive measure
to finite sets. For this reason, we introduce the notion of free finitely additive measure.

Definition 3.8. Let X be a non-empty set, B a field of sets over X and Ξ is a finitely additive
measure on B.

(1) PΞ = PB denotes the set of finite partitions of X into sets in dom(Ξ) = B.

(2) We say that Ξ is a free finitely additive measure if, for any x ∈ X, {x} ∈ B and
Ξ({x}) = 0.

Free finitely additive measures are characterized as follows.

Lemma 3.9. Let B be a field of sets over X and let Ξ be a finite fam on B with δ := Ξ(X).
Then the following statements are equivalent.

(i) For any ε > 0, any finite F ⊆ X and any P ∈ PΞ, there is some non-empty finite
u ⊆ X r F such that, for all b ∈ P , |δΞu(b) − Ξ(b)| < ε.
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(ii) All finite sets in B have measure zero.

Even more, the u in (i) can be found disjoint with all B ∈ P of measure zero.

Inspired by the previous characterization, we define the following type of fams.

Definition 3.10. Let Ξ be a finite fam on a field of sets over X and δ := Ξ(X). We say that Ξ
has the uniform approximation property (uap) if, for any ε > 0 and any P ∈ PΞ, there is some
non-empty finite u ⊆ X such that, for all b ∈ P , |δΞu(b) − Ξ(b)| < ε.

The integral can be approximated by finitely supported fams as follows.

Theorem 3.11 ([CMUZ]). Let Ξ0 be a finitely additive measure on a field of sets B over X,
and let δ := Ξ0(X) < ∞. Let I be an index set and, for each i ∈ I, let Ki be a closed subset of
R and fi : X → R bounded. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(I) For any P ∈ PΞ0 , ε > 0, any finite set J ⊆ I, and any open Gi ⊆ R containing Ki for
i ∈ J , there is some non-empty finite u ⊆ X and a probability measure Ξ− on P(u) such
that:

(i)
∣

∣Ξ0(b) − δΞ−(b ∩ u)
∣

∣ < ε for any b ∈ P , and

(ii) δ

∫

u

fidΞ− =
δ

|u|

∑

k∈u

fi(k)Ξ−({k}) ∈ Gi for any i ∈ J .

(II) There is some fam Ξ on P(X) extending Ξ0 such that, for any i ∈ I,

∫

X

fidΞ ∈ Ki.

When Ξ0 has the uap, the measure Ξ− in (I) can be found uniform, concretely, we can add (III)
below to the list of equivalences. In this case, Ξ can be found with the uap in (II)

(III) For any P ∈ PΞ0 , ε > 0, any finite set J ⊆ I, and any open Gi ⊆ R containing Ki for
i ∈ J , there is some non-empty finite u ⊆ X such that:

(i) |Ξ0(b) − δΞu(b)| < ε for any b ∈ P , and

(ii)
δ

|u|

∑

k∈u

fi(k) ∈ Gi for any i ∈ J .

Finitely additive measures with the uap containing finite sets of positive measure have an inter-
esting characterization.

Theorem 3.12 ([CMUZ]). Let B be a field of sets over X and Ξ a finite fam on B with
δ := Ξ(X). Then Ξ has the uap iff either all finite sets in B have measure zero, or there are
d < ω and P∗ ∈ PΞ (called the “ frame of Ξ”) such that, for any b ∈ P∗:

(i) Ξ(b) = δ
kb
d

for some 0 ≤ kb ≤ d.

(ii) Any b′ ⊆ b in B has either measure zero or Ξ(b).

(iii) If b is finite then kb ≤ |b|.

Corollary 3.13. In Theorem 3.6, if B = P(X) and Ξ0 has the uap, then Ξ can be found with
the uap.

Integrability and the integrals are related when we integrate with respect to larger finitely
additive measures:

Theorem 3.14 ([UZ23, Thm. 3.5.27]). Let B0 and B1 be fields of sets over X such that
B0 ⊆ B1, and let Ξ0 and Ξ1 be finitely additive measures on B0 and B1, respectively, such
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that Ξ0 ⊆ Ξ1. Let f : X → R be a bounded function. Then, whenever f is Ξ0-integrable, f is

Ξ-integrable, in which case

∫

X

f dΞ0 =

∫

X

fdΞ1.

We are going to extend finitely additive measures along forcing iterations while preserving the
values of the integrals. For example, if M ⊆ N are transitive models of ZFC and we have a finitely
additive measure over P(ω)M , there can be new reals in N and P(ω)M ( P(ω)N , but we are
interested in keeping the value of an integral on a fam over P(ω)M when extending it to P(ω)N .
So we will use the following result, which is obtained by simply relativizing Theorem 3.14.

Corollary 3.15 ([UZ23, Thm. 3.5.29]). Let M ⊆ N be transitive models of ZFC such that
Ξ0,B0 ∈ M , and Ξ1,B1 ∈ N. Assume that Ξ0 and Ξ1 are finitely additive measures on the fields
of sets B0 and B1 over some X ∈ M , respectively, such that Ξ0 ⊆ Ξ1 (and B0 ⊆ B1). Then

N |=“f is Ξ1-integrable” whenever M |=“f is Ξ0-integrable”, in which case

(∫

X

fdΞ0

)M

=

(
∫

X

fdΞ1

)N

.

4. The intersection number for forcing notions

The first part of this section is based on [UZ24, Sec. 3], where the reader can find a more
detailed presentation of the intersection number in the context of forcing theory. Afterward, we
prove Main Lemma A (Main Lemma 4.7) and propose a more general version of the intersection
number.

Definition 4.1. Let P be a forcing notion and Q ⊆ P.

(1) For a finite sequence q̄ = 〈qi : i < n〉 ∈ nP, we define

iP∗(q̄) := max{|F | : F ⊆ n ∧ {qi : i ∈ F} has a lower bound in P}.

(2) The intersection number of Q in P, denoted by intP(Q), is defined by

intP(Q) := inf

{

iP∗(q̄)

n
: q̄ ∈ nQ ∧ n ∈ ω r {0}

}

.

We stipulate intP(∅) = 1. We omit the upper index P when the context is clear.

It is clear that if q̄ ∈ nQ then 1 ≤ i∗(q̄) ≤ n. As a consequence, int(Q) is a real number in [0, 1].
Also,

Lemma 4.2 ([UZ24, Lem. 3.3]). Let P be a forcing notion and Q ⊆ P. Then,

(1) For any p ∈ P, int({p}) = 1. Moreover, int(Q) = 1 iff Q is centered in P.

(2) If Q is finite, then int(Q) ≥ 1
|Q| > 0.

(3) Let Q be an anti-chain in P. Then int(Q) = 1
|Q| if Q is finite, and int(Q) = 0 when Q is

infinite.

(4) If m ∈ (1, ω) and int(Q) ≥ 1 − 1
m+1 , then Q is m-linked.

Regarding the behavior of the intersection number under complete embeddings, we have the
following result:

Lemma 4.3 ([UZ24, Lem. 3.6]). Let P,Q be forcing notions, ι : P → Q a complete embedding
and Q ⊆ P. Then intP(Q) = intQ(ι[Q]). As a consequence, for R ⊆ Q, intQ(R) ≤ intP(ι−1[R]).
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Kelley proved that finitely additive measures can be used to define subsets of Boolean algebras
whose intersection number is bounded by a given value:

Lemma 4.4 ([Kel59, Prop. 1]). Let B be a Boolean algebra and Ξ: B → [0, 1] a finitely additive
measure. Let P := B r {0B} and δ ∈ [0, 1]. If Q := {p ∈ P : Ξ(p) ≥ δ}, then intP(Q) ≥ δ.3

Recall that B denotes the random forcing notion.

Corollary 4.5. Let C ⊆ ω2 be non-empty and δ ∈ [0, 1]. If Q := {p ∈ B : LebC(p) ≥ δ}, then
int(Q) ≥ δ.

As an attempt to get the converse of Lemma 4.4, the so-called Kelley’s theorem arose:

Theorem 4.6 ([Kel59, Thm. 2]). Let B be a Boolean algebra. If Q ⊆ B then there exists a
probability finitely additive measure Ξ: B → [0, 1] such that inf{Ξ(b) : b ∈ Q} = int(Q).

With Theorem 4.6, we now have what is necessary to prove Main Lemma A, one of the most
important tools of this paper:

Main Lemma 4.7. Let P be a forcing notion, δ ∈ [0, 1] and Q ⊆ P such that intP(Q) ≥ δ. Let
ε > 0, n < ω and p̄ = 〈pi : i < n〉 ∈ Qn. Define

Σ := {σ ∈ n2: ∃q ∈ P∀i < n [(σ(pi) = 0 ⇒ q ≤ pi) ∧ (σ(pi) = 1 ⇒ pi ⊥ q)]}.

Then, there exists a function f : Σ → [0, 1]Q such that:

∀i < n
(

∑

{f(σ) : σ ∈ Σ ∧ σ(i) = 0} > δ − ε
)

and
∑

σ∈Σ

f(σ) = 1.

Proof. Let (B, ι) be the completion of P. Define A := ι[Q] ⊆ B r {0B}. By Lemma 4.3, we
have that intB(A) = intP(Q) ≥ δ. On the other hand, by Theorem 4.6 there exists a finitely
additive measure Ξ: B → [0, 1] such that, for any a ∈ A, Ξ(a) ≥ δ.

For σ ∈ n2 define bσ :=
∧

i<n ι(pi)
σ(i). It is easy to check that bσ 6= 0B iff σ ∈ Σ. Now, we can

find a sequence of rational numbers 〈f(σ) : σ ∈ Σ〉 such that, for each σ ∈ Σ, |Ξ(bσ)−f(σ)| < ε
2n

and
∑

σ∈Σ f(σ) = 1. For i < n, we have,

∑

{f(σ) : σ ∈ Σ ∧ σ(i) = 0} >
∑

{

Ξ(bσ) −
ε

2n
: σ ∈ Σ ∧ σ(i) = 0

}

= Ξ(ι(pi)) −
∑

{ ε

2n
: σ ∈ Σ ∧ σ(i) = 0

}

≥ Ξ(ι(pi)) − ε ≥ δ − ε,

which proves the result. �4.7

As the last part of this section, we propose a generalization of the intersection number in terms
of probability fams on finite sets. They have deep connections with the intersection number (see
Theorem 4.12) and characterize some particular cases of the linkedness notion introduced in the
next section (see Definition 5.1 and Theorem 5.19).

Definition 4.8. For any non-empty set K, IfinK is the class of all sequences Ī = 〈Ik : k ∈ K〉 of

finite non-empty pairwise disjoint sets. Given some Ī ∈ IfinK , define WĪ :=
⋃

k∈K Ik. When the
context is clear, we just write “W”, omitting the index.

Fix a forcing notion P, a finite set K, Ī := 〈Ik : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK , and a probability fam Ξ on P(K).

3A recent proof of this result can be found in [UZ24, Thm. 3.7].
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(1) For any q̄ ∈ WP, define

µΞ,P
Ī

(q̄) := max

{
∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q ≤ qℓ}|

|Ik|
dΞ(k) : q ∈ P

}

.4

Notice that this set is finite, so the maximum exists.

(2) For any Q ⊆ P, define MΞ,P
Ī

(Q) := min{µΞ
Ī

(q̄) : q̄ ∈ WQ}.

The minimum exists because this set is finite (even when Q is infinite). In fact, its

size is below
∏

k∈K(|Ik| + 1) ≤ (max{|Ik| : k ∈ K} + 1)|K|.

We omit the upper index P in µΞ,P
Ī

and MΞ,P
Ī

when the context is clear. Notice that intP(Q) =

inf{MΞ0

Ī
(Q) : Ī ∈ IfinK0

} when K0 is a singleton and Ξ0 is the unique probability fam on P(K0).

By the definition, it is clear that max
{

Ξ({k})
|Ik|

: k ∈ K
}

is a lower bound of µΞ
Ī

(q̄), and this value

is reached when ran(q̄) is an antichain in P and q̄ has no repetitions (see Lemma 4.9). On the

other hand, µΞ
Ī

(q̄) ≤ 1 for any q̄ ∈ WQ. As a consequence, MΞ
Ī

(Q) ∈
[

max
{

Ξ({k})
|Ik|

: k ∈ K
}

, 1
]

.

In the following results, we are going to study some combinatorial properties of Q to reach the
extreme values of MΞ

Ī
(Q). Let us start with the lower bound.

Lemma 4.9. Within the context of Definition 4.8, if Q has at least |W |-many incompatible

conditions then MΞ
Ī

(Q) = max
{

Ξ({k})
|Ik|

: k ∈ K
}

. The converse holds when the fam Ξ is uniform,

i.e. Ξ({k}) = 1
|K| for all k ∈ K.

Proof. Assume that Q has at least |W |-many incompatible conditions, so we can find some
q̄ ∈ WQ without repetitions such that ran(q̄) is an antichain in P. It is clear that µΞ

Ī
(q̄) =

max
{

Ξ({k})
|Ik|

: k ∈ K
}

, and since this is a lower bound of MΞ
Ī

(Q), we are done.

To show the converse, assume that Ξ is uniform and Q has <|W | incompatible elements and let
q̄ ∈ WQ. Then, there are ℓ0 6= ℓ1 in W such that qℓ0 and qℓ1 are compatible, hence we can find

k0, k1 ∈ K such that ℓe ∈ Ike for e ∈ {0, 1} and µΞ
Ī

(q̄) ≥ Ξ({k0})
|Ik0 |

+ Ξ({k1})
|Ik1 |

> max
{

Ξ({k})
|Ik|

: k ∈ K
}

,

where the last inequality holds because Ξ is uniform. Thus, since q̄ is arbitrary, MΞ
Ī

(Q) >

max
{

Ξ({k})
|Ik|

: k ∈ K
}

. �4.9

Now, we deal with the upper bound.

Lemma 4.10. In the context of Definition 4.8, MΞ
Ī

(Q) = 1 iff Q is |W0|-linked, where W0 :=
⋃

{Ik : k ∈ K, Ξ({k}) 6= 0}.

Proof. Let Q ⊆ P and assume that MΞ
Ī

(Q) = 1. Let Q′ ⊆ Q be of size ≤|W0|. Fix q̄ ∈ WQ

such that q̄↾W0 lists Q′. Since MΞ
Ī

(Q) = 1, in particular we have that µΞ
Ī

(q̄) = 1, hence there
exists a q ∈ P such that, for any k ∈ K with Ξ({k}) 6= 0 and any ℓ ∈ Ik, q ≤ qℓ. Consequently,
for every ℓ ∈ W0, q ≤ qℓ. Thus, Q is |W0|-linked.

To prove the converse, assume that Q is |W0|-linked. Setting K0 := {k ∈ K : Ξ({k}) 6= 0}, for

any q̄ ∈ WQ, µΞ
Ī

(q̄) = µ
Ξ↾P(K0)

Ī↾K0
(q̄↾W0). Therefore, it is enough to prove that, for all q̄ ∈ W0Q,

µ
Ξ↾P(K0)
¯I↾K0

(q̄) = 1. Since Q is |W0|-linked and | ran(q̄)| ≤ |W0|, there exists some q ∈ P such that,

4Recall that
∫
K

|{ℓ∈Ik : q≤qℓ}|
|Ik|

dΞ(k) =
∑

k∈K

|{ℓ∈Ik : q≤qℓ}|
|Ik|

Ξ({k}) in this case when K is finite.
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for any k ∈ K0 and any ℓ ∈ Ik, q ≤ qℓ. As a consequence,

µ
Ξ↾P(K0)

Ī↾K0
(q̄) ≥

∑

k∈K0

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q ≤ qℓ}|

|Ik|
Ξ({k}) =

∑

k∈K0

Ξ({k}) = 1.

Thus, MΞ
Ī

(Q) = 1. �4.10

Fixing K and Ξ, and varying on all possible partitions in IfinK , we get a combinatorial property

to characterize when the upper bound of MΞ
Ī

(Q) is reached.

Corollary 4.11. Let P be a forcing notion and Q ⊆ P. Then, the following statements are
equivalent:

(i) Q is centered.

(ii) For any Ī ∈ IfinK , MΞ
Ī

(Q) = 1.

(iii) intP(Q) = 1.

The following is a very interesting characterization of the intersection number.

Theorem 4.12. Let P be a forcing notion and Q ⊆ P. Then, intP(Q) = inf Ī∈Ifin
K

MΞ,P
Ī

(Q).

Proof. Let q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ and Ī ∈ IfinK . Let Σ as in Main Lemma 4.7 and, for ε > 0,
find f : Σ → [0, 1]Q as the same result applied to δ := int(Q). For any q ∈ P there is some q′ ≤ q
in P such that, for all ℓ ∈ WĪ , either q′ ≤ qℓ or q′ ⊥ qℓ. Then, there is some σ′ ∈ Σ such that

σ′(ℓ) = 0 iff q′ ≤ qℓ. Hence, by using ck := Ξ({k})
|Ik|

,

∑

k∈K

ck|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q ≤ qℓ}| ≤
∑

k∈K

ck|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q′ ≤ qℓ}| =
∑

k∈K

ck|{ℓ ∈ Ik : σ′(ℓ) = 0}|.

Therefore,

µΞ
Ī

(q̄) = max

{

∑

k∈K

ck| {ℓ ∈ Ik : σ(ℓ) = 0} | : σ ∈ Σ

}

≥
∑

σ∈Σ

(

∑

k∈K

ck| {ℓ ∈ Ik : σ(ℓ) = 0} |

)

f(σ) =
∑

σ∈Σ

∑

k∈K

∑

ℓ∈Ik
σ(ℓ)=0

ckf(σ)

=
∑

k∈K

∑

ℓ∈Ik

ck
∑

σ∈Σ
σ(ℓ)=0

f(σ) ≥ [int(Q) − ε]
∑

k∈K

∑

ℓ∈Ik

ck = int(Q) − ε.

Since ε is arbitrary, µΞ
Ī

(q̄) ≥ int(Q). Therefore, since q̄ is arbitrary, it follows that MΞ
Ī

(Q) ≥

int(Q). Thus, int(Q) ≤ inf Ī∈Ifin
K

MΞ
Ī

(Q).

On the other hand, to show the converse inequality, let n ∈ ω r {0} and p̄ ∈ nQ. Consider
J̄ ∈ IfinK such that, for any k ∈ K, |Jk| = n and let fk : Jk → n a bijective function. Set
W := WJ̄ . Let us define q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ such that for k ∈ K and ℓ ∈ Ik, qℓ := pfk(ℓ).
Then, we can find some q ∈ P such that

µΞ,P
J̄

(q̄) =

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Jk : q ≤ qℓ}|

|Jk|
dΞ(k) =

1

n

∫

K

|{i < n : q ≤ pi}|dΞ(k)

=
1

n
|{i < n : q ≤ pi}|

∫

K

dΞ(k) =
1

n
|{ℓ < n : q ≤ pi}| ≤

iP∗(p̄)

n
.
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Therefore, inf Ī∈Ifin
K

MΞ,P
Ī

(Q) ≤ MΞ,P
J̄

(Q) ≤ µΞ,P
J̄

(q̄) ≤ iP∗(p̄)
n

. Finally, since n is arbitrary, it follows

that inf Ī∈Ifin
K

MΞ,P
Ī

(Q) ≤ intP(Q). �4.10

As a consequence, we can generalize Lemma 4.4 in the context of MΞ
Ī

(Q).

Corollary 4.13. Let B be a Boolean algebra, Ξ0 a probability fam on it, Ī = 〈Ik : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK ,

and δ ∈ [0, 1]. If Q := {b ∈ B : Ξ0(b) ≥ δ}, then MΞ,B+

Ī
(Q) ≥ δ.

We close this section by showing a relation between MΞ
Ī

(Q) and MΞh

J̄
(Q) where Ξh is as in

Example 3.3. To fix some notation, if h : K → L is a function, for any l ∈ L, denote Kl :=
h−1[{l}].

Lemma 4.14. Let K and L be finite sets. Assume that h : K → L is a surjective finite-to-one
function. Let Ī = 〈Ik : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK and for any l ∈ L, define Jl :=

⋃

{Ik : k ∈ Kl} and

J̄ := 〈Jl : l ∈ L〉 ∈ IfinL . If, for any k, k′ ∈ K, h(k) = h(k′) implies Ξ({k}) = Ξ({k′}) and

|Ik| = |Ik′ |, then, for every q̄ ∈ WQ, µΞ
Ī

(q̄) ≥ µΞh

J̄
(q̄). As a consequence, MΞ

Ī
(Q) ≥ MΞh

J̄
(Q). In

particular, if h is a bijective function, then MΞ
Ī

(Q) = MΞh

J̄
(Q).

Proof. Let q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ. By Definition 4.8, we can find a q ∈ P such that µΞh

J̄
(q̄) =

∑

l∈L
|{ℓ∈Jl : q≤qℓ}|

|Jl|
Ξh({l}). Since h(k) = h(k′) implies Ξ({k}) = Ξ({k′}) and |Ik| = |Ik′ |, we have

that
Ξ(Kh(k))

|Jh(k)|
≤ Ξ({k})

|Ik|
for any k ∈ K. As a consequence,

µΞh

J̄
(q̄) =

∑

l∈L

|{ℓ ∈ Jl : q ≤ qℓ}|

|Jl|
Ξh({l}) =

∑

l∈L





∑

k∈Kl

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q ≤ qℓ}|

|Jl|



Ξ(Kl)

=
∑

k∈K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q ≤ qℓ}|

|Jh(k)|
Ξ(Kh(k)) ≤

∑

k∈K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q ≤ qℓ}|

|Ik|
Ξ({k}) ≤ µΞ

Ī
(q̄).

Thus, since q̄ is arbitrary, it follows that MΞh

J̄
(Q) ≤ MΞ

Ī
(Q). Finally, when h is bijective, to get

the converse inequality it is enough to use h−1. �4.14

5. FAM-linked sets

In this section, we introduce the notion of (Ξ, Ī, ε)-linkedness and investigate their basic prop-
erties and characterizations. For instance, (Ξ, Ī, ε)-linkedness has connections with the intersec-
tion number and with forcing with ultrafilter limits from [GMS16], as well as with the notion
of Fr-linkedness (Definition 5.10), which is a general notion for not adding dominating reals
(see Example 9.12 (2)). This new linkedness notion is the main ingredient to iterate with fams.

5.1. Strong fam limits as a linkedness property.

Below, we define the notion of (Ξ, Ī, ε)-linkedness, which generalizes the notion of strong fam
limits for intervals from [KST19, Def. 1.7] and [KST19, Def. 1.10]. The cited reference only
considers free probability fams on P(ω) and the characterization presented in Theorem 5.26,
but we allow probability fams on any P(K).

Definition 5.1. Let K 6= ∅, Ξ a probability fam on P(K), Ī = 〈Ik : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK , W := WĪ =
⋃

k∈K Ik, ε0 ∈ [0, 1) and let P be a forcing notion. Say that Q is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked (in P) if Q ⊆ P
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and there is a function limQ,Ξ,Ī,ε0 : WQ → P, and a P-name Ξ̇∗ of a probability fam on P(K)
extending Ξ such that, for any q̄ ∈ WQ,

limQ,Ξ,Ī,ε0(q̄) 
 “

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗(k) ≥ 1 − ε0”.

We omit some or all of the superscripts “Q,Ξ, Ī , ε0” in “limQ,Ξ,Ī,ε0” when the context is clear.

Remark 5.2. In Definition 5.1:

(1) In general, K is determined by Ξ as the top element of dom Ξ, and W = WĪ is determined
by Ī.

(2) If J̄ = 〈Jk : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK and |Ik| = |Jk| for all k < ω, then (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linkedness is
equivalent to (Ξ, J̄ , ε0)-linkedness (see Corollary 5.22). For this reason, we could have
used a function i : K → ω r {0} instead of Ī (and W ) in the definition.

(3) The first assumptions imply that there is a finite-to-one map from W onto K. Hence,
K is infinite iff W infinite, in which case |K| = |W |.

(4) The value ε0 = 0 is not considered in [KST19]. We realized that it can be included in
this framework and that it helps to describe sets with ultrafilter limits. See more details
in Theorem 5.30, Corollary 5.31 and5.32.

Remark 5.3. In our applications (Theorem 8.7, Section 10 and 11), K = W = ω and Ξ is free.
If convenient, there is no problem if the reader only considers this case throughout the paper
(except when we deal with finite K).

Unless otherwise specified, until the end of this section, we fix a non-empty set K, Ī ∈ IfinK ,
W := WĪ , a probability fam Ξ on P(K), a forcing notion P, Q ⊆ P, and ε0 ∈ [0, 1).

A first easy example of a (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked subset is a singleton:

Example 5.4. For any p ∈ P, {p} is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked.

Indeed, let Q0 := {p}. For q̄ ∈ WQ0 define lim: WQ0 → P in the natural way: lim(q̄) := p.

Also, consider Ξ̇∗ as a P-name of a fam extending Ξ, which is possible because, in any generic
extension V [G], we can extend Ξ to a fam with domain P(K) ∩ V [G]. It is clear that, if G

contains p, then

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ GP}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗(k) = 1 ≥ 1 − ε0.

Example 5.5. Let 〈B, µ〉 be a measure algebra, i.e. µ is a probability measure on B such that
the only measure zero point is 0B. If s ∈ B+ = Br{0B} then {b ∈ B : µ(b∩ s) ≥ (1− ε0)µ(s)}
is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked when Ξ is free. The case ε0 = 0 is trivial (and does not need that Ξ is free)
since it is enough to set any limit as s. The case ε0 ∈ (0, 1) is more complicated. It is solved
in [MUZ23] (using the characterization in Theorem 5.26) by extending ideas from Shelah [She00]
in the case of random forcing. See more in Example 6.8.

5.2. Basic properties.

We present below many basic properties of (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked sets. First note that the upwards
closure of a linked set is also linked.

Lemma 5.6. Q is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked iff Q↑ is.

Proof. The direction from right to left is clear. Conversely, assume that Q is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked.

Define limQ↑
: W(Q↑) → P such that, for q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ W(Q↑), limQ↑

(q̄) := limQ(p̄q̄) where
p̄q̄ = 〈pℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ is chosen such that, for any ℓ ∈ W, pℓ ≤ qℓ. Straightforward calculations
show that this limit is as required. �5.6



A GENERAL THEORY OF ITERATED FORCING USING FAMS 17

In the following results, we deal with some combinatorial facts of (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked sets.

Lemma 5.7. If Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked then, for any q̄ ∈ WQ, ran(q̄) is predense below limΞ(q̄).

Proof. Fix Ξ̇∗ as in Definition 5.1. Let q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ and let p ≤ limΞ(q̄). Then,

p 
 “

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗(k) ≥ 1 − ε0”.

As a consequence, there are r ∈ P, k ∈ K and ℓ ∈ Ik such that r ≤ p and r 
“qℓ ∈ ĠP”, that is,
r ≤• qℓ, hence p ‖ qℓ. Thus, ran(q̄) is predense below limΞ(q̄). �5.6

If Ξ is suitable, a (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked set cannot contain large antichains.

Lemma 5.8. If Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked and, for any k ∈ K, Ξ({k})
|Ik|

< 1−ε0, then Q cannot contain

antichains of size |W |.

Proof. Assume that Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked. Towards contradiction, suppose that A ⊆ Q is an
antichain in P such that |A| = |W |. So we can define q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ such that ran(q̄) = A
and, for any i 6= j in W , qi ⊥ qj.

Fix Ξ̇∗ as in Definition 5.1. Work in V [G] for some generic filter G containing limΞ(q̄). By
Lemma 5.7, A is a maximal antichain below lim(q̄), so |{ℓ ∈ Ik0 : qℓ ∈ G}| = 1 for some k0 ∈ K
and, for any k ∈ K r {k0}, |{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ G}| = 0. As a consequence, we have that:

1 − ε0 ≤

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ G}|

|Ik|
dΞ∗(k) =

∫

{k0}

1

|Ik0 |
dΞ∗(k) =

Ξ({k0})

|Ik0 |
< 1 − ε0,

which is a contradiction. �5.8

Measure zero sets do not affect the linkedness property.

Lemma 5.9. Assume that K0 ⊆ K and Ξ(K0) = 0. Then the set Q is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked in P iff
it is (Ξ↾P(K rK0), Ī↾(K rK0), ε0)-linked.

Proof. We can assume that Q 6= ∅,5 so choose some q′ ∈ Q. Let Ξ′ := Ξ↾P(K r K0) and

J̄ := Ī↾(K rK0). If Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked witnessed by Ξ̇∗ and limΞ, then Q is (Ξ′, J̄ , ε0)-linked

witnessed by a P-name of Ξ̇∗↾P(K r K0) and the limit function limΞ′
: WQ → P defined by

limΞ′
(q̄) := limΞ(q̄′) where q′ℓ := qℓ for ℓ ∈ WJ̄ , and q′ℓ := q′ otherwise.

Conversely, if Q is (Ξ′, J̄ , ε0)-linked witnessed by Ξ̇• and limΞ′
,then Q is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked wit-

nessed by a P-name Ξ̇∗ of the fam on P(K) defined by Ξ̇∗(B) := Ξ̇•(B r K0), and the limit

function defined by limΞ(q̄) := limΞ′
(q̄↾(K rK0)). �5.9

The notion of Fréchet-linkedness was introduced by the second author in [Mej19], who proved
that no σ-Fréchet-linked forcing notions add dominating reals. Afterward, this result was en-
hanced in [BCM21].

Definition 5.10 ([Mej19, Def. 3.24]). Let µ an infinite cardinal.

(1) A set Q0 ⊆ P is Fréchet-linked in P, abbreviated by “Fr-linked”, if for any sequence

p̄ = 〈pn : n < ω〉 ∈ ωQ0 there exists some q ∈ P such that q 
P “|{n < ω : pn ∈ Ġ}| = ℵ0”.

(2) P is µ-Frechet-linked, abbreviated by “µ-Fr-linked”, if P =
⋃

α<µQα for some sequence

〈Qα : α < µ〉 of Fr-linked subsets of P.

(3) P is µ-Fr-Knaster if, for any A ∈ [P]µ, there is some Fr-linked A′ ∈ [A]µ.

5According to Definition 5.1, the empty set is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked.
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This notion behaves well for not adding dominating reals as illustrated in Example 9.12 (2). On
the other hand, as a consequence of Lemma 5.8, when K = W = ω, Ξ is a free fam and Q is
(Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked in P, then Q cannot contain infinite antichains, which is, in particular, a property
of Fréchet-linked subsets (see [Mej19, Ex. 5.3] and [BCM21, Rem. 3.1 (1)]). Motivated by this,
we present a result that shows that our linkedness property is stronger than Fréchet-linkedness.

Lemma 5.11. If Ξ is free, K = ω and Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked, then Q is Fr-linked.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that Ī a partition of ω into finite sets, i.e.
W = ω. Let q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ < ω〉 ∈ ωQ. We will prove that there exists some q ∈ P such that

q 
P “∃∞ℓ < ω (qℓ ∈ ĠP)”. To see this, it suffices to prove that lim(q̄) forces this. Let G be a
P-generic filter over V such that lim(q̄) ∈ G. Fix Ξ∗ as in Definition 5.1.

Working in V [G], define f : ω → R by f(k) := |{ℓ∈Ik : qℓ∈GP}|
|Ik|

for all k < ω. Towards contradiction,

suppose that {ℓ < ω : qℓ ∈ G} is finite. Since Ξ is a free fam, this implies that Ξ(D) = 0 where
D := {k < ω : f(k) 6= 0}. Therefore,

∫

ω
fdΞ∗ = 0, which contradicts Definition 5.1. �5.11

We can generalize Lemma 5.11 for arbitrary P(K) using more natural hypotheses.

Theorem 5.12. Assume that κ is an infinite cardinal, |K| = κ, the Ξ-measure of any subset of
cardinality <κ is zero, and P forces that [K]<κ ∩V is cofinal in [K]<κ.6 If Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked,
then Q is Frκ-linked, that is, for any sequence q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ < κ〉 ∈ κQ, there exists some condition

q ∈ P such that q 
 “ |{ℓ < κ : qℓ ∈ ĠP}| = κ”.

In Lemma 5.13 and 5.14 below, we study the behavior of (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked subsets under complete
and dense embeddings. If ι : P → Q is a complete embedding, then ι∗ : V P → V Q denotes the
canonical transformation of names.

Lemma 5.13. Let Q be a forcing notion and let ι : P → Q be a complete embedding. If Q is
(Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked in P, then so is ι[Q] in Q.

Proof. Assume that Q ⊆ P is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked witnessed by limQ and Ξ̇∗
Q. Consider S := ι[Q]

and, for any r̄ = 〈rℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WS, define limS(r̄) := ι
(

limQ(q̄r̄)
)

where, for any ℓ ∈ W , qr̄,ℓ ∈ Q

and ι(qr̄,ℓ) = rℓ, which is possible to pick by the definition of S. Also define Ξ̇∗
S as a Q-name

of a fam extending ι∗(Ξ∗
Q), which is possible because, in any Q-generic extension V [G], we can

extend Ξ∗
Q to fam with domain P(K) ∩ V [G].7

Now, let r̄ = 〈rℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WS. By Definition 5.1,

limQ(q̄r̄) 
P “

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qr̄,ℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗

Q(k) ≥ 1 − ε0”.

Finally, since ι∗(ĠP) = ι−1[ĠQ], we can apply the absoluteness of the integral (Corollary 3.15),
to get that

limS(r̄) 
Q “

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : rℓ ∈ ĠQ}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗

S(k) ≥ 1 − ε0”,

which proves that S is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked. �5.13

Lemma 5.14. Let Q be a forcing notion and ι : P → Q be a dense embedding. If S is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-
linked in Q, then so is ι−1[S] in P.

6For example, when P is <κ-distributive, or κ-cc with κ regular.
7Notice that, since ι is a complete embedding, in general we have that ι∗(Ξ∗

Q) is just a name of the fam Ξ∗
Q,

whose domain is P(K) ∩ V [ι−1[G]].
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Proof. Assume that S ⊆ Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked witnessed by limS and Ξ̇∗
S. Consider R := ι−1[S]

and, for r̄ = 〈rℓ : r ∈ W 〉 ∈ WR, define limR(r̄) ∈ P such that ι(limR(r̄)) ≤ limS(〈ι(rℓ) : ℓ ∈ W 〉),
which is possible because ι is a dense embedding. Consider Ξ̇∗

R ∈ V P such that 
Q“Ξ̇∗
S =

ι∗(Ξ̇∗
R)”, which is a name of a fam on P(K) extending Ξ. Let r̄ = 〈rℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WR. Hence,

q̄ := 〈ι(rℓ) : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WS and, by Definition 5.1,

limS(q̄) 
Q “

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : ι(rℓ) ∈ ĠQ}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗

S(k) ≥ 1 − ε0”.

Since, ι(limR(r̄)) ≤ limS(q̄), it follows that

limR(r̄) 
P “

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : rℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗

R(k) ≥ 1 − ε0”.

Thus, R is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked. �5.14

5.3. The finite case.

When K is finite, our linkedness notion reduces to a property for MΞ
Ī

(Q) (see Definition 4.8),
which shows more interesting aspects about the intersection number.

Theorem 5.15. If K is finite, then Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked in P iff MΞ
Ī

(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0.

Proof. First assume that Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked in P. Notice that, since P(K) is finite, Ξ̇∗ from
Definition 5.1 is forced to be equal to Ξ and, for any q̄ ∈ WQ, we have that

limΞ(q̄) 
 “1 − ε0 ≤

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
dΞ(k)”.

Since W is finite, we can find some q′ ≤ limΞ(q̄) forcing that, for k ∈ K and ℓ ∈ Ik, qℓ ∈ Ġ iff
q′ ≤ qℓ. This q′ forces that the integral is below µΞ

Ī
(q̄), so µΞ

Ī
(q̄) ≥ 1 − ε0. Since q̄ is arbitrary,

we can conclude that MΞ
Ī

(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0.

Now we show the converse. Assume that MΞ
Ī

(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0. For q̄ ∈ WQ, we define limΞ(q̄) as

a condition that forces the maximal possible value of
∫

K
|{ℓ∈Ik : qℓ∈Ġ}|

|Ik|
dΞ. It is not hard to show

that this maximal value is µΞ
Ī

(q̄), which is ≥MΞ
Ī

(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0. Therefore, limΞ(q̄) forces

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
dΞ̌(k) = µΞ

Ī
(q̄) ≥ 1 − ε0. �5.15

From Theorem 5.15 and Lemma 4.14, it follows that:

Corollary 5.16. Let K, L be finite sets. Assume that h : K → L is a surjective finite-to-
one function. Let Ī = 〈Ik : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK and for any l ∈ L, define Jl :=

⋃

{Ik : h(k) = l}
and J̄ := 〈Jl : l ∈ L〉 ∈ IfinL . If for any k, k′ ∈ K, h(k) = h(k′) implies Ξ({k}) = Ξ({k′}) and
|Ik| = |Ik′ |, then (Ξh, J̄ , ε0)-linkedness implies (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linkedness. Furthermore, the equivalence
holds when h is a bijective function.

As a consequence of Theorem 5.15 and Lemma 4.10:

Corollary 5.17. If K is finite and Q is |W |-linked, then it is (Ξ, Ī, 0)-linked.

Therefore, from Corollary 5.17 and Lemma 4.2 (4), we conclude:

Corollary 5.18. For any ε0 ∈
[

0, 1
|W |+1

]

, if intP(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0 then Q is (Ξ, Ī, 0)-linked.
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Thanks to Theorem 4.12, we have a strong connection between the intersection number and
linkedness for fams on finite sets. Notice that, in the following result, Ξ is fixed.

Theorem 5.19. Assume that K is finite. Then intP(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0 iff, for any J̄ ∈ IfinK , Q is
(Ξ, J̄ , ε0)-linked.

Proof. On the one hand, assume that intP(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0. By Theorem 4.12, for any J̄ ∈ IfinK ,

1 − ε0 ≤ intP(Q) ≤ MΞ
J̄

(Q), and therefore, Q is (Ξ, J̄ , ε0)-linked by virtue of Theorem 5.15.

On the other hand, if for any J̄ ∈ IfinK , Q is (Ξ, J̄ , ε)-linked, then MΞ
J̄

(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0 by virtue of

Theorem 5.15. As a consequence, by Theorem 4.12 again, 1 − ε0 ≤ inf J̄∈Ifin
K

MΞ
J̄

(Q) = intP(Q),

which proves the result. �5.19

Corollary 5.20. Let Ξ0 be the unique probability measure on P({0}). Then int(Q) ≥ 1− ε0 iff
Q is (Ξ0, J̄ , ε0)-linked for any J̄ = 〈J0〉 (with J0 finite non-empty).

5.4. Comparing parameters.

Relations between parameters (Ξ, Ī , ε0) and (Ξ′, Ī ′, ε′0) entail relations between the correspond-
ing linkedness notions. For instance, if ε0 < ε′0, then (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linkedness implies (Ξ, Ī, ε′0)-
linkedness. Concerning partitions, we have the following.

Theorem 5.21. Let J̄ = 〈Jk : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK . Assume that, for any k ∈ K, |Jk| = dk · |Ik| + rk,

where dk < ω and 0 ≤ rk < |Ik|. Let ε′ ≥ 0 and R :=
{

k ∈ K : rk
|Jk|

≤ ε′
}

. If (1 − ε′)Ξ(R) > ε0

and Q is (Ξ, J̄ , ε0)-linked, then it is (Ξ, Ī, εR)-linked in P, where εR := 1 + ε0 − (1− ε′)Ξ(R). In
particular, it is (Ξ, Ī , ε0 + ε′)-linked when Ξ(R) = 1.

Proof. Assume that Q is (Ξ, J̄ , ε0)-linked witnessed by limJ̄ and Ξ̇∗. By the hypothesis, for any

k ∈ K, we can partition Jk =
(

⋃

j<dk
Dj,k

)

∪ Rk, such that, for any j < dk, |Dj,k| = |Ik|, and

|Rk| = rk < |Ik|. Therefore, for any k ∈ K and j < dk, we can find a bijection fj,k : Dj,k → Ik
and an injective function fk : Rn → Ik.

Now, let q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ ∈ WĪ〉 ∈ WĪQ and let us define a sequence p̄ = 〈pi : i ∈ WJ̄〉 ∈ WJ̄Q as
follows. Since J̄ is a partition of WJ̄ , to define p̄ is enough to define it in each set in J̄ : for
k ∈ K and i ∈ Jk,

pi :=

{

qfj,k(i) if i ∈ Dj,k,

qfk(i) if i ∈ Rk.

It is clear that, for any k ∈ K and j < dk, p̄↾Dj,k = q̄ ◦ fj,k and p̄↾Rk = q̄ ◦ fk. Hence, by the
construction of p̄, P forces

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
≥

|{i ∈ Jk : pi ∈ ĠP}| − rk
|Ik| · dk

=
|{i ∈ Jk : pi ∈ ĠP}| − rk

|Jk| − rk

≥
|{i ∈ Jk : pi ∈ ĠP}| − rk

|Jk|
=

|{i ∈ Jk : pi ∈ ĠP}|

|Jk|
−

rk
|Jk|

.

On the other hand, P forces
∫

K

rk
|Jk|

dΞ̇∗(k) =

∫

R

rk
|Jk|

dΞ̇∗(k) +

∫

KrR

rk
|Jk|

dΞ̇∗(k) ≤ ε′Ξ(R) + Ξ(K rR) = 1 − (1 − ε′)Ξ(R)

As a consequence, limĪ(p̄) forces
∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗(k) ≥

∫

K

|{i ∈ Jk : pi ∈ ĠP}|

|Jk|
dΞ̇∗(k) −

∫

K

rk
|Jk|

dΞ̇∗(k)

≥ 1 − ε0 − (1 − (1 − ε′)Ξ(R)) = (1 − ε′)Ξ(R) − ε0.
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To conclude, it is enough to define limĪ(q̄) := limJ̄(p̄) and use the same Ξ̇∗. �5.21

As a result of Theorem 5.21, we infer:

Corollary 5.22. In the context of Theorem 5.21, if for any k ∈ K, |Ik| divides |Jk|, then any
(Ξ, J̄ , ε0)-linked set in P is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked. In particular, if for any k ∈ K, |Ik| = |Jk|, then
(Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linkedness is equivalent to (Ξ, J̄ , ε0)-likedness.

In the following, we show that our linkedness notion affects the intersection number of a set
even when K is infinite.

Lemma 5.23. Let 0 < n < ω and assume that, for any k ∈ K, |Ik| = n. If Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked

then, for all q̄ = 〈qi : i < n〉 ∈ nQ, i∗(q̄)
n

≥ 1 − ε0.

Proof. Assume that Q is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked witnessed by limΞ and Ξ̇∗. Since each Ik has cardinality
n, we can enumerate it as {ℓk,i : i < n} ⊆ W . Hence, for any ℓ ∈ W , there are unique kℓ ∈ K

and iℓ < n such that ℓ = ℓkℓ,iℓ . Let q̄ = 〈qi : i < n〉 ∈ nQ. Define r̄ ∈ WQ such that, for any
ℓ ∈ W , rℓ := qiℓ . Then,

limΞ(r̄) 
 “1 − ε0 ≤

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : rℓ ∈ ĠP}|

n
dΞ̇∗(k) =

∫

K

|{i < n : qi ∈ ĠP}|

n
dΞ̇∗(k)”

Since the integral is on a constant term over a probability fam, limΞ(r̄) 
 “ |{i<n : qi∈ĠP}|
n

≥ 1−ε0”,

hence there is some r′ ≤ limΞ(r̄) such that |{i<n : r′≤qi}|
n

≥ 1 − ε0. Thus, i∗(q̄)
n

≥ 1 − ε0. �5.23

Corollary 5.24. If for all n < ω there is a Īn = 〈Ink : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK such that ∀k ∈ K (|Ink | = n)

and Q is (Ξ, Īn, ε0)-linked, then intP(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0.

Theorem 5.25. Assume that Ξ({k ∈ K : |Ik| = n}) = 0 for all n < ω (this implies that Ξ is
free). If Q is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked, then intP(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0.

As a consequence, MΞ′

Ī′
(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0 for any finite K ′, Ī ′ ∈ IK ′ and any probability fam Ξ′ on

K ′, i.e. Q is (Ξ′, Ī ′, ε0)-linked.

Proof. Let ε > 0 and 0 < n < ω be arbitrary. Clearly, Ξ({k ∈ K : ε > n
|Ik|

}) = 1. Pick a

partition Īn = 〈Ink : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK such that ∀k ∈ K (|Ink | = n). By using the division algorithm,
we can express |Ik| as dk · n + rk with 0 ≤ rk < n. By Theorem 5.21, we obtain that Q is
(Ξ, Īn, ε0 + ε)-linked. Unfixing n, we have intP(Q) ≥ 1− (ε0 + ε) by using Corollary 5.24. Since
ε was taken arbitrary, intP(Q) ≥ 1 − ε0. �5.25

5.5. Characterizations.

The following is a combinatorial characterization of (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linkedness, which includes a special
characterization when Ξ satisfies the uap (e.g. free).

Theorem 5.26. Let limΞ : WQ → P be a function. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(a) Q is (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked witnessed by limΞ.

(b) Given
• i∗ < ω, q̄i = 〈qiℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ for each i < i∗,

• P ∈ PΞ,

• ε > 0 and q ∈ P such that for all i < i∗, q ≤ limΞ(q̄i),
there are a non-empty finite set u ⊆ K, a probability measure µ on P(u) and some q′ ≤ q
in P such that
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(1) |µ(u ∩ b) − Ξ(b)| < ε for all b ∈ P and

(2)

∫

u

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q′ ≤ qiℓ}|

|Ik|
dµ(k) > 1 − ε0 − ε for all i < i∗.

When Ξ has the uap, the measure µ in (b) can be found uniform, concretely, (c) below is

equivalent to the above. In this case, Ξ̇∗ (in (a)) can be forced with the uap.

(c) Given
• i∗ < ω, q̄i = 〈qiℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ for each i < i∗,

• P ∈ PΞ,

• ε > 0 and q ∈ P such that for all i < i∗, q ≤ limΞ(q̄i),
there are a non-empty finite set u ⊆ K and some q′ ≤ q in P such that

(1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

|u ∩ b|

|u|
− Ξ(b)

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ε for all b ∈ P and

(2)
1

|u|

∑

k∈u

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q′ ≤ qiℓ}|

|Ik|
> 1 − ε0 − ε, for all i < i∗.

Proof. We present the proof of (a) ⇔ (c), i.e. we assume that Ξ has the uap. A similar argument
can prove the equivalence with (b) (without assuming uap).

(a) ⇒ (c): Assume that Q is (Ξ, Ī, ε)-linked, that is, there exists a P-name Ξ̇∗ of a probability
fam on P(K) extending Ξ such that, for any q̄ ∈ WQ,

limΞ(q̄) 
 “

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗(k) ≥ 1 − ε0”. (⊕)

Let i∗ < ω, consider q̄i := 〈qiℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ for any i < i∗, and let P ∈ PΞ. Let ε > 0 and

q ∈ P such that, for any i < i∗, q ≤ limΞ(q̄i). Working in the generic extension V [G] for some
generic filter G containing q define, for any k ∈ K and i < i∗, Ai

k := {ℓ ∈ Ik : qiℓ ∈ GP} and, for

any i < i∗, consider the function fi : K → [0, 1]Q such that, for any k ∈ K, fi(k) :=
|Ai

k
|

|Ik|
. By (⊕)

we have that, for any i < i∗,
∫

K
fidΞ̇∗ ≥ 1 − ε0.

The functions fi are bounded and Ξ is a probability fam with the uap, so we can apply
Theorem 3.11 to get a finite set u ⊆ K such that:

(i) for any b ∈ P, |Ξu(b) − Ξ(b)| < ε, and

(ii) for any i < i∗,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

|u|

∑

k∈u

fi(k) −

∫

K

fidΞ∗

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ε.

By (ii) we can conclude that, for any i < i∗, 1
|u|

∑

k∈u fi(k) > 1 − ε0 − ε. Now, we can find

P-names u̇, {Ȧi
k}k<ω for i < i∗ such that, u̇[G] = u and, for any k ∈ K, Ȧi

k[G] = Ai
k. As a

consequence, in the ground model, we can find a condition q′ ≤ q deciding u = u̇ and Ai
k = Ȧi

k

for any k ∈ u and i < i∗. Notice that ℓ ∈ Ai
k implies q′ ≤∗ qiℓ, and ℓ ∈ Ik r Ai

k implies q′ ⊥ qiℓ.
Then, find q′′ ≤ q′ such that q′′ ≤ qiℓ for all i < i∗, k ∈ u and ℓ ∈ Ai

k. As a consequence, we have
that:

(1) for any b ∈ P, |Ξu(b) − Ξ(b)| < ε,

(2) for any i < i∗,
1

|u|

∑

k∈u

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q′′ ≤ qiℓ}|

|Ik|
> 1 − ε0 − ε.
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(c) ⇒ (a): We plan to use Theorem 3.11 to show the existence of Ξ̇∗ (in the generic extension).

Let G ⊆ P be a generic filter over V. Working in V [G], define L := {q̄ ∈ WQ∩ V : limΞ(q̄) ∈ G}.

Fix i∗ < ω and, for each i < i∗, q̄i = 〈qiℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ L. Working in the ground model, let ε > 0

and P ∈ PΞ. Define D1 as the set of conditions r ∈ P such that there exists a finite set u ⊆ K
satisfying:

(1r) |Ξu(b) − Ξ(b)| < ε for all b ∈ P, and

(2r)
1

|u|

∑

k∈u

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : r ≤ qiℓ}|

|Ik|
> 1 − ε0 − ε, for all i < i∗.

On the other hand, let D2 := {r ∈ P : ∃i < i∗ (r ⊥ limΞ(q̄i))} and D := D1 ∪D2. Notice that D
is dense in P, and it is clear that D ∈ V because its definition does not depend on the generic
filter G.

Working on the generic extension again, since D ∈ V is dense, G ∩D 6= ∅. Choose q′ ∈ D such
that q′ ∈ G. Since limΞ(q̄i) ∈ G for any i < i∗, necessarily q′ ∈ D1, hence there is a finite set
u ⊆ K such that:

(1) |Ξu(b) − Ξ(b)| < ε, for all b ∈ P , and

(2)
1

|u|

∑

k∈u

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qiℓ ∈ G}

|Ik|
≥

1

|u|

∑

k∈u

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q′ ≤ qiℓ}|

|Ik|
> 1 − ε0 − ε, for all i < i∗.

By Theorem 3.11, there exists a fam Ξ∗ on P(K) with the uap extending Ξ such that, for all

q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ L,

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ GP}|

|Ik|
dΞ∗(k) ≥ 1 − ε0.

Back in V, let Ξ̇∗ a P-name of Ξ∗. It is clear that Ξ̇∗ is as required. �5.26

Remark 5.27.

(1) In particular cases,8 a function limΞ satisfying the requirement in Theorem 5.26 (c) is
called a strong fam limit for intervals in [KST19]. This notion was generalized in [UZ23],
where the property of (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linkedness was defined according to Theorem 5.26 (c).
However, this automatically implies that Ξ has the uap, which is too restrictive. For
this reason, in this paper, we decided to weak the original definition of (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked
from [UZ23], which is easily recovered demanding “uap” in Definition 5.1.

(2) In the case of random forcing, (c) ⇒ (a) in Theorem 5.26 appeared implicitly in [She00].
The converse implication is a new result, which allowed us to present a more friendly
definition of (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linkedness.

(3) In the version of [KST19], where K = ω, an arbitrary k∗ < ω is fixed (along with
i∗, q̄i, etc.), and it is required that u is found disjoint with k∗. This is implied by
Theorem 5.26 (c) when Ξ is a free fam (see Corollary 5.28).

(4) The characterizations presented in this subsection are not needed to develop our theory
of iterations with fams, nor in the applications within this paper, but are essential to
check Example 5.4, 6.8 and 6.9, whose proofs are sophisticated and contained in other
articles. We present these characterizations for the completeness of our theory.

The following result is a consequence of Lemma 5.9.

Corollary 5.28. If Ξ is free then (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linkedness is equivalent to condition Theorem 5.26 (c)
evading finite sets, that is, there we can find u ⊆ K r F for any fixed finite set F .

8See [KST19, Def. 1.7] and [KST19, Def. 1.10].
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Remark 5.29. As a converse of Corollary 5.28, if there is some forcing notion containing some
non-empty (Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linked subset evading finite sets, then Ξ must be free. This is a direct
consequence of Lemma 3.9.

When Ξ has the uap, the case ε0 = 0 has special relevance.

Theorem 5.30. Let limΞ : WQ → P. Then, the following statements are equivalent. Moreover,
when Ξ has the uap, Ξ̇∗ can be found with the uap in (ii).

(i) Q is (Ξ, Ī , 0)-linked witnessed by limΞ.

(ii) There is a P-name Ξ̇∗ of a fam extending Ξ such that, for any q̄ ∈ WQ, limΞ(q̄) forces
that, for any 0 ≤ δ < 1,

Ξ̇∗

({

k ∈ K :
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
> δ

})

= 1.

(iii) Given
• i∗ < ω and q̄i = 〈qiℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ for each i < i∗,

• A ⊆ K with Ξ(A) > 0, and

• ε > 0 and q ∈ P such that, for all i < i∗, q ≤ limΞ(q̄i),
there are q′ ≤ q in P and k ∈ A such that

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q′ ≤ qiℓ}|

|Ik|
> 1 − ε for all i < i∗.

Proof. Notice that, for any probability fam on P(K) and any function f : K → [0, 1], the
integral of f is 1 iff, for any 0 ≤ δ < 1, the set {k ∈ K : f(k) > δ} has measure 1. For this
reason, (i) ⇔ (ii) is immediate from Definition 5.1.

Now assume that Ξ has the uap. (ii) ⇒ (iii): Fix the given objects in (iii). Then, q forces that

the set below has the same Ξ̇∗-measure as A:
{

k ∈ A :
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qiℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
> 1 − ε for all i < i∗

}

.

In particular, q forces that this set has positive measure, so it is not empty. Then, there are
q′ ≤ q in P and some k ∈ K forced by q′ in the set above, also satisfying that, for any i < i∗

and ℓ ∈ Ik, q′ ≤ qiℓ iff q′ forces qiℓ ∈ ĠP. Therefore, k ∈ A and
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q′ ≤ qiℓ}|

|Ik|
> 1 − ε for all

i < i∗.

(iii) ⇒ (ii): For q̄ = 〈qℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ and 0 ≤ δ < 1, let ẇ(q̄, δ) be a P-name of the set

{k ∈ K : |{ℓ∈Ik : qℓ∈ĠP}|
|Ik|

> δ}. In virtue of Theorem 3.6, it is enough to show that P forces that,

for any finite A ∈ P(K) ∩ V and a finite J ⊆ ((WQ) × [0, 1)) ∩ V such that Ξ(A) > 0 and

limΞ(q̄) ∈ Ġ for all (q̄, δ) ∈ J , A ∩
⋂

(q̄,δ)∈J ẇ(q̄, δ) 6= ∅. Moreover, if Ξ has the uap then the

desired Ξ̇∗ can be found with the uap by Corollary 3.13.

Indeed, let A ⊆ K with Ξ(A) > 0, i∗ < ω and, for i < i∗, let δi ∈ [0, 1) and q̄i ∈ WQ, and

assume that p ∈ P forces limΞ(q̄i) ∈ Ġ for all i < i∗. Then, there is some q ≤ p in P stronger

than all limΞ(q̄i). By (iii), there are k ∈ A and q′ ≤ q such that
|{ℓ∈Ik : q

′≤qi
ℓ
}|

|Ik|
> δ for all i < i∗,

where δ := maxi<i∗ δi. Hence, q′ forces that k ∈ A∩
⋂

i<i∗ ẇ(q̄i, δ) ⊆ A∩
⋂

i<i∗ ẇ(q̄i, δi). �5.30
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Recall that probability fams into {0, 1} represent ultrafilters (and have the uap).9 When Ξ is
such a fam, the previous result ensures extensions to ultrafilters.

Corollary 5.31. Let D ⊆ P(K) be an ultrafilter, P a forcing notion, and limD : WQ → P. Then
the following statements are equivalent.

(i) Q is (D, Ī, 0)-linked witnessed by limD.

(ii) There is a P-name Ḋ∗ of an ultrafilter on P(K) extending D such that, for any q̄ ∈ WQ,
limD(q̄) forces that, for any 0 ≤ δ < 1,

{

k ∈ K :
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ Ġ}|

|Ik|
> δ

}

∈ Ḋ∗.

(iii) Given
• i∗ < ω and q̄i = 〈qiℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ WQ for each i < i∗,

• A ∈ D, and

• ε > 0 and q ∈ P such that for all i < i∗, q ≤ limD(q̄i),
there are q′ ≤ q in P and k ∈ A such that

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : q′ ≤ qiℓ}|

|Ik|
> 1 − ε for all i < i∗.

Corollary 5.32. Along with the hypothesis of the previous result, assume that Ī1 = 〈I1k : k ∈ K〉,
I1k := {k}. Then, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) Q is (D, Ī1, 0)-linked witnessed by limD.

(ii) There is a P-name Ḋ∗ of an ultrafilter on P(K) extending D such that, for any q̄ ∈ KQ,

limD(q̄) 
“{k ∈ K : qk ∈ Ġ} ∈ Ḋ∗”.

(iii) Given
• i∗ < ω and q̄i = 〈qik : k ∈ K〉 ∈ KQ for each i < i∗,

• A ∈ D, and

• q ∈ P such that for all i < i∗, q ≤ limD(q̄i),
there are q′ ≤ q in P and k ∈ A such that q′ ≤ qik for all i < i∗.

This last result corresponds to the notion of ultrafilter limits for a subset of a poset, which
appears implicitly in [GMS16], but developed in more detail in [Mej24a, CMRM24, Yam24].
Another version of ultrafilter limits with partitions is presented in [Mej24b].

6. µ-FAM-linked forcing notions

In this section, we define a new linkedness property, namely µ-Y-linkedness, which will be the
key notion to iterating using fams.

Definition 6.1. Denote by Y∗ be the class of all pairs (Ξ, Ī) such that Ξ is a probability fam
on some P(K) and Ī = 〈Ik : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK .10

Fix a forcing notion P and an infinite cardinal µ.

(1) Let Y ⊆ Y∗ be a class. The forcing notion P is µ-Y-linked, if there exists a sequence
〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉 of subsets of P such that:

(i) Qα,ε is (Ξ, Ī, ε)-linked for all (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y,

9See, e.g. [UZ23, Sec. 3.2].
10These pairs (Ξ, Ī) may be associated to different sets K.
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(ii) for every ε ∈ (0, 1)Q,
⋃

α<µQα,ε is dense in P,

(2) P is µ-FAM-linked, if it is µ-Yω-linked, where Yω is the set of all pairs (Ξ, Ī) such that
Ξ is a free fam on P(ω), and Ī is a partition of ω into finite non-empty sets.

(3) The forcing notion P is uniformly µ-Y-linked if it is µ-Y-linked witnessed by a sequence

〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉 that also satisfies: for any (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y, the P-name Ξ̇∗ of the
fam extending Ξ witnessing the (Ξ, Ī , ε)-linkedness of each Qα,ε do not depend on Qα,ε,

concretely, there is some P-name Ξ̇∗ of a fam on P(K) (K := dom Ī) extending Ξ such
that, for any α < µ, ε ∈ (0, 1)Q and q̄ ∈ WQα,ε (W :=

⋃

k∈K Ik), there is some q ∈ P

(i.e. q = limQα,ε,Ξ,Ī,ε(q̄)) forcing

∫

K

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qℓ ∈ ĠP}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇∗(k) ≥ 1 − ε. (6.1.1)

In a similar way, we can define uniformly µ-FAM-linked.

When µ = ℵ0, we write (uniformly) σ-Y-linked, and σ-FAM-linked, respectively.

The uniform version of µ-Y-linked is motivated by the following fact. If P is µ-Y-linked witnessed
by 〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉 then, for any (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y and α < µ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q, by

Definition 5.1 there is some P-name Ξ̇α,ε of a probability fam on P(K) extending Ξ such that,
for any q̄ ∈ WQα,ε, there exists a condition q ∈ P forcing the integral in (6.1.1). In principle,

Ξ̇α,ε depends on (Ξ, Ī, α, ε), so we define the uniform version where we get the same fam in the
generic extension for (α, ε) (but depending on (Ξ, Ī)).

The examples we know so far are uniform and, except for Example 6.4, extensive to check. We
develop the theory a bit more before presenting examples.

In this subsection, unless otherwise stated, we assume that Y is a set of pairs as described in
Definition 6.1 and P is a forcing notion.

Few modifications to Definition 6.1 as below give us equivalent formulations of the µ-Y-linkedness
property. These also apply to the uniform version. In particular, Observation 6.2 (3) will be
useful to prove that (uniform) µ-Y-linkedness is a forcing property.

Observation 6.2. Let µ be an infinite cardinal.

(1) If ε̄ = 〈εn : n < ω〉 is a decreasing sequence of rationals in (0, 1) converging to 0 and
〈Qα,εn : α < µ, n < ω〉 is a sequence of subsets of P satisfying (i)–(ii) of Definition 6.1,
then P is µ-Y-linked witnessed by the sequence of subsets Qα,ε := Qα,εn where n is the
largest number such that εn ≤ ε.

(2) Similar to the above, σ-Y-linked is equivalent to: There is a sequence 〈Qn : n < ω〉 of
subsets of P such that, for some sequence ε = 〈εn : n < ω〉 of rationals in (0, 1) converging
to 0,

(i) each Qn is (Ξ, Ī , εn)-linked for all (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y, and

(ii)
⋃

k≥nQk is dense in P for all n < ω.

(3) By Lemma 5.6, a forcing notion P is µ-Y-linked witnessed by 〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉

iff it is witnessed by the sequence 〈Q↑
α,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉, since

⋃

α<µQα,ε is dense

in P iff,
⋃

α<µQ
↑
α,ε = P, for all ε ∈ (0, 1)Q. As a consequence, we get an equivalent

formulation of Definition 6.1: we can replace condition Definition 6.1 (1) (ii) by “For
every ε ∈ (0, 1)Q,

⋃

α<µQα,ε = P”.

(4) It can also be assumed in Definition 6.1 (1) that, for α < µ and ε′ < ε, Qα,ε′ ⊆ Qα,ε.
Indeed, assume that 〈Qα,ε : α < µ, ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉 witnesses that P is µ-Y-linked and,
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by (3), we may assume that Q↑
α,ε = Qα,ε. For t ∈ <ωµ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q, define Q′

t,ε :=
⋂

{Qt(i),2−i : i < |t|} if 2−|t| ≤ ε
2 , otherwise Q′

t,ε := Q′
t′,ε, where t′ ∈ <ωµ is the sequence of

shortest length extending t such that 2−|t′| ≤ ε
2 and t′(i) = 0 for all |t| ≤ i < |t′|. Then,

〈Q′
t,ε : t ∈ <ωµ, ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉 witnesses that P is µ-Y-linked and Q′

t,ε′ ⊆ Q′
t,ε whenever

ε′ < ε.

All these observations above are valid for the uniform version after natural adjustments.

Notice that ε = 0 was not considered in Definition 6.1. By allowing it, we obtain a stronger
notion, in which case using ε = 0 is enough because Qα,ε := Qα can be used for all ε ∈ (0, 1)Q.

Definition 6.3. Let µ be a cardinal. The forcing notion P is said to be strongly µ-Y-linked
if there is a sequence 〈Qα : α < µ〉 of subsets of P such that each Qα is (Ξ, Ī, 0)-linked for
all (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y and

⋃

α<µQα is dense in P. Observation 6.2 (3) can be applied here to get an

equivalent formulation by replacing the last requirement by
⋃

α<µQα = P.

In analogy with Definition 6.1, the notions of strongly µ-FAM-linked and the uniform version
can be defined, also using σ when µ = ℵ0.

The most basic example we can present is uniform and strong.

Example 6.4. Any forcing notion P is uniformly and strongly |P|-Y∗-linked witnessed by its
singletons. Indeed, for (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y∗, using the fam-limits described in Example 5.4, any P-name

Ξ̇∗ of a fam extending Ξ works.

Consequently, any forcing notion P is uniformly and strongly |P|-FAM-linked. In particular,
Cohen forcing is uniformly and strongly σ-Y∗-linked.

The notion of (strongly) µ-Y-linked may affect the intersection number of the components. This
is an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.15 and Theorem 5.25.

Lemma 6.5. Assume that, for some (Ξ′, Ī ′) ∈ Y, Ξ′({k ∈ dom Ī ′ : |I ′k| = n}) = 0 for all n < ω.

If P is (uniformly) µ-Y-linked witnessed by 〈Qα,ε : α < µ, ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉, then intP(Qα,ε) ≥ 1 − ε
for all α < µ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q. In particular, P is (uniformly) µ-Y ′-linked witnessed by the same
sequence, where Y ′ := Y ∪ {(Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y∗ : dom Ī is finite}. The above is also valid for (uniformly
and) strongly µ-Y-linked forcing notions (using ε = 0), which means that every Qα,0 is centered
in P.

Corollary 6.6. If Y is as in Lemma 6.5, then every µ-Y-linked forcing notion is µ-m-linked
for all 2 ≤ m < ω, and every strongly µ-Y-linked forcing notion is µ-centered.

Proof. Let P be a µ-Y-linked forcing notion witnessed by 〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉. Assume

that m ≤ 2 and let εm := 1
m+1 . By Lemma 6.5, for all α < µ we have that

1 −
1

m + 1
< 1 − εm ≤ int(Qα,εm).

By employing Lemma 4.2 (4), we get that Qα,εm is m-linked. Next, for all α < µ define
Qα := {p ∈ P : ∃q ∈ Qα,εm(q ≤ p)}. It is clear that each Qα is m-linked because Qα,εm is, and
⋃

α<µQα = P. �6.6

Corollary 6.7. Under the hypothesis of Corollary 6.6, every µ-Y-linked forcing notion is θ-m-
Knaster for all 0 < m < ω and any cardinal θ with cf(θ) > µ, and every strongly µ-Y-linked
forcing notion has precaliber θ.

Next, we present two relevant examples of uniformly σ-FAM-linked forcing notions.
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Example 6.8. Shelah [She00] proved, implicitly, that random forcing is σ-FAM-linked. This
was extended in [MUZ23], where the second and the third authors proved that any measure
algebra satisfying the µ-density property11 is uniformly µ-FAM-linked, even more, uniformly
µ-Yfree-linked where Yfree := {(Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y∗ : Ξ is free}. Consequently, the measure algebra adding
µ-many random reals is µ-Yfree-linked for any infinite cardinal µ.

Recall that random forcing is not σ-centered, so it cannot be strongly σ-FAM-linked.

Example 6.9. In the construction of the iteration performed by Kellner, Shelah, and Tǎnasie
in [KST19], it was expected to use E, the standard σ-centered forcing notion to add an eventually
different real in ωω, to control non(M), but it does not have strong fam-limits (see Remark 6.12).

For this reason, they used an alternative forcing Ẽ, which comes from a creature framework from
Shelah and Horowitz [HS16], and they proved that it is σ-FAM-linked. On the other hand, this
forcing is not σ-centered, so it cannot be strongly σ-FAM-linked.

Let Yuap := {(Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y∗ : Ξ has the uap}. Following [HS16, KST19], the second author [Mej24b]

presents a framework of forcing notions, containing Ẽ, that are uniformly σ-Yuap-linked.

Using the connections with Fréchet linkedness, as a direct consequence of Theorem 5.12, we get:

Lemma 6.10. Let κ be an infinite cardinal. Assume that there exists a (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y such that
K := dom Ī has size κ and the Ξ-measure of any subset of cardinality <κ is zero. If P is a
µ-Y-linked forcing notion and 
“ [K]<κ ∩ V is cofinal in [K]<κ”, then P is µ-Frκ-linked.

Corollary 6.11. If there exists (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y such that Ξ is a free fam and |dom Ξ| = ℵ0, then
every µ-Y-linked forcing notion is µ-Fr-linked.

However, the converse is not true:

Remark 6.12. In an unpublished manuscript, the first and second authors proved that σ-FAM-
linked forcing notions do not increase non(E), where E denotes the ideal on R generated by the
Fσ measure zero sets; on the other hand, they also proved that the standard σ-centered poset E
that adds an eventually different real on ωω increases non(E) (see [Car24, Thm. 4.10]). Hence,
E is not σ-FAM-linked, but it is σ-Fr-linked (see [Mej19, Lem. 3.29]).

Observation 6.2 (3) is the key point to prove that Ξ-Y-linkedness is a forcing property. Recall
that ϕ(x) is a forcing property iff for any pair of forcing notions P, Q, if there is a dense embedding
ι : P → Q, then ϕ(P) is equivalent to ϕ(Q); and ϕ(x) is a hereditary forcing property if, for any
pair of forcing notions P and Q, if P ⋖ Q and ϕ(Q) holds, then ϕ(P) holds.

Theorem 6.13. µ-Y-linkedness and its strong version are forcing properties.

Proof. Let P,Q be forcing notions and let ι : P → Q be a dense embedding.

Assume Q is µ-Y-linked witnessed by 〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉. By Observation 6.2, we
may assume that

⋃

α<µQα,ε = Q for any ε ∈ (0, 1)Q. For any α < µ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q define

Pα,ε := ι−1[Qα,ε]. We will prove that P is µ-Y-linked witnessed by 〈Pα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉.

Let (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y. By Lemma 5.14, we have that each Pα,ε is (Ξ, Ī , ε)-linked and, for ε ∈ (0, 1)Q
and p ∈ P, we can choose an α0 < µ such that ι(p) ∈ Qα0,ε, hence p ∈ Pα0,ε. Thus

⋃

α<µ Pα,ε is
dense in P, moreover it is equal to P.

Conversely, assume P is µ-Y-linked witnessed by 〈Pα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉. For any α < µ
and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q let Qα,ε := ι[Pα,ε]. We will prove that Q is µ-Y-linked witnessed by the sequence
〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉.

11See [MUZ23, Def. 2.5]. This is equivalent to having Maharam type µ.
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Note that each Qα,ε is (Ξ, Ī, ε)-linked by Lemma 5.13.

Now, let ε ∈ (0, 1)Q and q ∈ Q. By the density of ι, there exists a p ∈ P such that ι(p) ≤ q.
Then, there are p′ ≤ p in P and α0 < µ such that p′ ∈ Pα0,ε. As a consequence, ι(p′) ∈ Qα0,ε

and ι(p′) ≤ q. Hence
⋃

α<µQα,ε is dense in Q.

The same proof is valid for the strong version, just replace ε by 0. �6.13

The uniform version is also a forcing property.

Theorem 6.14. Uniformly µ-Y-linkedness and its strong version are forcing properties.

Proof. Let P,Q be forcing notions and let ι : P → Q be a dense embedding.

Assume that P is uniformly µ-Y-linked witnessed by 〈Pα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉. For any
α < µ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q, let Qα,ε := ι[Pα,ε]. By Theorem 6.13, Q is µ-Y-linked witnessed by the
sequence 〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉, so it is enough to deal with the additional condition
in Definition 6.1 (3), for which it is enough to proceed like in the proof of Lemma 5.14. On
the other hand, if Q is uniformly µ-Y-linked witnessed by 〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉, we can
proceed analogously as in the proof of Lemma 5.13.

The same argument is valid for the strong version, just replace ε by 0. �6.14

Question 6.15. Is µ-Y-linkedness (and its variations) a hereditary forcing property?

This is partially true: Let ι : P → Q be a complete embedding between forcing notions and
assume that Q is µ-Y-linked witnessed by 〈Qα,ε : α < µ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉. For each c = (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y,

α < µ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q, let Ξ̇c,α,ε be a P-name witnessing that Qα,ε is (Ξ, Ī , ε)-linked. If Ξ̇c,α,ε↾V
P

has a P-name Ξ̇−
c,α,ε for all c ∈ Y, α < µ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q, this can be used to prove that ι−1[Qα,ε]

is (Ξ, Ī, ε)-linked, and then P is µ-Y-linked as in the proof of Theorem 6.13. This also works for
the strong and uniform versions. However, it is unclear how to proceed without the assumption
that each Ξ̇c,α,ε↾V

P has a P-name.

The following is a characterization of “uniformly µ-Y-linked” without using integration, which
can be proved similarly as Theorem 5.26. The proofs of the linkedness property for Example 6.8
and 6.9 use this characterization.

Theorem 6.16 (cf. [Mej24b, Thm. 3.10]). Let µ be a cardinal and let 〈Qα,ε : α < µ, ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉
a sequence of subsets of P such that

⋃

α<µQα,ε is dense in P for all ε ∈ (0, 1)Q. Then, the
following statements are equivalent.

(a) P is uniformly µ-Y-linked witnessed by 〈Qα,ε : α < µ, ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉.

(b) For each (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y, α < µ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q, there is some limα,ε : WQα,ε → P where
W := WĪ such that, for any

• (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y,

• i∗ < ω,

• (αi, εi) ∈ µ× (0, 1)Q,

• r̄i = 〈riℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ QW
αi,εi

for i < i∗,

• P ∈ PΞ,

• ε′ > 0, and

• q ∈ P stronger than limαi,εi(r̄i) for all
i < i∗,

there are some q′ ≤ q in P, a finite non-empty u ⊆ dom Ī and a probability measure
Ξ− on P(u) such that

(1) |Ξ−(u ∩ b) − Ξ(b)| < ε′ for all b ∈ P , and

(2)

∫

u

|
{

ℓ ∈ Ik : q′ ≤ riℓ
}

|

|Ik|
dΞ−(k) > 1 − εi − ε′ for all i < i∗.
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Furthermore, in the case Ξ has the uap for all (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y then (c) can be added to the list of

equivalent statements, even more, in (a), Ξ̇∗ (as in Definition 6.1 (3)) can be found with the
uap.

(c) For each (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y, α < µ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q, there is some limα,ε : WQα,ε → P where
W := WĪ such that, for any

• (Ξ, Ī) ∈ Y,

• i∗ < ω,

• (αi, εi) ∈ µ× (0, 1)Q,

• r̄i = 〈riℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 ∈ QW
αi,εi

for i < i∗,

• P ∈ PΞ,

• ε′ > 0, and

• q ∈ P stronger than limαi,εi(r̄i) for all
i < i∗,

there are some q′ ≤ q in P and u ⊆ dom Ī finite non-empty such that

(1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

|u ∩ b|

|u|
− Ξ(b)

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ε′ for all b ∈ P , and

(2)
1

|u|

∑

k∈u

|
{

ℓ ∈ Ik : q′ ≤ riℓ
}

|

|Ik|
> 1 − εi − ε′ for all i < i∗.

A similar characterization of “uniformly and strongly µ-Y-linked” can be formulated from
Theorem 5.30.

7. Iterating with µ-FAM-linked forcing notions

In this section, we will show that the properties needed to be able to generalize the iteration
of [She00] and establish extension theorems when iterating using fams (see Theorem 7.14 and
Theorem 7.18), are precisely those that define the µ-Y-linked forcing notions. We will define an
iteration frame based on [She00], but not iterating with random forcing, but in a more general
context: using µ-Y-linked forcing notions.

Our iterations will allow fam-limit functions as for (Ξ, Ī, ε)-linked sets. This feature will be
described in more detail in Section 8.

7.1. The iteration structure.

First, we introduce a general framework that will allow us to iterate using fams and even
ultrafilters (see Definition 7.11).

Definition 7.1. We say that t = 〈Pβ, Q̇α,P
−
α ,

~Qα, θα : β ≤ π, α < π〉 is a prepared iteration if
it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) Pπ = 〈Pα, Q̇α : α < π〉 is a FS (finite support) iteration;

(2) π = F t ∪ U t with F t ∩ U t = ∅ and, for any α < π, Q̇α is a P−
α -name,

• if α ∈ F t, then ~Qα = 〈Q̇α
ζ,ε : ζ < θα, ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉 is a sequence of P−

α -names of

subsets of Q such that, for any ε ∈ (0, 1)Q, 
P−
α

“
⋃

ζ<θα
Q̇ζ,ε is dense in Q̇α”, and

• if α ∈ U t, then ~Qα = 〈Q̇α
ζ,0 : ζ < θα〉 is a sequence of P−

α -names of subsets of Q such

that 
P−
α

“
⋃

ζ<θα
Q̇ζ,0 is dense in Q̇α”;

(3) for any α < π,P−
α ⊂· P•

α, where

P•
α :=

{

p ∈ Pα : ∀ξ ∈ dom(p)
[

p(ξ) ∈ V P−
α ∧ ∃ζ < θξ∃ε∈[0, 1)Q (
P−

ξ
“p(ξ) ∈ Q̇ξ

ζ,ε”)
]}

.

Also, if κ is an infinite cardinal, t is said to be a κ-prepared iteration if it is a prepared iteration
and, for any α < π, θα < κ.
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Pα

P−
α

Pα+1

P−
α ∗ Q̇α

Q̇α

Q̇α

Figure 3. Successor step in prepared iterations.

As with any iteration, a prepared iteration is constructed by recursion on β ≤ π. Having reached
Pα for some α < π, it has to be guaranteed that P•

α is dense in Pα, so that the choice of P−
α ⊂· P•

α

and Q̇α makes sense in the definition above. It will be clear later in Lemma 7.5 that P•
β is dense

in Pβ for all β ≤ π. It is clear that P•
α ⊆ P•

β, whenever α < β ≤ π.

Before we advance more, we introduce the following notation.

Definition 7.2. Let t = 〈Pβ, Q̇α,P
−
α , ~Qα, θα : β ≤ π, α < π〉 be a prepared iteration and γ < π.

(1) We say that π is the length of t.

(2) The restriction of t to γ, denoted by t↾γ, is defined in the natural way:

t↾γ := 〈Pβ, Q̇α,P
−
α ,

~Qα, θα : β ≤ γ, α < γ〉.

It is clear that for any prepared iteration t and any γ ≤ π, t↾γ is a prepared iteration. Similarly
for κ-prepared iterations.

Notation 7.3. When we say “t is a κ-prepared iteration”, it is understood that t has length
π partitioned into sets {F t, U t}, and t = 〈Pβ, Q̇α,P

−
α , ~Qα, θα : β ≤ π, α < π〉, unless otherwise

specified.

It is not hard to see that P•
β is dense in Pβ, in fact, we can prove a stronger fact. For this, we

define the following set.

Definition 7.4. Let t be a prepared iteration. For any function ε̄ : ω → (0, 1)Q define Dt
ε̄ as

the set of conditions p ∈ P•
π such that:

(a) dom(p) ∩ F t = {αn : n < n∗} where n∗ := |dom(p) ∩ F t|,

(b) αn < αm whenever m < n < n∗, that is, dom(p) ∩ F t is arranged in decreasing order,
and

(c) for all n < n∗, there exists some ζ < θαn such that 
P−
α

“p(αn) ∈ Q̇αn

ζ,ε̄(n)”.

When the context is clear, we denote Dt
ε̄ simply as Dε̄. Notice that α < β ≤ π implies Dt↾α

ε̄ ⊆

Dt↾β
ε̄ .

The structure of prepared iterations guarantees that Dε̄ is dense in the final step of the iteration:

Lemma 7.5. Let t be a prepared iteration. Then, for any α ≤ π and ε̄ : ω → (0, 1)Q, the set

Dt↾α
ε̄ is dense in Pα. In particular, Dt

ε̄ is dense in Pπ.

Proof. Proceed by transfinite induction on α ≤ π. When α = 0 or α is a limit ordinal, the result

is clear. So we only deal with the successor case. Suppose that α = ξ + 1 and assume that Dt ↾ ξ
ǭ

is dense in Pξ for every function ǭ : ω → (0, 1)Q. Let ε̄ : ω → (0, 1)Q and let p ∈ Pα. Without

loss of generality, we can assume that ξ ∈ dom(p). By induction hypothesis, Dt↾ξ
ε̄ is dense in
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Pξ, so we get that P•
ξ is dense in Pξ and by Definition 7.1 (3), P−

ξ ⊂· Pξ. As a consequence, we

can find a ζ < θξ, a P−
ξ -name q̇ of a member of Q̇ξ

ζ,ε̄(0) and r0 ∈ Pξ such that r0 ≤ p↾ξ and

r0 
ξ “q̇ ≤ p(ξ)”, this in the case ξ ∈ F t, otherwise replace ε̄(0) by 0.

Define ǭ : ω → (0, 1)Q by ǭ(n) := ε̄(n + 1) for any n < ω in the case ξ ∈ F t, otherwise let

ǭ := ε̄. Since r0 ∈ Pξ, by induction hypothesis, there is some r1 ∈ Dt↾ξ
ǭ such that r1 ≤ r0. We set

r := r1∪{(ξ, q̇)}. It is clear that r ∈ P•
α and r ≤α p. Now we show that r ∈ Dt↾α

ε̄ . This is clear in

the case ξ ∈ U t, so we assume from now on that ξ ∈ F t. Since r1 ∈ Dt↾ξ
ǭ , there is m∗ < ω such

that dom(r1)∩F t = {αn : n < m∗} and this enumeration is decreasing. We define n∗ := m∗ + 1
and

γn :=

{

αn−1 if 0 < n < n∗,

ξ if n = 0,

hence, dom(r) ∩ F t = {γn : n < n∗} and since α0 < ξ, it is a decreasing enumeration. Let

0 < n < n∗. Given that r1 ∈ Dt↾ξ
ǭ , by Definition 7.4 (c), there exists ξ < θαn−1 such that


P−
αn−1

“r1(αn−1) ∈ Q̇
αn−1

ξ,ǭ(n−1)”. However, as in this case γn = αn−1 and ǭ(n − 1) = ε̄(n), we

get that 
P−
γn

“r(γn) ∈ Q̇γn
ξ,ε̄(n)

”. Finally, if n = 0, then γ0 = ξ and we already know that


P−
ξ

“r(ξ) ∈ Q̇ξ

ζ,ε̄(0)”. Thus, r ∈ Dt↾α
ε̄ . �7.5

As a consequence, as mentioned before:

Corollary 7.6. If t is a prepared iteration then, for any α ≤ π,P•
α is dense in Pα. In particular,

for any α < π, P−
α ⊂· Pα.

One of the fundamental parameters in Shelah’s iteration is what he calls blueprints (see [She00,
Def. 2.9]). We are going to replace this notion with that of guardrail (as in [GMS16] and
[KST19]) since we consider that this facilitates the formalization and compression of the frame
for the iterations using fams.

Definition 7.7. Let γ, ζ be an ordinals.

(1) A function g is said to be a guardrail for γ if γ ⊆ dom(g) and ran(g) ⊆ Ord × [0, 1)Q.
Denote by g0 and g1 the components of g, i.e. g0 : dom(g) → Ord and g1 : dom(g) →
[0, 1)Q such that, for any ξ ∈ dom(g), g(ξ) = (g0(ξ), g1(ξ)).

(2) A set G of guardrails is a complete set of guardrails over ζ if, for any σ : X → ζ × [0, 1)Q
with X ∈ [γ]<ℵ1 there is some g ∈ G, such that σ ⊆ g.

In a prepared iteration t, a guardrail g is in charge of choosing a subset Q̇α
ζ,ε of Q̇α at each step

α of the iteration,12 as it gives us information about the coordinates along the iteration (see
Figure 4). In this sense, it may happen that g makes illegal choices, i.e. g0(α) /∈ θα, or g1(α) 6= 0
when α ∈ U t, for some α, but such illegal choices are harmless in the sense that they happen to
just be ignored. For a legal choice, whether g1(α) is 0 or not, tells us whether the coordinate α
is in U t or in F t.

The tool we are going to use to obtain complete sets of guardrails is known as the Engelking
and Kar lowicz Theorem (see [EK65]). Here, θ− := sup {µ ∈ Card: µ < θ}.

Theorem 7.8 ([Rin12]). Let θ, µ and χ be cardinals such that ℵ0 ≤ θ− ≤ µ and χ ≤ 2µ. Then
there exists G ⊆ χµ such that |G| ≤ µ<θ and every function f : X → µ with X ∈ [χ]<θ can be
extended by a function in G.

As a consequence of Theorem 7.8, we get:

12Which justifies the name “guardrail”.
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•
α0

q̇0 ∈ Q̇α0
ζ0,ε0

•
α1

q̇1 ∈ Q̇α1
ζ1,ε1

. . .
•
αℓ

q̇ℓ ∈ Q̇αℓ

ζℓ,εℓ

π

•

0

•

0

• •
α0

q̇0 ∈ Q̇α0

g(α0)

•
α1

q̇1 ∈ Q̇α1

g(α1)

. . .
•
αℓ

q̇ℓ ∈ Q̇αℓ

g(αℓ)

π

•

Figure 4. Guardrails will decide coordinates throughout the iteration in the
sense that g(αℓ) = (ζℓ, εℓ).

Corollary 7.9. If ℵ0 ≤ µ and χ ≤ 2µ then there exists a complete set of guardrails G for χ
over µ such that |G| ≤ µℵ0 .

The following definition is a generalization of [She00, Def. 2.11(d)] and it is based on [KST19,
Def. 2.33] with some modifications to adapt it to our formalism.

Definition 7.10. Let t be a prepared iteration, g a guardrail for π, and Ī = 〈Ik : k ∈ K〉 ∈ IfinK .
Consider a sequence of tuples τ = 〈(q̇ℓ, αℓ, ε) : ℓ ∈ W 〉. We say that τ follows g if, for all ℓ ∈ WĪ :

(a) ε ∈ [0, 1)Q,

(b) g(αℓ) = (ζℓ, ε) for some ζℓ < θαℓ
, and

(c) q̇ℓ is a P−
αℓ

-name such that 
αℓ
“q̇ℓ ∈ Q̇αℓ

g(αℓ)
”.13

We can now define the generalized iteration with finitely additive measures.

Definition 7.11. We say that C is an (iteration) bedrock if it is a collection of tuples c =
(Ξc, Īc, gc) such that (Ξc, Īc) ∈ Y∗ and gc is a function. According to Remark 5.2 (1), (Ξc, Īc)
determines sets Kc and W c.14

Given a bedrock C, we say that t = 〈Pβ, Q̇α,P
−
α , ~Qα, θα, ~Ξβ : β ≤ π, α < π〉 is a C-iteration if it

satisfies the following conditions:

(1) t (excluding ~Ξβ) is a prepared iteration.

(2) gc is a guardrail for π for all c ∈ C.

(3) For any β ≤ π, ~Ξβ = 〈Ξ̇c

β : c ∈ C〉, Ξ̇c
0 = Ξc and 
Pβ

“Ξ̇c

β is a probability fam on P(Kc)”
for all c ∈ C.

(4) α < β ≤ π ⇒ 
Pβ
“ Ξ̇c

α ⊆ Ξ̇c

β” for any c ∈ C.

(5) For any α < π and c ∈ C, Ξc,−
α := Ξc

α↾(P(Kc) ∩ V P−
α ) has a P−

α -name Ξ̇c,−
α .

(6) Ẏ−
α is a P−

α -name for {(Ξ̇c,−
α , Īc) : c ∈ C}. If α ∈ F t, then


P−
α

“Q̇α is θα-Ẏ−
α -linked witnessed by the sequence 〈Q̇α

ζ,ε : ζ < θα ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉”

and, if α ∈ U t, then


P−
α

“Q̇α is strongly θα-Ẏ−
α -linked witnessed by the sequence 〈Q̇α

ζ,0 : ζ < θα〉”.

(7) For any c ∈ C and τ = {(q̇ℓ, αℓ, ε) : ℓ ∈ W c} following gc, it is satisfied that:

13So, according on whether ε > 0 or ε = 0, we must have that all αℓ are in F t or all are in Ut.
14As indicated in Remark 5.3, if convenient, there is no problem if the reader restricts to the case W c = Kc = ω,

Ξc is free and Īc is an interval partition of ω.
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(7a) If the sequence 〈αℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 is constant with value α, then:


Pα “ limΞc,−
α

ℓ∈W c q̇ℓ 
Q̇α

∫

Kc

|{ℓ ∈ Ick : q̇ℓ ∈ Ġ(α)}|

|Ick |
dΞ̇c

α+1(k) ≥ 1 − ε”.

(7b) If the sequence ᾱ := 〈αℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 has no maximum and, for all α < supℓ∈W c αℓ,
Ξc
0({k ∈ Kc : ᾱ↾Ik is one-to-one and ∀ℓ ∈ Ick (α ≤ αℓ)}) = 1 then, for all ε′ > 0,


Pπ “ Ξ̇c

π

({

k ∈ Kc :
|{ℓ ∈ Ick : q̇ℓ ∈ Ġ(αℓ)}|

|Ick |
≥ (1 − ε)(1 − ε′)

})

= 1”.

If, in addition, t is κ-prepared, we say that t is a κ-C-iteration.

Condition Definition 7.11 (7a) requires a justification: why can we take that limit? Since the
sequence 〈αℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 is constant with value α and gc is a guardrail, we have that 〈q̇ℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉
is a sequence of P−

α names of members of Q̇α
gc(α) because τ follows gc. As a consequence, in

V P−
α we have that 〈q̇ℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 ∈ W c

Q̇α
ζ,ε and, as Ξc,−

α is a fam in V P−
α which belongs to Y−

α ,

and Q̇α
gc(α) is in particular (Ξc,−

α , Īc, ε)-linked in that model, we have that limΞc,−
α

ℓ∈W c q̇ℓ can be

calculated.

The additional condition in (7b) about the supremum is stated for the sake of generality. In our
applications where Kc = W c = ω, and Ξc is free, 〈αℓ : ℓ < ω〉 is increasing, which implies that
the sequence has no maximum and the condition of the supremum is satisfied.

In order to simplify the notation, we introduce:

Notation 7.12. Let t be a prepared iteration. For any ~Ξ = 〈Ξi
β : β ≤ π ∧ i ∈ I〉, we denote

t ⊔ ~Ξ := 〈Pβ, Q̇α,P
−
α ,

~Qα, θα, ~Ξβ : β ≤ π, α < π〉 where ~Ξβ := 〈Ξ̇i
β : i ∈ I〉 for any β ≤ π.

Until the end of this section, we fix an iteration bedrock C.

In order to construct C-iterations, we need to properly extend the parameters of the iteration at
the successor and limit steps so that the iteration still be a C-iteration. In general, this is going
to come down to simply getting the sequences of finitely additive measures properly extended,
so that they continue to satisfy the conditions of Definition 7.11. In the successor steps, there is
no difficulty, since we will show that we can amalgamate finitely additive measures throughout
the iteration (see Lemma 7.13). However, the limit step in general is not only the most difficult
step in the Shelah’s construction (see [She00, Lem. 2.13 and 2.14]), but for reasons we will see
later, it is the most delicate point in our presentation of a general theory of iterated forcing
using fams. We start with the successor step.

7.2. Extending at successor steps.

Assuming we have constructed a C-iteration up to Pγ , we need to pick P−
γ and a desired Q̇γ .

Much later in Lemma 11.1 and 11.2 we describes ways to construct P−
γ such that Ξ̇c

γ↾V
P−
γ has a

P−
γ -name for all c ∈ C. Notice that P−

γ = P0 = {〈 〉} satisfies this, which can be used to develop
finite support products with fams (and ultrafilters).

After picking Pγ and Q̇γ , we need to find Ξ̇c
γ+1 for all c ∈ C. For this purpose, we use the following

amalgamation result, which is a consequence of Theorem 3.4 and extends [She00, Claim 1.6].

Lemma 7.13. Let M ⊆ N be transitive models of ZFC, P ∈ M a forcing notion, G a P-generic
set over N , K ∈ M and Ξ0 ∈ M and Ξ1 ∈ N finite finitely additive measures on P(K)∩M and

P(K)∩N , respectively, such that Ξ1 extends Ξ0. In M, let Ξ̇∗
0 be a P-name of a finitely additive

measure on P(K) ∩ M [G] extending Ξ0. Then, in N, there is a P-name Ξ̇∗
1 such that P forces

that Ξ̇∗
1 is a finitely additive measure on P(K) ∩N [G] extending both Ξ1 and Ξ̇∗

0 (see Figure 5).
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Even more, if Ξ1 represents an ultrafilter, and Ξ̇∗
0 is forced to represent an ultrafilter, then Ξ̇∗

1
can be found forced to be an ultrafilter, as well.

N N [G]

M M [G]

P

P

Ξ1 Ξ∗
1

Ξ0 Ξ∗
0

Figure 5. In the diagram on the left, the inclusion relationships between the
models are presented. In the diagram on the right, the extension relation between
the finitely additive measures is presented.

Proof. In view of Theorem 3.4 (b) and Corollary 3.5, it is enough to prove that, if b ∈ P(K)∩N
and ȧ ∈ M is a P-name of a subset of K then, in N , P forces ȧ ⊆ b ⇒ Ξ̇∗

0(ȧ) ≤ Ξ1(b) (it is

already clear that, in N , P forces Ξ̇∗
0(K) = Ξ1(K) = Ξ0(K)).

Assume p ∈ P and p 
N
P “ȧ ⊆ b”. Define a0 := {k ∈ K : ∃q ≤ p (q 
M

P k ∈ ȧ)}, which is in

M . Then a0 ⊆ b and p 
M
P “ȧ ⊆ a0”. Therefore, Ξ0(a0) = Ξ1(a0) ≤ Ξ1(b) and p 
M

P “Ξ̇∗
0(ȧ) ≤

Ξ̇∗
0(a0) = Ξ0(a0)”, so p 
N

P “Ξ̇∗
0(ȧ) ≤ Ξ1(b)”. �7.13

We now have all the necessary tools to generalize the extension theorem at successor steps.

Theorem 7.14. Let t be a prepared iteration of length π = γ + 1. Let ~Ξ = 〈Ξ̇c

β : β ≤ γ, c ∈ C〉

such that t↾γ ⊔ ~Ξ is a C-iteration and assume that:

(i) for any c ∈ C, Ξ̇c
γ↾P(Kc) ∩ V P−

γ has a P−
γ -name Ξ̇c,−

γ ;

(ii) Ẏ−
γ is a P−

γ -name for {(Ξ̇c,−
γ , Īc) : c ∈ C}; if γ ∈ F t then


P−
γ
“ Q̇γ is θγ-Ẏ

−
γ -linked witnessed by the sequence 〈Q̇γ

ζ,ε : ζ < θγ ∧ ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉”;

and, if γ ∈ U t then


P−
γ
“ Q̇γ is strongly θγ-Ẏ

−
γ -linked witnessed by the sequence 〈Q̇γ

ζ,0 : ζ < θγ〉”.

Then, there exists a sequence 〈Ξ̇c
π : c ∈ C〉 such that t⊔〈Ξ̇c

β : β ≤ π, c ∈ C〉 is a C-iteration. Even

more, if γ ∈ U t, c ∈ C and Ξ̇c
γ is forced to represent an ultrafilter, then Ξ̇c

π can be found forced
to represent an ultrafilter.

Proof. Let c ∈ C. Set (ζc, εc) := gc(γ) if both gc0(γ) < θγ , and gc1(γ) = 0 iff γ ∈ U t, otherwise

(ζc, εc) is any pair in θγ×[0, 1)Q such that εc = 0 iff γ ∈ U t. Work in V −
γ := V P−

γ . By hypothesis,

Qγ
ζc,εc is (Ξc,−

γ , Īc, εc)-linked, so there exists a Q̇γ-name Ξ̇c,∗
γ of a fam on P(Kc) extending Ξc,−

γ

such that, for any q̄ ∈ W c

Q̇γ
ζc,εc,

limΞc,−
γ (q̄) 
Q̇γ

“

∫

W c

|{ℓ ∈ Ick : q̇ℓ ∈ ĠQ̇γ
}|

|Ick |
dΞ̇c,∗

γ (k) ≥ 1 − εc”. (7.14.1)

Moreover, since P−
γ ⊂· Pγ and by integral absoluteness (see Corollary 3.15), (7.14.1) holds in

Vγ := V Pγ .
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Now, by Lemma 7.13, we can amalgamate as in the following diagrams:

Vγ Vγ [G(γ)]

V −
γ V −

γ [G(γ)]

Q̇γ

Q̇γ

Ξc
γ Ξc

π

Ξc,−
γ Ξc,∗

γ

That is, in Vπ = V Pπ , there exists a fam Ξ̇c
π on P(Kc) ∩ Vπ extending both Ξc

γ and Ξc,∗
γ . In the

case when γ ∈ U t and 
V
α “Ξ̇c

γ represents an ultrafilter”, in V −
γ , Ξc,−

γ also represents an ultrafilter

and Ξ̇c,∗
γ can be found forced to represent an ultrafilter by Corollary 5.31. Therefore, in Vπ, Ξc

π

can be found to represent an ultrafilter, as well.

As a consequence, in V , we get a sequence of Pπ-names 〈Ξ̇c
π : c ∈ C〉 of these fams. Now, we

must show that t ⊔ 〈Ξ̇c

β : β ≤ π, c ∈ C〉 is a C-iteration. Notice that requirements (1)–(6) of

Definition 7.11 are immediate, so it remains to check the condition (7).

Suppose that τ = {(q̇ℓ, αℓ, ε) : ℓ ∈ W c} follows gc.

(7a): Assume the sequence 〈αℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 is constant with value, say, α. Now, we proceed by

cases. When α < γ then the result follows because t ↾γ ⊔ ~Ξ is a C-iteration; when α = γ,
by (7.14.1) we get


γ “ lim
Ξ̇c,−
γ

ℓ∈W c q̇ℓ 
Q̇γ
“

∫

W c

|{ℓ ∈ Ick : q̇ℓ ∈ ĠQ̇γ
}|

|Ick |
dΞ̇c

π(k) ≥ 1 − ε””.

(7b): Let ε′ > 0. If the sequence 〈αℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 has no maximum then αℓ < γ for any ℓ ∈ W c,

therefore, the result is clear because t↾γ ⊔ ~Ξ is a C-iteration.15

Finally, we conclude that t ⊔ 〈Ξ̇c

β : β ≤ π, c ∈ C〉 is a C-iteration. �7.14

Remark 7.15. The notion of “(Ξ, Ī , ε0)-linkedness” is not upward absolute for transitive models
of ZFC, and for this reason, it was necessary to resort to P−

γ to be able to extend the finitely
additive measures.

When Ξ̇c
γ is forced to be free, Ξ̇c

γ+1 is also forced free. However, in the case that it has the

uap but is not free, it seems that the frame of Ξ̇c
γ (see Theorem 3.12) must have a P−

γ -name to

guarantee that Ξ̇c
γ+1 is forced with the uap. This is reflected in Lemma 7.13 as well: when Ξ1

has the uap but is not free, and its frame is in M , if Ξ̇∗
0 is forced with the uap then Ξ̇∗

1 can be
found (forced) with the uap.

7.3. Extending at limit steps.

Now, we deal with the problem of extending at limit steps. When analyzing the limit step
extension proof for both random forcing and Ẽ (see [She00, Lem. 2.14] and [KST19, Lem. 2.39],
respectively), we notice that there are two fundamental points: having available the Lebesgue
measure and a Boolean structure. The problem is that, when considering more general forcing
notions, we do not necessarily have a Boolean structure or some measure, so we need other
alternatives. It is here where the new concept of intersection number for forcing notions plays
its stellar role in our theory because, through Lemma 6.5 and Main Lemma 4.7, we will have
enough structure available in the iterands of our iteration to be able to extend it at limit steps.
All this makes sense in the results of this section, the most important technical results of this
paper, which give the final shape to our theory.

15In this case, we are not using the new sequence of fams, that is, the iteration up to γ had already taken care
of this condition.
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Main Lemma 7.16. Let Pπ = 〈Pα, Q̇α : α < π〉 be a finite support iteration with π limit, let K
and W be sets and let Ī = 〈Ik : k ∈ K〉 be a partition of W into finite sets. Assume that:

(1) For any α < π, Ξ̇α is a Pα-name of a probability fam on P(K).

(2) Either K is finite or, for any n < ω, Ξ0({k ∈ K : |Ik| = n}) = 0.

(3) α < β implies 
β“ Ξ̇α ⊆ Ξ̇β”.

(4) For any α < π, Q̇′
α is a Pα-name of a subset of Q̇α, ε′α ∈ [0, 1)Q, and Pα forces

intQ̇α(Q̇′
α) ≥ 1 − εα.

Then, there is a Pπ-name Ξ̇π of a fam on P(K) extending
⋃

α<π Ξ̇α such that, whenever

(i) β̄ := 〈βℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 is a sequence of ordinals <π with supremum π,

(ii) Ξ0({k ∈ K : β̄↾Ik is one-to-one and ∀ℓ ∈ Ik (βℓ ≥ α)}) = 1 for all α < π,

(iii) ṙℓ is a Pβℓ
-name such that 
βℓ

“ ṙℓ ∈ Q̇′
βℓ
” for any ℓ ∈ W , and

(iv) ε > 0 and 〈ε′βℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 is constant with value ε0,

we have 
Pπ “ Ξ̇π

({

k ∈ K :
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : ṙℓ ∈ Ġ(βℓ)}|

|Ik|
≥ (1 − ε0)(1 − ε)

})

= 1”.

Even more, if Pα forces that Ξ̇α represents an ultrafilter for all α < π, then Ξ̇π can be found
forced to represent an ultrafilter. The same applies for the uap.

Proof. The case when K is finite is trivial (all Ξ̇α are the same and (i)–(iv) are never satisfied),

so we assume that K is infinite. Then, by (2) and (3), each Ξ̇α is forced to be free.

With the intention of applying Theorem 3.6, we define I as the set of pairs (c̄, ε) such that
c̄ = 〈(βℓ, ṙℓ) : ℓ ∈ W 〉 is as in (i)–(iv), 〈εβℓ

: ℓ ∈ W 〉 is constant with value εc̄0 and ε > 0.

For each (c̄, ε) ∈ I , let Ȧc̄,ε be a Pπ-name of
{

k ∈ K :
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : ṙℓ ∈ Ġ(βℓ)}|

|Ik|
≥ (1 − εc̄0)(1 − ε)

}

.

Pick a Pπ-name Ξ̇ for
⋃

α<π Ξ̇α, which is forced to be a fam with dom(Ξ̇) =
⋃

α<π P(K) ∩ Vα.

Let C ⊆ I finite, p ∈ P and ȧ ∈ V Pπ such that p 
Pπ “ȧ ∈ dom(Ξ̇) and Ξ̇(ȧ) > 0”. Our aim

will be to find some q ∈ Pπ such that q ≤ p and q 
Pπ“ȧ ∩
⋂

(c̄,ε)∈C Ȧc̄,ε 6= ∅”, because this will

allow us to apply Theorem 3.6 to extend Ξ̇ as required.

Enumerate C = {(c̄i, εi) : i < i∗} with i∗ < ω, c̄i = 〈(βi
ℓ, ṙ

i
ℓ) : ℓ < ω〉 and εi0 := εc̄

i

0 for each i < i∗.

Since ε′ < ε implies that Ȧc̄,ε′ ⊆ Ȧc̄,ε is forced, by taking ε := min{εi : i < i∗} without loss of

generality we can assume that, for any i < i∗, εi = ε. Denote Ȧi := Ȧc̄i,ε.

By strengthening p, we can find some γ < π such that ȧ is a Pγ-name and p ∈ Pγ .

Recall that 〈εβi
ℓ
: ℓ < ω〉 is constant with value εi0. Since for any i < i∗, ε(1 − εi0) > 0, there

exists some ε′ > 0 such that, for all i < i∗, ε′ < ε(1 − εi0). By the choice of ε′, we have that
(1 − εi0 − ε′)(εi0 + ε′) > 0 for any i < i∗. Then, we can find some 0 < N0 < ω such that

1

N0

(1 − εi0 − ε′)(εi0 + ε′)

[ε(1 − εi0) − ε′]2
<

1

i∗ + 1
. (7.16.1)

Now, p forces in Pγ that Ξ̇γ(ȧ) > 0, Ξ̇γ({k ∈ K : |Ik| > N0}) = 1 (by (2)) and, by (ii),

Ξ̇γ({k ∈ K : 〈βi
ℓ : ℓ ∈ Ik〉 is one-to-one and ∀ℓ ∈ Ik (βi

ℓ ≥ γ)}) = 1 for all i < i∗. Thus, there are
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some k ∈ K and q0 ≤ p in Pγ such that |Ik| > N0, {β
i
ℓ : ℓ ∈ Ik} ⊆ π r γ is one-to-one for all

i < i∗, and q0 
γ “k ∈ ȧ”.

It is clear that {βi
ℓ : i < i∗, ℓ ∈ Ik} is finite, so there exists some m∗ < ω such that the sequence

〈βm : m < m∗〉 is an increasing enumeration of it. Notice that εi0 = εi
′

0 = ε′βm
whenever

βi
ℓ = βi′

ℓ′ = βm. Now, we split the rest of this proof into three parts. First, we build a suitable
probability tree and then we find a suitable event with high probability.

Part 1. The tree construction.

We will build a tree T of height m∗ + 1, a function p : T → Pπ such that p(ρ) := pρ ∈ Pβ|ρ|

(βm∗ := π) for each ρ ∈ T, and a probability space on succ(ρ) for each ρ ∈ T, by induction on
the level m ≤ m∗ as follows.

In the base step, we define Lev0(T ) := {〈 〉} and p〈 〉 := q0 ∈ Pγ ⊆ Pβ0 .

For the successor step, suppose that we have built T up to level m. In order to define Levm+1(T ),
let Jm := {(i, ℓ) ∈ i∗ × Ik : βi

ℓ = βm} and let ρ ∈ Levm(T ). Working in V Pβm , we have that,

by (4), intQβm (Q′
βm

) ≥ 1 − ε′βm
, and by virtue of Main Lemma 4.7, for

Σρ := {σ ∈ Jm2: ∃q ∈ Qβm
∀(i, ℓ) ∈ Jm [(σ(i, ℓ) = 0 ⇒ q ≤ ṙiℓ) ∧ (σ(i, ℓ) = 1 ⇒ q ⊥ ṙiℓ)]},

there exists some function fρ : Σρ → [0, 1]Q such that
∑

σ∈Σρ
f(σ) = 1 and, for any (i, ℓ) ∈ Jm,

we have that:
∑

{fρ(σ) : σ ∈ Σρ, ∧ σ(i, ℓ) = 0} ≥ 1 − ε′βm
− ε′ (7.16.2)

For each σ ∈ Σρ, choose a witness qσ ∈ Qβm
for “σ ∈ Σρ”.

Working the ground model again, there is some q′ρ ≤ pρ in Pβm
deciding Σρ = Σ̇ρ and fρ = ḟρ.

We then define succ(ρ) := {ρ⌢〈σ〉 : σ ∈ Σρ} and pρ⌢〈σ〉 := q′ρ ∪ {(βm, q̇σ)}, where q̇σ is a Pβm
-

name for qσ (decided by q′ρ). Finally, (succ(ρ),P(succ(ρ)),Prρ) is a probability space where,
for η = ρ⌢〈σ〉, Prρ(η) := fρ(σ). By the construction, it is clear that if η = ρ⌢〈σ〉, then

pη 
βm+1“ṙiℓ ∈ Ġ(βm) ⇔ σ(i, ℓ) = 0” for any (i, ℓ) ∈ Jm.

Part 2. Comparing a random variable with the binomial distribution.

To fix some notation, for any (i, ℓ) ∈ i∗×Ik, define mi,ℓ as the unique m < m∗ such that βi
ℓ = βm.

For any i < i∗ consider the order ⊳i on Ik such that ℓ⊳i ℓ′ iff βi
ℓ < βi

ℓ′ , which is equivalent to
mi,ℓ < mi,ℓ′ . For convenience, we extend ⊳i to Ik ∪{n∗

i } by putting a point n∗
i on top of Ik. For

ℓ ∈ Ik, ℓ +i 1 denotes the immediate ⊳i-successor of ℓ.

Let T i be the complete binary tree of height |Ik| + 1. Without loss of generality, to ease the
notation, we order the levels of T i by ⊳i, that is, the root is at level min⊳i(Ik) and max(T i) = Ik2
is at level n∗

i . The key to concluding the proof is to define a probability space structure on T i

and properly transfer information from T into T i. For this, we are going to define a function
Φi : T → T i such that, for any ρ ∈ T, Φi(ρ) := 〈ρ(mi,ℓ)(i, ℓ)) : ℓ ∈ Ik ∧ mi,ℓ < htT (ρ)〉, that is,
Φi(ρ)(ℓ) = ρ(mi,ℓ)(i, ℓ) whenever ℓ ∈ Ik and mi,ℓ < htT (ρ). Notice that,

(P1) Φi(ρ) has domain {ℓ ∈ Ik : ℓ⊳iℓiρ}, where ℓiρ := min({ℓ ∈ Ik : mi,ℓ ≥ htT (ρ)}∪{n∗
i }}. As a

consequence, Φi[Levmi,ℓ
(T )] ⊆ Levℓ(T

i) for any ℓ ∈ Ik and also Φi[Levm∗(T )] ⊆ max(T i).

(P2) If ρ ⊆ η in T, then Φi(ρ) ⊆ Φi(η).

(P3) If η ∈ T and mi,ℓ ≤ htT (ρ), then Φi(ρ↾mi,ℓ) = Φi(ρ)↾ℓ.

For any i < i∗ and ℓ ∈ Ik, define the random variable Xi
ℓ on Levmi,ℓ+1(T ) such that, for any

η ∈ Levmi,ℓ+1(T ), Xi
ℓ(η) := 1 − η(mi,ℓ)(i, ℓ) ∈ {0, 1}.
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Now, let us deal with the probability space structure on T i. First, we are going to define a
probability space on its levels: for any ℓ ∈ Ik ∪ {n∗

i } and s ∈ Levℓ(T
i), define

Priℓ(s) := PrLevm∗ (T )[∀ℓ
′ ⊳i ℓ (1 −Xi

ℓ′ = s(ℓ′))].

Notice that,
∑

s∈Levℓ(T i)

Priℓ(s) =
∑

s∈Levℓ(T i)

PrLevm∗ (T )[∀ℓ
′ ⊳i ℓ (1 −Xi

ℓ′ = s(ℓ′))]

=
∑

s∈Levℓ(T i)

PrLevm∗ (T )[Φ
i(ρ)↾ℓ = s]

= PrLevm∗ (T )[∃s ∈ Levℓ(T
i) (Φi(ρ)↾ℓ = s)] = 1,

where the last equality is given by (P1). Thus, we have that Levℓ(T
i) is a probability space with

probability function Priℓ. In this case we have that the levels of T i induces a probability space
on succ(s): denote pi := 1 − εi0 − ε′ and, for any ℓ ∈ Ik and s ∈ Levℓ(T

i), we set:

Pris(s
⌢〈d〉) :=















PrLevℓ+i1
(Ti)(s

⌢〈d〉)

Pr
Levℓ(T

i)
(s) if PrLevℓ(T i)(s) 6= 0,

pi if PrLevℓ(T i)(s) = 0 ∧ d = 0,

1 − pi if PrLevℓ(T i)(s) = 0 ∧ d = 1.

Similar as the case of Levℓ(T
i) we can verify that, indeed, (succT i(s),P(succT i(s),Pris) is a

probability space, and for ℓ ∈ Ik ∪ {n∗
i } we have that

PrLevℓ(T i)(s) :=
∏

ℓ′⊳iℓ

Prs↾ℓ′(s ↾(ℓ
′ +i 1)).

Now, we must verify the hypotheses of Theorem 2.4: Let ℓ ∈ Ik and s ∈ Levℓ(T
i).

Priℓ+i1
(s⌢〈0〉) = PrLevm∗(T )[Φ(ρ)↾(ℓ +i 1) = s⌢〈0〉]

= PrLevm∗(T )[Φ
i(ρ)↾ℓ = s ∧ Φi(ρ)(ℓ) = 0]

= PrLevm∗(T )[Φ
i(ρ↾mi,ℓ) = s ∧ Φi(ρ)(ℓ) = 0]

= PrLevmi,ℓ+1(T )[Φ
i(ρ↾mi,ℓ) = s ∧ Φi(ρ)(ℓ) = 0]

=
∑

{

PrLevmi,ℓ+1(T )(ρ) : Φi(ρ↾mi,ℓ) = s, Φi(ρ)(ℓ) = 0, ρ ∈ Levmi,ℓ+1(T )
}

,

where the third equality is given by virtue of (P3), and the equalities prior to the sum are given
by the definition of Φi and because the probability only depends on ρ↾mi,ℓ + 1. Now, using that
PrLevk+1(S)(ρ

⌢〈x〉) = PrLevk(S)(ρ) · Prρ(ρ⌢〈x〉) holds in any probability tree S, we substitute

ρ = η⌢σ and s⌢〈0〉 = t to get:

Priℓ+i1(t) =
∑

{

PrLevmi,ℓ+1(T )(ρ) : Φi(ρ↾mi,ℓ) = s ∧ Φi(ρ)(ℓ) = 0 ∧ ρ ∈ Levmi,ℓ+1(T )
}

=
∑

η∈Levmi,ℓ
(T )

Φi(η)=s









∑

σ∈Ση

σ(i,ℓ)=0

PrLevmi,ℓ
(T )(η) · Prη(η⌢〈σ〉)









=
∑

η∈Levmi,ℓ
(T )

Φi(η)=s









∑

σ∈Ση

σ(i,ℓ)=0

PrLevmi,ℓ
(T )(η) · fη(σ)









.
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By (7.16.2),

∑

η∈Levmi,ℓ
(T )

Φi(η)=s









∑

σ∈Ση

σ(i,ℓ)=0

PrLevmi,ℓ
(T )(η) · fη(σ)









=
∑

η∈Levmi,ℓ
(T )

Φi(η)=s









PrLevmi,ℓ
(T )(η) ·

∑

σ∈Ση

σ(i,ℓ)=0)

fη(σ)









≥











∑

η∈Levmi,ℓ
(T )

Φi(η)=s

PrLevmi,ℓ
(T )(η)











· pi

= PrLevmi,ℓ(T )
[Φi(η) = s] · pi = Priℓ(s) · pi.

In conclusion, for any ℓ ∈ Ik and s ∈ Levℓ(T
i), we have that

Priℓ+i1(s⌢〈0〉) ≥ pi · Priℓ(s). (7.16.3)

If Priℓ(s) = 0 then pi = Pris(s
⌢〈0〉), and on the other hand, if Priℓ(s) 6= 0 then we have, by

(7.16.3), that pi ≤ Pris(s
⌢〈0〉).

For each i < i∗ define the random variable Yi on Levn∗(T i) such that, for s ∈ Levn∗(T i),

Yi(s) := |{ℓ ∈ Ik : s(ℓ) = 0}|.

Since we are under the hypothesis of Theorem 2.4, we have that, for any z ∈ R,

∀z ∈ R (PrLevn∗
i
(T i)[Yi ≤ z] ≤ PrΩn∗ [Bn∗,pi ≤ z]) where n∗ := |Ik|. (7.16.4)

Finally, using Φi again, since for ρ ∈ Levm∗(T ), Yi(Φ
i(ρ)) =

∑

ℓ∈Ik
Xi

ℓ(ρ) we can conclude that,
for any i < i∗ and any z ∈ R,

PrLevm∗ (T )





∑

ℓ∈Ik

Xi
ℓ ≤ z



 = PrLevn∗
i
(T i)[Yi ≤ z] ≤ PrΩn∗ [Bn∗,pi ≤ z]). (7.16.5)

Part 3. Find a suitable ρ ∈ Levm∗(T ) with high probability.

For any i < i∗, set zi := |Ik|(1 − εi0)(1 − ε). Consider the following event in Levm∗(T ):

Ei := {ρ ∈ Levm∗(T ) : |{ℓ ∈ Ik : ρ(mi,ℓ)(i, ℓ) = 0}| > zi} ,

and define Fi := Levm∗(T ) r Ei. Hence it is clear that

PrLevm∗(T )(Fi) = PrLevm∗(T )





∑

ℓ∈Ik

Xj
ℓ ≤ zi



. (7.16.6)

Therefore, using (7.16.6), (7.16.5), (7.16.4), (7.16.1) and Chebyshev’s inequality, since n∗ =
|Ik| > N0 we get:

PrLevm∗(T )(Fi) = PrLevm∗(T )





∑

ℓ∈Ik

Xi
ℓ < zi



 ≤ PrLevn∗ (T i)[Yi ≤ zi] ≤ PrΩn∗ [Bn∗,pi ≤ zi]

= PrΩn∗ [E[Bn∗,pi ] − zi ≤ E[Bn∗,pi ] − Bn∗,pi]

≤ PrΩn∗ [|Bn∗,pi − E[Bn∗,pi]| ≥ E[Bn∗,pi ] − zi] ≤
Var[Bn∗,pi ]

(E[Bn∗,pi] − zi)2

=
|Ik|(1 − εi0 − ε′)(εi0 + ε′)

|Ik|2[ε(1 − εi0) − ε′]2
=

1

|Ik|

(1 − εi0 − ε′)(εi0 + ε′)

[ε(1 − εi0) − ε′]2
<

1

i∗ + 1
.
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As a consequence, in Levm∗(T ) we have

Pr

(

⋃

i<i∗

Fi

)

≤
∑

i<i∗

Pr(Fi) <
∑

i<i∗

1

i∗ + 1
=

i∗

i∗ + 1
< 1,

hence Pr
(
⋂

i<i∗ Ei

)

> 0, which implies that
⋂

i<i∗ Ei 6= ∅, i.e. there exists some η ∈
⋂

i<i∗ Ei.

Since for any (i, ℓ) ∈ i∗ × Ik, rη 
βm∗ “ṙiℓ ∈ Ġ(ββm,ℓ
) ⇔ η(mi,ℓ)(i, ℓ) = 0”, it is clear that

rη 
βm∗“k ∈ ȧ ∩
⋂

i<i∗ Ȧi”. �7.16

The following result corresponds to Main Lemma 7.16 for the case ε0 = 0:

Main Lemma 7.17. Main Lemma 7.16 is valid without assuming (2) and without the “one-to-
one” condition in (ii), but if restricting (iv) to ε0 = 0.

Proof. Let I be the set of pairs (c̄, ε) such that c̄ = 〈(βℓ, ṙℓ) : ℓ ∈ W 〉 is as in (i)–(iv) (without

the “one-to-one” condition in (ii)), 〈εβℓ
: ℓ < ω〉 is constant with value 0 and ε > 0. Let Ξ̇ be

a Pπ-name for
⋃

α<π Ξ̇α and, for each (c̄, ε) ∈ I , let Ȧc̄,ε be a Pπ-name exactly as in the proof
of Main Lemma 7.16.

Let i∗ < ω, C = {(c̄i, ε) : i < i∗} ⊆ I , Ȧi := Ȧc̄i,ε for i < i∗, p ∈ P and let ȧ be a Pπ-name such

that p 
Pπ “ȧ ∈ dom(Ξ̇) and Ξ̇(ȧ) > 0”. In virtue of Theorem 3.6, it suffices to prove that there

is some q ≤ p forcing ȧ ∩
⋂

(c̄,ε)∈C Ȧc̄,ε 6= ∅.

Just like in the proof of Main Lemma 7.16, find γ < π, k ∈ K and p0 ≤ p such that p0 ∈ Pγ , ȧ
is a Pγ-name, {βi

ℓ : ℓ ∈ Ik} ⊆ π r γ for all i < i∗ and p0 
γ“k ∈ ȧ”.

Since {βi
ℓ : i < i∗, ℓ ∈ Ik} is finite, it has an increasing enumeration 〈βm : m < m∗〉 for some

m∗ < ω. By recursion, let us build a sequence of conditions 〈pm : m ≤ m∗〉, where βm∗ := π, such
that, for any m ≤ m∗, pm ∈ Pβm

, as follows. For m = 0, let p0 be the condition we already have.
Now, assume that we have defined pm ∈ Pβm

and consider Jm := {(i, ℓ) ∈ i∗×Ik : βi
ℓ = βm}. Since


βm
“ṙiℓ ∈ Q̇′

βm
” for any (i, ℓ) ∈ Jm and, by Lemma 4.2 (1), Pβm

forces that Q̇′
βm

is centered, there

exists some Pβm
-name q̇m of a condition in Q̇βm

such that, for any (i, ℓ) ∈ Jm, pm 
βm
“q̇m ≤ ṙiℓ”.

Set pm+1 := qm ∪ {(βm, q̇m)} ∈ Pβm+1 . Finally, define q := pm∗ . Then q ≤ p0 ≤ p and, for any

(i, ℓ) ∈ Jm, we have that q↾βi
ℓ 
βi

ℓ
“q(βi

ℓ) ≤ ṙiℓ”. Thus, q 
Pπ“k ∈ ȧ ∩
⋂

(c̄,ε)∈C Ȧc̄,ε 6= ∅”. �7.17

As a consequence of Main Lemma 7.16 and Main Lemma 7.17, we can extend C-iterations at
limit steps, that is, we get an extension theorem:

Theorem 7.18. Let π be a limit ordinal and let C be a bedrock such that, for any c ∈ C, gc is
a guardrail for π and

(x) either Kc is finite or, for any n < ω, Ξc
0({k ∈ Kc : |Ick | = n}) = 0.

Let t be a prepared iteration of length π and let 〈Ξ̇c
α : α < π, c ∈ C〉 be a sequence such that, for

any α < π, t↾α ⊔ 〈Ξ̇c

β : β ≤ α, c ∈ C〉 is a C-iteration. Then there exists a sequence 〈Ξ̇c
π : c ∈ C〉

such that t ⊔ 〈Ξ̇c
α : α ≤ π, c ∈ C〉 is a C-iteration. Even more, if c ∈ C and, for any α < π, Ξ̇c

α

is forced by Pα to represent an ultrafilter, then Ξ̇c
π can be found forced to represent an ultrafilter.

The same applies for the uap.

Moreover, if all Q̇α
ζ,ε are forced centered in Q̇α (by P−

α ) for any α < π, then (x) is not needed
for this result.

Proof. Fix c ∈ C. When Kc is finite the construction of Ξ̇c
π is trivial (it must be forced equal

to Ξc), so assume that Kc is infinite. For α < π, let Q̇′
α := Q̇α

gc(α) if gc0(α) < θα and gc1(α) = 0

iff α ∈ U t, otherwise let Q̇′
α be a P−

α -name of some singleton contained in Q̇α. We verify the
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conditions of Main Lemma 7.16. By hypothesis and Definition 7.11, (1) and (3) are clear, (2)

follows from (x) and, for (4), Q̇′
α is forced to be either centered or with intersection number

≥1−gc1(α), the latter by (x) and Theorem 5.25. Then we can find a Ξ̇c
π as in Main Lemma 7.16

(or in Main Lemma 7.17 when all Q̇α
ζ,ε are forced centered).

We now check the conditions in Definition 7.11 to verify that t ⊔ 〈Ξ̇c
α : α ≤ π, c ∈ C〉 is a

C-iteration. Conditions (1)–(6) are clear. To check (7), assume that τ = {(q̇ℓ, αℓ, ε) : ℓ ∈ W c}
follows gc. The case (7a) is already taken care of by the intermediate steps of the iteration.

To see (7b), assume that ᾱ := 〈αℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 has no maximum, β := supℓ∈W c αℓ and, for
any α < β, Ξc({k ∈ Kc : ᾱ↾Ik is one-to-one and ∀ℓ ∈ Ick (αℓ ≥ α)}) = 1. When β < π,

t↾β ⊔ 〈Ξ̇c
γ : γ ≤ β, c ∈ C〉 is a C-iteration, hence for all ε′ > 0,


Pβ
“ Ξ̇c

β

({

k ∈ Kc :
|{ℓ ∈ Ick : q̇ℓ ∈ Ġ(αℓ)}|

|Ick |
≥ (1 − ε)(1 − ε′)

})

= 1”.

In the case β = π, the requirements (i)–(iv) of Main Lemma 7.16 are fulfilled, so, for any ε′ > 0,


Pπ “ Ξ̇c

π

({

k ∈ W c :
|{ℓ ∈ Ick : q̇ℓ ∈ Ġ(αℓ)}|

|Ick |
≥ (1 − ε)(1 − ε′)

})

= 1”. �7.18

8. FAM-limits in finite support iterations

Suppose that t is a prepared iteration and p̄ = 〈pi : i ∈ L〉 ⊆ P•
π. Let i ∈ L and ξ ∈ dom(pi).

Since pi ∈ P•
π, there are ζ < θξ and ε ∈ (0, 1)Q such that 
ξ“pi(ξ) ∈ Q̇ξ

ζ,ε”. If for ξ we could find a

suitable W ⊆ L such that, for all ℓ ∈ W , ξ ∈ dom(pℓ) and 
ξ“pℓ(ξ) ∈ Q̇ξ
ζ,ε”, where ζ and ε do no

depend on ℓ, then we could apply a fam limit to 〈pξ(ℓ) : ℓ ∈ W 〉 (as in Definition 7.11 (7a)). This
idea can be used to define a fam-limit to some sequence 〈pℓ : ℓ ∈ W 〉 in P•

π. After a complete
analysis of the conditions that are required to formalize this idea, we arrive at the notion of
uniform ∆-system:

Definition 8.1. Let t be a prepared iteration and let L be a set.

(1) Say that p̄ = 〈pl : l ∈ L〉 ⊆ Pπ is a uniform-∆-system with parameters (∆, ~α, n∗, r∗, ζ∗, ε∗)
when:

(a) For any ℓ ∈ L, pℓ ∈ P•
π.

(b) {dom(pℓ) : ℓ ∈ L} forms a ∆-system with root ∆.

(c) n∗ < ω and, for any ℓ ∈ L, dom(pℓ) = {αn,ℓ : n < n∗} is enumerated increasingly,
that is, m < n < n∗ ⇒ αm,ℓ < αn,ℓ.

(d) r∗ ⊆ n∗ and, for any ℓ ∈ L and n < n∗, n ∈ r∗ ⇔ αn,ℓ ∈ ∆. So, whenever n ∈ r∗,
the sequence 〈αn,ℓ : ℓ ∈ L〉 is constant with value, say, α∗

n.

(e) For any n ∈ n∗ r r∗, the sequence 〈αn,ℓ : ℓ ∈ L〉 is one-to-one.

(f) ζ∗ : n∗ × L → Ord is a function such that ζ∗(n, ℓ) < θαn,ℓ
and 〈ζ∗(n, ℓ) : ℓ ∈ L〉 is

constant with value ζ∗n for all n ∈ r∗.

(g) ε∗ : n∗ → [0, 1)Q is a function.

(h) For any ℓ ∈ L and n < n∗, 
αn,ℓ
“pℓ(αn,ℓ) ∈ Q̇

αn,ℓ

ζ∗(n,ℓ),ε∗(n)”.

Notice that ε∗ determines whether an αn,ℓ is in F t or U t, since αn,ℓ ∈ F t iff ε∗(n) > 0.

(2) We say that an uniform ∆-system with parameters (∆, ~α, n∗, r∗, ζ∗, ε∗) follows a guardrail
g for π if, for any n < n∗ and ℓ ∈ L, g(αn,ℓ) = (ζ∗(n, ℓ), ε∗(n)).
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In general, from a sequence of conditions of regular size θ, we can obtain uniform ∆-systems
following guardrails. For this, we will use a refined version of the well-known ∆-system lemma:

Lemma 8.2. Let θ be an uncountable regular cardinal and let A = 〈Aγ : γ < θ〉 be a family of

finite sets such that (
⋃

A,⊳) is a well-order. Then, there are E ∈ [θ]θ, n∗ < ω and r∗ ⊆ n∗,
such that:

(1) {Aξ : ξ ∈ E} forms a ∆-system with root ∆,

(2) for any ξ ∈ E, dom(Aξ) = {an,γ : n < n∗} is arranged in ⊳-increasing order,

(3) an,ξ ∈ ∆ iff n ∈ r∗, for any ξ ∈ E, and

(4) for any n ∈ n∗ r r∗ and ξ, ζ ∈ E, if ξ < ζ then an, ξ ⊳ an ζ .

Although this is not the usual way of stating the ∆-system lemma (see, for example, [Kun11,
Lem. III.2.6]), it suits our particular needs. The proof is the same as the one presented in
[Kun80, Thm. 1.6].

Theorem 8.3. Let θ ≥ κ be uncountable regular cardinals and t a κ-prepared iteration. If
{pξ : ξ < θ} ⊆ P•

π, then there are some E ∈ [θ]θ and some guardrail g for π such that {pξ : ξ ∈ E}
is a uniform ∆-system following g. Moreover, considering the parameters of this uniform ∆-
system as in Definition 8.1 (1), for n ∈ n∗ r r∗, 〈αn,ξ : ξ ∈ E〉 is increasing.

Proof. By Lemma 8.2, we can obtain E0 ∈ [θ]θ, ∆, n∗ < ω and r∗ ⊆ n∗ such that:

(a) {dom(pξ) : ξ ∈ E0} forms a ∆-system with root ∆.

(b) For any ξ ∈ E0, dom(pξ) = {αn,ξ : n < n∗} is arranged in increasing order.

(c) For any ξ ∈ E0, αn, ξ ∈ ∆ if, and only if, n ∈ r∗.

(d) For any n ∈ n∗ r r∗ and ξ, ζ ∈ E0, if ξ < ζ then αn, ξ < αn ζ .

By (b) and (c) we have that, for any n ∈ r∗, the sequence 〈αn,ξ : ξ ∈ E0〉 is constant with value,
say, α∗

n. Since pξ ∈ P•
ξ for every ξ ∈ E0, for any n < n∗ we can find εn,ξ ∈ [0, 1)Q and ζn,ξ < θαn,ξ

such that 
P−
αn,ξ

“pξ(αn,ξ) ∈ Q̇
αn,ξ

ζn,ξ,εn,ξ
”.

For any ε̄ = 〈εn : n < n∗〉 ∈ n∗
[0, 1)Q, define Eε̄ := {ξ ∈ E0 : ∀n < n∗ (εn,ξ = εn)}. It is clear

that {Eε̄ : ε̄ ∈ n∗
[0, 1)Q} is a countable family of pairwise disjoint sets whose union is E0. So,

since |E0| = θ is regular and uncountable, there exists an ε∗ ∈ n∗
[0, 1)Q such that |Eε∗ | = θ.

Define F := Eε∗. As a consequence, εn,ξ = ε∗(n) for all n < n∗ and ξ ∈ F.

For any ζ̄ = 〈ζn : n ∈ r∗〉 ∈
∏

n∈r∗ θα∗
n

define Fζ̄ := {ξ ∈ F : ∀n ∈ r∗ (ζn,ξ = ζn)}, hence we have

that {Fζ̄ : ζ̄ ∈
∏

n∈r∗ θα∗
n
} is a family of pairwise disjoint sets whose union is F. Since |F | = θ

is regular and
∣

∣

∏

n∈r∗ θα∗
n

∣

∣ < κ ≤ θ, there is some ζ∗ ∈
∏

n∈r∗ θα∗
n

such that |Fζ∗ | = θ. Define
E := Fζ∗ , hence ζn,ξ = ζ∗n for all ∀n ∈ r∗ and ξ ∈ E. It is clear that {pξ : ξ ∈ E} is a uniform
∆-system.

We define a guardrail g : π → κ− × [0, 1)Q such that, for any α < π,

g(α) :=

{

(ζn,ξ, εn,ξ) if ∃n < n∗∃ξ ∈ E (α = αn,ξ),
(

2022, 1
6

)

if α /∈
⋃

ξ∈E dom(pξ).

Finally, it is clear that {pξ : ξ ∈ E} follows g. �8.3

As far as guardrails are concerned, uniformity only depends on the restriction of the guardrail
to the parameter ~α. Hence, it is always possible to reduce uniform ∆-systems to a countable
uniform ∆-systems following a guardrail in some complete set of guardrails. Formally,
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Theorem 8.4. Let t be κ-prepared iteration, G a complete set of guardrails for π over κ−, and
let 〈pℓ : ℓ ∈ L〉 be a uniform ∆-system with L countable. Then there exists a guardrail g ∈ G
such that p̄ = 〈pℓ : ℓ ∈ L〉 follows g (with the same parameters).

Proof. Let (∆, ~α, n∗, r∗, ζ∗, ε∗) be the parameters of the ∆-system and let X := {αn,ℓ : ℓ ∈ L ∧

n < n∗}, which is countable. Define σ : X → κ− × [0, 1)Q by σ(αn,ℓ) := (ζ∗(n, ℓ), ε∗(n)). By
virtue of the completeness of G, there exists some g ∈ G such that σ ⊆ g. It is clear that the
uniform ∆-system follows g. �8.4

Notice that Theorem 8.4 is a good motivation for the definition of a complete set of guardrails
(see Definition 7.7).

Fix an iteration bedrock C. In the following, we show that our definition of uniform ∆-system
allows us to define the desired limit that we mentioned at the beginning of this subsection.

Definition 8.5. Let t be a C-iteration, c ∈ C and p̄ = 〈pℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 ⊆ Pπ be a uniform ∆-system
with parameters (∆, n∗, ~α, r∗, ζ∗, ε∗) following gc. We define the limit limc

t(p̄), as follows:

(a) dom(limc

t(p̄)) = ∆,

(b) For any n ∈ r∗, limc

t(p̄)(α∗
n) is a P−

α∗
n
-name of lim

Ξc,−
α∗
n (〈pℓ(α

∗
ℓ ) : ℓ ∈ W c〉).

When the context is clear, we simply write limc(p̄) to refer to limc

t(p̄). This limit is well-defined:
By Definition 8.1 (d), for any n ∈ r∗, 〈αn,ℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 is constant with value α∗

n. Since p̄ is a
uniform ∆-system following g we have that, for any ℓ ∈ W c and n < n∗, pℓ(αn,ℓ) is a P−

αn,ℓ
-name.

Also, in V
P−
α∗
n , 〈pℓ(α

∗
n) : ℓ ∈ W c〉 ∈ W c

Q̇
α∗
n

g(α∗
n)

and therefore, lim
Ξc,−
α∗
n (〈pℓ(α

∗
n) : ℓ ∈ W c〉) ∈ Q̇α∗

n
is

defined.

In the following theorem, we present some properties of the limit that we have just defined.
Some of them appear implicitly in the proof of [She00, Lem. 3.4]. Property (4) is particularly
interesting, since, as in any (Ξ, Ī, ε0)-linked set, limc(p̄) forces “many” conditions to fall into the
generic filter.

Theorem 8.6. Let t be a C-iteration, c ∈ C and let p̄ = 〈pℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 be a uniform ∆-system
following g := gc with parameters (∆, ~α, n∗, r∗, ζ∗, ε∗). Assume that, for any n ∈ n∗ r r∗, the
sequence 〈αn,ℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 has no maximum and, for all α < supℓ∈W c αn,ℓ,

Ξc

0({k ∈ Kc : ∀ℓ ∈ Ick (α ≤ αn,ℓ)}) = 1.

Then, limc(p̄) satisfies the following properties:

(1) For n ∈ r∗, limc(p̄) 
Pπ “

∫

Kc

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ(α
∗
n) ∈ Ġ(α∗

n)}|

|Ik|
dΞc

π(k) ≥ 1 − ε∗(n)”.

(2) For n ∈ n∗ r r∗ and ε > 0,


Pπ “ Ξ̇c

π

({

k ∈ Kc :
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ(αn,ℓ) ∈ Ġ(αn,ℓ)}|

|Ik|
≥ (1 − ε∗(n))(1 − ε)

})

= 1”,

in particular, 
Pπ “

∫

Kc

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ(αn,ℓ) ∈ Ġ(αn,ℓ)}|

|Ik|
dΞc

π(k) ≥ 1 − ε∗(n)”.

(3) limc(p̄) 
Pπ “

∫

Kc

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ ∈ Ġ}|

|Ik|
dΞc

π(k) ≥ 1 −
∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n)”.



A GENERAL THEORY OF ITERATED FORCING USING FAMS 45

(4) If 0 < ε < 1 −
∑

n<n∗ ε∗(n) then limc(p̄) 
Pπ “Ξc

π(Ȧε) ≥ 1 −
1

1 − ε

∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n)”, where

Ȧε :=

{

k ∈ Kc :
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ ∈ Ġ}|

|Ik|
> ε

}

.

As a consequence, limc(p̄) 
Pπ“Ȧε is infinite” whenever Ξc
0 is free.

Proof. Let q := limc(p̄) and τn := 〈(pℓ(αn,ℓ), αn,ℓ, ε
∗(n)) : ℓ ∈ W c〉 for n < n∗. It is clear that

τn follows gc.

(1): Let n ∈ r∗. As 〈αn,ℓ : ℓ ∈ W c〉 is constant with value α∗
n, we have by Definition 7.11 (7a),

that:


Pα∗
n

“ lim
Ξc,−
α∗
n

ℓ∈W c(pℓ(α
∗
n)) 
Q̇α∗

n

∫

Kc

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ(α
∗
n) ∈ Ġ(α∗

n)}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇c

α∗
n+1(k) ≥ 1 − ε∗(n)”.

Since Pα∗
n
⊂· Pπ, by integral absoluteness (Corollary 3.15), it follows that Pπ forces the same

with respect to Ξc
π. Finally, since q↾(α∗

n + 1) 
α∗
n+1“q(α∗

n) ∈ Ġ(α∗
n)”, we can conclude that

q↾(α∗
n + 1) 
π “

∫

Kc

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ(α
∗
n) ∈ Ġ(α∗

n)}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇c

π(k) ≥ 1 − ε∗(n)”.

(2): Let n ∈ n∗ r r∗ and ε > 0. Since τn follows gc, by hypothesis and Definition 7.11 (7b), we
obtain:


Pπ “ Ξ̇c

π

({

k ∈ Kc :
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ(αn,ℓ) ∈ Ġ(αn,ℓ)}|

|Ik|
≥ (1 − ε∗(n))(1 − ε)

})

= 1”.

Let G ⊆ Pπ be a generic set over V . Working in V [G], define υn : Kc → R such that, for k ∈ Kc,

υn(k) :=
|{ℓ∈Ik : pℓ(αn,ℓ)∈G(αn,ℓ)}|

|Ik|
, and consider Kε,n := {k ∈ Kc : υn(k) ≥ (1 − ε∗(n))(1 − ε)}. By

the above, Ξc
π(Kε,n) = 1. Thus,

∫

Kc

υndΞc

π =

∫

Kε,n

υndΞc

π ≥

∫

Kε,n

(1 − ε∗(n))(1 − ε)dΞc

π = (1 − ε∗(n))(1 − ε).

(3): Let G ⊆ Pπ be a generic filter over V such that q ∈ G. Working in V [G], define the functions
̺, ̺n : Kc → R for any n < n∗ such that, for k ∈ Kc,

̺(k) :=
|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ /∈ G}|

|Ik|
and ̺n(k) :=

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : pℓ(αn,ℓ) /∈ G(αn,ℓ)}|

|Ik|
.

For p ∈ Pπ, p ∈ G ⇔ ∀α ∈ dom(p) (p(α) ∈ G(α)), hence we can relate ̺ with ̺n by ̺(k) ≤
∑

n<n∗ ̺n(k). Also, by (1) and (2), it is clear that
∫

Kc ̺ndΞc
π ≤ ε∗(n) for any n < n∗ and

therefore, by basic properties of integration,
∫

Kc

̺dΞc

π ≤
∑

n<n∗

(∫

Kc

̺n dΞc

π

)

≤
∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n),

which implies that
∫

Kc

(1 − ̺)dΞc

π = 1 −

∫

Kc

̺dΞc

π ≥ 1 −
∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n).

(4): Let G ⊆ Pπ be a generic filter over V such that q ∈ G. Working in V [G], consider ̺ : Kc → R

as in the proof of (3), let υ := 1−̺ and 0 < ε < 1−
∑

n<n∗ ε∗(n). Thus, Aε = {k ∈ Kc : υ(k) > ε}.
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By (3), we have

1 −
∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n) ≤

∫

Kc

υdΞc

π ≤

∫

KcrAε

εdΞc

π +

∫

Aε

υdΞc

π ≤ ε + Ξc

π(Aε)(1 − ε).

Thus, Ξc

π(Aε) ≥
1 −

∑

n<n∗ ε∗(n) − ε

1 − ε
= 1 −

1

1 − ε

∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n). �8.6

As a first application, we show that the fam-limit guarantees the Fr-Knaster property of a C
iteration under certain conditions. This means that, morally, dominating reals are not added
along the iteration.

Theorem 8.7. Let t be a κ-C-iteration. If G := {gc : Ξc is a free fam on P(ω), c ∈ C} is a
complete set of guardrails for π over κ− and θ ≥ κ is uncountable regular, then the final step Pπ

is θ-Fr-Knaster.

Proof. Pick ε̄ : ω → (0, 1) such that
∑

n<ω ε̄(n) < 1. Let {pξ : ξ < θ} ⊆ Pπ. By Lemma 7.5, for
any ξ < κ, there exists some qξ ∈ Dε̄ such that qξ ≤ pξ.

Since θ is uncountable regular, by Theorem 8.3 we get an E ∈ [θ]θ such that {qξ : ξ ∈ E} forms a
uniform ∆-system with parameters (∆, n∗, ~α, r∗, ζ∗, ε∗). Since qξ ∈ Dε̄ for any ξ ∈ E, we can get
this uniform ∆-system such that, for the decreasing enumeration dom(qξ)∩F t = {γn,ξ : n < n−}
(note that n− does not depend on ξ) we have that, whenever n′ < n− and αn,ξ = γn′,ξ,

ε∗(n) = ε̄(n′). (8.7.1)

Now, we show that {pξ : ξ ∈ E} is Fr-linked in Pπ. For this, let p̄ := 〈pξℓ : ℓ < ω〉 with each ξℓ ∈ E
and consider {βℓ : ℓ < ω} ⊆ {ξℓ : ℓ < ω} increasing with order type ω. Define q̄ := 〈qβℓ

: ℓ < ω〉.
It is clear that it is a countable uniform ∆-system and therefore, by virtue of the completeness
of G and Theorem 8.4, we can find g := gc ∈ G such that q̄ is a uniform ∆-system following g
with the same parameters. Without loss of generality, we may assume that Īc is a partition of
ω.

By (8.7.1), we have that: 0 < 1 −
∑

n<ω

ε̄(n) ≤ 1 −
∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n). Also, by Theorem 8.6 (3),

limc(q̄) 
π “

∫

ω

|{ℓ ∈ Ik : qβℓ
∈ Ġ}|

|Ik|
dΞ̇c

π ≥ 1 −
∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n) > 0”.

Since Ξc
0 = Ξc is free, Ξ̇c

π is forced to be free and hence limc(q̄) forces that qβℓ
∈ Ġπ for infinitely

many ℓ, which implies that pξℓ ∈ Ġπ for infinitely many ℓ. �8.7

9. Relational systems and preservation theory

We revisit the preservation theory of unbounded families presented in [CM19, Sect. 4], which
is a generalization of Judah’s and Shelah’s [JS90] and Brendle’s [Bre91] preservation theory.
We also provide a reformulation of [She00, Lem. 2.7] that gives us sufficient conditions to force
cov(N ) singular (even with countable cofinality) after finite support iterations.

We start reviewing some basic notation about relational systems.

Definition 9.1. We say that R = 〈X,Y,⊏〉 is a relational system if it consists of two non-empty
sets X and Y and a relation ⊏.

(1) A set F ⊆ X is R-bounded if ∃y ∈ Y ∀x ∈ F (x ⊏ y).

(2) A set E ⊆ Y is R-dominating if ∀x ∈ X∃y ∈ E (x ⊏ y).
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(3) Let M be a set. An object x ∈ X is R-unbounded over M if x 6⊏ y for all y ∈ Y ∩M .

(4) Let θ be cardinal and I a set. A family {xi : i ∈ I} ⊆ X is strongly θ-R-unbounded if
|I| ≥ θ and, for any y ∈ Y , |{i ∈ I : xi ⊏ y}| < θ.

We associate two cardinal characteristics with this relational system R:

b(R) := min{|F | : F ⊆ X is R-unbounded}, the unbounding number of R, and

d(R) := min{|D| : D ⊆ Y is R-dominating}, the dominating number of R.

We also define the dual R⊥ := 〈Y,X,⊏⊥〉 where y ⊏⊥ x means x 6⊏ y. Note that b(R⊥) = d(R)
and d(R⊥) = b(R).

Given another relational system R′ = 〈X ′, Y ′,⊏′〉, say that a pair (Ψ−,Ψ+) : R → R′ is a
Tukey connection from R into R′ if Ψ− : X → X ′ and Ψ+ : Y ′ → Y are functions such that
∀x ∈ X∀y′ ∈ Y ′ (Ψ−(x) ⊏′ y′ ⇒ x ⊏ Ψ+(y′)). Say that R is Tukey below R′, denoted by
R �T R′, if there is a Tukey connection from R to R′. Say that R is Tukey equivalent to
R′, denoted by R ∼=T R′, if R �T R′ and R′ �T R. It is well-known that R �T R′ implies
b(R′) ≤ b(R) and d(R) ≤ d(R′). Hence, R ∼=T R′ implies b(R′) = b(R) and d(R) = d(R′).

Example 9.2. For I ⊆ P(X), define the relational systems:

(1) I := 〈I,I,⊆〉, which is a directed preorder when I is closed under unions (e.g. an ideal).

(2) CvI := 〈X,I,∈〉.

The cardinal characteristics associated with an ideal can be characterized by the preceding
relational systems as follows:

Fact 9.3. If I is an ideal on P(X) containing [X]<ℵ0 , then:

(a) b(I) = add(I) = min {|J | : J ⊆ I,
⋃

J /∈ I}.

(b) d(I) = cof(I) = min {|J | : J ⊆ I, ∀A ∈ I∃B ∈ J (A ⊆ B)}.

(c) d(CvI) = cov(I) = min {|J | : J ⊆ I,
⋃

J = X}.

(d) b(CvI) = non(I) = min {|A| : A ⊆ X, A /∈ I}.

The existence of strongly unbounded families is equivalent to a Tukey-inequality.

Lemma 9.4 ([CM22, Lem. 1.16]). Let R = 〈X,Y,⊏〉 be a relational system, θ be an infinite
cardinal, and let I be a set of size ≥θ.

(a) Cv[I]<θ �T R iff there exists a strongly θ-R-unbounded family {xi : i ∈ I}.

(b) b(R) ≥ θ iff R �T Cv[X]<θ .

We focus our attention on the following types of nice relational systems.

Definition 9.5. We say that R = 〈X,Y,⊏〉 is a Polish relational system (Prs) if

(1) X is a Perfect Polish space,

(2) Y is analytic in some Polish space Z, and

(3) ⊏=
⋃

n<ω ⊏n where 〈⊏n: n < ω〉 is some increasing sequence of closed subsets of X ×Z
such that, for any n < ω and for any y ∈ Y , (⊏n)y = {x ∈ X : x ⊏n y} is closed nowhere
dense in X.

Remark 9.6. By Definition 9.5 (3), 〈X,M(X),∈〉 �T R where M(X) denotes the σ-ideal of
meager subsets of X. Therefore, b(R) ≤ non(M) and cov(M) ≤ d(R).

For the rest of this section, fix a Prs R = 〈X,Y,⊏〉 and an infinite cardinal θ.
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Definition 9.7 (Judah and Shelah [JS90], Brendle [Bre91]). A forcing notion P is θ-R-good if,

for any P-name ḣ for a member of Y , there is a non-empty set H ⊆ Y (in the ground model) of

size <θ such that, for any x ∈ X, if x is R-unbounded over H then 
 “x 6⊏ ḣ”.

We say that P is R-good if it is ℵ1-R-good.

Remark 9.8. Note that θ < θ′ implies that any θ-R-good poset is θ′-R-good. Also, “θ-R-good”
is a hereditary forcing property.

The previous property ensures that strongly unbounded families are preserved in generic exten-
sions.

Lemma 9.9 ([CM19, Lemma 4.7 (b)]). Let κ and θ be infinite cardinals such that κ ≤ cf(θ).
Then, any κ-R-good forcing notion preserving θ as a cardinal preserves all the strongly θ-R-
unbounded families from the ground model.

An iteration of good forcing notion ensures the existence of strong unbounded families, i.e. Tukey
connections that allow to calculated values of cardinal invariants.

Theorem 9.10 ([BCM23, Thm. 4.11]). Let θ ≥ ℵ1 be a regular cardinal and let 〈Pξ, Q̇ξ : ξ < π〉

be a finite support iteration such that Pξ forces that Q̇ξ is a non-trivial θ-cc θ-R-good poset for
ξ < π. If π ≥ θ then Pπ forces Cv[π]<θ �T R, which implies b(R) ≤ θ and |π| ≤ d(R).

We now provide some examples of good forcing notions. In general, “small” forcing notions are
automatically good.

Lemma 9.11 ([CM19, Lemma 4.10]). If θ is a regular cardinal then any poset of size <θ is
θ-R-good. In particular, Cohen forcing C is R-good.

Example 9.12. The following are Prs that describe the cardinal characteristics of Cichoń’s
diagram.

(1) Consider the Polish relational system Ed := 〈ωω, ωω, 6=∞〉 where x =∞ y means that
x(n) = y(n) for infinitely many n. By [BJ95, Thm. 2.4.1 & Thm. 2.4.7] (see also [CM23,
Thm. 5.3]), b(Ed) = non(M) and d(Ed) = cov(M).

(2) The relational system ωω := 〈ωω, ωω,≤∗〉 is Polish. Any µ-Fr-linked poset is µ+-ωω-good
(see [Mej19, Thm. 3.30]). In particular, any µ-FAM-linked poset is also µ+- ωω-good
by Lemma 6.10.

(3) For each k < ω, let idk : ω → ω such that idk(i) = ik for all i < ω and H :=
{

idk+1 : k < ω
}

. Let Lc∗ := 〈ωω,S(ω,H),∈∗〉 be the Polish relational system where

S(ω,H) :=
{

ϕ : ω → [ω]<ℵ0 : ∃h ∈ H∀i < ω (|ϕ(i)| ≤ h(i))
}

,

and x ∈∗ ϕ iff ∀∞n (x(n) ∈ ϕ(n)). As a consequence of [BJ95, Thm. 2.3.9] (see
also [CM23, Thm. 4.2]), b(Lc∗) = add(N ) and d(Lc∗) = cof(N ).

Any µ-centered forcing notion is µ+-Lc∗-good (see [Bre91, JS90]) so, in particular,
σ-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, any
sub-algebra of random forcing).

Recall that any Lebesgue measure zero set is contained in some Gδ measure zero set, hence the
latter type of set forms a basis of N . For this reason, coding Lebesgue measure zero sets comes
from coding Gδ sets, or equivalently, coding Fσ sets. We use the coding from [She00] of Fσ

measure one sets, which is essential in the proof of the consistency of cf(cov(N )) = ω.
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Definition 9.13. Let δ̄ = 〈δj : j < ω〉 ∈ ω(0, 1). Define Ωδ̄ as the set of sequences ā : ω →
ω× [<ω2]<ω such that, for any j < ω, ā(j) = (nj , aj) satisfies that 〈nj : j < ω〉 is increasing and,

for any j < ω, aj ⊆
nj2 and

|aj |

2nj
≥ 1 − δj .

For any m < ω, let Trm(ā) be the well-pruned subtree of <ω2 such that

[Trm(ā)] =
⋂

nj≥m

⋃

t∈aj

[t] =
⋂

nj≥m

{x ∈ ω2: x↾nj ∈ aj},

which is a closed set of measure ≥1 −
∑

nj≥m δj .

(1) For ā ∈ Ωδ̄ let N [ā] := ω2 r
⋃

m<ω Trm(ā), which is a Gδ set in ω2, and it has measure
zero when

∑

j<ω δj < ∞.

(2) Define the Prs Cnδ̄ := 〈Ωδ̄,
ω2,⊳〉 where ā⊳ x means x /∈ N [ā].

When
∑

j<ω δj < ∞, any null set in ω2 is a subset of N [ā] for some ā ∈ Ωδ̄ (see e.g. [CM23,

Lem. 4.8]), which implies Cnδ̄
∼=T Cv⊥

N . Hence, b(Cnδ̄) = cov(N ) and d(Cnδ̄) = non(N ).

This section concludes by showing our main preservation result for the covering of N , which
significantly reformulates Shelah’s result [She00, Lem. 2.7].

Below, we introduce the notion θ-anti-Bendixson family, which is motivated by Shelah’s result.
To this end, we present the following auxiliary relational system used to force cov(N ) singular
after finite support iterations.

Definition 9.14. Define T := {T : T is a well-pruned subtree of <ω2 of height ω}, P as the
collection of perfect subtrees of <ω2, and the relational system Be := 〈T ,P,⊇〉. Notice that
{Ti : i ∈ I} is strongly θ-Be-unbounded iff, for any J ∈ [I]θ,

⋂

i∈J [Ti] does not contain a perfect
set, i.e.

⋂

i∈J [Ti] is a countable closed set (by the Cantor-Bendixson Theorem). For this reason,
we use the name θ-anti-Bendixson for the strongly θ-Be-unbounded sets.

Before stating the preservation theorem, we need a result on the absoluteness of trees:

Lemma 9.15. Let P be a forcing notion and 〈Ti : i ∈ I〉 a sequence of well-pruned subtrees of
<ωω. Let G be a P-generic filter over V and assume that

⋂

i∈I [Ti]
V [G] is countable. Then

⋂

i∈I

[Ti]
V [G] =

⋂

i∈I

[Ti]
V .

Proof. Since for any i ∈ I, [Ti]
V ⊆ [Ti]

V [G], it is clear that
⋂

i∈I [Ti]
V is countable, so it has

an enumeration 〈xn : n < w〉 ∈ V with w ≤ ω. We show that there is no x ∈
⋂

i∈I [Ti]
V [G] such

that, for any n < w, x 6= xn. Suppose the contrary, so assume that there are p ∈ G and a
name ẋ ∈ V P such that, in V , p 
 “ẋ ∈

⋂

i∈I [Ti] and ∀n < w (ẋ 6= xn)”. Now, work in V. By
induction on k < ω, define y = 〈y(k) : k < ω〉 ∈ ωω and a decreasing sequence 〈pk : k < ω〉 in P

with p0 ≤ p such that pk 
 “ẋ(k) = y(k)” and, whenever k < w, there exists an ℓk < ω such
that, pk 
 “ẋ(ℓk) = y(ℓk) 6= xk(ℓk)”. Then pk 
 “y↾(k + 1) = ẋ↾(k + 1) ∈ Ti” for all i ∈ I, so
y ∈

⋂

i∈I [Ti]
V = {xn : n < w}. However, for n < w, pn 
 “y(ℓn) 6= xn(ℓn)”, hence y 6= xn, which

is a contradiction. �9.15

Theorem 9.16. Let κ ≤ λ be uncountable cardinals such that κ is regular, δ̄ ∈ ω(0, 1) and let I

be a set. Let Pπ = 〈Pα, Q̇α : α < π〉 be a finite support iteration of κ-cc forcing notions. Assume
that

(1) {āi : i ∈ I} is strongly λ-Cnδ̄-unbounded (so |I| ≥ λ),

(2) 
Pπ“{Trm(āi) : i ∈ I, m < ω} is κ-anti-Bendixson”,16 and

16This is condition (∗∗)P in [She00, Lem. 2.7].
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(3) for any α < π, 
α“ Q̇α contains a dense subset of size <λ”.

Then, 
Pπ“{ā
i : i ∈ I〉 is strongly λ-Cnδ̄-unbounded”. As a consequence, 
Pπ “ cov(N ) ≤ λ and

cov([I]<λ) ≤ non(N )” when
∑

j<ω δj < ∞.

Proof. By induction on γ ≤ π, we show that Pγ forces that {āi : i ∈ I} is strongly λ-Cnδ̄-
unbounded. We distinguish three cases:

Case: γ = 0. In this case 
P0“{āi : i ∈ I} is strongly λ-Cnδ̄-unbounded” by condition (1).

Case: γ = ξ + 1. First, work in V Pξ . By the induction hypothesis, {āi : i ∈ I} is strongly

λ-Cnδ̄-unbounded. So we must show that Q̇ξ still forces this. Towards contradiction, suppose
that there are q ∈ Qξ and a Qξ-name ẋ of a real number in ω2 such that,

q 
Qξ
“|{i ∈ I : ẋ /∈ N [āi]}| ≥ λ”. (9.16.1)

Therefore, by transfinite recursion on ζ < λ, we can build two sequences 〈iζ : ζ < λ〉 and
〈qζ : ζ < λ〉 such that, for any ζ < λ,

• iζ ∈ I,

• qζ ≤ q,

• iζ /∈ {iρ : ρ < ζ},

• qζ 
Qξ
“ẋ /∈ N [āiζ ]”.

By the last item, for any ζ < λ there are mζ < ω and q′ζ ≤ qζ such that q′ζ 
Qξ
“ẋ ∈ [Trmζ

(āiζ )]”.

Since by condition (3) Qξ contains a dense subset of size <λ, we can find C0 ∈ [λ]κ and q′ ∈ Qξ

such that, for any ζ ∈ C0, q
′ ≤ q′ζ . On the other hand, as κ is a regular cardinal, by shrinking

C0 if necessary, we can assume that there is some m < ω such that, for each ζ ∈ C0, mζ = m.
Therefore, for any ζ ∈ C0, we have that q′ 
Qξ

“ẋ ∈ [Trm(āiζ )]”, and therefore

q′ 
Qξ
“ẋ ∈

⋂

ζ∈C0

[Trm(āiζ )]”.

Now, working in V Pξ [G] where G is a Qξ-generic set over V Pξ containing q′, we have by condition
(2) that F1 :=

⋂

ζ∈C0
[Trm(āiζ )] is a closed subset of ω2 not containing a perfect set. Therefore,

by Cantor-Bendixson Theorem, it is a countable set. Hence, by Lemma 9.15, we have that
F1 ∈ V Pξ . Thus x := ẋ[G] ∈ V Pξ . However, by induction hypothesis, |{i ∈ I : y /∈ N [āi]}| < λ,
for any y ∈ V Pξ , which contradicts (9.16.1).

Case: γ limit. We split into two cases:

Case 1: cf(γ) < κ. Towards a contradiction, assume that there are p ∈ Pγ and a Pγ-name of a
real number ẋ in ω2, such that:

p 
γ “|{i ∈ I : ẋ /∈ N [āi]}| ≥ λ”. (9.16.2)

As in the successor step, we can find C ∈ [λ]κ, {iζ : ζ ∈ C} ⊆ I one-to-one, {pζ : ζ ∈ C} ⊆ Pγ

and some m < ω such that, for any ζ ∈ C, pζ ≤ p and pζ 
γ “ẋ ∈ Trm(āiζ )”.

Since cf(γ) < κ, there exists a set L ⊆ γ cofinal in γ with |L| < κ. So, for each ζ ∈ C, there
exists some ξζ ∈ L, such that pζ ∈ Pξζ . Now |C| = κ > |L|, so we can find a set C0 ⊆ C with
|C0| = κ and some ξ ∈ L such that, for any ζ ∈ C0, pζ ∈ Pξ.

On the other hand, since Pξ has the κ-cc, we can find some p′ ≤ p in Pξ such that

p′ 
ξ |{ζ ∈ C0 : pζ ∈ Ġ}| = κ.

Let G a Pγ-generic filter over V with p′ ∈ G. In V [G], C1 := {ζ ∈ C0 : pζ ∈ G} ∈ V [Pξ ∩G] and

|C1| = κ. Therefore, by condition (2), F2 :=
⋂

ζ∈C1
[Trm(āiζ )]V [G] is a countable closed subset
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of ω2. Then, by Lemma 9.15, F2 ⊆ V [Pξ ∩ G]. Then x := ẋ[G] ∈ F2. However, by induction
hypothesis, since ξ < γ, and x ∈ V [Pξ ∩G], |{i ∈ I : x /∈ N [āi]}| < λ, which contradicts (9.16.2).

Case 2: cf(γ) ≥ κ. Let ẋ a nice Pγ-name of a real number in ω2. Since Pγ has the κ-cc and
cf(γ) ≥ κ, we can find a ξ < γ such that ẋ is a Pξ-name. Therefore, by induction hypothesis,

Pξ

“|{i ∈ I : ẋ /∈ N [āi]}| < λ”. Thus, Pγ forces the same.

We proved 
Pπ“{āi : i ∈ I〉 is strongly λ-Cn-unbounded”. Thus, by Lemma 9.4, we conclude
that 
Pπ“Cv[I]<λ �T Cnδ̄”. �9.16

10. Preserving anti-Bendixson and strongly unbounded families: the role of the
fams

In the previous section, we proved in Theorem 9.16 sufficient conditions to keep cov(N ) “small”
and singular. In general, building finite support iterations that satisfy the conditions (1) and (3)
from Theorem 9.16 is not a problem.17 However, for the condition (2), we need to guarantee
that we can preserve anti-Bendixson families, which is a non-trivial task. For this purpose, we
need to appeal to the structure of the iterations using fams (see Theorem 10.2). On the other
hand, as we mentioned in the introduction, to force cov(N ) with countable cofinality, we need to
keep b “small”, which will also be an effect of the fams along the iterations (see Theorem 10.3).

In this section, fix a sequence δ̄ = 〈δj : j < ω〉 ∈ ω(0, 1). Since Cohen forcing is forcing-
equivalent to any countable atomless poset, we can use the following form of Cohen forcing: C

is the poset whose conditions are finite sequences of the form 〈(nj , aj) : j < k〉 satisfying the
following requirements:

• 〈nj : j < k〉 is an increasing sequence of natural numbers,

• for any j < k, aj ⊆
nj2 and

|aj |
2nj ≥ 1 − δj.

We order C by end extension. If G is a C-generic, in V [G], define āG :=
⋃

G, which is in Ωδ̄.
Notice that N [āG] ∈ N whenever

∑

j<ω δj < ∞.

Notation 10.1. For 0 < j < ω define the function h∗j : ω → ω r {0} by

h∗j (k) :=

{

( 2k

2k−j

)

if k ≥ j,

1 otherwise.

Note that h∗j diverges to infinity.

For the rest of this section, fix an iteration bedrock C. Now, we show how to preserve anti-
Bendixson families in C-iterations.

Theorem 10.2. Let κ ≤ θ be uncountable cardinals with θ regular. Assume that t is a κ-C-
iteration of length π and, for any 0 < j < ω,

Gj :=
{

gc : c ∈ C, Ξc is a free fam on P(ω) and ∀k < ω (|Ick | = h∗j(k))
}

is a complete set of guardrails over κ−. Further assume that L ⊆ U t, |L| ≥ θ and, for α ∈ L,

Q̇α is a P−
α -name of C and Qs,0 := {s} for any s ∈ C. Then,


π “{Trm(āα) : α ∈ L, m < ω} is θ-anti-Bendixson”,

where each āα is the Cohen real added by Q̇α.

17Because we can iterate Cohen forcing to add an anti-Bendixson family.
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Proof. Towards contradiction assume that there are a condition p ∈ Pπ, a Pπ-name Ṫ of a
perfect subtree of <ω2 and m < ω such that p 
π“|Ė| ≥ θ”, where

Ė := {α ∈ L : Ṫ ⊆ Trm(āα)}.

Part 1: Get some suitable 0 < j∗ < ω, g ∈ Gj∗ and a countable uniform ∆-system following g.

Pick some ε̄ : ω → (0, 1) such that
∑

n<ω ε̄(n) < 1. By transfinite recursion, we can build
sequences {pξ : ξ < θ} ⊆ Dε̄ and {αξ : ξ < θ} ⊆ L, such that, for ξ < θ

• pξ ≤ p,

• 〈αξ : ξ < θ〉 has no repetitions,

• αξ ∈ dom(pξ),

• pξ 
π “αξ ∈ Ė”.

By Theorem 8.3 we can get some H ∈ [θ]θ such that {pξ : ξ ∈ H} forms a uniform ∆-system
with parameters (∆, n∗, ~α, r∗, ζ∗, ε∗). Since pξ ∈ Dε̄ for ξ ∈ H, for the decreasing enumeration
dom(qξ) ∩ F t = {γn,ξ : n < n−} (note that n− does not depend on ξ), we can assume that,
whenever n′ < n− and αn,ξ = γn′,ξ, ε

∗(n) = ε̄(n′). In addition, by shrinking H and increasing
each pξ(αξ) if necessary, we can assume that

(1) there exists some s∗ = 〈(ni, ai) : ℓ < m∗〉 ∈ C such that, for any ξ ∈ H, pξ(αξ) = s∗, and

(2) there is some c∗ < n∗ such that, for any ξ ∈ H, αξ = αc∗,ξ, that is, all αξ’s come from
the same column of the ∆-system. Notice that c∗ /∈ r∗.

Pick some j∗ < ω such that m ≤ j∗, supi<m∗ ni < j∗ and 2−j∗ ≤ δm∗ , and denote h := hj∗ .
Consider the interval partition I = 〈Ik : k ∈ ω〉 of ω such that |Ik| = h(k) and, for k ≥ j∗,
enumerate the subsets of k2 of size 2k(1 − 2−j∗) as {aℓ : ℓ ∈ Ik}. In this case, for ℓ ∈ Ik,

|aℓ|

2k
= 1 − 2−j∗ ≥ 1 − δm∗ .

Choose some increasing 〈βℓ : ℓ < ω〉 ⊆ H. For k < ω and ℓ ∈ Ik, we define a condition p′βℓ
∈ Pπ

such that p′βℓ
≤ pβℓ

, dom(p′βℓ
) = dom(pβℓ

) and,18

p′βℓ
(γ) :=











pβℓ
(γ) if γ 6= βℓ,

s∗⌢〈(k, aℓ)〉 if γ = βℓ and k ≥ j∗,

s∗⌢〈(j∗, j
∗
2)〉 if γ = βℓ and k < j∗.

Notice that p̄′ := 〈p′βℓ
: ℓ < ω〉 stills forms a uniform ∆-system. As Gj∗ is a complete set of

guardrails for π over κ−, by virtue of Theorem 8.4 there exists some c ∈ C such that p̄′ is a
uniform ∆-system following g := gc, Ξc is a free fam on P(ω) and |Ick | = h(k) for all k < ω.
Without loss of generality, we can assume that Īc = Ī.

Part 2: Get a contradiction.

Let G be a Pπ-generic over V with limc(p̄′) ∈ G, T := Ṫ [G], and work in V [G]. Define, for any
k < ω, bk := {ℓ ∈ Ik : p′βℓ

∈ G}. Then, by Theorem 8.6 (3),
∫

ω

|bk|

|Ik|
dΞc

π(k) ≥ 1 −
∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n) ≥ 1 −
∑

n<ω

ε̄(n) > 0.

Now, for k ≥ j∗ and ℓ ∈ bk, Levk(T ) ⊆ aℓ. Indeed, by the definition of p′βℓ
, p′βℓ

(βℓ) =

s∗⌢〈(k, aℓ)〉 ∈ G(βℓ). Since βℓ ∈ H, it follows that T ⊆ Trm(āβℓ). On the other hand,

āβℓ = 〈(nβℓ

i , aβℓ

i ) : i < ω〉 ⊇ s∗⌢〈(k, aℓ)〉, so nβℓ
m∗ = k and aβℓ

m∗ = aℓ. Therefore,

[T ] ⊆ {x ∈ ω2: x↾nβℓ

m∗ ∈ aβℓ

m∗} = {x ∈ ω2: x↾k ∈ aℓ}

18In the third case h(k) = 1, so Ik is a singleton.
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because k ≥ j∗ ≥ m, so Levk(T ) ⊆ aℓ.

As a consequence, for k ≥ j∗:

|bk| = |{aℓ : ℓ ∈ bk}| ≤ |{aℓ : ℓ ∈ Ik, Levk(T ) ⊆ aℓ}|

= {a ⊆ k2: Levk(T ) ⊆ a, |a| = 2k(1 − 2−j∗)}

= |{a ⊆ k2 r (Levk(T )) : |a| = 2k−j∗}| ≤

(

2k −mk

2k−j∗

)

where mk := min{|Levk(T )|, 2k(1 − 2j
∗
)}. Hence,

|bk|

|Ik|
≤

(2k−mk

2k−j∗

)

( 2k

2k−j∗

)
=

∏

i<mk
(2k − 2k−j∗ − i)

∏

i<mk
(2k − i)

=
∏

i<mk

(

1 −
2k−j∗

2k − i

)

≤
∏

i<mk

(

1 −
2k−j∗

2k

)

= (1 − 2−j∗)mk .

Therefore, since Ξc
π is free,
∫

ω

(1 − 2−j∗)mkdΞc

π(k) ≥

∫

ω

|bk|

|Ik|
dΞc

π(k) ≥ 1 −
∑

n<ω

ε̄(n),

so (1 − 2−j∗)mk ≥ 1 −
∑

n<ω ε̄(n) for all k ≥ j∗ because the sequence 〈(1 − 2−j∗)mk : k < ω〉 is
monotone-decreasing and Ξc

π is a free fam. Since 1−
∑

n<ω ε̄(n) > 0, we have that 〈mk : k < ω〉
is bounded and, as a consequence, 〈|Levk(T )| : k < ω〉 is bounded, which implies that [T ] is
finite. This contradicts that T is a perfect tree. �10.2

Now, we prove a similar result that will allow us to preserve strongly-θ- ωω-unbounded families
(added by iterating using Cohen forcing), which is the key point to keep b “small”. Again, the
structure of the iteration using finitely additive measures plays a fundamental role.

Theorem 10.3. Let κ ≤ θ be uncountable cardinals such that θ is regular. Assume that t is a
κ-C-iteration of length π and that G := {gc : Ξc is a free fam on P(ω), c ∈ C} is a complete set
of guardrails over κ−.

Further assume that L ⊆ U t, |L| ≥ θ and, for α ∈ L, Q̇α is a P−
α -name of C and Qs,0 := {s} for

all s ∈ C. Then, 
π “〈n̄α : α ∈ L〉 is strongly θ- ωω-unbounded”, where āα = 〈(nα
ℓ , a

α
ℓ ) : ℓ < ω〉

is the Cohen real added by Q̇α at the step α of the iteration, and n̄α := 〈nα
ℓ : ℓ < ω〉. As a

consequence, Pπ forces Cv[L]<θ �T
ωω, i.e. b ≤ θ and |L| ≤ d.

Proof. Assume, towards a contradiction, that there are a nice Pπ-name ẋ of a real number in
ωω, m < ω and a condition p ∈ Pπ such that p 
π“|{α ∈ L : ∀i ≥ m (nα

i ≤ ẋ(i))}| ≥ κ”. To
get a contradiction, we are going to find a suitable guardrail g for π over κ− and a countable
uniform ∆-system following g.

Let ε̄ : ω → (0, 1) such that
∑

n<ω ε̄(n) < 1. As in the proof of Theorem 10.2, we can find a
uniform ∆-system {pξ : ξ < θ} ⊆ Dε̄ with parameters (∆, n∗, ~α, r∗, ζ∗, ε∗), {αξ : ξ < θ} ⊆ L,
s∗ = 〈(ni, ai) : ℓ < m∗〉 ∈ C and c∗ ∈ n∗ r r∗ such that, for any ξ < θ,

• pξ ≤ p,

• 〈αξ : ξ < θ〉 has no repetitions,

• αξ ∈ dom(pξ),

• pξ 
π“∀i ≥ m (nα
i ≤ ẋ(i))”,

• for the decreasing enumeration
dom(qξ) ∩ F t = {γn,ξ : n < n−}, when-
ever n′ < n− and αn,ξ = γn′,ξ, ε

∗(n) =
ε̄(n′),

• pξ(αξ) = s∗ and αξ = αc∗,ξ.
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By extending s∗ if necessary, we can assume that m ≤ m∗. Let ℓ∗ := supi<m∗{ni + 1} and pick
some increasing 〈βℓ : ℓ < ω〉 ⊆ θ. For any ℓ < ω, we define a condition p′βℓ

∈ Pπ such that

p′βℓ
≤ pβℓ

, dom(p′βℓ
) = dom(pβℓ

) and,

p′βℓ
(γ) :=











pβℓ
(γ) if γ 6= βℓ,

s∗⌢〈(ℓ, ℓ2)〉 if γ = βℓ and ℓ ≥ ℓ∗,

s∗⌢〈(ℓ∗, ℓ
∗
2)〉 if γ = βℓ and ℓ < ℓ∗.

The sequence p̄′ := 〈p′βℓ
: ℓ < ω〉 is a uniform ∆-system, so we can find some c ∈ C such that this

∆-system follows g := gc and Ξc is a free fam on P(ω).

Let G be a Pπ-generic set over V containing limc(p̄′). By Theorem 8.6 (3),

∫

ω

|{ℓ ∈ Ick : p′βℓ
∈ G}|

|Ick |
dΞc

π(k) ≥ 1 −
∑

n<n∗

ε∗(n) ≥ 1 −
∑

n<ω

ε̄(n) > 0,

which implies that L :=
{

ℓ < ω : p′βℓ
∈ G

}

is infinite. For ℓ ∈ Lr ℓ∗, p′βℓ
(βℓ) ∈ G(β), so we have

that nβℓ
m∗ = ℓ. On the other hand, we know that, for any j ≥ m∗, nβℓ

j ≤ x(j), hence ℓ ≤ x(m∗)

because m∗ ≥ m. However, since L is infinite, it follows that {ℓ < ω : ℓ ≤ x(m∗)} is also infinite,
which is a contradiction.

Now, 〈n̄α : α < θ〉 is strongly θ-ωω-unbounded in the final generic extension, so, by Lemma 9.4,
we have that C[L]<θ �T

ωω. �10.3

Remark 10.4. The further assumption “L ⊆ U t and, for α ∈ L, Q̇α is a P−
α -name of C and

Qs,0 := {s} for any s ∈ C” is not required in the previous theorems. Since any finite support
iteration of non-trivial posets adds a Cohen real at limit stages, for any α < π limit or 0 we can
pick a Cohen real ˙̄aα in Vα+ω over Vα, and modify the proof to show that, in the final extension,
{Trm(āα) : α < π limit or 0, m < ω} is θ-anti-Bendixsion for the first theorem, and similarly
for the second one. However, the proof of this more general version is a bit longer.

Moreover, in Theorem 10.2, instead of using the countably many functions h∗j , it is possible

to use a single function, e.g. h∗(k) :=
∏k

j=1

( 2k

2k−j

)

, and assume instead that the following is a

complete set of guardrails for (π, κ−):

G := {gc : c ∈ C, Ξc is a fam on P(ω) and ∀k < ω (|Ick | = h∗(k))} .

However, we decided to stick to 〈h∗j : 0 < j < ω〉 for a clearer proof.

11. Applications: singular values in Cichoń’s diagram

This section aims to provide applications of our results described in the previous sections. In
particular, to prove Theorem F and G, i.e. a new separation of the left-hand side of Cichoń’s
diagram with the covering of null possibly singular, we construct a κ-Fr-Knaster ccc forcing
notion by iterating with fams.

Before engaging in the applications, we present some legal ways to construct P−
α in an iteration

with fams.

Lemma 11.1. Let P be a ccc forcing notion, Q a subset of P and let 〈Ḟi : i ∈ I〉 be a sequence

of P-names such that, for any i ∈ I, 
P“Ḟi : P(ω) → R”. Then there exists a forcing notion P−

such that P− ⊂· P, Q ⊆ P−, |P−| ≤ max{2, |Q|, |I|}ℵ0 , and, for any i ∈ I, there is a P−-name

for Ḟi↾P(ω) ∩ V P−
.
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Proof. For any nice P-name ẋ of a member of P(ω) and any i ∈ I, define Ei(ẋ) as a nice
P-name of Fi(ẋ). For a large enough regular cardinal χ, we can use a generalization of [Kun11,

Lem. III.8.4] to find a model N ≺ H(χ) such that ωN ⊆ N , P, Q ∈ N , Q ∪ {Ḟi : i ∈ I} ⊆ N , N
is closed under Ei for any i ∈ I and |N | ≤ {2, |Q|, |I|}ℵ0 . We define P− := P ∩N as a suborder
of P. We show that P− is as required.

First, it is clear that, for any p, p′ ∈ P−, p ≤P− p′ implies p ≤P p′, and p ⊥P− p′ implies p ⊥P p′.
Therefore, to prove that P− is a complete subposet of P, it is enough to show that any maximal
antichain in P− is a maximal antichain in P. For this, let A be a maximal antichain in P−. It
is clear that A ⊆ P is an antichain in P, and since P is ccc, |A| ≤ ℵ0. As a consequence, A ∈ N
because A ⊆ N and N is closed under countable sequences. For the maximality, we have,

A is maximal in P− ⇔ ∀p ∈ P ∩N∃q ∈ A (q ‖P− p)

⇔ N |= “∀p ∈ P∃q ∈ A (q ‖P p)”

⇔ H(χ) |= “∀p ∈ P∃q ∈ A (q ‖P p)”

⇔ ∀p ∈ P∃q ∈ A (q ‖P p)

⇔ A is maximal in P.

Hence, P− ⊂· P. Second, since Q ⊆ P and Q ⊆ N, we have that Q ⊆ P−. Note that |P−| =
|P ∩N | ≤ |N | ≤ max{2, |Q|, |I|}ℵ0 .

Finally, for any i ∈ I, let τi be a P−-name of the map P(ω) ∩ V P−
→ R such that 
P− “τi(ẋ) =

Ei(ẋ)” for any nice P−-name ẋ of a member of P(ω). Indeed, for such an ẋ, ẋ ∈ N, and it
is a nice P-name, so Ei(ẋ) ∈ N and, since N is σ-closed, we have that Ei(ẋ) is a P−-name.

Consequently, τi is also a P−-name and 
P“τi = Fi↾P(ω) ∩ V P−
”. �11.1

We will also use the following generalization of Lemma 11.1.

Lemma 11.2. Let µ and ν be infinite cardinals, P a ccc forcing notion, Q a σ-closed ν+-cc
forcing notion, Q̇ a Q-name such that 
Q“ Q̇ ⊆ P and |Q̇| ≤ |µ|”, and let 〈Ḟi : i ∈ I〉 be a

sequence of P × Q-names such that, for any i ∈ I, 
P×Q“ Ḟi : P(ω) → R”. Then there exists

a forcing notion P− ⊂· P such that |P−| ≤ max{µ, ν, |I|}ℵ0 , 
Q “Q̇ ⊆ P−” and, for any i ∈ I,

Ḟi↾P(ω) ∩ V P−×Q has a P− ×Q-name.

Proof. Since Q is σ-closed, 
Q“P is ccc” and 
P“Q is <ℵ1-distributive” by Easton’s Lemma.
Therefore, P(ω) ∩ V P×Q = P(ω) ∩ V P.

Set λ := max{µ, ν, |I|}. By recursion on η < ω1, build a sequence 〈Ṗ′
η : η < ω1〉 of Q-names and

a sequence 〈P−
η : η < ω1〉 of subsets of P such that:

(•1) 
Q “Ṗ′
η ⊂· P, Q ⊆ Ṗη, Ḟi↾P(ω) ∩ V Ṗ′

η+1×Q has a Ṗ′
η+1-name for any i ∈ I, and |Ṗ

′

η| ≤

|λ|ℵ0”, and

(•2) 
Q “Ṗ′
η ⊆ P−

η ⊆ Ṗ′
η+1” and |P−

η | ≤ λℵ0 .

These sequences are constructed as follows. Set P−
−1 := Q̇. When η < ω1 is not a limit ordinal,

by employing Lemma 11.1 in V Q, in V there is a Q-name Ṗ′
η such that 
Q “Ṗ′

η ⊂· P, P−
η−1 ⊆ Ṗ′

η,

|Ṗ′
η| ≤ |λ|ℵ0 and, for any i ∈ I, there is a Ṗ′

η-name for Ḟi↾P(ω) ∩ V Ṗ′
η×Q”. Since Q has the

ν+-cc, we can find a P−
η ⊆ P such that 
Q “Ṗ′

η ⊆ P−
η ” and |P−

η | ≤ λℵ0 (this uses that 
P“Q is
<ℵ1-distributive”).

When η < ω1 is limit, assume we have built P−
ξ and Ṗ′

ξ for all ξ < η. Let Ṗ′
η be a Q-name of

⋃

ξ<η Ṗ
′
ξ and let P−

η :=
⋃

ξ<η P
−
ξ . Observe that 
Q “Ṗ′

η = P−
η ” because 
Q “Ṗ′

ξ ⊆ Ṗ−
ξ ⊆ Ṗ′

ξ+1” for

all ξ < η. This finishes the construction.
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Let P− :=
⋃

η<ω1
P−
η . Notice that |P−| ≤ λℵ0 and P− ⊂· P, the latter because 
Q “P− =

⋃

η<ω1
Ṗ′
η ⊂· P”. It remains to show that 
Q “Ḟi↾P(ω) ∩ V P−×Q has a P−-name” for i ∈ I. By

(•1), choose a Q-name Ḟ η
i of a Ṗ′

η+1-name of Ḟi↾P(ω) ∩ V Ṗ′
η+1×Q. Since Q forces Ṗ′

η+1 ⊂· P−,

each Ḟ η
i is forced to be a P−-name. So let Ḟ−

i be a Q-name of a P−-name of
⋃

η<ω1
F η
i , which

is forced to be Ḟi↾P(ω) ∩ V P−×Q because P− is the direct limit of the ⊂· -increasing sequence of

ccc posets 〈Ṗ′
η : η < ω1〉. �11.2

We are finally ready to demonstrate Theorem F and G. First, we review the forcing notions we
use in our forcing constructions, for the sake of completeness.

(1) The forcing LOC is the standard σ-linked poset adding a generic slalom ϕgn ∈ S(ω, id) :=
∏

n<ω[ω]≤n, i.e. x ∈∗ ϕgn for any x ∈ ωω in the ground model (see e.g. [CMRM24,
Def. 4.1]). This forcing increases add(N ) because N ∼=T Lc(ω, id) := 〈ωω,S(ω, id),∈∗〉
(Bartoszyński’s characterization of measure, see [CM23, Thm. 4.2]).

(2) D denotes Hechler’s poset for adding a dominating real over the ground model, so it
increases b. Recall that it is σ-centered.

Theorem 11.3. Let θ ≤ κ be uncountable regular cardinals and let λ and χ be cardinals such
that κ ≤ λ ≤ χ = χℵ0 and cof([χ]<ν) = χ for ν ∈ {θ, κ, λ}. Assume that either κ = λ, or λ is
ℵ1-inaccessible and logχ < λ.

Then, there exists a κ-Fr-Knaster ccc forcing notion that forces:

(a) add(N ) = θ, add(M) = b = κ, cov(N ) = λ, cov(M) = c = χ, and non(M) ∈ {λ, λ+}
(see Figure 6).

(b) If λ is regular then non(M) = λ.

(c) If cf(λ) < κ then non(M) = λ+, as the constellation in Figure 2.

ℵ1 add(N )

cov(N )

non(N )

cof(N )

add(M) cov(M)

non(M) cof(M)

b d

c

λ+

χ

κθ

λλ

Figure 6. Five values in Cichoń’s diagram with cov(N ) possibly singular.

Proof. First assume that κ < λ, λ is ℵ1-inaccessible and logχ < λ. Since both κ and log χ are
smaller than λ, there is some cardinal µ < λ such that κ ≤ µ and χ ≤ 2µ. Set π := χ + χ
(ordinal sum) and choose a complete set of guardrails G for π over µ such that |G| ≤ µℵ0 , which
exists by Corollary 7.9. Note that µℵ0 < λ because λ is ℵ1-inaccessible.

For each 0 < j < ω, let Īj be the interval partition of ω such that |Ijk| = h∗j (k) for all k < ω

(see Notation 10.1). Fix a free fam Ξ0 on P(ω), and define the bedrock C as the set of all tuples
of the form (Ξ0, Ī

j , g) for 0 < j < ω and g ∈ G. Then, |C| ≤ µℵ0 < λ.
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We construct a κ-C-iteration t of length π forcing our desired statement.

Consider a partition {S0, S1, S2, S3} of π such that each Si has size χ and S0 = χ. For each
1 ≤ i ≤ 3, fix a bijection bi : Si → Si × χ such that bi(ξ) = (α, β) implies α ≤ ξ, which we
call a book-keeping function. Set U t := S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 and F t := S3. We also fix a sequence
δ̄ = 〈δj : j < ω〉 ∈ ω(0, 1) such that

∑

j<ω δj < ∞.

We now construct t by transfinite recursion on π by using the method in Section 7, as represented
in Figure 7. The induction basis is clear and the limit step follows by Theorem 7.18, so we only
need to describe what we do in the successor step so that Theorem 7.14 can be applied.

S0

Q̇ξ := C

S1

Q̇ξ := LOCṄξ

S2

Q̇ξ := DṄξ

S3

Q̇ξ := BV
P
−
ξ

χ + χ

Figure 7. Graphic representation of the iteration (considering that Si for 1 ≤
i ≤ 3 are cofinal in χ + χ).

Assume we have constructed our C-iteration tξ = 〈Pβ, Q̇α,P
−
α ,

~Qα, θα, ~Ξβ : α < ξ, β ≤ ξ〉 up to
ξ < π. We also assume that |Pξ| ≤ χ, which implies 
ξ “c ≤ χ”. It will be clear that |Pξ+1| ≤ χ
(and also for the limit step). We split into three possible cases:

Case 1: ξ ∈ S0. Set P−
ξ

:= P•
ξ , Q̇ξ := C, Pξ+1 := Pξ ∗ Q̇ξ, θξ := ℵ0 and, for any s ∈ C, let

Q̇ξ
s,0 := {s}. Note that 〈Pβ , Q̇α,P

−
α , ~Qα, θα : β ≤ ξ + 1, α < ξ + 1〉 is a κ-prepared iteration, so

by Theorem 7.14, we can find a sequence of names of fams ~Ξξ+1 := 〈Ξ̇c

ξ+1 : c ∈ C〉 such that

tξ+1 := 〈Pβ, Q̇α,P
−
α , ~Qα, θα, ~Ξβ : β ≤ ξ + 1, α < ξ + 1〉 is a C-iteration.

Case 2: ξ ∈ S1 ∪ S2.

Denote ν1 := θ and ν2 := κ. Fix i ∈ {1, 2} and assume ξ ∈ Si. Since Pξ has the ccc, 
ξ “c = χ”

and |(ωω)P
•
ξ | = χℵ0 = χ, where (ωω)P

•
ξ denotes the set of nice P•

ξ-names of members of ωω. Also

cof([χ]<νi) = χ, so pick a cofinal family {Eξ,β : β < χ} in
[

(ωω)P
•
ξ

]<νi
. For each β < χ, let Ḟξ,β

be a P•
ξ-name of the set in [ωω]<νi obtained from Eξ,β. Then, Pξ forces that {Ḟξ,β : β < χ} is

cofinal in [ωω]<νi .

This construction guarantees that we already have this enumeration for any γ < ξ in Si. Now,
define Ḟξ := Ḟbi(ξ), θξ := |Ebi(ξ)| < νi (so 
ξ “|Ḟξ | ≤ θξ”) and pick a P•

ξ-name of a transitive

model Ṅξ of (a finite large enough fragment of) ZFC of size θξ such that 
ξ “Ḟξ ⊆ Ṅξ”. We

then define P−
ξ

:= P•
ξ and the next stage Pξ+1 := Pξ ∗ Q̇ξ, where

Q̇ξ :=

{

LOCṄξ if i = 1,

DṄξ if i = 2.

Each Q̇ξ
ζ,0 for ζ < θξ is defined as a singleton for some enumeration of Q̇ξ in Vξ, so 
ξ “Q̇ξ =

⋃

ζ<θξ
Qξ

ζ,0”. We can then find ~Ξξ := 〈Ξ̇c

ξ : c ∈ C〉 as in the conclusion of Theorem 7.14. Conse-

quently, we have that tξ+1 := 〈Pβ, Q̇α,P
−
α , ~Qα, θα, ~Ξβ : β ≤ ξ + 1, α < ξ + 1〉 is a C-iteration.

Case 3: ξ ∈ S3. Denote by Ω
P•
ξ

δ̄
the collection of nice P•

ξ-names of members of Ωδ̄. As in Case

2, find a cofinal family {Ėξ,β : β < χ} in [Ω
P•
ξ

δ̄
]<λ, and let Ḟξ,β be the P•

ξ-name of the member
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of [Ωδ̄]
<λ produced by Eξ,β. Set Ḟξ := Ḟb3(ξ). Since all elements of E := Eb3(ξ) are nice P•

ξ-

names, each ˙̄a ∈ E depends on some countable sequence 〈A ˙̄a,j : j < ω〉 of (countable) maximal
antichains in P•

ξ . Set Q :=
⋃

˙̄a

⋃

j A ˙̄a,j , so |Q| < λ.

Next, by applying Lemma 11.1 we can find a forcing notion P−
ξ ⊂· P•

ξ containing Q such that

|P−
ξ | ≤ max{2, |Q|, |C|}ℵ0 and Ξ̇c

ξ↾P(ω) ∩ V P−
ξ has a P−

ξ -name Ξ̇c,−
ξ for each c ∈ C. Notice that

|P−
ξ | < λ because λ is ℵ1-inaccessible, |C| ≤ µℵ0 < λ and |Q| < λ. We then define the next step of

the iteration by Q̇ξ := BV
P
−
ξ

, θξ := ℵ0, Pξ+1 := Pξ ∗ Q̇ξ, and let ~Qξ := 〈Q̇ξ
t,ε : t ∈ <ω2, ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉

be a sequence of P−
ξ -names witnessing that random forcing is strongly Y∗∗-linked in V P−

ξ , which

exists by Example 6.8. We can find ~Ξξ := 〈Ξ̇c

ξ : c ∈ G〉 as in the conclusion of Theorem 7.14.

Once again, we obtain a C-iteration tξ+1 := 〈Pβ, Q̇α, P
−
α , ~Qα, θα, ~Ξβ : β ≤ ξ + 1, α < ξ + 1〉.

This completes the construction of t := tπ. Denote P := Pπ, It is clear that P is ccc and,
by Theorem 8.7, P is κ-Fr-Knaster. Also, P forces c = χ.

We start by proving that P forces b = κ. To force b ≥ κ, it suffices to prove that, in Vπ, any
F ⊆ ωω of size <κ is bounded. Indeed, assume that F ⊆ ωω has size <κ in Vπ. Since P is ccc
and cf(χ) ≥ κ (which is implied by cof([χ]<κ) = χ), there exists some ξ ∈ S2 such that F ∈ Vξ.
As a consequence, by the iteration construction, F ⊆ Fξ,β for some β < λ, hence F ⊆ Fα, where

α := b−1
2 (ξ, β) ≥ ξ and α ∈ S2. Then, the generic real added by Qα dominates Fα, and also F .

The converse inequality b ≤ κ is forced by Theorem 10.3.

Similarly, it can be proved that P forces θ ≤ b(Lc(ω, id)) = add(N ). On the other hand,
since P is obtained by a finite support iteration of θ-Lc∗-good forcing notions (see Lemma 9.11
and Example 9.12 (3)), P forces add(N ) ≤ θ by using Theorem 9.10.

To force cov(N ) ≥ λ, it is enough to show that, in Vπ, any subset of Ωδ̄ of size <λ is Cnδ̄-
bounded (see Definition 9.13). Let F be one of such families. Then, there is some ξ ∈ S3 such
that F ∈ Vξ, so F ⊆ Fξ,β for some β < ξ. Pick α ∈ S3 such that b3(α) = (ξ, β). Then

F ⊆ Fα = FbB(α) and, by the construction, Fα ∈ V P−
α . Let rα ∈ ω2 be the random real over

V P−
α added by Qα. Then, rα /∈ N [ā] for all ā ∈ Fα, so F is Cnδ̄-bounded by rα.

To prove that P forces that cov(N ) ≤ λ it suffices to verify the hypothesis of Theorem 9.16.
First work in Vχ. For α < χ let āα ∈ Ωδ̄ be a Cohen real added by Qα = C. Since Pχ is forcing
equivalent with Cχ, {āα : α < χ} is strongly ℵ1-Cnδ̄-unbounded (in Vχ), which implies strongly
λ-Cnδ̄-unbounded. Hence, (1) of Theorem 9.16 holds. On the other hand, (3) of Theorem 9.16
is clear and (2) follows by Theorem 10.2. Since the hypothesis of Theorem 9.16 are fulfilled, P
forces that {āα : α < χ} is strongly ℵ1-Cnδ̄-unbounded, which implies cov(N ) ≤ λ.

It remains to settle the values of non(M) and cov(M). Let λ∗ be the smallest regular car-
dinal ≥λ. We get that λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ λ+ and λ∗ ≤ χ (in the case λ = χ, since cof([χ]<λ) = χ
implies cf(χ) ≥ λ, λ is regular and λ∗ = λ). By Theorem 9.10 applied to (R, θ) = (Ed, λ∗)
(see Example 9.12 (1)), we obtain that P forces non(M) ≤ λ∗ and cov(M) ≥ χ. Since

P “c = χ”, it is forced that cov(M) = χ = c; on the other hand, P forces λ = cov(N ) ≤
non(M) ≤ λ∗ ≤ λ+. When λ is regular, λ∗ = λ, so non(M) = λ is forced. This settles (a)
and (b).

For (c), assume that cf(λ) < κ. By (a) we know that λ ≤ non(M) ≤ λ+, so P forces non(M) =
λ+ because, in the other case, κ = add(M) ≤ cf(non(M)) = cf(λ) < κ, which is not possible.

Finally, the case κ = λ is known from [Mej13, Thm. 2], but the argument above is valid for this
case under the following changes: G := πκ−, U t := π (so F t = ∅) and proceed in Case 3 (ξ ∈ S3)

exactly as in Case 2 (i.e. Q̇ξ has the form BṄξ). �Theorem 11.3
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We can prove that the hypothesis “log χ < λ” in the previous theorem can be changed by a
requirement more compatible with GCH. The proof is inspired from [GKS19, Lem. 1.33].

Theorem 11.4. In Theorem 11.3, the assumption “ log χ < λ” can be replaced by “either
2ℵ0 < κ or 2<κ < λ”.

Proof. Let µ be a regular uncountable cardinal such that µ ≤ χ. Recall the poset Fn<µ(χ, 2)
of partial functions χ → 2 with domain of size <µ. Without any requirements (like GCH), this
poset is <µ-closed, has the (2<µ)+-cc and forces |<µ2| = µ and |χ| ≤ 2µ, which means that the
cardinals in (µ, 2<µ] are collapsed to µ when V |= µ < 2<µ.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 11.3 (excluding log χ < λ), consider the case when κ < λ
and λ is ℵ1-inaccessible. In this theorem, we have assumed log χ < λ to get a complete set
of guardrails of size <λ (as a consequence of Engelking’s and Kar lowicz’s Theorem), but now
we plan to go along with the iteration construction without this hypothesis. The trick consists
of constructing a ccc κ-prepared finite support iteration in the ground model V such that it is
a C-iteration in the Fn<µ(χ, 2)-extension for some suitable bedrock C that lives in this generic
extension. This means that the sequences of fams are constructed in the Fn<µ(χ, 2)-extension.
Of course, we will need some requirements for µ to conclude that the iteration constructed in
V forces what we want, but these are given along with the construction. We take advantage of
|χ| ≤ 2µ in the Fn<µ(χ, 2)-extension to guarantee that C is small enough.

So let P∗ := Fn<µ(χ, 2). In V P∗
, we have that |χ| ≤ 2µ, so by Corollary 7.9 there is some

complete set G of guardrails for χ + χ over µ of size ≤µℵ0 . Fix a free fam Ξ0 on P(ω) (which
could come from the ground model) and define C as the set of all tuples of the form (Ξ0, Ī

j , g)
for 0 < j < ω and g ∈ G, exactly as in the proof of Theorem 11.3. Clearly, |C| ≤ µℵ0 .

Back in V , let Ġ and Ċ be P∗-names of the objects constructed above. We now construct, in
V , a ccc κ-prepared iteration t of length χ + χ such that P∗ forces that it is a Ċ-iteration after
plugging names of fams 〈Ξ̇c

α : α ≤ χ + χ, c ∈ Ċ〉, i.e. each Ξ̇c
α is a P∗ × Pα-name of a fam on

P(ω). We partition χ + χ = S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 ∪ S3, set S0 := χ and F t := S3, and fix book-keeping
functions bi for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, exactly as in the proof of Theorem 11.3.

In the case ξ ∈ U t = S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 we proceed exactly as in the proof of Theorem 11.3, so
P−
ξ = P•

ξ . Also, P∗ × Pξ forces that Q̇ξ is uniformly and strongly |θξ|-Y∗-linked witnessed by

singletons (recall that, by Easton’s Lemma, Pξ is ccc in V P∗
). Then, by Theorem 7.14, there is

a P∗ × Pξ+1-name ~̇Ξξ+1 of a sequence 〈Ξ̇c

ξ+1 : c ∈ Ċ〉 of fams on P(ω) such that P∗ forces that

the iteration up to ξ + 1 is a Ċ-iteration after including them.

The case ξ ∈ S3 is more delicate. We let Ḟξ be a Pξ-name (chosen by the book-keeping function
b3) and Q ⊆ P•

ξ of size <λ exactly as in the proof of Theorem 11.3. This time, we apply

Lemma 11.2 to find some P−
ξ ⊂· P•

ξ of size ≤max{|Q|, 2<µ}ℵ0 such that, for each P∗-name ċ of

a member of Ċ, Ξ̇ċ

ξ↾P(ω) ∩ V P∗×P−
ξ has a P∗ × P−

ξ -name. We let Q̇ξ be a P−
ξ -name of random

forcing and let 〈Q̇t,ε : t ∈ <ω2, ε ∈ (0, 1)Q〉 be the sequence of P−
ξ -names witnessing that random

forcing is uniformly σ-Y∗∗-linked. By Easton’s Lemma, P−
ξ forces that P∗ is <ℵ1-distribute, so

P∗ × P−
ξ forces that Q̇ξ is the random forcing from V P∗×P−

ξ , and so it is uniformly σ-Y∗∗-linked

witnessed by the same sets. Therefore, Theorem 7.14 can be applied to find a P∗ × Pξ+1-name

~̇Ξξ+1 of a sequence of fams on P(ω) as in the previous case. At the end of the proof, we need that

|P−
ξ | < λ (for ξ ∈ S3) to guarantee that Pξ forces |Q̇ξ| < λ (and be able to apply Theorem 9.16

at the very end). Since we have |P−
ξ | ≤ max{|Q|, 2<µ}ℵ0 , we require that 2<µ < λ to get |P−

ξ | < λ

(recall that λ is ℵ1-inaccessible).
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The limit step α ≤ χ+χ is clearly defined in V . In V P∗
, Theorem 7.18 can be easily applied to

find the names of sequences of fams that we need to get a Ċ-iteration up to α. This completes
the construction.

Under the assumption that 2<µ < λ, the arguments in the proof of Theorem 11.3 that do not
use fams can be performed verbatim (in V ), so it remains to show which requirements must be
satisfied by µ so that P := Pχ+χ forces (over V ) that cov(N ) ≤ λ and b ≤ κ.

Work in V P∗
. If κ is not collapsed, i.e. V |=“κ ≤ µ or 2<µ < κ”, then we have a κ-C-iteration,

so P forces that the Cohen reals added by Pχ form a κ-anti-Bendixson family and a strongly
κ-ωω-unbounded family by Theorem 10.2 and 10.3, respectively. However, this family of Cohen
reals live in V Pχ , thus, by downward absoluteness between V P and V P∗×P, in V , P forces the
same. Therefore, in V , P forces b ≤ κ and, by Theorem 9.16 (applied in V Pχ), cov(N ) ≤ λ.

In conclusion, we need that 2<µ < λ and that either κ ≤ µ or 2<µ < κ to succeed with the
previous argument. In the first case, κ ≤ µ and 2<µ < λ imply 2<κ < λ, so it is enough to use
µ = κ; in the second case, 2<µ < κ implies that 2ℵ0 < κ, so it is enough to use µ = ℵ1. For this
reason, it is enough to assume that either 2<κ < λ or 2ℵ0 < κ to succeed with the proof of the
theorem. �11.4

The following well-known result due to Shelah is a direct consequence of Theorem 11.4.

Corollary 11.5 ([She00, Thm. 3.5]). Con(ZFC) ⇒ Con(ZFC + cf(cov(N )) = ℵ0).

The advantage of Theorem 11.4 is that the finite support iteration of ccc forcings for this con-
sistency result can be constructed in a model of GCH, which is not possible with Theorem 11.3
if GCH is added to its assumptions, logχ < λ ≤ χ implies that λ = χ is a successor cardinal.
Under Theorem 11.4, by assuming GCH in the ground model, λ can be any uncountable cardinal
of countable cofinality, ℵ1 ≤ θ ≤ κ < λ with θ and κ regular, and χ > λ such that cf(χ) > λ (in
particular, λ = ℵω can be used).

12. Questions

Apart from Fremlin’s conjecture mentioned at the beginning of Section 1, solved by Shelah
in [She00], the following is of interest as well:

Question 12.1. Can cov(E) have countable cofinality?

Miller (see [BJ95, Thm. 5.1.18]) proved that d ≤ cov(E) implies cf(cov(E)) > ω. Hence,
to provide a positive answer to this question, it must be forced d < cov(E), which implies
cov(E) = cov(N ) (see [BJ95, Thm. 2.6.9], which was originally proved by Bartoszyński and
Shelah [BS92]). Hence, it would be necessary to force cf(cov(N )) = ω without increasing d,
e.g. by using ωω-bounding forcing.

In case that λ is regular in Theorem 11.4, as in [KST19] it is possible to force non(M) to be
larger than λ+, particularly, any desired ℵ1-inaccessible regular value between λ and χ. However,
we do not know how to do this when λ is singular.

Question 12.2. Can the left side of Cichoń’s digram be separated with the value of cov(N )
singular and cov(N )+ < non(M)? Can this be done for Cichoń’s maximum as well?

It is well-known that add(N ), add(M) and b are regular, and it is known how to force, using
large cardinals, Cichoń’s maximum with the cardinals of the right side singular. It is not known
how to force this without using large cardinals.
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On the other hand, it is unknown how to force Cichoń’s maximum with cov(N ) or non(M)
singular. Moreover, it is not known how to force non(M) singular with finite support iteration
techniques.

Question 12.3. Is it consistent with ZFC that non(M) < cov(M) with non(M) singular?
More generally: Can the left side of Cichoń’s diagram be separated with the value of non(M)
singular?

It is also unknown how to force ℵ1 < cov(M) < non(M) with non(M) singular.
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